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THE GENERAL CIVIL AND MILITARY
ADMINISTRATION OF NORICUM
AND RAETIA.

By Mary BraDFORD Praks.

THE paper here presented was at first intended to form Chap-
ters IT and IIT of a “History of the Provinces of Noricum and
Raetia,” the material for which has been grouped as follows:

Chapter I. A General Survey.
1. The Tribal Period.
2. The Period of Governmeut by Procurators.
3. The Period of Military Importance.
4. The Decline of Roman Authority.
Chapter II. The Governors.
Chapter III. The Army.
Chapter IV. The Finances.
Chapter V. The Roads.
Chapter VI. Local Affairs.
Chapter VII. Religion.
Chapter VIII. Industries and Products.
Chapter IX. Emigration and Immigration.

As it is hoped that the other chapters may appear later, the
original form of this portion has been altered as little as possible
in revising it for separate publication. Some peculiarities in the
order of topics and in the cross-references are due to this fact.
The time of Constantine is adopted as the lower limit in the
present article.

The author’s choice of subject does not indicate a belief that
Noricum and Raetia formed a political or military unit;' on the
contrary, the study of the two countries was pursued separately
until it was discovered that together they afforded an unusually
illuminating example of the way in which the Roman system was
adapted to varying conditions. In what is local, social, commer-

1Cf. pp- 173, n. 7; 192, n. 4.
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162 STUDIES IN CLASSICAL PHILOLOGY

cial, the two adjacent provinces offer interesting contrasts; in all
that has to do with the Empire and especially with their mission
as guardians of the Upper Danube frontier, Noricum and Raetia
were alike, and from their likeness one may gather much informa-
tion when the evidence for either alone is fragmentary. The facts
with regard to each province, however, have been kept separate
within the different chapters and subdivisions. It is believed
that this method is likely to yield a truer picture of the Roman
world than is obtained when the investigation is arbitrarily limited
by the boundaries of a modern state.

The extent of the author’s indebtedness to the writings of
Cagnat, Cichorius, Hirschfeld, Jung, Liebenam, Mommsen, Ohlen-
schlager, Schiller, and others will be evident from the footnotes;
among her instructors grateful acknowledgment is made especially
to Professor Frank Frost Abbott, at whose suggestion this work
was begun, and by whose scholarly instruction and unfailing
helpfulness its execution was made possible.

REFERENCES AND ABBREVIATIONS.

All dates are a. p. 41/54=*“at some date between 41 and 54, inclu-
sive;” 41-564=*%“from 41 to 54, inclusive.”

When no ambiguity would arise, CIL. is omitted in references to the
Latin Corpus. D.=diploma militare (CIL. III).

In printing inscriptions, - — - means “omitted as irrelevant,” . . . .
means “not extant.”

References in the form Noricum 1, Raetia 1 are to the lists of gov-
ernors beginning p. 170 and p. 185 respectively, or in more condensed
form, pp. 182, 194.

The following works are regularly cited by means of abbreviations:
Allen=G. H. Allen, Centurions as Substitute Commanders of Auxiliary

Corps, Roman Historical Sources and Institutions (“Univ. of Mich.

Studies,” Vol. I). New York, 1904.

Ann. Ep.=L'année épigraphique. Paris, 1888-.

Arpold=H. Arnold, “Das rémische Heer im bayerischen Rétien,”
Beitrdge zur Anthropologie und Urgeschichte Bayerns, XIV, pp.
43-100. Munich, 1902.

Bonn. Jahrb.=Jahrbicher des Vereins von Alterthumsfreunden im
Rheinlande. Bonn, 1842-,

Cagnat=R. Cagnat, L'armée romaine d’ Afrique. Paris, 1892.
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CIL.=Corpus inscriptionum Latinarum. Berlin; 1863-.

CIRh.=W. Brambach, Corpus inscriptionum Rhenanarum. Elber-
feld, 1867.

Cohen=H. Cohen, Médailles impériales. Paris, 1880-92.

Dessau=H. Dessau, Inscriptiones Latinae selectae. Berlin, 1892-.

Diz. Ep.=E. De Ruggiero, Dizionario epigrafico di antichité romane.
Rome, 1895-.

DS.=Daremberg et Saglio, Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques et
romaines. Paris, 1873-. (Especially the article by R. Cagnat, s. v.
Legio.)

Eckhel=J. Eckhel, Doctrina numorum veterum. Vienna, 1792-.

EE.=Ephemeris epigraphica. Berlin, 1872,

Franziss=F. Franziss, Bayern zur Romerzeit. Regensburg, 1905.

Hirschfeld, Sitz.=0. Hirschfeld, “Die ritterlichen Provincialstatthalter,”
Sttzungsberichte der konigl. preuss. Akad. d. Wissenschaften zu
Berlin, 1889, pp. 417 f.

Hirschfeld, Verw.=0O. Hirschfeld, Untersuchungen auf dem Gebiete
der rom. Verwaltungsgeschichte : 1, Die kaiserlichen Verwaltungs-
beamten. Berlin, 1877.

IG.=Inscriptiones Graecae. Berlin, 1873-.

IGR.=Inscriptiones Graecae ad res Romanas pertinentes, Paris, 1904—.

Itin. Ant.=G. Parthey et M. Pinder, Itinerarium Antonini Augusti.
Berlin, 1848.

Jung, Dac.=J. Jung, Fasten der Provinz Dacien. Innsbruck, 1894.

Jung, Rom.=J. Jung, Romer und Romanen in den Donaulindern.
Innsbruck, 1887.

Kammel=0. Kammel, Die Anfange deutschen Lebens in Oesterreich.
Leipzig, 1879.

Lieb. Beitr.=W. Liebenam, Beitrdge zur Verwaltungsgeschichte des
rom. Kaiserreichs: 1, Die Lauybahn der Procuratoren. Jena,
1886.

Lieb. Quaestt.=W. Liebenam, Quaestionum epigraphicarum de imperii
Romant administratione capita selecta. Bonn, 1882,

Lieb. Verw.=W. Liebenam, Forschungen zur Verwaltungsgeschichte
des rom. Kaiserreichs: I, Die Legaten in den rém. Provinzen.
Leipzig, 1888.

Marq.=J. Marquardt, Romische Staatsverwaltung. Leipzig, 1881-84.

MB.=Musée belge. Paris, 1897-.

Not. Dign.=0. Seeck, Notitia dignitatum accedunt — - - laterculi pro-
vinciarum. Berlin, 1876.

Nowotny=E. Nowotny, “Ein norisches Militdrdiplom des Traian,”
Festschrift fiur Otto Benndorf, pp. 267 ff. Vienna, 1898.
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Ohl. Prog.=F. Ohlenschlager, Die rom. Truppen im rechtsrheinischen
Bayern, Programm des konigl. Maximilians-Gymnasiums. Munich,
1883/84.

Ohl. Sitz.=F. Ohlenschlager, “Das Regensburger rom. Militardiplom,”
Sitzungsberichte d. phil.-hist. Classe d. konigl. bayer. Akad. d.
Wiss. zu Miinchen, IV, pp. 225 ff.

ORL.=Der obergermanisch-raetische Limes des Romerreiches. Heidel-
berg, 1894—.

Planta=P. C. Planta, Das alte Ratien. Berlin, 1872.

Pros.=Prosopographia imperit Romani. Berlin, 1897-.

PW.=Pauly-Wissowa, Real-Encyclopddie der classischen Altertums-
wissenschaft. Stuttgart, 1894-. (Especially the articles by Cicho-
rius, s. vv. Ala, Cohors.)

Sch.=H. Schiller, Geschichte der romischen Kaiserzeit. Gotha, 1883-87.

Script.=H. Peter, Scriptores historiae Augustae. Leipzig, 1884.

Tab. Peut.=Scheyb-Mannertus, Tabula itineraria Peutingeriana.
Leipzig, 1824.

Urban=K. Urban, Das alte Rdatien und die réomischen Inschriften.
Magdeburg, 1889.

Vaschide=V. Vaschide, Histoire de la conquéte romaine de la Dacie.
Paris, 1903.

Zippel=G. Zippel, Die romische Herrschaftin Illyrien bis auf Augustus
Leipzig, 1877.



PART I. THE GOVERNORS.
I. Introductory Statement.
PROCURATORES AND PRAEFECTIL!

Titles.—For a brief period after the Roman conquest, Raetia
was in charge of a pracfectus,” whose province also included Vin-
delicia and the Vallis Poenina, with the command of the auxiliaries
of the region. From some date prior to 69 A. p.,” perhaps under
Claudius,' until 167/169 a. p.’ it was under a procurator Augusti
provinciae Raetiae, who, following the outbreak of the Marcoman-
nic war, was given increased power and the title procurator et pro
legato;® this, however, was but a temporary expedient, pending
the arrival of the legion designed for this province.

That Noricum was ever governed by a praefectus is less likely,
because its condition when conquered was such that there was no
need to fear a revolt against Roman control;’ still the title of the
first known procurator (procurator in Norico; under Claudius)
may perhaps go back to an earlier form like praefectus civitatium
in Norico.®

Term of office.—The list of procuratores provinciae® Noricae

1Jung. Roém. pp. 33 ff. 2 Raetia 1.

3Raetia 2; Tac. Hist. i, 11: duae Mauritaniae, Raetia, Noricum, Thraecia et quae aliae
procuratoribus cohibentur.

4 Full references on this point will be given in the completed work.

5Raetia 9, 10; p. 205. 6 Raetia 10.

71t was exhausted by recent wars with the Boii and the Getae; see n. 4.

8 Noricum 1; Hirschfeld, Sitz. p. 425.

9 Aschbach, Sitzungsber. d. Wiener Akad. (phil.-hist. Classe), XXXV, p. 5, followed by
Mommsen, CIL. ITI, p. 588; Kammel, pp. 48, 55; Marq. 1. 290; Sch. I. 222, and others (cf. also
Zippel, pp. 275 ff.), promulgated the doctrine that Noricum during the time that it was gov-
erned by procurators was a regnum rather than a provincia. The facts are briefly as follows:

1. The country is called regnum Noricum five times during the period in question (Vell.
ii. 109. 5; Suet. T%b. 16; CIL. V1. 1599; VIII, 9363; II1I. 11543 (Noricum 6, 20, 24) ) and four
times even after the arrival of an imperial legate (CIL. VI. 1546 (Noricum 25); III. 4800;
4797; 4828), the latest case being in 239 A.p. (III. 4800). Now, these last four instances
obviously illustrate the retention in popular speech of a familiar, though no longer exact,
term ; one of them, VI. 1546, is shown to be colloquial in character by the use of quinque-
fascalis for legatus, and the other three are inscriptions of freedmen revenue officials. Why
may not the same explanation apply to the five earlier cases as well? 1t is certainly unsafe
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is unusually complete,’ especially for the time of Antoninus Pius.?
Since seven governors can be dated with certainty as coming
within the twenty-three years of his reign, while ten or eleven
more probably also belong there, the average term of office at
that period was less than a year and a half.

Duties.*—The procurator commanded the auxiliary troops
stationed in his province,* and had civil,’ and, in at least one case,’
criminal jurisdiction (ius gladi).

Beneficiarit procuratoris Norici.—The procurator of Noricum
was assisted by one or more’ beneficiarii, from twenty-three of
whom® we have inscriptions, mostly dedications to I. O. M.}
ranging in date from Trajan to M. Aurelius.® The function of
these officials is uncertain;" the older explanation, that they com-

to interpret strictly a mere parenthetical explanation of locality like Suet. T'ib. 16. while
Vell. ii. 109. 5 is offset by Vell. ii. 39. 3. Such a laxity in designation as has been suggested
occurred also in the case of regnum Cottium (see CIL. V, pp. 808 f.), and can easily be paral-
leled today, e.g.,in the use of the Colonial ‘‘shilling,” which in the eastern part of the
United States still lingers after more than a century.

2. Noricum is called provincia (émapxia) four times before M. Aurelius (Vell. ii. 39. 3;
Tac. Ann. ii. 63; Ptol. ii. 13.2; CIL. IX. 4753 (Noricum 4) ). On Aschbach’s theory these
must be explained as inaccuracies.

3. There is no evidence that the retention of ‘“den alten stolzen Namen Konigreich”
(Kammel, p. 48; cf. Sch. I. 222) was accompanied by any greater freedom from Roman con-
trol than in the case of any other procuratorial province. Noricum was treated no better
than Raetia, which had previously been neither a unified kingdom nor an ally of Rome. The
comparison with the regna of Egypt and the Cottian Alps is misleading because these were
under praefecti; the history of Raetia shows that government by praefecti wasnot the same
as government by procurators, but was a preliminary stage used for communities not fully
organized or trusted.

4. A partial collection of the material does not bear out the supposition that hesitation
was felt in applying the term provineia to a district ruled by procurators; see, for example,
Raetia 3, 5, 6, 9, 10; accident or custom seems to be the controlling factor in the name.

In view of all these considerations it seems more probable that provincia was the offi-
cial designation.

1 Noricum 1-24. 2Noricum 6-22 or 23. 3 Lieb. Quaestt. pp. 43 ff.

4+Noricum 2, 7; Raetia 9; hence the assumption that Sextilius Felix (Noricum 3) and
Ti. Iulius Aquilinus (Raetia 4) were procurators.

5 Noricum 10. 6 Raetia 3.

1Three cases of two (Noricum 7, 12, 16; see pp. 182 f.) and two of three (Noricum 9, 17)
beneficiarii of the same procurator are recorded, but it is not known whether they served
simultaneously.

8 For list, see pp. 182 f.

911IL. 5176 is to Epona; 11826 is an epitaph; 14362, p. 2328197 is doubtful (Noricum 17, 9,
22; cf. p. 183, n. 1),

10 While the province was ruled by legates, similar dedications were made by bf. cos.
leg. II Ital., see pp. 200 f.

11 Jung, Dac. ppe1771.; EE.1IV, pp. 400 £.; Cagnat, p. 127; Diz. Ep.1.992 ff.; Westdeutsche
Zeitschrift, XXI. 158 ff,
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manded detachments of auxiliaries, seems inapplicable here, for
the completeness of the series is entirely out of proportion to the
military importance of Noricum at this time;' some secretarial or
other confidential duty is more probable.

Rank.—The procurator of Noricum was a centenarius.’ He
outranked the procurators of Sicily,® Lusitania,** Thrace,’ Asturia
and Gallaecia;® probably also those of Pontus,’ Judaea,” Sar-
dinia,” Africa;' he was of less importance than the procurator
of Mauretania® or Raetia. His relation to the procurator Panno-
niae superioris and the procurator XX hereditatium is uncertain."

The procurator of Raetia was probably a ducenarius;” his
office was of the same grade as the procuracy of Mauretania
Caesariensis;" lower than that of Belgica et utraque Germania,”
or of Lugdunensis,” higher than that of Cilicia,” Lusitania,” Dacia
superior,”® Cappadocia,”® Pontus" mediterraneus et Armenia minor
et Lycaonia Antiochiana,® Noricum.” As the greater part of the
inscriptions is of the time of Pius, the evidence is not sufficient to

1Liebenam, Quaestt. p. 46, in arguing for a military function, says: ‘‘ii beneficiarii
quorum tempus definire possumus Antoninorum aetati asscribendi videntur cum in pro-
vinciis circa Danubium sitis novae neque exiguae barbarorum incursiones aut exspecta-
bantur aut factae sunt.” In point of fact, however, the series begins under Trajan (Noricum
4, p. 182), i. e., before the need for increased armament was felt (p. 211).

2 Hirschfeld, Verw. p. 261, n. 1. The time of Pius is meant, unless otherwise indicated.

3Noricum 4 (under Trajan).

4Cf. Raetia 6; Lieb. Beitr. p. 22. In Liebenam’s table, Beitr. p. 35, Noricum should be
above Lusitania, and therefore above Sicily and Cilicia. Hirschfeld, Sitz. p. 424, n. 52, rightly
objects to placing Noricum below the Alpine states.

6 Noricum 6. 6 Noricum 8. 7 Noricum 22, 8 Noricum 23; 20(%); cf. n.10.

9 Noricum 23; cf. the restoration of Noricum 8.

10 Lieb. Beitr. p. 62: ‘* Auffallig wenigstens ist, dass die Procuraturen von Lusitanien
und Noricum sowohl vor als nach der proc. XX hereditatium verwaltet werden.” His
authority for Noricum is evidently Noricum 20 (Beitr. p. 93); he does not use Noricum 4 in
this connection. It is, however, not absolutely clear whether the cursus of Noricum 20 is to
be taken in ascending or descending order, a difficulty which Liebenam apparently felt, for
on pp. 93 and 35 (by placing Pannonia superior above Noricum) he adopts the descending
order, but prefers the reverse in his table for Pannonia, p. 37 (cf. p. 23). If Mauritaniae be
supplied with the last item of CIL. VIII. 9363 (cited p. 176), the cursus of Noricum 20 is
ascending, which would fit in well with the seeming unimportance of Pannonia superior.
On the other hand, in the case of Noricum 4 (under Trajan), proc. XX hereditatium precedes
proc. prov. Noricae.

11 Hirschfeld, Verw. p. 260, n. 5.

12 Raetia 6; Raetia 8 = Noricum 23; cf. Noricum 20; Lieb. Beitr. pp. 27, 35.

13 Raetia 6; cf. Noricum 6. 14 Raetia 5 = Noricum 8. 15 Raetia 6; cf. Noricum 4

16 Raetia 9.
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show any chronological variations in the grade of Raetia during
its rule by procurators, nor indeed is there any reason to suppose
that such existed in the case of either Raetia or Noricum, since,
after they had once been thoroughly subdued, their commercial
and strategic importance must have been fairly constant until
M. Aurelius.' As both stood near the head of the list of procura-
cies, they were in general held only by men who had previously
been provincial procurators elsewhere; but, in the first century at
least, this requirement was not absolute in the case of primipili IT.?

LEGATI PRO PRAETORE.

Titles—From about 170 A. 0.’ until the reforms of Diocletian,
Noricum and Raetia were ruled by legati Augusti pro praetore,’
called informally quinquefascales® (mevtdpaf80.®) and praesides,’
who were also the legati legionis II Italicae and legionis III
Italicae respectively.

Rank.—Until the middle of the third century they were prae-
torii,’ sometimes consules designati;® later a previous legionary
command, which before had been usual," became the only requi-
site.” The legates of Noricum were lower in rank than those of
Germany,"” Hispania citerior," Asia," and Numidia.” The legates
of Raetia were lower than those of Upper Germany and Britain,"
or Pannonia inferior;" higher than those of Thrace and Moesia
superior.'®

Duties.*—The inscriptions show that the legati in Noricum
and Raetia commanded legionary® and auxiliary" forces, took part

1 Lieb. Beitr. p. 27, and n. 2; government by a praefectus is an argument for rather than
against the early importance of Raetia; cf. pp. 185, n. 3, 214, 211.

2Noricum 1; cf. Raetia 3. 3 Pp. 196, 205. 4 Noricum 25-33; Raetia 11-22.

5Noricum 25. 6Raetia 13. 7 Noricum 30, p. 179, n. 5.

8Raetia 11, 15; Noricum 26; hence the inclusion of Noricum 31in a list of the provincial
legati.

9 Noricum 25-27, 31; Raetia 11, 18, 20; Lieb. Verw. p. 461; Jung. Dac. p. iv.

10 Noricum 26; Raetia 11. 11 Noricum 25, 26; Raetia 20. 12 Raetia 21, 22.

13 Noricum 25. 14 Noricum 27. 15 Noricum 33. 16 Raetia 12. 17 Raetia 20.

18 Lieb. Verw. pp. 449 ff.

19 Noricum 31; Raetia 16; cf. p. 166 and n. 4.
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in active military operations,' superintended the construction of
fortifications® and roads,’ and shared in the worship of the
imperial family* and the genius of the legions.’

PRAESIDES AND DUCES LIMITANEIL

Titles.— Under Diocletian, at least as early as 290 A. p.,° the
military was separated from the civil administration, the latter
being intrusted to praesides provinciae Norici mediterranei,”’
Norici ripensis,’ and Raetiae,’ the former to duces limitis Raetici,"
and duces limitis Pannoniae primae et Norici ripensis." In the
fourth century Raetia too was divided,” and praesides Raetiae
primae and Raetiae secundae are mentioned.™

Rank.—All the above were viri perfectissimi;" in the Notitia
dignitatum the duces are also called viri spectabiles.' "

Duces limitis Raetici.—The mention in the historians of duces
limitis Raetici as early as the middle of the third century raises a
perplexing question as to the date when duces were instituted.”
Was the separation of the two branches of the government a
gradual one, beginning under Alexander Severus?® That is, were
there occasionally, in times of extreme peril, duces as well as
legati? (One may compare the Republican practice of appoint-
ing a dictator to take charge of the military duties of the two
consuls.) Or did the Scriptores historiae Augustae employ the
terminology of their own time for events of the previous century ?"

1Noricum 27; Raetia 18, 20. 2Noricum 32; Raetia 14-16.
3 Noricum 28; Raetia 19. 4 Raetia 17. 5Noricum 26. 6 Raetia 27.
7Noricum 37-39. 8 No inscriptions; Not. Dign. Occ. i. 89. 9 Raetia 27-31.

10No inscriptions; at a later time called also dux Raetiae primae et secundae, Not.
Dign. Occ. i. 43; v.139; xxxv. 13.

11 Noricum 34-36; Not. Dign. Occ. i. 40; v. 138; xxxiv. 13,

12 Between 297 A. D. (Laterc. Veron. 250. x.) and 385 A. D. (Laterc. Pol. Silv. 255. 15 £.), cf.
Sch. II. 47, n. 5; Planta, pp. 183 ff.

13 Not, Dign. Occ. i. 92 f.

14 Though no evidence is available for the dux Raetiae, his rank was undoubtedly
the same.

15 Ohl. Sitz. p. 228.

16 Sch. I. 773; Marq. 1.557 and n. 9; according to Arnold, Roman System of Provincial
Adminisiration, pp. 156 f., the change began under Aurelian.

17So Aurelius Victor, de Caes. 32f. (cited p.192) says ‘‘ apud Raetias,” etc., although
Raetia was not divided till long after the date referred to.
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The confusion would have been natural, since dux’ (like praeses’)
had been a loose, general term for military commander long before
it acquired a technical meaning. Of these two hypotheses, the
second is perhaps the more reasonable.

II. The Governors of Noricum.

PROCURATORES AUGUSTI PROVINCIAE NORICAE.**

1.
Claudius 41/54
C. BAEBIUS P. F. CLA. ATTICUS®

CIL. V. 1838, 1839 (Tulium Carnicum): C. Baebio P. f. Cla. Attico,
IT vir. i. [d], primopil. leg. V Macedonic., praef. c[i]vitatium Moesiae et
Treballiale, pralef. [ci]vitat. in Alpib. maritumis, t[r]. mil. coh. VIII pr.,
primopil. iter., procurator. Ti. Claudi Caesaris Aug. Germanici in
Norico,® civitas Saevatum et Laiancorum.

1Noricum 27; other citations in Lieb. Quaestt. pp. 55 f.

2P.179, n.5. A new and puzzling bit of evidence is afforded by a series of milestones
erected by praes(ides) p(rovinciae) P(onti), dating in 279 and 282/283 A.D. (4Am. Jour. of
Arch. IX. 328 f., nn. 76, 78, 79; X. 431 ff.; Am. Jour. of Phil. XXVIIL. 449). Does this mean
that the change to praesides (in the technical sense) began before Diocletian? The whole
question of duces and praesides needs to be thoroughly investigated.

31n this list and those which follow no attempt is made to attain completeness except
in matters which dircctly concern the term of office in Noricum or Raetia.

4See Seidl, Sitzungsber. d. Wiener Akad. (phil.-hist. Classe), XIII, pp. 62 ff.; Marq. I. 290,
n. 6; Lieb. Quaestt. pp. 72 f.

C. Antonius Rufus (I1I. 5117; 5122; cf. Pros. I. 104, n. 693; CIL. ITI. 1435429, 30, 32-34) was
not proc. (prov. Noricae), but an official of the revenue and postal service; see p. 165,n. 4
and Rém. Mitt. VIII, pp. 195 ff., especially p. 200.

5 Pros. I. 223, n. 7; Dessau, 1349. Liebenam, Beitr. p. 23, n. 8, says: ** C. Baebius Atticus
war wohl nur Verwalter der Domanen des Kaiser Claudius, denn in Noricum gab es zahl-
reiche kaiserliche Guter (III. 5695: dominica rura). Baebius war vorher nur primipilus II,
wahrend die andern Procuratoren von Noricum schon ziemlich wichtige Provinzen verwaltet
hatten.”” Itis, however, a well-established fact that the primipilate gave its possessor a
decided advantage in his later career (Lieb. Quaestt. pp. 21 f., 33 f.; cf. also pp. 34-36, and
Hirschfeld, Verw. p. 252, n. 2). Now of the undisputed procurators of Noricum there is only
one who is known to have bven primipilus II, namely, M. Bassaeus Rufus (Noricum 6);
before his term in Noricum, he had been procurator of Asturia and Gallaecia only, the
lowest in grade of all procuratorial provinces (Beitr. p. 30); moreover, in commenting on
the later cursus of this same Bassaeus Rufus, Liebenam (Beitr. p. 28) says that the impor-
tance and rank of the governor of Noricum had greatly increased since the early empire (but
see p. 168). There seems, then, to be no more reason, in this case than in many others, to
doubt that procurator means procurator provinciae. It is not surprising that the title at
this early date is expressed informally. As for the **domnica r[ura]” (sic, cf. III. 11827), it
should be borne in mind that the words occur in a fragmentary poetical epitaph of uncertain
date, origin, text, and meaning.

6P, 165.
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2.
Otho 69, spring
PETRONIUS URBICUS'

Tac. Hist. i. 70: ipse (=Caecina) paulum cunctatus est, num Raeticis
iugis in Noricum flecteret adversus Petronium Urbicum (MSS. urbi) pro-
curatorem, qui concitis auxiliis et interruptis fluminum pontibus fidus
Othoni putabatur.

Vespasian 69, late-70
SEXTILIUS FELIX®

Tac. Hist. iii. 5: opposita in latus auxilia, infesta Raetia, cui Porcius
Septimius?® procurator erat, incorruptae erga Vitellium fidei. igitur Sex-
tilius Felix cum ala Auriana et octo cohortibus ac Noricorum iuventute*
ad occupandam ripam Aeni fluminis, quod Raetos Noricosque interfluit,
missus, nec his aut illis proelium temptantibus, fortuna partium alibi
transacta.

Tac. Hist. iv. 70: - - - Sextilius Felix cum auxiliariis cohortibus per
Raetiam inrupere; accessit ala singularium, excita olim a Vitellio, deinde
in partes Vespasiani transgressa. praeerat Iulius Briganticus — - -

As the commission of Petronius Urbicus (Noricum 2) would
cease with the defeat and death of Otho,” Sextilius was quite pos-
sibly the procurator of Noricum under Vespasian. See p. 166
and n. 4.

4.
Trajan 106/117

| T.?] PRIFERNIUS P. F. QUL PAETUS MEMMIUS APOLLINARIS’

CIL. IX. 4753 (Reate): [T.] Prifernio P. f. Qui. Paeto Memmio Apol-
linari, IIII vir. iur. dic. quing., mag. iu., praef. coh. III Breuc., trib. leg.
X gem., praef. alae I Asturum, donis donato exped. Dac. ab Imp. Tra-
iano hasta pura, vexillo, corona murali (probably in 102 4. p.), proc. pro-
vine. Sicil,, proe. provine. Lusitan., proc. XX her., proc. prov. Thrac.,®
proc. prov. Noricae, P. Memmius P. f. Qui. Apollinaris patri piissimo.

II1.5179(Celeia): I.O. M. Surus, B Memmi Apoll. proc. Aug.,v.s.1.m

1 Pros. I1L. 31, n. 240. 5P, 215, n. 19; Sch. I. 504.
2 Pros. II1. 235, n. 459. 6 Lieb. Quaestt. p. 43.
3Raetia 2. 7 Pros. III. 94, n. 690.

+P. 211, 8P, 167, nn. 4, 10.
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Since at least five years must have elapsed between Memmius’s
Dacian campaign and his term of office in Noricum, 106 A. D. is
the earliest possible date for the latter; while, as Trajan was living
when the inscription was cut, 117 A. D. marks the lower limit.

5.
Trajan or Hadrian After 106
Q. CAECILIUS REDDITUS'
IIL. 5163 (Celeia): I. O. M. Ant6nius Maximus, B Q. Caecili Redditi

proc. Aug., v. s. 1. m.
D. XCVIII (105 a. p.): ——- cohort. I Britannicae o c. R., cui praest

Q. Caecilius Redditus, - - -.

The procuratorship, therefore, was after 105, but probably not
later than Hadrian.

Antoninus Pius & 145 circe./161
M. BASSAEUS M. F. ST[EL.] RUFUS’

CIL. VI.1599: M. Bassaeo M. f. St[el.] Rufo, pr. pr. |im]peratorum
M. Aureli Antonini et [L.] Aureli Veri et L. Aureli Commodi Augg.,
[clonsularibus ornamentis honorato [e]t ob victoriam Germanicam et
Sarmatic. [A]ntonini et Commodi Augg. - - — donato, praef. Aegypti,
praef. [ann. aut vig.], proc. a rationibus, proc. Belg[icae et dujarum
Germaniarum, proc. regni [Norilei, proc. Asturiae et Galleciae, trib.
[eoh. . . ]pr, trib. coh. X urb., trib. coh. V vigul., p. p. bis, - —-.

III. 5171 (Celeia): I. O. M. . . Lieciniufs] Hilarus, [bf. M. Blassaei
Rufi [proc. Aulg,, v. s. 1. m.?

Bassaeus Rufus was made praefectus praetorio between 161
and 169 a. p.* His procuratorship in Noricum under a single
Augustus,’ being prior to that date, was not later than 161.
Before governing Noricum, he had filled one administrative and
five military positions; still, as late as 177,° he was not too old
for active military service, nor for the office of praefectus prae-
torio. He could scarcely therefore have served in Noricum before
about 145.

1 Pros. I. 252, n. 52; PW. IIL. 1231, n. 104; CIL. 1II. 1421423,

2 Pros. 1. 230, n. 57 (**ipse posuit procurator - - - III. 5171” is an error); PW. IIL 103,
n.2. P.170,n.5.
3CIL. VI. 1599; cf. IX. 2438 (abont 168 A. D.) 4111, 5171,

5 Commodus is called Aug. in VI. 1599; Hirschfeld, Verw. pp. 226 f.
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7.
Antoninus Pius 153
ULPIUS VIOTOR'

D. LXIV (163 A. p.): -~ - in al(is) IV et coh(ortibus) XIV [et sunt in
Norico sJub Ulpio Victore - - -

CIL. ITI. 5161 (Celeia): I.0.M. Adnamius Flavinus, B Ulpi Victoris
proc. Aug., v. s. . m.

III1. 5169 (Celeia).

Adnamius Flavinus was beneficiariusalso for Usienus Secundus,’
who was procurator in 158 a. p. Ulpius then belongs to this
same period; hence it is probable that D. LXIV is rightly under-
stood to refer to this command.?

8. (=Raetia b)
Antoninus Pius Probably before 165
LATIN(US) (or raTIN(1US)) PI . . (or PL . . )*

XII. 1867 (Vienne): Latin. PI . . . . [leglato . . . . [leg.] Aug. pro
pr. [prov. Lugu]dunens., adlecto in[ter praetor.® ab] Imp. Caes. T. Aeli[o
Hadriano Antonino Aug.] Pio [p. p., . . . . praef. class.] Mi[senat., proc.
provine. Lugludu[nens., proc. provilne. [Rlaet[iae, proc. prov.] Nor.,
pro[c. provine.] Ponti, subpraef. vehJiculor.

If the restoration given is correct,’ this man held office in
Noricum long enough before 161 for him to fill four other posi-
tions during the life of Pius, i. e., probably not later than 155.

1 Pros. III. 465, n. 578. 2Noricum 9.

3 Nowotny, p. 272, argues from the large number of alae and cohortes that this frag-
mentary diploma refers to the auxiliaries in Raetia, not those in Noricum; the place of
finding (Castra Regina) affords some slight confirmation for this view: cf. Urban, p. 19.
There is, however, ground for believing that the armament of Noricum was increased
between 107 and 153 (p. 211); so, for example, ala I Aug. Thracum (p. 216) was transferred
from Raetia to Noricum between 107 and 140/144; there is then no difficulty in assuming a
similar history for ala II Fl. p. f. o, especially as it is omitted in the Raetian diplomata
dating later than 153 (p. 215). Ulpius Victor, moreover, is known from two other inscrip-
tions to have been procurator of Noricum not far from 158 A. D. It is of course not impos-
sible that afterwards (cf. p.167) in 153 he was procurator in Raetia (cf. Noricum 8=
Raetia 5; Noricum 23=Raetia 8).

4 Pros. I1. 267, n. 82, 5Hirschfeld, Verw. p. 245, n. 3. 6Cf. p. 165, n. 9.
7The restoration proposed by Hirschfeld in the Corpus: - -- [proc. provilnc. [R]aet[iae
et regni] Nor. -~ -, is faulty because it implies that Noricum ard Raetia were united under

one procurator, an assumption for which there is not a particle of positive evidence, and
which, when one bears in mind the early history of the two provinces, their opposition in 69,
(Noricum 2, 3; Raetia 2; Jung, R6m. p. 35), and their complete separation during and after
the period of military tion, appears ext. bable. The rank of the two
provinces, morevver, was not the same (p. 167).
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9.
Antoninus Pius 168
USIENUS (or USENUS) SEOUNDUS'

II1. 5166 (Celeia): 1.O. M. Q. Kéninius Lucénus, B Usieni Secundi
préc. Aug., v.s. 1. m. Tertul. et Sacerd. cos. (158 a. p.)

IIL. 5162 (Celeia): 1. 0. M. Adnamius Flavinus,> B- Useni Secundi
proc. Aug,, v. s. 1. m.

I1I. 11826 (Lauriacum): Verino Verionis f., B Useni Secun. - -~

10-12.
The next three governors can be dated only approximately as
having held office during the reign of Antoninus Pius, 138-1614.p.

' 10.
CAECILIUS IUVENTIANUS®

III. 5182 (Celeia): [ . . . . bf. Claecili . . v. entiani proc. Aug.
Digest, xlviii. 18. 10, pr.: de minore quattuordecim annis quaestio
habenda non est, ut et divus Pius Caecilio Iuventiano rescripsit.

11.
L. oAMMIU[S] SECUNDI[NUS]*

CIL. I1I. 5328 (Solva): M. Gavi[o] Maxim[o] praefec[to] praetor(io]
L. Cammiu(s] Secundi[nus] p. p.,° praef. leg. X . . . , proc. Aug., amico.
Gavius Maximus was praefectus praetorio from 138 to 158.°

12.
C. CENSORIUS NIGER'

II1. 5181 (Celeia): I. O. M. M. Ulpius Crescens, B C. Censori Nigri
proc. Aug., v.s. 1. m. Cf. ITI. 5174 (Celeia).

Niger, after receiving promotion from Pius, lost favor with
him. He died while Pius and Gavius Maximus were still alive.®

1 Pros. III. 491, n. 689. 2(Cf. Noricum 7. 3 Pros. 1. 249, n. 37; PW. III. 1201, n. 59.

4 Pros. 1. 296, n. 304; PW. IIL. 1433. As there is no clear example of a proc. Aug. prov.
Noricae (or Raetiae) who had not previously ruled another province or held the primipilate
for the second time (p.168), it is uncertain whether or not Secundinus was a provincial
procurator. A similar doubt which is sometimes expressed, e. g., Lieb. Beitr. p. 28, n. 3,
with regard to other instances of proc. Aug., seems less well grounded in the case of those
who are mentioned in the long series of dedications by beneficiarii; all of these about whom
we have other information (Noricum 4-7, 10) prove to have been governors; in the absence,
therefore, of indications to the contrary, the others of similar form (Noricum 12-19) would
naturally refer to the same officials, especially as inscriptions of other kinds of procurators
are not found at Celeia.

5 Perhaps of legio XIII gemina, ¢f. CIL. III, p. 1045 ad n. 4660, 5.

6 Script. Pius, 8. 7; Pros. II. 112, n. 60. 7 Pros. I. 337, n. 547; PW. I11.1910, n. .

8 Fronto, ad Pium, pp. 164 ff. (ed. Naber), especially p. 165.
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13-21.

No evidence is known for dating Noricum 13-21. The
inscriptions for Noricum 13-19, which are similar in form to
the inscriptions of beneficiarii of Noricum 4-7, 9, 10, 12, and
which (with the exception of 15) were found like them at Celeia,
probably belong to about the same period, namely, the reign of
Pius or a little earlier. The title in each case is indicated by
proc. Aug., hence they surely precede 161 A. D.

13.
O. ANTISTIUS AUSPEX'

TIL. 5173 (Celeia).
14.

DRUSIUS PROC|[ULUS ]’
III. 5170 (Celeia).

15.
EGNATIUS PRISOUS®
III. 11759 (Iuvavum).
16.
. FLAVIUS TITIANUS'
TIL. 5164; 5172 (Celeia).
17.
Q. LISINIUS SABINUS®
II1. 5167; 5168; 5175; 5176 (Celeia).

18.

PLAUTIUS CAESIANUS®
III. 5177 (Celeia).

19.

G. RASINIUS SILO’
II1. 5166 (Celeia).

1 Pros. L. 85, n. 590.

2Cf., perhaps, CIL. IX. 506; Pros. II. 29, n. 171. 30Omitted in Pros. and PW.

¢ Pros. I1. 76, n. 253. Several men of the name are known, but there is not sufficient evi-
dence to connect any of them with this procurator. The most likely is the T. Flavius Titia-
nus (Pros. II. 71, n. 257), who in 164-166 A. D. was praefectus Aegypti. Cf.the cursus of
M. Bassaeus Rufus (Noricum 6).

§ Pros. I1. 289, n. 196. 8 Pros. I1I. 45, n. 349. 7 Pros. III. 125, n. 21.
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20.
TI. CLAUD(IUS) TI. FIL. FAL. PRISCIANUS'

VIII. 9368, p. 974 (Caesarea): Ti. Cl. Prisciano, proc. Aug. proc. pro-
vinciae Pannoniae superioris, proc. regni Norici, proc. XX hereditatium,
prov. provinciae - —-.

VIII. 9364 (Caesarea). o

X. 3849 (Capua): Claud. Ti. fil. Fal. Priscianus proc. XX hereditatium.

21.
M. PORCIUS VERUS’
I11. 5317 (near Marburg): M. Porcius Verus proc. Aug. me posuit.

22.
M.(?) OLAUDIUS PATERNUS CLEMENTIANUS?

III. 14862, p. 2328 (Virunum): G(enio) s[alerum [bf. ? Cllaudi
Paterni Clementiani proc. Aug. [cel]lam col[u]Jmnas p[avilmenta porti-
cum . . ..
III. 5776 (Abudiacum, Raetia): Cl. Pater{nu]s Clement(ila[n]us, proc.
[Au]g. provincia[rum] Iud. v. a. L, Sar{din.], Africae, et . . . . , praef.eq.
[alae] Silianae [torq. c. R.), trib. militfum] leg. XTI C[1.], pra[ef. coh. clas-
sic] . ...

II1. 5775; 5777 (Abudiacum).

It is uncertain whether Noricum or Raetia was the province
ruled by this man. The inscription from Noricum (III. 14362),
however, is concerned with building operations—probably under
the charge of a beneficiarius—in one of the chief cities of the
province. The tituli from Raetia all come from a compara-
tively unimportant town and are of a private nature: ITI. 5777 is
the epitaph of the mother‘ of Clementianus; 5775 and 5776 give
his cursus in a form such as would be suitable to place upon a
building erected through his generosity. Hence it would seem
slightly more probable that the country governed by Clementia-
nus was Noricum, while his home was in Raetia.® It is of course
not sure that he was procurator of either province.

1P, 167, n. 10; Pros. 1. 393, n. 770; PW. III. 2845, n. 285. 2 Pros. I11. 89, n. 646.

30hl. Prog. p. 24; Pros. 1. 391, n. 756; PW. III. 2840, n. 262. Mommsen’s attempted iden-
tification of this Clementianus with the Clem . . . . of I1I. 11947 (Abusina) is impossible,
that inscription is correctly said to be of the third century.

4 Pros. 1. 406, n. 860.

3The opposite was true of T. Varius Clemens, Raetia 6. Cf. Jung, Rom. p. 39 and n. 2.
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If the M. Claud. Paternus,' who was a friend of T. Desticius
Severus, procurator of Raetia in 166,* was the same man, the date
cannot be many years earlier than 161,° the last year when proc.
Aug. of III. 14362 would be possible.

23. (=Raetia 8)
Antoninus Pius or M. Aurelius Before 167

.

SEX. BAIUS PUDENS'

IX. 4964=Dessau, 1363 (Cures): D.[M.] Sex. Bai[o Pudenti . . . . ]
proc. Aug. . . . . item . . . . Norici, Raetiae Vindelic[iae,” Maur]etaniae
Caesar. - — - .

Baius was governor of Mauretania in 167/169, probably in 167.°

24,
M. Aurelius and L. Verus 161/169
[a)EL(1Us) MaxmM[US]
III. 11543 (Virunum): — - —[pJroc. Augg. n[n}. r. N.

The dates given are the only ones possible for two Augusti
before legati replaced procurators.

LEGATI AUGUSTI PRO PRAETORE PROVINCIAE NORICAE.

25.
M. Aurelius or later After 168

VI. 1546, p. 3142: . . . . [leg. Aug. pr. pr. prov. . . . . ijtem Ger-
m[aniae] - - —, [quin]que[flasc.® reg[ni Norici," leg. leg. VIII CL [p.]f,
praetor[i). '

1 Notiz. d. Scavi, 1885, p. 175 (cited p. 187) ; CIL. III. 13391, 2Raetia 9.

3 Jung, Dac. pp. 19 f.; Marq. I. 421, n. 2.

4 Pros. 1. 225, n. 29; PW. 1L 2781 f.

5 It must not be assumed that Baius ruled Noricum and Raetia at the same time; see
p. 173, n. 7; Lieb. Beitr. p. 27,

6 VIII. 20834; 20835; 20961; 21007.

7Marq. L. 291, n. 3; Lieb. Verw. pp. 300 ff. For Sabi[nus], legate in 198/209, see refer-
ences given under Raetia 19.

8 Pros. II1. 500, n. 38.
9Marq. I. 550 and n. 5; Lieb. Verw. p. 446 and n. 3.
10Or reg[ionis Transpad.].






