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Koenraad Verboven

The associative order: status and ethos among Roman
businessmen in Late Republic and Early Empire”

Forthcoming in:

Athenaeum: studi periodici di letteratura e storiglhntichita 95 (2007)

Status differentiation in Roman business circlandastly treated as a common fact. Some
traders or financiers were rich, others poor, semaee freedmen, others freeborn, some
belonged to the aristocracy and operated througldlernen, others sailed the seas and
remained the archetypal outsiders looked upon eigtrust by urban communities across
the empire. Many have stressed that the ambitibngealthy businessmen to enter the
aristocracy lead to a process of anticipatory disei@on by which upstart businessmen
strove to adopt the behavioural codes and valudbebfristocracy to be more readily
accepted in the ranks of the latteBeyond this basic and undoubtedly correct observa-
tion, however, analysis of the ways in which diéfieces in sub-aristocratic status were
construed and expressed or of how they influenamisobn making by businessmen re-
mains rudimentary. The debate has in stead focasethe economic relevance of the
aristocracy’s behavioural codes and value systems.

The present article aims at better understandiatustdifferentiation among ‘lower
classes’ jumilioreg in general and businessmen in particular. Theathje is twofold.
On the one hand | will ask how economic profitslddoe transformed into social pres-
tige, on the other hand | will analyse the soc@miditions determining the efficiency of
such strategies. | will argue that status enhannemas not determined solely by patron-
age, luck or exceptional talent, but was institogiised through the numerous voluntary
associationscpllegia corpora) throughout the empire.

Social status in Roman society

Roman social order was multi-dimensional with vasi@oexisting social fields and com-
plex hierarchies. Status was measured by sets fi#fradit criteria, as birth, gender,
wealth, education, ethnicity, skill, etceach contributing to assigning specific social
positions.

Y A draft version of this article was read as aueetfor the Department of Ancient History and
Mediterranean Archaeology at UC Berkeley. | wolilké ito express my thanks to the staff at Ber-
keley for inviting me and to all those (in Berkeleyd elsewhere) whose comments helped me to
improve the text.

! Hopkins 1974, p. 111; Jongman 1988, pp. 259-26Gfie Nhe same in pre-industrial Europe:
Braudel 1963, Il pp. 370-373; Braudel 1979, |l pp7-451. Cf. Tocqueville 1856, p. 924.

2 Hopkins 1974, pp. 105-106; Alféldy 1984, pp. 9%61@lfoldy 1986c, pp. 446-464; Mratschak-
Halfman 1993, pp. 207-249 (esp. p. 211, pp. 239:2406pe 2000, pp. 146-149.
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At the top — at the municipal, provincial and impélevel — stood the aristocracy, whose
status was derived (collectively if not individyglifrom and was expressed by the con-
junction of different status criteria: wealth, edtion, political and/or religious functions,
birth and so forth. Thus, when Cicero wanted tesstrthe respectability of Amyntas of
Apollonis, he described him agenere, honore, existimatione, pecunia princepsx.
Roscius from Ameria wasrimus ... genere, nobilitate et pecufia

Viewed from above and afar social mobility led tatgs dissonance because the up-
wardly mobile gained prestige by some criteria ¢adion, literary talent, wealth), but not
by others. Typical examples were freedmen growh iicbusiness and former imperial
slaves, whose servile descent excluded them fofewer full membership of the aristoc-
racy

Yet, if we focus on different social fields sepaigf the picture becomes more compli-
cated. A number of status criteria relate to ditisocial fields — cultural, economjc
political — where they signify and measure différéarms of real or symbolic assets.
Thus in the cultural field eloquent orators or giftauthors rank higher than untalented
ones; in the field of the commercial economy a Wwsabnd shrewd ship owner ranks
higher than a poor captain; in the political fiesldormer magistrate outranks a common
senator or council member.

The general pre-eminence of the aristocracy ismatifest within each social field sepa-
rately. A proper aristocrat was expected to be ducated and cultivated person, well
versed in oratory, poetry and literature, but dleaot every aristocrat was a Tacitus or a
Vergil.® A proper aristocrat needed to be wealthy, butevery aristocrat was a Crassus
and numerous aristocrats were in fact relativelgrmmmpared to some freedmen upstarts
who had made their fortune through trade and udtwrgn in the traditionally aristocratic
field of politics, the distribution of power andfioks didn’t always match the pedigrees
and expectations of the participants. Certainlyhim empire many a nobleman was out-
ranked by ambitious and more able newcomers.

Within the civic order, therefore, different socigdoups enjoyed prestige in different
social fields without for that matter enjoying theneral pre-eminence of the aristocracy.
At sub-aristocratic level status was typically sbéield specific. Poets, orators and gram-
marians ranked high in the cultural field, but necessarily in other fields. Successful
businessmen ranked high in the economic field,y@mgpthe admiration of their (former)
colleagues, but often not in the other fields. €hallenge for the socially ambitious artist
or businessman was to transgress the blurred tsosdgrarating social fields and to ac-
quire symbolic assets outside their ‘home’-field.

Visibly closest to the aristocracy was the cultwetile, whom the aristocracy needed to
acquire a ‘proper’ education and patronised antivetiéd as a way to increase their cul-

% Cicero,Flacc. 72; Rosc. Am5; Hopkins 1974, pp. 105-106; Mratschak-Halfma®3,9. 232;
Alféldy 1986¢, pp. 411-424.

* Hopkins 1974, pp. 105-106.

® For the autonomy of the economic field (still & ssue between minimalists and maximalists),
see Thomas 2004 on the concept of ‘labour’ in Rotaan Descat 2003 on the “espace marchand
d’'information”; Verboven 2004 on business mentality

® Cf. SenecaEp. 27, 5-8 on Calvius Sabinus, Mratschek-Halfman31 0 288, no. 73.
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tural standing, but the step from being a succéssid wealthy trader to becoming a
respected member of the (municipal) aristocracy e considerably smaller than that
from being a poor but gifted grammarian to beconarigentleman’.

Although Roman society was at heart aristocraticad a strong plutocratic biaVealth
was an absolute precondition for social statustended to produce the other require-
ments. A grand estate could be bought, an educatiaid be acquired and political or
religious offices could be obtained through geniéyas corruption. Although achieving
acceptance in the civic elite was often delayethéonext generation, the Roman aristoc-
racy was very open to wealthy newcomers comparéubtoof many other societies.

Transforming wealth into social / symbolic assets

But wealth in itself doesn't generate social statlike beauty, status lies in the eyes of
the beholder and is socially and politically effeetonly when it is recognised and ac-
knowledged. Status claims have to be communicatddr@quire an audience whose ex-
pectations determine the criteria to be h&he avaricious banker Chryseros in Appu-
leius’s Golden Assvas wealthy but ranked low on the status laddeab®e he hid his
wealth? Status enhancement through success in businesBesgpending profits on
prestige goods and conspicuous consumption, transfg economic assets into sym-
bolic assets signifying and claiming prestige anddur. Roman culture provided several
ways to realise this transformation.

The safest way was to invest in durable luxuryresfpige goods, either real estate (villas,
lavish town houses ...) or commodities (gold andesilstatuettes, table ware, expensive
clothes ...). Economic capital was hereby immobedibut not lost. If necessary, luxury
goods could be sold or used as security for lodhsis, when Trimalcio’s ships were
shipwrecked, his wife’s jewels provided the wheiighvall to start anew’

A more hazardous way was to spend money on volgtieds and services as lavish
meals or private shows. It was a risky strategyabse the borderline between grandeur
and prodigality was razor sharp. Quantitativelyygte dinner parties — like Trimalcio’s —
were the prime focus of such costly displays, hudlitatively privatly sponsored public
banquets played a more prominent part, scoring inighe hierarchy of status sigHs.

Expenditure related to religious cults (sacrificaléars, temples etc.), constituted another
form of wealth display. Sometimes, these offeringge made on behalf of the commu-
nity or of acollegium (thus constituting forms of religious evergetisbut many more
served ostensibly private purposes. Apart fromagpis, religious inscriptions constitute

" Much to the discomfort of social critics, cf. Retius,Sat 77; HoraceEpist 1,1,57-59; Seneca,
Ep. 115, 10; Mratschak-Halfman 1993, pp. 207-249; Alf61984, p. 95.

8 Cf. Purcell 1983, p. 126.
° Apuleius,Met 4,9-11; cf. Andreau 1997, pp. 19-20.

19 petroniusSat.76,7. Cf. TPSulp. 3 (use of a golden ring as dgrg; SenecaBen.7,9,4-5; Livy,
34,7,4. Cf. Garnsey — Saller 1987, pp. 121-122gEB&02, pp. 50-58 (pp. 35-36 for more exam-
ples).

! Hope 2000, pp. 125-126; Veyne 1985, pp. 181-184¢ 2000, pp. 1180-1182; D’Arms 1984.
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the most common type of inscription. The famousriipsions for Nehalennia, all erected
by merchants, provide an eloquent exaniple.

Funerary monuments as well served to express au status® The grandiose monu-
ments in the Trier regidfior the monument of the baker M. Vergilius Eurysitat
Rome, provide extreme examples of a relatively commphenomenon, viz. that of con-
secrating a substantial part of one’s wealth — vewenodest — to the erection of a lasting
tombstone. The monuments may be read as both skpyesfamily’s social position and
attempting to perpetuate this position.The comm@ttice of erecting one’s own funer-
ary monument \jvus fecit sibi .). served this purpose well. Most monuments were
erected by the heirs, who had a more direct intenethe matter and — significantly —
made sure that their names were properly recordedenepitaphs.

Although status affirmation through wealth displpyovided a potentially effective

mechanism to signify and affirm status (particylarls-a-vis one’s peers and socially
inferiors) its effects were not straightforward. &lth display itself was an intricate game,
subject to the unwritten rules of taste and prdypriBailing these, wealth display signi-
fied wealth, but not status.

The major requirement for a proper use of wealtipldy lay in carelessness. Wealth had
to be displayed in such a way that the owner seeroetb care. It had to strike others as
a natural and inseparable by-product of being &toarat, not as an actively sought after
strategy or (worse) as a way to fulfil private desi Inappropriate or excessive wealth
display amounted tluxuria, betraying an excess of importance attached tdthwvEa

‘Appropriate’ wealth display was conspicuously gertound. Whereas men’s indul-
gence in luxury manifested itself mainly at dinpearties, private shows, building pro-
jects and the purchase of works of art, women hklgeer scope to indulge in personal
luxury display. Abonus virmust not indulge inuxuria, not only because he ibonus;

but more fundamentally because hevis' . ‘No offices, no priesthoods, no triumphs, no
decorations, no gifts, no spoils of war can comgh&n; elegance of appearance, adorn-
ment, apparel — these are the woman’s badges @fungrin these they rejoice and take
delight; these our ancestors called the woman’araants™® It allowed women to claim
and display personal status and gave men the soatisplay their fortune through their

12 Stuart — Bogaers 2001.

13van Nijf 1997, pp. 36-38; Meyer 1990; Gordon 4993, p. 155.
' France 2004.

5 |LLRP 805; Treggiari 1969, p. 96.

16 Cf. SenecaEp. 27, 5-8. Berg 2002, pp. 38-39. Wallace-Hadrild@9pp. 90-92 is in my view
too hasty to equate luxury with social status.

" Berg 2002, pp. 24-25.

'8 Livy, 34,7,8-9:non magistratus nec sacerdotia nec triumphi ne@ia nec dona aut spolia
bellica iis contingere possunt: munditiae et orratt cultus, haec feminarum insignia sunt, his
gaudent et gloriantur, hunc mundum muliebrem ajppelit maiores nostri. quid aliud in luctu
guam purpuram
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wives ‘wearing heavy earrings worth as much as twadhree patrimonies and clad in
expensive and shamelessly transparent Silk.’

Luxuria was of course a vice aristocrats could succundmtbancient literature abounds
with examples of aristocrats (or their wives) owetehing the urge to consume and show
off. However, as an anti-quality we find it frequlgrassociated with social upstarts as P.
Vedius Pollio — son of a freedman, businessmaeandriof Augustus and profiteer in the
civil wars who achieved equestrian stratus and atagne time even have held an impe-
rial commané’ — or the infamous Q. Remmius Palaemon — a forfasesmployed in
his master’s textile workshop whose extraordinaigrit as grammarian made him one of
the wealthiest men of his time, investing in textilorkshops and expert viticultufe.
Tasteless luxury lies at the heart of the Trimaktiory, where we have a successful up-
start and former businessman — withdrawn from adfigde, but still heavily engaged in
money-lending — lavishly displaying his fortuneaaprivate banquet. The effect (apart
from being comical) is the opposite of what hevsisito achieve; in stead of legitimising
his integration into the elite, he underscorespriaciple exclusiorf? Needless to say,
however, that in the eyes of his equally uneducéidw upstarts and (no doubt) his
socially inferiors Trimalcio’s luxury was impressiand effective. The story nicely illus-
trates how the effectiveness of status claimstsrdened by the audience for which they
are intended.

An alternative way to exchange economic for symbaksets was through generosity.
For the aristocracy generosity was a virtue of panant importance. Aristotle and Cicero
considered generosity as the justification for ievwealttf> However, at a much lower
social level as well generosity was highly apprexdaThe ox dealer M. Valerius Celer
prides himself on his epitaph because he prefaweshake himself well-deserving of
others rather than to squander (his moriéfhe businessman L. Licinius Nepos as well
proudly proclaims on his epitaph that he had mgfulchral monuments for many of his
friends?

Generosity in general and evergetism in particulas indissolubly linked to the Roman
status system. Whereas investments in durable Jjuyaods were a relatively safe and
easy way to achieve or express status, generogjtljed the irreversible loss of substan-
tial material resources and therefore requiredistabd predictable institutions to opti-
mise and guarantee the symbolic assets to be gained

1% SenecaBen.7,9,4-5. Cf. TacitusAnn. 3,53; Polybius, 31,26-27; Livy, 34,1-8. Berg 200p,
25-31, 41-50. Fantham e.a. 1994, pp. 260-263; 88,1pp. 96-97; Cherry 2002.

% Mratschek-Halfmann 1993, p. 261; Syme 1961.

21 SuetoniusGramm.23; Mratschek-Halfmann 1993, p. 325, no 184. Bb &lodius Aesopus the
actor (or his son) liquefying pearls to be drankiaher parties (Valerius Maximus, 9,1,2; Horace,
Sat.2,3,329; PlinyN.H. 9,122).

22 Cf. Veyne 1961.
23 Aristotle, Eth. Nic. 8,1,1 (= 1155a8); Cicer@ff. 2,52-64; Verboven 2002, pp. 35-37.
24 AE 1991, 122alnterpreted wrongly by me in Verboven 2004, p..191

% CIL 6, 9659 (= CIL 6, 33814). Jordan 1880. Cf. CI12928; 8, 7156 (p 1848); 9, 4796 (p. 686);
14, 2605; see also Veyne 2000, pp. 1187-1194.
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The key towards achieving this lay in the strongp®city ethics of gift exchange ex-
pressed in the virtue ajfratia. Ideologically,gratia was inherent in any Roman social
relationship. Itwas a cohesive force structuring and strengthesowal relations and
facilitating the construction of social or persomaitworks®® But, gratia was no meta-
physical force, and although it could powerfullyntibute to establish and perpetuate
social relations, it could not do so in a sociatwam.

It has often been claimed that gift-exchange ceedigrable relationships, which even
when they are highly instrumental, depend on teust solidarity — what the Romans
calledfides It is equally true however, that this proc@sssupposes a social order and
social institutions responsive to normsgaatia andfides Roman friendship and patron-

age were such institutions, firmly placiggatia in a coherent ‘matrix’ of social horms

and values as benevolence, trust, solidarity, affecrespect and honofi.

Throughgratia a person was capable to create and maintain suefiabrks, that — apart
from being instrumental in achieving political ather goals — had the potential of en-
hancing one’s social status ; hence the ritualghefsalutatio or the adsectatio— the
morning visits and escorts expected from client$ 4gsser’ friend$® Among humilio-
res, the visualisation of social networks was lessdhjgstructured. Partly, they could
benefit from the same institution: being allowedtsd salutatioor in theadsectatioof a
nobleman was itself a token of esteem. We may asshowever, that even among the
humilioressocial networks were shown off. Mediterraneanaldiie, on theagorai and
thefora was very suitable for such subtle displays.

Bestowing gifts and favours on friends, protégés patrons had the advantage of creat-
ing or reinforcing social ties. It was importanatione chose the right persons to gratify
who would be willing and able to reciprocate in ama&y or another, but bearing this in
mind, the benefactor could feel relatively secunat wwhat he lost in material resources
was gained in social resources. ‘What is giverrienéls is beyond the reach of Fortune.
Only the wealth you will have given will you enjégrever.?

When Cicero was hosted by the ‘expat’ businessmarCidius in Patras in 49 BCE,
Curius seized the opportunity and wrote Cicero hitowill. By chance, Cicero’s favour-
ite freedman Tiro fell ill and was forced to staghind in the care of Curius, presenting
another opportunity to win Cicero’s goodwill andefrdship. It was to be the start of a
fruitful patron client relation for Curius, who ddunow count on Cicera’s influence.
Several letters of recommendation, written a fewrgdater to the governor of Greece
show that Curius’s hopes were not deceited.

The gains to be won from public generosity or egdsgn — where the beneficiaries were
not specific individuals with whom one could engagerelatively durable personal

%6 Cf. Verboven 2002, pp. 35-48.

2" Verboven 2002, pp. 35-68.

28 Wallace-Hadrill 1989, pp. 63-64; Verboven 2002, §5-96, 100-101.

29 Martial 4,42:Extra fortunam est, quidquid donatur amicis: / Quiasleris, solas semper habebis
opes

%0 Verboven 2002, p. 215; Deniaux 1993, pp. 487-4®9 recommendations for businessmen see
Verboven 2002, p. 302; Deniaux 1993, pp. 118-248.
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friendships or patron client relations, but groupsentire communities — demanded a
more complex social and institutional structure.

The stage for public benefactions was set primdnyiyhe city, whose institutions — mag-
istracies, priesthoods, and council — providedribeessary framework. The city council
had a wide array of possibilities to enhance arrafa benefactor’s status, including for
instance honorific decrees, electing him city patreetting up statues, conferring the
ornamenta decurionupmand so forth. Municipal magistracies themselvesetonores
confirming and enhancing the magistrate’s socetust and promoting him into tleedo
decurionumcomposing the city council.

But the city was not the only collective body ftenjoy benefactions. Numerous inscrip-
tions commemorate similar benefactions to privasoaiations. Although the audience
was different, the kinds of benefactions offeredeneonspicuously similar, ranging from
distributions, over the erection of altars, to @eg)orating and building operatiofis.

Businessmen could provide benefactions to the aityjymunity at large; following the
example of the aristocracy whose natural sociahttkewas the city. Thus, the Cloatii
brothers, who had settled as businessmen in Gytheithe early first century BCE, were
honoured by the city for coming to its aid finanigiZ® The North-Sea trade®. Aurelius
Verus, received permission of the city council afldgne to erect a public shrine or an
altar in honour of Apolld?

However, businessmen could also choose to showagthetowards specific — mostly
professional — associatioffsThe wine merchant and skipper on the Sadne, Matiis
Vitalis donated 10 sesterces a head to the menatb¢he association of wine merchants
based in Lugdunum when it erected a statue in ti®tr>® The freedman clothesdealer
L. Lupercius Excessus, active on transalpine routélse first half of the second century
and sevir augustalisof the Helvetii left over 10,000 HS to the guilél \@estiarii at No-
varia® A marble slab from an anonymous Ostian associdist® 24 benefactors who
donated funds to the association for the celeabrati their birthday$! In Moguntiacum,

a certain Optatius erected an altar in honour ofcMiy and theGeniusof the college of
thenegotiatores Pannoniaruif?) in 225 CE®

Before proceeding to survey and analyse the rol®kintary associations in status build-
ing it should be stressed that although conscitrasegiies can play a part in any of these
‘status investments’, this is not necessarily alvétye case. Conspicuous consumption
needn’t be motivated by anything other than thehvigs conform to one’s perceived or
desired social identity. Jewellery offered by aihgvhusband to his wife, needn’t be mo-

3L van Nijf 2003.
%2 Cf. Verboven 2002, pp. 131, 169.

% Galsterer 4 (= AE 1953, 269 = CIL 13, 8164a). SegaRes — Stuart A11 for same man dedicat-
ing a shrine in honour of Nehalennia.

3 Clemente 1972, pp. 215-220; Bollman 1998, pp. 200-
% CIL 13, 1954; cf. CIL 13, 1911; AE 1904, 176.

% Epigraphica 62 (2000) p. 133.

37 CIL 14, 326.

3 CIL 13, 6744; cf. AE 1955, 165.
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tivated by anything other than a desire to showdaidn. Sincere religious convictions
explain the most splendid temples and altars. Esiperfunerary rites and monuments
can play an important part in genuine mourning dooeloved and can help to embed
death in a wider fabric of social and psychologita&aning. Benefactions (public or pri-
vate) may be motivated by an honest concern fosghun whom the benefactions are
bestowed or simply by the feeling that being astadrat or desiring to become one im-
plies behaving as one. Significantly, sincerityais implicit demand in even the most
instrumental friendship.

The effects, however, in terms of status enhancementhe same. In most cases the
‘innocence’ (real or perceived) with which statugpenditures are made adds to their
effectivenes$’ The principles underlying the mechanisms by wieichnomic assets may
be transformed into social and symbolic assetsaii¢ into the foundations of Roman
social life and — through primary and secondary dpoticipatory) socialisation — pro-
foundly shape the ‘habitus’ of Romans. Needlessaipthat the particular configuration
of possibilities available to express status wasm@rto manipulation, but as always ma-
nipulation is possible only of norms and valuesoging a sufficiently strong support to
move others in the direction desired by the maaitou!

The associative order

But, Roman status affirmation cannot be explairadlg by looking at the available pos-
sibilities to express, claim or confirm status. @so need to look at the social structures
and institutions organising the social space withinich status positions were defined
and assigned. | will argue that voluntary assomiegiin general and professional associa-
tions in particular play a crucial role in shapthg social space.

Historians of the ancient world tend to analyseiaogositions in general and social
status in particular mainly in the framework of geevailing ‘civic order’; a primarily
politically oriented symbolic order dividing the maation into different categories ac-
cording to their legal status and position towattts state and/or the city, each with its
predefined privileges and duties: free versus slreeborn versus freed, citizens versus
non-citizens, magistrates and former magistratesugenon-magistratés.

In taking this perspective scholars follow in tleetsteps of ancient authors, whose bias
towards the aristocracy is notorious. In their viewaciety is first and foremost divided
into the aristocracy, or ‘honourable classésir(estiorel consisting of senators, knights
and municipal council members and their families] ¢he ‘lower classesh@milioreg,
constituting the rest of the populati&nAlthough the formal separation betweeones-
tiores andhumilioresis first attested only in the second century G, underlying hier-
archical view opposing the aristocracy and its eisses (mainly the cultural elite) to the
rest of the ‘lower classes’ is much older. Reseanth the social status of businessmen

39 Cf. Bourdieu 2001 on the role of ‘méconnaissamdesocial norms producing ‘reconnaissance’.
Cf. also Bourdieu 2000, pp. 262-264.

40 Garnsey 1970, pp. 221-276; Garnsey — Saller 1pp7107-125; Alféldy 1984, pp. 94-132;
Alf6ldy 1986a.

“1 Alfoldy 1986b; Alféldy 1986¢; Garnsey — Saller O$p. 115-116; Aubert 2002, pp. 100-103.
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has accordingly focused on social exclusion anéakawbility — the latter narrowly in-
terpreted as the chance of rising into the rankb@lfionestiores

However, thehumilioreswere not the amorphous mass the elite authoremrélsem to
be and neither was the civic order the only syntbolder assigning social positiofs.
Below the surface of the divide betwdammmilioresandhonestioredlourished a complex
social order with its own status differentiatiofsstitutionalised through the numerous
voluntary associations across the empire.

Despite a wealth of studies on voluntary associatigtudies of Roman social life pay
only limited attention to them, restricting theale mainly to private concerns such as
providing for decent burials, religious cults oripl simple socialising, having little im-
pact on overall social or economic Iffe.

Lately this restrictive view has come under atta@hk.the one hand the economic dimen-
sion of professional associations as solidarityugso promoting the interests of their
members is revalued.On the other hand, social historians are becorimingeasingly
aware of the importance of the associations ircairing social life”®> Besides function-
ing as solidarity groups assuring its members &s8is in social and economic matters
and providing access to patronage networks, thecegi®ns conferred status and social
credibility upon their membef§.They assigned social positions distinguishingdess
from outsiders, leaders from followers, benefagtpegrons and so forth, creating a sym-
bolic social order of their own.

The institutional framework of theollegia in many ways reflected that of the cities.
Structural similarities between the associative @edcivic order are easily found, mainly
axed on the emphasis placed on hierarchy and hobiierthe city acollegiumhad mag-
istrates, patrons and a general assembly issuicrgee Holding magistracy was consid-
ered an honour and required the payment of a sufatéhonorary’ fee $gumma hono-
raria). Their organisation was laid down in a chartdlecbalex.

Yet in the articulation of the basic principles liérarchy and honour, the associative
order differed from the civic order. Whereas cikierarchies were construed primarily at
the elite level of théanonestioresrelegating the rest of the population into thessnaf the
humilioresamong which differentiation was limited to legéhtss and citizenship, the
hierarchic principle of the associative order wpsrative almost exclusively at the level
of the humiliores among whom it created social distinctions thatenargely irrelevant
to the civic order.

Thus for instance, freedmen were excluded fromegon@ent positions in the civic order,
but they could rise through the ranks of privatsoagtions, achieving honourable and

42 Cf. Purcell 1983, pp. 126-127; Veyne 2000 (esp.Id¥0-1179); Garnsey — Saller 1987, pp.
116, 118-119.

43 Cf. Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 181-195 (contra athg Greenidge 1896); Ausbittel 1982, pp.
99-101; Hopkins 1983, pp. 211-217; Garnsey — Sab&7, pp. 156-158.

4 Pleket 1990, pp. 121-122; Van Minnen 1987; Varf N§97, pp. 12-18. See already Meiggs
1960, pp. 313-314.

5 Patterson 1994, pp. 232-238; Van Nijf 1997, pg35passim Van Nijf 2002.
¢ Lendon 1997, pp. 97-102.
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influential positions in the associative ordéAlthough the associations were organised
hierarchically, with a general assembly and eleategjistrates, important decisions were
taken by the assembly of all members on the bddiseoone man — one vote principle.
Although the associations in any particular citynbored the city-gods and any special
deities this particular city might favour, they @lsonoured their own special deities and
Genius® Although thecollegia honoured their city’s festivals and holidays, trseyper-
imposed their own calendar on that of the citygbgdting their own special days and
festivals (the day they were founded, the annivegsaf their benefactors, the festival of
their patron deity .)*, instituting a distinctive rhythm in the socidkliof their members.
Thus, thecollegia allowed non-aristocrats to find a place of theindn a symbolic order
distinct from the civic order in which they couldaupy only positions defined by inferi-
ority and exclusion.

However, although the associative order was basegriociples diverging from those
underlying the civic order, the associations athswenained indissolubly linked to the
civic order, playing a crucial crucial role in ctieg a civic identity for thehumiliores®
Not only did the structure imposed by the assoaatirder reflect that of the civic order;
the associations were also an integral part ofrugagiety, participating visibly and hon-
ourably in public banquets, festivals and ceremmréssuring the practical organisation
of religious processions and playing a crucial rioleorganising festivities determining
the rhythm of city life, such as ttedi compitalicii>* We find collegiareceiving benefac-
tions andcollegia collectively indulging in evergetism in accordamveih public authori-
ties? The very fact that a number of associations rezkpermission by public authori-
ties to erect honorary inscriptions in public p&eea privilege usually reserved for the
civic elites - testifies to their important symhliole in city life>® The importance of
some associations to the city community was ackedgdd by official honorific decrees,
privileges and tokens of honour and esteem.

The associations, moreover, created the condifenmstitutionalised contacts between
the civic elites and sub-elite groups. In thesetatts the associations acted as corporate
groups, enhancing the impact and social importariciheir leaders. Theollegia pro-
vided the business elites with the platform andadaapital they needed to acquire pub-
lic esteem and in some cases to push throughlietaivic elites:* Not coincidentally if

we look at inscriptions of businessmen, we find tha business elite affirms its position
and communicates its claims to social status mahmgugh the different degrees of be-
longing to a (mostly) professionabllegium

*"Royden 1988, pp. 228-234; Clemente 1972, pp. 189,
“8 Cf. Meiggs 1960, pp. 327-330.
49 Cf. CIL 14,2112 pag. II, 11-13.
9 van Nijf 1997, pp. 9, 121-128.

*L van Nijf 1997, pp. 131-146; Van Nijf 2002, pp. 3324. For Rome and thHadi compitalicii
see Asconiusad Cic. Pis.8; Flambard 1981, pp. 151-154. For a similar adteibuted to theap-
paritoressee Purcell 1983, p. 133.

®2 van Nijf 1997, pp. 80-81, 156-160; Patterson 1994233. Clemente 1972, pp. 215-220. Cf.
CIL 6,814.

>3 van Nijf 1997, pp. 120-125.
> Vittinghoff 1990, p. 211; Van Nijf 1997, pp. 1781
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Conversely, the position of the civic elites aslwehs linked to the associative life in
their cities. Thus, we find aristocrats patronisaggociations, and associations canvass-
ing for municipal elections and generally enhanang visualising the dignity and pres-
tige of aristocrats by voting honorific decreestisés and other tokens of este@m.

There is no doubt that thellegia contributed to the regeneration of the prevalectad
order, serving as institutions (re)socialising &megrating outsiders or socially inferiors
into civic life and preventing or channelling patiefly dangerous tensiort8.Neverthe-
less, the associations’ role in social life canbetreduced to this functionalist quality.
The associations created a social environment edgtistraints and possibilities that for
the vast majority of the population constitutiéng social order par excellence, forging
social identities integrated into urban society ot derived from civic criterid’

This inherent ambivalence of tleellegia was potentially dangerous and disruptive. Not
coincidentally the imperial government closely mored and regulated the activities of
the collegia After a fire had destroyed much of Nicomedia, governor Pliny asked
permission of the emperor to createalegium fabrunto serve as a voluntary fire bri-
gade. He promised to monitor tbellegiumclosely and to prevent anyone who was not a
common workmanfében to join the brigade. Trajan refused. Civil strfas endemic in
the province of Bithynia and private associatioftsroplayed a prominent part in it. The
emperor feared that no matter how strict the prgmas, thecollegiumwould soon be-
come a political liability’® lllegal collegiaallegedly played a part in the rioting that broke
out in Pompeii after a gladiatorial show under N€ro

In late Republican Romepllegia serving as private militias had been a major faito
the political arena. In 64 BCE a senatorial dedraened all private associations. When
the ban was lifted in 5&ollegiamilitias immediately re-emerged. Caesar againrinte
vened prohibiting all but the most ancient and eesgble associations. Finally, an Au-
gustanlex lulia de collegiisinstituted a general ban on private associatiocee@ when
licensed by the emperor and/or senate for pubiitytg sake®® Numerous imperial con-
stitutions and senatorial decrees were issuedaif@ning centuries, refining or modify-
ing the Julian law, but the basic principle of thes thatcollegia required a special li-

%5 Clemente 1972; Vittinghoff 1990, p. 211. Cf. CIL1500 = AE 1995, 1302. Contrary to what
Veyne 2000, p. 1192 believes, patronageatiegiawas far from being ‘peu reluisant’.

%6 Cf. Tran (my thanks to the author for kindly legfime read his manuscript); Flambard 1981, p.
158.

" Contra Flambard 1981, p. 166: ‘Les infra-socié@iégiales ... se concevaient certainement
elles-mémes comme des lieux de passage, d'intégratiogressive a la cité officielle’. Social
mobility for mostcollegiati was no doubt limited to climbing in the hierarchithin one’s own
association or being accepted into a more presisgiorporation.

%8 Pliny, Ep. 10,33; 10,34. Cf. 10,96,7. Sherwin-White 1966,6§%-610.

% Tacitus,Ann.14,17.

% Asconius,Cic. Corn.p. 67 (ed. Clark)Dig. 47,22,3; Cf. PlinyPan 54 complaining that the
senate under Domitian wasted its time debatigstituendo collegio fabrorumAE 1983, 181 (=
CIL 14, 2112):kaput ex s(enatus) c(onsulto) p(opuli) Romani bus permissum est colnvenire
collegiumg(ue) habere liceatusbuttel 1983, pp. 25-29; Robertis 1971; Cal@96.
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cence was never abandoned. From the third centumams associations were increas-
ingly subjected to government contfol.

However, at some time in the early Pincipate — ggshalready by thkex lulia — an ex-
ception was created feenuiores(‘the poorer’), who — apart from special religionsca-
sions — were allowed to convene once a month featatontribution$? The members of
thesecollegia tenuiorunpooled resources from membership contributionsydaes and
summae honorariaénposed on their own magistrates. In addition teeynetimes re-
ceived liberalities from patrons and benefactofse Toney was intended primarily for
feasting and for organising or embellishing theibemembers’ funeral. Although nothing
excludes that occasionally it could have been disedocial support in times of cri§fs
the typicalcollegiamembers (as we will see) were not normally in neesuch support.
Most collegia tenuiorumwere nominally religious associations — as ¢b#egium salu-
tare Dianae et Antinofrom Lanuvium, whose statutes are preserved. Butoubt a
number of ‘professional’ collegia as well were aefcollegia tenuiorun?*

The number of attested private associations iseésgive. Ausbiittel estimated their total
number in Italy and the Latin provinces at abo00B, (two thirds of which in Italy). Of
course not all of these were professior@legia Many were religious associations; oth-
ers were simple neighbourhood clubs (like ¢b#egia compitalicid. Soldiers sometimes
sealed their comrade-ship by formingalegium militare Somecollegia united slaves
and freedmen of important families. Many escapssifization®

®1 The old view of a generalised obligatory and hesegimembership for attollegia should be
discarded. See Vittinghoff 1990, pp. 340-349.

%2 Dig. 47,22,1, pr.-1 (Marcianusff. AE 1983, 181 (= CIL 14, 2112); Robertis 197p, g75-
345; Waltzing 1895-1900, | p. 148. ‘Poor’ is a tela concept; the truly poor were effectively
excluded. Ausbiittel 1982, p. 25 and Vittinghoff @98p. 210-211 interpréenuioresas a syno-
nym of humiliores Tenuioresis sometimes used in this sense, but | doubt thathere. Vitting-
hoff refers toDig. 50,6,6,12-13 (Callistratus), whetenuioresare opposed tqui augeant facul-
tates et munera ciuitatium sustinere possiéithough Callistratus continues by saying thatsth
who achieve thénonorem decurionatusiust be compelled to bearunera publical do not be-
lieve thatqui augeant facultates etmay be limited tdionestioresMany of the members abl-
legia artificumwere freedmen, by definition excluded from belmagto thehonestioresCallistra-
tus distinguishes betweeollegia vel corpora artificunwho were licensed and granted privileges
because they were useful to the community andntimeunitas naviculariorungranted individu-
ally to the members of sonm@rpora (qui in corporibus allecti sunt, quae immunitatenagivent
nauiculariorum cf. Waltzing 1895-1900, Il pp. 145-157). The latteere often relatively wealthy,
whereas the former were mostly ‘poor’. Thus the imity granted to the former was not valid for
artificeswho became rich, while thenmunitas naviculariorumnemained valid for all ship-owners
not belonging to therdo decurionumMarcianus’s and Callistratus’s excerpts, makeensense
if tenuioresis read in the sense used by Trajan (inspired dlethlulia de collegii®): concessum
est eranum habere ... si tali collatione ... ad sustilaen tenuiorum inopiam utuntPliny, Ep.
10,93). The inscription of theentonariifrom Solva also points to wealth rather than ddfistatus
as the distinction used (AE 1920, 69-70 = 1983, .781) Robertis 1971, pp. 275-278. See also
Veyne 2000, p. 1170 on the role of wealth to subdéitheplebs

83 Cf. Pliny, Ep. 10,93; Prell 1997, pp. 258-260.

%4 AE 1983, 181 (= CIL 14,2112). The religious naturéhefsecollegia seldom went much deeper
than that of the numerous brass bands and soualad clarrying saints’ names in Catholic countries
throughout Europe.

% Ausbittel 1982, pp. 31-32. Cf. Flambard 1981,3#1.-154 on theollegia compitalicia
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Waltzing collected 2,432 inscriptions recording wha considered ‘professional’ asso-
ciations, subdivided into 100 different types. Ab&b00 inscriptions are still recognised
today as referring to truly professional assocretidn Pompeii alone at least 25 different
professionatollegiaare documented by 41 inscriptidiis.

All shared the same basic objectives; to forgeemmforce mutual ties of solidarity by
pooling resources for dining and winfignd for ensuring members a befitting funéfal.
But the level at which these activities were deptbynd the degree to which they were
integrated in public life (for instance through fp@pation or organization of public ban-
qguets and ceremonies) varied enormously. Soatkegia also deployed activities of a
different kind, ranging from voluntary fire fightinto assisting thannona- the imperial
food supply system of Rome.

Collegiain general were committed to the funeral ritegheir members. This was not, as
often claimed, because thellegiatiwere too poor to afford a decent burial. Membership
of an association was in itself relatively expeesidirectly burial by or with assistance
of acollegium was an expensive option. Rather, théegiacontributed to adding lustre
to the funeral of their members, affirming for tast time their social status, reflecting
favourably on their family and heif$.

In the Greek and Roman lItalian cities associatioad a long history. In the western
provinces associations gradually appeared as hydpts of the Romanisation process.
The glory period of private associative life is thatonine and Severan era, when the
collegiagained imperial recognition and privileges.

Obviously not every association enjoyed the santeees The associations themselves
were hierarchically related, according to their @immd size, and the wealth and influence
of their members.

At the top, outranking all other associations sttioelcollegia of the seviri augustales
Their members were for the most part wealthy freejmvho were prohibited from hold-
ing magistracy or entering the city council. No dbsomeaugustaleshad been favourite
freedmen of childless aristocrats inheriting theatron’s fortune, but a considerable
number had their roots in various business entegfi

Although theoretically theollegia augustaliumwere religious associations devoted to
the emperor, in reality they were part and paréehe city’s establishment. The dignity

% Waltzing 1895-1900, Il pp. 145-157; Pleket 1990191; Vittinghoff 1990, pp. 208-210. For
Pompeii see Mennella — Apicella, 2000, pp. 564bRl. for a supplement to Waltzing.

7 Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 322-332; Van Nijf 199h. 149-188; Van Nijf 2000, pp. 324-330.
On the symbolic aspects of food(-sharing) and tie of (public) commensality and sociability
see Schmitt-Pantel 1992; D’Arms 1984. See Murra9516n the role of ‘pleasure’ in cultural
history.

% Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 256-300; Ausbiittel 198p, 60-68; Van Nijf 1997, pp. 32-69,
Hopkins 1983, pp. 211-217.

% van Nijf 1997, pp. 31-69; Perry 1999. Mommsen'si@ept ofcollegia funeraticiashould be
abandoned; alktollegia played an important role in the funerals of thmembers. Probably the
collegiawere also conspicuously present when one of thrermmdied.

0 Duthoy 1974; Duthoy 1978; D’Arms 2000; Kneisll 88); Ostrow 1985; Tassaux 2000; Silves-
trini 2000.
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of (sevir) augustalisvas conferred by the city council and for wealttsetimen therdo
augustaliumserved as an alternative for tbelo decurionumA freedman who had en-
tered a college chugustaleshad gone as far on the social ladder as he catldSince
this paper is concerned with sub-aristocratic state won't go deeper into them.

Immediately next in line, wereollegia transcending the framework of individual cities,
either because they were geographically active pro@ncial or inter-provincial level, or
because they were associated to the impariabna The typical examples awmmllegia
of merchants or ship-owners.

The corpus negotiatorum vinariorum Lugduni in cannab@nsistentiuncontrolled the
wine trade in the Gallic and German provinces engacond and third century. It counted
members of the municipal aristocracy and Romanhteif its ranks. Occasionally they
combined their membership (or patronage) with gfaither associations. An inscription
from Lugdunum recording a handout situates theimtrers below therdo decurionum
but on a par with the local order of knights and ghviri augustale$' Closely linked to
the corpus vinariorumwas thecorpus nautarum Rhodanicorum et AraricorumlLug-
dunum, whose members controlled shipping on thenRlald Sadne.

C. Apronius Raptor, wine merchant and member otttyecouncil of Trier was patron of
the corpus vinariorumand of thecorpus nautarum Araricarurff M. Inthatius Vitalis,
wine merchant and barge skipper on the Arar, hat §eaestorand twicecurator of the
corpus vinariorumHe was elected patron of therpus nautarum Araricarurand of the
(municipal)ordo equestertheseviri augustalestheutriclarii and thefabri at Lugdunum.
The city council of Alba Helvorum granted him thight of consessumi.e. to sit among
them in public’®> Another member, whose name is lost, wasator of thecorpus vinari-
orum anddecurio ornamentariusn Nemausus$? Anothercurator of the corpus vinari-
orum — likewise anonymous — waecurio ornamentariugn Nemausussevir augustalis
in Nemausus and Lugdunum, atwrator of theseviri augustalesf the Lugduni in can-
nabis consistentes

At Arles, associative life was dominated by a numbfeassociations of seafaring skip-
pers favicularii marini), who maintained close relations with the impegahona As
the corpus vinariorumfrom Lugdunum the associations wévicularii at Arles main-
tained multiple links with other major corporatiansGaul and Spain. One of their presi-
dents, M. Frontonius Euporus wasvir augustalisat Aquae Sextiae and patron of the
barge skippers on the Durance and ofutilarii of Eruginum?®

Another great corporation in the second century thasplendidissimum corpus merca-
torum Cisalpinorum et Transalpinoruontrolling the land routes over the Alps. The

" CIL 13, 1921; on the local nature of themguitessee Wierschowski 2001a, pp. 327-328 and
CIL 13, p. 252.

2 AE 1904, 176; CIL 13, 1911.

3 CIL 13, 1954. There is much disagreement about Wbaitric(u)larii were. Rougé 1959 be-
lieves they were skippers using rafts; Kneissl 1@&arprets them as wine dealers. Recently Lafer
2000, pp. 58-60 interpreted them as ‘fire brigaskoaiations’ (cf. AE 1965, 144; AE 1967, 281).

" AE 1909, 81.
S AE 1900, 203.
®CIL 12, 982 (p 820). Cf. Kneissl 1998, pp. 436-443.
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corpus had representatives in several provincial citieoughout the North-Western
provinces and seems to have enjoyed senatoriadqiimn. The families of some of its
distinguished members made it into the Roman séhate

An unknown member of the association was electambpaf thecollegium nautarum
Comensiunfuniting the skippers of lake Como and the Bodehgethe second or early
third century’® M. Sennius Metilus from Trier, who presents hirhselnegotiatorof the
corpuswithout further specification, may have servedpamefectus fabrorum tignuari-
orumin Lugdunum’® An inscription from Aventicum mentions(aorpus) venaliciorum
Cisalpinorum et Transalpinoruimpossibly linked to thecorpus mercatorum Cisalpi-
norum et Transalpiorurff

The magistrates of these associations were powanfdilinfluential men whose involve-

ment in trade we know only because they were pafuthe social status they enjoyed.
They certainly moved at the fringes of the aristegrand sometimes belonged to the
municipal aristocracy.

Somecollegiamaintained close relations with the impedaahonaand the administration
in the different provinces, who preferred to de&hveorporations to arrange large scale
transports, rather than with individual ship-ownersnerchants. The precise relationship
between both continues to be a subject of debatéwae should beware to generalise.
Even if some of these associations were given apecivileges, there is no reason to
believe that this was invariably true for all. Nt is there any indication that the mem-
bers of these privileged corporations ceased farivate entrepreneurs. Skippers working
for theannonareceived personal privileges and immunities, rélgas of their member-
ship of any particular associatiBhNevertheless, the scale of these associationshaend
obvious wealth and influence of their leaders delgeentailed a special relationship with
the administration.

From Trajan onwards th@nnona urbisincreasingly relied on privateollegiato assure
the regular food supply of Rome and to registerpttidleges enjoyed by individual busi-
nessmen. The repeated imperial decrees stipuldtaignembership of eorpusassisting
the annonawas no sufficient ground for receiving immunitpdicate that in practice
membership was expected and almost automaticatbileth immunity. In the third and
fourth century this evolved into a more or lesselgovernment control over these vitally
importantcorpora, but in the second century and early third centhey fully retained
their independenc®.

T Cf. Walser 1991; AE 1999, 1121.
BCIL 5, 5911.

"9 CIL 13, 2029. The interpretation of the inscriptiemot certain. Some read eiusdem corporis
praefecto fabro(rum) tignuario(rumpthers reagtiusdem corporis praefecto (dgbro tignuario
Lugduni Cf. Schlippschuh 1974, p. 112; Walser 1991, 8, 17 32.

80CIL 13, 11480-11492 (= AE 1995, 1141).

81 Cf. CIL 2, 1180; 12, 672. Remesal Rodriguez 1997,78-76; contra Wierschowski 2001b. On
the immunities and privileges cf. Waltzing 1895-Q90D pp. 397-408.

8 Herz 1988, pp. 120-121. Control was never as awsgeneral as once thought, cf. Vittinghoff
1990, pp. 340-349.
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The most typical and important associations in taitegory were those of the seafaring
skippers favicularii) and grain merchants, based in Ostia and othés pbmajor impor-
tance, like Arles, Carthage or Alexandria, whosepora often had local bureaus at the
Ostian ‘Piazzale delle Corporazioni’, harbouringsgdtionesbelonging to various ‘inter-
national’ collegia®

But they were not the only ones. Te@rpus oleariorum ex Baeticéounded in the early
second century, united wholesalers in Spanish a@ilective in the Gallic provinces,
Italy and Rome. By the mid second century theirtibution to supplying the Roman
market was acknowledged and they enjoyed the sameiity as the corn merchafifs.

Not all of the associations serving taenonacovered a geographically wide area. The
association of bakergiétored in Rome was licensed by Trajan and its membene we
granted immunity in recognition for their contrifmrt to theannona® Whether the asso-
ciations of barge skippers on the Tiber (tuelicarii) and the auxiliary vessels used for
operations in the portgnunculari), enjoyed similar privileges is not sure, but pussi-
bility shouldn’t be excludetf.

The connection to the imperiannonaboosted the prestige of these associations and
gave them influence beyond the reach of any ahdiavidual members. Thus, when the 5
corpora of seafaring skippers of Arles felt unjustly trehtey theprocurator of Gallia
Narbonnensis, they wrote a letter to graefectus annonathreatening to withdraw their
services. Theraefectus annonagromptly responded by publicly calling theocurator

to order®’

Yet, the interregional associations and the assonm serving thennonawere hardly
representative of the thousands of professionalcéstions throughout the Empire, who
were active only on the municipal level. Among #héscal associations, the colleges of
fabri, centonariianddendrophoritook pride of place. They were closely associ&betthe
civic order, serving as local fire brigades andhpes ‘civic guards’, and — at least from
the second century CE onwards — enjoyed imperi@bgeition and privileges. Their
similarity in purpose is reflected by inscriptiodistinguishing them as theia collegia
(principalia or splendidissimp®® Their practical use as fire-brigades (and civiargis?)
has been questioned, but their public utility wamnegally acknowledged even by the
imperial jurists. Accordingly, membership and mégisy entailed considerable staftis.

8 Meiggs 1960, pp. 283-288.

8 Rickman 1980, pp. 90-91; Herz 1988, pp. 127-135Rbax 1986.

% Rickman 1980, p. 90; Herz 1988, pp. 110-113.

8 Kneissl 1998, pp. 441-442.

87CIL 3, 14165,8. Cf. Rickman 1980, pp. 91-92 ; Keki998, pp. 437-439.

8 Cf. CIL 11, 5749 (= AE 1992, 562); AE 1981, 607. W¥img 1895-1900, IV p. 50.

89 Cf. Waltzing 1895-1900, Il pp. 203-208; Lafer 20&An Nijf 1997, pp. 178-181; Meiggs 1960,
p. 320. Cf.Dig. 50,6,5,12 (Callistratus)nstituta sunt, ut necessariam operam publicidtatibus
exhiberent Asconius Cic. Corn.p. 67 (ed. Clark). Note that neither Callistratusothers confine
their public role to fire-fighting. Van Nijf 2002, p. 31downplays their practical use, but Pliny
(Ep. 10,33) believes in their efficiency as voluntaingfbrigades. On their possible role as civic
guards see Mennella — Apicella, 2000, pp. 22-24.
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The professional nature of these ‘fire-brigade eissions’ has been question®dThe
namedendrophorirefers to the cult of Magna Mater. They were tearbrs of the holy
pine tree that was carried around in processia@otomemorate the death of Attis. They
are usually identified as being active in the wakadle but there is little to substantiate
this*

Thecentonariiare mostly identified as dealers in second haothe$ or rags. Their name
is derived fromcentq a thick blanket patched together from old ragd tas commonly
used in fire fighting drenched in water or vinegline termcentonariusis nowhere at-
tested in the sense of a dealer or produceenfone¥ and the size of theollegia cen-
tonariorumin some cities is hardly compatible with membepdieing even ideally lim-
ited to ‘rag dealers’. This induced Kneissl to arghatcentonariussimply denoted a
fireman’.”® Nevertheless, some professional background —wgthmot necessarily con-
fined to rag dealing — seems to be implied fromregription found in Solva (Noricum)
recording an imperial rescript, which should bedraaconjunction with an excerpt from
the third century jurist Callistratus. Both confittee privileges granted to members of
collegialike that of thefabri (Callistratus) or the&entonarii (Solva inscription) to those
actually ‘engaged in the trade’ and not possessimge than a limited amount of
wealth®

The associations of tHabri present themselves as professiaulegia Kneissl argued
that they too were in fact nothing more than vamptfire-brigades retaining the term
fabri in their title merely for tradition’s sake. Howey@&liny's letter to Trajan proposing
the institution of acollegium fabrumin Nicomedia suggests that at least preferably mem
bership was limited téabri.”® The double name of the associatioratifri et centonariin
Milan also pleads against interpreting tt@legia fabrumas wholly open associations.
Callistratus explicitly names thaorpus fabrumas an example of @ollegiumin which a
person was accepted on the grounds of his teatiédji sui causd.*® However, the ques-
tion remains whatabri did. The wordfaber in general denoted a craftsman of whatever

% Kneissl 1994; Van Nijf 2002, pp. 311-315; contrddra2001, pp. 49-54.

L van Nijf 1997, pp. 195-198; Van Nijf 2002, pp. 3323. They may have been instituted for this
purpose by Claudius.

%2 There is amercator centonunon record: AE 1988, 504. Theentonarius Echiorin Petronius,
Sat. 45, presumably acquired his title as member aeblegium centonariorumSee Ausblittel
1982, p. 75.

% Kneissl 1994. Cf. Weber 1968, p. 111; Van Nijf 20f. 313. Hirschfeld suggested the same,
but contra Waltzing 1895-1900, Il pp. 205-206, n. 4

% AE 1920, 69-70 (= 1983, 731heque enim collegiorum privilegium pro/[sit aut isi artem
non] exercent aut iis qui maiores facultates pragfito modo possidenbDig. 50,6,6,12nec om-
nibus promiscue, qui adsumpti sunt in his collegismunitas datur, sed artificibus dumtaxat ...
sed ne quidem eos, qui augeant facultates et mung@tatium sustinere possunt, priuilegiis, quae
tenuioribus per collegia distributis concessa suit,posse plurifariam constitutum e3te idea
thatartem exercerandartifices refer to the the public mission of tkellegium(Weber 1968, p.
111) is not convincing in the light of Callistratugords artificii sui causa unusquisque adsumitur
On the Solva inscription see Lafer 2001, pp. 55-56.

% Pliny, Ep. 10,33.
% Dig. 50,6,6(5),12.
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trade. Gaius notes thtbri tignuarii — ‘wood workers’ — referred not only to those who
worked with wood, but to all construction workéfs.

It is tempting to identify the ‘core-members’ ofethollegia fabrumand centonariorum
with the two prime categories of urban workers ii@-pdustrial times: those engaged in
the building trade and those engaged in the teixéilde. The former having easy access to
ladders, axes, carts etc., the latter having easysa tacentones® But in the absence of
better documentation, this is doomed to remain@othesis and in any case thalegia
fabrumlike thecollegia centenoriarunanddendrophorunoften accepted members from
various professional backgrourts.

Whatever their professional background, the stafutesecollegia did not derive from
their members’ professions, but from their role vaduntary fire brigades or ‘civic
guards’. The acknowledged public importance of ‘fire brigade associations’ consid-
erably enhanced the social status of their membads magistrates. In Lugdunum a
freedman named Attalus, who was a perfume denbgatiator seplasiariysand barge
skipper on the Rhone, successful enough to besmwig augustalisdoesn’t omit his
membership of the association of tberpus centonariorum Lugduni consistentitfh
The grain merchant Toutius Incitatus as well wasembered asevir augustalisn Lug-
dunum, barge skipper on the Arar, and magistrathedentonariiat Lugdununt™*

Apart from the ‘fire brigade associations’, a whattf other local professional and reli-
gious colleges existed. In the smaller towns bissimen congregated in general profes-
sional associations, in larger cities associatglhmsved a much larger degree of speciali-
sation:®® Thus, we hear of colleges of mule driveasifarii, mulione$, stone cutters
(lapidarii), fullers fulloneg, fishermen giscatore$, salt merchantssélinatore3, actors
(scaenic), cattle dealerspecuari), gold smiths gurifice§ and so forth® The social
standing of a particulacollegium varied from city to city, but many show a sense of
common identity and were capable to take commapradtnecessary. Pompeian graffiti

shows that they were intensely active in electcaahpaigns for municipal offices.

In order to acquire respectability within the aitymmunity, acollegium(whether profes-
sional or religious) needed to assert and dispgkayelative position in the social hierar-
chy!® As in the case of individuals, social prestigeldooe affirmed through wealth
display. Acollegiumhad a common treasury and often possessed slagesal estatt’

" Dig. 50,16,235,1.
% On the instruments used in fire fighting see L&@01, pp. 165-194.

% Cf. Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 342-344 and infrmnGtantine’s decision to oblige tdendro-
phori to join thecollegia centenariorunandfabrum (Cod. Theod14,8,1), is hardly compatible
with a particular professional status for the latte

100 AE 1982, 702.
01 cL 13, 1972,
192 Cf. CIL 3, 10430; CIL 13, 6744. Schlippschuh 1974, p13-114.

103 Cf. Waltzing 1895-1900, Il pp. 145-157 for an ediwe list. Associations of bankemrgen-
tarii, nummulari) are conspicuously rare Cf. possibly CIL 6,31232CH 6,1035); 6,1101
(Rome), CIL 14,409 (Ostia;od. Theod16,4,5,1 (¥ c. Constantinople).

104 Cf. MacMullen 1974, pp. 68-80; Van Nijf 1997, 8.7
195 Cf. CIL 10, 1579.
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Most conspicuous were the club housesdaolag the remains of which archaeologists
continue to discover throughout the empire. The eyofor building and adorning the
scholaewas often donated by patrons or other benefattdSometimes, associations
acted as public benefactors, mostly in religioustexts. Thus, in the late second or early
third century, the associatiai thefabri dolabrariorumin Trier erected a temple in hon-
our of Deus Intarabus, associated with hemina Augustand their ownGenius with
the explicit permission of the city counti.

The case draws attention to the role of symbolitoas, signifying an association’s
standing. Scores of inscriptions erectedcbilegia honour emperors, gods, patrons, pub-
lic benefactors or city magistrates. These monuseat only serve as manifests of pub-
lic allegiance, but also as claims to legitimacy. d&tting them up, theollegia asserted
that their opinions mattered and that they were #&blconfer status on civic leaders. By
granting (some) associations the right to erecdghlreonuments in public places, the city
council in turn acknowledged their claims. Likewisiee electoral propaganda conducted
by collegia not only increased a candidate’s chances of beliegfed, but also signified
the association’s claim to legitimacy and respéct.

Through evergetism, honorific decrees, electorgpsut and public performances at pa-
rades or processions the associations confirmectianded their special position in ur-
ban society, manifesting their attachment to tvicarder, but also their principle inde-
pendence from the civic institutions. Not surprigin the public authorities were both
apprehensive about the associations and eageormwpe therd®®

Some associations received privileges or tokert®abur from the imperial government
because they fulfilled an essential function fog #tate. Thus, by the third century the
members of all explicitly licensed associationsadisans i quibus artificii sui causa
unusquisque adsumituwere exempted from public dutieswnerg because they as-
sured anecessariam operam publicis utilitatibt$

At the municipal level, privileges and tokens afeesn were common. The corporation of
the nautae Atr(icae ?) et Ovidisad 25, thenautae Rhodanicorum et Araricorusi® re-
served seats in the theatre of NemadSuSome handouts were conspicuously more gen-
erous towards members of (sonee)legia than towards the rest of the citizens. In Urv-
inum Mataurense (Umbria), the city-patron Vesniusdeéx distributed 20 HS to each of
the decuriones 16 HS to members of thallegiaand 12 HS to thelebs In Lupiae the
father of a deceased city patron raised a fundaith annual distributions were to be

1% Bollman 1998; Meiggs 1960, pp. 325-326.

07 CIL 13, 11313; Waltzing 19009.

108 cf, van Nijf 1997, pp. 31-72; Van Nijf 2003 (eqyp. 314-317); for instance CIL 12, 3156b.
199 cf. van Nijf 1997, pp. 131-146; Van Nijf 2002, [20-324.

19 pjig. 50,6,6,12 (cf. supra).

11 CIL 12, 3316-3318. Cf. also AE 2000, 940. Comparec@li1983, p. 135 for theiatores
tribunicii.
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financed of 20 HS a head for tdecuriones12 HS a head for theugustales10 HS a
head for the association wfercurialesand 7 HS a head for the rest of the pedfile.

The distinctive criterion of the associative ordeas membership. Contrary to citizen-
ship, membership of an association - at least timsilthird c. CE - was limited and sub-
ject to approval. In somepllegianew members had to be accepted by the generahasse
bly, in others admission was in the hands of tresigents’® Although presumably the
small localcollegia set few conditions on membership beyond commoffepsons or
residence in the same neighbourhood, membershipyalvdistinguished ‘ins’ from

Loutsylll4

Membership allowed a person to participate in thestige enjoyed by his association.
The more prestigious an association was, the moneur its members derived from it.
Even the most humble associations demanded rdiathudbstantial financial contribu-
tions from their members and favoured the ‘betieido. The more importantcallegium
was, the more exclusive and expensive membershipnie Accordingly, the typical
professionalcollegium did not consist of employees, but of employers anthers or
managers of workshops, ships and other capitalgfgod@he rank and file of theollegia
was composed of what Veyne called fflebs media‘working-class’ people, making
enough money to cover living expenses and in amdith engage in social activities such
as college membership, but hardly enough to liieniary **°

It doesn'’t follow that membership of @llegiumwas exceptional. Although many ex-
pressly mention having been magistrates obleegium membership alone is rarely men-
tioned unless in the case of outsiders, whose mestipewas mostly honorary, or some-
times in the case of ‘fire brigade associatidnsAlthough membership of a professional
association was not required to set up a businestire, it is unlikely that many inde-
pendent tradesmen would have preferred to foregpibtection of @ollegium Egyptian
papyri suggest that non-members could be giverra time!*® The example of the col-
lege ofcultores Dianadn Lanuvium, combining a very high entry fee (1&terces plus
anamphoraof good wine) with a very modest monthly contribat(5 asses) shows that
the threshold for membership could be set highenttie actual cost of membership was

kept low™®

MacMullen believes that in the second century u@ third or more of the urban male
population was member of sorgellegium*®® The few membership lists that are pre-

Y2 CIL 11, 6053; CIL 9,23. Patterson 1994, p. 234.G3IE 10, 5796; CIL 11,6378; AE 2000, 531;
AE 2000, 344a. Whether the unspecifimllegia comprised alcollegia or only thetria collegia
(of fabri, centonariianddendrophorj is unclear.

113 Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 355-357; Flambard 19811,54.

114 Cf. Kloppenborg 1996, p. 24.

115 Flambard 1981, p. 154; Van Nijf 2002, p. 308; Mgd.960, p. 313.
118 \/eyne 2000passim(esp. 1170-1172); cf. Van Nijf 1997, p. 22.

U E.g. CIL 12, 523; AE 1974, 123a; AE 1989, 124; CIL 121; CIL 12, 1898 (p 829); CIL 12,
4107, CIL 14, 44.

118\/an Minnen 1987, pp. 68-69.
19CIL 14, 2112.
120 MacMullen 1966, p. 174.
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served are impressive. Not surprisingly the ‘firighde’ associations’ stand out. The
association ofabri et centonariin Milan was divided into 12enturiag each composed
of 10 decuriae*®! In Rome the tentllecuria of the fabri tignuarii alone numbered 22
members and it was only one of 60 sagturiae Over a thousand members of various
collegia are recorded in Ostia and Portus in the late skeonl early third century. In
Portus the corporation of shipbuildefal{ri navale$ counted 353 members in the Sev-
eran period. The corporation fafbri tignuarii of Ostia counted approximately 350 mem-
bers. The guild of théenuncularii tabularii (operating auxiliary vessels in the harbour)
counted 258 members in 192 CE, the lesser guithelenuncularii pleromariicounted
only 24 members in 200. The association of fuller®stia numbered less than 50 in 232
CE'? In Bovillae, the association of thecaenici(performance artists) numbered 60
members in 167 CE?

Some professional associations accepted membertherf trades and many of the non-
professional associations counted important or ilegortant businessmen among there
members?* Associations ofabri are conspicuous in this respect. No doubt theipu
role as fire brigades / civic guards made simijadf profession less an isstfé.Yet,
other colleges as well sometimes accepted outsitéostheir ranks. Thecollegium
harenariorumin Modena counted a linen merchanegotians lanariugsin its ranks:*®
Popillius, a citizen from Lugdunum but in originSequanus who was a producer and
trader of wool (egotiator artis prossarigeproudly affirms both his membershiadper-
tineng and magistracyhpnoratu$ of the college of theutriclarii in Lugdunum?’ In
Ostia the college of the Adriatic sea merchantgptaab into its ranks free of charge, Cn.
Sentius Felix, president of tleiratores navium marinaru@nd patron of 15 otheolle-
gia_lzs

Nevertheless, in most cases access was preferatilgd to persons exercising the same
or similar professions. The statutes ofalegiumof ivory and citrus wood workers in
Rome expressly forbade itsiratoresto enlist anyone who was not eitheredrorariusor
acitriarius.® Pliny promised that he would see to it that dialyri would be enlisted in
the collegium fabrumhe wanted to establish in NicomediaCallistratus notes that the
immunity from public duties granted to the membafrgollegiainto which one was ad-
mitted on the grounds of one’s professional statas limited to members who actually
exercised that profession. The passage confirm®ttisiders could be accepted as mem-
bers, but it also indicates that this was not ndlgnthe case and we may infer that the

121 \Waltzing 1895-1900, | p. 351.

122 Meiggs 1960, p. 317.

123 CIL 14, 2408.

124 See Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 341-342.

125 Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 342-344; Schlippschufi4, . 113.
126 CIL 11,862.

127 CIL 13, 2023; cf. Wierschowski 2001a, p. 353, n894Schlippschuh 1974, p. 54 fars
prossaria Cf. also CIL 11, 862 for aorporatus inter utriclarios

128 C|L 14, 409 (= AE 1999, 407); Meiggs 1960, p. 200.
129\Waltzing 1895-1900, Ill no. 1347.

30 Pliny, Ep. 10,33; cf. supra (although here the aim is propablban aristocrats and ‘dema-
gogues’).
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exceptions were motivated mainly by the immunitgttbould be won by becoming a
member:*

Collegia were not egalitarian societies. A rigid hierarchgs maintained, modelled on
the cities’ political institutions. However, theenarchy within associations differed in
one essential respect from the civic hierarchidsm&mbers of acollegiumenjoyed the

principle right to ascend in the association’s dieny >

The organisation of a particulaollegiumcould vary. Usually, however, at the top stood
magistri, elected for 3 or 5 yearsgjfinquennales Below these we often finduratores
and sometimes treasurerpiéestoresarcarii). The higher one rose in the hierarchy, the
more prestigious one’s position. Like the city nsagites, their offices were considered
honoresand usually entailed considerable expensesjyrama honorariavould be re-
quired when they entered office, as well as financontributions to the association’s
activities. A former magistrate remainkdnoratus™>

We often find these men accumulating elevated joositin various associations with
other status positions and tokens of prestige. Seeneed as public officialsappari-
tores.’** A good example is M. Licinius Privatus, originakiy ordinary member of the
corpus fabrum tignuariorunof Ostia, electedjuingennalisfor 200-204. After donating
50,000 sesterces to the city of Ostia, the cowgaik him the honorary title disellarius
(including a seat of honour in the theatre), aridritheornamenta decurionatusn the
mean time, he had been appoinssdiba decurialis(the highest apparitorial office) in
Rome. Subsequently, he was accepted int@dngus pistorum Ostiensium et Porfilse
corporation of bakers), which outranked tberpus fabrumbecause it was associated
with the imperialannona'® Here too he was elected first to the officejofestorthen to
that of quinquennalis Ultimately, thecollegiumfabrum tignuariorumof Ostia erected a
statue with an inscription in his honour, for whittfe city council provided a public
place. Although Privatus never pushed through tin¢ocity council (probably because he
was of servile descent), his sons and grandsone dly accepted in the council and
eventually acquired the dignity efjuites Romartr®

The pearl-dealer Tuticius Hylas wgsinquennalis perpetuusf the collegium dendro-
phorumin Rome, to which he donated 10,000 sestercethéyearly celebration of his
birthday, and became a member of the (distingujskedos of ‘consular Messengers’
(decuria viatoria consular)s™®’ The fuller T. Sillius Priscus wamagisterand quaestor
of the sodalicium fullonunin Falerio, and twicenagisterand twicequaestorof the col-

31 Dig. 50,6,6,12.

132 \Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 363-368; Christol 20B®yden 1988, pp. 12-17.
133 Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 383-425.

134 On theapparitoresas status-group see Purcell 1983 and Cohen 1984.

135 Herz 1988, pp. 110-113, 169-171; Rickman 198090891; Meigss 1960, p. 274. Vittinghoff
1990, pp. 342-343. It ranked lower than its coyrggrin Rome, but maintained close contacts
with theannonasince the Severan age.

B3e CIL 14, 128; 374; 4569. Royden 1988, pp. 70-71,170.Meiggs 1960, pp. 210-211, 222, 316-
317 (who mistakenly assumes that Privatus waiba of the city of Ostia).

137CIL 6, 1925; Purcell 1983, p. 153.
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legium fabrum His wife becamenater of the sodalicium fullonumwhile his two sons
becamemagistriandquaestore®f thecollegium fabrunt*®

Ranking highest on the ‘associative’ status laddere patrons otollegia'®® A patron
was expected to lend assistance in legal mattatdhydowas primarily an intermediary for
dealings with higher authorities, other associaiand generally anyone with whom his
clientcollegiumdesired to have dealings. Whendlegiumelected someone as patron it
enhanced his reputation greatly because it sighéied thereby affirmed and enforced the
influence and status he enjoyed. Most patrorobégiawere members of the municipal
aristocracy, some were Roman knights or senatoosveMer, a small but conspicuous
number had risen from the ranks of the businessnuamty. Not surprisingly, they
emerge mainly in commercial centres like LugdununAdes in Gaul or Ostia in lItaly,
while elsewhere patronage over associations islynbistited to members of the civic

elites4°

A famous example is the Narbonne based Sex. F&diosndus Musa, patron of tbel-
legium fabrorum subaedianoruamd grand scale dealer in Spanish olive oil angdoum
whoseamphoraewere found on the Monte Testaccio in Rome. In C& he was hon-
oured by thdabri subaedianiwith a statue in a public place accorded by titye a@duncil
and in turn showed his thanks by donating 15,0@fesees to theollegium out of the
proceeds of which yearly festivities and distribng were to be financéd!

The career of C. Sentius Regulianus, a wine antheichant and a barge skipper on the
Arar provides another example. He becametor and patron of theorpus vinariorum
Lugduni in canabis consistentiymrurator of the corpus oleariorum ex Baeticand pa-
tron of thecorpus nautarum AraricarumHis career eventually brought him to Rome
where he was granted equestrian status and sérwadrionaasdiffusor olearius™**

Ti. Claudius Severus rose through the ranks oa#ssciation of fishermen and divers on
the Tiber €orpus piscatorum et urinatorum totius alvei Tilsgribecoming thrice presi-
dent Quinquennaliy before being elected patron. He acquired an @ppaf post adec-

tor decurialisin Rome. In 206 CE, he placed statues of the eongsrd his mother as
well as of himself in the association’s club hoasel donated a fund of 10,000 sesterces
to the association, the proceeds of which wereetalibtributed yearly among its mem-

bers!®

The sea skipper M. Frontonius Euporus, s&gr augustaliat Aquae Sextiaeurator of
the association afavicularii mariniat Arles, and patron of threautae Druenticorunand

138 AE 1999, 599 (= CIL 9, 5450); Royden 1988, pp.-215, no. 321.

139 Clemente 1972; Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 425-44én Nijf 1997, pp. 95-100; Van Nijf
2003; Christol 2003 (esp. p. 330).

190 Clemente 1972, pp. 166-167, 190-191, 224.

141 CIL 12, 4393 (p 846) (= AE 1992, 1225); Cels 1976.
142 CIL 6, 29722. On thdiffusoressee Le Roux 1986.
43CIL 6, 1872.
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of theutriclarii corporati from Ernaginunt* The Ostian based corn merchant M. lunius
Faustus was patron of the associations of the dirand Sardinian skippe's.

With businessmen as patrons we have come to theftiye social hierarchy in the asso-
ciative order. At this level associative hierarchiterlock with civic hierarchies; we find
businessmen being honoured by the city councihdgeb-opted into the council or re-
ceiving theornamenta decurionatusachieving municipal magistracies and sometimes
gaining equestrian rank. Among freedmen, membersiiphe college ofseviri au-
gustalegwho were appointed by the city council) is freque

Sex. Fadius Secundus Musa, whom we mentioned &snpat thecollegium fabrorum
subaedianorumwas a prominent member of the city council, hagrbelected to all
regular magistracies and was appointedator primusof the temple of Augustus. The
corn dealer M. lunius Faustus, whom we mentioneglaéi®n of the associations of Afri-
can and Sardinian skippers in Ostia, had likewis# h splendid political career in Ostia,
being co-opted into the city council before beingcted duumvir He was furthermore
appointed priest to the deified Tituga(men divi Tit) and priest of the cult of Rome and
Augustus flamen Romae et Augustt®

How representative they were of their ‘class’ ipassible to tell. The inscriptions are not
very helpful. The question we need to ask is nat lmeany aristocrats admit being or
having been in business, but how many aristoceateining silent about their economic
interests, had a background in business. Thisgeestion the inscriptions by definition
are unable to provide an answer‘to.

The hierarchies of the associative order were plybéxpressed and displayed. Patrons,
magistrates and former magistrates were rewardeddityle tokens of honour; seats of
honour were reserved for them at banquets, larggiops were given them, honorific
decrees were voted, busts and statues of them evected in club houseBasti going
back several generations were drawn and inscriséidg the names of thieonorati**®
Depending on the public importance of the assasiatin question, the cities joined in by
conferring privileges or public tokens of esteem.

As in the case of the civic order, the honorificuna of magistracies in the associative
order and the symbols and ceremonies attacheceilodhities, express and constitute the
symbolic capital acquired by them. Not coincidegtéie costs involved in theollegids
activities, both internal (communal meals, maintex@aof the club house, ...) and exter-
nal (participation in festivities and ceremoniesonour of the city gods, participation in
electoral propaganda, ...), were largely financedth® fees and benefactions of their
honoratiand patrons, who were expected to show genenusitgrds their colleges, both
freely (ob liberalitaten) and — for magistrates — as an inherent part @f flanction pb
honoren). Thus, thecollegia set the stage for a legitimate and legitimisingptily of

144 CIL 12, 982.

145CIL 14, 4142.

146 CIL 14, 4142.

147 Cf. a similar tendency faugustalesTassaux 2000, p. 407.

198 Waltzing 1895-1900, | pp. 399-400; Lendon 1997%.Royden 1988, p. 18. On the symbolic
importance of these lists see Van Nijf 2002, pf2-334.
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wealth, both by demanding considerable monetaryribaions and by creating solidar-
ity groups capable of receiving collective benedtatg.

In the associations successful businessmen cobldacpositions of leadership and es-
teem. It was primarily here that they could transfaheir economic capital in social and
symbolic capital, eventually allowing them or thelvildren to join the ranks of the aris-
tocracy** The associations institutionalised social mohiligying out a clear trajectory
for the upwardly mobile. An ambitious businessmarew precisely what to do and
which norms to conform to in order to rise (evetijanto the aristocracy itself.

Moreover, the benefits gained by acquiring symbasisets in the associative order, were
not only immaterialCollegia were relatively durable organisations, able to musbn-
siderable social resources, ranging from manpowerohduct or to suppress social re-
volts to quid-pro-quo contacts crossing social gadgraphical borders. Access to these
resources depended on the position one occupiddihwvtite associative order.

Ethos and mentality

In studying economic mentality, scholars have nyoflsitused on elite-values, which are
relatively well documented. The concept of ‘antatiry socialisation’ has been a popular
duck hole to argue for the applicability of elitalwes to understand the behaviour of
traders and financiers. However, elite values anlg of limited use to understand eco-
nomic decision making by ‘entrepreneurs’.

If we want to understand the working of Roman besinpractices, the ethos and values
of Roman businessmen need to be studied in theirriyht!*>° Methodologically, this is
difficult because the values and opinions of bussnercles were never systematised or
transformed into a recognisable ideology. The ‘sthaf Roman businessmen never
transgressed the level of non systematised — somgteven non conceptualised — dispo-
sitions. In order to understand this ‘ethos’ onedeto understand the psychological dis-
positions of businessmen, their viewpoints on thewes and others, on their social envi-
ronment, the social fields in which they operated,their actions, motives and objec-
tives; in short we should be looking for the specifabitus of businessmen and how it
was formed.

Needless to say this issue is far too complex tydsted as an annex to what | have here
called ‘the associative order’ or the different ggdures of status-affirmation. Neverthe-
less, the effects of the associations and the slycnbader they generated on the forma-
tion of this ‘ethos-habitus’ is too large to ignore

The associations constituted the prime social fraonke within which businessmen lived
and operated. To a large extent they moulded thilsgeography within which social
positions at sub-aristocratic level were assigaeduired and changed. Thus, the institu-
tional structures of the associations and of teginbolic order were where the ethos-
habitus of businessmen was fornied.

149 Bollman 1998, p. 205 on sons patronising collégeshich their fathers occupied leadership
positions.

150 verboven 2004.
151 See Bourdieu 2000, pp. 256-300 for the formatimtesses of habitus.
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This was further facilitated because the associativere ‘corporate’ groups — with
clearly defined membership criteria, common purppsemmon actions, collective iden-
tities, etc. — constituting recognisable solidagtgpups able to exert social pressure on its
(would-be) members. By doing so they bridged the lgetween class identity — by which
a person is identified through impersonal categbriags such amegotiator curialis,
arator etc. — and group identity — by which a persordentified as member of a distinct
social group. As such they played an important jpatthe regeneration of value systems,
proper to that specific social group and class.

The hierarchic structure of the associations amdetmphasis placed on honour and the
display of honour within the associations refledfeel situation in Roman society at large
and helped to perpetuate the system. This is obuidien we look at the interaction be-

tween the associations as institutions upholdimgabsociative order, and the cities and
imperial administration as institutions upholdirg tcivic order. The privileges accorded

by municipal and imperial administrations refleceattl created a hierarchy between the
associations and thereby within the associativeratdelf.

At the same time, however, the associative ordexr mvach more ‘democratic’ than the

civic order. The general assembly of an associatiorembers remained the ultimate

legislative and elective body of the group, in whamy man’s vote weighed as much as
that of any other. Private wealth and the willingg¢o spend it on community (i.e. the
association’s) purposes were the sole requirentgrascending the association’s hierar-
chy.

The associative order imbued its members not juit & desire to attain honour by

spending private means on the community (i.e. Bingk economic assets for symbolic
assets), it also created an open link between wealti honour, justifying and encourag-
ing the desire to make money and allowing successfsinessmen to attain positions of
honour and influence in ways that were deemed idbly the aristocracy and its cul-

tural satellites.

Eventually, no doubt, most of these self-made nii&r, Trimalcio, followed Cicero’s
advice and withdrew from active involvement in ®aar finance, reinvesting their for-
tune in country estates. By then, however, theylétidheir mark infasti, statues, honor-
ific decrees, altars and so forth, decoratingdtigolaeof associations as well as public
buildings throughout the city, confirming and jégtig their course of life and showing
the way to otherssalve lucrum

Koenraad Verboven
FSR Postdoctoral Research Fellow
Ghent University (Belgium)
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