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PREFACE

The exact significance of the title of this thesis ﬂTaei%us“a;
Critieism of Rome¥ should perhaps ﬁﬁﬁﬁxylaine&. The'ﬁa?&
feriticien’ has been intended in ita%%xaadea% gense, to include
comments in praise as well as in condemmation of Rome and the
Empire. The first &éﬁ%iﬁﬁ, for example, sete forxth Tacitus®
vraise of the improvements in Roman adminietration which followed
on the formation of the pringirate. But throughout the body of
$he discussion, the prinecipal line of argument rests upon the
firm sonviction that the praise of Tacitus is a reluctant admis-
sion, and that with the coming of the Empire liberty in the
republiczn sense vanlished and Tyzranny took itz place, attended by
exploitation of life and properiy, moral degeneracy and excess.
Numessous references have been collected to show that this is the
point of view of Tacitus.

There has been no abtempt to consult the enormous biblio-
graphy on Tagitus, or to weigh %he paltitude of opinions that have
been expressed about him. I heve attempted merely to re—examine

the original text in Furnesux'e large edition of the Anmals, and

to eollect snd arrsnge the first hand evidences Gitaﬁien& have
been documented with book, chaptey and section.(1). When the

text has been cuoted, it hae been usually guoted for the conven-
jence of the gensrel reader in G. G. Ramsay'e Eagliah‘tzanalatiaﬁ
ef the Annals and Hisbories of Tacitus.

(1), { For convenience, references to the Annals,Histories, Agrie-

ols and Germenia of Tacitus have been indicated by the abbrevia~
tions A., H., Agr., and G., respectively.)



I have consulted with advantage the introductory essays
and notes of Furpeaux’s edition of the PAnmals?, though I have
endeavoured as far as possible fo treat old material from a new
angle and to set out a new point of view. Ho pretentiouvs claim
to eziginality, however, ies advanced. What originality may be
claimed is chiefly for the point ov view indicated in my opening
pazagraph above. Whether a further glaim to originality is
justified by the way in which old material has been re=arranged in

this thesis, it is for the reader te decide.

Je He ﬁw

University of Mznitobva,
April, 1%27.



CHAPTER I,

EFFECTS OF THE PAX ROMANA UPON THE ROMAN
WORLD,




1. EFFECTS OF THE PAY ROMANA O¥ THE ROMAN WORLD.

Ao The Beneficisl Results of = Stronsly Centralized Government.

That the provinces welcomed the personsal rule of ths princeps
and t&@kaaafp&%i@ﬁ by him of wany of the funciions of $he senate,
the magistrates, the couris and the popular assemblies, and thal
they hoped thereby o secure 2 consideration which $they had 1@9@%@
for in vain during the Republic, is attested by Tacitus' own
statemsnt (A.1.2,1) that "ihe provincss 4id not resent the change
of affairs® that came with the sscendancy of Augustus; %for the
rule of the Semats and the people had become cdicus to them both
from the contests bebween great leaders, and from the gresd of
magietrates, against whom the laws, (%.s. de pecuniis repetundis)
upset by force, by favour, and, in fine, by bribery wers powerlsss
to protect them.® That the provinces had csuse not to 'resemt!
the change that cams with imperial government Tacitus proves, by his
narration of numerous gonvictions of both senatorial and iwperisl
governors on the charge of extoztion. 0f the senatorial governors

Granius Marcellus was convicted of practising exbertion during his

governorship of Bithynia (A. 1. 7%, 7); Gaius Selinus, for being

guilty of eruelty, venality, and extorbtion during his progonsulats

of Asis, (A 3. 686, 1; 67, 1) and there wers other such convictions:
(8.3570,1; 1330, 1; 13, 33, 3; 14.46, 1); while Vibius Serenus,

Proconsul of Fuziher Spain was convicted of crueldy and publis
viclenee {de vi publica) and deporzited (A. %, 13, 2). AL case no

lzss serious was the coanvistion of Paedius Blsesus, governor of
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Cyrene, for rifling the treasures in the tample. of fesculspius
and for bribery and corrupbion im his conduct of the military levy
(A.1h4,18,1). ~ Of the Emperor's Officers, three were comvicted of
extortion (Ac4.15,%; 4.19,5; 14.28,3) and one for general misgov-
grament (12.54,7).

Taoitus shows, too, that the 'luxuria® and ‘saevitial, thst
were rampant in HRome go far as the Emperor and his entourage were
goncernsad, were not Holerated on ths part of wagisirates in other
parts of Isaly. (Olodius Quirinalis, conmander of the fleet 2%
Ravenna, was arzeigned for exercising his sruelty and his lust,
Tacitus eays, upon Italy as though it were 'infimsm nabionum?®
(8:13.30,2); while the condemmation of Cassubisnus Capito, accused
by ths Cilicizns (Ae13.3%,3) for being ¥foul and shsmeful' in hie
1ife and daring %o exsrcise in 2 province the esame license “gued
in wrbe szerouerat? is evidence of the intention of the imperial
sdministration %o affozd betier government to the provincials, and
holds forth another reason for the previnclal preference for
imperial government. It says a great deal for imperial sdministra-
tion that men whe had borne the woret character in E@m@f@xazaiaéé 2
& just and strioct government and lived an upright life during %h@iff[j;
command in provinces. For such cases see A.6.32,6; 13.46; B
Holclg; Ho2,97

Tagitus givee us evidence that, besides this assiduity on ihe
pazt of Empercer and Benate in e@ﬁﬁiaﬁiag their respective Tepras-
egntatives of extodionaite and corzupt governwment, there were other
reasons why the provinces favoured imperisl adminietration, one of
which vwas the considexation shown by the Ewperer in the way of
relief from burdsns in tims of distress. The historian resozds
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how Tiberius in A«D. 17, ﬁhﬁn’ﬁﬁéiﬁé famous eities of Asis were
destroved by a nocturnal sarihquaks, afforded gensroue aid to the
sufferers by conferring on the p@@pié of Sardisgwhose loss was |
greatest, the sum of ten million aeat@fﬁ@és with renmission of sll
contributions either to the public or imperial exchequer for 8
period of five vears (A.2.47,3); while %o the remalining ocitics
remission of tribute was grantsd for a periocd of five years, =and
e senstor wase sent from Rome to furaish rellef on the spot. &
similar epirit of soneideration led Tiberius eix ysars later io
have the senate pass a decree granting exewption Irom tribute foz
three years to the cities of Cbyra in Asis, and fegium in Achais
(Ac4.13,1). Tecitus supplies us with other instances of such
gensrosity- under Claudiue (B.12.5%,2; A. 12.63,3) and under Nero
(A 16.13,5). Te such public munificence he applies ths adjective
@magaificag (As2:08,1).

The historian®s statement (A. 1.76,4) that "the provinses of
Aghaiz and E&gg@@ﬁi&, having petitioned for some remission fzom
theizr b@rdaﬁs,'it was resolved %o relieve them for & time from
progonsular government, and hand over both yrﬁvincas to the
Empsror® is one worthy of note, showing as 1t does that the
provinces did meet with a considerate treatment under the imperial
sygten which va$~la§kiﬁg under the republiean, ané also, that the
governnznt of Ihe iﬁp@?&%@fi&i provincses was lssg gerrupt than
£hat of the senstozrisal. It is implied tha% the Caesarian govezn-
ment was less costly. Exvlanstions for this are sugges=ted by

5

Tasitus? stobtamenis that Yit was part of the policy of Tiberius

to prolong military commandsindefinitely' (A.1.80,2); that Tiberius



gave permanency to ths appoiniments of his ‘procuratores fisci'
(B8, B.), and that the vroviness of Achais and Macedonia weze
added o the jurisdiction of Poppaeus Sabinus, impsrial legats in
Moessis (A. 1.80,1); for the grouping together of two or three
provinces under the jurisdiction of one 'legate' would evidently
save the expense of separate staffs, while it was to the interest of
the governore to nurse, rather than bleed their provinces, i they
gould leck forward %o 2 lonz tenure of provincial commwand. That
imperatorial government was fair and judicial we may assume Irom
Tacitus? siatement (A. £.30,3) that *PoppasusSabinus had beer in
sommand of imporiart previnces for twenty-four years® as an officer
of an emperor who ‘hated incapacity as threatening disaster fo the
state® (B.1.£0,2) and whose offigers in charge of his own affaivs,
his %prosurstores fisci', were men %of the most approved characiar®
(Aeke6,5).

& principal resson for the superiority of Cassarisn government

2

n the provinces can be found in the personal attention which the

b

Emperor bestowed upon then. In all caess of relisf sffoxdsd o L
distressed provincizls (A.2.87,3; 4.13,1; 12.58%,2; 12.63,3; 16513,5)
it wes done at the instance of the Emperor. As further tesiimony B
to such personal consideration we bave Tacitues' ocwn statement that

' Tiberiue ook care that the provincizls should not be disburbed by
new imposts and that the avarice and oruelty of magistrates should
not =84 %o the burdens of old ones. Corporal punishmenis and con-
fiscations were unknown. (A.4.6,7)« Tacitus more explicitly states
that Hero, in order to check ithe %x%afﬁiaﬁg of 'publicans '~ is6. |

4
Aseeocistions of eguites %who bought fzow the treasury the right of



ﬁ@lia@?lé? the indirect %ax@@,agag%igaliag - prdained by iwmperial
edict (A. 13. 51, 1) ¥that the regulatione respecting each tax,
hitherte kept secred, should be publicly poeted up, that arrears
should not be resoverable after one yesr, and that sults againss

fwrublicans? ahould be givem prior hearing, at Rowe by the Praetor,

in the provinces by the Pro-pragior and pro-coneul's The abolition
of the two and éns—hali per gent and two per cent duties and other
such illegal exactions for which pretexts had been devised by
publicsns is s3ill in forge', ﬁay% Teoitus, writing ian the time of
Trajan, *The conveyanoee of corn in tranemarine provinces was
rendered @asiax; he continues (éei}c%ig}},f@f%ggiﬁg no doubt to such
shuges sounschbed with the transvordt of sorn gs ars ment ioned in Agx,
19,4,  That Tacitus sirongly &iﬁ%@@?@?%&'ﬁi the collecting of taxes
by the Ypublicani® can be safely assumed Irvow his statement that the
abelition of g%@ﬁ%igﬁiié% would be & 'magnificent boen to tﬁ@'haﬁam
rage® (»ja,@;l)(@@g@¢8§w “The Batavi are exenmpt Irom tribute= no

tax-farmer grinds them dowa). ¥ero took other similazr siteps %o

improve Roman sdminisiration in the provinces by forbidding by
imperisl edict the exhibition of shows of gladiators or wild beasie
or any other kind of speciacle, by sematorial or imperatorial
govsznors or procurators within their provinces; for, Tacitus says
(8.13.31,5) they had used the favour thus acquired "as & bulwark
against the consequences of their own misdeeds®, in that thess
shows were 2 kind of Yambitus® whereby they secured partisans who
sither prevented those who were oppressed from pioceauting the
government ox frustratelthe prosssution by 2 @@vﬁi@rﬂﬁﬁmaﬁaﬁf&@i@ﬁe
In wiew of the personal interest of ithe Emperor in the welfarse
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forbidding votes of thanks pui an ead to false or overcharged
tesbimonials of good g@vefﬁmﬂn% Ygxtorted by entreaty?, all the
more that the suggestion was made (A 15. 21) by his hero, the
stoic Thrasez Pssbus. VWe have alsec the historian®s evidencs that
the Emperor and the Senate, in their consideration for provinciasl
well=being, worked in conjunction; the Senate aaﬁﬁiag a special
commissioner, Nero & prasetorian cohort, to restore harmony in the
Italian community of Puteoli (R.13.48,1; 48, 3). Both Claudius
and Nero shewsd & liberal and conslerate policy in thelr treatment
of provincials, the former by eeaférxing the right of holding
public office iz Roms upon the Asduil (Agiiaaﬁ,l),%h@ latter. by
bestowing the 'iuvs Latii'® upon the tribes of the Maritime Alps
(4. 15.32,1). That Tacitus approved of Clsudius' act, we may
safely assume from the historiasnts evident appzev&i of the intro-
duﬁ%ien of provincials bacause of thelr simplioclity of life
(A.3.55,42 gp.16.5,1) |
The instances which Tacitus records of gratitude shown by o

provincials to the government at Rome ars a strong tegtimony to thw‘ffa
good government of the euplire. Tagitus exprsssly states that ‘on o
&G@Qﬁﬂt'ef the gondemnation of Lucilius Capito {A. 4.15,%), the
Bmperor's praﬁar&%ég in the senatorial province of Asis, az well as
for the punishment inflicted on Galus 3llanus, Proconsul of Aeis
(As 3.66,1), the sztz«s of Asia voted a temple to Tiberius, his
ﬁ@@h@r, and the Senate. For a similar expressisn of gratitude,
snd for the same reason, ses Ab.37,1 .

An interestiog eorollary of imperial poliscy jtowards provin—

cials ie the reaction of the provinces upon Rome = a reaction whish
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0L itself spesaks well

ey

or the conditions ¢f the yrovinces under

the Empire = in the new and recuperative slement whicgh they brought |
into Roman life. One of the reasons, the hisforisn says, for the; 
modification and deéiin@ of that luxurious 1living in the Capital, ”
which had been in vogue from the end of the Acbian war down to that
which placed Galbe on the throne was the admission into the Roman
Senate during the latter years of Tiberiue and the principates of
Gaiuvs and Nexo of ®many sslf-made men (éﬁ#i h@mia@s’)fraﬁ the
gal@ﬁi&@&nd munigipal townsg of Italy, and even from the provinces:
these brought with them %hé gimple manners of their own homes, and
though many of them, through good fortune or their own exertions,
became rich in thelir old age, they 8%ill retained their former
ideas. (A.3,55.). Tacitus® approval of ihe intrcduction of
previncials into the Roman Senats as thereby introducing & more
simple style of living, mwst evidently embracs Claudius® act

(A, 11.25,1) of exbending to the Aedui, Rome®s ancient allies in
central Gaul, the right of holding public office in Rome, by his
admigsion of them to the Senate. The historisn gives us further
testlimony of the sirict m@ralityiaf tﬁ@‘pr@vineialg and his a@prcvaE:HE
thereof, whaﬁ he says, by way of contrast o the vulsar mobs at
Rom2 which rejolesd a2t the Ypublic seandal? (4.16.4,4) of Wero's
degradation on the sitage, that the Yspecitaiors frowm the remote
munieipal and colonial towms, thaet is, the still sober-minded and
éi@«f&shiaﬁeé parts of Italy, as well as persons from distant
provinces who had come tc Home as envoys or on private business,
beling iﬁ@x@@fi&ﬁa@é in wantonnsss (&a&eivia iﬁ@zgezt{), could not

endure the spectacle of degradation or keep up the degrading toil®



of applause which was snforced by soldiers in attendance
(4.16.5, 1) (ope Hol.84,4 -where Otho is made to call senate
(‘decora omnium provinsiarum).

The fact that the Empire enjoyed under a gentralized
government & universal peace is attested by Tacitus?! statement
(Ae15.%6,2) ®quippe haud alias tam immota pax®, referring to
the year AsD. 64, Tacitus also gives us other gvidence:
Tiveriue had ruled fof nine years over a %compositae r@ipmblim
cae® (As 4.1, 1- A.D.23) (op.- 'pacem per orbem terrae -

Ao 16¢28,5 = A.D. 66.) Previous to the year A.D. 69, the
Bmpire found relief from %those Pcontests between great lsaders?
which bhad made them hate the Republican goveranment of the senate
and the people (A. 1. 2, 1); Gnaeus Piso’s ill-conduct in the
East (4. 2.55,1; 57,1; 80;81) was the wilful ineubordination of
an arrogant noble, not the act of a elaiment to the empire. A
reason for this relief from the struggles between powerful men

can be found in the evidence Tacitus gives to show that all

fighting was done under the %Auspicia’ and ®commsnd-in-chief? of;igf

an emperor whe by virtue of his ®proconsulare imperium' con-
trolled the military forces of the empire (cp. Ac2.22, l-sxercit-

um. Tiberii Caesaris; and for similar evidence A. 13.9,7;

13.41,5.), While as evidence of the vrosperity of the ocities =

of Asia at this time, Tacitus records the fasct thad Laedices,
on bsing ruined by an sarthquake, was rebulli out of Bis own

resources, without help from Rome (A.14.27,1).



Sush ars the instanoes of cong 3ﬁgzgaéfﬂ pestowed upon the

provinsces by the central government and 1be repressntatives;, which
‘agitus records as showing ressons for $he provineisl preference
for the government of the empira. That sush wse the prefarence
we have Taoitus? statement in L. 1.2, 1; #hils the historian®s
record of instances of gratitude shown by proviancials {(A.4.158,4;

A. Bo 37, 1} is no less valuable iﬁ giving proof of 1it.
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B, Imperial Exploitation of the Provinces.

While Tagitus has to admit (As 1.2, 1) that the concentra-
tion of power in the hands of one man was essential and h
insvitable in the interesis of justice in provincisl adminisira
tion, yet the historian's condemnation of the evils still
'@xisting in Roman dominion over subject peoples is given with
far greatgr zest than his reluctant admission of Hepublican
shortconings. The imperial system brought peacs and prgéeriw
’ﬁy, but Tacitus, the lover of freedom, was not blind %o the
gharacter of this peace. *Splitudinen faciunt, pacem appel-
lant (Agz. 30). We have Do stronger svidence of his condemna-
tion of imperial edministration in the provinces than the
speeches which he ascribes to the British, German and Gallie
ghieftains - to Calgacue (Agr. 30,5=31), to Boudicoca (Aalﬂa35))‘
to Arminiuvs (A. 2.15,), to Civilis (Holt, 1;17;) to Caratacus
(A.12.37,3)- Tagitus had his authorities for his record of
spesches in the Roman senats in the facta senatus’ (ABa4,1;
15:7%,3) and in the YActa populi’ or Ba@t& diurns urbis’t
(A, 12.24,4%; 17.31,1; 3¢3,2; 16.28,6); but he had no such
autborities fox his speeches of barbarian chieftains. This
fact, coupled with the fact that the speeches of Arminius,
Calgaous, Boudiccs and Clvilis evince & remarkable similarity
in their whole-hearted denunciation of 'mala s@r@ii&tiﬁ‘(&gsl§,g

of Roman avarice and notoricus living (Agrl5,3; 30,5; A«2.15,L4;
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L,72,1), of Roman tyranny and eruelty (Agz. 15,2; 1S.4; 38.1;
A, 14,31,2), prove that such spesches are but vehicles of the
historiants own Séﬁ%i&@n%; such spesches are smple proef of
Tagitus' ceondemnation af‘th@ evils of provinsial government,
not to mention his rscurrsnt insigvation ithat subjeotion %o
Rome wae 'serxvitium' (Agr.l1t,2), |

Aocoozding to the tradition of the slassical historian, on
the eve of the decisive battle of a critical campaign, Tacitus
has the opposing generalevgﬁ deliver themselyves of speechss

nich usually contain a brief of the cause for whick they ars

By

ighting. I% cannct be too sxphatically stated that these
apeeches are Taclitus? own cémposition, and with his usuval

dramatic and artistic sense, he naturally mekes the caszs, nod

=
18]
b
8
i
o
g
@

unduly exaggerated, but as glaﬁgi%lg as may be
Thetorical commenplascs, but 2 gtatement that ecarriss more
weight, becsuse it @apen&e largely for it%s effectivencss ﬁ@én
a b&gis of %ru%hv%a fact, of real wrongs deeply resented.
G&l@&eﬁe? parangue %0 the Britons(4gz.30,5) is one great outery
against the °gresd® of Romes "plunderers of the world(‘'rap-
tores urbis'), m@% that lande fail their all-devaestating hands,
they (i.c. Romans) are probing even the sea; ¥ their enemy have
wealth, they are filled with greed, if they be poor, %ﬁay are
filled-ﬁith love of glory: neither Ezst nor West has satisfied
them; alone of mankind they cove$, with sgusl lust, every
acquisition of wealth, great or small, »Flﬂﬁé%ﬁ, murder,
zapine, they call by the false names of Empire; %h@y‘make a

wilderness, and name it peace". (Agr. 30,6). Such is the
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pungent descrivition of the 'pax Romana® which Tacitus bitterly

13

assribes to Calgzacus. (ops miseram servitutesm falso pacem voser-

ent (sc. Galli) (He4.17.); and we have & forceful expressicn of &
xindred sentiment in %he speach of Boudisca 1o the Britons.

After complaining of the infliction of the scourge on her body and
of the outrage on her daughters' honour, she is mads to say? ‘eo
provecias Romanocrum cupidines ut non corpora, une ssnsciam gai&e%
aut virginitatem impollutam relinguant® (A. 14.35,2; cp.H.h,14.),
Similazrly Calgacus is made to complain (Agr.31,2) of the burden-
some tributs, of corn=vegulsitions, of forcsed 1&%@ur5w§n the

{ i:/«.i/’
conatruction of roads through forests znd marshes *fo tune of
hY

blows and insults', and to complain, like Ciwilis (H.¥.14,5),

of the separaition of children frowm parents %o support forsign

™

tyranny® (Agz. 32,1). Boioccalus, advocating the grant of lands ¢

the Ampsivaril, ls represented as aaliiﬁg the Romans ‘land=-grabbers

(*ereptores terrarum®) (L.13.5%5,6. And finally, we have the

reflections on the %evils of servitude’ which Tacitus attributes té_l_*

the Britons: "in olden days they had hé& one King at a tinme; o

wheress now Kings in @&i@% were lmposed on them: a governor $o

vent his grueldy upon thelr persons, an imperial agent to work

havogo on thsir properdy. o . . .the tools of the one, his centurzr-

ione, those of the other, his slaves, mingled vioclensce and insult

with each othex. Discozrd and harmony elikes bedween governors

was eguslly fatal to the governed. . . . .nothing was exempt from

Roman greed, nothing from thelr lust. . . .they sad as fgausas bell
.lonly greed and ri@%g@& living®(Agz. 15,2-3) {cp. Ae2.15,4). To
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confirm these bitter allusions to, and complaints of, the 'pax
B@mamaegbwhich Tagitus atitributes to rebelliocus chieftains, we
have Tacitus® own flat statements of f20% a8 evidence ¢f his
censure of the evils existing in imperial sduminisitration in
subject provingces. He describes the devigss for profit practis-
ed by Agriccla's predecessors in Britain which the Britons, who,
“besides belng subject Vo tribute paid in money, wers subjsct to
requisitions of corn(Agz. 31,2), found ‘more inmtolerabls tham the
tribute i@seléz when the people had not snocugh vorn to furnish

their rulevs, they had to go through the mockery of buying frem

o

the lmperial granaries, at whatever price was demanded, whait would

at once be re-deliversd (as a reguisition) and, in fact, nsver
left the gramaries a% 21l (Agr. 19,4); and when they did have
corn, they were ordersd Ho deliver it at some great distance and
were thus inducsd to pay monsy io gé% gxcused from the vexaticus
tragspord, i1l Ywhat should héve been & service sasy for all

should become a profit to a few' (Agr. 19,5). In recounting

the causes of the great rising of the Britons in A.D.61, Tacitus =

definitely specifiecs the wrongs of a% lesast thz Igeni and the _
Trinovantes, the grest tribes of Norfolk, Suffolk and Essex. The
old king of the I@ania Prasutagus, had appointsd Caesar his helr,
aleng with his %two daughters, in the hope of saving his Kingdom
from molestation. But, recoxds Tacitue, "his kingdox was
plundered by Centurions {agents of the “mg&mg 9, and his private
property by slaves( agents of the prosurstor), ¥ss if they had

besn ecaptured in wart, His widow, Boudicos, was flogged, his
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daughiers cubraged, and his relatives raduced o slavery; the
chiefs of the Igenl were despoilsd of their ancestral properties

¢ gountzy ag a gift®
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as %if the Romans had res:
{4.14.31,2-3). The Trinovéntes had their main cause of griev-
ancs, we &ré told {A.14%.31,4%), in the *lawlessness of the
veferan s@ighws%¢§ of Camulodunum {(Colchester) who expelled the
inhablitante from thelr homes mnd landeg; besides thie the uwn-
fortunate poople savw ln the srectlion of a %emp?e to the Divine
Claudive & consscxaiion of their own slavery, while thoss chosen
to be priesis of that glisn sanctuary ‘soquandered the fortune of
21l under the pretéence of religicus service'(A.14.31,5-6). In
the Agkicols slso Camulobunum is deseribed azs the ‘hesadguariers
of their servitude'(Agzr. 16,1). But it was the Pavaritial of
Catus Declspus, the Progurator in Britain, which, as Tacitus
expressly states, Pgoaded into @aﬁ the Britons' (A&. 14.32,7),
2 people among whom ‘'peace was as much drsaded as war'(Agzr.20,1).

The wrongs of the Britons which Tacitus so vividly desgribet
and with so much apparent satisfastion, wers not, he would have -
us believe, unique in the Roman Empire, They were reproduced ’
‘over and @?éx again in the case of almeost every major rebsllion.
And so we may well concluds that it is the historian's purpose
to persuade ug that these evils werecharacteristic generally of
the Howan provincial government.

The Frisii, a peopls beyond the Bhine, are goaded inis
rebellion by the exactions of & suborzdinate ofificer who'sold %gei
persone of their wives and children'becauss of their imability

to pay tribute (A.4.72,1); and the chief Gallic tribes are



driven %o the same course by & lead of debt (A.3.40,1), probably
not uncennected with the ruinous requisitions for the wars of
Germanious (B«1.71,3; 2.5,3). In Germany the avarice and
licentigusness of éearui@ing officsrs, who wounld Whﬁnt up the old
and lafirs le oxder to sxtract mouney for their exemptions®, and
who would ®garry off the best-looking of the Batavian lads forx
purposes of lust (H.%.14), as well ss the f&@%ﬁi@y and slaughter
practisszd by prefects and centurions (Ho4.14,5) goaded the Batavi
$6 rebellion. In Judsea, Cumanus and Felix are represented as
making prefit ocut of the brigandage which they peraitted (A.12.54,
Le=%}: the latber of whom Tacitus describes %as = monster of
cruelby and lust, exercising the powers of a king in the apiziﬁ of
a gi&?@ﬁ(ﬁaﬁuggg}o

Support for these more direct arraignmente of Roman provineial
governnént, is provided in the gharscteristically Tacitean %&ﬁnargy
by peinted and eplgrammatic insinuations such as the suzggesition of
Roman Yavaritis' in the historisn’s statement that "some believe
that the British pearl-fishers lack skill®, seeing that the ;
quality ef British pearls is not ag good as that of pearls @@zlaezqff 
ed alive in the Red Seaz; "but for my own part¥, he continues, ®1
gould more readily believe that gualisy gas lascking in the pesrls
than greed in wus" (Agzr.12,7); i.e. if gathered alive, British
pearlis were as good as others, E@maﬁ‘g?@aé would have found a way
$o get them alive.  Bimilar arvaignmenit of the Romen motive of
exploitation iz furnished by & passage in the Germania, where,

speaking ofthe amber gethered on the Prussian goaset ofthe Baltie



sea, the historian says: 'For a long time the ambey lay there among
the rsst af the flotsam of the sea, ‘donec luxuria nostra dedis

nomen® {G, 45)., The fact that Tacitus thus misses no opportunity

to hold up B0 $he light Boman 'greed? might seem to imply that it gﬁsﬁf
with the intention %o record svidemce of the flagrant evils existing

in provincisl government, that he bas narrated the numerous con-

b

victions for exbortion on the part of provincial governors.(A.1.74,
Ts %e35,5; %019,5; 3070, 15 13,30, 1; 12:5%,7; 13.33,3; 14028, 3;
46,15,

Such condemnaiion of the rapartity,. the grsed, the cruslty
of Roman officisig in the proviages; - especially in lmperatorial
provinces where alone we have the riobous living and lawlessness
of soldiere (Agz. 5, 2; Ao 1%.32,%; Ea 1.86,3) and, with one
exception (As4.15,4), the zapacity and cruelty of procurators and
Tlegati' (Agx.15,2; A.1%.31,2), - as well as Tacitus® lmpllcation
that subjestion %o Rome was ‘servitium® (Agz.1%,2)(ep: pecen
nostram mebuebani - A. 12.33,2; also H. ¥.17.) are no less remark-
able = goning from 2 Roman wino knows so well how to Justify impag=
ialism, in the powezful and sizple statement of the Roman claim o
Empire and the justification for its @Qﬁ%iﬁ&%ﬁ&é'%ﬁi@% he puts inke
the meuth of Cerialis (H.%.74,) - than is the 2tiitude of Taolitus

sdministrator, towazds the Roman policy of conquest by

i

bely

himeelf &
‘sseinilation. For, in Giscussing the progress of the Romanization
of Brijain mnder Agricola(Agr.21), the historisn remarksi®....sven

our dress same o be esbeesmed, and the toga becoms fasnionable, and

gtep by step they frod the downward path {(‘diacessun® {a@%})t@ the

allurements of vice, the lounge, %hs baith 2nd sumptucuse bamma%“,. |

.c.and 8o smong this lnexperienced people, tpig (Romani t.03§1@ﬁ
zation) wag/
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vilization ('humenitss?), when, in reality it was but & wark
their servitude (pars servitutis).!® (op. He 3.64,7 for =
aimilar Tacitean sentimsni). How are we to account for the

nistorian's esphatic and bitter denunciation of the evils still

existing under the Empire and for the faot that the vices of sena-

torial rule snd the improvement of provincial adminisfration under

b o

the Emperers, are ionorsd st the moment they are admitied?
(holo2,1).  The position iz that of one, who while never having
experiencad the snarchy and lawlcssness thaet resulted from the
deficiencies of Republican government, still cast longing eyes

wpon the personal freedom which was inconsisient with military

imperialisnm. To such an one Roman Peace wes %00 costly at the
prige of serviiude. Hence the pains and persistence with which
‘hie mezciless pen scores the evils of the imperial regime. The

leaders of the rebele are in large measure the mouthpliece of a

personal animosity.
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1i. DISCOURAGEMENT OF LITERATURE AND PHILOSOPHY
UNDER THE EMPIRE.

That Tacitus sttributes the discoursgement of litersture
under the Early Empire and of history in particulsr, as shown
by the violation of truth iﬁ\its composition, to the evil
influence of the Principste as embodied in the Emperor ié
prover by the historiaa?s statement in the opening chapter of
the Annals: *The story of ancient Rome in her triumphs and
- reverses, hes been related by illustrious writers; nor were
men of genius wanting to tell of Avgustus and his times, until
the risiag spirit of sycophaney bade them bewere. The histor-
ies of Gaius, of Cleudius, sund of Fero,were either falsilied
threugh fear, if written during their lifetime, or composed
under feelings of fresh hatred after their fell" (A.1.1,4=5).
Similax evidence is afforded by Tacitus'! statement that, with
the establishment of the Empire, the succession of grest
Republican historisns, "who wrote with equal eloguence and
freedom®, ceme to an end; and *historical truth was impaifeé
in many ways; first of all, becsuse of men's ignorance of
pablic sffairs as no longer their concern (op. A.1l.4,1);
secondly, becsuse of the spirit of adulatien9 or begsause of
hetred towsrd their rulers - the hostility of some writers, the
gervility of others, shutting out 8ll regsrd for posterlty”
(H.1.1), to be = guide and warning to which was, according %o
Tacitus (A.3.65), the chief fupctian of history. So great
did Paeitus regard this Falsification of history due to haired

or fear of %the Emperor, That the reason for the writing of his
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own work, the Annsls, ig, he says, to give for the first time
en impertial narration of the reigns of Tiberius end his
SUGCEess0rs. ?he.value of the history of even Febiue Rustiocus,
whom Tagitus elsewhefe guotes as sn authoriiy (éel43293;15961,
63;Agr.10,3), is doubted by Tecitus "hecause Rusticus is
partial to Senecs, whbse friendship had beén the meking of him®
(A4:13.20.3).

. Besides Tacitus?! testimony to the discouragement of hist-
ory ss shown by its falgifigatlon, we have evidence of the
repression, under Tibeeiusgyaf such free expression of opinion
as was attempied in the way of history, in the sbtatement ﬁha%
#Cremunting Cordus was impeached for having in his histary commend-
ed Mareus Brutue snd selled Caius Cassius th@clast of the Rsma&gs%
(2.4.3,1). Cordus found essape in stérVatiang vut the senate
decreed that his books should be burnt (4.4.35,5). Bubt as some of
the books were preserved in gpite of these preeantions (ep. csse |
of Veiento-£.14.50,1), it is in & tone of bitter téiumph that
Taéiﬁus sayst ﬁ%hey who peﬁalise geﬂius d0 but ezteéd‘its @e%er;
whether theyibe foreign tyrants or imi%atoré of fhreign‘tyrants
(suéh as the Romans), they do but reap dishonoﬁr fer-themselveé
and glory for their vietims® (A.4.35,7) (epésgfeta exolescunt:
si irescers, adgnits videntur -A.4.34,8). But the repressioa
af opinion wes most ebsolute under Domitisn, ?during whose
| fifteen yesrs of rule wes lost not only the iﬁclination, put, by
the destruction of the'most active minds' and by disuse, even the

power to write?, go that historical composition became a well-



nigh forgotten art. {Agr. 3,2.)

Tagitus gives us resson to believe that not only history
ot bicgresphy slsoc was almost wholly &iseaurageé: ¥ hen
Lrulenus Rusticus snd Herrenius Senecio eunlogized Thraeses
Psetus aééyﬁ@l&iéﬁas Priscus -, respectively, their praise was
made & capital éffenee; end not only upon the suthors, bui
upon their very books wes punishment vigited, for the public
executioners were aammisaiéﬁeé to burn in publiec in the forum
the fmomumente clarissimorum ingeniorum?! (Agr.2,1:). Though
biographicel writing 4id not iavclve‘this risk of death atl
the time of Tacitus! writing the Agricole, yet the historien seys:
77, who sm about to eulogise the life of one who has pagsed away:
kmn@t crave ap indnlgence which I should not have had to ask, hed
inveactive been my purpose; so hostile is the age %o merit® (Agr.
1,4.); snd we find similer condemnation of the present inm the
historisde admiration of the litersry freedom under the Republiec,”
when blogrephy could be written without suspicion of ulterior
motives suoh as partiality or self-seeking {(agr. 1.2); when e%?ﬂﬂggi
eutobiography evoked no criticism, for excellence wes highly e
ea%eeme&% _ |

In & similayr vein, Tacitas refers (agr.l, 5) to the 7blessed
age? of Trajen when it was the %rare hapmzﬁa%ﬁ 9? the tzmeg that
men were allowed to think what they pleasa apd to gay what they
Cthinkt (H1.1.). )
corroborative evidence of the discoursgement of other

prancghes of literature is mot lacking: Memercus Scourus, &
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writer of %rageﬁiasg though ﬁhe @steaﬁibl@ cherges against

him were sd@ultery and regourse to magiesl rites, was driven

to his desth be@éuse Tiberiug took exception to certsin verses

of his Virsgedy’ es being dispereging allusia§s t@ himself
{£.6,29,5): Antistiung Sosisnus was accused of tresson for

writing 'libellious verses’ upon the Emperor {A.14.48,1) =nd

only owed hig escepe from desth by scourging to the iateraessiéa
of @hfasea}?aetns who progured ithe 1ighter peﬁaltyyof ecnfiseat-
icn of property and deportstion (2.14.49,1) ; Fabri@iue Veiento
waz expelled from Italy aﬁévhig books burnt for publishing & lidvel
jakipe the form of 8 will and ixaﬁiealiy‘tafmeé such, aad con~ |
tsining msny gross stiecks on the FPathers and the priests (a.14.

50,1): ¢Clutorius Priscas, who had besn rewerded by Tibenius for

a fgarmen’ bewsiling the death of Germanlcus, and who hsd written

such another, during Drusus'® illness, in the hope that, if
Drusus died, it might be published end more 1ibera11y rewarded,
was put to dssth as thareby spesailating upca, snd evidently
desiring, that princes desth. (ﬁ,3049,1;5121)1;x |

Such éiseouragemeﬁt qf literature WESY}géépolitieal reasons.
Eépraasioa of opinion was an attempt fto put an end %o such ean%
dempation of tka principate es was implied in Cordus? sdmiration
of the Republicen lesders, Brutus and Cessius (hed.34,1), in
Rusgticus’? =znd Senecio’s @faise of the lesders of the stoie
@@p&%iéisa’{ggrczgl}g in Seaurus’ snd Cominiust alleged dis-

paregenent of the Emperor (4.6.29,5,4.31.1), in Velento’s altack
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on the senste (A.14.50,2). 7In so far as literary writers

were stoigs, e.g. Arulenus Rusticus and Herennius Senecio (#spr.2
stoic principles or admirstion of stolies, living or desd, the
discouragement of literaiture was the discouragement of
philosophy (See 2.16.28.2 where the sccuser Iprius Harcellus

includes the writers Psconius Agripplaius snd Curtius lontanus

in his condemnation of stolc opposition to imperisl g@veyﬁmaa%),?;

end of stoie philosophy in particulsr, ftowards which the
Emperor sssumed an attitude of distrust as being inlmicsl te

to imperial goverament {4.16.22). Thet the discrvragement

of literabture and of philosophy was elosely 1iﬁk®d'iﬁ go far
ag they were 2 coummon sttempt to crush republicsp sentiment snd
resistance to imperial sutocrasy is shown by Tsciitus? statement
that Domitian and his advisers, in putting to dssth Rusticus
and Senesio for their pamegyries on Thrases and Priscug, who
were Tagitus’ ideal of stoig philosophers, snd ian buralng the
books of those biographers, @imagiﬁeé, no doubt, thet in those
filames was destroyed the voiee of the Roman people, the liberty
of the sepabte and the moral consciousuness of mankingd, espeeially{ T
ag the teachers of ghilas@phy‘%ere expelled, and 211 ennobling
pursuits were exiled, lest aayth;ﬁg decent (Thonestum?) meet
the eye aaywhers.® (Agr. Z,lméa)g Thus we see that Tacitus
regerded the expulsion of philosophers a8 the expulsion of agll
*eanobling pursuils® and laékeé éﬂ the &igceuragem@at of bo%h‘

literature and philosophy &s & futile attempt to suppress public
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sentiment, aenaterial freedonm of judgment, and the free
moral judgment of men.

Besides this discouragement of litereture for politicael
reasons, Tasitus shows us aﬁ&%her'ﬁaﬁée of the repression of
literature, in the Emperor's Jealousy of rivalry in sxt.
Herojaspired to the pursuit of poetry, desirous of being
known for other than his theatricel sscomplishments”, (4.14.
16). The historian depreciates his poetical és@eygg des-
cribing hi5‘§®EM$ as & aow@ia&tiaa of his owp @&g&a&ly
aropped utterances’ amd of the effer%g of men whom he had
gathered shoutb himg who had poetic ski 11 but were aet ézse
tinguished for 1%, and whose s%yiﬁ thersfors would net be
detscted nor prevent New btsking coredit for their Joint com-
positions. The latt er, because of their ssmposzt@ gcharagter,
were "withont vigour aaﬁ iasrlvaﬁzam and uaniformity of style”.
Herc earned the hatred-of the poet Tucsn ead drove him
to associate himselfin ihe Pisomian Conspiracy {gﬁlﬁ,ﬁg ££)
begsuge he Wiried %a'$a@§re$é'éﬁcaa?a fame g8 & poed and héﬁ
_far%iééen him to display his talent,*vainglorious in his com-
perison of Eimgélf t&‘L&aaﬁﬁ'(g915649@3)e Curtivs Mortanus
was forbiddes public life (5916 33,33 “wesa&se.he had given
proef of hiﬁ talent™ sud thus ezae%ﬂ@ the jealousy of an

(A,16,29,4),
Bmpevor %ﬁ@ gould ﬁf@@k uo rivals. ”h% suppression of postis
telent cap also be inferred from the account of the Heronlaa,
or qazaq&eaazal (£.14.20 1} games, whers the prize of elogusnece

was &W&fé&i to none of the competitors but to Nerc who had
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shown no performance (A4.14.21,8). Five yesrs later to
anticipate the inmevitable desision of the‘jaﬁgess the senate
offereé the vig%ary in song and the crown of sloguencge™ o
Hero beforehand, but the Emperaré gonfidence in his poetisal
powers led hié ?Q disdein the offer and declaim one of his own
compositions on the stage. (A.16.4,1=2). It further
appears that Nero siooped to write and publish cosrse lampoous,
{$,15049,5),‘thgagh he would f@prese ure poeiiec talsnt in
others. |

Pogitive proof that philosophy wWas éiéeaurageﬁ under the
eserly Pmpire is found ia the infliction of capitel punishment
by Celiguls upon Jaiiag Groecinus, the Ffather of Agricels, whe
egrped the wrath ef that prince “by his pﬁigmi% of eloguence apd
philosoply"(Agr. 2,1); in the forced suicides of the sioics,
Thrases Paetus and Beres Soranus, 8s well és the expulsicn from
Itely of Hélvi&iu% ?rigéas and Pscenius Agrirppinus under Nero
{4.16,3%,3), snad finelly in the expulsion of philosophers nnder
Domitian (A8r.2,2). |

Phe reason for the suppression of philesa?%y under Ferg Was
thet it head deocome identified withiéi81ﬂyalﬁy@ The cherge is
definitely set forth in the sccusations of Fprius Mersellvs and
Gossutianus Capito, {g.léoﬁsz) the seoussrs of Thrsses Fasius,
the lesder of the stoic opposition in Rome. Thrases, these men
cried, had shirked ieking the a%é@utary oath of allegiaﬁce'a%
the New Yesr, aund though = member of the College of Fifteen, he

hod sbeented himself from the solemn prayers for the ssfety of
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the state: he had nrever saerifi@éﬁ for Heroftgs safety or his
god-=1like voige. For the last three yesrs, in fact, he had
never been seen in the senate house at all. This was to mske
himself & secesder; it mesni the f@rming-of g pariy. Indeed,
Thrases hed his followers, men whose gloomy feeces were intended
a8 a rebuke to the frivelity of Caesar. »Taaéay men spoke

of two parties in the stete - a Nero-party snd & Thrasea-periy,

just 28 in the 014 days they had spoken of & (aesar and & (ate

fection. 1% was 1little use to benish = Csssius (See £.16,7,1)

i€ men who %oek the Bruti for.their model were to be lefl
untoughed, %o wex in sirength sné pumber ----- . Threses aloune
hed no regerd for (aesar's welfere, paid no homasge fo his
agoomplishments, held his successes iun geﬁ%emp%@ o dlsbelieve
in the divinity of Poppses came of the seame spirit as io

refuse to swesr %o the acts of Augusitus or of the Diviae

Julius. Thrases scouted religion; the 1@@3 were no laws io
hinme A1 public 1ife, all public business he despised; the
decrees of the senale were no decrees_ﬁa him:; our magistrates
no megisbtrstes; Rome itself wes not RQ@Q&I Let him be cut off
from a'eouatry‘whiah he hsd long cessed to love, end which he
now refused %o behold (2.16,22;28.). Such were the charges
against the Stoic leader; by his contempt of the 'aivi?! Julius
end Aungustus aﬂﬁ‘by his refusal to teke psrt in thHe apotheosis
of Poppses, Thrasea was held to ®spernerse religiones®; his
contempt of the 'mcta principum’ snd his absence Ifrom The

senate generslly was charged ss & virtual “abrogaetio legum®

(A.16.22,6); his sbsence from the senste was regarded as 2



silent censure of everything imperisl; while & seet whieh took
Brutus for its model, unot only a8 & stoic but also es & tyranuni-
cide, proclaimed its republicen sympathy. It wes this refussl
~of the stoles %o jastify jmperial institutions thet drew down
upon thai'c}asa of phi;asgphers the wrath of Hero. Thrages ?aeﬁk
us was forced to suicide snd his son-ip-law , Helvidius
Priscus,expelled from Itely, as slso was P&Q?ﬁiﬂ% Agrippinus
(£.16,33,3); while the fact that Tacitus Llinks together Threses
Poetus snd Barea Soranus as represenbting "Virtue herself®
{A@16¢Ei,1) lesds us to sssume thet Beres Soranus, charged with

i

tressonsble designs on Rubellims Plsutius? behelf (£.16.30,1), ¢

&

oi¢ phil=

&b

slso owed his adesth to sdherense to the tenete of s

»

0S0PhY . Mmsenivs Rufus hed owed hisg exile the yesr befove
to the illastriéus pame he hed esrned as & %eacher of Tsaplentig’
{(£:15.71,8).

The 0ld Roman anbipathy %o philosophy still survived aand
rested on its Arvewipe men sway from public life. Reference %o
this retiremeﬁt ig mede in Tacitus? condemnation of those who"
used 2 greand nsme ag & sereen for ease and iﬁdclenceﬁ (KedeB5,2)0
The Roman was regarded as owiﬁg nig first duty to the state;
thus Tacitus tells us that Agricole used %o say thet 1 he
world have imbibed philosophy %oo ardenily, that is to say,
beyoud what is permitted és e Romar and s senator, had noi his
mo%hér checked his exzcessive aéﬁ@ur? (hgred b4)e Thrases
paetns? three yesrs of unbroken absenc® from the senste (A.16.

22,1) wes chargaé ageinst him as neglect of public duties
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(£.16.28,3). Under the Wmperors, retirement from public 1ife
for philosophic study waes regarded with suspicion, and philosophy
bescame agsoclated with disloyalty to the state.

Another reason, though a slighter one than the openn defiance-
of the stoic opposition as exemplified by Thrasea Pestus’ conduct
(4.14.12,2;49,1;16.21,2), may be found for the discourasement of
philosophy in a certain odium that became atisched to it through
the practise of some men of using an exterior of virtue to oloak
& life of vice. This is epperent from Tseitus? condemnstion of
Fgnatiusg Celer, who, he says, "msde = display of stoic principles,
and had schooled himself in counitensnce and demesnour to present
& semblance of viritue; but his heart was fall of treaschery and
cunning, of avarice and sensuslity:.... and his example warps ns
to be on our guerd sgsinst those who uwuder 2 show of philosophy
are false and treacherous in friendship, 4o less than sgeinst men
wrapped in perfidy or notorious evil-doers®. (4.16.32; cpoHe4.10.)

That Tacitus condemned the discoursgement of philosophy is
- evident from the fast that he regarded tﬁé expulsion of philoscpher
npnder ﬁomitian a8 nothing short of the proscription of “ennobling
pursuits® (Agr. 2,2); in snbmitting %o it, Tacitus says Rome gave s
striking exemple of “servile patience® (Agr. 2,3); while the
persecution of Thresea Psetus snd Berea Soranus was, the historian
says, the " destruoction of Virtgg herself" (4.16,21,1). But
though Tecitus sdmired Paetus and Sorsumus snd Priscus (H.4.10), snd
though he regerded the Principste as meriting the disapprovel of
the Stoies, for he calls Thrasea ° insons? (Ao160240§); yet, in
reality, the historian was not himself of the party of Stoiec

extremists. He admired but 4id not approve those who risked
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their lives to no one?s profit. (A.14.12,2.; sibi causam
perienli (se, Thrasea) fecit, ceferis libertatis initium non
praebuit). As one who himself hated tyranny (L.4.3233;22.

33He10251.3,1.50;5 &c.), he sdmired the boldness of defiant in-

dependence, bui censured the folly of 1%; his most unstinted P?%yiw°

aise 18 reserved for men like Manims Lepidus who tempered his
independence with discretion “so as to steer a safe course midway
between abrupt defisnce on the ons hand, and degreding com-
plaisance on the other® (A.4.20,5); for men like Agricols who ®
neither by iasulting the Bmperor nor by & vein display of
independence provoked renown asnd ruin®, the one belng regerded
£8 the surs precurser of the other. (Agr.42,4). Tacitus?
personal corvigtion in regard to philosophy may be iaferréé from
e passege of the Agricols: "I remember having often heard
Agricola say that he would have imbibed philosophy too esgerly,
that is %o say, beyond what is permiited to 2 Roman and a
senator, had not his mother's good sense imposed a eheek upon
his ardent and glowing imegination. The fsot was that his
lofty and elevated mind eraved the begutiful idesl of great'anﬁ
sublime glory with more srdour then was consisteant with
saution. Presently the discretiocn that comeg with years
tempered his philosophy, and he reteined, what is the most
diffioult feat of all, out of his 1@&?@15@ a sense of proporb-
ion *{Agr. 4,4=5). The historien evidently does not ilmclude
mederation and a seunse of proportion? emomg the virtues with
which philosophy i&spir@s its votaries. vTacitus, who had

held pudblic office under Vespesian, Titus, and Domitien (A4.11.11,

%3 Helel.) and had shown himself no bolder then those ar@uﬂd’himg"'
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vindicates himself from the charge of servility or want of

trues vublic spirit as well a8 censures the Stoiec veaunity in
(Agr. 42,5,) where he says ﬁ “Let it be known to those, whose
habit it isvts admire the forbidden, that evesn uééar bad
pringes there @aﬁvba great men, and thet subservience and self-
restraint, if coupled with eapa@ity fb% work and energy, d&o
attain to a heigh% of honour Whieh many men reach by perilous
courses, bnt as they have striven for no public advantage their
feme rests upon an ostentatious death™; and in the words of the
unworthy Eprius Mereellus, Tacitus lays down the principle ®that
men shonld pray for good Fmpercrs but pubt up with suchk as they

had* (H.4.8,3).
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Ii1, HMALEVOLENT PERSCNAL DESPOTISM.

A. Interference with the Senate and the Courts.

With the f&rm&@i@n>0f the pringipate, the %gld order passed
away and men looked %o the prince for his commands¥ (A.l.4,1).
The old Republican Constitution, the Senatus Populusque Eﬁm&ﬁﬁs,
bad zlways in the p@@aiar mind embodied the concsption of real
liberty. This Tacitus coneiders those born since Actium or even
during the civil wars, had never seen (8.1.3%,7); Rome had ceased
to be & republic and to have real @@nﬂui@(éu%elgsg); the mockery
of independence s%ill permitted tc the Senate the hi&%@?i@ﬁ'
describes by such pbrases as "imago libertatis®(A.1.21,%),%imago
antiquitatis® (4.3.60,1), "imego reipublicas® (A.13.2%, 1) (cpomane-
bant etiam tum vestigla morientis libertatis(A.1.74,8) and sse
Aele]7,4; 6611,2): The abeolube dependence of that body upon
the empercr im virtue of his "{ribunicia potesias?, "a title of
suprenacy devised by Augustus", Tacitus says8, "to make him pre-
eminent over all authorities, mithout assuming the name of king 63,5 1
dictator®(A.3.56,2), ic nowhere more clearly brought eut than by
the home=thrust of Cnssus Piso during the trial of Cranius

Marocellue for extortion and ®freason': PWill you vote first oz
last, Cassarx? If you vote first I shall have & guide to follew;

but if last, I fear I may unwittingly disagree with youl. (A.1.74,6).
A remarkable institution under the early empire was the
senatorial high court of criminal judicature which dealt

eapecially with important political offences and oriminals of
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genatorial or sguestrian rank or family, but dealt also with minor
cases (A«3622,4; 1h.40,5; A. Heh5,1), with eriminals of lower rank
{K.2:38,5; A4.15,20,1) #ith foreign princes (A.2.42,5; 67.3) and with
slaves (4. 14.42,2). In this senatorial khigh court of justlice the
emperor constantly presided in person. (R.3.12,1; 1£,1; 70,2; 4.30,1;
13,43,7); and according to Tacitus, his partiality and vindictiveness
often interfered with the course of jusivisce. Tiberiuws could not
forgive Gnasue Piso besause he had made war uypen his province of
Syria(A.3.18,4), The $rial of Plancina, Pisols wife, is galled an
timego cognitionis'(A.3.17,56), because thai lady had secured a
pardon by the secret entreatiss of Auguste (4.3.15,3), and Tiberius®
open intercsssion on her behalf in the senate was the gue to the
consul to move a vote of seguittal (A.3%.17,2;17,8), Buring the
trial of Gaius Silanus, charged with extortion and treason{l.3.66,1),
Tiberiug “never ceased brow-bes¥ing the ascused with voice and look,

putting to him & mulititude of guestions which be was not allowed

@ither to repel or to evade; he had sometimes even to make azdmissions,

lest Tiberius should have asked a question o no purpose® (4.3.67,2).
Gaius Biliusj;. fommerly legate of the army of Upper Germany, %whose
pretensions Tiberius regarded as destructive of his own position®
(A.1.18,2), was arraigned "just as if he were being dealt with by
law®, and in such defence as he attempied to make,"he made it plain
"whose anger was bearing him down®(A.%.19,4). He anticipated the
"inevitable condemnation® by death (A.4.19,5), and his wife Sosia,
whom Tiberius hated because of her abttachment to Agrippina(A.%.19,1)

was sentenced to exile (A.%.20,2). In the trial of Cremutius

-
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Cordus, charged with having called, in his History, Gaius Cassius
*the last of the Bomans', the %evidsnt displeasure with which
Tiberius listened to the defencs, proved fatal to the accused"
(4.4.34,1-2). In the %trial of old Serenmus on charges of conspiracy
by his son, Tiberius iz represented as insisting upon a condemnatory
vote out of hatred for Serenus, though the svidence is siated $o have

altogether broksn down(A.%:29,1; 29,3; 29,5). Out of sheer perver-

pitythe same Empercr had the asepate inflict the sentsnce of banishment

on Aguiliaz, accused of adulbery, although she had been convicted by
the sonsul-dssignste only undsr the Julian law; and he eaused
Apidius Herula to be strzuck off the roll ¢f senators for not swearing
ocbedience %to the %Acta fugusti®{A.4.42,%). TWhether the emperer
presided in the senate or abtesnded as an oziinary senator(A«l.74,6),
it was evidently his habit to guids the desision of thai body by
gpeaking first or 128t (see 4, 1.74,6; 15.32,1) and we have zesn how
by his manner =8 well as by his voite the smperor’s %aligmaﬁt
influence could be felt. The cruslty that cgould resuli from the
Emperox¥s abuse of his autosratic power is shown by Tacitus' state-

ment that Asinius Gallus, whom Tiberius hated for having married his

divorced wife Vipeania(h.1.12,6), was kept foz %hre@ years in custody,

waiting for a trial(A.6.23,3).
It was not necessary for the smperoxr to be pressnt in the sensie
to make hie walsvelent influence felt. It wae & pr@ﬁtima of the
emperors iz their absence to introducs o ‘relatio! in the =2nate by a
letter, the letter being treated by a fiction as an ‘oratio!(gee
Ae3s57,1)0 Denunciations by rescript from the @m@@f@f @eré common

in the later yvears of Tiberius. Titiue Sabinue, on agcount of his
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friendship with CGermanicus, wes dencunced by Tiberiue in his

- message of the lst of January, A.D.28, and condemned forthwith
without trial, by the senate(A.4.68,1; 70,1). For other instances
under Tiberius, see Ae5e3,2; 6.3, 4; 7,1<8: 0,2; 0,5; 19,1; 39,2;
and for those under Nero, see "R. 1l6:4,3; 287,2.) The senate
&ppaxantly had to pass sentence on such crusl communications without
further trial(See Furneaux, note on A.B.U47,4). The Emperor®s i
control over the senate, meeting as a judicial body, in his absence
is a%ttested by the fasct that the é@n@ulﬁ, though having the power as
praesidents of the senats to initisbe without the pringeps, generally
shrank from the responsibility of confirming 2 decres unitil they had
given the emperor cognizanse of the motion before the house
(A.1k180,2).

Tiberius, Tacitus telle ue,"not satisfied with taking part in
trials before the senate (Yoognitiones'), would %ake his plage in
the ozxdinary s@ﬁxts of law('indicia'), sitsing a9 asseseer at the
Prastor®s side(Be1:75,1). %0n such occasions®, the historian
goes on, "many just judgments wers pronocunced in oppesition to the
influsnce and solicitation of powsrful 'advoesti’; but though truth o
might be served, it was at the expense of liberty¥(i.e. the inde-
pendencs of the guﬁg@a)(gﬁla?g,a)u Tacitus spparently held éa@
coexrcion of judges by the prineceps to be liable to regﬁlﬁ in still
wors flagrant injustice than that which it might prevent, for whal-
ever the euperorls view of the facts might be, - indeed Tiberius
nimaself confesses "negue §a%é@ orincipen sua sgientia cunscia com-
pleeti{£@3369s§% - it would overbear every other and have to be

accepted.
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The Emperor®s personal influence on judicial decisions was
felt elsevwhere than in the senatorial high court of justice and
the ordinary courts of law, for he sxercissd a right to try i
offences of 2ll kinds ig & private court of his own, in @cnjunctiogi:
with a Yeoneilium® of friends as assessora(sec A.3.10,6)s Thus
we £ind two of Tiberiue! oldest friends, Vescularius Flaccus and
Juliue Marinus, sentenced %o death{Apud principem® (4.6.10,2); and
no doub$ there were ovher such private trials, under Tiberius,
though it appears %o have been his habit to throw the :«:’@@.p@ﬁféibib\“
ity of condemnation upon the senate(h«3.10,6; G.47,4%). Undex
Claudiue, these private courts became an sngine ol tyranny.
Claudius, Tacitus tells us, by teking upon himself all judicial
and magisterial functions, had opened up 2 wide field for plunder-
iﬁg“(agliuﬁal)u We ocan readily understand how intrigue would
flourish in the private courts of the gérincepsea when gll rested
on the saprice of one man ¥who had no preferences, no dislikes,
axcspt such as were pui into him by otner people® (A.1243,3). The L
intrigue and corruption rampant in the private sourts of the
@mpérgg are clearly shown by the trial of Valerius Asiaticus.
Hessalina, who coveted the gardens of Asiaticus(a,11.1,1), had set
up & notorious *delator?, P. Suillius Rufus, to acouse hiwm of
treasonable designs (A.11.1,2; 2, 1), TAsisticus was refused
access to the senate; he was heard in a privase chamber(‘intze
cubiculumt) in Hessalina's ypresence’(8.11.2,1). Whezn Claudius
took counsel with the consul Vitellius as to aecqguitting the accused

the magistrate, in order to carry out the injunstion of Mesealina
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that ®he must not allow the accused to give them the slipP(A.11.2,4),
affected not to notice the ewpererts inclinstion %@ nerey, but, taking
the gulilt of Asiaticus for granted, aszsumsd that the utmost lenisncy
which could be extended o him wae the choice of his mods of deathj ané
Claundiue, Taoitus ironieally stabtee, "followed with wordz to the sanme
meroiful effect¥s(A«11.3,1). Though Fero on his agceassion promissd

%o abjure this gystem of bed-chamber justlice vractised by his anll

and f&tﬁéa@ predecessor (A.13.4,2), yet evidense shows thal he 4id not
disdain ths exezcise of his judicial prerogative. When Pallas and

8%, were falsely charged wih tressonable
s £

s

Buzrzrusg, the Praetorian Preis

designe by ons Paebue, Pallias was zoquiited, YBurrus sitbing upon the
pench (a2 one of the assessors), and, although himself accused,
proncuncing judgment®, Paetus was senbenced to exile(l.13%.23). In

this oase, =zs Pelbaw says, where the persons involved, belonged io
Caesar®s household, Herc was not violating hie promise, but he 4id not
stop hare. He appesars to have %ried in his private court the gase
‘of hia procurator, Publius Celez, accused by the province of Asia;

but "being unable to aﬁqui% him®, Tescitus ggya,(&%eing thet his
graé%sg% crime, that of voisoning the procousul Silanue at the insti-
gation of Agrippinal(A.13.1, 3-4), had been im his service), "Nexo
allowed the prosecution $o drag on until Celer should die of old ags®
(Ac13.33,1). TFabricius Veiento, charged with a 1libel on the senate
and pontiffs, and with selling his influence with the emperor, was
convicted and Trelegated'by Nero(A.1%.50,2). Again, participanis

in the Pisonian conspiragy wers evidently tried before Hero personally

in his Servilian villa(A.15.58,3).
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We have ssen the empsror's control over the senate sitting as.
& judicial body; his control over the senabe mesting as &;&%1ibefa=
tive body was apparenily no lsss absoluts. Clawdius iz represen-
ted 22 entering the senate and "desmaniing 2 dscres to legalize

marriages beitween an uncle and a brotherfs dsughter for 3ll future

o
b

fode

time®(A.12.7,3), s0 that he might marry bhis nisce Agrippina; sgain,

ivs, merely from a desirs to please his physician Isnophon,

@
font
&
B

bad the senate pass a dsovee relisving the veople of fJos, an island

belonging to thse genatorial provines of Asia, from tribute for the

futurs. (4:12.61,2), Under Here, the se snsbe had besome so dependent

gould chesk 3%9 Thus when a motion wae made in the sensie thai a
freedmants missonduct shonld give ths patron %he righﬁ 0 revoke
his frecdom{As13.26,1); Hero acting on the advice a”hl% private
gouncil, wrote %o the senate deprecating Iegislation on the subject
(4.13.27.6). The complete control of the emperor over the senate
sitting as a deliberative body is further attested by the faot thats
the ceonsuls &id not dare to give prastical effest %o what the

ority had appreved until Caeear had been consulted. (A.5.4,2;
13,86,2; Holie9,1), 22 well 28 by the fact that the ®intercessio’

of & tribune was exercised on sufferance(h.l.77,3), or undez peril
(A.6.87,1), or merely to anticivate the wishes of ths empercz.

(B.k.9,2). Tagitue tells us that when Rusticus Arulenus, 2
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Tribune of the Plebs, offered to put his veto on the decree of
the senate, Thrasea Psetus forbade him "o essay azn intercession
which would be fatal t0 himself and of no benefit %0 the accused"
(A.16.26,6). }Ruéticus' colleague, Agricols, "passed the year
of his tribunate in the gquiet of retired 1ife, wary of the
character of Nero's reign, when !'inertia pro sapientis fuls'®
(agr. 6,3).

The servility of the senate (for instances see 4.1.7,1;
2,32; 3.18,1; 3.57,1; H.74,2-5; 14,12,1; 14.1%,2 &c) is proof of
the Ewperor's despotic conirol over that body. "The thoughits
of the senators were faken up by the reign of terror ai home; and
from that they sought relief in gyc@phan@y“(ﬁs&g7&,2,) In %he
days of Tiberius, saye Taclitus, %so dee@é go foul, was th@ taint
of flattery, that not only men of leading rank in the state - men
who could only maintain thelir illustrious position by subserviency-
but also the whole body of consulars, many of praetorisn rank, and
even many ordimry senators, would rise in the Senate and outbid
one another in making fulsome and extravagant proposals; even
Tiberius, enemy of public freedom as he was, was disgusted at such
abject and all-enduring servility."(A.3.65,2-3). Similarly,
speaking of the reign of terror under Wero, the historian asks:
‘How long shall I go on telling how thanksgivings for the emperor's
cruelties were voted %o the temples? For whensoever banishments B
or executions were ordered by the Empsror, thanks were offered $0
the gods', (A.14.64,5); and as confirmation of this statement, we

have the author's assertion that after the wanton crimes perpetra-
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ted by Fero on the pretext of complicity in the conspiracy, the
senate decreed 'gifts and thanksgivings to the gods, with special
honours to the Sun, and a temple to the Goddess of Safety'.(4.15.74,1
cp. A.14.59,5=68). Though the ﬁegrading compliance of the senate
was usually as extravagant as the emperor could hope for, we have
%o notable instances when the emperor fook steps to ensure zheir
complaisance. Thus we have the cosrcion of the senate by an armed
Force during the trial of Thrasea Paetus under ﬂereo(ﬁeié.27,1a2;
29,1), and Demitian appears o have repeated Wero's act(see Agr.

15,1 :'non vidit Agricola obsessam curiam et clausum armis senatum').
Ouzr historian gives us & vivid picture of the terror that Domitian's
presence in the senate~house struck into the genators: "under |
Domitian it was the chief part of our miseries to watch and be
watched; when our very sighs were noted down, when that savage face,
crimsoned with the blush by which he made himself proof against all
tokeng of shame, marked out (to nis agents) without wincing so many

pale cheeks."(Agr., U45,2),
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B, Delegation of Power to Freedmen.

The early empire was marked by the unprecedenied rise of the
freedman, Under Clauvdius, we find his three princival fresdmen,

Callistus, Warcissus, and Pallas, holding the positions in the em-

peror's hougehold of ¥a libellis', 'ab spistulis® and ‘a rationibud', .

respsctively, practically controllins the empire.(See A.11.29,1).
Claudius, Tacitus says, “pub the freedmen who had charge of his omn
private affairs upon a2 level with himself and with the laws"(A.12.
60,5). Pallas, in his position of 'liberiinus z rationibug’
(fze%dm&ﬁ in charge of the depariment of the {remsury), wislded such
an exiensive control over the revenue and expenditure of {sesar,
that ®he held, as if were, the office of controller of the empire®
(1,13.14,1). An idea of the influvence which this'freasurer' of
lavdivs wielded upon the Claudian regiwe can ﬁe gathered from the
historian's statement that Pallas® brother, Felix, governor of
Judaea, "imagined himself free %o comwrit any iniquity, with the great
infiluence a% his back®, and that when he was arraigned with Cumanus
for wisgovernment, Quadratus, the governor of Syria, though ordered
by Claudius %o deal with the miscreant, "assigned Felix o place
among the Jurors®, fearing the influence of Pallas.(ﬁolﬁ.ﬁﬁ,lg 54,7)
As further evidence thsat the influence of Claudius' three principasl
freedmen wag in no way restricted %o %heir depariments, ﬁe have
thelir action in respect of Claudius'last marriagaz orto apud
libertos certamine, quis deligeret uxorem Claudio'(4,12.1,1),

Narcissus looked to the punishment of Gailus Silius(A.11.35) ang
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gave the order for the exscution of Messalina(A.11.37,3). Pallas
championed Agrippina as Messalina's successor{8.12.1,3;2,3); the
adoption of Werc was "hurried on by the advice® of this same freedman
(a.12.25,1), whose political suppori Agrippina was belisved to have
purchased by adultery{A.12.25,1;65,4). Claudius' speech %o the
saﬁ&%@ proposing the adoption of Domitius was "to the saws effect

a8 that supplied him by his ffée&maﬁ“(A°12°252§}o "By counselling
that iﬁ@@&%aaﬁa marriage and calamitous adoption, Pallas, Tacitus
ssys; "brought Claudius %o his ruin®(4.13.2,3).

The extension of the 3urigéiczi@n of procurators, a}iﬁwiﬁg
them to try, without jurors, certain civil cases in which the rights
of the Bmperor were concerned (8.12.60) and involving the evil of
makine the same persgon prosecuboer and judge, was no doubd promphed
by Clsudiug! freedmen in the interest of their class, seeing that
we have freedmen holding the office of '"Procursitor' in the gravinces
(a.12.89,1; s4,1.)

Public recognition of the influence of these thres chief freed-
wen of Clavdius was manifested in 2 most unprecedented form.
Qriginating with thet emperor, such senatorial distinctions as the
Quaestorian (bestowed on Narcissus - 4.11.3%,5) and Praetorian
iﬁ&igﬁi&(?@ﬁ@d to Pallas - A,12.53,2) were conferred upon freedmen
IWhQ #ere not only not senators but were lncapable of becoming such.
On the other bhand, %o the same emperor was probably due the
restriction of the $itles 'ab epistulis,' 'a libellis' and %s
rationibus® - titles originally supvosed to be éucb 2g might be

borne by freedmen of any great house - %o the chief freedmen of the
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emperor's household, for we find that, under Wero, it was considered
a treasonable offence for a citizen to have given persons in hise
household the titles borne by the principsl freedmen of Caesar{ses
£.15.35,3; 16.4,1),

In a household, whose head "centred in himself =1l judicial and
magisterial furctions"(4.11.5,1), "had no preferences, no dislikes,
sxcept such as were put inito him by other people®(4.12.%,3), and who =
"out hisg fresdman on a level with himself and %iﬁh_%ﬁe laﬂs“(3912,503§f
£}, the freadmen who controlled Claudius had endless opportunitiss
of intrigue and graft., The enormous fortune of three hundred
million sesterces amsssed by Psllas (A.12.53,5) is patent evidence
of the secandaslous $traffic they carried on. Tacitus, aﬁlmﬁing t0
@he.g@n@rai system of corruption carried on during the reign of
Clauvdius by his chief freedmen, speaks of the %gvaritiam Claudiano-
rum temporum®, when Agrippa "bought the right to fortify Jerusalenm®
(H.5.12.5).  And the historisn's statement that Agrippina, on the
collapse of the tunnel from the Fucine Lake acoused Narcissus of
"greed and robbery in. carrying out the work®(A.12.57,%) suggests
that great public works furnished opportunities for the peculations
of the directing freedman. The venality and corruption rawpanit in
GZ&ﬂﬁiug’ household is attested by the auther?s statement that Nero,
repudiating tlaud fug! policy of giving the }d@mug‘ﬁaesaﬁisf aﬁé
its officials the status of a pmbiiéviéﬁﬁiﬁutiaﬁ and magistrates of
state, promised 'nihil in peﬁa%ibns suis venale sut ambﬁ%iéni

pervium (sc., fore); discretam domur et rem publicam®. (4.13.4,2).
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The fresdmen in ths provinces were no less corrupt than thoss in
contrel of the smosror's household, ' ?Elixs procurator of Judasesa,
is represented as waking profit out of the brigandage which he
permitted (4.12.5%,) and as being enabled by the overwhelming
influence of his brother Pallss to persist for years in %exercising
the p@@érs cf & king-iﬁ the spirit of z slave - & monsker éf
cruelty aﬁd'iuS%”(Haﬁeﬁ,S), In another part of the East, the
procurator of Cappadocia, apparently one of the f?@admaﬁ class,
was bought to support Radamistus' selizure of Armenia, with the
regult of throwing the whole ébun@fy again%gg‘%he pover of Armenis
(2.12.45,2), |

"Here®, the historisn telleg us, "had no mind %o be ruled by
siaves®(£.1%.2,4) and diswissed Palias from office. That freed-
man's depariure from the palace, escorted by a long train of
attendants as though he were a magistrate vacating office, as well
ag hiz stipulation thsat "he wog not to be called to account for
his past sctg, and a1l accounts be%ﬁeen himself and the siate were
%6 be held as balanced®, (A.13.14,1-2) give sowe idea of the airs
which the- fresdmen h2d assumed under the Claudian regime. But
though the fresdmen lost their control over the household of Cassar
and i%s head with the accession of Wero, they still held officizl
p@%i%ieﬁs'af grest responsibility under that prince. Polyelitue,
one @f Nero's freedmen, was sent as 2 specisl commissionsry %0 look

iz

ok
e

¢ the state of affairs in Britain and to setitle the feud between
the procurator there and Seretonius Paulinus, the legats, Tacitus

dogs not miss the opporbunity to express the idignation of a



prejudiced senztor at £his usurpation of power by & fresdmans
srravelling with an smmense retinue, Polysiitus did nod fail %o
wake himself = burden fo Italy and to CGavl, as wsll 28 a Terror
o our soldisrs after he had oF cesed the Ocean. But the enemy
regarded him with conterpd; for those ardent lovers of 1iberty
had not yet learnt io undergtand how power could be wieided bya

fyeetdman. I% was 2 marvel tc them thad a general and an army

.

who had carrisd $hrough s great war ghould yield obedience %0 &

g
{1

slave. "{4.14.33). |

The freedman Anicaetus, commander of the fleet aﬁ Misemum,
who had bssn Nero's tutor ir boyhood, was sc far in Nero'ls confi-
i%nc% ss 40 be commissioned to destroy ﬁgfi@?iﬂﬁ(§¢1%o39§“?§
7,5=6; 2.). Beratus, "o fresdman resdy for any kind of villainy®
{2.15.45,3-4) was sent to Asia snd fohain to carry off statues and
pictures for the emperor(4.16.23,1) and k@y@vﬁhara after the greal
five of A.4.64 o plunder the offerings and images of the gods for
Fero's palatial tdomus' (.15,45,3). Tn the provinces we find
g freedman, the proourator of Asia, who poisoned the proconsul '
of the province at the instiation of fgrippina(f.13.1,1-4), Nexo
also appears, tike Claudius, (A,11.%27,4) %c have employed freedman
confidants to see sentencea executed (4.1%.53,3).

Aftey Wern, ths frss ﬁme& appear 10 have z2esumed a s8till more
provinent place. Under Galbs "yenalia cuncta, pragpotentes
1iberti ${H.1.7); the empsror'’s ff@%ﬁ@&?,:zﬂﬁiﬂﬁg *who had‘beaﬁ
presented with the ring and distinguished by the equesirian name

@i Marcisnus®? shared in the division of the powers of the Princi-
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pate (H. 2.13). Though Vitellive "distributed among Roman

Knights the offices of the imporisl houvsehold, hitherto held by

ffices
freedmen®, (H. 1.5%,1) he is mentioned se conferring the
equestrian ring on his freedwan Asisticus, "an infamous menisi
who had nothing but hie vices to commend him® (H.2.57) and who
"expliated his abuse of power by dyins the death of = slave® under
Fucisnus(y. 4.11).

The resentment with which Tacitus, ss 2 wember of the geng-

torisl clsss, viewed the dominating position usurped in the

society and the politiecsl life of the ewpire by the clever snd
ungcorupulous 'libertini' colours his account of the Germasn freed-
mew: "The freedwen do not rank such sbove slaves: rarely ave they

of any weight in the housechold, never in politics, egeept, a3

least, in those stateg ruled by Kinge. There indesd they rise
above the freeborn and the nobles; selsewhere the inferior pogition
of the freedman class marks the frsedom of the s%&%@”f@.zﬁa)
Tacitus voices tims-honourad Rowsn prejudice in expressing his
indignation at such persons az freedmen heving the impudence %o
take part iﬁ political affairs, The benquet given by & freedman
te the populace of Carithage in honour of the new reign of Otho
draws the bitier comment frowm an historian with sristocratic bias
that even freedmen™malis Semporibus pariem se reipublicse facivmg®

{(H, 2L.76).
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C. Favouritism 2nd ¥alice,

A no teworthy imnovetion of the principate of Tiberlius was the
increased ijwporitancs that bscawms sttached %0 the office of Prefect
af the Prastorian Guard. delivs Bejanus, Commander of the prae-
topian cohorts (A.4.1,2) ®incrsased the importance of the praetorian
command, wﬁx ch had bsen of no great account before his tims, by
congentrating the cohorits, hitherto scattered throughout the clty,

amp®, on ths falr pretext of introducing 2 siricter

p2
o
¢
<
b0
o]
fany
3
et
&
Q

discizline. (4.4,2,1-2). His next step was ‘%o choose hisg own

ribunss and centurions, spooinitments hitherto wmade by the ewmperor;

«“ﬁ’

wnile by obidaining magistracies and provinces for his own cressures
through hisg influence with Tiberius, he sought $o esitablish his
uthority in the senate by wmaking i% feld that he was the channel
o promotion, Tiverives looked so indulgently on his procssdings
that he would often commend him as his 'socium laborum', not only
in private £21k%, butr also in the senaite a2nd befors the people, and
permitted his siatuves to be honoured in the theasres, in the
public sguares, and st the head-quariers of the legions'(A.4.2).
To Ssjanus zlone, Tiberiuvs, "impenetrable to all the world beside,
was Yincautus intectusgyue’"{4.%,1,3), and Sejanus felt so far con-
fident in his influence with the euperor as o pstition for %the
hend of Drusus® widow, Livia(A.4.39).,  On Tiberius' retirement
to Capri(A.%.67), Sejanus galned a greater ascendancy by “working
more aedulously than ever on that prince's suspicious temper?

(A.B.67,5). He bscams associztsd in the popular mind with




b6

Tiverius as one of thse two rulsrs of Rome. When the senate voied

srius, they voted thew %o Sejznus also (2.4.74,3),

e
sl
3]
ad
&
&
Fia
o)
]
L]
b
[l
&

cn the cosgt of Campanis adjacent to Cspress, when "Lhose to whom
terropt (A4, 74, 4-7). Though Sejanus held no officisl position
of hig own except that of prefect of the prastorian cohorts, he
praciically controlled all departments, 2ivil or wmilitary, through
bhis influence with Tiberius(ses A, 5.6,2; 6.%2,3); "there wae no

geoess to the consulship save throug 3 Bejanusg, and the good-will of

Sejenus ®as only %0 be gained by crime®{(A.U4.58,2), The prefect's
final friumph wae 0 become assoclated with Tiberius in the consul-

ghip in 4,0, %%{w@u A, 6.%,6), an elevation which might well have

sted to ths Roman world that he was degtined as successor 1o

sugezes
ths empire, and wse faking the place of Germanicus and Drusus, who

with two excepiicns, slone had had fhe honour of being colleagues
of Tiverius(a.2.53%,1; 3.%1,1).

To Sejanus Tacitus atiribubes the oause and orizin of the
dekerioration in the government of Tiberius(a. h.1,2). Sejanus,
the historisn says, Fbrought disasisr on the Roman commonveslth in
his triumph and in his £al17(A.%.1,3)- in his $riumph by the crimes
@hich he prompisd during his ascendancy, such as the poisoning of
Drusus(&.4.%,1) =nd the persesution of the house of Germanicus
(8.5.125 17,%; 67,5-6; 5.4,5); in his £211 by the reign of terror

2

and utter shamelesgnsis of Tiberius(4.5.51,6) following on his

L
C:B

aoth, Though Sejanus met the end of = comspirasor, sucoceeding

prefects retained the place he had won ad Minister to the emperor.
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Burrus, zppointed sole prefect of the prastorian ochorts by

Az iiyﬁ 18, {AQngﬁggﬁ}’ not only secured the Praetorians' socclama-

nlong with Seneca soted a2z 'governor' of the young ewperor during
the perilous vears of his youth'{A.13%.2,1=3). He was consulted
by Wero the muvder of Agrippins, though "1t is uncerisin

shether he hed known of the preparations wade for her degtruciien®

(£.1%.7,2)., & %ribute to his character is the "profound and

abiding regret which his death created awong the citizens®(A.14. 519;%j

A L . e e
inflvence is given by the author’s statement thai "the death of
= - n = . . . % Ex ~ & G
Burrus desiroved ths influence of Seneca. Good counsels(ses

iong wzs goune; and N¥ero ztooped to advisers of the baser sorg”

chosen by Ners "pecause of the soazndalous profligscy of his
past 1ife® and "wos 2dnitisd %o ghare that princels wmost private
debaucheries® (4.14.51,5-6). Tigellinus' first shep was %o

lower Rufus, his collesgus, in Verxce's eshasmation By sccusing him

of friendship with Agrippina{4.1%.57,1); while %o 'augment his own

irfluence with Fere, he counselied the deaths of 8uliz and

Rubslliuvs Plantus. = PBelieving that gvil counselg, wherelin his

securs a hold pver him by pordnsrship in crine®, he had made 2
gtudy of his Tears and learned that Sulla and Plautus wers special

cbjeate of his deead (cf.4.12,52,1; 14,22;14,54,3),
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wishing to s3ve the regifue of their estadeos for thair ingmen

k1
(4.16.17,6; 12,57, Both Fsenius Rufus and Tizellinus are mentioned

conspirators(£.2%,58,3). Tigellinrus received as o veward Tor
running dewn the conspirators, the hriumphsl ingignia, & busi in the
Palafium, and = trivmphel statue in the Forum(4.15.72,2). Poppaes

and Tigellinue formed, Taoitus seve, "Wero's innermost council of
aruei%?“(ﬂ.lﬁeézﬁﬁ)g and Hero iz mentionsd se surrendering to the
£

Tigellinve 2n ex-prastor, Winuscive Thepwrus, Yone of

8
&
oy
4
i
o
o2
4
&

]
o
ok
5
i
®
0
(]
=
w

offensive charges against Tigellimus,
for which the freszdman had to PRY the rénaliy by torituvrs, the un-

offending patron with his 14F:7(4.16.20,2). Tacitus furhishes

6]

good descrivtion of Wers's partner in debauvcher ry and cruelty in ihe

"Histories': "0f obsoure parentags, debauched iz boyhood, and pro-

fligate in 014 age, this man had besn promoted %o the prefechures of

the Watch and of %the Prastorisn Ousrd, atfaining the awards of viriue

by the spesdier avenue of wice. Cultivating afier that ths robuster
qualities of crusliy snd avarice, he corrupied ¥ero into committing
atrocities of every kind, wenturins on soms himself, unknown 4o Nero

i
op. A.6.3%,%; goelerum Seiani giun ﬁ@%wiﬁS{TibﬁfiHE}}ﬁ and Lecoming

at lagt his deserter and betr rayer, Hence no death was more
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wart (A, 4.74,1), lest anyone entrusted with power to make wap

-

be dangerous. The emperor's dread of

|

on & large scale should

)]

military ability is further borne out by %he hisierian's siate-

that "for twenby-four years Poppmeus Sabinus had been retained
in compand of imporbant provinces, not for any consgpicuous

ability which he possessed bul because 'par negobiis nedue suprs
erat'"{4.6.39,3), Corbulo was ordered by Clsudivs to stop
hogtilities against the Frisii and withdraw his garrisons %o the
ieft bank of the Rhine; the ewperor being influenced by the
counsel of persons representing Lo him that "Corbulos® disasters
would f2l1l on the giate; but if he gained victories, ths pre-
gminsnce of one wan, under a feeble ewpsror, would endangsr the
public peacs”(4.11.19,6). Tacitus represents Tiberiusz as
recalliing Germanicus from the comwmand of the Cerman asrwies out
of jemiousy (A. 2.5, 1; 26,6), Agricols, the historian says,
"iwag gsized with a desire for wilitary glory that was unwelcome
in an age when an unfavourable congtruction was put on eminence

and like peril attended the wan of note and the wan of notoriety"

(agr. 5,¥}° That general's triuwph over the Britons at Mone
- Graupius, Domitian “greesed wiih joy in his faceg,bé%'disquie%
in nis heaftﬁ(égr.3§,1)g Geeming "zood generslship an imperial
gudl ity® and therefore not $0 be ghared by 2 gubjee%(ﬁgr,3933).
Under ﬁamitiaﬁ'ﬂgisria’ was a precipice (see Agr. 41,%) and
“ranown.pmwwge& ruin® {Agr. B2,4); and to that emperor Tacitus
attributes the cause of Agricola's death (Agr.U3,3-4; 45,3),
O
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Iv. TREASON AWD CONSPIRACY.

In mothing did the substitubion of the emperor and his person
for the commonsealih a8 a ﬁhala‘%@ll more directly and grievously
on the persons and fortunes of Roman citizens, than in the new
apelication of the law of iMaicstas! or 'High Treason'. The
application of that law under the Republic had been confined %o
such offences as "the betrayal of an army, the stirring up of
ssdition among the ?@@ple, or %o any act afkpubli@ misgonduct by
which the 'majesty of the Roman people! might be impaireds deeds
were impugned, words passed uapunished". (4.1.72,3). Witk $he
formation of the principate, the empercrs wWere firet regarded as
representatives of, then as idensified with the state as a whols,
g6 that whatever by ancient law had been an cffence against the
Roman people became noOW & personal offence against the emperor,
and every offence against the emperor was an offence against the
Majesty of the psople. (Gopo Ao 3670,28=3)

The sgope of the law of 'Maiestas' had recelved a gslight
extension under Augustus, who made $1ibellous writings' an offence
under that law, noit on his own account, bul as & matter of public
dscency and perhaps with the special object of extending protection
0 @ame&(ﬁgla72,4)ﬁ The same emperor had strained the law in
treating sduliery among mswbers of the imperial family se trsason
{Ae 3e28,3) Bub that the operation of the 'Lex Maiestatis' had

veen for the most part dormant ander Augustus may be gathered Irom
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the fact that Tiberius in the yeax f@ll&%iﬂg'hiﬁ-&@ceﬁaiaﬁ was
asked by the praetor whether he was to entertain chazrges under it.
The reply of Tibsrius was that %ithe lawe must be enforced®; fox
he was exasperated by the publicatlion of some anonymous vsrses
animsdverting upon his czuel and haughty temper, and his differ-
ences with his mother®. (. 1.72,5). Tiberius, says Tacitus,
Wrsvised the law of %Haisetas'*{A. 1.72,3), though we have ssen
by its exteneion under Augusbus that it had noil become obsoletes

The law was ceritainly extendsed, however, 1o cover libele written

and published and even apoken worde (A«L.T7H,3; 4.21,3; 42,2:6.7,4)

while the strict limitation o libels on the prince and his
family (G.p. Aele3l,3) was disregarded in practise{h.l,;34,1).
Trials for YHigh Treasocn' ars the one exception which the hisboz-
ian, in the fair piecture which he paints of the government of
Tiberiue during the first nine yesxe of his reign, makes o ihe
generally just administration of the laws during that peried
(a41.6,3). That the author's reservation is made with gaad
reason is proven by the many trials even during the early reign
of Tiberius, iﬁ which ‘Maiestas? is either the sole charge, OT
more frequently coupled with others, for & charge of "lHziestas®
fum omnium accusatiopum @@m@l@m%&tamAeza@”(&»3°3§,l}g Thus 2
Enight, Falanius, wee agcoused of disrespsct to the princeps
amﬁﬁﬁ%iag to the guilt of treason, inaswmuch 28 he had admitted
a low and profligats actor to assist in cslebrating the rvites of
the deified Augustus; while another Knight, Rubrius, was charged
with having forsworn himself in the name of that illustrious

divinity. Falaniue had allowed, at the sale of a villae, the
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sagred image of Augustus to be sold aleng with i%{&:1e73.). Granius
Marcellus was charged with having spocken evil of the emperor and

with having ocut off the head of Augustus from a stalfue and substitu- ff?fj
ted that of Tiberius (A.1.7%)s Appuleia Varilla, great-niece of
Augustus, was accused of treason "for having spoken slanderously of

the Divine Augustus, of Tiberius and his mother, and for having

committed aduliery - a tresgonabls oﬁfeﬁse for 6&@ gonnected with thé  i '
emperor's family®(4.8.50). Clutorius Priscus, who had written a S
premature poem on the death of Drusus during that prince's illness,

was, by a strained interpretation of his words, accused of desiring
Drusus' decease and put to death. (A.3.49; 51,1). lucius Euniue

of

2]

was accused of 'High Treason® for having melted down a statut
the emperor into plate (Ae3.70,2). Lepida was accused of consult-

ing the astrologers in regard toc meémbers of the imperial houschold.

(A 3.22.4). There were other trials for tUaliestas' during this

- early part of Tiberius® reign: Ea 3e37,1; 3.14,1; 3.38,1; 3.38,2;

3.67,3%. It must be admitted, howevexr, that three cases were dis- o
missed before trial (A. 1.73; 3.70,2), three others resulted in

soquittal (A. 1.754,7; 2.50,%; 3.38,1 (comp. with 70,1). It must be
noted, t@é, that the acts of Gnaeus Plso, charged with stirring up
sadition in his province (A.3.14,1), and of Antistius Vetus, brought

to trizl for treason as having been implicsited in the treasonabls

dssigna of Rhescuporis against Rome (A 3.38,2) were offences which
 would have besn punished under the ‘law of treason' as it wae spplied
under the Republic (A.1.72,3). Further $the infliction of the

death penalty in the case of Clutomiue Priscus(A«3.51,1), an extensic

of the ueusl and strictly legal penalty for 'maisstas' which was
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a severe form of exile (A.3.50,6; op. 3.:3%,2), was carrisd out in
the sbsence of Tiberius in Campaniz(A. 3.31,2). The historian's
statenment that %no ascusation was complete without a charge of N
Tmaiestas'® (A4.3.33,1), being'sa far true that it is found fr@qu@ﬁgi
added (&. 2.50,1; 3.22,2; 6.7,3), iz not imcompatible withk Tiberius!
evident discouragement of delation at the begianing ¢f his reign,
since nearly all the accusations for *treasont? during that periocd
ars to be traced to the geal of informers, whose professiocn of
delation will be dealt with below.

orsein the

]

After the death of Drusus, when a chamge for the
government of Tiberius set in (Ashe7,1). Tiberius began o show
an increased sensibtiveness to libels and apn increased vindictiveness
in punishing %them. Cremutiuvs Cordus was coundesmned for having |
commended Marcus Brutus in his history and cazlled Gaius Cassius "th
lsst of the Romanse' (4., ¥.34%,1; 35,5). Votienues was relegated on
the gharge of itreason as having vilified the emperor(4.42,8-3). The
flex Eaiés%&%i5’~affszd@& 2 handle of attack for %hg downfall of e
Gaiue Silius, whowm Tiberius hated because he had boasited that
Tiberius owed the maintenance Gf;hi% government te the loyslty of
hie troope when the others br@k@?@ut intoe mutiny (A«1.31,3) and
whose "pretensions Tiberius deemsed destructive of his own gaéiti&a“_
{a, 4.18,2), "The whole trizl of Gaius Silius®, though he was .
charged with extoriion, "was conducted as onme for treason® (4.4.19,5
Czlpurniuvs Piso, wheoee indepsndent satiitude in the senate eight
yeaxs before (A«2.3%%) still rankled in Tiverlus'mind, "was sccused

of having spoken disrespectfully of %he Emperor's majesty in privati.
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but his "gpportune death® prevenied the trisl from going on
(4.4.21). There were other trisle for ‘maieetas' during this
period (A.D.23-28) (a.4.30,2; 33,1; 31,7), relisved by only cns
asquitial (A.%.31,1); in faet this whole period Tacitue describes
as & dreazxy chronicle of fcruel edicts, of incessant prosscuibions,
treacherous friendships, of trizls all ending in one way'.
(A.%.33,3), . Tiberius is mentioned s eﬁforeing a2 conviction
where proof was wanting. Thus in the trial of Serenus on charges
of conspizacy preferred by his son, though the evi&emaé is stated
to have broken down, Tiberius is represented as ?&Eiﬁg up & charge

2.

sfter an interval of eight vesxs, %o the effest that Serenue had

w0

insulied him in & letter, and ae insisting on z gondemnatory voie.
(. L.28; 29; 30,1-2). Titiue Sahinu@» lured ov by four men of
prastorisn rank to inveigh sgainst the ewmperor, was dsnounced by
Tiberiuve and, without a trisl, condemned %o death by the senaie
(Ae84.68;69;70). These two last czses, though not exprsssly
stated by the historian as trizls for 'malestas';, wesre evidently
treated as such; for the extension of %maiestzs'® not only from
written to spoken words, but o words spoken im private 1life,
attempted earlier (A.1.74%,3), sppears now %c have becoms an
established principle(ep.4.20,3).

The "fisndish oruelty™ (4.6.51,6) of the pericd following the
death of Drusus and pregeding the fall of Sejanus was surpasssed by
the reign of terror of the last ysars of Tiberius. At Rome, says
Tacibtus, %blood never csased ﬁ@‘fl@%“(&uéagg,l). Five men of
distinetion were accused of 'treason' in one bateh. (£.6.0,5).

Congidius Proculus was celebrating his Tirthday when he was carried
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0ff to the senate-house to face = charge of Ytreascn'® and
immediate execubion (A«5.18,1). The senator Granius Yareisnus
wags accussd of Ytreason', and committed sulcide (4.56.38,4).

"Women®, the historian says, "eould not be agcussd of poilitical

W

& aged

&

power, So %hey were arraigned for thelir isars; thus i:
mother of Fufius Ceminus was put o death for bewailing the
death of her son"(A.6.10,1). An atrosity greater still was the

" sold-blooded persecution of 2 whols Gresk family, "fheir offence
being that Greek flattery had awarded divine honours to their &
grandfather, Theophanes of Mytilens, after hisg death¥(A.6.18,3-5);

0o olaim divine honours, or divine desgent, would bs pul them~

i}

selves on & level with ths smperor, and so render them open to a

charge of ‘'maiestast®.  Tasitues dessribes Tiberius as being
stimulated by these psressutions bo further carnage, like 2 wild

beast that has tasted blood: YExcited to madness by all these
executions, Tiberius erdsred the execuition of every one who was
in custody on the charge of complicity with Sejanus®.(4.6.19,2).
The hidecus spectacle afforded by this wholesale gi&agh%ef'%hr@ws}i 
into the shade the cruel execution of the children of Sgjanus N
(A:s5,9): ¥There lay the vieitims, in untold ﬁ&ﬁb&ﬁ; ef both sexes,
¢f every age, high and low, elagly or huddled jtogether: no
relative or friend might stand by, or shed a tear over them, or
sven cast 2 loock 2% them for more than a woment, Guards were
set rornd to watch for every sign of grief, and to follow the
rotting bodiss unbtil they were dragged intc the Tibex, thers %o
£lcat down the sirsam, or ground upen the banks! none might burn

L4

them, none touch them. Terrer had cut them off frowm all com~



59

merce with their kind; and crusliy, waxed wanton, closed the doox

of pity on then® (A4 6.19). Tiberius iz represented as being never
tired of trisls and condemnabtions and never g%@i&%@&g fthough three
years had passed sincs the exscution of Sejanus, he still went on
punishing o0ld or dubious offsences, ss if they were recent and of the
utmost gravity®s (4. 6.38). "Suicide becams gommon®, says the
authoz, "fzom fear of sxescution, and alaa begause if = wman %00k his
fate in his hands, withoubt walting to be sentenced to death, his
body was buriszd, and his will respected; such were the benefiis of
despatoh!®(A.0.89,2). Even in earlier years, howsver, suicids
vefore condempation had not alwaye saved the vroperty (A.4.20,1;30,3),

s,

and during th

i)

lagt period of Tiberius?! reign it apparently did not
prevent confiscation of propsrty. Thus Vibulenus Agrippaz, bthough
he was alrsady dead from polson seli-administered in the senats, was
etrangled in prison so ag, by judicial executlion, to do away with
the 'pretium festinandi®(A.8.40,1). Many other viectims of Tiberius’
crusliy could be wmentioned, such as Agrippina (Ac6.25,1) and h@f =Te}sl
Drusus (Ao6.23%,4), Tigranes, ex-king of Armenia (A.6.40,2),
Asinius Gallus (4.6.23,1) and Lusius Arruntius (4. 6;%8,2); iagﬁﬁa@egff
of wanton erusliiss which, coming as they dAid principally at the
clese of his reign, have led Tacitus %o estimate the charagter of
Tiverius as that of a radiecally vicious nature asserting itsell by
degreee {A.6.51) |

Taoitus records no trials on $the definite chargs of ‘malestas'
during the zreign of Claudius, though an attempt was made %o bring
sich a charge againet Vitelliue, the champion of Agrippina(A.12.42,
k=5). The trials of Lollia Paulina and Furius Scritenianus,

{£.12.,22352.1), however, were probably conducted az ¥rials fox
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Y¢reason’, since the consuliation of Chaldsean astrologers in
regatd o members of the imperial house is spoken of as "maiss-
¢a%is orimina® in A, 3,224, Lollia "was accused of having
trafficked with Ghal@aéaﬁe aﬂé magicians and with having consul ted
the image of $he 'Clarisn Apollo with regerd $o the Emperoris
 nuptials'y without giving the accused a hearing (lsudius condemned
her %o exile and confiscation®(4.12,22). Furius;ScribonianuS?wwstf
”@éiveﬁ into exile on the charge of searching into the Empefaé‘@' o
end through the Chaldasans®, (A.12.52,1)%,

The accusation of Julius Densus, who was charged with being
favourable to Brisannicus, in the first year of Wero's reign
appears to havs been an atiempt to revive the law of Tmaissiast,
%haugh the accusation was checked by Wero(A.13.10,3). That law
ig definitely stated, however, "as being revived for the first
time "in the eighth year of Nero's reign (4.14.48,3), The
Pragtor Antistive 1s mentioned as being accueed of "Majesty!for
hawving written some libellous verses upon the Emperor which he
read aloud at a large banjuet in the house of Ostorius Séﬁpuiaa
Though Scapuls asseried he had heard nothing, %eredit was givén
to the hostile witnesses", and Antistius would have been condemned
to death had not Thrasea Practus moved and procured the lighter
gentence of exile,(A,14,.45), "A similar charge proved fatal %o
?a%rﬁeimg Veiento®, who published & 1libel on the g@n&%@ and pon-
t1ffs, which took the form of a will and was ironically termed

such; Velento was exiled and his books were %ufﬁ%.(écig;50)e That



Hero made orusl use of this law of 'walestas® is shown by his
persecution of his wife Octavia. Taking advansage of the
gxtengion of thas 1&% by Auvgustus to csges of sdultery committed
by members of the imperial household (A.1,72,4), %he smpezéﬁ
forced Anicefus, the slayer sf‘ﬁgfippina, te confess B0 aduliery
with her, so that he might put her out of the way and marry
‘Pagp@@a,(ﬁ.i&,éz)o Confined in the island of Pandateria for a
time, she wae shortly afiterwards foully murdered by Nerols gr&@ze;::
and her head was out off, and exhibiﬁe& ag that of = malefacior
to Poppaea. (A, 14,63; 64,1-4),

We pase now to agﬁviatiaﬁg and persgecutions withous $risl
for offences, real and alleged, mentioned hers becauses of the
gimilarity in charscter which they bear to charges eﬁﬁ@f%aia@é
under the lazw of 'maiestas' or 'High Trsason?. In many ozses,
the persons persecuted were vietims of the emperoris fears or
cruel ty. The persecution af‘sﬁlla,aﬁﬁ Plautus are cases in
poing, Corneliuvs Sulla, 3 men of illustrious birth aﬁd the
gon-in-1aw of the Empsror Clsudius (4.13.23,1). "was a a@eéi&l
object of Wero's suspicion, g@re‘@aﬁﬁrng,a@ oppogite ¢cng%rﬁe$ioa'
on his spathetic disposition and characterizing him as a cunning
~digseﬁblsf, A lying $2le fabricated by a freedman of the
imperial household to the effect ﬁhﬁ% Sulla had devised z plot
%o waylay Werc on his return from the Mulwvian bridze, a place
frequented by Nero %o indulge his’f%ﬁdﬁ@ss for pleasurs, increas-
ed K@E@?a suspicions. "Sulls was deslt with és if he had been

B mene X ) )
Tound guilty® and by 2 mere nessage from Nero was ordered %6



leave Rome and redire in exile to Usssilis (A, 13.47)., 7w
vears later, popular belilsf interpreisd ¢the sppearance of &
brilliant comet as a presage of a change of soversigaty, =nd

the striking of Vero's dinner-table by lightning in the villas of

k.

5

o
Sublaqueum, the birthplece of Plautus, a2 2n indicatisn thas

"Plautus had been marked oubt by divine providence®. Hero,
alarmed, Ywroite to Plautus, bidding him have regazd %o the peage

ef the ¢ity and withdraw himeel? fror his traducers; let hinm

retire %o hie ancestral property in Agia, where he might enjoy

his youth in security and quistness®(4.1%.22), In &, 0, 62
Tigellinue, disoovering that "ithe men whom Fero ﬁﬁ@%& 4 mogt were

Plavtue and Sulla®, represented that the presence of Sulls, %ths

descendant of the dicktater Sﬁil%g iﬁ.ﬁaxhoneée Geul, snd of

P the grest-grandecn of Tiﬁazzwag in Asiz threatened the

pegce of those countries. Nexo, a&a@fﬁingiy, despatchead

assaegsine o ¥assilis, and Sulls wes slain before he had received
any hin% of his danger, Plauvtus met o similar fate in Asia,
The heads of both these men were brought to Rome and exhibited %o
Vero, aaé‘%@?@, %0 justify his orueldy, wrote o the zenate “&@t
acknowledging that they had been kEilled, but ﬁ@s@fi&iﬁ@ beth men

a8 aglitators, and dwslling on his own 0@&@@1@53 golicitude for

the welfare of @h@,ﬁ@mm&a%@aiﬁhe On that pretexs, a thanks-
giving was decresd as well 23 the expulsion of Bulla =nd Plaubtus

ShE

from the genste, the mockery of this G@ﬁ@%@%& ion s@@miﬁg even
more revolting than the murder ifselfv, {ﬁ,zﬁ,ﬁ?eﬁg), & cags
similar %o %hese is that of Torguatus Silanus "#ho wae driven %o

hisg d@ath;vhis cffenc@'@aimg that, in addition %o his nobilisy as
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one of the Jumisn family, he could count the deified Avgustus

as his grest-great-grandfother® Werc ordered his accusers %o
wrge him with haw iug smong hisg freedmen some whom he siyled

'ab epistulie?, 'a iibelli@', Tab rationibust, "$itlss of imperisl

duties and suggestive of preparation for them"(A. 15.35). The

fact that Silanus had given persons in his housshcld the titles

borae by the chief? fresdmen of Uzesar would 1lazy him oven o the

charge of aiming a2t the Empire. HNerc's speech after the suicide

of Silznus to the effect that "Terguabue' 1ife would have been

spafed had he awaited the clemency of his jJudgs® le described by

-3

Teeitus zs one "of the regulation sype(4.15.35,5.)"
The immedizate outcowme of the conspirscy of Pilsc, sz of that
of Sejsnus, was & prolonged and contimous reign of terror, The

movement had besn set on foot early in the year A.,D. 65, and had

fe

been joined by many men of position, senators, knighte an
soldliers, and also by women,. Tacitus gives as the wotives
"hatred of Wero® and "favour for Galue Piso®{4.15.4%,1). " The
congul-designate, Plautius Lateranus, and a3 ceriain woman,
Epicharis, joined the plot from patriotic mobives(A.15,49,L;
51,4}, ¥hile many of the comspirstors appesr %o hive jolned from
sordﬂiweiivasg the veference %o the loss of power by the menste
{£,15.51,4) besrays the purely senaforisl origin and aims of the -
whole conspiracy. Ite gignal failure was due $o i%s leadems!
@@%&ﬂ@gs and entire lack of resolution and of daring zt %he
critical moment {4, 15.52; 58). THose who were implicated in

the congpiracy were, needless 4o say, put %o death by %he order
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of Were, whose tsrroT was ereat that Yithe city wae put as i

123

o

(I\'a‘

ware into = state of slege; sirings 67 men were dragged along, and

halted at the gates of the Bervilian gardens, and when they were

brougnt in for trial, e smile bestowed upon one of the comspirators

a chanoe word, or & casual meeting - %o have been present at the
game entertalnment or the same spectsscle - wos rvegarded as & sign

of su 11%»“(é,2§ 5%). Wero, moreover, grasped 2t the opportunidy

offered by the conspliracy to drive Annseus Senscs, the philosopher, -

ide, "not that ¥ero®, Tacitus relates, "had any cdlear

evidence of his guillb, bYut because he could now do by the gword
whak he hsd £211e4(15.45,8) %o do by poison®{i.15.60-63), The

Conegul Vesbinue, had faken no part in the conspirsoy, but "Hero
wag able to make use of that charge to gratify his hatred of an
innoccent K%%ﬁ{§32§a§2@§}§:fﬁﬁﬁ fthough neither accuser nOY accusa~
tion were Torthocowing, Were, =ze he could not zesume the pars of a
judge, had recourse to his own Ywim dominationis’, and sent &
tribune with a cohort %o see %hat he made away with himself”
(8.15.69). Other crimes were sommitted "on the oppor tune pretexs

of %he conepiraey"(A,15.71,4). Rufrius Crispinus was banished,

L

gete
i)

ero hating him for hawvi

ij

ng

onceé been Poppsea'’s hushand., Verginius
the

Flavus snd ¥usenius Bufus owad ir exile %9 thelr 1llustrious

BEMES, Five others, condemned zs it were, %40 complete the mass
and 1ist®, were allowed %o retirze %o iglande.  The wives of

Sosesvinus and U@esgnniug Haxlmue were forbidden E%azggﬁﬁhﬁzr

w

sentence giving ther their only knovledse that any sharge had bee
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tad with these DETe

wt
&
o]
o
L
44
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brought agaifst then®. (4.15.71). Hot
ssoutions, Nero,%who wag always & @@Warés and had lived in greater
terrer than ever since he discovery of %;@ ransnt congpiracy?
(1,16.15,2), passsd %o grester orimes. The sixbeanth bock

of the Annsls is s monotonous list of executions and enforced
suicides, "s story of blood washed wantoniy at home"(4.16.16,2).

Gaius Cassius was charged by Nere wz@h ”nav%nq paiéd honour o

Gaius Cassius b? including his image swong those of his ancestors.,

with the inseription 'Leader of the Cause', hersby sowing the
sesds of civil war, and stirring up disaffection fowsrds the
Cassarian house®(A4.16.7) snd & servile senate passed a decree 4F

gxile. Nero also aitacked Luelus Silsnus, £slpely charging him

.M

with having

\m

- given, as his uncle had given{4.15.35,1), ambitious

£

Pure

tles to his freedmen; he wae exiled %ﬁ% Wegro, not satisflied,
sent a Oenturion to his vlace of exile to put him to death(4.16.
£,9); "hiz only offence, says Tacifus, "was thet he wae distin-
guished for his noble blood and well-ordered youth® (4,16.7,2).

The widow of Rubsllius Plautus and two others of her family were

sriven to their desth,"sll three being hasteful o Nere, since the = -

mepe faot of their being slive seemed a zeprosch %o him for
killing Rubellius Plautus"(4,16.10-11). The disgusting mockery
oractised in the case of Plautus himself(a.14.59,8) was in this
cn.se f&@@agﬁég gentence of szecution %after the sngient fashion®
was soclemnly passed on those azlready desd 2nd was medified by
ferc as an aot of grace. (4.16.11,5). An$istius Sosianus,

fawmare that Werc hated Publiuvs Anteius as an oid fﬁi@ﬂé of

Agrippina, and knowing, $00, that Anteius! grest weslth would
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appeal to Nero's cupldity, charged him with wmesacing the empire

and prying into the emperor’s destiny by consuliaziion of asbtrolo-

ZeTs. Parsonal prowess and soldierly gualitiss gave colour $o
the same charge sgainst Ostorivs Seapula. Both Scapuls and

Anteius anticipated the inevitable by immediate gaiai&%.(égzéoﬁﬁm
15},  ¥ela, brother of Beneca and father af the poet Lucan,
was fTorced %o guismg on %ha evidsnce of & forged letiter from
Lucan ghowing that both father and son had been implicated in the
Pisonian conspiracy; sand in order to bring about the death of
another, Wero cpussd the forging of 2 codicil %o ¥Wela'ls will in

which Anicius Cerialis was charged with being %ill-diepossd toward
g 3

the Em@efﬁgﬁ(ﬁ,ié.i?e}, - By & were suggestion of friendship w
- the congpirator Scaevinius, Tigellinue was sbls to g£id himseld of
Gaius Petronius, o rival vwho sufpassed hiw in ministering to the
ampef@r*s whiﬁggiﬁozé;l%»19}q ?heﬁ Nero "aesailed Virtus her-
&ai@ﬁ by @ﬁ%%zﬁﬁ 4o death T 1rages Poetus &ﬂﬁ Pares Soranus,
though no charge whaiever of the most remoie or indirsct complic-
ity in the Pisonian or any other con &%iracy was a&26g$& or hinted
(4.16.21-25; for charges sgainst Paetus snd Sorsnus see pages
‘2§a27}. Soranug' daughter, Serwvilis, %%s involved in her
fether's doom becsuse "in girlish Shoughtlessness ehe had put some
questions %o the astrologers, Shough @ﬁzy to the welfsre of hsr N
own family®{4.16.30; 33,3). Such iz the historian's record of
Fero'e atrocities as i% remains to us; that the original list of
the bloody crimes perpetirabted by Nero was longer is a maiter of

conjecture, though it is hard to imsgine any abétement in the
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eruelty of an emperer whose murder of his mother was "div medita~

tuw soelue’(2.14.1,1), whose perssoution of the Ghristians was

mersly to glut the 'saevitia' of ons man®(4.15, $H)s and $o whose

cruelty Yoeterae libidines @@d@h&ﬁ%ﬁéé.ié,zgaﬁﬁﬁ Tacitus declares

thet ®af 211 +he Emperors upr %o his time, Vespmsian wae the only
one whose character changed for the %&%ﬁez”(ﬁoa.ﬁﬁ} ?h@,hleaay’
ruls of ﬁ@@@‘s lzter vears is herdly surpassed by the %yr&nny éf

omitian's last period, when that emperor “%Q longer a¢ intervals,
with breathing spaces in between, but contiruously &n@ a5 if with
one fell blow drained the state of ite life-blood” (Agr.ll.5),

‘ ?%ﬁﬁﬁ?% nething left so black & stain upon the character of
the smpire a8 the organized gystem of delation which develope |
with the revival of $the 'Lex Majestatiis'. But bsfore treating
of ah development of professionsl delation in comnexion with

1

charges of ?%z@asgh . ®e must go back %o the principaie of Augusive

iz

o lears how the first brood of professionsl 'delstorss' was:

oalle

&

indo being.,  Augustue, says the his%ﬁfiﬁﬁ§”g&?% ug g@&gé
7ith empire; thenceforward laws were more strioctly %ﬁf@f@@éo Men
were gppointed to watch their operation, eﬁﬁicéd by zewsrde wnder
the ?a@iau?gﬁygegﬁ law, so thet if men naglected %o ¢arn the
fg@g@ﬁa of paiernity, the gtate ag the common parent of all mighs
k-?ﬁ@&@%ﬁ the unesraned properiies. Bot this @@?i@@&g@ becanme %00
sesrohingithe capital, Itsly, and Romsn citizens all over the
world, fell intc their clutohes; ruin was brought into msny house-
holdsg, and %@3&mg'hung over every head. A% last Tiberius

aopointed s comnission %o devise 2 remedy. . . . . . .This body



&s.

unravelled many of the complicatic oef the statute, and thus
produced = partisl and temporary relief®, (A.3.28,4), The 'Lex

Julia e% Papls-Poppaea ¢ de maritandie ordinibus', "passed by
Auzustus o encourage the %ﬁ?@?@@%@?% of penaliies on celibaoy,
ae well as to bring in revenus o the exchequer, 4id nothing %o
wake marriage and the rearing of children more frequent®, but
became famous chiefly as affording delators endless cpporiunities
for prying into the private 1ife of wealthy @erseﬁg; 80 meny
snares were woven oui of the law by the ga%%l@%? of informers
#hat "ut Antehsc flagitiis, its tunc legibus laborabatur®(4.3.25).
Thue Tacitus Gescribes the Tdelatores' (informers) as a "tride
of wen cslled into being for the publis ruin, whom neither pains
ies have ever been able %o ?éyf@gﬁﬂiﬁ,%,3§g5§, At e~
tion must be called tc the fact thas Tiberius! digoouragsment of
delation as stated above was only %h ab of ﬁaia%iaa in connection

oy

#ith the operation of the Papila-Povpasan law,

fugusiudt law gave the first genseral encouragement on a
lsrge seazle, to sytematic delation. The d@?@l&?ﬁs 1% of the pro-
fegsion of delstion in comnegion with eharge@~c§ “resson, hﬁﬁv@ar.‘fx

s0 marke the prineipate of Tiberius +hat it way not undeservedly

¢

he period of itg origin, for %then for the fi?s%

ol

be regzrded as

S}

-

time were deviged those praciices vwhich for so many vears ate like

o

sanker inte our public 131Fe%(4,.2,27,1.) Tiberius, says

Taecitus, “@ﬁ@f@iﬁy fostered delaotion, o desdly sysien of cgarassiov

{1 : , % 4
Vigravissimum exitium') (8.1.73,1); and indeed thet emperor

appears o have encourazed it from the outsst, Romanus Hispe

k]
w2s 2 pen who entered upon & line of 1ife destined soon %o aow
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‘guire notoristy in those calanmitous and shameless days. Vesdy,
low=-born, and restless he Tiret orept inie the grases of the
gruel-mindsd @m@@?@f by supplying hin with secgret informations;
and before lomg no name, however distinguished, wos safe from
his attacks, Becoming $hus sll-powerful with oms wen, and

srning the hatred of all besides, he set an example in follow-

@)

ing which men zose from poverty %o affluence, and fro iﬁgzg@ifi«_~

cenes to power: bringing ruln upon othsrs first, 2

Fo

nd in the end

)

>3
X

upon themselves also®, (,1.74,1-2), That encourszemend was

w2

g

ig evident frow the divigion

£

€
»
b
Mn

given in 2 more substantisl ns

" Libo Drusus ss well ss

i
mnaicstate' passed by Augusius, zffording zewards to soousers,

was hers sirained, for by ths ¢

J’%

eneral zule at thie time, the

‘5

property of those who anticinzied condemnation by suicide was

¥

not confilscated (4.6.29,2), though their accusers were entitled
$o 2 share (A.4.30,3), amounting as a legsl nminimum 3o one-
fourth of ths properivi{i,¥.20,2), The caze of Libo Trusus
is important slsge as showing that a2s sarly ss the egscond yearxr
of Tibsriusg' reign persons were entrapped by intimste friends
sho kept up privite communications with Caesaz(A.2.27;28). Eﬁ

must be sdwmitted, however, with the fairness of Tacitus that

three charges of "walestzs' brought before ths Sennte by infor-

&

5
i
i
)
o
i
fo3
£
e

smigsed by Tiberlus befors %@i&iiﬁoie?ﬁgﬁ‘?@,é}g
and that three wmore of the sawe nature resulied in soguidsal

A2, 78,7 2.50,8; 5,3%,1}¢ Thie lzat a%uﬁam@ﬁ% gan be E@G@ﬁ

P



the scouser wos alwaye on the waich;
delation orept in, says Tacifus, "Arte Tiberii®{4. 1.73,1), so
thet the emperor's intervention o dismiss charges snd wmodify
sentences may have been dictsted by his degire to gﬂ?e@n Bisg

2

approval of delstlon; Nero by his interveantion was thought o be

acting & part (A.14.42,3), Toward the middle of his zelzn,
Tiberivg openly abetdsed the inforrmers. For when a wmotion was

= should commit suicide %$$@ra the
$risl was over, the prosesuieors should f@ff@ﬁ? their rewsyds,

-

8%iberiung, with unusual open @sz; pronounced in fovour of the

nullify 217 lzw and be 2 serioue danger to the stzle. 'Better

upset the laws', ssid he, 'thsn remove theirlcusiodes’.!

5

wze it that baits were dangled before informers,” f’ﬁ.az,zcz#z% Ve

The result was mn "unbroken flow of prosecutions(8.Y,36,1)., The

bistorian records the effect on Rome of the despicable betrayal
and condsmration of Titus Ssbinus vho was lured on o denocunce,
in private conversation, the horrors of the principate by four

wen of prastorian rank, ﬁﬁﬁif@ﬁ@ of gaining the Congulshis

whe wss by them betrayved %0 Tiberiue: sver wag Bowe 30 sgitated,
s0 terror-stricken. Men kepd their counsel even fror ths nesrvess

they svoided meeting, or gpesking to, their ngighbours; they

2% 3
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turned from the sar alike of acguainbance and of sivanger, and
lLockad round suspiciously on dumb znd 1ifelesss fthings, on %he
s of houses.? (4. %.69,8-6). Soldiers were

put over Agrippins and Fero *io keep = regulsr recerd of thelr

[
@
!w‘
§
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23‘
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%
y
o
3o
af
foagd
7
ale
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12
Poks

itors, of everyihing, open or gesrel,
that they 4ig®, (&, B.67,8). During Drusus! s$ay in priscn®men
were posted to keep & Journsl af everything he said or d4ig, %o
take note of his ¢ 7 look, his every grosn and secred nurmur®
{8.6.24,1-8), Tacitus, by wy of condemming delstion, painis

the horrors of that system during the last years of Tiverius: YOI

211 the evil fesiures of that tiwe, npone was mors ¢alanitous then

2

emperor: ©p. 'quae sibi soripeiseet!-4,6.7,3); =
betwsen kingfolk and girangers, between friends and unknown

persong, betwsen things of yesterday =znd things obsgoured by iims.
Words utiszed in the strest, or across the dinner-tatls, on any
subisct whatsver, were pnohed for acousation, everyman hurrving 4o L
be firet to wark down his victim; some few acting in aeiﬁ»ﬁef@ﬁ@ssibﬁ
the greasber nuwber azs 1f infectsed by some contaglous malady”

v(ﬁ £.7:4). That this 'contagious malady' had been prevalent

%

ong tims is evident from "the lamenfable and wmonsirous

e

presgeution® of Vibius Serenmus by his own gon eight veszs befors

(a.2.2%,1). The convictions, during Tiberiuve' lasgt

s

pericd, on
charges of ‘maiestss’ (8.6.9,5; 18,1; 38,4) as well as the perse-

cutions Wiﬁhﬁﬁtréfiaiiﬁa 5,95 6.19,2; 18,3-5) were opem encourage «



ment to VYgelstores' o ply ftheir 4rade and glut the czueldy
of » prince whose penchant for shedding blood neither "time,
gntrs Ve

%i'“a
fide
*33

5

The zeign of Claudius is peox
‘maicstan', bubthe modividty of Vdelstores! in co

charges f@r'athar offences, sa% 1ittle abatemens. Buillius,

¥
2]

m&

s foremost 'delstor' under the Claudian regime and s 'terri-

e

ilis et venalis' personage{2. 13,4
d

cesgelessly and mercilessly) s

oalling 1r$a existence 2nd enviching 2 crowd of ascussars, ﬁﬁyﬂne
wmizht be accused when sll Tested on the os of one man; snd

soousers had only %o study the humours of & single person. That
eZaﬁggg wae encoerazged by Nere is evident from %M@’c&sa of one

Vatinius. et iniue®, relates Taclibus, "wos one of the most

‘hideous monsirositiss of the court a2t that time. Bred in a

govhlerts booth, deformed in wody, and sourrilsus of wit, he
was taken up first ss s butt; but in the course of time, he

soouired gﬁ@h‘iﬁfZa@ﬁa%‘%y a@@aging distinguished persons that

wealth, and in %the pover of inflicting injury¥, (4.15.34,2).
Vatiniue' rise frow gbscurity and poversy to preswinence an

wezlth had its precedent in the careser of Romanus Hispo who from
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Attiamus, and SeveruelH, 4.41,2). The fatal power acquired

by Tdelaodorest in A,D.59 iz atiesied by Tacitus' siatement thai
#4hes rewsrds of informers were not Jese hateful than thelr
villanies: some gained congulships and priesthoods as thelx
spoile, some procuratorships, other influence 5% court, over-

Surning evarvih 1ihe, carrying a2ll before them, by the forees of

]

&

nd terror. BSloves were bribed o beilray thelr wmasters,
who

cliznte their ?&ﬁ?@ﬁ@; thoss ¥ hsd no enemies Were rulned by

their frisnds®(H,1.2). Under Domition, save Tacitus, Ynos
vidimus quid ultirum in serviitvute essed; inaswuch as informers
have robbed us even of intercourse of spesch and hearing; vwe

Rugugtusg had gilven the fireh encourzpenant 4o delation,
Tiberivs infuged new blood inkto the system by his revivael of the
law against High Treason{A.1.72,3); and hie snoouragement off the
deadly systew of oppression! can be zttzibuted to hat gell-
distrust and suspicion which msde hin even &t the ﬁ;%@ﬁ%(é.ieiisl; G
13,1) feel inssoure, urless surrounied by =n simosphere of ﬁaﬁimi=? 
dation, His plind fesrs during higlla%@z vesxy s{a, b, 70,7 1
bim o nurse a syeiew which could brirne hirm fawporaey respite

fronm dresd, ot %?ieh, on the wheole, by 1is gheady to0ll of wvio-
¥ Ay ¥ ¢

tims woet have wade hip feel more inssoure than sver, After

the Pigonisn congpiracy, Wers, whose natursl timidity - &%ﬁ%ﬁ

into abjiect paniala, Eé«lﬁ;%)s fostered dslation, ewploying

fdelatores' =e 'scelerum ministros', as Tiberius hod dc
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befors (A.4.71, s orimes perpetrated by ¥delstores!
164 €5 o rTeaciion under Otho, when $he very name ‘maiestas’

was so odicus from the wemory of the accusailions conducted in

P

*

te wams in previous reigns thet, sa¥s Taocitus, if any convicied

L&

riminal could claim thet he had been charged with 'maisstas’
he would be pardoned for the orimes he had actuslly commitied

(2. 2.77).
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4, AMUSEMENTS,

Wero's passion for charioteering and for thestrical pserfor-
mances Taciiue evidently regards =8 indicating the lowest depths
of degeneracy; for Hero, he says, on the death of Agrippina,
"plunged in%o 81l the vicious exiravsgancies which, though
represged with difficui%ys he had nevertheless deferred from a
certain raspect for his ﬁﬁ@h@%“Q(ﬁg1&01333}e The smperor %had
ilong entertained a desire %o drive in = chariot-rzce snd 2 no
less 'foeduw studium' to sing %o the lyre in the charscter of a
public performer........and as there was now no égiding him
back, Senecs and Burrus thought it bedter %o give way on one of
%wé‘painﬁea to prevent his insisting on bosh® (A.145,14,3). Were
at first pracitised his charicteering before & select: company in
an enclosed space in the Vatlecan valley, but sosn the publiec
were not only admitted but were invited. 9This publicity of
shawme, ﬁsﬁ@%@f, brought with 1% no satlety, =z wss hoped, bus
only fanned the flame®(A. 1U4.1%,4=5), The emperor's other
leading taste was partially gratified in the sasme year(4.,D.59)
by the institution of games cslled the 'Juvenalia', where the
.émp@r@r”g,@efs@ﬁal appearance on the etage is regarded by the
higtorian as Nero's crowning enormity: Postremus ipss scaenam
incedit, mults cura tewptans citharam et pfa@m@di%aﬁsﬁaﬁsisﬁﬁae

tibus phonascis® (4, 1@.15,6}, A cohort of soldiers was in



| 7.
sttendance; the prefect, Burrus, was 'distressed’ at Nero's
degradation, while a body of yr@fegsi@ﬁal claguers, consisting
of Roman Knights and now formed for the first time under the
name of YAuguvstiani'®, "kept up g din of agglaag@ for whole dayvs
and nights, bestowing divine sppellations upon Wero's voice and
person; as though conducting themselvse with ?ir%me;'éistiﬁe%ién;
and haﬁaﬁiﬁ(§,14.15,7e9). F@g%iwalafg%yieé’fga?@ﬁaiia?, werse
apparently (4,15.33,1) kept up by Vero for several years, held in
the emperor's own p?i?%@@*g?@uaﬁag 0 aii@%~hi@'té exhibit ﬁisA
singing powers; that he was offended by absence fremg'ar,yluksw

warmness at them appears from A,16.21,1. The 'Juvenslial

zppears Lo have sufficed for a timefor Werc's display of unbounded

vanity, He wag content ot the first Neronia, s %ﬁiﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁﬁi&iv
contest instituted at Rome after the model of the Greek games?
(4.1%,20,1), to attend 28 = spectator and receive, withous
eamp%éing, the prize for eloguence (4. 14.21,8), In A.D,64,

however, Nero, "despising the ?Juvenalia' zs not being thf@ngea”

anaugh and affording no scope for = voice 1like high, jaurﬁeyéﬁ,%@v:ffi

Neapolis "as being 2 Greek city" and sang $here in 4he public
theatre, filled to capacity %y the mob ﬁf1%QWﬁ$»?8Eple"&ﬁ& fvhole
e@m@aaie&y@f scldiers”(4.15,33), I was no% %11l the next
'"Weronia' in A,D.65 that Wero made his first appesrance on the
stage of the greafest Romsn theatre. The senate had hoped to
prevent the 'dedecus' of his appearance on the stage by offering.
him the prize of victory for gong beforechand as well as the efé@n

feor aleqagncg "in order to weil the degradation aﬁ%éaﬁing‘ﬁé'%h@'
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stage® (4,16.4,1). HNero's ?&ﬁitgg however, led him to scorn their
interference. After appearing as a post on the stage of the
theatre of Pompeius, 2t the request of the populace that "he display
2ll his a@@am@lighm@n%s” he reappsared as g harp-player, gerugulsaglgAhu
observing the rules af‘prefegaiﬁﬁai @%i@u@%%e., '“Qﬁ bende@ km@eﬁi
says Taﬁiﬁu&i fand with a gss%&rs cf deference %o the aasgmbly,

he awaited with assumed diffidence the verdict of the gudgga“

(4,26.4,2-3), It was on this occasion that the orgenization of

artificisl applause reached its full developwent, The si@y_m@%a'
1ike the professional "Augustiani'(a, 1%,153%§9Fﬁg§@@%@d ﬁ@ﬁ@yﬁi@h
rounde of measured and modulated zpplause”,  ”Y5u:%Qu1& have |
thought”, the histor ian contimues,"that they were delighted; an
as they cared nothing for the public geandalg perhaps they wers"
(4,16,4,4), soldiers, stationed among the benches, coerced tha§e 
who were glack or out of time in their yl&adi%gg the g@b@f»mzﬂﬁ@ﬁ
sysata%exg fxem the Gl@bfashien@é parts of Italy", beang unugeﬁ

0 such 'lascivia! a%é unable to endure the speetaale or k@ep up
the degrading toil of enforced applause, %ere,freqaentlg s85ruck @?
the salﬁiargﬁéwlée§@§). ~%a%,on1y,ag§1au@@; but also attendance
was @nfaweeﬂ, Many knights®, relates the author, ”werg tzagyisé
underfoo$ in the struggle to force their way up to the narrow and
crowded entrances; others, keepinc their sests night and d&ys
‘aﬁ%uaily fell 111 and died, For 1t was a deadly foeﬁﬁ@ t@ &b@@ﬁ%
oneself ffav tb@ show; there were men on watch, some Q@@El?g a
greater ﬁumber seere@ly, to take down the names of the sp@gtaﬁara,

and scan their faces for signs of pleasure or disguss. Humble

offenders were punished at once; persons of distinction had na%hiﬁgyﬁ
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82348 %o thew gt the time, but they @n@@a&%@é@& Hercls h&%rg@~
&fﬁgrwéfésa ?@W@ff&iviﬁﬁﬁzﬁeﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ was needed to pr@%g@é eweﬁ
?é@pagiaa§‘rﬁbukaﬁ by o freedmsn for going off in g doze®(4,16,5,
2-5). Thus the citizens of Rome hsd $o suffer for the gratifi-
cation of the empsror's whime; thet they were expected to, and
did offer saerifice 'pro caelesti voce' of Nero is evident

from £.16.22,1, ‘

¥ero, "thinking that his ovn disprace® of sppesring in

public zs 2 charioteer'would be mitigated if he besmirched cthgxg;ifi:

brought upon the a%ags'm@ﬁ gprung from noble families whose
poverty left %hgm oper %o be bought. But the disgrace is,his
who gave them money %o make them offend, zather Than to deter
them from degrading themselves”. (A,1%.14,5-6). A% the fJuven-
alia' all kinde of persons gave in their names 2s f@&éy 0 parfe?m.%
”ﬁ@iﬁée? birth, nor age, nor official rank hindered %ﬁ?@ﬁé from
acting in Gresk or Latin plays and even stooping %o séﬁga and
gestures cf’am;uﬁ3@@%1y %iﬁﬁ§ﬁ even women of high station g@&ﬁi@d, '
d@gradiﬁg parts®, (R.14,15,2)., %ot only on the pantomimic stage

do we find persons ef‘ﬁ@hizﬁﬁﬁ. Romzn Xnichts also "were con-
strained by lavish gifts to proffer their g@f%i@ég for the arema®,
Hers the historian omce more rises %o the @ﬁf@ﬁse:af his axis%@m
craﬁi@ brethren by saying that it is hardly right to say that
Nero induced them by gifts "when pay from one who can command
carriss the forse of compulsion®(a.24.14,6), a% ﬁh@:gymnasiam
ﬁ?%ﬁ%@ by Wero in A,D,.62 both Enightes and Senaiors appesr to have |
taken part in aaﬁ%egéﬂéﬁ.z%,@?,ﬁ}, That beth illustrious women

and senators as well as Knighss (A.18.14,68) had been sppearing in
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the arena previocus to A, D.63 is evident from Tacitus' statement
that in that year "a etill greater number of illustricus women
and senators disgraced ithemselves by sppearing in the aremnaf

(4. 15.32,3). Tacitue rightly blames Nero (4.1, 14,6) for the
enforced appearance on the stage of the members of noble families
and for the sppearance im the Arema of Roman Knights(A,1%.1%,6).
But however mueh Here may have encouraged the agpaazamas’in the
arens of senators as well as knights, and women belonging %o
families of both these zaﬁk@; the ready a@@ﬁlimnae‘wiﬁh which
these people responded %o the emperor's @ﬁa@aramam i wmay be
confidently set down to the decadent merality of the age as much
as t0 compuluion; indesd Tacitus' language ('passim nomina dsdas
A. 14,15,1) does not imply that the demoralization of such
persons was obther then voluntary, and even when there was no
¥ero to compel, the practice of Romsn Knights of éi@gf&@iﬁg
themselves by attending gladiatorial training schools and
appearing in the Arens was so prevalent as %o call for severe
measures of repression(H, 2.62).

There ars many reference in the works of Tacitus fo the
immoral ity attaching to the theatre under the Empire. The per—
formances onthe stage such as tragedies, mimes and the Fabulae
Ateilanae were adapted %o the @ﬂ?ﬂi&f taste. Drama degsnerated
from tragedy to ﬁi@@ag Greek and Latin plays beling wodified %o

consist of ﬁgesﬁﬁca&a@ieﬁ and song of zn unseewly kind® (4, 13915,a;'

The 'pantomimi' were excessively popular under the E%pi?é. How
extravagzant was the courd paid $o them can be gauged from &

decree of the semate under Tiberiue forbidding "Semators to ember



the houses of pantomimic playsrs, and Roman Knighits to sscori

then when they went abroad or courd fther saywhers than in the

theatre®{(A.1.77,5). The pantomimist Mneshter was nctoricus for

Mesgsalina's favoursd iﬁ?ﬁza(ﬁallegggl}, The sctor Paris, &
freedman of Were'ls aunt Dowmitis, was 3 favourite of tho% emperor
{ﬁ.éﬁ,gzgﬁg 22,33 27,7). Frequent mention is made by the
ristorian of the public disturbances caused by these Tpantomimi?
or 'histriones', the contests betwsen the supporsers of rival
actors sometines ending in Bloodshed{R.1.77,1). o great had
the 1imwodestiom gpectantivn' becowme vnder Tiberiuvs $that praetors
were given power to punish with exile such ¢ @ﬁﬁﬁ 0%, The shaneful
conduct of the Actors had led the same empercor %o bsnish the
panbomimiste from Italy, "because thev caused much puvlic distur-
bance and many private scandals; while the 014 Osozan farge, the
7

g,%

%

most trivial awusenment of the vulga?, had become o culragsoy
and its influence so formidable®(A.4.14,4). OCkther attemphs
banish these achors frow Bome appear e hade been in vain
{é.iﬁ.ﬁ 5,43 13.8%,1; 14.21,2). Under the Empire, novw that the
meetings of the "Comitia' had become merely formsl, the thestrs
¥ae the only plsce in vwhich populsye feeling could find 5 wenid;
gatheringe in the theatre were the chief ocoasions oh which
popular demands or other grisvances found expression(4.6,13,1).

But vheress Tiherius sn

%

Clavdiuel{f.11,13,1) had tried %o chesk

the furbulent conduct o

ey

the people in the theadre, Wero &bedted

such 'licentia',  Tha% swperor "turnsd the disorders of the
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stage caused by the factioms of rival actors into something iike
battles, allowing impunity as well as offering rewazds, and himself
looking on, sometimes from a place of goncealment and often in
full view; until the fights among the populace and the fear of
more serious trouble left him po remedy bﬁt to expel the actors
from Italy®(A.13.25,4). The praetorian cohort usually present
to keep order at the games (1.77,1) had been withdrawn a short time f;;
before (A.13.24,1) o make the experiment whether the populace ; ~
could keep order without them, but now, through the disorders eavlv'ik
couraged by Nero, 1% had %o be replaced (8.13:25,4), To T&sitnéks
the theatze, as the eirgus, was but the haunt of the iplebs soz- B
8ida? (H.l.4); the demoralizing effects of both are shown by his
statement %hat the army of Vitellius was "emervated by the Circus,
the theatre, and the abttractions of the City®e (He3a2)o

The l6vers of games and shows were "debarred Irom such
pleasures under Tiberius® (4.%.62,3). His predecessor "was
fond of gladiatorial exhibitions, and it was part of his populaz
poliey to share in the amusements of the people. The characier
of Tiberius took 2 different course, but as the peopls had been
indulged for so many years, he did not venbure as yet to burn
their tastes in a more serious direction® (4.1.5%,3). It is
evident from the historian's statement that games were a flatter-
ing of the populace. 1t is very probable that a large measure
of Tiberius' unpopularity was due o his nanvezhibiticn Qf, oz
non-attendance ab (A.1.76,6), the various games of the 'plebs

arbana' "which delights in pleasures and Tejoices to see iis rulexs
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of the same mind®(A.14.14,4), Wero's temperament accorded well
with the popular taste; his passion for gharioteering and his
theatrical tendency met with the hearty approval of the mob (14,14,
L 16.4,2=U4). Games were instituted by Nero as affording him
eppérﬁunity %o mske public display of his 'godlike voige'. ?hé
1Juvenalia?, instituted by Nero in A.D. 59, is gondenned by
Tacitus as a prolific source of immorallity. #In the grove®, he
says, *@hiah‘ﬁugus%us had planted round his naval pond (the Nau-
machia in the Trans=Tiberine gvarier) booths and drinking shops
were put up in which every stimulus %o evil passion was exposed
for sale; here sume oI money wers distributed, which respectable
people spent from gompulsion, and the vicious from vanity. To .
this was due the spread of sbomination and iﬁfamyg and nothing
brought more cerrupbion o our already ﬁ@pfaygﬁ meuners than did
the Filthy herd thus swept togethez®. Tt iz hard®, the histor-
ian continues, %to maintain purity even, by honoursble accomplish~-

ments; much less could shame OF modeaty or any itrage of decency

be maintained amid such rivalries in vice® (A.14515, 3-5). Such S

condemnation of games as being a source of jmmorality might imply }}g

that the historian was at one with those Roman purists %hef&i%w |
approved of the institution 2% Rome of Greeck games, for introduc-
imgi%inging contests, the insevitable agcompaniment of which was,
in their eyee, the corrupiion of morals (4, 14,20), His aﬁmiaaioﬁlg:
that the first gquinguennial contest, instituted by Nero after

the model of the Greek games, passed off Ywithout any notable

soandal®{A.14.21,7), implies that immorality was not altogether
lacking; those who exzpressed spproval of the introduction of the

effeninate exercises of the Greck gymnasium in plage of the old
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martial Romen exercises, and of the introduction of Eiﬁgiag‘eamw
tésts were but "getting forward respectable pretexis™ to veil
thely fondness for ”liceﬂti&“(A°1%§2§; 21),

Attention is called to the guotation above (A.1%.15,4) where
Tacitus spezke of "morals long since corrupted®. That wmorality
under the Empire had reached a low level is shown by the measures
taken by the senate to repress f@m&i@ profligaey. A decrse was
passed under Tiberius "forbidding the profession of prostituiion
$o0 all whose grandfaghers, fathers or husbands had been Roman
Knighte®(A.2.85,1), Claudius found it negessary to have the
gsenate pass & decree inflicting penaliies on fres women who =0
demeaned themeelves as o snlsr into concubinage with the slave of
another person. (A.12.53,1). The enforcement of the 'lex Julia
de adulteriis’(A. 2.50,8=b; &5,8=4; 6.40,4) is testimony to the

demoralization of the timee, a demeralization which the public

seandsl of Nerco's entertaoimmsnte 4id net help to mitigate. The
sxbravagant and profligate entertainments given by Nexo and
Tigellinus present a pisture/unequalled debsuchery. Rlero®, says

tne historian, "laid out feasts in the public thoroughfares, using
the whole ¢ity as if it were his own house. The wmost notorious

and profligate of these enterteinments were those given by Tigel-
lipue, which I shall take as an exsmple to avoid furthexr descrip-
$iom.% It will be noticed that Taoitue speaks of such scencs as
fregquent: He continuvesi®a %aﬁ%aa@ W&Eiﬁ&ﬁ cut iz o grippa's basin
gpon & barge buils for %hg pﬁrp@%é; This barge was fowed chout

by vessels picked out with gold and ivery, and rowed by debauched
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youths, éha were assorbed according to their age and their profie-
lency in libidinous practices. Birds and bessts had been
gollected Irom distant countries and sea-monsters frém the Ogsan.
On the banks of the pond were brothels, filled with ladies of high
rank; over agalinst these were to be seen prostitutes with naked

bodies, indulging in lndecent gesbures and langusge®.{A.15.37,1=6).
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Bo IMMORALITY AT COURT,

Besides this genersl demoralizstion must be mentioned the
shameless example of profligecy set by the emperor himself and
other members of the imperial family. The profligate coundnet of
Avgustus? daughber, Julia, "was the resl reason for Tiberius?
retirement to Rhodes" and finslly foreced her father to confine her
in the island of Pandateris asnd afterwards in the town of Rhegium
(2:1.53,1.2)s She was, Tacitus says, "the greatest trisl of
Piberius? life (A.6.51,3), and the character of her deughter aaé
pneme-gsake appears to have been no less degenerste (A.4.71,6).
for dces the charscter of PTiberius escape the pen ef'the moralist.
#Living in retirement a2t Rhodes¥, he ssys, ®Tiberius hed besn wout
to avoid company znd concesl his self-indulgence® (A.4,57,3; ¢Gpe
Aeloed,4). Discussing the probeble motives for Tiberius'? retire-
ment to Campania, the historian says - snd it is needless to ask
whether f'sine irs et studio? = that aslthough he has followed
the authority of most writers in asserting (A 4.41, 2-3) that Tibeg&
ivs? retirement was brought about by the machinstions of Sejamus, =
yet he is more inclined to believe that the ides was his own,

“hig object being to find some place in which he might carry on

his oruelties and debsucheries unobserved.® (A.4.57,2). The
historisn's view of the charseter of Tiberius is that of/?aﬂieall@%‘
vicious nature asserting itself by degrees, the affectation of
virtue during the esrlier years of his prineipate being shandoned
efter the fsll of Sejsnus when Tiberius, "freed from all fears,
lost to all shame, broke out in wickedness snd wentonness alike

and showed himself in no chsrscter but his own® (A.6.51,5-6).
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The indietment sgainst the privaete life of Tiberius is

expressed in the most positive, as well as in the m@ét,laathg%me
form (A.6,1). "The passions of Tiberius®, we are told, "had be-
come so rampant that he would debsuch free-=born children, aftfer
the fashion of an oriental despot; not for their grace or besuty
only, but because the innocent youth of one, or the illustrious
ancestry of another, added s fresh stimulus to his desires. it
was now that were first invented the terms of Wsell@tii* and
fgpintriae® té.@aryes@sﬂﬁ to filthy fbrms and multiplicities of
lust. ~ The office of hunting up ahd dragging in victims was
assigned to slaves, who would offer bribes for compliance, and
meet reluctance with mensces; if resgistance were offered by
friends or parents, tksy would use open violence, and work their
will onthem as in & captured c¢ity.¥  Even whea Tiberius? health;
was failing “"pihil e libidinibus omittebat® (L.6.46,9). 1In
passing judgment on the morelity of Tiberius we must remember ?hat
the seme Tecitus who sttributes such foul praetices and filthy
hebits to Tiberius at Capri, and nints at immorality &t Rhodes,
is singulerly silent sbout any suggestien of similar sensuselity
on the emperor'ts part during the long intervening periéa in Ronme.
The pieture no doubt is heightened in colour by the spleem of %he“_
@?iter, but eannot on that sccount be wholly discounted.

The reien of Cleudius wes merked by the licentiousness of
the infamous =nd profligete Messslinpa, his third wife, who
exergised an ascendaney over her husban: 's ﬁaeila'natura only

"equalled by the other potent influenee of the Cleudien reign,

that of the imperial freedmen. ﬁléﬂ&ius, gays ‘the historian,



%fas made t0 be ruled by wives® (A.12.1,1). The position of
ilessalina as wife of the emperor enabled her "to mske state
affairs the pastime of her wentonness® (A.12.7,5); that i$>t@
ssy, she viewed public men only as possible instruments of her
lusts, and exerted her iafluea@e to advance or destroy them out
of mere caprice. Poppaea Sabina, the mother of The more in-
femons Poppaea, the wife of Nero, was driven to her desth for

. having esrried on an intrigue with one of Messalina's favourites,
the pantomime sctor, Mnester; and two Roman Knights met their
death for having sbetted the intrigue (A.11.2,534,1). The most
notorious csse of profligesey during the Cleudian regime was the
moeck marriasgze of Gaius Silius, %the most beautiful youth in

Rome¥® snd Messalina. Messalina, says the historian," became so
enamoured of Gaius Silius that she forced him to put eway his
nighborn wife Junmia Silans, that she might have him sll to her
herself; Siliuns seeing certain desth before him if he refused,
let things take thelr course. ﬁbssaliﬂa mede no secret of her
pagsion. She would go to her lover's house with a crowd of
attendants; she clung to him when he went abroad; she lavished
money and distinctions upon him, until at last, as though the
empire had already changed hands, the slaves, the freedmen, =znd
even the household furnishings of the emperor, were to be seen
in the possession of her paremour.” (A.11.12). When Silius,
"whether moved by some fatel infatustion or belzevxng that the best
gure for impending danger was to meet it", urged her to have done
with conceslment and merry him, "the very grestness of thé scaﬁaal,
offering the last of all attractions to en abandoned mind, made

her long for the name of wife"” (Le11.26), and led her %o go through
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the ceremeony of a formel marrisge with him, both ¥"passing the
night together with all the freedom of man snd wife® (A4.11.27).
The marrisge of Messsline was followed by & no less open exhibe
ition of abandonment (A.11.31,3=5). The gratification of
Yessalinats last passion proved her doom (Ae11.37=-38) a8 well
a8 that of Silius (4.11.35). She drew down others in her fall.
Her lover Mnester (A.11.28,1) wes punished, though he could point
to stripes inflicted on him Ffor resisting Messelina's will
(£e11.36,1-2). Trenlus Montemus, z Romee Knight, who had been
gsent for by Messalina end dismissed after & single night® was put
o deeth without trisl (A.11.36,4), end seven others met 2 similar
fate (Ae11:35)s Death was the penalty if men refused to gratify
Messalinsa’e lusts (A.11.12,3); and, 28 hes been shown, death was
the punishment of those who yielded to the bidding of %the imperial
Gonsorts Glandins® own morsls are cessured by our historian.
The projeet of marriage between thet emperor and Agrippins "was
established by illieit cohabitation® {A»E.E._S,l), before the
“ihcestaeua marrisge® (A.13.2,3) was galémaizeé snd legelized
by a deeree passed by the senate at the ins%igatiea of Clsudius
(212:7,3)s Agriprine was "correet in her privsie life save
where she sew thet power was t0 be gained® (A.12.7,6); the pol-
itiaél support of the yawefful Pallas %as’gaiﬂ@é by adultery
(4.12.25,1312.65,4;14.2,4). The licentiousness of Hesselins
and Agrippine, however, is almosi thro%ﬁ into the shade by the
profligaey of the imperisl court during the principate of Hero.
Peoitus sbtributes to Calba the remark that "it was his own
mongtrous nsture,his own debeuched living that shock off the

yoke of HTexo from the public negk - that condemned him &8 Roman
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emperor was never condemned before® (H.l.16). There are
pumeroug instangces of Hero's profligete condvuet to prove

the historian's contention. As early as the second yesr of
Fero s reign, the @abli@ witnessed the "foeds lascivie¥ of

their emnerer. For the ruler of the Roman world "would rosm
through the streets, the teverus, snd the brothels of the city
disguised as a siave and sccompanied by friends who ran off

with srticles exposed for salé; maltreating 211 who came in
their way®. "Onee it beesme known", the historisn continues,
wthet this roisterer wss none other than Hero, oulrasges on men
and women of distinetion were multiplied, the license onge
permitted, many carried on the seme practices with impunity
under Nero's nsme with eémyanieﬁ of their own, until Rome at
aight presented the appearance of & captured city." (A.13.25,182)
A youpgz man who had struck Nero in one of these brawls unwitting-
ly was compelled to suicide. After that "Fero became more cire
cumspect, providing himself with an escort of seldiers and
glsdistors, who, st the begianing of e brewl and s long es it
seemed 1o %e no more than s private quarrel, were to let it go
on: but if those asssulied showed too much fight, they were to
interfere with arms® {(A.13.25,3)s THere's encouragement of the
disorders of the theatre (13.25,4) has already been mentioned.
mhe shsmeless exampls of profligsey set by Hero at the notorious
feast given by Tigellinus must be noitiged. There, says Tasitus,
“Nero disgreced himself by every kind of abomins¥lon, nstural
and unnetural, leaving no further depth of debauchery to which he

gould sink; except that a few days afterwards he went through a
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regular form of marriage with cne of that contaminated crew

galled Pythagoras. He put on the bridsl veil; soothsayers

were in attendance; the dowry, the marriage bed, the nuptial %orch
~ were sll there, with everything exposed to view - oven the things
which night éénceals 28 between man 2nd wife®, {(A.15.37,8=9).

Pacitus speaks of sueh exhibitions of prefligate conduct as

frequent (4.15.37,2)s Petronius was able to teunt Fero in his will.

with his knowledge of ¥all the refinements of FNero's midnight
orgies® (A.16.20,1); writing out & ®list of Nere's scts of
leghery, with thg namee of the youths snd women whom he had
ée%aaaheéﬁ deteiling all the lustful novelties of each case®
{£.16.19,5)c It is 1ittle wonder thet our suthor spesks of
tthe delights of Nero's court, with its freedom &g to merrisge,
adultery, end other ring-like indulgences" (H.1.22)
é,%aré most bhe ssid of Fero's relatilons with Acte and
Poppaea, apd of the home ¥ip whieh the maid had been preferred
to the mistress, and in which Poppeea had been wedded only fo
compass the destruction of the wife® (A.14.63,4)s In the
 first yesr of his prineipeste Nerc ®fell in love with a freed-
~ womea, Acte "; an emour to which Nerols older friends offered
no objeetion, "for since by some fetality, or becsuse illieit
joys are sweetest, he had token sn sversion to his own high=~
borp end virtuous wife Qctavia, they nere afveid that if his
passions %axg’baulke@ now, they might vent %hém%ai@as npon women
of distinetion® (A.13.12). Agrippine st first ¥rsged at having
a freed-woman for her\rival, a serving-girl for her deughter-in-
lew", snd then changed her teeties, #*irying blendishmenis on

%Zera end offering him the privagy of her own chamber for the
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conceslment of indnlgences which youth and the highest rank
might eclaim® (A.13.13,1-2)s. A gresier enormity than Hero's
passion for Aéte wag the ént?age verpetrated on the person of
Britennicue before he was poisoned, “to meke his death sppesr
| less untimely, less ecrvel then it was® (£013:19,3 )0 With the

‘death of Britannicus, Agrippinsts threasts to set up Britasnicus

in Nero'z sitesd (A.13.14) gessed perforce and sie is re@regeﬁ%eé‘

sg attempting the most revelting mesns o win back her son from
the arme of Acte. Pseitus records the story of one of his
snthorities, Cluvims Rufus (cp.A.13.20,2), that "Agrippina’s

desire to keep hold of power cerried her so far that on seversl

cocasions st mid-day, when Nero was in his cups, flushed with fes

est and wine, she offered herself fto him beautifulily sttired,
and prepered for ingest”. #mehing Fustions®, he conbinues,®
ssserts thet the desire wes not on Agrippinst part, but on
TNerois.®  Our suthor =ceepts the story of ﬁluvius,vsinee
mother writers csonfirm the sccount of Cluvius®™ and because of
ite suitability to her charecter (A.14.2). A short time be-
fore a new element had entered into Nero's life, his passion
for the ill-famed Poppees Sgbine, grend-dsughter of the famous
proconsul of Tiberius? reign, Poppaeus Sahinus. “This woman®,
says Teeitus, "was peasgséﬁé of every auslity execept virtue.
Prom her mother, who was the most lovely woman of her ¥ime,

she inherited alike beauty snd disbinction; her weslth was on
a level with her birth., OCharming in conversabion, not defisient
in wit, she led @ life of license under a show of nmodestyeeses
oo Indifferent %o her good name, all lovers, married or single,

were slike to her: ineapeble of love herself, Imsensible %o



92,

that of others, she bestowed her favours.wherever sdvantsage
pointed® (A.13-45). Tacitue in his Annsls ssys Poppeea was the
wife of Qtho, %he future emperor and wes admitted by her
husbend’'s facility to Nero's presence; our suthor is apparently
~correcting here the ascount given in the Histories (1s13,8)
wﬁgra he ssys that Popraez wes the "fevourite mistress of Hero®
whom 9tho had married to faeilitste Nero's adulltery with her
until such time as Fero could put Qctavia out of the way eand
meke her his wife. Poppees is represeabted (A4.14.1) ss ineiting
Nerc %o the murder of his mother, and three yeers after that foul
deed (L.14.8) she wes merried to Nero who vut sway Octavie on
the plea of berrpnness (4.14.60,1).  An outburst of populer
yim&igaa%iaﬁ at this set of Wero's maede him hesitste, but he was
not 2t & loss to find = more acespisble excuse. Anicetus was
suborned to allege sdultery with the thigh-born snd virtuous!
Oetevis. Her bsnsibment was soon followed by/her‘fbal murder
(2.14.63364). Three yesrs suifieed for the career of Hero's
counsellor in bloodshed (A.15.61,4); with her death in A.D.65
from & kick which Nero had gi%%ﬁ her in a Tit of passion
{Le16.6) closes the domestic history of Were. The characier

¢f the imperisl court did not change with that emperdr's death.

Otho snd Vitellius iwexe infsmous sbove all others for sensuality,

slupeishness, and extrevagance® (ﬁhlaﬁé}@ Dthe "had won Nero's
favour by emulsting his vices® {H.1l.13), and his accession to the
principate cansed alsrm because af,hi% past character (H.1l.50,1;
epeHels 30)e  Vitellius is rhetorically described as the

glutton of the empire, ﬁté gi&t %h@sé insatisble appetite was the

one rosd to infinence” (He2.953cp3;H.3.36).  Hero had given a
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cheracter %o the imperisl court which it was to bear for sonme

tims. in the opening chapter of his Histories, Tecitus says

he will still heve to tell ®of adulteries in high places® (H.1:2)
The 'Germenia? supplies us with a charscteristically Tecitegn -

indirect conaemustion of the Roman society of the day. It is B

however no lsss powerful and effective for being indirecte.

Throughout his eulogy of German womanhood, Pagitus is arraigning,

by implication, the decadent morslity of his fellow-citizens .

"The 1ife of Cerman women®, he says,"is one of fenced-in chastity.ff

There is no arens with its seductions, nor are they corrupted by

the allurements of banguets®. (G.19) As has been shown above

the public spectacles and luxurious bvanquets were prolific soureces

of gosial deprevity under the empire and well merit our suthor's

satirical side-thrust st the Romsn code of ethics. Yery rare

for so numerous 2 populstion®, he continues,"is adultery the

punighment of which is prompt and the husband?é prerogativecesee

for prostituited chestity meets with ne pardon: beeuty nor youth

nor weelth will find the adulteress a husbende. Wo one lsughs

gt vice there; mo one calls seduction, wrought or suffered, the

gpirit of the age. Better still even is the condition of those

stetes in which only maids merry and where &n end is made once

for all of the hopes and vows of a wife. So They take®, he

says with a side-7ling st Roman feminine gensuality, "one

husband ealy,.just as one body snd one life, in order %that

there may be no second thomghis, no belated fencies; in order

thet their desire msy be not go much for the man (qua man) but

for the merried state as such® (G.19). Tacibtus, with the

frequenecy of divorce and re-marrisge in Roman gociety in mind,
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is here saying that while the prohibition of & second marriage

e

n the case of e German sdulieress is in praiseworthy contrest
te Roman usaege, those communities approach & still hicher idesl
esmong which no second mervisges, even of widows, are permitted.
The suthor's statement that *to 1imit the number of children
'flegitlum babelur ™ sffordés e direed snd telling contrast o
the regce guicide vife in Foman society undéer the empire. %o
offset which mensce Aupustus had enaected the selebrated 'lLex
Paplis Popvpess’, by which he éeaght to foster parenthood by
imposing penslties onr celibaagy. Phe fallure of the lew is
attested by the historisu: ¥I% had done nothing to meke marriage
and the rearing of families more frequent, childlessness giving
such power ip sociely as to frustrste the law® {Ah.3.25,2). 1%
is with reference to the ineffectiveness of this, snd other
laws of a similer kipsd, that Teeiius says of the Germans that
fgood habits heve more forge with them than good laws slsewhere®
{G+19)s His admimation, boo, for the Cermsn system of chilg
nurture (G.20) might imply that, 1llke the sducstional thasriéts,
‘he deplored the discontimmsnce of this prsctice 2t Rome becsuse
of the supposed deleterious effects on the msﬂ%ality'aﬂ& cher-

acter of the risinz generelion csmsed by intrusiiag ehildren

to the esre of hirglingae Teeltus does not miss the opportunity
to meke & sabirissal %hgug% at the courtsghip paid in Rome to the
©ld and childless, who were the pampered tyrants of sociebty; rich
gelivebes Dbeipng ovsywhelmed by the blandishments of would-be

heirs. Their powsr in society is frequently referred teo ip the
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Annels (5.25,8;18.52,5;15,19,8.) and in the Histories (L.75,2).
Among the Germans, however, "sec ulla orbitatis pretia” (G.20).

We have in %the Germenis, too, satirical siﬁa;%hrasts at the
multiplicity and variety of Roman ghgwé {G.24), at the aztza; |
vagance and ostentatious displey in Romen funsral rites (G.27),

at the fop aaa,ﬁa%anehéfgé Roman society (G.28), at the éeificat;
lon of the unfii among the women of imperial houses, such as -
Poppascs Saﬁia&, Nero's %ife; and their daughter who died in
.iﬁﬁagay {G.8: for the delfication see A,15,25:16,6). 1In

fact, so pronounced is %aeiﬁag*li&aaliza%igﬂ of Germanic traits
and amgﬁemg? aﬁ&s by implication, hig censure of the Roman society
of his time, that some modern critics have been led to contend
thet Tacltus wrote the ‘@ef@ﬁ&ia"witﬁ.a distinetly ethical or
"gatiriesl purpose, his imm@@iaﬁe d@sigﬁ.%@iﬁg to hold & mirroy

up to his degeneraté age. It must be admibtted that he sagerly
emhzaeag_aaah opportunities as offer for contrasting the simple
tastes and sturdy viktues of the Germans with the evar?rafi&amenﬁ _____
and mgrgi decadence rife among the upper sirata of urban soeiety
in bis time, But his admivetion endé idealization of primitive,
unsophisticated society is incidental. To Tacitus, o man who
longed to dwell in the good old times, the sturdy, vigorous
Germans naturally came to serve &s a welcome background for his
g@ﬁsimis%ie reflectiong; and the resulbant contrasts, so éis;
paraging to the society of his day, were thus partly the nastural
outeome of the sub jeet motter as such, and partly the reflection

of those convictions and Teelings vwhich give to all of the author's

. writings that distinctive charactey and individuality which we



designate Tacitean. To magnily the expressions of the historian's
gonvictions and Feelings into an aninug pervading the whole

narrative and motivaiing i%, is to overlook the ethnological and

geographical character of the treatise and to resard as ap isolated

characteristic & point of view that is, to be sufé, éaﬁgpiaﬁaa%

in the Germanis, but none the less & chronic féatuze of the aubhor's
tempsy - & point of view that has so m&rkeé the charmcter of his
7ritiogs as to stamp him the moralist as well as the hiStﬁziaa

of Rome.



Vi. CORCLUSION.

The main purpose in this paper has been to point out and
discuss Tacitus! adverse eriticism of the effecot of the Priaeipa%ay;{
on the capiial and the provinces. An atbempl, however, has also L
been made o notice those casual vommenis of his which admit the
benefits of o strong central execubive, aund which gtand out in
511 the greater rslief bocsuse they are the sdmiggions of a
gaustic nind, convinced that whatever incidental benefits might
accrue from b%naﬁél@nt despotism, they could never gompensate
for the mad and zuthless arrogatiocn of power besed on milivarzy
foree and blinded by flattery and fear. The benefita wers real
or Tacitus would not have sdmitted them,  Buk the avils weze RO
less realj for, prejudiced as Tacitus was, his writings evinge a
conseientious endeavour to narrate the historical truth. One
should keep in min@; however, thal many of the evils pointed oub
by him and attributed 1o éh@ malign influence of the principate
mazy have bsen the inevitable neritage of the corruption of the
Republie, and the zesult of ths svolution of a ceriain type of
soaieby. One must nod overlook, oo, the eyident truth that
Tacitus? whoesale sondemnation of the early smpire is, in large
measure sauded by his congsntration on the capllal; with seldon
a glance at the prosperiby pzaﬁailiﬁg in the provinces, but with
his %?a% fiﬁaé on the Palatine or the Sepate and seeing nothing bﬁi

the frighifcl soenes in progzess there, he condemans the empire
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without pity. The manner in which Rome ruled the world calls
for a more favourable judgment.

Throughout the body ¢f the discussion the aim has been io
list, ¢lassify, and discuse the ¢hiel points which the eritic
has made. In conclneion, it is necessary to correct the per-
spective, by mentioning st least twe vircumstances which contzi-
bute to produes the predeminatinz tone of Tagitevs! historieal
werka,&nd which partly account for his prejudise, and for his
condemnation of the Princivate. Before pointing out the con-
giderations which prejudiced %he hi@%agiamfﬁ juﬁgmaﬁta it will
not be irrelevant to call attention %o the fazet that the adverss
griticism of the principaie embodied in the extant weitings of
Tacitus might have been partialiy, or wholly, scuniter-balanced
by the projected, but apperently uwazeslized plag, to write an
account of the *blessed age'® of Trajan. In the Agricola we have
a promise of a history of Wexva and Trajan which is to be a
"testimony to present bl@agiéga“(ﬁgx« 3,3); and in the Histories
(Ho1.1) %h@ promise is zﬁwataﬁeﬁz U8nould life last me, I resexrvs
| for m? old age the reign of the Ei?ina Nerva snd the rule of
Trajan, a2 richer and less perilous field = the rare happiness
of the tiwes permitting men to think What they plsase, and o
8ay what they think%., Tacitus also @@ﬁt@ﬁ@l&%@& {ﬁ;ﬁ«%@ag} 2
history of the reign of Augustus; but vwhether the plcturs was
%o be favourable or unfavourable is s matter of guess=work, %@l
gan, howWwever, Teasonably assume from the hint.we have zs to the
gharacter of the author's projected works, that the propesed

accounte of ®the blessed age of Nerva Cazesar who united ¥wo things
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long imcompatibls, @@3%@@&1 government and constitutional liberty"®

(Agze3,1), 2nd of the zule of Trajam, whe even at the time of
Tacitus® writing of the Agricola "was daily avgmenting the happi-
ness of tae times"(Agr.3,1), would have presented us with a foil
to the dark background of the account of the reigns of Tiverius,
Beze, sud Domitian. Tn both the Amnnals and the Hisbories, the
latter of which wag in ite eriginal foym, the story of Rome s
Yformer ssrvitude® (Agr.3,3), the presencs of lighls among the
shadows 1z regognized; only in both the lights are 80 treated as
%o make the shadows look darker and blacker. To understand
this deliberate colouring of Tacitus® hisbory, we must inguize
into the fizst of shose two @ixgm@@ﬁ%ﬁgaa mentioned above a8
prejudiciag his judgmeat.

The Agricols lets us inte the secred of the herror with
whicn the ¢losing years @f‘ﬁgmi%iaafa ﬁeigﬁ;filiaﬁ the whole soul
of Tacituse(igr.45), & horror which, we cennctd doubt, has coloured
his picturs of ths whole imperial pericd. The dark colours in
which he has painted in the Annals the later years >f Tiberius'
rule owe at lesst some of their gloom to the feeling thab
Tibarius! evil acis %@f% zn anticipation of, perhaps a preparatio
for, the miseriss znd the degradation which Tagitue had himsell
experienced st Lhe hands of Domition; while hkﬁ judgment of soume
of the events of A.D¢EY is over-shadowed by the thought that
they were the introdustien fo that series of events of which the
tyzsnny of Domitisn was the culminating point znd climex.
Agricola, says ths aa%haxg was Wfortunate in the appmrﬁuﬁenaes

of his desth® (Agz.U45,3), for he missed "that awiuvl last period
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in which Dowitian no longer at intervals wiﬁh‘bx@&thiﬁg gpaces
in between, but continuously, and as if with one fell blow drained
the state of its life~blood" (Agz.hl,5). %"Ouz own hands®, he
saye, "dragged Helvidius %o prison; the sight of the gunviction
of Hzuricus and Rusticus disgracsd us; Seneclo bespalttered us
with his innocent blood® {Agz.45,1; epd %5,2). Without doubt,
the historian's recolleetions of the evil influence of Hexe
(op.Agz. 6,5) and of the evenbe which followed on thai pringe’s
£all = the vivid desgriphtion of which lun the Hisbories gsuggests
the p g0 of an gye=witness - as well as his peracnal experiences
undey Domitian ars %o a i@ﬁg@ axtont ré&gﬁﬁ sible foér the charactex
of his writings and his sdverse oriticism of the principate.

A sesond fzotor which contributes o produce the predomipatiz
tone of Tacitus! historical werk iz what we mey bterm ¥he tlure
of stylst. The history of Tagitus ie ﬁé@ golely & history of
objective faets. Taeitus, whoss literazy rathex than scientiflc
mind ecaved for the ethical, emobional and humsn side of nis

subject, more then for the facts of his narrabive, undermined, %0 -

eamé sxtent, the historieal value of his writings fthrough his
tendency to asssign sinister notives fow man? gf the honouvrable
aotions of his characters, His analysis of mobtives has givaﬂ a
psychological character to some of his work. A historien wmay
indulge his psychological bent without violating the historieal
truth of his compositions; but Taciitue seized on opportunities %o
anslyze motives as a means whorshy to went his ?wr%wnal animes ity
with the result that, to some sztent, his writings are net &

history of objective fact but o narration of Tagitesn prejudices.
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Tsoitus Geliberately set out to create = variety of style

%h%@h would add colour and i%%’“”?% to what he hiwself gomplains

5

of as being 3 monctonous nsrration of Poruel edicts, |

E&@%%%ﬁ%

op

prosecutions, trcachervous friendships, gnd trialis all sndlng

in ope way"(h. Ho32;33,3) That Tacitue sugeecded ln his
purpose cannet be doubted; hie style ie unigug. But hig pen~

chant for what sas graphic and vivid ia historigal somposition
led nim to indulge in delineations of charactexs and analyses
of metives, in both éf shich the outzitanding feature s the
aubhorts bias. To tzke one of meny instapess, Tﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%g in
Giscuseing the probable motives lor Tiverivs’ retirement o
Campania, makss the insinuatlion &8 being his owan belief, that
that @%@%gax*a cbject eas "to find some plave in which he might
garry on his cruslties and debaucheries unobssrved® {A.4.57,2).
To awell on the sonsiderabions which prejudiced Tacitus’
judgment is to unduly ezaggerabe the biased sheracher of his
writings, and under-sstimate thelr nistorical valus. The
object of the present writing nes been only to mention those
cousiderations, which partly account for the authorts prejudlcs
apd condemnation of the priascipats) Bnot to proncuncs, Tacitus
right or wrong on the whole. In the end, whetherthe zeadex
decides $hat he is zight or wrong depends chlefly on his oW

liberal or gonssyyaitive blasg,.

~Finig~-
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