
Durham E-Theses

The primipilares of the Roman army

B. Dobson

How to cite:

Dobson, B. (1955) The primipilares of the Roman army. Doctoral thesis, Durham University.

Use policy

The full-text may be used and/or reproduced, and given to third parties in any format or medium, without prior permission or
charge, for personal research or study, educational, or not-for-profit purposes provided that:

• a full bibliographic reference is made to the original source

• a https://etheses.durham.ac.uk/id/eprint/8434/ is made to the metadata record in Durham E-Theses

• the full-text is not changed in any way

The full-text must not be sold in any format or medium without the formal permission of the copyright holders.

Please consult the full Durham E-Theses policy for further details.

Academic Support Office, The Palatine Centre, Durham University, Stockton Road, Durham, DH1 3LE
e-mail: e-theses.admin@durham.ac.uk Tel: +44 0191 334 6107

https://etheses.durham.ac.uk

https://www.durham.ac.uk
https://etheses.durham.ac.uk/id/eprint/8434/
https://libguides.durham.ac.uk/open_research/etheses#s-lib-ctab-15326874-5
https://etheses.durham.ac.uk


THE PRIMIPILARES OF THE ROMAN ARMY 

T h e s i s submitted i n candidacy f o r the Degree of 

Doctor of Philosophy 

i n August, 1955-

B. DOBSON 

of 

HATFIELD COLLEGE, DURHAM. 

The copyright of this thesis rests with the author. 

No quotation from it should be published without 

his prior written consent and information derived 

from it should be acknowledged. 



TABLE OF COITTENTS 

VOLUME I 

INTRODUCTION 1 

I'TSTORICAL BIBLIOGRAPHY 4 

THE REPUBLICAN PREvJPILATE 22 

THE AUC-USTAK P R I I K I P I L A T E 27 

THE DEVELOPING PRLMPILATE 42 

THE LATE PRE ilPILATE 69 

T H E ORIC-IEES OF PRIi.ILFILARES 39 

T I S PREOPILARIS AED TIDE LEGIOKS AS SOLDIER AMD CEOTURIOE 112 

THE PRII.IPILARIS AND THE ROUE COLORTS AS SOLDIER AND CEITUPION 124 

T K E FRZ-IPILARIS AND THE EQUESTRIAN ORDER 145 

THE PRL'.IUSPILUS AED THE FRILilPILARIS 161 

TIDS PREFECTS OF THE CAliP AND OF THE LEGIONS 173 

THE ROLE TRIBUNATES 202 

PRIIIUSPILUS I T E R U I I 224 

THE PRII.IIPILARIS PROCURATOR 234 

T I I E SOCIAL STANDING OF T1TE FRILIPILARIS 286 

THE PRL..IPILARIS I K THE ;»UrICIPALITIES 299 

COBCLUSION • 309 

APPENDICES 

THE FRIJ.JPILARIS AND THE CASTRA FEREGRINA 317 

T H E P R F IPILARIS AND THE FLEET 520 

T H E PRIl.iPILARIS AND T H E PROTECTORES 321 



THECEKARIUS 323 

PRD;CEPS HIAETORII . 326 

OFFICIAL PRILOJSPILUS DEDICATIONS 329 

DOI:IS DONATUS 335 

VOLUME I I 

PROSOPOGRAPKi OF PRLuIPILARES 1 

SUPELEJENT TO PROSOPOGRAPHY 591 

SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY 4-07 

NOTES 411 

INDEX OF ROLE TRIBUNES 424 

INDEX OF C0GU0I1INA 430 



INTRODUCTION 

The f u n c t i o n of the i n t r o d u c t i o n to a work of t h i s nature 

would seem to be a d e f i n i t i o n of the s u b j e c t and an explanation 

of the reasons f o r i t s s e l e c t i o n , a review of the present s t a t e 

of the m a t e r i a l and the work done on i t , and an explanation of 

the form t h a t the t h e s i s has taken. 

The term p r l m i p i l a r i s i s of course d e r i v e d from the word 

pri m u s p i l u s , the c h i e f c e n t u rion of the Roman l e g i o n , commander 

of the f i r s t century of the f i r s t cohort. A f t e r holding t h i s 

post men were known as p r l m i p i l a r e s and under the Empire they 

wex-e employed i n a wide v a r i e t y of f u r t h e r p o s t s , notably as 

p r e f e c t s of the camp to the l e g i o n s , tribunes of the cohorts 

at Rome, commanders of tne Egyptian legions and l a t e r of others, 

and as p r o c u r a t o r s . These f a c t s are of course g e n e r a l l y known, 

but the l a s t f u l l study of the p r i m i p l l a r e s was by J . Karbe i n 

lbbO (1). T h i s was a u s e f u l study, but by no means exhaustive. 

I t was overshadowed by A. von Domaszewski 1s gre a t book on the 

Roman Array (id), which appeared i n /90$. Thi s has profoundly 

i n f l u e n c e d a l l subsequent thought on the p r i m i p i l a r e s , with the 

r e s u l t t h a t c e r t a i n of h i s c o n c l u s i o n s , though f a l s e , have been 

unchallenged. I t was the work of,M. Durry on the p r a e t o r i a n 

cohorts whicn provided the immediate stimulus f o r a re-examin-

a t i o n of the primlpftlares. He put forward there 13) a view of 

the p r l m i p i l a r e s wnich seemed to Mr. B i r l e y mistaken, and he 

made an i n i t i a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n of the Durry t h e s i s i n a paper 
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r e p r i n t e d i n h i s omnibus volume ( 4 ; . C l e a r l y however what 

was necessary to prove or disprove the views or M. Durry was 

a f u l l examination of the p r i m i p i l a r e s , and so he introduced 

me to the subjecu at the end of my r i r a t degree course. The 

r e s u l t s of what examination appear i n t h i s t h e s i s . I have not 

sought to examine every aspect of the p r i m i p i l a r e s , but have 

conventrated on t h e i r geograpnical o r i g i n s , the corps from 

which they were r e c r u i t e d , and the p a t t e r n of t h e i r c a r e e r s . 

The review of the present s t a t e of our knowledge about 

the p r i m i p i l a r e s f o l l o w s i n the next chapter, so I need not 

touch on i t here. As f a r as the c o n s t r u c t i o n of my own work 

i s concerned, i t f a l l s i n t o two broad d i v i s i o n s , the general 

d i s c u s s i o n of the p r i m i p l l a r e s , and the prosopography of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s . The r i r s t begins with a survey of the h i s t o r i c a l 

development of the p r i m i p l l a t e . I t i s seen as a m i l i t a r y post 

without a f u t u r e i n the Republic, and then i t i s shown how 

Augustus shaped t h i s i n s t i t u t i o n i n t o one or the valuable 

c o n t r i b u t i o n s he made to the a d m i n i s t r a t i v e machinery of the 

P r i n c i p a t e . There f o l l o w s the e v o l u t i o n of the c a r e e r , and a 

glance at the p r i m l p i l a r i s of the fouth and f i f t h c e n t u r i e s . 

The chapter on the geographical o r i g i n s of the p r i m i p i l a r e s 

ftojfcjfcows, and then the e q u a l l y important chapters on the 

corps from which the p r i m i p i l a r e s were r e c r u i t e d , and i n which 

they served. T h i s l e a d s us n a t u r a l l y to the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of 

what the p r i m i p i l a t e i t s e l f i n v o lved. The next group i s of 

posts the p r i m i p i i a r i s almost e x c l u s i v e l y s u p p l i e d , the 
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p r e f e c t u r e s of the camp, the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , and the posts of 

p r i m i p l l i iterum. Under the f i r s t are considered the p r e f e c t s 

of the camp i n Egypt. The c o n t r i b u t i o n of the p r i m i p l l a r e s to 

the procurators i s then a s s e s s e d , and f i n a l l y t h e i r importance 

i n I m p e r i a l and municipal s o c i e t y . The co n c l u s i o n seeks to 

summarise a l l t h i s , and i n p a r t i c u l a r to give a f i n a l estimate 

of the importance of the p r i m i p i l a r e s . 

The second p a r t owes i t s i n s p i r a t i o n to H.G. Pflaum's 

these complementaire, ( 5 ; . I t g i v e s a complete l i s t of a l l 

p r i m i p i l a r e s of the f i r s t three c e n t u r i e s of the Empire. I t 

al s o g i v e s the few cases of men holding Rome t r i b u n a t e s and 

pr e r e c t u r e s of the camp or ducenarian commands of leg i o n s who 

were not p r i m i p i l a r e s . I n s c r i p t i o n s and l i t e r a r y r e f e r e n c e s are 

given whenever i t has seemed d e s i r a b l e , p a r t i c u l a r l y to f a c i l i t ­

ate d i s c u s s i o n . Much th a t i s dismissed b r i e f l y i n volume I w i l l 

be found a t length i n the prosopography, and the book i s planned 

on the assumption t h a t the reader w i l l t r e a t the two as dependent 

the one on the other. Appendices are given on a few t o p i c s t h a t 

cannot be ignored, but are not s u f f i c i e n t l y important to f i n d a 

place i n the main body of d i s c u s s i o n . 



HISTORICAL BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Before g i v i n g a h i s t o r i c a l survey of the work on the 

p r i m i p i l a r e s a word should he s a i d on the m a t e r i a l . T h i s takes 

the form mainly of i n s c r i p t i o n s on stone, a type of evidence 

which i s f a r g r e a t e r i n bulk than t h a t from l i t e r a t u r e . The 

l i t e r a r y r e f e r e n c e s have t h e i r own importance, however, f o r 

whereas the i n s c r i p t i o n s give us the o r i g i n and c a r e e r of the 

p r i m i p i l a r i s , l i t e r a t u r e t e l l s us what he did. Of the other 

types of evidence, that from i n s c r i p t i o n s i s the most l i k e l y to 

i n c r e a s e , and much has been l e a r n e d from quite recent f i n d s , 

e.g. the v e r y important new i n s c r i p t i o n r e l a t i n g to Marcius Turbo 

which i s given under him i n the prosopography. As e x p l a i n e d i n 

the I n t r o d u c t i o n , however, i t i s not the d i s c o v e r y of new 

m a t e r i a l so much as the i n some r e s p e c t s inadequate treatment of 

the s u b j e c t so f a r which has l e d me t o make a new study of t h i s 

s u b j e c t . 

I may be f o r g i v e n perhaps i f I begin my survey with the 

work of J . Karbe i n 1880. (The books mentioned are a l l f u l l y 

d e t a i l e d i n the s e l e c t b ibliography, so the t i t l e s are only 

mentioned i n the notes to t h i s chapter when a s p e c i f i c r e f e r e n c e 

to a page i s made). T h i s inmost modern study of which I am 

aware that attempts to d e a l with the p r i m i p i l a t e comprehensively. 

A. Von Domaszewsk* d e a l t with the s u b j e c t i n the Rangordnung. 

but only as p a r t of a f a r g r e a t e r scheme. Karbe recognised 

c l e a r l y the d i s t i n c t i o n between p r i m u s p i l u s and p r i m i p i l a r i s . 



while noting that often the terms are used interchangeably ( 1 ) . 

He demonstrated c l e a r l y the e x i s t e n c e of an ordo primipilarium(2.) 

and t h a t there was both a numerus of p r i m i p i l a r e s a t Rome and 

p r i m i p i l a r e s attached to commanders i n the f i e l d . R i g h t l y he 

concluded that the p r i m i p i l a r i s was an Augustan c r e a t i o n , and he 

made the fundamental d i s t i n c t i o n between those who r e t i r e d a f t e r 

the p r i m i p i l a t e , and those who went on to f u r t h e r s e r v i c e . He 

saw c l e a r l y that the tenure of the p r i m i p i l a t e was sh o r t , and 

that the commoda so lauded i n ve r s e and prose a l i k e i n c l u d e d as 

t h e i r most important item the sum of 600,000 s e s t e r c e s r e c e i v e d 

by the primuspilus on h i s retirement ( 3 ) . He noted a l s o the 

s p e c i a l claims of the emperors on the p r i m i p i l a r e s . He took 

the view that the p r i m i p i l a r e s were not a u t o m a t i c a l l y e q u e s t r i a n s 

on the b a s i s of the i n s c r i p t i o n s of p r i m i p i l i ex equ i t e Romano 

and s i m i l a r , arguments His views on t h i s s u b j e c t brough.t 

him i n t o grave d i f f i c u l t i e s ( 5 ) . 

I n d i s c u s s i n g the p r i m i p i l a r e s i n the m u n i c i p a l i t i e s Karbe 

noted the high posts h e l d and the extreme r a r i t y of m a g i s t r a c i e s 

lower than the rank of duovir i n p r i m i p i l a r i s c a r e e r s ( 6 ) . 

F u r t h e r he noted how the r e t i r e d p r i m i p i l a r i s was of t e n the 

p r e f e c t or the c u r a t o r of the emperor i n the m u n i c i p a l i t i e s . He 

covered competently the e x t r a o r d i n a r y posts given to p r i m i p i l a r e s 

( 7 ) . I n d i s c u s s i n g Wilmanns on the p r e f e c t of the camp he 

disputed the former's argument t h a t tne p r e f e c t of the camp was 

of e q u e s t r i a n rank, because i t c o n f l i c t e d with h i s own i n t e r p r e t ­

a t i o n of the p r i m i p i l a r i s as p l e b e i a n ( 8 ) . Karbe's treatment of 
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the tenure of posts by p r i m i p i l a r e s which were h e l d by equest­

r i a n o f f i c e r s almost e x c l u s i v e l y a f t e r the r e i g n of Claudius 
was u n s a t i s f a c t o r y , p r e c i s e l y because he did not r e a l i s e the 
d i f f e r e n t s i t u a t i o n s before and a f t e r that emperor's r e i g n (9). 
T h i s f a u l t a l s o a f f e c t e d h i s treatment of the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . 
Here shouiEd be quoted Karbe's famous ex p l a n a t i o n of the grant of 
Rome t r i b u n a t e s to p r i m i p i l a r e s (10). 

cuius r e i nullam aliam i n v e n i o causam, n i s i ~ u t m i l i t i b u s 
i l l i s d i u e t optime m e r i t i s , quos plerosque etiam e q u e s t r i loco 
ortos esse v e r i s i m i l e e s t , post longam castror^um solitudinem 
Urbis gaudia e t d e l i c i a s tandem r e v i s e n d i occasio daretur. 

As appears from my chapter on the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , f o r some 

a t l e a s t of the t r i b u n e s t h i s was the main value of t h e i r 

t r i b u n a t e s , but ha r d l y the prime motive of the emperors i n g i v i n g 

p r i m i p i l a f t e s these t r i b u n a t e s . Karbe SHW c l e a r l y moreover, 

t h a t few p r i m i p i l a r e s reached the great p r e f e c t u r e s (11). He 

gave the r e i g n of Hadrian as the p e r i o d before which p r i m i p i l a r e s 

came r a r e l y or never to the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s (12), which i s to 

some extent borne out by my f u l l e r study. F u r t h e r he noted that 

p r i m i p i l a f t e s r a r e l y r e c e i v e d urban p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , and drew the 

c o r r e c t c o n c l u s i o n t h a t they were more s u i t e d f o r p r o v i n c i a l 

posts (13). 

Karbe's treatment of the primuspilus iterum was f a i r r a t h e r 

than good (1U). He r e a l i s e d that pp. b i s could have two p o s s i b l e 

meanings, but he regarded the second p r i m i p i l a t e as i n d i s t i n g u i s h ­

able from the f i r s t , and again he was i n d i f f i c u l t i e s because of 

h i s a s s e r t i o n t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r i s was a plebeian. Again he 

f a i l e d to r e a l i s e the d i f f e r e n c e between the pre-Claudian and 
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post-Claudian c a r e e r . N e v e r t h e l e s s , he r e a l i s e d c l e a r l y t h a t 

t h i s post of primuspilus iterum was the pathway to the pro-

c u r a t o r s h i p s . F i n a l l y , h i s c o n c l u s i o n i s well-worth quoting (15), 

Sed ut extremum haheat a l i q u i d d i s p u t a t i o mea, primum atque 
proprium p r i m i p i l a r i u m i n s t i t u t i o n i s i l l u d f u i t , quod imperatores 
hac r a t i o n e ordinem virorum f i d e l i s s i m o r u m ac p e r i t i s s i m o r u m s i b i 
creaverunt, quorum f i d e i unum quodque o f f i c i u m l o c i s v e l 
d i s i u n c t i s s i m i s maximeque d i v e r s i s concredere l i c e a t ; nam quibus 
omnia dederant, ab i i s omnia repetere poterant. 

Karbe's second p a r t i s a l s o of i n t e r e s t to us, f o r he t r e a t e d 

of the c e n t u r i o n by d i r e c t commission, the importance of whom i s 

s t r e s s e d i n t h i s t h e s i s . As f a r as reaching the p r i m i p i l a t e was 

concerned, he a s s e r t e d that they r e c e i v e d no p a r t i c u l a r p r e f e r ­

ence ( 1 6 ) . On the other hand, he a s s e r t e d that they comprised 

the v a s t m a j o r i t y of the men who, having reached the p r i m i p i l a t e , 

were promoted beygnd i t . His arguments were sound as f a r as the 

s u p e r i o r q u a l i f i c a t i o n s of such men were concerned, but i n 

arguing that they formed the v a s t m a j o r i t y he f a i l s to r e a l i s e 

t h a t s i l e n c e about t h e i r o r i g i n was not the mark of a p a r t i c u l a r 

c l a s s of p r i m i p i l a r e s , but a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of most of those 

who reached the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s and p r e f e c t u r e s . He became even 

more muddled i n d i s c u s s i n g the t h i r d - c e n t u r y ducenarian l e g i o n a r y 

p r e f e c t s and the centurionate as a m i l i t i a e q u e s t r i s (17). 

I have given the conslusions of Karbe i n considerable d e t a i l , 

as he was the l a s t to survey a l l the aspects of the p r i m i p i l a t e 

i n a work devoted p r i m a r i l y to i t . Apart from the e r r o r s I have 

a^lready noted, and the general need to b r i n g h i s work up to date, 

he has f a i l e d to comprehend the pre-Claudian s i t u a t i o n , and the 

s p e c i a l nature of the p r i m u s p i l u s iterum. F u r t h e r , he d i d not 
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d i s c u s s the question of r e c r u i t i n g of the p r i m i p i l a r e s i n terms 

of provinces or corps, and g e n e r a l l y h i s study needs to "be 

expanded and elaborated. I t i s f a i r to say that he probably d i d 

as much as was p o s s i b l e with h i s material.^ and h i s whole study 

i s s t i l l w e l l worth reading and i s c o n s t a n t l y s t i m u l a t i n g . 

We come now to the work of Wilmanns. I t was e a r l i e r than 

Karhe i n date, being published i n 1872, but as i t t r e a t s of a 

p a r t of the p r i m i p i l a r i s c a r e e r , and not of the whole, I p l a c e 

i ~ t i n the second p o s i t i o n . He l a i d down that the p r e f e c t u r e of 

the camp e x i s t e d only i n the f i r s t two c e n t u r i e s of our e r a ( 1 8 ) . 

The post was h e l d by p r i m i p i l a r e s , who r a r e l y advanced f u r t h e r , 

and never obtained p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s (19). T h e i r decorations 

included hastae and v e x i l l a . He recognised that the p r e f e c t of 

the camp i n Egypt was commander of the S g i o n s there ( 2 2 ) , and 

recognised L i t e r n i u s Pronto as such. I n h i s opinion i n the f i r s t 

century the p r e f e c t s v/ere appointed to camps, not to l e g i o n s , 

t i l l Domitian forbade the q u a r t e r i n g together of l e g i o n s ( 2 1 ) . 

He d i d not t h i n k that i n the f i r s t p e r i o d r e f e r r e d to the p r e f e c t 

was s u b j e c t to l e g i o n a r y l e g a t e s . Wrongly he thought t h a t the 

p r e f e c t was the l e g i o n a r y l e g a t e ' s deputy, f o r g e t t i n g about the 

tribunus l a t i c l a v i u s . He i d e n t i f i e d the p r e f e c t of the camp w i t h 

the p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n , but s t a t e d t h a t Severus o f f i c i a l l y 

changed the name (22). He admitted that the former t i t l e appeared 

on a number of examples from the second century. He did not 

understand the post of L. C i r p i n i u s . He saw t h a t the p r e f e c t s 

began commanding the l e g i o n s from the time of G a l l i e n u s onwards, 
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but he f a i l e d to d i s t i n g u i s h the p r e f e c t s of the Egyptian l e g i o n s 

from the r e s t . The f a c t that i f the p r e f e c t of the camp i n 

Egypt was ducenarian, the prefect-commander of the Egyptian 

l e g i o n I I T r a i a n a must be a l s o , escapedJu'm. 

One f u r t h e r work must be mentioned before we come to 

Domaszewski, which l i k e Karbe has tended to be forgotten, that of 

W. Baehr i n 1900. Though h i s d i s s e r t a t i o n was not mainly con­

cerned with the p r i m i p i l a r e s i t contributed a number of u s e f u l 

p o i n t s . He c o l l e c t e d the evidence f o r promotion of p r i m i p i l a r e s 

beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e as f a r as i t was a v a i l a b l e at that time(23) 

Prom the f i r s t he took more not i c e of chronology than Karbe, and 

was thus able to observe that the r e i g n of Vespasian seemed to be 

the d i v i d i n g - l i n e a f t e r which the p r i m i p i l a r e s r a r e l y or never 

r e c e i v e d e q u e s t r i a n appointments, apart from the Some t r i b u n a t e s 

(2L\). He concluded t h a t from the beginning the Rome t r i b u n a t e s 

were res e r v e d f o r the p r i m i p i l a r e s . He noted f u r t h e r , i n connec­

t i o n with the withdrawal of the p r i m i p i l a r e s from the e q u e s t r i a n 

m i l i t i a e . the f a c t t h a t Ve/pasian appeared to have b r o u g h t to an 

end the p r a c t i c e of f o r e i g n p r i n c e s commanding t h e i r own a u x i l i a r ­

i e s . He r e j e c t e d f i r m l y , a g a i n s t the opinion of h i s time, the 

i d e a that the p r i m i p i l a t e was the quarta m i l i t i a , and Karbe's 

opinion, shared by others, that i n the t h i r d century the cent-

u r i o n a t e was an e q u e s t r i a n m i l i t i a (25). He noted cases of non-

I t a l i a n p r i m i p i l a r e s before Severus. The r e s t of the t h e s i s i s 

devoted to a study that i s not u n i n t e r e s t i n g f o r us, f o r i t 

demonstrated that the p a t t e r n of centurions' reefcuitment followed 
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that of the l e g i o n s . 

We come now to the g r e a t e s t s i n g l e work on the Roman army, 

Domaszewski 1s Rangordnung. T h i s great work was i n f l u e n c e d 

throughout "by v/hat I may term the f l B a r b a r i s a t i o n " concept, t h a t 

;trhe e n t r y of p r o v i n c i a l s i n t o the cadres of the army and administ­

r a t i o n was f a t a l , t h a t the p o l i c y of Severus i n t h i s matter was 

a d e l i b e r a t e e x c l u s i o n of I t a l i a n s i n favour of p r o v i n c i a l s , and 

tha t i n t h i s respect that emperor was d e l i b e r a t e l y r e v e r s i n g the 

p o l i c y of h i s predecessors. T h i s i n f l u e n c e d h i s conclusions on 

the r e c r u i t i n g of centu r i o n s (26). He l a i d down as f a r as the 

p r i m i p i l a t e was concerned the fo l l o w i n g maxims. With exceptions 

made i n the case of c e r t a i n p r a e t o r i a n c e n t u r i o n a t e s , the prim-

ip i l e . t e was always pipc'eded by the centurionate of a l e g i o n (27). 

There were two p r i m i p i l i dsn each l e g i o n , of whom one d i d not 

command a century, and was the prim u s p i l u s iterum ( 2 8 ) . The 

p r i m i p i l i were almost a l l I t a l i a n s , rectnaited from the guard (29). 

Even the men ex equite Romano r a r e l y obtained the p r i m i p i l a t e , 

and that i s why they were so c a r e f u l to mention t h e i r SbEigin. 

Hadrian made I t a l i a n n a t i o n a l i t y a r u l e , i n order t n keep f o r 

I t a l i a n s the posts to which p r i m i p i l a r e s were promoted. One 

observes how A. von Domaszewski sees a l l t h i s as an elabo r a t e 

system of p r o t e c t i o n a g a i n s t " B a r b a r i s a t i o n " . He suggested that 

the cohorts and a l a e to which p r i m i p i l a r e s were appointed before 

the r e i g n of Claudius were m i l l i a r y ( 3 0 ) . I n t h i s connection 

there i s a b e a u t i f u l example of a Domaszewski proof by r e s t o r a t ­

ion. He spoke of the e q u e s t r i a n s e r v i c e before Claudius as 
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b u i l t on the p r i m i p i l a t e (31). He suggested t h a t the pp. b i s 
s t r i c t l y was attached to the emperor's headquarters, and h i s 
attachment to a l e g i o n was regarded as a temporary posting. 
He s t a t e d f u r t h e r without exp l a n a t i o n t h a t under the Republic 
a u x i l i a r y p osts were entrusted to p r i m i p i l a r e s . He regarded 
the pp. iterum as the instrument of u n i f y i n g the d i s c i p l i n e 
of the guard and of the l e g i o n s (35}. He thought that the age 
of e n t e r i n g on the p r i m i p i l a t e under Vespasian was about f o r t y -
nine, and that as a consequence of Domitian's r a i s i n g of the pay 
the age went up, thoughtthis could be often lowered i n s p e c i a l 
cases, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the men from the guard (3U). 

On the p r e f e c t of the camp he s t a t e d that t i l l C laudius 

t h i s o f f i c e r was the head of the e q u e s t r i a n m i l i t i a (35). 

Fu r t h e r he a s s e r t e d t h a t such p r e f e c t s commanded a u x i l i a r y 

camps a l s o . But from Claudius they were commanders of f i x e d 

camps, and the appointment marked the end of the c a r e e r of the 

i n f e r i o r p r i m u s p i l u s who had not been c a l l e d to Rome. (36) He 

accepted Wilmanns on the p r e f e c t s of the l e g i o n s , but added 

i n e v i t a b l y t h a t these o f f i c e r s were the instruments of I m p e r i a l 

d i s t r u s t of the l e g a t e s , and t h e r e f o r e they were brought injso 

the p r o c u r a t o r i a l career. He r e a l i s e d t h a t the p r e f e c t of the 

camp i n Egypt was ducenarian but made him the commander of the 

a u x i l i a r y camp (37). He mentioned f u r t h e r the f a c t that the 

P a r t h i a n l e g i o n s were r e c r u i t e d by p r e f e c t s . 

Of course t h i s survey i s not meant to be exhaustive. A 

l i s t of those conclusions a r r i v e d a t by Domaszewski t h a t 
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a f f e c t d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y the p r i m i p i l a r e s would be longer 

than t h i s chapter. The conclusions given above are the main 

ones, a l l of which have i n f l u e n c e d those that have come a f t e r 

him. Though I have had to j o i n i s s u e with him on a l a r g e 

number of h i s c o n c l u s i o n s , the worth of the book i s immeasurable. 

I f one had to put h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n to the study of p r i m i p i l a r e s 

i n t o a few words, on would say that he touched on every p o s s i b l e 

aspect, and s a i d something worth th i n k i n g about on each. 

F i v e y e a r s a f t e r the Kangordnung appeared the t h e s i s of 

Wegeleben. The most important f e a t u r e of t h i s t h e s i s f o r us 

was i t s simple and convincing e x p l a n a t i o n of promotion w i t h i n 

the centurionate. He a l s o d i s m issed Domaszewski's theory of 

two p r i m i p i l i i n a l e g i o n (38). His reasons f o r r e j e c t i n g 

Domaszewski's statement that the post of pr i n c e p s must precede 

that of pri m u s p i l u s were l e s s convincing (39), and he seems a t 

times to f a l l i n t o a mechanical t i g i d i t y regarding h i s own 

system. R e g r e t t a b l y he repeated Mommsen's remarks to V 867, 

v/here the l a t t e r made the second p r i m i p i l a t e a device to ensure 

t h a t primipilares^who had taken other posts l o s t no p r i v i l e g e s 

i . e . they were made pp, I I so they could c l a i m to have been 

discharged from the p r i m i p i l a t e (Uo). I n other words, i n 

Mommsen's view a man who had been pr i m u s p i l u s and became 

p r a e t o r i a n t r i bune couldn't c l a i m h i s 600,000 s e s t e r c e s u n l e s s 

by a l e g a l f i c t i o n he became pr i m u s p i l u s again. Karbe had 

seen long before t h a t i t was nonsense to suppose t h a t the men 

who were promoted beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e l o s t t h e i r p r i v i l e g e s 
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thereby (1+1). 

The next important work was that of Keyes, published i n 

1915, e n t i t l e d The R i s e of the E q u i t e s . He r epea ted Domaszewski's 

b e l i e f i n the command of a u x i l i a r y camps by p r e f e c t s of the 

camp (1+2). He a s s e r t e d that the p r e f e c t of the camp d e c l i n e d 

i n rank a f t e r the r e i g n of Claudius, though Domaszewski had seem 

that he must rank above the e q u e s t r i a n t r i b u n e s s t i l l . Keyes 

saw c l e a r l y and demonstrated that the t i t l e p r a e f e c t u s l e g i o n i s 

came g r a d u a l l y i n t o use i n the second century (1+3̂  > and t h a t 

there was no warrant to a t t r i b u t e the change to any o f f i c i a l 

a c t i o n by Septimius Severus. The d i f f e r e n c e i n rank between 

the p r e f e c t of the camp and the pri m u s p i l u s was s l i g h t , i n h i s 

opinion (kl+). He presumed two d e c l i n e s i n power by the p r e f e c t , 

f i r s t when the p r e f e c t u r e ceased to be h e l d a f t e r p r e f e c t u r e 

of cohorts and the l i k e , and the second when the p r e f e c t became 

attached to a p a r t i c u l a r l e g i o n (1+5). His treatment of Egypt 

was based on the hypothesis that the Egyptian p r e f e c t of the 

camp was i n charge of an a u x i l i a r y camp (1+6). He argued t h a t 

the p r e f e c t never acted as the l e g a t e ' s deputy, i n h i s e f f o r t s 

to prove t h a t the ducenarian prefect-commanders of l e g i o n s were 

d i s t i n c t from the p r e f e c t s of the camp, test not the l a t t e r 

up-graded (1+7). He then proceeded to demonstrate that the 

ducenarian p r e f e c t wa almost c e r t a i n l y the pri m u s p i l u s iterum(l+8) . 

The point that he f a i l e d to note and a c t upon was that the 

Domaszewski ex p l a n a t i o n of the l a t t e r post was u n s a t i s f a c t o r y . 

The next important work was Per Romische R i t t e r s t a n d , by 
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A. Stein. I n the t h i r t y or so pages that, he devoted t o the 
e q u e s t r i a n s of m i l i t a r y o r i g i n (1+9) he gave l i s t s of the cases 
known t o him. Of most i n t e r e s t t o us i n the discussion i s the 
f a c t t h a t he d i d not regard the p r i m i p i l a r i s as a u t o m a t i c a l l y 
an e q u e s t r i a n (50) , and he "believed t h a t equestrians who 
a c c e n t e d commissions as centurions l o s t t h e i r s t a t u s , though 
they d i d not do so i f they had already h e l d a m i l i t i a . Other­
wise he simply r e f e r r e d t o Domaszewski. His most valuable 
f e a t u r e i s h i s naming of examples, so c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of h i s 
method of presenting h i s arguments. 

Next t o "be noted i s a " j e u d ' e s p r i t " of the year 1937, 

which has "been taken s e r i o u s l y "by a number of people (51) . 

This paper by G. Oh. Pi c a r d and H. Le Bonniec made the f o l l o w ­
i n g a s s e r t i o n s . I t took the Domaszewski t h e s i s tj^ two p r i m i p i l i . 
the superior being the primuspilus iterum. p u t t i n g aside the 
arguments of Wegeleben, some of them a d m i t t e d l y not being strong; 
Accepting the l a t t e r - ' s p o i n t t h a t the pp. i t e r u m should have 
some d i s t i n g u i s h i n g name, and yet m a i n t a i n i n g the two p r i m i p i l i , 
they a r r i v e a t the conclusion t h a t t h a t name was princeps 
p r a e t o r i i , and t r y and demonstrate i t from two other i n s c r i p t i o n s 
I deal w i t h t h i s i n an appendix on the princeps p r a e t o r i i . 

I n 1938 come two works of great value as f a r as the 
p r i m i p i l a t e i s concerned, but one of them i s s p o i l t by the 
acceptance of the ideas of Domaszewski and improving on them. 
Vl'he f i r s t I wish t o consider i s the work of Lopuszanski, the 
l a s t word a t the moment on the p r e f e c t of the camp. He undertook 
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t o examine the development of a p r o f e s s i o n a l o f f i c e r corps. 
He d i f f e r e d from Keyes i n t h a t he took the p r e f e c t of the camp 
i n Egypt t o have been the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t (52) . 
He also denied the Deomaszewski theory t h a t p r e f e c t s of the 
camp sometimes commanded a u x i l i a r y camps (53). Further he saw 
t h a t i t was wrong t o c a l l the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp the summit 
of the m i l i t i a e q u e s t r i s "before the r e i g n of Claudius, as i n 
f a c t the order fc£ tenure ;of posts was f i x e d . He "believed t h a t 
the p r i m i p i l i and the p r e f e c t s of the camp d i d not belong t o 
the equestrian order (54) . L i k e others he devoted much space 
t o the problem of L i t e r n i u s Pronto, and r e f e r r e d t o the supposed 
i n s c r i p t i o n of P l i n y and Elder. He repeated the Durry conclus­
ions r e l a t i n g t o the " p r a e t o r i a n " career and recruitment (55) . 
On the v i t a l question of who the ducenarian p r e f e c t s of Gallienus 
were, he decided f o r the p p . I I r a t h e r than the p r e f e c t of the 
camp (56) . He d i d not "believe t h a t the p r e f e c t of the camp 
survived t h i s change long. 

We t u r n back sligh^Ly i n time t o the work of Durry, which 
appeared e a r l y enough i n the same year t o be r e f e r r e d t o by 
Lopuszanski. L i k e others he based himself l a r g e l y on the work 
of Domaszewski. Thus he described the p r i m i p i l i as " p r e t o r i e n s 
4' originejA" w i t h o u t a j u s t i f y i n g f o otnote (57). He took the 
career of M. V e t t i u s Valens as a p a r t i c u l a r l y b r i l l i a n t example 
of a t y p i c a l career, c o n t r a s t i n g i t w i t h the career of l e g i o n a r ­
i e s who reached the centurionate. He s t a t e d t h a t the p r a e t o r i a n 
c e n t u r i o n i n the f i r s t two ce n t u r i e s was always an o l d p r a e t o r i a 



s o l d i e r (59) . He claimed t h a t the three higher grades of the 
le g i o n a r y centurionate were mostly reared f o r p r a e t o r i a n 
centurions. On the pre-Claudian system he repeated t h a t the 
p r i m i p i l a t e was the foundation of the whole eque s t r i a n career 
at t h a t time (61). He d i s t i n g u i s h e d c l e a r l y the p r i m i p i l a r i s 
p r o c u r a t o r i a l career from the equestrian, but asserted concern­
ing the l a t t e r t h a t equestrians r a r e l y reach the top (62) . He 
th e r e f o r e i n t e r p r e t e d the career of T. Pontius Sabinus as a 
t r a n s f e r aimed a t reaching t h i s b e t t e r p r i m i p i l a r i s career. To 
t h i s p o i n t he added the. f a c t t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r e s served a t 
Rome as o f f f i c e r s and commanded c i t i z e n troops. He noted t h a t 
the p r i m i p i l i b i s were always e x ^ p r a e t o r i a n tribunes.(63) I n 
hi s treatment of the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp he remarked t h a t 
from Domitian onwards t h i s post v/as held by p r i m i p i l a r e s who 
had been Rome centurions (65) . I n the t h i r d century these men 
could proceed t o the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . 

M, Durry 1 s work, v/ith i t s c l e a r d e l i n e a t i o n of the career 
of the p r i m i p i l a r i s - p r o c u r a t o r , i s of considerable importance. 
Where i t f a i l s i n my opinion, and i n a sense was bound t o f a i l , 
i s i n the f a c t t h a t i t i s based on too s l i g h t a foundation of 
evidence. C l e a r l y M. Durry had not the time t o study a l l the 
m a t e r i a l on the p r i m i p i l a r e s . so he has tended t o concentrate 
on notable careers, which has tended t o o v e r - s i m p l i f y h i s 
p i c t u r e , and exaggerate the p r o p o r t i o n of p r i m i p i l a r e s r i s i n g 
t o the heights. I n a number of matters, as w i l l be cl e a r t o 

the reader, he has simply f o l l o w e d Domaszewski. Nothing can 
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d e t r a c t from the m e r i t of h i s treatment of the subject of h i s 
book, the p r a e t o r i a n cohorts. 

The p i c t u r e given by M. Durry was not modified by P a s s e r i n i , 
i n h i s work on the Rome cohorts which appeared i n the f o l l o w i n g 
year. Also i n 1939 appeared the paper of A.N. Sherwin-White on 
"Procurator Augusti", which made c l e a r the r e l a t i o n s h i p t o the 
development of the I m p e r i a l C i v i l Service of the posts h e l d by 
p r i m i p i l a r e s up t o 69. 

I n 19U1 E„ B i r l e y challenged the conclusions of M. Durry 
on a number of p o i n t s , the paper tending t o be overlooked by 
those who wrote on the subject l a t e r (66) . I n t h a t paper, a f t e r 
f i r s t examining the evidence f o r the l e g i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n a t e , 
and reaching conclusions s i m i l a r t o those of Baehr, he turned 
t o the p r i m i p i l a r e s . He noted t h a t i n the m a j o r i t y of cases 
men promoted beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e give no i n f o r m a t i o n con­
cerning the posts held before i t . He examined the conclusions 
of M. Durry on a s t a t i s t i c a l b a s i s , from various approaches, 
a^nd concluded t h a t h i s and Domaszewski's assertions were based 
on too s l i g h t a foundation of f a c t . There are a number of 
i n t e r e s t i n g p o i n t e r s i n t h i s paper, and i t showed the need f o r 
a f u l l examination of the p r i m i p i l a r e s . 

I n 19GU H. Zwicky wrote a d o c t o r a l d i s s e r t a t i o n ofl. the use 
of the s o l d i e r i n a d m i n i s t r a t i o n . I t was used i n a review of 
the evidence f o r the p a r t i c u l a r subject i n which he was 
i n t e r e s t e d . Here however we are concerned w i t h the question, 
what was h i s new c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the subject .of the primipilares? 
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The answer i s t h a t i n the main he f o l l o w e d Domaszev/ski and 
M. Durry. Notab^ly he repeated the claim t h a t the p r e f e c t 
of the camp commanded a u x i l i a r y camps also (66) . His attempt 
to s t r a i g h t e n out the pre-Claudian career i s i n t e r e s t i n g (6?i 
The statement t h a t the pro c u r a t o r s h i p s were awarded t o 
p r i m i p i l a r e s i n r e c o g n i t i o n of d i s t i n g u i s h e d service, and were 
not thought of as the n a t u r a l goal of the career, i s much nearer 
the t r u t h than the p i c t u r e given by M. Durry (68). One can 
ha r d l y see the p o i n t , however, i n saying t h a t the l e g i o n a r y 
t r i b u n a t e ceuld s t i l l be held by p r i m i p i l a r e s a f t e r Claudius 
on the ba s i s of two i n s c r i p t i o n s n e a r l y two centuries apart .'(69) 

His statement t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r i s career i s proved t o be con­
f i n e d t o ex-praetoriaCn s o l d i e r s because a l l the cases known 
t o us of p r i m i p i l a r e s are men from the guard or the army-staff 
i s inaccurate (70) . He repeated M. Durry's conclusions as t o 
the general s u p e r i o r i t y of the p r i m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r i a l career 
over the equestrian, though he added the important p o i n t t h a t 
the p r i m i p i l a r e s could never compete numerically, so th e r e was 
never a serious o v e r a l l t h r e a t t o the equest r i a n order ( 7 0 . 
The best t h i n g i n the whole t h e s i s i s h i s discussion of the 
men ex equite Romano, where he set the expression i n i t s con­
t e x t , among several s i m i l a r expressions, and showed t h a t there 
i s no need t o suppose t h a t these men l o s t t h e i r s o c i a l s t a t u s . 

F i n a l l y , v/e come t o the work of H.G. Pflaum on the 
pr o c u r a t o r s , of supreme importance i n i t s chosen f i e l d . He 

has accepted unreservedly Domaszewski and M. Durry. On the 



other hand, h i s treatment of the p r i m i p i l a r i s p r ocurators i s 
of great importance. He saw t h a t the promotion t o the 
centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s from the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e d i d not 
begin t i l l the time of Hadrian (73). He noted t h a t i n the 
pe r i o d Vespasian t o Trajan p r i m i p i l a r i s procurators r a r e l y went 
beyond t h e i r f i r s t post,,: and drew the conclusion^ t h a t the 
post was a reward, not a prelude t o a f u r t h e r career (7k). The 
r o l e of the ca s t r a peregrina was noted by him also (75). 
F i n a l l y , h i s t h r e e f o l d d i v i s i o n of p r o c u r a t o r i a l careers and 
remarks on promotion c l a r i f y the p i c t u r e enormously (76). He 
noted the apparent speed of promotion i n p r i m i p i l a r i s careers, 
and drew the conslusion t h a t t h i s was because of t h e i r already 
advanced age (77). A l l t h i s i s of course i n a d d i t i o n t o the 
f a c t t h a t w i t h o u t h i s book there would have been no p o s s i b i l i t y 
of the type of a n a l y s i s of the p r i m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
career I have attempted. The assistance rendered t o me p e r s o n ­
ally,,; and soon t o the world at l a r g e , by h i s book, o r i g i n a l l y 
intended as a companion f o r the f i r s t , Les c a r r i e r e s p r o c u r a t o r -
iennes, i s i n c a l c u l a b l e , though some r e f l e c t i o n w i l l be found 
i n the constant references t o the proofs of i t i n my prosopo-
graphy. 

More than these books I do not need t o mention, f o r I am 
only concerned w i t h books t h a t i n one way or another make 
fundamental c o n t r i b u t i o n s t o the study of the p r i m i p i l a r e s . 
There are a number of other works, but they cover so small 

p o r t i o n s of the f i e l d t h a t I have thought i t b e t t e r t o r e f e r 
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t o them i n the i n d i v i d u a l chapter t o which they are re l e v a n t . 
The time has now come t o t r y and assess the r e s u l t s achieved 
"by these w r i t e r s , and t o i n d i c a t e where I have p a r t i c u l a r l y 
sought t o improve on them. The "basic study i s t h a t of the 
Rangordnung. and there has been l i t t l e serious attempt t o modify 
c e r t a i n of the views expressed there. Karbe's work, on the 
whole, i s seldom quoted, though he gives a good cover of the 
subject. Since the work of Domaszewski the tendency has been t o 
concentrate on p a r t i c u l a r aspects. Thus the p r e f e c t u r e of the 
camp has been explained t o a l a r g e extent, w i t h the exception 
of i t s r e l a t i o n s h i p t o the post primuspilus iterum. I t w i l l be 
seen t h a t i n the studies r e f e r r e d t o t h i s d i f f i c u l t y has been 
passed over t o a l a r g e extent. The career through the Rome 
t r i b u n a t e s t o the procuratorships has also on the whole been 
adequately d e a l t w i t h . What has not been dome i s t o examine 
more c l o s e l y the claims of Domaszewski regarding the p r i m i p i l a r e s 
being mostly I t a l i a n s and mostly from the guard. Refutations 
of these claims have been produced, but these have been l a r g e l y 

the, 

r e c e i v i n g p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . Most of a l l , there i s the need f o r 
a l l these l i n e s of i n v e s t i g a t i o n concerning the p r i m i p i l a t e t o 
be presented i n a s i n g l e study, so t h a t a view of the value and 
importance of the p r i m i p i l a r e s may be f a i r l y made. To such a 
study an examination of the careers of i n d i v i d u a l p r i m i p i l a r e s 
i s necessary concomitant. I b e l i e v e the r e s u l t s have j u s t i f i e d 
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THE REPUBLICAN PRIMIPILATE 

The c e n t u r i o primi p i l l was among the primi ordines, who 

are f r e q u e n t l y c i t e d with the t r l b u n i millturn as being present 

at c o u n c i l s of wa* ( 1 ; . The primi ordlnes a l s o appear as the 

spokesmen of the l e g i o n s { % ) . A very i n t e r e s t i n g passage bearing 

on the p r i m i ordlnes and the p r i m l p i l a t e i n p a r t i c u l a r i s L i v y 

X L I I 62, Thirty-two c e n t u r i o n s , qui primos ordines duxerant, 

complained t h a t not only had they been r e c a l l e d to s e r v i c e , but 

t h a t they had been given lower ranks. P. L i c i n i u s i n r e p l y d ted 

senatus c o n s u l t s which f i x e a f i f t y as the ag-e above which exemption 

was granted. C l e a r l y t h e r e f o r e these men had not y e t reached 

that age, Spurius L i g u s t i n u s , a tribune of the p l e b s , r e c e i v e d 

permission to speak, and recounted h i s m i l i t a r y c a r e e r . A f t e r 

two years as m i l e s he had become decimua h a s t a t u a . His next 

commander made him primus h a s t a t u s . I n the next campaign he 

became primus p r l n c e p s , and then he served as prlmu3 p i l u s f o u r 

times i n a few y e a r s . He had been awarded s i x c i v i c crowns, and 

had been decorated t h i r t y - f o u r times. He had done twenty-two 

y e a r s ' s e r v i c e , and was now over f i f t y . Nevertheless he was 

w i l l i n g to r e - e n t e r s e r v i c e and take the rank a l l o c a t e d to him 

by the t r i h u n l mllitum. Amid a c c l a i m he was made p r i m u s p i l u s , 

and the centurions- r e s i s t a n c e c o l l a p s e d . The date was 171 B.C.. 

The system c l e a r l y emerges from t h i s passage. Rank was a l l o c a t e d 

f o r one campaign, by the commander. The rank of primus p i i u s 

could thus be h e l d f o r one campaign without the holder having the 

/ 
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r i g h t to c l a i m the same rank f o r the next. Hence Spurius i s 
j u s t i f i a b l y proud of the f a c t t h a t he had been prlmuaplius 
f o u r times i n a few y e a r s . A campaign normally was regarded as 
l a s t i n g one ye a r , as i s impli e d by the phrasing of Spu r i u s , with 
i t s r e ference to paucia annls, and by the case of P. S a l o n l u s , 
who had h e l d the p r i m i p i l a t e and the m i l i t a r y t r i b u n a t e a l t e r n i a 
prope a n n i a . ( o ) . T h i s was i n 342 B.C., and i n 359-8 B.C. there 
was the case of r . T u l l i u a - septimum primum pilum lam T u l l i u s 
ducebat j4>. He acted as a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the s o l d i e r s , who 
wanted b a t t l e . 

The p o s i t i o n of the primuapilus i n the l e g i o n i n b a t t l e - a r r a y 

i s given by L i v y ( 5 ; as i n the t h i r d l i n e , the t r i a r i i . Presum­

ably h i s p o s i t i o n would be on the r i g h t of the l i n e , the place of 

honour. Some ideas of the q u a l i t y n ecessary f o r t h i s post can 

be gained f ^ r n L i v y ' s d e s c r i p t i o n of the two p r i m i p i l i of the 

opposing f o r c e s , the Roman strenuua v i r peritusque m i l i t l a e , the 

L a t i n v i r i b t f a ingena b e l l a t o r q u e primus. While personal f i g h t i n g 

a b i l i t y i s r e q u i r e d the value of the experience of these men i a 

a l s o recognised. I n the panic of Hannibal's i n v a s i o n i n £lid B.C. 

we even r i n d a r e t i r e d prlmuspilus given the command. He i s 

descr i b e d as I n s I g n i s i n t e r p r i m i p i l i centuriones e t magnitudine 

c o r p o r i s et anlmi. (6y. 

Our next main body of information i s from the Commentaries of 

Caeaaif, and we 3hould remember that i n h i s day the army was tend­

ing to become more and more p r o f e s s i o n a l . The t r i b u n i militum 

and centurionea primorum ordinum s t i l l a c t together as repreaent-

a t i v e a of the le g i o n s ano. a p p e a r a t the i e g a t e ' s c o u n c i l ( e 



The q u a l i f i c a t i o n s are courge, experience, and v i r t u s ( 9 j . That 

the post of primus p i l u 3 was s t i l l an appointment f o r one y e a r i s 

suggested by the r e f e r e n c e to T i t u s Balventiua qui superiore anno 

prlmum pilum dttxerat, v i r o f o r t i et magnae a u c t o r l t a t i s ( 1 0 J . 

A c l u e to the age of one primus p l l u a I s given by the f a c t t h a t 

he was k i l l e d bringing help to h i s son, which suggests an age 

above f o r t y at l e a s t ( 1 1 ) . Of s p e c i a l i n t e r e s t are the cases of 

men r e - e n l i s t i n g as e v o c a t l during the c i v i l wars: E r a t C r a s t l n u 3 

evocatus i n e x e r c l t u C a e s a r i s , qui superiore anno apud eum prlmum 

pilum i n legione X duxerat, v l r s i n g u l a r l v i r t u t e . ( 1 2 ) . I t i s 

a l s o noted i n the case of L. Pupius that he had h e l d the prim-

i p i l a t e a t l e a s t twice ( 1 3 ) . 

On the question of promotion of the prlmuspilua we have 

alreadynnotea the case of P. S a l o n i u s , and there the demand was 

t h a t the tribune should not afterwards be p r i m u s p i l u s . The 

i n t e r e s t i n g question of whether S a l o n i u s was o r i g i n a l l y a 

c e n t u r i o n or o r i g i n a l l y a t r i bune i s not answered. More p o s i t i v e 

evidence f o r promotion i s tha case of L. Septlmius, one of 

Pompey's murderers. He had been at l e a s t a c e n t u r i o n , f o r Caesar 

says of him that b e l l o praedonum apud eum (Pompelum) ordinem 

duxerat,(14j and Lucan_waxed eloquent on h i s t r e a c h e r y , r e f e r r i n g 

to the p o s l t o . . p i l o (15;. I t i s p o s s i b l e t h e r e f o r e t h a t he had 

been a primus p l l u s . What i s not c e r t a i n i s what h i s m i l i t a r y 

triDunate was, whether a rank a t t a i n e d I n the Roman army before 

hfiis adhesion to Ptolemy or a rank a t t a i n e d i n the l a t t e r ' s army. 

However, what we expect i n t h i s p e r i o d i s not so much regular 
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appointment, but appointments made through expediency. I n t h i s 

category presumably comes the c l e a r case of L. F i r m i u s , who was 

primus p l l u s and trlbunus millturn I n a T r i u m v i r a l l e g i o n . ( 1 6 j 

That i s s u f f i c i e n t to j u s t i f y us i n suggesting t h a t when Augustus 

appointed p r i m i p i l a r e s as w e l l as equestr i a n s to le g i o n a r y 

t r i b u n a t e s he may have been employing an expedient which had 

emerged as a temporary p r a c t i c e i n the c i v i l wars. 

The only other c l e a r connection between Augustan promotion 

of p r i m i p i l a r e s and Republican p r a c t i c e i s t h a t a c a v a l r y a l a i s 

knwon as the a l a Scaev^ae. (17; The commaj^fler from whom t h i s 

regiment has taken i t s nsnme has been i d e n t i f i e d with the C a s s i u s 

Scaevaj whose promotion to the p r i m i p i l a t e i s mentioned i n the 

c i v i l wars (18;. The i n s c r i p t i o n appears to be e a r l y , and i t i s 
GcK&ur 

of a c a v a l r y regiment a t a time when was beginning to put 

these u n i t s on a more permanent b a s i s (19 J. Here again i t i s 

c l e a r l y p o s s i b l e t h a t Augustus had some precedent f o r h i s use of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s . 

Under the heading of c i v i l a c t i v i t i e s of p r i m i p i l i we may 

note t h a t M. L a e t o r i u s ^ a primuspilus^was awarded the d e d i c a t i o n 

of a temple by the people, i n 495 B.C., the purpose being to s l i g h t 

_ c o l?s;ul3 J2°J.»_ Orosius r e f e r s to a p r l m i p i l a r i s as concerned 

i n the drawing-up of S u l l a ' s p r o s c r i p t i o n l i s t ( 2 1 j . The use of 

the term p r l m i p i l a r l s i s not a t t e s t e d under the Republic, and i t 

may weel be t h a t t h i s i 3 the word of Orosius r a t h e r than h i s 

source. Whether t h i s a c t i v i t y of a s e r v i n g or r e t i r e d 

p r i m u s p i l u s had any p a r a l l e l s i s unknown to u s . 
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The primus p i l u s , o r c e n t u r i o prlml p i l l as he was more 

g e n e r a l l y known at t h i s time, w«s under the Republic a centurion, 

appointed to the h i g h e s t centurionate i n the l e g i o n f o r a s e t 

pe r i o d of time, probably one year. The post could be h e l d more 

than once. He i n conjunction with the other primi ordlnes took 

par t i n c o u n c i l s of war and spoke f o r the l e g i o n s . His age could 

be below f i f t y , and quite probably was above f o r t y . Experience^ 

and f i g h t i n g a b i l i t y were h i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . As f a r as promot­

ion was concerned, while there arc i s o l a t e d examples of promotions 

th a t unaer Augustus became the r e g u l a r t h i n g , i t seems t h a t the 

absence of a permanent army s t r u c t u r e and s o c i a l b a r r i e r s stood 

i n the way of the c e n t u r i o p r i m i p l l i ^ Most s i g n i f i c a n t of a l l 

f o r us are the things u n a t t e s t e d under the Republic, d e s p i t e the 

wealth of m i l i t a r y information that we have. The p r e f e c t of the 

camp and the very word p r i m l p i i a r l s are absent from records. The 

a u x i l l a were not as y e t l a r g e l y o f f i c e r e d by r e g u l a r commanders 

( 2 2 j . The Rome t r i b u n a t e s , l i k e the Rome Cohorts,did not y e t 

e x i s t . The s p e c i a l donative of the p r i m u s p l l u s , which p l a c e d 

him i n so advantageous a p o s i t i o n s o c i a l l y , may not y e t have 

e x i s t e d . Thus, while i n a number of ways expedients of the c i v i l 

wars p e r i o d may have suggested to Augustus methods of employing j/[ 

men who had been centuriones primi p i l i , i t was h i s work i n s e t ­

t i n g up a permanent s t r u c t u r e , wAthin which they were given an 

important p a r t , t h a t gave the p r i m i p l l a r e s t h e i r p e c u l i a r 

importance. I n the next chapter we s h a l l study that p a r t . 
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THE AUGUSTAN PRIMIPILATE 

There i s a general point that a p p l i e s to a l l the work of 

Augustus, and i n p a r t i c u l a r to h i s use of the p r i m i p i l a r e s ; 

t h at he was experimenting. I n the previous chapter I have 

given the p i c t u r e of the c e n t u r i o primi p i l i as he e x i s t e d under 

the Republic. Augustus as f a r as we can gather changed l i t t l e 

as f a r as the p o s i t i o n of t h i s man i n the l e g i o n was concerned. 

Hi3 innovation was to use these men, a f t e r t h e i r tenure of the 

p r i m l p i i a t e , i n a wide v a r i e t y of d u t i e s , some of which were 

to beaome permanently connected with the p r i m i p i l a r e s , others 

of which were to la p s e or become the property of other corps. 

To attempt to apply r i g i d r u l e s concerning order of promotion, 

e t c . , to t h i s period, i s to obscure the p i c t u r e , not to c l a r i f y 

i t . There i s a sense i n which a l l the posts h e l d by p r i m i p i l ­

ares i n t h i s period,except the t r i b u n a t e s of the guard, were 

temporary p o s i t i o n s r a t h e r than point* i n a r e g u l a r c a r e e r . 

The f i r s t c r e a t i o n of Augustus was the p r i m i p i l a r i s . 

While, as we have noted, men who had h e l d the p r i m i p i l a t e i n 

Republican times continued to serve as ce n t u r i o n s , or i n the 

c i v i l wars r e - e n l i s t e d as e v o c a t i , the r e g u l a r t i t l e of rank, 

p r i m i p i l a r i s , andjfche r e g u l a r use of these men i n s u p e r i o r posts 

date from Augustus. He a l s o c r e a t e d the numerus at Rome, the 

pool from which v a c a n c i e s could be su p p l i e d and from which 

men f o r s p e c i a l t asks could be drawn. Almost c e r t a i n l y i t was 

he who i n s t i t u t e d the s p e c i a l l y l a r g e g r a t u i t y on completion 
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of o f f i c e that; made the p r l m l p i l a r l s p r o v e r b i a l f o r h i s wealth. 

Prom the pool a t Rome he supplied c e r t a i n o f f i c e s i n the 

army. The ca r e e r s i n c l u d i n g these posts appear i n t h e i r bare 

bones i n the t a b l e s of t h i s chapter, and i n t h e i r e n t i r e t y i n 

the Prosopography. L e t us examine f i r s t the c o n s t i t u e n t p o s t s . 

The man who had been primuspilus could become primuspilus 

again. C l e a r l y t h i s i s the meaning of the phrase pp. b i s 

which occurs so f r e q u e n t l y i n these c a r e e r s . I t i s to be 

compared r a t h e r with the cases of t r i b . m i l , b i s , e t c . , than 

with the use of pp.bis to i n d i c a t e t h a t a man had been both 

primuspilus and primuspilus iterum, which we s h a l l see coming 

i n l a t e r , when the p r a c t i c e of i t e r a t i o n of the ordinary prim-
, hud ceasec/. ?n*rt art i^ammo J\ tnt frvmipiJm, 

i p i l a t e / h e l d three times, those af 14. C r i t t i u f e and the unknown 

of IX 1630. Prom what we have seen of p r a c t i c e under the 

Republic, when i t e r a t i o n was common a l s o , i t seems most l i k e l y 

t h a t the tenure of each p r i m i p i l a t e was f o r one year. Whether 

the two p r i m i p i l a t e s followed d i r e c t l y upon one another or were 

separated by other posts i s u n c e r t a i n , as most of the c a r e e r s 

are drawn up as summaries r a t h e r than as l i s t s of posts i n 

chr o n o l o g i c a l order. 

The primuspilus could a l s o be pr a e f e c t u s castporum. I 

have a f u l l chapter on t h i s post, and here we are only concerned 

with i t s development as p a r t of the p r i m l p i l a r i s . c a r e e r . There­

fore i t i s enough to say that t h i s was the man r e s p o n s i b l e f o r 

the camp, be i t of one l e g i o n or more. The post at t h i s time 

was not attached to any p a r t i c u l a r l e g i o n , as f a r as we can 



judge, and i t seems best to think of i t as one t>6 which 

p r i m i p i l a r e s were appointed as and when needed, but not y e t 

as a permanent establishment post i n a l e g i o n , forming p a r t of 

a r e g u l a r c a r e e r . The a r t i c l e by R. Syme i n Germania, 1932, 

v o l . XVI pp. 109-11, though b r i e f , i s a very good a p p r e c i a t i o n 

of the position of the p r a e f e c t u s castrorum at t h i s time. The 

f a c t t h at i t had not y e t been r e s t r i c t e d to prlmipilaftes i s 

shown by the f a c t that A r r i u s Salanus h e l d i t after, a normal 

e q u e s t r i a n c a r e e r . Sometimes i n t h i s period the expression 

praef. c a s t . Imp, appears. I t i s a t t e s t e d f o r Sex. Aulienus 

and the unknown of X I 711. I can only think that i t means that 

the men i n question had h e l d the post when the emperor h i m s e l f 

was on campaign. 

The l e g i o n a r y t r i b u n a t e s at t h i s period, apart from those 

r e s e r v e d f o r l a t i c l a v i i , were occupied by equestrians or 

p r i m i p i l a r e s . Here too, as a glance through the t a b l e s w i l l 

show, i t e r a t i o n was possible.<^1che a u x i l i a r y commands the 

but i t must be remembered t h a t the alae could a l s o be commanded 

p r e f e c t u r e s of cohorts and alae are both a t t e s t e d p r i m i p i l a r e s , 

e q u e s t r i a n s , and both types of u n i t s b y . t h e i r own n o t a b l e s . 

Thus Domaszewski was wn?ong to d e s c r i b e the p r i m i p i l a t e as the 

b a s i s of the m i l i t i a e q u e s t r i s of the p e r i o d , ( 1 ) . The 
most 

p r i m i p i l a r e s .seem to have had the f u l l e s t and^varieci c a r e e r s , 

but the evidence does not show that they s t a f f e d the ma j o r i t y 

Of the a u x i l i a r y commands or of the leg i o n a r y t r i b u n a t e s . 

Rather they were used f r e e l y whenever the High Command thought 
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i t necessary t o put a u n i t under the command of a regular 
o f f i c e r of considerable experience. 

The Rome tr i b u n a t e s w i l l be discussed i n r e l a t i o n t o the 
problem of order of posts. Here i t need only be noted t h a t , 
w i t h the exception of L. Ovinius Rufus, the p r i m i p i l a r e s who 
are a t t e s t e d as h o l d i n g such t r i b u n a t e s i n t h i s p e r i o d only 
commanded p r a e t o r i a n cohorts, not nece s s a r i l y at Rome. Of 
other posts t h a t of praefectus c l a s s i s appears i n p r i m i p i l a r i s 
careersjpresuiiiably because i t i a s t i l l e s s e n t i a l l y a pu r e l y 
m i l i t a r y post. 

Three posts seem t o c a l l f o r s p e c i a l c o n s i d e r a t i o n . They 
are those of praefectus cohortlum, praefectus c i v i t a t u m and 
praefectus fab rum. The f i r s t was made equivalent t o praefectus 
castrorum by Domaszewski ( 2 ) , under the impression t h a t the 
l a t t e r post could be h e l d over a pur e l y a u x i l i a r y camp. The 
f u l l e s t d e f i n i t i o n of the post i s given i n the case of P. 
Cornelius C i c i a t r i c u l a , where the f o r c e i s defi n e d as c o n s i s t i n g 
of f o u r cohorts. Cn. Manlius appears t o have h e l d a s i m i l a r 
command. I t seems from the scanty evidence t o have been a 
temporary b r i g a d i n g of a number of u n i t s under one experienced 
commander. The praefectus c i v l t a t i u m was a m i l i t a r y governor, 
g e n e r a l l y i n an area where conditions d i d not favour the s e t t i n g 
-up of a province (3 J. Again, i t i s a temporary p o s i t i o n , to 
which a p r i m i p i l a r i s or a n a t i v e c h i e f (V 7231 - M. I u l i u s 
C o t t i u s ; couibd be appointed, not an establishment post reserved 
f o r men of a p a r t i c u l a r type of career. The praefectus fabrum 
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was an o f f i c e r on a governor's s t u f f , or sometimes on the 
emperor's. A post w i t h the same name was o f t e n h e l d by young 
equestrians (4J, and continued t o be a f t e r the r e i g n of Claudius, 
but Mr. B i r l e y has seen the e s s e n t i a l d i f f e r e n c e , namely t h a t 
the p r i m i p i l a r e s served on the s t a f f s of governors of Imp e r i a l 
provinces, where t h e i r experience was of great value, and the 
equestrians, h o l d i n g t h i s post as a s t a r t i n g - p o i n t t o t h e i r 
career, served on the s t a f f s of governors of s e n a t o r i a l provinces 
or w i t h consuls or praetors at Rome ( 5 ) . This d i s t i n c t i o n i s 
fundamental. I t seems probable t h a t Claudius abolished the 
post i n Imper i a l provinces, as the p r i m i p i l a r e s who h e l d the 
post seem a l l t o belong t o the p e r i o d up t o and i n c l u d i n g the 
r e i g n of Claudius. There i s one more post t o mention, t h a t of 
praefectus l e v i s armaturae, which appears t o be axuiappointment 
i n a f r o n t i e r d i s t r i c t t o the command of l o c a l l e v i e s . 

I n examining these various posts i t should have become c l e a r 
t o the reader t h a t each of them was a command which could be 
he l d by a p r i m i p i l a r i s but i n a l l cases, not even excluding 
the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp nor the Rome t r i b u n a t e s (Cn. Manlius), 
men of other antecedents could h o l d them also. The careers of 
the p r i m i p i l a r e s tend t o show a gr e a t e r v a r i e t y than those of 
the equestrian o f f i c e r s , but they are not careers as we know 
them l a t e r , c o mprising posts the m a j o r i t y of which were r e s t r i c t ­
ed t o p r i m i p i l a r e s , h e l d i n a more or less r i g i d order of 
importance. They are rat h e r a c o l l e c t i o n of miscellaneous posts 
t o which the p r i m i p i l a r i s has been appointed, the order depending 
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on the p a r t i c u l a r needs of the time. Let us examine the careers 
themselves f o r evidence on t h i s l a s t p o i n t . 

The basic order has been s t a t e d by Keyes (6) t o be 
p r l m u s p i l u s , t r i b u n u s m l l i t u m , praefectus equltum, praefeotus 
castrorum, praefectus fabrum. The other posts t h a t we have 
mentioned above do not appear r e g u l a r l y enough f o r any 
g e n e r a l i s a t i o n . Here are the tables of careers, drawn up as 
f a r as poss i b l e according t o t h e i r i d i o s y n c r a c i e s . 

(a) "Ppgfect" 

AE 1954.104 j p r i m o j p i l o b i s , f t r i b u j n o m i l i t -
um b i s , ( p r ) a e f e c t o ^ J q u i t u m b i s 
|prJaefecco castrdrom,jpjraefecte 
navium... 

X I 711 (pp.,tr7J m i l . I I I I , f p r a e f . eq.J 
I I I , praef. cast. Imp. Gaes., 
praef. c l a s s i s . . . 

(b) Careers where praefectus fabrum occurs e a r l y . 
Cn. Baebiua Celsus prim, p i l . , praef. f a b r . . 
M. Cestius primo p i l o , praef. fabrum, 

t r i b . m i l . . 
C. P u r t i s i u s Atinas prim. p i l . l e g . -, p r . f a b . , 

pr. equi.. 
{c) Careers where praeiectus equitum i s omitted. 

Sex. Aullenus primo p i l o I I , t r . m i l . , praef. 
.levis armat .-,-praef. c a s t r . Imp 
Caesaris Aug. et T i . Caesarls 
Augusti, praef. c l a s s i s , praef. 
f a b r . . 

L. C u r i a t i u s prim, p i l . , t r i b . m i l . I I , 
p r a e f . c a s t r . , praef. f a b r . . 

C. Musanus pr.Imo p i l o b i s , t r . m i l . , 
praefecto s t r a t o p e d a r c l . 
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C. Norbtoaus ^uadratus prim, p i l . , t r i b . m i l i t . , 

praef. c a s t r . . 
C. S e r v i l i u s pp.» t r . m i l . , praef. c a s t r . . 
IX 367z pp.» t r . m i l . , praef. cast.. 

( d ; Careers where pr&efectU3 caatrorum i s omitted. 
P. Cornelius C i c a t r i c u l a prim. p i l . b i s , p r a e f e c t . 

e q u l t . , praef. c l a s . , praef. 
cohortiumflferium Romanorum 
quattuor i n Hispania, t r i b . 
m i l . . 

C u r t i l i u s prim. p i l . l e g . ¥1, praef. 
c h o r t i s , t r . m i l . , praef. 
e q u i t . , praef. f a b r . . 

C. Pompullius prim, p i l . , t r i b . m i l . , praef. 
eq.. 

X I 712 ( a ; PP-[lI 'Qjtr. m i l . , p r . [eq. ?] , 
praef. f abr.. 

(e) Careers where pcaefectus equitum precedes trib u n u s m l l l t u m . 
o 

L. Ap/niua PP»» pr«efecto e q u i t u . , 
t r i b u n o m i l i t u m l e g . V I I et 
l e g . X X I I , p r a e f e c t . castrorum 

P. Cornelius C i c a t r i c u l a prim. p i l . b i s , p r a e f e c t . 
e q u i t . , praef. c l a s . , praef. 
cohortium civium Romanorum 
quattuor i n Hispania, t r i b . 
m i l . . 

( f ; Carpers where praefectus c o h o r t i s precedes pr i m u s p i l u s . 
L. A t t i u s Lucanus s i g n i f e r o , c e n t u r i o n ! , t r i b u n o 

_ cohort. V -Ingenuorumy |pp. ?̂  
M. T a r q u l t i u s Saturninus praef. coh. scut., primo p i l o 

l e g . X X I I , t r i b . m i l i t . l e g . 
I l l , l e g . X X I I . 

( g ; Careers where praefectus equitum precedes p r i m u s p i l u s . 
L. V i b r i u s Punicus praef. equitum, p r i m o p i l o , 

trib^uno) m i l ^ i t u m ^ p r a e f . 
Corsicae. 
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(h) Careers where praefectus c o h o r t i s f o l l o w s primuspilua 
C u r t i l i u a prim. p i l . l e g . V I , praef. 

c h o r t i a , t r . m i l . , praef. e q u i t . 
praef. f a b r . . 

\ i ) Careera where praefectua castrorum f o l l o w s p r i m u s p i l u s . 
L. Octavius Balbus 

C4. Paeaidius Macedo 

L. P r a e c i l l u s Clemens 

prim, p i l . , praef. castaror., 
praef. f a b r . . 
prim. p i l . l e g . I X H i s p a n i a . , 
praef. c a s t r o r . l e g . IV Scythic. 
t r i b , m i l i t . l e g . eiusdem. 
p r i m i p i l & r i l e g . V Macedonicae, 
praefecto castrorum l e g . eiusdem. 

( j ; Careera of eqaaestrlans h o l d i n g p r i m i p i l a r i s posts 
Arriua oalanus 

Veapasius P o l l i o 

t r i b . m i l . l e g i o n I I I Auguat., 
l e g . X Geminae, praef. e q u i t . , 
praef. c a 3 t r . , praef. f a b . . 
t e r tribunum militumque praef-
ectum castrorum. 

( k ; Careera where there l a i n a u f f i c l e n t evidence t o c l a s s i f y then 
P. Pannius 

G l i t i u s Barbaru3 

C. Muciua bcaeva 

M. Oppiua 

A I 7-1M (a) 
X I I 4371 

pp. l e g . V I . , praef. e q u i t . . 
p r i m i p i l a r i s , p ^ a e f . -T»_tr. 
m i l . , p r a e f . f a b r . T i . C [Laudi 
Caea a r i s Aug. GermT] . 
praef. c h o r t . , p r i m o p i l o l e g . V I 
P e r r a t . . 

centur. l e g . VI,pp... t r i b . l e g . 
I I , p r a e f . . . . c a s t r . . 
prim, p i l . , praef. eq.. 
p r a j j e f . • { ] , p r i m i p i l u s , tribunu£s 
m i l i t u m ] . 

I t w i l l be seen t h a t there are only two p e r f e c t cases, both 
subject t o t h e i r r e s t o r a t i o n being c o r r e c t . Even i n these cases 
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there i s the complicating f a c t o r of i t e r a t i o n of posts, there 
being no way of t e l l i n g i f the unknown of AE 1954. 104, f o r 
instance, meant t h a t h i s two m i l i t a r y t r i b u n a t e s and two 
cavalry commands were both h e l d at the same p o i n t of time i n 
h i s career, or whether he was conveniently summarising h i s 
career. Thus a most complicated s e r i e s of changes of post, 
i n v o l v i n g perhaps the tenure of a m i l i t a r y t r i b u n a t e , then a 
pr e f e c t u r e of c a v a l r y , then a second l e g i o n a r y t r i b u n a t e , may 
l i e behind even the i n s c r i p t i o n s t h a t appear t o confirm the 
order of appointment suggested above. The exceptions t o t h a t 
order are arranged i n a rough c l a s s i f i c a t i o n above. Not a l l 
the anomalies appear i n these headings, as a c a r e f u l study 
w i l l show. I t should be c l e a r from the careers t h a t any attem 
p t t o r a t i o n a l i s e these examples i n t o a career which involves 
a r e g u l a r ladder of promotion i s doomed t o f a i l u r e . Consider 
f o r a moment the idea t h a t the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp was the 
top rung of t h a t ladder. I append a l i s t of cases wherecother 
posts a±-e h e l d a l t e r t h a t p r e f e c t u r e . 

A r r i u s Salanus ( j j praefectus fabrum. 
sex. Aulienus ( c ; praefectus c l a a s i s , praef­

ectus fabrum. 
L. C u r i a t i u s ( c ; praefectus fabrum. 
L. Octavius Balbus ( i ; praefectus fabrum. 
^. Paes-id-i-us Macedo(i; t r i b u n u s m i l i t u m . 

X I 711 (a) praefectus c l a s s i s . 
AE 1954. 104 praefectus fabrum, praef­

ectus navium. 
The answer c l e a r l y here i s t h a t praefectus castrorum, 

p r a e l e c t U 3 c l a s s i s , praefectus fabrum, tend t o be the three 
senior posts, y e t even i n saying t h a t , you must take i n t o 
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account s e c t i o n (b> as f a r as the post of praefectus fabrum i s 
concerned, and the career of *v Cornelius C i c a t r i c u l a ( e j as 
f a r as the post of praefectus c l a s s i s i s concerned. To attempt 
t o say more, p a r t i c u l a r l y about the a u x i l i a r y posts and the 
leg i o n a r y $i?ibunates, i s p o i n t l e s s . C l e a r l y the Komans them­
selves had not given these careers a l o g i c a l s t r u c t u r e . That 
had t o await the reforms of Claudius. The l a t t e r , as ftar as we 
can judge, made the f o l l o w i n g changes. He decided the order of 
tenure of the posts of praefectus c o h o r t i s , tribunus m i l l t u r n , 
and praefectus equitum, c u r t a i l e d the p r a c t i c e of appointing 
p r i m i p l l a r e s t o these posts, and made the p r e f e c t u r e of the 
camp an establishment post i n each l e g i o n . I t i s convenient 
t o a t t a c h the name of Claudius t o these l a s t two changes, as 
he i s other-wise known as a m i l i t a r y reformer, and the changes 
seem t o take place about h i s time, but of course the d e t a i l s 
are unknown t o us. 

A word i s necessary on d a t i n g . The t i t l e of t h i s chapter 
i s perhaps s l i g n t l y misleading. While the system we have been 
discussing w«s p r i m a r i l y the work of Augustus, i t continued 
a f t e r h i s death, some time i n the r e i g n of Claudius i t was 
superseded t o a larg e extent, due to the reforms r e f e r r e d t o 
above. The p r a c t i c e of occas i o n a l l y appointing p r i m i p i l a r e s 
t o posts h e l d normally a f t e r tne r e i g n of Claudius by equest­
r i a n s continued t i l l 69. The cases of t h i s w i l l be r e f e r r e d t o 
i n our next chapter, on the developing «S p r i m i p i l a t e ; a number 
of tne cases given i n t h i s chapter are undated, and i n such 
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cases there i s always the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t they belong to as 
l a t e as the r e i g n of Nero. 

Further promotion, beyond the poats already mentioned, i s 
only a t t e s t e d f o r P. Anicius Maximus, P. P a l p e l l i u s Clodius 
Q u i r i n a l i s , and Catonius I u s t u s . The f i r s t r e a l l y belongs t o 
the next chapter, as he has none of the i r r e g u l a r i t i e s associat 
ed w i t h the Augustan p r i m i p i l a t e . The promotion from p r e f e c t 
of the camp of a B r i t i s h l e g i o n t o p r e f e c t of the camp i n Egypt 
forms our j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r mentioning him here. Nevertheless 
the problems of h i s career are i n t i m a t e l y bound up w i t h those 
of the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp i n Egypt, and cannot be explored 
i n a general chapter. P. P a l p e l l i u s Clodius Q u i r i n a l i s has an 
intermediary career, f o r though he h e l d the p r e f e c t u r e of the 
Ravenna f l e e t a f t e r the p r i m i p i l a t e and the legi o n a r y t r i b u n a t e 
t h a t p r e f e c t u r e i s described as a pr o c u r a t o r s h i p . This i s 
notable both as evidence f o r the beginning of change i n the 
status of the I t a l i a n f l e e t p r e f e c t u r e s , and f o r the i n t r o d u c ­
t i o n of a p r o c u r a t o r s h i p i n t o a career which d i d not co n t a i n a 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e . F i n a l l y Catonius I u s t u s , a c e n t u r i o 
p r i m l o r d i n i s , rose t o be p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t t o Claudius. 
Un f o r t u n a t e l y h i s route i s not known. 

The Rome t r i b u n a t e s f o l l o w . 
t. Aemilius p r i m o p i l o b i s , praefecto 

e q u i t . , t r i b u n o c h o r t . I I I I 
p r a e t o r . . 

C. Baebius A t t i c u s p r i m o p i l . l e g . V Macedonic, 
praef. c i v i t a t i u m Moesiae 
et T r e b a l l i a e , praef. c i v i t -
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L. Ovinius Rufus 

T. Pontinius 

M. VergiliUB Gallus Luaius 

X 1711 

Cn. Manllus 

7 Maxumua 

atlum i n Alpibus Maritumis, 
t r . m i l . coh. V I I I p r . , prim-
o p i l . i t e r . , p rocurator T i . 
Claudi Caeaaria Aug. Germanici 
i n Norico. 

prim, ordo cohortium p r a e t . 
D i v i Augusti, prim. p i l . l e g . 
X I I I I Gem., t r i b . m i l . coh. 
X I urb., t r i b . m i l . coh. I l l 
p r a e t . , praef. fab.. 

p r l m o p i l . l e g . V Macedonlcae, 
praef.£eq7J , t r i b . chor. V 
p [raet. .J . 

prim. p i l . l e g . X I , praef. 
cohort. Ubiorum peditum et 
equitum,praef. fab. I l l , t r i b . 
m i l . cohort, primae, i d i o l o g o 
ad Aegy|j£|um. 
(7]leg. V I I Macedonic., 
pr [Imipilo} l e g . I I I I Scyth-
icae, t r i b . coh...praet., 
primo p i l o i t e r . l e g . XVI 
GaQLlJ , proc. T i . Claudi 
Caeaaria Au[g... 

t r i b . c o h o r t i a p r a e t . , praef-
ect. cohortium. 

[ t f j r i b . {cjoh. I I p r a e t o r i a (ej 
p r i j m j o p i l o b i a , p r o c f i j r . 
T[i," Claudi Caeaaria Augusti 
Germanici, p r a e f f . / J a b i a iam 

They" d i f f e r from the poata which we have beenjoonsidering 
i n t h a t , as f a r as we know, they were from the f i r s t reaerved 
f o r p r l m l p l l a r e a . Cn. Manliua seems t o have been an exception 
to t h i s r u l e , as A r r i u s Salanus and Vespasius P o l l i o were as 
f a r as the post of praefectus castrorum i s concerned. Apart 
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from the case of L. Ovinius Rufus, only the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n ­
ate i s a t t e s t e d f o r p r i m i p i l a r i s careers o f t h i s p e r i o d . There 
i s nojf r e g u l a r approach.to t h i s post, t i l l the time of Claudius, 
when as i s shown by the cases of C. Baebius A t t i c u s , X 1711, 
and of Maxumus, a p a t t e r n of prim u s p i l u s , t r l b u n u s c o h o r t i s 
p r a e t o r l a e , primuspilus i t e r u m j p r o c u r a t o r , began t o emerge. 
The same i s t r u e of the posts f o l l o w i n g the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e 
Before the above p a t t e r n appeared we f i n d one man becoming 
praefectus fabrum, another i d i o l o g u s i n Egypt, having been 
praefectus fabrum before h i s t r i b u n a t e . This l a t t e r i s a case 
of a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e being appointed t o a post which was 
l a t e r i n t e g r a t e d i n t o a p r o c u r a t o r i a l career. I t i s not t o be 
i n t e r p r e t e d as evidence of a possible c i v i l career open t o 
p r i m l p i l a r e s , but as an appointment of an i n d i v i d u a l to a post 
t h a t needed to be f i l l e d , there being no r e g u l a r p r a c t i c e as 
regarding the f i l l i n g of such vacancies. More i s sa i d about 
t h i s i n the chapter on the p r i m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r s . 

There i s one f u r t h e r type of post t o which reference shoulc 
be made, the ducenarian commands of the legions i n Egypt. The 
veto on the entry of senators i n t o Egypt meant t h a t from the 
s t a r t the legions there must be commanded by ducenarian^J prefect 
There i s nothing t o suggest t h a t these were ever r e c r u i t e d 
otherwise than from p r i m l p i l a r e s . The f i r s t case known t o us 
i s t h a t of L. C i r p i n i u s , p r i . p l l . l t e r . j p r a e f . l e g . X X I I , 
whom we are i n c l i n e d t o date before the r e i g n of Claudius. 
This i a important, because on the i n s c r i p t i o n , preceding the 
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p r e f e c t u r e , i s the post of primuspllus lterum. The other 
examples of t h i s post from e a r l y times come from i n s c r i p t i o n s 
of men who served under Claudius as p r o c u r a t o r s , and from 
t h a t of L. R u f e l l i u s Severus, who i s d e a l t w i t h i n the next 
chapter. Therefore we must reckon w i t h the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t *tfj£ 
post of primuspilus i t e r u m had appeared before the r e i g n of 
Claudius, though not n e c e s s a r i l y much before. I t may be, as 
Mr. B i r l e y has suggested t o me, t h a t the idea of the post came 
from the need f o r s p e c i a l t r a i n i n g f o r the p r i m i p i l a r i s destined 
f o r the command of an Egyptian l e g i o n . 

The evidence f o r the corps from which p r i m i p i l a r e s were 
being r e c r u i t e d at t h i s p e r i o d i s not gr e a t . L. Ovinius Kufus 
and the unknown of IX 2983 were p r a e t o r i a n centurions. A u f i d i e n 
us Rufus and Helvius Rufus s t a r t e d i n the ranks, most probably 
of the l e g i o n s . C. Norbanus Quadratus, as a c o l o n i s t from the 
East, probably began i n the ranks of the l e g i o n s . P. Anicius 
Maximus, also a c o l o n i s t , probably obtained a d i r e c t commission 
as c e n t u r i o n . T i . I u l i u s I t a l i c u s , Sabidius, Cassius Chaerea, 
and Catonius Iuatus, were l e g i o n a r y centurions. L. Aurelius 
Rufua may have been c e n t u r i o stratogum. Cn. Manlius and A r r i u s 
Salanus, and probably Vespasius P o l l i o , were equ.es-tria.ns who 
h e l d posts otherwise associated w i t h the p r i m i p i l a r e s . 

The Augustan p r i m i p i l a t e d i f f e r e d from the Republican 
c h i e f l y i n the use of the ex-primuspilus, who had now the new 
t i t l e p r i m i p i l a r i s . These p r i m i p i l a r e s were used i n a wide 
range of posts, as they were needed, w i t h o u t those posts 
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c o n s t i t u t i n g a formal career. S i g n i f i c a n t f o r the l a t e r 
development of the p r l m i p i l a r i s career was the appearance of 
the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp, not y e t attached t o a l e g i o n , of 
the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , ( l i k e the p r e f e c t u r e almost a p r l m i p l l a r i s 
preservej and the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t u r e s i n Egypt 
(reserved also f o r the p r i m i p i l a r e s . ) We have noted the possib­
i l i t y t h a t the post of primuspilus iterum had made i t s 
appearance before the r e i g n of Claudius. Thus while the c r e a t ­
io n of a stereotyped p r i m i p i l a r i s career seems t o have been 
l a r g e l y the work of Claudius, i t was Augustus who took the 
deci s i v e step of using these men f r e e l y i n new posts f o r which 
t h e i r t r a i n i n g and experience f i t t e d them. Some of h i s measures 
may have been suggested by Republican expedients, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
by developments during the c i v i l wars, but i t was h i s work t o 
e x p l o i t f u l l y the p o t e n t i a l i t i e s of the p r i m i p l l a r e s . His 
system, b u i l d i n g on the liepublican c e n t u r i o p r i m i p i l l , and 
already i n p a r t a n t i c i p a t i n g the d i s t i n c t p r i m l p i l a r i s careers 
as they appear from the r e i g n of Claudius onwards, i s t y p i c a l 
of the genius which took o l d i n s t i t u t i o n s and turned them t o 
new uses, w i t h o u t r i g i d d e f i n i t i o n s of posts tenabie and t h e i r 
order of tenure. 
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THE DEVELOPING PRIMIPILATE 

CLAUDIUS AND NERO. 
I n the previous chapter we have seen how Augustus 

embarked on an extensive employment of p r i m i p i l a r e s i n a 
la r g e number of posts, a l l m i l i t a r y i n nature, w i t h o u t 
attempting as f a r as we can see t o create a s p e c i a l 
p r i m i p i l a r i s career i n which the order of posts would be 
c a r e f u l l y l a i d down. Under T i b e r i u s and C a l i g u l a t h i s 
system seems t o have continued, though the p o s s i b i l i t y cannot 
be excluded t h a t experiements a n t i c i p a t i n g l a t e r developments 
were being made. Thus we have already seen t h a t the post 
of primusTDilus i t e r u m may have appeared before the r e i g n of 
Claudius. Under the next two emperors, Claudius and Nero, 
two d i s t i n c t careers appear, b o t h r e s t r i c t e d t o p r i m i p i l a r e s . 
The f i r s t i s the tenure of the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp immedi-

tnj 
a t e l y a f t e r the p r i m i p i l a t e , t h i s normally marking the of the 

A 

career. The second i s the tenure of the three Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 
f o l l o w e d i n some cases by prim u s p i l u s iterum. h e l d at Rome or 
i n a l e g i o n , and a pr o c u r a t o r s h i p . Nevertheless, up t o 69 
we do f i n d cases where posts as commanders of a u x i l i a r i e s or 
as l e g i o n a r y t r i b u n e s are. h e l d w i t h i n what w.e would otherwise 
describe as an o r d i n a r y career. These posts are i n the case 
of the a u x i l i a r i e s as p r a e f e c t i , not as p r a e p o s i t i . i . e . they 
are not regarded as e x t r a o r d i n a r y commands. 

I t w i l l be convenient t o b e g i n by mentioning these 

cases. C. V a l e r i u s Clemens commanded an a l a i n the Jewish 
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war of Vespasian. L. Antonius Naso he l d the p r e f e c t u r e of 
a c i v i t a s before h i s p r i m i p i l a t e , and a l e g i o n a r y t r i b u n a t e 
d i r e c t l y a f t e r i t . This l a t t e r appointment cannot have been 
before the years 66-67. C. Nymphidius Sabinus h e l d the pre­
f e c t u r e of an a l a before h i s Rome t r i b u n a t e , which l a t t e r 
post he he l d at an age which argues e x t r a o r d i n a r y favour. 
The appointment of Pompeius Longinus t o a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e 
by Galba, w i t h o u t h i s having f u l f i l l e d the normal conditions 
(e Galbae amicis, non ordine m i l i t i a e ) , i s e x p l i c a b l e by the 
p e c u l i a r circumstances of 69, when c l e a r l y Galba d i d not f e e l 
able t o r e l y on normal channels of promotion. 

A l l these are examples drawn from the r e i g n of Nero or 
s l i g h t l y l a t e r . There are i n a d d i t i o n the cases I r e f e r r e d 
t o i n my previous chapter, but reserved t o t h i s place, where 
p a r t of the career belongs t o the r e i g n of Claudius, and 
features of the r e g u l a r career are already present. 

C. Baebius A t t i c u s p r i m o p i l . l e g . V. Macedonic,, praef. 
c i v i t a t i u m Moesiae e t T r e b a l l i a e , 
praef. c i v i t a t i u m i n Alpibus 
Maritumis, t r . m i l . coh. V l l l p r . , 
p r i m o p i l . i t e r . , p r ocurator T i . 
Claudi Caesaris Aug. Germanici i n 
Norico. 

X 1711 jj l e g . V I I Macedonic., pr£mipilcj7 
l e g . I I I I Scythicae, t r i b . coh. .. 
p r a e t . , p r i m o p i l o i t e r . l e g . XVI 

r proc. T i . Claudi Caesaris Au g.. 
|TQrib. /c]oh. I I p r a e t o r i a f e j , 
p r i [ m ] o p i l o b i s , proc f u j E j T^J 
Claudi Caesaris Augusti Germanici, 
prae |f .. J s b i s iam ... 

C l e a r l y already i t was normal f o r a p r o c u r a t o r s h i p t o be 

Maxumus 
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preceded by a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e and the post of 
primuspilus iterum. They do not show the two other Rome 
t r i b u n a t e s preceding the p r a e t o r i a n one, promotion t o the 
l a t t e r post being d i r e c t from the p r i m i p i l a t e , or i n one case 
a f t e r the tenure of two posts as praefectus c i v i t a t i u m . 

On t h i s question of the tenure of a l l three Rome 
t r i b u n a t e s , apart from the i n s c r i p t i o n of L. Ovinius Rufus 
r e f e r r e d t o i n the previous chapter, the f i r s t i n s c r i p t i o n 
recording the tenure of two Rome t r i b u n a t e s , the p r a e t o r i a n 
and the urban, i s t h a t of I u l i u s P o l l i o , who was p r a e t o r i a n 
t r i b u n e i n A.D. 55. Cases where a l l three were h e l d are as 
f o l l o w s , w i t h t h e i r dates, C. Gavius Silvanus, p r a e t o r i a n 
t r i b u n e i n A.D. 65, M. V e t t i u s Valens, pr o c u r a t o r i n A.D. 66, 
and L. Antonius Naso, who passed through the Rome cohorts i n 
the p e r i o d 67-68. The tenure of a l l three t r i b u n a t e s was 
never u n i v e r s a l l y enforced, as f a r as we can judge, but as 
t h i s i s a question of the i n d i v i d u a l career, i n which the 
date has no s p e c i a l s i g n i f i c a n c e , the discussion of cases 
a f t e r 69 where not a l l three t r i b u n a t e s were held i s confined 
t o the chapter on the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , w i t h one exception. 

For the development of the post of praefectus castrorum 
we must r e v e r t t o some t e x t s given i n the notes t o the previous 
chapter. The c h i e f change brought about by Claudius seems t o 
have been the a t t a c h i n g of the p r e f e c t s of the camp t o the 

establishments of l e g i o n s , one i n each. Thus we f i n d 
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L. P r a e c i l i u s Clemens described as praefectus castrorum l e g . 
eiusdem i n an i n s c r i p t i o n set up by veterans who had completed 
t h e i r s e r v i c e some time i n the p e r i o d 36-1+3 A. D., P. A n i c i u s 
Maximus was p r e f e c t of the camp of the l e g i o n I I Augusta i n 
A. D. 1+3. Talcing the two together one must conclude t h a t the 
change came i n t o e f f e c t i n the e a r l y years of Claudius, and 
may have been at l e a s t prepared f o r i n the preceding r e i g n . 
The attempt of Keyes t o demonstrate a l o s s of importance by 
the p r e f e c t u r e due t o i t s ceasing t o be the top rung of the 
eque s t r i a n m i l i t a r y ladder (1) i s based on the mistaken b e l i e f 
of Domaszewski t h a t i s was the top rung, and the i n s c r i p t i o n he 
uses, t h a t of Q. Paesidius Macedo, does not prove h i s case. 
That i n s c r i p t i o n shows a m i l i t a r y t r i b u n a t e h e l d a f t e r the 
p r e f e c t u r e of the camp. The f a c t t h a t a l e g i o n i s given f o r 
the p r e f e c t u r e suggests a date under or a f t e r Claudius. We 
know t h a t the p r e f e c t u r e ranked above the e q u e s t r i a n l e g i o n a r y 
t r i b u n a t e i n the second century, and the most l i k e l y explana­
t i o n of t h i s i n s c r i p t i o n i s t h a t i t comes from a t r a n s i t i o n a l 
p e r i o d under Claudius. I f there i s a d i f f e r e n c e i n rank i t 
may be due t o the desire of Claudius to make the l e g i o n a r y 
t r i b u n a t e the top of the t r e e , c f . h i s o r i g i n a l p o l i c y w i t h 
regard t o the e q u e s t r i a n m i l i t i a e ( 2 ) . I n t h a t case the 
former p o l i c y was probably as s h o r t - l i v e d as the l a t t e r . 

Procuratorships become r a t h e r more common i n t h i s p e r i o d . 

I give a complete survey of them from the c h r o n o l o g i c a l aspect 
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i n the chapter on that subject, so here I w i l l only point 
out development* The approach was v i a the Rome tribunates and 
PP lterum. The one perfect example of t h i s i s the career 
of M» Vett i u s Valens* For T. I u l i u s Ustus the praetorian 
tribunate and the procuratorship of Thrace are recorded, and 
f o r Valerius Paulinus the praetorian tribunate and the 
procuratorship of Galli a Narbonensis* I u l i u s P o l l i o , already 
referred t o , reached the procuratorship of Sardinia* 

On the question of the corps from which p r i m i p i l a r e s 
were recruited at t h i s time* the fa c t s are these* M* Vettius 
Valens and Sex* Cetrius Severus were both from the ranks o f 
the praetorian guard* L* Rufelliue Severus and Alfenus 
Varus had been centurions at Rome* which means» as demon­
strated i n our chapter on the p r i m i p i l a r i s and the Rome 
cohorts, that they were either ex-praetorians or men ex 
eaulte Romano. On the other hand there i s a group of men 
who must have been from the legions* L* Lepidius Proculus 
stated the f a c t * L* Gerellanus Pronto and hi s probable 
brother Gerellanus* L* Antonius Naso» 0* Velius Rufus* and 
the unknown of I I I 11+3871, a l l coming from H e l i p o l l s , must 
have, come up through the_legiona._ To them may_be added as 
a p r o b a b i l i t y Antonius Taurus* and probably from the Eastern 
legions also was A* Instuleius Tenax* A l l of t h i s group 
had at least begun t h e i r careers under Nero* Thus there was 
a continuing use of men from Eastern colonies* I t i s to be 

noted that on comparison these colonists did not come o f f 
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badly as f a r as f u r t h e r promotion i s concerned* 
The reign of Claudius thus marked a turning-point i n 

the h i s t o r y of the primipllaris» Instead of a succession 
« 

of posts governed by the circumstances 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 s t a f f of the legions* That career s t i l l ended 
f o r most purposes i n a Rome tribunate or the prefecture of 
the camp* While procuratorships were sometimes held, there 
was no regular o u t l e t that way, and the lack of any true 
hierarchy of posts made patronage all-important* Recruiting 
i s attested from the praetorian guard and the legions* 
p a r t i c u l a r l y those of the East* There i s no apparent 
difference i n promotion between these two groups* A 
centurion by d i r e c t commission might reach the p r i m i p i l a t e , 
e*g* P* Anicius MasCimus. I r r e g u l a r i t i e s s t i l l occurred* i n 
posts held and i n posts omitted* The main structure of 
the p r i m i p i l a r i s career as we know i t had been brought int o 
existence, but i t had not yet become a r i g i d system* 
Claudius and Nero c l e a r l y owed much to the work of Augustus 
and-his .successors, but t h e i r own contribution was by no 
means ne g l i g i b l e * 
THE EVENTS OF 69 

While i t i s doubtful whether any permanent contribution 
to the p r i m i t t l l a r l s career was made by the events of the 
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c i v i l wars* there were a number of promotions and set-backs 
i n careers which were influenced by those events* L. Antonius 
Naso, whose career had been progressing steadily, l o s t h is 
praetorian tribunate* Unlike Antonius Taurus, who appears 
never to have re-entered the service* he made a p a r t i a l re­
covery, and received a procuratorship. This was too l a t e 
a f t e r h i s tribunate to hold out much promise of f u r t h e r 
promotion, T* Suedlus Clemens also seems to have suffered 
neglect as not one of Vespasian's own choice* On the 
other hand* only i n the circumstances of c i v i l war could 
the unknown of XI 57kk have been promoted from the p r e f ­
ecture of the coast i n Mauretania to primuapilus lterum. 

More outstanding were the prefects of the period* 
Nymphidius Sabinus received h i s e a r l i e r , i n 65, but i s 
included here as an example l i k e the others of an emergency 
appointment. He must have been one of the youngest 
praetorian prefects ever* Alfenus Varus had only been 
prefect of the camp at the time of h i s elevation to the 
prefecture* This brings out a useful point* that from 
the purely m i l i t a r y point of view a man who had been 
•prlmuspilus was equipped to take charge of the praetorian 
troop8* Hence there are examples throughout the period 
with which we are mainly concerned of men, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
•primipilares, promoted to the prefecture with l i t t l e ex­
perience other than m i l i t a r y . Arrius Varus c l e a r l y owed 
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his praetorian prefecture to h i s association with Antonius 
Primus* as he did his prefecture of the annona* The case 
of P l o t i u s Firmus i s more d i f f i c u l t . When he was elected 
as praetorian prefect toy the soldiers a f t e r Otho's seizure 
of power he was prefect of the v i g i l e s . We do not know i f 
he had obtained t h i s l a t t e r prefecture by services during the 
c i v i l war* or attained i t under Nero o£ Galba by normal 
selection* In any case these prefects* as Catonius Iuetus, 
are not to be taken as evidence f o r a regular supply of 
prim l p l l a r e s to the great prefectures* This was a second-
century development* 
THE FLAVIANS 

The evidence f o r t h i s period i s scanty, but nevertheless 
of extreme i n t e r e s t * The f i r s t point to be noted i s the 
evidence that the urban tribunates outside Rome were on a 
di f f e r e n t plane from the other tribunates inside Some* I n 
the career of C Velius Rufus and of Pompeius Proculus the 
absence of tribunates i n the other two Rome corps and of 
the post of prlmuBPilus iterum i s notable* As t h i s 

p e c u l i a r i t y was^as f a r as we can judge* continuous throughout 
the period i t i s reserved f o r discussion i n the chapter on 
the Rome tribunates* On career development we note i n the 
cursus of Gn* Pompeius Homullus* and to a lesser extent i n 
that of C Velius Rufus the development of a hierarchy* 

C* Velius Rufus was i n f a c t the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a r i s of whom 
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we know to hold two procuratorships* Cn» Pompeius Homullus 
did even better* r i s i n g t o a secretariat* He was 

apparently decorated by Domitian, so that the p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
p a r t of h i s career may belong to the time of Trajan* An 
equally notable career was that of the unknown of XI 57hk* 

aacl 
This man was prefect of an ala presumably i n 69> from that 
post* a f t e r a p r i m i p i l a t e * he proceeded* a f t e r a career 
conforming to a r i g i d pattern,to the f o u r t h dueenarian 
p r o c u r a t o r i a l echelon* Clearly he may antedate C* Velius 
Rufus* but h i s exact dating i s a matter f o r conjecture* 
We thus have evidence f o r p r l m i p l l a r e s being admitted i n t o 
the developing proc u r a t o r i a l system* and a career of sorts 
emerging as d i s t i n c t from the single posts previously attested* 

On the question of r e c r u i t i n g i t w i l l be recalled that 
C* Velius Rufus was one of the Heliopolis group* There i s 
abundant evidence f o r equestrians* Marcius Titianus* from 
Balbura, i n Lyan^after the prefecture of a cohort entered 
the centurionate and reached the post of primuspilus iterum* 
L* Decrius Longinus a f t e r being praefectus fabrun was 
comissioned as centurion and died as prefect of the camp. 
These two belong to t h i s period or possibly i n part at 
least to the one following* Ch* Pompeius Homullus, whom 
f o r reasons given i n the pr o c u r a t o r i a l chapter I suspect 
to have been a Spanish equestrian* began h i s career under 
the Flavians* Sex* Vibius Gallus also must have begun h i s 
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i 
career under the Bjavians. The f a c t that he came from the 
East and yet was trecenarlus suggests that he too was a 
centurion ex eauite Romano. Q* Raeclus Rufus, also a 
trecenariust could have been eit h e r an evocatus or ex 
eauite Romano. The I t a l i a n o r i g i n of Q. Petronius Modestus 
suggests the same two alternatives f o r him. He reached 
the f i r s t ducenarian p r o c u r a t o r i a l echelon* 

The most important point about the Flavian period then 
was the growth of a hierarchy w i t h i n the procuratorships, 
i n t o which the prlmin Hares were introduced to some extent* 
I n t h i s context the i n s c r i p t i o n XI 57UU i s very important, 
f o r i t shows a fully-developed p r l m l p l l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
career which i s probably e a r l i e r than the time of Domitian. 
Among other points t o be noticed i s the growth of evidence 
f o r the men ex eauite Romano* and the even balance of 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s * Some fin i s h e d as p r a e f e c t l castrorum* some 
reached procuratorships* 
TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 

The notable changes of t h i s period again concern 
procuratorhsips* Whether there were more procuratorships 
going to prlmlpilarea at t h i s period i s an open question* 
Elsewhere I have made p l a i n that there are fundamental 
considerations m i l i t a t i n g against the a r r i v a l at the 
procuratorship8 of a large number of prlmipllarea* What 

I s evident* and to some degree foreshadowed i n the Flavian 
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period* i s the accession of p r l m i p i l a r e s to more and more 
important posts* Two of the most notable men of the 
period* both praetorian prefects* Marciua Turbo and 
Sulplclus S i m i l l s were prl m i p i l a r e s * a t h i r d T i . Claudius 
Secundinus went to a secretariat* and thence to the post of 
praefectus annonae. We have already suggested that the 
pr o c u r a t o r i a l career of On* Pompeius Homullus f e l l under 
Trajan* 

The question of corps of recruitment now becomes acute* 
Some of the evidence f a l l s n a t u r a l l y i n t o groups* There i s 
one of ex-praetorians* who have served under one or both 
emperors* They include four p r l m l p l l a r e s * a praefeotua 
castrorum* and a man whose i n s c r i p t i o n i s broken at the 
post of prima BP Hue* Two points emerge here* To be an 
evocatus i n i t s e l f d i d not ensure f u r t h e r promotion* The 
man most l i k e l y to wax eloquent about h i s career p r i o r to 
the p r l m i p i l a t e was the man who had not advanced beyond i t * 

Of the men ex eouite Romano the fortunes were mixed* 
Of the three from Spain* (including M* Calpurniue Seneca but 
excluding On* Pompeius Homullus)* only Seneca entered the 
pro c u r a t o r i a l career* and he reached the fourth-echelon 
post of prefect of the Misenum f l e e t * T* Pontius Sabinus* 
who transferred to the centurionate a f t e r two equestrian 
m i l i t i a e * d i d not pass the f i r s t echelon procuratorship of 

Narbonensis* L. Oavius Pronto, from A t t a l e i a i n Pamphylia* 
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almost c e r t a i n l y a man ex eauite Romano* became prefect of 
the camp* N* Marcius Plaetorius Celer* who probably had 
a d i r e c t commission as centurion* became a tribune of v i g i l e s * 
F i n a l l y the career of T i * Claudius Secundinus/ suggests 
the d i s t i n c t p o s s i b i l i t y that he was from the equestrian 
order rather than from the ranks of the praetorian guard* 

The corps of o r i g i n i s unknown i n the case of 
L* Humerius AlbanuB* prefect of the Ravenna f l e e t * though 
his I t a l i a n origo v i r t u a l l y rules out i n i t i a l service i n 
the legions* T* Flavius Prlamus became i u r i d l c u s i n 
Egypt* i n the f i r s t p r o c u r a t o r i a l ducenarian echelon* 
Most important of the unknowns are the two praetorian 
prefects* Of S i m i l i s we know nothing. Turbo came from 
Dalraatla, as we now know* which leaves the question wide 
open* From him we get the i n c i d e n t a l information that 
the tribunates of the eauites singularss at Rome were also 
held by p r i m l p i l a r e s * 

Among the men who were d e f i n i t e l y not from the praetorian 
guard we number Q* Geminius Sabinua and Gargilius Venator* 
both from Africa* S t a t i l i u s Solon also was c e r t a i n l y 
non-Italian* 

One person we have not mentioned so f a r marks a new 
opening f o r the p r l m i p l l a r i e * Cammius Secundinus* an 
I t a l i a n * held a centenarian procuratorship a f t e r being 
prlmuspilus and prefect of the camp* A second chance was 



thus offered to p r l m i p l l a r e s who had f a i l e d to secure s e l ­
ection f o r the numerus at Rome* 

On a question of nomenclature rather than of actual 
change i n the nature of the post we may not that the f i r s t 
cases of praefectus legionls as opposed to praefectus eas-
trorum l e g i o n i s ( i n i n s c r i p t i o n s r e l a t i n g to the prefects of 
the camp outside Egypt) belong to thisjperiod. Further, 
we may note that the garrisoning of Egypt by the legion 
I I Traiana (3) made the prefect of t h i s legion henceforth 
ducenarian, and that inside Egypt he continued to be known 
by the o l d t i t l e of praefectus castrorum* 

Clearly i n t h i s period we have a bolder approach to 
the question of the possible employment of p r i m l p i l a r e s * 
Important posts were bestowed upon them. Nevertheless 
the men who obtained these appointments were the cream, a 
small proportion of the whole* We have noted p a r t i c u l a r l y 
cases where praetorians and equestrians, men who could count 
on heavier backing than the legionary, did not advance be­
yond the p r i m i p i l a t e or the prefecture of the camp* I t 
should be remembered, of course, that the procuratorshlps 
played l i t t l e part i n the hopes of the ordinary centurion* 
The p r i m i p i l a t e was enough, and the boast of L. Gavius Fronto 
that he was the f i r s t prefect of the camp from h i s town 
reminds us that t h i s post, the highest non-senatorial post 

i n a legion, was no mean prize* 
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As f a r as the various corps were concerned! no 
p a r t i c u l a r preference emerges, except f o r a tendency to 
favour men from Spain and perhaps equestrians generally* 
The t a l e n t of the in d i v i d u a l and the strength of h i s 
hacking probably played the greatest part i n determining the 
career* I f the f a c t that no legionary i s p o s i t i v e l y ident­
i f i e d among the procurators seems at f i r s t to support the 
views put forward by Domaszewski and Durry, i t should be 
remembered that the man from the legions was the l e a 6 t 
l i k e l y to state h i s corps of o r i g i n * f o r there was nothing 
d i s t i n c t i v e about i t * This comes out c l e a r l y i n the study 
of the r e c r u i t i n g f o r the centurionate* Domaezewski con­
cluded that i t was mainly from I t a l y i n the f i r s t two 
centuries* which of course meant i t could not be mainly from 
the legions* Yet Baehr and B i r l e y (U) were able to 
demonstrate s t a t i s t i c a l l y that the majority of centurions 
at a l l times were rec r u i t e d from the ranks of the legions* 
This i s not discernible from the recorded careers* cf« 
Forni's l i s t s / (5), because the centurion from the legions 
did not normally mention h i s previous career* This applies 
a f o r t l o r e to the p r i m i p i l a t e * The only way therefore to 
demonstrate the presence of t h i s element i n the p r i m i p i l a t e 
i s by checking the province of o r i g i n where the province 
of o r i g i n of praetorian and legionary mainly d i f f e r , that 
i s between approximately 69 and 193« Hence i n t h i s space 



of time i n p a r t i c u l a r great attention should be paid to 
the l i s t s of known origins i n the chapter on geographical 
origins* 

Let us repeat the statement made before the digression 
above* Under the emperors Trajan and Hadrian there i s no 
discernible difference i n t h e i r treatment of ftrlmlpllares 
which can be related to t h e i r corps of o r i g i n * apart from 
some s l i g h t i n d i c a t i o n of special favour f o r equestrians* 
PIUS TO COMMODUS 

There i s a considerable contrast between t h i s period 
and the preceding one* Whereas i n the previous period 
the provinces were more than adequately represented, i n t h i s 
period I t a l y came back i n t o prominence* In f a c t apart from 
two Africans, whose dating depends on a turn of phrase and 
i s not secure, we have only two men from Dalmatia, one 
from Noricum and.one from Heraclea, i n Caria* The contrast 
i s s t r i k i n g * I t i s tempting to see i n i t a r e f l e c t i o n of 
the f a c t that the l a s t three Altonines came to the throne 
without m i l i t a r y experience* and so must have been more 
inc l i n e d to value.the opinions of t h e i r praetorian prefects* 
who would n a t u r a l l y favour men who were t h e i r own proteges* 
In t h i s respect i t i s in t e r e s t i n g to note that M. Pflaum 
has suggested (6) that Gavius Maximus was a p r l m l p l l a r i s * 
c h i e f l y because of his career. I f he were r i g h t one can 
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r e a d i l y appreciate that h i s influence f o r h i s twenty years* 
tenure of the prefecture would favour the men from the guard* 
In f a c t we know that h i s successor, Tatt i u s Maximus, was a 
p r l m i p i l a r l s (158- c 160), and M Bassaeus Rufus was 
praetorian prefect 169- c 179/. In addition there i s the 
unknown of EE V I I I U78, whom (as M. Pflaum suggests) was i n 
Syria 175-6. Clearly even without Gavius, we have here a 
number of i n f l u e n t i a l men. able to push t h e i r fellows. In 
fact i f Gavius Maximus was a p r i m l p i l a r i s there would have 
been a p r i m i p i l a r i s as praetorian prefect from S i m i l i s i n 
c 112 to c. 179* the only long gap being between c.160 and 
169. Short of the discovery of another i n s c r i p t i o n there 
i s no means of demonstrating t h i s * however* 

A d i f f i c u l t y arised when we begin to examine the 
I t a l i a n p r i m l p i l a r e s . Clearly, from the point of view of 
georgraphical o r i g i n , they could equally well be evocati 
or men ex equite Romano. Of the praetorians who t e l l us 
what they were, three have primuBPllus as t h e i r l a s t r e ­
corded post. C Didius Saturninu8, S e x t i l i u s Marcianus, artel 
M. T i l l i u s Rufus. X. Petronius Sabinus and L. -Oominius 
Maximus reached the f i r s t ducenarian p r o c u r a t o r i a l echelon, 
the l a t t e r dying without f u r t h e r advancement. F i n a l l y , 
M. Bassaeus Rufus became praetorian prefect. I t i s a 
salutary reminder of the imperfection of our knowledge, that 



59. 

he i s the only praetorian prefect who d e f i n i t e l y started i n 
the ranks of the praetorian guard= Among equestrians 
Satrius Grescens was a primuspllus and Cn. Marcius Rustius 
Rufinus became praetorian prefect* 6* Sulpicius Ursulus 
became prefect of the camp. (His dating to t h i s period 
i s conjectural)* 

Of the other I t a l i a n s L* Oranius Iustus became a 
prefect of the camp. 0* Valerius Pansa became procurator 
of B r i t a i n ( f i r s t echelon) and died as such. T. Desticius 
Severus procurator of Belglca^nd the Egypt* and Tattius 
Maximus praetorian prefect* 

L. 8empronius Ingenuus, whose antecedents are unknown 
became procurator of Dacia Porolissensis ( t h i r d ducenarian 
echelon). T Flavius Genialis became praetorian prefect 
to Didius Iulianus, the shortness of the time a f t e r h i s 
praetorian tribunate making one suspect that the appointment 
was not according to s e n i o r i t y . Of centenarian procurators 
apart from T. Desticius Severuspf who began h i s career thus* 
and carried i t to such a triumphant conclusion, there i s 
the unknown of VI 31871, procurator- XL Galliarum, a -praetorian 
and L. Artorius Castus, already mentioned, who was procurator 
of Liburnia lure g l a d i * 

A comparison with the appropriate l i s t i n the chapter 
on geographical o r i g i n s w i l l serve to strengthen the im­
pression gained here, of I t a l i a n s receiving considerable 



preference at t h i s period* But I t should be pointed out 
that i t can only be demonstrated f o r these reigns, and 
that i n the l a s t resort i t i s d i f f i c u l t to say whether the 
preference was f o r men from the praetorian guard or f o r 
I t a l i a n equestrians. Figures must not be too closely 
pressed. Clearly the l a s t three^Antonines have continued / 
to make free use of the primlpilare*B« as he existed before 
the changes i n h i s p o s i t i o n that made him responsible f o r 
the c o l l e c t i o n of the annona. 

Some ins c r i p t i o n s of which the dating i s not exact 
may be considered here. C* Rufius Festus, an I t a l i a n , 
held a procuratorship i n the f i r s t ducenarian echelon 
before h i s death. He belongs to the second h a l f of the 
second century. Truttedius Clemens i s dated to the 
period Hadr.- Commodus by M* Pflaum. (7) He i s also 
I t a l i a n , and reached the f i r s t ducenarian echelon of the 
procuratorships. Valerius and the unknown of XIV 191 both 
reached the f o u r t h ducenarian echelon, and the unknown of 
SB V I I I U78 the praetorian prefecture* M. Pflaum has 
classed a l l three as I t a l i a n , (8) but I am unable to accept -
hi s reasoning* There are other cases where there i s even 
less dating evidence, but these are most p r o f i t a b l y 
discussed i n the chapters which t r e a t of the constituent 
parts of the p r i m i p i l a r i a career. 
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THE THIRD CENTURY 
While f o r the f i r s t h a l f of the t h i r d century there 

seems to he much continuity* i n f a c t s i g n i f i c a n t changes 
are talcing place under the surface* The most important 
I have l e f t over to the next chapter, f o r the change i n 
the character of the post of p r i m t p i l a r i s i s mirrored i n 
the legal sources long before any h i n t of i t appears on 
inscriptions* As f a r 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
i a l o f f i c e r s who previously ranked above them* Before that 
occurs there i s one i n t e r e s t i n g development, the tenure of 
two legionary prefectures i n succession* by P. Aelius Marcellus, 
P. Aurelius Cassianus, and probably by the unknown of X 33k2a-
Also new posts enter the career* Apart from the new corps 
of recruitment* to which we s h a l l come i n a minute* there 
i s the re-appearance of the legionary tribunate* i n the 
case of Ulpius F i l i n u s * and l a t e r of the tribunate of a 
mobile detachment drawn from two legions* i n the case of 
L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus* 

Before turning to the new sources of r e c r u i t s already 
mentioned i t w i l l be convenient to dispose of the old* 
I t must be remembered that we are once more i n 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 o r i g i n cannot help out our other 
evidence here* Of known legionaries Aelius Triccianus 
a f t e r being prefect of the legion I I Parthica was made a 
senator and sent by Macrinus to govern Pannonia* Such 
promotion f o r a p r i m l p i l a r i s was unprecedented, and 
presumably called f o r t h by the unusual circumstances of 
the time* P* Valerius Coroazon started e i t h e r as an 
a u x i l i a r y soldier or as a legionary* D i s t i n c t i o n s of t h i s 
sort were becoming less important i n 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 p r i m i p i l a r i s * L* Arbustius Valentinus d i d the 
same thing* The unknown of VI 161+5 reached at least the 
post of praefectus vehiculorum. I t s precise r a t i n g i s a 
matter of doubt i n t h i s case* (9) Of equestrians 
L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus received a direct commission, 
and ended up as praetorian prefect* and P* Aelius Primianus 
a f t e r a peculiar career ended up as tribune of v l g i l e s * 

A new source of r e c r u i t s that loomed very large i n 
t h i s period was the castra peregrinorum. Source i s perhaps 
the wrong word, as men from other corps of recruitment 
came to i t , and perhaps only three of those connected with 
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One*. 
i t could be classed as permanent s t a f f * Nevertheless 
the passage through t h i s camp seems to have played i t s 
part i n the careers of the people named below* I n i t s e l f , 
l i k e other posts* i t d i d not guarantee advancement* 
Trebonlus Sossianus reached the p r l m i p i l a t e from centurio 
frumentarlus* C* Sul^Js Caecilianus and P* Aelius 
Mareellus became prefects of legions from the posts of 
optio peregrlnorum and centurio frumentarius respectively* 
Tib* 01* Demetrius became procurator of the Maritime Alps, 
a centenarian post, having been miles and centurio frument­
arius • C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s , whose early career i s l o s t to 
us, a f t e r a legionary centurionate became centurio frument­
arius and then prlnceps peregrinorum, and a f t e r a centenarian 
procuratorship he reached the f i r s t rung of the ducenary 
ladder* P* Vibius Marianus rose to the second ducenarlan 
echelon from centurio frumentarius, v i a the Rome centurionates* 
M« Aquilius F e l i x found a peculiar road to success* Sent 
to assassinate Severns1* he changed sides to such eff e c t 
that before the end of that emperor's reign he had reached 
the f o u r t h ducenarian echelon v i a the centenarian procurator-
ships* 

There are three praetorian prefects* M* Oclatinius 
Adventus, by o r i g i n e i t h e r a legionary or a praetorian, was 
centurio frumentarlus and princepa peregrinorum. The 
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further route by which he reached the praetorian prefecture 
i s unknown* though i t included a ducenarian procuratorship, 
i n B r i t a i n * Ulpius Iulianus and Iulianus Nestor were 
"commanders of the messengers" under Caracalla* which i s clear!; 
connected with the castra pereaina. They were made 
praetorian prefects under Macrinus» and as Iulianus had 
been a censlbus at the time of Caracalla's death the 
appointments need not have been inappropriate to t h e i r 
standing and a b i l i t y * 

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 
l a t t e r was ex equlte Romano* and was commissioned as centurlo 
deputatus* He'mentions no other service before h i s 
p r i m i p i l a t e * 

Of the three men who held positions i n the f l e e t 
T* Flavius Antonius died as a p r i m i p l l a r i s * having been 
navarchus princeps classis* i.e. senior s t a f f o f f i c e r of a 
f l e e t * Sulgius Caecilianua had also been a navarchus* 
but he had had previous service i n the castra- peregrina. 
Fina l l y * though his i n s c r i p t i o n presents some d i f f i c u l t i e s 
of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n * the unknown of X 33k2a had been 
trlerarchua* i . e . commander of a ship* some time before 
h i s p r i m i p i l a t e * He became prefect of a legion* 
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I t w i l l be observed that there was a number of posts 
which could be held by people of d i f f e r e n t corps of 
recruitment* This had always been true e.g. the Rome 
centurionates could be held e i t h e r by men ex eauite Romano 
or ex-praetorians, and the legionary centurionates by men 
from a l l three of the main sources of r e c r u i t i n g * The 
castra peregrina i t s e l f was mainly, as f a r as we are 
concerned* a depot to which centurions temporarily at 
Rome might be posted* In p a r t i c u l a r i t acted as a centre 
f o r the information brought i n by the Inte l l i g e n c e Corps, 
the f rumen tar ii« Some of these centurions were from the 
ranks of the frumentarii, some were transferred from 
ordinary legionary centurionates* some were equestrians, 
centurions by dir e c t commission* That i t was an advantage 
however f o r a man to have served as centurio frumentarius 
or centurio deputatus, or as commander of the camp, as 
princess peregrinorum, cannot be doubted; and i t i s 
presumably a r e f l e c t i o n of the importance of the Inte l l i g e n c e 
service controlled there and of the camp's proximity to 
Rome* The old corps continued t o provide r e c r u i t s * There 
i s a general scarcity of evidence f o r t h i s period, so too 
much emphasis must not be l a i d on the fact there are 
r e l a t i v e l y few cases of praetorians. As far as the men 
ex equite Romano are concerned, i t i s to be noted that the 



otherwise undated inscriptions of C I u l i u s Garianus and 
Mo Aelius Oaesonianus which have that phrase may well date 
from t h i s period* 

I f we compare the career changed and the changes i n 
r e c r u i t i n g I think we shall get the impression of increasing 
f l e x i b i l i t y i n a system which, apart from the procurator-
ships- had varied l i t t l e since the time of Nero* New key 
postSf those i n the castra peregrina. and the prefecture 
of the legion I I Earthica. replace the old; e*g* the 
tribunate of the equites slngulares seems to decline i n 
importance i n t h i s period* Behind t h i s increasing f l e x i ­
b i l i t y even more important changes were taking place* 
which resulted i n the p r l m i p i l a r i s becoming more or less a 
c i v i l i a n i n uniform, charged with the conveying of the 
annona to the troops, while the prefect of the legion 
became i t s commander* and ceased to be a p r l m i p l l a r l s . 

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 p r i m l p i l a r i s and of the pref-eet of the -
camp, (b) the m i l i t a r y re-organisation of Claudius which 
furthered the development of a d i s t i n c t l y p r i m i p i l a r i s 
career* and (c) the f i n a l phase of increasing f l e x i b i l i t y 
w i t h i n the system i n the f i r s t h a l f of the t h i r d century 
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which left, to the development referred to above* There are 
points with regard to the development of the i n s t i t u t i o n s 
connected with the p r i m i p i l a r i s * hut these are amplified 
i n the chapters devoted to those i n s t i t u t i o n s * As f a r as 
the corps of r e c r u i t i n g are concerned i t i s s i g n i f i c a n t 
that the only clear case of p r e f e r e n t i a l treatment of a 
p a r t i c u l a r corps occurs under the m i l i t a r i l y inexperienced 
l a s t three Antonines* I t i s to be noted that the 
preference there i s apparently a general one, i.e» the men 
from I t a l y are given more p r i m i p i l a t e s ; they are not 
merely given the Rome tribunates, while the men from the 
legions f i l l the prefectures of the camp a f t e r t h e i r f i r s t 
p r i m i p i l a t e * Thus the conclusion that praetorians received/ 
t i l l the end of the second century, the greater share of 
the p r i m i p i l a t e s , and a l l the Rome tribunates, i s wrong* 
The f a c t i s that under the l a s t three Antonines alone there 
seems to have been a clear preponderance of I t a l i a n s , 
drawn from the guard and I t a l i a n equestrian f a m i l i e s , receiv­
ing p r i m i p i l a t e s * At other times selection seems to have 
been p r i m a r i l y based on merit and the individual's backing* 
Clearly the equestrian and the guardsman had the advantage 
i n the l a t t e r respect, and they would normally be better 
educated* This was s u f f i c i e n t to assure them greater 
representation than t h e i r numbers warranted as f a r as the 
p r i m i p i l a t e was concerned, but the evidence does not support 
the view that the praetorians exercised a v i r t u a l monopoly. 
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The legionary of merit could i n most periods reach the 
top. The contribution of the centurions ex equlte Romano 
has also tended to be underestimated* A f u r t h e r point needs 
to be made* Once a man had secured selection f o r the p r i ­
m i p i l a t e , h i s career depended on h i s merit* There i s no 
warrant to claim that the Rome tribunates were reserved 
f o r a p a r t i c u l a r class of r e c r u i t s or f o r men of a p a r t i c ­
u l a r geographical o r i g i n * F i n a l l y * and t h i s i s a point 
which w i l l emerge c l e a r l y whatever class of r e c r u i t or 
whatever i n s t i t u t i o n of the career we study* the true goal 
of the career i s the p r i m i p i l a t e * I t was d i f f i c u l t to 
obtain* and to obtain i t was i n i t s e l f an achievement* 
While the career of which we have studied the development 
aimed 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* 
i t s primary aim was to draw men to the centurionate by 
providing a route to the p r i m i p i l a t e * The student of the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s c a r e e r must see that f o r many* i n f a c t the vast 
majority* the post of p r i m u s p i l u s or praefectuB castrorum 

was the end of t h e i r career* and see i n the fact not a weak­
ness of the system but a mark of the genius of i t s creators* 
That genius la y i n the fact that t h i s career could produce 
equally a Marcius Turbo* whose career was so sw i f t that 
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he was available as a praetorian prefect f o r nearly twenty 
years, and a Retonius Lucius, primuspilua a f t e r f i f t y - e i g h t 
years' service- This dual nature of the career, providing 
opportunity f o r the b r i l l i a n t centurion while o f f e r i n g to 
the plodder a f i n a l blaze of riches and glory, characterised 
the p r l m i p i l a r i s career throughout i t s history. One l a s t 
word - though space makes i t necessary to r e s t r i c t t h i s 
study to the p r i m i p l l a r i s career,that career can only be 
evaluated against the background of the centurion's career* 
The p r i m i p i l a r e B i n fa c t represent the cream of the 
centurionate* For that very reason I deplore the tendency 
to over-emphasise the b r i l l i a n t careers. Any career that 
reaches the p r l m i p i l a t e i s b r i l l i a n t from the stand-point 
of the centurion, and i t i s from that stand-point that the 
career we have been discussing must be regarded* 
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THE LATE PRIMIPILATB 
Some reference c l e a r l y ought to he made to the l a t e r 

development of the post of p r i m l p l l a r i s as i t i s mirrored 
i n the legal sources, and to a lesser extent i n papyri 
and i n s c r i p t i o n s * I t w i l l be convenient f i r s t to remind 
ourselves of the l a t e s t evidence f o r the conventional 
p r i m l p l l a r i s career* There i s a wealth of evidence up to 
the end of the reign of Severus Alexander f o r the continuation 
of the recruitment of the prefects of the legions, the Rome 
tribunes, and some procurators, from the p r l m i p l l i of the 
legions* There i s no fundamental change i n the character 
of the post of primuspilus discernible from the epigraphic 
evidence* That evidence continues i n s u f f i c i e n t bulk to 
demonstrate continuity i n t o the reign of Valerian and 
Gallienus. A l i s t of the cases i s given below* 

primuspilus 
A r e l a t i v e l y normal career 
corn. pr. pr* to praef. 
v e h i c . 
primuspilus ex tree*, 
primuspilus* 
7 frum., pp.. 
primuspilus. 
primuspilus. 
pp., t r i b * v i g * * 
A f u l l career. 
A normal approach to the 
p r i m i p i l a t e 
t r i b . p r o t * , praet* 
t r i b * urb., t r i b . praet. 
et prot* 
dec alae«, 7 p r o t * , 
pp* prot.• 

2h3 T* Pontius Marcianus 
2hk-9 VI 16U5 

Oclatius Sacerdos 
2kh V I I 103 

L. Trebonius Sossianus 
253-68 Numisius Natulus 
253 Sattonius Iucundus 
255 P. Aelius Primianus 
253-68 L . Petronius Taurus V. 
Gallienus ? Traianus Mucianus 
Gallienus ? Aurelius Sabinianus 
Gallienus ? I I I 3126 

Gallienus ? AE 195U* 135 
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The important careers are those of VI 1614-5* P* Aelius 
Prlmianus, and L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus, f o r they are 
f i r m l y dated careers which show the basic career s t i l l the 
same* The four careers that I have marked with a query as 
of the reign of Gallienus, a l l have h i s reign or the years 
immediately preceding 253 as t h e i r terminus post quem as 
they mention the term protector. Aurelius Sabinianus had 
a son who was a tribunus l a t i c l a v i u s , which on present 
evidence ought to make the reign of Gallienus h i s l a t e s t 
probable dating* The unknown of I I I 3126 refers to three 
August!, who could be Valerian, Gallienus, and the younger 
Valerian* On the careers of the other two i t i s d i f f i c u l t to 
say a l o t k except to point out that these careers are s t i l l 
b a s i c a l l y the same as those of the preceding two and h a l f centu 
r i e s * The main difference i s the term protector, and I have 
pointed out i n an appendix that t h i s i s i n an embryonic stage 
as i t i s not attached to the same posts i n each career* 

What happened a f t e r Gallienus? The prefects of the 
legions were now a l l ducenarian. We have a career 
i n s c r i p t i o n of the period of Diocletian r e l a t i n g to one of 
them, 

D(is) M(anlbus)* Val(erius) Thiumpo qui m i l i t a v i t i n 
leg(ione) XI Cl(audia), lectus i n sacro c o m i t ( i o ) , l a n c i -
arius, deinde p r o t e x i t annis V* missus pref(ectus) 
l e g ( i o n i s ) I I Hercul(ianae) ( e ) g i t ann(os) I I seraise et 
recessit, v i x i t ann(is) XXXXV, m(ensibus) I I I d(iebus) 
XI, A u r e l ( i u s ) * • •• 
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Here c l e a r l y i s a career completely unrelated to the 
one we have known* While we cannot say d e f i n i t e l y that the 
old career had disappeared a f t e r Gallienus as f a r as these 
prefectures were concerned* there i s a strong p r o b a b i l i t y 
that that i s true* As f a r as the Rome tribunates were 
concerned* the praetorian guard disappeared i n 312* and the 
urban cohorts were under one tribune by the period 317-37 
(Flavius Ursacius* ILS 722)• The o l d prefectures of the 
camp disappeared i n my opinion under Gallienus, with t h e i r 
conversion i n t o ducenarian legionary prefectures* Thus 
every element of the o l d career had disappeared by the end 
of the century* and i s unrecorded a f t e r Gallienus, except 
the post of p r i m l p i l a r i s . But that post i t s e l f was under­
going change* as we shall see* 

I t i s evident from the legal references appended to t h i s 
chapter that two things happened i n the course of the t h i r d 
century* F i r s t * a tax called the PRIMIPILUM emerged as part 
of the annona* From reference no. 2 i t appears i t may have 
begun under Caracalla* and i t was ce r t a i n l y functioning i n 
270-5 from reference no. 11. (The legal references,are_given 
i n an appendix to t h i s chapter* most of them being arranged 
i n chronological order* They are a l l numbered, and w i l l 
be referred to by t h e i r numbers i n t h i s chapter*) I t had 
therefore d e f i n i t e l y begun sh o r t l y a f t e r Gallienus, and may 
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well have "been i n operation throughout the third century* 
The second thing we note i s that the PRIMIPILARIS 

becomes associated with the annona* and s p e c i f i c a l l y with 
t h i s tax* The decisive text for t h i s i s dated to A*D* 358, 

no* 16, but I think i t i s f a i r to say that the general 
impression from the e a r l i e r references i s that t h i s r e l a t i o n ­
ship dated from e a r l i e r times* This i s suggested by the 
mention of the s t a t i o n a r i i primipilarium i n reference no. 12» 
dates to A*D* 315. i f they are to be id e n t i f i e d with the 
s t a t i o n a r i i of the wanslones* This i d e n t i f i c a t i o n was 
suggested by D* Van Berchem, L' annone m l l i t a i r e . p. 72 
and he of course i s of the opinion that these mansiones were 
receiving centres for the annona« 

Before we go on to note the various pieces of inform­
ation about the nrimlpllum and p r l m i p i l a r i s afforded by the 
leg a l references* i t may be well to pause and ask ourselves 
how t h i s change i n the functions of the p r i m i p i l a r l s had 
taken place* Clearly we cannot be dogmatic* When the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s l a s t appears i n the reign of Gallienus he s t i l l 
has a .conventional career* and-we can only say d e f i n i t e l y 
that he could not have such a career a f t e r Diocletian* as 
by then a l l the constituent posts had disappeared* What 
we can suggest i s with the tendency of the legions* accent­
uated after Hadrian, to stay i n the same place for decades. 
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even centuries, and with the growing tendency f o r 
v e x i l l a t i o n s rather than legions to move from province to 
province, and do any f i g h t i n g i n the f i e l d , the headquarters 
s t a f f of the legions, including the p r l m i p i l i , must have 
become more and more sedentary. I n t h i s connection we 
may remind ourselves how old some of these p r i m i p i l i were. 
I t seems possible then that with the i n s t i t u t i o n of the 
annona by Septlmius Severus a new use might have been made 
of these men, making them responsible f o r the c o l l e c t i o n 
and d i s t r i b u t i o n of the annona i n the province* Nevertheless 
to the time of Gallienus at least they were s t i l l attached 
to legions* When the p r i m i p i l a r i s was divorced from the 
legionary organisation altogether must remain a matter f o r 
speculation, but c l e a r l y the sole reign of Gallienus might 
well be the decisive period. That i s as much as I dare 
say on a subject which r e a l l y belongs to the Late Empire* 

The summary I am now going to give does not pretend 
to be complete* I t i s only intended to single out points 
of inte r e s t * I have not attempted to made a systematic 
study of- the l a t e p r i m i p i l a r i s * The following" points seem 
however to emerge from the references* The post of p r i m i ­
p i l a r i s was hereditary, reference no. 27, and compulsory, 
i . e . the son must take the post, reference nos. 5 (286), 25» 
28* Failure to serve entailed f i n a n c i a l loss, ref* no. 29* 
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References 39, kO, and U1 forbid them to seek other posts, 
and i n the l a s t they are s p e c i f i c a l l y stated to be liable 
to r e c a l l to their duties, even i f they had entered the church. 
One gathers from a l l t h i s , and the way the future professions 
of t h e i r children are decreed, the the post was an un­
popular one* From the passages which concern more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y t h e i r duty, r e f s . 16, 21, 30, 32, 37» we learn 
that they conveyed the annona to the troops, sometimes i n 
money and sometimes i n kind. They had a l o t of trouble 
with the duces, who I n s i s t e d on a sportula, and c l e a r l y a 
whole s e r i e s of regulations had to be passed to deal with 
t h i s abuse, l e g a l i s i n g and regulating i t . P rimipllares 
of t h i s type are Aurelius Antinous, in the Prosopography, 
and those recorded i n Pap. Oxy. V I I I 1133, Griechlsche 
Urkunden d. Pap.-Sammlung, Leipzig, I ed. Mittels, (1906) 

no. U1, l i n e 1, Pap. Greco-Eg., publ. D. Comparetti & 
G. V i t e l l i , I , Pap. Plor>, Milan 1906, 1. 71 * l i n e s 60, 697» 

713» 515» 554, 612, 622, 625» and 707« On the epigraphic 
side we note Flavius Zosimus, AE 1927«U5» who paid a vow,, 
apparently in connection with the pastus m i l l turn. 

The primipilum was c l e a r l y an unpopular tax, and one 
to which the emperors attached great importance* Goods 
could be seized i f people were i n arrears on i t , reference 
2, the wife's dowry was l i a b l e to i t , reference h$ and i f i t 
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appeared that people had exhausted t h e i r resources steps 
could be taken by the praeses, even though the tax was not 
yet due f o r payment, reference 7* I t s peculiar importance 
emerges i n the fact that i f i t had been paid other debts, 
private and public, might be temporarily waived* references 
10 and 11. In reference 31 i t w i l l be noted that release 
from duties cannot be obtained on any pretext t i l l the 
claims of the primipilum are f u l l y met. The primipllum 
i s also referred to i n Pap. Oxy. XVI, 1905, 2001, Griech. 
u r k . e t c , no. 87»2. and i n AE 1919» 30 there i s a reference 
to i t . 

In conclusion l e t me repeat the main point of t h i s 
chapter. In the course of the thir d century a profound 
change took place i n the functions of the p r i m i p i l a r i s . 
He became a q u a s i - c i v i l o f f i c i a l , concerned with the 
col l e c t i o n and di s t r i b u t i o n of the annona. He i s attested 
as s t i l l having a career of the old type up to the sole 
reign of Gallienus. I t i s impossible for him to have 
such a career after the end of the th i r d century at l a t e s t . 
On the other hand,. from the end of. the- t h i r d century- at 
l a t e s t he was concerned with the primipilua i f we accept 
Van Berchera* s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n , noted above. My own feeling 
i s that the decisive change i n the functions of the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s when he was completely divorced from the old 
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primuapilusi probably took place i n the sole reign of 
Gallienus, but u n t i l some scholar r e a l l y tackles the 
question of the pr i m i p i l a r e s and the annona, working 
backwards from the Late Empire to discover how the change 
took place, I think we can go no fu r t h e r . 
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APPENDIX LEGAL REFERENCES 

In chronological order 
Frag* Vat* jltf 0) De donationibus* Prlmlpilaribua, 

ob i d ipsum quod primipilares sunt, 
vacatio a t u t e l i s a Divo Hadriano 
dari coepit* 

Cod* lust* 7*73*1 (2) Bona mariti t u i s i ob reliqua 
administrationis p r i n i i p i l i a f i s c o 
occupata sunt - (the wife can r e ­
cover what I s her own) (Caracalla) 

Cod* lust * 12* 63*1 1» (3) Commoda primipilatus post admini-
strationem incipiunt deberi, et s i 
i s , qui ea percipere debuit, p r i u s 
rebus human!s eximiatur, heredibus 
p e t i t i o salva s i t (Valerian and 
Gallienus) 

Cod* lust* 8.1I+.U (h) S a t i s notum est et idem const!tutum, 
bona eorum i n dotem data, quae nup-
tae sunt h i s qui p r i m i p i l i sarcinam 
subeunt, obnoxia n e c e s s i t a t i e i 
teneri (A*D. 283) 

Frag* Vat. 278 (5) Idem Aurelio Zoilo. jcumj adfirmes 
patrem tuum donatlones perfectas i n 
te contulisse et sup re (mis) i u d i c i i s 
eas non revocasse, poteris iure p constituto, praesertim cum honorjji 
p]Jrimipilari s i s adstrictus, securo 
anirao ea quae donata sunt possidere 
(A*D* 286) 

Cod* lu s t * 5.16.15 (6) S i non verura contractum pater 
— v e s t e r g e s s i t , sed sub s p e c i e -

venditionis donationem possessionis 
in matrem vestram contulit, nec ex 
bonis quae i n persona p a t r i s v e s t r i 
permansisse videbantur, ob 
primumpilum indemnitati f i s c a l i 
s a t i s f i e r i potuit. (A.D. 291) 

Cod* l u s t . 1+.9-1. (7) L i c e t ante tempus debita exigi non 
possunt, tamen s i te ex primipllo 
debitorem f i s c i constitutum ac 
patrimonium tuum exhaustum praeses 
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Coda lu s t * i+*31 • 11 

Ood. l u s t . 12. 62 . 2 

God* l u s t . 1 2 . 6 2 . 3 

provinciae compererit - (measures 
to be taken) (A.D. 29h) 

(8) S i tutores p u p i l l i s o f f i c i o 
magistratus urguente nominastis ac 
pro h i s propter onus p r i m i p i l i 
pecuniam s o l v i s t i s - (You are at 
f a u l t ) (Diocletian and Max) 

(9) Obfentu nominis p r i m i p i l i c i v i l e s 
actionss ad a l i o s ludices trans-
ferendae non sunt (Dloc. et Max.) 

(10) U t i l i t a s publica praeferenda est 
privatorum contractibus: et ideo 
s i c o n s t i t e r i t f i s c o satisfactum 
esse ob causam p r i m i p i l i , poteris 
obligatam t i b l possessionem dotis 
t i t u l o petere, ut s a t i s doti f i e r i 
p o ssit (Dioc. and Max.) 

Cod. l u s t . 1 2 . 6 2 .k (11) Cum ex sola p r i m i p i l i causa l i b e r o s 
etiam s i patribus heredes non 
existant teneri Divus Aurellanus 
(270-75) sanxerit, s i neque succ-
e s s i s t i s p a t r i vestro nec quicquam 

lp ex bonis eius tenet i s , consjjjuens 
est a paternis creditoribus vos non 
conveniri (Dioc. and Max.) 

Co«i.Theod. 8.1+.2 
(ad Afros) 

Cod. Theod. 8 . ^ . 3 . 

(12) S t a t i o n a r i i s primipilarium, quorum 
manifesta sunt loca coram mandatum 
est, ut s i extra modum al i q u i d ex-
tor ser i n t , sciant se capite punien-
dos. Praeterea ne carcerem habeant. 
Neve quis personam pro manifesto 
crimine apud se habeat in custodia* 
Neve quis amplius quam duos agasonee 
ex provincia" aecum habeat, v e l de 
Numidia s i b i adiungat. Neve ex 
a l i i e p r o v i n c i i s agasonem habeat, 
vel» qui a l i c u i iam s t a t i o n a r i i 
minister f u i t . (A.D.315) 

(13) Primipilaribus post emeritam m i l l -
tiam perfecti8simatus v e l ducenae 
v e l centenae vellegregiatus dari 
dignitas potest (A.D. 317) 
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Cod. Theod. 12*1*11 

Cod* Theod. 8 . 7 « 6 . 

Cod* Theod* 8.14-.6. 

(lU) Quoniam r e l i c t i e c u r i i s nonnulli 
ad m i l i t i a e praesidia eonfuglunt. 
oranes. qui nondum primipilo 
inveniuntur obnoxii, solutos m i l i ­
t i a ad eandem curiam r e v e r t i 
praecipimua: h i s s o i l s i n m i l i t i a 
permansuris. qui pro loco utque 
ordine cum pars t u i Cpastui?J 
adtinentur (A.D. 325) 

(15) De largition/comitatensibus et 
o f f i c i a l i"bus rationales re rum 
prtvatarum custoctiri praecepimus 
ut post v i g i n t i et quinque annos 
ad Curiam minirae revocentur. Hoc 
idem de o f f i c i a l i b u s praefectorum 
vicariorum observari sanximus. 
De p r i m i p i l a r i b u 8 vero quia cursum 
exhibent. anni decern observandi 
sunt. O f f l c i a l e s enimp.v.. 
propterea quod non exhibent 
p r l m i p i l i pastionem, post v i g i n t i 
quinque annos minima persequantur* 
Quod sane ad Logografos pertinet. 
prius promulgatam legem et firmam 
esse volumu8 (A.D. 35*4-) 

(16) Primipilaribus qui ad pascendos 
m l l i t e s solemniter ad limitem 
destinantur gravia sustinentibus 
detrimenta hoc modo credidimus 
consulendum, ut duces qui multa 
eius extorquere firmantur, nomine 
munerum v e l sportulae* n i h i l 
amplius percipiunt quam percipie-
bant a Patre nostras perennis 
memoriae regente rempubllcam. i t a 
ut species a primipilaribus ipsa 
praestetur. nec i n nuraraum aurum-
que dirigatur. ne super immen-
s i t a s pretiorum necessitas 
conquerendi exsurgat. Hac i g i t u r 
remota i n i u r i a r idonei mittantur. 
qui ex more susceptis omnibus 
alimoniis m i l l t a r i b u s easdem per-
vehere contendant a c t i s apud 
rectorem provinciae conficiendis* 
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per quae deeignabitur quantus 
specierum modus i n usum alimoniae 
m i l i t a r i a a primipilaribus praebea-
tur, et quid ob raunera ducibus 
mittenda v e l eportulam cuius habet 
notitiam officium praeeidiale. 
Dat e p i s t u l a praefecto cui haec 
sacra f u e r i t antelata. (A.D. 358) 

Cod* Theod- 8*l4.*7*2. (17) B e n e f i c i a r i i v e l o f f i c i a l e s r a t ­
ionales* s i exhibitlone cursus 
seu p r i m i p i l i necessitate neglecta, 
interversa etiam rations f i s c a l l y 
ad e c c l e s i a s putaverint -transeundum. 
curialium retrahantur exemplo 

(A.D. 361) 
(= Just. 1.3.1+. - O f f i c i a l e s r a t i o n ­
ales* s i . > . f i s c a l ! ad c l e r i c a t u s 
honorem putaverit transeundum, ad 
priorem condicionem retrahantur.) 

(A.D. 361) 

Cod Theod« 8 . ^ . 8 . 2 « (18) Qui i n proconsulum, consularium, 
correctorum. v e l praesidum o f f i c i i s 
i t a stipendia merentur ut reipub-
l i c a e partes pro v i r i l i captu 
spernui laborum procurent, s i 
cursui veredorum obnoxii vel pastui 
p r i m i p i l i militiam clariorem adltu 
o b s t r i c t i i t i n e r i s occupaverint. 
i t a i n f u l a s adfectati honoris 
admittent, ut necessitatem vetustae 
procuration!s agnoscant.. L i b e r l 
vero eorum, s i ab ineunte aevo 

£a. a l t e r i u s gx&us sacrimenta meruerint 
paternae n e c e s s i t a t i s condiclone 
_ non a l i a s f atigentur, quam s i adhuc 
eos» l o c i quamquam a l t i o r i s , tamen 
eiusmodi docebitur retinere mensur-
am ut parva contumeiiia d i g n i t a t i s 
paterni nuneris subdantur inpensis. 
Et/ Auoad huiusmodi homines i n h i s 
p r o v i h c i i s militabunt, quos aut 
p r i m i p i l i pastus, aut necessitas 
veredariae non adigat functionis*, 
XXV eos stipendia a nexu c u r i a l i s 
nominatlonis absolvent* (A.D. 36I+) 
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Cod. Theod. 8 . ^ . 1 0 . 3 (19) Principes seu coxoiicularios 
s t a t i o n e 8 quae personis aula mer-
i t o deferuntur non a l i i s vendere 
sed ipsos potisaimum h i s admini-
s t r a t i u n c u l i s perf rui\iubemus. 
Quod s i post pastum p r i m i p i l i de 
hi s putaverint nundinandum, non 
alteri.quam adiutoribus s u i s , et 
tamen h i s i p s i s qui nunquam 
eiusmodi stationes egisse doceant-
ur, habeant libertatem licentiam-
que vendendi. (A.D.365) 

Cod. Theod. 8.1$.11.1. (20) S o l i t a cohortalibus Syria p r i v i l -
egia quae a Divo Diocletiano por-
reeta sunt adque concessa nos 
quoque porreximus, ac iubemus, 
eos non ad sollicitudinem vastagae 
non ad functionem navicularium 
devocandos, non invitos c u r i a l i b u s 
coetibus adferibendos y verum 
peracto labore m i l i t i a e * pastus 
p r i m i p i l i conpetenti sedulitate 
functione transacts* praerogati-
vum h i s recusation!s offerimus 

(A.D. 365) 
(a l u s t . 1 2 . 5 7 « 3 . « . recusationis 
offeribus?) 

Cod. Theod. 8.U.9 (21) Secundum D l v i I u l i a n i statuta 
sportula duel i n quinquaginta 
l i b r a s argenti non ab uno 
primipllare sed ab unis p a r i t e r 
inferatur; nihilque amplius 
duces sportulae sollemnie 
praetexto conentur exculpere. 

(A.D. 365) 

God. Theod. 1 3 . 5 . lU.il-. (22) Etv sunt corpora* de quibus nav-
i c u l a r i i ex indietione quinta 
decima constituendi sunt iuxta 
sacram iussionem. I t a * ex 
administratoribus ceeterisque 
honorariis v i r i s (praeter eos qui 
i n t r a palatium sacrum v e r s a t i 
sunt) de coetibus c u r i a l i b u s et 
de veteribus idoneis n a v i c u l a r i i s 
et de ordine p r i m i p i l a r i o et de 
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Cod* Theod. 8.7*12 

Cod* Theod* 8.7-13 

Cod* Just. 12*57*5 

Cod* Theod. 12 79 

senatoria dignitate ut s i qui 
voluerint, f r e t i faeultatibus, 
consortio naviculariorum 
congregentur. (A.D. 371) 

(23)Nullum mllitem a quolibet nuraero 
ad stationes agendas per consulares 
Byzacenam et Tripolitanam provin-
c i a s destinari iubemus; sed pro­

ll at i i n obsequiis praesidalibus 
eius o f f i c i i i n quo parent vocabulo 
censeantur; nec quicquam h i s f i t 
cum armatae m i l i t i a e nuncupations 
commune* Sed et s i quis f o r t e ex 
hi s qui i n legionibus v e l i n numerii 
deputentur gestandis armis idoneus 
f i t qui tamen paBtui p r i m i p i l i 
neutiquam obnoxium detegatur* e i 
cui adscriptus est m i l i t i a e 
indubitanter iungatur. (A.D. 371) 

(2U)Nunquam o f f i c i a l e s iudicum i n 
quolibet militum numero deputentur: 
probatos enim, eius o f f i c i i i n 
quo parent appelatione congruit 
nominari. S i quis sane in quo l i ­
bet numero ex apparitoribus 
praesidentium nunc repperientur 
adscript!, neque pastui p r i m i p i l i 
deteguntur obnoxii, hique armis 
gestandis pro statura ac robore 
corporis idonei sunt, revocentur 
ad numeros quibus de more hactenus 
deputati sunt. (A.D. 372) 

(25) Quicumque per Osdroenam p r i m i p i l -
arium maiore laetatur numero f i l i -
i orum,—unum- 1-oe o-suo-ve lu t i ~ — ~ 
hereditario lure substituat, a l t e r -
um pro amore patriae Edessenae 
curiae tradat obsequiis. 

(A.D. 375) 
(26) Quicumque**• obsequiis, ceterisque 

quam voluerit militiam profuturuss 
s i n autem duos tantum procreaverit, 
eundem ordini patriae r e s t i t u a t , 
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nullo contra hanc formam beneficio/ 
v a l i t u r o . Dasius sane licentiam, 
tarn patribus eorum quam i p s i s qui 
huius l e g i s auctoritate civitatium 
obsequio adgregantur, ut s i quos 
c u r i a l e s patrocinio principalium 
invenerint excusari i n medium 
proferant, ut et i p s i similibus 
o f f i c i i s deputati pareant 
impetratis. (A.D. 375) 

Cod. Just, ^2^k7^2^ (27) F i l i o s primipilarium paternam 
sequi condicionem oportet. 

(A.D. 380?) 
Cod. Theod. 7*22.11 (28) S i f i l l i primipilarium reperti 

fuerint qui ingress! legitimos 
annos n u l l i s s t i p e n d i i s fulciuntur. 
sed anno proairao quo ad Curiam 
fuerint l a c e s s i t i semet m i l i t a r i i s 
manciparint, ad Curiam teneantur, 
i t a ut ne o f f i c i i quidem cum 
transacto anno esse ceperint, 
c u r i a l i s praepostera audiatur 
c i r c a eius personam ac sera p e t i t i o 
Quod s i i n eadem domo duo f i l i i 
erunt, et latum|adeo fellxque 
patrimonium quod possit duplicem 

jj necessitatem su£ipere functiones, 
unum oportebit m i l i t i a e , unum 
centuriae v i n d i c a r i . Quod servand-
um pari norma e r i t s i tr e s aut 
quattuor l i b e r i . vel et iam plures 
numero fami1iam eiusdem s t i r p i s 
ornaverint. ut etLam ex numerosis 
f r a t r i b u s unus ad Curiam devocetur. 

(A.D. 380?) 

Cod. Theod. 8.1+. 13 (29) Primipilarium liberos sacramentis 
atque m i l i t i a e quae eorum raaiori-
bus fuerat. fllabeos ad ultima 
quidem apparitionis et eandem 
necessitatem minime devocamus. 
a u r i i s tamen quae tempus ef f l a g ! t a t 
iuvare rempublicam statuimus 
expensis. (A.D. 382) 



God. Theod* 8«U» 17 

God. l u s t . 1 2 . 5 7 « 7 « 

God. l u s t . 1 2 « 5 7 « 8 

God. Theod. 8.1+.19 

Cod. Theod. 11*23.4 

(30) Cum ante placuisset ut a 
primipilaribus secundum disposi-
tionem D l v i Gratian$ species 
horreis erogandae comitatensibus 
m i l i t l b u s ex more deferrentur, 
l i m i t a n e i s vero p r e t i a darentur» 
nunc pl a c u i t t ut aurum ad officiunr 
i n l u s t r i s per I l l y r i c u m praefec-
turae cum certe taxatione, i d est, 
pro octoglnta l i b r i s l aridae 
carnls, pro octogenis etiam l i b r i s 
o l e i , et pro duodenis modiie s a l i s i 
s i n g u l i s o l i d i perferantur* 

(A.D. 389) 

(31) Ordinariorum iudicum apparitores, 
qui vel speculatorum v e l 
ordinariorum a t t i g e r i n t gradum, 
nullo annorum numero, nullo 
sjbipendiorum contemplatione 
laxentur priusquam p r i m i p i l i 
pastum dlgesta ratione complever-
int...Non priu s otio condenetur 

is (for lllnee£ old age,eta) quara 
omne quod primopilo debetur 
expendent. (A.D* 386) 
(=Cod. Theod. *|p8. 4*16.1 -
Ordinariorum.•• laxentur) 

(32) Speciebus prlmlpilaribus 
adaerandis eadem pretiorum 
taxatio servetur, quae in 
venalibus p u b l i c l s p o t e r l t 
r e p e r i r i . (A.D. 396) 

(33) In speciebus...reperiri: i s 
enim qui excedere praecepta 
nostra temptaverit, severa 
i u d i c i 8 sententia _coher_cebitur. 

(A.D. 396) 
(53a) Qui ex primipilaribus sunt* 

protostasiae necessitatibus 
obedire cogantur, nec aliqua se 
obreptione subtrahere. 

(A.D. 396) 
God. Theod. 7*20.12.17 (34)(About people getting out of the 

army when s t i l l f i t and of age.) 



Cod. Theod 8.1+.21 

I l l i u s quoque sanctionis oportet 
admoneri* ut s i quia decurlonum, 
prlmipilsriorum 9 collegiatorum, 
c i v i l l u m apparitorum v e l aliorum 
necessitatibus i n r e t i t u s m i l i t i a e 
sacramenta durasset, defendi 
castrensium stipendiorum 
excusatione non p o s s l t . (A.D. 2+00) 

(35) Polychronio, qui ex primipilaribus 
i n memoralium e c r l n i a i n r e p s i t , 
condicioni propriae r e s t i t u t e 
general! lege decemimus, omnes 
qui ex huius modi condicione 
p a l a t i n i s semet indecenter 
inserverunt obsequiis, omiesis 
adsignari natal ibus. adque omnes 
quorum int e r e s t huius r e i s o l l i -
citudo observare ne quia d e s e r t i s 
adsuetis o f f i c i i s ad palatina 
unquam sacramenta adspiret. 

(A.D. U10) 

Cod. Theod. 11.28.11 (36) P r i m i p i l i reliqua tanquam ad nuper 
emissam generalem indulgent!am 
minime pertineant. f l a g i t a r i 
cognovimu8* Ideo sancimus. 
p r i m i p i l i quoque reliqua eiusdem 
temporis r e l a x a r l . nec quemquam 
debere pro eo tempore quod 
indulgent!a definuit, p r i m i p i l i v e l 
c u i u s l i b e t t i t u l i g r a t i a conveniri; 
praeter Docimeni, Proconensis. et 
Troadensis metallorum debitores, 
quos et dudum latae indulgent!ae 

fQ. s e r i e s comp^jhendit. (A.D. I+16) 

Cod. Theod. 8.1+.27 (37) 

Cod. Theod. 1 6 . 5 » 6 1 (38) 
(De Haereticis) 

Pro s i n g u l i s l i b r i s argenti quae 
primip i l a r e s v i r i s . spectabilibus 
ducibus sportulae g r a t i a praestant 
quaterni s o l i d ! praebeantur. s i 
non i p s i argentum offerre sua 
sponte maluerint. (A.D. h22) 

Omni8 dubiae in t e r p r e t a t i o n i s 
ambages hac sententia resolventss, 
p u b l i c a r i praecipimus. quod l e x 
quae super Eunomianls m i l i t a r e 
p r o h i b i t i s , ceterisque execrabilium 
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religionum et professlonum 
v i t i b u s promulgate cognoscitur, 
n i h i l ad eos qui cohortalini sunt 
pertinet. His enim sunt 
apparitionibus o b l i g a t i , in quibus, 
emensis m i l i t i a e s t i p e n d i i s , 
veterani p r i m i p i l i munus sustinere 
coguntur (A.D. 1+23) 

Cod Theod. 8.1+.29-2 (39) H i l quorum nomine excellentiae 
tuae suggestio comprehend!t, 
omnesque qui ex p r l m i p i l a r i i s ex 
quacunque provincia quamlibet 
militiam contra l i c i t u m praesump-
serunt, etiamsi obtinuisse earn 
s p e c i a l ! adnotatione nostrae 
indulgentiae videantur, s p o l i a t i 
cingulo ad priorem statum et 
condicionem pristinam revocentur, 
omni aditu cuiuslibet d i g n i t a t i s , 
i t a huiusmodi condicioni praecluso, 
ut non solum impetratis iam 
b e n e f i c i l s careant, verumetiam s i 
quid postmodum e l i c e r e temptaverint 
i d omne i n inritum devocetur. 
Praeceptis enim v e s t r i s et p u b l i c i s 
u t i l i t a t i b u s i n perpetuum debent 
esse s u b i e c t i , nec exeequendarum 
necessitatum munia declinare 

(A.D. 428) 
(40) Nullum ex primipilaribus, nullum 

ex principe cohortalis o f f i c i i 
v e l ad aliam posse militiam 
adspirare vel m i n i s t e r i i s s i b i 
contra publicam u t i l i t a t e m 
b l a n d i r i v e l ad quamlibet aliam 
dignitatem ad praeiudicium 
p r a e t e r i t i status accedere con-
cedimus (A.D. 422?) 

Cod. l u s t . 1.3»27 (41) exceptis primipilaribus quos 
praeceptis t u i culminis et p u b l i c i s 
u t i l i t a t i b u s i n perpetuum esse 
subiectos sacratissimae constitu­
t i o n s statuta sanxerunt (They 
could be r e c a l l e d even i f they 

Cod. l u s t . 12.57.13 
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entered the church) (A.D. 14-66) 

Cod l u s t . 12.57»ll+ (U2) Qulequls cohortalibus adhuc ob-
sequiis obligatus vel regimen 
provlnciae v e l cingulum 
culuslibet m i l i t i a e dignitatisve 
quoquo modo meruit, ante omnia 
contra l i c i t u m usurpatis 
impetratisve careat, etiamsi 
ultronea nostra l i b e r a l i t a t e ius 
gerendae provinciae v e l m i l i t i a e 
seu d i g n i t a t i s ouiuspiam s i b i 
i a c t a v e r i t f u i s s e delatum. 
Dehinc universis s o l a c l i s condici-
onis quam spreverat, defraudatus, 
ne quid eorum omnino per se ve l 
interpositam personam possit adqui-
rere, p r i m i p i l i tantum munus implere 
cogatur; mox cur i a l i b u s c i v i t a t i s , 
i n qua natus est. i n diem v i t a e 
suae functionibus inhaesurus, i t a 
s c i l i c e t , ut etiam i i , qui post 
impletam talem militiam quodlibet 
m i l i t i a e d ignitatisve genus 
adfectaverint, curiae patriae 
suae, restituantur. (A.D. k7-\) 

I I . Undated references 
Cod. l u s t . 12.57 (U3) De cohortalibus, principibus, et 

primipilaribus ( t i t l e = Cod. Theod. 
8.U) 

Cod. l u s t . 12»f62 (Uk) De primlpilo ( t i t l e ) . 
Digest 27-1.8.12 (U5) 
(The cases quoted from 
book 27 are—in Greek-
I give the Latin of 
the commentator) 

Primipilares ex constitutionibus 
imperiallbus excusationem habent 
a r e l i q u i s -tutel-is;—primipl-laris 
vero filiorum tutores erunt. 
Primipilares autem h i existimantur 
perfuncti primipilo; quod s i non 
perfunctus mortuus f u e r i t huius 
p r i m i p i l a r i s tutor non e r i t . 
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Digest 2 7 O 1 O 1 0 . I . (46) Non solum autem c a l i g a t i 
m i l i t e S f et c e t e r i (primipilares) 
qui m i l i t a v e r u n t : sed et qui 
quocunque modo n e c e s s i t a t i s 
publicae populi Romani g r a t i a 
absentee sunt* anni habent 
vacationem post reditum 

Digest 27«1•10 .5 (47) Qui primipilum explevit s i 
tutela recepta unius pueri rursus 
ad m i l i t a r i a negotia revocatus 
e r i t , deponet officium tutelae* 

Digest 50 .4 .18*24 (48) Ab huius modi muneribus neque 
p r i m i p i l a r i s neque veteranus 
aut miles aliusve, qui p r i v i l e g i o 
aliquo subnixus nec pontifex 
excusatur - (re patrimonial c i v i l 
duties) 

Frag. Vat* 143 (49) Item. Neque autem primipilarium 
f i l i i neque veteranorum a t u t e l i s 
excusatur. 

Frag* Vat* 178 (50) Item. Sed primipil£ares a r e l i q u i 
t u t e l i s universis excusantur. 
tamen i p s i f i l i i s s u i s j?ecte 
tutorem p j r i m i p i l a fremj^dabunt.. 
legare quoque* Ipse quoffque i n 
locum... 

Frag* Vat. 180 (51) {jEtem. • • auO sunt i n p r i m i p i l a r i ­
bus. > • exj emplo veteranorum 
(excfasantur* 

Frag* Vat* 213 (52) Item. L i c e t autem p a t r i s 
appelatio in oratione f s i t , puto 
de avo quoque3 accipiendam, 
q-uamquam circa-primipilares hoc 
lure uQimur, ut f i l i o primi]-
p i l a r i s dentur s o l i non etiam 
nepoti* 
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THE PRIG INES OF PRIMIPILARES 

Before proceeding to survey the evidence f o r the o r i g i n e s 

of p r i m i p l l a r e s i t i s necessary to s t a t e the types of evidence 

admitted, and the reasons f o r the p e r i o d - d i v i s i o n s . The 

former are as f o l l o w s , s t a t e d o r i g i n e s , correspondence of the 

personal t r i b e with t h a t of the fi n d - s p o t or of an a s s o c i a t e d 

p l a c e , context, and r a r e nomlna and cognomina. The f i r s t needs 

no e l u c i d a t i o n , nor the second, except to note that sometimes, 

though the exact origo i s u n c e r t a i n , the f a c t that the t r i b e i s 

not known to have been given outside I t a l y i s h e l p f u l . Context 

i s not r e a d i l y d e f i n a b l e , and such evidence i s best evaluated 

by study of the i n s c r i p t i o n s themselves. An ohvious example i s 

the phrase, amantissimus p a t r i a e . F i n a l l y , there are a number 

of nomina and a very few cognomina, whose d i s t r i b u t i o n i n the 

Corpus i n d i c a t e s that they were confined to small areas of the 

Empire. As an I t a l i a n nomen may be c i t e d KUFELLIUS, found ten 

times i n volume V, four times i n volume X I , and three times i n 

volumes V I and X, i . e . never outside I t a l y . As a "manufactured" 

nomen of a C e l t i c type may be c i t e d LIBERALINIUS, found eleven 

times i n volume - X-III-7" and twice i n "Volume-X117" Many cases are 

made out from a combination of v a r i o u s types of evidence, and 

these may be checked i n the vrosopography, where the origo with 

reasons i s given where p o s s i b l e . A f u l l d i s c u s s i o n of methods 

of determining origo w i l l be found i n E. B i r l e y , Roman B r i t a i n 
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and the Roman Army, pp. 154-71. 

The f i r s t two c e n t u r i e s have been d i v i d e d i n t o four periods 

of unequal length. The f i r s t i s t i l l 69, and I have f u r t h e r 

roughly d i v i d e d i t a t 41, about the time of the important 

changes i n m i l i t a r y o r g a n i s a t i o n brought about by Claudius, 

which a l s o corresponds to the d i v i s i o n by G. Porni i n I I 

Reclutamento d e l l e L e g l o n l da Augustp a D i o c l e z i a n o . Though we 

no longer speak of Vespasian as "exqjiding : ; I t a l i a n s from the 

l e g i o n s , the drop i n proportion of I t a l i a n s i n the legions a f t e r 

69 i s marked enough to warrant a d i v i s i o n afc t h at date. More 

c o n t r o v e r s i a l may seem the putting together of T r a j a n and 

Hadrian, but i t seems c l e a r to me that as f a r as the p r i m i p i l a r e s 

are concerned t h e i r r eigns are a u n i t y . Again, the period 

Pius-Commodus i s c l e a r l y a d i v i s i o n . I have made no d i v i s i o n s 

w i t h i n the t h i r d century m a t e r i a l , the bulk of c l o s e l y dated 

m a t e r i a l being s m a l l . 

The evidence i s given i n the form of t a b l e s , i n which are 

included a l l cases where a prima f a c i e case f o r origo can be 

made out. Other cases where origo i s suggested w i l l be found 

i n Part I I , but they are not included here. The f i g u r e s should 

be seem a g a i n s t t h e background_of legi.on_ax:y_ r e c r u i t i n g , , f-or -

which G. Porni.'s f i g u r e s are the l a t e s t , and of p r a e t o r i a n 

r e c r u i t i n g , f o r which M.i Durry and A. P a s s e r l n i are the 

a u t h o r i t i e s . The p r i m i p i l a r i s i s placed i n the period when h i s 

p r i m i p i l a t e was given, that being the d e c i s i v e a c t which 

i n d i c a t e s the emperor's p o l i c y . 



91 

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA 

ITALY 

Regio I 

Venafrum 

Regio IV 

Amiternum 
Superaequum 
Tibur 
Nursia 

Regio V 

R i c i n a 

Reglo V I I 

V e i l 

Regio V I I I 

Bononia 

Regio IX 

P o l l e n t i a 

I t a l i a n 

PROVINCES 

G a l l i a Narbonenaia 

L. Ovinius Rufus 
M. V e r g i l i u s G a l l u s L u s i u s 

C. Apidius Bassus 
T. S t a t i u s iviarrax 
M. Helviu3 riufus C i v i c a 

Veapasiua r o l l i o 

L. C i r p i n i u s T.f, 

M. T a r q u i t i u s Saturninus 

X I 711 

Q. C a r r i n a s 

P a u l l u s Aemiliua D.f. 
Aesius 

Q. C r i t t i u s C.f. 
C u r t i l i u a C.f. 

L. Eggius 
Sex. Pediua Luaianua H i r r u t u s 

C. _P_ompull.lu.s_ P.f. 
Sabidiua C.f. 

C. Sornatiua C.f. 
S t a i u s 
Olennius 

21 

Baeterrae (colony; L. Aponius 

http://_P_ompull.lu.s_
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Forum I u l i i (colony; 
Arelate (colony; 

B a e t l c a 

A s t l g i (colony; 

Macedonia 

P h l l l p p i (colony; 

P i s i d i a 

Antloch (colony; 

A s i a 

Sex. Aulienua Sex.f.. 
AE 1954. 104 

Gn. Manlius Cn.f 

C. Mucius Scaeva 

P. Anicius Maximus 

Alexandria Troas (colony; C. Norbanus Quadratus "J 

Helvius Rufus i s the only certj^ajn s o l d i e r , probably a 

le g i o n a r y . Vespasius P o l l i o and Cn, Manlius^were probably 

eque s t r i a n s hoMing posts otherwise a s s o c i a t e d with p r i m i p i l a r e s , 

P. A n i c i u s Maximus I suspect to have been d i r e c t l y commissioned 

as centurion a f t e r a municipal c a r e e r . L. Ovinius Rufus had 

been a p r a e t o r i a n centurion, which on present evidence r u l e s 

out the p o s s i b i l i t y of h i s having been a l e g i o n a r y . Notice 

that outside I t a l y the r e c r u i t i n g i s from c o l o n i s t s , some of 

whom probably were e x - l e g i o n a r i e s . 

CLAUDIUS TO NERO 

- - ITALY " " " " " "" " 

Regio I 

Ager Palernus 

Regio IV 

Cluviae H e l v i d i u s 

T i . I u l i u s I t a l i c u s 
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Regie? V I I 

V o l a t e r r a 

Regio V I I I 

Ariminum 

Regio X 

Iulium Carnicum 

Regio X I 

Fanum Fortunae 
T a u r i n i 

I t a l i a n 

A. Resius Maximus 

L. Lepidius Proculus 
M. V e t t i u s Valens 

C. Baebius A t t i c u s 

L. R u f e l l i u s Severus 
C. Gavius S i l v a n u s 

G l i t i u s Barbarus 
C. V a l e r i u s Clemens 
f. P a l p e l l i u s Clodius 

y u i r i n a l i s 

A l l e d i u s Severus 
Caetronius Pisanus 
Casperius Niger 
Sex. C e t r i u s Severus 

C. Nymphidius Sabinus 
Sex. Subrius De.xtei? 
Subrius F l a v u s 

T. Suedius Clemens 
T u r u l l i u s C e r i a l i s 
V e ianius Niger 
Poenius Postumus ? 2£ 

PROVINCES 

G a l l i a Narbonensi3 

Forum IuTiTT (colony; 

Macedonia 

Pyrrhachium {colony; 

S y r i a 

H e l i o p o l i s (colony; 

V a l e r i u s Paulinus 

Q. Pa e s i d i u s Macedo 

L. Antonius Naso 



T i . Antonius Taurus 
Gerellanus - ? 
Gerellanus Fronto 6 

The f i g u r e s d i f f e r very l i t t l e form the previous ones. 

G. F o r n i ' s f i g u r e s , Appendix B, Tables I and I I , show a dfciine 

i n I t a l i a n and i n c r e a s e i n p r o v i n c i a l r e c r u i t i n g f o r l e g i o n a r i e s , 

but j3ur f i g u r e s are too small to be s e n s i t i v e to t h i s . L. 

Lepidius Proculus was a l e g i o n a r y , as were probably most of the 

men from the c o l o n i e s . M. V e t t i u s Valens and Sex. C e t r i u s 

Severus were p r a e t o r i a n s . L. Rufe'llius Severus and C. Gavius 

S i l v a n u s were p r a e t o r i a n centurions, which on present evidence 

r u l e s out any p o s s i b i l i t y of t h e i r having been l e g i o n a r i e s . 

C. Nymphidius Sabinus i s i n a l l p r o b a b i l i t y another case of an 

e q u e s t r i a n holding a post normally h e l d by p r i m i p i l a r e s . Again, 

the men from outside I t a l y were from c o l o n i e s . 

A f u r t h e r number of cases to be taken i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n are 

those whose c a r e e r s show the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the c a r e e r 

introduced by'Augustus, the tenure of the t r i b u n a t e of a l e g i o n , 

of the p r e f e c t u r e of a cohort or a l a , o r of the post of p r a e f e c t u s 

f abipum. They cannot be included en masse i n the pre-Claudian 

t a b l e , as i s o l a t e d examples of these posts i n p r i m i p l l a r i s c a r e e r s 

occur up to -69. 

BEFORE 69 

ITALY 

Regio I 

Formiae - u r i u s G a l i u s ( i ) 



<ts. 
Regio IV 

Marruvium 

Supinum 

Regio V I I I 

Porum L i v i 

Regio X 

I t a l i a n 

PROVINCES 

G a l l i a Narbonensls 

Nemausus (colony) 

y. L u c i l i u s G a l l u s 
L. Octavius Balbus 

T i t e c i u s -

C. P u r t i s i u s Atinas 

C. Meffius Saxo 

P. C o r n e l i u s C i c a t r l c u l a 
T. Pontinius ? 

8 

L. Attius"Lucanus 
L. V i b r i u s Punicus 

L. A t t i u s Lucanus may have been a l e g i o n a r y . As was to 

be expected, these three t a b l e s cannot t e l l us a great d e a l , f o r 

so long as I t a l i a n s are being r e c r u i t e d f o r the guard and f o r 

the l e g i o n s a t a b l e of o r i g i n e s can t e l l us l i t t l e about the 

corps from which the men l i s t e d i n i t came. We can draw the 

negative conclusions that no g e n e r a l i s a t i o n can be made about 

the proportion of p r i m i p l l a r e s from the guard to that from the 

l e g i o n s before 69. We a l s o note t h a t i t i s I t a l y and the old 

c o l o n i e s outside I t a l y t h a t are supplying p r i m l p i l a r e s , which 

suggests i t was the best type of man that was g e t t i n g the 

p r i m i p i l a t e . 



VESPASIAN TO NERVA 

ITALY 

Reglo IV 

Reglo IX 

Alba Pompeia 

Regio X 

Tergeste 

PROVINCES; 

Spain 

Pontus e t B i t h y n l a 

Araastris 

L y c i a and Pamphsclia 

Balbura 

S y r i a 

H e l i o p o l i s (colony) 

A. - Pudens 

Q. Mantius •? 

Q. Petronius Modestus 3 

Cn. Pompelus Homullus ? 

sex. V i b i u s G a l l u s 

Marcius T i t i a n u 3 

C. V e l i u s Rufus 
I I I 143871 

The numbers are very s m a l l , as was to be expected f o r so 

short a period. They a f f o r d evidence not f o r proportion but 

f o r r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . "The I t a l i a n s ought to be e i t h e r praetorians 

or ex equite Romano, i . e . eq u e s t r i a n s who have sought and 

obtained d i r e c t commissions as cen t u r i o n s . Of the others I 

suspect Cn. Pompeius Homullus and Sex. V i b i u s G a l l u s to have 

been ex equite Romano, and Marcius T i t i a n u s d e f i n i t e l y was. 
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I t should be noted that T i t i a n u s and G a l l u s may belong to the 

period Trajan-Hadrian. The two c o l o n i s t s were probably 

l e g i o n a r i e s . Note that the people ex equite Romano don't 

n e c e s s a r i l y come from c o l o n i e s , as probably at t h i s period a 

leg i o n a r y p r i m i p i l a r i s would do. 

Fu r t h e r to be taken i n t o account are the f o l l o w i n g , who 

are a l l dated to the f i r s t century. 

FIRST CENTURY 

ITALY 

Regio i l l 

Grumenturn X 218 

Regio X 

A q u i l e i a 
V a r v a r i a 

P. B r u t t i u s Gratus 
L. Oppius aecundus 

I t a l i a n 

L. A u f e l l i u s Rufus i f . 

P. B r u t t i u s Gratus had been a p r a e t o r i a n 
centurion. 

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 

ITALY 

Regio I 

A t e l l a C. Nummius Constans 
N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s 

C e l e r 

Regio IV 

Cures 
P a e l i g n i 

Octavius Secundus 
L. Decrius Longinus 



n 
Regio V 

Auxlmum 

Regio V I 

Attidium 
M a t i l i c a 

Regio IX 

Alba Pompeia 

Regio X 

A q u i l e i a 

PROVINCES 

B a e t i c a 

H i s p a l i s (colony) M. Calpurnius Seneca 

Tarraconensis 

Aeso L. Aemilius Paternus 
B r a c t i r a Augusta L. Teren t i u s Rufus 

L y c i a and Pamphylia 

A t t a l e i a (serai-colony) L. Gavius Pronto 

Dalmatia 

Epidaurus [colony) Q. Marcius Turbo 

A f r i c a Procons.. 

B u l l a Regia G a r g i l i u s Venator 
V-icus j*nn-aeus Q. Gemini-us oabinus ? 7 

This I s a very important t a b l e , showing c l e a r l y the 

provinces s t i l l w e l l represented under T r a j a n and Hadrian. 

L. Aemilius Faternus, L . Decrius Longinus and L. Aemilius 

Fatemus were ex equite Romano. l suspect t h a t L. Cammius 

Secundinus, T i . Claudius Secundinus, M. Calpurnius Seneca, and 

C. Oppius Bassus 

C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r 
C. A r r i u s Clemens 

Memor 

M. Oscius DEUSUS 
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L. Gavius Fronto were a l s o , and that N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s C e l e r 

obtained a d i r e c t commission as centurion a f t e r a municipal 

c a r e e r . P r a e t o r i a n s were C. A r r i u s Clemens, C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r 

C. Nummius Constans, Octavius secundus, and C. Oppius Bassus. 

The last-named may have only r e c e i v e d h i s p r i m i p i l a t e under 

Pi u s . 

We may note i n passing the case of T. Servaeus Sabinus, 

whose probable origo was the colony of Iconium, i n the province 

of G a l a t i a . His son served as a c e n t u r i o n i n IX Hispana which 

give s a terminus ante quern of c. 140 ( 1 ; . 

The next l i s t embraces the l a s t three Antonines, and affords 

a strong c o n t r a s t to the previous one. 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 

ITALY 

Rome 

C. S a t r i u s Crescens 
P. Timinius T e r t u l l u s 

R e g i o l 

Beneventum Cn. Marcius R u s t i u s 
Rufinus 

Teianium P. P r o s i u s C e l e r 

Regio IV 

Cures 
Reate 

Sex. Baius Pudens 
L. Oranius I u s t u s 

Regio V 
P a l e r i o 
Pirmum 

L. C a l v i s i u s Secundus 
M. Gavius Firmus 

Kegio V I 
Urvinum Mataurense C. C e s t i u s Sabinus 



L. Petroniua sabinus 

Regio V I I 

Colonia S a t u r n i n a 
Regio V I I I 

Bononia 

Regio X 

Mantua 

Regio X I 
Concordia 
Novaria 
V e r c e l l a e 

I t a l i a n 

C. Didius Saturninus 

M. Maesius Geminus 

L. Comlnius Maximus 

T. D e s t i c i u s Severus 
C. V a l e r i u s Pansa 

S e x t i l i u s Marcianus 

M. Bassaeus Rufus 
L. Mantennius babinus 

Gigennaus Valens 
Q. Pl o t i e n u s Sabinus 

Pontienus Magnus 
T a t t i u s Maximus 
Tuscenius F e l i x 

PROVINCES 

A s t u r i a and G a l i c i a 

Noricum 

Solva (colony; 

Dalmatia 

A s i a 

Heraclea 

Numidia 

G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 

P. A e l i u s C r i s p i n u s 

Salona (colony; T. P l a v i u s Pirmus 

T. S t a t i M u s i S o l o n 

Thamugadi (colony) C. V i b i u s Marinus 
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While c o l o n i s t s are not completely swept from the f i e l d , 

they are c l e a r l y w e l l outnumbered; knxjwn corps are as f o l l o w s . 

Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus, G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus and T. 

S t a t i i i u s Solon were ex equlte Romano, and I suspect that C. 

S a t r i u s Crescens was too. C. V a l e r i u s Pansa I suspect to have 

gained a d i r e c t commission a f t e r a municipal c a r e e r . Praetor­

ians were M. Gavius Firmus, L. Petronius Sabinus, C. Didius 

Saturninus, L. Cominius Maximus, S e x t i l i u s Marcianus, and 

M. Bassaeus hufus. For t h i s p e r i o d , and t h i s poriod alono, 

there i s evidence f o r preference of I t a l i a n s to p r o v i n c i a l s out 

of proportion to the r e s p e c t i v e numbers of each s e r v i n g i n the 

guard and l e g i o n s , and i t should be noted that t h i s i s not i n 

i t s e l f evidence f o r unusual preference f o r p r a e t o r i a n s . 

I t a l i a n s could be e i t h e r p r a e t o r i a n s or ex equite Romano. This 

preference f o r I t a l i a n s may be due to the f a c t t h at none of the 

three emperorjs had had p r i o r m i l i t a r y experience, which would 

have drawn t h e i r a t t e n t i o n to the s o l i d worth of many men from 

the ranks of the l e g i o n . 

Before passing to the t h i r d century, two groups may be 

considered of l e s s d e f i n i t e date. They are formed mainly of 

i n s c r i p t i o n s where f i l i a t i o n , t r i b e , and the phrasing of the 

i n s c r i p t i o n i n d i c a t e a date e a r l i e r than the t h i r d century to 

be probable. They are f u r t h e r subdivided i n t o those which are 

second-century, and those which could a l s o be f i r s t - c e n t u r y . 



FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES 

ITALY 

Regio I 

O s t i a 

Fanum Fortunae 

Regio I I 

Beneventum 
Compsa 

Regio IV 

Teate 

Regio V 

Asculum 

Regio V I 

S a s s i n a 
Tuficum 
Carsulae 
Oatra 

Regio V I I 

Arretium 
Clusium 

Regio X 

Concordia 

Regio X I 

Medio_larium 

I t a l i a n 

Fabius Longua ( i ; 
Fabius Longus ( i i ) 

L; Anchariua Proculus 

L. F u l l o n i u a Severus 
M. Paccius Marcellus 

P. Seiua Rufus 

L. Satur&us Picen3 

C. Disidenus Secundus 
C. S l b i ^ i e n u s Maximus 
C. Tifanus C i l o 

P r e c i u s Proculus 

L. Umbricius Clemens 
A. Luc-

P. Minnius S a l v i u s 

P. L u c i l i u s Successor 

Q. Anatius Paulus 
C. A s i n i u s Severus 
A. Numisienus G a l l u s 
C. Q u i n t i l i u s P r i s c u s 
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PROVINCES 

florin. Sup. 

Cologne (colony) L. Mellonius Blandus 

S y r i a 
Berytus (colony; C. I u l i u s T i b e r i n u s 

Berytus or H e l i o p o l i s ( c o l o n i e s ) Cn. I u l i u s Rufus 

Maur. Caes. 

Caesarea (colony) Sex. I u l i u s Severus 4 

The f i g u r e s are i r r e l e v a n t to the question of proportion 

of l e g i o n a r i e s to p r a e t o r i a n s , as t i l l 69 there were considerable 

numbers of I t a l i a n s i n the l e g i o n s , and from 138-69 I t a l i a n s , 

whicn includes men ex equite Romano as w e l l as p r a e t o r i a n s , 

r e c e i v e d p r e f e r e n t i a l treatment. Of the c o l o n i s t s Sex. I u l i u s 

Severus was probably ex equite Romano, and the others probably 

l e g i o n a r i e s . 

SECOND CENTURY 

ITALY 

Regio I 

Fundi T i . Veturius Mauretanus 

Regio V I 

Saena _ _ -Q-. Ter-entius- F-irmus-

Regio V I I 

V o l s i n i i C. Rufius F e s t u s 

Regio V I I I 

Ravenna M. Apic i u s T i r o 
Ariminum L. B e t u t i u s Furianus 

i l l 14360.1 



Regio A 

A q u i l e i a 
Altinum 
Verona 
S a s s i n a 

I t a l i a n 

A. C a e s i l i u s Acastinus 
C. V a l e r i u s Secundus 
f . C l e u s i u s r r o c u l u s 
L. Appaeus mdens 

Amblasius Secundus 
Tr u t t e d i u s Clemens 13 

PROVINCES 

B r i t a i n 

L i n c o l n (colony) 

Tarraconensis 

M. M i n i c i u s Marcellinus 

C. l u l i u s Lepidus 

As B r i t a i n i s not known to have s u p p l i e d the guard 

M. Minicius M a r c e l l i n u s was almost c e r t a i n l y an ex-legionary. 

M. Apicius T i r o , P. C l e u s i u s Proculus, and Amblasius Secundus, 

were a l l p r a e t o r i a n s . Before going on to the t h i r d century 

there are two men from the colony of Carthage to consider, 

Sex. A t i l i u s Rogatianus and r . Nonius F e l i x . The only c l u e to 

t h e i r dating i s the f a c t t h a t they use e.v. i n s t e a d of the 

normal v.e. which i s an e a r l i e r form, and suggests the l a t e 

second century. rat_her__than the t h i r d . -I d i d not wish-to ine-lude-

them i n the Pius-Commodus ta b l e on such s l i g h t evidence, as they 

would tend to change the p i c t u r e a l i t t l e , but h e l d i t necessary 

to mention them s p e c i f i c a l l y so that the reader should have a 

chance to consider t h a t p o s s i b i l i t y and i t s i m p l i c a t i o n . 
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THE THIRD CENTURY 

ITALY 

Rome 

Regio I 

Atina 

Regio V 

Hadria 

Regio V I I 

V o l s i n i i 

Regio V I I I 

Ravenna 

Regio IX 

Dertona 

Regio X/. 

Cremona 

I t a l i a n 

M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x 

M. T i l l i u s Rufus 

P. S a l l i e n u s Thalamus 

Laberius G a l l u s 
C. Manilius 0-

C. P u b l i c i u s Proculeianus 

P. V i b i u s Marianus 

L. Arbustius Valentinus 

Ansius Proculus 
L. Petronius Taurus 

Volusianus 10 

PROVINCES 

Germ. I n f . . 

Cologne (colony; 

G a l l i a B e l g i c a 

Area of X I I I 

C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s 

C. S u i c c i u s La-

Acceptius F a u s t i n u s 



rann. Sup. 

Emona (colony) 
Septimia S l s c l a ( c o l o n y 
Carnuntum (colony; 

Pann. I n f . . 

Aqu incum (c olony; 

Moes. Sup. 

Horroa Margi 

Moes. I n f . . 

Oescus (colony) 

T r a l a n a Augusta 

Norlcum 

Dacia 

L i b e r a l l n i u s Probinus 
M. Piavonius V i c t o r i n u s 

S a t t o n l u s Iucundus 

M. Au r e l i u s Germanus 
) C. P u b l l l i u s P r l s c l l l i a n u s 
T. Pontius Marcianus 

Apulum (colony; 

Macedonia 

T h e s s a l o n i c a 

A s i a 

Cadi 
Ephesus 
P i t a n i 
Aphrodisias 

B i t h y n i a 

Apamea 
Nicomedia 
P r u s i a s 

A e l i u s Aelianus 

M. Au r e l i u s I u s t u s ( i ) 

Au r e l i u s Marcellinus 
T. A u r e l i u s P l a v i n u s 

Traianus Mucianus 

V a l e r i u s Claudius Quintus 

P. A e l i u s Marcellus 
M. Ulpius Caius 

P l a v i u s B a s i l l d e s 

A u r e l i u s Antiochus 
P. Marcius Sextianus 

P l a v i u s Herculanus 
P. A e l i u s Apollonianus 

Aurel P l a v . Rufinus ? 
Ti b . C I . Demetrius 

M. Au r e l i u s Antoninus 
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Cappadocia 

I s a u r i a Trocundus 

L y c i a and Pamphylia 

Side Bryonianus L o l l i a n u s 

S y r i a 

H e l i o p o l i s (colony; L. Trebonius Sossianus 

S y r i a Commagene 

•? M. A u r e l i u s Alexander 

Arabia 

P h i l i p p o p o l i s (colony) C I . T i b e r i u s Demetrius 

A f r i c a Procons. 

Tuccabor C. S u l g i u s C a e c i l i a n u s 

MamT. Caes. 

Auzia (colony; P. A e l i u s Primianus 

Numidia 
Theveste (colony; C. Cornelius E g r i l i a n u s 3<2 

We are now i n the same p o s i t i o n as before 69, i n that there 

i s no c l e a r geographical d i s t i n c t i o n between p r a e t o r i a n and 

legionary r e c r u i t s . Perhaps the most remarkable f e a t u r e of the 

t a b l e i s that despite the apparent change from the p o l i c y of 

the l a s t - t h r e e Antonines the system~~is not completely c a s t asTde. 

There are s t i l l a number of I t a l i a n s , and many of the r e c r u i t s 

from the West come from c o l o n i e s . For the f i r s t time there are 

numerous r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s from the Danube provinces, but A f r i c a 

i s not w e l l represented, and Thrace, source of so many l e g i o n a r -
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i e a i n t h i s period, i s unrepresented, AS f a r as corps are 
concerned, L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and P. A e l i u s 
Apollonianus were ex equite Romano, I suspect f, A e l i u s 
Marcellus was too, and P. A e l i u s Primianus appears to have begun 
h i s m i l i t a r y c a r e e r with a commission as decurion. P r a e t o r i a n s 
were M. T i l l i u s Rufus and L. Arbustius V a l e n t i n u s , while 
M. Aurelivis I u s t u s ( i ) was a t r e c e n a r l u s , so presumably e i t h e r 
from the guard or ex equite Romano. Centurions i n the 
f r u m e n t a r i i were. M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x , P. V i b i u s Marianus, C. 
T i t i u s S i m i l i s , P. A e l i u s Marcellus, Tib. C I . Demetrius, 
L. Trebonius Sossianus, and C. S u l g i u s C a e c i l i a n u s . 
Centuriones deputati were L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and 
A.ur. F l a v . Rufinus. People who perhaps should not be considered 
as p r i m l p i l a r e s are C. S u i c c i u s La-, whose c a r e e r i s b a f f l i n g , 
A e l i u s Aelianus and Trocundus, l a t e ducenarian l e g i o n a r y 
p r e f e c t s , and L i b e r a l i n i u s Probinus and Piavonius V i c t o r i n u s , 
probably p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e s of the G a l l i c emperors. Note the 
group of men with C e l t i c or "manufactured" nomina, whose 
o r i g l n e s are to be found somewhere i n the region covered by the 

.r 

t h i r t e e n t h volume of the Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum. 

There ^.remain three short t a b l e s of men whose dating i s 

very approximate, which may serve to i n c r e a s e the quantity ±f 

not the q u a l i t y of the evidence a v a i l a b l e . The f i r s t are a l l 

l a t e r than 150. 
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AFTER 150 

ITALY 

Regio V I I 

Capena T. Gnorius A t l l l a n u s 

PROVINCES 

G a l l i a Narbonensls 

Arelate ( c o l o n y j M. A u r e l i u s P r i s c u s 

Pannonla 

Cor n e l i u s Saturninus 

Mauretania C a e s a r i e n s i s 

Tipasa (colonyJ M. Cocceius Romanus 

M. A u r e l i u s P r i s c u s was a p r a e t o r i a n , who became a 

c e n t u r i o frumentarius. I suspect t h a t M. Cocceius Romanus was 

ex equite Romano. 

UNDATED 

ITALY 

Reglo I I 

Canusium A. B u s i d i u s 

Regio V 

~ Ihteramnla T l . Claudius V i t a l i s 

Regio X I 

Ticinum Q. Mattius Quartus 

I t a l i a n 
Caetronius Cuspianus 

L. Pescennius Iustu s 



n o . 

A. Numisienus Gallus 
P. P a c i l i u s Zenon Laetus 

PROVINCES 
Spain 

Germ. Sup.. 
Dibio 

Epirus 
B y l l i s (colony; 

Asia 
P h i l a d e l p h i a 

Temenothyrae 
B i t h y n i a 

Amastris 

G a l a t i a 
Ancyra 

A f r i c a 
Carthage (colony; 

L. Septlmius Serapronianus ? 

Rebricus 

C. Marius Secundus 

Heridophoros qui et 
Eutoneios 

A r r u n t i u s -

Aelius Caesonianus 
Dionysius 

-gus 

Plavlus -
L. S a l l u s t i u s Processus 

M. Aelius Caesonianus Dionysius was ex equite Romano. 
The conclusions t o be reached from these tables are as 

f o l l o w s . j?:rom the f i r s t the p r i m i p i l a t e was not r e s t r i c t e d t o 
I t a l i a n s from I t a l y , but men received i t from colonies i n the 

5 

older provinces of the Kmpife. The f a l l i n recruitment of I t a l i a n 
f o r the legions a f t e r 69 i s not r e f l e c t e d i n the f i g u r e s , admitt­
edly s m a l l , which we have f o r the p e r i o d up t o the end of Hadrian. 
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I n t h i s p e r i o d , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the Trajan-Hadrian p e r i o d , the 
man ex equite Romano becomes prominent. The next p e r i o d shows a 
v i r t u a l monopoly f o r I t a l i a n s , though again I must emphasise the 
f a c t t h a t there i s no way of demonstrating t h a t a l l these, or 
even a m a j o r i t y , were prae t o r i a n s r a t h e r than men ex equite 
Romano. I n connection w i t h t h i s fafl&our f o r I t a l i a n s , i t should 
be noted t h a t H.G. Pflaum i n h i s p r o c u r a t o r s , p. Ib5, drew 
a t t e n t i o n t o the disfavour shown by the l a s t three Antonines t o 
the Groek East. The t h i r d century d i d not see a complete 
r e v o l u t i o n as f a r as the West was concerned, p r l m i p l l a r e s there 
being s t i l l l a r g e l y drawn from I t a l y and the colonies.? i n c l u d i n g 
those oh the Danube. What i s noticeable i s the large number 
from the East, p a r t i c u l a r l y from Asia Minor. I wish I kn©w what 
i t meant. rhe general p i c t u r e then r e l i e c t s the f a c t t h a t the 
p r i m i p i l a r e s were an e l i t e body. They were drawn from the best, 
and t h e r e f o r e I t a l i a n s and c o l o n i s t s were always prominent among 
them, whether those I t a l i a n s were l e g i o n a r i e s , before 69, 
p r a e t o r i a n s , or men ex oquite Romano> But, on the evidence 
given, the only p e r i o d when there i s d e f i n i t e evidence t h a t 
I t a l i a n s were favoured out of p r o p o r t i o n t o t h e i r numbers and 
normal advantages, i . e . superior education, b e t t e r patronage^ 
et c . , wa3 the p e r i o d 138-93, and t h a t favour i s not n e c e s s a r i l y 
the monopoly of the men from the guard. 
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THE PRIMIPILAR33 AMD THE LEGIONS - AS SOLDIER MP CENTURION 

(a) As S o l d i e r 
The number of cases where i t i s d e f i n i t e l y recorded 

t h a t a p r i m i p i l a r i s came from the ranks of the legions i s not 
great. 

Aelius Triccianus - consular governor of Pann. I n f . 
L. A t t i u s Lucanus - p r i m i p i l a r i s (There i s an element of 

doubt; 
Aufidienus Rufus - p r e f e c t of the camp 

Ti.Claudius Demetrius- centenarian procurator 
M.Relvlus Rufus - p r i m i p i l a r i s 
L.Le'pidius Proculus - primuspilus 

P.lotius Firmus - p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
VI, 32867 - primuspilus 

To these might be added M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus, as i t i s 
u n c e r t a i n whether he served as speculator at Rome or on a 
governor's s t a f f . The f a c t t h a t the number of d e f i n i t e cases i s 
so small i s not of dec i s i v e importance i n assessing the l e g i o n ­
ary c o n t r i b u t i o n to the p r i m i p i l a t e , f o r we may draw a p a r a l l e l 
w i t h the p o s i t i o n as regarding centurions from the ranks of the 
le g i o n s . The cases where i t can be shown t h a t centurions came 

-from the—ranks are very small i n number, as i s apparent from 
the l i s t given by G. F o r n i ( 1 } . Nevertheless the studies of 
V/. Baehr and E. B i r l e y (kd) have shown c l e a r l y t h a t the m a j o r i t y 
of l e g i o n a r y centurions came from t h a t source. The reason f o r 
t h e i r f a i l u r e t o give t h e i r corps of o r i g i n i n i n s c r i p t i o n s i s 
understandable. Why s t a t e a f a c t common t o the m a j o r i t y ? 
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This applies w i t h p a r t i c u l a r f o r c e where the man has r i s e n to 
the p r i m i p i l a t e and beyond. The cases we have flo not go i n t o 
considerable d e t a i l concerning t h e i r passage through the grades 
below ce n t u r i o n . P u t t i n g on one side the career of Valerius 
Thiumpo, v/ho i s p a r t of a new system^we note only VI 32887, 
who was tes s e r a r i u s at the time of h i s t r a n s f e r to the guard, 
Aelius T r i c c i a n u s , who became o s t i a r i u s to the governor of 
Pannonia, and the strange career of L. A t t i u s Lucanus, i f 
indeed the man v/ho '.'as sign i f er and then c e n t u r i o n was the 
same as the p r l m i p i l a r i s . T l . Claudius Demetrius was a 
frumentarius, and went t o the castra peregrins at Rome t o be 
ce n t u r i o frumentarius. The d i s t r i b u t i o n i n p e r i o d of our 
exanrles i s nost s i g n i f i c a n t . L. A t t i u s Lucanus, Aufidienus 
Rufus, M. Helvius Rufus, I . . Lepisius Proculus, and P l o t i u s 
Pirmus, a l l belong t o the f i r s t century. The r e s t are of the 
t h i r d . This p oints t o our conclusions as t o the p o l i c y of the 
second-century emperors being c o r r e c t , though I would emphasise 
these f i g u r e s are not safe ground f o r sweeping conclusions. 
Some attempt t o give a more c o r r e c t p i c t u r e by using the 
evidence f o r origo i s made i n the chapter on the developing 
p r i m i p i l a t e . 

Their achievements vary. Of the f i r s t century group only 
P l o t i u s Pirmus achieved anything, and he probably owed much t o 
the circumstances of c i v i l war. Of the t h i r d century group, 
Aelius Triccianus had r i s e n t o the important p r e f e c t u r e of 
I I P a rthica when Macrinus took the e x t r a o r d i n a r y step of 
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making him a consular governor, T i . Claudius Demetrius had the 
assistance of experience i n the c a s t r a peregrlna i n r i s i n g t o 
a centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , and V I 32887 di e d as a 
primuspilus. These r e s u l t s r e f l e c t the general p i c t u r e f o r 
the p r i m i p i l a t e as much as they do t h a t f o r the men from the 
ranks of the leg i o n s , 
(b) As Centurion 

Me begin w i t h an analysis of the men who h e l d the 
legio n a r y centurionate. 

(a) Equestrians who h e l d l e g i o n a r y and Rome eenturionates 
L. Aemilius ir'aternus 
Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus 
C. S a t r i u s Crecens 
G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 

primuspilus 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
primuspilus 
p r e f e c t of a leg i o n . 

(b) Equestrians who h e l d only legionary centurionates 
L. Decrius Longinus 
N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s Celer 
T. Pontius Sabinus 
L. Terentius Rufus 

p r e f e c t of the camp 
t r i b u n e of the v i g i l e s 
p r o c u r a t o r , f i r s t ducenar-

ian echelon, 
t r i b u n e of the v i g i l e s . 

( c j Praetorians who h e l d Rome and le g i o n a r y centurionates 
Amblasius Secundus 

L. Arbustius Valentinus 
CT. A r r i u s Clemens 
M. T i l l i u s Rufus 
M. V e t t i u s Valens 

primuspilus 
pr-imusp-i-lus-
p r i m i p i l a r i s 
p rimuspilus 
p r o c u r a t o r , f i r s t 

ducenarian echelon, 
(d) Praetorians who h e l d only l e g i o n a r y oenturionates 

M. Apicius T i r o 
C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r 
C. Nummius Constans 

p r e f e c t of a le g i o n , 
p r e f e c t of the-.camp, 
primuspilus 
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Octavius Secundus 
C. Oppius Bassus 
L. Petronius Sabinus 

primuspilus 
primuspilus 
p r o c u r a t o r , second ducenar-

ian echelon. 
prlmuspilus S e x t i l i u s Marcianus 

(e) Men who h e l d l e g i o n a r y centurionates and post i n the castra 
peregrina. 

P. Aelius Marcellus 
C. Sulgius Caecilianus 
C. T i t i u s • S i m i l i a 

p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n , 
p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n , 
p r o c u r a t o r , f i r s t ducenar-

ia n echelon. 
( f ) Men of u n c e r t a i n o r i g i n who h e l d legionar?/ and Rome 

centurionates. 
M. Pompeius Asper 
Q. Raecius Rufus 

p r e f e c t of the camp. 
p r i m l p i l a r i s 

(g) Men, mainly of u n c e r t a i n o r i g i n , who h e l d only l e g i o n a r y 
centurionates. 

L. Antonius Waso 
L. 
Q. 

T i . 
C. 
M. 

A r t o r i u s Castus 
Geminius Sabinus 
I u l i u s I t a l i c u s 
I u l i u s Lepidus 
Oppius 
Sabidius G.f. 

M. Septimius - l i s 
I I I 14360. 1 
X I 1059 

pr o c u r a t o r , f i r s t ducenar-
i a n echelon, 

centenarian procurator. 
primuspllus 
primuspilus 
primuspilus 
p r e f e c t of the camp 
primuspilus 
p r i m i p i l a r i s 
p r e f e c t of the camp, 
p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n . 

( h j Men, mainly of u n c e r t a i n o r i g i n , whose fragmentary careers 
Include l e g i o n a r y centurionates. 

A t i l i u s Verus 
M. Aurelius Crescens 

Catonius Iustus 
C. Cornelius E g r i l i a n u s 
A. I n s t u l e i u s Tenax 
D. Iunius Verecundus 
Q. Marcius Turbo etc.. 
Q. Mattius yuartus 
A. Resius Maximus 
Q. S t a t i u s IToxumus 
T. Suedius Clemens 
C. Vel i u s Rufus 

primuspilus 
primuspilus 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n . 
p r i m i p i l a r i a 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
primuspilus 
primuspilus 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e 
ducenarian p r e f e c t of a 

l e g i o n , 
p rocurator of Raetia. 



C. Vibius Marinus 
X 1711 

primuspilus 
ducenarian procurator. 

(1) Men who h o l d centurionates of an unknown corps. 

A. Buaidius 
P. LucW5)lus Successor 
M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus 
S. S u l p i c l u s S i M l i s 

V I 1645 

p r i m i p i l a r i s 
primuspilus 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
p r o c u r a t o r , second ducenarian 

echelon. 

Group (aJ i s composed of men of the second century. 
Group (b) consists of men from the period Trajan-Hadrian, 
though L. Decrius Longinus may have been a l i t t l e e a r l i e r . 
Group ( c ) are second century, w i t h the exception of M. Vettius. 
Valens, from the f i r s t , and L. Arbustius Valentinus, from the 
t h i r d . I t i s noteworthy t h a t the former i s the only one t o 
make progress. Of ( d ) , a second-century group, only L. 
Petronius Sabinus, from the Fius-Commodus p e r i o d , i s r e a l l y 
notable. A l l of ( a ; are t h i r d century. C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s 
went t o the castra peregrina and stayed there t i l l the 
p r i m i p i l a t e . In [g) note t h a t L. Antonius Ka30, the most 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d , was proDably from the ranks of the l e g i o n s . I 
have made no attempt i n the l a s t f o u r sections fro d l s t i n g u i s h -

them i n date, as t h i 3 does not help where the career i s not 
known. 

Upon these groups I base the f o l l o w i n g conclusions. 
F i r s t and foremost, the normal p r i m i p i l a i ? i s career does not 
progress beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e or the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp. 
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This l a c k of d i s t i n c t i o n i n the careers v.'hose highest p o i n t i s 
given above i s not t o be l a i d at the door of the men from the 
ranks of the legions alone, f o r many praetorians and men ex 
equite Romano are included above. The second p o i n t i s t h a t 
there i s no obvious d i f f e r e n c e i n d i s t i n c t i o n between the 
praetorians and men ex equite Romano who h e l d Rome arid legionary 
centurionates, and those who held l e g i o n a r y centurionates 
alone, A f u r t h e r p o i n t arises from t h i s , and the f a c t t h a t I 
have only one c e r t a i n east; of a man who reached the p r i m i i - i l a t e 
w i t h out h o l d i n g a l e g i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n a t e , L. Cominius Msximus, 
though there may have been others. Tt o f t e n has been said t h a t 
the p r i m i p i l i brought the methods and d i s c i p l i n e of the 
pr a e t o r i a n guard t o the legions ( 3 ) . I t must be observed, 
however, t h a t while on the evidence the vast m a j o r i t y , i f not 
a l l / p r i m i p i l a r e s , h e l d l e g i o n a r y centurionates, only a propor­
t i o n h e l d centurionates at Rome. Thus those of the men 
ex equite Romano who d i d not go to Rome cent u r i o n a t e s , and a l l 
the men from the ranks of the le g i o n s , who as f a r as we can 
t e l l never went t o them, could not act as i n s t r u c t o r s i n the 
d i s c i p l i n e of Rome. The tra i n i n g - g r o u n d f o r the primuspilus 
i s the cen t u r i o n a t e , and more e s p e c i a l l y the le g i o n a r y 
centurionate. 

There are several f u r t h e r questions t o be considered i n 
connection w i t h the le g i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n a t e . The f i r s t i s t h a t 
of the ladder of promotion. Un t h i s a great deal has been 
w r i t t e n i n the past. I have accepted the views of Wegeleben(4), 
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according to which the steps are (a) a centurionate i n cohorts 
£-10, (b) one of the three j u n i o r centurionates of the f i r s t 
cohort, and then ( c j tenure of the three posts of hasta t u s , 
princeps, and primuspilus i n t u r n ( c f . P. Aelius Ma r c e l l u s ) . 
An important c o r o l l a r y of t h i s i s , as i n a l a t e r chapter i t i s 
l a i d down t h a t the p r i m i p i l a t e i s h e l d f o r one year, t h a t the 
posts of princeps and hastatus must have been n e l d f o r a s i m i l a r 
p e r i o d , or s l i g h t l y longer, as when the primuspilus completed 
h i s year of o f f i c e the senior centurions of the f i r s t cohort 
would tend a l l t o move up one, unless a senior p r a e t o r i a n 
centurion was given one of the vacancies created. This would 
also mean t h a t when once a ce n t u r i o n had succeeded i n reaching 
the p r i m i ordines he could expect i n about r i v e years to become 
primuspilus. Also here should be mentioned the views of G. -Ch. 

I t 

Picard and H. Le Bonniec on the princeps and pri^ceps p r a e t o r i i ( 5 | 
I have f e l t able t o leave the r e f u t a t i o n of these t o an 
Appendix. 

The acceptance of the Wegeleben hypothesis c l e a r l y s i m p l i ­
f i e s the p i c t u r e enormously, but how are we t o account f o r the 
v a r i a t i o n i n the number of centurionates held? According t o 
Domaszewski movement from one l e g i o n t o another denoted -
promotion (6 J. I n t h a t case a d e f i n i t e r e l a t i o n s h i p should 
appear between the number of centurionates h e l d and the speed 
of promotion. Let us consider a t a b l e drawn up on these l i n e s . 



One centurionate 
M. Apicius T i r o 
M. Oppius 
L. Terentius Rufus 

I I I 14360,-1 
V I 328S7 

Two oenturlonates 
L. Antonius Naso 

Octavius Secundus 
C. Oppius Bassus 
M. Pompeius Asper 
T. Pontius Sabinus 

Sabidius C.f. 
Three centurionates 

T i . I u l i u s I t a l i c u s 
C. Nummius Cons tans 
G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 
C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s 

evocatus, p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n . 
? p r e f e c t 01 the camp, 

equestrian, t r i b u n e of v i g i l e s . 
? p r e f e c t of the camp, 

l e g i o n a r y , primuspilus. 

legionary?^ p r o c u r a t o r , f i r s t ducenar­
ian echelon 

evocatus, pr i m u s p i l u s . 
evocatus, primuspilus. 

? p r e f e c t of the caup. 
equestrian p r o c u r a t o r , f i r s t ducenar­

ian echelon. 
? primuspilU3. 

• primuspilus . 
evocatus, p r i i n u s p i l u s . 
e questrian, p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n . 

? ,procurator, f i r s t ducenarian 
echelon. 

Four centurionates 
L. 
L. 
C. 
L. 
Cn. 
f. 

A r t o r i u s Castus 
Decrius Longinus 
I u l i u s Lepidus 
Lepi^ius i-roculus 

? centenarian procurator, 
equestrian, p r e f e c t of the camp. 

? primuspilus 
l e g i o n a r y , primuspilus 

Marcius Rustius Rufinus equestrian, p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . 
Aelius Marcellus castra per., p r e f e c t of a .legion. 

Five centurionates 
Amblasius Secundus 

L. Arbustius Valentinus 
C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r 
C". Sulgius Caecilianus 
M. T i l l i u s Rufus 

Six centurionates 
C. A r r i u s Clemens 
N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s 

Celer 
S e x t i l i u s Marcianus 

M. V e t t i u s Valens 

? , evocatus; primaspllusv 
evocatus, primuspilus 
evocatus, .prefect-of the camp. 
castra per., p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n . 
evocatus, primuspilus. 

evocatus, p r i m i p i l a r i s . 
e q u estrian, t r i b u n e of v i g i l e s . 
evocatus, primuspilus. 
evocatus, p r o c u r a t o r , f i r s t ducenarie 

echelon. 
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Seven centurionates 
L. Aerailius Paternus equestrian, primuspilus m 

Q. Geminius Sabinus ? primuspilus " 
Nine centurionates 

M. Septirruus - l i s ? , primuspilus 

The f i g u r e s show t h a t the d i s t i n g u i s h e d career tends t o 
include two t o f o u r centurionatcs. They are n o t , however, to 
be takun merely at t h e i r face-value. T. Pontius Sabinus spent 
about f i f t e e n years, i t would appear, over h i s two centurionates. 
M. V e t t i u s Valens and thejlong-serving S e x t i l i u s Marcianus had 
the same number of centurionates. What i n f a c t i s i n d i c a t e d 
by the number of centurionates i s the number of changes of 
l e g i o n , i n most cases. This may be accompanied by promotion, 
but does not need to be. I n many cases i t i s probable t h a t 
the t r a n s f e r of the c e n t u r i o n i s due to the movement of a 
v e x i l l a t i o n from one l e g i o n t o another. The whole subject of 
m u l t i p l e centurionates deserves an exhaustive study. There i s 
thus no j u s t i f i c a t i o n i n equating l e n g t h of service w i t h the 
number of centurionates mentioned. Therefore when I am 
considering tne length of service i n the. centurionate I s h a l l 
not base any conclusions on the number of centuriona'ces h e l d . 
Prom a l l t h i s two c o r o l l a r i e s may be drawn: (a) the length of 
service i n the m a j o r i t y of l e g i o n a r y centurionates was not 
f i x e d ; ( b j normally i t would not be worth-while t o note a 
change of century i n s i d e a l e g i o n , as i t was i n most cases a 
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r e - s h u f f l e , not a promotion, but t r a n s f e r t o anotner l e g i o n was 

worth mentioning, even i f i t d i d not involve promotion, as 
something out of the ordinary. The c e n t u r i a l s i g n , f o l l o w e d 
by a l e g i o n , could cover a long pe r i o d . The expression 
c e n t u r i o et prim u s p i l u s , f o r example, could cover a very long 
p e r i o d , and not j u s t mean t h a t a man had been princeps and 
primuspilus. 

The question of the len g t h of service of a p a r t i c u l a r man 
i n thu j j r i m i p i l a t e can thus only be decided on a conside r a t i o n 
of f i x e d dates between which h i s years i n the conturlonate f e l l , 
or through the years of service being s p e c i f i e d . There are a 
number of such cases. The c l a s s i c ones f o r long service 
s p e c i f i c a l l y i n the centurionate are both p r a e t o r i a n s , probably 
because the p r a e t o r i a n i s the more i n f o r m a t i v e . S e x t i l i u s 
Marcianus entered the guard i n 140. He was evocatus i n 157, 
and i n 192 he reached the p r i m i p l l a t e . M. T i l l i u s Rufus was 
evocatus between 176 and 180, had not y e t reached the 
p r i m i p i l a t e i n 208, and probably d i d so i n 213. C. A r r i u s Clemens 
was decorated f o r Trajan's Dacian war some time between 101 and 
107 as an eque.s i n a p r a e t o r i a n cohort. M. Durry gave f i v e 
years as the normal minimum time of service- before the post was 
reached. He was decorated by Hadrian, presumably i n h i s 
Jewish war (about 133-34) as t r e c e n a r i u s , so t h a t i f he was 
only j u s t an eques when f i r s t decorated, and had eleven years 
as a s o l d i e r yet to run, at h i s second decoration he had been 
f i f t e e n years i n the cen t u r i o n a t e . A f t e r t h a t he h e l d a 



legionary centurionate and became primuspilus» The case of 
T. Pontius Sablnus has been r e f e r r e d t o already. This i s not 
the only evidence f o r long service as cen t u r i o n and s o l d i e r , 
but i t i s the only evidence where the l e n g t h of service i n the 
centurionate w i l l come under discussion when the age at which 
the p r i m i p i l a t e was h e l d i s discussed i n the next chapter, f o r 
di f f e r e n c e s i n ages are l a r g e l y t o be accounted f o r by length 
of service as cen t u r i o n r a t h e r than as s o l d i e r . 

Fran oux- discussion we have l e a r n t the f o l l o w i n g . The 
primuspilus who comes from the ranks of the legions i s on the 
whole the l o r s t l i k e l y t o r:i^e h i s corps of o r i g i n . .The r e s u l t 
i s t h a t the legionary c o n t r i b u t i o n i s the most d i f f i c u l t t o 
estimate, f o r except i n the p e r i o d when the legi o n a r y 
recruitment was other than the p r a e t o r i a n there i s no sure way 
of d i s t i n g u i s h i n g them, and there i s always the complicating 
f a c t o r of the men ex equite Romano, who' have many o r i g i n s . The 
centurionate of the legions i s i n i t s own way as important, i f 
not more so, than the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , f o r as we have seen 
there are few who do not ho||3) i t at some time. I t was the 
n a t u r a l t r a i n i n g - g r o u n d f o r the p r i m i p i l a t e , and even the man 
who had l e a r n t h i s trade as an equestrian o f f i c e r before 
t r a n s f e r r i n g t o the cent u r i o n a t e , or the evocatus who had been 
a centurion at Rome, was r a r e l y excused the tenure of i t . 
That the m a j o r i t y of men who had been leg i o n a r y centurions d i d 
not have d i s t i n g u i s h e d careers only i l l u s t r a t e s the general 
t r u t h t h a t the d i s t i n g u i s h e d career i s r a r e , and the man who 
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had such a career r a r e l y bothered t o d e t a i l h i s e a r l y career. 
The speed of promotion through the c e n t u r i o n a t e , has no close 
connection w i t h the number of centurionates h e l d , and can only 
bo c a l c u l a t e d i n the few cases where p o i n t s i n the career are 
dated. I t was most probably the most important p a r t of the 
t r a i n i n g of the p r i m i p i l a t e , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n i t s clos'ing stages, 
and was long or short according t o the a b i l i t y and support by 
patronage of the i n d i v i d u a l prospective p r i m i p i l a r i s . I t s 
impor Ianew should never be under-estimated. 



THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE ROME COHORTS AS SOLDIER AND 
CENTURION 

(a) As s o l d i e r 
The question as t o whether the vast m a j o r i t y of p r i m i p i l a r e s 

were ex-members of the p r a e t o r i a n guard, as suggested by M. Durry, 
.1. 

f o l l o w i n g Domaszewski, has been d e a l t w i t h i n the chapter on 
the developing p r i m i p i l a t e . The c o n t r i b u t i o n of the present 
chapter t o the examination of the Durry t h e s i s w i l l be a survey 
of the known c o n t r i b u t i o n of the p r a e t o r i a n s o l d i e r s t o the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s corps. I n t h i s I w i l l be guided by the f o l l o w i n g 
p r i n c i p l e s , which I have attempted t o e s t a b l i s h elsewhere i n 
t h i s work. I w i l l olfcly accept as evidence of service i n the 
ranks of the guard a c l e a r statement of the f a c t . I t i s not 
enough t h a t the man was a c e n t u r i o n i n the Rome cohorts, f o r 
these posts were also open t o centurions ex equite Romano. 
I t a l i a n p r i m i p i l a r e s , even i n the p e r i o d when there were few 
I t a l i a n s being r e c r u i t e d t o the l e g ^ i o n s , cannot be accepted 
as ips^fo f a c t o p r a e t o r i a n s , f o r again the men ex equite Romano 
came also on occasions from I t a l y . I t i s eq u a l l y wrong t o say 

% 3 
t h a t a Rome t r i b u n e must be I t a l i a n and an ex-guardsman, f o r 
exceptions can be quoted i n each, case. I t w i l l be_-seen t h a t I 
have been s t r i c t , but also i t w i l l be seen t h a t these l i m i t a t i o n s 
are fundamental. 

The p r a e t o r i a n , e n t e r i n g the guard about the age of tv/enty, 
would become an evocatus, w i t h hopes of the cent u r i o n a t e , a f t e r 
serving h i s s i x t e e n years. He might receive the centurionate 
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e a r l i e r i f he was promoted d i r e c t l y t o i t from the post of 

c o r n i c u l a r i u s praefectorum. Though d e t a i l s vary, they would i n 
general a l l have he l d the three " t a k t i s c h e Chargen" of Dornaszew-
s k i , and have "been on the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s s t a f f . 

(a) D e t a i l e d Careers 
Amblasius Secundus 

C. A r r i u s Clemens 

Octavius Secundus 

C.Oppius Bassus 

S e x t i l i u s Marcianus 

V I 32887 

l i l . coh . r . . urb b 
; e s s e r a r i ~ T i , o p j t i 
:iusdem, [ o e j nef. p 
mi 
te 
e 
|ev] oc. Aug. 7 

urb b f j h ^ m i l . coh. I , 
sign. coh. onis, 

praef. praet. , 

m i l i t i coh. IX p r . , e q u i t i coh. 
eiusdem, donis donate ab Imp. Traiano 
t o r q u i b u s , a r m i l l i s , p h a l e r i s ob 
beliurn Dacicum, s i n g u l a r ! p r a e f e c t o r ­
um / t e s s e r a r i o , o p t i o n i , f i s c i c u r a t -
o r i , connicul. t r i b u n i . , evocatoy 
Aug.. 
m i l . coh. X urb., t r a n s l a t . i n coh. 
V I pr. , sing. t r i b . , benef. t r i b . , 
s ing, pr praet. , o p t i o i n centur., 
sign. , jf'Jis jc^o c u r a t . , cornicuf£.7 
t r i b ev. Aug.. J 

m i l . coh. I I pr. e t coh. X I I I urb. et 
X I I I I u rb., omnibus o f f i c i i s i n 
c a l i g a f u n c t o , b f . pr. pr. , evoc. 
Aug., ab act. f o r i , 
m i l . coh. X I I I I et X I I I urbanarum, 
tesse. , option,, s i g n i f . coh. I I pr. , 
evoc. Aug., ab a c t i s f o r i . . 
jqui est fH actus r n [ i l e s i n cohonte V|-
i l pr'j..,. p"jrobatus.. . f a c t u s p r i n c i p a l ^ 
s. .. [ m i l i t a v i t exajjetus, t f e s s e r a r i u s 
o p t i o , s i g l n i f . , " " r"'" " 
i n leg.. XXJ I I P: 
.. .VI apino * 
ad s c r i p t u s j 

o p t i o , s i g j n i f . , b f . [ n r . pr. , factus 
i n leg.. X X j l I Pr. p. f f evocatusj, 
.. .VI ajnrip X ab Impj oruinibi^s 

f j i u m j . . QnjJ.. coh. p r a e t o r i a e f j actus.. 
I'acfus bf.Jpr. p r . l , .... oleus evojje.. 
49 — 



(b) Careers mentioning evocatus, "but w i t h l i t t l e d e t a i l 
\ L. Artmstius Valentinus 

A u r e l i u s Marcianus 
C.Caesius S i l v e s t e r 

L, Cominius Maximus 

C. Nummius Constans 

M. T i l l i u s Rufus 
M. V e t t i u s Valens 

XI 2112 

evoc. Aug. ex coh. I I I I pr.. 
pp. ex coh. I l l p r e t . . 
"benef. pr. pr. , evoc. Aug.. 
b e n e f i c i a r . praef. p r a e t o r i , evocat c 
Augustorum. 
m i l i t . coh. I l l p r a et. e t X urb. , 
evocato i n f o r o ab a c t i s . . 
evoc. Augg.. 
m i l . coh. V I I I pr. , benef. praef. 
pr. , evoc, Aug.. 
evoc. Aug. . 

(c) Careers mentioning the post a comm. cust.. 
M. Apicius T i r o 

Sex. Cetrius Severus 

a.b i n d i c i b , c u r a t , s a l a r . evoc., 
o p t i o n i , a comment, cust., evoc. (S) 
spec., b e n e f i c i a r i Getae (the 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t ) , ab comentaris 
c u s t o d i a r u j j n j . 

VI 31 871 evoc. , [a cornmentar. cus] tod.. 
(d) Careers i n v o l v i n g promotion t o the centurionate d i r e c t 

'from corn, pr. pr.. 
M. A ^ u r e l i u s Priscus 

T i . Claudius Firmus 
P. Cleusius Proculus 
L. Petronius Sabinus 

V I 161+5 

p r i m i s c r i n i o castrorum p r a e t t 
o s t i a r i o p r a e f f . p r a e t t . , canal­
i c u l a r i o . 
pp. ex c o r n i c u l a r . i p s i u s . 
pp.... ex c o r n i c u l a r i o - pr. pr... 
corn. pr. pr.. 
corn, praef. pr.. 

The d e t a i l s of t h i s career w i l l not be gone i n t o here. 

They are gi v e n t o a f f o r d an o p p o r t u n i t y "to the student t o 



pursue the matter f u r t h e r , i f he so wishes. The immediate 
question t h a t confronts us i s what rank did. these men reach. 
L i s t s f o l l o w , drawn up i n the periods we have d i s t i n g u i s h e d i n 
the chapter on the geographical o r i g i n s of the p r i m i p i l a r e s . 
1.Claudius-Nero 

Sex. Getrius Severus 
M. V e t t i u s Valens 

2.Flavians 
No examples 

3.1'ra.ian-Hadrian 
C. A r r i u s Clemens 

C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r 
C. Nummius Constans 

Octavius Secundus 
C. Oppius Bassus 

X I 2112 

l±. Pius-Commodus 
M. Bassaeus Rufus 
T i . Claudius Firrnus 
L. Cominius Maximus 
L. Petronius Sabinus 

S e x t i l i u s Marcianus 

V I 31871 

p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e 
proc. L u s i t a n i a e . 

served t h i r t y - n i n e years at 
l e a s t , primuspilus. 

r e t i r e d p r e f e c t of the camp. 
dead as primuspilus. 
p r i m u s p i l u s , probably r e t i r e d . 
p r i m u s p i l u s , may have gone 
f u r t h e r . 
served t h i r t y years at l e a s t , 
p r i m u s p i l u s . 

p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . 
primuspilus..have gone f u r t h e r . 
p r o c u r a t o r AiiigJ. i (.patrimonii ?) 
p r o c u r a t o r s t a t i o n i s hered., 
served f i f t y - t w o years, 
primuspilus. 
p r o c u r a t o r XL Galliarum. 

j . Second-century, not c l o s e l y datable. 
Amblasius Secundus 

M. Apicius T i r o 

dead as primuspilus. 

p r e f e c t of the camp. 
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P. C l e u s i u s Proculus dead as primuspllus. 

6.Third Century 

L. Arbustius Valentinus dead as primuspilus 

M. A u r e l i u s jpriscus p r imuspllua, probably r e t i r e d . 

M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus Sr a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t (not e f i n i t e l y from p r a e t o r i 
ranks ) . 

an 

M. T i l l i u s Kufus served f o r t y - n i n e y e a r s at 
l e a s t , p r i m u s p l l u s . 

VI 1645 praefeotus vehlculorum. 

VI 3*bd7 dead as pr i m u s p i l u s . 

These l i s t s i n d i c a t e the f u r t h e s t recorded point i n the 

c a r e e r s of p r i m i p i l a r e s known to have s t a r t e d t h e i r c a r e e r s 

i n the ranks of the p r a e t o r i a n guard. This must be emphasised, 

f o r on t n i s evidence must be judged the Durry t h e s i s , not on 

i s o l a t e d examples. The examples f o r the e a r l y p e r iod are few, 

and nothing d e r i n i t e can be s a i d about the f i r s t century. 

Under T r a j a n and Hadrian, on the other hand, i t i s notable how 

many c a r e e r s we know of which ended with the p r i m i p i l a t e . 

This i s not of course true f o r a l l p r i m i p i l a r e s , f o r as we s h a l l 

see i n the chapter on th£, p r o c u r a t o r s , t h i s very period saw a 

s i g n i f i c a n t i n c r e a s e i n the number of cases of p r i m i p i l a r l s 

p rocurators and p r e f e c t s . Two points are i l l u s t r a t e d here, 

the f a c t t h a t the m a j o r i t y of p r i m i p i l a r e s d i d not go on to 

f u r t h e r p o s t s , and that those who d i d quite f r e q u e n t l y d i d not 

i n d i c a t e t h e i r corps of o r i g i n . 

With the period of. the l a s t three Antonines we have a 
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number or examples of p r i m i p i l a r e s who began i n the ranks of 

the guard, and went on to p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . One reached the 

p r e f e c t u r e . As i s apparent, frum the evidence on geographical 

o r i g i n , t hat given i n the second p a r t of the chapter on the 

Rome centurions and th a t on the men ex equlte Romano, t h i s 

p eriod was marked by the favour shown to I t a l i a n s . Of the 

c a r e e r s , that of M. Bassaeus Rufus i s the only outstanding one, 

though i t i s to be noted that both L. Cominius Maximus and 

La Petronius sabinus began t h e i r c a r e e r s with s w i f t promotion, 

but circumstances unknown to us brought an end to t h e i r 

progress. The unknown of VI 31071 r e c e i v e d a centenarian 

p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , t h a t of XL Galliarum, a f t e r a legionary 

p r e f e c t u r e , and one would expect h i s f u r t h e r progress, i f he 

made any, to be slow. 

I n the t h i r d centiary there are two c a r e e r s of note, that 

of M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus un f o r t u n a t e l y being p o s s i b l y of a 

legionary, we know th a t he was a sp e c u l a t o r , but not whether 

he was such at Rome or on|a p r o v i n c i a l governor's s t a f f . The 

unknown of V I 1645 won the favour of the P h i l i p s , but i t i s 

probable that t h e i r f a l l brought h i s c a r e e r to an end. 

i t i s c l e a r so f a r that the t h e s i s of M. Durry mu-tfit be 

modified i n two important a s p e c t s . I t must be recognised that 

i t cannot be assumed that the v a s t m a j o r i t y of p r i m i p i l a r e s 

known to reach the top were p r a e t o r i a n s . E. B i r l e y i n f a c t i n 

an a r t i c l e examined t h i s problem of the corps of recruitment (6) 

atd I give h i s r e s u l t s , with my own f i g u r e s , i n the f i n a l 
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summary a f t e r the survey of the Rome ce n t u r i o n a t e s . His main 

point was that over f i f t y per cent of the p r i m i p i l a r e s known 

to us as r e c e i v i n g f u r t h e r promotion give no d e t a i l s of t h e i r 

c a r e e r before the p r i m i p i l a t e . The second m o d i f i c a t i o n i s i n 

the matter of proportion a l s o . M. Durry twice took M. V e t t i u s 

Valens as a t y p i c a l case (7J. I t has appeared here, and i t 
arc 

appears from whatever aspect the p r i m i p i l a r e s considered, that 
A 

i n f a c t the true t y p i c a l case i s that of the man who does not 

go beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e or, I f he does, becomes the p r e f e c t 

of the camp. M. Durry was completely j u s t i f i e d i n d e c l a r i n g 

the p o s s i b i l i t y of a b r i l l i a n t c a r e e r f o r the p r l m i p i l a r l s ; 

i t i s on the question of the proportion of p r i m i p i l a r e s f o r 

which such a c a r e e r was p o s s i b l e that I wish to take i s s u s 

with him. 

(b) As ce n t u r i o n 

The centurions of the Rome cohorts, as M. Durry observed 

{%%)> were r e c r u i t e d from the men ex equite Romano, and the 

e v o c a t i . A considerable amount of success among these 

centurions would be h i g h l y s i g n i f i c a n t . Among the l i s t s t h a t 

w i l l appear as we study various aspects of the Home centuri o n -

a t e s , w i l l be found the names of those who h e l d such centurion­

ates with whom we have already d e a l t as p r a e t o r i a n s o l d i e r s . 

In nine c a s e s , namely those of M. Apicius T i r o , M. A u r e l i u s 

P r i s c u s , C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r , C. Nummius Constans, Octavius 

aecundus, C. Oppius Bassus, L. Petronius Sabinus, S e x t i l i u s 
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Marcianus, and unknown of VI 3^887, Rome centurionates were 
not h e l d by ex- p r a e t o r i a n s . They h e l d only l e g i o n a r y centur­
i o n a t e s , with the ecveption of M. Au r e l i u s F r i s c u s , who only 
h e l d a centurionate i n the f r u m e n t a r l i . One of the questions 
we s h a l l have to ask ourselves i s whether the passage of the 
years i n the centurionate at Home or elsewhere was s i g n i f i c a n t . 

One of the f i r s t things that we n o t i c e about the home 

centurionates i s that tney are a l l graded according to t h e i r 

corps and i t i s uncommon t o hold two p o s t s i n the same grade. 

This i s i n d i r e c t c o n t r a s t to the centurions i n the l e g i o n s , 

of whom i n "wegeleben's view ( i ^ J , which I share, f i f t y out of 

s i x t y were on a par, This means that the centurion a t Rome 

must move from corps to corps i f ls*fe to be promoted. A 

legio n a r y centurion,on the other hand, can pass into the 

prlml ordlnes of the f i r s t cohort and through them^nto the 

f i r s t pri. m i p i l a t e without l e a v i n g the l e g i o n . A l s o he can 

change h i s l e g i o n f o r reasons unconnected with promotion. 

These matters are d e a l t with i n the chapter on the le g i o n a r y 

centurionate, so I w i l l not pursue them f u r t h e r now. The 

centurionates u»uully h e l d at Rome were as f o l l o w s : 

c e n t u r i o v i g i l u m 

c e n t u r i o statorum 

c e n t u r i o urbanus 

cantTarlo p raetorlanus 

primus ordo 7 p r i n c e s s castrorum 

( t r e c e n a r i u 3 ) 



'32. 
I have placed the post of t r e c e n a r l u a i n brackets because 

very l i t t l e t h a t l a c e r t a i n i s known about i t . L i p - s e r v i c e has 

been p a i d f o r a long time to the Domaazewski dictum that the 
10 

t r e c e n a r i u s was commander of the three hundred s p e c u l a t o r e s , 

but i t has been c l e a r l y recognised that the s o l u t i o n to f i t a l l 

the contexts i n which we f i n d t h i s post has hot y e t been found. 

A very u s e f u l study, which sees c l e a r l y that there i s a problem, 

i s t h a t of P a s s e r i n i . My own d i s c u s s i o n w i l l p e found i n an 

appendix. I n the same appendix w i l l be found a d i s c u s s i o n of 

the three people whose r e l a t i o n s are not a l t o g e t h e r c l e a r , the 

primus ofrdo, the prlnceps castrorum, and the princeps p r a e t o r i i . 

I t need only be noted here t h a t I have not included the l a t t e r X 

here, f o r that o f f i c e has y e t to be proved to be p r a e t o r i a n , as 

an examination of Domaszewski 1s argument with the t e x t s w i l l 
1* 

soon demonstrate. While i t would be unwise to t r y to s t a t e 

d e f i n i t e e q uivalents of centurionates at Rome and i n the l e g i o n a : 

i t may be noted here that L. Aemilius Paternus, C. C e s t i u s 

Sabinus and S u l p i c i u s U r s u l a s began i n Home with the urban 

centurionate a f t e r holding l e g i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n a t e s , and 

M. Pompeius Asper with the p r a e t o r i a n . 

The next question that a r i s e s i s that of-Domaszewski's 

contentiun t h a t , except f o r c e r t a i n p r a e t o r i a n c e n t u r i o n a t e s , 

the p r i m i p i l a t e i s always preceded by a l e g i o n a r y centurionate, 
13 

i n the grade of p r i n c e p s . The exception he g i v e s i s that of 

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

u n c e r t a i n evidence (see IX 29t$a i n the Prosopography;. I n f a c t 
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there are a number of cases of d i r e c t promotion to the 

p r i m i p i l a t e from the p r a e t o r i a n c e n t u r i o n a t e , i n which there i s 

no need to suppose t h a t the centurionate i n question was 

"primus ordoy namely those of r. B r u t t i u s Gratus, L. Cominius 

Maximus, G, S u f p i c i u s U r s u l u s , M. Pompeius Asper, and of Cn. 

Marcius Ku s t i u s Kufinus. 

Vv'e come now to the a n a l y s i s of the c a r e e r s of these men 

who passed through the home ce n t u r i o n a t e s . Two methods of 

a n a l y s i s are p o s s i b l e , by c h r o n o l o g i c a l period, and by type of 

c a r e e r . 

1. Before Claudius 
L. Ovinius Rufus prim, ordo cohortium p r a e t . D i v i 

Augusti, prim. p i l . l e g . X I I I I Gem. 
t r i b . m i l . cohort. X l u r b . , t r i b . 
m i l . coh. I l l p r a e t . , p r a e f . fabr.. 

IX 2983 (7 c o j h . V I I pr., primus ordo pr 

aQ. f a j b r . T i . C a e s a r i s Augusti. 

c. Claudius-Nero 

P. Alfenus vabr)s t r e c e n a r i u s Augusti.,- pp. - praef. 
c a s t . , p r a e f . prciet.. 

L. R u f e l l l u s Severus (7 coh. .. ,vig.~] et s t a t o r . et coh. 
Vx Q)raet.Jj p r i m i p i l i I I l e g . 
..et l e g . .. , t r i b . coh. V I I pr., 

probably r e t i r e d . 
M. V e t t i u s Valens evoc. Aug., 7 coh. V I v i g . , 7 s t a t . 

7-coh. XVTurb., 7 coh. I I ~ p r . , 
e x e r c i t a t o r i e q u i t . speculatorum, 
p r i n c i p . p r a e t o r i l e g . X I I I Gem., ex 
t r e e , f p p j l e g . VI V i c t r . , t r i b . coh 
V v i g r , f i r i b . coh. X I I urb., coh. 
I l l pr.,|pp. I l j l e g . X I l i f l f G e m . 
Mart. V i c l ; r . , proc. Imp.QTeronisJ 
Caes. Aug. prov. L u s i t a n . . 

3. F l a v i a n s 

Q. Raecius Rufus t r e c e n a r i o , p r i n c . praet.,pp. l e g . 



4. F i r s t Century 

P. B r u t t i u s Gratus 

5. Trajan-Hadrian 

L. Aemilius Paternus 

C. A r r i u s Clemens 

jvi. Pompeius Asper 

Sex. V i b i u s G a l l u s 

X I alia 

6. Pius-Commodu3 

C. C e s t i u s Sabinus 

L. Cominius Maxlmus 

X I I Fulm., dead. 

7 c h o r t . I p r a e t . , jjprimTJ 
p i l . l e g . X I I I I . . . 

p r a ef. f a b r . , 7 l e g . V U G . , 
7 l e g . I M., 7 l e g . V I I 01., 
7 l e g . X I I I G., 7 con. Vfurb" 
7 con. I l l pr., CCC l e g . I I 
Aug. et pp.. 

evocato Aug., 7 coll. I v i g i l . 
7 statorum, 7 coh. X I I I I urb. 
7 coh. V I I pr., t r e c e n a r i o , 
7 l e g . I l l Aug., p r i m i p i l a r i . 

7 l e g . XV A p o l l i n a r . , 7 coh. 
I l l pr., prlmop. l e g . I l l 
Cyren., praef. c a s t r . l e g . 
XX V i c t r . . 

t r e c e n a r i u s , p r i m i p i l a r i s , 
jr p r a e f . kast^br. l e g . X I I I G.. 

{prim. p i ] l . iheg. V I F e r r . , 
7 leg...ex CCC et coh. X pra-
[ e t . e t j u r b . et statorum et 
Q..vig., ejv o c . Aug.. 

7 l e g . I I A d i u t r i c . p i a . f i d . 
et l e g . V I I Claud, p. f . , 
7 coh. V I I I pr., 7 l e g . V I I I 
Aug. ex t r e c e n a r i o , pp. leg 
I A d i u t r i c i s p.f., t r i b . coh. 
X I I I urb._. . - - -

pp.bis, p r o c u r a t o r i M. Anton-
i n i Aug., praef. l e g . I I 
Traianae f o r t i s , CC, t r i b # 

chor. V I I p r a e t o r i a e , X I I I I 
urbanae, I I I v i g u l . , c e n t u r i o 
c h o r t l s I pr., X urbanae, V 
v i g . , evocato Augustorum.. 
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Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus (praef. p r a e t . J -^cohort-

T.um vigilum, p£rjaepesitc 
anjnonae Imp. e t c . , praef 
c l a s s i u m p r a e t o r i a Qrujm" 
Misenatium Qet Ravennat,:> 
t r i b . cojhortium primae 
j r a e C t o j r i a e , X I urban., 
|y i v i g i l . , prim. p i l . 
legijonum I I I Cyrenaicae, 
I I I G a l l ( i c a e J , 7 c o h . I 
jpr. 1. jexercitsatcQri equit 
{Tim speculator.Tjjurb. ... 
v3jg., XV Aploll.,'gb Imp. 
Augusto ordinibu£s 
a a s c r i p t o exTequite 
Roman Q)J. ^ 

C. S a t r i u s Crescens eq. publ., (7 p r a e t . 
ex CCC,(7 I I I Aug. J,pp. 
l e g . I l l Aug.. 

0. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 

V I 31871 

praef. symmachiariorum 
Asturum b e l l i D a c i c i , 
7 l e g . I Minerviae p. f . , 
7 coh. X I I urbanae, 7 
coh. I I I I p r a e t o r i a e , pp. 
l e g . XILX, praef. l e g . 
I l l Aug. 

HUMS.proc. X L j G a l l i a r . , 
p r a e p o s i t . v J ^ x i l l a t i o r j u i i 
per I t a l . ] ] e t Raet. e t 
N o r i c T b e l l o Germanico, 
p r a T e r * k a s t r . l e g . I I 
Tra{T.anae f o r t i s , pp. 
l e g . .., 7 cohh. .. 
p j r a e t . , X I I urb., £ . 
v i g . , evoc. a comm, 
cus] tod.. 

Second Century 

Amblasius Secundus mcc Aug., j 7 . . 7 coh.J 
I v i g , 7 coh. X I I I I urb. 
Dzjleg. V Ma. ex t r . , 
m a c f s t r e ...hie I 
A d i u t r i c i s p.f.. 

T h i r d Century 

L. Arbustius V a l e n t i n u s evoc. Aug. ex coh. I I I I 
p r., 7 coh. I I v i g . , 
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M. A u r e l i u s I u s t u s ( i ) 

C. Didius Saturninus 

T. F l a v i u a C a r a l i t a n u s 

T. F l a v i u s Maximus 

G. I u l i u s Canlnus 

O c l a t i u s Sacerdos 

M. T i l l i u s Rufus 

8. Undated 

A. Numisiunus G a l l u s 

V. v95a 

7 coh. X I urb., 7 coh. V I I 
pr., 7 l e g . V I I Ge., 7 l e g . 
¥11 Gemin. p.f., pp. l e g . 
I I I I F l . F e l . . 

ex CGC p.p.. 

m i l . p r a e t . - 7 p r a e t . - pp. 
(At l e a s t t h i r t y - e i g h t years 
before p r i m i p i l a t e reached;. 

7 p r a e t . - pp.. 

ex 7 p r a e t . pp. praef. l e g . 
I l l Aug. S e v e r i . . 

p r e f . l e g . I I Ad. p. f . 
S e f v e r i a n a e ^ , ex tr e e (ena^tib 

(ex CC]C pp. l e [g.. 

(pp. l e g . X X I I P r . ) , 7 l e g . 
XX V a l . V i c t . , ex CCC coh. 
I l l pr. p.v., p r i n , castror., 
eq. p. exor. e t donis donato 
ab Imp. Severo e t Antonino 
Aug., 7 coh. X I I urb. e t I 
v i g . , evoc. Augg.. (49*53 
y e a r s ' s e r v i c e . j 

t r e c e n a r i o , primop. l e g . 
XIV Gem.. 

...7 coh. .. urjbanae, 7 coh 
V [ p r a e t . , ... pp. l e j g . 
X I C I . p . f ., p r a j e f . l e g . . . . 

I n the f i r s t p e r i o d of a l l , we note the s e n i o r post of 

pra e f e c t u s fabrum c l o s i n g the c a r e e r , and the cases of the 

primus ordo of the p r a e t o r i a n cohorts. The evidence f o r the 

f i r s t century i n general I s scanty. Again, the period T r a j a n -

Hadrian i s notable f o r the la c k of progress beyond the 
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p r i m i p i l a t e , and the period P i u s - Commodus i a a marked c o n t r a s t , 

e s p e c i a l l y when we remind ourselves t h a t M. Bassaeus Rufus a l s o 

belongs to t h i s period. The t h i r d centaury has no outstanding 

c a r e e r s , the two people from the ranks of the guard who rose to 

the h e i g h t s , M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus (not c e r t a i n l y a p r a e t o r i a n J 

and the unknown of V I 1645, not having Rome centurionates 

a t t e s t e d ; though we know so l i t t l e of t h e i r c a r e e r s that we 

cannot a s s e r t that they d i d not ho l d such p o s t s . The p i c t u r e 

thus agjgees with the general one we have of the v a r i a t i o n i n 

favour shown towards the p r a e t o r i a n , and to some extent, to the 

men ex equite Romano. I t i s of course to be borne i n mind i n 

a s s e s s i n g these f i g u r e s that the Rome centurions could be from 

e i t h e r or these two sources. We come now to types of c a r e e r . 

As f u l l t e x t s appear above, tnese are given i n abbreviated form. 

( a } Careers where leg i o n a r y centurionates precede the Rome 

po s t s . 

L. Aemillus Pater-nus 

C. C e s t i u s Sabinus 

Cn. Marcius Rustius 
Rufinus 

M. Pompeiua Asper 

G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 

p r a e f . f a b r . , 7 4 l e g i o n s , 7 
urb., 7 p_r., t r e e , l e g . , pp., 
Bead. 

-7a l e g i o n s , 7 urb., 7 pr., 
t r e e . , 7 l e g . , pp t > t r l b . ooh. 
X I I I urb.. 

ex equite Romano, 7 l e g . , 7 v i g . 
7 urb., % praeTT, pp - praetor-
i a n p r e f e c t . 

7 l e g . , 7 pa?., pp., praef. c a s t e 

p r a e f . coh., 7 l e g . , 7 urb., 
7 p r a e t . , pp., p r a e f . l e g . . 



(b; Careers where leg i o n a r y centurionates f o l l o w the Home 
posts. 

firablasius Secundus 

L. Arbustlus Valentinus 

C. A r r i u s Clemens 

C. S a t r l u s Crescens 

M. T i l l i u s wufus 

M. V e t t i u s Val ens 

evoc., 7 v i g . , 7 urb.. t r e e . , 
7 l e g . , p_p_. Dead. 

evoc., 7 MLig., 7 urb., 7 pr., 
7 twice i n same l e g i o n , pp.. 
Dead. 

evoc., 7 v i g . , 7 s t a t . , 7 urb, 
7 p_r., t r e e . , 7 l e g . , pp.. 
Probably r e t i r e d . 

eq. publ., ..7praet., - tree., 
7 l e g . , - £p_.. 

evoc., 7 v i g . , 7 urb., p r i n c . 
c a s t . , t r e e , coh. pr., 7 l e g . f 

pp.. 49-53 y e a r s • s e r v i c e . 

evoc., 7 vL g., 7 s t a t . , 7 urb. 
7 p r a e t . , «§& Erato., p r i n c . 
p r a e t . l e g . , pjo - f i r s t - e c h e l ( 
ducenarian procurfcfcorship. & 

( c ; Careers with Rome ceniturionates only 

L. Cominus Maximus eyoc., 7 vllg., 7 urb., 7 p_r., 
pp - two ducenarian procurat­
or s h i p s . Dead. 

(d; Fragments or aobreviated c a r e e r s . 

L. R u f e l l i u s severus 

V 795a 

X I all* 

V I 3lb71 

P. Alfenus Varus 

7 vjig?, 7 s t a t . , 7 p_r., - pp., 
- pp I I . Probably r e t i r e d . 

....7 urb., 7 p_r., - pp., 
pra e f . l e g . . 

evoc., 7 v i g . ?,_7 s t a t . , 
7~urb., 7 pr., t r e e . , - pp. .. 
Career broken o f f . 

evoc., 7 v i g ?. 7 urb., 7 pr., 
- p_£ - to a centenarian 
p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , Career broken 
o f f . 
fcrec. - pp. - praef. c a s t . -
p r a e f . p r a e t . . 
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M. Au r e l i u s Ius t u s ( i j 

G. I u l i u s Caninus 

A. Numisienus G a l l u s 

O c l a t i u s Sacerdos 

Q. Raecius Rufus 

Sex. V i b i u s G a l l u s 

P. B r u t t i u s Gratus 

C. Didlus SatuEmlnus 

T. P l a v i u s C a r a l i t a n u s 

T. F l a v i u s Maxlmus 

L. Ovinius Rufus 

IX 2983 

ex t r e e . pp. 

p r e f . l e g , ex t r e e . 

t r e e . , pp.. 

ex t r e e , pp. 

t r e e . , p r i n o . p r a e t . , pp. 

t r e e . , £p_., pr a e f . c a s t r . . 
Probably ex equite Romano. 

- ... 7 p_r., c a r e e r 
broken o f f . 

m i l , p r a e t . - 7 jar. - pp. 

7 p r a e t . - p_p_., dead. 

ex 7 p r a e t . pp. pr a e f . l e g . 

prim, ordo coh. pr., pp. -
to praef f a b r . . 

7 p r a e t . , prim, ordo coh. pr. 
prae f . f a b r . 

The f i r s t group includes three men ex equite Romano, and 

two men of u n c e r t a i n corps of o r i g i n . This i s f a r too small a 

b a s i s to form a conclusion on, but i t i s worth while asking 

ourselves whether i t i s p o s s i b l e t h a t only the men ex equite 

Romano noaanally h e l d l e g i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n a t e s before Rome 

centurionates whlleotKe e x - p r a e t o r i a n , i f he h e l d the l a t t e r , 

did so immediately upon commission as cen t u r i o n . I f t h i s i s 

v a l i d , the reason may be a d m i n i s t r a t i v e convenience, the 

evocatus being i n Rome, while the directly-commissioned 

centurion was probably i n h i s home province, from which he 

could go to the l e g i o n s t a t i o n e d there or to a neighbouring 
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one as conveniently as to Rome. A d e f i n i t e answer can only be 

given i n the l i g h t of f r e s h evidence. The only outstanding 

c a r e e r beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e i s t h a t of Rufinus, but i t i s to 

be noted that C. C e s t i u s Sabinus h e l d the important t h i r t e e n t h 

urban cohort, one of those outside Rome, and such a post 

c a r r i e d the p o s s i b i l i t y of d i r e c t nomination to a f i r s t - e c h e l o n 

ducenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . 

In the second group u s u a l l y only one legionary centurionate 

was h e l d , i n the case of M. V e t t i u s Valens that of princeps 

p r a e t o r i i . L. Arbustius Valentinus h e l d two centurionates i n 

the same l e g i o n . I n t h i s group of s i x i t i s notable that only 

one d e f i n i t e l y went beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e , Valens. We are not 

c e r t a i n about Crescens, and i t must be remembered i n h i s case 

t h a t he may have been ex equite Romano. The others were a l l 

e v o c a t i . 

Only i n one case I s the c a r e e r f u l l enough^ to prove t h a t 

no l e g i o n a r y centurionate was h e l d , that|of L. ComiMus Maximus. 

He d i e d at the age of eighty, but h i s c a r e e r had come to an 

abrupt end s e v e r a l years p r e v i o u s l y . 

Some of the men i n the f i n a l group, of course, may not 

have h e l d l e g i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n a t e s . As f a r as t h e i r c a r e e r s - a r e 

concerned, ignoring the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e which Alfenus 

Varus owed to c i v i l war, the h i g h e s t point reached i s pp. I I , 

by L. R u f e l l i u s Severus. L. Ovinius Rufus had a c a r e e r that i n 

the second century might have l e d to p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , but i n 

h i s period, before Claudius, l e d to the post of p r a e f e c t u s 



fabrum, as did^jbhat of the unknown of DC 2983. This i s the post 

on the s t a f f of a governor commanding l e g i o n s , and not to be 

confused with the post h e l d by L. Aemilius Paternus, which was 

c i v i l . Of those whose c a r e e r s are broken o f f , the most notable 

i s t h a t of the unknown of V I 31871, who reactied a centenarian 

p r o c u r a t o r s h l p , but t h i s c a r e e r was f a r l e s s l i k e l y than that 

of the Rome t r i b u n a t e s to l e a d to a number of ducenarian 

p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . 

Having examined these l i s t s of known p r a e t o r i a n s o l d i e r s 

and c e n t u r i o n s , to which perhaps the name of Saturninus might 

be added, s u r e l y the f i r s t thing that s t r i k e s us I s the p a u c i t y 

of the evidence, p a r t i c u l a r l y as f a r as men who served i n the 

ranks are concerned, f o r t h e i r progress beyond the p r i m l p i l a t e 

and the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp. The conclusions of E. B i r l e y 

i n the a r t i c l e c i t e d above may be compared (6). This f a c t 

stands out whatever l i s t one examines, even f o r the men ex 

equite Romano. Th i s i s the s t a r t i n g - p o i n t f o r our estimate of 

the accuracy of the p i c t u r e painted by M. Durry (1£). That 

p i c t u r e was based on two observations, I take I t , that a 

number of outstanding procurators and p r e f e c t s i s s u e d from the 

p r l m l p i l a r e s , and that a l a r g e number of p r l m i p i l a r e s were 

p r a e t o r i a n s . I n t h i s l a t t e r point he could of course base 

h i m s e l f on Domaszewski To these two po i n t s I would 

observe the f o l l o w i n g : ( a j the proportion of the recorded 

p r i m l p i l a r e s who rose to be procurators or p r e f e c t s I s very 

small i n r e l a t i o n to t h e i r number, as appears from a number of 



l i s t s throughout t h i s study?) and i t can indeed be demonstrated 

that the proportion could never be gr e a t , given the number of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s a v a i l a b l e , the posts they hadto f i l l , and the 

competition they had to face; (b; the per i o d of time w i t h i n 

which p r a e t o r i a n s r e c e i v e d the v a s t m a j o r i t y of the p r i m i p i l a t e 

i s demonstrably the rei g n s of the l a s t three Antonines, and f o r 

no period i s i t demonstrable t h a t the p r a e t o r i a n s provid&d the 

bulk of the p r i m i p i l a r e s proceeding beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e . 

( I t i s not c e r t a i n what proportion of men ex equlte Romano 

there was under the l a s t three Antonines, incident^ly;. On the 

question of men proceeding beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e I give below 

some very s i g n i f i c a n t f i g u r e s from t h a t same a r t i c l e by E. 

B i r l e y , with my own, der i v e d from a l a r g e r number of examples. 
BIRLEY DOBSON 

No s e r v i c e p r i o r to p_p_. recorded 64 lirf2 61% 
P r i o r s e r v i c e i n leg i o n s only 20 25 lxh% 

u " i n legions and guard 2 9 4§# 
" " i n guard only 

" i n s u f f i c i e n t l y c l e a r 3 ex eq.R 7 3i; 

BIRLEY DOBSON 
64 1*2 
20 25 
2 9 

12 la 
3 ex eq .R 7 

c a s t . 11 
Misc. 10 

101 196 

5i% 
5% 

93% 

Ignoring the other f i g u r e s , as soi.many of the c a r e e r s on 
which they are based are summarised, f i l a m e n t a r y , or incomplete 

n o t i c e how l i t t l e the proportion of those who give no inform­

a t i o n as to t h e i r corps of o r i g i n , or even of t h e i r centurion-

a t e s , has v a r i e d . 

A f u r t h e r point that a r i s e s i n co n s i d e r i n g the t h e s i s of 

M. Durry i s the speed of the passage through the Rome centurion 

a t e s , which he co n t r a s t e d with that through the legions (16J. 
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However, I t seems t r u e r to say t h a t the passage through the 
Rome c e n t u r i o n a t e s , was governed I n I t s speed by the a b i l i t y of 
the i n d i v i d u a l . Thus S a t r i u s Crescens took twelve y e a r s to 
reach the p r i m i p i l a t e fromt he p r a e t o r i a n c e n t u r i o n a t e s . M. 
T i l l i u s Rufus spent twenty-three years at l e a s t i n the centur-
ionate, eignteen or more of which were spent i n four Rome 
centurionates and one l e g i o n a r y . S e x t i l i u s Marcianus, on the 
other hand, h e l d h i s c e n t u r i o n a t e s i n the l e g i o n s , and spent 
t h i r t y - o n e y e a r s i n that rank, having been an evocatu3 f i v e 
y e a r s . C. A r r i u s Clemens spent a minimum of twenty ye a r s i n 
four Rome cent u r i o n a t e s and the post of t r e o e n a r i u s . C. Didius 
Saturninus reached the .praetorian centurionate f o r t y y e a r s a f t e r 
h i s f i r s t decoration. Varius y u i n t i u s Gaianus served 55 y e a r s 
and died at the age or e i g h t y - f i v e without reaching the 
p r i m i p i l a t e , and L. L a e l i u s Fuscus served forty-two y e a r s withr 
out reaching i t . Both were t r e c e n a r i i . The true c o n t r a s t 
would thus appear to be between the man destined f o r g r e a t thiijp 
and the man who was a good s o l d i e r , and nothing more, r a t h e r 
than between the centurionates at Rome and the centurionates i n 
the p r o v i n c e s . That i s not, of course, to ignore the f a c t t h a t 
from the s o c i a l p oint of view l i f e i n Rome was i n f i n i t e l y more 
pl e a s a n t , and the p r a e t o r i a n s and men ex equite Romano 
correspondingly more p r i v i l e g e d . 

I have no \i i s h to minimise the p a r t played by the guard. 

I t provided f i r s t - c l a s s m a t e r i a l . Some of the p r i m i p i l a r e s who 

rose to p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s and p r e f e c t u r e s and whose e a r l y c a r e e r s 
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are unknown, must have been p r a e t o r i a n s , though we cannot say 

d e f i n i t e l y which. But the evidence does not demonstrate a 

monopoly or quasi-monopoly. In t h e i r most f l o u r i s h i n g period, 

Pius-Commodus, they s t i l l f a c e d the competition of the men 

ex equite Komano. The reasons given by £. B i r l e y i n h i s 

a r t i c l e (19; would however always ensure them of r e p r e s e n t a t i o n 

i n the corps of p r i m i p i l a r e s h igher thaiti t h e i r comparative 

numbers would warrant, i . e . such things as s u p e r i o r education, 

the favour of the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t , the opportunity to g a i n 

the favour of other h i g h l y - p l a c e d men, and of the emperor him­

s e l f . Above a l l , i t must be emphasised that f o r them as f o r 

the p r i m i p i l a r e s as a body the main sphere of u s e f u l n e s s was 

the centuirionate, the p r i m i p i l a t e , and the p r e f e c t u r e of the 

camp. They a l s o helped to f i l l the Kome t r i b u n a t e s . The 

p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , however, were only reached by a small number 

of g i f t e d and favoured men, drawn from the three sources to 

which we have so c o n s t a n t l y r e f e r r e d , of whom an even s m a l l e r 

group was earmarked f o r the o-en-tuB3iOftato» The most, i n my 

judgement, that can be s a i d with regard to the c o n t r i b u t i o n of 

the p r a e t o r i a n guard to the p r i m i p i l a t e i s , that i t was more 

than p r o p o r t i o n a l to. t h e i r numbers,- was. not p r i m a r i l y or mainly— 

a c o n t r i b u t i o n to the p r i m i p i l a r f t s p r o c u r a t o r s , and cannot be 

e x a c t l y c a l c u l a t e d i n view of the l a r g e number ofT men, both 

those who r e t i r e d as p r i m i p i l a r e s and those who went f u r t h e r , 

who give us no c l u e as to t h e i r corps of o r i g i n . 
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE EQUESTRIAN ORDER 

The seeking and obtaining by e q u e s t r i a n s of d i r e c t 

commissions as centurions i s c l e a r l y a t t e s t e d i n l i t e r a t u r e . 

Seneca, controv, 9 Census i n c a s t r i s ordinem 
promovet, census i n foro i u d i c e s 
l e g i t (A.D. 31). 

Seneca, d. gramm. , 2k. V a l e r i u s Probus, B e r y t i u s , 
d i u centurionatum p e t i i t , donee 
taedio ad s t u d i a se c o n t u l i t . 

I-Iieronymus ad a, Abr. 2072 Probus B e r y t i u s . .. Romae 
ag n o s c i t u r (A.D. 56) 

F r o n t i n . , S t r a t . t IV 6,l| Divus Augustus Vespasianus cum 
quendam adolescentem honeste 

notum r u i l i t i a e inliabilem an^ustiarum r e i f a m i l i a r i s causa 
eductum ad longiorem ordinem r e s c i s s e t , c o n s t i t u t o censu 
honesta missione e x a u c t o r a v i t . 

Juvenal, XIV 19 Dirue Maurorum a t t e g i a s , c a s t e l l a 
Brigantum, Ut locupletem aquilam 
t i b i sexagensimus annus Adferat. 

P l i n y , e p i s t . , V I 25. M e t i l i u s Crispus munic|jfe)s meus: 
huic ego ordinem impetraveram 

atque etiam p r o f i c i s c e n t i quadraginta m i l i a nummum ad 
instruendum ornandumque donavcram (97-108) 

F l o r u s , fragm. Halm., p. 108 Nempe s i mihi maximus imperator 
vitem, i d e s t centum homines 

regendos t r a d i d i s s e t , non mediocris honos habitus mini 
v i d e r e t u r ; cedo s i praefecturam, tribunatum: nempe idem 
honos, n i s i quod rnerces amplior. 

SHA P e r t i n a x 1,5*6. P. H e l v i u s P e r t i n a x grammaticen 
profess.us e.st; _ sed. cum i n ea 

minus quaestus p r o f i c e r e t , per Lollianum Avitum, consularem 
virum, p a t r i s patronum, ducendi o r d i n i s dignitatem p e t i i t . . . 
d ein p r a e f e c t u s c o h o r t i s i n Syriam p r o f e c t u s e s t . 

Dio 52, 25 I f any of the k n i g h t s , a f t e r 
(Loeb t r a n s . ) p a s s i n g through many branches of 

the s e r v i c e , d i s t i n g u i s h e s 
h i m s e l f enough to become a senator, h i s age ought not to 
hinder him a t a l l from being e n r o l l e d i n the senate. Indded, 
some Ivnights should be r e c e i v e d i n t o the senate, even i f they 



have seen s e r v i c e only as company commanders i n the c i t i z e n 
l e g i o n s , except such as have served i n the rank and f i l e . 
F o r i t i s "both a shame and a reproach that men of t h i s s o r t 
who have c a r r i e d faggots and c h a r c o a l , should be found on 
the r o l l of the senate; but i n the case of knights who 
began t h e i r s e r v i c e with the rank of centurion, there i s 
nothing to prevent the most notabjbe of them from belonging 
to the senate. 

Only some of these cases of course r e l a t e to e q u e s t r i a n s . 

A man who had reached a municipal magistracy might have 

hopes of obtaining a d i r e c t commission as centurion, and i n 

the t a b l e s that follow I w i l l atempt to d i s t i n g u i s h such 

men from e q u e s t r i a n s , though t h i s cannot be done f o r every 

case. I t w i l l be noted that the l i t e r a r y r e f e r e n c e s cover 

most of the f i r s t two c e n t u r i e s , and i f we take Dio to have 

been t h i n k i n g i n terms of h i s own time i n the speech he put 

i n the mouth of Maecenas, we have i t a t t e s t e d f o r the f i r s t 

h a l f of the t h i r d century as w e l l . L e t us now examine the 

e p i g r a p h i c evidence. Here I have made a s t r i c t d i v i s i o n 

between those where the d i r e c t commission i s s t a t e d or 

d i r e c t l y implied, and those where I have deduced i t , even 

on strong grounds. I give f i r s t a l i s t of cases where 

e q u e s t r i a n s held posts normally a s s o c i a t e d with p r i m i p i l a r e s . 

A r r i u s Salanus p r a e f e c t u s castrorum. 
Cn. Manlius x r i b . c o h o r t i s praet.. 

Pompeius Longinus p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e . 
Nymphidiias Sabinus p r a e t o r i a n tribune. 
V e s p s i u s P o l l i o p r a e f e c t u s castrorum. 

C. I u l i u s P acatianus p r e f e c t of a P a r t h i a n 
l e g i o n . 

A l l but E a c a t i a n u s belong to the p e r i o d before 69, and 

i n each case, i n c l u d i n g Pacatianus, there i s a c l e a r reason, 
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e i t h e r the post "being i n an embryonic s t a t e , or 

e x t r a o r d i n a r y circumstances "being a t work. 

P r i m i p i l a r e s who obtained t h e i r centurionate by d i r e c t 
Commission 

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA 

P. A n i c i u s wiaximus ? P i s i d i a n Antioch p r e f e c t of carap 
i n Egypt. 

VESPASIAN TO NERVA 

On. Pompeius Homullus ? 
TRAJAN TO HADRIAN 
L. Aemilius P a t e r n i u s 
T. Pontius Sabinus 

L. TerentiuB Rufus 
L. Decrius Longinus 
M. Calpurnius Seneca? 

T i Claudius Secundinus? 
L. Gavius Pronto? 

N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s ? 3 6 

C e l e r 
Iviarcius T i t i a n u a 
Sex. V i b i u s G a l l u s 
L. Camrnius Secundinus? 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 

Cn. Marcius R u s t i u s 
Rufinus 
G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 
C. S a t r i u s Crescens? 
C. V a l e r i u s Eansa ? 3 6 

T. S t a t i l i u s Solon 

Spain ? a r a t i o n i b u s 

Spain 
I t a l y 

Spain 
I t a l y 
S pain 

I t a l y 
A t t a l e i a 
Pamphylia. 
Spain 

jPrimuspilus 
jfcr ocurat orship, 

1 s t echelon, 
t r i b u n e of v i g i l e s 
p r e f e c t of camp, 
-procuratorship, 
f o u r t h echelon, 
p r a e f e c t u s annonae. 

p r e f e c t of camp, 
t r i b . v i g . . 

Balbura, L y c i a pp. I I 
Amastris, 
Paphlagonia. 
I t a l y ? 

p r e f e c t of camp, 
centenarian proc.. 

I t a l y 
S pain 
Rome 
I t a l y 

Heraclea, 
A s i a 

p r a e t o r i a n pref. 
p r e f e c t of camp, 
primuspilus 
j^rocurator, 1 s t 

echelon. 

p r e f e c t of camp. 



THE THIRD CFNTUEY 

L. Pe t r o n i u s Taurus 
Volusianus 
M. A e l i u s Caesonianus 
C. I u M u s Carianus 
P. A e l i u s Apollonianus 

P. A e l i u s Primianus ? 

P. A e l i u s m a r c e l l u s ? 
L. Aemilius M a r c e l l i n u s 

APPROXIMATELY DATED 

Q. P r e c i u s Proculus? 
L. B e t u t i u s I'urianue 3 6 

k. Cocceius Romanus ? 

Sex. I u l i u s Severus 

I t a l y 
Amastris 

A p h r o d i s i a s , 
C a r i a . 
Auzia, I'.Iaur. 
Gaes. . 
Apulum, Dacia 

p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
p r i m u s p i l u s 
p r i m u s p i l u s 

primuspilus 

t r i b . v i g . . 
praef. l e g . 
prim u s p i l u s 

I t a l y pp. I I 
I t a l y (Second century) pp. 
Tipasa, iuaur. 
Caes. (150+) pp.. 
Caesarea, i.Iaur 
Caes. ' (Before 200.) pp. 

The p a u c i t y of evidence f o r the e a r l y period i s 

probably p a r t l y due to the general l a c k of information 

concerning the antecedents of the p r i m i p i l a r e s before 69. 

Those a s t e r i s k e d are cpses where those concerned were not 

n e c e s s a r i l y e q u e s t r i a n s . I t should be noted when 

cons i d e r i n g the d i s t r i b u t i o n i n time t h a t L, Decrius 

Longinus, Iv'arcius T i t i a n u s , and Sex. V i b i u s G a l l u s could 

belong to the period of the F l a v i a n s , G. S u l p i c i u s Ursulus 

i s not c e r t a i n l y dated to the Dacian war of Gommodus, and 

I V I . A e l i u s Caesonianus and U. I u l i u s Carianus are not 

c e r t a i n l y t h i r d century. 

The f i r s t question with which we must deal i s the 



g e n e r a l one of the motive that l e d the e q u e s t r i a n to 

choose the centurionate i n preference to the normal 

e q u e s t r i a n c a r e e r ? iu. Durry (1 ) and H. Zwicky (2) have 

suggested that i t was the advantages of the " p r a e t o r i a n " 

c a r e e r , i . e . the passage through the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , as an 

approach to the pr o c u r a t o r s h i p s . But I have demonstrated 

i n the chapter on the pro c u r a t o r s h i p s that only a very 

small proportion of a l l p r i m i p i l a r e s obtained procurator-

s h i p s . The p o s s i b i l i t y of a young man e n t e r i n g the 

centurionate reaching the p r i m i p i l a t e , the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 

and beyond them the ducenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s was quite 

remote. On the other hand, the e q u e s t r i a n o f f i c e r was 

e l i g i b l e f o r the sexagenarian and ce n t e n a r i a n procurator-

s h i p s , and th e r e f o r e had more hone of obtaining some s o r t 

of procuratorship. The number of p o s s i b l e procurator-ships 

f o r p r i m i n i l a r e s was s l i g h t l y i n c r e a s e d by the p o s s i b i l i t y 

from Hadrian's tinje of the p r i m i p i l a r i s who had f a i l e d to 

gain s e l e c t i o n f o r the Rome t r i b u n a t e s r e c e i v i n g a 

centenari a n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , but a t a l l times there was a 

gr e a t e r number and v a r i e t y of p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s a v a i l a b l e 

f o r the man who had had the normal e q u e s t r i a n career. 

The p o s s i b i l i t y . o f e v e n t u a l l y obtaining a procurator-

ship can h a r d l y have appeared cogent to the young equestrian. 

lUuch moffi r e l e v a n t to him was the f a c t t h a t s e r v i c e as a 

centurion meant a l i f e - t i m e c a r e e r , with retirement a t a 
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r i p e age w i t h wealth and p r e s t i g e * On t h i s reasoning the 
p r i m i p i l a t e was the goal, though even i f i t were not 
reached the career would have been f i n a n c i a l l y worthwhile* 
The c e n t u r i o n had s e c u r i t y , whereas the equestrian o f f i c e r was 
only i n the I m p e r i a l service when a c t u a l l y h o l d i n g a p o s t ( | ) 
so h i s career could end at any time. The centurion only 
l o s t h i s post through o l d age, i n c a p a c i t y due to wounds or 
i l l - h e a l t h , or dishonourable conduct. This explains why 
i n f a c t the equestrian regarded the commission as centu r i o n 
as the b e t t e r career, and not merely as an a l t e r n a t i v e or 
a career " f a u t e de mieux". This i s c l e a r from the case 
of P e r t i n a x , who t r i e d f o r a d i r e c t comission as c e n t u r i o n , 
but had t o be content w i t h the p r e f e c t u r e o f a cohort. A 

f u r t h e r i n d i c a t i o n o f t h i s i s t h a t T. Pontius Sabinus, a f t e r 
having h e l d two equestrian m i l i t i a e , w a s prepared t o t r a n s f e r 
to the centurionate. He spent some years i n tha t post, 
and though he e v e n t u a l l y reached the f i r s t ducenarian 
echelon of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l career, I do not t h i n k t h a t 
h i s t r a n s f e r was actuated by any expectation o f the 
pr o c u r a t o r s h i p , f o r reasons t h a t I have explained i n the 
Prosopography. The same reasoning w i l l apply t o L. Aemilius 
Patern^us, L. Terentius Rufus, and L. Decrius Longinus, and 
probably P. A e l i u s Priraianus, who t r a n s f e r r e d to the 
centurionate after the p r i m i p i l a t e . The goal of men such 
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as these was i n f a c t the p r i m i p i l a t e , though some of them 
never reached i t . ^ This t r a n s f e r t o the centurionate 
a f t e r the commencement o f an equestrian career shows t h a t 
Karbe was mistaken i n t h i n k i n g p o v e r t y , and thus i n a b i l i t y 
to a f f o r d to become an equestrian o f f i c e r , was the motive 
f o r seeking a d i r e c t commission. w / i n t h i s respect i t 
i s i n t e r e s t i n g t o see how much money P l i n y thought necessary 
t o f i t out young M e t i l i u s Crispus as a ce n t u r i o n . 

The age at which these men received t h e i r d i r e c t 
commissions cannot be d i r e c t l y demonstrated, but i t seems 
most probably t h a t t h a t i t was about the age o f t h i r t y , as 
f o r the m a j o r i t y of equestrian o f f i c e r s L. Petronius 
Taurus Volusianus had been a judex selectus at Rome, f o r 
which the minimum age was t w e n t y - f i v e , before commencing 
h i s m i l i t a r y s e r v i c e , and i f the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n given i n 
the Prosopography i s c o r r e c t , so had Q. Precius Proculus-
We have the case of M« Petronius Portunatus, V I I I 217t who 
apparently received a d i r e c t commission at the age o f twenty-
ni n e , though against t h i s i s the case of P i l o n i u s Modestus, 
ILS 265U, who received h i s commission at the age o f eighteen. 

The explanation of t h i s l a t t e r case may l i e i n extremely 
strong backing, c f • G. Saturius Secundus, son o f the 
u r i m i p i l a r i s S a t u r i u s Picens, who was p r e f e c t o f a cohort at 
the age of nineteen - see Prosopography. A second reason 
f o r t a k i n g t h i r t y t o be the age of commission would be the 
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correspondence t o the age at which men from the other two 
sources of centurions* the ranks of the l e g i o n s and o f the 
guard* received the centurion's v i t i s . The legionary* 
according t o Baehr ^ \ d i d so a f t e r t e n t o f i f t e e n years, 
and the p r a e t o r i a n d i d so a f t e r a minimum o f sixteen years, 
or r a t h e r l e s s i f he was promoted t o the centurionate from 
the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t ' s s t a f f . Again, i t seems more 
probable t h a t the equestrians r e c r u i t e d to the centurionate 
were f o r the most p a r t men o f comparable years t o t h e i r 
f e l l o w s * 

F i n a l l y , i n considering the approach of these equestrians 
t o the ce n t u r i o n a t e , we may note the problem o f s o c i a l s t a t u s . 
The question whether these men l o s t t h e i r s o c i a l s t a t u s on 
en t e r i n g the centurionate has been much debated* Some 
great a u t h o r i t i e s have asserted t h a t they d i d lose i t * 
When one comes t o examine the evidence, i t i s c l e a r t h a t 
there i s very l i t t l e t o p o i n t e i t h e r way* I n p a r t i c u l a r , 
the expression ex equite Romano, on which so much weight 
has been placed, i s p a r a l l e l e d by so many s i m i l a r expressions 
beginning w i t h ex, a l l having the s i g n i f i c a n c e o f " f o r m e r l y " , 
r e f e r r i n g t o the corps o f o r i g i n o r some previous post worthy 
of mention, t h a t any attempt to make the expression i n the 
case of the equestrians mean a lo s s o f status i s u n j u s t i f i e d * 
H. Zwicky has made t h i s p o i n t very c l e a r l y (8). 
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The equestrian who received a d i r e c t commission then 
probably d i d so about t h i r t y . He may w e l l have he l d munici­
p a l posts p r e v i o u s l y . This i s of course t r u e of the 
municipal worthy, such as P. Anicius Maximus, N. Marcius 
P l a e t o r i u s Celer, C V a l e r i u s Pansa» or L. B e t u t i u s Furlanus. 
There a f t e r a successful municipal career, t e r m i n a t i n g gener­
a l l y i n the duumvirate or i t s e q u i v a l e n t , applied f o r and 
obtained a centurionate* The duumvirate was g e n e r a l l y 
h e l d at a minimum age of t h i r t y , so these would be about 
the same age as the equestrians who obtained d i r e c t commission 
Quite p o s s i b l y the men from these two groups would have the 
backing o f i n f l u e n t i a l f r i e n d s , as M e t i l i u s Grispus and 
P* Helvius P e r t i n a x . The question t h a t next concerns us 
i s whether they had p r e f e r e n t i a l treatment i n the race f o r 
the p r i m i p i l a t e * Karbe, t a k i n g as evidence the q u o t a t i o n 
from F r o n t i n u s , given above, concerning the equestrian who 
had been f o r c e d i n t o m i l i t a r y service by povert y and had 
served long years i n the ce n t u r i o n a t e , and t h a t o f P i l o n i u s 
Modestus, who d e s p i t e , or perhaps because o f , h i s commission 
at the age o f eighteen, served eighteen years as c e n t u r i o n 
without reaching the p r i m i p i l a t e , took i t t h a t they d i d 
n o t ^ ? ) . He attached undue importance t o the century 
commanded by Modestus, however, t h i n k i n g i n terms of the 
s i x t y centurions as a l l o f d i f f e r e n t rank. He f u r t h e r 
took i n t o account the words o f Juvenal, also quoted above, 



which as he says, though not lfco be taken l i t e r a l l y , 
I n d i c a t e a considerable l e n g t h o f service as centurion t o 
be not abnormal* Further evidence on the l e n g t h o f service 
i n the centurionate o f the men ex e q u i t e Romano i s not 
r e a d i l y a v a i l a b l e , though i t does seem t h a t T. Pontius Sabinus 
spent about f i f t e e n years there - see Prosopography. Also 
i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n comes the question o f how many of those 
who reached the p r i m i p i l a t e went higher, f o r as I have 
i n d i c a t e d elsewhere such advancement g e n e r a l l y suggests 
t h a t the p r i m i p i l a t e was reached e a r l y . The r e s u l t s are 
r a t h e r s u r p r i s i n g , as a study of the t a b l e given above 
w i l l show. Even i n the balmiest days o f the p r l m i p i l a r l s 
p r o c u r a t o r s the m a j o r i t y o f the men ex eq u i t e Romano 
never got f u r t h e r than the p r i m i p i l a t e or the p r e f e c t u r e o f 
the camp* This t a b l e f o r the p r i m i p i l a r e s best q u a l i f i e d 
t o advance f u r t h e r perhaps shows more c l e a r l y than any other 
t h a t the m a j o r i t y of a l l p r i m i p i l a r e s , whatever t h e i r corps 
of o r i g i n , found i n the p r i m i p i l a t e a t once the summit o f 
t h e i r ambition and o f t h e i r attainment. The answer to the 
question -about p r e f e r e n t i a l treatment- would-seem_to be_Jbhat_ 
while undoubtedly c e r t a i n of them were able t o b e n e f i t by 
the apparent preference o f Tra j a n and Hadrian f o r men ex 
equite Romano and presumably they b e n e f i t e d by the preference 
o f the l a s t three Antoines f o r I t a l i a n s , and i n the compe­
t i t i o n f o r the p r i m i p i l a t e t h e i r education and upbringing 
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would stand them i n good stead, they i n the m a j o r i t y , l i k e 
the r e s t o f the p r i m i p i l a r e s had l i t t l e hope o f proceeding 
beyond the p r i m i p i l a t e . 

The approach of the man ex equ i t e Romano t o the 
p r i m i p i l a t e had t h i s pecu!Harity, t h a t l i k e the man from 
the ranks of the p r a e t o r i a n guard he enjoyed the p r i v i l e g e 
of h o l d i n g the Rome centurionates. This was c l e a r l y a 
p r i v i l e g e , as apart from the comfort o f l i f e i n Rome 
compared w i t h the provinces there was the chance of catching-
the eye o f the emperor or the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t or some 
other i n f l u e n t i a l person* I am not sure t h a t i t was so 
s i g n i f i c a n t w i t h regard t o the t r a i n i n g o f the f u t u r e 
p r i m u s p i l u s , as a sojourn i n the Rome centurionates was 
never a compulsory p a r t o f t h a t t r a i n i n g . 

The equestrian would come t o the p r i m i p i l a t e a f t e r a 
p e r i o d i n the centurionate determined by the opinio n formed 
of h i s c a p a b i l i t i e s by h i s v a r i o u s commanders and by the 
bureau ab e p i s t u l i s a t Rome^ 1^. Those same r e p o r t s would 
determine whether he was allowed t o r e t i r e , perhaps a f t e r 
having been p r e f e c t of the camp, or whether he was summoned 
to Rome, t o await a commission as t r i b u n e * There we must 
leave him, f o r from now on i t i s h i s own a b i l i t i e s , more 
and more, t h a t w i l l decide h i s destiny* I n t h a t f u t u r e h i s 
e a r l y t r a i n i n g , and probably superior education, may s t i l l 

p l a y t h e i r p a r t , and I have suggested t h a t the f i n a n c i a l 



t a l e n t displayed by Pompeius Homullus and T i . Claudius 
Seeundinus may be due to the f a c t t h a t they were ex equite 
Romano. But on the whole the career a f t e r the p r i m l p i l a t e 
i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c o f the i n d i v i d u a l r a t h e r than of h i s corps 
of o r i g i n * 

V/e come now t o the question o f when was the p e r i o d o f 
recruitment f o r men ex equite Romano, whereabouts i n the 
Empire d i d they come from, and how do we I d e n t i f y them? As 
f a r as the d a t i n g i s concerned, the evidence, l i t e r a r y and 
epigraphic, covers the p e r i o d from T i b e r i u s t o the middle 
of the t h r i d century. Our knowledge o f the prlmuspllus 
as he was i n the f i r s t two and a h a l f c e n t u r i e s also ends 
at t h a t p o i n t . The evidence i n general i s not abundant, 
or, f o r the epigraphic side, always d e f i n i t e , but as Karbe 
observed^ l O , t l i e l i t e r a r y evidence alone would i n d i c a t e 
t h a t the p r a c t i c e was not unusual* The f i r s t epigraphic 
evidence i s the not completely c e r t a i n case of P. An i c i u s 
Maximus, the f i r s t c e r t a i n case coming from the p e r i o d 
Trajan-Hadrian. The l i t e r a r y evidence i n d i c a t e s t h a t the 
p r a c t i c e had begun-in-the-early years o f the_ p r i n c i p a t e . 
An i n t e r e s t i n g group i s t h a t of the Spaniards who b e n e f i t e d 
by t h e i r common n a t i o n a l i t y w i t h Trajan and Hadrian, On 
the whole, the evidence suggests t h a t d i r e c t commissions 
were granted t o equestrians and t o municipal worthies 
throughout the p e r i o d w i t h which we are mainly concerned, 
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i . e . , from Augustus to Gall i e n u s . 
The geographical o r i g i n s are what we would expect. 

Only provinces s u f f i c i e n t l y c i v i l i s e d t o have equestrian fam­
i l i e s i n the f i r s t place come i n t o question. Some o r i g i n s 
are common t o p r a e t o r i a n s and equestrians a l i k e , but 
r e l a t i v e l y few t o equestrians and l e g i o n a r i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
w i t h the growth of recruitment of the l a t t e r from the 
f r o n t i e r d i s t r i c t s . The men who gained d i r e c t commissions 
came from Rome, I t a l y , Spain and the c i t i e s o f the East, o f 
which two, Antioch and A t t a l e i a were co l o n i e s . They also 
come from Apulum i n Dacia, ( t h i r d c e n t u r y ) , and from the 
colonies o f Mauretania Caesariensis. 

The i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of men who are ex equite Romano 
i s simple when they h e l d f i r s t an equestrian post, and mention 
i t . I n other cases only a reasonable p r o b a b i l i t y can be 
est a b l i s h e d , on var i o u s bases. I f a man c a l l s h i m s e l f 
eques Romanus, we are j u s t i f i e d i n asking why, f o r I have 
put forward i n the chapter on the s o c i a l standing o f the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s a case f o r considering him t o be ipso f a c t o a 
member of the equestrian order.. One of the p o i n t s made there 
i s t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r i s r a r e l y c a l l s himself eques Romanus» 
any more than an equestrian o f f i c e r normally d i d i f he gave 

h i s posts. I n f a c t there are only two cases, those o f 
M. Cocceius Romanus and Sex. I u l i u s Severus, where a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s does so, and I have reckoned these to be 
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pr imip i lares ex equite Romano* V i r egregius i s a d i f f erent 

matter^ as t h i s means more than that the man i s an 

equestr ian. I t may mean that a procuratorship has "been 

held, c f . the case of P. Jjohius F e l i x , a p r i m l p l l a r i s t who 

c a l l s himself e . v . , and commemorates Sex* A t i l i u s Rogatianus, 

also a p r i m i p i l a r l s , hut does not c a l l him e*v«« I f a man 

originated i n a part of the empire from which neither legion­

a r i e s nor praetorians were drawn in large numbers suspicion 

might be aroused.^'^This i s the case with M« Calpurnius 

Seneca, who came from Baet ica , and can also be connected 

with the group of Spanish men ex equite Romano under T r a j a n 

and Hadrian- The same applies to Sex* Vib ius G a l l u s , who 

came from Amastris, and was thus hardly l i k e l y to be a 

praetor ian , yet was a trecenarius . ' We have mentioned the 

s ign i f i cance of the Rome centurionates. T h i r d l y , 

dist inguished re la t ions might suggest a d irec t commission as 

most l i k e l y , e*g* T i . Claudius Secundinus* This i s 

p a r t i c u l a r l y true f o r P. Ae l ius Apollonianus, son of a con­

s u l a r , or f o r P* Ae l ius Marcel l inus , brother of an 

equestrian o f f i cer* . . I f municipal posts under the rank of 

duumvir were held they were general ly held before the m i l i ­

tary career , i*e*» a d irect commission, as municipal 

magistrates do not normally s t a r t in the ranks. These 

various ways of ident i fy ing the man ex equite Romano are 

represented i n the cases marked with a query in the tab le , 



and may be followed up i n the Prosopography* 

The f u l l importance of t h i s group of centurions and 

pr imip i lare s i s d i f f i c u l t to assess* We have seen that 

d irec t commissions as centurions were ava i lab le f o r as long 

as our evidence dan guide us* The main motive f o r seeking 

such a commission would seem to have been the secur i ty i t 

gave* the p o s s i b i l i t y of promotion to primuspilus playing i t s 

p a r t , though that promotion could not be presumed on. 

The talented among them might go far* but the evidence 

suggests that these were always a smla l l minority* The 

f i n a n c i a l gain of course was considerable* the wealth of 

the p r i m i p i l a r i a in p a r t i c u l a r being proverbial* We have 

seen, however, that poverty was not the compelling force , 

f o r i t would not explain the t rans fer of men from the normal 

equestrian career* As hasobeen shown above, there seems to 

be a d i s t i n c t preference for the d irec t commission, as 

evidenced in the case of Pert inax . The proportion of euch 

centurions in the army cannot be d i r e c t l y assessed, but on 

balance i t seems u n l i k e l y that i t was considerable* The 

researches of W* Baehr and E . B i r l e y ( 1$) have shown that 

the majority of legionary centurions were recru i ted from the 

legions themselves* Nevertheless the p r e s e n c e in the 

army of these men of some s o c i a l standing and municipal ex­

perience must have helped to keep the standards of the corps 

of centurions high. In t h i s respect , and in the i r con-
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t r ibut ion of talented men, the serv ices of the centurions 

ex equite Romano may well have been of considerable 

importance to the Roman army and state* 
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THJ8 PRIMUSPILUS AND THE PRIMIPILARI5. 

I t i g d i f f i c u l t in a work of t h i s nature to avoid 

r e p e t i t i o n . C l e a r l y we cannot divorce the discuss ion of the 

actual post of primuspilus from what has gone before, or 

what w i l l come after* Let us then remind ourselves of some 

of the conclusions reached elsewhere* In Republican days 

the primus p i l u s was the ch ie f centurion of the legion. He 

must have had the c h i e f voice when the centuigxis of the f i r s t 

cohort were c a l l e d to the legate 's counc i l . In ba t t l e he 

occupied the place of honour i n the v i t a l l a s t l i n e . His 

age could be under f i f t y * and h i s tenure of the pr imip i la te 

seems to have been f o r one campaign* general ly l a s t i n g one 

year, and to have been renewable. To the best of our 

knowledge there was no question of a future career f o r him 

as a p r i m i p i l a r i s . 3ven the prefect of the camp seems 

to have been an Augustan creat ion . 

As f a r as we can see i t was the work of Augustus to 

add* not to subtract . The evidence f o r the pr imip i la t e 

remaining an appointment of one year ' s duration i s of a dual 

character. ,--the-necessity f o r i t - i n the more-not able careers , 

and the evidence of the dedications set up at regular i n t e r ­

v a l s by the primuspilus of the legion. I have examined the 

l a t t e r i n an appendix. These i n s c r i p t i o n s seem to be set 

up at the end of the term of o f f i c e of the pritnuspilus, 

and everything suggests that t h i s term las t ed one year, 



though i t cannot "be demonstrated* 

The tenure of the pr imip i la t e f o r one year only i s 

then suggested by the Republican evidence, the o f f i c i a l 

i n s c r i p t i o n s of the p r i m i p i l i , and the speed of cer ta in 

p r i m i p i l a r i s careers* I t does not c o n f l i c t with ex i s t ing 

evidence! and the acceptance of i t a s s i s t s our comprehension 

of the p r i m i p i l a r i s career . When we come to the question 

at what age the pr imip i la te was ac tua l l y he ld we are on f irmer 

ground* &s f a r as the minimum age i s concerned I am 

inc l ined to set i t at forty* There i s only one apparent 

exception.Nymphidius Sabinue, who cannot have been for ty 

at the time he reached h i s praetorian tribunate (1) . but 

I doubt i f he was ever a p r i m i p i l a r i B . There might be a 

case i n some of the careers* where a pr imip i la te at f o r t y 

makes the resu l t ing speed through appointments scarce ly 

credible* for allowing a man to have become primuspilus 

before forty* I t i s an a r b i t r a r y f igure* but i t has been 

suggested for the fol lowing reasons* Baehr (2) gives the 

age f o r reaching the centurionate as t h i r t y to forty* T h i s 

applies to the ex-legionary. The man from the guard would 

have to wait f o r h i s evocatio* about the age of t h i r t y - s i x , 

before h i s centurionate* The man ex equite Romano entered 

the centurionate about the age of t h i r t y , but he could not 

expect to reach the p r i m i p i l a t e without f i r s t serving as 

centurion for severa l years* c f . S a t r i u s Crescens* On the 
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other hand, to make the minimum age above for ty would 

make the careers of Marcius Turbo and Bassaeus Rufus, f o r 

example, we l l nigh incredible* I f we allow a man to be 

"operational" to the age of s i x t y - f i v e , under the most f a v ­

ourable circumstances a man would have twenty-five years 

useful service a^iead of him a f t e r h i s pr imipi la te* In 

actual f a c t few of the men who went beyond the pr imip i la te 

to procuratorships seem to have served so long, Let 

us examine the evidence for length of service* 

(a) The t ime- interva l between the centurionate, the pr imip i la t e 
or the Rome tr ibunates , and the procuratorships* 

To 69 

Me Vet t ius Valens - reached f i r s t ducenarian echelon a f t e r 
about t h i r t y years ' s erv ice . 

Catonius Iustus - reached praetorian prefecture from 

centurio prlmi ord in i s i n 29 years . 

Dk VESPASIAN TO NERVA 

Subrius Dexter - 5 years - praetorian tribune to f i r s t 
echelon* 

L . Antonius Naso - 9 years - praetorian tribune to f i r s t 
echelon* 

T* Suedius Clemens - 10 years - p r i m i p i l a r i s to ducenarian 
legionary p r e f e c t . 

C V e l i u s Rufus - 7+ years - prlmuspilus to f i r s t ducenarian 
echelon* 

TRAJAN TO HADRIAN 

Numerius Albanus - li+ years - tribune of v i g i l e s to 3rd 
echelon* 

T i * ClaudiliB Secundinus - 1U-18 years - t r ib* praet . -
s e c r e t a r i a t (1+th post) 
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Q. Marcius Turbo - 8 years - centurion to Uth.echelon. 
(his total service from 
centurion to retirement, 
c. 30 years) 

Sulpicius Similis - 9 years - "centurion" - prefect of 
Egypt. 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 

L. Cominius Maximus - 1 7 years at most - evoc. to 2nd. 
echelon. 

Sempronius Ingenuus - 1 2 years - prlmipilaris to 3rd. 
echelon. 

Sex. Baius Pudens 

Tattius Maximus 

T. Plavius Genialis 

THIRD CENTURY 

CI. Aurelius Tiberius 

M. Aelius Valens 

M. Aquiliua Felix 

VI 16U5 

Cn* Marcius Rustius 
L . Petronius Taurus 

- 1U-5 years - trib. eq. sing, to 
3rd.echelon (his third post in 
that echelon). 

- 1U years - trib. eq. sing, to 
prefect of vigiles. 

- 8 years - praetorian tribune to 
praet. prefect. 

6-8 years - tribunus vigilum to 1st. 
echelon. 1 

11 years - trib. eq. sing, to 2ndJ 
echelon. . . 

under 1 yr. - cent, frum. to 2ndJ 
echelon (3rd.post) 

6 years - tdb« praet. to 2nd.echelon 
(3rd.post; 

15 years - trib. vig. to praef. vig« 
(5th post) 

8? years - trib. praet. to praef. 
praet.. 

In addition i t should be pointed out that M. Bassaeus 

Ru-fus, of -the Pius-Gommodus period, probably took- twenty 

years from his primipilate to his praetorian prefecture, and 

his total service from his primipilate must have been about 

thirty years. P. Valerius Comazon reached the ducenarian 

legionary prefecture after a minimum of about thirty years' 

service. 



(b) The length of serv ice before the primipi late* 

AS CENTURION. 

27 years at l eas t Cass lus Chaerea (to praetor ian tribunate' 
c . 13 years T . Pontius Sabinus ( a f t e r two equestrian 
r- - m i l i t i a e ) 

12 + years C. S a t r i u s Grescens 
13 + years G. V e l i u s Rufus 
33-7 years M. T i l l i u s Rufus 
15 years at l e a s t G. Arr ius Clemens 
29 S e x t i l i u s Marcianus 

AS CENTURION AND SOLDIER 

29 years at l eas t Sex. Cetr ius Severus (to praetorian 
tribune) 

38-1+2+ years C. Didius Saturninus 
22+years C. Gavius Si lvanus (to praetor ian 

tribune) 

The deta i led consideration of these r e s u l t s belongs to 

the procurator ia l chapter. Fojir our present purposes i t i s 

s u f f i c i e n t to note that the age for the pr imip i la te had to 

be such as would allow a man to reach the procuratorship or 

prefecture f o r which he had been selected i n f i f t e e n to twenty 

years , with a poss ible maximum of t h i r t y years ' serv ice 

a f t e r the p r i m i p i l a t e . Section (b) suggests that a minimum 

of ten years might be spent i n the centurionate, and i t i s 

c l e a r , as w i l l appear l a t e r , that t h i s stay in the centurionate 

was of much longer duration f o r those whose careers were 

destined to end at the p r i m i p i l a t e . T h i s again f i t s i n with 

f o r t y being the absolute minimum. I should emphasise that 

I am not thinking in terms of an o f f i c i a l edict that a man 

could not be primuBpilus before for ty , but of what happened 



i n actual p r a c t i c e I suggest that the considerations I 

have re ferred to would lead an administration inev i tab ly to 

talcing an ago of about f o r t y as the absolute minimum. 

The evidence in fac t suggests that even the man who 

had been se lected as promising would be fortunate to receive 

a pr imip i la te at f o r t y , and even for future procurators the 

age of entering on the pr imip i la t e may have been nearer 

f i f t y than f o r t y . Of course f o r the men who were not 

s p e c i a l l y s ingled out as poss ib le procurators or pre fec t s , 

that i s to say on the evidence the vast majority of p r i m i -

p i l a r e s , the pr imip i la te was the reward of a l i f e - t i m e of 

s e r v i c e . Hence we have the references of Juvenal , XIV 197, 

Ut locupletam aquilam t i b i eexagesimus annus adferat , and 

P l i n y , h i s t , n a t . , 1J+, 19, quid quod i n s e r t s c a s t r i s summa 

rerum imperiumque continet centurionum i n rnanu v i t i s et opimp 

praemio tardos ordines ad lentas perduci taqui las . The 

former i s a l l the more e f f e c t i v e because i t r e f e r s to the 

probable l o t of a man ex equite Romano, perhaps the most 

advantageous route to the p r i m i p i l a t e . The youngest 

primuspilus we know of i s M. Bloss ius Pudens, who died at 

the- age of—forty-nine when-on the-point of rece iv ing the 

eagle* The next youngest i s M. Ael ius Caesonianus, who 

died at the age of s i x ty -n ine , probably in retirement* Of 

course i t can be demonstrated that men l i k e Marcius Turbo 

and M. Bassaeus Rufus must have been primuspilus at an e a r l i e r 

age, but they are not the norm. Unfortunately we have'Tew 



cases where the age at which the pr imip i la te was 

received i s known, but the ages at death of pr imlp i lares t 

even though they had no doubt been l i v i n g i n retirement 

for a number of years , points to them as having become 

primuspilus at an advanced age* 

65 M. Ae l ius Caesonianus 
70 V I 32887 
70 Aurel ius Marcianus 
71 Phi lokalos 
72 Mo Aure l ius Alexander 
75 Ae l ius Claudianus 
75 Auf idius F e l i x 

[%, 76 C I * Maximhs Sabinus 
78 L . Retonius Luc ius 

We know i n fact that S e x t i l i u s Marcianus became 

primuspilus at the age of seventy-two, M. T i l l i u s Rufus 

at s ix ty -n ine or more, and that P lav ius - served f o r t y - f i v e 

years , and L * Retonius Luc ius f i f t y - e i g h t * This i s not 

just a l a t e phenomenon* S e x t i l i u s Marcianus belonged 

to the hey-day of the pr imipi lares* Ca l igu la deprived 

c e r t a i n p r i m i p i l i . of the i r posts on the grounds of the i r 

age and bodi ly weakness* On the whole i t seems most 

probable that throughout the period with which we are 

dealing the majority of p r i m i p i l i were we l l advanced in 

age when they received the ir posts* A further con­

s iderat ion however, that would play i t s part in the l a t e r 

years of the second and t h i r d centuries i s that probably 

the p r i m i p i l i tended more and more to remain at the base 

while v e x i l l a t i o n s did most of the f ighting* The paper 
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work of the Roman army was considerable and the sedentary 

o f f i c i a l requires to deal with i t need not be below s i x t y 

or even seventy. On the other hand, a man of such an 

age could hardly lead in the f i e l d . The important point 

that a r i s e s from a l l t h i s i s that the importance of the 

p r i m i p i l a r i s in government and society i s not p r i m a r i l y 

based on the fac t that a few fortunate men reached the 

great posts of the Empire. The primuspilus and the 

prefect of the camp are important in the ir own r i g h t . 

We now come to the most d i f f i c u l t matter i n a 

d i f f i c u l t chapter. What were the duties of the primus­

p i l u s ? He commanded the f i r s t century of the f i r s t 

cohort* There are s u f f i c i e n t references to the century 

of the primus p i l u a f o r us to be sure of that . (3) Th i s 

also appears from the famous i n s c r i p t i o n of A.D. 162 

( V I I I 18065)* A problem that a r i s e s there can best be 

dealt with now. Are there two p r i m i p i l i i n a legion at 

any time, apart from the primuspilus I I ? The evidence 

suggesting t h i s i s the a foresa id i n s c r i p t i o n which has two 

centurions i n the f i r s t cohort marked p«p»» and a l e t t e r 

mentioning c e r t a i n veterans of X. F r e t e n s i s , (Xffl app. 13) 

t/ifH t h e i r centur ies , inc luding two centuries commanded by 

d i f f eren t men, both described as pr imuspi lus . This i s 

dated A.D. 150. I t would be very tempting, to bel ieve 

that Hadrian, say, had a l tered the composition of the f i r s t 



cohort to allow of two p r i m i p i l i , to increase the yearly-

flow of prirnipi l a r e s . I t i s necessary to say, however, 

that there i s no other h int of t h i s change. The i n s c r i p ­

t ions to the eagle continue to be set up by one pr imaspi lus , 

though t h i s of course proves nothing e i ther way. One 

might expect that the habit of naming the primuspilus 

i n whose century one served, instead of simply c a l l i n g 

that century centuria p r i m i p i l i , might be due to the ex­

is tence of two centuries commanded by p r i m i p i l i , but the 

two forms cannot be separated i n date. Therefore while 

one agrees that there i s evidence f o r which the simplest 

explanation i s that from A.D. 150 at l eas t there were two 

ordinary p r i m i p i l i i n each legionk t i l l further evidence 

appears i t i s use less to speculate on the changes i n the 

structure of the legion such a move would bring about. 

I s h a l l conduct my discuss ion therefore here and elsewhere 

on the assumption there i s only one primuspilus i n the 

legionary structure we are studying. In the long 

discuss ion on the centurions and s i ze of centuries of the 

- f i r s t cohort I do- not propose to enter. 

I assume that the primuspilus continued to be one of 

war I suspect that he tended to withdraw more and 

more from the actual b a t t l e f i e l d , and become an o f f i c e r on 

the legionary l egate ' s ch ie f c o u n c i l l o r s . Oevtaia&y t l 

primi ordines continued to be c a l l e d to the counci ls of 

vrohahl Probably 
the 
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headquarters s t a f f , who only w^9t to war with the whole 

legion, when h i s advice would he most valuable to the 

legate . Senior to him would be the praefectus castrorum, 

who might be a p r i m i p i l a r i s or a primuspilus iterum. The 

primuspilus a l so had a spec ia l associat ion with the eagle. 

I have already mentioned the dedications set up by the 

primuspilus which were often made to the eagle. In the 

l i t e r a r y references the eagle i s often the symbol of the 

p r i m i p i l a t e . A t i l i u s Verus died defending i t , as did 

the man re ferred to i n V a l . Max., 1,6, n . 1 1 . This a s s o c i -

at ion has made me think that G a l l j u s also was a primuspi lus . 

Both by h i s rank and h i s pos i t ion i n the b a t t l e - l i n e the 

primuspilus was the na tura l defender of the eagle. 

A l l t h i s may not seem to account s u f f i c i e n t l y f o r the 

importance of the primuapilus. But the fol lowing consid­

erat ions are also to be taken into account. The only 

q u a l i f i c a t i o n s f o r the post of primuspilus are f a r as we 

know were the same as those for the centurionate. I n 

other words, the primuspilus was the senior centurion of 

the leg ion, representing the best of the centurionate. 

He had spec ia l duties connected with h i s p o s i t i o n , but 

nothing that needed spec ia l t r a i n i n g . The post then 

was p r i m a r i l y a honour, which could be held by any cen­

turion whose a b i l i t y had brought him into the ranks of the 

primi ordines . Among the l a t t e r he was primus i n t e r pares , 
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dist inguispd by the spec ia l p r i v i l e g e s that pertained to 

h i s post . As already remarked i n a previous ehapter, tlae 

one-year tenure of the pr imip i la te meant that a man who 

had entered the primi ordines could be confident of the 

pr imip i la te in about f i v e years . The value of the 

pr imip i la te then for the majori ty , who had no expectation 

of fur ther promotion, was that i t represented not a 

d i f f e r e n t type of post, but a very senior and s p e c i a l l y 

p r i v i l e g e d centurionate, the tenure of which assured him 

of wealth and prest ige i n retirement. 

So much may be sa id on the primuspi lus . What of the 

p r i m i p i l a r i s ? In the f i r s t p lace , i t i s a t i t l e , a rank. 

Thus A l l ed ius Severus i s re ferred to by one author as an 

eaues Romanus, by another as a p r i m i p i l a r i s . The soc ia l 

aspects of th i s d i s t i n c t i o n are dealt with i n the chapter 

on the soc ia l status of the p r i m i p i l a r i s . Here we are 

concerned mainly with the m i l i t a r y aspects . The t i t l e 

p r i m i p i l a r i s i s bonne by men who have been pre fec t s of 

the camp, e*f* L . Caedic ius , Nymphidius Lupus, but not by 

tribunes or p r i m i p i l i ite-rum,- as f a r as we-can judge •-

There i s an a l t erna t ive term, used i n l i t e r a t u r e and 

at tes ted i n one case on an i n s c r i p t i o n (see Prosopography 

of Doubtful and Rejected P r i m i p i l a r e s , V I I I v i r m i l i t a r i s 
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The men i n question are P. Aemilius, Aemilius Paeensis , 

Casperius Niger, Cornel ius H a r i a l i s , Didius Scaeva. They 

a l l seem to be p r i m l p i l a r e s . Leaving aside f o r the 

moment the p r i m i p i l a r i s who r e t i r e d immediately a f t e r h i s 

p r i m i p i l a t e . i t seems c lear that the p r i m i p i l a r i s who 

was retained in the Imperial service proceeded to Rome. 

There he might receive a tribunate immediately, but more 

probably took h i s place for a time in the ixumerms p r i m i p i l -

arium. Here the exce l lent summary of the evidence given 

by Domaszewski (5) should be consulted. Examples of men 

from the Humerus at Rome are Aemilius Pacens i s , Amullius 

Serenus, Antonius Novel lus, Aurel ius C a t u l l i n u s , Casperius 

Niger, Cornel ius M a r t i a l i s , Didius Scaeva, Domitius Sabinus, 

L . Petronius Sabinus, T. Suedius Clemens, and poss ib ly 

S. S u l p i c i u s S i m i l i s . Men from the smaller bodies of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s attached to commanders i n the f i e l d were 

Paul lus Aemilius, A q u i l i u s , Arr ius Varus , L . Caedic ius , 

Olennius, Paccius O r f i t u s , and Q u i n t i l i u s Capito. They 

were used f o r temporary or emergency tasks . I have 

already pointed out that in a sense the Augustan use of the 

pr imip i lare s might be regarded as the use^t of these men 

where and when desired rather than as a career composed of 

establishment posts . A l i t e r a r y example of the appointment 

of a p r i m i p i l a r i s to the type of post they held i n the 

ear ly pr inc ipate i s P . Aemil ius. For appointment to the 
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prefecture of a c i v i t a s we have Olennius* At Rome they 

were ava i lab le for a v a r i e t y of t a s k s . In the c i v i l wars 

they might command expeditions, e.g. Antonius Novellus, 

A r r i u s Varus, T . Suedius Clemens, T u r u l l i u s C e r i a l i s . 

More normally they might be asked to take charge of a uni t 

i n the absence of the commander, c f . Aurel ius C a t u l l i n u s , 

curator cohort is v ig l lum, and L . Petronius Sabinus, 

gurator statorum. On occasions they might have an 

extraordinary task, such as surveying for a cana l , Suet . , 

Ca l igu la 21. Assass inat ion was a lso numbered among t h e i r 

accomplishments, c f . SHA, P e s c Niger, 2»U* 

In the f i e l d there were more var ied tasks* Very 

frequently they took charge of v e x i l l a t i o n s , probably i n 

the f i r s t two centurios of the ir assembly and t r a n s i t , 

not leading them in b a t t l e , cf* Domaszewski (6)* Examples 

are C. V e l i u s Rufus* N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s C e l e r , (praep* 

Ifumeror*), T . Pontius Sabinus, M. Aqui l ius F e l i x , and 

C T i t i u s S i m i l i s . I t i s to be noted that the f i r s t 

mentioned had l e f t for Carthage long before the v e x i l l a t i o n s 

£hat he had l ed to the Chattan war had f i n i s h e d t h e i r 

task and returned to the ir parent legions* A p r i m i p i l a r i s 

might wel l be the man to take charge i n an emergency, as 

f o r example Agui l ius did i n the C i v i l i s r ebe l l i on . He 

had under him the remnants of some cohorts, and presumably 

t h e i r commanders a l s o . T h i s i s c e r t a i n l y tue of Paccius 
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O r f i t u s , who was i n supreme command of a number of small 

f o r t S i garrisoned, by a u x i l i a r y c o h o r t s . He seems to have $ 

remained attached to the army of Corbulo f o r a number of 

years. Oases of e x t r a o r d i n a r y commands of other troops 

are that of L. A r t o r i u s Castus* who v/as put i n command of 

a s e c t i o n of the Misenum f l e e t , and that of L. P e t r o n i u s 

Taurus Volusianus, who was p r a e p o s i t u s of the e a u i t e s 

s i n g u l a r e s j t h e r e being no evidence to determine whether 

he was commander i n the f i e l d or temporarily r e p l a c e d the 

tribune i n Rome. 

There remain a number of q u a s i - c i v i l posts* Gn. 

Marcius R u s t i u s Rufinus appears to have been d i l e c t a t o r 

i n the Transpadane region. T. A u r e l i u s P l a v i a n u s and 

M. Septimius - l i s were concerned with the suppression of 

b a n d i t r y i n a region of I t a l y . L. Gavius Pronto was 

given the task of conducting three thousand veterans to 

the colony of Gyrene. Q u i n t i l i u s Oaptio had the t a s k of 

b r i n g i n g back a g e n e r a l ' s body f o r b u r i a l . Septimius 

Saturninus was g i v e n the common task of l a y i n g down 

boundaries. I n a d d i t i o n the p r i m i p i l a r e s formed a l i n k 

between the emperor and the m i n i c i p a l i t i e s . The municipal 

p r e f e c t u r e h e l d on b e h a l f of the emperor i s d e a l t with 

i n the chapter on the p r i m i p i l a r i s i n the m u n i c i p a l i t i e s . 

Here we need only note the post of c u r a t o r viarum et 

pontium Umbr. e t P i c e n i , h e l d by C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r . 
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Here apparently a municipal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of Tfcflcum was 

taken over by the emperor, and conferred by him on a d i s t ­

inguished p r i m i p i l a r i s of the town. 

A l l these cases are of course to be regarded as 

e x t r a o r d i n a r y use of the primlp H a r e s # ad d i t i o n s to the wide 

use a l r e a d y made of them as p r e f e c t s of the camp and 

t r i b u n e s a t Rome. One need s c a r c e l y emphasise f u r t h e r the 

u s e f u l n e s s to the emperor of having an assured supply of 

men of r i p e experience i n m i l i t a r y a f f a i r s * and the 

soundness of the p o l i c y of having a group of them at 

Rome and with the armies commanding i n the f i e l d i s 

apparent. 

I n summary i t may be s a i d that the primuspilus of a 

l e g i o n was a c e n t u r i o p r l m l ordiniBt who had been pic k e d 

out f o r h i s q u a l i t i e s as deserving of the highest honour 

t h a t a centurion could r e c e i v e . The post was r e c e i v e d 

i n t u r n by most men who had reached the p r i m i o r d i n e s ? 

i n c l u d i n g men from the p r a e t o r i a n cohorts and ex equite 

Romano * some of whom had passed through the Rome ce n t u r i o n -

a t e s . For a year the p r i m i p i l u s stood c l o s e to the l e g a t e 

and was probably r e s p o n s i b l e f o r the d i s c i p l i n e and t r a i n i n g 

of the l e g i o n . A f t e r t h i s post h i s record would be 

reviewed, and on i t s b a s i s he would be allowed to r e t i r e , 

wealthy and honoured, to h i s home, or be summoned to j o i n 

the numerus at Rome. He might be asked to become p r e f e c t 

of the camp, from which post he would r e t i r e . Prom the 
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p o i n t of view of the men who r e t i r e d from the p r i m i p i l a t e 

or the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp, the p r i m i p i l a t e was the 

reward of a more than u s u a l l y d i s t i n g u i s h e d c a r e e r i n the 

centurionate* To the men who went to Rome» perhaps 25% 

of the whole, was open the p o s s i b i l i t y of a comfortable 

few y e a r s i n Rome before retirement, and f o r a very 

favoured few a p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , a p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorship, 

and f o r one i n three hundred perhaps ( t e n y e a r s ' output of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s - a generous estimate) the chance of a 

p r e f e c t u r e * I t i s i n terms such as these that we must 

estimate the v a l u e of the p r i m u s p i l u s and the p r l m i p l l a r i s , 

remembering that probably f o r three out of four the p r i m i ­

p i l a t e was the climax to the career* Augustus d i d two 

t h i n g s , he made the p r i m i p i l a t e ^ and t h e r e f o r e the c e n t u r i o n -

ate, an a t t r a c t i v e p r i z e i n terms of wealth, s o c i a l , and 

municipal p r e s t i g e , and he took a proportion of those 

p r i m i p i l i and demonstrated the p o s s i b i l i t y of t h e i r 

u t i l i s a t i o n i n a v a r i e t y of ways* His s u c c e s s o r s saw 

f u r t h e r uses, and i n the hey-day of the p r i m l p i l a r e s ^ , the 

second century, they often h e l d the most important p o s t s 

i n the empire* But they remained e s s e n t i a l l y a small body 

both i n r e l a t i o n to the a d m i n i s t r a t i o n and to t h e i r own 

corps* We must t h e r e f o r e always d i s t i n g u i s h c l e a r l y 

between the value of a l l p r i m i p i l a r e s , which i s often to 

be found i n t h e i r s e r v i c e before the p r i m i p i l a t e , and the 
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value of the small proportion which went f u r t h e r , and not 

l e t the l a t t e r "blind our eyes to the former. I have 

t r i e d to keep these two s i d e s before the reader through­

out t h i s work* 
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THE PREFECTS OF THE CAMP AND OF THE LEGIONS 

The post of praefectus castrorum seems to have been a 

c r e a t i o n of Augustus, probably as a n a t u r a l development from 

the c r e a t i o n of a standing army. Our e a r l i e s t dated case i s 

that of H o s t i l i u s Rufus i n 11 B.C., though conceivably the 

grandfather of Vespasian, Vespasius P o l l i o , might have become 

p r e f e c t before t h a t date. I propose to d i s c u s s the post us 

f o l l o w s . F i r s t , I w i l l t r a c e i t s development between i t s 

c i n c e p t i o n and i t s probable end, i n the r e i g n of G a l l i e n u s or 

soon a f t e r , paying p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to i t s rank i n the 

leg i o n . Then, a f t e r noting what evidence there i s f o r the 

dut i e s and a c t i v i t i e s of the p r e f e c t of the camp, l w i l l turn 

to the question of the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t u r e s . 

The c a r e e r s i n c l u d i n g the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp which 

belong to the period before the r e i g n of Claudius are given 

i n the chapter on the Augustan p r i m i p i l a t e . From the chapter 

i t should be c l e a r t h a t the p r e f e c t u r e was not the summit of 

the e q u e s t r i a n c a r e e r of that time, though i t was g e n e r a l l y 

a s e n i o r post. I t i s t r u e r to say that no r i g i d h i e r a r c h y 

of posts had at that time been evolved, which i s not s u r p r i s i n g 

as- the a u x i l i a r y commands had p r e v i o u s l y to a l a r g e extent 

been h e l d by n a t i v e p r i n c e s , the m i l i t a r y t r i b u n a t e had not 

h i t h e r t o been p a r t of a hierarchy^and the p r e f e c t u r e of the 

camp was a new c r e a t i o n . This i s of fundamental importance 

when we judge the change brought about by Claudius, who to a 
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l a r g e extent replaced centurions and p r l m i p i l a r e a by e q u e s t r i a n 

o f f i c e r s i n the command of a u x i l i a r y u n i t s and the tenure of 

leg i o n a r y t r i b u n a t e s . I n t h i s context we must remember t h a t 

equ e s t r i a n s were legionary t r i b u n e s and p r e f e c t s of c a v a l r y 

before Claudius, that cases or centurions or p r i m i p i l a r e s 

holding these p o s i t i o n s s t i l l occur as l a t e as 69, and t h a t 

the command of a u x i l i a r y troops by t h e i r own notables d i d not 

end t i l l Vespasian. The p i c t u r e that Domaszewski {1) g i v e s 

of the p r i m i p i l a r e s , as v i r t u a l l y monopolising the "e q u e s t r i a n " 

c a r e e r before the r e i g n of Claudius, and t h e r e a f t e r being 

completely excluded from i t , i s thus a f a l s e one. F u r t h e r , 

the attempt to deduce from the c a r e e r of Pa e s i d i u s Macedo 

that a f t e r Claudius the p r e f e c t of the camp was i n f e r i o r to 

the e q u e s t r i a n m i l i t a r y tribune i s f a l s e ( 2 ) . In a c t u a l f a c t , 

as Macedo waa flamen of Nero, h i s m i l i t a r y c a r e e r might have 

come to an end before the death of Claudi u s . In any case we 

have p o s i t i v e evidence f o r the r e s p e c t i v e ranks of the p r e f e c t 

of the camp and the tribunus l a t l c l a v i u s , which we s h a l l co;me 

to i n a moment. 

The emergence of d i r e c t promotion to pra e f e c t u s castrorum 

from primuspilus i s t r a c e a b l e to the e a r l y y e a r s of Claudi u s . 

Examples are P. Anlcius Maximus, who was holding the p r e f e c t u r e 

of the camp i n 4o, L. P r a e c i l i u s Clemens, who had h e l d the 

post before 44, and L. Octavius Balbus. I n the case of the 

last-mentioned, the f a c t t h at the t h i r d post h e l d i s t h a t of 

praef e c t u s fabrum suggests a date before 69 and p o s s i b l y before 
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Claudius. A l l these, except Balbus, have the t i t l e p r a e f e c t u s 

oastrorum l e g l o n i s , and the term p r a e f e c t u s castrorum without 

a l e g i o n being mentioned only appears i n L a t i n i n s c r i p t i o n s i n 

Egypt a f t e r the r e i g n of T i b e r i u s . Alfenus Portunatus c a l l s 

h i m s e l f praef. c a s t r i s but he i s w r i t i n g a poem, not a c a r e e r 

i n s c r i p t i o n . The question thus a r i s e s whether our predecessors 

were r i g h t i n connecting the disappearance of the t i t l e 

p r a e fectus castrorum with the ending by Domitian of the p r a c t i c e 

of s t a t i o n i n g more than one l e g i o n i n the same camp. From the 

l i t e r a r y evidence we do get examples of men termed simply 

pr a e f e c t u s castrorum, i n camps containing more than one l e g i o n 

e.g. Alfenus Varus, C a s s i u s Longus, I u l i u s Gratus, and p o s s i b l y 

Tyrannius P r i s c u s , a l l about the period 69. C l e a r l y , from the 

time of Claudius onwards, each l e g i o n had i t s own p r e f e c t of the 

camp, and though thei-e i s l i t e r a r y evidence f o r s i n g l e p r e f e c t s 

of the camp i n m u l t i - l e g i o n camps a f t e r T i b e r i u s , there i s no 

epigraphic confirmation; t h i s suggests that these men a t t e s t e d 

i n l i t e r a t u r e may w e l l have been attached to a p a r t i c u l a r l e g i o n 

i n the f i r s t p l a c e , but that they were e x e r c i s i n g the d u t i e s of 

p r e f e c t of the camp f o r the whole f o r c e s t a t i o n e d thereat as 

(presumably) the s e n i o r of the p r e f e c t s p r e s e n t . This would 

make sense, f o r i f (as seems probable from the evidence; each 

l e g i o n had a p r e f e c t from the time of Claudius onwards, the only 
WouU be T« appoint ane f refet 

s e n s i b l e way of administering a camp Afrom the l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t s 

a v a i l a b l e . This would e x p l a i n the apparent c o n f l i c t of evidence. 

The t i t l e prjgjsjjfectus l e g i o n l s does not appear t i l l the 
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beginning of the second century: M. Cocceius Severus ( T r a j a n -

Hadrian; i 3 the f i r s t , excluding the cases of L. C i r p i n i u s 

(Egyptian legion)and V i t e l l i u s o aturnius ( l i t e r a r y source, not 

contempory). I t i s c l e a r l y an ab b r e v i a t i o n of the previous 

t i t l e p r a e f e c t u s castrorum l e g i o n i s ; i t s i d e n t i t y with that 

t i t l e j l o n g assumed, i s d e c i s i v e l y demonstrated by the tw» 

i n s c r i p t i o n s of M. Porcius I u s t u s , which c a l l him i n the one 

instance p r a e f e c t u s castrorum l e g i o n i s , i n the other p r a e f e c t u s 

l e g i o n i s . The l a s t dated example of praefectus castrorum 

l e g i o n i s known to us i s i n A . J J . zvl, but M. Au r e l i u s Alexander 

( i i i ) i s probably l a t e r . That the t i t l e was o f f i c i a l l y 

a bolished by Severus i n favour of prae f e c t u s l e g i o n i s , as 

Wilmanns suggested,(3) i s completely u n j u s t i f i e d by the 

evidence as Keyes remarks ( 4 ) . 

We have already seen i n the chapter on the Augustan 

p r i m i p i l a t e , t h at before as a f t e r the r e i g n of Claudius the 

p r e f e c t of the camp does not normally go to the Rome t r i b u n a t e s 

The n a t u r a l tendency has th e r e f o r e been to regard the p r e f e c t ­

ure of the camp as wholly i n f e r i o r to the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 

and the man who became p r e f e c t as a f a i l u r e so f a r as f u t u r e 

promotion was concerned. In f a c t we know that men who went 

d i r e c t l y from the p r i m i p i l a t e to the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp 

r a r e l y went f u r t h e r , though there are a few exceptions which 

we w i l l d i s c u s s l a t e r . But the evidence f o r the rank of the 

pr e f e c t u r e floes not bear out the impression of i n f e r i o r i t y . 

The key to the rank of the p r e f e c t i n s i d e the l e g i o n i s 
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s u p p l i e d by three i n s c r i p t i o n s . The f i r s t , V I I I 18078, gives a 

l i s t of t r i b u n e s d e d i c a t i n g t o Geta. The f i r s t of these names, 

F l a v i u s Balbus, t o which the l e t t e r L i s attached, i s t o be 

i d e n t i f i e d w i t h the t r i b u n u s l a t i c l a v i u s Q. Fl a v i u s Balbus of the 

second i n s c r i p t i o n , AE 1898.12. The second name, Te l t o n i u s 

Marcellus i s t o be i d e n t i f i e d w i t h the p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n of 

t h a t name, T i Te l t o n i u s Marcellus, of V I I I 2666, our t h i r d 

i n s c r i p t i o n . The conclusion i s c l e a r , the p r e f e c t of the camp 

r~anks t h i r d i n the hi e r a r c h y of the l e g i o n , a f t e r the legate 

and the tr i b u n u s l a t i c l a v i u s . A s i m i l a r type o f i n s c r i p t i o n i s 

presumably V I I I 18273, (see under Ulpius Postumus). As t h i r d 

i n command, the p r e f e c t i s i n charge of the l e g i o n i n the absence 

of l e g a t e and l a t i c l a v i u s j C f . Poenius Postumus. 
A number of i n t e r e s t i n g r e s u l t s emerge from t h i s e s t a b l i s h ­

ment of the p r e f e c t as the c h i e f non-senatorial o f f i c e r , and 
unquestionably the most experienced s t a f f - o f f i c e r , of the l e g i o n . 
The f i r s t i s so important t h a t i t i s l a r g e l y o d e a l t w i t h i n another 
place, namely t h a t the pp ite r u m since he cannot be i n f e r i o r t o 
the p r e f e c t , and there i s no room f o r him above the p r e f e c t , 
must i n f a c t be the p r e f e c t , and t h a t i s why we never f i n d a 
pp i t e r u m of- a l e g i o n c a r r y i n g out d u t i e s . In" other words, the 
d i f f e r e n c e between the p r i m i p i l a r i s who went S t r a i g h t t o a 
l e g i o n a r y prefecture^and the p r i m i p i l a r i s who went f i r s t t o the 
Rome t r i b u n a t e s and then became primuspilus iterum of a l e g i o n ^ 
was not i n f u n c t i o n but i n s e n i o r i t y . While the l a t t e r always 
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d i s t i n g u i s h e d himself c a r e f u l l y on i n s c r i p t i o n s by using h i s 
t i t l e p r imuspilus iterum, he.exercised the f u n c t i o n s of p r e f e c t 
of the l e g i o n . There would be a d i f f e r e n c e i n pay, of course. 
The o r d i n a r y p r e f e c t of the camp received between 60,000 and 
100i'Q00 sesterces, i . e . more than the primuspilus but less than 
the centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s whose ranks he might hope t o j o i n . 
The primuspilus i t e r u m received less than 200,000 sesterces, but 
more than the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e , who received something l i k e 
120,000. The d i f f e r e n c e i n a c t u a l m i l i t a r y experience was 
n e g l i g i b l e . The main value of the stay i n Rome was the opport­
u n i t y t o make contact w i t h the c e n t r a l a d m i n i s t r a t i o n and make 
an impression on the emperor and the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . There 
are i n f a c t i n the Roman a d m i n i s t r a t i o n several p a r a l l e l s f o r 
t h i s phenomenon of men ho l d i n g the same post, but w i t h v/idely 
d i f f e r i n g ages and prospects. I n the cen t u r i o n a t e , i n the ranks 
of the equest r i a n and s e n a t o r i a l o f f i c e r s , and i n the Rome 
t r i b u n a t e s themselves, there were men who had served long years 
w i t h l i t t l e prospect of f u r t h e r promotion alongside younger men 
destined f o r great t h i n g s . I n none of these cases, admi t t e d l y , 
had the men qu i t e the p e c u l i a r career i m p l i e d by the Rome t r i b u n ­
ates, b ut t h i s d i f f e r e n c e i n career i s r e f l e c t e d f o r the p r i m i p ­
i l a r e s i n d i f f e r e n t pay and d i f f e r e n t t i t l e s . The p o i n t remains 
t h a t i t was possible f o r men occupying the same p o s i t i o n , as f a r 
as the u n i t they were i n charge of was concerned, t o be of 
wide l y d i f f e r e n t antecedents and prospects. 

One f u r t h e r p o i n t does ai f i s e , how are we t o d i s t i n g u i s h the 



p r e f e c t s who have been t o Rome? As f a r as career i n s c r i p t i o n s 
are concerned there i s no d i f f i c u l t y . On dedications and the 
l i k e one can only be sure where some such phrase as ex tree. 
appears. The grea t e r p r e s t i g e of having h e l d a Rome t r i b u n a t e 
would h a r d l y be passed over i n silence i f such r e l a t i v e l y minor 
career d e t a i l s were mentioned. Where no h i n t a t a l l i s given 
w i t h regard t o the career, c e r t a i n l y i s impossible. I w i l l 
r e v e r t t o the primuspilus iterum when we come t o the ducenarian 
p r e f e c t u r e s . 

We now have t o deal w i t h the r e l a t i v e l y few cases of 
promotion beyond the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp (h e l d d i r e c t l y a f t e r 
the p r i m i p i l a t e ) . The most notably one i s of P. Anicius Maximus 
from the p r e f e c t u r e of I I Augusta i n B r i t a i n t o the p r e f e c t u r e 
of the camp of A l e x a n d r i a , i n Egypt. He i s discussed i n the 
s e c t i o n on the Egyptian l e g i o n s , so we can content ourselves here 
w i t h n o t i n g t h a t i f , as I t h i n k , the p r e f e c t u r e i n Egypt was at 
t h i s stage more important than the o r d i n a r y p r e f e c t u r e of the 
camp, but s t i l l not of ducenarian rank, the p r i o r appointment as 
p r e f e c t of the camp might have seemed the best way t o t r a i n a 
man f o r the post i n Egypt. The r e i g n of Claudius i s one i n which 
great changes are t a k i n g place, and i t i s impossible t o say 
whether any oihers had t h i s p a t t e r n of career. P. Alfenus Varus 
was p r e f e c t of the camp s i x t e e n years a f t e r being t r e c e n a r i u s , 
which makes i t improbable t h a t he was primuspilus iterum. His 
appointment as p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t by V i t e l l i u s was due of course 

t o the circumstances of c i v i l war. 



Much more important was the emergence of a group of men who 
went from t h e i r f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e and p r e f e c t u r e of the camp t o 
centenarian procuratorships. The f i r s t of these apparently was 
Cammius Secundinus. He i s also of i n t e r e s t as exemplifying an 
epigraphic t u r n of phrase which i s not uncommon, the phrase 
pp. praef. ( c a s t r . ) l e g . . I n cases where t h i s i s a l l of the 
career t h a t i s recorded " p f r i m i ) p ( i l a r i s ) may he understood., tout 
i n other cases, where f u l l career d e t a i l s are given, the only 
reasonable explanation seems t o be tsasA p ( r i m u s ) p ( i l u s ) ( e t ) 
pr a e f ( e c t u s ) l e g i o n i s , i . e . the tv/o wosts were h e l d i n the same 
l e g i o n . 

The next examnle of a p r e f e c t u r e of the camp, he l d d i r e c t l y 
a f t e r the p r i m i p i l a t e , l e a d i n g t o centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , 
i s the unknown of V I 31871, who was p r e f e c t of the camp of 
I I Traiana a t a time when t h a t l e g i o n was outside Egypt, and thus 
had the normal l e g i o n a r y establishment. He proceeded t o a 
centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p a f t e r a command of v e x i l l a t i o n s . 'J-hat 
was under Marcus A u r e l i u s , and under Commodus L. A r t o r i u s Castus 
was pr i m u s p i l u s , praepositus of the Misenan f l e e t , p r e f e c t of 
V I V i c t r i x and as_su.ch dux o f the B r i t i s h ]^gions, and then a 

inax. <tic aSl (P*r encd4u>wt> A-
centenarian p r o c u r a t o r , p r i m i p i l a r i s procurators who were also 
p r e f e c t s of legions. Where are we t o f i t them i n t o our p i c t u r e 
of the l e g i o n a r y prefect? The fundamental t r a i n i n g f o r a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s ducenarian proci/ator i s a p e r i o d a t Rome. Therefore, 
when men who had been allowed t o go t o a l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t u r e 

r 
were afterwards promoted t o a centenarian procuratojship, v/e may 



regard such promotion as a second s i f t i n g of the m a t e r i a l , which 
might produce q u i t e e f f e c t i v e minor o f f i c i a l s hut r a r e l y produced 
a man whose career could r i v a l t h a t o f the man selected f o r the 
Rome t r i b u n a t e s . 

We have t-wo cases of a d i f f e r e n t s o r t t o reckon w i t h . I n 
the careers of P. Vi b i u s Marianus ( t h i r d century) and V a l e r i u s -
(undated) the p r e f e c t u r e of the l e g i o n s i s held d i r e c t l y a f t e r 
the p r i m i p i l s t e and before the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , Domaszev/ski 
described-" t h i s development as a s i g n of d i s t r u s t of the senatorial 
commanders, and ascribed i t t o Severus (5). There i s i n f a c t 

no means of da t i n g the development. I n f a c t i t could w e l l be 
experimental i n nature, or a l t e r n a t i v e l y a r e s u l t of the r e ­
a p p r a i s a l of the m e r i t s of the two men/ concerned. I n only one 
case i s i t possible t o t e l l whether pp. iterum was held i n a d d i t i o n 
t h a t of P. V i b i u s Marianus, and i n h i s case no l e g i o n i s attached 
t o the t i t l e , though the l e g i o n i n which he was primuspilus i s 
mentioned; there i s c l e a r l y the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t the post of 
primu s p i l u s b i s i n h i s case was held a t Rome, f o r he had already 
served as p r e f e c t of the camp. V a l e r i u s rose t o the top of the 
ducenarian ladder, so h i s beginning was no handicap t o him. 

There i s one f i n a l development i n the career of the 
praefectus castrorum which we should take cognisance of, the 
appearance i n the t h i r d century of the tenure of two p r e f e c t u r e s 
i n succession. This i s a t t e s t e d f o r P. Aeli u s Marcellus, P. 
Au r e l i u s Cassianus, and f o r the unknown of X 33*4-2a, though t h i s 

l a s t i s not c e r t a i n . I t may r e f l e c t the i n c r e a s i n g importance of 
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the o f f i c e , "but there i s no c l e a r reason f o r i t . 
We have now considered, the development of the post, and 

noted the few cases where there was promotion beyond i t . 
I n c i d e n t a l l y we have e s t a b l i s h e d i t s rank and p o s i t i o n i n the 
l e g i o n . The question of i t s d u t i e s now ar i s e s . As Keyes among 
others has p o i n t e d out ( 6 ) , Vegetius i n h i s work gave us two 
d e f i n i t i o n s . ^he f i r s t c l e a r l y belongs t o the t h i r d century, 
r e l a t i n g t o the p r e f e c t a f t e r G a l l i e n u s , the ducenarian commander 
of the l e g i o n ( ? ) , 

Proprius autem iudex e r a t praefectus l e g i o n i s , hateens 
comitivae p r i m i o r d i n i s d i g n i t a t e m , qui absente l e g a t o 
foamquam v i c a r i u s i p s i u s potestatem maximam r e t i n e b a t . 
T r i b u n i v e l centuriones ceterique m i l i t e s eius praecepta 
servabant. V i g i l i a r u m sive p r o f e c t i o n i s tessera ab eodem 
petebatur. Si miles crimen a l i q u o d admisisset, a u c t o r i t a t e 
p r a e f e c t i l e g i o n i s a t r i b u n o deputabatur ad poenam. Arma 
omnium m i l i t u m , item equi vestes annona ad curam i p s i u s 
p e r t i n e b a n t . D i s c i p l i n a e s e v e r i t a s , e x e r c i t a t i o non solum 
peditum sed etiam equitum l e g i o n a r i o r u m praecepto eius 
c o t i d i e curabatur. Ipse autem i u s t u s d i l i g e n s sobrius 
legionem s i b i creditam adsidius operibus ad omnem devotionem, 
ad omnem formabat ind u s t r i a m sciens ad p r a e f e c t i laudem 
subiuectorum re\dundare v i r t u t e m . 

The second passage seems t o f o l l o w on n a t u r a l l y ( 8 ) , 
Erat etiam castrorum praefectus, l i c e t i n f e r i o r d i g n i t a t e , 
occupatus tamen non mediocribus causis, ad q£uem castrorum 
p o s i t i o , v a l l i e t fossae a e s t i m a t i o p e r t i n e b a t . Tabernacula 
v e l casae m i l i t u m cum impedimentis omnibus nutu i p s i u s 
curabantur. Praeterea a e g r i contu'bernales et medici, a 
quibus curabantur, expensae etiam ad eius i n d u s t r i a m 
per t i n e b a n t . Vehicula sagmarii necnon etiam -f-errarnenta, 
quibus materies secatur v e l c a e d i t u r , quibusque a p e r i u n t u r 
fossae, c o n t e x i t u r vallum aquaeductus, item l i g n a v e l 
stramina a r i e t e s onagri b a l l i s t a e ceteraque genera torment-
orum ne deessent aliquando, procurabat. I s post longam 
probatamque m i l i t i a m pertissimus omnium legebatur, u t rect e 
doceret a l i o s quod ipse cum laude f e c i s s e t . 

Yet the f o l l o w i n g passage i n Vegetius (9) deals w i t h the 
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praefectus fabrum, c l e a r l y i n an I m p e r i a l province, being 
concerned w i t h l e g i o n a r i e s . This o f f i c e r , as we saw i n the 
chapter on the Augustan p r i m i p i l a t e , disappeared a f t e r the 
r e i g n of Claudius, the praefectus fabrum who survived being an 
o f f i c e r on the s t a f f of governors of s e n a t o r i a l provinces or of 
consuls and praetors a t Rome. Also the d e s c r i p t i o n above of 
the praefectus castrorum seems t o f i t the pre-Claudius s i t u a t i o n 
best, though no doubt the d u t i e s continued much the same f o r 
t.he f o l l o w i n g p e r i o d . I do not want t o discuss the l i s t i n 
d e t a i l , my main p o i n t being t h a t the Keyes argument ( t h a t these 
two quotations e s t a b l i s h the existence of a p r e f e c t i n command 
of the l e g i o n and a praefectus castrorum at the same t i m e ) i s 
i n v a l i d . 

The basic l i s t of the dut i e s of the p r e f e c t of the camp 
given above should not be allowed t o give us the impression 
t h a t .he sat back a t base and d i d no f i g h t i n g . Two p r e f e c t s 
were w i t h the army of Varus i n A. D. 9, w h i l e the t h i r d was i n 
charge of a f o r t on the l i n e of r e t r e a t . H o s t i l i u s Rufus was 
w i t h the army of Drusus on campaign i n 11 B.C.. I t i s c l e a r 
t h a t i n the c i v i l wars of 69-70 the p r e f e c t s came w i t h the 
l e g i o n s , and d i d not stay w i t h the small detachments presumably 
l e f t t o mai n t a i n the. bases. They d i d not ne c e s s a r i l y stay w i t h 
the main body of the l e g i o n . Aufidienus Rufus was i n charge 
of a detachment r e p a i r i n g roads and bridges. M. Ennius was i n 
charge of a g a r r i s o n c o n s i s t i n g of v e x i l l a t i o n s from d i f f e r e n t 

l e g i o n s . The unknown p r e f e c t mentioned i n the Annals, 12, 38, 
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was k i l l e d w hile superintending the "building of a u x i l i a r y f o r t s . 
M. Sabinius Nepotianus was i n command of a v e x i l l a t i o n of 
I . Minervia a t some time. The unknown of V I 31871 was given a 
v e x i l l a t i o i i command a f t e r n i s p r e f e c t u r e , and L. A r t o r i u s Castus 
was appointed dux of v e x i l l a t i o n s from three l e g i o n s a f t e r being 
p r e f e c t of one of them. Also a c t i v e i n the f i e l d were I n s t e i u s 
Capito, who cooperated w i t h a l e g i o n a r y legate i n reducing small 
enemy f o r t s , and Cassius Longus, who was chosen w i t h a l e g i o n a r y 
l e g a t e as leader by the V i t e l l i a n s . Alfenus Varus won the post 
of p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t on h i s m i l i t a r y a b i l i t y . The p r e f e c t s of 
the camp also played t h e i r p a r t i n c o u n c i l , the advice of 
Tyrannius Priscus being of v i t a l importance i n A.D. 66. The 
decorations of Sex. Vi b i u s Gallus were almost c e r t a i n l y i n p a r t 
won as p r e f e c t of the camp. 

The question a r i s e s whether the p r e f e c t of the camp, l i k e 
the primus-pilus. tended t o be of advanced age. The answer i s 
not a simple one. For the p r e f e c t s our evidence i s t h a t F l a v i u s -
X I I I 8269 served f o r t y - f i v e years, to. A u r e l i u s Alexander ( i i i ) 
d i e d a t the age of severity-two, but the stone i s broken where 
the years of service v/ould appear. Arguing from the evidence 
f o r the p r i m i p i l a t e , we may say t h a t p r e f e c t s of the camp who had 
been promoted d i r e c t l y tojthat p o s i t i o n from the p r i m i p i l a t e , 
being t h e r e f o r e g e n e r a l l y men who had spent long years i n the 
centu r i o n a t e , would tend to be e l d e r l y men. What happened t o 
the p r e f e c t of the camp when the primuspilus began t o become 

more and more a c i v i l i a n i n uniform we cannot t e l l ; the d e t a i l s 
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of t h i s development i t s e l f are s t i l l unknown to us. A l l we 
know i s t h a t the o l d p r e f e c t of the camp became the ducenarian 
p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n a f t e r Gallienus, and as f a r as we can 
l u d f R from t h a t time onwards, and perhaps from some l i t t l e time 
before, the careers of the p r e f e c t s of the legions (now t h e i r 
commanders) and the p r i m i p i l a r e s (whose concern i s now the annona) 
become d i s t i n c t . 

That i s as much as can be s a i d about the p r e f e c t of the 
camp; as i n the case of the p r i m u s p i l u s , "precise d e f i n i t i o n s of 
h i s d u ties (apart from the passage i n Vegetius) are l a c k i n g . We 
t u r n now t o the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y prefect-commanders, and 
f i r s t of a l l t o those i n Egypt. Augustus had excluded senators 
from command i n Egypt, so the n a t u r a l question a r i s e s who were 
the commanders of the Egyptian l e g i o n s . Our s t a r t i n g - p o i n t i s 
the i n s c r i p t i o n of L. C i r p i n i u s , who was pri(mus) p i l ( u s ) iterum 
p r a e f ( e c t u s ) l e g ( i o n l s ) X X I I . The date i s before the r e i g n of 
Claudius, and p o s s i b l y before the r e i g n of C a l i g u l a ( i f we are 
r i p h t i n seeing i n the existence of a p r e f e c t of; one l e g i o n 
evidence f o r the two legions not yet being i n . one camp). We 
note also the e a r l y appearance of pp* iterum as the q u a l i f i c a t i o n 
f o r t h i s post. I t i s possible t h a t the t i t l e was attached as a 
matter of course i n the case of the Egyptiah l e g i o n s , "and d i d 
not i n v o l v e an a c t u a l post h e l d before the p r e f e c t u r e ; but as 

in wfci'cli 

we have only two careers of Egyptian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t s i t i s 
p l a i n t h a t no l e g i o n v/as h e l d w i t h the second p r i m i p i l a t e , we 
cannot be c e r t a i n . Our next i n s c r i p t i o n i s t h a t of P. Anicius 
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Maximus. Much has been w r i t t e n about t h i s career, as t o whether 
the post i n v o l v e d i s or i s not the ducenarian post we would 
erxpect from l a t e r p a r a l l e l s . The answer seems t o he t h a t propos­
ed 'by Lesquier ( 1 0 ) , t h a t the p r e f e c t u r e of the campljLn Egypt, 
p o s s i b l y at f i r s t r a t e d no higher than those elsewhere, rose 
q u i c k l y i n p r e s t i g e . At the time Iviaximus held the post i t was 
higher than the ordinary p r e f e c t u r e of the camp, which he had 
held w i t h I I Augusta i n U3, but had not reached ducenarian rank. 
Nor of coarse had i t become the r u l e t h a t i t should be preceded 
by primuspilus iterum and the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . The career i s 
i n f a c t intermediate between the Augustan system and the new, 
mainly the work of Claudius, which w i t h m o d i f i c a t i o n s r u l e d t i l l 
the time of Gallienus. The problem i s t o r e l a t e the post h e l d 
be Maximus, the pr e f e c t u r e of the camp at Alexandria, where a t 
t h i s time both-Egyptian l e g i o n s were encamped, t o the p r e f e c t u r e s 
of the legi o n s t o v/hich we have r e f e r r e d . The short answer i s 
t h a t we are not i n a p o s i t i o n t o define t h a t r e l a t i o n s h i p . 
U n f o r t u n a t e l y , L, C i r p i n i u s i s the f i r s t and l a s t ducenarian 
l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t i n Egypt a t t e s t / ^ o r the p e r i o d when more than 
one l e g i o n was s t a t i o n e d there. On the other hand, as we s h a l l 
see, the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp had become ducenarian by the 
time of Vespasian at the l a t e s t . I t seems d i f f i c u l t t o b e l i e v e 
t h a t the leg i o n s d i d not continue t o be commanded by p r e f e c t s , 
i n a d d i t i o n t o t h i s p r e f e c t of the camp. Apart from the 
pov/erful p o s i t i o n the camp p r e f e c t would hold, i f he were, under 

the p r e f e c t of Egypt, commander of two l e g i o n s , i t seems too 
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great a s t r a i n on l e g i o n a r y o r g a n i s a t i o n f o r a l e g i o n t o lose 
i t s legate and tr i b u n u s l a t i c l a v i u s . and not have a commander of 
i t s own. We need new i n s c r i p t i o n s "before we can f i n d the answer. 

The next piece of evidence i s the case of L i t e r n i u s Pronto, 
p r e f e c t of the camp i n Egypt, who l e d a v e x i l l a t i o n of 2000 men 
t o the Jewish war, and i n the c o u n c i l of T i t u s "before the w a l l s 
of Jerusalem was ranked higher than the centenarian p r o c u r a t o r 
of Iudaea. By the end of 78 or the "beginning of 79 he was 
p r e f e c t of Egypt, BO everything suggests t h a t the pr e f e c t u r e 
of the camp i n Egypt i n A#D. 70 was d e f i n i t e l y ducenarian. 

Next i n the chain of evidence comes the case of T. Suedius 
Clemens, who i s a t t e s t e d as a ce n t u r i o n , as a p r i m i p i l a r i s i n 
69, as a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e under Vespasian, and i n 79-80 as 
praefectus castrorum i n Egypt. The tenure of the fcribunate 
i n d i c a t e s t h a t he reached the p r e f e c t u r e v i a the Rome t r i b u n a t e s 
and the post of primuspilus i t e r u m , and t h a t the p r e f e c t u r e i s 
now d e f i n i t e l y ducenarian. There f o l l o w a s e r i e s of i n s c r i p t i o n s 
by men d e s c r i b i n g themselves simply as praefectus castrorum T 

a l l set up i n Egypt, i n A. D. 90-1 , 99, 138-1+1 , 151 or 158-9 , 162, 
and under Commodus. The only example of the t i t l e praefectus 
l e g i o n i s I I Traianae w i t h i n Egypt i s datable t o 185. This 
praefectus castrorum i s c l e a r l y of ducenarian rank, and ranks 
immediately a f t e r the p r e f e c t of Egypt i n the m i l i t a r y hierarchy. 
This i n c i d e n t a l l y i s one of the d i f f i c u l t i e s about supposing 
the' l e gions t o have r e t a i n e d ducenarian commanders when they 
were bot h i n the camp at Alexandria; why do they not appear on 
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these i n s c r i p t i o n s ? 

There i s noimore evidence f o r the praefectus castrorum 

of Egypt, except f o r the papyrus r e f e r e n c e to P, S e l i u s Laetus. 

He as pra e f e c t u s castrorum assigned a centurion of I I I Gyrenalca?' 

as judge i n a case concerning a man s t a t i o n e d at the camp of 

Babylon, under one of the l a s C three J u l i o - C l a u d i a n s . The 

e d i t o r , H.A. Sanders ( 1 1 ) , was of the opinion that Laetus was 

the p r e f e c t of the camp of Babylon. P.M. Meyer and E. Levy {12) 

thought he was the commander of I I I Cyrenaica, and the camp 

E l Rasad, before the legions had a j o i n t camp. My own f e e l i n g ^ 

i s t n a t the p r e f e c t of the camp at Alexandria might w e l l have 

had the power to delegate j u r i s d i c t i o n i n the other camps, but 

c l e a r l y , as Lopuszanski ( l a ) remarked, there can be no argument 

based on t n i s t e x t . 

There i s no more evidence fyf the p r a e f e c t i castrorum i n 

Egypt, but there i s one b i g problem remaining. A pra e f e c t u s 

l e g i o n i s I I Traianae appears i n p r i m i p i l a r l s c a r e e r s i n a 

p o s i t i o n which i n d i c a t e s t h a t the post i s of ducenarian rank, 

from the l a t e r y e a r s of Hadrian onwards; the f i r s t i n s c r i p t i o n 

that of T i . Claudius Secundinus, i s datable (owing to a probable 

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ; to the e a r l y 150's. By that time the l e g i o n 

was almost alone i n Egypt. The two s e r i e s of i n s c r i p t i o n s then 

continue s i d e by s i d e , the ducenarian p r a e f e c t i castrorum i n 

Egypt, and tne ducenarian p r a e f e c t i l e g i o n i s I I Traianae a t t e s t ­

ed on i n s c r i p t i o n s from outside Egypt, with the exception noted 

two paragraphs above. There seem to be only two p o s s i b l e 

e x p l a n a t i o n s , the Domaszewski theory of the former being 



commander of an a u x i l i a r y camp (14;, and that which I share 

with others ( l b ; , namely t h a t the people concerned i n both-

s e r i e s are examples of the ducenarian prefect-commander of 

I I T r a i a n a , who r e t a i n s the old t i t l e praefeotus castrorum i n 

Egypt because o r i g i n a l l y he had been ducenarian p r e f e c t of a 

two-legion camp. Outside Egypt, of course, the t i t l e l acked 

i t s s p e c i a l meaning, and the new t i t l e was used. 

The s o l u t i o n proposed here has been most r e c e n t l y attacked 

by A b d u l l a t i f Ahmed Aly, i n h i s p u b l i c a t i o n of a new a very 

important i n s c r i p t i o n ("A L a t i n I n s c r i p t i o n from N i c o p o l i s " , 

Annals of the F a c u l t y of A r t s , Ain Sheans U n i v e r s i t y , v o l . I l l , 

Jan. 1955, pp. 113-46; I am very g r a t e f u l to Mr. J.C. Mann. 

f o r the loan or an o f f - p r i n t of 

t h i s work, A praerectus castrorum named L. I u l i u s Crescens 

appear, a f t e r the p r e f e c t of Egypt, on the d e d i c a t i o n of t h i s 

stone s e t up by discharged veterans of I I T r a i a n a . The 

primuspllus of the l e g i o n i s named i n the g e n i t i v e as I u l i u s 

Crescens. A. A* Aly has i d e n t i f i e d these two, most p l a u s i b l y , -eh-

and deduced from t n i s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n the f a c t t h a t the 

praefbetus castrorum wno a p p e a r a f t e r the p r e l e c t of figypt 

on i n s c r i p t i o n s i s oniy «n ordinary pi -oieot of tne camp, as 

elsewhere i n the junpire, and not the commander of the l e g i o n 

who was c a l l e d p r a e r e c t u s - l e g i o n i s , and was at l e a s t a 

primuspilus b i s i n rank. To t h i s 1 would oppose the f o l l o w i n g 

o b j e c t i o n s . F i r s t , there i s the chain of evidence given above. 

I t i s true t h a t L i t e r n i u s Fronto might have reached the 
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p r e f e c t u r e of agypt from the ordinary p r e f e c t u r e of the camp 

under abnormal circumstances, but that does not e x p l a i n the 

f a c t that he ranked above the procurator of Judaea, AS f o r 

the f a c t that /the case of T. S u j ^ i u s Clemens depends on an 

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n , auedius i s a very r a r e nomen, The g r e a t e s t 

d i f f i c u l t y of a l l i n h i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n i s , i n my view, the 

f a c t that the p r e f e c t of the le g i o n supposed by him never 

appeara on these i n s c r i p t i o n s from j&gypt. S u r e l y he ought to 

be a s s o c i a t e d i n these d e d i c a t i o n s . «s f o r the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 

of the two, eight of the centurions and ten of the veterans 

have the nomen lULIUS^ and Crescens i s n o t the r a r e s t of 

cognomina. I th e r e f o r e r e j e c t the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n as i n i t s e l f 

u n c e r t a i n , and as opposed to the other evidence f o r the rank of 

the praefectus caatrorum i n Egypt. I hope I w i l l not seem 

u n j u s t to A.A. Aly. 

As f a r as the Domaszewski theory i s concerned, the fo l l o w ­

ing points may be made. The b a s i s of the theory, the p o s s i b i l ­

i t y of the pr a e f e c t u s castrorum being a commander of a purely 

a u x i l i a r y camp, i s unproven. The only a d d i t i o n a l evidence 

quoted f o r i t , the f a c t t h a t T. P l a v i u s V e r g i l i a n u s supervised 

the c o n s t r u c t i o n of a b u i l d i n g f o r an. a u x i l i a r y cohort, - i s not 

d e c i s i v e , f o r such a general s u p e r v i s i o n of work c a r r i e d out 

by a leg i o n a r y c e n t u r i o n temporarily i n charge of the cbhort 

i s not i r r e c o n c i l a b l e with the du t i e s of a leg i o n a r y commander. 

I n c i d e n t a l l y , i f my view of P. S e l i u s Laetus 18 c o r r e c t , there 

i s proof there of the competence 6f> the pr a e f e c t u s castrorum 
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throughout Egypt. F i n a l l y , there i s no obvious reason why 
Egypt should have a ducenarian p r e f e c t of an a u x i l i a r y camp, 
whereas there i s every reason f o r a ducenarian le g i o n a r y 
commander, who keeps the old t i t l e p r a e f e c t u s Castporum on 
i n s c r i p t i o n s and documents from Egypt i t s e l f because o r i g i n a l l y 
he had been ducenarian p r e f e c t of a two-legion camp. The 
i n s c r i p t i o n of T. Voconius A.F. represents an e x p e r i m ^ t in 
t h i s case, j u s t as the t i t l e p r a e f e c t u s leg;ionis was experiment­
ed with elsewhere i n the Empire as an a l t e r n a t i v e f o r 
praei'ectus castrorum l e g i o n l s . One more point: a ducenarian 
commander or p r e f e c t of an a u x i l i a r y camp i s unattest/ i n any 
ca r e e r i n s c r i p t i o n , while a ducenarian p r e f e c t f i r s t of one of 
Jswo Egyptian l e g i o n s , then of a two-legion camp, then of the 
sole Egyptian l e g i o n i s amply a t t e s t e d . The only question 
that remains i s whether there was a l s o a p r e f e c t of the camp 
such as there were elsewhere i n the Empire. The answer i3 not 
c e r t a i n , but s i n c e there was no trlbunus l a t l c l a v i u s , such an 
o f f i c e r would rank next to the ducenarian p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n , 
and be a man of very s i m i l a r m i l i t a r y experience apart from 
the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . This would c r e a t e a very awkward p o s i t i o n . 
F u r t h e r , i f there was such an o f f i c i a l , one would expect more 
attempt to make c l e a r which was which, and the t i t l e p r a e f e c t u s 
castrorum would become ambiguous. The d u t i e s of the p r e f e c t 
could e a s i l y be performed by a s e n i o r c e n t u r i o n . What I 
b e l i e v e must have been the most important p a r t of the p r e f e c t ' s 
d u t i e s , which l e d i n the t h i r d century to h i s becoming commander 
of the l e g i o n , namely a d v i s i n g the l e g a t e from h i s g r e a t e r 
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experience, becomes unnecessary when the p r e f e c t h i m s e l f 

commands. In summary, then, what I envisage i s ( a ) the command 

of the l e g i o n s while encamped s e p a r a t e l y by ducenarian p r e f e c t s , 

(b) the command of the combined camp by a ducenarian p r e f e c t , 

with i n s u f f i c i e n t evidence to show whether the i n d i v i d u a l 

l e g i o n s r e t a i n e d commanders, and (c) when the g a r r i s o n was 

reduced to one l e g i o n , the command of t h a t l e g i o n by a ducenar­

i a n p r e f e c t . Throughout the second century the o l d t i t l e df 

p r a e f e c t u s castrorum was r e t a i n e d f o r t h i s man. We have no 

s i m i l a r t h i r d - c e n t u r y i n s c r i p t i o n from Egypt, so we do not 

know i f the t i t l e l i v e d on. On the other hand, from the 

c a r e e r of the unknown VI 51871 we l e a r n that when the l e g i o n 

went abroad i t possessed a normal es^tbiiahment, i n c l u d i n g an 

ordinary p r e f e c t of the camp, who i s n e v e r t h e l e s s anxious to 

make c l e a r t h a t he i s not the pr a e f e c t u s l e g i o n i s I I Tralanae, 

but i s the pr a e f e c t u s castrorum of th a t l e g i o n . 

Did the tenure of the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y pref ectu/e* a f f e c t 

the l a t e r c a r e e r ? Before we consid e r t h i s i t would be best to 

take i n t o account the f a c t t h a t three hew ducenarian p r e f e c t ­

ures come i n t o the p i c t u r e from the time of Severus, those of 

the newly r a i s e d P a r t h i a n l e g i o n s . Although C. I u l i u s 

Pacatianus h e l d one of these posts i n the middle of what was 

e s s e n t i a l l y an e q u e s t r i a n c a r e e r , (of H.G. Pflaum's type I ) (16) 

i t i s reasonably c l e a r that they soon a l s o became the monopoly 

of the p r i m l p l l a r e s . On the c a r e e r s the f o l l o w i n g observations 

may be made. These posts were important. L i t e r n i u s Fronto 

rose to be p r e f e c t of Egypt, T i . Claudius Secundinus to be 
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p r a e f e c t u s annonae, the unknown of X I V 191 to the fo u r t h 

ducenarlan echelon a t l e a s t . The only apparent f a i l u r e , . 

L,;:Cominius Maximus, seems from the timing of h i s c a r e e r to 

have been suddenly f o r c e d i n t o retirement, a f t e r a favourable 

beginning. I n the case of Secundinus, and l e s s c e r t a i n l y i n 

the case of Maximus and the unknown of XIV|L91, a Rome 

proc u r a t o r s h l p was h e l d a f t e r the p r e f e c t u r e , and I have 

suggested the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t these men, to avoid t h e i r being 
A provincial ffocorcitorshih 

handicapped by not having^as t h e i r f i r s t post, were p r i v i l e g e d 

to g a i n t h e i r experience i n a d m i n i s t r a t i o n at Rome. As f a r as 

the P a r t h i a n legions are concerned, while Pacatianus d i d not 

r i s e high, the p o s i t i o n of I I P a r t h i c a seems to have made i t 

a key command. A e l i u s T r i c c i a n u s was sent from i t tb the 

s e n a t o r i a l governorship of Pannonia, admittedly i n e x t r a o r d i n a r y 

circumstances, and i t seems probable t h a t t h i s was the only 

admlnstrative post that Comazon had h e l d a t the time of h i s 

promotion to the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e . T. L i c i n i u s H i e r o c l e s , 

the only p r e f e c t of a P a r t h i a n l e g i o n apart from Pacatianus 

f o r whom we possess a f u l l c a r e e r , was honoured as procurator 

of Mauretania C a e s a r i e n s i s , and i t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to note that 

he had had a post i n Rome as pr e c u r a t o r before he went to h i s 

p r e f e c t u r e . The d i s c u s s i o n of the ca r e e r of Traianus Mucianus 

belongs to the chapter on the Late P r i m i p i l a t e . Thus, while 

the evidence i s scanty, i t does seem to point to the holders of 

these ducenarian p r e r e c t u r e s as not unimportant. This i s what 

we should expect, seeing that one of them was i n command of the 

m i l i t a r y f o r c e s of Egypt and another of the l e g i o n on the 
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o u t s k i r t s of Rome. We know too l i t t l e of the other P a r t h i a n 

l e g i o n s to be able to speak about t h e i r commanders. 

Prom the re i g n of G a l l i e n u s onwards we know of no senator­

i a l commanders of l e g i o n s . Instead, each l e g i o n i s commanded 

by a p r e f e c t of ducenarian rank. There has been «. Gbsc&j.n 

amount of controversy i n the past as tMfc whether these p r e f e c t s 

were the old p r e f e c t s of the camp or the old p r i m i p i l i lterum. 

This controversy,as we have seen, s i d e - s t e p s the main i s s u e , 

namely what p o s i t i o n i n the leg i o n d i d the primuspilus lterum 

occupy? We have put forward the hypothesis that he was the 

p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n , and that a p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n could 

e i t h e r be a man who had j u s t h e l d the p r i m i p i l a t e or one who 

had h e l d t r i b u n a t e s at Home. I f t h i s view i s c o r r e c t the new 

ducenarian p r e l e c t can h a r d l y be other than the p r e f e c t of the 

le g i o n , f o r the only two o f f i c e r s s e n i o r to him,f\both senators, 

disappear a f t e r t h i s period. More on these p r e f e c t s I do not 
e 

wish to say, f o r the f o l l o w i n g reasons. The chd/f i s that 

a f t e r t h i s r e i g n there i s l i t t l e evidence or none to make us 

suppose that they were s t i l l being r e c r u i t e d from p r l m i p l l a r e s , 

This may seem a oo.ntradiction to what I have s a i d above, but 

the point i s that the whole nature of the task of the 

primuspilus was changing, and at some stage i t seems probable J 

that a change i n the approach to i t must have taken p l a c e . 

The second h a l f of the t h i r d century i s poor i n c a r e e r s , 

p a r t i c u l a r l y of c a r e e r s r i c h i n d e t a i l of t h e i r e a r l y stages, 

so we cannot hope to t r a c e t h i s development, tromotion to the 
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posts of p r a e s i d e s s t i l l occurred^e.g. A e l i u s a e l i a n u s , 

Clementius V a l e r i u s M a r c e l l m u s , but as a whole the period i s 

wrapped i n o b s c u r i t y . I t i s enough to note that p r e f e c t s were 

s t i l l commanding legions at the time when some s e c t i o n s of the 

N o t i t l a Dignitatum were composed. Our i n t e r e s t i n p r e f e c t s of 

leg i o n s r e a l l y ended with the l a s t c e r t a i n cases of p r i m i p i l a r e s 

holding such posts i n or about the r e i g n of G a l l i e n u s . 

There i s l i t t l e to add about the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp 

and of the l e g i o n s . We have seen i t as an i n s t i t u t i o n founded 

by Augustus, to which p r i m i p i l a r e s were c a l l e d f o r varying 

lengths of time, as they were to other posts in the period 

before Clau d i u s . I t seems probable that i t was Claudius who 

d e f i n i t e l y i n s t i t u t e d one p r e f e c t per l e g i o n , though where 

more than one l e g i o n was i n a camp there would s t i l l be a 

p r e l e c t of the camp i n supreme a d i m i n i s t r a t i v e charge, hanking 

t h i r d i n the h i e r a r c h y of the l e g i o n , the post grew s t e a d i l y 

i n importance. i t was s t a f f e d by men drawn from a l l three 

main sources of r e c r u i t s f o r the p r i m i p i l a r e s , no corps as f a r 

as we can judge r e c e i v i n g p r e f e r e n t i a l treatment. Men came 

to i t e i t h e r immediately a l t e r t h e i r f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e , i n 

which case i t g e n e r a l l y marked the end of t h e i r c a r e e r s , or 

a f t e r the Home t r i b u n a t e s , when they had the d i s t i n c t i v e t i t l e 

of primuspilus iterum and a l a r g e r s a l a r y . iJhese l a t t e r are 

di s c u s s e d i n the appropriate chapter. On t h e i r d u t i e s I have 

s a i d l i t t l e , f o r there i s l i t t l e to know. At the same time, 

i n Jigypt a d i f f e r e n t development was taking p l a c e , compelled 
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by the f a c t there were no s e n a t o r i a l commanders or t r l b u n l 

l a t l c l a v l i t h ere. The f i r s t s o l u t i o n was to cr e a t e a ducenarian 

legionary prefect-commander. Beside him was the p r e f e c t of the 

camp, who, from the moment that two l e g i o n s were s t a t i o n e d 

together at Nicopolas, began to grow i n importance. He soon 

reached ducenarian rank. When there was only one l e g i o n i n 

Egypt t h i s p r e f e c t was the commander of the l e g i o n . F u r t h e r 

ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t u r e s were c r e a t e d when the P a r t h i a n 

l e g i o n s were r a i s e d , and the f i n a l development was the e n t r u s t ­

ing of a l l l e g i o n a r y commands to the p r e f e c t s of the camp, when 

the growing r e l u c t a n c e of senators to enter the Impe r i a l 

s e r v i c e brought about the end of the old order. This f i n a l 

honour, which brought about the disappearance of the p r e f e c t 

of the camp, perhaps r e f l e c t s as w e l l as anything could^ the 

importance of the i n s t i t u t i o n of Augustus. The par t played by 

these p r o f e s s i o n a l s o l d i e r s i n maintaining the standards of the 

legions i s I n c a l c u l a b l e . 
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THE ROME TRIBUNATES 

The Rome t r i b u n a t e s were f o r the p r i m l p i i a r i s the route 

to the duccnarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . But they were much more 

than t h i s , f o r , as we s h a l l see i n the chapter on procurators, 

there was not always a demand f o r p r i m i p i l a r i s - p r o c u r a t o r s , 

and . i t i s c e r t a i n l y doubtful i f every p r a e t o r i a n tribune 

r e c e i v e d a proc u r a t o r s h i p , even i n the days of the Antonines. 

But i n every period, t i l l deep i n t o the t h i r d century, the 

cohorts at nome were supplied with p r i m i p i l a r e s as t r i b u n e s , 

and from those tr i b u n e s were chosen the p r i m i p i l i iterum, 

and the p r e f e c t s of the ducenarian l e g i o n s . 

The Rome t r i b u n a t e s , then, were more than mere stepping-

stones. T h e i r h o l d e r s c o n t r o l l e d under t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e 

p r e f e c t s the only m i l i t a r y f o r c e i n I t a l y , t h a t i s t i l l the 

time of beverus. They were at the centre of the Jimpire, and 

those who h e l d commands i n the p r a e t o r i a n guard and the 

equites s l n g u l a r e s came i n t o constant contact with the 

emperor, xhough the p r i m i p i l a r e s who fi l l e d j b h e s e posts 

included, a number of c o n s p i r a t o r s over the y e a r s , the emperors 

wore content to leav e to t h i s corps the s o l e p o s s e s s i o n of 

these t r i b u n a t e s . When the l e g i o n I I P a r t h i c a came to Mons 

Albanus, apart from l u l i u s Pacatianus i t s commanders were a l s o 

p r i m i p i l a r e s , and i n agypt, where there were no senators, i t 

was the p r i m i p i l a r e s , not the equestri a n s by o r i g i n , who l e d 

the legions as p r e f e c t s . 



203 
• « 

Wot a l l p r i m l p i l a r e s became Rome t r i b u n e s . rhe t h i r t y 

so p r i m i p i l i who completed t h e i r year of o f f i c e each year 

could r e t i r e , become p r e f e c t s of the camp, j o i n the numerus of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s at nome, or obtain a\jommission as tribune s t r a i g h t 

away, according to the d e c i s i o n of the bureau ab e p l s t u l i s a t 

Rome The number of vacancies at nome was not l a r g e . i f , 

as I suspect, the tribunes of v i g i l e s , urban and p r a e t o r i a n 

cohorts normally n e l d o f f i c e f o r a year there were only seven 

t r i b u n a t e s i n the v i g i l e s a v a i l a b l e . On the next rung, the 

urban, there were four t r i b u n a t e s at nome, and two outside the 

c i t y , at Carthage and Lugdunum. There was i n a d d i t i o n the 

tribunate^, of the equites s i n g u l a r e s . This and the urban 

t r i b u n a t e s outside Kome seem to have been tenable f o r a pe r i o d . 

longer than one year, r i n a l l y there were ten p r a e t o r i a n 

t r i b u n a t e s , and we s h a l l have to consider l a t e r how the three 

vacancies were f i l l e d , one thing i s c l e a r , that i t was not 

n e c e s s a r i l y a slow process p a s s i n g through the three t r i b u n a t e s , 

as i n f a c t most p r l m i p i l a r l s procurators and p r e f e c t s appear 

to have donef©. Before d i s c u s s i n g t h i s question f u r t h e r i t w i l l 

probably be e a s i e s t to d i s c u s s each of the corps s e p a r a t e l y , 

a f t e r we have d i s c u s s e d the beginning_of the sys-tem.--

The praetor"lan t r i b u n a t e appears f i r s t i n order of time. 

Paullus Aemilius, who i s a t t e s t e d i n the reigns of Augustus and 

T i b e r i u s , h e l d a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e a f t e r having been primus 

p i l u s twice or f o r two y e a r s , andjliaving been pra e f e c t u s equitum. 

M. V e r g i l i u s c a l l u s L u s i u s i n the same two reigns was primus 
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p l l u s , p r e f e c t of a cohort, p r a e f e c t u s fabrum f o r three y e a r s , 

p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e , and then became ld i o l o g u s i n Egypt. The 

p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e thus leads to a p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . L. 

Ovinius nufus, i n the same period, marks a f u r t h e r stage i n 

development, or i t may be a f r e s h experiment, being pri m u s p i l u s , 

and.then tribune i n turn of an urban and p r a e t o r i a n cohort, 

winding up as praefectus fabrum. probably i n the time of 

Augustus i s to be placed the c a r e e r of Cn. Manlius, who v/as 

praefectus cohortium and then a p r a e t o i i an tribune. 

The i n s c r i p t i o n s that c a r r y us i n t o the r e i g n of Claudius 

show the c a r e e r beginning to take shape, un the whole i t i s 

the post of pp. iterum and the procuratorshJ.ps t h a t are added, 

while the i d e a of holding t r i b u n a t e s i n s u c c e s s i o n does not 

re-emerge i n our records t i l l the end of Claudius. Thus 

Maxumus was p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e , pp. b i s , procurator; C. Baebius 

A t t i c u s was p_p_., pr a e f . c i v i t a t i u m twice, p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e , 

t r i b u n e , pp. iterum, procurator; and L. R u f e l l i u s Severus was 

pp I I . . . t r i b . p r a e t • . The i n s c r i p t i o n i s broken, but i t seems 

u n l i k e l y t h a t another t r i b u n a t e v/as mentioned. Somewhere i n 

t h i s p e r i o d f a l l s T. Poninius -,. who was primuspilus,- -

p r a e f e c t u s equitum, and then p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e . The f i r s t 

r e currence of the urban and p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e i n the same 

c a r e e r i s i n the case of i u l i u s P o l l i o , who h e l d h i s p r a e t o r i a n 

t r i b u n a t e i n 55. Under Nero the f u l l system h e l d sway, as the 

pp.iterum, procurator; the unknown XjL711 M was p_p_.j p r a e t o r i a n 01 



c a r e e r s of M. V e t t i u s Valens and C. Gavius S i l v a n u s t e s t i f y . 

Concerning the v l g i l e s there i s l i t t l e to say. Despite 

the comparatively l a r g e number of t r i b u n e s known to us, I 

have only been able to note two c a s e s , with a p o s s i b l e t h i r d , 

where we are able to show that the same tri b u n a t e was h e l d by 

d i f f e r e n t people w i t h i n a short space of y e a r s . M. P l a v i u s 

Raesianus was tribune of the second cohort i n JdOv, and C. I u l i u s 

Antigonus commanded the same cohort i n 210. F l a v i u s Priamus 

commanded the f i f t h cohort i n i l l , but i t was i n charge of 

Numerius Albanus i n 113. The same cohort was h e l d by M. 

Bassaeus Rufus about 154, and by P l o t i e n u s Sabinus i n 156. 

I n t e r e s t i n g i s the case of A u r e l i u s C a t u l l i n u s , who as a 

p r i m i p i l a r l s acted as c u r a t o r c o h o r t i s ; B a i l i e Reynolds has 

suggested that he was i n charge of the remainder of the cohort 

at Rome when the tribune was commanding the v e x i l l a t i o n a t 

O s t i a ( 2 ; . Be that as i t may, we have here a c l u e as to how a 

temporary vacancy was f i l l e d . C a t u l l i n u s must have been a 

member of the numerus at Rome. 

For the urban cohorts there are no cases recorded where a 

t r i b u n a t e has changed hands i n a short space of time, and f o r 

the normal tenure being one year one can only r e f e r to such 

c a s e s - a s that of L. Antonius Naso, who h e l d s e v e r a l Rome 

tr i b u n a t e s i n a short space of time. What i s of i n t e r e s t and 

importance with regard to the urban t r i b u n a t e s i s the question 

of the two commands h e l d outside Rome, namely those of the 

f i r s t and t h i r t e e n t h cohorts. Epigraphic records of these 

commands are r a r e . 
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C. Cestius Sabinus pp., t r i b . X I H urb.. 

C. Velius Rufus pp., praef. v e x l l l a r i o r u m , t r i b . 
X I I I urb., dux exe r c i t u s e t c . , 
proc. Imp. e t c . Pann. et Delm., 
proc.Raetlae• 

Cn. Pompeius Proculus pp., t r i b I urb . , proc. Ponti 
et B i t h . . 

The case of C. G-avius Silvanus does not belong here, f o r 
he comes from a p e r i o d when the cohorts at Rome were numbered 
X I I I - X V I I . I n the careers of C. Velius Rufus, and of C. Cestius 
Sabinus bhe t r i b u n a t e of v i g i l e s i s not h e l d , and i n the former 
case n e i t h e r a*« the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e ft>r the post of pp. I I . 
S i m i l a r t o the C a r e e r of C. Velius Rufus i s t h a t of Cn. 
Pompeius Proculus, except t h a t he h e l d the f i r s t , not the 
t h i r t e e n t h urban cohort. The second p o i n t t o n o t i c e , which i s 
only demonstrable f o r Velius Rufus, i s t h a t these t r i b u n a t e s 
could apparently be h e l d f o r longer than one year. Velius 
Rufus seems t o have commanded h i s cohort roughly from 85 t o 89. 
From i t he went d i r e c t l y t o a procucatorship, as d i d Cn. 
Pompeius Proculus, whose career ran i t s course some time 
between 70 and 138. Of the other t r i b u n e of the cohort X I I I 
urbana recorded we know only the name, Numisius Clemens, and 
as f a r as I urbana i s concerned. we_know only-the--names—of 
L. L i c i n i u s L i c i n i a n u s and Papirius Sporus. The basis of 
evidence i s only s l i g h t , but I do suggest t h a t i t i s possible 
t h a t these two t r i b u n a t e s , being outside Rome and thus t o a l l 
i n t e n t s and purposes separate commands, were t r e a t e d d i f f e r e n t l y 
from the r e s t . These d i f f e r e n c e s would seem t o i n v o l v e 
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excusing the holders the necessity of h o l d i n g t r i b u n a t e s of the 
v i g i l e s 6r the p r a e t o r i a n guard, and of being pp. I I . Further 
the command could l a s t a number of years. I n t h i s i t would 
resemble the t r i b u n a t e of the equites s i n g u l a r e s . But i t may, 
of course, be t h a t the unusual natxire of the careers noted i s 
to be explained by p a r t i c u l a r circumstances, and not as a sign 
of a d i f f e r e n t type of career. C l e a r l y , one requires a gre a t e r 
number of d e t a i l e d careers i n c l u d i n g these p a r t i c u l a r t r i b u n a t e s . 
Two f u r t h e r p o i n t s may be made: (a) C. Velius Rufus apparently 
d i d not s u f f e r as a consquence of h i s long stay i n one post, 
c f . T a t t i u s Maximus; (b) there i s no evidence t h a t Velius Rufus 
was ever at Rome; t h i s w i l l serve t o remind us t h a t the ducen-
a r i a n p r i m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r d i d not n e c e s s a r i l y reach h i s 
p r o c u r a t o r s h i p by way of the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . This hypothesis 
can be te s t e d on f u t u r e career i n s c r i p t i o n s i n c l u d i n g the urban 
t r i b u n a t e s outside Rome. The evidence at present c e r t a i n l y 
seems t o allow the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n I have suggested, though i t s 
correctness cannot be demonstrated. I n any case, the urban 
t r i b u n a t e s at Carthage and Lugdunum deserve f u r t h e r c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
than has been accorded t o them h i t h e r t o . 

That the t r i b u n a t e s of the equites . singulares w«» p a r t of 
the p r i m i p i l a r i s career and not of the ordinary equestrian has 
been c o n c l u s i v e l y demonstrated by the recent discovery of an 
i n s c r i p t i o n g i v i n g the e a r l y career of ̂ . Marcius Turbo - see 
the Prosopography. This i s at present the only recorded career 
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i n c l u d i n g t h a t t r i b u n a t e . I t was there h e l d a f t e r the 
t r i b u n a t e of v i g i l e s , and was f o l l o w e d by a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e , 
w i t h no cohort s p e c i f i e d . This may mean e i t h e r t h a t he was 
c r e d i t e d w i t h the t i t l e w i t h out ever e x e r c i s i n g i t s d u t i e s , or 
th a t the command of the e q u i t e 3 singulares was i n f a c t r a t e d as 
a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e ; but the l a t t e r explanation would r a i s e 
the question why i n t h a t case none of the other recorded 

tr i b u n e s of the equites singulares are so described. The former 
seems the more l i k e l y explanation, t h e i - e i o r e , and i t i s surely 
i n accordance w i t h the tremendous speed of t h i s p a r t of Turbo's 
career. Though the post stands i n the p o s i t i o n normally 
occupied by the urban t r i b u n a t e , there can be l i t t l e doubt t h a t 
t h i s p a r t i c u l a r t r i b u n a t e was i n some respects even more 
important/ than the praetori^a*. The holder had d a i l y contact 
w i t h the emperor, whereas the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e took h i s t u r n 
on duty at the r a l a t i n e . For the gre a t e r p a r t of the per i o d 
w i t h y/hich we are concerned there was only one t r i b u n e of the 
equites s i n g u l a r e s , and as we s h a l l see there i s evidence t h a t 
the post was h e l d f o r periods of longer than one year on 
occasion,,so t n a t the emperor could choose the best from the 
p r i m i p i l a r e 3 who had "come up- t o Rome i n the previous two or 
three years. 

The f i r s t of the two points we.'h'ave mentioned, the number 
of t r i b u n e s , i s demonstrable by the number of tribunes mentioned 
on the diplomas of the equites singulares and t h e i r i n s c r i p t i o n s 
as a u n i t . I give a t a b l e of them below. 
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139 
142 
143 
JL45 
153 
J.89 
197 

oex. Baius ruden3 
i i t 1..T. J.. t c 
tie 1 i u s won imu s 

. a l e r i u s Maximus 
T a t t l u s iviaxlmus 
x a t t i u s iwaximus 
x a t t i u s maximus 

iTebius liermanus 

isu5 

Occius valens 
Octavlus r i s o 
Octavius x l s o 
V a l e r i u s werculanus 

<s3o 
*37 

Aelius v i c t o r 
melius valens 

I t w i l l be seen t h a t t r i b u n e s are a t t e s t e d s i n g l y i n the 
secona century, up t o ±e9, while rrom 197 t o yu5 we have a 
number of cases where two t r i b u n e s are mentioned. i t seems 
best t o a t t r i b u t e t h i s change, a s iwr. oleasby does ('6) t o the 
work of oeverus. i n 23u and <s37 s i n g l e t r i b u n e s are a t t e s t e d 
which would seem bo imply a reversion to the pre-oeveran system 
of command. We cannot go f u r t h e r i n t o the problems r a i s e d by 
these changes, but must content ourselves w i t h n o t i n g them l o r 
t h e i r relevance t o the number of t r i b u n a t e s a v a i l a b l e . 

ihe second ^ o i n t i s the length of s e r v i c e . Here c l e a r l y 

there i s no i i x e a x-uit>. «. study of the career of Turbo, as 

given i n the rrosopography, w i l l show t h a t h i s stay i n t h i s 
t r i b u n a t e ^ was not l o n g , though h i s l a t e r career was such t h a t 
the emperor had equal o p p o r t u n i t i e s t o see much of him; indeed, 
I have suggested t h a t some of the posts were h e l d f o r t h i s 
very reason. T a t t i u s Maximus, on the other hand, was t r i b u n e 
at l e a s t from 142 to 145, but t h i s d i d not prevent him from 
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reaching the p r e f e c t u r e of the v i g i l e s i n 156 and the p r a e t o r i a n 
p r e f e c t u r e i n 158. F i n a l l y , a neat demonstration t h a t i t was 
the emperor's de c i s i o n which governed the l e n g t h of stay: 
Octavius Piso i s a t t e s t e d i n 202 and i n 205, but h i s colleague 
has changed. 

I t i s scarcely necessary t o emphasise t h a t a post h e l d by 
a Marcius Turbo or a T a t t i u s Maximus was reserved f o r the pic k 
of the p r i m i p i l a r e s . Sex. Baius Pudens must have reached the 
t h i r d ducenarian p r o c u r a t o r i a l echelon w i t h comparable speed 
f o r f o u r t e e n years a f t e r h i s t r i b u n a t e s he was h o l d i n g h i s 
t h i r d post i n t h a t echelon. I have suggested elsewhere t h a t i t 
was e x t r a o r d i n a r y circumstances t h a t l e d t o t h i s t a l e n t e d man 
being detained i n t h i s echelon, probably a shortage of r e a l l y 
able p r o c u r a t o r i a l governors at a v i t a l p e r i o d . I f we co n t r a s t 
w i t h t h i s the f a c t t h a t Aelius Valens was t r i b u n e i n 237 and 
only procurator of S a r d i n i a , i n the second echelon, eleven 
years l a t e r , one cannot help f e e l i n g t h a t the t r i b u n a t e had 
l o s t some of it s : i m p o r t a n c e , and the i n d i c a t i o n s are t h a t i t 
may have s u f f e r e d , as the other Rome t r i b u n a t e s probably d i d , 
from the competition of the castra peregrina. We cannot consider 
the career of L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus i n t h i s connection, 
as i t i s so u n c e r t a i n what the post o f praepositus equitum 
singulariorum I s i c J i n h i s cursus was. 

In the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e also i t i s impossible to f i n d 

a s p e c i f i c case of the same t r i b u n a t e being h e l d by two men i n 

a short space of time. On the other side of the p i c t u r e 
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Furius Festus i s a t t e s t e d t o have been t r i b u n e of the seventh 
cohort i n the consular years HO'd and 203. We know of ten 
p r a e t o r i a n tribunes at the time of the r i s o n i a n conspiracy of 
AvD. 65, and ei g h t of the years 68-69. 

65 
Cornelius M a r t i a l i s 
F l a v i u s Nepos L. 

C. Gavius Silvanus T i . 
Gerellanus Sex. 
Nymphidius Sabinus 
Pompeius 
Staius Domitius Sex. 
S t a t i u s Proxumus 
Subrius Flavus 
Veianius Niger 

68-9 
Antonius Honoratus 
Antonius Naso 
Antonius Taur-us 
Cetrius Severus 
l u l i u s M a r t i a l i s 
Pompeius Longinus 
Subrius Dexter 
Varius Crispinus - s l i g h t l y l a t e r 

than r e s t . 

No-one appears i n both l i s t s , though u n f o r t u n a t e l y the 
very t r o u b l e d circumstances t h a t give us our i n f o r m a t i o n make 
i t impossible t o t r e a t the r e s u l t s as a norm. L. Antonius Naso 
and Marclus Turbo are examples of men who must have spent 
l i t t l e time over t h e i r t r i b u n a t e s , and the same applies t o 
most of the d i s t i n g u i s n e d procurators and p r e f e c t s . 

We now t u r n to consider i r r e g u l a r promotion, andcareers 
which omit one or more t r i b u n a t e s other than those we have 
already noted, and from the l a t t e r careers we w i l l attempt t o 
suggest how promotion w i t h i n the t r i b u n a t e s worked. i r r e g u l a r 
promotions presumably were by the d i r e c t i n t e r v e n t i o n of the 
emperor. Thus we f i n d Pompeius Longinus described as e Galbae 
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a i n i c i s , non ordine m i l i t i a e . (4) I f I am r i g h t i n deducing 
from the f a c t t h a t Dio c a l l e d Saturninus a c e n t u r i o n , and 
Herodian c a l l e d him a t r i b u n e , t h a t he was promoted from a 
p r a e t o r i a n centurion t o p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e as a reward f o r h i s 
informing against r l a u t i a n u s , ( 5 ) t h i s i s a f u r t h e r example. 
For a s i m i l a r case of unusual promotion f o r services rendered 
we have the case of V a l e r i u s , who received the p r a e t o r i a n 
t r i b u n a t e of I u l i u s Crispus as a reward f o r informing against 
him. F i n a l l y there i s the case of Nymphidius Sabinus. He 
was reputed t o be Caligula's son, so h i s b i r t h must have taken 
place when Gaius was a l i v e and at l e a s t l a t e i n h i s 'teens. He 
reached the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e then i n h i s e a r l y t h i r t i e s , 
and some time p r e v i o u s l y he had h e l d the p r e f e c t u r e of a 
cohort, e i t h e r as a c e n t u r i o n or as an equestrian. C l e a r l y 
h i s mother's connection w i t h the court had stood him i n good 
stead. 

We have already noted the omission of t r i b u n a t e s i n careers 
before the time of Nero, careers i n c l u d i n g c e r t a i n urban 
t r i b u n a t e s , and careers i n c l u d i n g the t r i b u n a t e s of the equites 
s i n g u l a r e s . There are other cases. Generally i t i s the 
t r i b u n a t e of the v i g l l e s which i s omitted, as i n _ t h e cases of 
L. Appaeus Pudens, T. L i c i n i u s H i e r o c l e s , V a l e r i u s -, and 
Aur. Flav. Rufinus. I n the case of V a l e r i u s - the omission may 
only be presumed, on the basis of the most probable r e s t o r a t i o n . 
The omission of the urban t r i b u n a t e i s presumably t o be 
understood i n the case of EE V I I I 478. I n the case of C. 
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Valerius Pansa i t seems q u i t e possible t h a t both of the two 
j u n i o r t r i b u n a t e s were omitted, as i n V I 1645. On the other 
hand, the tenure of two t r i b u n a t e s at the same l e v e l i s uncommon. 
I t appears i n the career of L. Antonius Naso, but t h a t career 
i s so much played out i n the c i v i l war p e r i o d t h a t ontmust 
h e s i t a t e t o base conclusions having general v a l i d i t y on i t . 
The case of L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus i s not s t r i c t l y 
comparable, as the post of t r i b u n e of the f i r s t p r a e t o r i a n 
cohort, w i t h the b i t l e of p r o t e c t o r , c l e a r l y i n t h i s career 
implies the i n t r o d u c t i o n of a new superior post, not the 
i t e r a t i o n of the same one. 

What then are we t o deduce as regarding promotion t o , 
w i t h i n , and from the Rome tribunates? Let me r e - i t e r a t e t h a t 
the omission of c e r t a i n of those t r i b u n a t e s was not a p r i v i l e g e 
reserved f o r those i t was desired to advance q u i c k l y . Several 
of the more notable procurators and p r e f e c t s h e l d a l l three 
t r i b u n a t e s . The problem i n v o l v e d , already r e f e r r e d t o at the 
beginning of the chapter, may be s t a t e d thus. I f the tribunes 
of the v i g i l e s were appointed annually, seven posts would be 
ava i l a b l e f o r the p i c k of the t h i r t y or so men completing t h e i r 
p r i m i p i l a t e s i n any one year. Those seven a f t e r one year .would 
have f o u r posts a v a i l a b l e to them, i f the urban tribunates' i n 
Rome were also of one year's tenure. The t r i b u n a t e of the 
equites singulares andfche urban t r i b u n a t e s at Carthage and 
Lugdunum, being tenable f 6 r longer than one y e a r , f e l l vacant 
at i r r e g u l a r i n t e r v a l s of longer than one year. Beyond t h i s 
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second stage l a y ten p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e s . There thus must be 
a delay i n the v i g i l e s and p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e s . C l e a r l y , 
however, only people of no p a r t i c u l a r promise s u f f e r e d i n t h i s 
way, and the f u t u r e t h i r d - e c h e l o n p r o c u r a t o r i a l governors and 
p r e f e c t s , a small p r o p o r t i o n i n any case, v/asted no time. 
How e x a c t l y the system worked we do not know, though we have 
seen above a number of r e l a t e d f a c t o r s , the omission of 
t r i b u n a t e s ana the tenure of t r i b u n a t e s f o r longer than one 

We may note, however, t h a t the twenty-four posts i n v o l v e d 
I i n the second century;, of which twenty-one might be renewed 
annually, could be supplied by an i n t a k e of seven p r i m i p i l a r e s 
a year. 

Having considered the development 01 the career through 
the t r i b u n a t e s and the i n d i v i d u a l corpa, we come now to consider 
from what geographical sources and what corps of recruitment 
the t r i b u n e s came. One t a b l e may serve t o summarise both. 

There i s no p o i n t i n producing a mathematical s o l u t i o n . 

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA 
Paullus Aemilius 
Cn. Manlius 
L. Ovinius Kufus 

I t a l i a n 
A s t i g i , Baetica 
I t a l i a n 
I t a l i a n 

equestrian 
7 praet.. 

M. V e r g i l i u s c a l l u s Lusius 
CLAUDIUS TO iSiERO 
L. Antonius Naso 
T i . Antonius Taurus 
C. Baebius A t t i c u s 
sex. Cetrius oeverus 
C. Gavius ailvanus 

H e l i o p o l i s 
H e l i o p o l i s 
I t a l i a n 
I t a l i a n 
I t a l i a n 

p r a e t o r i a n 

legionary? 
legionary? 

Gerellanus H e l i o p o l i s 
I t a l i a n 

legionary? 
equestrian. Nymphidius oabinus 



Pompeius Lionginus 
L. R u f e l l i u s severus I t a l i a n 

Sex. subrius Dexter I t a l i a n 
subrius Flavus I t a l i a n 

T. suedius Clemens I t a l i a n 
Valerius Paulinus Forum l u l i i 

M. V e t t i u s valens I t a l i a n 
VESPASlAX TO NERVA 

Q. Petronius iviodestCus I t a l i a n 
Cn.Pompeius iiomullus Spanish: 
C. Velius nufus H e l i o p o l i s 
TRAJAN TO HADRIAA 

Claudius oecunuinus I t a l i a n 
N. Marcius P l a e t o r i u s Celer I t a l i a n 

Marcius T i t i a n u s Lycia 
Q. Marcius lurbo Epidaurus. 
T. Pontius oabinus I t a l i a n 
L. Terentius Rufus Bracara Aug.. 
PIUS TO COMmODUS 
Sex. Baius ludens I t a l i a n 
M. Bassaeus hufus I t a l i a n 
c. Cestius oabinus I t a l i a n 
L. Cominius maximus I t a l i a n 
L. Mantennius Sabinus I t a l i a n 
Cn. Marcius Rustius nufinus I t a l i a n 
L. Petronius sabinus I t a l i a n 
Q. Plotienus Sabinus I t a l i a n 
C. Rufius Pestus I t a l i a n 

T a t t i u s Maximus I t a l i a n 
C. Val e r i u s Pansa I t a l i a n 
THE THIRD CENTURY 
r • Aelius Primianus Auzia, Maur.C 

Aur.Flav. Rufinus Apamea, B i t h y 
CI. Aure'llus" T i b e r i u s P h i l i p p o p o l i s 

Arabia 
L i b e r a l i n i u s Frobinus Area of X I I I 

C. Manilius u- I t a l i a n 
P a p irius Sporus 

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus I t a l i a n 
M. hiavonius V i c t o r Area of X I I I 
P. Vibius marlanus I t a l i a n 

V I 1645 

equestrian. 
7 pr a e t . . 

p r a e t o r i a n . 

ex equite Romano? 
legionary? 

ex eq. n.. 
d i r e c t commission 
ex eq. n.. 
ex eq. ft.. 
ex eq. R.. 

pr a e t o r i a n 
p r a e t o r i a n 
ex eq. R.. 
praetor'ian 

ex eq. h. 

7dep • 

ex, eq.. R.y? 
ex eq. R.. 
7 frum.. 
p r a e t o r i a n 
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The f i g u r e s confirm general conclusions based on a l l 

p r i m i p i l a r e s . Notice p a r t i c u l a r l y how l i t t l e we know of the 
corps of o r i g i n under Claudius and Nero, under Pius and Commodusj 
and i n the t h i r d . c e n t u r y . Very s i g n i f i c a n t i s the f a c t t h a t 
i t i 3 the men ex equite Komano who receive Rome t r i b u n a t e s 
under Trajan and Hadrian, while the p r a e t o r i a n s , as we have 
seen i n previous chapters, i n the same period tend t o end 
t h e i r careers at the p r i m i p i l a t e . On geographical o r i g i n note 
t h a t A s t i g i , H e l i o p o l i s , Forum l u l i i , and iipidaurus were a l l 
colonies. Marcius T i t i a n u s and L. Terentius Rufus were both 
ex equite Romano, so the f a c t t h a t t h e i r homes were not colonies 
i s not important. i n the t h i r d century, Auzia, Apamea, and 
r h i l i p p o p o l i s were a l l colonies. Of the two men from X I I I 
V i c t o r c e r t a i n l y and xrobinus probably was a t r i b u n e of one of 
the G a l l i c emperors. We are thus able t o l a y down the f o l l o w ­
ing conclusions, n e c r u i t i n g f o r the nome t r i b u n a t e s tended to 
be confined t o men from I t a l y o r c o l o n i e s , though t h i s need 
not apply t o men ex equite Romano. I t i s impossible t o "judge 
the extent t o which each corps of recruitment was being drawn 
on up to Trajan and Hadrian, owing t o our lack of i n f o r m a t i o n , 
the f a c t t h a t a man was from I t a l y not being conclusive 
evidence t h a t he was from the guard. Up t o 69 we have three 
examples of men h o l d i n g t r i b u n a t e s who were not p r i m i p i l a r e s , 
those 1 have described as equestrians. Under Trajan and 
Hadrian the men ex equite rtomano are p a r t i c u l a r l y honoured, 
w i t h o u t reference to geographical o r i g i n . Under the next 
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three emperors the emphasis i s on I t a l i a n s , w i t hout any r e a l 
evidence t o t e l l us whether they p r e f e r r e d p r a e t o r i a n s t o men 
ex equite Romano or vice-versa. F i n a l l y i n the t h i r d century 
Lhere i s evidence f o r a l l sources of re c r u i t m e n t , and a 
noteworthy c o n t i n u a t i o n of the in s i s t e n c e on I t a l y and the 
colonies as the r e c r u i t i n g - a r e a s . 

F i n a l l y , we burn t o the problem of the chances of f u r t h e r 
promotion open t o the Rome t r i b u n e . Again I t h i n k a t a b l e i s 
the best way to £ivc a p i c t u r e . 
AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA 
(a) Dead by violen c e . 

Cas3ius Chaerea, Cornelius Sabinus, I u l i u s Celsus, I u l i u s 
Lupus. 

(b ; Dead 
T. Pontin i u s , Cn. Manlius. f. Aemilius. 

( c ) Retired. 

( d j A t t e s t e d as pp. I I 

( i ) Early procuratorships. 
M. V e r g i l i u s Gallus i d i a l o g u s 

(1) -Mi s o-e-11 ane ou s 
L. Ovinius Rufus praef. f ab. 

CLAUDIUS TO HERO 
(a) Dead by violence 

Aemilius racensis, Cornelius M a r t i a l i s , C. Gavius Silvanus, 
S t a t i u s Proxumus, Subrius Flavus, Varius Crispinus. 



( b j Dead 

( c j R e t i r e d 

( d ; A t t o s t e d as pp. I I 
L. R u f e l l i u s Severus 

{e) A t t e s t e d i n a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post 
L. Antonius Naso 

Sex. Subrius Dexter 
j^ft. V a l erius Paulinus 

( i ) E arly procuratorships 
C. Baebius A t t i c u s 
T. I u l i u s Ustus 

I u l i u s P o l l i o 
M. V e t t i u s Valens 

- Maxumus 
X 1711 

VESPASIAiNI TO tfERVA 
(a ; Dead by violence 

( b ; Dead 

(c j R e t i r e d 

- ( d ; A t t e s t e d as pp. I I 

(e J A t t e s t e d i n a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post 
Q. Petronius Modestus 

(g > A t t e s t e d i n a t h i r d - e c h e l o n post 
C. Velius Rufus 

Noricum 
Thrace 
S a r d i n i a 
L u s i t a n i a 
unnamed 
unnamed 



( j ) I n a s e c r e t a r i a t 
Cn. Pompeius Homullus 

TRAJAN TO HADRIAN 
(a) Dead by violence 

(b) Dead 

( c ; R e t i r e d 

N. Marciua P l a e t o r i u s Oeler L. Terentius Rufus 
( d j A t t e s t e d as pp. I I 

Marcius T i t i a n u s 
( e ; A t t e s t e d i n a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post 

T. Fla v i u s Priamus T. Pontius Sabinus 
Cn. Pompeius Froculus ( d a t i n g not c e r t a i n ; 

(g) In a t h i r d - e c h e l o n post 
L. Numerius Albanus 

I k ) Prefectures 
T i . Claudius Secundinus annona 
Q. Marcius Turbo p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 
( c ; R e t i r e d 

C. Cestius Sabinus 
( d ; A t t e s t e d i n a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post 

C. Rufius Festus C. Valerius Pansa 
SB 5731 
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(e) A t t e s t e d i n a second-echelon post 
L. Corainius Maximus 

( g ; I n a t h i r d - e c h e l o n post 
Sex. Baius Pudens 

( k j Prefectures 
L. Mantenniu3 Sabinus 
M. Bassaeus Kufus 
T. Flavius Genialis 

Cn. Marcius RuStius Rufinus 
T a t t i u s Maximus 
EE V I I I 478 

L. Petronius Sabinus 

Egypt 
p r a e t o r i a n guard 
p r a e t o r i a n guard 
p r a e t o r i a n guard 
p r a e t o r i a n guard 

THE SECOND CEiMT'ilRY 
( c ) R e t i r e d 

L. Appaeus Pudens 
(h J A t t e s t e d i n a fourth-echelon post 

V a l e r i u s - , 
THE THIRD CENTURY 
(a) Dead by violence 

I u l i u s Crispus 
( b ; Dead 

P. Aelius Primianus 
L i b e r a l i n i u s probinus 

( c ; R e t i r e d 
P. Petronius F e l i x 

(e.) A t t e s t e d i n a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post 
Aurelius Sabinianus 

( f ) I n a second-echelon post 

XIV 191 

Saturninus? 

Papirius Sporus 
Aur. Flav. Rufinus 

I I I 3126 

C. Manilius 0- (a ducenar-
ian p r e f e c t u r e ) 

Aelius Valen3 
P. Vibius Marianus 

V I 1645 
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ig) I n a t h i r d - e c h e l o n post 
T. L i c i n i u s Hierocles 

(k) Prefectures 
L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus Pr a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 

The t a b l e gives an interes-ting p i c t u r e of the v a r i a t i o n i n 
oppo r t u n i t y open to the t r i b u n e from p e r i o d t o per i o d . I t i s 
a $*bje£ we will come back 1b 10 "Hie pn>o/mtor» chafer, so we. will tonlferf 
ourselves here w i t h a few obvious p o i n t s . There was l i t t l e 
t o expect up t o the r e i g n of Claudius. A f t e r 43 a number of 
p r l m i p i l a r e s received s i n g l e p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . Signs of a 
developing h i e r a r c h y appear w i t h the careers of Velius Rufus 
and Pompeius Homullus. Under Trajan and Hadrian such careers 
become more common, t o touch t h e i r peak under the l a s t three 
Antonines. Notice i n p a r t i c u l a r the l a r g e number of p r a e t o r i a n 
p r e f e c t s provided at t h i s time by the Rome t r i b u n e s . The t h i r d 
century shov/s a dec l i n e which, as a comparison w i t h the tables 
i n the procurators chapter w i l l show, was due i n some measure 
t o the d e c l i n i n g importance of the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . I n 
examining these f i g u r e s i t should be noted t h a t seventy-two 
tribunes give no i n f o r m a t i o n about t h e i r career a f t e r t h e i r 
t r i b u n a t e s . This leads us t o a very important p o i n t . Although 
the t r i b u n e s of Rome represented only about a quarte r , and 
the r e f o r e the best quar t e r , of a l l p r i m i p i l a r e s , they were not 
sure of pr o c u r a t o r s h i p s . I f we take the hey-day of the Rome 
tr i b u n e s , the p e r i o d of the l a s t three Antonines, there were 



a v a i l a b l e seventeen ducenarlan f i r s t - e c h e l o n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s ( 6 ) . 
I t seems u n l i k e l y t h a t more than about o n e - t h i r d of these f e l l 
vacant i n any one year. Thus the f i v e t o ten p r a e t o r i a n 
tribunes (depending on how many were r e l i e v e d each year; had t o 
compete f o r / these posts against the r e s t of the equestrian 
order, who had p r i o r experience i n centenarian procuratorships. 
The f u l l i m p l i c a t i o n s of t h i s w i l l be explored i n the procurators 
chapter. 

For the sake of completeness a note may be added here 
concerning the s p e c i a l tasks givenLto tribunes from time t o 
time. As commanding the only troops i n I t a l y t i l l the a r r i v a l 
of I I Parthica they had t o deal w i t h t r o u b l e t h e r e , and we f i n d 
Staius sent t o c o l l e c t the captive leaders of a s e r v i l e r e v o l t . 
I n Rome i t s e l f they were the m i n i s t e r s of the emperor's 
" j u s t i c e " , as executioners, e.g. Veianius Niger, t o r t u r e r s , 
e.g. Cassius Chaerea, and as poisoners, e";g. l u l i u s P o l l i o . 
Under C a l i g u l a they were even c a l l e d upon t o act as t a x - c o l l e c t ­
ors, Suet. C a l i g u l a , 40. They also served f o r boundary 
a d j u d i c a t i o n . , c f . T. Suedius Clemens. Among s p e c i a l commands 
L. Antonius Waso was i n charge of the Reate c o l o n i s t s when they 
were assembled at nome, and T. L i c i n i u s Hierocles was appointed 
to a command of Mauri, apparently i n the f i e l d , between two 
Rome t r i b u n a t e s . 

We have seen then t h a t the Rome t r i b u n a t e s were not mere 
stepping-stones t o the pr o c u r a t o r s h i p s . Their maintenance i n 
the hands of the p r i m i p i l a r e s i s one of the great marks of the 



t r u s t placed i n these men. V/e have traced the beginnings of 
the system, and noted some of the complexities of i t . N o t ' a l l 
the questions have been answered. YJhat i s c l e a r i s t h a t only 
a small p r o p o r t i o n of p r l m i p l l a r e s ever h e l d Rome t r i b u n a t e s . 
The f a c t t h a t the t r i b u n a t e s were h e l d by p r i m i p i l a r e a , however, 
meant t h a t the pick of the centurionate came to Rome. The 
emperor thus had the op p o r t u n i t y t o see i f he could use t h e i r 
t a l e n t s f u r t h e r , as d i d h i s p r i c i p a l adviser, the p r a e t o r i a n 
p r o f o c t . I havu demonstrated above t h a t not every t r i b u n e ., 
could hope f o r a p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , but the chances of^a man who 
became a t r i b u n e of reaching the procuratorship's were 
immeasurably g r e a t e r . ITevertheless, i n view of the f a c t t h a t 
w e l l below 50$ of the tribu n e s can have got pr o c u r a t o r s h i p s , 
i t i s . t r u e t o say t h a t while i t was c l e a r l y very u s e f u l f o r 
tbe emperor t o meet the more promising p r i m i p i l a r e s , and very 
u s e f u l f o r them t o inset important people, and t o l e a r n more 
about the machinery of government^or the m a j o r i t y of tribu n e s 
the time at Rome must have been the culmination of t h e i r 
career, a welcome r e s t a f t e r t h e i r arduous s e r v i c e , from which 
they could r e t i r e w i t h increased wealth and p r e s t i g e . This 
was seen by Karbe, t o 3ome extent ( 7 ) . But to the f u t u r e ... . _ 
p r e f e c t or procurator the time i n the Rome t r i b u n a t e s may w e l l 
have been one of the most important periods i n h i s l i f e . 
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PR IMUS PILUS ITERUil 

The main problem connected w i t h the primuspilus iterum i s 
h i s precise p o s i t i o n i n the l e g i o n . Apart from careers we 
have no record of anyone a c t i n g as primuspilus I I of a l e g i o n . 
Various attempts have been made t h e r e f o r e t o equate him w i t h 
other o f f i c e r s , but before we consider these i t w i l l be best 
to consider the post as i t appears i n careers. 

The p r o b a b i l i t i e s are t h a t the post was an Augustan creation 
as was the career of which i t forms p a r t . So f a r there i s 
nothing i n republican times t o form a p a r a l l e l . I t e r a t i o n of 
the. o r dinary p r i m i p i l a t e was known i n republican times ( 1 ; , and 
continued at l e a s t i n t o the r e i g n of Claudius. We have no 
d e f i n i t e evidence of i t a f t e r t h a t , and as tho standard 
expression f o r tenure of the ordinary p r i m i p i l a t e and the 
superior one becomes almost immediately pp. b i s or pp. I I , which 
would cause confusion i f the ordinary p r i m i p i l a t e was s t i l l 
being i t e r a t e d , we may presume i t s disappearance. The f i r s t 
appearance of pp. iterum i s the i n s c r i p t i o n of L. Cir p i n i u s . 
who describes h i m s e l f as p r i . p l l . i t e r , p r aef. l e g . X X I I . 
I f we are r i g h t i n t h i n k i n g t h a t at t h i s time the l e g i o n 
I I I Cyrenaica was s t i l l i n a separate campf the i n s c r i p t i o n 
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i s at the l a t e s t from the r e i g n of T i b e r i u s . The post does 
not appear i n the pro-curatorial career of M. V e r g i l i u s Gallus 
Luslus, i n the r e i g n of T i b e r i u s . The p r i m l p i l a r i s procurators 
of Claudius, ( w i t h the exception of P a l p e l l i u s Clodius Q . o n 
the other hand, seem a l l t o have h e l d t h i s post. I n the career 
of Maxumus the phrase pp.bis apparently i s used already i n the 
new sense of having been primus p i l u s and primuspilus lterum. 
The careers of C. Baebius A t t i c u s and the unknown of 1711 
gi ve both p r i m i p i l a t e s i n t h e i r p o s i t i o n i n the career, and i t 
i s n o t i c e a b l e t h a t pp. 11 began t o be included i n the procurat­
or i a l career beiore the urban t r i b u n a t e s and those of the 
v i g i l e s were. F i n a l l y we have i n t h i s p e r i o d the t h i r d possible 
way of i n d i c a t i n g the tenure of the o r d i n a r y and superior 
p r i m i p i l a t e s , i n the career or L. R u f e l l i u s Severus, pp. I I l e g . 
A and l e g . B. Although the i n s c r i p t i o n i s broken I am confident 
t h a t the i t e r a t i o n of the ordinary p r i m i p i i a t e i s not meant, 
because i n t h i s case the legions would not be s p e c i f i e d , as 
c l e a r l y they were on the missing fragment. Thus i t seems 
reasonably c e r t a i n t h a t by the r e i g n of Claudius the post of 
pp. I I was g e n e r a l l y h e l d between the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e and 
the f i r s t p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , and a l l three possible ways of 
i n d i c a t i n g i t on a career were i n use. These are the i n s e r t i o n 
of i t i n i t s proper place, the use of the phrase pp.bis or pp.H 
e i t h e r at the p o i n t where the f i r s t p r i m i p i i a t e would come or 
where the second would, or the use of the phrase pp. l e g . * 
and l e g . B at e i t h e r of those p o i n t s . This l a s t can only be 
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used when both- p r i m i p i l i i t e s were h e l d I n a l e g i o n . From t h i s 
p o i n t i n the chapter I s h a l l imply the posts of primuspilus 
and primuspilus b i s when I speak of the two p r l m i p i l a t e s or 
the second p r i m i p i l a t e . «ny reference t o i t e r a t i o n of the 
ordinary p r i m i p i i a t e s i n a l e g i o n ^ w i l l be c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e d . 

We come now t o the question of the omission of the second 
p r i m i p i l a t e i n c e r t a i n careers. I t s omission i n the careers 
of C. Velius Rufus and of Cn. Pompeius r r o c u l u s i s probably 
t o be explained by the f a c t t h a t both h e l d urban t r i b u n a t e s 
outside home, as I suggest i n the chapter on x;he Rome t r i b u n a t e s 
I n the case of C. Rufius Festus i t i s u n c e r t a i n whether the 
l e t t e r p.p. a t the beginning of the career imply both p r i m i p ­
i i a t e s or not. Nymphidius Sabinus i s a case of ex t r a o r d i n a r y 
promotion. The unknown of SB 5731 i s r a t h e r more pvizzling, 
as the career w i t h i t a omission of the post of primuspilus 
iterum apparently belongs t o t h e p e r i o d of the l a s t three 
Antonines. Perhaps i r we had tne f u l l career, and i t i s by 
no meana c e r t a i n t h a t we have, we might o b t a i n some clue t o 
the reason f o r t h i s omission. 

There i s an important group from the t h i r d century. Some 
of the t h i r d - c e n t u r y p r i m l p i l a r e s , e.g. T. L i c i n i u s H i e r o c l e s , 
and P. Vibius Marianus, d e f i n i t e l y h e l d the post i n question. 
But the unknown of V I 1645, whose career from the p r a e t o r i a n 
t r i b u n a t e was under the P h i l i p s ^ L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus^ 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e under V a l e r i a n and Gallienus o r p i e i r immedi­
ate predecessors, and Aurelius Sabinianus and Tralanus Mucianus 
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who by t h e i r careers belong t o the r e i g n of Gallienus or l a t e r , 
d i d not. We have seen i n an e a r l i e r chapter t h a t the sole 
r e i g n of Gallienus i s of considerable s i g n i f i c a n c e i n the 
h i s t o r y of the p r i m i p l l a r e s , and i t seems probable t h a t the 
primuspllus i t e r u m as such had disappeared by the end of t h a t 
r e i g n at the l a t e s t . We s h a l l suggest a reason f o r t h i s l a t e r 
i n the chapter. 

Of the careers which d e t a i l both p r i m i p i l a t e s , c e r t a i n 
give primuspllus i t e r u m or primuspilus bis i n the proper place 
i n the career, but without naming a l e g i o n . The d e f i n i t e cases 
only number f i v e . I n nine cases two legions are named or in 
i m p l i e d , and ten no d e t a i l s are given. 

Cases of primuspilus iterum w i t h o u t a l e g i o n 

L. C i r p i n i u s p r i . p i l . i t e r , praef. l e g . 
XX I I . 

C. Baebius A t t i c u s p r i m o p i l . l e g . V Macedonic, 
praef. c i v i t a t i u m Moesiae et 

Ivlarit 
aef. civitat«sa-T r e b a l l i a 

i n A l p i b . Mantumis, t frTJ m i l 
p r i m o p i l . i t e r coh. V I I I pr 

etc 
T i . Claudius Secundinus t r i b . coh. pp. l e g . I I I I F.F 

t r i b . coh. A I urban prim, v i g 
t r i b . coh. V i l l i p / r H > PP 

praef. l e g . I I T r a . f f j j i t e rum 
etc 

T. Pontius Sabinus primus p i l u s l e g . I l l Aug., 
praepositus v e x i l l a t i o n i b u s 
e t c . , t r i b . coh. I l l v i g . , 
coh. X I I I I u r b . , coh. I I p r a e t . 
pp. I I , proc. e t c . . 

P., Vibius Marianus pp. b i s , t r i b . cohh. X p r . , 
X I urb., I I I I v i g . , praef. l e g . 
I I I t a l . , pp. l e g . I l l G a l l . . 
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Cases where primuspilus i t e r u m i s h e l d I n a l e g i o n 
L. R u r e l l i u s severus 

* '711 

|Kenturiq)j p r i m i p i l i I I l e g . . . , 
t r i b . con. V I I p r . . p*L-

fr[mip\\i\ l e g - J - I I I S c y t h i c , t r i b . coh. 
' L ' H . p r a e t J , p r i m o p i l o i t e r . 

3eg. XVI Ga/il."/ 

M. V e t t i u s Valens 

L. Hntonius Naso 

Cn. Pqpeius Horaullus 

j p pQleg. V I V i c t r . , t r i b . coh. 
V v i g . , t r i b . coh. X I I u rb., 
t r i b . coh._ H I pr.,j^>p. I l J 
l e g . XIIljYjGem., e t c . . 
f p r i m o j p i l o l e g . X I I I Gem., 
t r i b . l e g . I I t a l i c . , [ t r i b . 
coh .3 I I I I v i g i l u m , t r i b . coh. 
XV urba[n«» t r i b . c o h l x i urban 
t r i b . coh. IX p r a e f t j , e t c . , 
f p r i m o p i l o iterum l e j g . XIV 
u-em., etc . . 
pp. bis l e g . i l Aug. et l e g . 
X Pretens., t r i b . coh. H I 
v i g . , t r i b . coh. X urb., t r i b . 
coh. V p r . . 
praef. coh., t r i b . , pp. legg. 
duarum. 

pp b i s l e g . X I I Pulm. e t l e g . 
I Adiu I j j r i c . , t r ib . m i l . coh. 
V v i g . , t r . coh. X I I urb., t r . 
coh. V p r . . 

tr i b . c o j h o r t i u m primae prae-
olriae, X I urban.,[VI v i g i l . , 

prim. p i l . legajonum I I I 
Cyrenaicae, I I I G a l l f i c a e . 

/pp. b i s l e g . . . J e t l e g . V I 
T'e r r a t . , t r i b . c j o h . .. v i g . , 
t r i b . coh.".. u r b . H t r i b . coh. 
V p r . , praef. leg."*ci(ucenarius 0' 

Cases where there i s no I n d i c a t i o n where primuspilus iterum was 

Marcius T i t i a n u s 

v*. Petronius Modestus 

Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus 

C. Manilius O7 

Eeld. 
Maxumus Q T J r i b . |£]Joh. i l p r a e t o r i a [ e l , 

p r i Imlo p i l o b i 3 . 

X I 5744 pp. iterum. 
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Q. Marcius Turbo 

C. Va l e r i u s Pansa 
Sex. Baius rudens. 
M. Bassaeus Rufus 

L. Petronius sabinus 

P. Aelius Crispinus 
L. Cbminius Maximus 

T. L i c i n i u s Hierocles 

pp. b i s j praef. v e h i c , t r i b . 
coh. V I I v i g i l . , t r i b . eq. s i n . 
Aug., t r i b . p r a j e j t . . 
pp.bis., t r i b . coh. ¥1111 pr.. 
(No complete career;. 
t r i b . Jcoh./] p r . , t r i b . coh. 
X urb., t r f b . coh. V v i g u l . , 
pp. b i s . 

pp. l e g i o n . I l l Cyrenaicae, 
cu r a t o r statorum, t r i b u n o coh.. 

pp. I I . 
pp b i s . . . t r i b . chor. V I I 
p r a e t o r i a e , X I I I I urbanae, 
I I I v i g u l . . 
t r i b u n o c o h o r t i s octavae 
praetoricte e t c . , praeposito 
equitum itemque peditum 
iuniorum Maurorum iiEtice g l a d i i , 
t r i b u n o c o h o r t i s undecimae 
urbanae e t c . , p r i m i p i l u m b i s . 

As i n the careers i n the f i r s t s e c t i o n a l l other posts are 
d e t a i l e d , the omission or a l e g i o n w i t h the post of primuspilus 
iterum means i n my judgement t h a t t h a t post i n those careers 
was h e l d at Rome. A p o i n t e r t o t h i s i s the case of Tuscenius 
F e l i x , pp. I I , who supervised the laying-down or a boundary 
near Ardeate, the ac t u a l work being done by a p r a e t o r i a n s o l d i e i 
Here there i s a very c l e a r p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t he was based on 
ttome. A f u r t h e r p o i n t t o n o t i c e i s t h a t the men who heilid 
ducenarian le g i o n a r y p r e f e c t u r e s appear to have h e l d t h e i r 
posts as primuspilus iterum at Rome, c f . L. C i r p i n i u s and T i . 
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Claudius oecundinus. 

F i n a l l y , before l e a v i n g the career, we may note t h a t M. 
Calpurnius Seneca apparently went t o ducenarian posts from the 
o r d i n a r y p r i m i p i l a t e . I t has been thought t h a t the p r i m i p i l a t e 
he mentions was i n f a c t the second, but I give reasons below 
f o r t h i n k i n g t h a t the post of primuspilus iterum i n a l e g i o n 
could never be described simply as p r i m u s p i l u s . 

We come now t o the d i f f i c u l t question of how the primuspilus 
I I i s t o be f i t t e d i n t o the l e g i o n a r y s t r u c t u r e as we know i t , 
Apart from the case of Tuacenius F e l i x , r e f e r r e d t o above, there 
i s only one possible case of a primuspilus I I s o t t i n g up an 
i n s c r i p t i o n as such, and t h a t i s P. P a c i l i u s Zenon Laetus. 
He could represent a case bf- Ibhe i t e r a t i o n of the o r d i n a r y 

p r i m i p i l a t e , however, and i n any c a s e ^ r e t l r e d . This does b r i n g 
up an important p o i n t , f o r which Tusceniua r e l i x I s our only 
guide: would a primuapilud 11 i n any circumstances describe 
h i m s e l f as a p r i m i p l l a r i s ? The evidence i s scanty, but the 
odds seem to be against I t . Any a t t r i b u t i o n t h e r e f o r e t o 
p r i m i p i l i I I of i n s c r i p t i o n s set up by men c a l l i n g themselves 
p r i m i p i l a r e a i s open t o exception. 

Was S a t r i u s Crescens the pp. I I of I I I Augusta i n 16<j ? 

The answer would appear t o be no, f o r we have i n s c r i p t i o n s 
r e l a t i n g to him which f i t I n w i t h h i s having been an ordinary 
primuapilus ( 4 ) . Further, there i s the l e t t e r r e l a t i n g t o the 
veterans of X Fretenais whldh also mentions two p r i m i p i l i , 
both commanding c e n t u r i e s , AS most are agreed t h a t the 

cion 
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primuspilus I I would not command a century, we must e x p l a i n 
the two p r l m l p l l l a t t e s t e d f o r I I I Augusta and X Fretensls as 
two ordinary p r i m l p i l i , and not as the primuspilus and 
primuspilus I I . Domaszewski 1s treatment i s at f a u l t here {6), 
f o r he has b u i l t too much on the I I I Augusta i n s c r i p t i o n . Also 
against any treatment of the pp I I as even a vej.y senior 
c e n t u r i o n i s the f a c t t h a t he had been a t r i b u n e at Kome. He 
could scarcely have ranked a f t e r t h a t below equestrian m i l i t a r y 
t r i b u n e s , i n f a c t h i s natutral p o s i t i on would be below the 
legate and the s e n a t o r i a l m i l i t a r y t r i b u n e . 

"live have i n f a c t a person i n the l e g i o n i n p r e c i s e l y t h a t 
p o s i t i o n , namely the p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n , as i s demonstrated 
i n tne chapter on the p r e f e c t of the camp. The objections to 
i d e n t i f y i n g the pri. muspilus i l w i t h him are as f o l l o w s . F i r s t , 
the assumed lowly status of the p r e f e c t , which i s disproved 
by the observation above, made i n the f i r s t place, o r a l l y , by 
Mr. B i r l e y . The o b j e c t i o n i s then r a i s e d t h a t nevertheless 
the p r e f e c t u r e of the cartLp i s h e l d d i r e c t l y a f t e r the f i r s t 
p r & m i p i l a t e , while the post of primuspilus iterum i s h e l d a f t e r 
the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . The answer t o t h i s has two p a r t s . F i r s t , 
rank i s of the person, not of the post. Secondly, the passage 
through the Kome t r i b u n a t e s f o r the man destined f o r the 
procuratorships was not designed t o increase h i s m i l i t a r y 
experience, and d i d not a f f e c t h i s a b i l i t y or otherwise t o 
discharge the duties of the p r e f e c t of the camp. What difc^did 
was t o give him an o p p o r t u n i t y t o meet important people, and 
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l e a r n . His passage through the t r i b u n a t e s was marked by-
increases i n s a l a r y , so t h a t whereas i f he had gone t o the 
pr e f e c t u r e of the camp a f t e r h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e he would 
have been r e c e i v i n g about 80,000 sesterces, a f t e r h i s p r a e t o r i a n 
t r i b u n a t e i n the same post he would receive about lk;0,000 at 
l e a s t . Hence he i s c a r e f u l to d i s t i n g u i s h h i s superior rank by 
the t i t l e primuspilus iterum, but the post andjthe duties are 
the same as the p r e f e c t of the camp. To the f u r t h e r o b j e c t i o n 
t h a t everything p o i n t s t o the p r e f e c t of the l e g i o n h o l d i n g 
h i s post f o r some years, while the man who becomes primuspllus 
iterum can h a r d l y have remained at t h a t l e v e l f o r long, the 
re p l y must De t h a t t h i s i s no worse a problem f o r a d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
than thosfc we have seen i n connection w i t h the Kome t r i b u n a t e s . 

That the primuspllus i l and the p r e f e c t of the camp were 
i d e n t i c a l has been urged on me by Mr. B i r l e y f o r some time. l 
have r e s i s t e d i n the past, but i t has been i n c r e a s i n g l y borne 
i n on me as I have st u d i e d m a t e r i a l t h a t there can be no other 
s o l u t i o n . The c h i e f objections were, i t seemed, the f a c t t h a t 
the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp was h e l d immediately a l t e r the 
priLmi p i l a t e , and i n some cases, the only ones where i t appeared 
i n Kome careers, before the t r i b u n a t e s . There i s the a d d i t i o n a l 
p o i n t t h a t I have j u s t mentioned, namely the d u r a t i o n of the 
pe r i o d as p r e f e c t compared t o t h a t as pp I I . The basis of 
these o b j e c t i o n s , i t w i l l be r e a d i l y seen, i s the view t h a t 
the p r e f e c t of the camp was r a t h e r i n f e r i o r . Wow t h i s view 
i s no longer tenaole i n view of the f a c t of h i s rank i n the 
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l e g i o n , and, another p o i n t t h a t has come home to me i n study­
ing the m a t e r i a l , there i s no support f o r i t from the way 
t h a t p r e f e c t s of the camp are looked upon. Put b r i e f l y , since 
the only person i n Lhe xegion known to us, of the standing we 
should expect f o r a primuspilus I I , i s the p r e f e c t of the 
l e g i o n , the two ought surely t o be i d e n t i f i e d . In passing i t 
may be noted t h a t t h i s enormously s i m p l i f i e s the problem of 
the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t s , of ( r a l l i e n u s . C l e a r l y they 
were the o l d p r e f e c t s of the camp. j.t allows us to e l i m i n a t e 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of a p r e f e c t of the camp f o r an Egyptian l e g i o n 
i n JSgypt, as the nearness I n rank would have created d i f f i c u l t ­
i e s . The d i f f i c u l t i e s done away w i t h are greater than those 
t h a t remain. l t h e r e f o r e put forward t h i s hypothesis, by 
Mr. B i r l e y , as an explanation of the nature of the primuspilus 
I I . 



THE FRIMIPILARIS PROCURATOR 

This chapter completes our con s i d e r a t i o n of the p r i m i p i l a r 
i s i n the army and i n a d m i n i s t r a t i o n . I t has a p a r t i c u l a r 
s i g n i f i c a n c e , f o r while the p r e f e c t u r e s of the camp and the 
Kome t r i b u n a t e s were reserved f o r the p r i m l p i l a r e s , the 
procuratorships could only be gained by them i n face of the 
competition from the r e s t of the equestrian order. C l e a r l y 
an estimate of t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the procurators w i l l help 
us t o judge t h e i r importance outside the purely m i l i t a r y realm. 

Augustus t o Ca l i g u l a 
The dictum of aherwin-White ( 1 ; t h a t there were three 

l a r g e l y u n r e l a t e d bodies i n the Imperial c i v i l service before 
Claudius i s borne out by the evidence regarding p r i m i p l l a r e s . 
The s e m i - m i l i t a r y p r e f e c t u r e s are d e t a i l e d below. They are 
not of great importance. Otherwise there i s a re p r e s e n t a t i v e 
from each of the other two groups mentioned by A.N. Sherwin-
¥/hite, M. V e r g i l i u s Gallus Lusius, who was i d i o l o g u s i n figypt 
a f t e r being p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e , and Catonius I u s t u s , who rose 
from c e n t u r i o p r i m l o r d l n l s i n A.D. 1 4 t o p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
i n A.D. 4 3 . AvN. Sherwin White has already p o i n t e d out ISd) 
t h a t the i d i o l o g u e a t t h i s p e r i o d was apparently an amateur; 
concerning Catonius Iustus he remarked t h a t h i s mission t o 
Rome probably brought him t o Imp e r i a l n o t i c e ( a j . The h i s t o r y 
of the great p r e f e c t s of t h i s p e r i o d aa given by him shows 
c l e a r l y t h a t there was no standard approach t o the post. Both 
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of these appointments t h e r e f o r e are t o be regarded as i s o l a t e d 
instances. L. C i r p i n i u s h e l d the ducenarian command of A X I I 

Deiotariana at t h i s p e r i o d , and t, Anicius Maximus was p r e f e c t 
of the camp i n iigypt at a time when i t s rank wtis not y e t 
ducenarian. 1 s h a l l r e f e r t o the ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t ­
ures i n t h i s chapter, because of t h e i r rank and the f a c t t h a t 
they do form sometimes the prelude t o a p r o c u r a t o r i a l career, 
but i t should be remembered t h a t they are i n a s p e c i a l category 
as being reserved, w i t h the one exception of C. I u l i u s Pacatianus 
f o r p r i m i p l l a r e s . 

The evidence thus points t o the p r i m i p i l a r i s being consider­
ed s u i t a b l e r o r the type of m i l i t a r y governorships shown below^ 
c l e a r l y much lower^ i n rank and d i f f e r e n t i n f u n c t i o n from the 
l a t e r p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorship, and of course f o r the command 
of the Egyptian l e g i o n s . ±he p r o c u r a t o r i a l striaeture barely 
e x i s t e d , so there could be l i t t l e p o s s i b i l i t y of a r e g u l a r 
f l o w of p r i m i p i l a r e s i n t o p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . 

P r a e f e c t i c i v i t a t i u m . 
L. Antonius ftaso fl l£Jg« H I Cyrenalcae, jy lejg.. 

•Cpraef ecto7 X I I I Geminae c i v i " t a t i s Colaphianorum, c i v i l i s 
/primcj p i l o l e g . X I I I Gem.,etc 

C. Baebius A t t l c u s p r i m o p i l . l e g . V Macedonic, 
prae f . c i v i t a t i u m Moesiae et 

&J, B r J 
Maritum 

aef. c i v i t a t T r e b a l l i a 
i n A l p i b . Marflumis, t GO m i l 
coh. V I I I p r . . p r i m o p i l . i t e r 
p r o c u r a t o r etc 

Olennius e p r i m i p i l a r i b u s regendis 
F r i s i i s impositus. 
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aex. Pedius Lusianus H i r r u t u s prim. j j i l . l e g . XXI, prafjef*3 
K a e t i f s ] , V i n d o l i c i s , v a i l ^ s 
pjoeninae et l e v i s armatur.. 

L. V i b r i u s Punicus praef. equitum, p r i m o p i l o , 
t r i b . m i l . , praef. Gorsicae. 

CLAUDIUS TO HERO 
The next p e r i o d , up to A.D. 69, I s characterised by the 

replacement of the t i t l e praefectus by procurator i n the t i t l e 
of equestrian governorships. This r e f l e c t s a change i n type of 
governorship ( 4 ; . Nevertheless, the p r i m i p i l a r e s were s t i l l 
considered s u i t a b l e t o h o l d them, and i n f a c t we f i n d C. Baebius 
A t t i c u s governor i n juoricum and T. I u l i u s Ustus governor i n 
Thrace i n t h i s p e r i o d . The f i r s t - n a n e d may be considered as 
a l i n k between the two types, as he had already h e l d two posts 
as praefectus c i v l t a t i u m between h i s two p r i m i p i l a t e s , see 
t a b l e above, «. change i s also apparent i n the status of the 
p r e f e c t s of the f l e e t . Up t o the r e i g n of Claudius these posts 
had been p a r t of the m i l i t a r y career, but i n the career of 
P. PaljCpellius ulodius Q u i r i n a l i s the p r e f e c t u r e of the Ravenna 
f l e e t appears as a p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . This i s the l a s t appearance 
of the p r e f e c t u r e of a f l e e t i n the career of a p r i m i p i l a r i s 
before the p r a e t o r i a n f l e e t s of Ravenna and Misenum begin t o 
reappear as ducenarian posts. (Q. Marcius Turbo 113-4; 

Undefined procuratorships were h e l d by Maxumus, and the 
unknown of X 1711. I n both cases the preceding career shows 
the post t o havejbeen ducenarian. These two^ l i k e C. Baebius 
A t t i c u s , h e l d a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e and the post of primuspilua 
iterum before t h e i r p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . I u l i u s P o l l i o h e l d an 
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urban and p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e , and presumably the post of 
primuspilus iterum, before the pr o c u r a t o r s h i p of S a r d i n i a , and 
M. V e t t i u s Valens h e l d a l l three Rome t r i b u n a t e s , and was 
primuspilus iterum,before h i s p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of L u s i t a n i a . 
F i n a l l y , of the p r o c u r a t o r s , Valerius Pauiinus was pro c u r a t o r 
of G a l l i a Narbonensis i n A.D. 69. 

Of the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s of the p e r i o d , Nymphidius 
Sabinus, p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t i n A.D. 6 5 , was probably not a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s at a l l , and had an ex t r a o r d i n a r y career. P l o t i u s 
Firmus was p r e f e c t of v i g l l e s , and was made p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
under utho a r b i t r i o m i l l t u m . We do not know the circumstances 
under which he reached the p r e f e c t u r e of v i g i l e s . Alfenus 
Varus was a r e s o u r c e f u l p r e f e c t of the camp, but as p r a e t o r i a n 
p r e f e c t of V i t e l l i u s he l o s t h i s nerve. A r r i u s Varus seems 
to have been made of s t e r n e r s t u f f ; h i s p r i m i p i i a t e had been 
p a r t l y the reward of espionage, but he was of considerable 
m i l i t a r y a b i l i t y , as he showed i n the c i v i l wars. He obtained 
the prefecture through the p r e s t i g e he and h i s s u p e r i o r , 
Antonius Primus, enjoye.d, and could r e l y on n i s p o p u l a r i t y w i t h 
the troops and populace, and the favour of Domitian. Neverthe­
less Mucianus was able t o demote him t o the p r e f e c t u r e of the 
annona. 

These posts are c l e a r l y u n r e l a t e d t o the p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
career, iiach of thftsfi. men had some f a c t o r other than h i s 
n a t u r a l a b i l i t y t o thank f o r the p r e f e c t u r e , whether 
p r l m i p i l a r e s would i n the normal course of events o b t a i n the 
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p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e i n t h i s p e r i o d i s an open question. One 
t h i n g t h a t i s i l l u s t r a t e d by the cases above i s important, 
however. The p r i m i p i l a r i s d i d not need a long p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
career t o prepare him f o r the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e . We s h a l l 
see t h a t exemplified more than once i n l a t e r years. 

As f a r as the procurators of t h i s p e r i o d are concerned, 
the most important t h i n g t o note i s t h a t not one i s a t t e s t e d t o 
have h e l d more than one post. I n f a c t there i s no p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
career open t o pr-lmipilares at t h i s p e r i o d ; only the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of a p r o v i n c i a l p r o c u r a t o r s h i p or a p r o v i n c i a l governorship 
f o r the more deserving. 

I t w i l l be noted t h a t 1 have made no comment so f a r on 
e i t h e r the o r i g l n e s or the corps of the procurators d e a l t w i t h . 
There can be l i t t l e p o i n t i n deal i n g w i t h the f i r s t while there 
i s s t i l l a l a r g e I t a l i a n p r o p o r t i o n i n the l e g i o n s . I t i s 
worth n o t i n g , however, t h a t there i s a c o l o n i s t , V a l e r i u s 
Faulinus of Forum I u l i i , a t t e s t e d as a p r o c u r a t o r . There i s . 
l i t t l e l i g h t on the question of corps. M. V e t t i u s Valens was 
from the ranks of the guard, f , Alfenus Varus was a trecenarius 
so he could have been e i t h e r from the guard or have been comm­
iss i o n e d ex equite ftomano. I n any case, Varus was appointed t o 
the p r e f e c t u r e of the camp, normally the end of a career, and 
i t was only the circumstances of c i v i l war that|brought him t o 
the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e . U. Nymphidius Sabinus i n a l l 
p r o b a b i l i t y was not a p r i m i p i l a r i s at a l l . 
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VBSPASlAti TO NERVA 

I n the F l a v i a n p e r i o d we must d i s t i n g u i s h those a f f e c t e d 
by the events of 69-70. L. Antonius waso, from H e l i o p o l i s , 
saw a career t h a t took him through f o u r itome t r i b u n a t e s between 
66 and 68 cut v i o l e n t l y s h o r t by h i s dismissal by Galba. Otho 
appointed him primuspllus iterum, but the v i c t o r y of V i t e l l i u s 
again h a l t e d h i s career. Vespasian appointed him p r a e t o r i a n 
t r i b u n e again, and put him i n charge of the Keate c o l o n i s t s , 
out he had no i n t e r e s t i n t h i s man as a prospective h i g h 
o f f i c i a l . i n A. D. 78 we f i n d him merely h o l d i n g the ducenarian 
f i r s t - e c h e l o n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of Pontus andjpithynia. (From t h i s 
p o i n t I s h a l l c o n t i n u a l l y r e f e r t o the f o u r ducenarian echelons 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d by H.G. Pflaum {5).) 

T. Suedius Clemens, an Ita l i a n , w a s no more f o r t u n a t e , 
utho had put him i n charge of a naval e x p e d i t i o n , w i t h two 
coileargues. He had seized e f f e c t i v e l e a d e r s h i p , and waged 
war on I t a l y w i t h f e r o c i t y , tie was accepted by Vespasian, but 
d i d not receive the preferment ef a man of Vespasian's own 
s e l e c t i o n would have done. A p r l m i p i l a r i s i n 69, he was a 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e under Vespasian, and i n v9-80 ducenarian 
p r e f e c t of the camp i n Egypt. As i n the case of Naso, the 
progress i s too slow t o suppose much nope of h i s ever a t t a i n i n g 
to one of the major p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . Time was precious where 
the p r l m i p i l a r i s was concerned, and no emperor would keep a 
man of promise hanging about i n the e a r l y posts of h i s career. 
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oubrius Dexter was one of the tribunes sent by Galba to t r y 
and put down the r i s i n g of Otho by persuasion. He reappears 
i n A.D. 74 as procurator of S a r d i n i a , again a f i r s t - e c h e l o n 
post. This i s r a t h e r f a s t e r , and Dexter may have had prospects 
of f u r t h e r advancement. 

H complete c o n t r a s t i s the career of the unkown of X I 5744. 
The explanation i have proposed of the antecedents of t h i s man 
would make him p r e f e c t of an a l a and then of the shore i n 
Mauretania Gaes.arion3is. There he must have rendered some 
s i g n a l service t o Vespasian, f o r he was appointed primu3pllus 
iterum,and had a career u n p a r a l l e l e d before the c l o s i n g years 
of Domitian. After h o l d i n g the first-echelon,; p r o c u r a t o r s h i p 
of Baetica he went toi.the governorships of Mauretania Tingitana 
and Mauretania Caesariensis i n t u r n . There f o l l o w e d the pro­
c u r a t o r s h i p of B e l i g i c a and the two Germanies i n the f o u r t h 
and highest decenarian echelon, beyond which l a y the secretar­
i a t s and the great p r e f e c t u r e s . The career i s broken at t h a t 
p o i n t . The s i g n i f i c a n c e of t h i s career i s immeasurable, f o r 
even a l l o w i n g f o r the f a c t t h a t the man may not have been a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s , and f o r the unusual circumstances i n which the 
r i s e t o the top began, i t shows the p o s s i b i l i t y of a procurator­

's 
i a l career r i s i n g t o the f o u r t h echelon s t a r t i n g from primuspilM 
iterum under the Flavians. 

A c o n f i r m a t i o n of F l a v i a n promotion of p r i m i p l l a r e s may be 

found i n the career of L. L i t e r n i u s Pronto. I n 70 he was 

present i n Jerusalem as p r e f e c t of the camp i n Egypt, a 
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ducenarian post, l e a d i n g a v e x i l l a t i o n of the Egyptian l e g i o n s , 
and i n A.D. 79 he was p r e f e c t of Kgypt. This r a p i d r i s e t o 
almost the top of the equestrian h i e r a r c h y i 3 probably i n p a r t 
t o be connected w i t h the events of 69. He had no doubt 
v i g o r o u s l y supported T. I u l i u s Alexander i n the proclamation of 
Vespasian as emperor. • 

There does not seem t o be any suggestion of s p e c i a l 
circumstances about the other notable career of the F l a v i a n 
p e r i o d , t h a t of C. Velius Rufus. iTiis man from H e l i o p o l i s had 
served as a c e n t u r i o n i n the Jewish war, and so had ample 
opp o r t u n i t y t o calich Vespasian's eye. A neatly-executed task 
i n A.D. 72, the b r i n g i n g back of the sons of the king of Antioch 
kept him i n the l i m e l i g h t . His p r l m i p i l a t e must have been 
s h o r t l y before 83, when he commanded a comMned f o r c e i n 
Domitian-s German war. He l a t e r d i s t i n g u i s h e d h i m s e l f i n 
Mauretania, where i n a d d i t i o n t o h i s t r i b u n a t e of the urban 
cohort from Carthage he had a command as dux ( 6 j over detachment 
from the armies of noman A f r i c a . He brought h i s cohort over t o 
take p a r t i n the Dacian and German wars, f o r h i s services i n 
which he was decorated. His appointment t o the pro c u r a t o r s h i p 
of rannonia and Dalmatia must have been a f t e r A.D. 89, probably 
f o l l o w i n g on h i s service i n the wars i n t h a t region. This was 
i n the f i r s t ducenarian echelon, and was f o l l o w e d by the 
procur a t o r s h i p of naetia., w i t h the added p r i v i l e g e of the 
lus g l a d i i . The l a t t e r was a t h i r d - e c h e l o n p r o v i n c i a l governor­
s h i p , and may have been obtained i n A.D. 92 (V;, about ten 
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years a f t e r h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e . This i s a notable career 

also, and p o i n t s d e f i n i t e l y t o the Flavians having been w i l l i n g 

to make use of p r i m i p i l a r e s . I have commented elsewhere on 

the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the f a c t t h a t he d i d not h o l d a t r i b u n a t e 

at nome or the post of primuspilus iterum. The other example 

of t h i s , Cn. rompeius r r o c u l u s , who belongs t o t h i s p e r i o d or 

to t h a t of Trajan-Hadrian, went t o the pro c u r a t o r s h i p of rontus 

and B i t h y n i a . F i n a l l y , y. .petronius Modestus a f t e r a normal 

career h e l d the procu r a t o r s h i p of A s t u r l a and C a l l a e c i a , f i r s t 

echelon, under Nerva and Trajan. 
To what extent <jlo we need t o modify H.G. Pflaum's view on 

t h i s p e r i o d , " I I semble donc-^que 1'entree de pretoriennes dans 
l e s cadres a d m i n i s t r a t i f s serve a recompenser ces m i l i t a i r e s 
v i e i l l i s sous l a cuirasse, mais que l'empereur n'a nullement 
1 ' i n t e n t i o n de l e u r o u v r i r 1'acces aux p r e f e c t u r e s " ( 8 j ? He 
d i d not then know t h a t L i t e r n i u s Fronto was d e f i n i t e l y a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s who rose t o be p r e f e c t of i g y p t . We do not know 
i f A I 5744 reached the p r e f e c t u r e s , or how f a r C. V c l i u s Rufus 
might have been assisted by the g r a t i t u d e of the emperor, and 
also by t h a t emperor being short of r e l i a b l e men. The answer 
seems t o be t h a t the p r o p o s i t i o n of H.G. Pflaum may be c o r r e c t 
on the whole, but there are notable p r i m i p i l a r i s careers, and 
i t i s possible t h a t they r e f l e c t a new d e l i b e r a t e p o l i c y by 
the Flavians of using p r i m i p i l a r e s i n the higher a d m i n i s t r a t i v e 
posts, un the question of o r i g o and corps, T. Suedius Clemens 
and aubrius Dexter were I t a l i a n s , at a time when one cannot r u l e 
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out d e f i n i t e l y the p o s s i b i l i t y of t h e i r having o r i g i n a t e d i n 
the ranks of the l e g i o n s . JL. Antonius Naso and C. Velius Rufus 
were c o l o n i s t s , from H e l i o p o l i s . 

TRAJAN AND H ADR I AH 

This i s a c r u c i a l p e r i o d , as we have seen i n other contexts 
The r i r s t man t o come under Trajan would seem t o be Cn. Pompeius 
Homullus, f o r though he was decorated by an unnamed emperor, 
who ought t o have been Domitian, the l a s t of h i s posts at l e a s t 
on present evidence ought t o f a l l under Trajan. I f we are 
r i g h t i n supposing him to have been Spanish by o r i g i n and a 
cen t u r i o n ex equlte nomano he had much t o recommend him to 
Trajan. He was procurator of B r i t a i n i n the f i r s t echelon, and 
then went t o the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of the xwo urauls i n the f o u r t h . 
The reason f o r t h i s apparently notable promotion i s c l e a r on 
a comparison w i t h the career of T i . Claudius Secundlnus. The 
l a t t e r had a s i m i l a r career, except t h a t he h e l d a proc u r a t o r -
ship i n the second echelon at Rome. As both went on t o become 
head of the bureau a r a t i o n l b u s , i t i s c l e a r both had shown 
a f l a i r f o r the f i n a n c i a l side. But when Horaullus was a c t i v e 
there were no second echelon posts a t Rome a v a i l a b l e , so he 
was allowed t o pass over the t h i r d echelon, which contained 
mainly p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorships, and go d i r e c t to the G a l l i c 
p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . A f t e r t h i s he went t o the s e c r e t a r i a t already 
mentioned. His death leaves unsolved the question whether 
f u r t h e r prpmotion was intended. C l e a r l y here we have a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s who has shown t a l e n t f o r the f i n a n c i a l side. The 
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more m i l i t a r y - m i n d e d p r i m i p i l a r i s , as we s h a l l see, ftad a 

d i f f e r e n t p a t t e r n of career. 

Trajan-s r e i g n d i d not give time f o r many of h i s proteges 

to reach the pr o c u r a t o r s h i p s . There are however two notable 

men. Ser. b u l p i c i u s a i m i l i s was c a l l e d i n t o Trajan's presence 

as a c e n t u r i o n while the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s waited, and w e l l 

before the end of t h a t emperor's r e i g n , i n A.D. 108-9, he was 

p r e f e c t of Egypt. Even i f we take Dio's "centurion" as a loose 

term f o r p r i m i p i l a r i s , the r i s e i s amazing, f a s t e r even than 

the climb of L. L i t e r n i u s Pronto, and the fa.ct t h a t S i m i l i s 

was p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t at Trajan's death can h a r d l y s u r p r i s e 

us. He had also h e l d the post of praefectus annonae, the f i r s t 

p r imuspilus recorded t o h o l d i t i n a r e g u l a r career (we can 

h a r d l y count the "consolation p r i z e " of A r r i u s V a r u s ) 9 His 

career hejps us t o understand how such a career as t h a t of 

Marcius Turbo was po s s i b l e . Turbo was a ce n t u r i o n some time 

a f t e r lu4-5, and p r e f e c t of the Misenum f l e e t , i n the f o u r t h 

echelon, i n 113 or 114. m between he had h e l d the two prim-

i p i l a t e s , the post of praefectus vehiculorum, three t r i b u n a t e s , 

i n c l u d i n g t h a t of the equites s l n g u l a r e s , and the second-echelon 

post of procurator l u d i magnl. The p r e f e c t u r e , centenarian i n 

rank, and the p r o c u r a t o r s h i i j , are alike t o be explained by the 

desire t o keep him i n itome. Hence he d i d not h o l d a p r o v i n c i a l 

p r o c u r a t o r s h i p i n the f i r s t echelon or a p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor­

ship i n the t h i r d , a f t e r the pgeff eoUtono of the iff l o o t followed. 
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appointments. He was decorated i n the £arthian war, i n 116 
was operating i n Cyrenaica against the Jews, i n 117 was p u t t i n g 
down troubles i n Mauretania, and i n 118 was commanding on the 
Middle Danube w i t h the honorary t i t l e of p r e f e c t of Egypt, 
accorded t o him f o r i t s p r e s t i g e value. His career thus con­
tinued through the change of emperors, and the p r a e t o r i a n pre­
f e c t u r e i s h i s i n A.D. 119 w i t h o u t as f a r as we know any of the 
normally preceding poets. Doth of these careers are t y p i f i e d 
by r a p i d i t y of promotion, and d i s r e g a r d i n g of normal r u l e s . 
The reason i n each case i s c l e a r , t o allow S i m i l i s and Turbo t o 
have the maximum number of years a v a i l a b l e to serve as p r e f e c t 
consonant w i t h t h e i r having gained the necessary experience. A 
man could not w e l l be primuspilus before the age of f o r t y , and 
th e r e f o r e he could only a f f o r d t o take f i f t e e n years t o reach 
the p r e f e c t u r e . 

Continuing i n s t r i c t c h r o n o l o g i c a l order, T. Plavius Priamus 
was t r i n u n e of v l g l l e s i n 111. His post as i u r i d l i c u s i n Egypt 
i s a t t e s t e d , but not dated, though one would not expect t h i s 
f i r s t - e c h e l o n post t o be more than f i v e years a f t e r the t r i b u n ­
ate. L. Numerius Albanus h e l d h i s t r i b u n a t e of v i g l l e s i n 113, 
and the p r e f e c t u r e of the Ravenna f l e e t i n 127. The l a t t e r was 
a t h i r d - e c h e i o n post. The t i m e - i n t e r v a l i s appropriate t o a 
man who had climbed t o t h i s h i e g h t i n the p r o c u r a t o r i a l h i e r archy 
F i n a l l y , among those who reached t h e i r h i g h e s t recorded post 
under Hadrian, i s M. Calpurnius Seneca, who to me was- one of 
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t h a t group of Spanish knights who received t h e i r p r i m i p i l a t e 
under Trajan. There may have been something strange about h i s 
e a r l y career, f o r the only post he gives us i s apparently h i s 
f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e , there being no mention of the Rome t r i b u n a t e s 
or of the post of primuspilus iterum. He h e l d the f i r s t - e c h e l o n 
p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of L u s i t a n i a and V e t t o n i a , the th i r d - e c h e l o n 
post of p r e f e c t of the Ravenna f l e e t , and the fourth-echelon 
post of the Misenum f l e e t . This l a s t i s dated t o 134. I f we 
take f i f t e e n years as a round f i g u r e f o r probablo previous 
s e r v i c e , h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e could have been under Trajan, or 
i n the e a r l y years of Hadrian. This passing-over of the s econd 
echelon i s the second example we have met (the f i r s t was C. 
Velius Rufus;. I t i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the p r i m i p l l a r i s . 
Tenure of a post i n the second echelon i s always occasioned by 
sp e c i a l reasons, c f . Q. Marcius Turbo. 

One case remains t o be noted t h a t stands by i t s e l f , which 
marks a new departure. I have accepted H.G. Pflaum's reasoning^] 
concerning the career of Cammius Secundinus, though not concern­
ing h i s orjgo and antecedents. Secundinus h e l d an ordinary 
p r e f e c t u r e of the camp a f t e r the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e , and was then 
a procurator. He does not define i t s nature, but i t must have 
been of centenarian rank. Turbo under Trajan had h e l d such a 
proc u r a t o r s h i p before the t r i b u n a t e of the v i g i l e s . I n passing 
i t may be noted t h a t i f I am r i g h t i n seeing i n Secundinus an 
I t a l i a n who was commissioned as c e n t u r i o n ex equite Romano, 
there i s no case i'or regarding the men who went t o centenarian 
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procuratorships a f t e r t h e i r f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e as a l l ex-legion-
a r i e s . 

This p e r i o d then saw a bol d and imaginative use of the 
p r l m i p i l a r i s . There i s no apparent d i s t i n c t i o n of corps or 
country of o r i g i n , though p o s s i b l y i f we knew more we might 
f i n d a p r e j u d i c e f o r men ex equite Romano. Homullus was prob­
ably ably from Spain, Seneca c e r t a i n l y , from the ancient Baetican 
colony of H i s p a l i s . Turbo came from the colony of Epidaurus, 
i n Dalmatia. I have suggested t h a t Homullus, Seneca, and the 
I t a l i a n Cammius Secundinus, were a l l ex equite Romano. Note 
the e s s e n t i a l c o n t i n u i t y between the two rei g n s . 
PIUS TO COMMODUS 

The f o l l o w i n g p e r i o d has been t r e a t e d as a whole i n the 
o r l g i n e s chapter. S t i l l regarding i t as such, we w i l l neverthe­
less take the procurators i n chronological order, t o show the 
changes, i f any, from emperor t o emperor. F i r s t come two of 
Hadrian's s e l e c t i o n s , T. Pontius Sabinus, and T i . Claudius 
Secundinus. The f i r s t of these was ex equite Romano. He 
pursued the normal equestrian career upto the post of tribunus 
a n g u s t i c l a v i u s , i n which capacity he was decorated i n the 
Parthian war; he was then commissioned as c e n t u r i o n , and a f t e r 
h i s p r i m i p i l a t e commanded a v e x i l l a t l o n of 3000 men i n B r i t a i n 
i n the second B r i t i s h war i n the 130's (10;. He went the round 
of the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , was primuspllus Iterum, and was promoted 
to the pro c u r a t o r s h i p of G a l l i a Narbonensis. The career of 
T i . Claudius Secundinus i s a t t e s t e d t o have gone f u r t h e r . His 



p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e i s datable to A.D. 129. A f t e r primuspllus 
iterum he was p r e f e c t of I I Traiana, from which post he went t o 
a second-echelon post at Rome, t h a t of the viceslma h e r e d i t a t i u m 
( I have d e a l t i n the chapter on the p r e f e c t of the camp w i t h 
the question why the ducenarian l e g i o n p r e f e c t g e n e r a l l y h e l d a 
second-echelon post as h i s i n i t i a l p r o c u r a t o r s h i p ; . Secundinus 
passed over the t h i r d echelon, co n t a i n i n g the p r o c u r a t o r i a l 
governorships, t o the fourth-echelon procuratorships of the two 
Gauls, the s e c r e t a r i a t a r a t i o n l b u s and the p r e f e c t u r e of the 
annona. Here the promotion t o the second-echelon has discovered 
a r e a l t a l e n t f o r the f i n a n c i a l side. The career i s e s s e n t i a l l y 
the same as t h a t of Homullus. I suspect t h a t Secundinus was 
ex ejauite riomano also, w i t h h i s d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e l a t i o n s i n h i s 
home-town of A q u i l e i a . 

C l e a r l y Pius was f o l l o w i n g the precedent set f o r using 
p r i m i p i l a r e s as pr o c u r a t o r s , and even as p r e f e c t s . A most 
notable case of the l a t t e r i s T a t t i u s Maximus. He was t r i b u n e 
of the equites singulares at l e a s t from 142 t o 145, was p r e f e c t 
of v l g i l e s i n 156, and p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t i n 158. Note again 
the swiftness of promotion of the man marked out t o be a p r e f e c t . 
L. Sempronius Ingenuus was a p r i m i p i l a r i s . i n 152, .having p-robab-]y 
j u s t completed h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e , and had reached the 
th i r d - e c h e l o n governorship of Davia P o r o l i s s e n s i s by 164. 
This i s q u i t e f a s t , though i t should be remembered t h a t normally 
the p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor would only h o l d a f i r s t - e c h e l o n 

p r i f e c w a t o r s h i p beforehand, so t h a t the t h i r d echelon was 
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reached on the second promotion. Sex. Baius imdens was t r i b u n e 
of the equites singulares i n 153, h e l d a f i r s t - e c h e l o n 
p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , and was governor successively of three t h i r d -
echelon governorships, Noricum, Haetia and V i n d e l i c i a , and 
Mauretania Caesariensis. He died i n the l a s t post, which i s 
dated t o 167. C l e a r l y here he had reached t h i s echelon i n a 
very short space of time. He then h e l d not the normal one but 
three posts i n t h i s echelon. The reason f o r t h i s was probably 
a serious shortage of experienced men at a time of c r i s i s . 
The f a c t t h a t rudens had been t r i h u n e of the equites singulares 
suggests t h a t he might have r i s e n t o the top. C. Valerius 
Pansa i s not recorded to have r i s e n above the f i r s t echelon, 
the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of B r i t a i n , 

Under the se l e c t i o n s of Pius must also be reckoned M. 
Bassaeus Rufus, an I t a l i a n , and by h i s h i s t o r y from the ranks 
of the p r a e t o r i a n guard, His f i r s t p r o c u r a t o r s h i p was A s t u r i a 

and G a l i c i a , h i s second Noricum, s t i l l under Antoninus Pius, 
i f the r e s t o r a t i o n of I I I 5171, proc. Aug., i s c o r r e c t . The 
procuratorships were f i r s t and t h i r d echelon r e s p e c t i v e l y , 
normal f o r the p r i m i p i l a r i s w i t h o u t s p e c i a l q u a l i f i c a t i o n s . 
The fourth-echelon p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of Belgica and the two 

of the vrtiks, Eaftt, *A4 ihn pra€terian 5ware/. "Tht ' 

s e c r e t a r i a t may seem at f i r s t s i g h t s u r p r i s i n g , but i t had 
become common at t h i s p e r i o d f o r the f u t u r e p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 
to h o l d i t ( 1 1 ; . Like Turbo, Rufus probably served a good 
t h i r t y years from h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e . 

Germanies f o l l o w e d , prefecture the s e c r e t a r i a t a r a t i o n i b u s , the 
va 
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T. Desticius Severus had q u i t e a d i f f e r e n t s o r t of career. 
A g a i n , I t a l i a n , a f t e r h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e he was successively 
subprefect of v i g i l e s , and proc u r a t o r of Dacia Superior, 
belonging t o the lower and upper classes of centenarian 
procuratorships r e s p e c t i v e l y . He then entered the ducenarian 
class w i t h the f i r s t - e c h e l o n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of a complex of 
provinces i n A s i a Minor, and moved t o the t h i r d - e c h e l o n procurat-
o r i a l governorship of Raetia. Belgica f o l l o w e d , a fourth-echelon 
province. This i s the best career of a man who went through the 
centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , apart from t h a t of M. A q u i l i u s 
F e l i x , who had unusual circumstances i n h i s favour. 

The p o l i c y of Pius then seems the same as t h a t of the two 
preceding emperors, w i t h one s i g n i f i c a n t change, the apparent 
disappearance of the n o n - I t a l i a n p r o c u r a t o r . T. Pontius Sabinus, 
T i . Claudius Secundinus, T a t t i u s Maxlmus, Sex. Baius Pudens, 
C. Va l e r i u s Pansa, M. Bassaeus Rufus, and T. Desticius Severus 
were a l l I t a l i a n s . As f a r as corps i s concerned, T. Pontius 
Sabinus was ex equite Romano, and I suspect T i . Claudius 
Secundinus v/as too. Both were Hadrian's choices. C. Va l e r i u s 
Pansa may have obtained h i s centurionate by d i r e c t commission. 
M. Bassaeus Rufus must have been a p r a e t o r i a n . The r e s t _ c o u l d 
have been e i t h e r 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 i n Noricum, and 
a f t e r the f i r s t echelon post of Hispania Tarraconensis he 
developed s p e c i a l t a l e n t . That i s at l e a s t the f i r s t impression, 



f o r he h e l d i n succession three second-echelon posts, the 
governorship of Mauretania T i n g i t a n a , and the proc u r a t o r s h i p 
XX h e r e d l t a t l u i n and t h a t h e r e d i t a t i u m , the l a s t two both at 
Rome. There f o l l o w e d the t h i r d - e c h e l o n governorship of 
Mauretania Caesariensis. The tenure of both Mauretanias i s 
easy t o understand, and the tenure of two Rome posts i n 
succession i s common, but i t i s not easy t o understand t o what 
type t h i s career belongs, w i t h i t s elements of the career of 
the p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor and or the f i n a n c i a l s p e c i a l i s t . 
One would not expect i t to have been a s w i f t career, though i t 
i s not impossible. 

The remaining careers are not d i s t i n g u i s h e d , though they 
have p o i n t s of i n t e r e s t . The unknown of V I 31871, a f t e r the 
pr e f e c t u r e of the camp of I I Traiana, h e l d outside Egypt and 
th e r e f o r e not a ducenarian post, was a commander of v e x i l l a t i o n s 
and then procurator XL Galliarum, i n the f i r s t centenarian 
echelon. The top of the i n s c r i p t i o n i s missing, but he i s 
u n l i k e l y t o have r i s e n f a r . The career of L. Petronius aabinus 
ran i t s course i n the r e i g n of Marcus; he was decorated as a 
ce n t u r i o n i n the German war, and became procurator of Marcus 
and Commodus (sc. A.D. 171-80). His tenure of the second-
echelon post of s t a t i o h e r e d i t a t i u m , f o l l o w e d by the f i r s t 
echelon post of G a l l i a Narbonensis, i s a mystery, t o which the 
s o l u t i o n may be,as H.G. Pflaum suggested U 2 ) , a demotion f o r 
some d e r e l i c t i o n of duty. L. Cominius Maximus presents problems 
of h i s own. He died at the age of e i g h t y , having h e l d the 
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post oijprefect of I I Traiana, and a post as procurator M. 
A n t o n i n i Augusti which was probably one of those at Rome. He 
was evocatus Augustorum, thus at e a r l i e s t 161, and presumably 
procu r a t o r of Marcus before Commodus became co-emperor, g i v i n g 
a maximum of f i f t e e n years. What went wrong w i t h t h i s 
b r i l l i a n t career ? Again disgrace may be the answer, or i l l -
h e a l t h . 

On t h i s r e i g n there i s l i t t l e more t o add. P. Aelius 
Grispinus was a c o l o n i s t . L. Petronius Sabinus, L. Comlnlus 
Maximus and the unknown of V I 31871 were from the ranks of the 
guard, the f i r s t two being d e f i n i t e l y I t a l i a n . The unknown of 
Presigke Sammelbuch 5731 may have belonged t o t h i s r e i g n , as he 
was proc. M. Aurel. Ant... Apart from M. Bassaeus Hufus, there 
i s a lack of outstanding careers from t h i s r e i g n , though t h i s 
may be due to d e f i c i e n c i e s i n our i n f o r m a t i o n . 

L. Mantennius Sabinus was p r e f e c t or nigypt 19o-4. He had 
been a p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e some time p r e v i o u s l y , p o s s i b l y under 
Marcus A u r e l i u s . i f he had a career resembling t h a t of M. 
Bassaeus Kufus he must have h e l d procuratorships under Commoaus. 
T. FIIAVIUS U e n i a l i s , p r a e t o r i a n t r i n u n e i n 185, was i d e n t i f i e d 
by A. a t e i n v l o ; w i t h the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t ofi Bi&Jus I u l i a n u s . 
The space of time i s very s h o r t , and he was chosen s u f f r a g i o 
praetorianorum, so i t i s c l e a r l y an open question whether 
Commodus had ever envisaged him as a p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . L. 
A r t o r i u s Castus a f t e r h i s p r i m i p i l a t e was praagjS.o:3ii.tna2S of a 
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detachment of the Misenum f l e e t , leader of a combined f o r c e , 
and then a centenarian procurator w i t h the ius g l a d i i . 

To these we may add two mem who had been selected under 
Oommodus. Cn. Marcius Ruatius Rufinus was commissioned as a 
cent u r i o n ex equite Romano. He was d i l e c t a t o r r e g i o n i s Transpad-
anae before s t a r t i n g the rounds at Rome, where i n 190 he i s 
a t t e s t e d as t r i b u n e of v i g i l e s > So f a r he was the mop of 
Commodus. The advent of Severus, s i g n i f i c a n t l y , d i d not h o l d 
up h i s progress, f o r some time a f t e r 194- he h e l d the proc u r a t o r -
ship of S y r i a Coele, m the f i r s t ducenarian echelon, passed over 
the second echelon l i k e most v i r i m i l i a r e s , h e l d the f l e e t s at 
Ravenna and Misenum i n t u r n , i n the t h i r d and f o u r t h echelons/ 
r e s p e c t i v e l y , and was praepositus annonae some time a f t e r 197. 
This l a s t post i s not connected w i t h the p r e f e c t u r e of the annona 
but was the duty of p r o v i s i o n f o r the need of the army on the 
Parthian e x p e d i t i o n , presumably h e l d at the same time as the 
pre f e c t u r e of the Misenum f l e e t . Rufinus was p r e f e c t of v i g i l e s " 
i n 205-7, j u s t about the r i g h t time, as he wa3 a Rome t r i b u n e 
f i f t e e n years before. F i n a l l y , he was p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . 

Quite a d i f f e r e n t type of career i s t h a t of M. Acjuilius 
F e l i x . He was sent by I u l i a n u s as c e n t u r i o frumentarius t o 
k i l l Severus. He had already a r e p u t a t i o n f o r disposing of 
senators which he must have acquired under Commodus. He c l e a r l y 
changed sides, received h i s p r i m i p i l a t e , was praepositus of 
v e x i l l a t i o n s , p r o c u r a t o r h e r e d i t a t l u m p a t r i m o n i i p r i v a t i , a 
centenarian post, procurator r a t i o n i s p a t r i m o n i i , and then f o r 
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a time p r o c u r a t o r operum publicorum. He i s apparently a t t e s t e d 
i n t h i s l a t t e r post i n August 193, which makes the career so 
f a r d e t a i l e d move at a f a n t a s t i c speed. I n explanation one 
can only invoke the circumstances of the period. The f a c t t h a t 
he returned t o the post of procu r a t o r r a t i o n i s p a t r i m o n i i 
suggests t h a t h i s tenure as procurator operum publicorum may 
have been s h o r t , and occasioned by some emergency. Having 
h e l d these two posts i n zhe second ducenarian echelon, which 
contained mainly c i v i l posts at Rome, he wa^promotcd t o the 
Ravenna f l e e t , i n the t h i r d echelon, which had the advantage 
of not being out of I t a l y . I t was the f i r s t post he had h e l d 
i n the procuratorships w i t h a m i l i t a r y a s s o c i a t i o n , and h i s 
l a s t of which we know, f o r the next post, praepostius a censibus 
equiturn Romanorum, though i t s precise nature i s a matter f o r 
dispute, cleadfcy i s a c i v i l post as those he had already h e l d . 

I n the choices of Commodus we note a co n t i n u i n g I t a l i a n 
element. L. Mantennius Sabinus was I t a l i a n , from h i s nomen. 
Cn. Marcius Hustius Rufinus was from Beneventum. He i s also 
the only one of whom we know the corps. M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x , 
I'rom Rome, we cannot r e a l l y count, as h i s p r i m i p i l a t e was 
given t o him by Severus, and we have no evidence t h a t Commodus 
saw him as a f u t u r e p r o c u r a t o r . 

We thus see over the p e r i o d of the l a s t three Antonines a 

preference f o r the I t a l i a n t o the v i r t u a l e xclusion of others. 
The idea of using the p r i m i p i l a r i s as a procurator or even as 
a p r e f e c t was continued by r i u s , and h i s successors. The 
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centenarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p was c a r r i e d on, another Hadrianic 
idea. This p e r i o d and the one preceding i t may be regarded as 
the heyfday of the p r l m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r . 

A few career^ remain whose d a t i n g i s u n c e r t a i n , though on 
balance the second century seems the most probable p e r i o d . 
This i s not e n t i r e l y t r u e of the f i r s t , EE V I I I 478, however. 
This records a man who was apparently promoted to the 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e from the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e , and then 
h e l d an e x t r a o r d i n a r y command i n the two s y r i a s . The number 
of s y r i a s gives the p e r i o d as some time 1.35-194. H.G. Pflaum 
has t r i e d t o place i t e x a c t l y , i n the p e r i o d 175-76 ( 1 4 ) , 
but though h i s i s a very ingenious and tempting hypothesis, 
i thought i t would be misleading t o put the i n s c r i p t i o n under 
A u r e l i u s , as i f the date was proven. V a l e r i u s {IX 4678) i s 
dated t o the second century simply on the groxmds of 
p r o b a b i l i t y . On H.G. Pflmim's r e s t o r a t i o n (see ProsopographyJ 
he h e l d an unknown p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , probably i n the f i r s t 
echelon, and the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of the two Gauls, i n the 
f o u r t h echelon. 
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He h e l d , unusually, a p r e f e c t u r e of the camp a f t e r the f i r s t 
p r l m l p i l a t e and before the t r i b u n a t e of v i g i l e s . He died 
a f t e r reaching the f o u r t h echelon. The unknown of XIV 191, 
again placod i n the second century r a t h e r than the t h i r d on 
the grounds of p r o b a b i l i t y , was p r e l e c t of I I Traiana, 
p r o c u r a t o r XX feered., and p r e f e c t of the two p r a e t o r i a n f l e e t s 
i n t u r n , a post being h e l d i n each of the f o u r ducenarian 
echelons. This career i s p a r t l y r e s t o r e d , as w i l l be seen on 
r e f e r e n c e to the Frosopography. T r u t t e d i u s Clemens was 
procurator of A s t u r i a and C a l l a e c i a , a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post, and 

then of Dalmatia and H i a t r i a , i n the same echelon. This i s 
the only caso l know of where a p r l m i y i l a r i s h e l d two posts i n 
the f i r s t ducenarian echelon, and the reason seems t o be, as 
suggested by H.G. Pflaum (15;, t h a t the loss of h i s wife i n 
the f i r s t post l e d him t o request a t r a n s f e r from a place w i t h 
such unhappy memories. P. Cussius Phoebianus was procu r a t o r 
of A s t u r i a and Ca l l a e c i a , C. Ruf i u s ..Festus of Dalmatia and 
H i s t r i a . The l a t t e r d e f i n i t e l y belonged t o the second century, 
and was I t a l i a n , as was T r u t t e d i u s Clemens. 

THE THIRD CENTURY. 
Two men whom Severus promoted to hi g h p o s i t i o n have already 

been named, une whom Severus presumably selected was M. 
Oc l a t i n i u s Adventus. «fter an apprenticeship i n the castra 
peregrlna we f i n d him as procu r a t o r i n B r i t a i n i n 205-7, and 
as uaracalla's p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t at the time of h i s death. 
He refused the Empire, and became p r e f e c t of home under Macrinus 
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Herodian's d e s c r i p t i o n of him i s worth n o t i n g - "a m i l i t a r y 
genius, i n everything else an ignoramus." Ho was also of 
advanced years, which he gave as h i s reason f o r d e c l i n i n g the 
Empire. Neither of these f a c t o r s need mean t h a t he was u n f i t t e d 
f o r the p r e f e c t u r e , i n f a c t both must have ap p l i e d t o M. 
Bassaeus hufus. Probably of oeveran recruitment was I u l i u s 
Honorafrus, p r o c u r a t o r of the Maritime Alps i n a l o , a post i n 
the upper centenarian echelon. 

The r e i g n of Macrinus brought w i t h i t two more p r a e t o r i a n 
p r e f e c t s from the ca s t r a peregrina, Ulpius I u l i a n u s and 
l u l i a n u s Nestor. The former had been a oenalbus s h o r t l y before 
Caracalla-s death. This post i s unique i n a p r i m l p l l a r i s career 
As both had been p r i n c l p e s peregrinorum under Caracalla, i . e . 
presumably a f t e r k i l l , t h e i r r i s e t o the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e 
was r a p i d . I t may have been a f f e c t e d by the need of Macrinus 
f o r men he could t r u s t , even i f they were not e n t i r e l y q u a l i f i e d 
but there are too many cases of p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s who have 
only had a few years between t h e i r p r i m i p i l a t e and t h e i r 
p r e f e c t u r e f o r us t o say t h a t these two p r e f e c t s were u n f i t t e d 
f o r t h e i r great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Also under Macrinus we have 
the case of Aelius Triceianus. Prefect of i l P a r t h l c a at the 
accession of the former, he was adlected i n t o the senate as a 
consular, and sent t o govern Lower Pannonia. The p r i m i p i l a r i s 
normally only could reach the senate v i a the p r a e t o r i a n 
p r e f e c t u r e , and the a d l e c t i o n of T r i c c i a i j i u s must be reckoned 
as a measure f o r c e d on Macrinus by the lac k of senators t h a t he 
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could t r u s t . 
Under Elagabalus y e t another p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t appeared, 

r . V a l e r i u s Comazon. Dio says t h a t he had h e l d n e i t h e r pro­
c u r a t o r s h i p nor p r e f e c t u r e before h i s p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e , 
h i s only important post being as p r e f e c t of a l e g i o n ; I suspect 
t h a t t h i s w i l l have been the ducenarian post of I I P a r t h l c a , 

and I have shown I n the Prosorography .that, the servicea. rendered 
would folly t*f>laih HH pf*€nri&f>tm<fot9.t*ihd»f 

i n t h i s post by him i n alti^to some time before Jrf22. He was e i 

also urban p r o f c c t , and a l l the evidence suggests t h a t severus 
Alexander r e t a i n e d him i n t h a t p o s i t i o n . 

T. L i c i n i u s Hierocles had probably began t o pass through 
the t r i b u n a t e s at nome under Caracalla. He began h i s p r o c u r a t -
o r i a l career w i t h the post of p r o c u r a t o r h e r e d i t a t i u m , a Rome 
post, normally i n the second echelon. Then he became p r e f e c t 
of J.1 P a r t h i c a . One normally expects ducenarian l e g i o n a r y 
pre f e c t u r e s t o be h e l d d i r e c t l y a f t e r the second p r i m i p i l a t e , 
but there may have been s p e c i a l reasons f o r t h i s apparent 
r e v e r s a l of the normal order, xhis second post was under 
Elagabalus, and was f o l l o w e d by the post of praeses or S a r d i n i a , 
a second-echelon m i l i t a r y governorship, and by the t h i r d echelon 
governorship of Mauretania Caesariensis, h e l d i n a2'/. The 
career thus need not have been slowed by the number of posts 
h e l d , f o u r instead of two. I n 'd61 Aelius Valens was t r i b u n e 
of the equites s i n g u l a r e s , and i n £48 procurator of S a r d i n i a , 
i n the second echelon. This seems a much slower career f o r 
such a t r i b u n e i n comparison w i t h those of Marcius Turbo, 
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T a t t i u s maximus, and Baius Pudens. Also i n t h i s p e r i o d , between 
194 and <tcu, f a l l s the career of C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s , legionary 
c e n t u r i o n , c e n t u r i o f r u m e n t arius, princep3 peregrinorum. His 
f i r s t p r - i n i i p i l a t e was f o l l o w e d by the pro c u r a t o r s h l p of Moesia 
I n f e r i o r , a centenarian post, and then the same post l u r e 
g l a d i i , which H.G. Pflaum takes t o mean t h a t he was depu t i s i n g 
f o r the legate of the province (16;. There f o l l o w e d the 
prbc u r a t o r s h i p of L u s i t a n i a and V e t t o n i a , i n the f i r s t ducenar-
i a n echelon. 

CI. Aurelius T i b e r i u s i s a t t e s t e d as t r i b u n e of v i g i l e 3 
and, under the r h i l i p s , as j u r l d i c u s i n Alexandria, a f i r s t 

echelon post. The unknown of V I 1645 s t a r t e d i n the guard, 
became a c e n t u r i o n , was dux of the Dacian l e g i o n s , p r i m u s p i l u s , 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n e , procurator of j j u s i t a n i a ( f i r s t echelon/, 
proc u r a t o r l u d l magni (second echelon;, and praefectus 
vehiculorum, now apparently at!1 l e a s t i n the second echelon, all 

theppsts from the t r i b u n a t e onwards were h e l d under the P h i l i p s , 
and the man died before the end of the r e i g n , so i t was a s w i f t 
career. I t i s possible t h a t the two posts i n the second echelon 
were h e l d less t o give a s p e c i a l i s e d t r a i n i n g than t o r e t a i n 
the holder i n Rome, close t o the emperor, c f . the career of 

Marcius Turbo. 

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus was the l a s t c e r t a i n 
p r i m i p i l a r i s t o become p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . His career, though 
s t i l l i n a sense r e g u l a r , i s not a p r o c u r a t o r i a l one. He was 
ex equite Romano, having served as a juryman on one of the f i v e 



7.C0. 
decuriae i n Rome. His commission was as c e n t u r i o deputatus, 
on the s t a f f at- Rome. Without apparently any experience i n the 
legio n a r y centurionate he received h i s p r i m i p i l a t e . A f t e r t h i s 
he was praeposltus. of the equltes s i n g u l a r e s , q u i t e p o s s i b l y i n 
the f i e l d , t r i b u n e i n t u r n of two f i e l d l o r c e s each c o n s i s t i n g 
of detachments from two l e g i o n s , and then h e l d i n t u r n the three 
t r i b u n a t e s a t Rome. So f a r there i s a p a t t e r n we can recognise. 
Wow f o l l o w e d the t r i b u n a t e of the f i r s t p r a e t o r i a n cohort, w i t h 
the t i t l e p r o t e c t o r jjUgusti, which presumably put i t above tho 
p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e he had pr e v i o u s l y h e l d . Prom t h i s post 
he was promoted t o the p r e f e c t u r e of v l g i l e s , and then was made 
p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t , w i t h the a d d i t i o n a l honours i n 2 6 I of 
consul o r d i n a r i u s and i n of the p r e f e c t u r e of Rome. The 

problems r a i s e d by the timetable and the r e l a t e d question of 
whether i n f a c t the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e could be h e l d at the 
same time as the other honours mentioned are discussed i n the 
frosopography. Here I only wish t o draw a t t e n t i o n t o the way 
t h a t the conditions of the t h i r d century have hastened t h i s 
development of the n o n - p r o c u r a t o r i a l career f o r the p r a e t o r i a n 
p r e f e c t . When f i g h t i n g a b i l i t y i s the prime requirement a long 
p r o c u r a t o r i a l career i s p o i n t l e s s and w a s t e f u l . 

This purely m i l i t a r y career does not mean t h a t the 
p r i m i p i l a r e s have ceased t o h o l d p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . Aurelius 
Sabinianus h e l d the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p of Dalmatia, a f i r s t echelon 
post, a f t e r having been tribunus p r o t e c t o r . The career can 
ha r d l y be l a t e r than the sole r e i g n of Galli e n u s . On the other 



hand, the f a c t t h a t the two ducenarian le g i o n a r y p r e f e c t s , 
Aellus Aelianus, and Clementius Valerius M a r c e l l i n u s , were 
praesides of Mauretania Caesariansis and Mauretania Tingitana 
r e s p e c t i v e l y , c l e a r l y a f t e r the r e i g n of G a l l i e n u 3 , cannot be 
used as evidence f o r p r i m i p l l a r e s becoming praesides or 
procurators a f t e r Gallienus. As I have i n d i c a t e d i n the chapter 
on the l a t e p r i m i p i l a t e , there are i n d i c a t i o n s t h a t the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s has l o s t any m i l i t a r y c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s at l a s t e s t 
a f t e r G allienus. 

Among t h i r d - c e n t u r y procurators who are not c l o s e l y dated 
we may note p. Vibius Marianus, who was primuspilus a f t e r being 
c e n t u r i o frumentarius, and a f t e r a career normal except f o r the 
tenure of the p r e f e c t u r e of a^Legion between the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e 
and the t r i b u n a t e of v l g i l e s was proc u r a t o r and praeses of 
S a r d i n i a , a ducenarian second-echelon post i n the t h i r d century. 
His death prevented f u r t h e r advancement, i f contemplated. His 
career should be noted as evidence t h a t the man from the castra 
peregrina could go to the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . Centenarian 
procuratorships are numerous. I t should be noted t h a t H; G. 
Pflaum has suggested t h a t the m a j o r i t y , i f not a l l , are at 
l a t e s t of the time of Caracalla 117;. C. P u b l i c i u s rroculeianus 
was proc u r a t o r of rannonia and AChoia. T i . Claudius Demetrius 
was proc u r a t o r of the Maritime i i l p s , a f t e r being s o l d i e r and 
ce n t u r i o n i n the f r u m e n t a r i i . M. Aurelius Antoninus h e l d an 
unnamed one. 

I n a r a t h e r s p e c i a l category comes the caoe of Bryonianus 
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A j O l l i a n u a , who c a l l e d Himself p r i m i u i l a r i s , ducenarius, 
ex p r o c u r a t o r i b u s . H.G. Pflaum has made a sp e c i a l study of the 
problem of the appearance of the t i t l e ducenariua i n c e r t a i n 
i n s c r i p t i o n s where the post, described would not seem t o Have 
t h a t f i n a n c i a l s t a t u s , and has come t o the conclusion t h a t from 
c67 onwards the term i s used as a t i t l e independently of any 
f i n a n c i a l q u a l i f i c a t i o n . (18; On t h i s basis the career of 
Bryonianus L o l l i a n u s would be dated t o the second h a l f of the 
t h i r d century. For the reasons given above I would be r e l u c t a n t 
t o b e l i e v e t h a t the i n s c r i p t i o n post-dated the r e i g n of 
Gallienus. 

On the case of Flavius Clemens I have i n d i c a t e d i n the 
Prosopography reasons why I do not agree w i t h h i s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 
w i t h the proc u r a t o r of Mauretania Caesariensis. 

The o r i g i n e s and corps of o r i g i n f o r t h i s century, or 
r a t h e r h a l f - c e n t u r y , are i n t e r e s t i n g . We saw how Severus used 
Cn. Marclus Rustius Kufinus, from Beneventum, and M. A q u i l i u s 
F e l i x , from Rome. Other I t a l i a n s , w e r e L. Petronius Taurus 
Volusianus, r . V i l l u s Marianus, and C. Pu b l i c i u s Proculeianus. 
Other people tended t o come from c o l o n i e s , C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s 
from Cologne, and CI. Aurelius T i b e r i u s from P h i l i p p o p o l i s . 
Those from the East, however, tend to come from c i t i e s t h a t are 
notable, but not c o l o n i e s , e.g. T i . Claudius Demetrius from 
Wicomedia, M. Aureiius Antoninus from Prusias, i n Pontus and 
B i t h u n i a , and Bryonianus Lolifcianus from Sida, i n Lycia and 
Pamphylia. AS f a r as corps of o r i g i n i s ccdicerned, we note 
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p a r t i c u l a r l y the large number who passed through the castra 
peregrina, M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x , C. T i t i u s S i m i l i s , P. Vibius 
Marianus, T i . Claudius Demetrius, M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus, 
Ulpius I u l i a n u s , and I u l i a n u s Nestor. Two p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s 
were ex equlte Romano, though irtustius Rufinus had been selected 
before severus, the other being L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus. 
From the ranks of the guard was the unknown of V I 1645. M. 
Oc l a t i n i u s Adventus could e q u a l l y have been from the guard of 
the l e g i o n s . Aelius Tr-iccianus was d e f i n i t e l y a l e g i o n a r y , 
r . V a l e r i u s Comazon may have been an a u x i l i a r y . We are thus 
j u s t i f i e d i n saying a l l sources of r e c r u i t s are s t i l l being 
drawn on, the castra peregrina wa3 a common approach t o 
procuratorships and p r e f e c t u r e s , and t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r e s 
were s t i l l drawn from the best elements i n the army. 

Before t r a c i n g the main l i n e s of development i t w i l l be 
convenient t o summarise the careers we have mentioned i n a table 

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA 
M. V e r g i l i u s Gallus Lusius I t a l i a n pp.» praef. fab. I l l , 

t r i b . praet.,IDIOLOGUS. 
Cafconius Iustus 7 prim. ord. -

PRAETORIAN PREFECT. 

CLAUDIUS TO NERO 
C. Baebius A t t i c u s I t a l i a n pp. praef. c i v . ±1, 

t r i b . / p r a e t . , p p . i t e r . 
PROCURATOR IN NOR ICO 

T. I u l i u s Ustus t r i b . praet. -
PROCURATOR TH R A C I A E . 



P. P a l p e l l i u s Ulodius 

Muxumus 

A 1711 

Jul i u s r o l l i o 

M. V e t t i u s Valens 

Valerius Paulinus 
Nymphldius Sabinus 

P l o t i u s Firrnus 

P. Alfenus Varus 

A r r i u s Varus 

i ^ u i r i n a l i s I t a l i a n pp., t r i b . m i l . l e g . , 
PROC. AUG. PRAEF. 
CLaSSlS. 
t r i b . praet., pp. b i s 
PROC. T I . CLAUD, etc.. 
pp., t r i b . p r a e t . , pp. 
i t e r . , rROC. T I . etc., 
t r i b . u r b., t r i b . 
p r a e t . - PROC.SARDIN IAI 
pp., t r i b . v i g . , urb., 
p r . , pp. i t e r . , rROC. 
LUS IT AN. . 
t r . pr.-PROC. NARB.. 
praef. e q . - t r . pr.-
PRHETORIAN PREFECT. 
PRAEF. VIG., PRAEF. 
PRAET.. 
praef. cast.-PRAEF. 
PRAET. 
praef. coh., pp., 
PRAEF. PRAET., PRAEF 
ANN. ON. . 

I t a l i a n 
p r a e t o r i a n 

Forum l u l i i 
I t a l i a n 
equestrian 
.ailes 

t r e c enarius 

VESPASIAN TO NERVA 
L. Antonius Naso H e l i o p o l i s 

l egionary 

T. Suedius Clemens I t a l i a n 

Sex. Subrius Dexter I t a l i a n 
X I 57 44 equestrian? 

praef. c i v . , pp., tidifc 
l e g . , t r . v i g . , u r b . , 
urb., p r . , pp i t e r . , 
t r . p r . , PROC. PONT. 
ET BITH.. 
p p . - t r . pr.-PRAEF. 
CAST. IN AEG.. 
t r . pr.-PROC.SARDINIA 
praef. alae item ora$ 
pp. i t e r . , 
PROC. BAETICAE {I) 
PROC. MAUR. TING. ( I I ) 



265: 

L. L i t e r n i u s Pronto 

PROC. MAUR. CAES. ( I l l J 
PROC. BELG. ET BOARUM 

GERMANIARUM (IV J 
PRAEF. CAST. IB AEG. -
PRAEF, AEG,. 

C. Velius Rufus H e l i o p o l i s 
l e g i o n a r y 

pp., praep. vex., t r i b . 
X I I I urb., 
PROC. PANN. ET DALM.(IJ 
PROC. RAETIAE IUS GLAD. 

( I l l ) 
Cn. Pompeius Proculus 

0_. Petroniua Modestus I t a l i a n 

pp., t r i b . i u rb., 
~ PONT. ET 3ITH ( I ) 

pp. I i , 5 Rome t r i b u n a t e 
PROC. A3TUR. ET 

CALLAEC. ( I ; 

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 
Cn. Pompeius Homullus Spanish? 

ex eq.R? 

Ser. S u l p i c i u s S i m i l i s 

Q. Marcius Turbo Epidaurus 
Dalmatia. 

pp. I I , 3 Rome t r i b u n ­
ates . 
PROC. BRITANNIAE ( I ) 
PROC. LUGUD. ET AQUIT. 

(IV ) 
A RATIONIBUS(secretar­

i a t ; . 
c e n t u r i o n , 
PRAEF. ANNON.. 
PRAEF. AEG.. 
PRAEF. PRAET.. 

legi o n a r y c e n t u r i o n , -
pp. I I , 
PRAEF. VEHIC.(centenar­

i a n ; , 
t r . v i g . , tr._eq.sing...,. 
t r . p r . , 
PROC. LUDI MAGNI ( I I ) 
PRAEF. CLASS. MISEN.(I\i 
PRAEF. AEG.(honorary 

t i t l e ; 
PRAEF. PRAET.. 

T.Flavlus Priamus t r . v i g . -
IURIDICUS ( I ) 

http://tr._eq.sing


L. Numerius Albanus 

M. Calpurnlus Seneca H i s p a l i s , 
Baetica. 
ex. eq.R.? 

Cammius secundinus I t a l i a n 
ex eq. R.? 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 
T. Pontius Sabinus ex eq. R.? 

T i . Claudius Secundinus I t a l i a n 
ex eq. R. ? 

T a t t i u s Maximus I t a l i a n 

L. Sempronius Ingenuus 

Sex. Baius Pudens I t a l i a n 

C. Valerius Pansa I t a l i a n 
d i r e c t 
Commission? 

M. Bassaeus Rul'us I t a l i a n 
p r a e t o r i a n 

ZGG. 

t r . v i g . -
PRAEF.CLASS . RAVENN. ( I l l ] 
PP. > 
PROC. LUSIT. ET VETT.(I 
PRAEF* GLASS.RAVENS.(III 
PRAEF. CLASS . MIS EN. ( I V ) 
pp., pr a e f . c a s t . , 
PROCURATOR(centenarian; 

^equestrian m i l i t i a e , 
pp. I I , 3 Rome t r i b u n ­
ates. 
PKOC. GALL. NARB.(I) 
pp. I I . , 3 Rome t r i b u n ­
ates . , 
PRAEF.LEG. I I TR. 
PROC. XX HER. ( I I ) 
PROC. LUGTJD. ET AQU IT.( IV 
A RATIONIBUS ( secretariat; 
PRAEF. ANNON.. 
t r . eq. sin g . -
PRAEF. VIG.. 
PRAEF. PRAET.. 

pp.-
PROC.DAC.POR. ( I l l ) 
t r . eq. si n g . -
PROC. - (1) 
PROC. NORIC.(III) 
PROC. RAET. ( I l l ) 
PROC. MAUR.CAES.(III) 
pp. I I , t r . p r . , 
PROC. BRIT. ( I ) . 

pp. I I . , 3 Rome t r i b u n ­
ates , 
rROC.AST.ET CALL. ( I ; 
PROC.NORIC. ( I l l ) 
PROC.BELG.etc. ( I V ) 
A RATION IBUS( secretaries 
PRAEF.VIG.. 
PRAEF.AEG.. 
PRAEF. PRAET. 



T. Desticius Severus I t a l i a n 

P. Aelius Crispinus Solva, 
Noricum. 

V I 31B71 p r a e t o r i a n 

L. Petronius Sabinus I t a l i a n 
p r a e t o r i a n 

L. Cominius Maximus I t a l i a n 
p r a e t o r i a n 

SB 5731 

L. Mantennius Sabinus I t a l i a n 

T. Plavius Genialis 

L. A r t o r i u s Castus 

EE V I I I 478 

Valerius 

267. 
PP- > 
sUBPRAEF. VIG.(lower 

cent.. 
PROC.DAC.SUP.(upper 

cent.. 
PROC. CAPPAD. etc. ( I ; 
PROC. RAET. ( I l l ; 
PROC. BELG.,etc..(IV) 
pp. I I , 
PROC. HISP.TARRAC. ( I ) 
PROC. MAUR. TING. ( I I ) 
PROC. XX HER. ( I I ) 
PROC. HER. ( I I ) 
PROC. MAUR. CAES.(III) 
pp., praef. cast., 
PROC. XL. GALL, (cent.; 
pp., cur a t o r s t a t . , -
PROC.3TAT.HERED. ( I I ) 
PROC.GALL.NARB. ( I ) 
pp. I I , 3 Rome t r i b u n ­
ates , 
PRAEF. LEG. I I TR.. 
PROC. AUG. PATRIM? ( I I , 
pp., 3 Rome t r i b s . , 
PROC. AUG. ( I ?) 
t r . p r.-
PRAEF. AEG...... 
t r . p r . -
PRAEF. PRAET.. 

P P - t 
PROC. LIBURN.IURE GLAD 

(centenarian; 
t r . v i g . , t r . p r . , t r . / 
p r . , PRAEF. PRAET.. 
pp., praef. cast., 3 
Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 
PROC. - ( I ) 
PROC. - ( I I I ) 
PROC.LUGUD.ET AQ. ( I V ) 
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XIV 191 t r . u r b . , t r . pr.-

PRAEF. LEG. I I TR. 
PROC. XX HER. ( I I ) 
PRAEF.CLASS.RAVENN.(III; 
PRAEF. CLASS. MIS EN. ( I V ) 

T r u t t e d i u s Clemens I t a l i a n t r . v i g . -
PROC. AST. ET CALL. ( I ) 
PROC. DALiVl.ET HIST. ( I ) 

P. Cussius Phoebianus t r . v i g . -
PROC. AST. ET CALL. ( I ) 

C. Rufius Festus I t a l i a n pp., 3 Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 
PROC. DALM.ET HISTR.(I) 

THE THIRD CENTURY 
Cn. Marcius Rustius I t a l i a n 

Rufinus ex eq. R. 
p p . I I , 3 Rome tri b u n a t e s 
rROC. SYR. COELE ( I ) * 
PRAEF.CLASS.RAVENN.(III J 
PRAEF. CLASS. MIS EN. ( IV) 
PRAEF. VIG.. 
PRAEF. PRAET.. 

M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x Rome 

M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus p r a e t . / leg, 

7 frum., pp., 
PROC. HERED. PATR. PRIV. 

(centenarian J 
PROC.RAT.PATR. ( I I ) 
PROC.OP.PUB. ( I I ) 
PROC.RAT.PAT. ( I I ) 
PRAEF.CLASS.RAV. ( I I I ) 
Praep.a cens. eq. R.. 
7 frum., p r i n c . per.,-
PROC. BRIT. 
PRAEF. PRAET. 
PRAEF. URB.. 

I u l i u s Honoratus PP.» 
"PROC. ALP. MAR IT. (centenac 

Ulpius I u l l a n u s p r i n c . per.,-
A CENSIBUS 
PRAEF. PRAET. 

Iu l i a n u s Nestor p r i n c . per.,-
PRAEF.PRAET. . 

Aelius Triccianus l e g i o n a r y rRAEF. LEG. I I PARTH. 



P. Valerius Coraazon A u x i l i a r y ? 

T. L i c i n i u s Hierocles 

Aelius Valens 

C= T i t l u s S i m i l i a Cologne. 

CI. Aurelius T i b e r i u s r h i l i p p o p l i s 
Arabia 

V I 1645 p r a e t o r i a n 

L. Petronius Taurus I t a l i a n 
Volusianus ex eq. R.. 

Aurelius Sabinianus 

P. Vlbius Marianus I t a l i a n 

C. Public ius r r o c u l - Italian.-
eiunus 

2G9 
Consular governor of 
Pannonia I n f e r i o r . 
PRAEP. LEG. I I PARTH.? 
PRAEF. PRAET. 
PRAEF, T.TRB..-
pp. I I , 
PROC. HERED. ( I I ) 
PRAEF.LEG. I I PARTH. 
PRAESE3 SARD. ( I I ) 
PROC. MAUR. CAES. ( I l l ) 
t r . eq. si n g . , -
rROC. SARD. ( I I ; 
Y l e g . , 7 frum., pp., 
PROC. MOES.INF.(centenar­

ian ; 
PROC. MOES . INF. IURE. GLAD 11 
PROC.LUSIT.ET VETT.(I) 
t r . v i g . -
IURIDICUS IN ALEXANDRIA 

( I ) 
pp., t r . p r . , 
PROC. LUS IT. ( I ) 
PROC. LUDI MAGNI ( I I ) 
PRAEF. VEHIC ( I I ) 
7 dep., pp., praep. eq. 
sin g . , t r . legg. I I , 
3 Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 
t r . I pr. p r o t . , 
PRAEF. VIG.. 
PRAEF. PRAET. 
Cos. ord.. 
PRAEF. URB.. 

t r i b . p r o t . , 
FROC DALM. ( I ) 
7 frum., pp., praef. leg., 
3 Rome t r i b u n a t e s , 
PROC. SARD. ( I I ) 

PP« > 
PROC. PANN. ET ACH. 

(centenarian; 



Xio 

T i . Claudius Demetrius Nicomedia mil.frum., 7 frum., 
tROC. ALP. MAR IT. 

( c e n t e n a r i a n ; 

M. A u r e l i u s Antoninus P r u s i a s pp.* 
PROC. ^.centenarian) 

Byronianus L o l l i a n u s S i d a PP«» d u e , 
EX PROCURATORIBUS. 

I t w i l l be c l e a r from the t e x t and the table that there i s 

no question of a p r o c u r a t o r i a l c a r e e r f o r p r i m i p i l a r e s before 

69. I n the p e r i o d up to the r e i g n of Claudius we note i n 

p a r t i c u l a r that apart from the p r a e f e c t i c i v i t a t i u m the p r i m i p i l ­

ares have only c a s u a l contacts with the nascent c i v i l s e r v i c e . 

Under Claudius and Nero procurato^hips begin to appear, includirig 

two of the new p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorships, but they are s i n g l e 

p o s t s , not f i n i n g a c a r e e r . The p e r i o d 69-70 d i d bring out 

one s i g n i f i c a n t t r u t h , t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r i s could be a 

p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t , and t h a t a p r o c u r a t o r i a l t r a i n i n g was not 

necessary f o r the post. 

The F l a v i a n p e r i o d i s f a s c i n a t i n g , with i t s h a l f - s u g g e s t i o n 

of a developed c a r e e r f o r p r i m i p i i a r e s . We must however r e ­

member that the two v i t a l c a r e e r s , that of X I 5744, and of 

L. L i t e r n i u s Pronto, were probably both v i t a l l y a f f e c t e d by the 

events of 69-70. Nevertheless the f u l l y developed c a r e e r of 

X I 5744 c l e a r l y foreshadows the c a r e e r s of the Trajan-Hadrian 

period, as that of L i t e r n i u s Pronto foreshadows those of the 

great p r e f e c t s of the same period. The c a r e e r or C. V e l i u s 

hufus shows c l e a r l y t h at Domitian understood tha p o s s i b i l i t y of 
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u s i n g p r l m i p i l a r e s as p r o c u r a t o r i a l governors. 

With T r a j a n and Hadrian emerge c l e a r l y the three types of 

ca r e e r already foreshadowed. These are that of the man who 

r e c e i v e s a f i r s t - e c h e l o n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p as a reward f o r f a i t h f u l 

s e r v i c e , t h a t of the man who i s intended to serve as a procurat­

o r i a l governor i n the t h i r d echelon, though he g e n e r a l l y f i n i s h ­

es h i s c a r e e r i n the f o u r t h , and that of the man who i s de s t i n e d 

to become a p r e f e c t . Unless a man has r e t i r e d when the 

i n s c r i p t i o n g i v i n g h i s c a r c o r i s s e t up c l e a r l y we cannot be 

too dogmatic i n p l a c i n g c a r e e r s i n these c a t e g o r i e s . The 

t y p i c a l second-type c a r e e r i s I , I I I , IV, the Roman numerals 

i n d i c a t i n g the ducenarian echelon to which each post belonged, 

on the b a s i s of the t a b l e s of H.G. Pflaum U B j . We w i l l 

examine each type 4n d e t a i l , so w i l l content ourselves with 

noting the d i s t i n c t i v e type represented by Pompeius Homullus, 

and under F i u s , by T i . Claudius aecundinus, where a s p e c i a l 

a b i l i t y on the c i v i l s i d e has developed. I t w i l l be noted 

that so f a r , while there i s l i t t l e evidence on origo and corps 

of o r i g i n , what there I s suggests that there i s no d i s c r i m i n a t ­

ion on the b a s i s of e i t h e r , with one q u a l i f i c a t i o n . That i s 

T r a j a n and Hadrian seem to have given p a r t i c u l a r preference to 

men ex equlte Romano. I t w i l l be noted t h a t these cases are 

not a l l c e r t a i n , as i have i n d i c a t e d by q u e r i e s , but my general 

impression, backed by the l a c k of success of the known 

pr a e t o r i a n s under those emperors, i s that t h i s was so. 

Under the l a s t three xintonines, on the other hand, "there 
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i s a c l e a r preference f o r I t a l i a n s . What there i s l i t t l e 

evidence on, however, i s whether these I t a l i a n s were ex equite 

Romano or from the ranks of the p r a e t o r i a n guard. The number 

going from the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e to the centenarian procurator-

s h i p s , an innovation of Hadrian, seems to i n c r e a s e , but i t i s 

no t i c e a b l e that with one exception they do not r i s e as high as 

the men pas s i n g through the Rome t r i b u n a t e s . 

In the t h i r d century there i s a p e r c e p t i b l e diminution i n 

the number of aiul l p r o c u r a t o r i a l c a r e e r s . This may be due to 

procurators not s t a t i n g t h e i r p r i r o i p i l a r l s o r i g i n s . I t i s a l s o 

n o t i c e a b l e t h a t the tendency f o r the p r i m i p i l a r i s p r e f e c t to 

dispense with a p r o c u r a t a r i a l c a r e e r seems to be gaining 

ground. There i s s t i l l evidence f o r c a r e f u l s e l e c t i o n , f o r 

while the p r o - I t a l i a n p o l i c y of the Antonines i s brought to an 

end there i s no v i o l e n t r e a c t i o n a g a i n s t i t . P r a e t o r i a n s and 

men ex equite Romano are s t i l l drawn on, the l a t t e r providing 

two p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s at the beginning and end of our period. 

A very important point i s the advantage c l e a r l y possessed by 

men who had at some time been i n the s e r v i c e of the c a s t r a 

peregrina.. 

I s h a l l now attempt a general conspectus of the r e l a t i o n of 

the p r i m i p l l a r e s to the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . I n the chapter on 

the Kome t r i b u n a t e s we saw t h a t an intake of seven or eigh t 

p r i m i p l l a r e s out of t h i r t y or so a v a i l a b l e each year would keep 

those t r i b u n a t e s f i l l e d . These men a f t e r holding t h e i r posts 

as prlmuspilus lterum would have to compete f o r whatever pro-
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p o r t i o n of the pr o c u r a t o r s h i p s i n the f i r s t ducenarian echelon 

f e l l vacant each year, p o s s i b l y one-third (of f i f t e e n under 

Hadrian-Commodus). Our f i r s t main point must be therefore that 

only a handful of a l l p r i m i p i l a r e s can have h e l d p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . 

Of these a l a r g e proportion are not a t t e s t e d to have gone beyond 

the f i r s t echelon, and i n many of them i t i s probable that they 

never d i d . i n t h i s context again we must remember the importance 

of the age a t which the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e had been reached. 

Of the posts i n th« f i r s t echelon the f o l l o w i n g do not 

appear i n p r i m i p i l a r i s c a r e e r s , proc. talbliothecarum, ab e p i s t u l -

is. G r a e c i s , a r c h i e r e u s .ulex., proc. B a e t i c a e , p r o c t r a c t u s KartKr. 

Of t h e s e ^ f i r s t three are normally h e l d by people who had a 

predominantly c i v i l c a r e e r . The l a s t occurs i n e q u e s t r i a n c a r e e j 

of H.G. Pflaum's type I I . One suspects that there i s nothing 

i n the omission of B a e t i c a t h a t the fragmentary s t a t e of our 

evidence does not e x p l a i n . The normal p r a c t i c e seems to have 

been t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r i s should commence h i s p r o c u r a t o r i a l 

c a r e e r with a p r o v i n c i a l p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . 

There i s one case of a s t a r t i n g - p o s t that i s p u z z l i n g . 

L. i^etronius Sabinus was proc. s t a t . hered., a post at home 

that should have been second-echelon, and then was proc. Narb., 

a f i r s t - e c h e l o n post. The explanation may be demotion. 

A good general r u l e i s that the tenure of a second-echelon 

post by a p r i m i p i l a r i s ought to ijiean something s p e c i a l as f a r as 

h i s c a r e e r i s concerned. These posts were g e n e r a l l y omitted, 

r o r apart from the p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorship of Maureiania 
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T i n g i t a n a , and i n the t h i r d century that of S a r d i n i a , there were 

only rtome p o s t s , two p r o v i n c i a l p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , and an Egyptian 

post i n that echelon. There was one group of p r i m i p i l a r e s , 

however, -iho had to pass through that echelon, those who h e l d 

a ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t u r e i n s t e a d of a f i r s t - e c h e l o n 

p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . The only way that these men could enter the 

p r o c u r a t o r i a l h i e r a r c h y without being disadvantaged by t h e i r 

s t a r t was f o r them to bepin i n the second echelon. T i . Claudius 

Sccundinus was procurator XX nered., and snowed such t a l e n t i n 

t h a t post that he l e a p t over the echelon of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l 

governorships, to ho^) a great p r o v i n c i a l p r o c u r a t o r s h i p . Wo 

s h a l l r e v e r t to him. L i c i n i u s H i e r o c l e s d i d p r e c i s e l y the 

opposite, i . e . he was f i r s t proc. XX her., and then p r e f e c t of 

I I P a r t h i c a . This may be due to a r i s e i n tb.fi/ s t a t u s of the 

l a t t e r post. He then h e l d a f u r t h e r second-echelon post, the 

governorship of S a r d i n i a , before going on to the governorship 

of Mauretania C a e s a r i e n s i s , i n the t h i r d echelon. Claudius 

Secundinus h e l d the procuratorship of the v i c e s i m a h e reditatium, 

but he went to a normal p r i m i p i l a r i s c a r e e r , holding the two 

f l e e t s i n turn. F i n a l l y , on the ducenarian p r e f e c t , L. Cominius 

Maximus h e l d an unnamed procura t o r s h i p a f t e r the p r e f e c t u r e of 

I I T r a i a n a , which H.G. Pflaum suspects to have been proc. 

p a t r i m o n i i . 

Among those who h e l d one or other of the two p r o c u r a t o r i a l 

governorships i n t h i s echelon are T. L i c i n i u s H i e r o c l e s ( S a r d i n i a 

P. V l b i u s Marianus ( S a r d i n i a ) , A e l i u s Valens ( S a r d i n i a ) , a l l 
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t h i r d century, and r. Aelius C r i s p i n u s (Mauretania T i n g i t a n a ; 

and the unknown of X I 5744 (Mauretania T i n g i t a n a ; . Of these, 

apart from r . A e l i u s Crispimus, whom we s h a l l d i s c u s s i n a momenl 

a i l c l e a r l y were having a normal type of c a r e e r . As ft±r as we 

can detect the tenure of these second-echelon governorhsips 

did not n e c e s s a r i l y a f f e c t the c a r e e r unfavourably. 

There are two cases of men who had a prolonged c a r e e r i n 

the second echelon. M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x c l e a r l y discovered a 

genius f o r the c i v i l s i d e of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l system. On the 

other hand, P. A e l i u s C r i s p i n u s had r a t h e r a b a f f l i n g career-, 

i n c o r p o r a t i n g f e a t u r e s of the c a r e e r of the f i n a n c i a l s p e c i a l i s t 

and of the ordinary p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor. 

F i n a l l y there are two c a r e e r s where the posts h e l d are very 

s i m i l a r and the reason f o r t h e i r tenure apparently the same, 

icj. Marcius Turbo h e l d the c e n t e n a r i a n post of p r a e f e c t u s 

vehiculorum between h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e and h i s t r i b u n a t e of 

vigiibes, and h i s f i r s t ducenarlan p r o c u r a t o r i a l post was the 

second-echelon one of procurator l u d l magni. The unknown of V I 

1645 h e l d i n turn the post of procurator l u d i magni and that of 

p r a e f e c t u s vehiculorum, both then i n the second echelon, a f t e r 

a f i r 3 t - e c h e l o n post. The object seems to have been i n each 

case to keep the man i n question at Rome, near the emperor. 

The posts h e l d by the p r l m i p i l a r e s i n the second echelon 

are those of procurator XX hered, proc. hered., proc. patrim., 

proc. ludi^magni, proc. Mauretaniae Ting., proc. S a r d l n i a e . Not 

a t t e s t e d are a s t u d i l s aug., a v o l u p t a t i b u s Aug., praep. a 



censibus, proc. Asiae, proc. L y c i a e e t c . , and diocetes iiegypti. 

I t i s e q u a l l y I n t e r e s t i n g to note the men who d i d not hold 

a post i n the second echelon,M. Bassaeus rtufus and On. Marcius 

Rustius Rufinus, p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s , m. Calpurnius Seneca, 

p r e f e c t of the Misenum f l e e t , and V a l e r i u s , T. D e s t i c i u s Severus, 

and 0. V e l i u s Kufus, a l l p r o c u r a t o r i a l governors. Note t h i s 

advancement i s not "che mark of a p a r t i c u l a r corps of o r i g i n , nor 

i s i t n e c e s s a r i l y a mark of favour over those who h e l d second-

echelon posts. 

The t h i r d echelon i s pre-eminently t h a t of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l 

governorhsips, though there was the a l t e r n a t i v e of the Ravenna 

f l e e t . This i s the d e s t i n a t i o n of the second type of 

p r i m i p i l a r i s procurator, though, as already remarked, promotion 

of such to the f o u r t h echelon was not unknown. The only post 

not h e l d by p r i m i p i l a r e s i n t h i s echelon was that summarum 

rationum, the a s s i s t a n t of the a r a t i o n i b u s at Rome. The 

normal time taken to reach t h i s height from the p r i m i p i l a t e was 

about f i f t e e n y e a r s , of C. V e l i u s Rufus (p_p_. c. 82 - 9 2 ) , 

L. Numerius Albanus (from t r . v i g . 113 to 1^7 J, L. Sempronius 

Ingenuus (from p_p_. 152 to 164;, Sex. Baius Pudens (from t r . eq. 

s i n g . 153 to 167;, h i s t h i r d post i n the t h i r d echelon. This 

p e r i o d of time i s governed by the c o n s i d e r a t i o n that the 

p r i m i p i l a r e s were i n t h e i r m i d - f o r t i e s at l e a s t when they began 

t h e i r p r o c u r a t o r i a l c a r e e r . 

In the f o u r t h echelon only the p r o c u r a t o r ^ ! m*e<vc of 

S y r i a i s not a t t e s t e d f o r p r i m i p i l a r e s . We w i l l take f i r s t 
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those men who passed over the t h i r d echelon. This i s as s i g n i f ­
i c a n t as the tenure of a post i n the second echelon. T h e y f a l l 
i n t o two c l a s s e s . Turbo was pursuing a c a r e e r destined to f i t 
him f o r the p r e f e c t u r e , and keep him at T r a j a n ' s s i d e . There 
was no point i n h i s going o f f to h o l d a p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor­
s h i p / . Cn. i'ompeius Homullus and T i . Claudius Secundinus had 
shown a f l a i r f o r the c i v i l s i d e , and were re s e r v e d f o r that 
s i d e . Of those who h e l d bothcthe Ravenna and the Misenum f l e e t , 
Cn. Marcius R u s t i u s Eufinus d e f i n i t e l y went on, M. Calpurnius 
Seneca and the unknown of XIV 191 are not known to have done so. 
M. Bassaeus Rufus went on a f t e r holding B e l g i c a and the two 
Germanies, T. D e s t i c i u s Severus and the unknown of X I 5744 are 
not known to have done so. T i . Claudius Secundinus and Cn. 
Pompeius Homullus went on a f t e r holding the two Gauls, V a l e r i u s 
i s not known to have done so. I t w i l l be noted t h a t while there 
was a d e f i n i t e tendency to use p r i m i p i l a r e s , though not only 
p r i m i p i l a r e s , f o r the p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorships, i n the f o u r t h 
echelon and beyond they were i n competition with a l l . I t i s 
i n t e r e s t i n g to note t h a t we/ only have one case each from the 
f i r s t and t h i r d c e n t u r i e s . 

A p j i l m i p i l a r i 3 was a m i l i t a r y man par e x c e l l e n c e . We 

need not t h e r e f o r e be s u r p r i s e d at the smallness of the number 

who h e l d nome s e c r e t a r i a t s . Secundinus and Homullus stand apart 

T h e i r f l a i r f o r a d m i n i s t r a t i o n brought both to the s e c r e t a r i a t 

a r a t i o n i b u s along s i m i l a r paths. The only other example of 

t h i s post i s i n the c a r e e r of M. Bassaeus Rufus, and there 
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c l e a r l y i t i s p a r t of the p r e p a r a t i o n i f^the p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t ­

u r e . I n the absence of any evidence on the question how d i d 

Ulpius I u l i a n u s reach the s e c r e t a r i a t ^ a censibus s p e c u l a t i o n i s 

u s e l e s s . 

We come now to the p r e f e c t s . The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of these 

i s the way t h e i r p r o c u r a t o r i a l experience i s non-existent, or 

a bare minimum. This i s true prohably of Uatonius I u s t u s , and 

c e r t a i n l y so of the p r e f e c t s of 69-70. More to the point, i t 

i s true of the f i r s t p r i m i p i l a r i s p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t i n an age 

of a developed p r o c u r a t o r i a l h i e r a r c h y , S u l p i c i u s S i m i l i s , who 

raced to the p r e f e c t u r e of Egypt i n ten yea r s at most from h i s 

p r i m i p i l a t e . One may compare the e a r l i e r case of L i t e r n i u s 

Fronto, from p r e f e c t of the camp i n Egypt to p r e f e c t of Egypt 

i n nine y e a r s , but we are u n c e r t a i n how f a r h i s c a r e e r was 

in f l u e n c e d by the events of 69-70. This speed of the p r e f e c t ' s 

c a r e e r continued with Tufcbo, who had reached the fo u r t h echelon 

i n ten years at most from being centurion, though another f i v e 

elapsed before h i s p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t u r e . He i l l u s t r a t e s the 

adoption of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l c a r e e r to the needs of the future 

p r e f e c t . He never h e l d a p r o v i n c i a l p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , having 

two posts at Rome to keep him near T r a j a n , and the p r e f e c t u r e 

of the Misenum f l e e t to enable him to accompany him to the 

f a r t h i a n war. He f u r t h e r i l l u s t r a t e s the reason f o r the speed 

of p r e f e c t s ' c a r e e r s , f o r i t was only the f o r e s i g h t and planning 

of T r a j a n which allowed him to have t h i r t y y ears- a c t i v e s e r v i c e 

a f t e r h i s p r i m i p i l a t e , perhaps t en to fift@enVvas p r a e t o r i a n 



279. 
p r e f e c t . The f u t u r e p r e f e c t had to be chosen e a r l y and promoted 
f a s t . 

The post of Ti Claudius secundinus as p r e f e c t of the annona 

i s c l e n r l y the l o g i c a l outcome of h i s previous c a r e e r , the 

p e c u l i a r i t i e s of which I have r e f e r r e d to time and again. His 

p r e f e c t u r e came perhaps eighteen years a f t e r h i s p r a e t o r i a n 

t r i b u n a t e . 

Continuing the l i s t of p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s , T a t t i u s Maximus 

served as tribune of the equites s i n g u l a r e s f o r at l e a s t three 

y e a r s , but t h i s d i d not prevent him becoming p r e f e c t of v l g i l e s 

eleven years l a t e r . I t w i l l be noted that i r Gavius Maximus 

was a p r i m i p i l a r i s , as has sometimes been suspected, we would 

have an unbroken l i n e of p r i m i p i l a r i s p r e f e c t s from S i m i l i s i n 

the c l o s i n g years of T r a j a n to the death of T a t t i u s Maximus i n 

160. M. Bassaeus nufus, a f t e r a c a r e e r l i t t l e d i f f e r e n t from 

the p r o c u r a t o r i a l governors, became p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t i n 169. 

He l i k e Turbo served a l t o g e t h e r up to h i s death about t h i r t y 

y ears from h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i i a t e . He died between lvv and 180. 

I f H.G. Pflaum i s i?ight i n h i s dating of EE Win 478 he had 

a p r i m i p i l a r i s colleague i n the 170's. 

There i s then r a t h e r a gap, apart from L. MQnteimius Sabinuq 

prefect" of Egypt 193-4, and P l a v i u s G e n i a l i s , p r e f e c t to an 

ephemeral emperor, t i l l Cn. Marcius R u s t i u s Rufinus, p r e f e c t of 

v i g i l e s 205-7, anbjpraetorian p r e f e c t . He was tribune of v i g l l e s 

i n 19u. He only h e l d one p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , excluding the two 

p r a e t o r i a n f l e e t s . 
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i-raetorian p r e f e c t to C a r a c a l l a was M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus, 

f i r s t to come from the c a s t r a p e r e g r i n a . He had only h e l d one 

pro c u r a t o r s h i p , i n B r i t a i n . He was of considerable m i l i t a r y 

a b i l i t y , but not an educated man {, The same was true of M. 

Bassaeus rtufusj. His wa3 the l a s t p r o c u r a t o r s h i p c e r t a i n l y h e l d 

by a p r i m i p i l a r i s p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t . Adventus was a l s o w e l l 

advanced i n ago. .doth of the p r e f e c t s of Macrinus were 

p r i m i p i l a r e s , and had been through the c a s t r a peregrina. 

Ulpius I u l i a n u s had been a censibus, but how he got ther e , and 

whether I u l i a n u s Nestor had had any p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s , we do not 

know. On the other hand, t. V a l e r i u s Comazon i s s p e c i f i c a l l y 

s t a t e d by Dio to have h e l d n e i t h e r p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s nor p r e f e c t ­

u r e s . He had probably been a ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t at 

the time of h i s promotion to the p r e f e c t u r e . Howe has pointed 

out t h a t i f , as i s g e n e r a l l y b e l i e v e d , he h e l d the urban 

p r e f e c t u r e under Severus Alexander, the l a t t e r must have had a 

high e r opinion of him than Dio (19 J. 

This group we have j u s t d i s c u s s e d , from Adventus to Comazon, 

was c l e a r l y one of p r i m a r i l y m i l i t a r y men, who had not probably 

had much a d m i n i s t r a t i v e t r a i n i n g . This a p p l i e s most completely 

to the l a s t p r i m i p i l a r i s p r e f e c t , L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus 

This c a r e e r , as "a glance at the t a b l e w i l l show, was purely 

m i l i t a r y . 

I n summary of what has been s a i d , a ta b l e i s given of the 

echelons reached by p r i m i p i l a r e s from 69 onwards. N a t u r a l l y i t 

shows the l a s t post recorded, as c e r t a i n t y t h a t i t i s the l a s t 



post reached i s r a r e l y p o s s i b l e . 

VESPASIAN TO NERVA 

F i r s t echelon 

T h i r d echelon 

Fourth echelon 

P r e f e c t u r e s 

TRAJAN TO HADRIAN 

F i r s t echelon 

T h i r d echelon 

Fourth echelon 

S e c r e t a r i a t 

P r e f e c t u r e s 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 

F i r s t echelon 

Second echelon 

T h i r d echelon 

Fourth echelon 

Z9l. 

L. Antonius Naso 
Sex. Subrius Dexter 
Cn. Pompeius Proculus 
Q. Petronius Modes tus 

C. V e l i u s Rufus 

X I 5744 

L. L i t e r n i u s Fronto 

T. F l a v i u s Prianus 

L. Numerius Albanus 

M. Calpurnius Seneca 

Cn. Pompeius Homullus 

Ser. S u l p i c i u s S i m i l i s 
Q. Marcius Turbo 

T. Pontius Sabinus 
C. V a l e r i u s Pansa 

SB 5731 
Trut t e d i u s Clemens 

P. Cussius Phoebianus 
C. Rufius Festus 

L. Petronius Sabinus 
L. Comlnius Maximus 

L. Sempronius Ingenuus 
Sex. Baius Pudens 
P. Ael i u s C r i s p i n u s 

T. D e s t i c i u s Severus 
V a l e r i u s 
XIV 191 
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P r e f e c t u r e s T i . Claudius Secundinus 

T a t t i u s Maximus 
M. Bassaeus Rufus 
L. Mantennius Sabinus 
T. F l a v i u s G e n i a l i s 

EE V I I I 478 

THE THIRD CENTURY 

F i r s t echelon 

Second echelon 

T h i r d echelon 

P r e f e c t u r e s 

C. T i t l u s S i m i l i s 
C I . A u r e l i u s T i b e r i u s 

A u r e l i u s Sabinianus 

A e l i u s Valens 
V I 1645 

P. Vi b i u s Marianus 

M. Aq u i l i u s F e l i x 
T. L i c i n i u s H i e r o c l e s 

Cn. Marcius Rustius 
Rufinus 

M. O c l a t i n i u s Adventus 
Ulpius I u l i a n u s 
I u l i a n u s Nestor 

P. V a l e r i u s Comazon 
L. Petronius Taurus 

Volusianus 

The d i v i s i o n i n t o the three .types appears c l e a r l y . Note 

the s i z e of the f i r s t - e c h e l o n group. 

The men who went to the centenar i a n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s were 

n a t u r a l l y of i n f e r i o r q u a l i t y to those who were sent to the 

Rome t r i b u n a t e s . Hence i t i s h a r d l y s u r p r i s i n g that they d i d 

not on the whole reachcthe same h e i g h t s , A table appears below, 

They are f i r s t a t t e s t e d under Hadrian. 

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 

Cammius Secundinus centen a r i a n procurator 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 

T. D e s t i c i u s Severus proc. Belg., f o u r t h 
echelon 
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V I 31871 centenari a n procurator-

ship 
c e n t e n a r i a n procurator-

ship 
L. A r t o r i u s Castus 

THE THIRD CENTURY 

M. Aq u i l i u s F e l i x T h i r d ducenarian echelon 
I u l i u s Honoratus 

C. T i t i u s S i m i l l s 
C. P u b l i c i u s P r o c ^ e i a n u s 
T i . C l a u d i u s Demetrius 
M. Au r e l i u s Antoninus 

centena r i a n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p 
F i r s t ducenarian echelon 
centenarian procuratorship 
c e n t e n a r i a n p r o c u r a t o r s h i p 
c e n t e n a r i a n procuratorship 
c e n t e n a r i a n ? Bryonianus L o l i a n u s 

The only r e a l successes are T. D e s t i c i u s Severus, and 

M. A q u i l i u s F e l i x , and the l a t t e r was fort u n a t e i n h i s period. 

I n r e c a p i t u l a t i o n , H.G. Pflaum has seem c l e a r l y and r i g h t l y 

that the p r i m i p i l a r e s and some equestrians formed a c l a s s 

d i s t i n g u i s h e d by t h e i r occupation of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor­

s h i p s . The second century was c l e a r l y t h e i r peak of success i n 

t h i s , the t h i r d century seeing a c e r t a i n f a l l i n g - o f f Otwo 

governorships, R a e t i a and Noricum, disappeared under Marcus 

A u r e l i u s ) . This i s not so marked as f a r as the p r e f e c t s are 

concerned, there being a p r i m i p i l a r i s p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t 

operating from the end of T r a j a n to the beginning of Severus 

Alexander, with only two long gaps, from the c l o s i n g years of 

Hadrian to 158, and lbO to c. fcilid, not counting F l a v i u s G e n i a l i s , 

H.G. Pflaum a l s o appreciated how the advanced age of" the 

p r i m i p i l a r e s , g e n e r a l l y at|least f o r t y - f i v e when they began t h e i r 

p r o c u r a t o r i a l c a r e e r , shortened t h e i r w o r k i n g - l i f e , and made 

t h e i r promotion r a p i d . I have modified h i s p i c t u r e of o r i g i n e s 

and corps of recruitment to some extent. I t seems c l e a r t h a t 
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up to T r a j a n and Hadrian n e i t h e r were a primary c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
i n s e l e c t i o n f o r p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s . Under those two there seems 
a c e r t a i n preference f o r men ex equite Romano. Then under the 

I n s t three Antinines there was a d e f i n i t e preference f o r 

I t a l i a n s , though I do not see how we can dogmatise as to whether 

those I t a l i a n s were p r a e t o r i a n s or men ex equite Romano. In 

the t h i r d century recruitment i s once again wide, though l i k e 

M. Pflaum I must un d e r l i n e the importance of the c a s t i a p e r e g r l n a 

I would d i f f e r from nlm on an even more fundamental consideration 
j 

that of the r e l a t i v e importance of the p r i m i p i l a r e s i n the 

p r o c u r a t o r i a l order. To me the paramount f a c t here i s the 

small number of p r i m i p i l a r e s entering the procuratossMps, and 
the even s m a l l e r number reaching the p r e f e c t u r e s . On the 
question of the p r e f e c t s a study of H.G. Pflaum's f i g u r e s i n 

Procurators, p. 257 and 294-5, w i l l show the l a r g e number of 

p r e f e c t s not from the p r i m i p i l a r e s . I f my own remarks about 

the long l i n e of p r a e t o r i a n p r e f e c t s from the p r i m i p i l a r e s 

are quoted a g a i n s t me, i t must be remembered that those men 

represented the absolute cream of the p r i m i p i l a r e s , themselves 
t/ction 

the cream of n e a r l y 2000 ce n t u r i o n s . The p r i m i p i l a r i s c o n t r i b -

then, while notable, was not so g r e a t as to p r e j u d i c e the 

success of "the ^equestrian o f f i c e r s proper. This question of 

the t o t a l numbers of p r i m i p i l a r e s e n t e r i n g the p r o c u r a t o r s h i p s 

makes me wonder i f they did indeed form the m a j o r i t y of H.G. 

Pflaum'ts group I ( 2 0 ) . S t i l l , I suppose that the number of 

p r i m i p i l a r e s r e q u i r e d to f i l l , say, three out of f o u r 
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p r o c u r a t o r i a l governorships, probably at l e a s t of three y e a r s 

duration, would be quite s m a l l . Notice that the important 

s e c r e t a r i a t s are r a r e l y h e l d by p r i m i p i l a r e s . The p r i m i p i l a r e s 
whenever * * K 

then, M more than a d i s t i n g u i s h e d p a r t of a body of procurator 

and p r e f e c t s i n which the higher ranks, l i k e the lower, were 

mainly composed of men who had had a normal e q u e s t r i a n c a r e e r . 

Among those p r i m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r s , i n c i d e n t a l l y , the men 

ex equite Romano played no i n c o n s i d e r a b l e p a r t . 

I cannot c l o s e t h i s chapter without paying t r i b u t o to 

H.G. Pflaum. Without h i s work, which has l a i d down the l i n e s 

of the p r o c u r a t o r i a l s t r u c t u r e and h i e r a r c h y , t h i s chapter 

could never have been w r i t t e n . 
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THE SOCIAL STANDING OF THE PRIMIPILARIS 

The term p r i m i p i l a r i s i 3 descriptive of a rank, and of a 
social class. I t covers the actual post of primuspilus, the 

r 
technically incorrect phrase p r i m i p i l a r i s legionis often occur£nf 
and thereafter _the ex-primuspilus, except at such time as he i s 
holding an establishment post. The most f a m i l i a r use i s f o r 
the man who has r e t i r e d a f t e r his p r i m i p i l a t e , or f o r the 
members of the : :pool" at Rome, or f o r members of that group 
attached to commanders i n the f i e l d . I t i s also' used f o r a 
praetorian tribune who had l o s t his tribunate, Cornelius 
M a r t i a l i s . wjuite commonly i t is used f o r a r e t i r e d prefect of 
the camp, e.g. on some of the inscriptions r e f e r r i n g to C. 
Caesius Silvester. On the other hand the primuspilus iterum 
seems to have preferred to make clear his rank, cf. Q. Precius 
Proculus. This implies that men i n retirement c a l l i n g themselves 
primipllares never got f u r t h e r than at most prefect of the camp. 

Praetorian prefects and high-ranking procurators mention 
the f a c t that they started as primipiiares on t h e i r career 
inscriptions.! To have held the p r i m i p i l a t e was an achievement, 
and relationship to a p r i m i p i l a r i s was worth mentioning i n the 
same i n s c r i p t i o n that boasted of relationship iso senators, 
equestrians, and chairman of pr o v i n c i a l councils (IG-RR I I I 474). 
The t i t l e p r i m i p i l a r i s could only be bourne by a man who had 
held the post of primus p i l u s . i have emphasised elsewhere i n 
th i s work the r a r i t y of the d i s t i n c t i o n , with only t h i r t y 
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primipilates available each year. The primipilares represented 
the cream of the centurions of the Roman army. 

What was t h e i r exact social status ? I have said a l l i t t l e 
on t h i s i n the chapter on the men ex equite Romano. F i r s t i t 
must be said that there i s no decisive text or i n s c r i p t i o n on 
th i s point. I am of the opinion that primipilares were 
equestrians ipso facto, f o r the following reasons, f r i m i p i l a r e s 
could be equestrians, cf. Alledius Severus. One would expect 
a large number of them to become equestrians, i f they wero 
o r i g i n a l l y plebeians,and to state the f a c t . In f a c t , as I 
have noted i n the chapter on the men ex equite Romano, there i s 
no i n s c r i p t i o n which must imply that the man became an equestrian 
a f t e r his p r i m i p i l a t e , and very few where the expression eques 
Romanus appears at a l l . we are than l e f t with three p o s s i b i l i t ­
ies, either the primipilares occasionally became equestrians, but 

d »4 Ho1" hoTMr To merino* me fuel" • or Jev or no* t bee*r*t w c h , 

or, f i n a l l y , they do not say whether they had received the 
equestrian t i t l e or not f o r the same reason as equestrian o f f i c e r 
did not, because the post they had held showed they were 
equestrians. That may be a l i t t l e involved, r u t simply, i f 
the t i t l e eques Romanu3 was f o r the p r i m l p i l a r i s an additional 
honour, occasionally bestowed, i t should appear on a few 
in s c r i p t i o n s . I t does not appear i n that sense. The 
p r i i n l p i l a r i s then i s a member of the equestrian order. I have 
already referred to the f a l l a c y of the argument against t h i s 
from the t i t l e ex equiteRomano. The question of the use of the 
t i t l e v i r egregius does not arise, as that t i t l e implies more 



than that the person so e n t i t l e d i s an equestrian. 
We know very l i t t l e about the ancestry of the p r i m i p i l a r e s , 

apart from the obvious generalisation that i t was the same as 
f o r the centurionate as a whole. F. Palpellius Clodius Quirinal 
is was probably the son of a soldier of XV A p o l l i n a r i s , and 
Aelius Aelianus,.of a veteran custos armorum of I I A d l u t r i x . 
The men who were sons of primipilares we s h a l l discuss else­
where. Otherwise the only men of whose qncestry we can form 
any idea are the men ex equite Romano. However, the places from 
which the primipilares were drawn, as shown i n the chapter on 
the origines, and the a b i l i t y to choose f£om a large body of 
centurions, would tend to keep the standards high. 

The p r i m l p i l a r i s , unlike his equestrian colleagues, rar e l y 
or never became a senator. Three reached the senate via the 
praetorian prei'ecture, M. Oclatinius Adventus, P. Valerius 
Comazon, and L. Fetronius Taurus Volusianus. One, Aelius 
Triccianus, was elevated to consular rank from the ducenarian 
prefecture of I I Parthica by Macrinus, but t h i s c learly was an 
emergency measure occasioned by that emperor's lack of t r u s t ­
worthy senators. The reasons why they did not enter the senate 
are f a i r l y clear. The ordinary p r i m l p l l a r l s was too old when 
he reached the p r i m i p i l a t e to make a transfer worth-while. The 
man v/ho did reach the p r i m i p i l a t e young was c l e a r l y going to be 
of f a r more use to the emperor i n the career he was i n . On 
the other hand, the ri s e of descendants of primipilares i n the 
second or even i n the f i r s t generation i s well attested. One 



cannot count the case of Vespasius Pollio,ashe was probably 
not a p r i m l p i l a r l s , though he was a prefect of the camp, but 
the following table shows there i s ample evidence. 

CLAUDIUS AND NERO 
Helvidius -
G l i t i u s Barbarus 
Minicius Iustus 

PP • 

praef.fabr. 
praef.castr. 

V i t e l l l i u s Saturninus praef.castr. 

son 
grandson 
son 
son 

consul 
consul I I , 
urban pref. 
cos. ord.? 
f r a t e r 
arvalis 

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 
Q. Raecius rtufus 
L. Gavius Fronto 

pp. 
praef.castr. 

descendant senator 
son 
grandson 

quaestor 
praetor 

PIUS TO COMMODUS 
L. Alfenus AVitianus t r i b . u r b . grands on *i f r a t e r 

arvalis 

I have excluded from t h i s table the procurators M. Vettius 
Valens, Valerius faulinus, Subrius Dexter, C. Rufius Pestus, 
Aurelius Sabinianus and T i . Claudius Demetrius, and the prefects 

Marcius Turbo, T i . Claudius Secundinus, L. Mantennius 
Sabinus, and L. Petronlus Taurus Volusianus. Interesting 
though t h e i r families are, they are cl e a r l y not relevant to 
the question of the social standing of the simple p r i m i p i l a r i s , 
Fompeius Jbonginus i s excluded as not actually a p r i m i p i l a r i s , 
thoughaa praetorian tribune. In the l i s t quoted a s l i g h t 
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doubt attaches to Minicius Iustus and V i t e l l i u s Saturninus, 
though i n the former case his marriage to a distinguished 
senator's s i s t e r may explain much. L. Gavius Pronto was i n my 
opinion ex equite Romano, which helps to explain his family's 
r i s e . 

The sons of primipilares who were not fortunate enough to 
become senators seem to have had a t r i p l e choice. They could 
seek a di r e c t commission as centurion and aim at the primipilatCj 
become equestrian o f f i c e r s , or quie t l y pursue a municipal career. 

In the f i r s t category we number the following:-

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES 
Fabius Longus pater p r i m i p i l a r i s 
Fabius Longus f i l i u s p r i m i p i l a r i s 

L.Publicius Apronianus p r i m i p i l a r i s 
L.Publicius Florianus t r i b . praet. 
L.Decrius Longinus 
L.Decrius 

Iulianus qui et 
Numisianus 

T.Servaeus Sabinus 
L.Servaeus Sabinus 
L.Umbricius Clemens 
C.Umbricius Celer 
THIRD CENTURY 

p r i m i p i l a r i s 
princeps 

p r i m i p i l a r i s 
centurion 
p r i m i p i l a r i s 
eques praet. 

Ostia 
Ostia 

Paeligni 
Paeligni 

Iconium ? 
Iconium ? 
Arretium 
Arretium 

Domitius Iulianus pater primuspilus XXII Pr? 
Domitius Iulianus f i l i u s primuspilus XXII Pr 
Arrius Germanus senior p r i m i p i l a r i s 
Arrius Germanus junior p r i m i p i l a r i s 

0-200 
0-200 

193 
luO-50 
100-50 

0-150 
0-150 

100-200 
100-200 

229 

Cornelius Satruninus 
Cornelius Victor 

p r i m i p i l a r i s 
singularis cos. 

Pannonia 
Pannonia 



The t h i r d column represents origines, and the fourth more 
exact dating,where i t is available. The relationship i s father 
to son, though i n the case or the Umbricii i t i s not stated, 
though implied, and the A r r i i need be no more than members of 
the same family. L. Decrius Iulianus was s t i l l a l i v e , and so 
undoubtedly would reach the p r i m i p i l a t e , whereas L. Servaeus 
Sabinus died as a centurion. Celer died when he was due f o r 
evocatio, though of course he should have been able to secure a 
direct commission, not have to serve i n the ranks. Even more 
surprising i s the case of Cornelius Victor, who served twenty-
six years. In these two cases possibly parental influence 
could not overcome the d i f f i c u l t y of f i l i a l incompetence. 

We turn to the sons who chose to become equestrian o f f i c e r s 
or at least mention t h e i r equestrian status. 

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES 
Nymphidius Lupus pater praef.cast. - c. 81 
Nymphidius Lupus f i l i u s praef.cohort - c. 111-3 
Marclus Titianus pp. I I Balbura Tr.-Hr.? 

T.Marcius Deiotaranus t r . leg. Balbura Tr.-Hr.? 
L.Saturius Picens p r i m i p i l a r i s Asculum 0-200 
C.Saturius Picens praef. coh. Asculum 0-200 

Sex. I u l i u s Severus p r i m i p i l a r i s Caesarea 0-200 
Iu l i u s Pompilius eq. R. Caesarea 0-200 
Iu l i u s Bassinus eq. R. Caesarea 0-200 

THIRD CENTURY 
P.Petronius F e l i x t r i b . p r a e t . 
P.Petronius F e l i x eq. R. 
Fuscus 

P.Petronius Severus 
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Acutius - p r i m i p i l a r i s 

M. Acutius Acutianus eq. R. 
UNDATED 
Aelius Lucilianus 
Aelius Flavlanus 

p r i m i p i l a r i s 
eq. ti. 

100-
100-

M. Vergilius Gallus Lusius i s omitted, as he did reach 
the rank of idiologus i n Egypt. Marcius Titianus w i l l come up 
again i n connection with the question of relationship to chair­
men of pro v i n c i a l councils. He was ex equite Romano, as was 
most probably Sex. I u l i u s Severus. We are not sure whether the 
second son of P. Petronius Fe l i x was an eques Romanus. M. 
Acutius Acutianus used the formula, eq. R., p.p. f i l i u s , which 
reminds us that p r i m i p i l a r i s was a personal t i t l e . 

As there are cases of sons who followed i n t h e i r f a t h e r s 1 

footsteps and became pri m i p i l a r e s , so there are brothers who 
reached the same position. 

CLAUDIUS AND NERO 
L. Gerellanus Fronto 

Gerellanus -
Sex. Subrius Dexter 

Subrius Flavus 
I u l i u s Fronto 
Iul-ius Grat-us 

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES 
0,. Anatius Paulus 

Anatius Rufus 

praef castr. 
t r i b . praet. 
t r i b . praet. 
t r i b . praet. 
t r i b . v i g . 
praef. castr, 

pp. VI Ferr. 
hast. VI Ferr. 

Heliopolis 

I t a l i a n 

I t a l i a n 
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THIRD CENTURY 

Aureliu3 Apollinaris t r i b . praet 
Aurelius Nemesianus t r i b . praet 

M. Aurelius Alexander(ii) p r i m i p i l a r i s 
J V i . Aurelius Valens centurion 

UNDATED 
Ti . Claudius Celer t r i b . v i g . 
T l . Claudius Petronius prefect of a legion 

Lusitanicus 
Both Anatius Rufus and M. Aurelius Valens might well have 

reached the p r i m i p i l a t e i f death had not intervened. Note the 
s t r i k i n g case of the A n a t i i , two brothers holding two of the 

fipum at" 1ML ̂MTV-
three major centurionates i n the same^time. The heavy represent 
ation from the early period comes from l i t e r a r y sources. 

Where men are commissioned ex equite Romano i t is not 
uncommon f o r t h e i r brothers to remain i n an equestrian career. 
The converse I have taken to be true, that where a p r i m i p i l a r i s 
has an equestrian brother, i t i s more probable that that 
p r i m i p i l a r i s was d i r e c t l y commissioned as centurion thaA that 
he began i n the ranks. 
SECOND CENTURY 

L. Cammius aecundinus PP«> p r o c . Aquileia 
L. Cammius Maximus praef. con. 

THIRD CENTURY 
L. Aemilius Marcellinus p r i m i p i l a r i s 
L. Aemilius Salvianus t r i b . coh. 
P. Aelius Marcellus praef. leg. Apulum 
P. Aelius Antipater a m i l i t i i s 
P. Aelius Iulianus eq. R. 



Papirius Sporus 
Papirius Socrates 

t r i b . v i g . 
v. e. 

Cassius Ligus 
Cassius Ligurinus 

t r i b . v i g . 
proc. 

L. Septlmius Domitianus e.m.v. ex primip. 
L. Septimius Marcellinus~evm.v. ex comic. 

praeff. 
P. Aelius Marcellus adopted the children of his brothers. 

Papirius Socrates possibly may have been a p r i m i p i l a r i s , though 
one would have expected him to mention i t . The relationship 
of Cassius Ligus and Cassius Ligurinus is only a suggestion of 
PIR. On the l a s t pair the best p a r a l l e l to the t i t l e of 
Marcellinus i s ILS 4721, y. Peltrasius Maximus, t r i b . ex 
corniculario praef.. praetorio eemm. vv.. In view of the 
phrasing i n the i n s c r i p t i o n of the Septimii i t looks as i f 
Marcellinus had not been a primipilariLs. I doubt i f we have 
enough examples f o r the larger number of cases from the t h i r d 
century to have significance. 

I t would be inter e s t i n g to know into what class the 
primipilares married, but with a few exceptions the wives 
i d e n t i f i e d are of p r i m i p i l a r i s procurators. The most notable 
among the exceptions i s Minicius Iustus, already mentioned, 
prefect of a-legion i n 69 yet the husband of C o r e l l i a , s i s t e r 
of y. Corellius Rufus, consul i n or about 78. This seems to me 
so remarkable that I cannot help wondering i f the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 
i s sound. P: Rapellius Kalendinus, prefect of a cohort, married 
the daughter of the urban tribune, L. Licinius Licinianus, the 
date being uncertain. For marriage w i t h i n the ranks of the 
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prlmipilares wb have the case of Sex. A t i l i u s Rogatianus, 
father-in-law of P. Nonius F e l i x , both men being primipilares 
from Carthage, near the end of the second century. An interest­
ing case i s that of Numitoria Mosch&s, the widow of the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s procurator L. Cominius Maximus, who married the 
praetorian tribune L. Graecius Constans i n the early t h i r d 
century. I t has been suggested that the A t i l i a Vera that set 
up the h o n o r i f i c i n s c r i p t i o n to L. Aemilius Paternus, under 
Trajan or Hadrian, was the daughter of the primuspilus A t i l i u s 
Verus who was k i l l e d i n 69, but t h i s is only a p o s s i b i l i t y . 
The daughter of Annius Callimachus married a centurion, and the 
daughter of Flavius Albinus married a t r l e r a r c h of the 
praetorian f l e e t of Misenum. Tirierarchs were allowed to become 
primipilares i n the t h i r d century, so perhaps she did not marry 
too f a r beneath her s t a t i o n . 

There are a number of relationships where the exact 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 a f t e r transfering to the guard from XXII 
Primigenia ( I have suggested i n the Prosopography that one of 
these ins c r i p t i o n s contains an error, and that the nomen was the 
same). Clearly also the T i t e c i i of Supinum had more than one 
member who reached the p r i m i p i l a t e or was an equestrian. T. 
Desticius Severus presumably was connog^ted with the senatorial 
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family of the D e s t i c i i Iubae. Iuvenalis, prefect of a^glon, 
must have had some connection with the V e l l e i of Capua, a 
member of whom received equestrian rank at the age of f i v e . 

An in t e r e s t i n g family tree, which i l l u s t r a t e s the f a c t that 
we do not f u l l y understand a l l the fluctuations i n status of the 
p r l m i p i l a r i s , i s that of P. Aelius Apollonianus. The f i r s t 
generation of which we know i s P. Aelius Hilarianus, a consular. 
His son, the second generation, P. Aelius Apollonianus, was a 
p r i m i p i l a r i s . His son, the t h i r d generation, r. Aelius H i l a r -
ianus, was an equestrian, and there may have been others who 
were senators, as the wife of Hpollonianus boasts that she was 
mother to senators. Mr. Birle y has suggested to me as a possible 
explanation that Apollonianus sought and obtained a d i r e c t 
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 f i n d i t d i f f i c u l t to become senators. 
On t h i s l a t t e r point however, the f a c t that the younger 
Hilarianus i s only called " r e l a t i v e " of senators and consulars 
suggests the p o s s i b i l i t y that the wife of Apollonianus may have 
had senatorial children by a former marriage. There i s room 
fo r much speculation here, but the v i t a l point to grasp i s th i s 
movement from one social class to another. 

F i n a l l y , we may consider as a separate l i t t l e 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 i s that of AE 1954. 104, who was chairman of the 
pro v i n c i a l council of Ga l l i a Narbonensis some time before the 
reign of Claudius. The case of C. Suiccius La- is more puzzling, 
and as I have indicated i n the Prosopography, I am not sure at 
a l l that he was a p r i m i p i l a r i s , or even a prefect of a legion. 
He was chairmen of the council of the three Gauls. In the East 
Marcius Titianus was a Lyciarch, and so was his son-inilaw, 
thft/ l a t t e r i n 127. Titianus was ex equite Romano. T. Arruntius 
Mchomachus Tiberinianus, son and grandson of chairmen of the 
prov i n c i a l council of Asia, was descended from a p r i m i p i l a r i s , 
included i n the Prosopography as Arruntius, and also on the 
question of descent we may note M. Aurelius Thoantianus, IGRR 
I I I 474, who was descended from a senator, a consular, a Lyciarch 
Pamphyliarchs, pr i m i p i l a r e s , and equestrians. F i n a l l y , L. 
Gavius Fronto, also i n my opinion ex equite Romano, was a 
Pamphyliarch. 

The p r i m i p i l a r e s , then, were ipso facto equestrians. Of 
t h e i r social origins we know l i t t l e , except that a small pro­
portion of primipilares came from equestrian f a m i l i e s , and one 
suspects that many of them came from soldiering f a m i l i e s . They 
did not receive adlection into the senate under normal circum­
stances, but t h e i r grandsons or even t h e i r sons might reach 
that rank. ( I am speaking of ordinary p r i m i p i l a r e s . The pro­
curators or prefects of course had raised t h e i r status so much 
that t h e i r descendants • <-Succ ess -was i n e v i t a b l e ) ; I f ̂  on-the - -, 



other hand, t h e i r descendants could not or would not enter the 
senate, they had the choice of applying f o r d i r e c t commission as 
a centurion, becoming equestrian o f f i c e r s , or remaining q u i e t l y 
i n t h e i r m u icipality. Clearly most of these sons preferred a 
m i l i t a r y career. These families might almost be rogarded as a 
m i l i t a r y caste, f o r we have brothers also pursuing m i l i t a r y 
careers i n the same or d i f f e r e n t branches of service. Marriage 
helped to cement these families together. One point should be 
emphasised. Unless the sons follow i n t h o i r fathers' footsteps 
and become primi p i l a r e s , a family whose fortunes were based on 
a p r i m i p i l a r i s ancestor i n a generation is indistinguishable from 
an equestrian family. Thus unless fortune comes to our aid we 
are u n l i k e l y to be able to trace the r i s e of a p r i m i p i l a r i s 
family beyond the f i r s t generation. 

The social rank of the ordinary prigiipilares i s then seen 
to be equal to that of the ordinary equestrian. They represent­
ed the best of the centurionate, drawn from a l l the constituent 
elements of that body, providing a constant and valuable 
stream of fresh t a l e n t into the equestrian order. 
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THE PRIMIPILARIS IN THE LiUinCIPALITIES 

Having placed the primipilarea i n t h e i r context i n Imperial 

Society, we now turn to t h e i r position i n the mu n i c i p a l i t i e s . There 

would normally 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 a c t u a l l y held by primipifcres i n tables, representing 

periods of time, with comments on thecmost i n t e r e s t i n g individual 

careers and on the general picture. The name of the p r i m i p i l a r i s 

i s given, followed by the rank he attained i n the Imperial s e r v i c e , 

the town or towns i n which he held posts, and the posts themselves. 

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA 

P. Anicius MaxLmus 

C. Apidius Bassus 

L. Aponius 

Sex. Aulienus 

prefect of camp 
i n Egypt 

pp. 

praef. c a s t r . 

praef. fab. 

-C. -Baebius Attieus proc^ -Noric. 

Q. Carrinas 

M. Cestius 

L. Cirpinius 

L. Curiatius 

C u r t i l i u s 

pp.. 

t r . m i l , 

praef.leg.due.. 

praef. fab. 

praef. fabr. 

P i s i d i a n praef. Cn, 
Antioch Domiti Ahen,. 

Amitemum V I I I v i r . 

Baeterra f^Lam. Aug. prim.j 
praef. pro, I l v i r . 
C. Caes. Aug.f. 

Venafrum I I v i r 
Forum I u l i I I v i r 

flam. Augustalis. 

Iulium •- I I v i r i . d v 
Carnicura 

Alba Pompeia aed., I I v i r . 

Therm. Him? I I v i r . 

RLcina I I v i r i£ter. q. 

Nola flam. Div. Aug. 

I I v i r q., aug. 
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P. Eannius praef. eq. 

C. Norbanus Quadrate praef. cast. 

L. Ovinius Rufus praef. fabr. 

Sex. Pedius Lusianus praef. c i v i t . 
Hirrutus 

L. P r a e c i l i u s Clemens praef. c a s t . . 
Iulianus 

Verona I I I v i r i . d . 

M. Tarquitius 
Satuminus 

t*V. mil. 

M. V e r g i l i u s Gallus idiologus 
Lusius 

Alexandria augur, I I v i r . 
Troas 
Venafrum I I v i r . 

Interproraium I I I I v i r i . d # > 

praef. German. 
Caes. q . i . ex 
s.c., q. i t e r . . 

Salona pontif., quinq. 
desig., flam., 
patron.. 

V e i i ccntumvir 

Venfifrum I I v i r . i t e r . , 
pontif.. 

XI 711 

XI 1221 

AE 1954. 104 

. praef. c l a s s i s 

IP*. 

praef. navium 

Bononia I I v i r quinq., 
pontif.. 

Placentia I I v i r 

Arelate I I v i r b i s , 
Augustalis. 

Arrius Salanus and Cn. Manilius are omitted from t h i s table, 

as they are not primipilares, but equestrians holding posts 

otherwise associated with the primipilares. Note es p e c i a l l y P. 

Anicius Maximus, who i n my view received a d i r e c t commission as 

centurion a f t e r a municipal career culmin&ting i n t h i s prefecture. 

Such prefects o f f i c i a t e d i n place of the normal I I v i r . the post 

being offered to some great man, who named someone to hold the 

o f f i c e f o r him. I t w i l l be noted that only i n one case, that of 

Q. Carrinas, i s a post below the highest magistracy, the dumvirate, 

mentioned, that of a e d i l e . The question a r i s e s whether i n f a c t the 

primipilares were excused the lower magistacies, or they held the 

posts but did not mention them on i n s c r i p t i o n s as too unimportant. 



Certainly i t seems a l o t to ask a distinguished man of advanced 

years to hold junior magistracies. 

CLAUDIUS TO HERO 

C. Gavius Silvanus t r . pr. 

L. Gerellanus Pronto praef. cast. 

Taurini patron.. 

Q. Paesidius Iwacedo t r . m i l . 

L, R u f e l l i u s Severus pp I I 

C. Valerius Clemens pp. 

Heliopolis praef. Aug., 
flam. Aug., pont. 

Dyrrhachium augur, flam. 
Neronis. 

Panum quinquenn., et 
JTortunae Claudi quinq. 

praef.. 

Taurini I I v i r quinq., 
flam. D i v i Aug., 
perpet., patron. 

M. Vettius Valens proc. L u s i t . . Ariminum patron.. 

L. Gerellanus Pronto held h i s prefecture on behalf of the 

emperor between h i s primipilate and h i s prefecture of the camp. 

There sire tather more patronages, compared to the one of the 

l a s t table. A table follows vdiich gives the posts held by men 

who had a career of the Augustan type, but who cannot be securely 

dated before Clauflius. 

EARLY CAREERS 

praef. fabr. 

praef. cohh. 

Cn. Baebius Celsus Kispellum pontif. 

. P. Cornelius -
C i c a t r i c u l a 

Q. L u c i l i u s Gallus 

C. Meffius Saxo 

praef cast, 

praef. fabr. 

ELsaurum? I I -vi-rv I I - - v i r 
qu^., pont.. £/L 

Marruvium I I I I v i r q., 
patron. 

S r i x i a pontif., quinq. 
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L. Octavius Balbus praef. fabr. 

C. Pu r t i s i u s Atinas praef. eq. 

XI 712 ( i ) 

XI 712 ( i i ) 

Marruvium I I v i r 

Foruui L i v i I I I I v i r quinq. 

praei". eq. 

praef. fabr. 

X I I 4371 t r . m i l . 

Bononia 

Bononia 

Narbo 

I I v i r i . d . 

I I v i r quinq. 
pot. 

I I v i r quinq. 
praef. pro I I 
vi r o . 

The types of post held are the same. Note how often the 

p r i m i p i l a r i s receives the higher honour of a senior magistracy 

i n a year of internal census, e.g. I I v i r quinq.. 

For the period Vespasian-Nerva there are only two cases, 

those of Q. Bstronius Jaodestus, who rose to be a fir s t - e c h e l o n 

ducenarian procurator, and was flamen to Claudius at Tergest^j and 

tile unknown of I I I i4387i, who did not go beyond the primipilate, 

but was honoured with the I l v i r a l i a ornamenta a t Heliopolis. Here 

too we may note two cases that cannot be dated more exactly than to 

the f i r s t century. L. Auf e l l i u s Rufus, a p r i m i p i l a r i s , was I I I I v i r 

quinquenn.^patro^and flamen D i v i Aug. at Cales, and the unknown of 

X 218 was I I v i r quinquiens. at <}ruraentu#i. 

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 

[t C. Arrius Clemens pp. Matilda 

C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r praef. cast. Tuficum 

I I v i r quinq., 
patron, curator. 

I I I I v i r quinq.^ 
patron. 

T i . Claudius Secundinus praef. annon. Aquileia flamen Vesp. 

L. Gavius Pronto 

N. Marcius 
ELaetorius fifeler 

praef. cast, 

t r i b . vig. 

At t a l e i a a number of posts. 

Abella quaestor, I I v i r , 
patron. 
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Octavius Secundus VP' A c t i a adlect. decur. 
Nicopolis acllect. jecur. 
Ulpia adlect. decur. 

C. Oppius Bassus p p . 

T. Pbntius Sabinus proc. Narb. 

Auximum praef. i . d . , 
patron. 

Perentinum I I I I v i r . i . d . , 
flamen, patron. 

V/e have here quite an interesting c o l l e c t i o n . N. Marcius 

Flaetorius Celer I suspect to have been another case of a municipal 

worthy who obtained a dire c t commission, from the arrangement of his 

career, which implies that he was f i r s t quaestor/ and r T i f f i f f i r , had h i s 

m i l i t a r y carej^-, and then returned and became patron. As^ T. Pontius 

Sabinus was ex equite Romano, and probably so were T i . Claudius 

Secundinus and L. Gavius Sronto, they may have held some of t h e i r 

posts and honours before they began t h e i r m i l i t a r y career. One f i n a l 

note^ C. Oppius Bassus was praefectus iure dicundo between two 

centurionates. 

PIUS TO COMUQDUS 

C. Cestius Sabinus t r i b . urb.. 

r 

T. Desticius Severus ]£>c. Belg. 

C. Didius Saturninus pp.. 

L Oranius Iustus praef. cast. 

L. Petronius Sabinus proc. Narb. 

L Publicius Apron|^Jhus pp. 

C. Valerius Pansa proc. B r i t . 

Urtadnum I I I I v i r i . d . , 
patron.. 

Concordia flam. Hadr., 
pontif., patron. 

Colonia 
Saturnina 

Eeate 

Ancona 

RLcina 

Novaria 

patron 

Laurens Lavinas, 
sacer., flamen 
Augustalis, 
patron. 

patron. 

patron. 

flamen Vesp., 
T r a j . , Hadr., 



I suspect that C. Valerius Pansa was given a dire c t commission 

as centurion a f t e r a municipal career, and a f t e r he had received 

his flaminates - see Prosography. Note the numerous patronages, 

and p a r t i c u l a r l y the f a c t that i t i s the reward for the simple 

p r i m i p i l a r i s equally with the procurator. V/e now have two small 

groups of approximately dated examples, belonging to the f i r s t and 

second centurionjties, and the second century respectively. 

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES 

C. Disidenus Secundus pp. 

I u l i u s - pp. 

P. ]vtLnnius Salvius pp. 

Sassina I I I I v i r i . d . 

Q. Precius Proculus 

C. Tifanus C i l o 

XI 3112 

Forum I u l i I I v i r i . d # > 

praef. i . d . 

Concordia decur. grat. 
ornam. I I 
v i r a l i b u s . 

augur desig. 

quinq. augur 

patron. 

Ostra 

Carsulae 

F a l e r i i 

pp. I I 

PP. 

pp. 

The o f f i c e assigned to Q. Precius Proculus depends on the 

correctness of the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n i n the Prosograjihy. I t was 

gained before he was commissioned ex equite Romano. 

SECOND CENTURY 

praef. leg. RavennaS 

t r . pf. Sassina 

M. Apicius Tiro 

L. Appaeus Pudens 

patron, pontif. 

L. Betutius Furianus pp. Ariminum 

A. C a e s i l i u s Acastinus pp. Aquileia 

flamen^ Flav., 
patron. 

I l l v i r aed. 
cur. et pleb., 
I I v i r i . d . , 
I I v i r q., pont., 
flam. Nerv., 
patron. 

I I I I v i r i . d . 
quinq. 
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Herennius Priscus pp. Puteoli patron. 

C. I u l i u s Lepidus pp. Barcino adlect. defi. 

L. Betutius Furianus i s yet another case of a man who received 

a d i r e c t commission as centurion a f t e r a municipal career. Notice 

again the patronages, so common i n the second cefcjfcury. 

THIRD CENTURY 

prefect of a legion -Aelius Marcellus 

P. Aelius Primianus 

M. Aquilius F e l i x 

T. Aurelius Flavinus 

r i u s Gallus 

L. Petronius Taurus 
Volusianus 

M. Septimius - l i s 

M. T i l l i u s Rufus 

I I I 3126 

X 3342a 

t r . v ig. 

Apulum 
Fulginae 

Forum Flaminii 
Iguviura 

Auzia 
Rusgunia 
Qquizetum 

praef. Ravenn. Antiura 
Canusium 
LfBiuvium 

pp. Oescus 
Dionysopolis 
Marc ianopolis 

Tungri 
Aquincum 
Oescus 

pp. 

pseaetorian 
prefect 

PP.. 

pp. 

t r . pr. 

praef. l e g 

V o l s i n i i 

Arretium 

Ancona 
complures 
c i v i t a t e s 

Atina 

Curicta 

MLsenum 

flamen Lucular., 
sacer., Laurens 
Lavinas. 

decurio, patron, 
patron, 
patron, 
patron. 

decurio 
decurio 
decurio 

patron, 
patron, 
pontif. 

princeps^ ord. 
buleuta 
buleicka 
beleuta 
buleuta 
patron, c o l l e g . 
fabr. 

patron, fabr. 

patron. 

patron? 
patron? 

patron, 

patron, 

decur. 

P. Aelius Marcellus was i n my opinion commissioned ex equite 



Romano. I t i s interesting to note h i s family's municipal record. 

Apart from h i s own posts, of h i s two equestrian brothers one had 

been I l v i r and h i s son, adopted by Ea r c e l l u s , was a decurion, whô -e 

the other had been flamen and I l v i r . P. Aelius Primianus may have 

acquired h i s decurionates before he obtained a d i r e c t commission as 

decurio alae. L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus was also ex equite Romano. 

M. T i l l i u s Rufus, l i k e C. Oppius Bassus, received the patronage of 

hi s native o i t y before he reached the pr i m i p i l a t e . Notice how i n 

the third century there i s an apparent tendency to multiply patronages 

and municipal posts generally. 

^ There are only two i n s c r i p t i o n s undated even within the wide 

l i m i t s of some of the preceding tables. P. P a c i l i u s Zenon Laetus 

was pp. b i s , aedile and praefectus iure dicundo et s a c r i s faciundis 

at Piculea. The unknown of XI 1059 rose to at l e a s t the prefecture 

of a legion, and was patron of Parma, Porodruentum, and Poronovanorum, 

and patron of the c o l l e g i a fabrum. centonariorum and dendrophorum of 

Parma. I n view of the examples i n the preceding table, i t i s tempting 

to think t i s i n s c r i p t i o n t h i r d century. 

The most interesting general factor i n these l i s t s of primipilari3 

municipal honours i s the growth of the number of patronages i n the 

second as compared with the f i r s t centuries. While the assessment of 

the meaning of t h i s i s r e a l l y the task of a student of the whole 

subject of patronage, I suggest tenatively that t h i s increase may 

r e f l e c t the growing prestige of the primipilaris,, which made him a 

very useful patron indeed, with considerable influence. 

The p r i m i p i l a r i s of course was no passive r e c i p i e n t of honours. 

We have mentioned the influence he would w||ijLd on h i s town's behalf 
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as patron. His wealth was also often a t 

fel l o w - c i t i z e n s . I give a short l i s t of 

AUGUSTUS TO NERO 

L. Aurelius Rufus pp. 
M. Helvius Rufus C i v i c a pp. 
Sex. Pedius Lusianus H. praef. c i v . 
IX 2983 
XI 711 

CLAUDIUS TO NERO 

L r u f e l l i u s Severus 

EARLY CAREER 

XI 712 ( i & i i ) 

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN 

C. Caesius S i l v e s t e r 
M. Calpurnius Seneca 

1/Sarcius Titianus 

PIUS TO COMvIODUS 

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 Iviarcellus praef. leg. 
L. Aemilius Marcellinus pp. 
C. Manilius 0 - prafif.leg.duc. 

Bryonianus L o l l . due. ex proc. 

praef. fab 
praef. c l a s . 

pp. I I 

praef. eq., 
praef. fab. 

praef. cast, 
praef. c l a s . . 

Mis. 
pp. I I 

praef. cast. 

proc. B r i t . 

PP. 
pp. I I 

PP. 

the disposal of his 

notable examples of t h i s . 

B u i l t a temple. 
B u i l t a bath. 
B u i l t an amphitheatre. 
Restored some object. 
Restored a crypta. 

Restored a b a s s i s . 

They artfpossibly others 
b u i l t porticus. 

B u i l t a temple 
Banquet to town on 
occasion of dedication. 
Described as founder of 
Balbura. 

Gave 100,000 sesterces for 
comparatio annonae, and 
distributed money a l s o . 
Restored and enlarged a bath. 
His wife l e f t 200,000 f o r i t . 

Had temple roads imyjpoved. 
He and another patron b u i l t 
-an̂ f amphitheatre. 

Acted as defensor patriae. 
i . e . as advocate. 

Distri b u t i o n of money and food 
B u i l t temple a t Lambaesis. 
Restored l i b r a r y a t V o l s i n i i 
Called founder of Cit y ( S i d e ) . 
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P. Petronius F e l i x t r . pr. Distributed money. 
C. Cornelius E g r i l i a n u s praef. l e g . L e f t money for dies gymnas 

at Theveste. 

UNDATED 

P. P a c i l i u s Zenon Laetus pp. I I Restored a temple. 

Clearl y Nero's action i n transferring r i c h primipilares to 

h i s new colony at Antium was i n that colony's best i n t e r e s t s 

(Suet., Nero 9 ) . 

The majority of the primipilares. as we have seen, r e t i r e d 

a f t e r t h e i r primipilate or the prefecture of the camp. That did 

not mean an end to t h e i r usefulness, however. As magistrates, as 

patrons and general benefactors they brought new wealth and energy 

to t h e i r chosen domiciles. The contribution of the p r i m i p i l a r i s 

to tov.Ti l i f e i s not to be overlooked merely because i t i s not 

d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to the purposes f o r which he was selected. I n 

return for that contribution the towns offered to the man who had 

never gone beyond the primipilate, as to the procurator, an 

honoured and useful retirement, an aspect of the p r i m i p i l a r i s career 

not to be neglected by the young man choosing a l i f e t i m e occupation. 
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CONCLUSION 

The p r i m i p i l a r i s was o r i g i n a l l y the c e n t u r i o p r i m i p l l i of 
the Republic. That o f f i c e r was the c h i e f of the p r i m l ordines, 
but he had fcot y e t been separated from them by s p e c i a l p r i v i l e g e 
He h e l d o f f i c e f o r a p e r i o d of one year, a f t e r which n i s tenure 
might be renewed or another take over. I t d i d not mark the end 
of h i s service as c e n t u r i o n or b r i n g any of the l a t e r commoda. 
He was simply the senior c e n t u r i o n . 

Augustus made a number of important innovations, some of 
which may have been the r e s u l t of expedients of the c i v i l war 
per i o d . The t i t l e p r i m i p i l a r i s was apparently f o r the f i r s t 
time given to the man who had h e l d the p r i m i p i l a t e . A f t e r t h a t 
tenure the man might e i t h e r r e t i r e w i t h a larg e lump sum, 
s u f f i c i e n t to q u a l i f y him f o r the equestrian status t h a t the 
p r i m i p i l a r i s now had, or continue i n the army, i n a v a r i e t y of 
posts. These may be d i v i d e d i n t o two classes, those which 
are no longer h e l d by p r l r n i p l l a r e s a f t e r 69, and those which 
became established i n t h e i r possession, i n the f i r s t category 
come the posts of praefectus c o h o r t i s , praefectus equitum, 
tr.lbunu.3_ m i l i turn ( l e g i o n i s ), praefectus c i v i t a t l u a , and p r a e f e c t ­
us fabrum. We may include praefectus c l a s s i s , as the post was 
then. A l l these posts ceased t o form a career f o r the 
p r l m i p i l a r l s a f t e r Claudius, though i s o l a t e d cases of them s t i l l 
occur up t o 69. The other category includes the p r e f e c t u r e of 
the camp, again apparently an Augustan c r e a t i o n , and the Home 

http://tr.lbunu.3_
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t r i b u n a t e s . 

There i s no need here t o r e c a l l d e t a i l s of the development 
of the p r i m l p l l a r i s career. We may come back t o c e r t a i n f a c e t s . 
The career continued much the same u n t i l , by a process the 
d e t a i l s of which we do not know because the evidence i s l a c k i n g ^ 
the p r i m i p i l a r i s became a q u a s i - c i v i l o f f i c i a l , concerned w i t h 
the annona. 

I t has been assumed i n the past t h a t the m a j o r i t y of 
p r i m i p i l a r e s up t o the end of the second century were from I t a l y , 
and had r i s e n t o t h a t s t a t i o n from the ranks of the p r a e t o r i a n 
guard. My own conclusions are t h a t there i s no d e f i n i t e 
evidence f o r a preference f o r a p a r t i c u l a r province or corps, 
except perhaps f o r a c e r t a i n favour t o men exje q u i t e Komano under 
Trajan and Hadrian, u n t i l the l a s t three Antonines. They 
d e f i n i t e l y favoured men from I t l a y , though on present evidence 
i t i s impossible t o say whether t h a t preference was f o r 
praetorians or l o r men ex equite Romano. -What is. notable / o r 

/neit<wit pnrt fT*jk tr cM*uio- TfUit 

the whole p e r i o d i s t h a t / i s not so t r u e Jror the East, though 
of the men who d i d not come from colonies some a t l e a s t were 
ex equite nomano. This does suggest t h a t the p r i m i p i l a r e s , the 
cream of the ce n t u r i o n a t e , were expected t o be w e l l educated 
men, as was b e f i t t i n g ; ~ t h o s e who would receive senior magistracies 
on t h e i r r e t u r n t o t h e i r home-towns. 

The p r i m i p i l a r e s were drawn from three main sources, men 
who had s t a r t e d i n the ranks of the l e g i o n s , men who had s t a r t e d 
i n the ranks of the p r a e t o r i a n guard, and centurions who had 
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been d i r e c t l y commissioned, the l a t t e r mostly ex equite Romano, 
i . e . from equestrian f a m i l i e s . The t h i r d group was the best 
placed as f a r as possible patronage was concerned, the second 
next, and the f i r s t worst of a l l . Therefore the proportions of 
them among.the p r i m i p i l a r e s are not pure l y r e l a t e d t o the 
numbers of them i n the cent u r i o n a t e , but my p o i n t i s t h a t w i t h 
the exception of the periods mentioned above, there i s no 
evidence t h a t those p r o p o r t i o n s were a f f e c t e d by a preference 
f o r any one body a d d i t i o n a l t o the n a t u r a l one f o r the b e t t e r 
educated and most p o w e r f u l l y backed i n d i v i d u a l . I n passing i t 
may be noted t h a t the men who had passed through the ca s t r a 
peregrlna enjoyed notable success i n the t h i r d century, but 
these were drawn from a l l three sources. 

The primuspilus h i m s e l f i n t h i s p e r i o d , from Augustus t o 
G.allienus, remained much the same as under the Republic. He 
was s t i l l the senior c e n t u r i o n , p l a y i n g h i s p a r t as counsellor 
to the l e g a t e , and was now marked out by a s p e c i a l t i t l e on 
completion of h i s p r i m i p i l a t e and the grant of equestrian rank. 
The post must be seen not so much as the prelude t o f u r t h e r 
s e r v i c e , which i t was only f o r a small m i n o r i t y , but as the 
f i n a l e t o a l i f e t i m e of service t o the emperor as ce n t u r i o n . 
His service as primuspilus was s t i l l apparently f o r one year. 
As p r i m i p i l a r i s , i f he d i d not r e t i r e , he was a v a i l a b l e f o r a 
wide v a r i e t y of tasks, t a b u l a t e d elsewhere. 

The p r e f e c t u r e of the camp, esta b l i s h e d apparently by 
Augustus, at f i r s t a temporary post, attached t o a camp r a t h e r 
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than t o a l e g i o n , under Claudius had become an establishment 
post i n each l e g i o n . I t could be h e l d d i r e c t l y a f t e r the f i r s t 
p r i m i p i l a t e or a f t e r the p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e . I n t h i s l a t t e r 
case i t was h e l d by the primuspllus lterum, d i s t i n g u i s h e d by 
hi s s e n i o r i t y and higher s a l a r y . The p r e f e c t of the camp ranked 
t h i r d i n the l e g i o n a r y h i e r a r c h y , w i t h the r e s u l t t h a t he was 
the n a t u r a l commander i n those legions where there were no 
s e n a t o r i a l o f f i c e r s , f i r s t i n I I Traiana, then i n the Parthian 
legiono, and f i n a l l y i n a l l l e g i o n s . The h i s t o r y of the 
pr e f e c t u r e of the camp i n Egypt when there was more than one 
l e g i o n there i s s t i l l i l l - a t t e s t e d , but there seems t o have 
been a r i s e i n i t s importance t i l l i t reached ducenarian rank. 

On the subject of the Rome tribunes I would emphasise the 
sp e c i a l nature of the t r i b u n a t e s ( u r b a n ; outside Rome, and the 
f a c t t h a t only about 25% of a l l p r i m i p i i a r e s ever reached the 
t r i b u n a t e s . As t o the o r i g i n e s and corps of those who h e l d 
them the same remarks h o l d good f o r the p r i m i p i i a r e s as a whole. 
Of them only a small p r o p o r t i o n could hope t o reach p r o c u r a t o r -
ships, and f o r these the time at Rome was u s e f u l f o r making a 
favourable impression on the emperor and other i n f l u e n t i a l 
people. For those who could not hope t o go f u r t h e r , the time 
at Rome was a h o l i d a y a f t e r the r i g o u r s of t h i r t y or more years 
s e r v i c e . 

On the procurators who came from the ranks of the p r i m i p i i ­
ares perhaps too much a t t e n t i o n has been focussed, as they were 
i n f a c t a very small m i n o r i t y . They f l o u r i s h e d i n the second 
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century. Three groups may be d i s t i n g u i s h e d , f i r s t , those who 

obtained a f i r s t - e c h e l o n ducanarian p r o c u r a t o r s h i p , and no more, 
as a reward f o r long s e r v i c e . Here we might mention those who 
from the time of Hadrian onwards went t o centenarian pr o c u r a t o r -
ships a f t e r t h e i r f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e . These c l e a r l y were i n f e r i o ] 
to those who went to the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , and i n f a c t only two 
of them, T. Desticius Severus and M. A q u i i i u s F e l i x , rose t o 
the h e i g h t s . The second group was destined t o h o l d the procur-
a t o r i a l governorships of the t h i r d ducenarian echelon. They 
sometimes reached the f o u r t h echelon, but went no f u r t h e r . The 
t h i r d group, and here we are dealing w i t h very small numbers 
indeed, perhaps one or two i n ten years• output of p r l m i p i i a r e s , 
were chosen as f u t u r e p r e f e c t s . Perhaps we should t r e a t as a 
m&*«L group those p r i m i p i l a r e s who showed t a l e n t f o r t h e 
f i n a n c i a l side, and had correspondingly d i f f e r e n t careers. 

Here a word needs t o be s a i d & o u t the age of the p r l m l p i l -
a r i s . I n the most favourable c o n d i t i o n s , i . e . where a man i s 
showing promise of being i n due time capable of becoming a 
p r o c u r a t o r i a l governor or a p r e f e c t , the p r l r a l p i l a t e might be 
h e l d about the age of f o r t y . For the vast m a j o r i t y i t must 
have been f i r s t h e l d between f i f t y and s i x t y . Hence p r o c u r a t o r ­
i a l careers of the second and t h i r d type r e f e r r e d t o tend t o be 
r a p i d i n terms of the number of years between the f i r s t 
p r i m i p i l a t e and the commencement of the post f o r which the man 
has been p r e r s e l e c t e d . 

A word may be added about the p r l m i p i l a r i s who r e t i r e d as 

were CJ re 
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such, AS f a r as h i s p o s i t i o n i n Imperial society was concerned, 
he h i m s e l f was of equestrian rank, and he could expect to be 
able t o secure commissions e i t h e r as centurions or as equestrian 
o f f i c e r s f o r h i s sons. Some f a m i l i e s numbered pore than one 
p r i m i p i l a r i s , e i t h e r f a t h e r and son, or br o t h e r s . I n two 
generations a f a m i l y founded by a : p r i m i p i l a r i s might enter the 
senate. I n municipal s o c i e t y the p r i m i p i l a r i s could expect a 
senior magistracy, and the patronage of the c i t y where he took 
up h i s abode. 

I n comparing my r e s u l t s w i t h those of my predecessors, the 
f o l l o w i n g p o i n t s seem t o me of importance. On the career, there 
i s no r e a l h i e r a r c h y before the time of Claudius. On geographic 
a l o r i g i n s , the p e r i o d Pius-Commodus i s the only one i n which 
I t a l i a n s were p r e f e r r e d out of p r o p o r t i o n t o t h e i r representat­
io n i n the centurionate and t h e i r n a t u r a l advantages, AS f a r 
as the corps are concerned, I emphasise t h a t i t i s impossible 
t o demonstrate f o r the p r a e t o r i a n guard, even f o r the p e r i o d 
Pius-Commodus, the type of preference d e f e r r e d t o i n the l a s t 
sentence, as not a l l I t a l i a n p r i m i p i l a r e s were from the guard. 
The men ex equite riomano are important out of p r o p o r t i o n t o 
t h e i r numbers i n the ce n t u r i o n a t e , e s p e c i a l l y under Trajan and 
Hadrian. The post h e l d by the" primuspilus l t e r u m was t h a t of 
p r e f e c t of the camp, the d i f f e r e n t t i t l e i n d i c a t i n g s e n i o r i t y 
and higher pay. F i n a l l y , and most d e f i n i t e l y , the m a j o r i t y of 
the p r i m i p i l a r e s never passed the p r i m i p i l a t e or the p r e f e c t u r e 
of the camp. The success of perhaps a quarter of them I n the 
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Rome t r i b u n a t e s , and an even smaller p r o p o r t i o n i n the pro c u r a t -
orships and p r e f e c t u r e s , must not b l i n d us to the f a c t t h a t the 
p r l m i p i l a r i s i s i n the main a c e n t u r i o n , who a f t e r years of 
service has been chosen as worthy t o serve as senior c e n t u r i o n 
f o r one year before passing i n t o a wealthy and honoured r e t i r e ­
ment. Only when we keep t h i s f a c t f i r m l y i n mind can we judge 
the c o n t r i b u t i o n of the p r i m i p i i a r e s t o the Roman empire. That 
c o n t r i b u t i o n l i e s i n the main i n the s t a f f i n g of the senior 
centurioimtes of the l e g i o n s , tho prefe c t u r e s of the camp, and 
the nome t r i b u n a t e s , a l l key p o s i t i o n s . That a few of them 
beyond t h a t became p r o c u r a t o r i a l governors, and praetoMan 
p r e f e c t s , i s a t r i b u t e r a t h e r t o the i n d i v i d u a l s than t o the 
corps. The c o n t r i b u t i o n of the p r i m i p i i a r e s represents the 
c o n t r i b u t i o n of the body of centurions t o the s t a f f i n g of key 
p o s i t i o n s i n the army. That i t was not found necessary t o 
draw on any other body f o r these posits, even f o r the Rome 
t r i b u n a t e s , i s perhaps a s u f f i c i e n t testimony t o the value of 
t h a t c o n t r i b u t i o n . 

A number of problems have been r a i s e d but not answered i n 
the course of t h i s work. I n the main they are problems t h a t 
r e q u i r e studies i n the canturionate as a whole. I would l i k e 
t o see a study of a l l the centurions ex equite Romano, of the 
question of m u l t i p l e c e n t u r i o n a t e s , and of those centurions who 
reached a d m i n i s t r a t i v e posts without h o l d i n g the p r i m i p i l a t e . 
N a t u r a l l y , I would l i k e t o see a study of the p r i m i p i l a r i s and 
the annona.. Other problems I must put down as not soluble on 
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present evidence, e.g. t h a t of the tr e o e n a r i u s , and h i s functions 

F i n a l l y , I come t o the g i v i n g of thanks. i n the matter 
of m a t e r i a l s , I am most g r a t e f u l t o the Thesaurus Linguae 
Latinae f o r p r o v i d i n g me w i t h a l l the references I n i t s f i l e s 
to the p r i m i p i l a r i s and the tcecenarius. I am indebted t o 
M. Plilaum on two accounts, f i r s t f o r a l l o w i n g me t o have the 
proofs of h i s the*se complementaire, w i t h t h e i r v i t a l bearing on 
the p r i m i p i l a r i s p r o c u r a t o r s , and secondly f o r h i s p a t i e n t 
reading and K i n d l y c r i t i c i s m of the t h e s i s at an advanced stage, 
which produced several important p o i n t s , and also l e d me t o 
Include a l l the tables i n the t e x t . On the p o i n t of c r i t i c i s m 
of t e x t i . must thank Mr. M.G. J a r r e t t f o r h i s f o r t h r i g h t 
condemnation of the obscure and u n i n t e l l i g i b l e , TO Professor 
h. Nesselhauf I owe guidance and help i n the d i f f i c u l t f i r s t 
year, when as f a r as method i s concerned the research student 
s t i l l sees through a glass d a r k l y , r i n a l l y , my debt t o my 
supervisor, mr. B I r l e y , i s i n c a l c u l a b l e . i have been c o n s t a n t l y 
s t i m u l a t e d by h i s suggestions, a s s i s t e d enormously, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n the Prosopography, by h i s encyclopaedic memory, and have 
lacked f o r nothing. He has also s a c r i f i c e d much time to reading 
d r a f t s i n order t o secure c l a r i t y of phrasing. The methods of 
work used i n t h i s t h e s i s are based on h i s , and i f I t i s k i n d l y 
received much of the c r e d i t must go t o him. 
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE CASTRA PEREGRINA 
The caetra peregrina makes i t s f i r s t appearance 

as f a r as the primipiiares are concerned i n the career of 
Q. Geminius Sabinus. who was primuspilus et princeps 
peregrinorum a f t e r having teen hastatus of a legion. This 
presumably means that he was given the rank of primuspilus 
but performed the duties of the princeps peregrinorum at 
Rome* The case of T. Flavius Domitianus may be compared* 
who c a l l s himself hastatus leg X Fret e n s i s princeps 
peregrinorum (lLSi+8U)f and i s c l e a r l y earring out the 
l a t t e r * s duties* Sabinus died as prefect of a legion* 

The most remarkable men from the ca s t r a peregrina* 
however* belong to the period of Severus and the early 
years of the th i r d century* M. Aquilius F e l i x begins them* 
As centurlo frumentarius* already notorious for assassinations, 
he was sent to k i l l Severus. and changed sides with such 
effect that he rose to a procuratorship of third-e^elon 
rank a f t e r a career spent almost e n t i r e l y at Rome* Next 
i s M. Oclatinius Adventusk a praetorian prefect, who af t e r 
being speculator i n an unknown corps was successively a 
frumentarius and princeps peregrinorum. The two prefects 
who succeeded t h i s man* Ulpius lullanus and lullanus Nestor* 
also came from the castra peregrine* F i n a l l y * at a l a t e r 
date* and from a different body of centurions of the 
castra peregrina* came L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus* oamo 
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£•» Pctroniua Tarawa Vol ns lamia-, another praetorian prefect* 
Of the others C T i t i u s S i m i l l s i n the period 

19U-238 rose to the f i r s t ducenarian echelon after holding 
centenarian procuratorships* P. Vibius Marianus rose to 
be procurator of Sardinia* a f t e r holding the Rome tribunates* 
I t i s to be noted that both p o s s i b i l i t i e s are open to the 
man from the castra peregrine* to hold centenarian 
procuratorships a f t e r h i s f i r s t primipilate or to go to 
the Rome tribunates* However, the man who passed through 
the castra peregrins did not nec e s s a r i l y r i s e to the 
procurat orship s* 

M. Oclatinius Adventus Brae t o r i an pirefect 
Ulpius Iulianus praetorian prefect 

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus praetorian prefect 
praetorian prefect 
third-echelon ducenarian 

proc* 
second-echelon ducenarian 

p r o c 
first-echelon ducenarian 

proc. 
centenarian proc* 
urban tribune 
prefect of a legion 
prefect of a legion 
prlmuspilus 
primuspilus 
primuspilus 

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and Aur. Flav* Rufinus 
were centuriones deputati* These r e s u l t s tend to confirm 
our general impression that the majority of nrimipilarest 

ljjljuji.anus Nestor 
M. Aquilius F e l i x 
P. Vibius Marianus 
0. T i t i u s S i m i l i s 

T i * Claudius Dnmetrius 
Aur* Flav* Rufinus 
P. Aelius Marcellus 
C Sulgius Caecilianus 
M. Aurelius Priscus 
Q. Germinius Sabinus 
L. Trebonius Sossianus 



whatever their corps of origin* tended not to get f a r 
beyond the primipilate* Nevertheless they underline 
the importance of the castra pfteregrina* a position i n 
which implied the emperor's trust* 
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AMD THE PLEBT 
There are only two d e f i n i t e examples of posts in the 

f l e e t other than the prefectures being held by primipilarest 
though there i s i n addition the rather b a f f l i n g problem 
of X 33^2a» which i s discussed i n the Prosopography. 
C. Sulgius Gaecilianus was navarchus after being optlo 
peregrinorum and before he received h i s f i r s t centurionate. 
T» Plavius Antoninus c a l l s himself primuspilus ex navarcho 
principe class!a» and in the l i g h t of the career of 
Caecilianus we may take i t there were intervening posts* 
Neither had distinguished careers as f a r as advance beyond 
the primipilate was concerned* and the promotion of 
navarchi to the centurionate need not mean that a consider­
able proportion of them reached the primipilate-
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THE PP.IMIP1LARI3 AND THE PROTECTORES 
The evidence from l e g a l sources makes i t d o u b t f u l i f 

we should regard the p r i m i p i l a r i s as a m i l i t a r y man, i . e . 
a man whose duty i t i s t o command fo r c e s i n the f i e l d , much 
l a t e r than the sole r e i g n of Gallienus. The r e s u l t i s t h a t 
the p e r i o d of time i n which the p ^ r o t e c t o r e s and the o l d 
type of p r i m i p l l a r e s co-existed must have been b r i e f . The 
former are a t present f i r s t recorded i n or s h o r t l y before 
the r e i g n of V a l e r i a n and Gallienus. Only two careers i n 
f a c t r e c o r d the post of primuspilus and a post as p r o t e c t o r , 
those of L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and of Traianus 
Mucianus. There are cases of p r e f e c t s of legions w i t h the 
t i t l e , A e l i u s Aelianus, (praefectus l e g , p r o t e c t o r Aug) 
Va l e r i u s Marcellinus (A.D. 290, praefectus l e g , ex p r o t . ) , 
but there i s a strong p r o b a b i l i t y t h a t they have never 
been p r i m i p i l a r e s . As f a r as the Rome t r i b u n a t e s are 
concerned, A u r e l i u s Sabinianus was t r i b u n u s p r o t e c t o r . 
The f a c t t h a t h i s son was a tribunus l a t i c l a v i u s suggests 
a date before 260, and i t i s not improbable t h a t Sabinianus 
was a p ^ r i m i p i l a r i s . The date of the unknown of I I I 3126 
i s unknown. He was urban t r i b u n e and t r i b . p r a e t . et 
p r o t e c t o r Auggg. nnn. 

C l e a r l y there are signs here of a developing conception. 

I n the career of Volusianus p r o t e c t o r was the t i t l e of 

the f i r s t p r a e t o r i a n t r i b u n a t e , and gave i t a s p e c i a l s t a t u s . 
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This i s very e a r l y , and may i n f a c t "be under the r e i g n of 
Gallus. Before the end of the sole r e i g n of Gallienus 
i t q u a l i f i e s ducenarian l e g i o n a r y p r e f e c t s , and c e r t a i n 
centurions, (Traianus LIucianus). Somewhere here i s t o he 
f i t t e d i n the important i n s c r i p t i o n AE -\35k. 135" , t h a t 
has a p r i m i p i l a r i s described as p r o t e c t o r , who was c e n t u r i o n 
of W F l a v i a and p r o t e c t o r , hut centurion of I I I Augusta 
without the t i t l e p r o t e c t o r , A f i n a l stage of development 
i s represented "by A u r e l i u s Firminus, who had "been a 
p r o t e c t o r , a s o r t of o f f i c e r cadet, 0f. V a l e r i u s Thiumpo, 
r e f e r r e d t o i n the chapter on the l a t e p r i m i p i l a t e . I 
do not see how I can hope t o unravel the development of 
the p r o t e c t o r e s . and t h e i r r e l a t i o n s t o the pOrohlem of 
the change i n the nature of the p r i m i p i l a r e s . t i l l the 
protectores have been studied "by a s p e c i a l i s t i n the Late 
Empire, t r a c i n g them bade from t h e i r f u l l y developed s t a t e . 
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TRECEITARIUS 
\7hile the subject of the t r e c e n a r i u s has "been covered 

w e l l r e c e n t l y i n the work of P a s s e r i n i , Le c o o r t i p r e t o r i e , 
p. 89 f . , i t i s s t i l l necessary t o r e - s t a t e and re-emphasise 
c e r t a i n f a c t s i n regard t o the p r i m i p i l a t e . The trecenarius 
i s f i r s t a t t e s t e d i n A.D. 53 or 5*+, i n the case of 
P. Alfenus Varus. He i s l a s t a t t e s t e d i n A.D. 238-^+, 

i n the case of Oelatius Oacerdos, so the post e x i s t s 
throughout the time i n which the p r i m i p i l a r i s as he was 
up to the sole r e i g n of Gallienus e x i s t e d . His precise 
p o s i t i o n i s unknown t o us. This needs emphasising, f o r 
Domaszev/ski's suggestion t h a t he was commander of the 
three hundred s-peculatores (Rangordnung. p. 99) has gained 
wide credence, although there i s s t i l l no evidence t h a t he 
was c o r r e c t . The appointment i s c l e a r l y important, f o r 
i t i s never t o our knowledge separated from the p r i m i p i l a t e 
by more than one post, and the decorations associated w i t h 
i t are the hasta pura and corona aurea. given t o C. A r r i u s 
Clemens by Hadrian, not the most generous of emperors i n 
the matter of decorations. Further, when the custom grows 
of mentioning only the h i g h l i g h t s of the career, the post 
of t r e c e n a r i u s i s o f t e n the o n l y one before the p r i m i p i l a t e 
to be mentioned, c f . Li. A u r e l i u s I u s t u s , G. I u l i u s Caninus, 
Ocl a t i u s Sacerdos, Varius Quintius Gaianus ( V I 33033), 

Q. Raecius Rufus, G» S a t r i u s Crescens, and Sex. V i b i u s Gallus. 

file:///7hile
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I have s a i d above t h a t the precise p o s i t i o n of the 
trecenarius i s unknown t o us. This needs q u a l i f i c a t i o n . 
Wherever a f u l l career i n c l u d i n g t h i s post i s given i t i s 
associated w i t h the Home centurionates. This, apolies even 
i n the cases where the t i t l e i s t r e c e n a r i u s l e g i o n i s . as 
i n the cases of L. Aemilius Paternus and of L. Laelius 
Puscus, V I 32709a. I n r e l a t i o n t o these cases and the 
case where the t i t l e t r e c e n a r i u s coh I I I p r . i s used, t h a t 
of M. T i l l i u s Rufus, i t should be pointe d out t h a t the 
normal t i t l e i s t r e c e n a r i u s ( t r e c e n a r i u s Augusti i n the 
case of P. Alfenus Varus), and i t s appearance i n conjunctipn 
w i t h the name of a u n i t suggests a temporary attachment r a t h e r 
than an establishment post w i t h t h a t u n i t . Pour f u r t h e r 
p o i n t s may be made. The post could h a r d l y be other 
than a t Rome, except i n s p e c i a l circumstances. Where the 
phrase ex t r e e , i s used, w i t h Domaszewski, op. c i t . , p. 100, 
I do not t h i n k t h a t t h i s n e c e s s a r i l y implies d i r e c t 
promotion from t r e c e n a r i u s t o prim u s p i l u s . though c l e a r l y 
t h i s was p o s s i b l e ^ c f . L. Aemilius Paternus. The t r e c e n a r i i 
were apparently, l i k e the other Rome c e n t u r i o n s ^ e i t h e r 
e v o c a t i or men ex equite Ronstrro. Evocati were Amblasius 
Secundus, C. A r r i u s Clemens, M. T i l l i u s Rufus, V e t t i u s 
Valens, and the unknown of X I 2112. C. Sttrius Crescens, 
L. Aemilius Paternus, and Sex. Vibius Gallus were ex equite 
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Romano, a t l e a s t Paternus was, and so were the other 
two i n my op i n i o n . We do not know the corps of o r i g i n 
of P. Alfenus Varus, LI, A u r e l i u s Justus, G. I u l i u s Ganinus, 
O c l a t i u s Sacerdos, and Q, P.aecius Rufus. F i n a l l y , despite 
t h e i r h i g h rank among the centurions of the Roman army, not 
a l l t r e c e n a r i l rose t o the p r i m i p i l a t e . Varius Quintius 
Gaianus died as a c e n t u r i o n a t the age of e i g h t y - f i v e a f t e r 
f i f t y — f i v e yenrs' s e r v i c e , L» La e l i u s Puscus died at the 
age of s i x t y - f i v e a f t e r f o r t y - t w o years' s e r v i c e , having 
reached the rank of cent u r i o trecenarius of a l e g i o n . 
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PRINCEPS PRA3T0RII 
The treatment of t h i s o f f i c e r hy Domaszewski on 

PP'» 97-8 of h i s Rangordnung i s a step i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n , 
where he describes him as the head of the governor's 
o f f i c i u m . He does seem to go beyond h i s evidence, however, 
on p. 101 of the same work, i n i d e n t i f y i n g the post h e l d 
by I I . V e t t i u s Valens as a s i m i l a r post, but h e l d as head 
of an I m p e r i a l o f f I c i u m i n Rome, i n s e r t i n g a c c n t u r i a l s i g n 
not on the stone. His attempt t o b u t t r e s s h i s case by 
i d e n t i f y i n g the prlnceps castrorum of a l a t e r date as h i s 
h y p o t h e t i c a l o f f i c e r ' s successor must f a l l down i n view 
of the l a c k of evidence f o r t h i s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . The 
only c e r t a i n princeps p r a e t o r i i known t o us, then, i s the 
head of the governor's personal s t a f f , who ranks equal 
w i t h the princeps of the l e g i o n . 

The paper of Picard and Le-Eonniec, i n ReVue de 
P h i l o l o g i e . 11, 1937, PP 112-30, set out t o prove t h a t 
t h i s o f f i c e r i n f a c t was the primuspilus iterum. Their f i r s t 
p o i n t , t h a t there were two p r i m i p i l i i n a l e g i o n , C. Sat r i u s 
Crescens and Gigennaus Valens i n I I I Augusta, and Pontj{n€)Lis 
I.Iagnus and an unknown i n X. F r e t e n s i s " i t i s abundantly c l e a r 

p r i m i p i l i . C. S a t r i u s Crescens, mentioned f i r s t , was 
h o l d i n g h i s f i r s t p r i m i p i l a t e , as a comparison w i t h 
another i n s c r i p t i o n of aim shows, and both p r i m i p i l i of 

I I I Augusta Augusta. 
ao. 

A 
hat there i s no primuspilus i t e r u m . j u s t two o r d i n a r y 
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X Pretensis were commanding c e n t u r i e s . The suggestion of 
the c o l l a b o r a t o r s t h a t t h i s l a t t e r i s t o "be explained by 
a d i v i s i o n of the l a r g e f i r s t "century" i s ingenious, "but 
reminds us t h a t t h e i r argument i s l a r g e l y based on conjec­
t u r e . Their second p o i n t , t h a t the princeps t a b u l a r i i 
of the l e g i o n must be d i s t i n c t from the princeps p r i o r , 
i s unproven, and i s r e j e c t e d by G.R. Y7atson i n h i s work on 
Roman M i l i t a r y Bookkeeping, v o l . I I , p. 52, note 63, an 
unpublished 1.1. L i t t . t h e s i s of the U n i v e r s i t y of Burham. 
These two points are then combined t o prove t h a t the 
princeps t a b u l a r i i = princeps p r a e t o r i i was the primuspilus 
i t e r u m . The Domaszewski s o l u t i o n of the princeps p r a e t o r i i 
was r e j e c t e d , because the i n s c r i p t i o n quoted by him had the 
v i t a l word r e s t o r e d . This argument f a l l s down on the 
evidence of P. Oxy 1637, lO^IGRR I 1629, and AS 1933. 57, 

which show Domaszewski was r i g h t t o r e s t o r e IGRR I I I 1630 

as r e f e r r i n g t o a princeps p r a e t o r i i of a governor. The 
complete argument of the c o l l a b o r a t o r s f a l l s dov/n on the 
I.I. V e t t i u s Valens i n s c r i p t i o n . There i s no evidence f o r 
a man being primuspilus i t e r u m i n tv/o legions consecutively. 
(The S a b i d i u s - i n s c r i p t i o n i s d i f f i c u l - t , -but- i t - can be — 
explained w i t h o u t the hypothesis of Le Bonniec and Picard.) 
On whatever p r i n c i p l e s you r e s t o r e the M. V e t t i u s Valens i n ­
s c r i p t i o n , the post of princeps p r a e t o r i i i s c l e a r l y held 
J te fore the Rome t r i b u n a t e s , whereas the post of primuspilus 
i t e r u m was h e l d a f t e r them, and i f you r e s t o r e the p r i m i p i l a t e 



where every other career i n s c r i p t i o n i n d i c a t e s t h a t i t 
should "be r e s t o r e d , i t i s also i n f e r i o r to the f i r s t 
p r i m i p i l a t e . 
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I ADIUTRIX 

I ITALICA 

I MINERVIA 
s i c 

I I AUGUSTA 

OFFICIAL PRIMJSPILUS DEDICATIONS 
V i c t o r i a e Augg. nn. e t l e g . I A d i . p . f . 
Antoniniana ( s i c ) , P. Klarcius P. f i l i u s 
Sextianus Epheso, p.p., d.d., dedicante 
Egnatio V i c t o r e l e g . Augg. p r . p r . e t C I . 
Pisone legato l e g . , V. Idus I u n i a s , Apro et 
Maximo cos..(A.D. 207). 
Aquile et Genio l e g . I Adi . p»f„, Anton £lu]s 
Lucius, p.p. l e g . s.s. p o s u i t . 

Though t h i s f i r s t i n s c r i p t i o n i s of the 
type we are t o discuss, i t s date, t h a t of the 
v i c t o r y of Severus (Domaszev/ski, R e l i g i o n des 
Rttm. Heeres. p. 37),,and subject show t h a t i t 
i s not one of the annual s e r i e s . 
Dis L l i l i t a r i b u s , Genio V i r t u t i Aquilae sane. 
signisque l e g . I I t a l . Severianae, M. A u r e l . 

I u s t u s , domo H o r r e i Margensis m ( u n i c i p i o ?) 
kloesiae S u p e r i o r i s , ex CCC p.p., d.d., dedic. 
X I I K a l . Oct., I u l i a n o I I e t C r i s p i n o Cos., per 
Annium I t a l i c u m l e g . Aug. p r . p r . . (A.D.222) 

R i t t e r l i n g , RE. X I I 11+08,accepts the date 
as t h a t of the legions f o u n d a t i o n . 
V i c t o r i a e Aug., C. P u b l i c i u s C. f i l i u s Septimia 
P r i s c i l l i a n u s p.p. l e g . I.M. £Alexandrianae7 
p. f . , d.d., Coresni/cflMarceli l e g . l e g . eiusdem 
n.Kjfal. Ivlaias, d.n. TSevero A l e x a n d r o j Aug. 
cos.. (A.D.222) 

Aga i n — t h i s i s not one of the annual s e r i e s , 
but a s p e c i a l one i n honour of the v i c t o r y of 
A.D. 222. 
JT.N. Augg., Genio l e g . I I Aug., i n honorem 
Jaquilae...Jp. v. , d.d., V i l l i K a l . Octob., 
P 1&) r j e l f i r . e j t AeJmGjfl. cos., cur. Urso 
a c t a r . £lje{g. ejius£dem. (A.D. 2kk) 
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The reading i s t h a t of K a v e r f i e l d , 
reproduced i n the Catalogue of the Caerleon i n ­
s c r i p t i o n s produced by the N a t i o n a l Museum of 
Wales. For the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the appear­
ance of the numina Augustorum on the o f f i c i a l 
dedications of the l e g i o n sec Domaczewski, 
op.- c i t . , p. 68 f . . 

I l l .Aur+USTA Xovi. A i i f g , sacr.jj „ dedic [ante] Cn. S u e l l i o 
F l £ a c c o T i e G . Aug. pro p { r j , f4. I Jan t ius Q.f. 
Cam. T s e v e r u s V ] Alba Pompeia... l e g . I l l Aug., 
d.s.Jf.J. (Late 85 or 86) 
|lmp. Caes.,Diyi T r a i a n i Parth. f i l . , D i v i I J e r J -
vae ^ p p o t i , T r l a i a n o Had p i a n o Aujg.^pont. 
max. , f t r i b , p l o t . X I I I , cos. I I I ^ p . p . , dedicante 
|Q. PaTfJio C a t u l l i n o l e g . Aug. pro pr., ...s 

Camil. Memojr A l l o a Pompeia, [p.p. l e g 
I I I Aug. .J (A.D. 129T 
Imp. C (aesari] T. A e l i o Ha farianoj Antonino 
[Aug. P i o J p6nt. max., t r j i b . p ot. VIlJ cos. I l l , 
p. |pJ) , dedicante C. Praestina Mess£aiiii(3 l e g . 
Aug. proJprJ^P. Timinius P.f. P a l f a t H T e r t u l l u s 
Roma p.p. (Teg. I I l J Aug.. (A.D. Thh) 

Imp. Gaesari T. A e l i o Hadriano Antonino Aug. 
Pio, p o n t i f i c i maximo, t r i b . pot. X. imp. I I 
cos. I I I I , p.p., dedicante L. Novio Crispino 
l e g . Aug. p r . p r . , T. Plavius T.f. Tromen, 
Pirmus Salona, p.p. l e g . I l l Aug. (A.D. 1U5) 
Imp. Caesari T. A e l i o Hadriano Antonino Aug. 
Pio, p o n t i f i c i maximo. t r i b . p o t e s t . XV, cos. 
IV p . l ) . , dedicante J.U V a l e r i o Etrusco leg.-Aug. 
pr. p r . , L. Sempronius Ingenuus p r i m i p i l a r i s . 

(A.D. 152) 
Divo Antonino, C. Satrius G.f. Pab. Crescens 
Roma, eq. p u b l . , ex CCC p.p. l e g . I l l / i u g . , 
dedicante D. Ponteio P r o n t i n i a n o . ' 

(A.D. 160-62) 
Deo M a r t i M i l i t i a e P o t e n t i statuam i n honorem 
l e g . I l l Aug. Valerianae Gallienae Valerianae 
Sattonius Iucundus p.p., qui primus l e g . ren-
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ovata aput aquilam vitem posuit, votum dedit, 
dedicante Veturio Veturiano v * c , leg* Auggg. 
pr* pr*. (A*D. 253) 

The Satrlus Crescens i n s c r i p t i o n here 
i s to be distinguished from V I I I 18O65, set 
up by the centurions and evocatus of the legion* 
I t w i l l be noted that the i n s c r i p t i o n of 
Sattonius Iucundus i s quite d i s t i n c t from 
the preceding ones* This may be due to a 
l o s s of tradition while the legion was d i s ­
solved* The ins c r i p t i o n i s c l e a r l y influenced 
by the r i s e of the Mars cult noted by 
Domaszewski, op* c i t * , pp. 3^ -5 • 

X I I I GEMMA Libero P a t r i sacrum pro salute Imp* Oaes* M.Aur. 
Commodi Antonini Aug* P i i p.p*» L* C a l v i s i u s 
L.f* ATelina Secundus Palerione, p.p. leg* 
J x i l l j o * d*d., sub Vespronio [Can]dido cos*, 
dedic (ante Cjaty8|ellio Sabino 1 [eg.]] (A.D. 1 8 3 - 5 ) 

XXII PRIMIGENIA [l2 0. M.. (jujnoni Reginae, [For/ tunae, 
Miner>i(/ae ... Jleg. x l x i l Pp. P«[f-» Commodo 
Aug. V I I . et PJertinace I I LCjos*. (A-D» 193) 

The i n s c r i p t i o n i s that of S e x t i l i u s 
Marcianus* So much of i t s text i s unreadable 
that i t i s d i f f i c u l t even to be sure that we 
are concerned with (BP i n s c r i p t i o n of the same 
type as the rest or even that the man was a 
primuspilus. 
• • .Aqullae*• *Pr* p.f. ... leg. e i . . . V K a l . . . 
Sever.•• (A.D. 209) ...ono...eg XXII.nian.•• 
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f. Tere*••tinae*•*CCC*•*r Avito..• d.n. Im..* 
Au... Balbin... (A.D. 213) 

Both of these l a s t two Inscriptions have 
been lar g e l y reconstructed by Domaszewski, but 
I thought i t might be salutary to show what 
remains on the stone* The second i s that 
i d e n t i f i e d with M. T i l l i u s Rufus. 
P i e t a t i leg* XXII Pr* Alexandr* p*f*, et honori 
Aquilae. L. Domitiufe . ..Dqjmiti I u l i a n i quondam 
p.p. f i l . d . d . ob merita, dedicante Maximio 
Attiano c*v., leg* Aug. fptfr. pr* G(ermaniae) 
£s(uperiorisyi V Kal* A p r i l * . {J)*/n« Alexandfr"]-
o [Aug* I l l e t j D i o n e c{os*.^5*D. 229) 

As w i l l be seen i n the Prosopography, I 
have rejected Domaszewski's reading of the son 
Iulianus as a tribune, which i s inherently 
u n l i k e l y on a type of i n s c r i p t i o n so c l e a r l y 
connected with p r i m i p i l i , and i s only supported 
by a h a l f - v i s i b l e I * 
• • • i et njj (minibus! castro turn honj oriq. leg. 
(XXII Alejxandr* [p.p.f. .*Js Du£. • P J P * 1eg* s 
s.d.d., dedican te Sex- Catio Clemen Ltrn6-.-(231-^ 

Forfanam Superam honori Aquilae leg* .XX11 Pr*p*f., 
M. fflinicius M. f l l * Quir* Lindo Marjjcellinus?. *7 
p.p* leg. eijusdem... (second century or early 
third) 
Genium legionis XXII Pr* p.f., $Lonori b u l l a e 
leg. s* s., Aurelius*.• 
I.O.M. Sabasio Gonservatori, &onori Aquilae leg. 
XXII Pr* p.f* •••ianae, M* Aur* Germanus, 
d. Emone* (A.D* 222-35?) 
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These in s c r i p t i o n s are marked out by t h e i r mention 
of the Eagle or of the Emperor, and t h e i r being set up in 
the headquarters of the legion, by the primuspilus, the 
dedication ceremony being performed by the legate of the 
legion. Not a l l f u l f i l a l l these conditions, bpt they do 
f u l f i l at l e a s t one. These ins c r i p t i o n s were c l e a r l y 
o f f i c i a l , and set up at regular i n t e r v a l s , being probably 
of one year's duration, cf. the examples for I I I Augusta* 
From a phrase on the dedication of Sattonius Iucundus, of 
I I I Augusta, in A.D. 253» qui primus leg(ione) renovata 
apud aquilam vitem posuit, i t would seem that t h i s was 
the occasion of the laying-down of o f f i c e by the primuspilus 
symbolised by the deposit of the v l t i B in the legion's 
shrine. In t h i s case h i s term of o f f i c e was probably one 
year, and i t w i l l be seen from my discussion i n the 
chapter on the primuspilus and the p r l m i p i l a r i a that t h i s 
i s most probable on a l l grounds, and consonant with the 
Republican practice. The date of the dedication appears 
normally to have been the o f f i c i a l one for the founding 
of the legion, though there are other in s c r i p t i o n s , c a l l e d 
forth by Imperial v i c t o r i e s and other special occasions, 
which take a similar form, but are not part of the annual 
s e r i e s . I t w i l l be apparent that the dedications vary 
in format from legion to legion; thus of the two legions 
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best attestedt I I I Augusta and XXII Primigenia* the 
f i r s t dedicates to the emperor* the second to the honos 
ftquilae* 
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DONIS DONATUS. 
One of the many subjects due f o r a re-examination 

i s that of the dona m i l i t a r i a * Here we can only treat 
them aa they hear on the primipilate* I t has heen 
recognised for some time that as i n most armies decorations 
tended to become standardised in the Roman army, and 
the quantity and quality of award to be determined by 
rank* Acting upon t h i s - Domaszewski sought to make the 
hasta pura the d i s t i n c t i v e sign of the primipilate and 
the equestrian m i l i t i a e . 1 He neglected to note that 
G. Arrius Clemens had received t h i s decoration as a 
trecenariust and L. Petronius Sabinus i^t as a centurion* 
I n the case of M. T i l l i u s Rufus, who also received t h i s 
decoration as a centurion, he presumably thought i t 
bound up with h i s receiving the equus publicus at the 
same time* The hasta pura i s 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, phalerae. Of i n t e r e s t i n our attempt^ to 
f i x points i n Individual careers by the dona given i s 
that M* Vettius Valens jrafent.given torques, armillae, 
phalerae for the Glaudian invasion as a beneficlarius 
p r a e f e c t i praetorio, and then a corona aurea as an evocatus. 



C* Gavius Silvanus received the t.a.p. and the crown 
for the Glaudian invasion* and as h i s career's fixed 
points coincide almost exactly with those of Valena i t 
i s tempting to think that he was an evocatus i n k3» 

The standard award for a centurion seems to have 
been a crown and t«a*p«• and on the whole there are no 
r e a l problems as f a r as we are concerned in these 
decorations* What we do have to consider are decorations 
often c l e a r l y given as t o t a l s for the career, which 
involve large numbers of crowns* hastae* and* in some 
cases* v e x i l l a * F i r s t l e t us consider the decorations 
of the Rome tribunes* C. Velius Rufus was on two 
d i s t i n c t occasions awarded a corona muralis and two 
v e x i l l a * the f i r s t time probably and the second time 
ce r t a i n l y as the commander of the thirteenth urban cohort* 
This i s roughly equivalent to the decoration of a prefect 
of cavalry*^ i f w e n o w examine the career of L* Antonius 
Naso we fi n d h i s dona* which may or may not be a summary 
including one or more separate awards* given as corona v a l -
l a r i s * corona aurea* v e x i l l a duo* hastae purae I I * 
C l e a r l y i t i s quite possible that the l a s t two groups at 
le a s t were given to him as a Rome tribune* and most 
probably as praetorian tribune* 

There remain three large collections of dona. 

G* P u r t i s i u s Atinas presumably received two hastae and 
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two crowns as praefectus equitum, of, M. Vergil/ GalluB 
Lusius, and also two vexilla* D Olszewski does not refer 
to t h i s ^ although he maintains that the vexillum was 
not granted to such prefects before Claudius* quoting 
t h i s i n s c r i p t i o n * and i n h i s appendix of i n s c r i p t i o n s ^ 
he does not r e f e r to the three v e x i l l a i l l u s t r a t e d * 
The t h i r d vexillum cannot c e r t a i n l y be accounted for, 
but the p o s s i b i l i t y that i t was granted to him as 
primuspilus cannot be excluded* T. Statius Marrax had 
t«a*p*, two haatae, and f i v e crowns* This could well 
be a decoration with a crown as centurion and two decora­
tions with a hasta and two crowns while primuspilus* I t 
may be objected that a primuspilus, i f he did only serve 
for one year, would be u n l i k e l y to be twice decorated in 
the time* so we should allow a l t e r n a t i v e l y for one hasta 
and crowns to have been won as a senior centurion, which 
we have attested above* The largest c o l l e c t i o n i s that 
of Sex* Viblus Gallus* 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 
vexillum 1*. though useful, i s probably a l i t t l e too r i g i d * 
He was a trecenarius, when he could have collected one 
hasta. He i s unli k e l y to have remained a primuspilus 
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long enough to have been three times decorated as such* 
Also, what were i n fact the decorations of the prefect of 
the camp? Unfortunately we have no certain record a f t e r 
Claudius hut as he ranked higher than the equestrian 
tribune of the legion5, ±t d 0 e 8 n o t s e e m u n i i k e l y that 
h i s decorations may have been equivalent to those of the 
praefectus alae* two hastae, two crowns* two v e x i l l a . 
This cannot be demonstrated* but the point should now be 
cle a r that i t i s unwise to take a p a r t i c u l a r combination, 
as Domaszewski does* and state i t as the f i n a l solution* 
C l e a r l y a number of combinations are possible* 

This i s necessarily an imperfect and imcomplete 
study, as a l l evidence must be studied before the dona 
m i l i t a r i a can be dealt with adequately. Nevertheless 
i t should serve to point out what i s acceptable and what 
i s not i n Domasze^ki's remarks on the dona in the 

g 
Rangordnung. 

Notes* 
1* Rangordnung, p* 117* 
2 • Op. ei t *, -p. 138. 
3. Op. c i t . , p. 137* 
h» Op. c i t * * p. 2k7-
5* See chapter on the prefect of the camp. 

6. Op. c i t . , pp. 117-8, 187-8 are the important ones for 

our purposes* 


