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ABSTRACT
In his historical narratives, Tacitus includes obituaries of a few prominent
individuals in Roman society. This thesis focuses on those obituaries which are found in

the Annals. It will analyse how they function as a literary device and how they are

applied to the narrative.

Chapter one discusses the possible origins or influences of the obituary. It looks
at the contributions of the annales maximi (annals of the Pontifex Maximus), the laudatio
funebris (Roman funeral speech), and the character sketch may have made to the
obituary’s form, content, and purpose.

Chapter two considers how the obituary is placed within the annalistic framework.
It will compare Tacitus’placement of obituaries to their traditional position. How Tacitus
differs from Livy will be discussed also to show further aspects of his style.

Chapter three will examine the composition and structure of Tacitean obituaries.
It will determine typical remarks which Tacitus makes about an individual. Then it will
consider the rhetorical nature of those remarks.

Chapter four discusses how Tacitus uses the obituary to advance themes in the
Annals. It will also consider the effectiveness of the obituary in completing this task.

Chapter five will consider how Tacitus treats women by analysing the obituaries

of two imperial ladies.
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the deaths of a few priests on occasion.” The following passage, which appears near the
end of the narrative year 210 B.C., exemplifies these notices:
A few Roman priests died that year and successors were named.
Gaius Servilius was made pontifex in place of Titus Otacilius Crassus;
Tiberius Sempronius Longus, son of Tiberius, was made augur in place of
Titus Otacilius Crassus. Likewise, Tiberius Sempronius Longus, son of
Tiberius, was appointed decemvir of the performance of rites in place of
Tiberius Sempronius Longus, son of Gaius. Marcus Marcius, rex
sacrorum, died as well as Marcus Aemilius Papus, the chief curio. No
priests were appointed that year in their places.®
This brief notice should not be confused with the obituary. This Livian excerpt gives
little insight into the lives and reputations of Marcus Marcius and M. Aemilius Papus.
Livy intends merely to record their deaths and to name their successors in this notice. In
contrast, the obituary is more than a mere list of famous men who died.” Moreover
obituaries are not isolated notices without connection to the narrative as a whole.'®
Therefore further proof is required to establish that these death notices which appear in

the annales maximi are an influence on the obituary. Indeed, it can only be concluded

(with any certainty) that the annales maximi are influential by providing a section in its

"Liv.27.6.15-16: 33.42. 5-6; 44. 18. 7.

8Liv. 27. 6. 15-16: Sacerdotes Romani eo anno mortui aliquot suffectique: C. Servilius
pontifex factus in locum T. Otacilii Crassi; Ti. Sempronius Ti. f. Longus augur factus in locum
T. Otacilii Crassi; decemvir item sacris faciundis in locum Ti. Semproni C. f. Longi Ti.
Sempronius Ti. f. Longus suffectus. M. Marcius rex sacrorum mortuus est et M. Aemilius Papus
maximus curio; neque in eorum locum sacerdotes eo anno suffecti.

°Ginsburg, 39. See also R. Syme, "Obituaries in Tacitus," in Ten Studies in Tacitus
(Oxford, 1970).

"Ginsburg, 40.
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did for others rather than what he did for himself.?
A speech given by Q. Caecilius Metellus (cos. 205 B.C.) for his father, L.
Caecilius Metellus (cos. 251 and 247 B.C.) illustrates the nature of this Roman custom.
Delivered in 221 B.C., this speech is our earliest surviving fragment of a funeral speech.?

Although Pliny the Elder incorporated it in his Natural Histories to show this family’s

change in fortunes, still we can determine some basic elements of the laudatio funebris. It

reads as follows:

Quintus Metellus, in the panegyric that he delivered at the funeral of his father
Lucius Metellus the pontiff, who had been Consul twice, Dictator, Master of the
Horse and Land-Commissioner, and who was the first person who led a
procession of elephants in a triumph, having captured them in the first Punic War,
has left it in writing that his father had achieved the ten greatest and highest
objects in the pursuit of which wise men pass their lives. Lucius Metellus had
made it his goal to be a first-class warrior, a supreme orator and a very brave
commander, to direct of operations of the highest importance, to enjoy

the greatest honour, to be supremely wise, to be deemed the most eminent
senator, to procure great wealth in an honourable way, to leave many children,
and to achieve supreme distinction in the state. Quintus Metellus stated that
these things had fallen to his father’s lot, and to that of no one else since

Rome’ foundation.?

Quint. Instit. 3. 7. 15-16.

2'D. Stuart, Epochs of Greek and Roman Biography (Berkeley, 1928), 213.

22p|in. N.H. 7. 139-140: Q. Metellus in ea oratione quam habuit supremis laudibus patris
sui L. Metelli pontificis, bis consulis, dictatoris, magistri equitumn, xvviri agris dandis, qui primus
elephantos ex primo Punico bello duxit in triumpho, scriptum reliquit decem maximas res
optumasque in quibus quaerendis sapientes aetatem exigerent consummasse eum: voluisse enim
primarium bellatorem esse, optimum oratorem, fortissimum imperatorem, auspicio suo maximas
res geri, maximo honore uti, summa sapientia esse, summum senatorem haberi, pecuniam
magnam bono modo invenire, multos liberos relinquere et clarissimum in civitate esse; haec
contigisse ei nec ulli alii post Romam conditam.
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general evaluations of men.*! The obituaries of Livy also lead us to look for an alternative

influence since they reflect some features which are foreign to the funeral speech.*?
The Influence of the Character Sketch

Arguably, the character sketch influenced the obituary as well. They both
emphasize and fix the individual in the narrative. Indeed, the writer must justify a
character’s presence. Naturally, his entrance or exit would be the appropriate time for this
to occur. Moreover, by isolating the individual, the writer can evaluate him critically.
The portrait of Catiline by Sallust embodies these elements. He writes,

Lucius Catiline was of noble birth. He had a powerful intellect and great
physical strength, but a vicious and depraved nature. From his youth he
had delighted in civil war, bloodshed, robbery, and political strife, and it
was in such pursuits that he spent his early manhood. He could endure
hunger, cold, and want of sleep to an incredible extent. His mind was
daring, crafty, and versatile, capable of any pretence and dissimulation. A
man of flaming passions, he was as desirous of other men’s possessions as
he was wasteful of his own; an eloquent speaker, but lacking in wisdom.
His ambition was unrestrained and continually after things extravagant,
impossible, beyond his reach.®

“'Pomeroy (1989), 105.

“zLivy: Romulus (1.15); Servius Tullius (1. 48); Valerius Publicola (2. 16); Menenius
Agrippa (2.33); Manlius Capitolinus (6. 20); Camillus (7. 1); Fabius Cunctator (30. 26); Attalus
(33. 21); Scipio Africanus (38. 53).

#gall. BC 5: L. Catilina, nobili genere natus, fuit magna vi et animi et corporis, sed
ingenio malo pravoque. huic ab adulescentia bella intestina, caedes, rapinae, discordia civilis
grata fuere, ibique iuventutem suam exercuit. corpus patiens inediae, algoris, vigiliae supra
quam cuiquam credibile est. animus audax subdolus varius, cuius rei lubet simulator ac
dissimulator, alieni adpetens, sui profusus, ardens in cupiditatibus: satis eloquentiae, sapientiae
parum. vastus animus immoderata, incredibilia, nimis alta semper cupiebat.
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obituary appears in the narrative year A.D. 47, and reads as follows:

About Curtius Rufus’ origins, some said he was a gladiator's son. I do not
want to lie about his origin but would be embarrassed to tell the truth.
When he grew up he was employed by the assistant to the governor of
Africa. At Hadrumetum, while he was walking alone at midday in a
deserted colonnade, a female figure of superhuman stature appeared to him
and said: ‘You are Rufus, who will come to this province as governor.’
Encouraged by the omen he left for Rome, where his energetic personality,
aided by subsidies from friends, won him the quaestorship. Then,
defeating noble competitors, he became praetor. Tiberius supported him,
muffling his inglorious birth with the remark ‘Curtius Rufus' achievements
are paternity enough.’ Curtius lived to an advanced age. Although surly
and cringing to his superiors, arrogant to his inferiors, and ill at ease with
his equals, he gained consulship of Africa, where, his destiny fulfilled, he
died.*

Tacitus adopts a chronological plan which is common to the funeral speech. He begins
the obituary by referring to the deceased's father. Tacitus, however, refuses to give Rufus'
origins much consideration. He provides only a rumour that Rufus was the son of a
gladiator and a passing remark that his birth was inglorious. Tacitus grudgingly gives this
information to the reader as if he is paying due respect to a tradition. Third, Curtius
Rufus' career is outlined: aide to the governor of Africa, quaestor, praetor, consul, and

governor. The obituary also relates how Rufus brought fame to his humble beginnings.

52Tac. Ann. 11. 21: De origine Curtii Rufi, quem gladiatore genitum quidam prodidere,
neque falsa prompserim et vera exequi pudet. postquam adolevit, sectator quaestoris, cui Africa
obtigerat, dum in oppido Adrumeto vacuis per medium diei porticibus secretus agitat, oblata ei
species muliebris ultra modum humanum et audita est vox ‘tu es, Rufe, qui in hanc provinciam
pro consule venies.’ tali omine in spem sublatus degressusque in urbem largitione amicorum,
simul acri ingenio quaesturam et mox nobilis inter candidatos praeturam principis suffragio
adsequitur, cum hisce verbis Tiberius dedecus natalium eius velavisset: ‘Curtius Rufus videtur
mihi ex se natus.” longa post haec senecta, et adversus superiores tristi adulatione, adrogans
minoribus, inter pares difficilis, consulare imperium, triumphi insignia ac postremo Africam
obtinuit; atque ibi defunctus fatale praesagium implevit.
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According to Tacitus, it is thanks to the goodwill of friends, not skill or ability, that Rufus
enjoyed any kind of success.

Traces of the character sketch are visible as well. This obituary temporarily
emphasizes Curtius Rufus, while offering a respite from the narration of Roman politics.
It also explains the deceased’s presence in the narrative. According to Tacitus, his life
underscores a theme of the Annals. Rufus is a remnant of Tiberius’reign, when men
advanced in politics through friendship with the emperor. Moreover, Tacitus evaluates
the deceased as surly and bullying. He is an example of the undeserving men of power.
Again, the obituary shows the direct influence of the character sketch. Curtius Rufus is

portrayed in a negative and critical light.

Conclusion

The origin of the obituary can be hypothesized finally. It appears in the works of
Thucydides, Xenophon, Polybius, Sallust, Livy, and Tacitus. It is possible, therefore, to
trace (perhaps rather crudely) the obituary’s development as a literary device. They
emerged from the Greeks’ practice of biographical epilogues and characterizations.” The
Romans adopted this device, not only for its narrative flare, but also as it complemented
their own funerary customs, such as public funerals and memorial inscriptions.

Moreover, a point must be made on the obituary’s possible annalistic origins. The

$3Loftsedt, 177.
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Roman Republic rested upon an authoritative collection of material, set in a chronological
framework, that imposed its tradition upon Roman historiography.? Republican practices
such as the inauguration of magistrates also guided the writing of Roman history,
arranged annalistically, well beyond the end of the Republic. Livy will be used as a
guide to outline the traditional structure of an annalistic history and to determine the
position of the obituary within it.

The beginning of the narrative year is ritually marked off. The names of the
newly elected consuls begin the Livian year. Apparently, this was the standard procedure

in the tabulae Pontificales.’ The narrative year 486 B.C. illustrates this characteristic of

the annalistic tradition when Livy writes:
Then Spurius Cassius and Proculus Verginius were made consuls.
Having made a covenant with the Hernicl, two-thirds of their land
was taken from them.*

When narrating early Republican history, Livy most often uses the opening

formula of x.yconsules facti.> This introduction illustrates a pre-occupation of Livy.

2A. McDonald, "The Style of Livy," JRS 47 (1957), 155.

3Servius, ad Aen. 1. 373: in qua praescriptis consulum nominibus et aliorum
magistratuum digna memoratu notare consueverat domi militiaeque terra marique gesta per
singulos dies...

“Liv. 2. 41. 1: Sp. Cassius deinde et Proculus Verginius consules facti. Cum Hemicis
foedus ictum; agri partes duae ademptae.

5Ginsburg (1981), 11-12. She further states that even in later books (XXI-XLV), where
the narrative of each year becomes more detailed and where the consular elections are recorded
at the end of the previous year, Livy uses other formulae which focus on the first acts of the year.
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started building an amphitheatre at Fidenae for a gladiatorial show.?

Tacitus, however, will make an exception to this annalistic convention. In the
narrative year A.D. 20, he delays recording the names of the new consuls for that year
until the end of the second chapter of book three.?’ When he does name them, Marcus
Valerius and Marcus Aurelius, he does so briefly noting their attendance at Agrippina’s
arrival at Brundisium. This delay minimizes any discontinuity between the events at the
end of book two and at the beginning of book three.”® Thus, Tacitus will toy with this
annalistic convention for narrative purposes.

When he does include the consuls’ names, Tacitus chooses a different opening
formula than Livy. Tacitus regularly selects the ablative absolute construction (x, y
consulibus).?® Indeed, Livy does occasionally use this construction, but he usually
qualifies it with a specific temporal setting.’® Ginsburg further remarks that Tacitus uses
the least specific of all the opening formulae available within the annalistic tradition,

which in turn gives him more flexibility in the choice of material to begin the narrative

%Tac. 4. 62: M. Licinio L. Calpurnio consulibus ingentium bellorum cladem aequavit
malum improvisum: eius initium simul et finis extitit. nam coepto apud Fidenam amphitheatro
Atilius quidam libertini generis, quo spectaculum gladiatorum celebraret...

¥'Tac. 3. 2. 3.
2Gingras, 243.
BGinsburg, 11. She calculates that Tacitus opens fourteen out of twenty-one years (70

%) in Annals I-VI with this construction. Whereas Livy, in Books XXI-XLV, only uses the
ablative absolute twelve out of forty-eight years (25 %).

%An example is Liv. 27. 7. 7.
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change in order to reflect the personalities of the emperors.*' Tiberius disliked
superstition, while Nero not only tolerated it but was even fascinated by prodigies.

Nevertheless, Tacitus introduced the formal obituary relatively late to the
narrative.”> Although Livy used the obituary infrequently, he did introduce this device
early into his narrative recording the death of Romulus. Syme considered some of the
possible reasons for Tacitus’delay.® He doubted that no person of consequence had yet
died, but believed rather that Tacitus was slow to see the value of the device. Martin
however disagrees. He states that the obituary notice in the Tacitean narrative has a
function that can begin to operate only after the large-scale articulating function of
Germanicus has disappeared.* Nonetheless, Tacitus was well aware of the obituary since
it appears frequently in his earlier work known as The Histories.*

We must acknowledge therefore that not only are the obituary notices themselves
products of will and choice,* but their placement within the narrative is too. Many

scholars believe that the obituary of Arminius illustrates this point well. Tacitus inserts

4'H. McCulloch Jr., Narrative Cause in the Annals of Tacitus (Konigstein, 1984), 158.

“2See Appendix B: The Tacitean Obituaries.

“Syme (1970), 81.

“‘Martin (1990), 1533-34.

“STacitus records the deaths of Piso Licinianus and Titus Vinius (1. 48), Galba (1. 49),
Sophonius Tigellinus (1. 72), Otho (2. 50), Junius Blaesus (3. 39), Fabius Valens (3. 62), Flavius
Sabinus (3. 75), Vitellius (3. 86), and Lucius Vitellius (4. 2).

“Syme (1970), 79.
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he added a consulship and held censorial functions for the selection of
knights as members of the judicature. He was also the first to amass the
wealth of which his family became so greatly reputed. Crispus was born

a knight. He took his name from his grandmother’ brother, the most
eminent historian Sallust, who had adopted him. But he, although he had
easy access to an official career, followed the example of Maecenas.
Moreover, without holding senatorial rank, he exceeded many ex-consuls
and winners of triumphs in power. Elegant and refined, contrary to
traditional habit, he verged on decadence in his elaborate opulence. There
was underneath, however, a vigorous mind fit for great affairs, all the
keener for its indolent, sleepy mask. Therefore, as a repository of imperial
secrets, he was second only to Maecenas during the latter’s lifetime, and
afterwards he was the principal. Sallustius was privy to the murder of
Agrippa Postumus. In his later years, however, his friendship with Tiberius
was impressive rather than active. The same had occurred to Maecenas.
Influence is rarely lasting. Such is its fate. Or perhaps both parties become
satiated, when the ruler has nothing more to give, the collaborator nothing
more to ask.5

Tacitus does more than just simply chronicle the lives of these men. Indeed, the reader
learns much about the careers of Volusius and Crispus. Nevertheless, the reader also
senses that Tacitus has a purpose in presenting these obituaries side-by-side. The reader

is guided by Tacitus in drawing a comparison between the two men. As Syme stated,

%Tac. Ann. 3.30: Fine anni concessere vita insignes viri L. Volusius et Sallustius
Crispus. Volusio vetus familia neque tamen praeturam egressa: ipse consulatum intulit, censoria
etiam potestate legendis equitum decuriis functus, opumque quis domus illa immensum viguit
primus adcumulator. Crispum equestri ortum loco C. Sallustius, rerum Romanarum
florentissimus auctor, sororis nepotem in nomen adscivit. atque ille, quamquam prompto ad
capessendos honores aditu, Maecenatem aemulatus sine dignitate senatoria multos triumphalium
consulariumque potentia anteiit, diversus a veterum instituto per cultum et munditias copiaque et
affluentia luxu propior. suberat tamen vigor animi ingentibus negotiis par, €o acrior quo
somnum et inertiam magis ostentabat. igitur incolumi Maecenate proximus, mox praecipuus, cui
secreta imperatorum inniterentur, et interficiendi Postumi Agrippae conscius, aetate provecta
speciem magis in amicitia principis quam vim tenuit. idque et Maecenati acciderat, fato
potentiae raro sempiternae, an satias capit aut illos cum omnia tribuerunt aut hos cum iam nihil
reliquum est quod cupiant.
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politician, who gains prestige through service and friendship to the emperor.”! Moreover,
the role played by Crispus has a purpose for Tacitus’ portrayal of the Tiberian principate.
It allows Tacitus to illustrate how an emperor rules through agents who have no public
accountability.”

How Tacitus arranges the triple obituary of Asinius Saloninus, Ateius Capito, and
Junia Tertulla also reveals the historian’s style. At the end of book three, these obituaries
are arranged in a triadic plan. First, the obituary entries for the two men will be
examined. They read as follows:

In this year, prominent men died. One was Asinius Saloninus,
distinguished as grandson of Marcus Agrippa and Gaius Asinius Pollio,
half-brother of Drusus, and intended husband of one of Tiberius’
granddaughters. The other death that occurred was of Gaius Ateius
Capito, whom I have already mentioned. By his distinction as a jurist he
had achieved national eminence even though his grandfather had only been
a centurion of Sulla, and his father a praetor. Augustus had made him
consul before age so that he would have precedence over another
distinguished lawyer, Marcus Antistius Labeo. For these two paragons of
the arts of peace were the simultaneous products of a single generation.
On the one hand, Labeo’ incorruptible independence gave him the finer
reputation with the public, while Capito’s obedience won him the greater
imperial favour. Labeo stopped short at the praetorship. This seemed
unfair and increased his popularity. Capito’s consulship, on the other
hand, earned him jealousy and dislike.”

"Gingras, 250.

2K ehoe, 250. According to Kehoe, Tacitus devised a special role for Sallustius Crispus.
Tacitus is the only ancient source to mention him in any connection with Tiberius rather than
Augustus (251 and n. 15).

"Tac. Ann. 3. 75: Obiere eo anno viri inlustres Asinius Saloninus, Marco Agrippa et
Pollione Asinio avis, fratre Druso insignis Caesarique progener destinatus, et Capito Ateius, de
quo memoravi, principem in civitate locum studiis civilibus adsecutus, sed avo centurione
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much gossip, because although she was very rich and included
complimentary references to almost every prominent Roman she omitted
the emperor. He took it, however, hospitably and did not refuse her a
funeral nor other observances, including a eulogy from the rostra. The
effigies of twenty highly distinguished families, Manlii, Quinctii, and
others equally aristocratic, headed the procession. But Cassius and Brutus
shone greatly, precisely because their statues were not to be seen.®

It is slightly longer than the obituary of Capito. Junia was the third daughter of D. Iunius
Silanus (cos. 62 B.C.). The obituary records her age, genealogy, and a description of her
funeral. In particular, Tacitus records the relationships which illustrate and emphasize
her republican connections rather than render a simple listing of her parentage.® Similar
to the preceding obituary, it also continues the theme of lost Republican freedom. Her
death is dated, unnecessarily, in relation to the battle of Philippi, where Octavian and
Antony defeated the Republican forces of Brutus and Cassius. The reference to Philippi
is significant for two reasons. First, Tacitus only refers to it twice elsewhere in the
Annals (1. 2. 1; 4. 34-35). Second, Junia’s death is the only one dated to a historical

event.®

In this obituary, how Tiberius reacts is also note worthy. Despite being snubbed,

8Tac. Ann. 3. 76: Et Iunia sexagesimo quarto post Philippensem aciem anno supremum
diem explevit, Catone avunculo genita, C. Cassii uxor, M. Bruti soror. testamentum eius multo
apud vulgum rumore fuit, quia in magnis opibus cum ferme cunctos proceres cum honore
nominavisset Caesarem omisit. quod civiliter acceptum‘ neque prohibuit quo minus laudatione
pro rostris ceterisque sollemnibus funus cohonestaretur. viginti clarissimarum familiarum
imagines antelatae sunt, Manlii, Quinctii aliaque eiusdem nobilitatis nomina. sed praefulgebant
Cassius atque Brutus eo ipso quod effigies eorum non visebantur.

8'Woodman and Martin, 495.

¥Gingras, 248.
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Tacitean exceptions are part of a larger phenomenon. Tacitus treats obituaries like any
other element of the annalistic tradition. They are arranged in the narrative to suit his
own agenda. The multiple obituary entries also reveal the historian’s intent. Tacitus
expanded this genre to incorporate political judgement. Therefore, we can rightfully
conclude that these obituary notices are not merely decorative and evocative of a past
tradition; they also allow Tacitus the chance for detached and focussed assessment of

prominent individuals and of the Principate as a system.”'

'Ibid, 1577.



CHAPTER 3

COMPOSITION OF THE OBITUARY

As the title states, this chapter will focus on the composition of the obituaries in
the Annals. First, it will identify the topics which commonly appear in them by analysing
three obituaries. By examining the comments made about P. Sulpicius Quirinius, L.
Calpurnius Piso, and the emperor Tiberius it will determine the usual Tacitean comments
made about an individual’s life and career. Then it will be possible to form a plan for the
typical Tacitean obituary. Second, the chapter will note the similar topics found in
obituaries and laudatory oratory by consulting Quintilian’s advice on that subject in the

De Institutione Oratoria. It will be argued that Tacitus may have relied upon his

rhetorical training to write the obituaries. True, what Tacitus wrote about a deceased
individual is dictated partly by common sense but it is also influenced by thematic
demands since Tacitus selects an individual who represents a social type.' Indeed the
obituaries help Tacitus to accomplish his task as a historian to celebrate noble deeds and
frighten people away from evil words and acts by the fear of ill repute in the future.?

Finally, this chapter will also consider reasons which could explain why the obituaries

'Sinclair, 9.
2Tac. Ann. 3. 65. 1.
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disconnected phrases, which Syme believed reproduced the old annalistic manner.'®
Tacitus’ comments regarding Tiberius are also similar to the two previous
obituaries. This obituary, which appears in the narrative year A.D. 37, is noteworthy for
two other reasons. First, it is the last obituary in the extant Annals commemorating a
member of the imperial family. Second, Tacitus composes it with much energy, which

Pomeroy believes is missing in the other imperial notices.'” It reads as follows:

Claudius Nero was Tiberius’ father and so he was descended from the
Claudian family on both sides although his mother had become a member
of the Livian clan and later one of the Julians through adoption. His
fortunes were mixed from his infancy. He followed his father, who was
one of the proscribed, into exile. When he joined the household of
Augustus as his stepson, he was confronted by rivals. While they lived
they were Marcellus and Agrippa, then Gaius and Lucius Caesar. Even his
brother Nero Drusus was a more popular favourite. But particularly
hazardous was his marriage to Julia, whether he endured or avoided her
infidelity. Then returning from Rhodes, he took over the household of the
emperor, now bereft of heirs, for twelve years and then ruled the Roman
world for nearly twenty-three years.

His character, too, had its different stages. His life and reputation were
blameless while he remained a private citizen or was in power under
Augustus. While Germanicus and Drusus still lived, he was cunning and
secretive in feigning virtue. Until his mother died, he was a mixture of
good and bad characteristics. While he still favoured or feared Sejanus,
his cruelty was detestable, but his lusts were hidden. Finally he openly
engaged both in crime and disgraceful activities, when, after shame and
fear had gone, he could follow his own bent.'®

“Ibid.
'"Pomeroy, 217.

"®Tac. Ann. 6. 51: pater ei Nero et utrimque origo gentis Claudiae, quamquam mater in
Liviam et mox Iuliam familiam adoptionibus transierit. casus prima ab infantia ancipites; nam
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First, Tacitus states the emperor’s origins. The reader is reminded that Tiberius, as the
son of Livia and Tiberius Claudius Nero, was a member of the Claudian family on both

sides. Next Tacitus provides a rather untraditional cursus honorum of the deceased.

Tacitus outlines the chain of events which eventually led Tiberius to be Augustus’ heir.
As a child, Tiberius was an unlikely candidate as he lived in exile with his father. Once
he was associated with Augustus, Tiberius apparently had to jostle for position with
Marcellus and Agrippa, Gaius and Lucius Caesar, and even his own brother Nero Drusus.
Tacitus then summarizes Tiberius’ later years. His marriage to Julia, Augustus’only
child, proved disasterous by her infidelities. Tacitus also recalls Tiberius’ withdrawal to
Rhodes and his triumphal return to take over Augustus’ household and the Roman empire.
Moreover, Tacitus analyses the deceased’s personality and reputation. While
Tiberius was a private citizen or was under Augustus’potestas, he led a blameless
existence. In fact, the reader sympathizes with Tiberius slightly since he either endured

or ignored his wife’s adultery. Tacitus, however, attempts to delve into Tiberius’ psyche

proscriptum patrem exul secutus, ubi domum Augusti privignus introiit, multis aemulis
conflictatus est, dum Marcellus et Agrippa, mox Gaius Luciusque Caesares viguere; etiam frater
eius Drusus prosperiore civium amore erat. sed maxime in lubrico egit accepta in matrimonium
Iulia, impudicitiam uxoris tolerans aut declinans. dein Rhodo regressus vacuos principis penatis
duodecim annis, mox rei Romanae arbitrium tribus ferme et viginti obtinuit. morum quoque
tempora illi diversa: egregium vita famaque, quoad privatus vel in imperiis sub Augusto fuit;
occultum ac subdolum fingendis virtutibus, donec Germanicus ac Drusus superfuere; idem inter
bona malaque mixtus incolumni matre; intestabilis saevitia, sed obtectis libidinibus dum Seianum
dilexit timuitve: postremo in scelera simul ac dedecora prorupit postquam remoto pudore et
metu suo tantum ingenio utebatur.
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to divulge his inner state." Indeed Tacitus shows Tiberius’ hypocritical and tyrannical
nature.”® Tiberius feigned virtue while Germanicus and Drusus were still alive, according
to Tacitus.' Progressively, Tiberius acted more licentiously as external restraints were
removed.”? Finally, without Livia and Sejanus keeping him in check, Tiberius could
satisfy any cruel and lustful desire. Tacitus presents a man who becomes increasingly
isolated until he is old and alone.”

The obituary of Tiberius is also organised like the first example. It traces
Tiberius’ life chronologically. He begins with Tiberius’ family and origins. Then he
itemises the events which contributed to his succession such as his association with
Augustus, his withdrawal, and the deaths of other rivals. Furthermore, Tacitus dates the

progressive deterioration of Tiberius’ character by the successive deaths of his partners.?

®Daitz, 39.

20M. Griffin, "Tacitus, Tiberius and the Principate," in Leaders and Masses in the Roman
World in honour of Zvi Yavetz, ed. I. Malkin and Z. Rubinsohn (New York, 1995), 43.

21Gill, 484. Gill cites many instances of Tiberius’ concealed cruelty and capacity for
hatred. Some examples can be foundat: Ann. 1.7.7;1.10.7; 1. 11.2; 1.24. 1; 1. 33. 2; 2. 28.
2;2.42;3.44.4,4.57,4.71.3;6.24.3;6.50. 1.

22R . Martin, Tacitus (London, 1981), 105; McCulloch Jr., 64. McCulloch also notes the
influence of Sallust in this description of Tiberius’behaviour. He states that Sallust viewed the
removal of fear as the first stage of aprocess of moral degeneration leading to civil war.
McCulloch further argues that Tacitus, in using this Sallustiam mode of thought, drew a link
between the moral corruption of the emperor and the moral corruption of the body politic (66).

BA. Woodman, "Tacitus’ Obituary of Tiberius," CQ 39 (1989), 200. See also Suet. Tib.
65.

2Ibid, 202; Martin, 105.
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entire narrative.*®

The record of Vipsania’s death is even shorter in length and detail. Tacitus
includes this notice in the narrative year A.D. 20. It reads as follows:

A few days later [Drusus’] mother, Vispania, died. Of Agrippa’s children,

she alone died peacefully. The rest were either killed in battle or allegedly

poisoned or starved to death.*
Tacitus begins by highlighting her genealogy. She is the daugher of M. Vipsanius
Agrippa (cos. 37 B.C.) and the mother of Drusus. Next Tacitus comments on her
death. Vipsania is the only child of Agrippa to die naturally. Like Julia Minor,
Tacitus only pays the deceased slight consideration overall. In fact, he only
alludes to her marriage with the emperor Tiberius which was terminated at
Augustus’instigation. Nor does he mention her second marriage to C. Asinius
Gallus. The reader may be surprised by this omission since their son, Asinius
Agrippa, is awarded an obituary later on in the Annals.* Indeed, Tacitus does not
scrutinise her life much. Yet, as the first wife of Tiberius her death certainly is
noteworthy in this hexad.

Categories are needed to explain the differences between obituaries. This

“8Julia Minor is mentioned in connection to Decimus Silanus at Ann. 3. 24.

“*Tac. Ann. 3. 19: paucosque post dies Vipsania mater eius excessit, una omnium
Agrippae liberorum miti obitu: nam ceteros manifestum ferro vel creditum est veneno aut fame
extinctos.

5°R. Syme, The Augustan Aristocracy (Oxford, 1986), 146. The obituary of Asinius
Agrippa appears at Ann. 4. 61.
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on stock characters.” D’ Alton believes that Tacitus’ epigrammatic terseness also
was a legacy from his earlier studies.®® Clearly, Tacitean obituaries should also be
given as further examples of rhetoric’s influence.

By studying the structure of the obituary, we begin to understand a
possible function it serves in the narrative of the Annals. By commemorating the
deaths of these illustrious figures of Roman society, Tacitus evaluates their lives
and assigns praise or blame. (Again, a further aspect of the obituary which shows
the influence of rhetoric.) As Syme noted Tacitus unobtrusively suggests lessons
of conduct.’” Although we have presently limited the discussion to Tacitean
obituaries, these same remarks could have implications on the study of other

ancient historians and the obituaries in their narratives.

55J. Dunkle, "The Rhetorical Tyrant in Roman Historiography: Sallust, Livy, and
Tacitus," CW 65 (1971), 12; R. Mellor, ed. The Historians of Ancient Rome (New York, 1998),
394, )

%6J. D’Alton, Roman Literary Theory and Criticism: a study in tendencies (New York,
1962), 522-23.

57Syme (1958), 313.



CHAPTER 4

OBITUARIES AND THEMES IN TACITUS

The Annals is an intriguing chronicle of the events which occurred between A.D.
14 and A.D. 68. The reader’s enjoyment is partly due to the work’s narrative flow, which
is attained through its use of themes. References to Tiberius' character, the conflict of

succession, and the maiestas law recur throughout the Tiberian hexad.' In the Claudian

and Neronian books, Tacitus repeatedly alludes to court intrigues, the decline of political

liberty, and the demoralisation of Roman society as Walker further notes. Other scholars

also identify lost Republican libertas and senatorial adulatio as two themes which are
significant to the work as a whole.? Tacitus advances these themes in many instances
through obituaries. This chapter will examine how three obituaries interplay with the text
in order to highlight certain key themes. Indeed the chapter will demonstrate how the
obituaries of Germanicus Caesar, Lucilius Longus, and Memmius Regulus communicate
the themes of nostalgia for the Republic, senatorial sycophancy, and threatened personal

liberty in the empire, respectively.

'Walker, 17-32.
2Ginsburg, 114 n. 40; Sinclair, 11; Martin (1990), 126.
68
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obituary appears in the narrative year A.D. 19, but not in the end chapter. Its unusual
placement perhaps is due to narrative demands. Comment on Germanicus’death is
needed at this time since it is a factor in the subsequent events such as Piso’s trial.
Tacitus writes,

The province and surrounding peoples grieved greatly. Foreign countries
and kings mourned his friendliness to allies and forgiveness to enemies.
Both his looks and his words had inspired respect. Yet this dignity and
grandeur, befitting his lofty rank, had been unaccompanied by any
arrogance or jealousy. At his funeral there was no procession of statues.
But there were abundant eulogies and reminiscences of his fine character.
Some felt that his appearance, short life, and manner of death (like its
locality) recalled Alexander the Great. Both were handsome, both died
soon after thirty, both succumbed to the treachery of compatriots in a
foreign land. But Germanicus, it was added, was kind to his friends,
modest in his pleasures, a man with one wife and legitimate children.
Though not so rash as Alexander, he was no less of a warrior. Only, after
defeating the Germans many times, he had not been allowed to complete
their subjection. If he had been in sole control, with royal power and title,
he would have equalled Alexander in military renown as easily as he
outdid him in clemency, self-control, and every other good quality.’

We leam first about the public’s reaction to Germanicus’death. Those at Antioch

mourned the loss of a man who had extended friendship and mercy to foreign kings and

Tac. Ann. 2. 72-73: neque multo post extinguitur, ingenti luctu provinciae et
circumiacentium populorum. indoluere exterae nationes regesque: tanta illi comitas in socios,
mansuetudo in hostis; visuque et auditu iuxta venerabilis, cum magnitudinem et gravitatem
summae fortunae retineret, invidiam et adrogantiam effugerat.

Funus sine imaginibus et pompa per laudes ac memoriam virtutum eius celebre fuit. et
erant qui formam, aetatem, genus mortis ob propinquitatem etiam locorum in quibus interiit,
magni Alexandri fatis adaequarent. nam utrumque corpore decoro, genere insigni, haud multum
triginta annos egressum, suorum insidiis externas inter gentis occidisse: sed hunc mitem erga
amicos, modicum voluptatum, uno matrimonio, certis liberis egisse, neque minus proeliatorem,
etiam si temeritas afuerit praepeditusque sit perculsas tot victoriis Germanias servitio premere.
quod si solus arbiter rerum, si iure et nomine regio fuisset, tanto promptius adsecuturum gloriam
militiae quantum clementia, temperantia, ceteris bonis artibus praestitisset.
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Germanicus for being unencumbered by any arrogance and envy, which acts as another
contrast between Germancius and Tiberius as well.?

Nevertheless the reader should not regard Germanicus as a foil to Tiberius.
Instead, Pelling encourages us to interpret the world in which Germanicus moves, his
style of fighting, leadership and politics, as a contrast to the world and atmosphere of the
principate.’ The obituary suggests that a man like Germanicus could not survive in
imperial Rome.”? All public affairs and even Germanicus’ campaigns are hampered by the
devious and complex realities of imperial politics under Tiberius.?

Tacitus devoted his narrative to the lost cause of the Republic.* This obituary
successfully records the vanishing vestiges of republican standards and values.”> As

much as Tacitus regretted the loss of the Republic and all it represented, he did recognise

the necessity of the principate.?® The last of the Republican dynasts had monopolized the

At Ann. 1. 4 Tacitus writes that Tiberius possessed the ancient ingrained arrogance of
the Claudian family.

2pelling, 67-68.
2walker, 232.
BMendell, 66.
*Ibid, 108.

25C. Classen, "Tacitus - Historian between Republic and Principate," Mnemosyne 41
(1988), 102.

%M. Morford, "How Tacitus Defined Liberty," ANRW 33. 5 (1991), 3442.
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obituaries of Lucilius Longus and Memmius Regulus emphasize the change amongst the
leading Romans under the empire. Tacitus views these individuals as representing social

types and as illustrating the work’s themes.*

45Sinclair, 9; Gingras, 256.
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obituary with it. Her personality is even alluded to as Tacitus recalls that she snubbed
Tiberius. Likewise, Tacitus provides a pseudo-record of her public career in the obituary
by referring to her exile (to Pandateria and later to Rhegium), her children, and her
marriage to Tiberius. Although references to marriages were common in funeral orations
for women and so should not be viewed as unusual in an obituary, nonetheless they
should be recognised as detailing a woman’s public life.

The obituary of Livia also shows the same ingenuity. It appears at the beginning

of the narrative year A.D. 29 and reads as follows:

In the consulship of Rubellius and Fufius, both sumnamed Geminus, Julia
Augusta died, in extreme old age. Through the Claudian family and by
adoption into the Livian and Julian families, she was a member of the
most distinguished nobility. Her first marriage and children were to
Tiberius Nero, who was banished in the Perusian war and who returned
to the city for the peace between Sextus Pompeius and the triumvirate.
Octavian, longing for her beauty, took her from her husband. Her
unwillingness is unknown. His haste was so much that giving no interval
for her pregnancy, he introduced her to his home. After this, she had

no further children, but she had a blood connection of shared great-
grandchildren with Augustus through the union of Agrippina and
Germanicus. In domestic virtues she was of the old school, her
courteousness went beyond that which the older women approved. An
imperious mother, she was an accommodating wife and a good match to
the character of her husband and the pretence of her son. Her funeral was
modest, her will was long unexecuted. Her eulogy at the rostra was
delivered by Gaius Caesar, her great-grandson, who was soon to occupy
the throne.®

$Tac. Ann. 5. 1: Rubellio et Fufio consulibus, quorum utrique Geminus cognomentum
erat, Iulia Augusta mortem obiit, aetate extrema, nobilitatis per Claudiam familiam et adoptione
Liviorum Iuliorumque clarissimae. Primum ei matrimonium et liberi fuere cum Tiberio Nerone,
qui bello Perusino profugus pace inter Sex. Pompeium ac triumviros pacta in urbem rediit. Exim
Caesar cupidine formae aufert marito, incertum an invitam, adeo properus, ut ne spatio quidem
ad enitendum dato penatibus suis gravidam induxerit. Nulla posthac subolem edidit, sed sanguini
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when punishing his daughter and her lovers in 2 B.C."® Indeed, Suetonius supports this
image of Augustus. He states that Augustus was unrelenting and even ordered that his
daughter was not to be buried in the family mausoleum."" Likewise, Tiberius is
characterised negatively in Julia Maior’s obituary. Tacitus stirs up the reader’s sympathy
for Julia by describing Tiberius’ cruelty.'? References to Gaius and Lucius Caesar and
Agrippa Postumus allow Tacitus to allege that Julia Maior’s death also was a result of
Tiberius."

The obituary of Livia also adds to the characterisations of Augustus and Tiberius.
Although her obituary is traditional in its content, Tacitus adds an unusual detail."
Augustus appears as lustful and hasty by rushing a marriage between himself and a
pregnant Livia. Nevertheless, the obituary shows Augustus content in a marriage with a
very accomodating wife. Perhaps Tacitus is alluding to the rumours that Livia pandered

to her husband’s passion by gathering young virgins for him to deflower."> Tiberius’

0Tac. Ann. 3. 24. See A. Ferrill, "Augustus and his Daughter," Studies in Latin
Literature and Roman History II (1980), 332-346 and W. Lacey, "2 B.C. and Julia’s Adultery,"
Antichthon 14 (1980), 127-142 for explanations of Augustus’reactions.

""Suet. Aug. 101.

12Viden (1993), 55.

13Suetonius (Tib. 11) gives a kinder picture of Tiberius’ behaviour at this time. He states
that Tiberius felt obliged to send letters to Augustus urging a reconciliation between father and
daughter. Moreover, Tiberius allowed Julia to keep whatever presents she had received from

him.
“pomeroy (1991), 223.

5Suet. Aug. 71.
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private matters is also described. The obituaries of Julia Maior and Livia are indeed
significant to our understanding of women in the Annals. Within a system of government
which gave no woman a direct role, the underlying influence of a few women is clearly

understood.















APPPENDIX A: THE LIVIAN OBITUARIES

Ref. Year Position in Deceased Details
(B.C) Narrative Yr.

1. 15 c. 750 end Romulus genealogy, cursus
honorum, ingenium.

1.48 c. 530 end Servius Tullius length of reign,
ingenium, political
intentions of deceased.

2.16 503 beginning Publius Valerius ingenium, financial
resources.

2.33 493 end Menenius Agrippa ingenium, cursus
honorum, financial
resources.

6.20 384 near end Manlius Capitolinus  manner of death,

ingenium,
punishments.

7.1 366-365 end Marcus Furius age, ingenium, brief
cursus honorum.

30. 26 202 penultimate Fabius Cunctator genealogy, cursus
honorum, ingenium.

33.21 197 end King Attalus age, length of reign,
ingenium, brief cursus
honorum.

38.53 187 middle Scipio Africanus ingenium, cursus

honorum.
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APPENDIX B: THE TACITEAN OBITUARIES

Ref. Year Position in Deceased Details
(A.D) Narrative Yr.
1.53 14 penultimate Julia Maior genealogy, cursus
honorum
2.73 19 middle Germanicus age, genealogy, cursus

honorum, ingenium.

2.88 19 end Arminius age, cursus honorum,
ingenium.

3.19 20 middle Vipsania genealogy, brief note on
death.

3.30 20 end L.Volusius Saturninus genealogy, cursus
honorum.

Sallustius Crispus genealogy, cursus
honorum,

ingenium.

3.48 21 penultimate P. Sulpicius Quirinus  genealogy, cursus
honorum,

ingenium.

3.75 22 penultimate Asinius Saloninus genealogy,

C. Ateius Capito genealogy, cursus
honorum,

ingenium.

3.76 22 end Junia Tertulla age, genealogy.

4.15 23 penultimate Lucilius Longus cursus honorum,
genealogy.
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Ref.  Year Position in Deceased Details
(A.D) Narrative Y.
4.44 25 penultimate C. Comnelius Lentulus genealogy, cursus
honorum.
Domitius Ahenobarbus genealogy, cursus
honorum.
Lucius Antoninus genealogy.
4.61 26 end Asinius Agrippa family history (brief).
Quintus Haterius comment On career.
4.71 28 near end Julia Minor genealogy, cursus
honorum.
5.1 29 beginning Julia Augusta (Livia) genealogy, cursus
honorum, ingenium.
6.10 32 near end Lucius Piso age, cursus honorum.
6.27 33 penultimate Aelius Lamia genealogy, cursus
honorum.
Flaccus Pomponius cursus honorum.
Manius Lepidus genealogy.
6.39 35 end Poppaeus Sabinus genealogy, cursus
honorum, ingenium.
6.51 37 end Tiberius age, genealogy, cursus
honorum, ingenium.
11.21 47 near end Curtius Rufus genealogy, cursus
honorum,
ingenium.
13.30 56 end Caninius Rebilus cursus honorum, means

of death.
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Ref. Year
(A.D.)

Position in
Narrative YT.

Deceased Details

14.19 59

14.47 61

end

near end

L. Volusius Saturninus genealogy, cursus
honorum,

ingenium.

Cn. Domitius Afer cursus honorum,
ingenium.

M. Servilius Nonianus cursus honorum,

P. Memmius Regulus  genealogy, cursus
honorum,

ingenium.
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