
romeinse kolonisten volgens Tacitus (Ann., XIV, 31; cf. ook XII, 32) algemeen 
gehaat waren, zeker vermeldenswaard. 

Dat de romeinse legioenen in de grensprovincies de romanisering van de 
met de legionnairs in kontakt tredende peregrini(ae) bevorderden, onderstreept 
N. met nadruk. Als kweekplaats van 'nieuwe romeinen' waren de auxilia zo 
mogelijk nog belangrijker. Vittinghoff schat dat tijdens het vroege Principaat 
±2.000.000 peregrini in de auxilia zijn opgenomen. Opname impliceerde aan
vaarding van Latijn als commando-taal; na een diensttijd van 25 jaar krijgt 
de auxilia-soldaat romeins burgerrecht (N. p. 7/8). De militaire diplomata
inscripties leren bovendien, dat de tijdens de dienst geboren kinderen van 
de soldaat bij diens honesta tJJissio ook de civitas roiJJana kregen (Antoninus Pius 
annuleerde deze gewoonte; zie K. Kraft, Zu/Jt Biirgerrecht der Soldatenkinder, 
Historia 10 (1961), 120ff.). Terecht wijst N . erop dat deuit de dienst ontslagenen 
op hun beurt weer bijdroegen tot de romanisering van andere peregrini(ae). 

Naude heeft kans gezien om in kort bestek voor niet-vakgenoten een helder 
overzicht te geven van de voornaamste instrumenten van de romeinse romani
seringspolitiek. Het feit, dat hij wellicht iets te ongenuanceerd heeft gesproken 
over verschijnselen als verstedelijking en municipalisering, doet aan de waarde 
van zijn studie weinig of niets af. Het is trouwens heel wel mogelijk, dat de 
aard van het symposion, waarop hij zijn voordracht hield, een zeker gebrek 
aan nuancering onvermijdelijk maakte. 

Lei den. H. W. PLEKET 

* * * 

T. F. Carney: A Biograpf?y of Marius, Proceedings of the African Classical 
Associations, Supplement Number 1, Royal Van Gorcum Ltd., Assen, 
Netherlands, 1961. 76 pp. 

This study was the subject of an inaugural lecture given in the University 
College of Rhodesia and Nyasaland. It is presented therefore in the form of a 
'relatively straightforward narrative' with 'evidence of appropriate academic 
virtuosity' relegated to substantiating footnotes. It is at the same time the first 
full-length study of Marius which has ever appeared as an English monograph 
(p. 1). The author re-examines and modifies certain widely held views on the 
personality and achievements of Marius, aligning himself with Lanzani, 
Bennett and Badian (cf. n. 286, on the Marian massacre), rather than Robinson, 
Last and Scullard (see also Holroyd in the O.C.D.). Prof. Carney is well forti
fied for this task by a wide range of previous studies, notably on Plutarch and 
Cicero as sources (Plutarch's Style in the Marius, JHS 80, 1960; Cicero's Picture 
of Marius, WS 73, 1960). His major contribution lies in a re-assessment of 
Marius in the light of Cicero whose picture of Marius he regards as 'consistent 
and well substantiated' (p. 4) and useful to off-set the hostility of the greater 
part of the tradition as is reflected in Plutarch. 

The guiding factors in Marius' public career emerge from this study. 
Though complex, his policy was not haphazard. He is described as 'in the 
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tradition of the Gracchi, who likewise attempted to solve the problem ot 
army recruitment, resettlement on the .land and enfranchisement' (p. 42, 
n. 200; cf. p. 71). He had at heart a respect for the constitution and the aris
tocracy (p. 43). His conciliation of optimate interests displayed during his 
praetorship indicates that he wished to associate himself with the stratum of 
society to which he had risen (p. 22, and n. 118 with reference to Badian). 
With this is to be associated his 'fundamentally constitutionalist habit of 
mind' and the 'legality of his thinking' to which Sherwin-White has drawn 
our attention (p. 43, n. 202; p. 62, n. 273; cf. p. 65, n. 282; Sherwin-White in 
JRS 46, 1956, 3-5 and 9). He was therefore at the same time no Gracchan-type 
democrat, as his opposition to the corn-law reveals (p. 20, n. 106; cf. n. 118); 
Marius 'had never aimed at, or had, a following among the Roman plebs' 
(p. 42, n. 200, with reference to Lanzani and Badian). His links with the 
equestrian classes restrained him (p. 35, n. 176, equestrian opposition to the 
corn-bills; cf. n. 200: 'There was little sympathy between equites and the urban 
mob'). In some ways Marius links up with Cato (p. 28, n. 143; cf. Carney, 
Once again Marius' Speech after Election in 108 B.C., Symb. Osl. XXXV, p. 69: 
'There were obvious advantages for Marius, taking a popularis stand at a 
critical juncture, in associating himself with Cato, his great precursor as novus 
homo and popularis'). The essential connection between Marius' military 
career and political activities is well brought out (Ch. III, 15ff.), described as 
'in close association with equestrian directives in the military policy of the 
state' (p. 18; correlate his proconsulship in Spain which made him 'a force in 
Roman big business', p. 23; cf. Carney, Coins bearing on the Age and Career of 
Marius, Numismatic Chronicle XIX, 1959, 80-81). 

Marius was not uneducated (p. 9, n. 48, contra Gwynn and Clark). Inferences 
to be drawn from his speech in Sallust as to his education are misleading; it 
was a political manifesto (p. 17, n. 36; cf. Carney, Symb. Osl. XXXV, p. 70). 
His knowledge of law was considerable, with which is to be correlated the 
legality of his thinking and his constitutionalism (p. 12 and p. 43, n. 273; 
cf. Carney in Acta Juridica 1959, p. 229); and there are indications that in 
spite of his disclaimer on Catonian lines he had received some education in 
Greek (p. 12, n. 70). He was not lacking in confidence and adroitness in 
politics (Plutarch, Marius 28, 2, misleads us); Cicero regarded him as callidissi
mtts (Att. 10, 8, 7) and his 'appraisal of Marius' political astuteness was a 
high one' (p. 4; cf. p. 2, n. 1, Passerini and Badian, contra Robinson; correlate . 
WS 73, p. 121; Cicero classes Marius with the most distinguished of the 
nobilitas as a statesman). On the other hand Plutarch's picture of Numidicus 
should be treated with caution; Cicero did not regard him as over-intelligent 
(p. 26, n. 139). 

The so-called Marian massacre is a distortion transmitted by Plutarch 
(Mar. 35; cf. CAH IX, 264-5). It derives from the memoirs of Sulla and is 
intended to justify the Sullan proscriptions (p. 56, n. 255; p. 5, n. 19, treatment 
of Marius and Sulla in the Augustan period; cf. Carney, Formal Elements of 
Livy, PACA 2, p. 4). There is no proper evidence for the massacre. Cicero 
regards Cinna as the dominant partner and plays down Marius' responsibility. 
Initial atrocities committed without authorization by the lower ranks have been 
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exaggerated (p. 66, n . 284-7; cf. WS 73, 115-7. Correlate p. 65, n. 282 on 
Marius' constitutionalism; see also Carney, The Flight and Exile of Marius, 
G & R (NS) 8, 98ff.). 

The study suffers however from defects as a consequence of its method 
of presentation. Excessive brevity in places renders the narrative obscure 
(e.g. 52f.). Certain information which one would regard as essential to the 
narrative is confined to the footnotes, such as the shortcomings of Metellus' 
military policy in Africa (n. 139) and its unpopularity with the Roman middle
class (n. 150), which is essential for understanding the election of Marius 
and a military reform providing 'abundant, expendable man-power' (p. 29); 
or the change in the political climate which hastened the conclusion of the 
African war (n. 157)-i.e. the announcement that 'equestrian vested interests 
in Transalpina were threatened', which deserves more prominence in a 
chapter, one of the finest in the monograph, devoted to Marius as figurehead 
of big business interests in foreign politics (Ch. V, 25ff.). Marius' Italian 
policy (p. 46 and n. 214; n. 250 and n. 274) deserves fuller treatment in the 
text of the narrative itself in view of Carney's thesis that Marius strove for a 
solution of this and other problems and had 'a more realistic attitude to 
enfranchisement' (p. 71), and as part of a defence against some prevailing 
views (cf. O.C.D. as representative: he 'does not seem to have had any special 
policy'; and his career shows 'the extent to which purely personal questions 
came to dominate Roman politics'). 

This leaves no doubt however, nor is it the intention that it should, as to the 
basic merit of this scholarly monograph. Prof. Carney is well acquainted with 
the entire range of publications on Marius and his times, and he has made a 
thorough study of the extensive literature in Italian. But the abiding value of 
his biography of Marius consists in the last resort in the reconstruction 
achieved after careful and penetrating analysis of the early materials and 
historical tradition. 

The techriical execution leaves nothing to be desired. Two tables are added 
-on the extant, mostly secondary, source material and on the non-existent 
source material-followed by a detailed stemma Marianum at the end. 

University of South Africa. 

* * 
C. P. T. NAUDE 

* 
H. ] . Erasmus: The Origins of RolJJe in Historiography frotn Petra1·ch to 

Perizonius. Thesis submitted for the Doctorate in Literature and Philosophy 
at Leiden University, June 1962. Van Gorcum & Co., Assen. 150 pp. 

The reading of this thesis took me right back to Leiden. Not simply because 
it was written there, and 'defended against the objections of the Faculty' in 
the historic Senaatzaal on the Rapenburg, but because it carries with it all 
the flavour and the atmosphere of the place. It is a study in the history of 
classical scholarship, but more especially of classical scholarship in the Nether
lands; to be precise, in Leiden. The three central personages, Cluverius, 
R yckius, and Perizonius, were all three Leiden men: the first was Geographicus 
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