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The task 1in composing +this essay has

been  to derive what in-
Tormation 1s vpoesible concerning +the views of Tacitus on Roman 11
rom his extent writings. Clearly it would be absurd

they/
to base conclusions wupon +the evidence of writings which, though al~
most certainly are Tacitus' work, yet may notb positively Dbe ascrib-

ed to him. The Dislogus de Orstoribus is of course the work in
(=]

I £

question, and +“he least possible wuse has therefore been mede of it.
Guotetions in Eaglish from +he Annsls have Dbeen taken from the

translstion by Professor Michael Crant Tacitus on Jmperial Rome
2 J 9 L 9

rublighec. in the Penguin Classics geries. In +the case of +the Agri-

e

el

cola and +the Germania, use hes been made of M. ¥attingly's trans—

lations, Tacitus on Britein and Germany, vpublished in +he same series.
2 </ 3 i

Quotations <from the Histories have been drawn from +the +translation

by G. G. Ranmsay published in Iondon in 1915,
9




INTRODUGTION

It is more or less impossible to glean from the few
facts known ef Tacif,us' life much informetion about him as
& person - it is his writings that betray his character and
wey of thinking most clearly. What details survive concerning
his life are these: his date of birth is not known for
certain, but was probably the year 55 A.D. He appears to
have been born not at Rome but in a neighbouring ‘provineo,
most 1likely either northern Italy or Southern Gaul. His
father's status 1is unknown, but Tacitus was admitted to the
Senate at an early age; in the reign of Vespasian (69«79 A.D.)

he entered upon his official career, the IJoursus honorum!?.

‘He: contracted a marriage extremely satisfactory in all respects,

it would appear, with the daughter of Agricole in 77 A.D.,
and eleven years later, still eclimbing the senatorial ladder,
he became prastor and g_t_x_i_.ndmggimm seeris faciundis. He
obviously had a great admiration for Agricola, erd it was

a source of great sorrow to him that he was away from
Rome = it 1s not known where = when his father=in~law died in
93 A.D. On his return to Rome he was a witness during the
three last years of Domitianf®s samérieso In 97 A.D. he bé-
came gonsul suffectus and delivered the funeral oration over
his predecessor in offiee, Verginius Rufus. Tacitus was famous,
and had been se for some time, as a lawyei- and orator, and
was much sought after as a teacher; with Pliny he led the
prosecuticn in an extortion triel in 100 A.D. His _proconsuler
province in the year 112-113 A.D. was probebly Asia; and it

is known from a passage of the Amnnmsls that he was still
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dictates of | the emperor; and the Roman attitude towards the
provinces changed 1little.

A more cogent reason, perhaps, for justifying this scme=
vhat loose use of the word "contemporary® is to be found in
an important part of the motive of Tacitus in writing his
higtorical works., This question will be discussed more fully
below (2), but to anticipate its main conclusion Tacitus saw
his function as a writer as much from the point of view of
a moral preacher as of an higtorian in the modern sense of
the worde The events of the past thus in a sense become the
text of his sermon, his congregation the Rome of his own,
Trajan's and Hedrian's day, and the sins whick he preached
against those of hié congregation and +their neighbours. For
his sermon to have any messure of relevance and hope of
success it had to be especially pertinent to the vices and
problems of +the day, and its application readily understandable
to his hearers,

There 1s alsc a third reason for using "contemporary® in
this way. It is a commonplace to speak of the didactie
element in classicel art; the value and merit of a poem, an
oration, a tragedy was messured less by the amount of aesthetic
enjoyment that it provided its hearers at the time of its
completion than by its ecapscity for edifying posterity. The
whole tone ef moral instruction in Tacitus® works is very much
in accord with the earlier Greek view upon the function of
art as revealed for instanes in the Frogs of Aristophanes (3).
The writer, historian or poet of classicel times, while not
oblivious of present applause, was to a greater extent than

his successor of today writing with an eye to his future
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readers. Much of Tacitus! outlook is more readily understood
when his concern for poéterity is considered; for +this ex-
tends beiond a mere didacticisme It embraces the whole field
of living. In a later discussion (4) it will be suggested
that nelther Tacitus nor many of his contemporaries had =
conception eof an after~life so clsar as the GChristian con=
ception simply becauss there was no sysﬁeggéed theology wupon
which it could be founded. Inasmuch as Rome was the centrs
of humanity and seemed endowed with an eternal foundation, te
live on in a spiritual senss with future generations of
Romans would be the sumnit of ambition of a proud and high=
principled noble such as Taecitus. He regarded the past in a
similar way; he was living Iin Rome not only with his con-
temporaries of the early years ef the sesond century but
also with what his ancestors had left to Rome. Thess be=
quests to posterity made by previous generations wers closely
identified with the men who made theme In other words
Tiberius’' 1life did not cease so far as Rome was eoncerned
when his servants smothered him with blankets in his retreat
in Caprsas; a part of him - and a real part is meant =
acted whenever some mnew vietim was put on trial charged under
the treason laws for whose application and enforcemsnt in Rome
he and his mother had been so much responsible. In the same
'''''''' way a real part of Messalina and of Nero was alive when each
new act of profliigacy, to which in its earlier stages of
development they had been so addicted, occurred at Rome. A4s
the maiestas laws and a wide range of debauched activities
were their legaciss, a spiritual part of thess long=dead

pe9ple was didentified with aects whieh sprang from ths precedents
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they had set in their lifetime. In this sense Tacltus saw
the past as contemporaneous with the present, and his era ab
Rome cannot aécurately be appraised apart from the events which
wers chronologieally past but which endured interwoven with the
present.

So by ‘contemporary? society will be meant socieiy over the
whole period of the early BEmpire; and the fact that Tacitus
is discussing men and women most of whom were long dead when
he wrole should nol be allowed to create the idea that the
vices of Tiberius, OClaudius, Nero and their womenfolk were
by this +time entirely obsolete,

It is evident that the question of Tacitus® motives in
writing his historical works merits close examinaﬁion° It has
all too readily been assumed that as his interest lay’ in
writing of the events of the past he was in the modern sense
of the word an historian, one who by assembling information
and intelligently interpreting it hopss to arrive at a truly
accurate viswepoint from which %0 survey the events of the
past; this is a wholly mistaken notion, and consequently it is
equally wrong to require him to use the scientific metheods
vhich are employed in modern historical research.

There are passages which can be adduced in support of the
view that Taciius was = or rather wished to be = an historian
in th§ modern scientific senss.

"Many of these matiers that I have already and will in
fubure mention", he says (5) "perhaps seem small and of 1little
consequence; I knoWwesse.o.but it will be advantageous to have
examined at +their first appesarance those +trifling matters in
which, often, momentous happenings have their beginnings®.



And again:

Meeoes0 thggi?énly events and thelr outcomes, which usually
happen quite by chance, but their motives and causes may alse
be known®. (6).

Both of these statements .are interesting, but when read out

of their contexts may be misleading. The first statement is
actually part of an apology to the reader for the narration
of what Tacltus fears 1s a monotonous catalogues of treason
trials of apparently littls individual significance. It may be
remarked in passing that so far as is known Tacitué never
describes the momentous happenings of which these treason trials
are the beginnings, but sinece his concern with the majestas
law is clearly considerable, it is most likely +that the
missing books of the Higtories contain the final Justification
of his detailed accounts vof the earlier +trials. The second
quotation 1s better evidence of a scientific approach in his
work, and indeed as will be seen later im this introduction
the Higtories (from which this comment is taken) are more akin
to 'modern! history and yet dramatically far less satisfactory
than the Anpals.

In a later chapter (7) it will be seen how the seorn
of Tasltus for the soclety of his day and his ecynical attitude
towards ingenuously accepted beliefs growr with his advance im
years, and 1is more noticeably present in higs 1lsst work, the
Annals, than in the earlier Higtories. Indeed it would be
surprising if +this trend had not taken place in a 1life in
which bad ruler followed bad ruler culminating in the uniquely
bad final few years of Domitian’s reign. The Higtogigé do

constitute a more serious attempt to give a matter=of=fact account
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of the events after the death of Nero = assuming always
that the last books follow the same trend as do the surviving
first four books. The second quotation given above sounds as
though this were really a claim to a scientific atiitude
towards his task, and that, at a glanse, is a natural enough
interpretation of Tacitus® words. In the event, however, all
that it comes to mean is that a mumber of comparatively dull
facts will have to be mentioned so that the future dencusment =
the factions and the wars for the succession = will be in-
telligible to the reader. This is not a claim to be engaged
in the writing of scientifiec history; it is simply a comment
explaining why his lengthy description of the state of the
Empire and its legions 1s necessary for an understanding of
his subsequent narrative,

What then were Tacitus®' intentions in deseribing the politieal
history of Rome from the ’death of Augustus? Briefly, he has
given a gloomy account of the early Empire; his adherence in
his narrative %o what 1is known from other sources to be the
truth 1is always remarkably close, yet many have suspected that
the times were not = could not have been = so appalling as
he has portrayed them. And yet most of his story!s gloomy
character is due not to actual statements but to hints and
implications. One gains a less favourable impression of the
reign of Tiberius, for instance, from a general remding of the
Annals than from a closer and more literal study of the words
in which the reign is described. The reason for this tendency
to distort the true historical personalities of the leading
figures of Rome duwring the first century is that, far from

being sclentific, Taeitus'! purpose 1s fundementally a moral onse.
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Obviously these two different types of approach to history
are entirely incompatible; and if at the ssme time as preaching
an emotionally stimulating sermon to his hearers he could also
inform them by presenting a story consisting of cold hard
fact, Tacitus felt, so much the better, for his persuasivensss
would thus be increased. He is at pains, therefore, to claim
for his work the two most elementary qualities necessary for
a factual and scientific treatise = veracity and impartiality.

"But I am not inventing marvels", he insists when an
ospecially amazing piece of conduct has to be described (8),
and "What I have told, and shall tell, is the truth. Older
men heard and recorded it%,
The Annals are introduced by the eclaim:

"I shall write without indigmation or partisanship: in my
case the customary incentives to these are lacking". (9).
That his seareh for truth was genuine is readily dempnétratad
by the fact that other sources = contemporary writings and
archasological discoveries =~ continually corroborate and only
rarely contradiet his statements. (10). Concerning his impartiality
there 1is dintroduced the question not of facts by themselves
but of their interpretation; and Taecitus naturally makes their
interpretation subservient to his moral purpose. The result is
inevitable; despite his claims to impartiality almost all students =
sympathetic as well as unsympathetic = have agreed in finding
him deficient in this respect.

Even if its moral purpose were not implicit throughout the
length of his work, his statement of the purpose, in his
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estimation, of historical writing is not at 8ll ambiguous.

"I hold it the chief office of history", he says, "to
rescue virtue from oblivion, and that base words and deeds
should have the fear of posthumous infemy". (11).

Moral judgment is also Implied in a further passage:

"ile Romans neglect modern history while praising the
deeds of our ancestors®. (12);
that ‘'praising' is the correct +translation of the verb
‘extollere® in +the passage "dum vetera extollimus recentium
incuriosi® is shown by +the context of the comment; it oceurs
in an excomium upon Arminiuvs. Thus again Tacitus sees the
historian's function not as recounting and explaining bubt as
‘praising'; and praise or condemnation involves moral asgsessment,
anathema to the man whose thought 1s genuinely sclentific,
Elsewhere he makes a plea for‘ the perpetuation of the memory
of illustriocus men:

"And let us make at least this concession to the reput-
ation of famous men: as in their burial they are distinguished
from the common herd, so when their deaths are mentioned 1let
each receive his separate, permenent record®. (13).

Tacitus is here craving his reader's indulgence for the unending
catelogue of similar deaths whieh he is retailing = the

reason he himself gives for so doing. It is not an obsession
with the ‘victim® type as suggested with such confidence by

B. Walker. (14).

If the purpose of his writings is fundamentally a moral
one, it iz to be expected that the style will be predominantly

anecdotal. This 1is +true especially of the style of +the Apnals.
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But the anecdotes must be contained within conseientiously
applied limits which are the measures of the truth, not of
the credibility of his subject matter. He is emphatic in his
determination not %o include incredible stories to scare people
out of vice into virtue., Popular report, even though it may
be widely accepted, is rigorously to be excluded unless its
truth can be established:

"My own molive and intention in mentioning and refuting
the rumour has been to illustrate by one conspicuous instance
the falgity of héarsay gossip, and to wurge those who read
this book not to prefer incredible tales = however widely
current and readily accepted = to the truth unblemished by
marvels®. (15).

Although Tacitus states that histories in general should
concern themselves with importent affairs (16), it is with
people rather than with events that he is primarily concerned.
No better demonstration of +his could be furnished than his
account of +the Cherusci receiving Itelicus as king = an
appointment that had the support of Claudius. A 1lengthy passage
discusses the German reaction to his coronation; the character
of the new ruler is carefully analysed in speeches by his
supporters and their opponsnts. After all the speeches Itelicus?
whole subsequent career is described thus:

"There followed a battle = important by native standards -
which Itelicus won. Bub success made him arrogant and he was
ejected. Subsequently he was restored with the help of the
Langobardi, But in good and bad fortune alike he proved

disastrous to the Cherusei®. (17).
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As Fourneaux commentss

'"These sentences are intended to sum up the whole of
his reign, and no further mention is made of him", (18).

One gains the Impression thet after discussing the pro’s and
con's of the appointment in at least adequate detail Tacitus
lost interest when an objective appraisal of his later career
is needed. This 1s only one of many examples that could be
given whefe his interest in men rather than in events is
manifest, This being the ecase, there is no reason to doubt
that he really did believe that morsl exposition was the
‘preecipuum munus annalium?,

A later discussion will show (49) how inextricebly interwoven
were the Roman concepts of religion and politics; and as even
to the Romans there was some vague connection between morsls
and religion, the Higtories and Amnals furnish not only a
moral but a political commentery on the times. Many of Tacitust
anecdotes offer both moral and political instruction, and the
courses of action discussed usuelly involve some degree of
internal econflict. Politically speaking, for instance, expediency
requires a silence during periods of oppressive rule = it is
folly to hazard one's life by freely expressing oneself before
irresponsible tyrants; and yet when times improve the conscience
is apt to be troublesome by providing remirders of what in
retrospeet appears as cowardice rather than as prudence. Thers
is wvirtue in endurance indeed, and Tacitus is able to boast (20)
that for fifteen years he and his fellow-members of the Senate
endured the arbitrary conduct of a savage without complaint.

Times may be bad, but better days will always come, and they



=12=
must be awaited patiently. (21).

These points are to be borne in mind before evidence of
Tacitus®! views can begin to be extracted from his writings.
There are good reascns for accepting what he wrote of the
past as evidence of what he thought of the present; to impose
upon him the +itle of histerian in the modern sense of the

word involves imposing upon him eritical stendards with whieh
he never intended to conform; and since his aim as an

artist was to instruct future generations rather than to amuse
his fellows, he sought by his examples and his interpretatiocn
‘of those examples to offer moral = and to some extent

political = guidance to his readers.



RELIGION AND PHILOSOPHY,
L, RELIGION

Religion in the early Roman Empire meant 1little more than
the due observance of traditiomal ceremony and ritual. Some of
these observances had originated in the rather nebulous regal
period, as Tacitus himself records (I); others were of a much
more recent origin, and the Augusten settlement besides re~
organising .the existing corpus of ritual gave rise %o more (2).
Apart from the diseretion shown by Augustus in instituting
these religious imnovations = for they were an important com-
ponent of the Pax Romans = two contributory causes secured
their acceptance intc Roman life; one was the extension to
Avugustus® ordinances thet the succession of Tiberius secured., In
this respeet the mediation of Livia between her husband and
her son cannot be ignored and will be discussed later (3)

The second cause was the innate conservatism of the Roman
people themselves.

Whatever the etymological derivation of +the word Treligion® (4)
its usage in imperial Roman +times implies nothing of metaphysics
or of codes of ethicse It seems to be xrelated to the word
lex' = a fact which indicates a worldly obligation in
supposedly other-worldly matters.

The old republican religion was essentially pantheistic; it
consisted in fact of an adaptation of the Greek pantheon upon
which there became superimposed a local and native system of
punins. Veneration was paid to the Iares and Penates of the
farm and family. The fields, the c¢rops, the crossromds and the

family hearth esch had 1its lesser diety, and these became in-

dissolubly associated with their presiding gods sinece these
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humble things constituted the daily enviromment of the simple
agrarian Roman.

Inevitable questions arcse in times of want and adversity;
then the hollowness of such ritual became disconcertingly
apparent. Further, there was the erosive effect of Hellenisation
and 1ts concomitent philosophies; such speculation had already
existed as an integral part of Roman l1life sinee the days of
the Seipionie Circle. Its danger as an enervating influence
upon Reme had been noﬁiced and much commented upon by Cato;
and a reading of Juvenal and Martial shows to how great an
extent Greek influences were propagating themselves in +the .
early days of the Empire, and how the Roman mind nurtured as
it was chiefly by a Greek education was absorbing Greek
medicine, Greek astrology, and in fact all the Greek influences
of the day, which were every bit as debilitating politically
as they were humanising intellectually.

These influences were felt in the sphere of religion as.
well as in other activities; that sphere gradually grew so that
it embraced what the Christian era accepted as fundementally
important ingredients = codes of moral conduct together with
metaphysical and theological enquiry. The Stoie school of
philosophy had for generations before Tacitus held sway over
many of Rome's leading characters and statesmen; its code of
ethics was that which to a great extent moulded the lives of
sueh men as Clcero, Mucius Scaevola Pontifex and Brutus, and
in the early empire its devotees formed the nucleus of the
anti-Caesarean opposition.

Ethic systems were becoming insufficient in themselves during
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the 1lifetime of Tacitus; the o0ld formael religion was observed
with no great enthusiasm despite the new lease of 1life that
Augustus hed won for it, and depended for its survival
lergely upon the intense respect for tradition so characteristic
of the Roman. The outward ritual was the same as ever, but
the spirit had almost disappeared. Indeed there was likely +o
be 1little spirit iIn a corpus of what now seem to have been
observances that included a belief in the divinity of deceased
emperors. Some credence might conceivably be placed in the
divinity of one who in life had at least put an end to
interminable wars and private armies; some plausibility might
even be found for the apotheosis of the haughty, gloomy and
unapproachable Tiberius, for his and Iivia’s conservatism had
retified and thus perpetuated Augustus? seﬁtlement; but no
thinking Roman could subseribe to such an elevation of the
pusillanimous antiquarian Claudius. Yet these @Bities werse
assiduously cultivated, mechanically without doubt, along with
all the rest of the lore bequeathed by the Republic; and
Tacitus followed these customs too, for in religious as well as
in most other matters he was a narrow, blind and mechanicsl
conservative, (5).

The ground was in fact clear, a way made for the entry
into Roman 1life of some other form of religious experienes that
was direct-personal. Fereign intercourse and imports both visible
and invisible from the east had to reach Rome almost invarisbly
by way of Greece; now there was reaching Rome bearing the gtamp
of Greece an element of eastern mysticism stimulating the

Roman mind to a search for individual spiritual exaltation, and
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encouraging an inflation of +the non=corporeal ego. Thus through
Greek medis eastern religions reached Rome, and their blending
with the Greek schools there was the inevitable consequence of
the Roman®s spiritusl wvoid. It is no intention of the present
discussion‘ to suggest how much, if at all, Taecitus was tingsd
with these supernatural searchings; attention need only bs
drawn %o the presence of eastern religious thought in first -
and second-century Rome as part of Tacitus' envirorment. (6).

He could hardly fail to be aware, hoﬁever, that his own
observance of Roman religious rituel was merely perfunciory, and
that it helpsd wuphold Rome's greatnsss rather than satisfied
his intellsctual needs. Thoﬁgh his remedy for +this deficienéy
seen3 to have been refuge in an elaborate moral ecode designed
somewhat eclectically himself for himself, he indulges in
metaphysical speculations on several occasions during the course
of his narrative. (7).

The notion of Fate was a prominent mobive force throughout

to control/
classical antiquity. This mysterious forece was thought , the whole
universe, and even Zeus the father of the gods was belisved
subjectad to it. (8). The Aemeid may be ecited as evidence that
fatalism of this colour was certainly accepted in Rome at the
beginning of the Empire; (9) Suetonius in faet portrays the
Empire's founder as addicted- to this belief. (10). Indeed a
belief in the predictability of futurs events from pressab
omens, widespread as it was at Rome, seems from the manner in
whieh such pradictions were received to have demanded such an

acquiescence in this concept of fatality., Soothsaying and augury

wers %o such an extent part anmd parcel of Roman 1life that

whatever happened to be the views of the individual Roman
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concerning the organisation and development of the cosmos
they could be accepted by him simply as being what his
predecessors in Rome had accepted.

Nevertheless, although Tacitus is willing to belisve in
the accuraey = under certain conditions (11) = of such pre-
dictlons, he gives utlerance to profound and uneasy doubts.
After describing how Thrasyllus, a member of the "iribs of
astrologers" against whiech he often and bitterly inveighs (12),
bocame influential over Tiberius, he admits being unsble to
decide whether an inflexible Fate governs the world, or
whether events happen quite fortuitously with the gods holding
themselves entirely aloof from the world and its problems (13);
so too in the Agricols (14) he is unsure whether or no%
there is the reward of an >afterlife awaiting "the great and
good", To such questions as these Tacitus, it seems, has no
answer; the odd fact 1s that this agnosticism does not appsar
to be a source of anxieby to him, He seems to share at
least this with the Epicureans: that the most importent fruit
that life can bear %o any man is +the happiness that is
born n ot in a belief in the beneficence of the gods,
although Tacitus would find it difficult to subseribe to the
extreme atheism of the Epicureans, but of the tranquillity of
an ordered soclety; again he would disagree with them on the
question of the means to be adopted to obtain this order in
soclety, .

Two aspeets of religion then can be recognised in the
Rome of Tacitus' day: the personal philosophieal aspset, in
vhieh opinions tended to be of a cautious and experimental

nature; and the practicsl daily observances with 1ittle more
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than a purely secular significance. So prominent a public
figure as Tacitus (15) who was so concerned with man and
his problems must have absorbed them both to some extent,
for there was somebhing of both statesman and philosopher in
his personality. To the degree that he was a conservative
aristocrat he doubiless accepted the siriet I'religio' of Rome;
and to the extent that he was an independent 'thinker new
directions in religious thought and observances must have affected
if not positively attracted him. His role in respsct of the
newer strains of religion was much less that of a devotee
than that of an enguirer.

Examination must now be made of how Tacltus reacled
towards ‘religious! +thought as he found it; later, attention
will be vpaid to his approach %o the fundamental questions
that religion = with the more recent implications of that
word - raises in the minds of men possessed of such con-
gsederable intellectusl and imaginative powers as he.

Mucius Scaevola Pontifex said +that there were thres types
of religion, those of the poet, the philosopher and the
gstatesman. Only %o the last of +these did he attach any
importance (16). His statesman's religion was an elaborate
ritusl, antiquarian in spirit, and requiring extreme formal
accuracy in its observances (17). Whilst there are many
allusions to warious examples of Roman ritual in the writings
of Tacitus, all that can be learnt of his views of its
observance from them is +that he never allows himself to
appear sceptical. This is, unfortunately, a very negative con-

clusion %o have to draw; and at its face value does nob

help +towards the discovery of what his attitude really was.
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His apparent indifference may be the result of a deliberate
attempt to conceal elther extreme acquiescence or complete
contempt. That Tacitus in reality approached either of +thess
extremes is, however, most unlikely; in other questions wherse
his personal preference is involved he allows himself the
luxury of reiterating his approval = or, as is more usual,
his dislike = in no equivocal manner, His penchant for
certaln turns in literary or grammatical style (18), his love
of the terse summing~up of a charaeter (19), or of rounding
off a section with a trenchantly telling phrase (20) = all
these idiosynerasies he exploits to the greatest extent and
effect possible. Thus, although he protests his general ime
partiality as an historian (21) he approaches all his material
with & high degree of subjeectivity. Flainly he was a man of
considerable sensitivity and feoling, and one who tended gener=
ally to wear his heart on his sleeve.

One must infer in the abgsence of definite knowledge that
Tacitus never wrote feelingly about the ritusl of Rome for the
simple reason that he never felt mors than lukewarm about it.
Like his friend Pliny he was a subseriber to its forms and
loved through them to feel associated with the famous names
of Rome'’s greater days. He welecomed an opportunity to trace
back the history of a rite to Numa (22), or to introduce
mention of the name of Rome's founder into his diseussion (23)
= the name, that is, of ome who to the twentieth century is
a legendary figure, but who to Tacitus, who suffered the dis=
advantage of living nearer his reign by over eighteen hundred

years, was &a Teal enough person., But ‘religio' meant 1litile

more than politics to Tacitus whose attention was always

focussed upon statecraft; what affection he expended upon it
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wag a love of the end' towards which Roman religion was the
means, That end had nothing to do with the appeasement of
the individuel consecience, much less did it concern anything
approaching the Christian ideals of loving God and onmels
neighbour. Many of the leaders of the public life of Rome
were committed in théir minds to a belief in the stern and
inflexible necessities of Fate, when carefully examined ritual
could be 1little more than tokens of obedience to the will
of the state.

Although an imaginative thinker Tacitus was in many respects
a child of his age, and his perfunctory allegiance to ritual
discipline was similar no doubt to that of many of his
sehatorial contemporaries. Only by assuming that he possessed
an ingrained tendency towards cynicism does it seem possible to
explain the adoption and profession of such a patently silly
notion as the deification of former emperors. Different ssctions
of the Roman people would be moved by different motives in
respect of affection for the memory of a dead ruler; the
ordinary man-in-the=street in Rome itself was able to enjoy
immunity from the evils and hardships attendant upon corn
scarcities; there was too an inereasing number of eircus spec=
tacles and similar pageantry available for his amusement. There
was more security now that the perpetual tramp of marching
armles had gone, for rural ecommunities although in any cése
the emperor=cult would hardly have been noticed by them. There
seems to have been a decided improvement in the standard of

governors in the provinces, a faet which helped to bind her
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subject~peoples more closely to Roms; and finally, the
senatorial and equestrian orders accepted the divinity of a
deceased emperor in a spirit similar +to that which prompted
their passive servility +towards the reigning monarchs = servility
which timgﬁcééain impels Tacitus to expressions of his contempt, (24).
Affection for a memory is ome thing, however, belief in
'divine honours? is another. In = society such as that of
Rome, steeped in the culture that had been passed on by the
earlisr Greek civilisations, this belief seems almost in-
R excusable; it presupposes a degensrate and materislistic state
of that society, and its folly is equalled only by the idea
that the apotheosis was dependent upon the vote of the Senate. (25)
One might well suspeet that the cynicism of Taecitus is given
deliberate expression when he deseribes Tiberius® letter to the
Senate on the occasion of the death of his mothsr Livia:
"..che added that she was not to be deified =~ she

herself had not wished it¥"; (26)
that there should be any choice granted in +this matter te the
proposed reciplent appears at the least a wvery quaint idea.

Whilst his own testimony is lacking, an earlier historisn =
though one the gensrel circumstances of whose 1ife were quite
similar to those of Tacitus = offers many perallels in the
underlylng spirit of his writings. Livy professed himself a
believer in an immutable Fate "by whose law the pattern of
human affairs is inflexibly fixed" (27), just as Tacitus sometimes
seoms inelined to do.

"Most men, however, find it natural +to bolieve that lives
are predestined from birth", he says (28); "Perhaps he =

i.e. Galba = despised such matters as affairs of chance;
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perhaps he thought that the decrees of fate, although

signified to us, are not to be avoided"
are his two possible explanations of Galba's scorn for certein -
omens, (29). Indeed this would be in keeping with Stoic teaching,
towards which, although not committing himself any more than by
admiring examples of Stoic conduct, Tacitus inelines. (30). Both
Livy and Taeitus express acceptance of the validity of pre-
dictions by augury and other similar means (31), and this
involves them in an apparent inconsisteney with their inclinations
towards determinism. ILivy, however, suggests his reasons., His
mind, he says, takes on as it were an antiqus tinge, and-
he is constrained to believe that they = that is, auguries
ard the like = must have their significance, seeing that the
wisest of the ancients deemed them worthy of public attention. (32).
This remerkably unscientific explanation, so astonishing to a
twentieth century reader, wes not expected to surprise its
author's audience neasrly +two thousand years ago. Its serious
acceptance requires a conservatism whieh more modern and more
liberal-thinking generations camnot grasp. (33).

It might then be offered as a ressonsble hypothesis, in
view of the sgimilarities between him and Livy, that Tacitus,
resembling his predecessor in the respects just mentioned, further
resembles him in his wview of +the relationship between Fate and
Religion - or Religion as seen, from a Roman point of view,
in ome at least of its most importent aspeets.

An admirer of Tacitus is strongly tempted to persuade

himself that his author was really indifferent towards the

practice of divination so widely used - and misused = in
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his day. A perusal of the Higtories and the Annals, however,
indicates that although a tendency towards scepticism is
spparent in his later work, he never so far as one is

able to judge completely abandoned faith in prognostications.

In the first place it must be borne in mind that the
prodigies and omens which in certein instances he accepts took
place either beforg he was born, or at any rate during  his
early boyhood (34); the account that he received of them we.g,
at best, secord-hand. In expressing or implying his credence
of any presecience frem prodigies and the 1like, he was indeed
being wise after the event, for the prodigy and its outcome
were already history. This will have to be remembered when
Tacitus speaks with >conviction upon the reliability of certein
omens; his attitude would necessarily have been less eredulous
hed he been in the position of the person to whom the omen
appeared .

Secondly, differentiation must be made between a scepticism
towards the possibility of prophecy by mesans of omens; and a
scepbicism towards a particular interpretation of whai the omens
portended. Not invariably were- these' interpreted correctly; error
Wwas always liable to occur when the mob = a ususl target of
Tacitus' contemptuous ridicule - formed its own conclusions, -
“Error would often arise also during timeé of fear and danger,
vhen the fever of excitement provided opportunity for misconstruing
what wes seen in a very brief glimpse into the future.

"Monstrous births hed taken place} he recounts at one

period of crisis, "together with many oiksr marvels such as
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in wuncivilised ages are observed oven in quiet times, but

which nowedays are only heard of in +times of anxiety®, (35).
Fear then brought the Romans down, in Tacitus!? estimation, te
the level of primitive peoples because of their too hasty
belief in wonders. Again he speaks contemptuously of Rome ag
"a eity that finds meanings in everything" when a chance event
is taken as an omen by the ecredulous populace. (36),

It will be worthwhile to examine some of the more important
examples of omens and gimiler prophecies. Befores a major en-
gagement with German tribesmen, Germanicus was given an in-
dieation of the way in which the course of the ensuing battle
would go.

"Meanwhile® narrates Tacitus, "Germenicus saw a good omen.

Eight eagles attracted his attention by flying around and

then into the woods. He called out to his men, *Come on,

forward! Follew the Roman birds, the legions' own dietiesi’.....

& great victory followed, at small cost to Germanicus®, (37) .
Here 18 a case of a good omen, its recognition and correct
interpretation, and its happy outeome. It may be no more than
that Tacitus read, or was told by someone who had heard, that
the eight eagles were remarked by Germanicus, and that the
historian 1iked the dramatic effect that +this manner of ine
treduction of a battle added to a more straightforwerd account,
This may well be 80, although as will be seen as further
evidence of Taeitus!? respect for augury appears, it is an un-
likely explanation. BEven if it were the corrsct explanation,
however, it would reveal his eredulity by its very inclusion;
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and further evidence that another explanation must be sought
lies in the fact +that the omen relates to one of Tacitus?
few heroes, Germanicus. (38), |
Another ‘series of omens is stated to have been seen when
Nero began his rule.
"A series of prodigies....indicated changes for the
worse. OStandards and soldiers? tents were set on fire
RN from the sky. A swarm of bees settled on the pediment

of the Capitoline temple. Half-bestial ehildren were born,
and a pig with a hawk's clawsSec..." (39)
This certainly- sounds like wisdom after the event, for it must
be assumed that it was Rome that was to suffer +these changes
for the worse. The veracity of these prodigies is demonstrated
by the whole of the remaining chapters of the Ammals = Nero's
principate was approaching. Only a few chapters earlier,
however, (40) in describing equally fantastic events though
admittedly more closely related to ordinery human experience,
““““ Tacitus avows that whet he has told, and what he will +tell
is the truth; older men had heard and recorded ite If this
ff{fj? protestation is sincere, and there is no reason to doubt that
| it 1is 8o, Tacitus clearly believes that the prodigies mentioned
in the passage in question did in fact occur; he had found the
account written in seme source which he found it 'unnecéssary -
as was his custom - to specify,
Another passage mentioning rather similer prodigies is less
easily explained.
"Many vain prodigies intervened at this stage. A woman

gave birth to a snakece.....These occuﬁg%ces were so much
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due to the anger of the Gods that Nero continued in

in his rule and excesses for many years afterwards®. (41)
This is a remarkable passage, and it might be dinterpreted (42)
as an Iironical comment wupon the fubility of augury; but as
Tacitus elsewhere attaches importance to wvery similar
‘praesagia’ (43) such an interpretation would demend the
supposition of an intcleralle inconsistency such as is not
found elsewhere in his work. That the prodigies actually
occurred and were seen Tacitus does not doubt. He apparently
feels that not every time a snakev is brought into the world
by a woman 1is there bad or geod news at hand, One is left
with the feeling <« although this notion is not expressed -
that the interpreters of this series of omens were the public
at large, and as has been suggested above, the interpretation
was false as &a consequence.

The drony is aimed at something other than the institutions
of augury. 'The Gods! in +their apathy towards human affairs
added no further punishment to men even when procdigies of a
threatening nature were seen. Nero's reign merely continued fer
many years to come. This does noﬁ imply any mitigation, any
intrusion in the form of assistance %o mankind on the part of
the Gods =~ as -though men in their éstimation were being
punished sufficiently anyway. The portents were indeed ‘!irrita';
the Gods were simply unconcerned - gine cura deum = amnd
nothing is implied regarding the authorship of these phenomens,
by the verb ‘eveniebant’. In iimes of distress, it seems, the
Gods were indifferent - too indifferent even to punish. Such

inefficient Gods, Tacitus seems to suggest, had only an
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ornamental wvalue, and that only +o minds prone to superstition.

Next there is an instance of the realisation of threats
arising from bad omens,

""Paetus....ontered Armenia" states Tacitus "....bub ‘the
omens were sinister. For while crossing the Euphrates bridge,
the horse carrying the consuler insignia +took fright for no
apparent reason, and bolted to the rear. Then a victim due
for sacrifice - when the consiruction of the winler camp
was ecomplete = escaped oubside the rampart beforz the
work was dons. Moreover some soldiers!? Javelins caught fire =
e particularly significant portent since the Parthian enemy
fights with missiles. But Paetus disregarded the omens™. (44).

This extraet offers a straightforward description of sinister
omens which, had they been regarded with anything but scorn by
Paefus = for the word 'spretis' does not suggest a mere failure
to recognise what was portended = would have dissuaded him, one
presumes, from adopting the course that he did adopt with such
disastrous results. Such a narrative suggests most cogently the
credulity of Tacitus. Even mors conviciion accrues from the
parenthetic phrase ’magis insigni prodigio'; for one who was
sceptical of prodigies generally would hardly be likely +to admit
varying degrees of significance.

For Tacitus to be so openly eredulous is exceptional;
regularly his descriptions of omens are elusive. Perhaps this
elusiveness emanates from uncertainty; perhaps it is deliberate
ambiguity; or perhaps it is born of an ironical approach towards

the prevalent semses of values that were accepted at Rome around

the beginning of the second century. In this last case the
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whole point or content of the irony cannot be recaptursd. &
peried of enlightened rule was beginning; that this was really
80 was everybody's hops, but nobody actually could know it,
Similarly enlightened were the earlier years of the reigns of
Tiberius and Domitian, and even Nero had besn less of a
scourge to Rome at the beginning of higs reign. Possibly +his
sense of doubt and diffidence is best conveyed by a passing

_______ remark pubt into the mouth of another of Tacitus!? heroes =

L Thrases Paetus. (45). Thrasea comments that this breﬁrogressive

| tendency which Tiberius, Nero and Domitisn had exhibited seemed

to be a permanent feature of Romens in office, (46) . Perhsps
too Taeitus is still conscious of the dangers of this trend,
Anyway, whatever the reason, in ths majority of citations by
him of omens, prodigies and the 1like he appsars %o be sglmost
self-consciously non-committal. Again one must beware of confusing
the rejection of an omen with the rejection of a particular
interpretation or relevance of an omen., It is fair to conclude
that even when the portents are described bub the outcoms
proves them to have besn wrongly interpreted their very mention
by an author who knows that they are to be contradicted by
the subsequent facts that he himself supplies, is either an
outright mockery of omens or an act of faith in them; but for
this to constitubes an outright mockery, omens would have to be
expected to be despised uniformly throughout +the whols of the
written work of the author. So in the greatest number of
references to omens and portents in the historical works of

Tacitus, an impartial statement of an omen as it was seen or was

reported to have been seen, even when the narrative later rejects
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its evidence as unreliabls, may not be taken to suggest
Tacitus! incredulity,

In several other anecdotes he gives an account of how
the mob seized upon a wrong interpretation of some phenomenon.
Sometimes they erred by basing their suppositions wupon popular
belief; sometimes superstitious faney was the culprit; often
the instances merely show how right Tacitus was when he said
that our minds are ready %o believe vanything once they lose
their normaY poise. (47).

Tacitus recounts an episode when Nero and Britannicus
appsared together at a public spectasle.

"While Claudius was present at the games in the

Circus" he relates, ".,..the greater applause received by

Nero = greater, that is, than that received by Britannicus -

was regarded as prophetic. A& further story +that in his

infaney serpents had watched over him was a fable adapted

from foreign miracle tales. Nero himgelf who was not

over-modest = used to say that just one snske had been

seen in his bedroom". (48).
The first part of the story = that concerning the popularity
of Nero = 1is told, for what it is worth, without comment,
although the expectations of the orown were unfortunately realised.
But the story of the serpents is dealt with by Tacitus in a
very brusque mammer. This is not becuase the circumstances are
any more faneiful than oﬁhers that he accepts, but simply
because they ars contrary to what he knew %o be the true
facts concerning Nero's infancy. If the +tals could have baen
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subgtantiated at all, then surely Nero himself of all psople,
Tacitus says, was vthe man to do so., This instance shows that
he preserves his ecritical faculties in the treatment of at
least one omen, and there is absolutely no reason to suppose
that he so far violated his ecritieal instincts elsewhere as te
include in his historieal works several other no less improbable
anecdotes, unless he really believed in those others.

In describing an unusually destructive fire which took place
on the Caelian hill in  Rome, Tacitus says:

"{The calamity that occurred when a huge amphitheatre

collapsed with the loss of many thousands of lives} wasg

not <forgotten when Rome suffered from an esceptionally

destructive fire which gutted the Caelian hill. This was

a fatal year, people said. Fastening on a scapegoat for

chance happenings (as the public does), they detected an

evil omen in the Emperorls decision to leave Rome. Tiberius

disarmed ecriticism by disﬁributing money in proportion to

losses incurred". (49).
This passage 1is rather difficult to construe. Tacitus arraigns
the ordinary people for seeking to find a gullty saet in order
to explain things that they believed %o bs ill omens, . but
which in faet are shown to be merely matters of chance, Now
why he should choose to believe that these events were any
less ill omens, any the more simply fortﬁitous occurrenges,
than for instance the shying of a horse or the escape of an
intended sacrificial wvietim, is difficult to explain., It may be
the result of conseience, and a wish to moderate a harrative

whieh 1is causing much damage to the reputation of Tiberius =
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an attempt to show that that Emperor was not intrinsiecally a
bad man excepting where his mother!s ambition overrcde his own
personality. (50), A far move likeiy explanation may be ex-
tracted from a consideration of the circumstances of +thess and
other ‘'omens'. It seems that +the omens to which Tacitus gives
the greatest amount of credencs are thoge which gein dignity from
their attendant circumstancés. Things learnt from entrails by the
haruspices, occurrences at altars of sacrifice, prodigies seen
by geherals bafore battle = these and such-like matters are
found to be recorded if not without reluctence to give judg-
ment, at any rate without scepticism. Events affecting the
ordinary people, on the other hand, events that had 1little
bearing upon the Tsumme Iimperii’ hed no hallowing enviromment,-
and ecan therefore bs dismissed by Tacitus = whose snobbish
attitude is manifest at every turn = as wvalusless,

The above has been a survey of the more important omens
narrated by Tacitus in the Aunals. It has no pretensions *te
exhaustiveness, but claims to suggest merely his genmeral attitude
towards the subjeect. In the last two cases mentioned he rejects
them as being either entirely unfounded or +the result of the
unskilled interpretations of an undiscerning public; in the other
instances he describes the portents as matters of fact, which
in itself indicates at least ‘a lack of that contempt which the
twentieth century would find itself inclined +to bestow upon them;
and in three examples at least he gives his complete acquiescence
to the wvalidity of +the omens.

From these facts a general conclusion may bs arrived at;
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that 1s, that from the descriptions of important prodigies,
portents and omens in the surviving books of the Annalg there
are sure indications that the author fully believed inv the
prophetic validity of such praesagia, with the reservation that
the hasty assumptions of +the publie, and interpretations formed
in times of stress and denger are likely to bs inaccurate. If
the evidence upon whieh this conclusion is based seems at times
to be temuous, this may be charged to the habitual elusiveness
77777777 of Tacitus when there is question of placing his private
opinions and judgments upon record. His methed of treating his
matter is exceptionally subjective, there is no doubt; and this
might well be regarded as a great advantage in the present
inguiry. But the adventage invarisbly disappeers as Tacitus, in
his efforts to attain impartiality, involves himself time and
again in apparent inconsistencies.
The Annals comprise his latest extant writings., It camnct
reasonably be supposed that the circumstences of his 1life should
have led him to become any the more gullible and ingenuoug in

the Annals than he was when writing his earlier works; he, a

men of polentially great consequence in Romen politics, spent
the greater part of his 1life under conditions of acute politiecal
unrest, not +to mention the terrors of persecution; he lived
without either +the stimulus or the comsolation of a religious
code and discipline into perspective with whieh he could marshal
his thoughts and feelings.

So far as the question of belief in omens and prodigies is
concerned the expectetion of an increasing scepticism in the 1later

works of Tacitus is realised; as one can apparently reach fairly
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definite conclusions about his beliefs in the fAnnals, similar
conclusions based wupon more emphatic evidence can be obtained
from the Histories.

As early as in the third chapter of the first book,
Tacitus has wunequvocelly committed himself.

"And in addition to these manifold disasters in
human affeirs" he states, "there were prodigies in earth
and sky; there were warnings from lightning, there were
presages for the future, some of good, some of evil, some
obscure, some not to be misunderstood”. (51).

To reject a clear stetement of this nature, and to believe
in the 1light of it that Tacitus was sceptical of divination
and augury would require a fair degree of perversity.

Some of the more important ‘praesagis! of the Histories
will provide the basls for a discussion complementary to that
based wupon the omens mentioned in the Annals, as above,

& marvellous +thing happenéd +to Vitellius.

"As he wes addressing the army® Tacitus states, %a
flight of ill-omened birds passed 1like a cloud over his
head, obscuring the 1light of day. There wag another dire
omen also; a bull escaped from the alter, and after
scattering the preparetions for the sacrifice was slain at
some distance and in a mamner different from that usually
observed with victims®, (52).

The unhappy events which these ill omens foé@arned ‘duly +teok
place very shortly afterwards. The Vitellian faction was completely
overthrown. If Vitellius was in doubt concerning the issue befcre

the occuégécem of these prodigies, the wonders did in fact succeed
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in shattering his confidence; his face, his gait showed alarm
as each new messanger arrived; and finally he was for ever
in hisg cups.

A most interesting circumstance occurred at the death of
Otho.
"The dinhabitants of Regium Lepidum narrste that en the
day of the battle of Bedriacum a bird of unknown aspeet
alighted there in a frequented grove, where it remained
unterrified and undisturbed by the throng of people, or by
the birds that thronged around it until the moment when
Otho put an end to himself. Then it disappeared; and a
calculation of the +time showed that the begimning and end
of the marvel coincided with the lagt hours of Otho's
life®. (53).
There seems 1littls room for doubt from these words that Tacitus
accepts this story as an omen correctly interpreted; the
rarensess and persistence of the bird, together with the coin-
cidence of its appearance and the death of Otho each preclude
it from being a natural event. This aneedote is very strong
in drematic effect, and it is told with a sense of awe that
forbids ome ‘o suppose that the event was fortuitous.

Another similar story is tcld of Galbas sacrifieing in the
Temple of Apollo.

"eossGalba was sacrifieing in the Temple of Apolle
when the soothsayer Umbricius announced in the hearing of
Otho, who was stending by, that the entrails vere un-
favoursble, portending an imminent plot and a foe within

the house. Otho interpreted the omen in the contrary semnse,
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as favourable to himself and implying a prosperous issue

to his enterprise’. (54).
One might cynically suppose, of course, that the soothsayei vas
dropping in Galba's ear a word that had come to him from a
source other than the entrails of the vietim. Yet Tacitus,
an adept in the use of innuendo, gives no hint of sush a
suspicicn, and the incident is deseribed with the straightforwardness
born of credulity. The words ‘e contrario! might be translated
as 'from the opposite point of’ view?, fér the interpretation
of Otho wes not inconsistent with that of Umbricius; bad news
for Galbe meant at this stage good news for Otho. The ime
portant point is that Otho's interpretation im only incidentelly
correct. Further it might be suggested that the dignity of the
scene, set as it was, in the Temple of Apollo, would help
Tacitus towards belief in this prediction. (55).

Not only to Roman priests and generals does Tacitus aseribe
the power of divimation. A Cyprioct priest is mentiocned:

"The priest, whose neme was Sostratus, percieving that
the entrails were all alike favourable, and that the
Goddess looked approvingly on some great enterprise, gave
a brief and ordinary answer for the moment, and then,
granting a private interview, disclosed the future", (56),

Titus, the reciplent of this information, believed it; his own
and his father’s armies certainly believed it, and there is no
indication from Taecitus that he was any more sceptical +than

they were. As has been pointed out already, the admission of

such a story into what +the author claims to be a factusl

narrative, without any qualifications, helps to establish his
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belief in divination in general.
hgain Tacitus relates:

"When Vespasian was there, sacrificing, nursing secret
ambitions in his mind, the priest Bagilides after repested
examination of the entrails declared I'Whatever it is you
are designing, Vespasian = whether it be the building of
a house or ean extension of your boundaries or a largex
mmber of slaves = know that you are to have a big
mansion, a vast domain and a multitude of attendantsi". (57)

It is unlikely that Basilides imegined just how accurate in
each of +these three respects his prediction would prove to bes
One need not believe that Tacitus would have followed

Vespasian into the heights of astrology which he mentions
elsewhere in the same chapter.

Meeeothe others boldly crowded around Vespasian, and
encouraged him; they reminded him of certain prophetic
utterances, and of certain movements of +the stars. For
Vespasian himself was not insensible to influences of this
kind;",

The language of Tacitus mekes it clear, in fact, that he wishes
himself entirely dissociated from such views on his own part;
yet he accepts the omens that Vespasian remembered concerning
himgelf - once more, eloquently without comment:

"0ld omens now recurred to his mind, A lofty cypress
tree on his property had suddenly fallen: next day it hsd
grown agein on the same spot, as tall as before, and more

exuberantecscce.® (58),



This and the previous story seem to have been released
by Vespasian and Titus only after the happy outcome that they
signified hed, in fact, been fulfilled. (59)., It secems to the
more sophisticated reader of the twentieth century that for an
emperor to recount from his thronme how foreign priests had
foretold his destiny for his high office would be an invitation
to derision; it was not so, however, for Tacitus, and he records
the subsequent revelation in an impertially factual manner.

There are limits to his credulity, however; statues turning
of their own aceord and talking oxen seem %o +transgress what
has already been seen to be a none too stringent compess:
"Alarm also was created by prodigies reported by divers
witnesses. The reins of +the chariot on which Victory stands
in the area of the Capitol hed dropped from her hendSce.coe
secal ox Iin Etruria had spoken; monstrous births had taken
place, together with many other marvels such ag in un~
clvilised ages are observed even in quiet times, bubt. which
nowadays are heard of only in moments of anxiety®. (60).
The phenomens in question are certainly of an extravagent nature,
not paralleled among other prodigies to which Tacitus accords
belief, Tongues run riot during times of stress and emergency (61),
and although his contemporaries do not as a genersl rule imitate
their remote amcestors, they emerge little better than they -
to Jjudge from the wild gossip that flies around - in monents
of crigis.

Later in the smme chapter his complaint is of a different

nature:
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"And as soon as men's minds had been relieved from
these fears, the fact that [btho’é] way %o the war....wvas
blocked, instead of being referred to chance or to natural
causes, was Iinterpreted as a portent, ominous of impending
calamity®.
Here again (62) is his caution against an all too ready
acceptance of unusual sights or events as being omens. Not only
do cfises promote the invention of, gossip about, and finally
belief in faneiful events, but perfectly natural things are
taken as omens and portents. Again his scepticism includes not
only the conditions of ecrisis obtaining at the time the 'omen!
is seen, but the general irresponsibility of +the herd. This |
contempt for the fashion of the people for discovering non-existent
portents finds its clearest expression by Tacitus in +the words (63)s
"apud civitatem cuncta interpretantem, funesti ominis loco acceptum
est quod..o.."; Rome had attained to such a habit of seeing
hidden meanings in things +that nothing escaped its attehtions.

Omens and prodigies, auguries, divinations and other prophécies,
then, seem ummistekeably to have been real occurences to Tacitus.
They may forbode good ar evil, they may be readily or only
with gsome difficulty interpreted. Sometimes strange things are
wrongly construed as being f'preesagia', but this is not always
necessarily the case. How then are the valid indications of the
future to be recognised? And once their validity is established,
how is their meaning to be explained? And then what is one %o
do? Are their injunctions blindly to be obeyed, or has one any
choice in the matter? An indication of +the answers that Tacitus

would supply %o the first two questions has already been given;

but there seems to be no means of discovering what his answers
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to the remeining questions would have been. The questions
themselves arise quite sharply in the following passages
®.eoothe day was disturbed by thunder, lightning and

unwonted terrifying signs in the heavens. In ancient times,

the observation of such things would have broken up a

public assembly; but it did not deter Galba from proceeding

to the camp. Perhaps he despised such mnatters as affairs

of chance; perhaps he thought that the decrees of Fate,

although signified to us, are not to be avoided?. (64).
This dilemma may, of courss, have eoxisted in the mind of Galbs
as Taeibtus states; bubt this would seem inconsistent for a man
whose gullibility and proneness to superstition was almost
legendary. (65). The alternative is much more likely; that this
is another instance of Taecitus transferring his own thoughts into
the speeches of others. ‘(66). The dilemma is simply presented,
however, and Tacitus makes no atbempt, unfortunately, to sugges?®
vwhich of the alternatives he regards as the more reasonable.

Unlike the later Histories and Annsls, the earlier works of
Tacitus throw no positi&e light wupon his attitude towards omens
and prodigles. This 1s not altogether surprising; for whersas the
Higtories and the Anngls are describing the complex fabric of
state and statecraft in which augury is present as one fine bub
important thread, an encomium upon his father-in-law, a geo=
graphical survey of the German tribes and their territories and a
dialogue in which the subject of elogquence 1is discussed, are
media in which it would be more surprising than otherwise to
find supernatural phenomens influencing or foreasting the behaviour

of any of the characters.
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It was remarked at the outset of this discussion that
there are grounds for believing that there 'became manifest in
the later writings of Tacibtus a heighbened eritieal senss, and
less general’ credulity. It has also been pointed out that an
existence under murderous rulers capable of ths most arbitrary
conduct is likely to cause disillusiomment and eynicism, and
to meke one who survived such a period of terror more soul-
searching and cautionslfor the fubure. A further interesting
fact emerges from a study of the omens, portents and the like
in Tacitus: 10 speak arithmetically, the Higstories contain just
as many accounts of such phenomena as do the régggggg although
the former are considerably less +than half ag long'vas the
latter, and cover a very much shorter period. It does not
seem too mueh to infer that Taecitus did, in fact, become in-

reasingly cynieal iﬁ his last years and that thus he becsame
less prone to sacrifice the description of hard facts, un-
pleasant because closely wrelatad to his own experience, in
favour of mysterious anecdotes.

This poin%, howsver, cannot be laboursd +oo much. Statisbical
methods of studying the Humanities, especially +the eclassical
authors, do not in principle seem a satisfactory means of golving
the problems involved. Then, to0o0, consideration must be given to
the sources from which Tacitus! material was obtained. In the
case of the Anpals, written records wers necessarily drawn upon.
In the Higbories, however, many of the details of the agonising
year of the Four Emperors must have been stamped upon his

memory as the inétdents occurred; a youbth of fifteen years of
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age of Tacitus' sitation must have been very much alive to the
dramatic happenings of the +time. And apart frqm his own memory,
he musi have been gserved by the memories of older eye-witnesses,
some of them perhaps rhetoricians with an eye for the ineredible
less scrupulous than Taecitus himself,

Included in the above discussion has heen mentionof the
vocabulary employed to deseribe +the wvarious means of looking into
the future with some degree of official sanction. The +terms

have been used for the most part without precise distinctions

bocause Tacitus' own terminology = in keeping indeed with +that

of his fellow Roman historians = is also very loose. F.B. Kraﬁss (67)
has attempted ﬁo define‘ sone approximata areas of meaning for

the various terms used by ILivy and Suetonius as well as by
Tacitus; he shrswdl& mekes no eclaim to absolute accurscy as

both Servius (68) and St. Augustine (69) state that no clear-cut
demarcations were récognisedo According to Krauss, the term with
the widest range of meaning is 'prodigium', amd this normally
relates to a purely accidental phenomenon. Both the words
'portentum' and ‘lostentum' deseribe phenomena manifesting the

future to the pﬁblic. at large rather than to a private in-
dividual; in the case of such a revelation to o privaté person
the usual word is ‘omen®. This latter word may also indicate

an event which is thought %o be of no importance at the time

of its happening., Finally he finds that the word ‘monstrum'

contains a distinetly threatening note; an admonition of.
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of Tacitus. In fact it could be definitely misleading if it
vere used inb an attempt sclentifically to relate his meaning
to his terminology along thess lines.

The future could be explored by. other means at Rome = a%
least that was the claim of certvain people thus concerned, These
peopls were the .astrologers or ‘’mathematici?, Concerning these
Tacitus is for once eclear in the expressién of his feelings.

He most strongly indicts them at the beginning of his historical
writings:
".008 tribe of men who betray-vthe great, anmd befool

the eredulous = a tribe that in our city will always bs

proscribed, and always hold their ground®. (70).

He regards them as a complete nuisance to 8ll men of con-
sequence < those who have, and those who have not yet arrived
at the height of power. Just how stubbornly they did hold
their ground is seen from the number of fruitless attempts to
remove them from Rome, as related by Taeitus (71) and other
writers. (72). In spite of decrees of expulsion, however, they
continued to flourish in Rome so successfully that Diocletian,
two centuries later, was to be exasperated by their never=ceasing
presence. (73). A compelling explanmation of these decrees is that
the Emperors themselves attached so much importanse +to their
prophecies that they feared that others, emboldened by similar
prophecies, would come to rival themselves in their desire for
power; the Imperial astrologers would thus, of course, be re-

tained. (74). It is 1likely that Tacitus! abundant contempt for
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their wares spfings from & conbempt for the vendors themselves,
for many freedmen (75) and their inferiors were mnumbered among
the astrologerso Worse than their status was the unfortunate
degree of Iinfluence vwhich +they enjoyed over the Caesars and
their immediate family circles, and it appears +o have been
invariably a degrading influence.

Significant are the reasons given by Claudius, and seemingly
endorsed = or at least undisputed - by Taeitus (76) for the
establishment of a school of soothsayers at Rome, Claudius
speaks of <the impstus +o the observance of religious ceremoniss
whieh the ddviee of soothsayers has given in the past; but
at present the advance of foreign superstitions = a heading which
could not fail to include astrology = has conbtributed to publie
indifference towards +the older native art. This conservatism -

a preference for +things Roman 1o things fofeignp and for
established customs to imnovations = is quite consistent with
the general outlook of Taeitus.,

This 1is not to say. that he attaches no credence to the
utterances of astrologers. His "implicit faith in the skill of
these eastern imposters" accompanied by "such distrust of their
honesty® (77) constitutes another example of the difficulty one
finds in discerning what was the state of religious belief during
this period. It appears that with a widening of interest in
mysticism and the occult there had followed an opening of ears
to the prophecies of astrologers, to the extent +that the city
was overflowing with professors of the art, bogus and genuine,
and they constituted a strong subversive influence upon publiec

morals, (78)., Tacitus does not faill to mention instances of
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correct predietions by astrologers, or at any rate, predictions

that he is willing to take seriously. For example, he is so

impressed by the intelligent forecasts of Thrasyllus to Tiberius
that his recounting the story of how the astrologer ingfatiated
himself with the emperor leads him into speculations conesrning
fate and free-will. (79). Again, the matricide and principate of
Nero are foretold to his mother Agrippina by astrologers. (80).

To conclude this discussion of the wviews of Tacitus upon
religion, it is necessary to turn from religion as it was
accepted and practised at Rome, and to consider his wiews upon
the religions of other peoples, both in other lands and when
these foreign religions were introduced into Rome itself,

When speaking of foreign religions as practiced abroad, his
tone is normelly that of an interested antiquarian, well worthy -
of any scholarly work today. The deep interest that he betrays
in such matters suggests that he would be willing to agres that
an understanding of his religious beliefs can offer a desp
penstration into +the mind, and hence the disposition of the
believer.

His description of the vreligious beliefs and codes of conduct
of the Germanic +tribes 1is given in this interested manner - a
mamer that has been interpreted by some as the betrayal of
admirgtion for a consistent monotheism, fres from ornamentation
and sophistication, which Tacitus himself sought in vain. It is
true that there is envy, only thinly disguised, of their 'simpler
life, and he seems pleasantly surprised that their religion is
so closely correlated with their daily life, in e living rather

than the perfunctory way that it was conduected at Rome.. There
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is, too, a note of surprise - which is probably a significant

indication of +the customary manners in the corresponding field
at Rome - when he notes the finality with which the injunctions
of omens and portents are accepted by the Germens. (81).

The Histories contain an interesting story of the founding
of the temple of +the Paphian Venus in Oyprus, and of the rites
that took place there §82); the priest Sostratus evidently
earned the respsct of Tacitus bescause of the prophecy of geod
fortune which he made to Titus and his father. (83).

Similarly absorbing is the saccount of Vespasianis brief and,
gso far as 1is known, only asscciation with the Egy?tian god of
healing, Serapis, at Alexandria. (84). After obteining the credit
for what Taeitus appears to believe were fortuitous heslings,
Vespasian became infatuated with +the cult, and upon this peg
is hung an aeccount of its history and the remerkable events
which preceded its inception. The whole account is passed on
without comment, as one which had been given to Tacitus from
another source; there is no indication as to whether the picture
of a God walking wunaided on to a ship was within Tacitus!?
powers of iImagination or mnot. Perhaps it was. As a gscientist
he was completely lacking in training. (85). In an age when
seientific ignorance was nol exceptional, there was probably a
greater inclination to believing the abnormai, becaﬁse no secientist
was ready round the corner to explode an attractive t2le.

Meking appropriate allowances for the spaciocus mamner irn whieh
the Histories are recounted as compared with the Anmnals, it is
nevertheless interesting to note that four complets, leng chapters

are devoted to the description of the cult of Serapis.
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Other brief references +to aspects of foreign religions
are mede according as they became appropriate +to the narrative;
for instance, when the Bructeri hold Veleda as a womsn of
acknowledged authority it is mentioned in passing that the
Germans held women as propheticl-and even divine. (86).

The description of +the appesrance in 34 A.D. of the
Phoenix and of its history (87) shows how Tacitus® trestment
of a religious topic is strictly secwlar. Though ﬁhe history
of this fabulous bird is not, to be strictly accurate, a
religious topie, it is related to religion by its bizarwe
nature = it is if not sa superﬁatural at least a praeternstural
phenomenon, and as Tacitus states (88) it is sacred to the sun,
His treatment of this theme ig tthougé%ul, reasonable and free
from any tendency to make up the reader's mind for him; in
fact it 1s written very much in the seme vein as is the
history of the Ga@itoline temple of Jupiter. (89). Although
sacrifices to Jupiter are described in numercus places in
Tacitus? narrative, his temple and its history seem no more
personal, no more per$onally related to Tacitus than is the
Phoenix or, for that matter, Serapis; each of them is an
object of purely academic and antiquarian interest.

This consideration of foreign cults and creeds has so far
been concerned with matters only incidental %o 1ife and soclety at
Rome. The tome of the historian changes most noticeably when
any foreign religion or belief makes its appearanceé at Rome, or
in any way affects the 1ife of the eity. At once Tacitus riges

to defend Roman religion from the mischievous superstitions which

have intruded themselves upon the scene. Although the Christians,



he realises, were used by Nerc as the innocent scapsgosts for
the fire at Rome in 64 A.D., and wers subjected, ostensibly on
that account, to the most inhuman cruelties, they were regarded
by Taeitus nevertheless as Inotoriously depraved! = quos per
flagitia invisos. (90). Their deadly superstition = exitiabilis
superstitic - gravitated towards Rome just as "all aegraded and
shameful practices collect and flourish there" = ("guo cuncte
undigue atrocia aut pudenda confluunt celebranturque"). It is
1ikely that he detested +the OChristians fof no more logical resson
than that they were an offshoot of +the Judaism which he
loathed. (91). Their insistanee upon devotion only to their .God
he ascribed no doubt simply to perversity and contempt for the
city-gods whieh in actual fact satisfied him no more than them,
The precise reason for his harsh language against the Christians
is for the present less importent than the high-handed and
intolerant: attitude whick occasioned it. _

Towarde the Jews, as has been stated, his attitude is
similarly uncompromising., Their exclusiveness is a constant source
of irﬁitatién to him.

"esoocompassionate and unflinchingly loyal to each

other, they hate all other men with a deadly hatred". (92).
It is easie; to sympathise with the Jews +than with Tacitus here;
one 1is compelled to suspect that their hatred of all other men
ves essentially a defensive hatred born of a fear of Roman
high-handedness and intolerance. Tacitus gives the impression of
suspecting them of having arrogated toc themselves a religion

superior to that of other men = that is, of the patriotic Romanss
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Weoothey deem them impicus whe, oubt of mortal

matter, fashion effigies of gods after the likeness of

mer. (93).

The indietment continues by alleging that they bestew no dis=
tinctions such as they bestow upon their intangible God wupon
elther kings or Caesars. Théir religion, he claims, lacks both
charm and dignity.

Tacitus? condemnation of Judaism, Ohristianity ard Egyptian
religion = or for that matter any other religion that in-
filtrated into Rome - is not born of a religious inbolersnce
in the modern sensse of the term; for how might a professed
agnostic presume to be dogmatic in matters concerning religion?
It is the result of a hatred of treasonable activity with
which any religious immovation was bound %o be identified, sgince
as has been seen (94), ritual and politics at Rome were se
inextricably bound together. This consideration would tend to
justify - though not exculpate = the means whiech Tiberius used,
and Tacitus himself condones, of removing freedmen tainted with
Jewish and Egyptian religion from Rome, and banishing them +to an
infected island in the hops of eventually exterminating the

offenders. (95).



i1, PHITOSOPHY

Stoicismb in the first century of the Christian era was
the most influential of the recognised schools of philosophy
at Rome. &xv this time it seems largely to have lost its
concern with theology; its phase of euhemerising waes dead, and
there are few 7Traces of intersst in its physical science. (96),
Its role was in faet 1ittle more then the providing of a code
of ethiecs corresponding in many ways to Christian ethies but
stripped of ritual and liturgy. The notion of God was vague;
from the original Zenonian conception of an omnipresent breath,
an ‘Tapima mundi', it was readily assimilated intc the idea of
a single presiding diety %o whom man was related through his
soul, and to whom he was responsible.

Of other sehools at Rome during the Imperial period much
less is known. The most important was the Epicurean scheol,
which advocated an sepproach to life in a spirit of alcofness
frem the world of polities and commeree., By the very nature of
this doctrine the seant records of +the scheol give what in all
probability is a false impression of the insetivity of dits
adherents. Moreover the Epicureans clung more closely to the old
Athenian idea of a philosophicel sghool than did the Stoies;
they lived in closed communities having the minimum possible
of intercourse with the outside world.

It is most wunlikely +that Taeitus had any direect experience
of the sequestered 1ife of the Epicurean; he was hoﬁever at
least aware of his fundamental atititude towards the world and

towards the gods, and he was not prepared %o dismiss it as



ebsurd. (97). Like that of Stoicism, the function of
Epicureanism in Roman society was to offer - not a religicn,
for thet would lmve constituted an outright contradiction of
Epicurus? most fundamental +teaching = but an attitude towards
religion.

It ean be demonstrated that although Tacitus was tco
diffident - or too eunning = ever to place on record his
considered opinion upon any controversial issue, in philosophy
he exhiblted strong leanings towards 'the Stoie side'., Evidenee
of two kinds may be produced towards this demonstraﬁiono In
the first place are several statements which clearly express his
admiretion for certain leasding, professed and well-known Stoiese
In the secord place is a mnumber of more or less eategorical
statements in which he admires certain aspects. of Stoic teaching;
added to, and also related to these are the numerous moral
conclusions +that he draws which are at least tinged with Stoicism.

The evidence of either of these two types alone quite
clearly could not be regarded as at all conclusive. Irndeed the
eulumative effect of all the evidence presents noe more than a
probable indication of the trend of his feelings at the time of
writing; his habitual wreluctance to express his viewpoint destroys
all possibility of reaching definite conclusions.

It must also be mentioned, moreover, that even if there
Wwere ne evidence of his bias towards the Stoa, the probability
of his leaning in this direction might be inferred from his
station, circumstences and role in public life. This probability

should not be unduly emphasised; but it is an interesting



reflection when examined along with the more cogent con=
siderations mentioned above and now to be discussed.

The first type of evidence consists of statements of
admiration made by Tacitus for leading, professed Stoies.
Perhaps Barea Soramus is the most important from the point
of view of the dramatic content of the Anngls, and at least
one author (98) has seen the unjust trial of this upright
men to constitute the turning-point of Nerols career « the
point where his +true character first became known to the
Sensate.

Soranus 1is first mentioned -« to speak chronclogically =
when he moved a resolution in the Senate to make a monetary
gift to the freedman Pallas (99), who was already the possessor
of a very substantial fortune. (100)., This resolution does not
redound to the credit of Soranus, but it appears froem Pliny (101)
that he was acting under pressuré from Agrippina. (102). If Pliny
is ecorrect in this statement, Sorsnus was in faet fcllawing a
course of action recommended elsewhere as a general principle

by Tacitus himself (103) = in bowing before the storm

of events. Iater Nero sought to overthrow IVirtue herself?! when
he allowed Soranus and Thrasea Paetus (104) to be charged. (105).
His provocation in +the case of Soranus was his Justice and
diligence as proconsul in Asia. (106)0 His triel and subsequent
death are of especial interest because one who tHestified ageinst
him was Publius Egnatius Celer, himself a professed Stoieg, a
friend (107) ard preceptor (108) of his victim. The circmstémés
of the trial as recounted by Tacitus leave the reader in ne

doubt of the imnocence of Soranus. Elsewhere (109) it is noted

that Egratius was handsomely Tewarded., Furthermore it is highly



likely that it was Barea Soranus who was in the mind of
Tacitus when he spoke of 'men who had no enemies being
destroyed by their friends?. (110).

Although there are traces of disapproval of the conduet of
Thrasea Paetus in at least one passage of +the Annals (111),
Tacitus dinvarisbly speaks of him as a man of uhassailable
integrity; a man whose very fault of rebellious impetuosity,
ineffective though it was, served as an example to his fellow=
senators and so made them less servile. (112), His love of
reputation was mateched by an exemplary courage (113), demonstrated
_never more clearly than at the +time of his death (114), which
he wrought wupon himself in the best tradition of Roman
nobility, His last moments he spent discussing the question of
survival after death, thus inviting comparison with Soerates,
the wisest of men (115); like Socrates he sought to the end
the company of philosophers, and it was with the Cynic
Demetrius that he engaged in his last discussion, resigned bub
happy in his imnoccence.

Helvidius Priscus was +the son-in-law of Thrasea Paetus.
He shared with him all the virtues required of the Stoie
man-of-the-yorld of his day in all departments of living, and
in emple measure %o satisfy Tacitus. The historian’s descriptien
of Helvidius, although somewhat long, is well worth quoting for the
insight that it gives into the qualibies Tacitus expecied of a
Roman mnobleman:

Helvidius Priscus had from early youbh devoted his great
talents to lofty studies (116), not using a grand name,

like so many others, as a sereen for ease and indolencs,



=53

but with a vwiew to fortifying himself against the chances

of public 1life, He followsd the teaching of those philosophers

who hold that wvirtus is the only good, that nothing is

evil but what is bass, and who account power, high birth

and all other things outside the mind as neither good nor

evil. While s%ill of quasestorian rank, he had besn chosen

by Thrasea Paetus to be his gon-in=law; from him he drank

in, above all other things, the spirit of liberty; and in

overy relation of 1life = as eitizen, Senator, husband, son-
in-law and friend - he maintained an equally high level of
conduct; contemptuous of wealth, unswerving in rectitude, un-

daunted in the face of danger. (117).

Both Thrasea and Helvidius entered whole-heartedly into the
turmoil of politieal affairs at a time when goverment was ab
the height of its corruptibility and vice, Such psrticipation in
public 1life was intended +o exhibit, and no doubt succesdsd in
exhibiting, a Catonian contempt for the frivolities of the age,
ard to restrain them by example,

At the same time as the death of Thrasea, Helvidius was
banished by Nerc, but upon the accession of Galbs returned to
impeach Thrasea'’s accuser, Eprius Mareellus = a loathsome
oreature 1if Taeitus is %o be believed. (118)., The result was
8. Jjudicious compromise which would probably have bsen justifiied
a8 placing welfare before the setilement of personal animosities
(119); in faet he abandoned the impeachment when he realised
that half the Senate was thereby:” implicated.,

Another instance of Helvidius'! concern with public affairs is
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his attention, in the office of prastor, te the formslities
of state religion (120); Tacitus! accord with these observancéé
has already been discussed (121). There is no reason to sup-
pose that Jupiter, Juno and Minerva = +to whom Helvidius sacris

fices « in any way represent the fanims mundi’; it seems as

though it was incumbent wupon the Stoic public figure, in the
interésts of the state and the Empire, to pay special attention
to the niceties of the old religion.

Despite his wishes to the contrary, Rubelliuns Plautus was
much discussed as a probable successor to Nero (122), Tacitus
portrays him as a man fond of the old ideals as becams =&
good Stoic, of a somewhat diffident nature and not particular=
ly anxious to have greatness thrust upon him. As a professed
Stoic however he was inevitably distrusted by Nero and his
creatures (123), and as the threat of execution grew, he put
behind him all thoughts of resistance as advocated by his
father=in-law, from fear of subsequent reprisals which might be
teken against his wife and children (124)., This concern for his
femily resembles the great love of Soranus for his daughter
Servilia (‘125), and that of his own wife Antistia for himself
end her father (126). In deéc?ibing her death and those of her
father and mother (127) Tacitus achieves a level. of pathos which
he) seems to reserve for ocecgsions when family ties are en=
dangered or finally severed (128),

Antistius Vetus was the father=in-law of Rubellius Plautus and

the father of Antistia, whose death has just been mentioned, He
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is not known certainly to have been a Stoic, though that he
was so is strongly suggested by his relationship w_i_t.h Rubsllius '
and by his manifedt affection for Stoie virtues. Among thess is
an arrogance common to most Roman aristocrats of the age, and
quite clearly practiced by Taeitus himself. His views upon freedmen
for instance (129) are well-matched by Vetus® withdrawal to Formiae
rather than face an ex-slave on terms of equality (130).

Musonius Rufus was, states Tacitus (131), a zealous Stoic,
although his enthusiasm for evangelising at inopportune times could
become & source of irritation or amusement. H’hen such a ‘story is
told against him, however (132), he shows the more serious side
of Stoicism, and brings homour to himself in the process by 7
accusing the Stoie traitor Celer (133). In this enterprise he met
with more success than did Helvidius Priséus in his attempt to
bring to justice BEprius Marcellus (134). From the story of
Rufus? unseasonable preaching and from the fact that he was
banished by Nero on the grounds of his eminence as a professor
§f philosophy, ons gains the impression that he was less the
man-of-the=world and more devolsd to the 'ivqry tower? than was
usual for a Stole during this period. (135), | |

The best - known of all the Stoles of this ags, on account
of his writings, was Lucius Annasus Semsca., His writings cqnt.ain
an apparently sincere exposition of Stoic ethics. Seneca himself
has always presented an enigma; although he gave out a
wealth of moral instruction closely akin with the precepts
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of Christianity, he was one who could readily relax his
scruples when expediency suggésted such a courss. The atitituds
of Tacitus towards Sensca seems not so warm as might be
expected of so whole-hearted an admirer of the Stoics already
discussed,

The speech of Suillius reviling Semeca for his lack of
mature political judgment, for his prodigious wealth and his
eagerness for more, is retailed at some length. (136). The
transparency of the falsehoods in the Jetter to +the Senate
which Nero read, bub which Sensea had composed amd which
purported to explain the death of Agrippina (137), was apparent
not only to Tacitus (138) but to every thinking person. Yet
the deseription of his self-inflicted death (139) shows Senecs
to have died in the manner most befitting a Stoie - un-
hesitant, calm, resigned, cheerful and displaying strong tokens
of affection between himself and his family.

Elsewhere Tacitus shows no more definite affection for or
antipathy towards Seneca. The account of his relations with
Nero is far from fulsome, but appears impartisl and merely
factual. Occasionally there is even & quiet sneer at his
vanity (140); those who tell Senmeca of +the personal attacks
against his luxurious living are classed by Tacitus as men
'who had still some sense of decency remaining?s (141)., On the
other hand he is deseribed as a mesn of affability = comitate
honesta - (142)°v Generally speaking, therefore, it must be
stated that Tacitus is non-committal,

Seneca was born into the equestrian order. Even though many

of the more wealthy knights vied with the aristocrats in
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influence, they lacked the reverencs for the past and their
ancaestors that the more distinguished families exhibited. This
gave rise 1o a somewhat different coneeption of armd attitude
Ttowards religion between the two orders; the knights could
only ' ‘regard themselves as part of Romels present, whils the
nobles identified themselves with the remnants of her former
greatness., This may explain in part the lukewarm admiration
for Sensca that Tacitus shows; no matter how ¢lose ves the
similarity betwesn +their moral outlooks, there was a funda-
mental social distinctlion that could not bs removed.

The only alternative explanation seems to be to follow
Miss B. Walker (143); she appears to believe that Tacitus
saw in Senecs all the vieces whieh he himself wished he had
not. Both were equally exposed to the eharge of collshoration
with tyrants,

At the trisl of Thrasea Poetus the tribune Arulenmus
Rusticus had offered to veto the proceedings of the Senate
which were to be instrumentel in the sentencing of the Stoie
(144); the offer was deelined on the grourds +that it would
endanger the life of Arulenus without accompliishing anything,
Although Tagitus speaks of this offer ags arising from a
desire for personal glﬁ;g’eéiﬁiigs %ﬁm;iii??giggtssgiﬁks of
Apdlenus with admiration. (146)9/(a kirdred spirit Suetonius in
suspseting the tribunels motives; at any rate there must have been
a strong bond between Arulenus and Thrasea, for his death under
Domitian is recorded (148) on the ground that he spoke of

Thrasea, along with Helvidius, as ‘sanctissimi  virid,
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Whether each of these characters as portrayed by Taecitus
carries convietion that he existed as a geparate individual or
whether, on the contrary, one accepts Miss Walker's argument (149)
that they are to be regarded as variations of =& character-typs, |
there 1is +the inescepable faect that Tacitus admires five professed
Stoics whole—hearted&?and one to a qualified extent, and in
doing so expresses his admiration of sentiments or actions whieh
are expecially Stoie.

The second type of evidence of Tacitus? inclination towards
Stoleism is +the statement which expresses admiration of some
Stole precept. In this enquiry it will be nscessary to be
eritical of the occasions when " the higtorian rejolces to find
instences of conduct whiek, while being enjoined by Stoic
teachers, are not essentially Stoic but part of the deep-
roocted Roman notion of wvirtus. Such instances would suggest no
more than that Tacitus oclung to the old republican gualities
advocated by his ancestorse

If not the most important, certeinly one of the most
striking qualities of Stoie diseipline is +the sgtress laid upon
the mainteining of bords within the family, and, clogely related
to this, loyalty in friendship. Friendship weeg the subject of
a philosophical +trestise written by GCicerc a hundred years
before Tacitus was born. Aristotle had considered the topie
sufficiently important to form the main subject-metter of twe

and a virtue/
books of his ethics. Friendship was both an aid to virtus,, in
itself. Seneca repeatedly laid emphasis upon concord among memn,
on kindness and love (150); many similarefhdr@itiens are found
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in the medggtions of Marcus Aurelius. (151), But more important
and far more Iimmedistely relevant is the notoriety of Publius
Egnatius Celer (152), who was said by Tacitus (153) to have
professed te be an authority on friendship, at the seme time
as being a professed philosopher, and in fact, as Juvenal
records (154), =a Stocic. This evidence helps t%c demonstrate both
how friendship was regarded by the Stoliecs as a virtue to be
cultivated, ard how @& similarly stern a view of a faithless
friend is teaken by Tacitus himself.

The dimportance of the bonds by whiech friends are held to-
gether is a constant festure in Roman writings, It seems at
least possible that the fear of a rerupmciation of the Emperoris
friepdship (155) may have been dus to a conception of the |
word among Romans generzlly = not necessarily +the Stoles ex=
clusively = different from the modern notion of friendship;
todey this word allows of an infinity of varying shades of
meaning., It may be of further significance in this eontext
to note that in one instance where the Tamicitia Neronis® is
in question, the reconciliation betweern Nere and Thrases Paetus
was formally announced to Seneca by the emperor. It would be
unfortunate if Seneca'’s reply = he congratulated Nere =~ were
to lose anything of its humor through an interpretation desper
than the meaning Tacitus intended; but +the emperor is depicted
spesking to one Stoic about ancther, in a matter which wes one
of great concern to Stoies generelly. The possibility at lesast
exists that here Taeitus is subseribing to the Stoic’s high
regard for the importance of formal friendship, That this formal
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friendship extended beyond the relationship between emperor and
subjeet is shown in the oath of alleglance of the Paphlagonians
towards MAugustus (156) in which they all promise to
"regard as their own friends whomsoever Caesar, his
children and descendants so regard, and to regard as

enemies whomsoever they so adjudge".

Similar oaths were made by the Assians (157) towards Caligula,
and doubtless these sentiments were present or implied in 2all
sueh oaths of allegisnce.

The above remarks suggest, then, that at Rome there was in
the early Empire at least a recognition of an attaeclment between
certainr frierds, the honouring of which was a matter of great
importance. This is not to say that all friendships possessed s¢
formal =a reeognition, nor that whenever Tacitus mentions a friend
ef friemdship, any so clese liaiscn must automaticelly be assumed.
Thet so close a lisison cowld, and did, exist, is a notion that
agsists one to grasp the full implications of certain passagese

Barea Soranus wass chargsd by Sebinus with 'friendship with
Rubellius Plautus® (158); & Roman knight Titus Sabimus vias
dragged to gaocl 'because he had been a friend of Germanicus (159);
most important of ell, the treacherous friend of Soranmus, Publius
Egnatius Celer offers an 6pportunity of showing the gravity with
whick friendship was viewed. (160)s The full implication of the
latter®s betrayal of friendship in a formal sense - ’amiciﬁiag -
a8 used in the other instances above mentioned, explains the

high indignation with which the occurrence is recounted.
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If then this form of friendship, this famicitia®, is as
it appears. to be, the strongest of bonds beﬁween twd persons,
blood relationship excepted, it would be assumed o exist between
& man and his wife's parents; and this mutual esteem is found
in Taeitus with an almost obsgessicnal frequency. The most eloguent
instance is of course his own affection for his father=in-law,
Agrieola, in whose honour he wrote an eponymous appreciation., Times
without number, he draws attention +to the o Pparently numerous
virtues of Agricole; he speaks with obvious pride of his having
been selected as his son=in-law (161)9 and with apparently equal
feeling wupon his death. (162). In the relationship between Taecitus
and hig father-in-law there seems to be s distince reminiscence
of the relationship between Helvidius Priscus and his father-in=law
Thrases Paetus; and when it is found thet the qualities whigh
he finds in Agricola are similar to those found in the Stoics
whom he admires in the Higtories and Annsls, +this mey be taken
as evidence of Stolc learnings in both Tacitus and Agriccla.

This would correspond with the relationship between the
Stoies Thrasea Pastus and his son-in-law Helvidius Priscus. It
would be rash, however, %o draw too close a parallel between
Helvidius and Tacitus, bubt it seems likely that, as he wrote
of the willlingness of Priscus %o share the fate of his wifels
father, he ﬁrote with the image of his own father-in-law, now
dead, before his mind; and as Helvidiug was raised %o a fanstiesl
zeal for Stoicism under Vespasian after the death of Thrasea,.
Sc were born the moral sermons of Tacitus. Thig in effect s

what his historiecal writings come to be, although unlike
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Helvidius'! actions, Tacitus? writings were always tempered with
discretion,

If it were incumbent upon a Stoic +to impeach the successful
accuser of a friend (163), it was certainly so in the case of
a& son-in-law when, upon his return from exile, Helvidius was
able to commence, although not to conclude, proceedings against
Eprius Marecellus. (164).

Tacitus® views upon the relationship between husband and wife
will be best understood after consideration of his attitude
tovards adultery. (165). It is sufficient to remark here that
this is the basic relationship of the family, without a loyal
and dutiful obserwvance of which there i1s little prospect of any
other form of mutual understanding. It would be superfluous teo
protract the discussion of Tacitus® insistence upon the virtues
of love, concord and sclidarity within the family circle. If
he recommends such a polity among frisrds and relations through
marriage, it may -safely be taken for granted that its need is
the greatest when relationships are the closeste One or two will
serve as examples for the present purpose.

"This year also witnessed" he says in the Amnals (166),
®a terrible instance of tragic heartlessness. Before the
Senate appeared two men called Vibius Serenmus = a son
prosecuting his father. The father, dragged back frem exile,
dirty and shabby ard now manacled, hed to face the charges
of his elegant, brisk young son®,

Apart from +the faet +that as the narrative develops it becomss

clear that +the charges were completely false, it seems that
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Tacitus here uses his dramatic skill +o bias the reader against
the glib young man bent upon severing the bonds fof filial
affection in this cowardly manrer.
"I find it recorded® he states (167), "by the best
authorities +that so insensible were the viétors to right

end wrong that e private horse-soldier claimed & reward

from the general for having slain his own brother in

the late battle; and +though human law Borbade them 4o

honour such an act, military policy did not permit them

to punish it.c.e...h similar erime had been commibtied in

a2 previous eivil war; for Sisemna records how in the

battle against Cinna on the Janiculum a Pompeian soldier

killed his own brother, and on discovering what hse had

done, killed himself; so much grsater among our ancestors
was ‘the honour paid to virtue, eand the pnibencse felt

for wrong=doing',

In this cass Tacitus applauds the Pompsian soldier for the
sense of honour whieh prompted him to kill himself. This is by
no means an isolated example, and as a final topie thers remaing
this further point of contact between the higtorian and Stoie
teaching: his- admiration for the brave sulcide. Most striking of
all the suicides in the works of Tacitus is the self-inflicted
death of Otho. By the couwrsge to do with his own hand what
would otherwise ecertainly have been done by the execubtioners of
Vitellius, Otho, so far as Tacitus is congerned atones in one
last moment for a 1ifs of lwrury and vieces

"Some of +the men" he narrates, "slew themselves beside

the pyretecs..o..for love of their prince (i.e. Obtho) and
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in emulation of his gloxy?,

"Two notabls deeds - the one infamous, ths other
glorious = gained for him in the eyes of posterity an
equal share of good and of evil fams", (168),

The last book of the fmnals is virtually a catalogus of
sulcides, several of them by‘ men and women of eertain Stoie
eresd:

"Lucius Antistiue Vetus and his mobther=in=law Sexbia
and daughter Antistia Pollittao...died Just as courageously"(169)
"The courage he had oftan demonstrated sagainst the ensmy
Ostorius turned upon himself.....he told a slave to hold
his hand firmly with & dagger in it - nothing more,

Then Ostorius pulled the slave’s hand on 40 his own throat®,

(170),;
thess examples ean be matched with many others, all of g
similar nature, (171). The deaths, again by ﬁheir own hands, of
Thrasea FPaetus and Barea Soranus constitute the deseription of
Virtus ‘herself: as has been sesn (172)9 these men were leading
Stoies. (173).

These deaths wers merely the ocarrying out by those marked
out for destruction b&e the empsror of their own death sentences.
Tasitus does not condone suicides which are neesdlsss, and whieh
produce no improvement in the ecircumstarices they seek by their
deaths %o remedy. He disparages the conduet of $the many who

"have stormed by precipitous paths the peak of
honbur, winning fame without Serving their country, by
a melodramatic death®. (174).

This sentiment 1s in keeping with the love of Rome that
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prompts Taecitus blindly to accept the hollow state religion;

e willingness 1o serve the sitate by death, if need be, or,

if Rome'ls interests will thus bs served the better, by

sacrifieing an opportunity, Thers is a sharp contragt betwesn

the old and the more recent attitudes towards suicide;

between admiration for the courage necsssary to kill onsself

and the cowardice of one afraid to continue his responsibilities.

(1753,

Bs was stated at the begiming of this diseussibn, these

kkkkkk points make no prstence of demonsirating that Tacitus was either

a Stoic or ons who found himself in very cloSs accord with

the teachings of that sehool; +they merely help %o show that

he was ab: least tinged with its practices rather than itg

precepts. To his fundamental spiritual needs, the Stoa, as all

other forms of teaching of which Tacitus had first-hand

knowledge, had no effective solace %o offer,



CHAPTER II

SOCIETY IN ROME

I - THE ROLE OF WOMEN

In discussing another ampect of the development of Tacitus!?
thought (1) it was mentioned that it is by no means um-
reasopsble to suppose that his cynicism was a gradual growth
nourished liberally during the reign of Domitian. As experience
followed bitter experience during the years of his early forties
he became increasingly dubious of the standards that jhad won
universal acceptance, less willing to accept without question
ideas which at an earlisr date he might have taken for grsated
and less sure within himself of the dignity of men in geasral
and wealthy Romans in partigular. It was also noticed in anothexr
context (2) +that the whole of his moral purpose is clesely
bound up with this tendency towards disillusionment. The Annsals,
his latest work, exhibits to the mostL marked degree his concern
for political morality; it is a moral sermon %o almost as
great an extent as it is a work of histopical compilation.

There are fundamental differences between the Annals and its
precursors the Histories. When he wrote the Higtories, the
main concerns of Tacitus were the intrigues contrived and the
battles fought on behalf of each successor to the imperial
throne; once Galba had acceded to the throne the problem of
the succession appeared in a new light. Ko longgr wers ths
Julio-Claudians the monopolisers of the Empire; now the segrat
had been divulged, remarks Tacitus, that emperors could be
made eolsewhere than at Rome. (3). There was no stability during
the year of the four emperors, no lull during which power

once seized might be consolidated, and most of ¢ he difficulties
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that arose were geittled summarily by the sword.

The Annals on the other hand cover a far broader canvas =
not only in the length of time they describe but in the
scops of the narrative of +that period. Foreign wars, decrees
of tﬁa Senate, religious matters, treason and other trials,
personal animosities and plots of rulers and their families =
all are not only mentioned, but elaborately recounted so that
the picture of imperial life is complete even though some-
what falsely ecoloured. Galba it is true to say, so fap as
Tacitus is concerned "struts and frets his hour upon the stage
and then is heard no more®; but the case of Nero or of
Tiberius is very different. Although the schemings and deceit
which resulted in Nero becoming HEmperor are narrated, as is
the case with Galba or Otho, the narrative extends beyond his
selzure of power, and he is able %o be ssen as BEmperor for
over twelve years =~ or, to express it more vividly, throughout
the Iength of four books of the Anusls. The same applies %o
the long reign of Tiberius, and even the account eof the rule
of Claudius, abbreviated though it has been through the loss
of the books preceding the eleventh, is longer than any one
reign's description in the Histories. Not only are the machinations
necessary to secure the throne put on record; there is also an
extended record of how that power was used.

Tacitus is a moralist on two different planes; besides
writing in an episodic style where each individual scene carriss
its owan moral lesson, there is a deeper moral purpose implicit
in the way the whole of +the fnnals unravel themseiveso In the

various episodes = or at least in many of them = it is apparent

that Taclitus thought what many before and sincs his time have



believed: that the world would be a far happier place to live
in if the ambitions of women could be satisfactorily contained,
Yet he does not restrict the preaching of this sermon merely
to many of the episodes that afford suitable contexbts, It is
notleceable that the more familiar one becomes with the fnnals
the more the women of +the imperial family appear %o be
portrayed, dominmating at every turn their less strong-minded butb
egually vicious men-folk,

The thres reigns of the Anpnalsg = those of Tiberius,
Claudius end Nero (that of Caligula has unfortunately been
entirely lost) = may be regarded in the form in which they
survive as a moral triptyeh representing three d&istinet forms
of evil that ecan spring from feminine ambition. Tacitus had
already realised (4) what an ineradicable quslity of the human
miﬁd is the desire for power, and how completely it dictates
the whole course of history., It seems as though on further
reflection he later reslised that, pernicious though this
yearning for power could be when it affected men, who, as
he would ergue, were the legitimate possessors of such desires,
the debaucheries and wiekedness of the egrly Empire had bscome
a graver evil when it was the hands of unserupulous women
that fell upon the strings of govermment; when their puppets

were first a vacillating, then a tractable, and finally, in

_the Annals, an over-sansual Emperor. This point of view of

Tacitus is naturally based upon +the firm belief in the right
of men to hegemony in all importent matters., LiRe ths overe

vhelming majority of men in antigquity Tacibtus was quite clearly
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drawn to this soecial creed,

Roughly speaking, his +thesis appears to be this: the
woman®s duty first and foremost is to provide Bor her husband
an efficient household, the super¥ision of +the education of
their children and a happy mental enviromment for him to
concentrate upon' the more important affairs of State. Her
responsibility in faet is their marriage, and if there is
any diminution in their mutual love it must necessarily be
her fault, sinece her husbend is = or at least ought +to
be = busied with more ~farreaching matters. This certainly is
the impression that one receives from a passage in +the
Agricola. (5). Once a' woman deviates from this conception of
duty, and begins to concern herself with matters vwhich, %o
put it bluntly, are none of her business, troubles inevitably
follow. Both conditions = both vwhere women comply, and fail
to comply with thess strictures that Taeitus and those sharing
his sentiments would impose upon their lives - are exemplified
among his writings.

It is importent to besr in mind thet the women in
question, although to a greater or a less extent evil
creatures, are not regarded by Tacitus as themselves the un~
doerg of Rome and ﬁhe corrupters of her society. Rather does
he see their ambition as the agency which impelled towards
evil the men in whose hands rested the fortunes of the

city and of +the whole Roman world. The effecis upon Claudius,

for instence, were the Jame whether Messaline was the
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motivating force behind his conduct, or Egrippina; in the bands
of either of these women he was appallingly weak and inclined
toverds cruelty. Similarly the nature of Nero exhibited the
same vielous tendencies irpespective of whether his mother's
attempted domination or the sensuslities of Poppasa were the
occagion of his shoricomings. In easch case the Spinner who
directed the destiny of Rome +towards decline is not so much
lachesis as Livia, not s0 much Atrepos as Poppaea, and not
sc much Clotho as Agrippina. Such an inverted allegory might
almost have been part of Tacitus! intention, for the Hesiodic
parallel is surprisingly apb, despite the faect that he wag
never, in all probebility, consciously aware of its significance.
The three Emperors are all dissimilar; but they are
insgmuch as they are all worked upon by energetic and crafty
women, each bent upon securing the fruite&ion of long-standing
ambitions. Here +the moral thesis almost founders; if men are
by nature entitled to regard themselves as the superior sex,
should they not ipso facto be held responsible for their
actlons and indeed those of their wives? In reality, however,
these women were umnatural. Whatever delty or supsrmundane force
presided over the activities of men = on this question, as has
been seen (6) Tacitus had no settled opinions = +that force had
for some reason inflicted upon Rome these unnatural women as
instruments of its malice or its vengeance or of some otheyr
motive obscure to men. Such & quasiwreligioﬁs explanation is
necessary to avoid the apparent incommistency; but there is little

doubt that it is +thus that Tacitus would explain ite In the
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case of Sejanus, whose ascendancy over Tiberius he rsgarded as
an analogous infliction wupon Rome, he attributes his pewer not
so much to the oontrivings of Sejanus, but to the wrath of
the gods against Rome. (7).

It will be convenient to consider in some detail the
Principates of Livia, Messalina, Agrippine and Poppaea, and
how each of these rulers set about reaching the pinnacle of
power.

Tiberius was a man who, according to the implications of
Taeitﬁs, was glad enough %o succeed Augustus; at least this is
the assumption that 1is most commonly and justifiasbly made,
although his desire to rule is never explicitly stated. (8).
If Tiberius was willing to ruls, Livia, his mother, was more
than willing = in fact most eager = that he should rule. (9).
ks one cendidate for the succession after another disappeared
frem the scenms, Livia was able tc abandon surreptitious in-
trigue and openly to persuade the old Augustus her husband,
over whom she held a great amount of power, to adopt her son
Tiberius as his successor as Princeps; in fact she may have
had a hand in the deaths of +the young sons of Agrippa. (10).
She won the day; Augustus in his will sppointed Tiberius and
Livia as joint heirs (11) befere dying perhaps witk some
assistance from his wife. (12).

Once she had attained this objeet (13) the Augusta
became what she was %o remain until +the end of her 1life, the
guiding hend behind her son's reign; sometimes her personal

influence beceme manifest by the reflection of her power upon
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her friends (12.,) or by the extraordinary privileges she enjoyed.
(15)s She was certainly instrumental in setting Plancina against
Agrippina, ard was thus to some extent implicated in the death
of Germanicus, one of the few among the pages of Tagcitus to
emerge with an unsullied record. Emperor and mother were
significantly absent together from the funeral of Germanicus (16)
although Tiberius® complicity in the death of his adopted son is
very doubtful. When Apulels Varilla (17) was charged under the
law of ‘'maiestas? of speaking insultingly about Agustus, Tiberius
and Livia, Tiberius ordered a condemmation in respect of the
remarks made concerning his step-father™ and that no action should
be taken concerning his own defamation; but he could not be
induced to say anything about the charge of slandering Livia
until the next meesting of the Senate, When that assembly was
convened again he requested in his mother's neame that +this charge
also should be squashed., It seems evident that this ﬁas his
mother's décision. The altemnative is that this was in fact
a kindly gesture of filial deference to his aged mother rather
than a  realisation +that his mother would insist upon over-ruling
whatever declsion he made. This is possible, but when mother
and son are considered in the 1light of this whole discussion,
it is very improbeble. Finally when his name was inscribed after
that of his mother on a public status, he dared not - or at
least he did not = express the disapproval +that this affront
must have occascioned him to feel. ,

Were there any quarrels between Livia and Tiberius, or was
the Emperor wholly resigned to the domination, the impotentis,



of his mother? It is significantly remarked by Tacitus (18)
that up to the point of this affront, relations between them
were .still friendly, or were made +To appear so., This
cerbainly gives the impression that at some later stage
even the venser of cordial relationship was split. Yet the
remainder of Tacitus! account of the life of Livia discleses
no downright rift bétween her and her son. Rumowr had it,
f?ff?i; conments Tacitus (19) that it was oxasperation over the
continual interference of his mother that finally drove
B Tiberius to Capri. Neither assent nor dissent, however, is
édded to this‘ rumoured statement. Nevertheless it is almost
certainly true, for both Dio Cassius (20) and Suetonius (21)
affirm that this was the case. It is possible in this
instance that the::thres writers were indebted to some common
gource such as the memoirs of Agrippina; yet it is much +o
the credit of Tacilus that he avoids stating categorically the
truth of a circumstance which would have added enormous force
to his moral essay. It is certain that he had this alleged
breach in his mind when he wrote that no overt differences
had arisen between Livia and Tiberius up to the +ime of the
affront mentioned above,
The career of Livia is mummed up shortly by Tacitus:
"an overbearing mother and an understanding wife,
cempetent to deal with the guiles of her husband and
the hypoerisy of her son'' (22)
Immediately after her death Tiberius broke fleose with a crushing

tyranny. During her 1life there had gtill been a moderaténg
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influence since Tiberius always retained a deep-rooted deference
to his mother. (23).

It is not sought to establish that Livia was an evil in-
fluence upon Tiberius during his réign; indeed +this lest statement
immediately gives the lie to swmh an ides. Tacitus mekes it
abundantly clear that Tiberius was a man entirely unsuited te
the role of Emperor. He was suspicious, hesitant, arrogant and
unable diplomatically to walve even occasionally (24) ome of hig
high principles in order to endear himself to the populace.

Bny ome of these autocratic failings would heve been suffieient
to meke him a man unsuitable for the throne. Nevertheless
before the death of Augustus and the commencement of his own
rule, his 1life, Tacitus claims (25), was beyond reproech, and
one may speculate that with +the absence of the cares of
supreme office might well also have been noticed the sabsence

of the development of those vices, previously dormant, which
mede him so far as Tacitus &t least is concerned, so wm-
satisfactory a: ruler.

So it seems reasonsble %o maintain thet ILivia - or
rather fhe unbridled ambition of Livia for her son = was to
Tacitus the wvillain of the whole piece; and upon the faets he
records them can be built a fairly ‘credible picture of what
turned a good soldier inte a bad emperer. Tiberius had been
deeply devoted to his mother; his mother perheps begged him
for her seke to undertake the rule of the Empire, He would at
one stage of his career have welcomed her labours on his behalf

in this direction, but after a series of dissppointments he was
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now quite indifferent to +the prospect. ILivia applied all her
congiderable energies and persuasions to Augustus and obtained
from him the promise that Tiberius should rule, as in fact
he himself had originslly intended. Then = it mey be eon-
Jectured = Tiberius steeled himsslf for the task appointed %o
him for his declining years, and being an extremely proud as
well as a somewhat diffident person became susplcious, gloomy =
in short allowed the less pleasant aspects of his charascter
Tto feed wupon his anxieties. Shortly after the Agusta fell
seriously 311, he rebired to Capri = why can never bs known.
Perhaps it was the result of thirty years®! tension suddenly
released by an event of greatb personal concern; bubt perhaps
Dio OCassius, Suetonius and g good proportion of public opinion
were right after all in saying that the one mederating
influence wupon Tiberius had disappeared. By +the time that
Livia finally died he had been ruling over Rome and her BEmpire
for twenty-three years. By now it was too late for him to be
xpected to revert to his personality before being called to
Empirs; even in those days the influence of Livia had in any
case been pressnt. Thers was no albtermative before him but to
live out what days remained %o him on the throns, He had no
sons or daughtsrs, little of a family cirecle at all for that
mattar, whose love and solace he could hops 1o enjoy. Sejanus
was at this +time wooing him with the loyalty of a friend who
would lay down his 1life for him if necessary (26), and Capri
had its atbiractions......

This then is the first portrayal by Tacitus of Woman in
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command; even in this presentation he strives his ulmost te
avoid partiality, and his reader is left with the impression
not of an appalling, hateful shrewish woman, bubt one who
despite her predominant viece = disastrous to Rome though it
was = was an enlightensd and human woman. What her own
character was or was not is however beside the point; she is
merely the incarnation of a motherfs insatiable ambition for her
son, a woman who sought to gratifj in the first place her oun
wishes and <‘ogebher with +those wishes her own interpretation of
her sonds wishes =~ for Tiberius seems to have been considered
by his ‘mother to be under such a heavy obligation to her as
to forfeit a1l right of self-sxpression. Only in second place
did she wish 1o assist in and improve upon the administration
of the Roman Empire. In common with all the Julioc-Claudians’
she appears %0 have had 1little care for the moral implications
involved in +the acceptance of +the throne,

It is unfortumate that Tacitus?! saccount of the fule of
Caligula and of <the earlisr years ‘of the reign of OClauwdius
wers narrated in the books of the Annals now lost and although
it would be atbtractive to speculate bhow Tacitus treated whabtever
influence upon Caligula his four wives enjoyed, and to what
extent the +tractable Claudius was sWayed by the wishes of his
first two wives, such guesswork would bs irrelsvant to & .dig-
ciission of the historian’s views based upon the evidence actually
availabls.

Tacitus begins book eleven on a characteristic note; Messalina,

at this time the wife of Cleuvdius, suspects Poppaes Sabina of
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being the lover of Asiaticus whose beautiful gardens she
covets, (27). This chapter is in a sense the key to the
whole of Tacitus® accounts of +the principates of Claudius and
Nero. Although Suillius later emerges as a villainoils prosecubtor
his actlons are directed from behind the scenes by Messalina. (28).
So with Sosiblus; and later it is found +that Agrippins gimilarly
directs Pallas. (29). Callisbus previously a highly influentisl
freedman under both Caligula and Claudius (30) disappears from the
scene as 3goon as his arguments in favour of Iollia Paulina and
against Agrippinma as the worthisst candidate for +he honour of
of being OClaudius® fourth wife go unheeded (31); and Narcissus
(32)found the burden of her hostility so difficult to bear that
he quiekly ran off to Sinuessa for health reasgons (33}9 aware
of the disaster that was bound to follow. (34),

Most of thess incidents relate to the laber power of
hgrippina rather than to that of Messalina; bub it is useful
at this stage to realise that the power of the frecdmen, dis=
proportionate to their worth though it was, was received from,
or at least subservient to these powerful and ungcrupulous women.,

Couls Messalina, however, be so all-powerful, it might well
be asked, when disaster was so soon to descend upon her? TIundeed
it must be admitied that once events had commenced to teke a
bad ‘turn she was powsrless to stave off the eventusl catastrophe.
Even however in the mathter of absolute power = vhich is of
secondary interest in this discussion = it is clear that by
the wvery nature of her position at the beginning of her affair
with Silius she was omnipotent and could have remained so had

she not embarked wupon the inersdible enterprise of marrying Silius



vhile she was still marrisd to the reigning Emperor. At
Tacitus remarks, it is fanbtastic that she and her dupe could
have felt themselves so securs. (35). She embarked upon +this
mad courss, he says,

"purely because of its shesr outrageousness = a

sensualist?s ultimate satisfaction®. (36).

It 1is important constantly +o bear in mind that it is
Tacitus? attitude towards these events that is ‘the present
concern; and while it is quite possible =~ though by no
means easy to establish « that this marriage between Messalina
and Silius might have been part of a plot eagainst Claudius (37),
there is no sueh suggestion made by Tacitus; his explanation
of the motives of Messalina at the time of her last marrisge
has already been stated. It is a moral, not a political ex~
planation, occurring as it does in & work whose prime purposs
is moral rather than political. (38). He sesks +o portray
Messalina not primarily as a woman holding immense pewer -
although such a woman she was, he demonstrates, until her last
supreme folly = but as a force of evil anmd =2 souree of
corruption in Roman 1life. Evidently the greater was her pover,
the greater her opportunity %o exemt her pernicious influence.

That Messalina was such a forece of evil ean bsen seen

-}}f? most clearly from +the Annals., During her ascendency she must have
been completely in eammahd of 80 weak ard tractable man as
Claudius. This is shoun by her decision to try to +thwart his
anger = when her marriage with Silius had become known %o
the Emperor =~ by a device "she had often found +o ba her
protection before®. (39). This device was to meet Claudius and to

employ her blandishments upon him. In fact the whole question
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of whether her destruction could be averted turned upon her belng
properly tried before Claudius; her doom was known by all con-
cerned to be inevitable if the anger of her husband was allowed
to take it s natural course, and if the gravity of her mischisf
could be sufficiently manifested to him before she had an
opportunity to wuse her persuasions upon him and pardon her, as
he most certainly would « so flexible was his wesk mind.

Moreover Messalina had destroyed Poppeea Sabina (40), the
two knights Petrs whose house had been alleged o be a meeting
place for Poppaea and a freedman Mnester (41), and Asiaticus
for the very good reason that she wanted his gardens. (42). By
a remarkable twist of iromy it was in these gardens that she
eventually med her fate., (43). In fact, the assassinations she
brought about were, as the Imperial housshold well knew, many. (44)
Et this stage of the discuésion the loss of Books VII to X
inclusive of the Annals is most +to be regretted. They must have
extended if nol completed the pictﬁra of Messalina; beyond what
has already been mentioned of her, the rest must be in the
nature of conjecture.

It would be entirely inconsistent both with the style of
Tacitus as a raconbeur and with the moral purpose o vhich he
is dedicated to portray Messalina in any lighter colour in the
books. that are now missing than he portrayed her in the books
that have survived. The accomplishments that hawe just been
mentioned occur within the short compass of the shortest surviving
bock of the Amnals, and in terms of time, within one year; but
her marriage with, and presumably her ascendancy over Claudius

extended back a further seven years. Bven when allowance has been



made for the faect that, married as it seems at- the age of
fiftesn (45), she was probably not so dominant oVer OClaudius
during their first few years together, her force as a corrupter
of Romsn imperial society may quite safely be presumed %o have
received adequate notice from Tacibtus during the course of the
missing books. (46).

Even by her death = though it would hardly be fair +to hold
her responsible for this = she caused further woes to be in- »
flicted wupon Rome; her successor ag the wife of Claudius was
every bit as depraved as she had been, and in addition had
the ambitions of another Livia., This wes her enemy Agrippina. {(47).

Agrippina’s career as described by Tacitus falls into thres
distinct phases: her power over Claudius, her power over Nero
and her overthrow by Poppaesa. In each of these phases there is
o bs sgesn an amalgamation of the vices of Livia and Messalina,
Livia, it has besn seen, was an ambitious woman unscrupulous
in the means she chose 1o employ %o attain her goals, bub
having ingrained into her personality something of +the Romen
matron of earlier days, a steadfast if rather formidable wife
to Augustus, e zealous = in fact far %00 zealous = mother to
Tiberius, and a friend to be relied upon of her creatures
such as Urgulania. (48). Messalina too was unscrupulously ambltious,
but  her most manifest attainment was her grossness and sensuality,
a simple love of a debauched and ignominious existence. (49) o Now
there emerpes Agrippina, whose overweening ambition first on her
own, then on her son's bshalf is matehed by her general de~-
pravity. Tacitus?! drama of the female Dictator reaches in this

act 1%ts culmination.



The first appearance of Agrippina of any consequence is
the occasion when, after the death of Messalina, the freedmen =
principally Pallas and Cellistus, each secks %o marry to
Claudius his own pretééé; Lollia Paulina in +the case of Calligtus
and Agrippina in the case of Pallas., One should bsware of
being misled by +the ironical comment of Tacitus (50) +hat the
freedmen were quarrelling about who should choose +the Emperor's
next wife., In reality these men had nothing to gain by
Claudius marfying again; only insofar as each could secure a
marriage between the woman whoss hireling he was could they
have had ambitions in +this direction. If Agrippina and her
rivals wielded litile power and were of little consequence Pallas
and Callistus would have been more immedistely in control of
Rome and Claudius if he were to remein single. The truth of
the matter must have been that the freedmen were simply pawns
on the political chessboard; the argument in reality was between
Agrippina herself and either Paulina herself or some elements in
the Palace whose interest it was to withhold power from
Agrippina at any cost, and saw Paulina as a worthy instrument
of that poliey.

Agripping’s point of view = either because of its inherent
strength or because of the cogency with which 1t was argued,
coupled with her physical appeal (51) = prevailed. Once assured
of her inocéstuous marriage to Claudius, she commenced reaching
her ultimate goel of establishing her son Nero %o the +throne.
First a trumped-up chsrge of incest with his sister disposed of
the intended husband of Claudius® daughter Octavia; incest was

permitted only between BEmperors and their cousing and nieces.



The first phase of Agrippinals career ends with the Senate
being convinced how desirsble it was +that Uncle and niece should
marry - in thoss days of Senatorial degeneracy {52) no great
task. So far she has not emerged tooc badly = a strong-willed
and delermined womaen well able %o use her undisputed charms
on the uxoricus and impressionsble Claudius. But immediately after
the weddlng, says Tacitus (53) there was o complets trens-
formation. Complete obsdience was accorded to a woman under a
rigorous, almost mesculine despotism.

Eventﬁally ag her power dwindled in proportion with the
growing self-assertiveness of her son and the shrinking
effectiveness of her pillars or support Burrug, Pallas and
Seneca, Agrippina is described as becoming more and more timid,
arnd a8 she nears destruction almost & pathetic creaturs with
whom one 1s Inclined almost %o sympathlse = only however
because she 1s overshadowed in monstrosity and +tmeachery by Nerc.

But at the =zenith of her power she is depicted, as has
been seen, as a wWoman whom no gcruples of any descfiption withe=
held from single-mindedly pursuing her ambition - or %o be mors
precise her passicnmate desire for power for her son, and con-
sequently prestige for herself.

"In public she was austere and often arrogant. Her
privaté life wes chaste - unless power was to be gained.

Her passion to acquire: money was unbounded., She wanted it

as a stepping~stone +ce supremacy™ . (54).

This 1is Tacitus® text; the commentery upon it is constituted by
her steps towards her objecbives = the destruction of Silanus

Torquatus and his sister (55), of Claudius himself (56), of
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Lollia Paulire (57), of Statilius Tawrus (58), of Domitia
Lepida (59), of Narcissus (60), the eventual adoption of Nero
as successor te the throne in preference to Brittanicus (61),
her ostentation of her power in the provinces (42) and the
appointment of Burrus to the command of the Praetorian coherts.(63).

As she mnears her death the reader obbains a modified
impression of +this remarkable woman. She emerges as determined
as ever; her death which she was to receive at +the hands of
her own son she had anticipated for years previously, bubt she
accepted this prediction = it was learnt from astrologers (64)‘ -
as a fatalist, and meanwhile contirued with ummitigated |
purposefulness. She rises in the estimation 6f the resder
because of her coursge; her swimming ashore from the boat whose
slvking wes contrived by her son (65), and her finsl brevery
when faced with her executioner Anicetus and his gang. (66),
She must have been not only sufficiently dignified but sufficiently
lovable for Tacitus %o consider the possibility of Muester (67)
having commited suicide abt the time of her cremation. (68).

Whatever compassion is felt for Agrippina, to whatever extent
her misdeeds were overshadowed by +hose of her son, Tacitus has
made his point. The chief sin of Agrippine is not contained in
the catalogue of her murders, her intrigues and her indifference
to the feelings of others - although +these were deplorable
indeed - bubt, as was the ecase with Livia, upon whom she seems
to bhave modelled herself, in many respects, as empress, if
Tacitus is to be believed, her insatiable ambition. Througk her
ambition Rome was deprived of a wesk bub comparetively harmless

emperer, and as & substitute received an emperor who was, as
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events were %btoc show, proved to be far more eruel and far
more unscrupulous than his mother. In fact these bad qualities
of Nero might never have burst oub had the possessiveness of
his mother not gtrained his self-control +o breaking-point.
Agrippina, it might be said, ig porirsyed by Tacitus as the
inventor of a terrible explosive, that Dblew up' herself as well
a8 hundreds of more or less imnocent bystanders; even Tacitus
himself was rocked by +the repercussions.

She carries a further wvesponsibility. Tiberius befors his
reign and during its earlier years conducted himself in a
manner most reasonable from every point of wview. If he was the
vietim of moods and suspicions this was due in part = bub only
in part = to Livia'®s wupbringing and moulding of his character
during his formative years; and when those moods and suspicions
began Treally to afflict Rome those formative years were very
distents The case of Nero is quite different, and no part of
his adult life can be sald %o show any vestige of enlighterment
or of moderation. His boyhood wes spent = presumsbly as the
apple of his mother’s eye = in a manner certain to insure him
to every form of calculated mischief, and a large portion of
the blame must be attached %o his mother for the fact +that he
showed such precocious aptitude for following the eallousness
inculcated inte him by example if not by precept by his mother,

To find the relationship between Agrippina and Nerc merely as
a carefully eveolved vrepfiition of +that between ILivia and Tiberius,
as one author has thought (69) is to fail to appreciate =

substantisl portion of Tacitus? purpose. The rudimentary resemblances
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between those relationships are sufficiently obvious for the most
casuel reader of the Amnals to notice; sc¢, however, are ths
differences. ILivia is by far the subtler women; she raises te
complete power a man already mature and expsrienced in
sharing the administration with her late husband and = though
she would never have allowed a contemporary observer %o notice «
herself. Onse he is in power she is sable %o control Tiberius
almost until her deathbed. During her lifetine his regime is
mederated by her influsnces and 1is in consequence a peried of
fairly enlightened rule. Only in extreme old age doss she drive
her son %0 exasperation with her interferences. On the other
hand, Agripping®s puppet is much younger and more pliableQ and
his propensity for ecrime is largely the result of her hardivork;
but the 1life that she bestows upon this puppet turns against
her and annihilates all her previous accomplishments, all within
a matter of fiwe years. Livia’s son turns to a hard tyrenny in
exasperation with her rule over him; Agrippina’s as a direct
,,,,,, consequence of her power.

There is nothing in the character of Poppasa as described
by Tacitus that is really original, and it woﬁld be pointless %o
give an unduly extended account of it, as has sglready been
commented, IPoppaea provides a final and unpleasant semple of
feminine domination. Ironically it is the result of Poppeeals
persuasions {70) that Nero finally resclves upon killing hig mother,
and no sooner has he rid himself of the rule of the one than
he finds himself dominated by the other,

The four women whe have just been discussed ecannot be re-

garded as +typical Roman women of their day; thsy ears women in



whose hends was power of an exceptional nature, and, as they
excesd what Tacitus requires of a woman, they must be regarded
as phenomena of an slmost supernatursl import sent by the gods
to herry Rome. (71). And yet they equally may be seid to

demand inckusion in a diseussion of Tacitus?® views on women, for
they demonstrate extreme cases of +the fatal results of too much
power falling into the hands of womankind. Nevertheless s more
general survey of women drawn frem all walks of life is re-
_quired before any clear indications of his views are fortheoming.
If a woman is conducting herself in conformity with +the behaviour
which Tacitus regards as becoming %S her séx, she will ackieve
nothing worthy of mention in such a work as the Annals or the
Histories. The examples of immoral women may be expscted to
out=number the virtuous womern in his pages for this reason, and
this expectation is in fact realised. Most of the evidence being
of a negative nature it will be difficult +o say what Tacitus
exXpects a woman to do, rather. than what he expects her not o
do.

The other Agrippina = the wife of Germanicus = provides
perhaps the best and fullest ccmmentary in a single psrson of
Tacitus® views of feminine virtue and vice. She fulfills o
pathetic role in the Anmals - that of & women of dignity and
high birth whose fortunes compel her to parade her grief before
the common gaze on two different occasions, In the first case
she is +town away from her beloved husband's side when the armies
under his commerd bscome involved in mutiny; in the second

instance she is mourning the premature death of Germanicus and st
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the same time was tortured by his insistence that she should
avenge hils death by bringing to justice Pisc and his wife
Plancine who, Germanicus bslieved, were responsible for his being
poigoned. The resultant picture of Agrippine that one gains from
reading Tacitus® account of her gsorrows 1is one of a great-hearted
woman (72), faithful %o her family (73), proud of her lineage (74),
unafraid of accepting responsibilities <« even responsibilities +that
in reality did not devolve upon hergelf (75) = which normally
#¢id not fall to the lot of a women, It is true to say, in
fact, that to a greal extent she shares the limelight that
habituslly shines around her husband.

Yet there is a debit side. She is requested by her dying
husband to shake off her haughty pride (76); she is ’Yiggggigv

luctu et nescia tolerandil (77) Tsemper atrox, tum et periculo

propinquae accemsa' (78), I'pervicex irae! (79), and laequi

impatiens, dominandi avida® (80). All these strokes of the pen

add up to the picture of a woman vwhom one can bslieve in,

if not sadmire. Although she is mentioned less than the four

really powerful woman (8L) she is more readily visuslised as a
 ;;¥?¢3 real person. Like her enemy Plancina she participated in camp

life, and became beloved of +the soldiery; unlike +the case of

Planeina, however, this was 4n involuntary assoclation different

essentially and entirely from that departure from custonlry

feminine propriety. (82).

As contrasting colours can add dramatic depth to s picturs,
so Tacitus uses ths device of conirasting personalities to add

to the dramatic tension of his narrative. Planeins furnishes this
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contrast with ’ﬁgrippiﬁa the wife of Germanicus. This woman, the
wife of Piso, is alleged by Tgeitus +to have been the instrument
of Livia's jealousy of Agrippima (83); she was immodest (84);

she rather +than her husband was, in the estimation of Germanicus,
the real cause of his impending death (85); she certsinly

eclipsed Piso by the ostentatious jollity with which she celsbrated
the deat h of Germanicus when the poison hed done ibs work. (86) o
Her methods included necromancy (87) whieh savoured too much of
foreign rites for Tacitus +to approve. { 88). Later in Rome she was
more fortunate than her husband (89), doubtless because of her
great wealth (90) and her influence with Livia; so she was able
to let him face his fate alone., Here again she offers s contrast;
this time with +the Arrise (91), Pauline and Antistia \Pollittag It
is clear that it affords Taci%us great pleasure to relate that a
fate similar 40 that of her husband awsited Plancins too, and her
suicide when finally it occurred was both well-deserved and overdus.
(92) .

Meny of the women mentioned in +the Annals are of merely
passing interest; their conduct gives 1little or no indication of
Tacitus® ideas of vice and virtus samong their sex; Acerronia was
beaten to death when, in Agrippina’s sinking boat, she claimed that
she herself was Agrippina. ((93). The umsltruistic motive for her
conduet given by Fourneaux (94) seems to afford the most reasonable
explanation of her Yimprudential, Acilia was accused by her son,
the poeb Lucan, of being implicated in the Pilonian congpiracy
against Nero (95); her roke is purely a passive one so far as
Tacitus 1is concerned, Acutia was tried for and convieisd of treason

(96), but nothing indicates Tacitus! attitude towards here. The same
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applies to Hfelia Paebina, a former wife of Claudius, who was
recommended again to him by Narcissus afber the death of
Messalina. (97). Antonia the younger is only casually mentioned,
although it sesms 1likely that Tacitus would have been well-disposed
towards her sinee she was the mobher of Germanicus. (98). Vipsania,
e daughter of Agrippa, sesms %o have been introduced 3into the
narrative only as an oddiby; she died a nabural death. (99).
Vitia was executed for lamenting the death of her son. Ones may
feel sure thalt in this anecdote Tacitus is less interested in
the eonduct of the old lady than in the ferocity with whieh
Tiberius was at this time wielding the 'Maiestas? law. (100).

Most of the women who Tacitus mentions fall into ome or
other eclearly defined types. The most significant of these types,
if only because of its numerous examples, is the adultress.
Bemilia Lepida the elder was accused of adultery, poimonings and the
consultation ©f agtrologers. Iquamvis infami ae nocenti? is the
damning verdigét of Tacitus. (101)° Her daughter of the same name
was abhorred by Tacitus; she committed suicide without troubling
to defend herself against the charge of adultery. (102). Albucilla
receives only a single notice to the effect +that although she had
been married to Salvus Secundus she was famous for her many 3llicit
love affairs. (103). Appuleias Varilla was charged under the
"Maiestas? law of having spoken slightingly of Augustus, Tiberius
énd Livia. (104). Whatever Tacitus believes ought to have been the
verdict on these counts, he entertains no doubt that she was
justly sentenced for adultery. (105), Domitia is accused by
Agrippina, the mother of Nero, of adultery with Atimetus and Paris;

it is probable that notwithstanding the character of her accuser



Tacitus believes the truth of this charge (106). Domitia ILepida
is described as belng the rival of Agrippina in nobility, beauty,
wealth and immorality. (‘107) o BEnnia was induced by her husband
Macro to pretend to love Galus (i.s. Caligula) and éntice him
into a promise of marriage. Even if she were incapable of evil
on her owﬁ bshalf she was clearly tarred with +the usual brush
of immorality. (108). Julia the daughter of Augustus is nobiced
only retrospectively as having died in banishment. She had been
sent into this exile by her father for her immorslity. (109).
Julia ILivilla, while, as Tacitus implies, worthy of sympathy, was
less an object for commiseration, he says, than Octavia, the wife
of Nero. Her exile inéidentally was the result of a charge of
adultery with Seneca, and perhaps Tacitus! regard for the memory
of that great name impels him tosilence. (110). Junia Silans was
noble, beautiful = and immoral, like so many obthers. Her career
was one of emnity with Agrippina which resulied in her exile and
subsequently her death. ( 111). Livilla was +the Ilover of Sejanus,
seduced into crime by him, and eventuslly as a means of helping |
him to the throne, assisted him to poison her husband, the
emperor Claudius. (112). Mubilia Prisca is mentioned only -once,

88 an adultress with Julius Postumus. (113).

Pontia was & merried womsn with whom a tribune Cetavius
Sagitta fell in love. She was bribed by him - at a high oprice,
it must be admitted - %o become his mistress. When she hesitated
to meke good her promise of marriage, she was murdered by her
lover. (114). Silia is another womsn who receives only a pessing
mention by Tacitus. She shared with Nero in almost every type

of impropriety despite being married to a Senator., fAs she was one
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likely to betray. Nero's confidence, she fell under suspicion
after Petronius®! famous eve;of-death indictment was published, and
was banished. (115). Amd finally there was Statilia Messalina, who
is casually mentioned as being one of Nerols mistresses. If
Suetonius (116) is correct in stating that Nero married her after
he had kicked Poppasa to death (117), the emperor became her
£fifth husband.

There are other instances of féminine vice, of course, butb
no type of licentious conduct is so often and so sternly reproved
by Tacitus. Amnia Rufilla, for instance, is deseribed as one of
the bad characters who were slandering and insulting respectable
folk, and excaping punishment by clasping an! effigy of the
Emperor. As a means of exterminating this practice Drusus sent
her %o gaol, as she had in any case been already conviecded of
fraud. (118). Might it not be +hat Tacitus® apparent impatience
with this widespread practice of exXcaping deserved punishment im
eloquent algo of his feélings regarding Emperor-worship? (119)
Another woman is condemned roundly even vwhen her participation in
the Pisonian conspiracy might have been expected to be a source
of praise for her. "She had extracted the secret of the plotters -
it is not known how, for she had never before inbterested herself
in eanything good" says Tacitus (120). She later raised herself in
his estimation by her refusal to divulge the names of thoss involvedAﬂd
in' the conspiracy, and by braving death in the face of torture.(121)
What Tacitus thought of Junia Calvina esnnot positively be ascertaine
eds Her role in the Annals is both small and passive. She is

deseribed as the ‘'sane decora et procax soror! of Silanus. Although
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'procax usually means ‘shameless! and is thus translated by
Profs M., Grant (122) +this may not have been the meaning which
Tacitus had in mind. (123).

Two other women incur Tacitus?® displeasure besause they have
associations of not quite 'the right sort?!. Ahcte, who figures
to quite a large extent iIn his account of Nero's principate,
dées not appeat as conbemplible as her w»ival Poppaea, yet the
sneers 'paelics ancilla' and 'contubernio servili! indicete well
enough Tacitus! contempt. (124). Iivie Julia committed a sin which
added materialiy Yo the BEmperor’s miseries: she married the grand-
son of & Roman knight. (125). In addition there are mentioned in
the Annels +two women who were poisoners by profession. {(126),

So much for the vidious women of Tacitus. They have their
counterparts in the camp of virtue, and’ thege fall into +two clear
categories. First are the women who display such affection for
and loyalty %o <their hushands that they are prepared to die with
them rather than live out a miserable and solitary existance.

Arria is the name of both the wife and the mother of the Stoic
Thrasea Paetus; both of thess women wanted to share Thrases's

death. (127). Paxasa committed suicide with her husband Pomponius
Labeo. (128). Pompeia Paulina desired to die with her husband

Seneca and in fact did open her veins for that purpose. On the
order of Nero sghe was constrained to live, and showed throughout
the remainder of her life her devobtion +to her late husband by the
pallor of her cheeks. (129). Servilia offers a further instance of
stoic devotion %o the family, this time %o a husbarnd and a father.
She, a mere girl still in her teens (130) was implicated in

charges made against her father, the Stoic Barea Soranus. (131).
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Of her, her father said that her only crime was %too much family
affection. (132). Sextis, like Paxaes, commitbed suicide with her
husband Aemilius Scaurus. (133). Antistia Pollitta was the
daughter of Iucius Antistius Vetus, and the wife of the Stoie
Rubellius Plautius, who had already met death under Nero., She
together with her father's mother-in-law Sextia (134) died along
with Vetus. (135). Love between the various members of a family,
love even to the extent of sharing in anotherl!s death was, as
has been seen (136), characteristic BStoic teaching, and Tacitus
significantly honours +he memory of these people, mostly avowed
Stoics, who gave such strong proof of their devotion +to this
doctrine.

The second category of good women contains only three names,
though there is a considerable similarity among them in the
circumstances and the words used by Tacitus 4o recall them. Junia
Torquata i1s deseribed as fpriscae sanctimoniae wvirgo?, This would
appear from Tacitus to bz almost rank eccentricity in those days
had she not been a priestess of Vesta. (137). Occias too was =
priestess of Vesta whose saintly priesthood had lasted fifty-seven
- years. Tacitus® language recalling olden-day virtue is noticeably
similar: ‘quae septem et quinquaginta annos summa santimonis
Vestalibus sacris praeéederat'o {138). Vibidia was yet anocther
Vestal = Ivirginum Vestalium vetustissimam? - who insistsd that
Messalina should be given a fair hearing; To Tacitus the old
religious ritusl of Rome was, no mabtter how little convietion it
carried (139), part of the Rome which was for him all, or
nearly all <that mattered in 1life; so he speaks with reverence for

all 1ts observences and hence its priests and poiesthoods,
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Only the hapless young Octavia of 2l1) +the women of ihe
Annels awaits discussion. She, the legal wife of Nero, is dis-
played =as a girl who was the vietim of +the sins of others,
rather than as being especially virtuous on her own accounb. (140).
Her role is similar %o +that of Brittenicus, harmless and innocent - =
if only because of her youth = and o means for Tacitus of
emphasiging by conirast the bestial conduct of Nero, Agrippina and

R Poppaea. Her youth adds pathos to an already tragic shtuation.

It must agein be noted +that +this no doubt odd mizture of

women dies not represent a typical cross-section of the women

of Rome of the early Empire. Tacitus must be permitted a

certain amount of distoriion, for he is quite honest in steting
his precise purposes in writing history. ( 141). He must be
expscted to adhere %o fact inasmuch as he oleims to be an
historian, but to accentuate <+them +to suit +the point he is making
according as he is a moralist. The result must falrly be ex-
rected to be a distorted image of the times he describes.

If then it is admitted +that +there is distortion in hig
picture of Roman women, there must be a plan, certsin distinect
traits in that distortion. It 4is not very difficult to discover
these ‘traitse

L emall number of these women play, as has been noted, a

7 rather indeterminate wrole in the story of their times; they may
be accused of réshness, as Acceronia; they may be mentioned merely
in passing, as Vipsania,

The first and most striking feature of the remainder - those

whose part is of some consequence - is the large proportion of

aduliresses that they contain - numerically almost half of the



women mentioned. Three others, Epicharis, Plancins and Annis
Rufilla, are portrayed as being bad women generally without
their precise activities being discussed; they too may have
included adultery in their lists of immoralities. It is clesr
then that Tacltus is very concerned with unchastity among
womern, and especially among married women. Thig preoccupation
would be very much in accord with what have beern discussed.
among his leanings +towards Stoiec precepts; not only towards
chastity as a laudable end in itself but as s means of
reinforcing one of the fundamental supports of all civilisation =
the family and its unity.

Unchagtity then appears +to be one of the objects of
Tacitus’ especiel d&slike. He emphasises +this loathing for un-
chastity further by mentioning the chastity of +the three
priestesses of Vesta = Occia, Vibidia and Junia Torquata. In
exalting these virtuous women he is no doubt paying court to
the established wreligion of Rome, btut there seems %o be an
added emphasis wupon celibaey.

Chastity is alse dimplicit in his delineation of Agrippina,
thé wife of Germanicus, for, as it has been remarked (142) she
was in Tacitus® estimation the thorough-going materfamilias of
the republican type. OConversely, Flencine, her contrasting enemy,
is depicted as the force that drives Piso, her husband, to his
acts of ingubordinastion and hostility towards Germanicus. This
together with her willingness to take pert in the exercises of
the +troops suggests a character notiruly in accord with Stoie
ideas of feminine reticence.

The love of strong family ties is quite clearly the
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motivating force behind +the ’Stecic’® deaths = or intended deaths.
The mutual resemblances between the accounts of Paulina, Servilia,
Antistia Politta and the Arriame are strikingly close. The fact
that Paulina did not actually die with her husband is, of courss,
quite irrelevant; she was willing, in fact most eager 1o die
rather than survive her beloved Seneca. Similar too are the
suicides of Paxaea and Sextia -~ the wife of Aemilius Scaurus =
whe although not avowed Stoies emulated their practice by dying
with their husbands. Sextia indeed, the account in Tacitus
mentions, was alsc the means of persuading her husband %to¢ maintain
the dignity of the Aemilii by anticipating econdemnstion. Flancine
agaln affords a contrast; she is bent upon self-preservatioz;o Hexr
devotion tc Piso must have appeared through Stoic eyes toc be
very much that of an opportunist. She already had wealth and
influence; had her plans been successful +the reward for the
destruction of Germanicus by her husband and herself might have
been adopihon intce the Imperial household.

To substantiate Taciﬁus‘ stress upon family unity and con-
sequent family vigour, one may cite the repeated emphasis whieh
he lays wupon the fecundity of women as a quelification for
marriage, Agrippina the elder is +the most prominent woman involved,
for almost every mention of her includes s mention of one or more
of her children born or about %o be born. Of her gualities which
Tacitus describes as affecting the soldiers in camp, he cites the

feme of her birth and ‘'her impressive record as a wife and mother?

(143)
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In a comparison betwsen her and ILiville the wife of Drusus these
two qualities recur in the seme order: IAgrippina was more dige
tinguished than Drusus'! wife Livilla = and had more children® (144);
and again, Germanicus in his speech given frem his deathbed is
made to say precisely the same thing:
"Show Rome my wife = the divine Augustus? granddaughter,

Call the roll of my six children®. (145).

This seme emphasis on child-bearing recurs when the leading
freedmen are advocating their various candidates for the privilege
of being Claudius® next wife, after the death of Messslina.
Narcissus points out +hat Aelia Paetina has already produced a
daughter for Claudius = in other words he may look forwerd to
further offspring if he re-marries her. (146). Pallas, proposing
hgrippina the younger mskes +the seme dusl claim +thet has just
been mentioned concerning her more virtuous nsmesake:

'Let the Emperor ally himself with a noble rasce and

unite two branches of +the Claudian house rather +then allow

this lady of oproved capacity for child=bearing still young

to transfer the glorious neme of the Cawmsars %o ancther

family?. (147)

To emﬁhasise how fantistic was the marriage between Silius and
Messalina, Tacitug spesks of the formality and the legality of
the wedding. The form included the pledge to undertske the marriage

for the purpose of rearing children « velut suscipiendorum

liberorum causa, a statement thet =adds gontempt to Tacitus?

amusement. (2148).

Marriage if not admirable as an end in itself Tacitus would
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no doubt have advocated as in the interests of +the stateo
Respect for marriege as an institublon causes him no less then
Juvenal to condemn the childless rich. (149) This attitude he
adopted at a +time when the practice of veluntary birth=-contrcl
had not yet attained the popularity which provoked epigrammatic
allusions from Martial. (150), Perhaps however there were symptoms
of this trenmd, and families such as that of Germanicus and
Agrippina with their Vtotal of nine children, might, by the time
thet Tacitus was writing thé Anmnals, heve been rapidly becoming
a thing of the past. (151),
Some four chapters of the Germania ( 152) are devoted to
a statement of +the marital morals of +the German tribes; and
although it would be rash to assume that Tacitus is whole-
hearted in his admiration of their socisl behavious, it is
clear thet he believes there are lessons in this subject that
they might well +teach Rome.
"The observance of the marriage tie" he says fis
very strict, and there is no point in their menners
which dessrves greater praise',
Again he says in a passage that deserves to be quoted at length:
"Chastity is well cloistered in their lives. They are not
corrupted by the sollurements of the theatre or the subtle
temptation of banquets. Neither men nor women know anything of
clandestine correspondence. In proportion to their mumbers
adultery is very rate......In Germany no-one laughs at vice
nor calls mutual corruption‘ "the spirit of the agef. Better
gtill is the 1life of those tribes where enly virgins are

married; their hopes and aspirations are settled once and
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for =ll. Thus to the wife her husband 1s one body and one
1ife with her; she has no thought beyond him, no further
desires; it seems as though her love was not so much for
ner husband as for the married state. To limit the number
of offspring or %o kill one of the later-born children they
consider a ecrime; and their good morals are of more avall
than good laws in other places".

1in other places' refers of course to Rome, where the ILex Julis
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sp 17 B.C. and the Lex Papia Poppaea of 9 A.D. has been passed

to encourage and regulate marriage.

For even clesrer eovidence upon Tacitus! views of woman's
station in society one has to go back to ‘the Agricola. (153).
Discussing +the happy union between; his parents-in=law he says:

"They were always a wonderfully united pair. Their
affection was mutual, and each locked up to the other.

Perhaps in marrisge a good wife degerves more praise ‘than

a good husband; at any rate we blame a bad wife more’.

Tn other words more <+than half the responsibility for the success
of a marriage rests upon the woman. It is unlikely +that this
means +that a man may be considersd free %o enjoy illicit unions
whereas a woman may nob, for Tacitus speaks frecly against

maseuline unchastity (154); furthermore such sins involved women =

often married women in similar vice., What is meant is that the
bringing up of children and the meintaining of a happy and a
tranquil domestic enviromment in which her hushand 1is free to
devote himself to his interssts in public affairs is the concera
of +the conscientious Roman matron; a state of affalrs indeed ‘that

many people today regard as ideal. This can be achieved only when
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the wife as well as the husband is alive %o her responsibilities;
these demand a faithfulness %o her family even to the exbtent, as
has been noticed, of dying or at least being willing %o dis with
her husband. Alternatively if +the dinterests of the family require
it of her, she must be willing %o set aside 811 inclination %o
die, no mabier how uninviting may appear ths prospect of surviving
ner husband. In such a marital associstion there 1is no room for
unchastity.

Nor is +here room for a dictaborial woman. The consequences
of domineering women such as Livia and Agrippina have already been
considered, although it is true that theirsvdominations were ab
their most severe during their respective widowhoods. But in
general the man must remain unchallenged as ‘the head of the
family, while at the same time leaving his wife a free hand
in mabters +that fall within her own sphere of duty.

One side of +the piebure of the Roman mother has been in
the accounbs of Iivia and Agrippina. As a portrait of the way
in which a Rémsn lady ought in Tacitus? view %o look after hey
sons he presents Julia Proeilla, the mother of his father-in-law
Agricola. (155). She is in fact a2 direet daescendant of the type
of mother represented by the famous Cornelia, the mother of the
Gracchi, who was so much exbtolled during the days of the
Republic. Julia Procilla is a lady tof rpare delicacy of mind?.
As Agricola was brought up at her knes it was owing to her
loving care +that he spent his boyhood and early youbh engaged
in the acquiring of a liberal education. This feeling of reverence
for an enlightened mother is idenbical with the feeling suggested
in the discussion in +the Dislogus (156), where the superior

training given by & Cornelia or an Amelia or an Atia to her
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Gracchi or Oaesar or MAugustus is praised, in conbrast with the
fashion contemporary with Tacitus, of leaving these responsibilities
to a Greek servani-girl.

Ag the Roman matron had her special responsibilitiss, so she
had her special dignity to maintain. Tacitus complains of women
studying degrading parts in slage performances (157), and of women
and knights msking scandels of themselves 1n the arena. (158} .
These protests are echoed by Juvenal somewhat later (159) and

no doubt such displays did portray the general degradation of the

timese.

To summarise briefly Tacitus! views on the women of the early
Fopire, it may be said that they had a role to play in the
home complementary to that which thelr husbands played in public
life; that it was largely their .responsibility to maintain s
cordisl and tranquil atmosphere of concord at home without which
the careers of their husbands would be in jeopardy; more than
this, in fact = the very welfare of the state depended to a
large extent wupon the well-being of its leading familiss. So
women haed a two-fold responsibility = %o their husbands and  to
the state = +to bear children and to lead a modest and a chaste
life, To emphasise the dangers which unchastity occasioned,

Tacitus introduces adultresses into +the Annals to the exbtent of

almost half the number of female characters mentioned, and there are .

several obther women introduced into wvarious anecdotes which stress
the importance of maintaining femily tles even in the extreme
crisis. And yet, while women had dignitiles and rights to main-
tain, there are limits beyond which their influence cannot ex-

tend without ths introduction of the dangerous effects of feminine
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tyranny. Women were not equipped, in fact, for handling pover,

as was shown by the disastrous results of their influence and

power over Rome's earlier Emperors. After all, the Germen tribes

were less than slaves' when they accepted the rule of a woman (160);
what +then were the Romans, who while complstely ruled by imperious
women, paid sycophantic court even to the underlings of those

women?

In conclusion, let Tacitus himself put forward *two opposite
sides of the Roman woman (161) = the reslistic statement which Is
brought forward by Aulus Cascina Severus, who 1s an objeet of
Tacitus! admiration as the up-holder of old~fashioned disecipline
in the army (162), and the smooth, cajoling snd defeatist
"things are in a bad way = what can we do about it?" atbitude
advocated by Messalle Messalinus, who is otherwise noticed by
Taeitus as a flatterer of Tiberius. (163). The speeches occur
in an account of a Sematorisl debate on whelther womsn should
accompany bheir husbands on assigments to the provinces. It is
entirely characteristic of Tdcitus that his account is heavily
biassed against the spirit &f Iluxury that permeated the life of
the wealthier Romans of the early Empire, and that the specious
ubterances of Messallinus fall upon readier ears than the more
atoical words of the old disciplinarian.

Caecing's speech 1s recounted first.

"My wife and I" he says Mare good friends sand have
produced six children. But I have kept her at home during
forty years of service in various provinces.....Homen are nob

only frail end easily tired. Relax control and they become



=103=

ferocious ambitious schemers, circulating among the soldiers,

ordering company commanders about.......women give the more

wilful and despotic orders. They have burst through the old
legal restrictions.....and are rulers everywhere <« at honme, in
the courts and now in the: armyY.

Much of this speeech is characteristic of what Tacitus himself
thought = complaints sagainst the too great ascendancy of wonen,
and their inability to use power discreetly or in moderation when
they do obtain it. When Caecina says that women are rulers
everywhere, it is no doubt aimed at ILivia in particular, though
it would obviously have shown a dearth of prudence on his part
had he said as much in so many words.

The more popular and cajoling speaker Messallinus begins by
remarking how modifications to old discipline have been made in
many Tespects and with 1ittle harm done. This is the voice of
the T'gpirit of the age' which Tacitus condemns so roundly in
another context (164).

"Men are......surely enfit%&ed" continues the spesker

"o relax with their wives when +they return from tTheir

labourse.....If a woman misbehaves it is her husbandds fault.

Besides, ©*he weakness of one or +two husbands 1s no reason

to de prive all of them their wives' partnership in good

times and bad.....Marriages scareely survive 4jith the keeper
on the spot = whatever would happen with some years of
virtual divorce +to efface them? When reforming abuses else-

where, remember the immortality of the capital”.
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These words are an insult to the integrity of women generally.

Women, contends Tacitus, have shown themselves loyal to their
husbands throughout their lives '‘not only when parted from them
during a tour of duty, but even after their death (165).

The contrast between these +two speeches is most eloquent of
the seriousness with which Tacitus viewed the guestion of marriage

and +the mubtual responsibilities of husband and wife.

’
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1l  Freeduen

The status of freedman was &achieved when a gslave bought
or obtherwise earned his menumission from his master. His mmaster
now Dbecame his f'patronts The fortures of +the freedmen varied in
accordence with +those of his patron; the freedmen of +the Imperial
household were the most fortunate, although +to secure , pre-
eminence among the vast numbers of Imperial freedmen demanded &
high degree of &bility, or - muchk more likely =~ of unscrupulous
craft and flattery.

During the +times discussed by Tacitus in +the Histories and
the Annals the role of the Imperial freedman started very
modestly during 3Phe esrlier years of the rule of Tiberius -
years during which, as Tacitus willingly admits, mach discerunment
and enlighterment was shown by +the ZIEmperor. Graduslly +Hhey rose
in importeance, so that they ~figure very largely in the his‘torj
of the reigns of Claudius and Neroes The 3zenith of +their power
occurred during %the xule of Domitiang owing probably mnot so
muck %o any improvement in +the conduet of +the more self-seeking
freedmen as %% @. firmer control upon their aspirations and a
decline in the influence of +the +three most important secretariates
(166) appear after the reign of Domitian less as individual
corrupbters of Emperors and more and more as integral parts of
the machinery of Statee 4Actuzlly it was Hadrian who first
successfully conteined +%he rise %o power of +the ambitious
freedman; he allocated his most important secretarié.l ~and _advisory
offices exclusively to members of the equestrian order.

It is quite in accordance with expectations +that Tacitus

shows & strong anbtipathy towards freedmen holding any great powers
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It is with apparent pleasure +that he records the caré that
Tiberius showed in selecting +the best men for gévernment posts
of every kind;, basing his choice upon ancestry, distinction im
the field and repubation - whether Juristic, literary or
oratorical =~ gained in Rome itself (167), More specifically it
is stated +that +the household of the Emperor was conducted by
only & few liberti (168). Thié was, @s has been remarked, in
the earlier part of his reign; the +Time that Tacitus is
discussing merks the beginning of a deecline in the guality of
Tiberius® adminstration (169).

Adumbrations of the future greatness of the freedmen occur
in the account of +the later years of +the same Emperors They
had evidently aroused sufficient envipathy in certain quarters
to cause the delator Iucius Fulcinius Trio %o leave & will
denouncing, as well as Tiberius and Macro, +the Empsror's
leading freedmen; he then escaped inminent prosecution by killing
himself (170). Other sources mention the rise of certein freed-
men about +his time, whereas Tacitus has little %o g8y - asg
yet (171). Tacitus® silence om +this point seems +to show +thad
he 1is disinclined %o denounce persons or institutions purely
for +the sske of g0 doing; he speaks in outright condemnation
of the freedmen when they become an evil in +he state, but
not before they wreach that stage of notoriety.

Under Claudius the liberti do in fact reach that pernicious
stages Thie ZEmperor, Tacitus says, gave even ex-slaves, placed in
control of his ypersonal estates, equal authority with himseglf and
the lew (172). This may be something of am overstatement: yeb

much the same thing is said Iater, of omne of the freedmen,
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Pallas specifically (173).
"Hero" says Tacitus%.sessedeposed Pallas from the
position from which, since his appointment by Claudius,
he had virtually controlled the Empire®,

The position in question was that of ‘liberbtus & rationibus?

(174)

It is true %o say +that no freedman +o0 whose hands came
any vestige of real power escapes <+the censure of Tacitusy the
faults of the freedmen may be isolated aets (175) or a con-
catenation of mischiefs as in +he cases of Anicetus and Pallas
(176).

It will Dbe instructive to follow <+he careers of one or
two of the leading freedmen who rose to power during the

gsist one to realise

o

reigns of Claudius and Nero. This will
to wnat exbent they wreally did conbtrol the Roman world, and
will indicate <+the reacbion of Tacitus towards +their activities
and mnmisdeeds,

Throughout Tacitus' narrative concerning +the fall of llegsalina

the fresdmen plays & leading role, FHe is
&g hend.ing out orders %o all the principal ociors concerned,

end his authoritarian maanner throughout +the episode ie quickly
Telt %o be an fronical commentery by Tacitus upen  the inferior
type of men in whose hends such enormous power reshted, He is
depicted demanding ~ and indeed obtaining - a seat in Claudiust
carriage (177); pressing Vitellius for his opinion, &although in

this dinstance Narcissus is thwarbed (178), Viteliius, it should

be noted, was the most femous courtier of +he time; he was

in +%his year consul for +the <+third tme] end colleague in that
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office and in the censorship with Claudius himself, Nexb,
Narcissus 1is seen ordering +the removal of the ZEmperorts
children (179): deciding for the Bmperor +thet he will hear

the pleas of Messalina (180); and thereafter taking complete
charge of +the proceedings, ineluding the ordering of Messalina's
death ,{(181). His arrogence is further showr later whem he
éppears bendying words with Agrippina, the mother of Neroo
Here, however, it Dbecomes manifest +that, powerful théugh he

ls; the power of Agrippina is greater (182}, Although it was

not mnoticed at +the +bime, his nullying of the court over the
Messalina affair was only upon the orders of a more ruthless
@nd intransigent bully behind the scenes - Agrippina herselfs
The outcome of +this disagreement could ieke only one courses
the +two became openly hostile (183). Although Tecitus hatés
freedmen, he hates Agrippine +the more, Consequently in this
controversy between her and Narcissus, sympatiy is enlisted for
the freedmen,

"Whether Brittanicus or Nerc come %o +the throne? he
says ‘my destruction is inevitable, Bub Claudius has Dbeen
so good to me that I would give my 1life %0 help himg
The criminal intentions for which Messalina, with Gaius
Silius; was condemned (184) are present in Agrippina.
oooHer intrigues in Nero's interests are fatal +to the
Imperial house -~ more ruinous than if I had said nothing
gbout her opredecessor’s unfaithfulnessgt.®

Nercissus here is +the less black character, for what he predicts

about Nero's rule is confimmed &as the narrative proceeds, But

Nercissus hes not suddenly reformed, and Decome Iiess concerned
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for his own affairs then for those of Rome. Another freedman
was overtaking him in power &nd influence;, &and was emjoying,

it seems, Agrippine's goodwill %o & fairly 1liberal extent; for
Nercissus conbtinues: 'Here too there is unfaithfulness., Agrippinats
lover is Pallas. That is the final proof +that %o imperial
ambition she sacrifices everything - decemcy, honour, chastity's

Nercissus® final misfortunes were a source of regret only
te Nero and % kindred spirits absorbed in greed and ex-
travagence, After his altercation with Agrippina,

"his enxieties caused his health to fail, He retired
to Sinuessa, to recover his gtrengbth in its mild climate
and health-giving waters® (185).
Immediately after the eccession of Nero harsh treatment and the
threat of imminent execubion drove him ‘%o suicide (186},

It is quite in keeping with the wusual praectice of Tacitus
to enlist support even for his blackest characters when
catastrophe is finally overtaking then (187). So despite the
pathos of Nercissus at his end and the even greater detestation
which Agripping elicits from the reader, ©there is no doubt +hat
to Tacitus, he 1like &ll similer upstarts is a contemptible
objects

It seems incredible +that the bearer of such an 1illustrious
name &8 Cornelius Scipio should be deplcted by Tacitus asg
stoocping to the basest forms of flattery %o a freedman, It
seems even more amézing when 1% is remenbered that this same
Scipioi kad recently lost his wife Poppaea Sabina through the
machinations of & freedmer Sosibius (188) and +that he had

earned +the preise of ?&ciﬁus for his ‘tdiplomatic compromise
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between marital affection and politieal expediency? ;(189)‘ It
seemsryto be much more likely that, when reproducing Seipiols
fulsome words, Tacitus is relating the speaker's ‘irony rather
than demonstrating a new depth in Sermatorial servility '(190)
as some interpreters have assumed. It is interesting to note
that coupled with the name of Seipio is that of Barea
Sorams, the well-known Stoic, who with much praise from Tacitus
committed suicide along with his daughter (191). Scipio suggested
that Pallas should be given the mnation's thanks because,
though descended from Arcadian kings, he proferred the mnational
interests to his antique lineage, and let himself be regarded
as ons of the emperor's servants. The irony could not be
more telling; although it has been suggested that Scipio
"imagines for him a desceat from Pallas, the mythical
ancestor of Evander and eponymous of the original Pallanteum
on the Palatine Hill® (192)
it is more likely that this ancestry was claimed by the lively
imagination of the Greek who later disgusts Nero with what
Taeitus describes as his Vsurly arrogance” (193). Furthermore the
weaknesses of Claudius must have been known by those around him,
and to speak of Pallas, whose arrogance later prompts him to
boast that
#ga]1l orders in him home were given by nods or waves
of the hand - when more detailed instructions were required
he wrote them to avoid persomal contact" (194]
to spesk ®f such a person as regarding himself as one of the

gervents of such a week and emenable emperor as Clavdius is
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such & travesty of reason that nobody, surely, could have
regerded such & sfatemenz 88 sgerious.

If +this were not sufficient evidence +that +the words used
by Secipio as quoted by Tacitus are heavy with irony, another
pilece of bitter Tacitean irony adds credence %o +Hhe idea d&hat
the bhistorian was unsble to discuss this most &rrogant of
freedmen without acrimony. The c&dse of Seipiots ironical
praise; & senstorial decres, was engraved im letiters of brouze;
it loaded praise, comments Tacitus, for old-world frugality on
an ex~glave who possessed three hundred million sesterces (195).
And yet sgain, when the occasgion of Palles® deposition by Nere

from +the office of f'libertus & rationibus* - the post from

which he had virtually controlled the Empire =~ ig described,
Tacitus 1is heavily sarcastic. ‘As the ex-slave left the palace
with @ great crowd of followers, the emperor penetratingly
. commented fPallas is going Yo swear himself out of his state
functionst, (196}
Suech comsistent dirony mekes 1inescapable +the conclusion thas

Pallas end any other men drawn from his welk of life who
later find ‘themselves in positioms of such eminence are the
butt of some of Tacitus® most savage and bitter verbal attacks,

fnother <freedman, Anicetus; was the originater of DNerofs
ingenious scheme for ridding himself of his mother (197). In
discussing the activities of this confidant of the empsror
Tacitus shows Iless bitterness +ham he does when discussing those
of Pallas; nevertheless he leaves the reader in 1ittle doubt
of his assessment of him., In the first place he felt towards

him Wwhat he appsars %o have felt towards the whole breed of
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freodmen; by birth they had no claim to greetness, and their
attairments were merely travesties of justice. Furthermore his
reverence for femily ties and filial devotion (198) Vwould
certeinly cause him to look with disdain upon one whb instigated
a son to murder his mobther, even if the mother in question
was MAgrippina. In describing the despicable pert he played in
bringing about the ruin of the unofferding Octavia (199) Tacitus
comments seornfully that "Anicetus® warped characier fourd no
difficulty in a further crime" (200), "His record then proved
to be a great asset in obeying his emperor's orders,” and
enabled him incidentslly to save his own skin by retiring to
a comforteble exile.

If Rome was used to +the vasé influence held by former
slaves, other peoples were pot; and Tacitus quite clearly
delights in telling how FPolyclitus with a wvast train of
attendanbte arrived as a special investigator in Britain (201).
Although he intimidated the Roman ermy, "the enemy" says Tacitus
laughed at him. For them, freedom still lived, and the power
of ex-slaves was gtill wunfemilisr. The British marvelled that
a general and an army who had completed such a mightly war
should obey a slave. There is a play upon the words ‘'libertate '
and ‘libertinorum’ reminiscent of a similer play in the Germanie
(202), In that contest Tacitus says in the vein of satire that
runs through that work that "Freedmen (203) rank little

higher than slaves; they have seldem any
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gerious influence din the household, mnever in thes State,

ot

excepting only in natlons under the rale of kings! I is
worth mentioning in Thie context that Folyclitus obtained
quite a bad reputation for rapacity subsequently {284).

~

Other dimportant Ireedmen whose conduct receives censure from

Tacitus® pen mzy be cited. Vatinius, for instence, who was
almost certainly &a freedman, is described by Taeitus in the
following terus:

WThis outstanding monstrosity of tThe court had
origineted from a shoe shop. Deformed in body and
seurrilous in wit, he had Tirst been teken up as & bubt
for abuse. BEubt then he gained power enough to eclipse
any scoundrel in influence, wealth =md capacity for
damage. He rose by attacking decent people® (205).

The ancients were of course less sensitive about attacking

the physical defects of <+their contemporaries than are their
descendants, and Tacitus 1s here guilty of no wrse taste

than most of +the Romans of that time (208).

Icelus, Galbats freedman seems, if not more odious, at
least more influential than Vatinius, and was able to grasp
a vast amount of plunder during +he .first seven months
after the death of Newo (207). Galba's fall meant also his
fall, and Tacitus wrelates that he suffered a freeduan's
execution -~ in public (208).

Asiaticus was Icelus' opposite number under Vitellius. He
is described by Tacitus as

"an infamous menisl who had nothing bdbut his vices

to commend him" (209).

Like Icelus he is mentioned as suffering the death thet
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beceme one of his lowly origin (210).

It might be argued +that +these accounts of the -conduet of
ex-slaves, damming though +they mey be, are no mnore eloquent
of Tacitus? contempi for +the race of freedmen than his
accounts of Piso, the enemy of Germanicus, of ZHEprius
Mercellus and of Galba prove his contempt for the Senatorial
order. This mey well be so, for cruelty and unscrupulousness
are not the possessions of any one class of society. Bub
the freedmen. are arraigned on grounds of conduct tThe very
opposite to what one would expect of men of humble birth
in a society such as that of Imperial Rome. They possessed
febulous wealth and a desire for more; and they were
intolerably arrogent. If Piso wes an accomplice of Tiberius
and aimed at the usurpation of the power that belonged to
Germanicus, he was, according %o Tacitus' aristocratic point
of view, entitled in & sense to do so &as 2 member oOF
the ruling caste, moving in the same circles as Emperors and
their adopted sonsg if Eprius Marcellus claimed that his
accusations were meiters of the highest national importance,
he was largely correct in this claim, for he was after all
& senator. Galba's hauteur was excusable as that of en
Emperor. Bubt to a conservative :.such as Tacitus the art of
government could be attained by an individuzl only after a
thorough immersion in its traditions, after pursuing & public
career through the stems of +the cursus honorum, which had
been designed to ‘train public servants. If there was to be
a governing class, it had - to have wealth to command the

necessary respect; and if such - and greater - wealth was
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to fall into +the hands of mere upstarts with no thought
of +the dignity of +the state except insofar as 1t coincided
with their own immediate interests, +the result would be
misgovernment and an eventual weskening of all legitimate
authority.

That 1t was only these aspects 6f the freedmen - their
enormous power, wealth and consequent arrogance - that so

distressed Tecitus 1s shown by his willingness to admit that

ex-slaves were capable of extreme loyalty towards their patrons,

)

znd even to strangers. The exawmple of Epicharis 1is a signal
piece of hercism; she as an ex-slave and a woman offers a
sharp contrast with the cowardice and treachery of Iree-born
men. He does not regerd her as an‘ esre cially virtuous woman
- indeed, before her concern with the Pisonian conspiracy
against Nero she had never, he says, interested herself in
anything good (211). When threatened with torture, if she

did not reveal the mnames of the conspirators, che acquitted
herself o nobly that Tacitus praises her counduct liverally,
His accecunt, indeed, is worth quoting at length:-

Thinking that no femsle ©body could stand +the pain,

Nero ordered her +to be ‘tortured. Buf lzshes did not weaken

her denials, nor did branding - nor the fury of the
torturers at being defied by & woman., So the first dayts
examination was TIrustrated. Next day her racked limbs

could mnot support her, so she was taken Tfor further
torments in & chair. But on the way she fore off hLer
breast-bend, fastened it in & noose ©bo the chair's czanopy,

end placed her mneck inside it. Then, straining with all
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her weight, she throttled the 1little 1life that was still
in  her. B30, shielding in dirést agony men unconnected with
her sand almost strangers, this ex-slavewoman set an example
which particularly shone when free men, Romsn gsntlemen
and Senators, were betraying, unbouched, their nearest and
dearest. For Iucan, Senecio and Quintianus gave away their
fellow-conspirators vholesale (212).
Tacitus has written +this account ig e most dramatic manner,
end apparently with the greatest intensity of feeling. He is
indeed suffering from a troubled conscience, for he shared %o
some extent during the reign of the Domitian +the weakness
of the free men mentioned in this story. Probably he did
not betray his friends at all, but he was guilty of
acquiescence in &ll that the emperor enjoined wupon him and
his fellow-senators; the dJdiffersnce between him and Iucan,
Senecio and Quintianus was not one of ‘type, but only one . of
degree (213). He fcels added remorse when he has to relate
what a TDorazve contrast Epicharis afforded.
Tacitus also recounts how Nnester, a freedmsa, etabled
himself 4o death during the cremation of Agripping the
younger (214). Two alternative motives are suggested, with
little +to indicate which carried the greater probebility:

Either he loved his patroness, or he feared assassination. (215)
If it was for love of Agrippine that Imester commi$téa
suicide, it was =~ Tacitus would imsist - a dog-like devotion,
the devotion of an inferior to a superior being; 1t womld
not be returned by Agrippina, it is certain. Tor BEpicharis

and imester were, 1like many thousands of thelir fellow-feeedmen

and women, harmless, humbg& and often poor people; Narcissus



and Pallas belonged %o & number of potentates drawn Ifrom
the ranks of former slaves that was forbumately very small.
The majority of former slaves were, as has just been remsrked,
imferior beings ~ so inferior in fact +that, had every one
of +the four +thousand of +them who were banished from Rome
to +the deserved and diseased islend of Sardinia because of
their heing tainted with BEgyptian of Jewish religious beliefs,
perished; +the loss, according +to Tecitus; would have been
slight (816), Such creatures had at one time been slaves,
constitubing the nob of Rome; and for the Romen mob no
disparagemernt or censuire 1is, for Taclibtus, sufficiently strong.
(2817)

In suming up, it may be stated thet the works of Tacitus,
especially the labter books of the Anpnelg, describe periods
wher @& vast amount of powsr wss wielded by freedmen., Such
men were achieving distinction 1in ail fields; +they could be
found in the role of
Masseur, diviner; painter, rhetorician,

grofessor, necromaéncer or physician

or tight-rope walker or geomefician

ag Juvenal remarks (218},

Those who eattained +to pre-eminence zmong the vast number of
their colleagues in the royal household could hopve for count-
less privileges end &gbundant wealth 1if they peid adroit  courd
to the woman who 4t the ‘time was zruler of the Romsn Impire.

Tacitus, quite understandably, was not pleased by this

Iffeirs. It ssems  that, although DMerclissus, snicetus

end Pallas were by nabure extremely unpleassat men, Tacitus
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was considersbly prejudiced sgalnst them because of
“origine Albhough this contempt cannot be jusbified, it can
be understood; Tecitus was high-born and proud of the fac
and it is e delusion common amcng all socisties thab
sristreratic conmections ousht to be, @ passport to powers

He was, & men of oémsiderable atbainments in the field of
letters, & brilliant oretor stesped in the literary traditions
of Rome (219 3znd a wriﬁer of undoubtedly great power,
especielly when his subject offered him &n opgortunity %o
oxercise his scathing wit. Here +Then was his second claim to
power; but +this claim, %oo, 1like that founded upon his blue
blood, would have savailed him 1little in the days of which
he writes; he and men similarly qualified would have bbeeﬁ
impotent im their efforts 7To exploit <Their legal and acadenmic

training egainst these men of great audacity but little
educetion who bhad risen from the gubter. 4t the nod of amuck
men &g +these his predecessors in the Senate had opened their
veins; even the ZEmperors had been subordinated %o the wia ims
of +the freedmen who occupied the three great secreteriates.

Tecitus does not seem to have been very much preoccupied
with the acquisition, of wealth; nevertheless his bitterness in
enumerating the febulous properties of +%he freedmen of the
Imperial househbold (220) is very unobiceable, His objection to
thig would probably +ake the fom not of a grudge agalnst
these possessions, but of & protest against their ostentation
(221).

Iie view of <+%he freedmen's useé cof . authority - and it
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seems to be on accurate eassessment of the situation - is
that Rome suffered in proportion +Ho the ascendancy of the
powerful freedmen (222). Were he @& 1ittle less biassed, he
would have +to @dd as a corollery +that the freedmen assumed
this ascendancy only when & Claudius was too involved in
adding new letters to the alphabet, and whén a Neroc was
oo immersed in debauchery, adequately %o restrain them.
ATter all, Tiberius hed been well able %o contein the
espirations of the freedmen (223),

Tt is most imyrobsble that Taeitus was personally
affected by the pre-eminence of *these Tfreedmen. Hia contémp
for the class is complementery to his pride in: his own
class. A consideration of +the history of the period indicates
no weason for complacency; +the conduct of the Senatorial
order does not seem +to have been much superior to that of
the freedmen, And with years of experience of rule they

ought to have known betber.
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IITI VWealth, IExtravagence and ILuxury

In bthe first place it must be borne in mind thab
Tacitus was & very wealthy men, He was of the Senatorial
order, membership of which was dependent upon satisfying,
emongst other +things, & properbty qualification (224). There
is no reason %o suppose that Tacitus was only just able %o
gain admission on these grounds: he was a successfully
practising lewyer. Pliny states that he had earned a
reputation as an orator before his owh professional career
began (225) from +the same author it is learnt that on the
death of +the consul Verginius Rufus in 97 A4A.D., Tacitus was
appointed comsul suffectus and delivered 1he funeral eulogy of
his prédecessor (286). Three years later Tacitus and Pliny
were &ssociated im the prosecution of +the proconsul of Africa,
Marius Priscus (287). Pliny, always an eadmirer of Tacitus,
woen menbioning Tthis fact speaks of +the grave dignity of
his oratory. Elsewhere <he verious phases of Tacitus® 'cursus
honorum? &are mentioned. When he was chosen at the age of
twenty~three or so tw ©be the son-in-law of Agricola, and the
rank and personal character of the lafter justify the assumpbion,
in the wrds of Fourneaux (228)

"$het +the chosen husband of hig daughter would be

& young man not only of moral excellence, but of already

assured position amd promise®,
From +39~93 A.Ds he was absent from Home in some provincial
commend (229).

If +this successful and prosperous public ocareer is ot

sufficiemt indicstion of the wealth of Tacitus, & further




=121=

indication of <+the extent of his resources is the gquality

of the compeny that he kept. In the Dialogus =~ if 1t is
genuine - he represents himself &s on terms of friendship
with +he leaders of +the Roman bar even at the age of

twenly to twénty—two yeers {230). MNore convinecing +then this
however is his subsequenmt friefdship with Pliny. Pliny despite
his protestations to the contrary (231) was extremely wealthy
(832); yet he speaks of Tacitus not in the memmer of a
patron to a client, nor as though he were addressing a poor
relation, but in +serms of absclute equality (233).

The indications from external evidencés therefore, are thet
Tacitus was & wealthy msn. Internal evidence does not suggest
anything %0 the contrarys He makes negligible mention of money
ijn @& way +hat leads one %o suppose that he had a sufficieng
of it at least %o ensble him to devote his attentions &x-
clusively to other matierss Thinly veiled under diffepent words,
one often Tfinds the patronising mexim used evem by the Trica
of todsy - ‘money isn't everything® (234), In keeping with the
spirit of the property gqualification for membership of ths
Senate, he Delieves that & cerbtzin amount of wealth is
necessary <to maintain +the dignity of & man im high stetion
(835), Masrcus Hortensius Hortalus - ‘& young nobleman Who Was
obviously poor! - appealed to the Semate for Tfinamcial meaas
of avoiding destitution on the grounds ‘that Augustus had
previously encouraged the survival of bhis illusirious Pamilye
Although the Senate wWas well-disposed towards the appeal,

Tiberius only grudgingly made & gslender aldowence to each of
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the four sons of Hortalus, which was not perpetuated as &
regular pension (236}, The whole narrative infers +that the
author was entirely sympethetic to the appeal of Hortalus,
and only moderately pleased by the fact that although money
was albowed, it was allowed sparingly.

To Tacitus, the nobility had a right %e property which
other orders did not share. His hatred of the Imperial freed-
man hes already been seen to lead him to protests against
their wealth (237); a freedmem was always & slave at heart
(838) ~ ‘t*libertorum servilia ingenia® -~ and a slave with

.wealth was dengerous te social order. The equestriam classes
- t%hat is, lsrgely, the mercamtile classes - doubtless in-
cluded money-lenders, and they were apt to regard patriobism
as less important +then private profits (232). Only Tacitus and
his equally high minded fellow-.semators required an adequate
fortune 3o be sble to devobe their entire energies o
patriotisne

In fairness, however, it must be seid that Tacitus! lofty
jdealism is matched by what seems to be & similarly deep
sense of proportion as to the value of money. There is no
trace of a degire for greater wealth in +the whole of, his
writings, probably because bhe would have bDeen umnable %o use
it if he bhad & greater esbtate, His hatred of extravagance
permeates the whole of his work, and parallel with his contragt
between the old free republic and the present emslaved empire
is a further parallel bhetween the simple 1life of the past,
and +the extravagent and effemipate luxury of the present.

Iooking back nostalgically wupon the o014 days of Rome whexn
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there were no foreign influemces, Tacitus is inconsistent in
rejoicing in the +derritorial expamsion of +he Roman world ({2840)
end yet deploring the Tforeign pollubion thet was affecting the
etmosphere of +the capital. Admitbedly mack of the infiltration
would heve tzken place whatever success attenﬂéd the Dbuilding
6f the Romen BEnpire; yet 1its greatest effects were cauged DY
slaves +token during the campaigns of the late republice

Although Tacitus compleins that the dregs of every unation
find <their way to Rome, (241) it 1is the insinuation of easbtern
viee which has proved to be the greatest single undermining
influence upon ZIoman society. Not only were oriental tyraubs
synonymous with general depravity (242) in great need of Roman
culture {243); their wunations too were syndunymous with luxurioué
living. Tiridates king of Seleueis was 8 wesk ruler, it is
recounted because

#Poreign luxury had made him effeminate™

(244). #unbing end feakbing sTe specified as !barbarian pastimest

But by the time of the Iumpire, these vices had ceaged to
be +he exelusive possession of ‘berbaric peoples’ and had

possed bto Rome. Drusus the son of Tiberius was sent o

1ife would &bte Dbetter for him than the tpresent frivelous life
of Jjuvenile exuravags 2t TRome (246). It was about this time
in Tact +thet o discussion was held in the Senste on the subje

cf extravagen

Quinbus PFeterius end Cctavius #ronto CGenounced current
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rtravagance, The use of gold plate for private enter-~
taiomments was prohivited, sad so were the silk clothes
intc which mwale cogtume had degenerated. TFronto went

further and demondsd restricbtions on silver plate, fLurniture
and slaves. Galus Asinius Gallus spbke in oppogition, ‘'The

exbension of the he eargued, ‘'hég meant the growth

e

of private ZTfortunes. This is mnothing mnew; indeed it is in

keeping with *the most ancient history., Vealth mearnt one

thing %c the Iabricil, smother to the Secipics. It must

e Jjudged in relation Fo the country. Ther ‘the nation was
poor, opeonple's houses were small, In its present grandeur

individuals, tToo, expand,
'In slaves, plate, or any other szriicle for use, the

only cribterion of modsration or 2excess is the owner's mesnse

[08]

engtors and other gentry have speeial property qualifications,
not Tbecause +they sare intriosically different, but because
their precedence in sHation, ronk, 2and honours warraubs

special provision Tfor +their mental and physical well-beings

Otherwise leading men would have all the worries and dangers,

gnd mnone of their compensations', This euphemistic admission
gf debauchery resndily won his sudience, since extBavaggnce

wag widespread (248).

No comment pneed be made upon Tacitus?! obvious prejudices
in this question:. Only six years later the same topic had
snother lengthy discussion in the Senates In fact its even
greater length +than the passage just quoted betrays Tacitus?

great cocncern over +the guestion. The wreason Tor his councern

is not immediately apparens; since, as ke says (249}, the




luxury and extravagance that persisted in the period Detween
Actiun and the year of +the four IHumperors had by his own

time abateds It is difficuls to believe that bhis method of
writing +the 4nnals demended space-~filling when there was scant
news of Imperial disorders or cenqgésts (850). Perhaps he sew
that inversions of the social order allowed vast sums to fall
into the coffers of Imperial freedmen, who, in am age of
appalling servility, set a pattern of ostentation which all
sought to follow; or perhaps he judged the veverse to be the
case: +thet +the debility from which society of that cenbury
suffered was +the consequence of the spread of luxurys. In either
case, such & sermon on luxupy &s he preaches would Dbe con~
sonant with his moral purpose, and would help society, if only
it woudd listen, %to achieve & higher level of viriliiy.

His explemations of the return %o a more moderate way of
living after 69 A.D, ere clear, and convincing. During the
reign of <%error - that of Domitian must certainly be in his
mind - pich femilies were compelled %o live modestly to escape
the notice of +the emperor. Furthermore, many self-made
provinecials brought frugal habits to Rome, amd persisted in
their frugality even waen they had made fortunes, @as many of
then dide Tn the third place Vespasien hed set a fine example
of old-feshioned simplicity, and this bhad apparently not passed
unnoticed by his subjects, A further explanation, which may be
added +to +those given by Tacitus, velated to the fact that all
pew schemes and enterprises bring in their train problems which
time alone cen dispose ofs The awakening of Arsb nationalism
today, for instence, is causing much trouble 1o the world; the

British National Healtkh Service took several years before most
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of i%s attendant *troubles were eliminated, So too with the
Romen Hupire - @although Rome had acquired most of her Empire
before +%he Christian era; @ bundred years or so later she
was only bveginping to learn how to rule +the wealth thet she
acquired from her possessionss

Regarding the question of luxury itseif, Tacitus 1is aggin
torn between two loyalties; he is’_conscious that +the growing
exthavagance in Rome was causing not only social but also
economic difficulties (251) aud his love for Rome would make
him deplore these conditions. Yet he has ¥o agree with Tiberius
who . rprudently declines 1o ‘begin what inevitebly would bhave been
g losing battle 1in attempting %o stem the +tide of luxury, dwen
he seys that social distinctions had reached +the unfortunate
state of depending upon ostentation of wealth (252}, As a man
of rank Tacitus clearly wished these distinctions +to rem@in. I3
is interesting to conjecture what would hove Dbeen Tacitus?
attitude twowards luxury had he been compelled 3¢ maintain his
prestige during his lifetime in the way that his predecessors
had had to do duwing the relgn of Nero.

Iuxury caused military discipline +vo deteriorate (253}, Not
only were +the Romans +the sufferers imn this respect; often they
themgelves were able 1to gain advantege over &z enemy becsuse of
his effeminacy or luxury. During the uprisings of the Gallie
tribes in &1 }AODQ, tribes which, fortunately for the Roman
cause, lacked discipline and battle experience, the Roman
cormander Silius is mede to séyf

"The wealthy, Hluxurious fedui look unwarlike. Prove
that they are! ¥When they i'uni you can spare their lives®

(R54),



~'y
oy
2 . m»;M )
<4 b} €T o -
" Q @ s K @ @ e
2 oy A3 o £y I« 33 2 =} &4
: = ® i
£ 42 -+ o oo} o 0w o 5 -+ Q
@ +2 R < , 5o 8 T M v &
= @ 43 © w O ’ = i Q ! i =
) £ < = x ol o1 :w o 3 op [
4 & o * % @ R & 3 3
s L5 O w [e¥ [ ] - v, @ <} o] °
[} & -4 @l w0 4 v» .mm - - @ o 1 o~
-t 3 ® ot ’ g - ® O S - )
T & Gy w @ - & @ & i3 1\
ot ko] i <3 t o = S £ N
~ 4 1 B e ) o
¥ Q fud 42 - 2] Ly ~
o 9] {0 ) =0 & (%) ool ) ©
& Q 4 & W o o ol @ = oy g
+ @ 3 S G © © . 5 0 G R
$ - - g RSO * S
° w 29 d = & 33 N Q ) &3 = & @
L G e o 43 S S - R H e R <
bS] e} Rl © O » o4 ¢ W Gy e G £o
< @ £ i ) - un N
- IR = [o RN o <
(e c D & ” o] & ow
1 [ N o [y < = «© o )
5 - o @ . o &
. + o & " 7 £ Ko
B g . o 9 = % g
O o) of a or-f O / o ol ]
Gt w ) = & s N T © o o o i
@ G P 50 @ DA O B T g 2 8 ¢
& L jas] 1 = w 43 o~ o . :
1 (o} Coy o) 0 + " e = 5. [
By o oy &0 = o] ’ .m ] . 8 " o] &4 o)
5 208 o« & 5§ AR S R - R S & =g
AR B+ S T B R o' @ E 0B B 85« &
B el 1 o b ) o & . Ke! o u @ £ Iz
o 3 S - B - 3 H g D) o B ey w o
o & oW : ) o 5 9 9 o~ o & i
[N o o e o Q = oy 4 joH @© 6]
< ! O vt 4 ' - 0 D ® w IS
) T L T ) e g 0w oo
o™ ‘ ot o ..,Mw. &= O Gt ] = [ ) JU.
5w w0 e 5 % R T S R I = By
o & - a3 9o o ow ow g &2 08 » o u
A+ Q n ] B3 B0 o 1 b — < 4 )]
< P -} o [ » o4 Pr b O = [0 3 o]
g o ~ W % 0 < oo g0 ¢ 2, i
= > B X I ] - ; E
SO S 3 g @ g B
£ ¢ Y B - S 008 e o £ oo
o o o o g2 ‘g s o & « 2w Lo @ M
w o o 3 &£ o a3 (S @ T e [%
e ’ .ﬂ - @ e 4 <] s o
1)) © koY €y oS . P < © ” i [0 3 &
@, & S P8 S ¢ 5 ok mo 9 &
2] N o - o A £
Y e B L S . & < & oS P i
O~ B R B S R G S ooE 2 - SR
@ NI K . o )
w = 3 O -~ O & 5 5 ] 43 R
& ETN &4 w ! > ] <)) 3 [ o “3 O o
K% o W Y _OA o O = &y & ] 0w < “
oo W S g sy 49 ¢ 0= 85 0 ®  H
s & 5 I o) = 5 ® 5 - wu o el S e 42
[0) i ot = & o < | - = 4 m 0] o) o) R
s 2 ) N = = S A
® B Q S WL @ o b > e 53 felt]
S [OR S ) © 59 ) = @ 42 et
w s} e o o] ot o o - (e o 3 S o
- O & ORI TS = R B I
ST S < St S T S SR T -
I N B S o & o © w1 9@ = ORI R C A SR
... . s o - g ) ¥ ot 4 ol
<2 >3 L2 -+ © w = = el — o o mw ..mu. MW n.ww 1.nw,m M

drunken

ic

t

cceas
among

Ons

"

or

i

23,

ary

ot

3
L

413

Ja

e

o

f

Fs

emperor be

becoms



One of lessalina's wildest revels is described im bacchanslian térmss
thorns Me,..8he was performing in her grounds & mimic
grape-harvest. Presses were working, vats overflowinge..%

(862)
References: to drink become more numerous when Nero arrives
on the scene. Britannicus scored 2 success at the expense of
Nero during & drunken party (263): Nero himself is described

as drunk (264), and as a frequenter of taverns {265).

It would be surprising, in the light of what Tecibus has
tc say on the Principate, (266) if he let ,any +tendencies to
extfavagance ou ‘the pert of +the emperors themselves piss un~
noticeds The chief offenders are Neroc, Otho and Vitellius, and
of course; the principle ladies Messalina and Agrippina, The
excesses of Nerg are too weli-knuwn G need close analysis,
and Tacitus® attitude towsrds them 1if not explicit is easily
imegined, Bubt there ig +the description of a

prodigel and notorious banquebt.....given by Tigellinus®
which m&y be regarded for +the present purpose - a5 Tacitus
himself chose %o regard i% - as & +typical instance of the
imperial debauchery that took place during the reign of Nero
(267) The illimimating, if unpleasant, reading of the +ext
deserves for that reason +to bs reproduced in fullg
To avoid wrepetitious &ccounts of extravagemece, I shall
describe 1it, @s & model of 1its kind, The entertainment
took place on & raft construeted on Marcus Agrippa’s lekea
It was towed about by other vessels, with gold and ivory

Tittings. Their rowers were degenerates; assorted according

%0 age end vices, Tigellinus had also. collected birds and
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animals from remcte countries, amd even the products of

the ocean. On the quays were brothels stocked with high~

ranking ladies. Opposite +them could be seen naked prostitubes,

indecently ocosturing emd gesburing.

A% nightfadll +the woods and houses nesrby echoed with
singing and blazed with ligets. Nero was already corrupted
by every lust, natural and unnatural, But he now refuted
any surmises that no further degradation was possible for
him, For & few days later he went through a formal wedding

ceremony with one of +%he perverted gang 6Galled  Fybhasozss.

The emperor, in +the presence of wibtnesses, put on the bridal

veil. Dowry, merriage-~bed, wedding torches, &ll were there,.

Indeed everybthing was public which even at a nsbural union

is veiled by night,

So much them for +the extravagances of MNero, and for Tacitus®
undisguised @nd bitter contempt for +Thems Iike Nero, Otho was
much addicted to ‘the grosser pleasures of Imperial court life,

"Othots mind was not effeminate like his body" (268)
He bhad, Nero's Imperial court %o draw upon as a sgource of
luxury
"with its freedomv as toc wnerriage, adultery, and other
Ring ~ like indulgencesj...if he did not séize them himself,
they would fall +to others"™ (269).
Piso, Galbats nominee as emperor, says of (tho:
"rhe vices which are his only glory were ruining the
Enpire even when he was only an emperor's friemd, Should

his gait and demesnour, should that womenish adorment of

his person; give him & title to Eupire? Iet mnone deceive
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principel interest was +the corn supply: and they
feared it would run short if Kero went awap® (283,
This constant desire for eamusement is in weality only

o

one facet of +the greater sin of which, Tacitus claims; the
populace is guilby. Political irresponsibility made such people
almost beneath +%he notice of +the aristocratic historian. They
watched great evenbs; merely &as spectators, without any real-
isation of what ‘those events signified,

"By +this time, %the entire populace®, hs narrates

graphicglly &m relating the events leading up to the death of
Gelba,

"slaves among the number, were invading the Palace,
cl&mo&ring for the death of Othe and +the destruction of
the conspirators, Jjust as 1f they were calling for soms
spectecle in the OCircus or +the theaire; not comsidering,
or indeed meaning , whet they sa8id, seeing +that on the
game day they were ready %o cry out for +the opposite
with equal enthusiesam: +they were but following the
established practice of greeting the emperor, whoever he
miget be, with exlravagant end senseless acclamationg.®
(284),

Mo op3ssage in all hils writings 1is more graphic then the
description of Galba on his last 1ll-fated journey %o the
forum, The whole population 1is gtated as being completely
passive under +The gense of impending catastrophe:

"Galba was swayed 1o and fro by every mnovemsmt of
tae surging multitude; +the besilicas and the *teazples

around were packed with spectators of +the woeful scene,
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No word was ubttered either by +the people or the plebs;
dismay sat on every face, snd every ear was turned o
listen. There was no uproar, there was no calm =~ oaly
& silence 1like that of some great terror or some
mighty passion® (285),

The energy eamd interest which should have been -~ a&nd which

formerly had been -~ devoted %o politics was in fact dissipated

at the circus games, The two yproblems -~ that of the love
of spectecles of +the populsce, and the plebeian lack of
political respousibilidy were closely wrelated:
"The excitement which people had sought in politiecs
they sought now in the races, Their stekes were 1laid

no donger in the Forum but in the Gircus; whoge

*factions® had Dbecome & sgubshtibtube for the ancient

political parties...This menia was unguestionsbly the

symbol of & moral decline.....4t the sane +ime we must

recognize that it spreng from the need of +the messes

for something %o stir thelr Dlood, =nd wnat the imperial

regime showed skill in diverting it +to the maintenamcse

of 1ts own stability end +%he preservation of +he public

peace" (286).

It Wés gseen during the discussion of omens (887) +that
on geveral occasions prodigies were misconstrued by the wild
@ssumpbions of +the populace, The credulousness of the public
is Tacitus® +third charge. During his accoint of a fire on
the Caelian Hill which gave rise to gloomy speculations of

the people, he claims that it is the wat of the public

to fasten omn @ scapegoat for chance happenings; Tiberius®
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be executedﬁﬁ
This sounds o kbe a brubtal custom =such as one would ex-
pect to meet among primitive sociebies. Indeed Tacitus gtates
that
®*z crowd gathered, eager bto save so many Innocend
lives§ and rioting began®,
thug showing that he is aware of at least a certain amount
of injusbice. He also spesks of
"orotesting cries of pity for the numbersgs affected
- there were four hurndred - aud the women, and the
young, @and the undoubied innocense of the majority®
(293),
After +he slaves had been execubed 1% was further proposed
thet Pedanius® estiaves too should be deported. INero, Tacitus
relates, vetoed +this - |
Tthe ancient custon had not been tempsred by merey,
but should not he saggravated by Dbrutality¥,
Much more significant +Hhan these suggestions by TFacitus that
he recognised +that there was some Justice in an appeal Tor
clenmency, is the lengthy, errogent and speclous speech pub
intc the mouﬁﬁ of Gelus UCassius Longinusg, end +the absence
of & sgpeech in vwhick & jJjuster vpoint of view might bave
been put forward. Cassius® speech 1is +too long %0 reproducs
in its entirety; bdbut when stripped down to essentials it
portrays the attitude of +The Rom#n nobleman ‘Gowards slaves
more accurately +thsn any number of caswal allusioms thab

might be cited, He says (294):

'T bave often Dbeen here...when decrees deviating
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from our ancestral laws and cushboms were mooteds I
heve not opposed +theme. Not that I hed any doubt aboub
the superiority - in every matter whatscever - of
ancient arvengements, sand %he undesirability of every
chamge, But I did nob wish, by exaggerated regard fo-
eantique usage, Uto show %oco high en opinion of Wy
own profession; the laWo.e.s

'an  ex~-consul has beem deliberately murdered by a
slave in his own home. None of his fellow-slaves DPres.
vented or hetraved the murderer.... Exempt then Trom %the
penalty if you 1like. Bub then, if +the city-prefect was
not importent enough %o be immune, who will be? Who
will have enough slaves to protect him if Dedaniust Tour
hundred were %00 TeWTwoeron

Wr was the agsassin avenging a wrong? For thet is
one shameless feabrications. Tell us next +that +he slave
had been negotiating shout his patrimony, or he bhad
lost some ancestral propertyt We had better call it
Justifisble homicide straight eway (295),
: seesesD0  you believe thet & slave can have plammed
to kill his mester without letting fa2ll a single rash
or menacing word? Or.....could he have pasged the wateh,
opened +the bedroom door, carried in a. light, and com-
mitted the murder, without anyone knowing? There are meny
advance mnotifications of ecrimes. If slaves give thenm
aweyy, we can live securely, though one among meny,

hecauge of their imnsecurity; or, if we must die, we

can at least be sure the guilty will be punished.
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*ses o Nowadays our- huge households are inter-
netional, They include every alien religion - or none
at all. The only way %o keep down this scum is by
intimidationsescsa® ({(296).

The admirer of Tacitus has tHe be honest and admis
that this in reality is Tacitus himself ‘speaking; Cassius
id merely his mouthpiece. The conservatism implicit in
the first peragreph enmphasises +this fact. The historian ssems
%o be trying desperately tc convimee himself of the justice
of such en aitrocious nessacre, It is in reality he who
is the conservative lawyer, who in his esteem for his own
petty digunity and security, deliberately withdraws from an

attitude of elementary huwmanity.



GOVERNMENT AND TAW

I - THE PRINCIPATE

An important distinction existed in the mind of Tacitus
between the power of autocracy and the power of the laws. This
is the first and the most fundamental fact Lo be established
before treating his concepts of govermment. "minui Iura, quotiens
gliscat potestas, mnec utendum Imperio ubi legibus agi possith,
says Tiberius (1) in an almost untranslatable sentence, warning
the Senate +that ©the accepbtance by himself of any further
powers would be most detrimental to the state. That Tacitus
himself approves of +this sentiment is made clear by the words
immediately following:

"These constitubional sentiments were welcome, the more
so since they were not characteristic of Tiberius®.

This differentiation between autocratic power and the power of
the lawe-courts is made by Tacitus in his brief but illuminating
summary of the origins of law.

#Some communities® he states (2) Ve...either immediately

(i.e. at their incsptions) or when autoeratic govermment

palled (postguen regum pertessum) preferred the rule of

law™,

To him, then, law was not what is enacted by a momarck or a
despot, but is a code evolved from consultation belween men
duly authorised to formulate what must and what must not be
done in the interests of socizl order by the citizen body. ILsw
and autocracy are to Tacitus essentially contradictory temms.

The fact that he himself was one of those select individuals

upon whom, if not the formulating, at least the application of
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the law was entrusted is surely no coincidence. All men are
selfish to some degree or other, and Tacitus was no exception.
He was happy when he and his peers were free to enjoy the
mede of life they sought; he was downcast when thelr interests
were threatened. And autccracy = under vwhatever tifle it manifested
itself, and however humenely it was conducted = ce rteinly in-
volved the denisl of the 1liberties his class needed. It was,
by Tacitus' own reasoning and according to the principles of
goverrment implicit in the whole of his work, an arrogation
to himself by one man of what ought in reality to reside in
the hands of a body of men. Consequently it is with grave
concern and an ever~present mood of pessimism that he undertekes
tc deseribe in the Annals the evolubion of <the Principate.

To the ancients there were three distinct methods of
goverment, and Taeitus follows Cicerc in citing them as
democracy, oligarchy end autocracy (3). & mnixture of the thres
is easier to applaud than %o achieve, and when achieved, he
contends - thinking of the old republican constitution - its
ability +to exist for any great length of +time is most improbable.
His ideal, <then, it appears - an ideal that can be atlained
but not maintsined - is an alloy of +these three ingredients.
It requires 1it%1§ imagination %Yo realige, in the absence of ‘this
impossible ideal, which of the three allernatives Tacitus would
prefer. Aubocracy 1is +the mnegation of law, and the law was
very much one of his precccupations. fund the writer of countless
sneebs (4) at the less fortumate sociel classes could hardly be

expected to advocate their usurpation of govermmental power.
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The imporiance that Tacitus abttaches %o the deliberation in
the Semate upon issues of rnational importance, the execution of
justice by those appointed +o the task without fear of frust=
ration = ina word, the full - eperation of all the machinery of
republican goverrment = may easlily escape notice. The Ffunctioning
of this machinery is so much sbsent from the historical perieds
he describes that his implied altermetive is all but concealed
by his contempt for the sycophamcy of the Senate. His argument
is that power corrupts; nobody, no matler how well meaning, can
assume sole authority and hope reasomably to0 see every aspect of
the whole picture, let alone administer' equitably to all secltions
of the community. Indeed even some virtues provoke hatred = for
instance unbending sirictness and incorruptibility (5).

"Thet is why" says one of his few favourite charachers
the Stoic Thrases Paetus, "oub officials usually start well

and end badly" (6).

Experience of public affairs can offset this difficulty to some

extent, though never completely; that is why the reigns of

Caligula and Nero were bound to fail, doomed before they began.
"If Tiberius with al1 his experiense has been trans-

formed and deranged by absolute power" says Lucius Arruntius (7)

shortly before the death of that emperor, %"will Gaius do

better?®

Autoeracy was baneful not only %o those whose misfortune it
wags to suffer it, but alsc to the tyrant himself.

"How truly” writes Tacitus (8) "the wisest of men

(that isg, Soerates) used tc assert that the souls of despots,

if revesled, would show wounds =and mutilations = weals left
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on the spirit like IJash-marks on the body by cruelty, Ilust

and malewolence. Neither Tiberius® autocracy nor his diseélation

could save him from confessing the internsl torments which

wers his retribution®. (9)

Tacitus then was well aware of the pain suffered by the
tyrant as a vesult of his own rule. He must have visualised
this as ﬁhé price that tyrants werse willing %o pay for the
gratification of some desire. What this desire 1s, if it wers
not gelf-evident, is explained in another of Tacitus® habitual
digressions:

nLove of power" he states (10), M"is an anelent and
sndeed sn inborn pession of +the human mind; it broke forth
in full development with the greatness of our Empire®.

Apart from +the fact +that the quality of the rule of an
aubocrat tends to deteriorate, there was enother very good reason
fPor Tacitus! affechbicon for the republic system of govermment. It
nes been seen how his leve for law as an instrument of rule
was born of his brilliance and success in the legal proﬁessiono(ll)
He was alsc a politician, eand his oratory, besides being used
in pleading causes in litigation was employed in the Semate when-
ever political exigencies permitted or demended on strictly
governmental matters. But only under a Republicen system of
governmeﬁi could the political orator attain to true greatness.
Just as in battle the sword is the only means of success, SC
in debate ©There ig a corresponding need for the ability %o wield
words; and ag in a pericd of peace the soldier dis of 1little

sdvantsge to the community, so in times of peace = peace in the
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gense of absence of politicael discord = the brilliant and self=
assertive orstor is a needless ornament in the possession of the
gbate. Indeed an interesting parallel is afforded bestween the
nischief +that is engendered in the barsacks when the soldiers
have no truly military business to concern them (12) and the
mischief in the shape of shameless flattery and unjust acousations
thet affliets the Senators when they are made similerly in-
operative in time of autccracy. The necessity for subservience to
one overruling person will alweys occasion sycophaney and flattery;w
and this spirit of servility in its tuwrn removes the opporitunity
of indulging in constructive debate which 18 80 necessary to one
such as Tacitus with his oratorieal gifts and concern for
political advancement. The Senate was of course kept alive -
and moreever played an dimportant part in the 1life and adminisﬁratioay
of the Bmpire during the better part of Tiberius® reign; but
upon the detericration of that ruler, its debates lost much of
their moment since the matters which ceme wup for its attention
tended to be more and more of an insignificant nature., If these
matters happened to be of some great significance there was no
liberty of disagreeing: with the emperor (13). Sycophancy, %o
Tacitus was a setate of abjection; but it implied more than a
mere spirit of subordination and dJdependence on the part of the
men concerned, with all the political sterility that this state
of affairs dinvolved. It meant +that there was no room for
eloguence and skill in debate; no opportunity to sway and re-
mould men's opinions for the simple reason that there were no
opiiIoN $
independent/\ frem which and to which they could be converted.

It meant that Tacitus and men of his ecalibre were unsble +o



use their greatest faculiies <= +the only wreal product of their
elaborate education and +training.

"o {i.e. the Senate)]” he says in his preface to his
life of fgricola (14), "should have lost our memories as
well as our voleces if it were as easy to forget as to
keep silence®, ‘

speeking of the dark years before the Prineipste of Nerva,

The ‘tragedy +that took place during the dark reigns of the
first ecentury A.D. is ironically enhanced by the nature of the
spirit of man, and the inevitable way in which he hopes for
better things %o come., A resurgence of spirits comes at the
davn of a new age, and all that has heen suffered during the
pericd of waiting is quickly Zforgotten. .Instead of permitting
them quietly to sirk %o the bottom, ments characters. acted
during the gloomy years of Domitian®s reign as a sort of
lifebel}y, which compelled them almost against their wills to
float on a turbulent surface, subject to +the onslaught of what-
ever waves iLyranny might swemp them with at eny time. The stom
die d with Domitian; the hope thet by burning the books of
leading Stoles the voice of the Roman people, the freedom of the
Senate and the conscience of all mankind might onece and for all
be silenced and proved an illusion in the minds of the agediles
concerned.

"Now at last" writes Tacitus under Trajan %ouir spirits
begin to revive" (15).

Other wunheppy consequences of autocracy are of less importance

but avre none +the less irksome. One guch result was the loss thet
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the great aristocratic families sustained by way of casusliies.
In 48 A.D. in order to correct this state of affairs to some
extent
BClandius....@levated Senstors of particularly longstending
and illustrious birth tc patrician rank, which few surviving
families possesselec...Bven +the families which +the dictator
Caesar and Augustus promoted....under the Cassian and Saenian
laws respectively, and died oub. This action was welcomed as
beneficisl, and the imperial censocr enjoyed perforning it" (16).
Another consequence was the deep humiliation which these and other
arigtocratic families were compslled 1o suffer during the aseendancy
of the freedmen (17). Tacitus nobes with +hankfulness that Tiberius
duping his better period arranged mabtbers so +that "his slaves wers
unobtrusive, =nd his housshold was limited +to o few ex-slaves®, (183
later, however, there was s different >st0ry to tell., Visitors %o
Campania hoping %o ses Tiberius during his self-impossd exile
"endured day and night the patronsge and self-importance of his
doorkeepers” (19); and Marcus Terentius, whose social sitatus was
only that of a knight, was infuriated by the condescending airs
of the doorkespers no less than wers members of +the Senatorial
order. Boldly defending his friendship with +the notorious Sejanus
whose evil influence wupon Tiberius was responsible for many of the
atrocitiss that wers heaped wupon Rome towards the end of the life
of that emperor (20), Terentius said,
"Think, Senators, not of Sejanus' last day, but the
previous sixteen years. We vrevered even Satrius Secundus and
Pomponius (21). We thought it granrd even if Sejanus ex-slaves

and doorkespars knew us" (22),
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In principle, then, it appears that Tacitus advocakes an
cligarchy as the best of the three altermative forms of govermmsnb
(23); a combination of the <thres forms, though desireble, is in
reality impossible to achieve, Who are the men he would class as
thos suitable for assuming the rols of oligarchs, and what
qualifications does he expect them +o possess? There can be no
doubt that the Senatorial ordsr is tc him the obvious ruling
cagte. Seleucia, an eastern nation that had not, according to
Tacitus, "decayed dinto barbarism” had a Senate mumbering thres
hundred, selscted for wealth or intelligence ({24). In Tiberius®
better period he showed enlightenad policy in his conferment of
office, for ™"he took inte account birﬁh, military distinction and
civilian eminence® (25). In explanation Tacitus might have added
that gince an oppbriéunity of attaining distinetion in either
military or c¢ivil spheres normally demanded birth in one or
other of +the more distinguished = that is, one of the wealthler =
famildes of Rome, a man’s birth, and consequently his hereditary
wealth, was in wvealily +the only governing factor.

There wers property qualifications attached to membership of the
squestrian and senatorisl orders. In the case of the senatorisl
order, the property stipulated was established by fLugustus as
early as 13 B.C. at one million sesterces (26). Tecitus himself
no doub% & wealthy man and who could easily gualify on this

b3

score clearly endorses +the principle that %o be a membsr of the
governing class requires the wupholding of onefs dignity, and that
this dignity could be upheld only by the possession of a

specified amount of property. When the ex-prastor Propertius Celer

aBked for leave to resign from <+he Senate on the grounds of
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povertygf Tiberius, finding that his lack of means was not due
to extrsvagence on his own part, but was inherited by him,
presented Oeler with =2 million sesterces (27). Similarly
Augustus 1is recounted as having given %o Hortalus, the grandson
of +the orator Hortensius the same sum %o ensure the shrvival of
that most distinguished family (28). In deseribing the wreluchance
with which Tiberius assured a continusnce of the survival of
this particular family (29), Tacitus is clearly of the opinion
that under the circumstances Tiberius ought to have been less
reluctant to atbend to what was a matiter of duty. The emperor’s
expression of unwillingness +to help, he ways
"was applauded by thoss who habitually applaud emperors,

right or wrong, Bul the majority received it in silence

or with suppressed mutbers®,

Although 800,000 sesterces were given - 200,000 sssterces to
sach of Hortalus's four sons, +the houss- of. the Hortensii
continued to sink into abject destitubtion. "But" adds Taecitus
regretfully "Tiberius showed it no further pity" (30).

The pre-eminence of the Senate in his ideal of the best
practical constitution possible does not in Tacitus® mind exclude
the functioning of the Tribunate. What had been evolved by his
ancestors could not be intrinsically wrong, and after all the
Tribunate dated back to the regal period. He is well aware too
that each section of any community must have set over them thoss
who ecan understend, and, in the cass of the plebeians, Tacitus
would add, control them. He seems +to lock back to a periocd in
Romefs republican history as an ideal era when the Senate was in

the ascendent, and yet the contests between the ‘tordines' were
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able to continue; perhaps he would have regarded as Romels
greatest age the period betwesn the end of the second Punic
war and tbThe advent of the Gracchan agitations. One can appreciaie
his judgmmat concerning the state of Rome during the last years
of the Republic; the conditions +that the young Octavian inherited
are painted in grim colours in the prologue to the accounbs of
the Principate (31). Desperate remedies were needed at this shage
in the history of Rome,, but perhaps in Tacitus' view not so
desperate as the introduction of what in fact, whatever it might
be mnsmed, was an aubocratic regime; this ocure was to the
historian far worse than the diseass, and in finding a means
of securing peace Octavian had found also a means of sscuring
the enslavement of +the whole of Rome and her possessions (32).
But the gift of peace itself was not enough. By giving
reace T0 Rome, Augustus atiracted everybodyls goodwill; "he
seduced the army with bonuses, cheap corn he used as a
successful bait for civilisns® (33). What then does Tacitus require
of an emperor = or of any regime that is at all satisfactory
for +that matbter = besides actual freedom from military warfare?
He himself has implied the answer a few lines before his des-
cription of tThese cajolements: he wants freedom from the occasions

of the greatest vice of the early FEmpire - of insincere flatiery,

1)

of the desire to obkain personal advancement through fawning upon
the autocrat after abandoning a1l claims %o self-respect and
honesty (34).

This is not & rebellion against authority as such, on the

pert of Tacitus; anarchy 1is to him no solution. Authority of some

kind he would consider a vital necessity %o the state if onmly



because of the irresponsibility of the urbsn population (35),

It is in fact a plea on behalf of men of hig own station in
life = men who might reasonably hope to obtain eminence in a
political career where advancement depended not upon what original
methods of flattery of an overlord could be de¥ised (36) but
upon geniiine knowledge of men and legal procedure. Tacitus

sheds no tears over the fortunes of the poor citizens; indeed
they were often the gainers in an autocratic regime when a Nero
for instance ascended the throme, promised and implemented his
promises %o securem better all-round administration (37); moreover
the popular forms of entertairments of which Tacitus speaks with
contempt (38) were growing in importance and in following
throughout +the peried of which he is writing. He does not

reveal himself especially anxious to improve the lot of humbler
members of +the great households, +he more responsible and deserving
slaves and freedmen, for low bitth in the eyes of the snobbish
(39) Tacitus constitutes an insuperable Tbarrier +o his understanding
and concern. His only anxieties are on behalf of his fellows
amongst the "Optimates™, <the nobles for whose difficuliies the
onty solution at +the present moment was sychophancy towards the
reigning monarch or at best a discreet silencel indeed he admits
that he himself senk 4o the humiliating depths of this latter
course during the rule of Domitian (40). If +the abilities of
men of his class could not be expended through their prope
channels, life was harldy worth the living; the only consolation
vas that emperors were not immortal, and a successor might mean
a change for the better, "Kings have tc be endured however they

are, since continual changes are desirable' are words pub into
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the mouth of Claudius, and strietly their context relates not +Ho
Rome but Parthia; yet they are eloguent of Tacitus® general
attitude towards monarchy (41)0 Unfertunately no matter how wells-
intentioned and successful might be the beginning of his reign,
the emperor almost invariably became the more oppressive to his
subjects as the intoxiecation of sole power corrupted him. Although
the comment is made that Your officials wusually start well and
end badly" (42) the reference is to the elected ~maglstrates
rather than to emperors. Yet the steady deteriorstion of the
reigns of Tiberius and Nero is a phenomenon of which Tacitus is
clearly avare.

This is the theme which wrecurs, variously embroidered upon,
throughout +the historical work of Tacitus. It speaks well for his
absorbing style and unfailing human interest +that he never becomes
monotonous or even noticeably repetitive. A&1though, as has been
mentioned, he advocates a policy of walting and hoping during
times of oppressive wrule, his attitude towards the Principate
generally 1is paradoxically one of pessimism., Having accepted the
Principate as the inevitable choice thrust wupon Rome he makes
no attempt to suggest & practical working alternative. There seems
to be a stoic doggedness 3in his acceptance of the status quo =
although whether hils spirit of resignstion under the rule of
Domitian, for instance, wazs so complete as the resignation that
he advocates in retrospect should be adopted during such oppressive
tyrennies may fairly be doubted.

The most desireble form of goverment, it has been noted, is

tc Tacitus the least possible = a reburn %o the old Republican
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goverrmment, which was in fact something of the compromise between
the thres types of rule - monarchy, oligarchy and democracy -
of which Tacitus speeks; and he does not desire <the republic of
the days of the last century B.C. with ibts private armies and
proscripbion lists, but of an earlier pericd when the offices
of state really meant what they purported +to mean. He infers the
inevitability of the continuance of +the Principate when he
derides what he claims tc be a hypocritical reluctance 1o rule
on ‘the part of Tiberius (43). He is far from saying on the
other hand that <he state of +the Republic which Augustus so
adroitly and delicately transformed into the Principate was %o
be perpetusted or to be sought again; for Rome to succeed as
an Imperial power <the whole system of administration of the
provinces desperately needed revision (44), and indeed %he many
bloody. "wers +that were fought before their culminsbion at Actium,
the result of all of which was the dearth of bold and enter-
prising spirits of which Tacitus complains (45) instead of adding
te the glory of Rome (46) were merely a drain on her bloode
Strabo (47) adds his witness to the fact <That it would require
a Trepublican fapaticism bordering upen lunscy to seek an escape
frem the fime by wishing to return to that particular frying=pan.
Once the Republic was dead the passage of time ensured that
it ceased to be sighed for as it receded from memory. So,
Tacitus relates, at the %ime of the death of Augustus there was
practically nobody who had ever seen %ruly Republican government (48).
The country had been transformed, and there was nothing - left, he
adds significantly, of <the fine old Roman character. This idoliging

of the finee qualities of the o0ld republican nobility is a trait
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in which, more than any other, he shows the greatest consistency.
411 eyes, he adds, wabched for imperial commands. £& continuance of
the Principate under these circumstances was of course inevilable.
How far Tacitus lays the blame for this irrevocable sentence to
monarchical rule upon the dead founder of +the system can be in-
ferred to some extent from +the opposing views upon fAugustus which
he gives in his ususl antithetic form. The queshbion now was not
so much whether there would be a successor %o Augustus as who
the successor would be, Tacitus plainly puts forward the Anti-
Augustan arguments with greater vehemence than the argments of

his supporters; (49); and it has already been remarked in the
mind of Tacitus, Augustus hed done mors damage to the welfare of
Rome than what the mere gift of a pericd of respite of ecivil

trife could effect. In =addition he wrecks +the whole of the ezse

n

of Augustus® supporters by pubtting into their mouths a most
curious statement.

"Augustus had put the state in order" he makes them sey "not
by meking himself king or dictator but by ecreating the Principate!
(50)« That this was so in theory Tecitus would certainly not

have denied =~ Augustus had been most careful 4o aveid any re-~
semblance %0 an absclute monarchy except in respect of his absolute
power, and the +titles of officisls remained +the sgame throughout his
entire wreign, which was indeed the case even after a number of
years of Tiberius! Principete hed elapsed (51). But in practice =
and 1t 1is the practical oulcome thet Temitus is concernmed with,

for he 1s no political theorist, the final result was very much

"the same as a momarchy or a dictatorship. To interpret the

quotation given above in this way, that 1s as an irorical
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self-condemnation by <those who were disposed towards sarguing on
Angustus’? hehalf, seems much easier than the alternative suggested
by Fournesux in his discussion of the quotation; Fomrneaux supposes
that +there was an ambiguity present in Tacitus' mind between the

two entirely different appellations of ITprinceps! and forinceps

senatus’'s In this debate, 1t is interesting to recall +the words

ae

cf Tacitus
®{The tribune's authorityj wes a designation of supremaey
invented by Augustus, who had wanted some title obher’ Shan
Tking® or ‘'dictator’ which would place him above other
officials" (52).
Fournesux would meke this imply that there was therefore noc such
title as ‘'princeps! excepbt inssmuch as Augustus had the privilege

of being somewhat honoursd in the Senate = Tprinceps senatus?,

Tacitus means, however, that the +tribunels power was a davice
which enabled +the emperor +to overrule any rival senatorisl
legislation by means of his tribune’s wveto.

"The whole point of autocracy® remerks Sallustius Crispus
to Tiberius at the +time of his accession %is that the
accounts will not come right unless the ruler is their only
auditor® (53);

he meant of course that for an autocrat 4o be at all effective
he alone must bes responsible for all that happens within the
Séate, and that nothing should occur without his forz=knowledge and
approvel. This comment indicates that it wag autocracy to which
Sallustius and his fellow=-senabors wers sccustomed. If, as the
evidence ocertainly indieates, Augustus ani his course of +tresiment

Sor the meladies of the Roman world failed +o meet with Taeitns?

approval, there is once again an annoyifgégexg%icitness on the part
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of ‘the historian; once again he malkes no gsuggestion of whai
might have been a practicel elternative when Augustus died and
to hesitate before begilnning his reign. One ecan
only infer that Tacitus believed a nsburel wrecovery of the

Republic had besn a real pogsibility = though no mention is

how thls recovery might have been affected - before it

=
)
(o
@
O
)

was finally wseadicated by Augustus. And this would be oconsistand
with his optimistic atititude of which mention has already been
made,

2

Sallustius Crispus® appalling sycophsmey was shared at the %ime
by all the other members of the Senate; for they along with all
men, whatever thelr station in 1ife, bscame abjectly servils in
proportion to their importance, Augustus® tact and, perhaps to some
extent, the long decline in the state of his health had rendered
such an attitude umnecessary or undesirsble during his lifetime;
bult when men were confronted with one known %o be inclined
towards arvogance and cruelty, diffidence and, most of 2all, in-
serutabllity, and furthermore one who was literally bound %o become
their ﬁuler, it was a very different story. It was every man for
himself, and to the extent he made himself agreeabls to Tiberius
could his fubure advancemsnt bs expected +to progress.

In disparaging the motives of Augustus, Tacitus must secretly have
admired the discreet way in which avoiding new honours and empty
titles he had secured his position against rebellion from any side
(54) . .

The progress of the Principate and its ascendancy over the
Senate develops graduslly on this +%opic from page to page. At first

the situation is more emusing than +tragic; the wreign of Tiberius

opens with a flurry of senatorial flatiery during which there is



hesitation on the emperor’s part ~ real or smsumed, although
Tacitus is oconvineced that it is assumed =~ 40 ascend the throns,
This apparent reluctance of Tiberius, and the evident desire on
the par% of +the OSenate that he should cease 1o refuse, gives
rigse 10 a sequence of ridiculous wooing scenes which Tacitus
recounts in a wmanner that leaves his contempt for <the whole
business in 1ittle doubt., The absurdity of +the situation 1is en-
shrined in the story of Haterius « a story which mocks both

Tthe Senatels flatteries and Tiberius! suspicious nature {(55).
Wishing +to apologise for = previous. offence, Haterius went to the

ER)

palace and grovelled ab +‘he feet of the emperor as he walked

by. Tiberius ecrashed to the ground, either by aceident or by
the grip of Hateriug; and Haterius was thereupon all bul killed

ol

by the guards. His eventual escape was due 4o the persuasiong of

Tiberius by his mother Livia,.

{

Gradually the humour of <the situation fades before successive
encroackmmnts by the emperor upon freedom in many of dits aspects.
Throughout +the lifebtime of Tiberius the Senate figures guite largely
in Taecitus? discussions; under subsequent princes it becomes pro-
gressively less in sevidence, and Tacibus plainly deplores the fact.
It is easy to believe that he regards party faction as the 1ife-
blood of +the state, for it is certainly an slternative &bto "this
slavish pessivity, this torrent of wasted bloodshed far from schive
service (he is speaking of the later years of Nerols reign)’ (56).
His remorse is not too bitter over the fact that by one dscres
Claudius handed over to the equities all the powers that had go

3

often caused rioting and fighting at Rome; his real regret 1is tha

Iy

one man should have the power to do so (57); one fesls that
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debate, along with the best possible manipulation of permissible
constitutionel devices, would be Tacitus'! solution to govermmental
problems vather then a dscres by an emperor.
As the number of those constitubional dsvices was now becoming
so limited, or while conbinuing %o exist were bscoming dead
lethers, it is not surprising that vhetever possible Tacitus
drops into argumentative speech as an alternmative to sustained
narrative. It 1is true +that this method is characteristic of all
ancient historiography; but this fact shows no more than that all
ancient historians agresd in the efficacy of debate as a means
of evolving +the conclusions wupon which wise actions should be
based., Turthermore, Tacitus is far more addicted %o the art of
discussing an issue in the form of opposed spesches Than any
other lsading historian in antiquity.
His descriptions of the houses of Germenicus and Drusus as
rival factions within +the state are alsc to be considered. Such
a disagresment between the Two fomilies adds dramatic inbterest to
the narrative and to some extent perhaps enhances the moral
teaching of Tacitus® writing: there is no other source, however,
that suggests there existed animogity between tThe =rival houses as

relativs

©

Tacitus apparently believed. This ecare in fcllowing th
fortunes of the families in question and +The desire +to trace

the history of an apparently imaginary quarrel seems significant
evidence of the deep love of polemic which, ss has just been

seen, 1s manifest in the work of Tacitus. As goverrment was cleariy
a one-sided affair in the FEmpiwe, interest might be added +to his
writing, he seems to have reasoned, by emphasising differences (58)

not between %The <two brothers, for as he relates himself, their



relationship was always

supporters. This
except in

authors is no proof of
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cordial (59), bub betwesn their respective

say that such animosity 4id not

Tacitus , for silence among other

the non-existencse of a feud; but it

exist

surviving

appears

Tacitus upon

that

as often thers is an undue emphasis

& topic that strictly in perspective

placed by

would merit

far less discussion.

It is stated above that whils complaining of +the Principate
Tacitus had no practical alternative to offer, meaning +that one
could merely wait and hope for betbter times. To kick sagainst
the goad was no pert of his philosophy of 1life, aﬁd he spesks
disparagingly of .%hose wno undertake some hercic act without any
hope of achieving +the purpose bshind the heroism. When Thrases
Paetus = one of the few persomalities living in the +times he
describes really %o appeal to Tacitus = walks out of the Senste=
house in disgust at a recent volley of flatiery, Tacitus remarks
that "he thereby endangered himself without bringing genersl freedom
any the mnearer! (60), hgain, when summing up the achievements of
his father-in-law Agricola, he says:

"let it be clear to those who insist on admiving in-
subordination that even under bad emperors men can be great,
and that a decemt regard for authority, if backed by ability

and energy,
stormed by precipitous

their counbry,

can reach that peak of honour

paths, winning feme,

by melodramatic deaths® (A1),

%

that

without

many have

serving

he regarded

has.o..-oused the

His account of +the Pisonian oconspiracy suggests that
it as eabortive from its dinception (62). 'He
episode %o emphasise his theme of general demoralisstionf (63).
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His attitude 1is far from sympathstic towards the conapirators,

yet the success of their plot would no doubt have been agrecable
to Tacitus. But Imperlslism at Rome was too well established and
who wes U0 say that, had +the plot been successful, there would
have been no new Nero %o taske the dead ome?s place?

thet, under +the ecircumstances that
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Sinee Tacibus
Rome found herself in after +the death of Augustus, there was
no alternstive for the fubture o a continuance of <the regime that
he had started, it is inbteresting to conjecturse what was his
descripbion of an idesl emperor. There is abundant evidencs of the
characteristics which he thought undesirable in one in authority,
but his criticisms of the emperors who actually reigred is, it
must be admitted, of a destructive mnature. Many aspscts of what
he considered to be the good men have already been noticad in
various contexis; as omns who, although not comnitted %o Stoicism
(64), was tinged with many Stoic opinions, his love of chastity,
moderation, discipline, courage, perseverenca and similar virtues
is %c be expected. But does it nééessarily follow that the #ulss

of conduct sulteble %o the ordinsry Roman who sat in +the Senabs

or was in command of legion are suit

®

hands are logged the reins of government?
In the Histories there sare given parallél pen~picturss of the
- future emperor Vespasian and Mucienus. After comparing these two
men, Tacitus adds:
"The wvirtues of <the two men without +the faults of
either would have formed an admireble temperament for an

Empercr® (65).

The descriptions that precede this comment should offer some



indication of Tacitus® ideal autocrat.

Vespasian was a keen soldier; Mmclanus on the other hand,
he says, had more; skill and foresight in the corduct of eivil
affeirs. The ideal emperor would eclearly need skill irn both
of +these departments. Vespasian, Tacitus continues, would march in
front of his men, and chosse +the spols for encampment; he would
work day and night over his pland and himself teke part in
the fighting if need were; content with any food that came,
scarce distinguishable in dress and besring from any common

soldier. This reminds one of the episode in the Annals (66) when

-4 1

Germanicus dresses as a common soldier in order Lo test ‘the
morale of his troops; and the well-known story concerning
Alexander of Macedon, who 1s sufficient of a genersl in th

Tacitus 1o deserve comparison with Germanicus (67).

&

Against all this Vespasian had one besetbing sin that Tacitus
mentions: "had he only besen free from avarice, he might have
been ranked with the 'genzrals of olden deays". Thig same wvice or
avarice had been ome of the principle fectors in the failure of
Galbz as emperor; a parsimonicus policy adopted as the result of
avariee was a fatal one to adopt during the Empi?en Egain there
is mnoticeable a nostalgic backward look +to the old republican
disciplire (68).

Mucianus wvas the opposite from almost every point of wview., In
wealth and in everything else he lived on a secale shove private
1ife. Avarice then 1is ome extreme; prodigality +the other. Tacitus
would in charecteristic Roman fashion 1like +%c see his ideal

emperor steer a course between these extremes. With Mucianus lay

the advantage of eloguence, and it can hardly be doubbted that

)
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Tacitus more <than most men wvegards this as a real advantege
to a prince (69).
After noticing these vreguisites for rule, it is easy %o see

131
why Tacitus was disappointed in all the emperors after %gustus;

Lde

Tiberius was a fine goldier, but inelired towards arsimony when
9 Y
such & poliey wes 1likely +c¢ lose him much popularity, and he

wes fer from eloquent; Caliguda, despite spending his tender

d<

years in the ocamp, was no generael, as his adventure to Britein
well showed. He had a certain amount of eloguence, as Tacitus
himself sadmits (70), but whatever his accomplishments might have
been, he was & madman, OClaudius was no soldier at all, and wss
far toc tractable to be successful in any underbaking, least of
all as Emperor. Nero toc had no inkling of gensralship, was
unsble to compose his own speesches; and thrift %o him was =

scoversd. Galba, as has just been

i_h

word whose meaning he never 4
seen, wWas too meesn, end Iin any ocase, too old; and Othols
only accomplishment was his sulcide (71).

The passage under discussion while beingb.sincere statement by
Tacitus on the quelities needed of an eompercr, may well be a
piece of flattery aimed alt ingretiating himself with +the then
reigning emperor Trajan; for <+hat ruler does seem +%c have been
able 1Yo claim to some degree eamch of the .qualifications that
Tacitus enjoinms upon an emperor.

Finally there must be noticed occasionsl refsrences to Brubus
end OCessius, who as Republicans of the pericd of the dying

m

Republic, symbolised +to Tacitus and no doubt to meny similariy
circumstanced, the old and better order. At the funersl of

Junia Tertulla, whce was a niece, he mentioney, of Cato, the wife
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of Cassius and the sister of Brutus, were displayed the effigies
of some twenty leading aristocrstic families.
"But OCassius and Brutus were most gloriously conspicucus «

ecause their statues were not to be seen® (72).

o’

precisely

t is characteristic of the highly rhetorical sbyle of Tacitus

1

that the end of his chapters have usually some witty, poignant
or otherwise remarkable statement. That he wished atbention 4o ba

2

paid tc this comment on eminent republicans is apparent from his
placing the words at the end of the last chapter of a complete
book. Agein, there is the episode when OCremutius Cordus is
indic&ed by dependants of Sejanus on the charges of praising
Brubus in his ‘Higtory' and of referring to OCassius as Tthe last
of ‘the Romans' (73). His speech in defence of himself is vecordsd
at length by Tacitus; in it hs says
fhnd [brutus and Gassiq%] have thelr place in the historian’s

peges. TFosterity gives everyone his due honour.e If I am

condemned people will vremember me as well as Cassius and

Brutus® (74).

n a passage in the Historiss (75)9 Tacitus represents men

jto

Finally

as saying that the Republic would have been seved under Pompey and
Brutus.

It is such reminiscences of the grest herces of the
Republican cause that add weight to the conviction that Tacitus
locked back to the old days before the republic was finally

shattered at Philippi, with a wnostalgic longing.
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411 discussion of other laws during the early TEmpire is
ogsrshadowed by the so-called IMaiestas! laws, which, although
they existed in Republican +times, never abitained +he sinister
significance that they found first under Tiberius and then under
later emperorse In the last section it was seen that monarchy
and the laws wers regarded by Tacitus as contradictions; +there
is a remarkable pisce of irony used by the historian when he
first introduces the Maiestas laws intc his nerrative. Tiberius
is asked by a praetor Quintus Pompeius Macer whether offences
indictable wunder the treason laws were %0 receive attention. The
emperor's reply is that the laws are to be enforced (76). That
one whe having ecomitted himself +c monarchicel rule should pledge
himself %o wupholding the laws which by his accession he had in
principle denied, struck Tacitus as a piece of hypocrisy whereby
Tiberius excelled himself (77). That this hypoerisy should prove
to be & substantial nail in the coffin of Roman freedom eh-
hanced the point of this anecdods.

In its early stages the Malestas lav was wused by Tiberiuvs witi
discretion and when it seemed necessery for him to apply 1it, with
leniency. The reader may be referred to B, Walker's bock (78) for
an apperdix which shows +the precise number of Maiestas accusetions
and  their resulis during the reign of Tiberius. A eareful study
of the +text of the Amnsls will show +that the figures she pro=
vides are biassed tc show the empercr in as favourable a light
as possible. For instance no mention is made im her Table I of
the execution of those arrested for complicity with Sejanus (79).

Although Taecitus'! language seems %o exeggerate the amount of blood
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that was actually spilt, the figure of +twenty dead given by
Suetonius (80) is not inconsequential, and it does in faet more
then double Miss Walker's total of eighteen. Nevertheless her

péint may well be allowed = she secks to0 show +hat Tacitus
exaggerates the gravity of the +trials - for there is no need

to dispute it. The trials under +he rule of Tiberius are com=
paratively imnocuous in themselves, but disastrous +to Roms in that
they paved the way for greater atrocities under future emperors,
which 1is Tscitus! real concern.

Tacitus appears %o have no quarrel with the treason laws as
they existed wunder +he Republic. Traitors to the cause of Rome
during time of war quite clearly deserve the sternest punishments.
But ‘there is an enormous difference bebtween such a crime and the
crime of disposing of a status of fugustus when selling some
garden property - which was a charge brought against the knight
Falanius during the earlier appearances of +the law under Tiberius
{(81). Can it be determinéd to what extent Tacitus was in favour
of the exercising of this law?

"The ancients" he says %had employed +the same name but
had applied it to other offences - %o offieisl misconduct
dameging the Roman sitate such as betraysl of an army or
incitement to sedition. Action had been teken against deeds,
words went unpunished® (&2).

When enfordéded to punish heinous offences only he appears 1o approve
of the “Yreason laws,.

"The first employer of +this law to investigate written
1iab®k was Augustus, provoked by an immoderate slander of

eminent men and women, Cassius Severus", he conbtinues,
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Justification of the use of the law is here evidently regerded
as reaching the borderline bebween right and wrong. The +thin
end of the wedge has been employed, and Tiberius, butbt the
charecteristically concealed remerk already quoted = "The laws ave
to be enforced", drove the wedge intoc the breach that had

already %been made by his step-father.

3

he greatest evil was nobt so muck +the charges uponr which
people were liasble +to be arraigned under Tiberius'® revivel of
the Maiestas law, but the mebthods by which they were lisble to
be prosecuted. There was no such office as that of public pro-
secutor at Rome; consequently any private person was sable to
prefer a charge, and was entltled to receive part of the
deferdent’s property if the prosecution should prove successful.

This YWrought inbto being a despicable, insidious class of men who

“

1on:

cr

lived on the profits derived from their often fraudulent accusa s

the TMinformers or Wdelatores®. As abuse of the law became Tampant,

)

nobody could feel secure even within the walls of his own homeo
The wubiquity of +the informers and the depths to which +they were
capable of stooping is dramatically described in the events that

led uwp %Yo the destruction of Titius Sabinus (€3). He had besn =
loyal friend of the family of Germericus during the hard times it
suffered after the death of Germanicus, and thus earmed the respsct
of good and the dislike of spiteful people. His downfall was
planned by four ex-praetors ambitious for +he consulship. One of
them, Iatiaris, became friendly with Sabinus "oy an exchange of
forbidden confidences®, attacking Sejanus and even Tiberius.‘ One day

the other three hid between the roof and ceiling of Sabinus?

house the next time Latisris wvisited him, so that they wera able
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to eavesdrop and make a careful record of all the Ytreasonable!
things that Sebinus had said.

As could only bs sexpected, Tacitus has some very hard things
to say about the informers, and wiﬁh justice. Their interest in
the law was purely to see how much personal profit was to be
made through its enforcement, and thelr gain was often achieved,
as in <The case just notlced, by the desth or banishment of
entirely Iinnocent men. One man, Cornubtus, charged under the treason
law, commitéed suicide becauss "he found the anxiety unbearable and
regarded prosecution as equivalent to ruin® {(84). Aoeording to
his fellow-prisoner, this suileide was born of psnie, nobt of guilt.
& propossl was subsequently made, and praciically ecarried, in The
Senate to the effect that informers should forfeit their rewards
whenever a man prosscuted for +tresason killed himself before the
trial was Cfinished. The measure was defeated, however, when - in
the words of Tacibus =~

"Tiverius quite sharply end with uneccusbomed frankness
backed the accusers, protesting that such a measure would

Batler cancel
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invalidate +the laws and endang
the laws! he said Tthan remove their guardians!. So +that
breed created for the countryis ruin and never sufficisntly
penalised, the Iinformers, kept their incentives®. (85).

Attention has already been drawn %o +the irony of Tacitus when

the autoerat Tiberius insists upon the laws being enforced; the
irony 1is here carvied a srage further when +the game emparor ine

sists that <this wrace of FPprotectors® of the laws should bev

perpetusted, and <thus help him in his enslavemsnt of Rome.




This as far as Tacitus is concerned is Tiberius'® cardinal
sin, After reviving the Maiestas law and ocausing it to operate
in such 2 way as %o enrich the most despicablse elements in +the

tention of the Senste in one of its all

]

eity, he thwarts the ir
too few independent motions, and insists that the mosd iniguitous
aspect of the law's opsration should be continued.

To conclude +this discussion of the Malestas law, it must bhe
once 2gain emphasised that had such +trisls died with Tiberius,
Tecitus would be gustifiably accused of s complete lack of
perspective, and of a fanatical zeal in a wish %o blacken what
was after all ohly one saspect of Tiberius' adminisiration. Bub
this 1s far from being the cass; the horrors of the relgn of
Domitian seem %o have owed +their beginning %o +the lessons which

the later rulsr learnt from +the memoirs of his pradecessor. How

)

much Teclitus suffered from his iyranay cannot be determined, but
all indications point to one conclusion: that he urderwent a very

unpleasant thres years immediately Bhefore the death of Domitisn 86 .
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To see Roman 1ife through the eyes of Tacitu
proportional to +that which the historian himself bestowed, tust be

treason lews. Correspondingly briefly the remeinder of
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Rome’s laws may be discussed here, since for the most part he
saves them undiscussed, or mentions them only an isolated occasions,

He 1is after all discussing the Principate, and as bsen seen he

vy

regards this regime as the contradiction of the laws. 87y,

The Judgment, +that aubtocracy and the laws are mutually conbra-

Iy .

dictory, is neverthelsss one of theory rather +than practice; he

both realises and acknowledges that under +the Empire the law 4dig

n fact continue to exist, and that not always in spite ofy, bub

fdo



sometimes thanks +to, the Emperor. "Emperors have enough burdens =
and enough power? says Tiberius in one of his rare and con-
sequently doubly wslcome utberances of constitubtional sentimendbs (88).
"Strengthen this executive and you weaken the lew. When one can
act by law the use of official authority is o mistake'. This is
s clear indication that Tibsrius too was awsre that sole aubhority
that the
vision of republican institubions was not completely lost %o him.
Tacitus is even more explicii when he comes to the suming up of
the first nine years of Tiberius' rule, a pericd of enlightened
rule in almost every respsct. "Moreover, the <treason courts expected,
the laws were duly enforced" (89). The whole point of ths

survival of the laws was of course +the diserset fiction of

Augustus sharing officisl dubies with the Senabts = the dyarchy”

. 1.2

as some of his admirers have suphemisbically ocalled it. And
Tibsrius was always anxious to conform with the patiern that
his siep~father had originsted. Whatever were the motives beshind
the enforcement of +he laws, the facht remains that the citizens
were able to enjoy their proteciion.

Before atbention is devoted to the views of Tecitus on the
application of various aspsets of the law, a passage in which he
discusses the origins of law must be noticed. He divides the history ’
of law into two phases = before, and after the Twelve Tables ‘
drawn up by the deomvirs in 451=449 B.C. In tﬁe earlier phase,

el

laws were equitably enforced upon all classes of the communivy;
in the laler pericd, "laws" he states "obher than thoss drawn
up against specific current offences were forcible crestions

of class-warfare, designed +¥o grant uncomstitutional powers,
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or banish leading citlizens or fulfill gome other deplorable
purpose®  (90).
This ssems %o belray an inconsistency; he says on the one hand,

es has been seen (91}, that aubtocracy ard lsw ave contradictions;

&3 e
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on the other hand, he now says that laws since the Twelve Tables
have fulfilled only nefarious ends. This would ssem +to0 meke hinm
condome aubtocracy; bubt the wvhole spirit of his work immediately
denies this., The only answer to this difficulty involves him in
using 'leges®™ in two disbinet senses. In theory only can he mean
that law and autocracy are incompatible, for he has been nobiced
to say that the laws were well respected by Tiberius. By laws

e

he here means %"good laws®, not only %"bone in usu® but in-

trinsically good ordinances such as had not besn enached since +the
days of the decemvirs, But when Tiberius pledged himself o

the maintaining of the law, it is evident that he had in ming
only those aspects of the legal code that would Ffurther help

to enslave the Roman people = in particuler the +%reason laws,

That he applisd these laws reasonably is beyond dispute; and as
Tacitus could see no possibility under the cirdumstances of an
ideal constitution being devised, let alone established, he did

not complain,

In fect, during his first nine ysars of moderate wule Tiberius
showed that undsr a good emperor the exlstence of laws = however
much those lews were almed abt promoting +the interests of =
minority - need mnot be irksome to the sitate. Again later under
Vespasian, Tacitus atates that "deference %0 the emperor end the
wish to imitate him were more effective than legal penalties and

threats® (92). This was because Vespasisn more than any other

man promoted simplicity by his old-fashioned way of life.




‘“A.68‘”

be conjectured that

It may wreadily
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affairs existed when Tacitus was writing.

of a good emperor seem to include, in

stat of affairs where

f=9
1

maintenance of &g
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to the family and to the state

the epitome of 211 +that was bad in
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rooms of +the emperor (101),

®
i

the priva

Q

In conclusion an dsclsted comment may be cited from which
wither a greal desl or very little =~ according tc interpretation -

can be deducted concerning Tacitus® views on the administration

lergely depends upon what is
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Tor Germanis. This work has been interprated as a sabtire upon
Roman 1ife by establishiﬁg ~unfavourable compsrisons between Roman
insbitutions and their counterparts among the German +%ribes. This
is only one interpretation, of course; but one critic (102) who
is o moderate in his contenbion that "Tacitus! tendency to moralise
is a fealure, but not the main purpose, of <+the book" Finds the
satirical element inescapsble.

"Tacitus® he says, P"unmistekesebly contrasts The virtues of

the Germans, which reecall the uncorrupted morals of old Rome,
with the degeneracy of the BFmpire® (103).

Witk this din mind, then, wher Tacitus says of the Germans +hab

"they meke the Punishment f£it the orime® his inference may bs

reasonably taken to be <that this is far from the case of Rome.
(104) .

Only in +the descriptions of the Mailestas!? prosecutions dces
the disparity between punishment and crime appear 4o be decridd.

As the Germenis was published shortly after Domitianls death,

.l

this comment is in 211 probsbility a reflection upcn the acts of
nhumanity of that empercr. With this so clesrly stablished in

his mind it is 1ittle wonder +hat Tacitus? portrait of the
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originator of thess legsl devices should be so ominougly
Here then is some justification at least for the prominence given

te ‘the 'Waiesbas? laws,
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113 - THE PROVINCES

Although & Republican at heart Tacibtus is sufficlently =
well-wisher of the Bmpire 1o rejoice in its grealmess; some

themselves and thelr

vy

discussion is necessary of the provinces

the Roman world.

Q

inportance %
Whatever takes place in +%the Roman BEmplre Tacitus sees
especially from tTthe point of view of an ichabitent of Rome.

s not unfair to

[N

His whole being is centred wupon Rome, and it

t must be

-l

accuse him of narrow-mindedness in bhis g, as indsed,

agreed, in other important matters. Professor Michael Grant (105)

comments:
"The empevor Hadrian into whose relgn he may Just hsve
lived was to develcp the 1idea of o Roman commounwealth in

which the provinces had a proud role as constituent parts,

anticipatory of +the nabtionsl states to comeh.
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Tn this the thinking of the emperor was much more progressive
that of the hislterian, for Tacitus never wavered in his view thet
the provinces should be completely subservient %o Roms.

This metropoliten outlook is never more clearly manifested

than at the begirning of +the Hisbories. The wreader is promissd

e gemspal review of +the DRomen world befere the narrabtive of

actusl events is underisken. One of the features of this brief

review 1is to be an account of <the atbitude of +the provinges {1C6)

- fquis habitus provincisrum® are his prscise words. Not one word
is seid about the feelings or +the condition of <the provincisla,
This point 1is noted significantly by Ramsay (107);

MTacitus speaks” conbtinues Ramsay, "of ‘tthe strong or

sickly spots' of the Fmpire; what he means are
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conditions vwhich were elemenbts of strength and loyslty %o
the Bmpire, or on the other hand of disaffection and dis-
contentt,
All is seen from the point of view of the Roman forces of
occupation.
Just as he sees the provinces to all intenbts and purposes
as occupied territories, Tacitus inherite from his antecedents at
Rome their love of military glory and conquest. It is not
gffered as an argument In Augustug?® Ffavour that he drew up
limits beyond which the frontiers of Rome were not %o be pushed
(108); his motives imn so ordaining were according tc Tacitus
either fear or Jealousg. The historian's feelings can be undersicod
‘quite easily; apart from his dissatisfection a% seeing hie beloved
Rome constricted by +the decrees of a dead emperor which +took
no account of the changes of policy which future exigences might
demand, he himself was thus deprived of subject matter for his
nayrative,
"My chronicle™ he laments Mis quitek,different matter from
istories of early Rome. Their subjscts vers greal wars,
cities stormed, kings routed and ecaptured” (109). "My theme!
he goes on to say, M"is a @dircumseribed ingloriocus field.
Peace was secarcely broken = if at 2ll. Rome was plunged in
gloom, the ruler uninterested in expanding the HFmpire" (110).
Tacitus lived %o see more glorious days, howsver; from the vantage-
ladrian's reign, he cen Jlook back upon +the days "When
the Empire was sc much smaller® with a certain amount of scorn
(111). Tt 4is with an awereness of +the presence of such sentiments

in the mind of Tscitus that the question of his views upon the
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civil administration of +the provinces must be exsmined.
tus? Pundamental approach +o provineial matters is
readily seen from his description of the wvevolts in Gaul

Florus and Sacrivir (112). The issue ab stake is briefly

the Gauls were involved in heavy debts {113)., One of +the

principal tribes concermed; the 2edui, are menticned expressly as

being unwarlike, weslthy and given %o Iluxurious living (114). It

seems most unlikely then, that such a people would fly %o arms

recourse to other methods. There 1is quite & large =zmount
evidence (116) to show that it was notumsusl for province

find +themselves in an unhappy finsncisl mposition: and when
1997 P 3

if there were any hope of having their grievances redressed by

of
8 to

they

were burdened with debt the fault was more often than not the

extortion and oppressive rule of +the Roman provincial governors.

There are indications in this case that the cause of the
was the wrequisitions made by Germanicus for his campaigns

acitus owes,

o

Germany (116}, It would seem therefore +that
fails to bring forward, some explanation of why the Gauls

themgelves in these sgtraits. The reader becomes the more d

trouble
in
but
found

.
i1g=

satisfied when, afler wveading the whole account of the fighting

subsequent 1o the up-risings he finds no mention of +the

The episode becomes gimply an opportunity +to describe Roman

military achievements in the field, and it is

Tacitus? conscience is not unduly troudled by the possibility +that

the Geuls vere somewhat unjustly treated.

This Dblindness to every point of wview other <+han the

Boman orne is noticeable thﬁuughOut the whole narrative., To

striétly

Tacitus,
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rule over provinces and dependencies confers privileges but no
responsibilities; the same spirit of dominstion is apparent in
his account of a series of similar uprisings by African tribes
under Tacfarinas - Roman arms prevailed, as was inevitable,

anyway, and there the matter is closed wuntil +the inditements

to revolt once again materialise (117).

Writing in Rome for Romans and surrounded by Romen digniteries,
Tacitus was quite unable %o visualise that later generations would
consider the questions he wraised from a non-Roman view-point; the
idea ‘that thers was such a thing as different opinion never pre-
sented itself to his dogmatic and rather narrow mind., Casusl
remarks can cometimes show what type of thinking Tacibus! apparent
old-fashioned conservabism conceals; hence an ungusrded expraasion
used in his description of Germanicus'! setilement of the eastern
question is revealing. Spesking of Céppadocia he says, "Ic maks

Roman ruls gseom

(118) . Here 1z a bald er rough  admission

Roman  thought around +the +ime of the death of
idea wvery alien bo this historian; and  that his views upon Empire
wers very mqeh akin %o thosse of Oyrus and Darius centuries befors,
& further and perhaps 2 more striking exemple of Tacitus
failure to understand the provineisl point of view is afforded
by his eaccount of a revolt of Thrscisn tribesmen. In this episode,
his mnarrowness, intolerable %o twenbtisth contyry thinking, is damned
by his own evidence.

"The causes of +the rebillion were their uncivilised and

intractable temperaments? he states (119}, fand their rafussl
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of the conscript system which drafted +their best men inbo

our forees.....lowsver, bafore opsning hostilitiss +he Thracians

sent envoys 1o sbress their frisndship, which would remain
intact, they said, 1if no new burdens were imposed. But if
b4 J & ) b4

they added, vhey wers enslaved 1like conguersd men, they had
the weapons, warriors and determinabtion to be free or die",
That there was any jusbification for these despsrate threats does
not appear from Tacitus! account, "Sabinus - in charge of the
operations = gawve conciliastory repliss wmbtil his forces wers
collected® <the narrative continues (120). Thers is no menbion of
any attempt to gsolwve the problem by means other than Fforce. Ones
military pressure was brought %o bear upon the Thracisns, <the out-
come wWas, of course, a foregone conclusion, The ecampaign iz des~
cribed in some dstail - o bthe extent of six chapters - which
is quite out of proportion to the dimportsnce of the a

Teeitus complains of the wmonotony of the treason trisls which he

Thrage at +this period was not even a province, but g
dependent monarchy, It became a province under Claudius in 46A.D,
and wranked as guch when Tacitus was writing +he Annals, The
episode is thus more justifiably mentioned here sincs Tacitus’
account of the osmpaign is doubiless conditioned by his knowledge
of Thracels subssguent provineial status.

Tuciug Vitelliug is described (112) as showing old-faghioned
integrity in his provineial administration, Tt is interesting to
consider what precisely was meant by Tacitus! Uintegrity® in this

roles It is bhardly 1ikely +hat he regerded wrepublican probineisl



governors as necessarily honest; he need only have consulted Cicero

on This point., Hés use of the berm Pold-fashioned® refers +o the

superiority of the "good old days' in every aspect of life, To
judge, however from Tacitus! feelings for the righis of the
v] (S 5 &

provinecials, 1% is guite probable +that Verres would have been

a governor of integrity had hd been prudent enough +to szbsndon his

fule

excessas just before the wrath of the Sicilians burst out of his
It heas been remarkd8d that Tacitus! notions of smpire were

not very much mors advanced than those of The old Persian kings;

the reverse might bs argued from the report of the debate con-

cerning the admission of Northern and Cewnbral Gauls inbo  the
(=]

&

Sermte (123). Tirst the arguments against their admission are set

oub; there would be & conseguence of +this measure less opporbunity

for advancement among Romans, and it would bs an affront to the
memory of ‘those who died fighting the Gauls any years bkgfors

£ the descendants of thoss Gauls were admit®ed dinto the Roman

oo !

Semate. Olaudius, however, thought otherwiss, and his views are
expressed both more cogently and at greater length than the

arguments bhat he was opposing. His speech was approved by the

5

2, and the Bhdul then became the first of these peoples o

enjoy the privilege which he had won for +them. Sinca Tacitus

t<§
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*
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argues foreibl the arguments expressed

e

t might superficially appear that he favoursd the idea of giving
the provincds <the fullest representation in the Senate., A much
more 1likely explanation for his enthusissm for the empsror's stand-

point is ‘that it was the only stan -point that he could in cone

science ‘take, If the majority of scholars are correc t, Tacitus



=177=

himself could claim family ancestry within the city of Roms 1itself
only %o the exmtent of one generation; his origin is surmised
variously %o be north Italian or southern Gsllic., If this wmre
been most imprudsnt Lo espouse the
opposite causs in this issum, for thus abbention would Immedistely
have been drawn to his oun Basbility <o live up %o his blue-
blooded pretensions. Far from indlcating o libersl attitude ‘owards
provincdéals, this debate offers powerful evidence of Tacitus! non~
Roman origin. "Their descendants® - that is, those of the disting-
uished immigrants from Spain and southern Gaul -~ Yare with us;
and they love Rome as much as we dof {124) are words that might
well be sautoblographical; <they certainly have no precise egulvalent
in the actual words of Claudius as they surviee (125).

Toeitus? treatment of Bribtain and its inhebitants is sufficient-
ly elaborate to deserve special mention; It was in that colony
that his father-in-law Agricola won his military weputation, and

of course of his successes there is told at some length. TFurther-

the later books of the Annals. The British propensity for war
is emphasised repeatedly; %the braver Tacitus makes them in his
descriptions, +the greater <the honour that will be ecredited %o
fgricola. His description of British spiri
of the Gauls of the same pericd 1is inbteresting, as it explains
to a large extent why Tscitus was never satisifed with Roman
affairs unless they contained opportunity for mili@ér* glory.

”Eﬁe Britogé] have mnot yeb been softensd by protracted

peace’, hs obssrves (126), "the Cauls too, we have been

told, had their hour of military glory, but then cand




dscadence with peace, and walour went the way of los
liverty. The same falte has befallen such of the Britons as
have been long congquered; the best ars still what the Gauls
used to bs,
facitus plainly fears thet too long an endurance of the peach
that fugustus had moulded for the Romean world would bring the

tabing effect upon the Romans thamselves. When, a few
() p b4

lines Dater, Tacitus comments that the Britons were W"broken into

obedience, unot %to sglavery", he is drawing a comparison, unfavourable

to the Romans “Uhemselves, belween +the people of psrt of the
overseas empire and those in the metropolis itself, for hs
repeatedly draws atiention to The servility of the Senats. There
are admirable aspects of 1ife wvithin the less civilissd nabtions
te the barbarity of those pmoples; this fesling is most
‘noticeable in the Germania, as had’ bsen pointed oht elsevhere (127),
If ‘this admiration for certain aspects of barbaric 1life ean

be  obssrved in statements that Tacitus mekes, 1% permestes certain

other passages of his wriging without being explicitly announced.
There is a striking contrast bestween the speeches of +the British

leader OCalgacus and of those of Agricola himeelf shortly bafore =

(128). In the former Tacitus finds it possible G0 express the
sentiments which a man in the position of Calgecus would diake,
and incldentdlly to score a few points against the enervating
effects Roman Iuxury: "Can you really imagine that the Romsnis

bravery 1n wer comes up bto Tthelr wanitoncess in peaca?’ asks

£ ok A ., 2 S SN S o b
for =z moment doublz the impsrial destiny of Rome, he feels that

Ui
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a brave race such as the DBritons deserves better master
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In other words +the Romans, thanks %o
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make vice agreeable = arcadss, baths and smanptuous bang

the burden fairly, and cancelled those charges, conlrived

1. 3

by profiteers, which were more bliterly resented

itself. The provincials bad hesen compelled....bo buy back thsir

own ecorn and pay farcleal prices. Delivery endedso...by
benefitting s few scoundrels only' ]
The <ctal effeset of these and similar gstatements by Tacitus

indicates an abti@itude much more favourable towsrds +The provinels

noted abova. The explanstion of this faect is pertly conbained in

the purpose he had in mind when writing bthe Agriccls, whick was
fundamentdlly fo glorify the memory of his late father~in-lawv.

The Dbolder the Britons fought, the grester the credit ihat was due
to Agricola. The greater sand dfHore flagrant the malpractices of

former governors <the Juster and more honourable would appesr the

ameliorative measures enforced. Thie however 1is not

a Tull explavation; it will not =zccount, for instance, for the

grain of pity that Tacitus apparvently fesls for peocples who are

in tone and consaquently the more surprising since it occurs in
the fppals, he mekes Carstscne, the grest leader of the Britons
who, unfortunately for their cause, had fallen intc Roman captiviiy,

sayd "If you E}’e Romané} went %o rule the world, does it follow
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E brief examination of the references %o Britain and its

inhebitants in the Annsls indicates a remarkable dJdifference in

Britons 1s in any case not lacking in the Agricols. "One must

s

remember?! he comments at the beginning of his descricbion of the
<9 Q I\

Britons in ‘the Agzicals, "that we are dealing with barbsvians" (136).

.

The vicltories thet +the Roman soldiery won in Britein are recounted

L

2

in glowing “Terms eand with quite as much enthusiasm as th

[

orresponding accounbs In the Anvels. The difference then is of
another and less tangible neture. It would be equally incorrect

to say thet the fAericolas sees the nature of the conflict bebuwesn

the wrebels and Roms from the point of visw of the Bri
it is true to s2y that the Agricols acknowledges what +the Apnals

never acknowledge; thet thers d1s such a thing as a British point

of view, ©UThev <the British fighting men were husbands, sons and
fathers unwilling %o see the indignities thet +the Romen invaders
were inflicting upon their homeland., In a word there is a tendw

erness and humanity which 1s nobt evident in the same authorts later

WOrko
There is a disbtinet sitriving for bizarre eoffects in the
descriptions of Britain in +the Annals. "The enemy lined the

ot

shore in a denss armed mess. Among them were black-rohed

women with disheveled hair like Furies, brandishing torches.



=182=

Clese by stood Druids raising their hands To heaven and
screaming dreadful  curses. This wierd spectacle swed the
Romen soldiers intc a sort of paralysis....lhe groves sacred
to Monz's barbarous superstibtions he @uetODWuﬂ demoléshed.

.

For it waes thelr religion 1o drench their altars in blood

ct

of prisoners and consult their gods by means of humen
entrailst  (134).
The description of the scens befcere Boudicca's last battle mush
have been a strange one +tc the Romans who wers not accustomed

to women leading armies;

o)

¥Their E%he .riﬁisﬂ numbers were unprecedented, and they
had confidently Dbrought their wives %o see the victory,
installing them in carits stationed at the edge of the
battlefield. Boudicca drove wound all the tribes in a
her. 'We DBritish

are used +to woman-commanders? she crisd....” (138),

The British are thus shown tc be ulterly barbarous race
with cusboms completely alden to the civilisation of Rome, and
whose leaders are suiltable creatures to arouse the curious gaze
of Romans as <they are paraded in a victorious procession,

L possible explanstion for the relative amiability <Lowsrds

the Britong in the Agricola to augment thet already suggested

g,‘
o
5
|
U%

might well lie in whet had hsppened to Tacitus personally
Lo

the intervening years between <The composition of +the Agricols and

that of +the Histories and Annsls, Thse fact that the Asricols

was published afier the desth of Domitian in 96 A.D. really

Fad

proves nothéng concerning its actual dzte of composition; if he

compesed 1t during thet emperor’s lifetime, Tacitus certainly was
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not so foolisk as to publishv or publicise in any way such a-
work until after Domitian's death. When Agricela himsslf died
in 93 A.D. Tacitus was awsy from Roms. Where he was is unknown,
bub it appears quite 1likely that he was somewhere in northern

Turope, perhaps in Germany., MAs a guess - which from existing

data is all that is possible - it might be hazarded that at

the begimning of his dubies in the provinces, wherever +thev +took
5 ) )

place, Tacitug felt a desire to write about the +tribes under

his autherity, and since he was fresh from Rome, the simple

)

ruggedness of those tribes struck him as being = pleasant

change from the vice and luxuby of +the ocapital. These manuscriphs
he kept by him until his return to Rome, and them= until +the
death of Domitian three years lster. In this form the foricola

end the (Germaniz wers published around the year 98 A4.D., Buk

things were now Ybeginning %o improve: Ynow {after +the death of

culminated in a new policy of terrvitorial expension under the
rule of Trajan. This reversal of +the ordinances of sugustus  was
o Tacitue almost a wre~birth of Rome and with it he assmmed

a militant attitude +towsrds 211 obther nstions and rzces. Thus &bs

with this aggressive imperisl wsy of Tthinking. This may afford
scme  soxrt of explanation of whal might otherwise seem +wo slmost

incompstible atiitudes <towards relations between provinecials and the
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IV - THE ARMY AND WAREARE

seen Yo rejoice in the territorizl ex-
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Tacitus has bheen

of +“he policy of
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pansion of +the Empire and to have dic
Angustus and Tiberius of firmly establishing limits beyond which

it was proposed not to expend the Impire. In expressing his

he would be happier describing wars, battles and seiges (140).
One may fairly conclude that not his least interest in publie
affairs was the army end military service. This sentimsnt was
inculeated into him, no dobbt, from earliest youth; one who was
o embark wupon a politiecal ecareer had o expact that he would %he
celled upon %o assist in or even +o supervize the administration
of some provinece, whers mnilitary action, or at lesst the control
of armies would fa2ll within his range of duties. Indeed during
tizn, Tacitus wes away from Rome -
almost certainly on some assigment to ‘the provinces {(141). His
contact with Rome's militery power in +the provinces must have been
inevitable., Hls own father-in=law hs describes as a Tvir militarig?
(142), although at the +ime of which Tscitus is spesking Agricols

could have had nc more than a yesar as s military tribune and

procurator of the important frontier provinces of Pennonia, had had
no  previous mililary experience, yet his milit wary responsibilities

were very great (1Z4). These facts indica
the faet that his fundamentsl claims o nove wers his literary

and  legalistic abilities, Tacitus could lay some claim to high
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military wrank, and To the qualificabtions necessary to discuss
military matters with some aubhority.

His love of +the old Roman republic is excesded by his love
for Rome itself, and <+his needs no stronger eovidence then his
obvious concern for his city duking times which brought peace but
at the same time the infringement upon personal liberty. Whatever
his wviews upon the character of the Principate he derives great
pleasure froem the knowledge +thet Rome was strong. an Imperisl
power and a factor influencing vealms beyond +ths limits of her
Empire. He loved the sense of greatness that +this power brought:
"Vologeses was accustomed %o foreign ostentatiousness® he states,
when describlng the possible affronbts that the Romans might infliet
upon his brother Tiridates. "Clearly® he continues, %he did not
understand how we Romans value real power, bui disdain its
vanities” (145).

Whatever the methed of provineial govermment that was employed
however great might be the stature of the emperor in the eyes of
the provincisls, 1t was the avmy which not only in the last resord,
ensured ‘the cohesion of the Empire, but the wvarious stages during
the republican ers, had actually caused it +0 be sssembled. The

army ‘thevefose 1s evidently wvery much in the thoughts of Tacitus,

historians to despair of his szccuracy (148 but yet in sufficien
i J O ONLAC/ g s



detall +to furnish many facts which would otherwise have been
forgotien. There are also discussions on such subjects as lLerms
of service for the soldlers, and the rebellions %hat took
place when dissatisfaction arcse as a consequence (149). Thess
topics, however, for +the most part give little indication of
Tecitus! own views excepb in indidental remarks, 2As 3t is no
pért of the present purpose %o discuss Roman armiss exceph

far as Tacibtus' attitude

will be wupon the infidental remarks that atbtention will have 1To

There 1s one point concerning Roman Tmperial armiss that
Tacitus deplores more than all others, and that is the lack of

discipline displayed by +them at various times; the number o

whola polnt of discipline = the whole point indsed of having a

military system - is to be able to defend some ideal, =nd this

the discussion of the ‘*Maiestas? or treason laws (150)  +that the
majesty of the Roman people was Jeopardised, not only as when in

republican tlmes thers wss a question of an army's betrayal by

an individusel or some other orime which <%oday would rank sas

‘high treason', bub when =an affront was offered %o the empsroris
person. The emperor, although not reppesentative of Roman épinion,
had beecome a kind of a representation or personification of Rome

itself; and so when a seldier, no matier what his rank, protested

his undying loyalty %o a bad emperor, he wmeb with the approval
of Tacitus because he was, in reality, protesting his lpyalty to

Rome, Thus when, Quintus Junius Blassus- sought to pubt down the
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rebellion of +the Pamnonian le ions, he cried "Dye your hards in

my blodd instead! It would bhe  lsss ceriminal +o kill your general

than to wrebel against the emperor. As long as I live I shall
keep my ‘troops loyal = If T die, my death will help to bring

1

them to their senses" (151). The most perfect portrayal of

loyalty 1s given by Teecitus as coming from the man who had the

he throne instead of allowing Tiberius to

[
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"he leapt off +the dias as if. their criminal intentions
were polluting him....and moved away....Then shouting +that
death was betiter than disloyality he pulled the sword from

his belt and 1ifted it as though to plunge it into his chest

heldibythe armies, The salutation of +the emperor {(a sort of

P \ 2 . s
feature of military precedure (153); all their underiakings were

done Tauspiciis  imperatoris' {(154).

Lpart from his love of Romels imperial greabness and his

dissatisfaction when she was making no new sbrides in the dirsetion

dislike of the state of affairs when armies have no new conguesths
to make; idleness of the soldiery renders it difficuly Lo enfores
diseipline, and to avoid a tendency for +them %o becone soft

and effeminate as a conseguenecs (155)0 The vresult of
of the +troops was unbridled license in all directions (156), It

W35 meantioned elsewhere that there is a closs analogy under the




Empire between the degenerate state of the »Senate when'<most

of its powers were dmpaired by the emperor, and the undisciplined
state of the army when there were no wars to occupy it (157).
Both these points are often reiterated = it would be very
difficult, apart from being unhelpful %o the present purposs, to
compile a comprehensive catalogue of all such aliusions.

The state of sabundance and weslth whichk the Empire enjoyed
contrasted unfavoursbly with the greater virility‘:of less prosperous
and less civilised races; and their relative fortunas are reflected
in the stendards of diseipline and of actusl bravery in battile.
Calgacus 1is wurging the Britons to bravery mekes as one of his
main points the contrast between the ’choieg Elcéer of Britain'! -
the Britons fighting simply for freedom £pém oppression and slavery-
and the insatiable | and arrogent Romans who give robbery, butchery
and rapine the lofty name of T'Empire’ and whose bravery in war
could, be believed, never match their wantonness in peace (158).
While the Romans were occupied with the e¢ivil wars of 69 A.D.

"The barbarians now learned, like any Romens, to

condone sedudtive vices while the intervention of our

civil wars gave a reasonable excuse for inactivity. There

was, however, a serious outbresk of mutiny, for the troops,

accustomed +to campaigns, ran riot in paace"'(159)g
Although in +the Germania no mention is mede of deficient Roman
discipline, Tacitus greatly admires the prownsss in war of the
German tribes, and regards them, in fact, as the greatest
military threat ever levelled against Roman might (160).

The rebellions of +the Pamnnonian and Germsn legions were camsed
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for the most paril, of a deliberate plan of the general concerned,
gona oult of hand. The policy of wooing The soldiery with ahundant
occagioned further demands which the gensrals were not in a

2t As in the republicy, 1t wes imporiant for the
general to maintein the morale of his troops ab a high level,
and he was generally willing to allow his troops ¢ plunder
whersver their marches Yook them = emen on Italian soil. The

the fact that, as Tacibtus repeztedly eomphases,

u
1_1.
C—{D
]
Q
£
&
bt
jav]
L=
5,..Io
=

this licence bresds a spirit not conduct

order at times when such solddarity was required.

discussed, which Tacitus recurrently makes, 1is against the practics
of the donstives employsd by generzls as = further means of

gurrying favour with their troops. The need for sueh bribes

army had degenerated &£ar below the standarde of the old Romens.,

When Galba feiled %o give the +troops the donstive they hed ex-

the part of the emperor - the mnistake of ascribin greatler merit

o

te Uhe present-day soldiery than they in facht deserved.

"There is no doubt that the slightest liberslity on the

o

the part of the miserly old man would heve won <them over:

te

our and Iinflexibility =~ qualities +%c which we
are 00 lenger equal = proved his ruin® (176

This was a source of anger and disappointment %o the ordinary

soldiers - 'The common herd’ =~ sines they regardaed such donstives



)

28 their due. Tacitus® irony is wused wvery heavily in dJdescribing

another donative. Vienne was an old and respscted oity in Gaul,

ns. Lz was thelr

0
rs*
[54)
Q
0]
ey

12
5
\-)
h
F
,_.J

into whiech Roman iroop
custem, the eoldiers were about to commence plundering, but
"VTalens made a pressnt of three hundred sssterces to

L

every soldier: then at last the antiquity and dignity of the

0y

Colony prevailed with them, and they listetied with approbaticn

when Fabius commended to their keeping the 1ife and security

which "ended in sach man having peid down to him the sum of
five thousand sesterces. Then at last® comments Tacitus, "Obho
venbured into campf....(178). Vespesian, we are told later (279)
made & firm stand ageinst nilifary largesses - ard thereby

grestly improved his army. Vhen the Vitellian army weached

rails; the scldiers were impatisntly greedy and plundered the stores

a more oréerly and equitable fashion. Hordeonius met ‘trouble when

he found he could not redeem the promises of donatives he had

yezrs immediately before the end of <the Republic. It must be



rememberad thelt +this discussion concerns only conditions in
existence ot the time when Tacltus was writing, that is early

in the second cenbury. Although he must hafe remembersd the

that slackness of discipline led 4o contempt for 211 forms of

e

subordinat thence, 1f +the soldiers were not checked, to

e
0
i3

A
Qs
i
jeX]

rioting and to open insurrection. He favoured, doubtlsss, the

joN
M
o

payment of a feir daily rate (182}, bult no domatives s

mezns of currying favour.

in 112-123 A.D. This would %0 a2 large extent explain his deep

tries to keep an accurate check on the wvarious kings who zuled in
the wvarious states, perplexing. His knowledge of ths ezst is
suffielent for him to meke one or +two general comments about the

characteristics of the peoples and therefore the armies on those

PR ! R S g ad - < T s +n s o
lands. The greztest emphasis is placed upon their ireachery (124),

ilorubulo found

trouble then enemy treachery. His troops hed come from Syria.

Demoralised by years of peace, they tock badly %o conditions

of service in wartime. The army actuslly conbained old soldiers

who had mever bheen on gusrd or watch, who found wrsmparis and



«195<

ditehes renge novelties and who owned neither helmedt nor

bresst~plate =~ flashy money-mekers whe had soldiered in towng?

(185} .

But if rthian ‘treachery 1d  be endured, Tacitus would nob
abide tTheir presuming %o claim that Parthis was approaching Rome
in power; the humilialdons thet Pastus' defeated legions urderwent
preduce  genuine remorse in  the bhistorian (196). The humiliabion
in battls was almost the supreme eatastrophe %o the Roman. %$he
Gefeat of Varus' legions in 7 A.D. constantly wrankles in Tacitus '
mind, and finds several mentions; he rates the Gsrymsn tribes, the
destroyers of Varus and his army, as has been seen, a3 the mnost
formidable of Rome'’s enemies:

"From Caesar they stole Varus and his three legions. It
was not without painful loss that Gaius Marius smote the
Germans in Ttaly, +thet +the deified Julius smote them in
Geul, +that Drusus, Nerc and Germsnicus smots them 3in  thel
OWn nomes....bthey have In recent times supplied ©s with more
triumphs than wvictories® (187).

Germenicus® ersction of an alter o the victims of +that dofaeat

in the Teuloburgian TForest is described at length, with considerable
pathos (188}, =lthough it must be said that Tacitus! speeks highly
of Arminius ®he wanguisher of Varus, and when hs dies, as the
result of his relations? . treachery, Tacitus peys him = very
handsome ‘tribute (189),

The defeat by Vologeses of Paetus is a bitter event for
Tecitus to have to record. When Corbulols troops came to help
Paetus? defeated armies, he states:

"Thera was no display of decorations or syms to point g




cengorious contrast. Corbulofs men, in sag sympathy for
their fellow=soldiers, wept so bitterly théy they could hardly
salute them. Successful men’s incentives, rivelry in valour and
ambition for glory, wers gone. In the lower ranks especially,

pity was the prevailing emotiorn® (190),

Cne doss of course expect a good Roman like Tacitus +to show
regret at defeat and Jubilation wupon victory, yet ths above
picture, even when sllowance has besn made for his love of the
dramatic, seems to be rather extravagant.

Treachery in warefare Tacitus decries: it is the salient
characteristic of +the Parthians, as was seen abovs, and no self-
respecting Roman amm§ would stoop to it. He regrets that Arminius
succumbed to the trsachery of his family, although his death
removed a great thoon from Rome’s side (191). Indeed, Tacitus
relates

o letter was read from a chieftain of the Chatii,
offering 1to kill Arminias if poison wers sent him for the
jobe The vreported answer was that Romans take vengeance on
thelr enemiss not by undsrhand tricks, but by open force of

arms. By ©This elevated sentiment Tiberius invited comparison
with the generals of old; who had forbidden, and disclosed,
the plan to provide poison to %kill king Pyrrhus® (192).

- Such
It 1is surprising, affer reading this passage, %o fimd’\a sentiment
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to surremder, and to trap and kill Gapnanscus. The ‘trap was

who had Troken




0
]
o
&

i

VL

.
2
e

unch

an

i

sl
o

oves

(o
£
[o N
Q
45

a

a.x

1
I

but

2
S
=

-7

3T
LS

W

own

2 s
vhelr

Romans.




w108

&

T
AT

'

=

-

ave

[¥a3
o
L

in
mers

dered
wWere
for T

nSL
-
S

1h he
coO
ningles

-

mea

it

.
e
-
LY
4

8
most

a

1N

(S48

1

o
-

ol
he

”
2

whi

B

or

=~

cussin

€

igion.

di

n
old rel

Dom

Aol Ted

varicus classes

.
N

@
4

the

wWien

matoer

.

batilacs
¢

4

whie

..

mooriance

e

g

i

b

i

orty
11

a3
4L
sma,

ocd
of

g
=1

SOUZ



subserv

7

lrely

nt

a

. ]

=y H ® w L4
ot [N Kul ol opf +2
i 0 + S o, B A .
[0} 0 o (e £ ¢ =y . ol
4 . w an H = fad] 9 I i orf [} M
a3 o e i iy [} O W (] & ) [0} a3 Lre ot 42
Q o 9] - +> L E=s i = 42 seed 2 — 0] o o
-+ B4 o 1 0] w0 w > L] of ! o3 =] 44
o a3 £ Q o ] ope? [0 ~ o o >y o
ord @ 5 w 6] o € 8] 2! T y G 24 b3 @ £ £
175} Q e} o o] = R L3 [®] [} gl [0} o3 “ > (&) §oq Q ot 0]
o & < s £ (o o )] w0 Q < 9} o © 42 0] ) [ 4 o o
+3 o] ] a e o i o =] w0 ® 94 1 &y D O .l [ 0 ©
L= T 20 @ 0 @ o £ R 8 ) 0 e e G 15 o 4+
Ke @ o I jon Kt Cd © 3 k U o [0] ja] 43 fut X £ 0
[oN £ < e w 2] 42 ot O =] £ o & o L o 49 e} @
& = o @ o * 1} w 0 ™ © = 42 +2 O w o
o @ o 4 L1 £ K] @ o 7] w L2 o) [ B0 ol o W 4
i Q 43 by e oy [ Jus L3 4 @ 2 [STEE ] o jial < 53 e o i
B o i 2 0] ) W = o o [ 6} £ o (@] he:4 jon i
w0 ke i 4 w0 o © o =] .| Li 8! o3 (0] [} o] o3 (@] ]
@ ® = ol o i [ Lo < £ 0 Q . G H @ o] ] L3 B D
P} o) o w3 3 By 3! & < [0 @ £ O @ or-d 7} = N B
AR o 4 @ & o] 4 42 3 0w 4 & 0] & ©
o o 0 e o} G LI © w @ Pa b &4 @ 5 [
o) o L & ol osn W @ o ] £y o ] RE 42 O £ = s 4
o o £ = e} 0 w w0 o < -2 Q o] S © or={ o Gy 43 O = Q £
Q 2 0 o A ] o L0 & © ot £ (O el i Oy ) o
+2 b < L] ol 42 o} Q@ o = © (0] 3 jall) «© Oy ;
En =] | @ o 42 £ 152} 3 14 ot 4 ] o] o 1] [0 Q
w (e Kel Q o o A ) @ o] = o o L o] € o3 = §ut 42 o
o) - B 0 42 « [ Bl O ~ o = [0} = 0 @ w o [ Re]
£ i o L 4 = [ 4 C £ e L) O Keo) = w @) &) 43
o] [ 22! opef e} ] Q ™ Gy o) [ o o & el 0] £2 o
3 o G [ o i Q) = o] £ (&) o 4 1 m =
= & o) (@) o s 0 P o] 73 <4 & w0 4 s St [0) Ko} s
3 o] jali] 2] jeN 3 ] [ 0] o -+ 42 o] @ Kwl o3 ) [
D 3 < o2 0] e £ @ et R & ) 43 =q 4 o) 4
= Kel 42 o5 +3 Kw) < ! Sy g2 B §-4 = ) S i qQ ® ©
[13) i 42 o~y D B fut © s 0 & G Q = o4 « ot ] £ [0)
ot 4 5 o ow o LIS E S S B by g © o = &, g B
Rel E>) w0 3 « [0} 2 C < 0 [oN o i) i) e = i 0] [0) =
© o © 0 ] ' < o o} ] I @ = ® < 3 o L]
o3 $o @ 43 o (8] 0 4 jo N 13 fayd < Pas] O m e > ot o
& i 3 o 0 0] 0 &2 W o ot o @ o Iy < i3] < 42
] 0] ° [&] @ Rl Oy ) 0 « I Kel o | 3 L] Q 1 £ s
Lol ] K o Q o] © N g o -3 o =4 o ol -+ © ooy
aQ L2 43 o Q -+ K ) w al = w joN ) [0} o w ~— 43 EA]
] o o] ot = ] =i Gy o] &= [&] 42 L] ol ! o} o) +3 w0 1
5 f4 — mu (e} @ (oI ot ¢ i = WL jol o L @
[ Lze} (] i $s . Fin) d @ 53 Q =3 oM 13 < > +3
o] 0 <G o [0l @ Q = LS A1 w [ @ [o} oY} 42 o} O]
Q O] o L] £2 = > -+ [ -4 £ [} w ) o] =S Q fod o 1 [N
42 Lol — » © < o) W o 4 R} @ £ 42 @ oY) © [4p] m
o] 15 D © ot @] o Ead ot =} } = §t o] < € © L]
o w & b @ 9 ] @ by & = o o © @ ey £ i @ & O
B ¢} < ~ () 0 Q 42 £4 @ O s ord 0y ) (o] 42 = o] o i
& jani o~ o o« L] [eli] 1) Gt g C -2 o e 2 of Q jon = o
£ -+ 0} ® ® (9] . or-} el D Q = @ « S “+ w R + £ a
« o k9] ST o e} £2 e © Gy o m £ (o o B o =
O & 42 O G i w8 @ 0% & o [} R 1 @ o©
3 i G-t H @« nm joN [O] L3 6] o o] Q ] +2 n w3 o] 3 £~
0] =21 0] @© ] & g +2 £ aw +> w3 o3 @ @ © @ - @®
Ky w0 Gy o & £ o = O QL u S @ o] -+ 3 Ko oo =
43 43 o o] -© ol w £ (9] 0 O o 0 o © +3 £ ot Ke} ® ER] -+
+2 o [ (5] @ - 42 (&) ) ] & 4 w0 o w
o o] G- = -2 3 L e o w0 « o) [#] oy
7] A <42 L8} o €y ord A2 juad &} ©) [0 © fis) St £ ! 3 I )
I -+ £ @ G o] = @ £ O o w > ) 0} Nl o 4 ) &y £
] (53 « f ot ] o) & [ i = ] Bwor D € Lol [elt] = I 0 o 1
) [0} a0 o 42 -+ 93} o Q &2 LY = ® Kej @ K i) & s o sl
1 £ -2 e Q2D 1 ord £ AN = e I8 @
4 © o) [0 ol Ll ) [0 0] o C £ - S o by a jon o] e
Lol o g o) = -2 = W 0 o o3 0] o 3 o [0 Geq -+ @ Q & e i =
o [J] [ R 42 ) o < £4 =i R o [o1 I £ C < foul ~ £ K ez =3 o] o
o =N o R w © ] o o « Ko -3 & o] = +2 =] o] o LS H 4 o] C 0] &4 R}




matters

lofy

by
<3

&

L3

and

W, 3,‘ 3

r

the

at cane

th

ARV

¥
b

amuseme

-
<

mselva:

ths

He

sto

wias s

v

ol

bel]

4

perial

.

the Im

women of

of

ascendancy

gned

sei

2
=

had

noblenan

Tacitus?

from

-

LISM .

e

.

fa

et

o

he

and

£l

denuntia

his

for

‘ble

.
S
LD

Tespo

held

|4

N
De

improper

-

of

bo

an

appsar,

would

g

- °
e

L1y,

U
24

. s
AT

1im

A

had

Lhem

&
o

Tusury

8.

sened

gouraged

en

reign,

=
=~

sumptuary

Lol
[

¢

cffered by

example

an

o

ad

it

1

o

Smperol.

The

by

~




nd

a

o

2
o

peopl

arisbtocracy

1

is

nen

.
3

9
o

monarchy,

-

Y

%

’!.

fr J

G-
[&)

o

o
ards

7

5.
kel
tou

4

!
©
&}

of

n

=207 -

expansio
attitude

7
v

1EW

I

1€

i
[l

.
ing

J

-

Uy

D

o

1can

spiri

1

pub

@
<3

.

.
he

subdue

slavery.

ES
v

?

&

25

280

Q
Y

&0

=

aof

haracter

¥

C

o
Pl

ey

45

.
T
(%3

Bu

9}
i

Ton

£

L




ion

roduct

» .
KoY

he

N
¥

31
AL \J'-C -}6

co

ral

¥

oxs

m

hatzy
(<3

.

el
Qal:u
&
sl
3 e . \
< @ [ &
w ort W Q o b
ol M,m, < . =+ vﬂu A
S A -
' [ Gy o o 3
2 o ot S ore g ()] 42
$ > B © o] £ ) o
o8 £ e e s I 5 2 &
& @ O m = & ] 5 0 5] 0
@ .ﬁ\.f e o Au i ) Lrasd [ 43 Gt -
R - 42 = 6] 3 = & o G i & .
&l 0 w@ g W 43 o o £ G @ ¢
o . i < «© 4 = i oS 1
s ® g ¢ e 28 B
(O] w3 M._A.. o o o 4D o >y [} o ﬂ.u
& - 5 8 E H o8 o9 &2
4 el .,mf_ ao _m v e = .ﬂ@ L&) (@) St
° 3 ” b & w2 = @ U o -
© e o >} o by ] (o] = G o
ot & v = & i b S 19) w
O o @ >3 et — = ° © o3
42 H L3 € o s 49 42 5 ¢ ]
w ! m . s Wi IS < [} 11 : e
R P % B F S - 2 g o
@ ta Hooo o oo g 9 AN - 8
P ) S be ;085 @ 200 o n ot
- SN 3 ¢ L P % 3 5
& = a - O : A o &
o - 1% ® o nmu_ .kv. ot G o @ @ 3 Ea o
& o » t @ v F b B8 KO
@ ® iy m 8] @ & o 0 o ! @ & I -
& = & 8 s o Lo W8 S0 TR 3
-+ ol w & © & — ® -+ w3 @ 2 o
fn] ] e Rt o i a3 e b
@ @ Q m - © 9 Q = ® 2 > Y @
! ¢ - o G 9 G - -y o
P S g w ol o 2 5 3 £ - I ®
P [ o ¢ 4 i U o 0O 0w €
& @ P ! - a q jol : ' 2 3
5 = © © s 2 43 ] ¥ 9 . = @ e
= o A = 43 Lol o) = =
mwu & mM M .#m,w _.u.w ..gw wmmu O. o] %) Mpm . Mu -ﬂW M o
. A (> 5] - - a0 3 O &
) g o OO~ S & i @ - & = 2
< G or 42 o w © ot fa 43 L 4+
5o o & s 9 o o n oo™ 2
43 Y i &4 -} & Rt % o o G o - s
£ o rl Q u Lt & s 53 n.m <4 i o 2 o ! @ &
o) S o ol ! bt b o+ Q §e] & a © a o
2, 5 P L 40Tz 4 7 28 = &8 g
a © g o % o e @ & n Gy ® & ®
5 7 5 oG oo & & © & B g
0] = ST | - B - & =1 8
o} [3] ) n ot :A O e p MM O Gy
o O ol © o o o th . & o S g =
3 - < 2 d Pp 58 & &
Q ] @ ot o @ Gt o 3 3 ®
£ ; 508 s 8 £ ¢
o E O ¢ s - o Yy o] o .md
[} Gt iy " d . o o xWJ 3 G e MA D o
0 1 ot F - « L. ) )] L -
i £ = { Pt o @ & @ @0 o) 2 2 g0
. ks 509 BB g 4 9 R 5 o
. 3 " 4 ] T . ) > s ° i
N R E v g 3 oo & @ ST < n T e
« ma .m - On v 42 ja] O w M,A .mm, .mm = i %w_ 5
5O ., K- s O & g ¢ & o o O
- o a &8 a9 & £ D ol -
jas} 25 ® o3 o (9] 1 ‘ Q 4 @ ) mu
25 o« < ) g o c = - & = MM
. . - £ [ o o . .
& g 2 S o ¢ i g g a B
by ¢y 3 o 9] (o] e v 4 -3 ) o
O -3 3 o [&] 0] el " o .
£ & oo O 9 a3 iy
o w @© o - Q p
' 5w Se] @ = @ o = g
2§ 5 “ £ i
= 1 . }
=R O o - b
500 > e oo
-+ o = - ©
= @ erd ol [£A1
= el = o]
O o= o K|
3 m.;. 7
iy oW
U2 ]
ksl




~203-

References in Text.

THTRODUCTION,

[t
°

° ° °

°

e o °

O\O o—~1 VU W

-

°

1D

16.
17.
18.
19.
20,
1.

CHAPTER

see Anns.IT.61.2, and M.P.Charlesworth in Oxford Classical Dictionary
gub 'Tacitust,

see below, pp.5 ff.

Aristophanes, Rabae, e.g. 959 f£f,

see Chapter LT.p.15 .

Ann.IV.32.1,3.

Hist.I.4.1.

see Chapter IT.p.32.

Ann . XT1.27.2.

Aon.TI.1.5.

for a full discussion of this topic see Fourneaux, 'The Annals of Tacitus'

L.pp 7-9.
Ann.ITT.55.6.
Ann.I1.84.4.
;%NNM_LO 4o
see B.Walker, 'The Aunagls of Tacitus!' pp.218-220.
Ann.TIV.11.5.
Ann XIIT.31.1.
Ann.XI.16-17.
Fourneaux, op.cit., ad.loc.
see Chapbter L.pp.l3—16.
2g7r.3.

Hist.IV.T74.

I. RELIGION AND PAILOSOPHY.

15

égg,IV.64.3e 'adduntur sententise ut mons Caelius in posterum Augustus
appellaretur.......sanctos acceptosque numinibus Claudios et augendam
caerimoniam loco (i.e. monte Caelio) in quo tentum in principem honorem
di ostenderint......sedem eam acceperat a Tarquinio Prisco, seu guis gl-
ius regum dedit'.

Anan . XTT.24.3. '....forumqu e et Capitolium non a Romulo sed a Tito Tatio
additum urbi crediderecsco.!

Ann.1.10.55 and 4.D.Nock in Cambridge Ancient History X. pp.488 fr.

Tor Livia's influence over Augustus, and more especially over Tiberius
see Chapier IIl.pp.71-T75. )

see Lewis and Short, Latin Dictionary,s.v.

e.g. see below, p.138.

see Cochrane, 'Christianity and Classical Culture!', pp,l‘Z’rZS

these instances will be discussed later in their appropriate contexts.
e.g. Aeschylus, Prometheus Vinctus, 511, 515. Herodotus, I.91. Plato, Re-
public, X.14-16 etc.

see the whole of the sixth book of the Aeneid.
Suetonius, Augustus,

see below, p.23 ff.

e.g. Higt.L1.22.
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13. Ann.VI.22.1.

14. Agr.46.1.

15, Annl.XT.11.3.

16, Cicero, de OfficiisI[.47 see Grenier, 'Roman Spirit in Religioy, Thought
and Art', PP. 83-105

17. see Pliny, Epp. VI8 1V.8; X 39 elc.

18. Fourneaux, op.cit.I. Introduction, pp.29-62 gives a fairly exhaustive
SUmmary.

19« e.g. Titus Vinius and Cornelius Laco, Hist.I.6.

20. e.g. Ann.I.73 IL.51, concluding words. There are numberless examples of
this trait to be found, especially in the Annsls.

21, e.g. égg,1.6, 'inde consilium mihi pauce de Augusto et extrems tradere,
mox Tiberii principatum et cetera, sine ira et studio, guorum causas pro-
cul habeo!'. '

22, Ann.XV.41.1.

23. Ann.X1TI.24.35 XKV.41l.l. see also Hist.III.72. for mention of other kings
of Rome's regal period.

24, Ann.I.1.45 8.5; 12.1.etc.

25. Ann.I.10.7 ad fin.

26. Ann.V.2.1.

27. Livy XXV.6.

28, Ann.VI.22.5,

29. His t I.18.

30. see below, pp.49-65.

31. Krauss, 'Interpretations of Omens, Portents and Prodigies in Iivy, Suet-
onius and Tacitus!'.

32. Livy, XLITI.13.

33. lack of space precludes an elaboration upon this phenomenon of +the Roman:
mind. On the conservatism of Livy, see Cochrane, 0p.cit.,p.1043 an Romam
conservatism generally, see ibid.,pp.110,160.

34. Tacitus was fourteen or fifteen years of age in 69 A.D., the latest date

iscussed in his surviving historical works

35, Hist.I1.86.

36, Hist.I1.91

37. Ann.II.17.25 18.1.

38. 1t seems relevant here to mention that Germanicus was a member of the
entigue priesthood of augurs; see Ann.l.62.33 I1I1.83.2., and Orelli Inscr.
660 3064 euC.

39. _ék_{l_{l_onll.élro

40. Ann.XT.27.2.

41l. Ann. X1V, 12.3-5,

42, e.g. Orelli, Taciti Opera, note ad loc.cit., ‘irridet igitur potius por-
tenta et eorum vanitatem indicat'.

43. Ann.XII.64.1-2,

44, Ann.XV.T.2-53 8.1,

45. see below, p.52.

46, Ann.XV.21.5.

47. Ann 1.28.3

48, Ann.,A.E 11.5-6

49. Ann.IV.64.1.
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50, on the relationship between Tiberius and Livia sgee Chapter II, pp.71-75.

51. Hist.1.3,

52, HistellXI.56,

53, Hist.II1.50.

54. Higst.L.27.

55, see above, Pp.31.

56, Higt.1IT.4.

57, Hist.I1.78.

58. ibid.

59. Hist.L1.10.

60. Hist.I.86,

61l. see above, p.29.

62. Hist.I1.86.

63. Higt.1T1.91.

64. Hist.I1.18.

65. see e.g. Suetonius, Galba, mult.loc.

66. see e.g. his use of Thrasea Paetus as his own mouthpiece mentioned above,
P.28.

67. Krauss, op.cit.

68. Servius on Verg. Aen.II.68l; IIT1.336.

69. St. Aug. Civitas Dei, 21.8.5.

70. Hist.TI.22.

71l. Ann.IT.32; XI1.52; Higt.I11.62.

72. e.g. Suetonius, Tiberius,l1l4 etc.

73. 'tota damnebilis ars mathematicae interdicta est!

74. Sir Samuel Dill, 'Roman Society from Nero to Marcus Aurelius', p.46.,
also Dio Cassius LXVI.O.

75. on the subject of freedmen, see Chapter II.pp.l105-118.

76 . Ann.XI.15.

77, Dill, op.cit.,p.447.

78. see especially Mayor on Juvenal XIV.248.

79. Ann.Vi.21-22.

80. Ann.XIV.9.5.

81. Germ,10.

82. Hist.Il.2-4.

83. see above, D:35.

84. Hist.IV.81-84.

85. see e,g. his explanation of why it is difficult to row in the waters
around the Orkneys, Agr.10. It must in falrness be added that many other
disgtinguished Romans shared hisg scientific ineptitude.

86, Hist.IV.63. That PTacitus himself had a very different view will be seen
later; see Chapter II. pp.66-104.

87. Ann.VI.28.

88. ibid.

89. Hist.IT1I.72.

90. Ann.XV.44.3.

91. Ann.II.35.5.

2. Hist.V.5.

93. ibid.

94. see above pp.l3-~17.

95. Ann.II1.85.5.
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97o
98.
99
100,
101.
102,
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e.g. Senegca, RQuaestiones Naturales.
Ann.VI.22,

B.ualkevy op.cit.p.211.

see Ch@puer II. o liO

Ann XIT.53.2

Pliny m&JOT, I N, 35,~o,58 201,

for e discussion of the power wielded by Agrippina, see Chapter I1.,

0P« 80=-85.

103. Agr.42.

104.
105.
106.
107.
108.

109,
110,
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[
NN RO R R
° L) o o

3

°

e el
N DD O
ONO H 0~ VAW N O

bt @
VTN

°

°

°

Qo —1 O\t B
<

bttt
o Lo o W0

E)

see below, p.5l.

Ann,XVI, 21,1,
Ann.XVI.23. 1.

see below, p.51.

Juvengl III.116. 'Stoicus occidit Baream, delator smicum,
discipulumgue senexeeooso!

Dio CESSluS, LXIT.26.2,

Hi

.1.2¢ 'et guibus deerat inimicus per =micos oppressit!. The plural

Ann.XIV.49.5.

.A.fll’l» Vi, 34

see Fourneaux, note ad loc.
i.€. pﬂliosophy°

Hist.V.5.

ﬂnn AVI.29.1.
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ﬂnn KVI.30-32,

,éln(l, AVI.10.4,

Aqgaﬁfi,ll 4 ad fin.

see any of the 'Stoic' deaths in Annalg book 16, and

cus, Ann.Il,71-73,

see neptev 31,99,105—119,
A . AVI.10.3

need not be presseds see e.g. Ann.XT1.30.3: '"Vettios Plautios...!
Ann.XIV.12.2.
AnnXIV.49.1., 'Libertas Thraeseae servitium gliorum rupit!'
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&, xﬂﬂ IV.25,3.

81, Tivie excepted, since the essence of her power is the clandestine way in

which 1t is wielded.

Liofloéa 'muliebri fraude'. The adjeciive 'muliebri' may, however,
comment upon the method of an underhand nzture charascteristic of o
an employed by both Piso and Plencinas to perpetrate the murder - see

94. fourneaahg Oop.cit, I1.D.239,
95. Ann.xV.56.4. '

96, Ann.VI.46.1.

97, Ann.XITT.1.3.

9 S.40n.17171.3.1.

9%. Ann.III.19.4.

100. Ann.VI.10.1,

101. Ann.IIT.22.3.

102, 3££°V1 40.3,

103, Ann.VI.47.2.

104, see above, p.72.

105, Ann.II.50.1,

106, ﬁﬁg.xzzz.zl.i.

107. Ann.XIT.64.5.

108, Ann. )
109, Ann.
110, Ann.XIV. 63.2: see Dic Cassius LX.8.5.
111, hﬂﬂomiii 19. 2,

li2. Ann.IV.10.1.

113, snn.IV.12,.6.
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Ann.XI11.44,

Ann.XVEI. 20, L,

Suetonius, Nero 35.

Ann XVI. 6.1,

Ann,ITT.36.1.

see Chapter I, p.lh.

Ann XV, 51. 1,

Ann. XV, 57. 1.

Grant, 'Tecitus on Imperisl Rome', p.245.

see Fournesux, op.cit. note on Ann.XIT.4.1.

Ann . XITI.12.13 46.4; XIV.2.2.

Ann.VI.27. 1,

LOcusta -~ see Ann.XIL.66.4, and XIII.15.4 - and Martinag - see Ann.IiI.T4.
and ITT.7.2. -
Ann.XVI.34.33 on the death of the elder see also Pliny, Epp.IiI.16.
Ann.¥I.29.1. o
Ann.XV.64.2.

Tacitus recurrently shows sensitivity to the fate of girls of this age;
see e.g. Ocltavia.

see Chgpter I, p.51.

Ann XVI.30-31.

Ann.VI.29.7.

not of course the Sextia just mentioned.

Ann,XVI.10-11,

see Chapter I, p.62.

Ann.T17.69.9.
Ann.IT.86.1.

see Chapter I, p.65
although see Ann.XITI
see Introduction, ».5
see above, D.87.
Ann.I.4l.3s 'ipsa insigni fecunditate, praeclara pudicitis'.
Ann.IT.43.7.

Ann.II.71.6,

Ann.X1T.2.1.

Ann.XIT.2.3.

Ann.X1.27. 1.

see Germ.20 ad finj Disl.6.5; Ann.IIT.25,2; XIII.52.3 etc.
Martial XI.53: £.63.

see Carcopino, 'Dgily iLife in Ancient Rome!, pp.95-100.

Germ. 17-20.

Agr.6.

on homosexuality see e,g. Ann.xV.37.7-93 on immorality generally,
Ann.XIV.15.4-53 XV.37.

Aez. 4.

Dial.28-29,

Ann.XIV.15.2.

Ann.KV.32.3.

Juvenal I1.22; and see liayor ad locs also II.53 and VI.246-7.
Germ.45.

Ann.ITT.33-34,

see ChapteriII, p.l186.

Ann.T.8.6.
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164. Germ.19.

165, see e.g. Paulina, the wife of Seneca: Ann.iV.64.2,

166, namgd ab epistulis, a rationibus and a libellis.

167. ann.IV.6.2. ‘

168, Ann.IV.6.7: 'inter paucos libertos domus!

169, Ann.IV.6.1.

170. Ann.VI.38.2.

171, Dio Cassius mentions a freedman temporarily in the office of Prefect
of Bgypt under Tiberius — Dio LVIII.19.1635 other freedmen are else-
where named as influentials Thallus and Bubodus - Josephus, Antigui-
tates Judalcae, 18.6,4,8 — and Womius - Pliny, HI.N.13.65,94.

172. Ann.XIT.60.6 .

173. Ann.XITi.14.1.

174. Suetonius,nClaudius 28.

175. e.g. Sogibius, who made a million sesterces by helping Suillius to
prosecute Asiaticus and Poppaea Sabina — Ann.XI.4.6.

176. see below, pp.l110-112.

177. Ann.XI.33.3.

176. Ann.XI.34.2.

179. Anan.X1.34.4.

180. ann.xI.34.5.

161, Ann.XI.37.3.

182. Ann.XIT.57.4.

183. Ann.XII.65.2-5.

184. see above, p.77-8.

185. Ann.XIT1.66.1,

186. Ann.XITI.1.4.

187. see e.g. the ends of lMessaline, Ann.XI.37-38; Agrippina, Ann XTIV, T7-93
Piso, Ann.III.15-18 etc. '

188. Ann.XxI.1.2,

189. Ann.XI.4.7.

190. see e.g. Dudd, ‘'Freedmen in the FBarly Roman Empire', p.175.

191, Ann.XVI.30-323 see also Chapter I, p.5l. '

192, Fournesux, loc.cit., note.

193. Ann.XI11.2.4: 'tristi adrogantial.

194. Ann.XIII.23.3.

195, Aan.XIT1.53.5.

196 .Ann.XIIT.14.1.

9Ts Ann.xAIV.3.5.

198. see Chapter I, p.58.

199. see above, D.OL,

200. Ann.XIV.62.6.

201, Ann.XIV.39.

202. Germ.25.3.

203, i.e. in CGermany.
204. see Hist.1.37.85 II.95.4.

205, Ann.XV.34.3.
206, see Fourneaux, loc.cit., note.
207, Hist.I1.37.8.

208. Hist.I.46.

209. Tist.II.57.

210, Tist.IV.2.
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227.
228,
229.
230,
231,
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234,
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Ann.XV.51. 1,

Ann XV. 57,

Agr.2,

Ann.XIV.9.4.

see above, p.83,

Ann.I17.85.1,

examples of this attitude of Tacitus are countless; see e,g. Hist.1I.13
IIT.83. etc., end this chapter, pp.131-138.,

Juvenal, IIL.76-77.

see Fouwne UxX, Op.cit. T. Introd. pp.30-31. For his high esteem for
Salliet in pcrulcular, see Ann,ITI. 30.3: 'C. Sallustius rerum Romsn—
orum florentissimus auctor!.

e.g. Ann.XIT.53.5; Higt.I.76.

on this whole topic see Duff, op.cit., pp.143-146.

Hist.I.76.

Ann,IV.6.7.

see Chapter ITT 46

Pliny, HEpp VlIQLO
Pliny, Epp.IL.1. 6.
Pliny, Epp.II.11.

see ﬁouvneﬂu< op.cit., I, Introd.p.3.
Agr.45.4. o

Dial.17.2.

Pliny, Epp.II.4.3.

see Carcopino, op.cit.,p.77.

see Pliny, Epp.Il.63 203 IV.13 etc.
e.g. Ann.IT1.303 XIV.40.3; Agr.4d ete.
Ann.IT.33.5. '
Ann.TI.37-38.

see above,p.1l18.

Ann,.TT.12.4.

Ann.VI.22. 1.

gsee Chapter III, p.172.

Ann.XV.44.4,

Aon VI 1.2,

Ann.VI.42.3.

Ann,VI.43.4,

Ann.T1.56,2,

Ann.IT.44.1,

Ann.TII1.33.6.

Ann.IT.33,

Ann. 111.55.1.

Ann, ITT.52,1.

Ann.IT11.52.3.

Ann.ITI.54.1.

gsee Chapter IIL, p.186.

Ann.IIT.46.4.

Higt.IV.14,

Ann.T1.50.7

Germ. 22,

8. Ann.IT1.65.4.,

Ann. IV.48.3,
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