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My interest in the period A.D.68-69 was first stirred by the
lectures on the Histories of Tacitus by Kenneth Wellesley which I
heard as an undergraduate at the University of Edinburgh. Shortly
thereafter, as an Affiliated Student at Corpus Christi College,
Cambridge, I was fortunate enough to have M, McCrum as my Tutor and
A. G. Woodhead as my Director .of Studies, and to attend the lectures
of J. M. Reynolds on the period 68-96. Upon coming to Canada in
1963 to take up a teaching appointment in the Classics Department of
the University of Western Ontario I started to assemble a bibliography
and to collect materials bearing upon the Year of the Four Emperors
and the Flavians. 1In 1970-71 I was able to commence serious research
on this period when I was granted a sabbatical leave: this I spent
in Edinburgh working under the supervision of Dr. T, J. Cadoux and
and Messrs. R, G, Lewis and K., Wellesley., To Dr. Cadoux I cwe sincere
thanks for his interest and encouragement; tc Mr. Lewis I am deeply
indebted for the healthy scepticism which he brought to bear on my
wilder theories and for his kindness in sharing with me so unstintingly
the fruits of his own labours in the history of the Roman Republic
and early Principate; in having Mr. Wellesley as a supervisor I have
been singularly fortunate: there can be few, if any, scholars in the
world today with a deeper knowledge or keener understanding of the
Roman Civil War of 68-69., To me personally he has displayed a
kindness, generosity and willingness to help for which these formal

words of thanks are but poor acknowledgement,

In Canada, I owe a debt of gratitude to the Canada Council for
the grant of a Doctoral Fellowship which enabled me to visit Italy and
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for financial support to enable me to acquire photocopies of important
and rare materials; to Hanna Spencer of the Department of German for
assistance in matters of modera German Sprachgefiihl and for translating
for me a papner in Czech; and te my colleagues in the Classics
Department for help and encouragement. I must, however, single out
two of them for special thanks: Douglas Gerher, for making available

to me at all times his extensive personal collection of bhooks aund his
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impressive bibliographic expertise, and Ivars Avotins, who owns
more bcoks on the Roman Empire than anyone else I Xnow and who, on
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overheat the xerox machines in Harvard University Library on my

behalf.
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proof-reading the final typescript, and Jane Stewart, not only for
producing such a splendid final version from an eitremely difficult
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for saving me from numerous errors.,



CONTENTS

Preface ii
Introductioﬁ v
Basic Bibliog?aphy Xv
List of Abbreviations xviii
COMMENTARY :
The Life of Galba 1
The Life of Otho 247
The Life of Vitellius 395
Appendix 1: The Vitellian Attack on Italy 509.
Appendix 2: Vitellius® Journey to Italy 524

Maps (in pocket in inside back cover):

1.The Via Postumia from Cremona to Bedriacum,

2.The Vicinity of Cremona.



Introduction

A historical commentary of over five hundred pages on a Latin
text occupyiﬁg but thirty-three pages in the Teubner edition may well
be thought to require justification. Although the main topic of the
commentary is cbviously the crowded and complex period from the
revolt of Vindex in }brch, A.D.68, to the death of Vitellius in
December, 69, a period for which there is considerable evidence and
therefore one about which much can be said, the question remains?
why use Suetonius' Lives of Galba, Otho and Vitellius as a vehicle for

the study of this period?

o

One answer, less important perhaps than the others, lies in
personal reaction to the sort of criticism which attacks Suetonius
because he is a biographer and not a historian, because he is fond of
anecdotes and is less restrained in the teliing of them than others and
because his focus is kept rigidly upon the subject of his biography,
and which then proceeds to denigrate the actual historical information
which he does provide. There are numerous examples of this and by
way of illustration one may perhaps suffice: the first chapter of

V. M. Scramuzza's book The Emperor Claudius (Cambridge, Mass., 1540)

is a survey of the evidence for the Principate of Claudius; the
section on Suetonius (26-32) begins: "It is difficult to say whether

Suetonius wrote the Lives of the Caesars as serious history, or light




biography, or with some other end in view. A rhetor by profession
and instinct, he is always ready to sacrifice historical accuracy

to stylistic virtuosity. Constantly striving after effect he

creates figures that are vivid and colorful, but like no human being
ever seen." Criticism such as this (and there is much more in like
vein) is best countered by a detailed examination of what Suetonius
actually says: if he is as sloppy and inaccurate as Scramuzza
alleges, his failings should show up particularly clearly in the
Lives of Galba and Otho, and, to a lesser extent, of Vitellius,
because of the important parallel accounts which we have in Plutarch's
Lives of Galba and Otho‘ and,above all,in Books 1-3 of the Histories
of Tacitus. In general, an examination of these sources makes it
hard to justify this sort of attack on Suetonius: in places he is
certainly guilty of extreme compression (as in his account of the
disturbance caused by Otho's Praetorian Guard, where he pares away
"unnecessary' detail and eliminates altogether the banquet which Ctho.
gave for eighty senators and their wives; see below pp. 333-5};
again, 1in some places he seems prepared to quote his sources from
memory, especially where the topic is of less interest to him (e.g.
the details of Vitellius' arrangement of his forces for the invasion
of Italy; pp. 455-7) and this can lead him into inaccuracy; and
certainly he has his prejudices and perhaps even psychological quirks
(T. F. Carney has, for example, recently suggested that S. betrays
signs of possessing an authoritarian and somewhat repressed personality,
with a possibly unhealthy interest in sexual matters, ill-concealed
under the guise of a general censoriousness towards "irregularities"
of conduct: see PACA 11 [1968] 7-24; cf. below S.'s discussion of

real or alleged homosexual bhehavicur by Galba [pp. 243-4] Otho {pp.
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269-270] and Vitellius [pp. 431-2]). On the other hand, there is
no difficulty in seeing the subjects of these Lives as consistent
and integrated personalities: Galba is not very sympatheticaily
handled (cf. G 14.1 nn.) but the picture we get of the aged vir
militaris, hopelessly out of touch with the realities of his
position in January, 69, reacting to events rather as would the
modern stercotype of a retired Indian Army colonel and yet facing
his final ordeal like a true soldier - with his linen breastplate! -
ultimately arouses our pity and certainly rings true; the picture
of Otho, ostensibly the greatest villain of the three Emperors, is
heightened not only by the nobility of his end but also by an
apparent admiration which S, has some difficulty insuppressing (see
below p. 375): his character was obviously the most complex of the
three and for ancient theories of a fixed personality it was almost
impossible to explain (for S.'s difficulties, see O 12, nn.}; and
even Vitellius, the least complicated and interesting of the Emperors

of 69, in spite of being vel praecipue luxurias saevitiaeque deditus

(vit. 13.1), is still possessed of a certain crude geniality and

and even has a sense of humour (cf. espec. Vit. 13.2). These

Emperors, then, emerge as individuals and certainly not as mere '"types."
Another reason for using Suetonius as a vehicle for the study

of the period 68-69 is the difference of viewpoint which he affords:

the great bulk of the work on this perind done in recent years (and

since the mid-ninetecnth century generally) has concentrated on

Tacitus and the Histories - justifiably so, since Tacitus is by far

the most important single source and even a commentary on Suetcnius

must make constant reference to the Histories (at times, inevitably,

the reader may even wonder which author is the principal object of
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study!); the result of this is, however, a "Tacitean'" view of the
period: what Tacitus says comes to be regarded as the '"norm" and
any information in our other sources which differs from what he

says is a variation or even a "deviation" from this norm;

methodologically, of course, for the historian such a method of
proceeding is highly suspect. Tacitus is probably the most reliable
of our sources, but he too has his prejudices and hobby horses (e.g.,
military indiscipline; senatorial dislike of the principate; social
snobbery) and he is not above suppressing material on grounds of
taste (e.g. the detail about Galba's head; see below G 20.2 nn.) or
even in order to give his narrative artistic shape (e.g. the
question of the three [?] attempted abdications by Vitellius; see
Eig, 15.2-4 nn.) Suetonius was, of course, an eques - a civil
servait and lawver: he is not jaundiced about the principate and his
attitude towards it is certainly different from that of the senatorial
historian (pace Scramuzza, op. cit. 28: "Suetonius' point of view
was essentially senatorial'; this does not, however, imply wholesale
acceptance of the idea of a doggedly "equestrian viewpoint,'" seen

at every turn by F. della Corte in Svetonio, Egues Romanus [Milano/

Varese, 1958}, especially 173-201; for criticisms of this view,

see G. B. Townend, JRS 49 [1959] 202-3; B. Mouchova, ZJKF 8 [1966]
5-8). For instance, we may see examples of bureaucratic precision
in S.'s figure for the size of the equestrian commission established
by Galba to recover most of Nero's excessively large gifts (G 15.1
nn.) and for Vitellius' consular designations in decem annos
(Vit.11.2 n.); his legal interests can be seen in his remarks on
Galba's treatment of the jury panels (G 14.3), and in his careful

use of correct legal terminology concerning Otho's divorce (0 3.2),



Otho's land transactions when appointed an arbiter (C 4.2)
and in Vitellius' threat of action for calummnia and his formula

iniuriarum (Vit. 7.2).

Finally, in approaching the crisis of 68-69 through
Suetonius' Lives of Galba, Ctho and Vitellius, we can avoid the
possible pitfall of seeing this period in isolation from the earlier
history of the Principate. It is all too easy to read the Histories
of Tacitus (and Plutarch's Galba and Otho too, since thése are not
complete Lives but sections of a continuous narrative) as a
complete and independent unit, since Tacitus himself, starting on
1st January, 69, gives us all the background we neced to follow the
action. However, with the Life of Galba Suetonius takes us back not
only to the beginnings of the Principate (G 1) but even further, to
the Republic and the r6le of the Sulpicii Galhae in the turbulent
history of the second and first centuries B.C.; with the Lives of
Otho and Vitellius we are made aware of the great changes which
came about in Roman society and government as a result of the
Augustan revolution, and in the background history of the families
of Otho and Vitellius we see the emergence of the new "nobility"
of the Julio-Claudian period. By the time we reach 68 in each Life,
then, we are aware of the types of issue which came together to
form the crisis of 68-69 (e.g., the arbitrary nature of the
Principate, thecharacters of the Emperors, the r6les of favourites
and freedmen, the feelings of desperation among "opposition groups,"
the dissatisfaction of the various armies and their commanders) and
we are prepared for the part which each of the three Emperors was

to play in its dénouement.

Regardirg the sources for this period, & lengthy disquisitien



here is unnecessary because good and copious analyses have
appeared in recent years: for example, R. Syme, Tacitus 176-190

and App. 29, 32, 76, 77; K. Wellesley, Commentary on Histories IIT

6-10; and the important series of articles by G. B. Townend: *'The
Sources of the Greek in Suetonius,' Hermes 88 (1960) 98-120;
"Traces in Dio Cassius of Cluvius, Aufidius and Pliny," Hermes 89
(1961) 227-248; "Cluvius Rufus in the Histories of Tacitus," AJP
92 (1964) 467-481; "The Earliest Scholiast on Juvenal," CQ 22 (1972)
376-387. Professor Townend's articles are referred to constantly
in the commentary below, but see especially the Introduction to
0 3 (pp. 271-9).

Of earlier works on the sources, stiil important are:
H. Nissen, '"Die Historien des Plinius,'" RhM 26 (1871) 487-548;

Ph. Fabia, Les Sources de Tacite dans les Histcires et les Annales

(Paris, 1893); E. Groag, "Zur Kritik von Tacitus' Quellen in den

Historien,"' Jahrbficher fdr cl. Phil., Suppl.-Band 23 (1897) 711-799;

E. G. Hardy, "Plutarch, Tacitus, and Suetonius on Galba and

Otho" in Studies in Roman Histeory (London, 190&6) 295-343,

fine Aufidi Bassi was probably the "'common source'" for this period.
P ¥ P :

Beyond that, however, the greatest caution is necessary: I do not
accept the propcsition that our extant authors used only one or ftwo
sources in writing their accounts and that all variations or

alternatives to be found in their works are copied hoius bolus from

earlier accounts now lost; this is, as W, W. Tarn put it (Alexander
] L] 5

the Great II 306-7),"...the well-known belief that no writer we
S A 2

possess can ever have done any work himself, but always had it done
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for him by some unknown predecessor who has perished without
trace.'" Furthermore, a glance at HRR and the twc pages of
fragments surviving of Pliny's Hisbriae, the page and a half of

fragments of Fabius Rusticus and Cluvius Rufus and the two-thirds

of a page of Vipstanus Messalla should serve as a corrective when

excessive enthusiasm for the Quellenforschung of lost works threatens
to overwhelm us. Also, although we know of monogfaphs by Herennius
Senecio (on Helvidius Priscus), Ti. Claudius Pollio (on L. Annius
Bassus), Julius Secundus (on Otho), Pompeius Planta (on the
Bedriacum campaign?) and memoirs by Vespasian, Mucianus, Mariﬁs
Celsus (probably: see Syme, Tacitus 683) and perhaps also by
Suetonius Paulinus and VYestricius Spurinna (and memoirs, especially,
are likely to have been thoroughly self-serving), any or all of
which an intelligent and perceptive student such as Pliny the Elder,
or Tacitus, or Suetonius, may have used, we should never exclude
from our consideration of sources information acquired by our extant
authorities directly (or indirectly) from the personal recollections
of acquaintances and friends; for example, Pliny the Younger was

a friend of Tacitus (Ep. 6.16 and 20 provide the latter with
information c¢n the eruption of Vesuvius in 79 for the Histories) and
a patron of Suetonius: through him both Tacitus and Suetonius may
have met or obtained information about 68-69 from Verginius Rufus
and Vestricius Spurinna; Suetonius also certainly had information
from his father (see O 10.1) and Plutarch visited the north of Italy
in the company of his patron L. Mestrius Florus (0 14.2-3). Sources
of this type are usually undetectable and make nonsense of any
attempt to expound in detail the origin of each and every variant in

our extant accounts (for probable traces of such material see below,



for example, pp. 216, 237-8, 328, 347, 386, 495).
We should also consider the possibility that Suetonius
used (or had at least read and may have remembered details of)

Plutarch's Lives of the Caesars and Tacitus"Histhies. Plutarch

probably wrote these Lives during the Principate of Domitian (on

this point, see C. P. Jones, Plutarch and Rome 72-78, where the
proposition is strongly argued that Tacitus too may have inspected

Plutarch's Lives of the Caesars); Suetcnius himself wrote works

in Greek (cf. Schanz- Hosius—Krﬁger.lllé (1922) 58, 61) and there

is no reason to assume that he would not have eﬁamined carefully a
series of Lives (available by late in the Flavian period) which
covered much of his area of biographical interest (cf. below p.317;
Jones [op. cit. 62] even suggests that he may have got the idea of
writing a series of imperial biographies from Plutarch). As for

the Histories, the likelihood that Suetonius had at least read them
seems all the greater: as a protégé of Pliny the Younger, the friend
of Tacitus, it is hard to imagine Suetonius being unaware of this
work. However, it is quite impossible to prove that at any point in
these Lives Suctonius is actually correcting what Tacitus had said
in the Histories, though we inay occasionally suspect it (e.g. below
pp. 196, 236, 382, 386, 474). As for the date when Suetonius wrote
the Lives of the Caesars, see below pp. xv , 259.

Finally, with regard to the non-literary material surviving
from the period 68-69, a similar note of caution is necessary. Coins,
propaganda: although a representative selection of these issues
certainly survives, the interpretation of them (especially the

anonymous issues from Spain and Gaul) is extremely difficult and is



almost always, unfortunately, subjective rather than cbjective

(on this topic see further C. H. V. Sutherland, JRS 49 [1959] 46-
55). The survival of inscriptions is probably much more haphazard
than that of coins and there is nothing to suggest that what we

have from the period is anything more than a random sample.

Again, similar caution is necessary if the inscription is an official
document of any sort and with regard to private funerary inscriptions
we should always remember Dr. Johnson's dictum that "In lapidary
inscriptions a man is not upon his oath.'" The most important series

of inscriptions from this period is the Acta Fratrum Arvalium, but

these not only reflect "official truth" (see, most fatruously, the
entry for 14th March, 69), but are frequently very fragmentary: more
than one reconstruction is therefore possible and here too caution
is necessary. Lastly, papyri: in many ways these are subject to

the same drawbacks as inscriptions with the added difficulty that
they are all from the Nile valley; however, there are few of

importance for the study of this pericd.

The commentary which follows is, as its title implies,
strictly historical: its principal justification may be sought in the
fact that there has been no commentary of any sort on these Lives
since G. W. Mooney's Translation and Commentary on Galba-Domitian
which appeared in 1930: this has long been cut of print and is today
virtually unobtainable. Furthermore his commentary is greatly
occupied with literary, grammatical and "“cultural' items (cf., for
example, Mocney's note on scalptura at G 10.4) and is less concerned
with the details of the history of the period. In what follows here

very little attention is paid to the elucidation of stylistic and



grammatical points or of possible textual variants, except where
such matters are of importance for the understanding of historical
events. Furthermore, there is no discussion of biography as a
genre, nor of Suetonius' place within that genre (for a brief
listing of recent works on Suetonius, see the Basic Bibliography
below). In addition to G. W. Mooney's commentary, I have
frequently referred to the commentaries of C. Hofstee (1898) and
G. Baumgarten-Crusius (Turin ed., 1824). The texts cited are as
follows: Suetonius: Teubner, ed. Ihm; Tacitus, Teubner, ed.
Koestermann; Plutarch's Lives: Teubner, rev. ed. by Ziegler;
Josephus, Philostratus, Dio: LCL; Aurelius Victor: Teubner, ed.
Pichlmayr; Eutropius: Teubner, ed. Dietsch; Orosius: ed.

Zangemeister (1967 repr. of 1832 edn., Wien).
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Galba 1

The Fall of the Julio-Claudian House

(1)

The first chapter of the Life of Galba serves as an

introduction to Books 7 and 8 of the Lives of the Caesars. This is

the first major break-point in the Lives and S. feels constrained
to indicate its importance; he does this not by looking forward
to the year of the four Emperors or to the Flavian regime but

by going back to the poiﬁt where the Julii and the Claudii came
together with the marriage of Livia and Octavian and formed the
dynasty which established the Principate and ruled Rome for a

century.

| Progenies Caesarum in Nerone defecit: this is the

bluntest statement in our major sources of what was believed to be
the main reason for the civil strife of A.D. 68-70, and it is
constantly repeated in later authors; e.g. Dio 62.18.4 and 63.29.3;
Aur.Vict. Caes. 5.17; Eutrop. 7.15; Oros. 7.15; even Tacitus has

Galba refer in passing to finita Iuliorum Claudiorumque domo

(H 1.16.1). However, none of these sources is factually correct:
certainly, male descenf from Augustus was a prime factor in Nero's
elimination of people such as M. Iunius Silanus, his son L. Iunius
Silanus Torquatus and his brother D. Iunius Silanus Torquatus, while
descent from Augustus' sister Octavia proved'fatal for Faustus
Cornelius Sulla (who was also the last descendant of the Dictator

1

Sulla); even descent from Livia was a factor in the death of
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1- Progenies...deficit cont.

Rubellius Plautus (for details of all these cases, see R. S.
Rogers, '"Heirs and Rivals to Nero,'" TAPA 86 [1955] 190-212 and

D. McAlindon, "Senatorial Opposition to Claudius and Nero," AJP

77 [1956] 113-132); and Nero's execution of Claudius' daughters
Octavia and Claudia Antonia (the latter in A.D. 65, for treason,
after she refused to marry him) shows his increasing determination
to avoid even the possibility of some Roman noble using a marriage
connection with any member of the Julio-Claudian family as a
pretext for an attempted coup. Accordingly, the continued survival
of Iunia Calvina (sister and aunt of the Silani mentioned above;
see Hohl, RE X s.v. 'Calvinus' no. 198; EEB? 1_856) is the more
surprising, since she had fallen foul of Nero's mother Agrippina in
A.D. 48 (Ann. 12.4) and had been banished from Italy early in 49,
shortly after the marriage of Agrippina and Claudius (Ann.12.8.1:
she and her brother were, according to R. Syme [Tacitus 315] "victims
of a dynastic plot'"). Nero himself restored her in 59 as part of
the amnesty which followed his mother's murder (Ann. 14.12), so he
must have been aware of her existence.

However, very little is known about her, beyond the fact that

she was sane decora et procax (Ann. 12.4.1); in§8 of the Ludus de

morte Claudii she is described as festivissimam omnium puellarum,

quam omnes Venerem vocarent. Her line of descent was Augustus -

Julia the Elder - Julia the Younger - Aemilia Lepida - Iunia Calvina.

She was the latest-surviving of all the progenies Caesarum and she

was alive in A.D. 79, when Vespasian claimed that the ominous
opening of the Mausoleum of Augustus applied to her (S. Vesp. 23.4).

See also J. P. V. D. Balsdon, Roman Women 129-30.
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compluribus quidem signis: the context makes it clear

that what S. is talking about is portents that Nero was to be the"

last of the progenies Caesarum: this therefore excludes the dreams,

auspices and omens listed by him at Ner. 46, which were taken to
refer simply fo Nero's coming end, without any wider '"Julio-Claudian"
significance. The only other "prophecies'" concerning the Julio-
Claudians as a whole are (perhaps) to be found in Revelation
17.10-11, where the five "fallen kings' could be Augustus, Tiberius,
Gaius, Claudius and Nero, the one who '"is'" could be Galba, and the
other 'not yet come," who will '"continue a short space'" could be
Otho: this gives a dramatic Qate for these verses of late 68 or

early 69, and in v.1l1l there may even be reference to one of the

"false Neros'" (cf. H 2.8-9).

Liviaeolim post Augusti...nuptias: Livia Drusilla,

later named Julia Augusta after‘her testamentary adoption by
Augustus (which gave rise to the erroneous, but convenient, '"Livia
Augusta'™: cf, §. €Calig. 10.1; 15.2; 23.Z; G 5.2; 0 1.1), was the
daughter of M. Livius Drusus Claudianus (a Claudius Pulcher by
birth and perhaps the adoptive son of M. Livius Drusus the Younger:
cf. Minzer, RE XIII s.v. 'Livius' no. 19, and 2152 L 294) and his
wife Alfidia (the daughter of a M. Alfidius [from Fundi?]; this
Alfidius may have been a local magistrate who later held office at
Rome: see CIL IX 3661 and S. Tib. 5.1; but cf. S. Calig. 23.2; Hor.
Serm. 1.5.34, and T. P. Wiseman, Historia 14 [1965] 333-334; see now
also J. Linderski, Historia 23 [1974] 463-480). Livia was born

on 30th January, 58 B.C. and was married, probably in 43

B.C., to her father's kinsman (possibly even nephew) Ti.
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Claudius Nero (cf. Minzer, RE III s.v. 'Claudius' no. 254), to
whom she bore two sons, in 42 B,C. Ti. Claudius Nero (the later
Emperor Tiberius) and in 38 Decimus (later Nero) Claudius Drusus.
Nothing whatever is known of Livia's childhood, but it is clear
that her life during her marriage to Nero was eitremely unsettled:
her father, a political ally of the "Triumvirs' in the fifties
B.C., was perhaps neutral in the civil war between Pompey and
Caesar; after Caesar's assassination, he became a supporter of the
senatorial cause, was proscribed in 43, escaped to the East and,
after Philippi, committed suicide. Her husband had been a lieutenant
of Caesar in 48 and 46 B.C., but he had clearly become disillusioned
with the Dictator by March 44, since after Caesar's assassination
he proposed that his murderers be rewarded (S. Tib. 4.1). 1In
spite of this, he appears to have made his peace with the leaders
of the Caesarian party; for he was allowed to become praetor in

42 B.C., the year of Philippi (cf. R. Syme, Sallust 130-131). At
the end of that year, however, when there was widespread unrest in
Italy, he did not give up his fasces, and in 41-40 he became
involved in the Perusine War as a partisan of L. Antonius. After
Octavian's capture of Perusia, Nero escaped to Praeneste and then
to Naples, from which he fled, along with Livia and the infant
Tiberius, to Sicily and the headquarters of the sole remaining
"republican" leader, Sex. Pompeius. Pompeius was unimpressed by
his fasces and pretensions, and so Nero, proud as any Claudian,
moved his family to Greece and became a supporter of M. Antonius.
Livia and the young Tiberius stayed for a time in Sparta and were

almost killed in a forest fire as they were leaving the area (Vell.
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Pat. 2,75.1-3; S. Tib. 4.2-3; 6.1-3; Dio 48.15.3-4; 54.7.2).
Eventually all three returned to Italy under the general amnesty
arranged between the Triumvirs and Sex. Pompeius at Misenum in
39 (Vell.Pat. 2.57.2-3; S. Tib.4.3; Ann. 5.1.1; Dio 48.36.3), and
it is at this point that matters become exceedingly complex.
Octavian met Livia and became enamoured of her; at his
request Nero not only divorced her but, early in 38 B.C.,
complaisantly gave her away at the marriage ceremony and participated
in the subsequent festivities - this in spite of the fact that Livia
was six months pregnant by him at the time (Vell.Pat. 2.79.2; 2.94,
1; S. Aug. 62.2; Tib. 4.3; Claud. 1.1; Ann. 1.10.5; 5.1.2; Dio
48.44.1-5). Thus far the literary evidence: the most surprising
thing here is the attitude of Nero; why was he so willing to
surrender the wife who had borne him one son and was soon to produce
another child to a man whom he seems to have disliked intensely?

However, in 1923 the discovery of the Fasti anni Verulani gave us

the exact date of the marriage of Livia and Octavian - 17th January

(sc. 38 B.C.: Feriae ex s.c. quod eo die Augusta nupsit divo

Auglus]t(o). cf. I.I. XIII.2 pp. 160, 161 and Tabb. LIV, LV; also

EJ p. 46), which in itself causes no particular difficulty (using
only the literary evidence, Ollendorff, RE XIII 902, had earlier
calculated that the marriage was celebrated '"wohl zu Beginn des J.
38 v. Chr."); however, these same Fasti also give, under 1l4th

January, [v]itiosus ex s.c. Ant(oni) natal(is) (I.I. XIII.2 pp.

158, 159; Tabb. LIV, LV; EJ p. 45), and, taken with S. Claud.11.6:

(Claudius)...testatus quondam per edictum, tanto impensius petere

se ut natalem patris Drusi celebrarent, quod idem esset et avi sui
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Antoni, this demonstrates that Drusus was born three days before
the marriage of Livia and Octavian.

It is simply not possible to harmonize all the lite;ary and
epigraphic evidence concerning the marriage of Livia and Octavian
and the birth of Drusus. Carcopino made an attempt (Rev. Hist 161
[1929] 225-236), but it fails to convince, being based on the
hypothesis of a marriage by usus, perhaps as late as December 39 B.C.,
followed by a "religious' ceremony on 17th January, 38: the parallel
to the modern French practice is striking.

The evidence given by the Fasti Verulani has no direct

confirmation elsewhere, but nevertheless merits credence for the
following reasons:

14th January: this day is listed as vitiosus or vitiosus ex s.c. in

in the Fasti anni Caeretani, Maffeiani, Oppiani, and Praenestini,

and from literary evidence it is clear that M. Antonius suffered

~ = - L) ]
damnatio memoriae; see espec. Dio 51.19.3: ...Tﬁv TE TnlépuA! EV

B Eyeyévvnto piapdv Evdptoav, nal 1O ToU Mapnov
npdopnue &netmov pndevi Tdv ocuyyevdv abrol elvai. cf.

Plut. Cic. 49.6; the Fasti Verulani therefore slot together this

literary and epigraphic evidence very neatly.

17th January: other epigraphic evidence reveals the importance

placed upon this day by the Julio-Claudian family: Tiberius

dedicated an altar to the numen Augusti on this date in A.D. 5 or

9 (Fasti Praenestini; cf. L. R. Taylor, AJP 58 [1937] 185-193, esp.

188-191); the day became a public holiday after Augustus' death
(perhaps because the Ludi Palatini, held in his honour, were

celebrated on this day? see Taylor, op. cit. 189-190, but cf. also
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Fasti Praenestini addit.); and on this day early in the principate

of Claudius Livia was deified (AFA 17th January, A.D.43-48 [Henzen

p. LV]; cf. S. Claud. 11.2): this was the day par excellence

which brought the Julian and Claudian families together. (For the
detailed listing of the evidence concerning 14th and 17th January

see Degrassi's Commentarii Diurni in LL XIII.2, esp. pp. 397-8,

401-2; cf. EJ pp. 45, 46).

As for the literary evidence pertaining to the marriage of
Livia and Octavian, on closer scrutiny we may note that only S.
(Claud.1.1) actually states that Livia was married when she was six
months pregnant: this statement may have arisen as an inference from
the story of the consultation of the pontifices preserved in Ann.
1.10.5 and Dio 48.44.2; perhaps Octavian did ask such a question as

an concepto necdum edito partu rite nuberet,but it need not imply

that he acted upon the favourable answer which Dio says he received.
Dio, however, strongly implies (48.44.3-5) that the wedding took
blace when Livia was six months pregnant, but his account may not
be inconsistent with Octavian's simply taking Livia to his house at
that point, perhaps as a paelex (cf. S. Aug. 69.1:...dimissam

Scriboniam, quia liberius doluisset nimiam potentiam paelicis), and

this would accord quite closely with Ann.5.1: exin Caesar cupidine

formae aufert (sc. Liviam) marito, incertum an invitam, adeo properus,

ut ne spatio quidem ad enitendum dato penatibus suis gravidam

induxerit - it may also explain the peculiar incertum an invitam;

cf. S. Aug. 72.2:...ac statim Liviam Drusillam matrimonio Tiberi

Neronis et quidempraegnantem abduxit dilexitque et probavit unice

ac perseveranter. None of this is inconsistent with what we find in
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our earliest source, Velleius Paterculus, who says, speaking of 38

B.C.: hac classi Caesar, cum prius despondente ei Nerone, cui ante

nupta fuerat, Liviam,auspicatis rei publicae ominibus duxisset eam

uxorem, Pompeio Siciliaeque bellum intulit (2.79.2; we should note

that the position of prius is slightly ambiguous: conceivably it
goes with despondente as well as with cum, but it is perverse, given

the meaning of the entire sentence, to punctuate Caesar, cum, prius

despondente ei Nerone,..., as Carcopino does [op. cit. 233]). What

were the auspicatis rei publicae ominibus? Surely Livia's proven

fertility, since she had given birth to two sons by 17th January,

38 B.C. Equally, with two sons to carry on his name, her first
husband may have been prepared to ''give her away'; he may also have
tired of her austere character and glacial beauty (see J.P. V. D.
Balsdon, Roman Women 90-96, esp. 91-92). Finally, in the propaganda
war before Actium, M. Antonius twitted Octavian with his festinatas

Liviae nuptias (S. Aug.69.1): this surely refers to the fact that

the wedding took place a mere three days after the confinement, the
last possible reason for religious scruple on the part of an ardent
and impatient lover who was also extremely superstitious (S. Aug.

90-93).

statim: according to Dio (48.52.3), this incident occurred in
37 B.C., which is a year or more after the marriage of Livia and

Octavian. On the other hand, Pliny says that it happened cum pacta

esset illa (sc. Livia Drusilla) Caesari (NH 15.136), which implies
late 39 B.C. and which for a portent of this type is much more

impressive: it would seem that this story about Livia had no precise
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time reference, though cearly it belonged somewhere near the
beginning of her association with Octavian, and individual authors
have incorporated it in their narratives at what seemed to them to

be an appropriate context.

Veientanum suum: only S. mentions the famous villa of Livia

at Prima Porta, some nine miles from Rome, in connection with this
story. The villa was situated on a craggy hill of volcanic tufa
overlooking the Tiber valley near the point where the Via Flaminia and
Via Tiberina diverge. Excavations in 1863 uncovered two masterpieces:
the most famous of all statues of Augustus (now in the Vatican
Museum), and the fresco from an underground room which '"shows a
garden of somewhat sombre woodland beyond a low garden-paling, and

its subtle gradation of blues and greens, with birds here and there
amongst the leaves,has something of the melancholy graciousness of

the age of Corot" (M. Wheeler, Roman Art and Architecture, 183 and

fig. 166). This fresco is, in the view of R. Bianchi-Bandinelli, the
earliest suniving representation of a paradeisos, a ''fenced garden,
composed of various elements - carefully selected, yet looking wild

...an Iranian invention'" (Rome: The Centre of Power, 125 and figs.

130, 131, 133). Now in the Museo Nazionale delle Terme, the fresco
was executed c. 30-25 B.C. and, in its cool, unemotional refinement,
seems to complement admirably what we know of the character of its

owner. (See further H. v. Heintze, ROGmische Kunst, 116 and pl. 108;

W. J. T. Peters, Landscape in Romano-Campanian Mural Painting, 47

and 203 n. 205; and especially, M. M. Gabriel, Livia's Garden Room

at Prima Porta (New York, 1955).
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e
practervolans aquila gallinam albam...demisit in
gremium : eagle portents are particularly common in S. and are

usually associated with predictions of supreme power, e.g. Aug. 94.7;
96.1; cf. 97.1; IEE. 14.4; Claud. 7; and, concerning the Emperors
of A.D. 69, G.4.2; Vit. 9; Vesp. 5.6.

This particular story (cf. Pliny, NH 15.136-137 and Dio
48.52.3-4) is reminiscent of the story of "Lucumo" (Tarquinius
Priscus) in Livy (1.34.8-9, on which see Ogilvie's Commentary, on
1.34.8 s.v.'aquilal). Plinf reveals that Livia consulted the augurs,
and reared the hen and its offspring and planted the laurel branch
at their instruction. All our sources mention that the hen landed

in Livia's lap and Dio stresses the significance of this: % 7T¢

Arvovio EynorndoecBuat ual THv ToU KalowpoS Loylv nal &v
ngotv abrtob npaTnoelLv epeAie. S., however, is not really
interested in the nuances of interpretation of this event as a
prophecy of power for the Julio-Claudian family: for him its

significance lies only in the deaths of the trees and the chickens.

ad Gallinas: the use of ad with the accusative to indicate

"in the vicinity of'" or 'near" a place is well-known; S. uses this sort
of expression in Aug. 5 when giving the location of Augustus'

birthplace: regione Palati ad Capita Bubula (cf. Dom. 1.1: regione

urbis sexta ad Malum Punicum). This use of ad is not vague, nor does

it reflect any topographic uncertainty: in an amient city, where not
all streets were named and houses were not numbered, this was simply
the method of giving an address. However, in an expression like

ad Gallinas, the ad is virtually meaningless;it has simply become
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;
part of the name, as can be seen in other examples of the same

thing: intumus circus ad Murciae vocatur (Varro, Ling. 5.154); ad

Mecium is locus dicitur (Livy 6.2.8; cf. 38.14.10); colonia .quae

vocatur ad turrem Lisibonis (Pliny NH 3.85: mod. Porto Torres in

Sardinia); Capralia appellatur ager, qui vulgo ad caprae paludes

dici solet (Paul. Fest. 57.6 Lindsay): here Paulus Diaconus is
certainly correct in his use of vulgo, and this '"colloquial" ad
has cognates in other languages; cf.''zum Goldenen LOwen'" (as an
inn name nowadays equals simply "der Goldene Ld&we''); Aubagne,
Aumont, R. Aubois; and, if the popular etymology be correct,
Istanbul (== elG 17V néALY ).

See further TLL I 527-528 and, for a rather unsatisfactory
discussion of this passage, M. Bassols di Climent, Homenaje a

Antonio Tovar (Madrid, 1972) 66-68,

triumphaturi Caesares: this phrase must be interpreted

strictly: it refers only to triumphs and not ovationes (see next
n.). The "triumphs of the Caesars' are as follows:

Augustus: 13th, 14th and 15th August, 29 B.C. for victories in
Dalmatia, at Actium and in Egypt. The main evidence is: Verg. Aen.
8.714; Livy, Per.133; RG 4.1; S. Aug. 22; App.Ill. 28.83; Dio

51.21.5-9; Fasti triumph. Barberiniani, 13th, 15th Aug; Fasti

Antiates minstr. dom. Aug.,14th Aug. (cf. EJ pp. 35, 50; I.I. 13.1,

pp. 328, 345, and, for a full listing of the ancient evidence, 570).
Tiberius: 1st January, 7 B.C. (Germany): Vell.Pat. 2.97.4, but
cf. 2.96.3; Dio 55.8.1-2; cf. 55.6.5; 23rd October, A.D. 12 (Illyricum):

Vell. Pat. 2.121.2; S. Tib. 17.1-2; 20; Dio 56.17.1; Fasti anni
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Pracnestini, 23rd Oct. (addit; cf. EJ p.54).
Germanicus: 26th May, A.D. 17 (Germany): Vell.Pat. 2.129.2; S.

Calig. 1.2; Ann. 1.55.1 ( cf. 2.26.2); 2.41.2-42.1; Fasti anni

Amiternini, 26th May (cf. EJ p. 49, and Fasti Ostienses, same date).
Claudius: A.D. 44 (Britain): S. Claud. 17.2-3; Dio 60.23.1-6;
BMC Imp. I Claudius nos. 29, 32-36, 49-50.

Finally, there is the problem of Nero's entry into Rome early
in A.D. 68 after his return from Greecge as nepLoéovfunG, victor
in all the great Games. Both S. (Ner. 25.1-2) and Dio (63.20.1-5)
use expressions appropriate to a triumph; both mention that in his
right hand he carried the Pythian crown, which was, of course, a
laurel wreath. (For the possible significance of this, see the
next n.) However, the whole business was a sham and we should conclude
with C. Barini (Triumphalia 91) that this was ''la parodia del vero

trionfo."

laureas decerperent: the use of laurel was one of the

distinctive signs of a triumph. The currus triumphalis was decorated

with laurel branches and the triumphator wore on his head a corona

laurea (also called the corona triumphalis) and held in his right hand

a laurel branch (there are many accounts of the triumph; see, for

example, Ehlers, RE VIT s.v. "Triumphus' 504, 505-506, 507; for a
detailed bibliography, see Versnel, TriumPhus 56 nn. 1, 4). On the
other hand, a general granted an ovatio wore, during his ceremonial

entry into Rome, a wreath of myrtle (Gell. N.A. 5.6.20, 21; cf.

Pliny NH 15.125) and the laurel had no part in his ornatus (see also

Versnel, op. cit. 166).
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fuitque mos triumphantibus, alias confestim eodem

loco pangere: cf. Pliny, who is somewhat more explicit (NH 15.137):

mireque silva ea (sc. from the branch planted by Livia) provenit: ex

ea triumphans postea Caesar laurum in manu tenuit coronamque capite

gessit, ac deinde imperatores Caesares cuncti; traditusque mos est

ramos quos tenuerant serendi... This implies that the branches

carried in the triumphs were then taken back to Prima Porta and

planted; hence the emendations of alias found in Ihm's apparatus

criticus. The process of propagation involved is presumably the

use of cuttings.

et observatum est sub cuiusque obitum....interiit:

we may perhaps accept that there was a laurelgrove at Livia's villa
at Prima Porta and that a tradition grew up among the members of the
Julio-Claudian family of using laurel branches from it for triumphs;
conceivably, too, successive members of the family planted
additional trees, and all of this may have been because of some
story about Livia, which became increasingly elaborate with the
passage of time. However, with the remarks here cited S. enters the
realm of fantasy: taken literally, they would mean that all the trees
planted subsequent to Livia's original planting were dead by the
beginning of A.D. 68 (with the possible exception of "Nero's tree'!)
and that in that year everything else withered up and died. If

this remarkable story were true, we should expect to find it widely
quoted; but it is unique to S., and Pliny directly contradicts it in
a casual aside. The passage quoted in the n. immediately above

(NH 5.137) ends as follows:...traditusque mos est ramos quos
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=

tenuerant serendi et durant silvae nominibus suis discretae.

The total annihilation of the poultry as well is, therefore,

wholly predictable.

Caesarum aede: S.'s allusion is quite unclear. There are

several possibilities:

a) Templum divi Augusti: this temple was built by Tiberius and

completed, or at any rate dedicated, by Gaius in A.D. 37 (S. Tib.

47; cf. Ann. 6.45.1; S. Calig. 21; Dio 59.7.1; cf. 56.46.3 and 57.
10.2; BMC Imp I Gaius nos. 41-43, 69 and p. 156 n.1). The site of
this temple is unknown, although for many years it was identified with
a building on the N.-W. corner of the Palatine (between the Vicus
Tuscus and the Via Nova); this is now, however, thought to be a

formal entrance hall, constructed by Domitian, of the Domus Tiberiana
(Nash, s.vv. 'Augustus, divus, templum'; cf. Platner-Ashby, s.vv.;

M. Grant, The Roman Forum 216). The only evidence for the site of the

temple is S, Calig 22.4:...super templum Divi Augusti ponte transmisso

Palatium Capitoliumque coniunxit. This would suggest that the temple

itself was on neither the Palatine nor the Capitoline but lay
somewhere between thé two (south of the Basilica Iulia and between
the Vicus ITugarius and the Vicus Tuscus?)

The temple of divus Augustus is frequently referred to in the

Acta Fratrum Arvalium, beginning on 18th and 28th March A.D. 38,

where it is, quite appropriately, called the templum novum; this

appellation persists (other exx. are 1st Jan. A.D. 39, 12th Oct.
A.D. 58, 23rd June, A.D. 59) up to 3rd January, A.D. 69, which seems

to be the last occasion on which the Fratres performed a sacrifice
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in this temple. (The last sacrifices performed anywhere in honour
of divus Augustus by the Fratres seem to be those of 30th January
and 14th March, 69: Vitellius made no sacrifices to Augustus nor
did any of the Flavians). More surprising, however, are references

to the templum divi Augusti novum: the entry in the AFA of 23rd

September A.D. 38 and perhaps also the next one (of A.D. 397?;
CIL VI 32,345 line 5=Sm. 11) may be explained by the temple’s

novelty, though one might expect it to be called templum novum divi

Augusti. However, the entry for a date in A.D. 66 (prior to 20th
May; CIL VI 2044c, lines 5-6 = Sm. 26) and CIL VI 8704, the tombstone,

apparently of Flavian date, of an aedituus templi novi divi Aug.,

may lead us to suspect that the 'new' temple is so called to
distinguish it from something else (an 'old' or, at any rate,

'earlier' temple?). See further below, under (c): Divorum Aedes.

Since the cult of divus Augustus was not emphasized by the

Flavians, it is not surprising to find a new use for the templum divi

Augusti instituted between A.D. 88 and 90: the master copies of
military diplomata granting citizenship to time-expired veterans of
the auxilia and their families had been posted up at various places
on the Capitol (see CIL XVI p. 196); however, starting with a

diploma of 27th October A.D. 90 (CIL XVI 36 = MW 403), the concluding

formula is invariably: descriptum et recognitum ex tabula aenea

(aerea from A.D. 138) quae fixa est Romae in muro post templum divi

Aug. ad Minervam. (For the precise meaning of ad Minervam see

Nesselhauf's discussion, CIL XVI p. 197) Because of these military

diplomata, inscriptional evidence for the templum divi Augusti exists

down to 7th January, A.D. 298 (CIL XVI 156, pace Platner-Ashby, pp.



16
Galba

1- Caesarum acde cont.

62-63). This use of the temple may help to explain its elaborate
reconstruction and restoration by Antoninus Pius in A.D. 157-8
(the evidence for this is a common coin type; e.g. BMC Imp. IV,
Antoninus Pius nos. 2063-2066).

b) Divorum Templum: see Platner-Ashby and Nash, s.vv. This was a

temple built by Domitian on the Campus Martius; it is clear from
the Severan marble plan of Rome that it was a large rectangular
area with a portico around the inside and that flanking the main

entrance, a triple arch, were an aedes divi Vespasiani and an aedes

divi Titi. Hence the slightly baffling reference to in templo

divorum in aede divi Titi, which appears three times in CIL VI 10,

234 (lines 8, 9-10, 23; c. A.D. 153; see further, K.