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POSTS

The posts in each unit are arranged in staffs or
groups. The officia are themselves arranged in descending
order of importance and after these are placed the other
posts organised into groups, for example, religious staff,
hospital and medical staff. The contents of this

section are as follows:
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The Praetorian Cohorts

Speculator

This body of men has been discussed by Domaszewski
(p.20 and Religion, 91 ff), Durry (p.108 ff), Passerini
(p.70 ff) and Lammert (RE III, A, 2, 1583). Their rank
organisation and numbers are of main interest here, but
a summary of the state of evidence concerning their function
and history may not be out of place in that it may shed
some light on the aspects pertinent to this study.

Lammert points out that the speculatores were

originally scouts in the army, sent out individually,

in contrast to the exploratores who worked in a body.

The term came to mean a spy sent openly. A coin of
Marcus Antonius features a galley, with the legend

C(o)hortis Speculatorum. Tacitus and Suetonius, however,

use the word to mean the emperor's bodyguard (e.g. Hist.
I, 24, 25, 27, 31 and 35; Suetonius Claudius, 35), and
this meaning appears to prevail throughout the principate

as far as the guard is concerned, though the speculatores

consularis clearly had other functions. In that way

Domaszewski (p.20) may be right when he calls the

speculatores the elite of the guard.

That the speculatores in some way did form a body
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apart is clearly demonstrated by XVI 21, which is dated

to 76 - ... nomina speculatorum qui in praetorio meo

militaverunt item militum qui in cohortibus novem

praetoriis et quattuor urbanis subieci... The stipendia

of speculatores support this - seventeen of the eighteen

that are known, all dated to the second and third centuries,
are between eight and twenty, only one is below this, a

soldier who had only four stipendia (see table below).

Speculatores were clearly not raw recruits but soldiers

with some experience, equal to that of the men holding any
of the posts in the century or the senior staff posts.

Added support comes from careers., The speculatores are

unfortunately only mentioned in two careers (2 and 7).
In the first career, which is Claudian in date, a

speculator is promoted beneficiarius praefecti praetorio,

and in the second one advanced to a quaestionibus

praefecti, probably in the late first century or early

second, These are two important posts, the latter normally
held by an evocatus as is probebly the case here. Bearing
in mind the fact that the praetorian cursus was still very
flexible under Claudius these two careers suggest that the

post of speculator was equal in status to the lower of the

senior staff posts, or the more important of the posts in

the century. The speculatores seem to have no position

in the praetorian cursus in post-Domitianic days, which also



supports the view that they formed a special group.
The equites, who in some ways might be in a similar
position,appear on three careers in the second and third

centuries. In this period a large number of speculatores

appear on the discharge lists, large that is when compared

to other officers., There are 42 speculatores, three

equites, seven signiferi, seven tubicines, for example.

This might imply that speculatores were not automatically

promoted to the centurionate, as were most beneficiarii

praefecti or cornicularii, it may also reflect their larger

numbers, Although the latter possibility must be taken
into consideration it is nonetheless clear that many

speculatores were not promoted to the centurionate, which

demonstrates that they were not among the top rank of
praetorians, The evidence, then, such as it is, supports
the views of Domaszewski and other scholars that the

speculatores formed in some way a special body within the

praetorian cohorts.

The laterculi show that the speculatores were

divided among the cohorts and carried on the books of the
centuries, This is the situation on the earliest

laterculus which records soldiers enlisting in 119 and 120

(VI 32515, a, 2, 265 35; 36; 3, 32; 34; e, 2, 65 20; 28).
Domaszewski, basing his argument on chance words of Tacitus

suggested that there were about 300 speculatores (Religion
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p.92). He considered that Tacitus implied that there were

twenty-four speculatores in each of the twelve city

cohorts, that is a total of 288, which he turned into the
round number of 300, Passerini (p.70, n. 6) has argued
convincingly against this. Tacitus (Hist. 1, 27) says
that twenty-three speculatores (to which Domaszewski

[

presumably added the one mentioned in Hist. 1, 35 to make

a total of twenty-four in one cohort) proclaimed Otho
emperor: Piso addressed the cohort that was then on duty
at the Palace (Hist. 1, 29) and Tacitus gives the distinct

impression that the speculatores who had proclaimed Otho

were part of this cohort (Hist. 1, 31 - dilapsis

speculatoribus cetera cohors...), though it is possible

that the two groups of speculatores were unconnected and

not in the same cohort. Domaszewski suggested that since
the cohorts took turns to be on duty at the Palatine there

would therefore need to be the same number of speculatores

in each cohort. Passerini has pointed out that Tacitus
cannot be relied upon for exactness in military terminology

and there is no need to regard the twenty-four speculatores

as being an integral part of the cohort then on duty at

the palace - the speculatores could have been drawn from

all the cohorts and have a guard rota different from that
of the cohorts. Passerini is undoubtedly correct in this

and he also points out that Otho was worried by the few men



who proclaimed him (Hist. 1, 27) as if there were more

speculatores on duty at that time, In short the passages

in Tacitus do not prove that each cohort had twenty-four

speculatores, all they do prove is that there were at

least that number of speculatores in the whole of the

guard at the time of those disturbances. Finally in this
connection it could be noted that Domaszewski's other

suggestion that the centurio trecenarius was in charge of

the 300 speculatores has also been discredited (Passerini

70, n. 6).
The latest dated inscription of a praetorian

speculator is in 227 (VI 32543, 25) though other third

century inscriptions are known (cf. the list of stipendia).

Considering the paucity of later third century
inscriptions generally there is no reason to suppose that

the speculatores were disbanded before the disbanding of

the cohorts by Constantine.

There would appear to be both pedites speculatores

and equites speculatores. The latter are only mentioned

twice, on inscriptions recording exercitatores equitum

speculatores (1 and X 1127), no individual eques speculator

is attested.

The speculatores had their own NCOs:

optio

tesserarius




A short passage in Tacitus demonstrates the

existence of these two posts:

Hist. 1, 25: a quo Barbium Proculum tesserarium

speculatorum et Veturium optionem eorundem - No other

principales are attested.

Age and stipendia of speculatores

Reference

VI 327160b
VI 32716a
vV 2832

X 684

IX 40 <«
VI 2722
XI 5388
VI 3891

V 45

AE 1900, 2
VI 2552
VI 2586
VI 2561
VI 2607
VI 2668
AE 1931, 91
VI 3899
VI 2660

V 6597
VI 2734
VI 37237
VI 2777

STIPENDIA

4

13
14
15
16
16
16
17
19
20

AGE

21
22
26
26
26
27
28
30
28

33
30
33
22
30
34
35
36

37

45

DATE

2c - 3c

3c

2c

3c

3¢

2¢c

lc

2¢

lc - 2c

late 2¢ - 3c
late 2¢ - 3c
late 2¢c - 3c
3c
2c
2¢
2c
2c - 3¢

2c

2¢

late 2c¢ - 3c
2c?

2c - 3c
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42 speculatores are also recorded on the discharge lists:

VI 32515, a, 2, 26; 35; 363 3, 32; 34; e, 63 20; 28;

VI 32516, 18; 19; VI 32518, b, 10; 11; VI 32519, a, 2, 10;
3, 13 63 VI 32520, a, 2, 3; 7; 265 28; 31; 52; 59; 3, 3; 6;
10; 11; 24; 49; 4, 11; 22; 5, 2; b, 63 263 39; 45;

vVi3a2522, a, 2, 23 153 3, 63 b, 2, 7; 19; 21; 25.

Staff of the praetorian prefect

cornicularius

This was the most senior post in the praetorian

cohorts, and its holder was head of the officium praefecti

praetorio, It is not known how many there were gt any

one time, but there were two or more on the staff of the

praefectus vigilum and usually three on a provincial

governor's staff so there were probably about three. No

cornicularius praefecti is known to have served as an

evocgtus, which implies that they were generally promoted
before the completion of their sixteen years service and
that a centurionate was more or less automatic. This is

supported by the omission of cornicularii from the discharge

lists. The post is only recorded on one full career,

when it was held after fisci curator (26). There are,

however, a number of promotions from the post to the
centurionate (13, 18, 22, 25, 26, 35, 42, 43, 45 and 52).
With one exception - a soldier who was promoted centurio

frumentarius in the third century (52) - all cornicularii

praefecti were posted to centurionates in the legions,
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wherever the unit is mentioned. Some senior officials,

such as primipilares (18 and 25), commanders of auxiliary

units (45) and even praesides (63), make special mention

of their having been cornicularius praefecti, thereby

demonstrating its importance and prestige value.

Domaszewski (p.21) suggested that the cornicularius praefecti

was an eques on the basis of VI 2776 which is the tombstone

of cornicularius praefecti, with a relief of an eques

above it. This accords well with the status of other

cornicularii, e.g. consularis and tribuni cohortis.

It might be expected that most cornicularii praefecti

would have between fourteen and sixteen stipendia to their

credit; +the only recorded stipendia is thirteen (XI 5702).

In the third century canalicularius appears as an

alternative for cornicularius (49).

beneficiarius

This was one of the most important of the senior
staff posts, probably ranking immediately below the

cornicularius praefecti. It was the sole post on one of

the two branches of the senior staff posts, and its holders
had usually held all three of the posts in the century

(14, 19, 28 and 30), the only exceptions being either pre-
Domitianic (2 and 4), third century (48) or special cases

(31). Beneficiarii served a time as evocati before promotion




to the centurionate (e.g. 1, 4, 12, 14, 17, 19, 21, 28,

30 and 39). In the second century the only beneficiarius

known to have by-passed evocatus was a special case (31)
though there is a further example in the third century
(48). Only one is mentioned on a discharge list

(VI 32523, b, II, 19) and no beneficiarii praefecti are

recorded as veterans so it would seem that further promotion

was the norm, Beneficiarii praefecti were promoted after

the rank of evocatus to centurionates in either Rome
(eeg. 1, 4, 21, 30) or the legions (e.g. 12, 14, 17, 19)
without any apparent underlying reasons., Domaszewski
suggested (p.21) that in the third century when the
evocati lost their importance in the filling of the

centurionate that beneficiarii praefecti were promoted

directly to the centurionate without being evocati. He
can only quote one career in support of this (48), while

the other third century beneficiarii praefecti were

promoted to evocatus (50, 57), although only one received
a centurionate (57). In short there is insufficient evidence

from which to generalise. The number of beneficiarii is

not known, but probably exceeded sixty, the number possibly
allotted to a provincial governor. Domaszewski considered

that the beneficiarii praefecti were mounted, at least in

the third century. He bases this on the career of the

unknown of 48, who had simply been an eques before his
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promotion to beneficiarius praefecti, and the career of

M. Aurelius Augustianus, whose post of tabularius

Domaszewski thought was held by a beneficiarius on special

duty (58). The only evidence for this latter assumption
comes by analogy and is unacceptable. Domaszewski's
suggestion is therefore also unacceptable as Durry
pointed out (p.1l12, n. 10, though I disagree with some

of his reasoning), and it moreover tacitly accepted that
once a soldier had been an eques he was always an eques,
a view for which the evidence is lacking. Most

beneficiarii praefecti would normally probably have between

fifteen and seventeen stipendia to their credit, though

the stipendig attested do not fit into this patternm:

19 (though his first five years had been spent in a legion -
VI 2673), 13 (VI 2644) and probably 11 (VI 32707). Since
the praetorians went on campaign with the emperor, or other
members of the imperial household, it is not surprising to

find one praetorian soldier described as Drusi Caesaris

benefic(iarius) (IX 4121). Under Tiberius, Domaszewski

noted, Germanicus had two praetorian cohorts on the Rhine
so undoubtedly Drusus had one or more. This soldier,
Crispinus, had eighteen years service when he retired, and

the post of beneficiarius Drusi was probably his last.

maioriarius

A1l the known holders of the post of maioriarius
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praefecti praetorio were evocati and this post has

therefore been discussed with the evocati.

a quaestionibus

The post of a quaestionibus praefecti is only

recorded on one inscription (7), which appears to date to

4

the later first century. The inscription is not entirely

unambiguous - evoc. Aug. a quaestion. pr. pr. speculator

Aug. It is usually assumed after comparing this

inscription to XI 2108, which reads evoc. Aug. a

quaestionibus, that there should be no comma between the

posts of evocatus Augusti and a quaestionibus. If this

is indeed the case the post of a quaestionibus praefecti

will normally be held by an evocatus. XI 2108 is dated
to the first or second centuries and there is no later
evidence for this post, though that is not to say that it

did not exist.

a commentariis custodiarum

This post also is only recorded in the guard on
one inscription. Cetrius Severus (2) had the following

career: spec., beneficiari Getae, ab commentariis

custodiaru/ m /. Domaszewski suggested (p.21) that he

held this latter post while a beneficiarius of the praefect

Geta. There is really no support for this. The position
of the post in the career demonstrates its high rank among

other NCOs, and on two other inscriptions the post is held
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by an evocatus®@ though no unit is mentioned: (243)

and AE 1934, 143, The post of a commentar. custod.

appears on another inscription from Rome, but again no
unit is mentioned (VI 33054). 1In the early first century

this post may have been held by a high ranking principalis

and was later normally held by an evocatus.

laterculensis

Another post only attested on one inscription

(41), the career of Iulius Victor - (centurioni) coh(ortis)

I urb(anae) Sever(imnae), laterculensi, ostiario,

scriniario praef(ectorum) pr(aetorio). It seems to have

been about the same rank as cornicularius praefecti since

another soldier was promoted from ostiarius to

canalicularius to centurio frumentarius (52). In that

case the direct advancement to a centurionate need not surprise
us. The inscription mentioning the post can be dated to
the period 222-235, therefore its introduction into the

guard is earlier than has sometimes been supposed.

ostiarius

This post is recorded on two inscriptions, both

careers (41 and 52). There were promotions from ostiarius

to laterculensis (41) and to canalicularius (52). In

the one career (52) the soldier was promoted from

primiscrinius castrorum praetorianorum to ostiarius, and
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in the other (41) from scriniarius praefectorum. The

officer may well have been of about the same rank as

fisci curator or possibly signifer. The career of

Iulius Victor (41) is dated to the first three decades
of the third century, the other inscription is unfortunately

undated.

primiscrinius

AE 1947, 35 is the tombstone of M. Ulpius Romanus,

miles praetorianus, / p /rimoserinius praefectorum, who

died at the age of thirty-~five. The inscription was set
up at Brigetio by Romanus' father, M. Ulpius Celerinus,

sal(ariarius) leg(ionis) I Ad(iutrix) p(ia) f(idelis)

interprex Dacorum. Celerinus 1s recorded on another

inscription at the same place, III 10988 ~ salariarius

leg(ionis) I Adi(utrix) p(ia) f(idelis) Antoni(niana).

This dedication therefore falls within the decade 212-222,
Since Celerinus is described in similar ways on the two
inscriptions they are probably not far removed in date.

The introduction of the post of primiscrinius, and therefore

presumably scriniarius also falls within the early years

of the third century at the latest. M. Aurelius Priscus
(52) is the only other attested holder of this rank. His

career - primiscrinius castrorum praetorianorum, ostiarius,

canalicularius and centurio frumentarius demonstrates that
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the primiscrinarius was one of the lesser of the senior

staff posts.

tabularius

There is only one mention of this post in connection
with the praetorian cohorts, and that is on the career
of Aurelius Augustianus (58). He served for four years

as exceptor presidi provincies Moesiae superioris before

his transfer into the guard where he was eques sive

tabularius ann(is) V. His next promotion was to a

centurionate. Allowing for the troubled state of affairs
in the third century causing early promotions it does seem

that the post of tabularius was of fairly high standing to

allow Augustianus to be promoted from it to a centurionate.
Sive probably means here gui et (Vincent De~Vit: Lexicon

totius Latinitatis, V), that is Augustianus was an egues

and a tabularius at the same time, which rather suggests

that he was made an eques as a method of increasing his pay,

as probably happened in the case of the cornicularii. This

may have been a special case, however, and all tabularii

need not have been equites. At any rate the post seems to
have fallen within the group of senior staff posts, and
may have been a third century introduction. Domaszewski
(p.21) arguing by the analogy provided by the post of

tabularius in the vigiles suggests that this was an ad _hoc

appointment and that Augustianus was in reality a
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beneficiarius praefecti. Augustianus does not describe
himself as such, and the status and position of the

tabularius in the vigiles is not clear, so it is hardly

fair to argue by analogy.

scriniarius
This post is attested on three inscriptionss:

(39): (centurioni) cohortis I urb(anae) Sever(ianae)

laterculensi, ostiario, scriniario praef(ectorum)

pr(raetorio) (222-235).

AE 1933, 248: Fronto mil(es) coh(ortis) I praet(oriae)

scriniarius praef(ectorum) praetor(io). (222-235).

III 13201: Ael(ius) Aelianus eq(ues) praet(orianus),

Ulp(ius) Liciniaus a scr(iniis) praef(ecti).

Two of the three inscriptions clearly belong to the first
third of the third century. The rank of this post is

not known, though it may have been a senior staff post.

adiutor commentariorum

A post only recorded on one inscription:

deme Mo Fl, Flaviano vet(erano) Aug(usti) n(ostri), gqui

militavit coh(orte) XIIII urb(anae) (centuria) Iuliani

annis XXII adiutor commentariorum at scrini(a) praef(ectorum)

qui vicit annis LII mensibus XI d(iebus) XVIII -~ (VI

37246 = ILS 9076). Presumably this soldier from one of

the urban cohorts was an adiutor to the commentarienses
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of the praetorian prefects. In spite of his twenty~two
years service and his age he was presumably still a low
ranking soldier, equal to, or more probably below, the
librarii and exacti. This particular inscription is almost

certainly third century in date, though the adiutores may

have been introduced earlier into the guard.

singularis

This was the most senior rank below the posts in
the century. Two soldiers were promoted from ot to
tesserarius (11 and 30), and a third to optio (15). One

soldier had previously served as singularis and beneficiarius

to a tribune (15), and another as an egues (11). It
may be conjectured that most singulares praefecti would

have seven to eleven stipendia. It is not known how many

singulares there were at any one time.

strator

VI 3408 = ILS 2420: deme M. Ulpe. Silvano stra(tore)

pr(aefectorum) pr(aetorio) c(larissimorum) v(irorum) ex

leg(ione) IT P(arthica) p(ia) f(elice) f(ideli) a(eterna) =~

This inscription is third century in date and shows that
in this case at least the praetorian prefect could draw some
of his staff from the GHQ troops, II Parthica. This is
the only record of a strator attached to the staff of the
praetorian prefect which suggests that possibly the prefect

nad none until the third century. He is probably caligatus
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since it would probably be specifically mentioned if he

was a centurio stratore.

The praetorian prefect would have had other soldiers
on his staff, such as the librarii and exacti. Librarii
and exacti are attested in the guard, but they omit to
specify the officium to which they are attached, and they
have consequently been dealt with later with other
administrative staff,

Staff of the tribune

cornicularius

The holder of this post was at the head of the officium
of the tribune.  There is no evidence for numbers, but each

tribune probably had no more than one cornicularius. The

post formed one of the three posts in the clerical group of senio
staff posts. There are‘promotions to the post from fisci

eurator (11, 15, 27 and 29) and in one case from optio equitum

(33). Advancement from it was in every case to evocatus

(11, 15, 29 and 33). The only two cormicularii tribuni

known to have been promoted to the centurionate both reached

the rank of primuspilus (11 and 15). There are no

cornicularii recorded on laterculi, which might suggest that

promotion to at least evocatus was almost automatic. Usually
this officer might be expected to have fifteen to seventeen
years of service to his credit, though one third century,

possibly late third century, cornicularius was only eighteen
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years of age (VI 2560 = ILS 2068).
beneficiarius

There are two promotions to this post from singularis

tribuni (4 and 15); other careers do not mention any posts

below beneficiarius tribuni (6, 10 and 29). One inscription

states that the beneficiarius tribuni was already a

principalis (6), though this may not be technical terminology
or may refer to the situation before the introduction of

the term immunis (see Appendix I). Beneficiarii were

promoted directly to posts in the century -~ two to tesserarius

(11 and 30), two to optio (4 and 6) — or to gingularis

praefecti praetorio (15). Since this is one of the lower

posts, actually helping to form the group of posts collectively
termed junior staff posts, it might be expected that there

would be a greater range of stipendia for its holders than

in the case of one of the senior staff posts, and that is

indeed the case.

Reference Stipendia Age Date

XI 1842 8 25 second century

VI 2527 26 third century

AE 1921, 83 7 30 e. 200

V8274 18 38 early first century

The range points to the fact that this is one of the posts
which the soldiers with a good career ahead would pass quickly,

while others might rise no further and stay in the post for
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many years, or receive promotion to it shortly before their
retirement. On the praetorian cursus it might be expected
that it would be held by soldiers with between seven and

eleven stipendia. It is not known how many beneficiarii

were attached to each tribune. A tribunus laticlavius had

twelve and it is possible that numbers may have been similar.

singularis

This was the lowest post on the praetorian cursus,
and the only promotions to it are therefore from miles,
unless more menial posts have been omitted (4 and 15).

Singulares tribuni were promoted to beneficiarius tribuni

(4 and 15). The tombstone of Coelius Anicetus (38) records

that he was — sing(ulari) trib(uni) spe beneficiatus - .

His age was twenty-~four, which is what one might expect from
a soldier of this rank. It is not known how many singulares
each tribune had.
secutor

VI 2659 = ILS 2067 dem. M. Sil(ius) Romulianus

mil(es) coh(ortis) VII pr(aetoriae) (centuria) Victoris,

secutor trib(uni) vixit ann(os) XXVII nil(itavit) ann(os) VII...

This is the only record of this post. The inscription is
probably third century in date, though this does not mean
that the post is a third century introduction. His age of
twenty—-seven would suggest that the post is only of minor

importance.
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librarius

A post attested on two inscriptions: VI 2638

d.m, Aur, Zinama libra(rius) tri/b(uni), mi/lex cohor(tis)

VII pr(a)eto(riae)s... dated to the third century; and a

laterculus recording a librarius tribuni who enlisted in

178 (VI 32638, b, 18). The number of librarii is unkmnown.

Staff of the centurion

There is no staff recorded in connection with the
centurion but the following post is attested:

adiutor signorum

Two inscriptions bear witness to the existence of
this post:
VI 32670 (= ILS 9068): M. Aur. Gaio mil. coh. II pr. 7

Iuliani, sig. adiut. -

and another from Rome commonly, and probably correctly,
 believed to refer to a praetorian though there is no unit

mentioned:

VI 3472 (= ILS 2348): d.m.s. Longini Victoris vet. Aug. n.

gqul vixit ann. XXXV dies XIII mil. ann. XVIII duplicarius,

aiutor signorum, natus Pannoniae superiorae. -

The first inscription clearly records a third century

adiutor signorum in one of the praetorian cohorts. The

second probably dates to the very end of the second century
or the early years of the third. It is not clear why this

soldier was a duplicarius.
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Other Staff Posts

fisci curator

The staff this soldier served on is not known. The
post formed one of the group of three clerical or
administrative senior staff posts. There are promotions
to it from the posts in the century - one from optio (11),
four from signifer (15, 26, 27 and 29) and one from

vexillarius (34). Four of these six fisci curatores had

only held two of the posts in the century (11, 15, 26 and
34), and when the situation is compared to that of the

beneficiarii praefecti praetorio, who usually held all three,

it would seem that this is the more usual state of affairs

for the fisci curatores. There were promotions to

cornicularius tribuni (11, 15, 27 and 29), cornicularius

praefecti (26) and in one unusual case to evocatus (34).

After holding this post it would appear that the better

soldiers were promoted cornicularii praefecti and the others

cornicularii tribuni. Domaszewski (p.24) considered that

there were fisci curatores for both the infantry and the

cavalry, but Durry (p.110) and fasserini (p.75) both disagreed,
and are clearly right, working from the evidence available.
Domaszewski argued that the career of Laelius Fuscus (34)

optio equitum, vexillarius, fisci curator, evocatus demonstrated

the existence of a fisci curator for the equites. The

inscription in no way proves this. At least eight soldiers



224

holding this post are recorded on the discharge lists

(VI 32515, a, 2, 273 31; c, 2, 2; e, 2, 9; VI 32520, a,

2, 40; 4, 41; b, 2, 2; VI 32527, 4 The number of soldiers
holding this post is not known, but since there were four

attested on one laterculus there were clearly more than

this. Since they were promoted cornicularii, kad it is

possible that both ranks were held for the same length of
time by soldiers on the cursus, and that there were at least
an equal number of each. On the other hand since two are
attested as being in the same century if they did not serve
on the staff of the prefect there must have been two or more
on the staff of each tribune. This may indeed have been
the case, especially since so many appear to have not been

promoted, but retired as fisci curator. The evidence is

very slight but I would tentatively suggest that there were

at least eighteen fisci curatores. VI 2544 records a

fisci curator who died at the age of thirty~five with fifteen
years service, which is what one might expect for a soldier

of his rank. A fisci curator on the praetorian cursus

might normally have fourteen or fifteen gtipendia.

librarius
These men must have served in the officium of both
the prefect and the tribune, though they are only attested

in the latter, One librarius is recorded without mention

of an officium (26).
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exactus

One third century inscription records a possible

exactus: VI 2 ~ M. Aurelius Venustus veter, Augg. nn. ex.

(in latere) coh, IIII pr. This could be restored as

either exactus or exceptor. Since the inscription is
third century Venustus may possibly have been an exceptor,

but this rink is unattested in the guard.

adiutor corniculariorum

This is only attested once: VI 2659 = ILS 2067:

dem. M. 5il, Romulianus mil, coh. VII pr. (centuria)

Victoris, secutor trib., vixit ann. XXVII, mil. ann VII,

Vettonius Proculus adiutor cornicul(ariorum) contubernal(i)

benemerenti. Domaszewskli suggested that since Proculus

was in the same contubernium as Romulianus he also was on

the staff of the tribune (p.22). This does not follow.
Speculation is hardly profitable; probably by the third

century all cornicularii had adiutores.

The posts in the century

Three posts —~ signifer, optio and tesserarius - form

a self-contained group. These are all posts in a century -
there was one of each in each century (cf 29). To them are
promoted soldiers who had held junior staff posts (4, 6, 10,
11, 15, 28, 29 and 30) or technical posts (26, 31 and 32)
and soldiers who had held one or more of the posts in the

century were promoted to one of the senior staff posts. In
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general two or three of the posts in the century were held
by a soldier in his cursus, though it does not appear to have
mattered which two, if that number was held. A soldier

who had held all three was normally promoted beneficiarius

praefecti praetorio (14, 19, 28 and 30) and one who had

held two figeci curator and on to cornicularius (11, 15, 26),

though it was possible to hold the three posts in the century
and be promoted, into the administrative senior staff posts ~

fisci curator and cornicularius (27 and 29). In the second

century it was virtually unknown for a pedes to hold only
one of the posts in the century in his career (31). It was
unusual too in the second century, though not unknown, for
soldiers holding one of the posts in the century at their

retirement to be kept on as evocati.

signifer
This was the senior of the three posts, and one
soldier holding it at the time of his discharge received the

evocatio (20). There are seven or eight signiferi recorded

on the discharge lists (VI 32520, a, 2, 13; 3, 44; 61; 4, 6; 46;
b, 2, 37; VI 32519, a, 5, 8; and also possible VI 2400, 2, 2).

Two inscriptions record the length of service of signiferi.

V 4371: - militavit an. XII, promotu/s/ VII - . This

signifer was promoted to the post after seven years service
and remained there for another five presumably. Florus (40)

also records his stipendia. After five years service in a
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legion he was transferred into the guard and ten years later
promoted signifer, a post he held for about two years. He
probably held the post later than was usual because of his
previous service in a legion. Elsewhere (cf. Table 9) the

conclusion has been reached that signiferi would normally

have between eleven and fifteen stipendia, and would hold

the post for little over a year, though there were, as above,
exceptions to this. The latest dated reference to this
post is is 221 or 222 (VI 323).

optio
A number of stipendia of optiones are known:
Reference Stipendia Age Date
VI 2747 11 28 2¢c
(6) 12 30 lc
(40) 13 early 3c
VI 2716 14 32 2c - early 3c
VI 2447 30 late 2c - early 3c
III 7072 15 late 2¢ - 3c
XI 1803 34 3c

These form a fairly homogeneous group, having between
eleven and fifteen stipendia, eleven and fourteen being
the brackets considered most suitable for the soldiers on
the cursus (cf. Table 9). There are, of course, a number

of optiones on the discharge lists -~ four - fewer than the
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number of signiferi (VI 32520 a, 5, 52; b, 42; VI 32523, a,
203 VI 32527, 1). Florus, (40) records that he held the
post for a year, or a little over, and we may regard this
as the norm, though there would be many exceptions.

The latest dated reference to this post is 221 or
222 (VI 323).

tesserarius

This is the lowest of the three posts. Marcellinus
(23) after just less than four years service was promoted
from eques to this post, but it would appear more usual to

have rather more stipendia; Florus (40) had thirteen,

though he had served originally in the legions, Marcianus
(19) had at least six, and another soldier (VI 2705) was

aged thirty-five. Nine to twelve stipendia may well have

been the norm (cf. discussion above), though Durry suggested
eight (p.19) .

There are no tesserarii recorded on the discharge lists

demonstrating that most of the soldiers held this post at a
much younger age and were promoted from it before retirement.
Marcellinus held the post for nearly three years, but his
was an unusual career (23) and something over one year was
probably more normal,

The latest dated reference to this post is in the

career of Florus (40) that is in 213.
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The Equites

vexillarius

This is only recorded on one inscription (34) which

records promotion to the post from optio equitum, and from

the post to fisci curagtor, evocatus and then a centurionate.

The post was clearly comparable to signifer, but was probably
more important since the gquites generally were more important
than pedites. This may explain the omission by this soldier

of one of the senior staff posts normally held.

optio

This is attested on two career inscriptions (33 and 34)

and also independently: VI 100: - optio equit. coh., VIIIT

pr. 7 Tuli -. The inscription is dated to 157 and demonstrates

in unmistakable language that this officer was not in a turma
but a century. In one of the careers (33) the soldier was

promoted from eques to optio equitum and then on to fisci

curator, and evocatus; in the other (34) the optio equitum

is promoted successively vexillarius, cornicularius tribuni,

evocatus and centurion. The post of optio equitum is

analogous to optio, but probably more important, since, as
noted above the equites were more important than pedites.
This is re-inforced by the omission of posts in the later part

of the cursus. The number of optiones equitum is also unknown.

eques
A statement by Tacitus implies that the equites
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praetoriani were organised into turmae, (Ann. 12, 56) -

eee praetoriarum cohortium manipuli turmaeque..., yet they

were clearly carried on the books of the centuries as the
laterculi demonstrate (VI 32515, a, 2, 14; 3, 30; e, 2, 16;
VI 32536, ¢, 2, 253 4, 2, 26; VI 32638, a, 20; 24; 25; b, 1;

11; 125 27; VI 32624, c, 23; AE 1933, 95, 10). Domaszewski
considered (p.23) that although they were on the strength of
the centuries they worked together in turmae. This is the
only way of reconciling the two pieces of evidence; though
it does seem unlikely, The equites, however, must have had
some organisation for when they were drawn up for battle, and
Tacitus may simply have been lax in his description of this,

It should be noted that the optio equitum, and therefore

presumably the other principales connected with the equites

were also carried on the books of the centuries. VI 32638
and AE 1964, 120 which appear to be part of a list of the men
in one century - there are 76 names extant - bear the names
of seven equites. It has been argued from this (Domaszewski
p.23 and Durry, 99) that there would therefore be about
fifteen equites in the whole of the century, and about 100 in
the cohort. It is unfortunately not possible to calculate
in this way, since the equites would be dispersed in a random
fashion throughout the centuries, The table of ages and

stipendia shows that most equites would havé at least seven

years service, This should be compared with the figure of
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Reference
III 8765
ITITI 3265
(22)

VI 2695
AE 1923, 80
VI 2591
ILJ 332
VI 2519
IIT 5222
X 1958
VI 2556
VI 2744
VI 2572
(50)

ITIT 5642
VI 2678
vV 918

VI 2751
VI 2704
VI 2679
VI 2765
IX 650

III 6704
VI 2439

Stipendia

o 0 3 3 w ¢

10
12

12
13
13

13
13

Age
18
195

20
27

25
25
25
25
26
26
28
28
27
27
28
30
30
35
31
31
32
33

Date

late 2¢c -
3c

late 2c
late 2¢c -
2c

late 2¢ -
3c

late 2c -
2c

2c

late 2c -
2c

late 2c¢ -
3c

late 2c¢ -
late 2c -
2c

2c

3¢

2c

later 2c
late 2c¢c -

3c
2c

3c

3¢

3c

3c

3c

3c

3c
3c

3c
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XI 2594 16 40 2c
VI 2601 17 35 3c
XI 2594 16 40 2c

There are also three equites recorded on the discharge lists:
VI 32515, a, 2, 14; 3, 30; e, 2, 16,

There are promotions from eques to singularis praefecti

(11), beneficiarius tribuni (33) and tesserarius (23).

It is not clear, however, whether these soldiers relinquished
their position as equites on promotion to these posts and
became pedites, or whether they retained their status as equites

for the rest of their career.

tector

Aelius Malchus (51) had an unusual career in the third

century: - tectori eq. praetorian. coh. III pr., gui et

urb., item antistes sacerd. temp. Martis castor. pr. -

The post of tector in this inscription is probably lower than
the centurionate in rank, There is nothing to support
Domaszewski's suggestion that the tectores were the successors

of the speculatores, and Dr. Dobson has suggested to me that

they were the prototypes of the protectores. Little is known

about this body of men and a new study of them is urgently
required, Another third century inscription possibly recording

a tector is usually restored to read pro/tector VI 2773 -

Aur., Muci/anus pro/tector aeq. / .. prae/torianorum -
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eques singularis

This post is uniquely attested in the praetorian
cohorts on a third century inscription: 603y/C. M. Se/v/ero

equiti ex singularibus, ex c(o)hor(te) pr(aetoria) IX,

stip(endia) II, vixit an(nis) XXX —. The soldier may have

been singularis on the staff of the prefect or tribune, or

possibly a member of a body called the equites singulares

and only introduced into the praetorian cohorts in the third

century. It is possible that the singulares of the prefect

came to be known by this title, in fact in all probability

he was a singularis of the prefect.

Training staff

Some of these officers - such as the exercitatores -

were clearly evocatwg (for example III 10378 and VI 31122)
or centurions (for example VI 2464), but others were of lower
status.

campidoctor

This post is recorded on a number of inscriptions
(VI 533, 2658, 2697 - 36847 may relate to the guard - and
on a laterculus VI 32536, 4, 1, 27). One soldier, who died as

a campidoctor, at the age of sixty, had thirty-five years

service to his credit - the first ten in a legion and the rest
in the guard (VI 2697). He was a native of Pannonia and

may have been transferred by Severus. Another campidoctor
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had previously served as a doctor: - guod coh, doctor voverat,

nunc campidoctor coh. I pr. p.v. - (61). The wording of

this inscription tends to imply that there might be one

campidoctor and one doctor to each cohort. None of the

inscriptions appear to be earlier than the third century
though that is not to say that the post was not in existence
in an earlier period.

doctor

The promotion from doctor to campidoctor and the

possibility that there was one doctor to each cohort has already

been discussed under "campidoctor", One other inscription

records the existence of this post - V 6886. Thest two
inscriptions are both third century in date, though the post
could have been in existence earlier,

doctor sagittariorum

Domaszewski (p.26) suggested that T. Flavius Expeditus,

a doctor sagittariorum (VI 3595), was a member of the guard,

though he does point out that since there is no unit mentioned

on the inscription this is uncertain,

Religious staff

sacerdos
The only two holders of this post are both recorded
on career inscriptions. Aelius Malchus in the third century

(51) held the post after being tector equitum praetorianorum.
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His title appears to have been antistes sacerd(os) templi

Martis castror(um) pr(aetorium). The rank of both these

posts is not beyond doubt, though they are probably below
the centurionate in rank. The fragmentary tombstone of
Florus recording his career in the early years of the third

century (40) states that he was - 2edis 58/ eeeees

Presumably a post connected with the temple must be restored
here and antistes has been suggested. In that case his post

may have been antistes aedis sacrae. These are both third

century and there is no evidence of the post being in existence
in an earlier epoch, but on the other hand there is nothing

to say that it was a Severan introduction as Domaszewski tried
to argue (pp.22-23).

haruspex

Pais 39: L. Pontius L., f. Vel., Rufus vetern., mil. cho.

VII prae. anis XIIX isde, harispex - . The inscription can

with only slight hesitation be dated to the first century, and
is the only mention of this post in the guard. The following
three posts may be connected with the religious staff -

victimarius

VI 32533 b, 24 - VICT - is the only mention of this
post. The laterculus is dated 209,

custos vivari

VI 130: - venatores immun., cum custode vivari, Pont.
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Verus mil. coh. VI pr., Campianus Verax mil. coh. VI pr.,

Fuscius Crescentio ord. custos vivari cohh. p/ r/ aett. et urbb., -

The dedication has the consular date 241. The inscription

implies that there was only one custos vivari in the whole

of the praetorian and urban cohorts. Gilliam considered

that the qualification ordinarius or ordinatus probably only

emphasised the fact that he was a soldier and not a civilian

(cfe J.F, Gilliam, The Ordinarii and Ordinati of the Roman

Army, p.147), though it is possible that the term is being
used here to demonstrate that he was a centurion and not an
ordinary soldier.

venator

The dedication quoted above under custos vivari also

mentions two venatores immunes, the full complement so it

would seem for the praetorian and urban cohorts. The
inscriptiong éiq dated to 241, and there is no other record
of their existence.

Hospital and Medical staff

medicus

This officer is well attested from the first century
through to the third (VI 20 - dated to 82, VI 212 - dated
to 181, VI 2594, AE 1952, 143, AE 1955, 74). The status
of the medici is not easy to determine, they may even have
been equal to centurions as in a modern army, but there is
no supporting evidence from the guard. That they were

somehow classed apart from ordinary soldiers is demonstrated
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by VI 212 - item evocati et milites guorum nomina et medicus

coh., - The same inscription appears to demonstrate that
there was one medicus in each cohort.

medicus chirurgus

Only attested once - AE 1945, 62: - medico chir(urgo)

coh., ITITIT praet. -.

medicus clinicus

The existence of this post is based on one inscription

VI 2532: - medicus clinicus coh, IIII pr. -.

Medicus veterinarius

VI 37194: - medico coh., I pr. veterinario - This is

the sole record of this post.

optio valetudinarii

This post is not attested, but on the analogy of other

units probably did exist in the guard.

Musical staff

bucinator

Two tombstones of bucinatores have survived (VI 2545

and 32715); five appear on the discharge lists (VI 32515 a,
2, 333 32520 b, 2, 41; 32522 b, 1, 17; and also possibly

AE 1933, 95, 14), and one on another laterculus (VI 32638 a,
19).

cornicen
Tombstones of three holders of this post are known

(VI 2627, 2752 and probably 2724). Twelve cornicines are




36.

recorded on laterculi (discharge lists: VI 32516, 20; 32519 a,

2, 4; 32520 a, 2, 4; 57; 613 4, 43; 32527 c; other laterculi
32536 ¢, 2, 22; d, 1, 8; 32564 c, 8 (COAN); 32638 b, T;

32640 b, 11).

tubicen
Twice attested on tombstones (VI 2570 and 2711) in the

third century, and twelve times on laterculi (discharge lists:

VI 32515 a, 2, 30; 32516, 14; 32520 a, 3, 45; 4, 17; 39; 5, 3;
b, 2, 23; other laterculi: 32533 b, 1, 31; 32536 4, 1, 63

32638 a, 5; 30; 32).
Domaszewski (p.24) suggested that there was one tubicen
and one cornicen in each maniple, and the fact that three

tubicines appear in one century on one list (VI 32638) and

two cornicines in one century on another (VI 32520) led him to

suggest that the speculatores and the equites had their own

musicians., There is really no other evidence to support this,
nor the supposition that the musicians were divided between
the maniples. There may simply have been a number of each
type of musician appointed to each cohort, or, slightly less
probably, they could all have been kept on the headquarters
staff. Durry (p.100f) pointed out that proportionally on

the laterculi there was one bucinator to every three cornicines

or tubicines. Although it is probably not possible to be so

exact the laterculi do point to there being at least twice as

many cornicines or tubicines than bucinatores, and this is the
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only valid assumption that it is possible to make concerning

the numbers of these soldiers.

Armoury staff

armamentarius

VI 32579: -ar/mamenta/rius coh. ... p/raetoriae 7 -

It is difficult to see what other restoration could be

proposed here, though the post is not otherwise attested.

discens armorum

XIII 6824 = AE 1940, 117 = Nesselhauf 1938, 1lla:
d.m. Aur. German/us/ mil. coh. I pr/aet/ 7 Casti, nat.

D/ afcus, lectus ex /leg./ XIII, factus d/is/<cre<nys armor.,

st/ip./ VI, mil., ann, VI - CIL and AE read d/is/ges(tor)

armor(um), but the more reasonable reading of Nesselhauf has

been accepted here. The third century inscription records
a soldier of the thirteenth legion promoted into the praetorian

cohorts and made a discens armorum. This is the only

reference, either epigraphic or literary, to the post of

armorum custos in the guard, which is presumably what Germanus

was apprenticed to.

armatura

VI 2699: d.m. Aur. Victori mil, armatur. coh. VIIII

pr. natione Besus /q./ vicxi an, XXXV milita. an., an: XVIII -

Armatura was presumably a post, apparently permanent and not

ad hoc. In the Notitia Dignitatum these are recorded as
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separate units, and this inscription, which is clearly
third century at least, could be an early reference to this.
On the other hand it may have some connection with VI 31122:

-/ev/oc. Aug., exerci/Tator ar/maturar(um) voto /po/sui ob

triumph. /Au/gustorum, /Sign/um aereum trophae/is iasianle

dedi (denariorum quingentorum) /scholae ar/matu/Trarum

praetorian/ orum. The restoration of the reference to the

schola is suspect, but this soldier certainly was an

exercitator armaturarum. There was a military exercise

known as the armatura, which also complicates the situation,
and though possibly having no connection with the first

inscription, may have some with the discens armatura.

discens armatura

VI 37215 (= ILS 9070): Senio Marcello mil. coh. VI pr.

7 Procul., disc., armat. - Presumably this post is related to the

armatura. The inscription is clearly third century, and

possibly a little later.

Building and Maintenance staff

architectus

The earliest mention of this post is under the F@@vians.

3: - milit, in legi. XVI Gal. a. X, tranlat. in coh. IX pr.,

in qua milit. ann. VIII missus honesta mission., revoc, ab

imp., fact. evoc. Aug., architect, armament. imp., evoc., ann.

XXIII - The soldier was apparently architectus armamentarii
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imperatoris for the whole of his twenty-three years as an

evocatus, Other architecti are known who are not evocati:

X 1757: -veterano coh. II pr., architecto Augustor., -, and

XTI 630: -mil. coh. IIT pr., architect. Aug., - Both are

probably second century, and the epithet Augusti or Augustorum

is interesting, comparable to the title of Vedennius
Moderatus (3). It would appear that the praetorian cohorts

supplied the architecti for the emperors' building programmes.

One architectus, however, does not include this epithet -

Flavius Rufus (31), an ordinatus architectus. Though

Gilliam (The Ordinarii and Ordinati of the Roman Army, 147)

considers that the ordinatus does no more than emphasise the

fact that he was a military and not civilian architectus,

E. Birley has suggested in conversation that the word simply

means that he was appointed an architectus. Rufus is unusual

because after holding the post of architectus he became

tesserarius, beneficiarius praefecti praetorio, cornicularius

praefecti annonae and then centurion. It would appear that

he had decided, or it had been suggested to him, to take up
a military career, rather than a career in the praetorian
cohorts as a specialist, who could rise no further in status.

Architecti were obviously educated men and not all specialists

would be in a position to do this.

librator

36: M. Troianius M. f. Marcellus Luc., Aug., mil. coh.




40,

X pr. 7 Scipionis men(sor) lib(rator), vix. an XXV m, VIIII,

mil., an. V. m, VII - It is difficult to see what else could

be restored in the place of mensor and librator, though the
posts could have been held in succession rather than

simul taneously as Pessau suggested. The post appears on
one other inscription - the career of Aelius Aelianus (32)

a librator, promoted successively tesserarius and evocatus

in the second century. The post was clearly below the posts

in the century and presumgbly its holder was an immunis.

mensor

This post is attested rather more frequently than
librator. Troianius Marcellus (36), a mensor and a librator
has been discussed above. VI 2518 records a mensor aged
twenty-nine, who died probably in the later second century
or early third, and VI 2692 (= ILS 2058) records another.

MES on a laterculus, recording soldiers enlisting in 143

and 144, is probably an abbreviation for mensor (VI 32520,
a, 2, 563 3, 51; 4, 51), though there is nothing to support

the suggestion of Domaszewski that MO on the same laterculus

can be expanded to read m(ensor) o(rdinatus) (VI 32520, b,

21; 35). It is, however, difficult to see what else this
abbreviation could be expanded to read. The only other
two posts yet known beginning with M are marsus, which is

not attested in the Guard, and medicus, an office which does
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not appear on laterculi, an oqﬁission perhaps due to the

fragmentary state of the evidence, or the peculiar nature
of the post itself.

discens mensorem

VI 32526 b: =et Noni/o P/roculo disc. mens -

This appears at the head of the inscription, after mention

of a signifer.

Miscellaneous

caelator

AE 1947, 6l; /T fnatio L. f. /P Aimioni /mi/liti

praetor. chort. IIII /ch/orographiar. /ite/m caelatori

/Til/io piissimo mater.

This is the only record of this post. Primio appears

to have been promoted from chorographiarius to caelator.

chorographiarius

The only mention of this post is on the inscription
discussed under caelator above.

stationarius

IIT 7136 = ILS 2052: T. Valerius Te.f. Secundus miles

cohortis VII praetoriae centuriae Severi domo Liguriae,

militavit annis VIII stationarius Ephesi, vixit annos XXVI

menses VI, A second century praetorian stationarius.

Another stationarius, probably about the same period or a

little later, served - and died - in Africa. VIII 25438 =

ILS 9072: demes. Tufienius Speratus mile. coh. VI pr.

stationarius ripae Uticensis, vix. ann. XXV, militavit
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annis XV Cf. also ILS 9073: —=Aelius Dubitatus mile. coOh., VIIIL

pra/et./ 7 Etrii, annis VIII /g £&ssi stationem Ven. /R fisic. -

curator

V 2837 = ILS 2022: C. R/e fimius P.f, Rufus, missus

est praetorio divi Aug., curator eteees The post of curator

is probably not military in character but civil,

lanciagrius

VI 2878; deme Val. Ursinus ml. lanciarius nate.

Italus gqui vixe. anne XXVII stupendiorum IIII, Val. Vitalis

mil. cho. e(iusdem?) pre. commanculio benemerent. fecit

memoria. Ursinus is presumably an immunis, and a member of
one branch of the guard - the lanciari. Suetonius (Claudius

35) mentions speculatores carrying lances, while in the

Notitia Dignitatum there are units of lanciarii mentioned.




43.

The Urban Cohorts

Not all the urban cohorts were stationed in Rome,

Two were posted at Lyons and Carthage, though the cohort at
the former city was disbanded under Severus. These two
cohorts were probably to all intents and purposes autonomous
units and the tribune of each probably had officers on his
staff who in Rome would have been on the staff of the prefect.
For that reason, in spite of the paucity of the evidence,

the two cohorts, I and XIII, have been dealt with separately.

Some principales and immunes are found in one cohort and not

in the other. It is possible to argue by analogy that they
must have occurred in the other cohort. This is not completely
satisfactory since local requirements could have produced

some differences, The cohort stationed at Lugudunum provided
the staff for both the governor and the procurator of
Lugdunensis. The position is not so clear in Africa,

IIT Augusta provided the proconsul of Africa with one cohort,

at leask in the time of Hadrian (VIII 2532 and 18042), from
which he probably drew his staff, while the procurator may
have used the same source, On the other hand it has been

argued that the urban cohort provided some beneficiarii for

the proconsul, though perhaps in a different period. The
precise situation must remain uncertain until further evidence

comes to light.
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Cohorts stationed in Rome

Staff of the prefect

cornicularius

VI 1340 records a cornicularius praefecti urbi in

the year 126, Domaszewski (p.l7) argued that a soldier

who appears on one of the laterculi (VI 32526, a, 2, 1) of

the urban cohorts promoted directly to centurion of a legion

must be a cornicularius praefecti on the assumption that

only cornicularii of the prefect could be advanced directly

to the centurionate. This is probable, though not proven.

There are no other corniculari recorded on the discharge

lists, The number of cornicularii is unknown, but Freis

(p.72) points out that the prefect was more important than a

provincial governor who usually had three and the praefectus

vigilum who had two or more. In that case there may have

been three or more., Special conditions, however, may have
affected the numbers rather than the status of the officers
concerned, and consequently this evidence by analogy may be
a false guide.,

commentariensis

VI 8402 - d.m.s. Cas. Gaetulicus vixit annis XI, comm.,

praef. urbis. This undated inscription is the only mention

of this post. Freis (p.72) considers that since neither a
cohort nor the unit is specifically mentioned the inscription

must be later than the time of Constantine when the military
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Ne r&
and civil duties of the prefect Was divided. This is
possible, though there is really no support for the view,
The posifion of the rank is determined by reference to the

staff of the provincial governor where the commentariensis

is placed on lists directly after the cornicularius. There

may have been the same number of commentarienses as

cornicularii on the analogy of the staff of the governor,

though this is uncertain.

beneficiarius

This post is attested on a number of inscriptions -
VI 2895, VI 32658, on one discharge list (VI 37184, a, 13)
and twice on another (VI 32519, a, 3, 13; 15). The career
of Sabinus demonstrates that the post was of higher status

than cornicularius tribuni (65). Only one beneficiarius

praefecti appears on a praetorian discharge list, compared
to the three on urban, which may suggest that the promotion

prospects of the beneficiarii in the urban cohorts were not

as good as those of their colleagues in the guard. The

number of beneficiarii is unknown. There is no need to assume

with Freis (p.73) that since two beneficiarii were retired

from the same century at the same time that there were two

in each century making 48 in the whole unit because they
would not be divided equally between the centuries (VI 32519,
a, 3, 133 15). Similarly comparison between this calculated

figure of 48 and Baillie Reynolds' hypothetical, and suspect,
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figure of 35 for the praefectus vigilum and the possible,

though unproved, figure of 60 for a provincial governor is
of doubtful value. The number, nevertheless, would have
been large.

optio ab actis urbi

This post is attested on two career inscriptions
(65 and 66). In the first the post is held between fisci

curator and cornicularius tribuni and in the second immediately

after fisci curator. The post is also recorded on two

laterculi:

VI 32519, a, 3, 17; OPT AB AC
VI 32526, a, 1, 11: OPT ABA.

Optio ab actis urbi may perhaps be compared to the post

ab actis fori in the officium of the praetorian prefect, which

always appears to have been held by an evocatus. The post

of optio ab actis urbi was a senior staff post, perhaps roughly

the equal in status of the post held by an evocatus in a unit
with a shorter length of service,

a quaestionibus

VI 2880: - mil, coh, X urb., 7 Festi, a 9. praef. urbis,

vix, an, XXVIIITI militavit ann, X -

This is the only mention of the post in Rome though it is
found in one of the cohorts stationed outside the city (65).

In this career the post follows beneficiarius tribuni, and

precedes the posts in the century. The exact wording of the
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inscription is - a quaestionib. factus per Annium Verum praef.

urbis -, There was therefore clearly some connection with
the prefect, though the post was possibly not held in Rome
(it is possible that the soldier did hold the post in Rome -
perhaps promising men in the cohorts stationed outside Rome

were given a tour of duty in the capital). The low stipendia -

ten - of the only other holder suggests that he too might
have held the post before holding any of the posts in the

century. In the guard the post was held by a duplicarius

and the same is probably the case in the legions, though the

holder may have been a sesquiplicarius. In the urban

cohorts the post appears to be of lower status, being held
below the posts in the century, but since it appears only

in a career of a soldier in one of the cohorts stationed
outside Rome it may be that its presumed status is a reflection
of this fact, and that the post ranked higher when held in
Rome.,

Staff of the tribune

cornicularius

This rank is attested in Rome - VI 2896 = ILS 2114,
AE 1957, 230 and thrice on discharge lists (VI 32521, a, 3,
14; VI 32526, a, 3, 12; VI 37184, b, 1). It is interesting

that no cornicularii tribuni are recorded on praetorian

discharge lists and it would appear that the prospects of

promotion for cornicularii in the urban cohorts were not as
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recorded in one of the cohorts at Carthage or Lugudunum (65).

It was held by the soldier between optio ab actis and

beneficiarius praefecti. In the praetorian guard promotion

from cornicularius tribuni to beneficiagrius praefecti is

unknown, though the peculiarities of the organisation of the
urban cohorts may have resulted in different ranking and
modifications to the cursus. Freis (p.73) is stating

the case a little too strongly when he says that because the

post appears in a discharge list the cornicularius tribuni

cannot be promoted to evocatus.

beneficigrius

This post is recorded on a discharge list recording
soldiers enlisting in 147 (VI 32521, a, 3, 13) and also on
a tombstone:

VI 2909: - benef. tribuni, qui vixit annis XXV -

It is safe to assume, by analogy with the praetorian cohorts,

that this post was below the posts in the century in status

and this is borne out by the youth of the soldier recorded on

the tombstone and the position of the post in the career of

Sabinus (65) when it was held after singularis tribuni, but

before a quaestionibus and tesserarius.

singularis

VI 2914 = ILS 2113 : ~mil, coh. XII urb. 7 Naevi sing.

trib. mil. ann. VI vix. ann. XXIV - AE 1912, 27 and 28 record

48,
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the same soldier, singularis tribuni, in the period 212-222.

The low status of the post suggested by the first inscription
is confirmed by the career of Sabinus (65) in which the post

is held after optio carceris, and before beneficiarius tribuni,

and by analogy with the praetorian cohorts. There is no
supporting evidence for the statement of Domaszewski (p.18)

that the singulares were mounted. Equites and pedites

singulares are known in other units.

secutor

VI 2931 = ILS 2112 : -mil. coh. XIV urb. 7 Perennis

stipendiorum IIII secutor tribuni vix, ann., XX m, VI dieb.

XX ho III - The four stipendia of this soldier suggest

that the post is of a low status, as is made clear again by
the career of Sabinus (65), this being the first recorded

post he held, From it he was promoted to optio valetudenari,

Standard Bearers

imgginifer

VI 218 = ILS 2107 : -imagines dominorum nn., et

aediculam et aram de suo fecerunt - (202) (in_postica) -

T, Tussanius /Resti/tutus Tuder i/m. coh./ XIT urb. 7 Vernas/1

gedu/licam vetustate v/exatam/ .. plictis columni/s ...et/

ornamentis cum /ara? et] signo Victoriae,..c... The restoration

of the rank of festitutus is commonly agreed to be

i/m(aginifer)/ and there is no reason to doubt this. In that

case this is the only imaginifer recorded in either the
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praetorian or the urban cohorts though the post is found

in the vigiles, and it is possible that it is a third century
introduction, Perhaps emanating from the transfer of
legionaries in the last decade of the second century. As
Freis (p.74) points out there is nothing to support the
suggestion that IMFCPR (VI 32526 a, 1, 28) is in any way

connected with the post of imaginifer.,

Other staff posts

fisci curator -

vl 2917 ¢« -mil, coh, XII urb,, f.ce, vixit ann, XL -3

VI 32526 a, 5, 24. These two inscriptions record the
existence of the post in the Rome cohorts. It appears in
two careers (65 and 66). In both these careers the post

was held between signifer and optio ab actis. There is no

evidence to support the assertion of Freis (p.72) that there

was one fisci curator in each century.

The posts in the century
signifer
The careers of Sabinus and Bellicus (65 and 66)
demonstrate that this was the senior post in the century.

Both soldiers were promoted to fisci curator. A signifer,

possibly in the urban cohorts, less likely in the praetorian,

was promoted to evocatus (67). Five signiferi are recorded

on discharge lists, compared to three optiones and two
tesserarii (VI 32526, a, 2, 15; 46; 4, 42; 5, 25; i, 3, 9).
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This merely demonstrates that the post was more senior than
the other two. Another signifer died after serving for 18
years and having lived 36 (X 6443). There was presumably
one signifer in each century.

optio
Sabinus held the post between tesserarius and signifer

(65) while Bellicus was promoted from optio to signifer (66).

Three optiones are recorded on discharge lists, more than

the tesserarii, but less than the signiferi, which might be

expected (VI 32519, a, 3, 19; VI 32526, a, 4, 8; i, 2, 1).
There was presumably one optio in each century.

tesserarius

This was clearly the lowest post in the century, held

after the junior staff posts - a quaestionibus and beneficiarius

tribuni in the case of Sabinus (65) - and before optio (65).

The tombstone of one tesserarius is known:

VI 2886: - thess. mil. coh. XI /urb/ 7 Sabini, vix. an. XX

LI milo ano XV mc VIII -

This length of service was perhaps higher than most tesserarii.

Only two are recorded on discharge lists, compared to three

optiones and five signiferi (VI 32526, a, 1, 29; i, 2, 12).

These figures are in keeping with the post being the lowest
of those in the century. It is to be presumed that there was

one tesserarius in each century.
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Religious staff

harusEex
VI 2166 = ILS 4954 ¢ - mil, co, XITIIT urb., 7

Terentiani, arespici ordinato -. This is the only haruspex

attested in the urban cohorts, though it was presumably an
established post, as it appears to have been in the praetorian
guard.

The following posts may be connected with the religious staff:

victimarius

VI 32522 4, 2, 8 - VI. This is a laterculus and

victimarius would have been the normal expansion. The soldier

enlisted in the period 149 - 152,

custos vivari

This post is recorded on an inscription which has
already been mentioned in connection with the praetorian
guard:

VI 130: PFuscius Grescentio ord. custos vivari cohh.,

p[I%ett‘ e-t urbb ® o 00000 00

There the possibility was considered that this custos vivari

was not merely a soldier differentiating himself from civilian

custodes vivari but rather a centurion emphasising his status

by the word ord(inarius or inatus). The soldier would appear

to have served as custos vivari to all urban and praetorian

cohorts simultaneously.
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Hospital and Medical Staff

medicus
AE 1917/8, 118 is the tombstone of a medicus of

cohors XIV, Each cohort probably therefore had its own

medicus, if not a plurality.

optio valetudinarii

This post is not attested in Rome, but since it is
recorded in one of the other cohorts (65) it may have existed
in Rome also. The urban cohorts however may have shared
a hospital with the other troops in the city. In one career

the post was held between secutor tribuni and optio carceris,

though the post may not have been of the same status in Rome

as it was at Iugudunum (65).

Musical Staff

There were probably tubicines, cornicines and bucinatores

in the urban cohorts, but there is only record of one of these:
cornicen

VI 32522 4, 3, 8: CORN,
The soldier had enlisted in 150 and is more likely to be a

cornicen than a cornicularius.

Prison Staff

optio carceris

VI 531 = ILS 3739: - optio karc., chor, XII urb,

Gordianae - This is the only record of this officer in Rome,

Sabinus (65) held the post after optio valetudinarii and

before singularis tribuni, but the rank of the post in one of
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the cohorts outside Rome may have differed from that in the

cohorts within the city itself.

Cohort stationed at Lugudunum

Staff of the governor of Lugdunensis

cornicularius

This post is recorded on a first century career (64).

It was held after beneficiarius legati Augusti, and for a

period of five years, Macrinus was promoted evocatus and
thence centurion. He also appears to have been made an

eques at the same time he was promoted cornicularius. This

was probably common to all cornicularii of the governor of

Lugdunensis, It is not known how many cornicularii this

governor had in his officium, but the normal number was two
or three,

beneficiarius

This post was held by Macrinus (64) before he was

promoted cornicularius. Unfortunately no previous post is

mentioned on the inscription, though one was probably held.
He was promotedto the post with only four years of service.

It is not known how many beneficiarii the governor of

Lugdunensis had, though it possibly may have been over 30,

if the calculations from the staff of III Augusta are correct.

The governor presumably had other officers on his staff

provided by the urban cohort.
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Staff of the procurator of TLugdunensis and Aquitania

cornicularius

XIIT 1810 mentions this post on an inscription dated
to about 170, but the home unit of the officer is not
recorded, Since as far as is known the rest of the staff
of the procurator in this period was provided by the cohort

at Iugudunum the cornicularius doubtless belongs to the

same unit., ILTG 231, which is unfortunately undated, records

a cor/n...p/roc. Aug... but the officer may have been provided

by a legion in the third century.

beneficiarius

AE 1935, 16: -b. proc. emerito ex coh., XIII urbana -

This is the only record of this post.
exactus

XIIT 1822 : d.m. et memoriae aeternae Pompeio Felici

exacta procuratoris, qui vixit ann, ILX - This inscription

may be second century in date, and appears to record an
exactus of the procurator. He would at this time have been a
member of the urban cohort. In the third century exacti
were provided by the Rhine legions (XIII 1847).

Staff of the tribune

cornicularius

Sabinus (65) held the post between optio ab actis

and beneficiarius praefecti, though by that time the cohort

may have been transferred to Carthage. The tribune of this
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cohort may have needed to retain a larger staff than his
counterparts in Rome, and therefore there may have been

more cornicularii tribuni in Lugudunum than on the staff of

each tribune at home.

beneficiarius

The only mention of this post at Lugudunum was in
the career of Sabinus (65),. He held the post after

singularis tribuni and before tesserarius.

singularis tribuni

Again this post only appears at Lugudunum in the

career of Sabinus (65). It follows optio carcaris and

precedes beneficiarius tribuni.

secutor
The first post held by Sabinus (65), before optio

valetudinarii.

Other staff posts

optio ab actis

Held by Sabinus (65) after fisci curator and before

cornicularius tribuni, but possibly not in Rome since he was

optio ab actis not optio ab actis urbi as was Bellicus (66).

fisci curator

This post was held by Sabinus (65) after signifer and

before optio ab actis.

Posts in the century

signifer
XIII 1857, and also the career of Sabinus (65). He
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was promoted from it to fisci curator.

optio

tesserarius

Both these posts were held by Sabinus (65) in the normal

order.

Hospital and Medical staff

medicus castrensis

XIII 1833 = ILS 2126: -Bononius Gordus medicus

castrensis . This might be taken to imply that there was

only one medicus in the camp of cohort XIII at Lugudunum, but
it is possible that each medicus called himself medicus

castrensis, or that this was the senior medicus.

optio valetudinarii

This post is only recorded at Lugudunum in the career

of Sabinus (65). He held it after secutor tribuni and before

optio carcaris.

Prison staff

optio carcaris

XIIT 1833 = ILS 2126: - optionis karceris ex cohort,

XIII urban -, Sabinus (65) held the post after optio

valetudinarii and before singularis tribuni.

The Equites

eques

This post is only attested on one inscription in the

whole of the urban cohorts - AE 1916, 3 = ILAfk.: 164: eq., coh, I

urbanae., The inscription belongs to the pre-Hadrianic period.

The term is also found on the inscription recording the career



58

of Mdgainus (64), though it is probably recording a pay-grade

only, since he was promoted cornicularius of the governor at

the same time,

Cohort stationed at Carthage

Staff of the proconsul of Africa

beneficiarius

AE 1961, 224: -bf., anno Acili Glabrionis procos.

Ce Vo Co Lutius Priscus Foro Livi et L. Octavius Severus

Brixello aram posuerunt 1. a. The governorship of Glabrio

dates the inscription to the period 164 - 168. Marec in his
discussion of this inscription (Libyca 8, ‘1959, 134) points
out that both these soldiers are Italians and since in this

period there are very few Italians in III Augusta (Forni,

p.220-22]1) they are probably members of the cohors I urbana.

This is possible, though more concrete evidence would be required
before it can be accepted unequivocally that the proconsul drew
some of his staff from the urban cohort.

Staff of the tribune

Only one member of this officium is attested though the
tribune probably had a similar staff to his counterpart in

Lugudunum,

singularis

AE 1912, 27 and 28 both refer to a singularis tribuni

in the period 218 to 222.

Other staff posts
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fisci curator

VIII 4679 contains the only record of this post.

Posts in the century

signifer
optio

tesserarius

These three posts presumably existed, though no record
has survived,

Miscellaneous

stationarius

AE 1954, 53: -mil. cohortis I urbanae / 7/ Kapitonis

stationarius -, This is the only record of this post, but

compare VIII 5230: -miles cohortis XIIII (?) ur. 7 Silani

a/ g/ng supra ripa(m) Hippone re/s.7 -
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The Vigiles

Staff of the prefect

cornicularius

Two cornicularii praefecti are named on the front of

VI 1058. These both appear in the 1list of cohors V vigilum

recorded elsewhere on the inscription, and presumably only
their high rank merits their specific mention on the face of

the stone, It is not clear how many cornicularii there were

altogether, certainly this inscription proves neither that
there were two in each cohort (Domaszewski p.7) nor that
there were two in the whole unit (Baillie Reynolds, p.77),
only that there were at least two. A provincial governor
had two or three, but the amount of paper-work needed to be

done by the officium of the praefectus vigilum would surely

dictate the number of cornicularii he would need. One

promotion is known from commentariensis praefecti to

cornicularius, but one cornicularius praefecti records

specifically that he was the first to be promoted from this
post to a legionary centurionate, under Antoninus Pius (69).

There is a similar promotion known later in the second century

(70). They share with the cornicularii praefecti praetorio,

the cornicularius praefecti annonae and with one exception

(64) the cormicularii consulares the distinction of direct

promotion to a legionary centurionate.

commentariensis

This is only attested on one inscription, which records
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the career of an unknown soldier (73). It is held between

tabularius beneficiarius and cornicularius praefecti. There

was possibly the same number of commentarienses as

cornicularius praefecti since provincial governors usually

had equal numbers of both officers.

tabularius

This post is found in the same career as comment-—

ariensis (73). Itwas held after beneficiarius praefecti

and before commentariensis. The full title of the post in

the case of this soldier appears to have been tabularius

beneficiarius /praefecti/. This caused Domaszewski (p.8)

to state that he considered the post to be an ad hoc appoint-

ment of a beneficiarius praefecti, rather than a permanent

post. Tabularii are found, however, both in the praetorian
cohorts and the legions and there is no need to think of the
post as anything other than permanent, though the very nature
of the available evidence forbids a definite statement either
way. The post also appears in VI 1057. A soldier (93) was

promoted from tabularius to cornicularius praefecti between

205 and 210. The fact that the post appears as tabularius

on VI 1057 tends to militate against the view of Domaszewski.

beneficiarius

The anonymous of VI 37295 (73) was promoted from

beneficiarius subpraefecti to beneficiarius praefecti and

thence to tabularius, thus determining the rank of the post
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of beneficiarius praefecti. No other career inscription

records the post, but the status of the rank as suggested

in the above inscription agrees well with analogous posts

in other units., M. Pontius Diodorus held the post from 205

to 210 (92) but there is no other evidence for the length

of time this post will have been held, except that there is

no reason to think that the duration was different from the
three to four years postulated elsewhere for each of the posts
on the career, It has been argued above that not many
soldiers would be promoted beyond this post, though of course
men would be needed to fill the higher staff posts. The

calculated stipendia for the beneficiarius praefecti is

22 to 25, but the better soldiers intended for the more senior
staff posts - and later the centurionate - would presumably

have been beneficiarii earlier, There is only one recorded

figure for stipendia for a beneficiarius praefecti,

Percennius Reginus died at the age of 44 with 22 years service
(VI 2966). Sextilius Iulianus is a different case, however;

he died at the age of 29 as a beneficiarius praefecti (XIV 226).

Assuming that he could have enlisted at the young age of
sixteen he would still only have thirteen stipendia at his
death, and we must therefore presume that his was a quicker
promotion,

Domaszewski (p.8) and Baillie Reynolds (p.129) both
agree, on the basis of VI 1057, 1058 and 1059, that there were
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35 beneficiarii praefecti vigilum. The first two inscriptions

record that there were five beneficiarii praefecti in cohors

V vigilum in 205 (1, 1; 1, 57; 2, 4; 3, 24; 6, 1) and five in

the same cohort in 210 (1, 1; 3, 2; 4, 25 5, 13 5, 8).
VI 1059, an inscription erected in 210, mentions the seven

centurions, the cornicularius tribuni, five beneficiarii

praefecti and four medici in cohors II vigilum, On three

separate occasions it is recorded that there were five

beneficiarii praefecti in each of the three cohorts. However,

it does not follow that there were five beneficiarii praefecti

in every cohort, If that was the case whenever a vacancy
occurred in the ranks of these officers a soldier would have
to be appointed from the cohort in which the vacancy occurred
or a soldier transferred from another cohort to maintain equal
numbers, That this, which must have reduced efficiency and
played havoc with the promotion system, should have happened
seems unlikely, and we may therefore presume that as far as

possible the number of beneficiarii praefecti in each cohort

was kept about equal, and that therefore the total number of

beneficiarii would be about 35, but not necessarily exactly

that number.
Baillie Reynolds (p.70 ff) pointed out that Domaszewski's

argument concerning the number of beneficiarii praefecti was

not always straightforward and logical. For example he

suggested that the tabularius and the pr(inceps) pr(aefecti)
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(see below) were ad hoc appointments held by beneficiarii,

and yet he failed to include them amongst his calculations

of the number of beneficiarii, presumably because they would

alter the theory of five per cohort. It is not necessary

to assume that either the tabularius or the pr(inceps)

pr(aefecti) were beneficiarii with special appointments. On

the other hand Baillie Reynolds omits to challenge Domaszewski's
view on the emeriti. As I have argued elsewhere it 1is not

necessary to.assume that these em(eriti) b(eneficiarii) were

beneficiarii tribuni, in fact if the officer under whom the

beneficiarii served is not mentioned then it might be presumed

that it is the most senior officer concerned. If this 1is

accepted the number of beneficiarii praefecti would then be

increased in cohort V to six in each year,
PR PR

This post was held by the first soldier listed in the
fourth century of cohort V in 205 (VI 1057, 4, 1). Assuming
that the stone has been read correctly the soldier presumably

was on the staff of the prefect, and Domaszewski (p.9) accordingly

restored the post as pr(inceps) pr(aefecti), remarking that

the princeps was usually the head of the tabularium, that is

in a legion, and producing evidence from de rei militari

(IT. 8) to support his claim, though the princeps mentioned by
Vegetius was a centurion. Domaszewski considered that the

soldier was a beneficiarius praefecti on special duties, while
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he was at the head of the list because he was the oldest

principalis. Baillie Reynolds (pp.80-81) rightly challenges

Domaszewski's arguments. Since Vegetius' princeps was a
centurion there is no parallel to be drawn. He also notes

that if he was a beneficiarius the total number of those

officers would be in excess of five, and he completes his
comments on the post by saying "in face of the lack of
evidence nothing definite can be said about it". While this
is undoubtedly true two points could be made. Firstly it

is difficult to see any logical order for the soldiers on the
two lists. Those appearing in 205 and 210 do not necessarily
appear in the same relative position, a position therefore
determined ,either by year of recruitment or by rank, so
Domaszewski's argument based on seniority will not do.

Secondly it is difficult to conceive of a pr(inceps) pr(aefecti)

in the ranks of the NCOs rather than the centurions. On the
other hand no other restoration seems feasible and so the
situation must rest.
AQP

AQP appears twice on VI 1057 (3, 1 and 3, 70), AQPR
twice on VI 1058 (4, 3 and 5, 2). This might be taken to
suggest, as Domaszewski and Baillie Reynolds following him
considered, that the abbreviations refer to the same post.
Although this is a strong possibility it should be borne in
mind that since P and PR presumably refer to the prefect of

the vigiles these officers will be spread throughout the
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cohorts and there will only be an equal number in any two
cohorts at any one time by coincidence. There is, for

example, no AQP or AQPR mentioned on the list of the first

cohort (VI 1056) though two abbreviations AQ do appear (1, 2
and 4, 6). The abbreviation can nowhere be fitted into a
career, nor is Domaszewski's discussion of the rank of the
post satisfactory. He considered that it was below the

beneficiarius praefecti but over the vexillarius. He further

argued that since there were two holders of this post at any
one time and only one actarius the latter accordingly ranked
higher than the former. This assumption can be countered
by taking into consideration two facts. Firstly seniority
had nothing to do with the number of officers of a certain

rank - there were many more beneficiarii praefecti than

actarii, who ranked lower! Secondly Domaszewski was basing
his calculations upon one cohort while the officers under
investigation could be found in any cohort since they were
staff officers of the unit not the cohort. Similarly his
argument based upon the position of the post in the two

laterculi of the fifth cohort is not watertight. He quotes

two references (VI 1058, 4, 3 and 5, 2) in support of his

thesis ignoring one (VI 1057, 3, 70) which does not. Extensive
study of these two lists has led me to the conclusion that

a theory based on the position of any post in either list

has to be treated with care. In the main the position of
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posts in the list, where they can be compared to outside
controls, are about 66 to 75 per cent correct, On this

basis since three out of the four AQP or AQPR are above the posts
in the century it may be accepted that this was the rank of

the post. There is one promotion to this post, and that

is from im(a)eg(inifer) (95); there was also a promotion from

ima(ginifer) to cornicularius praefecti (94) suggesting that

the post of AQPR was one of the higher of the senior staff
posts. The expansion of the abbreviations presents a different
problem, Domaszewski, following Kellerman, proposed a

guaestionibus praefecti. There is no other expansion known

or that comes into consideration (aguarius!! aquilifer!!

The a quaestionibus praefecti praetorio is one of the more

senior of the senior staff officers, as the AQPR also appears
to be, though in the officium of a provincial governor the

status of the post of quaesionarius does seem to be a little

lower, On the present evidence it seems reasonable to accept

a g(uaestionibus) pr(aefecti) as the best expansion.

AC IR
This abbreviation appears once in VI 1057 (2, 62) and
in VI 1058 (3, 3). Domaszewski proposed the expansion

ac(tarius) pr(aefecti) (p.9), and this is more acceptable

than Kellerman's a c(ommentaris) pr(aefecti). This post is

otherwise unattested in the vigiles, but this need be no

barrier considering the paucity of evidence for the actarius
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in the legions. On the other hand it is a unique restoration
for this unit, and must remain to some extent speculative
until more evidence materialises.

Although Domaszewski's expansion may be accepted, albeit
with reservations, the rest of his discussion is rather less
than acceptable. He says that the rank is under the benefic-

iarius praefecti and over the vexillarius, quoting one example

(VI 1058 3, 3) which supports this statement but also
overlooking another example (VI 1057 2, 62) which does not!
On the other hand he does point out that there is a promotion

from optio to ac(tarius) (87). Evidence by analogy with the

legions concerning the status of the actarius is difficult
not only because the expansion is not certain but also because
the organisation of the two were different. Domaszewski,
however, argues that the actarius in the vigiles is below

the beneficiarius subpraefecti because the actarius legate

legionis is below the beneficiarius praefecti castrorum.

Not only is this analogy not permissible for the reasons

quoted above, but also the analogy rests on the expansion

of ...ef... to read /beneficiarius pra/ef/(ecti)/ (AE 1895,
204)! I have argued that the actarius may have been
between the optio and the signifer in status in the legions
and this agrees with the evidence from the vigiles in

that the ac(tarius) pr(aefecti) ranks higher than the

optio, but it is impossible to determine its exact
status. Similarly all that can be said is that there

was one ac(tarius) pr(aefecti) in the fifth cohort in
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205 and one in the same cohort in 210. It may have been
coincidence that there was only one in the whole unit and
that in both years he was in the same cohort as Domaszewski
considered to have been the case, but equally, or indeed
more probably, there may have been a plurality of adtarii).
In the legions there was one actarius as there was one

cornicularius, but if in the vigiles there were at least two

of the latter officers, there may have been an equal number
of the former, if the expansion is correct.

librarius

There is no librarius recorded on the staff of the

prefect, but both the subprefect and the tribunes had on their
staffs a number of these clerks so it is probable that the

prefect did also. Domaszewski (p.9) considered that the

librarius i...d..., perhaps the librarius instrumentorum

depositorum of Tekruntenus Paternus, was on the staff of the

prefect since he appears on an inscription after a beneficiarius

praefecti and before five holders of posts in the century

(VI 220), but it is equally possible that the clerk had some
connection with the distribution of grain and so was mentioned
in this position. It could even be argued that he was not
a member of the vigiles, but was on the staff of the office

which distributed the free grain. Although this latter
suggestion is unlikely, the clerk can hardly have been senior

in rank to the posts in the century, and certainly not on the

basis of this inscription. In that case the 1librarius iee¢.3e.
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may have had nothing to do with the staff of the prefect.

One lib(rarius) (VI 1058, 3, 9) could conceivably have been

on the staff of the prefect.,

exactus
EXPR is recorded on VI 1056 (2, 69), VI 1058 (7, 9)

and VI 32748, a laterculus. Domaszewski (p.l12) suggested that

it was an abbreviation of ex(actus) pr(aefecti) and this is

more acceptable than ex(ceptor). The exacti ranked below

the librarii on the staff of a provincial governor, and
perhaps also on the staff of the prefect of the vigiles.
exceptor
Domaszewski (p.13) considered that the EXC on VI 1058
6, 3, was an abbreviation for exceptor. The addition of C
he understood to be to differentiate the exactus from the
exceptor. It is doubtful whether it is possible to make
such distinctions. Nor is Domaszewski consistent in his
argument, Although there is something to be said for his taking

IIB to refer to the librarius tribuni this cannot be said of

his discussion of the EMB (see under beneficiarius tribuni

below). In both cases it suited his case that the soldiers
were on the staff of the tribune, though no mention was made
of this on the inscription, yet now he maintains that the
EXC must be on the staff of the prefect. All that can be
said is that EXC probably stands for exactus, not exceptor,

and since no senior officigl is mentioned he was probably on
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the staff of the prefect.
Other staff

There is no evidence to suggest that there were any

singulares, secutores, codicillarii etc., on the staff of the

prefect of the vigiles, but the low status of these immunes,
if they had existed, would undoubtedly have resulted in a
paucity of epigraphic evidence,

Staff of the sub-prefect

cornicularius

A soldier of this rank appears on the list of the
fifth cohort in 210 (VI 1058, 7, 1). He also is named on the

front of the inscription after the cornicularii praefecti and

the centurions. The three cornicularii are only mentioned

on the front of the stone because they happen to be members

of this cohort - there are none of these senior cornicularii

in the first cohort in 205 (VI 1056) and accordingly they
receive no mention on the front of the inscription. The

mention of a single cornicularius subpraefecti in this position

therefore does not mean that there was only one in the whole
of the vigiles, as Baillie Reynolds considered (p.129) but
only that there was one in this cohort. The sub-prefect,

however, would have had less cornicularii than the prefect,

but since the numerical strength of his adjutants is not known
it can simply be noted that there was probably a small number,

perhaps one or two, on the staff of the sub-prefect.
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beneficiarius

The career of the unknown of VI 37295 reveals that

this post was held between vexillarius and beneficiarius

praefecti (73). This is supported by the evidence provided

by VI 221 - probably in hierarchical order - which demonstrates
that the post was of higher standing than the posts in the
century, though it may be noted in passing that the use of

principalis on the same inscription is probably non-technical.

Baillie Reynolds (p.129) argued that there was one beneficiarius

subpraefecti in each cohort making a total of seven in all.

This was based on the fact that each list of the fifth cohort
produced one officer of this rank (VI 1057, 2, 1 and VI 1058,
Ty 2)e He conveniently ignored the list of the first cohort
in which two officers appear (VI 1056, 2, 1 and 6, 8). Since
these soldiers were on the staff of an officer of the whole
unit there would not of necessity be the same number in each

cohort, thus it is not possible to say how many beneficiarii

subpraefecti there were at any one time, I have argued above

that the number of beneficiarii praefecti would have been

about 35, and all that can be said concerning the number of

beneficiarii of the sub-prefect is that it would not have

exceeded 35 nor have fallen below 10 since a tribune had that
many.

librarius

This rank is attested on VI 1058, 5, 7; LIB SFPR.

This soldier, T. Aelius Livianus, was an EX TR five years
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previously (VI 1057, 7, 34 cf. 101). The librarii of a
provincial governor seem to be of a higher rank than the
exacti of the same official, which is in broad agreement
with this promotion though Livianus moved into the staff of
a higher ranking officer with the advancement. The post is
recorded on another inscription, VI 221, dated to 113;

LIB VR SPR. The expansion of this is not certain, Mommisen
suggested urbanus causing Baillie Reynolds to suggest that

we should look for a similar clerk at Ostia, but at least the

soldier was a librarius on the staff of the subprefect. The

number of librarii is not known, but there is nothing to
support Baillie Reynolds' assumption that there was only one.
One was recorded in a century in 113 and one in a cohort in
210, there could have been any number in the other centuries
or cohorts.

Other staff

Since there are only two cases known of the librarius

it is possible that there were other soldiers on the staff

of the subprefect - exacti, secutores or codicillarii.

Staff of the tribune

cornicularius

One cornicularius tribuni appears on the front of

VI 1059 together with the tribune, the seven centurions, the

five beneficiarii praefecti and the four medici of the second
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cohort of vigiles. This would suggest that there was only

one cornicularius in this and therefore every cohort.

VI 1057 supports this in mentioning only one (5, 1), while
the record is lost from the more damaged inscription of 210

(VI 1058). A cornicularius is mentioned in connection with

a vexillation of cohors VI vigilum, probably consisting of

four centuries, in 239 (XIV 4397). The exact position of

this post is not known since it does not appear on any

career inscription, but on the basis of analogy with the
praetorian cohorts it was one of the higher of the senior staff
posts.

beneficiarius

The rank of this post, above the secutor tribuni and

below the tesserarius, is clear from a study of VI 1057 and

1058 (77, 78, 79 and 82) and other career inscriptions (68

and 71). In a 1list of "principales" in a century of vigiles

in 113 the post follows immediately after the beneficiarius

of the sub-prefect and the holders of the posts in the century,

though principalis is probably not being used in a technical

sense, Four soldiers of this rank are mentioned on the
fragmentary list of the soldiers of the first cohort in 205
(VI 1056 1, 5; 2, 5; 2, 9; 3, 9), ten on the list of the fifth
cohort in 205 (VI 1057 1, 3; 2, 7; 2, 13; 3, 13; 4, 18; 4, 19;
5, 2; 5, 81; 6, 9; 6, 18), and five on the damaged list of the

same cohort in 210 (1, 11; 2, 7; 7, 63 T, 75 T, 8). This



75

evidence might be taken to support a maximum numerical strength

of ten beneficiarii for each tribune, the others in the two

cohorts being on the missing parts of the stones. This number
is in general accord with the 35 or thereabouts for a prefect,

and the 12 for a tribunus laticlavus legionis. Domaszewski

in his discussion of this rank is clearly obsessed by this
latter analogy. In order to increase the number of

beneficiarii tribuni to 12 he argues that the HEMB is a

beneficiarius tribuni (VI 1057, 7, 5 = EMB VI 1058, 5, 6(96)),

and implies that the EMR was the same (VI 1057, 2, 6) though
he cannot summon any strong evidence to support this. The

emeritus beneficigrius, if indeed that is the correct expansion,

does not specify the officer under whom he served, and since
there are three possibilities it could be argued that the one
most likely to be understood was the most senior not the most
junior. The tribunes would therefore appear to have had about

10 beneficiarii each not 12 - the analogy with the staff of

the tribunus laticlavus as so often happens is not complete.

The calculated length of time this post would be held is three
to four years, though the only soldier who records duration of

his service as a beneficiarius tribuni held it for two years (68).

The soldier had nine stipendia when he was promoted to the post,

which accords well with the calculated stipendia of a

beneficiarius tribuni.

secutor

The position of the rank is clearly demonstrated by a
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career inscription and by the promotions of the soldiers
of the fifth cohort. Soldiers were advanced to the post

from codicillarius (74, 75 and 76) and from it to

beneficiarius tribuni (68, 77, 78 and 79), optio convales-

centium (81) and optio c[ (80). VI 221, dated to 113, records

that the post was held by a principalis, but the word is

probably being used in a non-technical sense, Galatus held

the post for the two years following his seventh stipendium,

but the average duration of the post, at least in the early
third century, appears to have been three to four years (68).

There are 14 secutores tribuni on VI 1058 (1, 13; 2, 1; 2, 3;

3, 8; 4, 11; 4, 12; 5, 10; 5, 11; 5, 12; 6, 2; 6, 3; 7, 11;

7, 12; 7, 13), and 13 on VI 1057 (1, 15; 1, 50; 1, 73; 2, 36;

2, 723 2, 107; 3, 11; 3, 35; 4, 40; 4, 43; 5, 445 6, 19; 7, 13);
to the latter can probably be added VI 1057, 7, 11 S.., making
a total of 14. This would appear to be the number of soldiers
of this rank on the staff of each tribune.

codicillarius

The position of this post below secutor tribuni is

demonstrated by VI 1057 and 1058. There are three promotions
from the former to the latter (74, 75 and 76). The post was
the lowest known on the cursus of the soldiers in the vigiles,
and soldiers may well have been promoted to it after only
a very few years' service, perhaps three or four. There

seem to have been eleven codicillarii tribuni in each cohort
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since that number appear on both lists of the fifth cohort
sometimes without the epithet tribuni, though they are all
presumably on the staff of this officer (VI 1057, 1, 42;

1, 65; 1, 108; 3, 62; 3, 69; 5, 27; 5, 60; 5, 86; 6, 39; 6, 48;
7, 213 VI 1058, 1, 54; 2, 23 2, 5; 2, 63 3, 103 3, 11; 4, 13;
4, 14; 5, 14; 6, 4; 7, 19). This post is not attested other
than on the above two inscriptions and on the list of the first
cohort in 205 (VI 1056).

librarius

One librarius tribuni is recorded in the fifth cohort

in 205 (VI 1057, 1, 10) and the lib(rarius) of 210 could be

a soldier of the same rank (VI 1058, 3, 9). In that case

it would appear that each tribune had one librarius only.

A further clerk of this rank is recorded on VI 221, but in

this case he was described as being lib(rarius) coh(ortis).

Once again it should be pointed out that this soldier though

described as a principalis could, owing to non-technical use

of the term, actually have been an immunis (see Appendix I).

EXCTR

EXCTR appears on VI 1058, 3, 12; EXCT on VI 1057, 7, 34;
EXC on VI 1058, 6, 3 is possibly another abbreviation for the
same post. Domaszewski suggested exceptor rather than
exactus because of the different abbreviations EX and EXC.

However, note the different abbreviations of secutor tribuni

(ST, STR, SET, SETR, SECTR). This would seem to imply that
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a differential expansion on the basis of one letter cannot
be accepted unequivocally, after all the C would be the

obvious third letter in either words, Since exceptores and

exacti are unattested except on these lists the problem must
remain unsolved, but as the exacti are more numerous than

the exceptores on the staffs of other officials this

soldier ought to be an exactus. The exceptores appear to

be late introductions, though exactly how late it is not
possible to say. There only seems to have been one exactus,

as there was only one librarius, on the staff of the tribune.

adijutor
XIV 4378, dated to 190, mentions in the last line

eeessadiut. coh, V Hip. re. This could refer to an

established post of adiutor cohortis. Adiut. appears alone,

without qualification, on an inscription of 203 (VI 220),

though this probably refers to an adiutor centurionis who

1s also attested.

Staff of the centurion

adiutor

This post is recorded on four inscriptions, all datable
to the first three decades of the third century - VI 3069
dated to 221; VI 3078 to the same year, though the title is
partly restored on the analogy of the previous inscription;
VI 3076 to 226/9; VI 220 dated to 203 also contains an

adiut(or) and since the inscription is dedicated in part to
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the genius of the century and appears to contain only the

men of one century the adiutor may have been an official of
that century. The date of the introduction of this post is
unknown, but certainly the post of adiutor is not a Severan

innovation in the vigiles since an adiutor cohortis is

attested in the year 190 (XIV 4378).

Standard bearers

IMC and IMA

On VI 1057 the IMA appears once (6, 5) and the IMC
twice (1, 2; 6, 2). The only one to appear oﬁ VI 1058 is
the IMC (1, 3). IM is found on VI 1056, 4, 5). Domaszewski

put forward im(aginifer) A(ugusti) and im(aginifer) C(aesaris)

as the expansion suggesting that in the reign of Severus the
images of the one Augustus and the two Caesars would have to
be carried. However he ignores the fact that Caracalla was
made Augustus in 198 and Geta in 209. Hence there should be
two IMAs in 205 and no IMCs in 210, though on the stones there
are two IMCs in 205 and also one in 210! The expansions are

therefore probably simply ima(ginifer) and im(a)g(inifer), a

supposition supported by the fact that the im(aginifer) without

any qualification appears on the list of the first cohort of
205. The total number of soldiers holding this post is unknown,
but is in excess of three. The rank of the post is more certain.

C. Rasinius Tanuarius was an ima(ginifer) in 205 and a

cornicularius praefecti in 210 (94), while C. Iulius Zoticus
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was an im(a)g(inifer) in 205 and an AQPR in 210. The post

would therefore appear to be of equal rank to the senior staff
posts.

The posts in the century

In the vigiles, as in the other units of the Roman
Imperial army, the three posts forming the tactical posts
o¥ the posts in the century form a compact group with no
other position interposing itself between any two of them.
The signifer is not found in the vigiles, but his place is

taken by the vexillarius; the three posts are therefore in

ascending order, tesserarius, optio and vexillarius. The

position of the three, above the junior staff posts and below
the senior staff posts, is amply clear from a study of VI 1057
and 1058. It would probably have been unusual to hold all

three of the posts. In the fifth cohort between 205 and 210

there are advancements from tesserarius to optio (85) and to

vexillarius (84) and from optio to vexillarius (88); there

is also one soldier who was a vexillarius in both years (89).

Galatus held the post of vexillarius for three years (68),

though Iucundus (72) with six and a half years' service and

the posts of tesserarius, optio and vexillarius to his credit

could have held none for very long. Although it is undoubtedly
true that the posts in the century were the prerequisite for
advancement to the higher ranks as Domaszewski points out

this is not well demonstrated by the careers of the soldiers
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in the vigiles, which only demonstrate hierarchical order as
he also maintains. There was clearly one each in every
century (e.g. VI 220, VI 221).

vexillarius

The most senior of the posts in the century, in status

immediately above optio (72 and 88) and below beneficiarius

subpraefecti (73) and optio bal (90). There were also

promotions to this post from beneficiarius tribuni (68) and

tesserarius (84).

optio

This post was between tesserarius and vexillarius in

the hierarchy (72, 85 and 88). There were also promotions

from beneficiarius tribuni (71) and optio ca(rcaris?) (86)

to optio and promotion from that post to ac(tarius?)

praefecti (87). The earliest dated reference to the post

is the second century (VI 221 - A.D. 113), but the last is
under the reign of Gordian III (VI 3038).

tesserarius

This was the junior of the three posts in the century.

There were promotions to it from beneficiarius tribuni (82)

and optio cdnvalescentium?) (83), and advancement from it to

optio (72 and 85) and to vexillarius (84).

Religious staff

haruspex
HAR appears twice on VI 1058 (2, 7 and 4, 15), and it
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is difficult to see what else the abbreviation could stand
for. Domaszewski (p.1l4) observes correctly that since

there are no haruspices on the list of the same cohort in 205

these officers were attached to the staff of the prefect, as
they were attached to the staff of the legate in a legion.

The number of haruspices is unknown, though it is in the plural.

victimarius

VIC (VI 1056, 3, 11); VIC (VI 1057, 3, 4); VICT

(VI 1058, 3, 14). These presumably all refer to the victimarius.

It is impossible to say whether it is coincidence that there
was one in each cohort in each year and there were in reality
only a few in the whole unit spread over the cohorts, or
whether it was a reflection of the true situation and there

was one victimarius in every cohort. This post is otherwise

unattested.

Hospital and Medical staff

medicus

There are four medici set apart on the inscription
of the fifth cohort of 210 and also four in a similar position
on the inscription of the second cohort of the same year
(VI 1058 and 1059). It may therefore be that each cohort
contained four medici though there may be an element of
coincidence involved, Their rank, however, is not clear,
The only other soldiers appearing on the front face of these

inscriptions are the prefect, sub-prefect, tribune, centurions,

and those senior principales - cornicularii or beneficiarii
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of the prefect - who happen to be in the cohort. These

principales are also recorded in the lists of the soldiers

in each century of the cohort. The medici are not. This
would suggest that they are not soldiers of immunis or

principalis rank. But does it follow that they are therefore

officers of a rank comparable to or higher than the centurion?
Comparison with modern army practice is dangerous, the medici
may hardly have been considered soldiers at all by their
contemporaries, but if they did have a rank the limited
evidence certainly suggests that they were of a similar
standing to the centurions.

optio convalescentium

This post is abbreviated to OPCO (VI 1057, 6, 13),
or OPCONV (VI 1058, 7, 10). There is only one clear
reference to the post in each year but this may be due either
to accident or design - OPC (VI 1057, 3, 18) and OPT (VI
1058, 1, 12; 4, 8; 4, 9) are found on the two inscriptions

and are presumably abbreviations of optio convalescentium or

optio carcaris. Domaszewski's expansion of the abbreviations

is acceptable, the post being the equivalent in the vigiles

of the optio valetudinarii found in other units. The post

appears in two careers (81 and 83). One soldier was a

secutor tribuni in 205 and an optio convalescentium in the

same cohort in 210, the other was an optio convalescentium

in 205 and a tesserarius in 210. This clearly places the
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post on a par with the beneficiarius tribuni. The promotion

of the optio carcaris to optio between 205 and 210 (86)

might suggest that this post is higher than the optio

convalescentium, but the soldier could have omitted a post

in his career or held the post in between the two years
(cf. 84). To draw an anaglogy from the urban cohorts, as

does Domaszewski, when the post of optio convalescentium

does not exist in that unit, is not acceptable.

Musical staff

There is only one musician attested in the vigiles
though others may have existed,

bucinator

VI 221 records a buc., in 7. Domaszewski took this

to mean that there was one bucinator in each century,. The

inscription almost certainly implies this since the tactical
posts are all qualified by the centurial sign, as the posts
on the staff of the tribune are distinguished in their own
way. On the two lists of the fifth cohort not every century

had a bucinator, and one had two, so he therefore argued

that the system had been changed in the intervening hundred

years and the bucinatores were no longer attached to the

century, but to the cohort, there probably being 5 in each,
In support of this he could have cited VI 1056 on which not

a single bucinator appears, unless VC (2, 6) has lost the

first letter -B. The evidence from VI 1057 and 1058 is as
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follows., There are two bucinatores in 205 in the first
century (1, 56; 94) and one each in three other centuries
(4, 51; 6, 245 7, 8). It is possible the SV (5, 12) and
//Q (7, 12) hide two more. In the more damaged list of 210

there are only three bucinatores (4, 10; 5, 9; 7, 14).

There are a number of possibilities regarding the number and

distribution of the bucinatores. The first is that there was

one in each century but for some reason, perhaps damage on

the stone, some centuries do not appear to have a bucinator.

The two in the first century of 205 could be explained by the
possibility that one soldier was due to retire and he was
training his replacement, This is perhaps the least likely
of all the suggestions. The second is that there was a

number of bucinatores attached to each cohort, There is

no evidence to support this, except perhaps the abbreviation

BVCC, which could possibly be expanded to read buc(inator)

dohortis) (VI 1057, 7, 8). If the bucinatores were attached

to the cohorts there were perhaps 5 in each as Domaszewski
suggested. The final possibility is that they were not
divided among the centuries or cohorts but carried out their
duties at unit level. In support of this it could be argued
that VI 1057 and 1058 both contain the correct number of

bucinatores present at that time and none have subsequently

disappeared from the stone, though this is doubtful, while

the first four centuries of the first cohort contained no
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bucinatores (VI 1056). The evidence is clearly far from

satisfactory and the problem must rest until more materialises.

Prison staff

optio carcaris

OPCA (VI 1057, 2, 10) is the only clear example of
this rank appearing on the long lists of 205 and 210.
Domaszewski suggested that OPC (VI 1057, 3, 18) and QPTC
(VI 1058, 1, 12; 4, 7; 4, 8) refer to the same post. This
is uncertain in view of the existence of the post of optio

convalescentium. The number of soldiers holding this post

at any one time is not known, but they were probably on the
staff of the prefect rather than the tribune. The career
of L. Clodius Macrinus (86) illustrates the rank of the post.

He was an optio ca(rcaris) in 205 and an optio centuriae in

210. He may have omitted one or two posts in his career,
or alternatively held one between those two dates. The post

therefore either tanks equally with beneficiarius tribuni -

and there optio convalescentium - or with tesserarius.

carcerarius

The abbreviation KARC is found on the list of the
fifth cohort in 205 (VI 1057, 7, 4). He may have had some
connection with the prison.

Specialist fire-fighting staff

sifonarius

The siponar(ius) is known (VI 2994) and the abbreviation

SIF occurs twice on both lists of the fifth cohort (VI 1057,
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5, 8; 5, 24; VI 1058 6, 5; 6, 6). SVP appearing on one
inscription (VI 32748) and SV on another (VI 1057 5, 12)

may be abbreviations of the same post. The post

also is found on a fourth century inscription abbreviated to

sifona(rius) (VI 31075 dated to 362). The fact that there were

two sifonarii in the fifth cohort in both years might suggest

that there were two in each cohort in the vigiles, making
14 in all. This may indeed be possible, though the accident
of survival should not be ruled out, but see the discussion

of uncinarius below.

uncinarius
This post is abbreviated to VNC in VI 1057 (7, 2;

7, 12) and VNC COH in VI 1058 (7, 165 7, 17). The post also
appears on the inscription of 362 (VI 31075). The reference

to unc(inarius) coh(ortis) implies that each cohort had its

own uncinarii and the fact that there were two in 205 and

also in 210 suggests that each cohort had 2, that is that there
was an aggregate of 14 in the unit. It might therefore be

fairly argued that there ought to be two sifonarii in each

cohort bearing in mind the fact that uncinarius cohortis

is abbreviated in one year VNC and the other VNC COH. The

sifonarii may therefore have been attached to the cohort

but omit mention of this on the inscription. This supposition
receives slight support from the fact that in each year both
holders of these two posts were in the same century, though

the century containing the sifonarii is different from that

containing the uncinarii. This is unusual but possibly is
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more than a coincidence and indicates that each cohort
had two uncinarii and two sifonarii with the two holders of
each post carried together on the books of one century.

falcarius

This post is only found on the fourth century
inscription recording a number of soldiers in the vigiles.

It is abbreviated to falc(arius) (VI 31075, dated to 362).

The post may have existed in the principate, though of
course it is possible that it is a fourth century creation.
aquarius

AQO (VI 1057, 2, 8) AQV (VI 1057, 6, 12) AQA (VI 1058,
5, 13). Domaszewski followed Kellerman in presuming that
these were aquarii. However, it is possible that they are

an alternative abbreviation for a quaestionibus praefecti.

This problem is insoluble until more evidence materialises.
VI 1056, 1, 2, records the abbreviation AQ which could stand
for either post.

emituliarius

The last phrase of VI 3057 and VI 3076 appear to
refer to a post of this title, though the two inscriptions are
unusual and should be treated with care, Domaszewskl suggested
that the EMC in the fifth cohort in 210 (VI 1058, 7, 18)

probably refers to an em(ituliarius) c(ohortis) and the -MI

in 205 (VI 1057, 4, 3) the same post, &/mi(tuliarius). These

expansions are far from certain, and in fact all the inscriptions
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referring to this post ought to be handled with reservation.
OPBA

OPTB (VI 1057, 7, 1), OPB (VI 1057, 4, 6), OB (VI 1057,
3, 39) and OPBA (VI 1058, 4, 4) all presumably are different
abbreviations of the same post. P. Tulius Faustus was

vexillarius in 205 and an OP BR in 210 (90) while Ti. Claudius

Speratianus was an OP B in 205 and a beneficiarius sub-

praefecti five years later (91). The rank of the post is

therefore securely fixed, The number of soldiers holding
this post at any one time, however, is not clear, Domaszewski
(p.10) suggested that there were three in each cohort on the
strength of the three found on the list of the fifth cohort
of 205, but the different number in 210 may be due to the
fact that these soldiers were spread throughout all the
cohorts and not attached to each cohort or to the accident of
survival, The expansion of the post is not certain either,
Baillie Reynolds discusses this problem (p.83), pointing out
that there are three derivations: from balteus (Henzen),
balneum (Kellerman) and from ballista (de Rossi) -
Domaszewski favoured the latter. Baillie Reynolds, wisely,
did not commit himself to any of these suggestions, merely
commenting that on the basis of VI 31075 "the title obviously
refers to some kind of engine used by the Vigiles, but more
than that one cannot say". No further evidence has come to

light since these words were written in 1926 and the situation
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both fit the requirements.









































































































































































































































































































