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GOOD FOR BUSINESS. THE ROMAN ARMY AND THE
EMERGENCE OF A ‘BUSINESS CLASS' IN THE
NORTHWESTERN PROVINCES (1°" CENTURY BCE - 3
3%° C. CE)

By
KOENRAAD S. VERBOVEN

Not so long ago, suggesting that anything like @sibess class’ existed in the ancient
world was enough to be labelled an incurable bleekhmodernist, unable to grasp the
staggering consequences of using imprecise or quede concepts borrowed from that
infamous modern-times monster called neoclassmah@my, naively (and tastelessly)
infusing it with marxist nonsense. Fortunately,apdthe debate has moved beyond the
discussion of which holistic models are intrindigddetter to understand the ‘nature’ of
the ancient economy to the more pragmatic apprtmaaoiake as much sense as possible
of the data we have, using intermediate modelglging on plain common sense.

From the minimalist viewpoint the influence of eoamic institutions and organisations
on social differentiation was negligent. The emlszhiebss of the economy and the
constraints it placed on economic activities inghlteat economic positions reflected
social positions rather than vice versa. Howewethe classification schemes used in
ancient texts and inscriptions to describe soa#gories and to assign individuals to
particular categories, occupational denominatidag @ central role. Thus, occupational
labels are a common feature of sub-elite inscmstiand similarity of occupation is the
distinctive criterion for voluntary associationsabighout the empire.

The object of this paper is to assess the impattteoRoman army on the emergence of
a ‘business class’ as a social category in thehm@stern provinces. Obviously this is

not the place to engage in the theoretical debat¢he concept of class, but some
clarification of what is implied in the conceptused in this paper is called for.

| would venture the following definition: A socieenomic class is an aggregate of
social actors who share a (partially) common sddiahtity, signifying a dinstinctive
similarity in basic dispositions, derived from thepecific position in or to the social
field of market exchange. The social identity ofparticular ‘class’ is based on
economic distinctions; quantitative (wealth andome), qualitative (source of wealth

1 Cf. W. Scheidel and S. von Reden (ed@ije Ancient Econom§Edinburth 2002); C. Zaccagnini (ed.),
Mercanti e politica nel mondo antioggRoma 2003) ; K. Strobeind M. Luik (ed.), Die Okonomie des
Imperium Romanum. Strukturen, Modelle und WertunigenSpannungsfeld von Modernismus und
NeoprimitivismugSt. Katharinen 2002) ; J. Andreau, P. Briant andBscat (edd.)-conomie antique.
Prix et formation des prix dans les économies aetig8aint-Bertrand-de-Comminges 1997).

2 See M. Savag&lass Analysis and Social Transformati@xford 2000) for this debate (esp. p. 3-22).
E. de Ste Croix,The class struggle in the ancient greek woflebgndon 1981) provides interesting
thoughts on the relevance of the concept (espl4.13) but relies too dogmatically on ‘exploitatias
the key element in class formation: “class ... isdbkective social expression of the fact of exgton,
the way in which exploitation is embodied in a sbstructure.” (p. 43). Contra see Savage loc. cit.

% In the sense of distinguishing one class from teerot
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or income) and organisational (investment onlyplatonly). The objective presence of
these criteria is not enough, but neither is cansiclass awareness required. What
matters is wether and how these criteria influetheehabitus of persons, that is the set
of (mostly preconceptual) dispositions determinihg way people look at their world
and structure their perceptions in terms of ethisdgments, utility and veracifl.

I’m not claiming that this is the ultimate fit-f@aH-purposes definition of the concept of
class but the definition allows the concept to Iseful in describing, analysing and
understanding social differentiation in complexisties with important institutional
markets’

Characteristic of a business class, is that itsakadentity hinges on the following
characteristics.

» Its members are actively engaged in market exchdragga which they aim to derive
pecuniary profits.

» They are personally committed and occupied in atigethis goal.
* They are willing and prone to take risks.

* Their patrimonies consist primarily of (economi@péal assets and liquidities.
Investment in non-economic assets (status good#jcab offices, ...) remains
secondary.

From this perspective, the genesis of a businesss adepends on the emergence of a
specific habitus. Habitus originates from adaptatio a perceived reality in a
socialisation process, that can be primary (edoator secondary (e.g. anticipatory
socialisation). External reality is perceived aganing—ful’ and providing an organised
social space for social practice, the geographywbich is determined by social
categories and institutions enjoying social rectgni Therefore, in order to understand
habitus formation among businessmen, we need ttysenahis social geography,
looking for institutional markets, monetisation anddes of participation.

The Roman conquest profoundly changed the sociagrgehy in the northwestern
provinces by introducing new institutions and biegk or reinforcing existing
institutions. Among the new institutions, the Romeamy took pride of place. The
military and new urban markets institutionalisedrkea exchange at an unprecedented
scale. However, the strongest new category intredweas that of ‘being Roman’, the
ultimately acknowledgment of which was Roman citieip® These three combined —
army, market and Roman identity — marked the sadetity of businessmen in the
northwestern provinces.

* On ‘habitus’ see P. BourdielEsquisse d’une théorie de la pratique. Précédé deisTétudes
d’ethnologie kabyléParis, 2000 [= 1972)).

®> Note Ste Croix op. cit. [n. 2], 42-43: “the disagment about the best way of using the expression
‘class’ has been so great that anyone who atteamptmalysis of any society in terms of class igledt

to establish his own criteria”.

® Cf. G. Woolf,Becoming Roman. The origins of provincial civilipatin Gaul(Cambridge 1998).
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Coming of the Romans - Becoming Roman

Wherever the Roman army went, a train of merchacastractors and hangers-on
followed.” The texts call thenlixae, negotiatoresor mercatores Festus says they
followed the armyquaestus grati& Roth argued for a proportion of one slave/servant
for every 4 soldiers, but these were attached @oattmy and would themselves be in
need of suppliedLivy claims 40,000ixae and calones(slaves) were killed after the
battle at Arausio, in which 80,000 soldiers peristfeThe number of merchants
following the army varied, since they were attrdcteainly by the spoils of war. Livy
describes how the legions in Liguria had few sstlerrely on, because of the poverty
of the country'*

Although sensible commanders made sure food ardl stfpplies were provided for,
they relied on private contractors and merchantsater to any further needs of the
soldiers. When supply lines where stretched pnioge accordingly. In 49 the price of

wheat in Caesar’s camp in Spain rose to an astrimabB0 denarii anodius™

When permanent army bases were constructed tHersigettled ircannabagforming
the nucleus of Roman immigrant communitié&raduallycannabaebecame a familiar
part of provincial life, but the integration process slow. Until the late first century
Roman products in northern Gaul are mostly confitedmilitary sites* Their
privileged contacts with Roman governors and tamifag companies, often gave carte
blanche to businessmen supplying the army to abusendiginous population. Not
surprisingly, they were among the first victimsté revolts of Florus and Sacrovir in
21 CE and of Civilis in 69 CE,

A drastic change occurs around the turn of thet fasntury, illustrated by the
inscriptions recordingnegotiatoresor communitiesqui negotiantur'® Whereas the

presence ofegotiatoresn the western rovinces in the Late Republic amden the first

emperors is documented mainly in literary texts anchaeological finds, epigraphy
comes to the fore in the late first century.

" Cf. J. P. RothThe logistics of the Roman army at war : (264 B.M@-R35)(Leiden 1999), 96-101; see
also Josephugellum ludaecun3.5.83.

® Festus s.vlixa. Strictly speakingjixae were army servants; cf. K. Strobel, ‘Handwerk iree —
Handwerk im zivilen SektorKtémal6 (1991), 21-22; J.E. Thornburn, ‘Lixae and calok@tiowing the
Roman army’Classical Bulletin79 (2003), 47-61.

° Roth 1999, op. cit. [n. 7], 113-114.
19 Livius, Periochaeb7.

Y Livius, Ab urbe condit89.1.7.

12 CaesarBellum civile1.52.

13 Cf. L. WierschowskiHeer und Wirtschaft: Das rémische Heer der Prinzieit als Wirtschaftsfaktor
(Bonn 1984), 123 ; L. Wierschowski, ‘Das romischeeHend die 6konomische Entwicklung Germaniens
in den ersten Jahrzehnten des 1. Jahrhundert&€rdamp (ed.),The Roman army and the economy
(Amsterdam 2002), 284-288; C. R. Whittaker, ‘Supmiythe army. Evidence from Vindolanda’, Erdamp
2002, op. cit., 216-217.

14| thank Michael Erdrich for pointing this out to me
'® Tacitus,Annales3.42;Historiae 4.15.

'8 Onnegotiatoressee K. Verboven, ‘Ce queegotiariet ses dérivés veulent dire’, J. Andreau & J. Egan
& V. Chankowski,Vocabulaire et expression de I'économie anti(Rardeauxforthcoming.



Impact of the Roman army (200 BC — AD 476): Economic, social, political, religious and cultural 4
aspects (6th workshop Network ‘Impact of Empire’, Capri 2005)

326 inscriptions attesting 240 individual businessmecorchegotiatores Aimost 32%
of these come from the Gallic and German provireesom Britain, compared to only
17% for Italy outside Rome which is otherwise mbettter epigraphically documented.
The Danube provinces and Dalmatia provide a hands@@%. The Spanish and
African provinces are virtually absent (1.84% anf6% respectively)’ This contrasts
sharply with the general epigraphic low densitytgrais caracteristic for the Tres
Galliae, Britain and the German provincés.

Within the northwestern provinces we find a prormh concentration in the German
provinces and the city of Lugdunum. Only Rome ftsgklds more epigraphic
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references (71) tonegotiatoresthan Lugdunum, which provides 22 out of 23
inscriptions from Gallia Lugdunensi3.Germania Inferior, with 35 inscriptions, is
exceptionally well attested thanks to the 14 ingmns honouring Nehalennia. Cologne
and I\élz%inz each furnish 12 inscriptions, rivallifgetl3 inscriptions from Ostia and
Portus:

Virtually all these inscriptions are second or edhird century. All are in latin and the
names of th@egotiatores- although often of indigenous origin — almost apa follow
Roman patterns (with thieia or duo noming. Apparently, moshegotiatoresenjoyed
Roman citizenship.

7 ¢f. Verboven forthcoming, op. cit. [n. 16]

18 ¢f. Woolf 1998, op. cit. [n. 6], 82-94. Number iviscriptions per km2: Gallia Narbonnensis: 6.1 ;
Aquitania and Lugdunensis 1.1 ; Belgica and Germbnf@ior 1.9 ; Germania Superior 4.8.

Y9E. Frézouls, ‘Les noms de métiers dans I'épigraghita Gaule et de la Germanie romaité@&mai3
(1991), 66-67.

20 Cf. P. Stuart, P. & J. E. Bogaerf$ehalennia. Romische Steindenkmaler aus der Ocselde bei
Colijnsplaat. 2 Bd(Leiden 2001).
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Galliae, Germaniae, Britannia 104

Aquitania 4 3.85%
Gallia Belgica 11 10.58%
Gallia Lugdunensis 23 22.12%
Gallia Narbonnensis 5 4.81%
Germania Inferior 33 31.73%
Germania Superior 26 25.00%
Britannia 2 1.92%

5

This distribution contrasts sharply with the gehetatribution map of inscriptions,
where narbonnese Gaul stands out as an epigrdghicdl province compared to the
Tres Galliae and the German provinces. More thathial of the occupational
inscriptions in Gaul and the German provinces céom Gallia Narbonnensfs.

The dominance of the Rhine area and Lugdunumesigtinened even more if we take a
detailed look at the inscriptions elsewhere. On¢heffour Aquitanian inscriptions is
dedicated to Mercurius Arvernus by a group odfes Romani negotiatorés The
remaining inscriptions mention threeegotiatores among whom oneivis Treverus
negotiator Britannicianusand one person whose son becateeurioin Lugdunum?®
The only Sardinian inscription is a funerary inption for anegotians gallicanusvho
died while on business in Sardirifa.

Britain, on the other however, is badly represent®de of the two only British
‘inscriptions’ is in fact a writing-tablet from Vdolanda mentioning aegotium
gestunf® However, seven businessmen elsewhere are idenéifinegotiatoredinked

to Britannia. Five erected inscriptions in honofiM\®halennia, one was the Treverer
residing in Burdigala and another wasegotiator ex provincia Britanniaesiding in
Castellum Mattiacorum in Germania Supefior.

Lugdunum shows a varied pattern, with clear tradinks to the North and South. At
least six out of twentyegotiatoresepigraphically recorded in Lugdundfrhad links
with the north?®

2L Frézouls 1991, op. cit. [n. 19] 39, 66-67.
22CIL 13, 1522.

2 CIL 13, 634 ; AE 1945, 15; cf. L. Wierschowskiremde in Gallien - ‘Gallier’ in der Fremde. Die
epigraphisch bezeugte Mobilitat in, von und nacHli&avom 1. Bis 3. Jh. n. Ch{Stuttgart 2001), 437,
no. 633.

2 CIL 10, 7612.
25 AE 1994, 1137 = AE 1996, 960 = AE 1999, 971.

% P, Arisenius Marius (AE 1983, 721) ; C. Aureliusis (AE 1953, 269 = CIL 13, 08164a ; AE 1983,
722); Fufidius (CIL 13, 7300); Placidus Viduci f.ddar L. Viducius Placidus (AE 1977, 512 ; Stuart &
Bogaers 2001, op. cit. [n. 20], A 6); M. Secundingilvanus (ILS 4751; AE 1973, 370); Val(erius) Marl[-
--] (AE 1983, 720); L. Solimarius Secundinus (CIL, $34).

2" Three of the twenty-two inscriptions from Lugdunugfer to Cn. Danius Minuso (CIL 13, 1948; 2120;
2121).
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In Italy we find concentrations in Latium-Campariad the northern regions. Of the
elevennegotiatoresrom Transpadana at least seven had connectidhsthrd German
or Gallic provinces, among whom three dealers ititary cloaks §agg, and one
negotiator lentiarius et castrensariGs Two of the twelvenegotiatoresirom Venetia-
Histria had migrated from over the AlFS.

Italy (without Rome and Ostia-Portus) 56 100%
Italia Regio 01, Latium et Campania 13 23.21%
Italia Regio 02, Apulia et Calabria 3 5.36%
Italia Regio 03, Bruttium et Lucania 1 1.79%
Italia Regio 04, Samnium 1 1.79%
Italia Regio 05, Picenum 2 3.57%
Italia Regio 06, Umbria 3 5.36%
Italia Regio 07, Etruria 5 8.93%
Italia Regio 08, Aemilia 5 8.93%
Italia Regio 10, Venetia et Histria 12 21.43%
Italia Regio 11, Transpadana 11 19.64%

If we plot the data on a map, we see the Rhine exisrge from the Alps to the North
Sea, radiating to northern Italy and Raetia.

Obviously, these figures don’t accurately refldat tactual presence or importance of
businessmen. Their numbers are likely to have hmmsiderably larger around the
Mediterranean than in the northern provinces. fi@ecularii marini from Arles were
undoubtedly more influential and richer than thetN&ea merchants of the Nehalennia
shrine or thenegotiatores salsarifrom Vindonissa. The distribution does illustrate,
however, how businessmen in the northern provim@se more prone to publicly avow
their business activities and how business aawitiere played a greater role in the
construction of social identif}. The same tendency may be seen in the grandiose
funerary monuments in the Trier region that equdigplay pride in business activities

or investmentg?

28 C. Apronius Raptordecurioin Trier CIL 13, 1911 ; AE 1904, 176 = CIL 13, 1117Wierschowski
2001, op. cit. [n. 23], 318-319 ; M. Sennius MddjltreverusCIL 13, 2029 ; Wierschowski 2001, op. cit.,
355, no. 492; llliomarius Apesx civitate Veliocassiu@IL 13, 1998 ; Wierschowski 2001, op. cit., 338-
339, no. 468; Murranius Verus CIL 13, 2033, Wierseski 2001, op. cit., 357-358, no. 494 ; Popillius
CIL 13, 02023, Wierschowski 2001, op. cit., 353, nt89; Victorius Regulus, AE 1982, 709
Wierschowski 2001, op. cit., 45-46, no. 44.

29 AE 1906, 171 ; 2000, 632 ; CIL 5, 5911 ; 5925 ;&95929 ; 5932.
%0 pais 1096 = Inscrit 10-01, 163; CIL 05, 1047.

3L A. Cristofori, Non arma virumque. Le occupazioni nell'epigrafid Beeno (Bologna 2009, 96-103
(esp. 100) ; J.-P. Morel, ‘Elites municipales et ofaoture en Italie’, M. Cébeillac-Gervasohgs élites
municipales de I'ltalie péninsulaire des Gracquebléron (Actes table ronde Clermont-Ferrand, 1991)
(Naples 1996), 184.

32 ¢f. J. France, ‘Les monuments funéraires et lepialsme »’, J. Andreau & J. France & S. Pittia,
Mentalités et choix économiques des Rom@iesdeaux 2004), 149-178.
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Roman inscriptions — funerary, votive or other -a'tlasually mention the professional
activities of a deceased or a dedicator. The dmci® mention these must be seen as a
conscious deviation from normality. Why were bussraen in the northwestern
provinces more likely to mention their occupatioaetivities than elsewhere?

Chevallier suggested that the inclination to ineluéliefs referring to the deceased’s
occupation reflected the high esteem enjoyed hbigaas and businessmen in Celtic
culture. But there is little evidence to suppors tidea. Moreover it doesn’t explain the
concentration along the Rhine axis, which can lyaldl considered the heartland of
Celtic culture and it leaves a gap of over a cgntuetween the conquest and the
emergence of the inscriptiofis.

| believe the inscriptions tell a different storps noted by Meyer and others,
inscriptions signify romanisation, which in turn asform of status expressiéhThis
accords well with what is generally recognised s teason why freedmen mention
their occupational status in inscriptions more mftean freeborn. It allowed them to
display economic independence and wealth and tonctacial respectability in the
absence of family descefrt.

Likwise, businessmen in the northwestern provimoag have mentioned their business
activities as a way to affirm the social statug/ttierived from their association with the
‘might and majesty’ of Rome. This interpretationocoiurse implies that businessmen as
a group in the northwestern provinces were closdiiyiated to Roman political and
social institutions. To assess the role of the asnm this respect, we will first look at
their demographic impact, and then focus on the obimilitary markets, monetisation,
credit facilities, technology transfer and law bfigations.

Demography

During most of the first century Germania Inferemmd Superior each had 4 legions.
Domitian halved this number. The province of Bntaiways had 3 legions. If we take
an average number of 5,000 soldiers per legionbtaima number of 40,000 legionairs
in the German provinces during most of the firsttaey and 20,000 in the second, and
15,000 in Britain. The numbers of the auxiliary tanivere roughly comparable. This
implies a total of roughly 80,000 soldiers in ther@an provinces in the first century
and ca. 40,000 in the second, and approximate§0Bdn Roman Britain.

% R. Cheuvallier, ‘Perspectives de recherche susténes de métiers (Gaule Cisalpine et Transalpine),’
G. Colonna (dir.)Le provinze dell’impero. Misc. in onore di Maria Fiani Squarciapino(Rome 1997),
47-63 (esp. p .52-53). Cf. J.-C. Béal, ‘La dignisdartisans: les images d'artisans sur les monsment
funéraires de Gaule romaineDialogues d'histoire ancienn@6 (2000),passim (esp. p. 165-166);
Cristofori 2004, op. cit. [n. 31],100.

3 E. A. Meyer, ‘Explaining the epigraphic habit in tReman empire: the evidence of epitaplisyrnal
of Roman Studie80 (1990), 74-96; R. Gordon & M. Beard & J. Reyiwo& Ch. Roueché, ‘Roman
inscriptions 1986-1990Journal of Roman Studié&8 (1993), 131-158.

% 3. JoshelWork, Identity and legal status at Rome. A studshefdccupational inscriptiond_ondon
1992), 60-61, 163-166; M. L. Bonsangue, ‘Aspectsnéotiques et sociaux du monde du travail a
Narbonne, d'aprés la documentation épigraphiques. @v. J-C. — 1 s. ap. J.-C.Lahiers du Centre
Glotz 13 (2002), 222; Cristofori 2004, op. cit. [n. 32§-103; Béal 2000, op. cit. [n. 33].
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Duncan-Jones estimated that approximately 120esslavere discharged per legion per
year>® For the Rhine legions this implies ca. 960 vetemyear in the first century, 480
in the second, to which we should probably add alloel same number of auxiliary-
veterans. If we take into account an average kgeetancy of another 15 years, we
arrive at 28,800 living veterans from the Rhineiagmn the first century and 14,400 in
second century. The same calculation for Britain works out to &8,800. Many of
these settled in the neighbourhood of their forcemps, while veterans from other
armies returned and settled in Gaul or the Germavimces®®

To assess the demographic impact of the armieshasbcial networks of their soldiers
and veterans, we must add close family, slavesfraedimen. Their numbers must be
estimated in the order of hundreds of thousanasesf, women and children.

Soldiers and veterans enjoyed much prestige, ragiah their family and friends. They
were or — in the case of theuxilia — would become Roman citizens, had social
networks to fall back upon often including or iretitly stretching to influential
officials, had cash at hand and followed Roman gonion patterns. In networking
terms, they were interesting links to cultivatefedhg considerable opportunities for
businessmen.

The negotiator vestiariudulius Victor, based in Augusta Vindelicum (Augsguin
Raetia had a brother, Clemens, who wasaguilifer in thelegio Il Italica, stationed in
Raetia®® The negotiator purpurariusVictorius Regulus, a native from the neighbour-
hood of Noviomagus Nemetae in Germania Superiod éstablished himself in
Durocortorum (Reims), while his brother, a vetefimm thelegio XXII Primigena Pia
Fidelis (stationed in Moguntiacum), resided in Lugdununegdther the geographic
scope of the two brothers covered a good part ¢fi@&e Lugdunensis and Germania
Superior®’

Market

The market as an institutional phenomenon was amesgmt in Roman society and
culture; the basics of market exchange were tal@ngfanted, legal rules and
regulations were developed to support them, thdumioon and provisionment of key-
products as wine, olivesgarum farm equipment and textiles was largely
commercialised and monetised, huge sums were iadoim market exchande.
Romanisation entailed the spread of this systemRbynan negotiatores Cicero’s
remark in his oratioriPro Fonteiothat not a single coin in (narbonnese) Gaul chdange
hands unless through the books of Romagotiatoregestifies to the extent to which

% R. Duncan Jone#joney and Government in the Roman Em{@ambridge 1994), 34.

37 Average age at discharge is here assumed to He&ridbestimates life expectancy at 45 at 15.63sjea
Coale-Demeny West Level 2, 15.54 years ; cf. B. VierF'Roman life expectancy: Ulpian's evidence’,
Harvard Studies in Classical Philolo@g (1982), 237-245.

38 ¢f. Tacitus,Annalesl4.27.1.
39 CIL 03, 5816.
0 AE 1982, 709 ; Wierschowski 2001, op. cit. [n.,28-46, no. 44.

“1p. Temin, ‘A market economy in the early Roman egipdournal of Roman Studiexl (2001), 169-
181.
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Roman businessmen dominated monetised ffadéthough pre-Roman Gaul had a
more complex society than once thought, marketsnlezeér existed on such a scale and
had never been so thoroughly monetised.

The army played a crucial role in this process. [&/tiis true that the army produced
much of what it needed in its own workshops, audegearly date individual soldiers
and units bought large quantities of goods andises\from civilians** The army may
have produced its own shoes, it didn’t producelé¢l¢her needed to make these shoes.
There is no indication that army workshops produdethes or other textiles. The army
produced its own common ceramics, but teora sigillata or other better quality
ceramics.

In the northwestern provinces, military markets evat the start and the heart of what
Woolf called the ‘consumer revolution’ that sigeifi romanisation of the provinces by
setting new patterns of consumption closely lini@@&oman social identity’, Many of
the products sold were typically mediterraneanluitiog wine, olivesterra sigillata,
fibulag weapons, food etc, that were originally not Igcadroduced and had to be
imported from the south. In first century Vindorassegotiatores salsari leguminari
imported salted vegetabl&sGradually, however, producers and traders resgbiole
the new opportunities offered by the military maskand local production of the same
or comparable wares was organised.

At some time in the early Flavian era, gadinatoresof the Morini and Menapii set up
two honorary inscriptions for aenturio primuspilus L. Lepidius Proculumb merita
eius Although he was not formally co-opted as patiogpidus clearly had helped (or
so it is claimed) thesalinatores who for their part, in keeping with Roman custom,
honoured their benefactdt.

Basic necessities were provided by the army. BaitMimdolanda tablets show that this
did not exclude the involvement of private tradénsstead of sending out soldiers to
the villae and production centres, the tablets indicate that officers in charge
employed civilan businessmen closely connected with camp as intermediari&s.
One tablet mentions l@gomo transmarinugwhose name is unfortunately not preserved)
associated with his brother and father (?), deligeB20.5 modii of whedf Another

42 Cicero,Pro Fonteio11.

43 ). Drinkwater, ‘Prologue and epilogue. The socor®mic effect of Rome’s arrival in and departure
from Gaul’, L. De Blois & J. Rich (edd.Yhe transformation of economic life under the Romiapire
(Proceeding ¥ workshop of the international network Impact of EegRoman Empire, c. 200 B.C. —
A.D. 476), Nottingham 200{Amsterdam 2002), 128-140.

44 Cf. Wierschowksi 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], p. 139.
4 cf. Woolf 1998, op cit. [n. 6], 169-205.

40 CIL 13, 5221 = AE 1998, 978. Cf. O. SchlippschDie Handler im rémischen Kaiserreich in Gallie,
Germanien und den Donauprovinzen Rétien, Noricuth R@nnonien(Amsterdam 1974), 20-21; M. A.
Speidel,Die romischen Schreibtafeln von Vindonissa. LatelisTexte des militérischen Alltags und
ihre geschichtliche BedeuturtBrugg 1996), 77. Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 1&19-220 ; Wierschowski
2002, op. cit. [n. 13], 290.

47 CIL 11, 390-391 ; L. WierschowskDie regionale Mobilitit in Gallien nach den Inschein des 1. bis
3. Jh n. Chr(Stuttgart 1995), 200.

8 Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 13].
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tablet contains a letter written to an officer bynarchant called Octavius dealing in
grain, hides and sinew$.A third tablet lists wooden articles (hubs, axleppkes,
planks, seats, knots, boards and benches) togeittera lot of goat skins, sent by a
civilian named Metto through his agent Saco to'lmisther’ Advectus, who appears to
have been attached to the cathflsewhere, the situation was presumably comparable
The Nerviannegotiator frumentariudM. Liberius Victor, active in Nijmegen in the
secondSzpentury, probably supplied the troops hearal (elsewhere?) in Germania
Inferior.

Wine had been imported since pre-Roman times, eutmbefore were such quantities
shipped so far. The presence of the Rhine armiaskegp a demand that ultimately
pushed wine production as far north as the Moseifeks>® The centre of the wine trade
was Lyon, where the importanbrpus vinariorumhad its seat. Here wine from lItaly,
Southern Gaul and Spain shipped up the Rhone wasséehe Rhine and North Sea
area.

The production of beer evolved from being a homamsed beverage intended mainly
for autoconsumption, to a commercial consumer prbdaurewed by specialised

breweries. Here too the army (mainly the auxilgyiplayed an important role, as
illustrated by the anonymous soldier from ttlassis Germanicavho was active as

negotiator cervesarius artis offecturae

The trade and production of quality ceramics (mabelra sigillata), was decisively
influenced by the demand from the military mark&tghereas initially the army was
supplied with original italian or mediterranean araics relayed at Lyon, local
imitations sprang up early in the Julio-Claudiamigek The distribution map of the La
Graufesenquéerra sigillata, produced close to the Mediterranean in the sebaifdof
the ' century and enjoying a wide distribution in narbese Gaul and the western
Mediterranean shores, shows the huge demand fee theducts by the Rhine and
Upper Danube armies. As time went by, major pradactentres tended to shift
northwards, first in the early and mid second canta central Gaul, after ca. 150 CE to
the Rhineland. Whereas the finds are initially édydimited to military sites, from the
Flavian period onwards they emerge in civilian esitg>>

Military camps often organised their own productmmbricks and tiles. The technical
and practical skill required was small and the esalecondition — large amounts of
unskilled labour — was often more easily fulfilldty the army than by private
contractors. However, in the second century chglinae emerged, occasionally
working for the army. In 167 CE tHeegio XX Valeria Victrix had its tiles made near

0 Tab. Vind. 2.343; Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 13],4-215.
L Tab. Vind. 2.309 ; cf. Strobel 1991, op cit. [n, 39-30.

2 CIL 13, 8725; cf. Wierschowski 2001, op. cit. [8]2411, no. 581. cf. also the second century
frumentariusVictorius Ursus from theivitas Taunensiuroperating in Moguntiacum, CIL 13, 11810 cf.
G. JacobsenPrimitiver Austausch oder freier Markt? Untersuchungaum Handel in den gallisch-
germanischen Provinzen wahrend der romischen Kagdtuttgart 1995), 145.

%3 ¢f. Schlippschuh 1974, op. cit. [n. 46], 26-33.

> AE 1928, 138.

%5 Woolf 1998, op. cit. [n. 6], 187-189, 195-201; dflierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], 128-131 ;
Jacobsen 1995, op. cit. [n. 52], 44.
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Tarbock by a businessman of Veliocassian origin, VAduc(i)us, whose son (?)
dedicated an altar to Nehalennia at Colijnspladtamarcusandianuato a local deity
associated to thdumina Augustorur?

In the textile sector, theagarii provide an eloquent example of how Roman military
markets allowed producers of and dealers in animaliy indigenous product (gallic
cloaks) to come to the fore of Roman busifésthe demand for military cloaks
created a blossoming trade. Lyon, where dbgus sagariorunhad its seat, was the
central place for theagariiin Gaul.

The negotiator sagariud.ittavius (?) from the Carnutenses, resided in Lurgdn in the
second half of the second centdfyThe sagariusC. Latinius Reginus, from the Remi
likewise settled in Lugdunum somewhere in the fostearly second century.The
sagariusC. Rusonius Secundus even becasseir augustalisin Lyon, although he
appears to have resided in Vienne, where he waedby his fellow freedman, heir
and likewisesagariusC. Rusonius Myrofi® Anothernegotiator sagariugrom roughly
the same period, who presumably started his carggrlying the Rhine armies, was M.
Matutiniléf Maximus from the Mediomatrici in Galligelgica, who died and was buried
in Milan.

Weaponry and costume were provided by the armydaddcted from the soldier’s pay.
But Egyptian papyri show that soldiers who whisloedld buy these items privately
outside the camff The veteran C. Gentilius Victor, who establishethdelf as
negotiator gladiariusin Moguntiacum may have found his clientel amoig) former
comrade$?

Monetisation

Throughout the Early Empire, army pay and expersestituted the main gateway
through which currency entered the econdfi¥lthough the army made requisitions in
kind and although soldiers are recorded makingall@equisitions, most of the products
other than grain had to be paid for. The militargrket — from retail business to large
official orders — was profoundly monetised. Moreor@netisation among the military
went beyond the simple use of coins. The army piexvia cashier service to its soldiers,

5 AE 1977, 512 (= AE 1983, 643) and AE 1975, 651; se€VSwan & R. A. Philpott, ‘Legio XX VV
and Tile Production at Tarbock, Merseysid#'itannia 31 (2000), 55-67.

> cf. Schlippschuh 1974, op. cit. [n. 46], 51; sks® &Vierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], 127.

8 CIL 13, 2010; Schlippschuh 1974, op. cit. [n. 48;50.

%9 CIL 13, 2008; Wierschowski 2001, op. cit. [n. 2335 ; Schlippschuh 1974, op. cit. [n. 46], 50.
0 CIL 12, 1898.

1 CIL 5, 5929 ; Wierschowski 2001, op. cit. [n. 28%-65, no. 67 ; Schlippschuh 1974, op. cit. [n., 46]
50.

%2 Wierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], 121.

3 CIL 13, 6677 (p 107).

64 Cf. K. Hopkins, ‘Taxes and Trade in the Roman Empiteurnal of Roman Studigs} (1984), 101-
125 ; cf. J. Van Heesch, ‘Coins for the army’, FerMeulen & K. Sas & W. Dhaeze (eddychaeology
in confrontation. Aspects of Roman military preseimcéhe Northwes{Studies in honour of prof. em.

Hugo Thoen){Gent 2004), 247-258; T. Peka®ie Fundmiinzen von Vindonissa von Hadrian bis zum
Ausgang der Rémerherrschélirugg 1971), 11-12 ; Wierschowski 1984, op. [¢it.13], 140-147.
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making them accustomed to thinking in monetary seawen when no physical coins
were at hand.

Speidel estimated the yearly import of coins to ¢henp at Vindonissa in the Flavian
era (where a legion, eohors quingenariaand acohors equitatawere stationed) to

approximatly 8.8 million sestercSOnly a limited part of this money was actually
paid out to the soldiers. The rest was deductegaip for food, clothing and other
commodities, which were partly imported, partlydtg acquired.

By Speidel’s reckoning the 8 legions stationedhat Rhine in the first century would
have recquired ca. 49 million sesterces a yearrbdbmmitian’s pay rise. The four
remaining legions in the second century — after Dianis pay rise — would still have
recquired ca. 32 million sesterces a year. Assurttiagauxiliary forces to have been of
roughly the same strength but an auxiliary soldéeeiving 5/6 of a legionaries pay, the
cost for the auxiliary may have amounted to cardliion sesterces before Domitian’s
pay rise and ca. 27 million in the second centiccording to these estimates, regular
pay alone — not taking into account donatives on-personnel related expenses
(building materials, wagons, boats etc.) — wouldeheequired ca. 89 million sesterces
in the first century to 59 million sesterces in #exond century. The same calculation
for Britain works out at ca. 34 million sestercefdre Domitian’s pay raise and ca. 45
million afterwards.

These figures are not very reliable and shoulde’'tdken at face value. Levies in kind
were commonly used to supply the soldiers’ ratiaih® monetary value of which

(calculated at official ‘prices’) was deducted fraheir salaries. Nevertheless, clearly
huge sums in the order of tens of millions of sest® every year were involved in
supplying the northwestern armies and paying ssaind donative¥.

The monetising effects of army presence are walldeented in the Vindolanda tablets,
dating mostly to only a few decades after the QEudonquest. The tablets show a
wide range of local and non-local products avaddbl purchase against money. To a
large extent, the production and trade was lefbrieate traders. Some of the persons
involved bear Roman names, others typically celimes?

The soldiers provided a source of money also aseglenders. Numerous papyri
document loans extended by soldiers in E§ySources from the western provinces are
of course much poorer, but given the relative aboadof money among the soldiery,

% Speidel 1996, op. cit. [n. 46], 76.

% ¢f. for Germania Inferior G. AlféldyDie Hilfstruppen der rémischen Provinz Germania titfie
(Dusseldorf 1968),151.

%7 Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 13], 228-229 ; J. Relis & T. Volk, ‘Gifts, curses, cult and society at
Bath (Review Article)’,Britannia 21 (1990), 388-390 ; J. Van Heesch 2004, op|rtit64], 247-258 ; K.
Hopkins 1984, op. cit. [n. 64].

% Cf. A. Bowman & D. ThomasThe Vindolanda Writing Tablet§abulae Vindolandenses) I{London 1994),
passim; Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 13], 228-23Bgkary 1971, op. cit. [n. 64], 11-12 ; Wierschows884,
op. cit. [n. 13], 140-147 for the impact of armyitaron coin circulation.

89 cf. Wierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], 17-30.
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we may assume the situation here to have been cabipaOne tablet from Vindonissa
from 90 CE records a loan by or to a soldfer.

Soldiers were encouraged to save part of theirgnalyEgyptian papyri show that many
did. Veterans investing their discharge bonus abDQ@ sesterces (for legionairs) in
interest bearing loans at 6% took in an annual s€iR0 sesterces. This was well above
subsistence minimurft.It meant easy living for moderate veterans anditgavailable
credit for consumers and entrepreneurs.

Not surprisingly, the first bankers appear in clpseximity to the legions. Already in
the first century a certain Sulla, son of Sennt@nfthe people of the Remi settled in
Bonna as arargentarius’?> Whether the late second or early third centuegotiator
nummulariusT. Aelius Viperinus still focused on the soldiesdess suré’

Technology transfer

No organisation in the Roman world could mustemash technical skill and resources
as the Roman army, which numbered trained worknmeong its ranks, ranging from

engineers to blacksmiths and stone cutte#s.report from Vindolanda mentions 343
men at work in théabricag among whom 12 shoemakers and 18 constructionessrk

Presumably, at least some of these were civillaAsiother Vindolanda tablet mentions
revenues of the camp, suggesting that camp produgres occasionally sol@.

Although skilled civilian workmen may sometimes baeen recruited, most artisans in
the camps presumably learned their trade in theyAfriMany undoubtedly invested
their savings and discharge bonus in a private siwg. Constantine allowed veterans
investing their discharge premium in a businessrerise to enjoy fiscal immunity.

The discharge bonus amounted to a considerable aninvesting it in a private
enterprise boosted the average size of commercgangations. Q. Atilius Primus
made a career in the army as interpreter, climipgta the rank ofcenturia He

0 AE (1996) 1124 = Speidel 1996, op. cit. [n. 46];98 no. 3; cf. alsibid. p. 80. Wierschowski 1984,
op. cit. [n. 13], 20, 38.

" Cf. Wierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], 89 ; RabMullen, Roman Social Relationdew Haven
1974), 12-13 estimated 250 drachmai as the Egyptiaimum income

2 CIL 13, 8104; Wierschowski 2001, op. cit. [n. 2806 no. 574 ; J. Andreala vie financiére dans le
monde romain. Les métiers de manieurs d'ar¢@ome 1986), 116-118.

3 CIL 13, 8353 = RSK 327 (foto Taf. 72) ; cf. AndreH@86, op. cit. [n. 72], 217-218

" cf. Vegetius 2.11 ; O. Stoll, ‘Der Transfer von Teclogie in der rdmischen Antiken’, O. Stoll,
Romisches Heer und Gesellschaft. Gesammelte Beit@@e 1999 (Stuttgart 2001), 395-420 ; O. Stoll,
‘Reform der Marotte? Zur sogenannten “Bauhandweekemm” Kaiser Hadrians (Epitome de Caes.
14,5), O. Stoll 2001, op. cit., 127-394; O. StoRomische Militéararchitekten und ihre Bedeutung fii
den Technologietransfer’, O. Stoll 2001, op. cB00-368. Strobel 1991, op. cit. [n. 8].

S Tab. Vind. 2.155; cf. Tab. Vind. 2.156 for 30 coostion workers and 19 lime stone burners.
Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 13], 207-208.

S Tab. Vind. 2.178. Whittaker 2002, op. cit. [n. 18] 223.

T Cf. L. Wierschowski, ‘Soldaten und Veteranen denfpatszeit im Handel und Transportgewerbe’,
Minstersche Beitrage zur Antiken Handelsgeschitht#982), 31-48 ; Wierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n.
13], 66-68. Perhaps they sometimes worked off hfmurgheir own account.

8 Cod. Theod. 7.20.3; cf. Wierschowski 1984, op.[oit13], 89
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afterwards became megotiator in Pannonia Superior and built up a considerable
enterprise, leaving at least three freedmen andrerdwoman as heirs.

C. Gentilius Victor, a veteran from the "2egion, settled asegotiator gladiariusin
Moguntiacum, investing his discharge bonus in pooty and selling swords and other
arms. His business thrived. When he died (under r@oaus) his testament stipulated
that 8,000 sesterces were to be spent on a monuamkeanour of the emperéf.Victor
may have been in charge of taenamentariunof the 22° as Ti. lulius Agilis was at
Vindonissa a century befofé.

The arms industry was not the only sector undeggohlmanges. Militaryapidarii were
probably the first to produce inscriptions in therthwestern province. The veteran
ex beneficiarius consulari€. lulius Aprilis — who dedicated a votive altar to
Nehalennia in 223 CE - invested his discharge bamike North-Sea trade between
Britain and Rhine estuaﬁ?. Vitalinius Felix, a veteran from thkegio | Minervig
stationed in Bonn, settled in Lugdunumnasyotiator artis cretariad*

Of course not all entrepreneurs following Roman svasgre soldiers or veterans. Many
no doubt simply imitated Roman techniques. ThusAh&/iduc(i)us we encountered

before, who produced tiles for the™f&gion Valeria Victrix, was more than likely no

veteran. Pottery and brick stamps found near Ebmmaand elsewhere in Britain

suggest that private entrepreneurs regularly woitedlegionary tradition®

The army thus created a technical and organisatigpian-off effect, with Roman
techniques and professions emerging from the ggldie

Roman law

Roman citizenship enjoyed by soldiers and veterapsied that the rules of the Roman
law of contract — although no doubt in a simplifiedm — gradually received general
acceptance.

A nice example is provided by the famoasptio bovis frisicatablet, found in
Friesland, and dating most likely to the first haifthe first century CE. It records the
purchase of a cow by a Roman citizen Gargilius 8égs from a man named Stellus,
son of Reperius. Two centurions witness the salgigement. A veteran soldier Lilus
Duerretus, presumably of frisian origin, was askedvrite down the text for Stellus,
who was apparently illiterate. The tablet explicitiotes that the right ofedhibitio
according taus civilewill not apply, which proves of course that theesubfius civile

" AE 1978, 00635 = AE 1988, 00938. See also Wiersckioh®82, op. cit. [n. 77], 38-39. T. Kollnik,
‘Q. Atilius Primus — Interprex centurio et negotigf Acta Antigua Academiae Scienctiarum Hungaricae
30 (1978), 61-75.

80 CIL 13, 6677 (p 107; cf. Jacobsen 1995, op.cit5p]j, 145.

81 Cf. Speidel 1996, op. cit. [n. 46], 72; Vind. 3@IL 13,11504.
82 Cf. Wierschowski 1984, op. cit. [n. 13], 135-137

8 Stuart & Bogaers 2001, op. cit. [n. 20] A5.

8 CIL 13, 1906.

8 ¢f. Swan & Philpott 2000, op. cit. [n. 56], 63-63.
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— when soldiers or veterans were involved — wereallys applicablé® The loan
recorded in the Vindonissa tablet mentioned befwes formulated as stipulatio®”

Conclusion

The military market in the northwestern provincesswboth quantitatively and
gualitatively different from anything that precedbé Roman occupation. To the locals,
the emerging military market was a culturally fgrephenomenon ; its wares and ways,
organisation and actors were thoroughly Roman koalih necessarily of Roman
descent. As romanisation progressed, the markeinteeclearly distinct social field the
northwestern provinces.

The emergence and growth of ‘the’ market as ardisgocial field had its corollary in
the emergence and growth of a business class, wanigimally and until deep into the
first century, was prevalently of Roman nationaliys indigenous merchants and
producers entered the military markets they switijopted Roman ways. By the
second century business in the northwestern presingas thoroughly marketised,
monetised and romanised.

Ghent (Belgium), Sept. 2005
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