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I. INTRODUCTION®

t is the purpose of this work to collect and present in context

the names of members of a somewhat neglected group, the

candidates in Roman elections for magistracies and priest-
hoods in the Middle and Late Republic who competed unsuc
cessfully. In the listing of these candidates for the major
magistracies, the consulship, the practorship, and the aedile
ships, | have arra iged those for each magistracy in two groups.
The first consists of the candidates who competed throughout
urnitil the votes were counted and the victors announced, candi-
dates who had suffered defeat (repilas) in the full sense of the
wiord, The second group, [ess certain and more vaguely defin-

able, consists of those who began to compete and either withs-
drew or were prevented from proceeding further. Some, who
merely began to canvass for support, or whose application tor

candidacy (ratio) was not accepted by the presiding magistrate,

were technically not candidates at all, but they should still be
considered in relation to the competbibion. Although examples
mav be cited from other P-e-l".l.l-:;ih. the .'.'I.'I'i'!:'l.1 that is chiefly con-
sidered runs from 218 B.C., the beginning of the Second Punic
War, to 44 B.C.. the assassination of Julius Caesar, the period
for which the sources, among which Livy and Cicero are the
most important, provide more details about candidates for elec-
tive office.

Like ourselves, the REomans of the Republic were much more
interested in recording the achievements and preserving the
memory of the victorious candidates. Relatively few of the
names of defeated candidates have been preserved, even in
vears when there appears to have been no lack of competition.
Some have won a place in the record through involvement in
|:|1I:1-|'|_'-ili|:1!_'i incidents and others because l|=l.':-. appear in personal
anecdotes. A i-||_:,-_|'| percentage of the defeated candidates for the
|'|'||1:-..1_|::-c|1_1|'| are recorded because they l.'l:!-l.‘-1}':'|l.'!.1 in a time of cri-

gis. as in 216, or in an election of special interest, as in 189, and

-
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CANDIDATES DEFEATED [N ROMAN ELECTIONS
many more of them (over half) because thes persisted until they
were sucoessful, and often they had distinguished later careers

The known MATIES e ?I*-l-:'l.! .II':"'.!'I.II'IL".'.L'.I..l.'_ '.'.'il:|1 |_i|_,_'_||-_'-:1 Ol
sources, under each of the magistracies in order—first the con
--|_||--.i:"|'|_ then the -.-:'I':H-.'\-."H|'|||_" then in SUCCESSION, thie |'||__:._-:-;|;-.|'|iF-I
the aedileships, the tribunate of the plebs, the quaestorship,
and the one lone 1."-.|||'I}'|l." of defeat for the military tribunate:
and, finally, the defeated candidates for the major priestly col-
leges, with inclusion of the pontifex maximus, elections for all
of which were held under "-|'l-.'l.i-|| conditions. For the first throe,
the consuls, censors, and praetors, the elections were held in
the Comnitis turiaka, with a consul or an interrex as presiding
magistrate; tor the curule aediles, the quaestors, and other mi-
nor magistracies, they were held in the Comilia Iribula, with a
consul or a praetor in charge, but the tribunes and the aediles of
the plebs were elected in the Concilium Plebis with a tribune as
presiding officer. In the times when the laws required elections
o :'I'---'i'l'-i"l.'l‘~-':I'.}1 in the ;":Il.'*-u'.|'-.' |.'l.l|||'_|:_|"-_ they were held in a spe-
cial tribal assembly of 17 tribes, chosen by lot from the total
number of thirty-five, with a consul in charge.! Only the elec-
tions for the consulship provide a considerable number of exam-
|";1'*~ of defeated candidates, and these constitute a very small
proportion of the probable number who were defeated in the
elections throughout the years,

Lack of evidence makes it hazardous to attempt even an ap
proximate estimate of the number of the defeated consular can-
didates between 218 and 44 B.C. The total number of candidates
In any one year 15 known only for four elections, those for 216,
1%d, 164, and 63. In 216, according to Livy (22.34-35), there were
six, three patricians for the one available patrician place, and
three plebeians; the addition of L. Aemilius Paullus brings the

total to seven. For 192, there were seven (Liv. 35.10.2-3), three

patricians and four plebeians. For 184, Livy (39.13.2) lists four
patricians and three plebeians, seven in all, six of whom had
been deleated betore. For 63, the vear of Cicero's |_|_||'|~1|_:|:-L|‘1|:'-__
Ascomus (B20) lists seven candidabes, two patricans and five
plebeians. For 192 and 189, Livy (35.24.4; 17.47 7)) names the
three patricians in each yearn who were rivals for the single
available place, and the one plebeian who was successful, M'.
Acilius Glabrio for 191, and ! Fulvius Mobilior for 189, As

e, i Ii
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INTRODUCTION

Briscoe? points out in the case of Glabrio, it 15 quite unlikely that
either of them was elected unopposed. This information 1s

learlyv an insufficient base for a numerical estimate, but it may
¢ worth noting that it there were an average of three deteated

o
k
|

candidates for the consulship, a number less than the four or
five in the examples cited above, in each year from 218 to 44, the
total would be 522, more than 12 times the total of known de
feated candidates listed below.

If such a situation is even approximately correct, one can as-
sume, especially with the development of the Leges Annales and
a rn_-:_;|_||.L|| Cursus honorun, that with very rare exceplions {such
as Pompey), candidates for the major magistracies were already
senators. The facts that there were only two consulships each

yvear, with only occasional opportunity for a suflect, and that

praetorships were not numerous (two from 242 to 227, hour to
197, and in effect six until Sulla raised the number to eight),
when considered with the |1r|,:|'-,||_l||,' number of candidates 1n
each election, suggest that at almost all times the Senate in
cluded a considerable number of defeated candidates It is }‘."'."|"
able that in a bodv, once of three hundred and later of six
hundred members, many in the lower positions wiould have nel-
ther the means nor the desire to compete for the higher magis
tracies, but among those who competed only a few could be
elected, and many even among those who could count on ska-
tus, means, and support were likely still to fail in the contest tor
the praetorship and the consulship. One cannot do more than
Sped ulate on the effect of this, but given that election depended
largely on personal connections, slatus, and support, and less
On programs for i._-:.:_ia'_,:1|.,'-_'| or reform, the general tre nd, in spite
of personal rivalries, resentments, and enmities, would proba
blv tend to be conservative and assimilative. Attacks on senato-
:._'|| .||,|I:|'||||||'. WWhET ||'.*-I'I:|"|.i'-l'

In the record of many of the candidates for the consulship
listed below defeat was only a temporary setback. Many per
sisted and attained the consulship in a later yvear, and some, as
foor |_--.,.'|;'|':|'|||-. W Aemilius | |'|_"I:‘|'.I*- (Mo, 2, below) or L. Aemilius
Paullus (MNo. 4, below), achieved careers of great distinction. O
the 41 candidates listed in © i'.-.:i"ll r 11, Part 1, below, 24 won the
consulship by repeated attempts. lwo of them, P2 Rubfilius Kufus
(Mo I and Ser. Sulpicoius Kutus (No. 37) attained it only alter
ten vears for the former and eleven for the latter, though with
little apparent ettort on their part. Un the whole, there is a high
proportion oOf later victors




CANDIDATES DEFEATED IN ROMAN ELECTIONS

>everal passages in Livy suggest that a defeat, at least of can-
didates of noble family, might favor rather than prejudice suc-
cess In a later atternpt. The later success of Scipio Nasica (No.
14) 158 reported with the comment: LI dilatum viro lali. non -
fm, hororem apparered conswlatus dalus est™ (Liv. 35.24.5). In the
hotly contested election for the consulship of 184, the three pa

trician candidates are described as “veferes cands 5 el ab repul

LT (Il PRPERG Regniis

(Liv, 39.25.6), and the attitude of the plebeian candidates is sim-

larly expressed, “et i repulsis in spemt impetrandi tandem aliguando
nonoris dilati.” We are not told if this aroused some extra resent-
ment when E Claudius, with the help of active canvassing by
his brother, who was a consul in office at the time. waon thie
patrician place on his first attempt

As | noted above, it is a generally, and rightly, accepted view
that the success of candidates for office in Boman elections de-
pended largely upon their personal status and connections, and
the support and favor they could secure by personal contacts
and by canvassing the voters, and that il depended much less,
-'w.u'|1|' N extreme cases, or in a time of crisis, on statements of
policy or a legislative program.® For what it may be worth, a
consideration of the defeated candidates makes its small contri-
bution in support and confirmation of this view of the M por-
tance of personal factors. But some room should be left, as
Cicero’s remarks in the Pro Murena and the Pro Plancio empha-
size, for the volatilitv of the voters and the changeable nature of
popular favor.?




1. CANDIDATES FOR THE CONSULSHIF
1. Candidates Defeated in Elections

Hins Glabrio (35) Pr. 196

A candidate for the consulship ol 192, Glabrio competed
with three patricians, I Cornelius Scipio MNasica (35U; see
below. No. 14). Cn. Manlius Vulso (91; see below, No. 25),
and L. Quinctius Flamininus (43), and three plebelans n
Domitius Ahenobarbus (18), C. Laelius (2 sed below, No
18). and C. Livius Salinator (29; see below, MNo. 1)1 |
Flamuninus and Cn. Domitius were elected. The next year
Glabrio, most ;~|:-':u.:~i*.' with the support of the Scipios, was

elected to the :'\."'"I"'-:IIE-I'Il'i"' of 191 (MRER 1.352)
M. Aemilius Lepidus (68) Pr. 191

Lepidus was a candidate for the consulship ot 154, whi
was criticized at that time for leaving his province, Bacily

without first securing permission trom the Senate, in order

to compete (Liv 37.47.6). His competitors tor the one poss

ble patrician place were Cn Manlius Vulso (91; see below,
Mo, 25 and M. Valenus Messalla (252 see below, No. 41
and the plebelan M. Fulvins Nobilior (91) ulvius

elected alone, as none of the others had received a mapority

of the votes of the centuries. According to Livy's account
Fulvius took office at once, and on the next day presided
aver the election of his colleague. Casting Lepidus down,
he announced the election of Manlius.®? Messalla had re

ceived little or no support (fecuil)




CANDIDATES DEFEATED IN ROMAN ELECTIONS

MNear the end of the consular year 189, Lepidus. this time
a candidate for the consulship of 188, was again defeated in
an election over which his enemy. Fuly s, presided as con-
sul, and cast him down again.® Livy reports no names of
other candidates besides those of the victors, M. Valerius
Messalla (252) and C. Livius Salinator (29). who had both
been defeated the previous year. | epidus was finally elected
to the I.I.II'IHI,J|'--"I:|" of 1875 (MER 1.367), and later became fa-
mous for his brilliant career as consul for a second Hime,
censor, pontitex maximus, and princeps senatus (see MER

Index, X.526)

L4 N - fa I TR i Yo e 5
VIARE, Aenans | s Lianis (60) I'r. by 81

According to Cicero,® the stinginess of Mamercus in by
passing, although he was wealthy, the aedils ship with its
expensive burden of public games and entertainm nts, led
b his defeat when ill.'-..l"l':!'h.".l.':i tor the l.'l.!|'|-I||-._E|:|1, Hix pre
vious associations with Sulla led Badian and Sumner® to
identity him as the candidate for the |,|,!r'|'\-\.|.|i"-.|";i|_l of 78 whom
sulla favored over the M. Aemilius Lepidus (72) who was
elected with Pompey's support (MER 2.116). A fragment
from  Sallust's Hisforiest suggests that the Mamercus in
whose favor the elder C. Scribonius Curio (107 was asked to
withdraw trom the competition for the consulship of 77 had
previously submitted himself to the votes of the people.
With this aid, Mamercus wis elected for 77, On Curia. cee
beloaw, € |'.-Ii'!|'| [I, Part 2, No. 23

Aerrrions Panllus (114) Pr. 191

Aemilius Paullus, when a candidate for the consulship of

154, was one of a group of three patricians whom Livy de-




CANDIDATES FOR THE CONSULSHIF

acribes as veleres candidatos.” He must therefore have com-

F"'"‘I‘ in some previous year, or even, as Valerins Maximus

vaguely suggests (7.5.3: aliguoliens frustra consulatum peliit),

had done so more than once. This candidacy must be dated
after his return early in 187 from Asia Minor, where he was
one of a senatorial committee of ten legates who assisted
Manlius YVulso in the settlement after the deteat of Anho-
chus the Great (MER 363, 367)

For the consulship of 184, Paullus competed for the one
available patrician place with . Fabius Labeo (91; see be
low, No. 16) and Ser. Sulpicius Galba (57; see below, No.
35), both of whom were, like himself, veferes candudati, and P
Claudius Pulcher (305), whose brother, the consul then in
office, |,.|1|'.}:.:'||:_;|".l.'|.| actively on his behalf and secured his
election. The three |'l|l'|"l.'f-:‘:|1 candidates (grafio
Wit re l_?. lerembius © ulleo (43 see below, No. 37,
bitis I.\,I."I"_"'i'!llll"'\- (44: see below, Mo. 7), and L. Porcius Licinus

T T

I'\- l.'.'|'||| WS |_'-:-c'-\.'|_l:'l\.! .'III'II':::'_ 'I.'-'i::'l II i I-I':I.I'li:'| LIVIES I I 172

M. Aemilins Scawrus (140) Pr. by 119

Scaurus, when a candidate for the consulship of 116, was
defeated, surprisingly, as Cicero remarks,” by U Fabius
yaximus Eburnus (211). He was elected the next year to the
consulship of 115. He was censor in 19, and princeps sen-
atus from 115 until his death in 89 or 88 (MRR 1.532; Z.9%)

Vurelins Cotta (102) Pr. F0

Cotta, and L. Manlius Ton (79, when they were
candidates 1n 66 oI the const ||i:_'“- of 6o, were deteated in
the regular election bv ' Cornelius Sulla (386) and I Aukro-
nius Pactus (7). The victors were in turn accused of ambitis
under the Lex l'..|!i'-'.,:||".|.| of 67. P Sulla by the YOUNEET |
Manlius, son of the defeated candidate, and upon convic-

tion were debarred from office (Cic. Sulla 11, 49-50, 81; Fin




CANDIDATES DEFEATED IN ROMAN ELECTIONS

Ascon. 88 C; cf. MRER 2.157).% Cotta and Torquatus
were successful in the supplementary election (MRER 2.157).

Haeus .'E.'".'_:'.':.'.".n {41} Pr. 199

A candidate for the .:-|'~.::|--|1il[:- of 184, Baebhius .__:.1|-_|1._-:..--L-|

with four patricians and two I_"Iu_-l:lu,-'._‘;rn (Liv, 3% .32.8: =zpp

above, on L. Aemilius Paullus [114], No. 4), when P Claudius

*fulcher (305) and L. Porcius Licinus (25) were elected. Livy's
wich x

statement (39.52.8: et i repulsis i spewir Bandem ALRgEa e m

fronorns dilall) reveals thal Bacbius and the other i'n!.:--
beians had been defeated candidates before. Baebius was
elected consul for 182 (Liv. 39.56.4: MER 1.381-382)

tilirenus (Bellienus 4, ¢f. 3y Pr o ca. 107

C. Billienus was a praetor probably ca. 107 and proconsul

in Asia the following vear (MRE 1.551. 552 note 3. 553, Ac-
cording to Cicero he would have attained the consulship if
he had not chanced upon the period of the continuous se

ries held by Marius and the limitation thev caused (Brui

175 Myvprtey s ST IN] AT R T e < =1
{ MR M 1 wl L i FERLIRE SEENTITIS COSTTEE

1
TS 2 Fatlas 2
s DOMSMITNE & I oas

fiomis angustias mcidisset). Sumner interprets this passage to
R REEE IR I!:.l'. :"Il. WwWas a ..Ir'll,1i|,|.|ll_' ||,!I ::||,' ,;||:'-,:.|§-.|'|iF"*-_ I'_'\-|_l|'.:|||!_'-\-\.
more than once, in the !':-.'I.n.':i from 104 to 101, and was de-
feated (Orators 105). See Wiseman, New en, 217, no. 69
and RKichard ]. Evans, “Missing Consuls, 104-100 A

atudy in Prosopography,” LCM 10 (1985) 7

In spite of the very considerable and well-recognized
achievements of Metellus Macedonicus in Macedonia and
Lreecce during and after his practorship, and his triumph
(MEK 1.461, 464, and 487), he was defeated for the consul

"'-'I;l""‘ of both 145 and 144. _-"._|_'|_|_:|'.1|'!'I:|; to the Auctor Dy Virs

LT




CANDIDATES FOR THE CONSULSHIFY

ustribus (61.3), his stern and severe personality (severifas)
repelled the voters, and still made difficult his success
finally winning election in 143."" He was eclected censorn

131 (MEE 1
Caprarins (84 Pr. by 117 or 116

Velleius terms Metellus © Aprarius a candidate for the con-
sulate (1.11.7: candidatus consulatus) at the time of the death

of hiz father Macedonicus in 115. If Shatzman is right in dat

ing that death early in the year, Capranus may either have
] ;

withdrawn from competing or have been defeated in the

elections for 114, as he was consul

lus Numidicus (97) Cos. 104

» b g o - i . T ¥ouikq
Plutarch (Marius 28.4-6), quoting as his source Kutilius

Rufus, a contemporary of Marius and admittedly his enemy,
records that Marius when competing in 101 for his sixth
consulship, secured the defeat of a “Wetellus and the elec-
tion of his rival, L. Valerius Flaccus (176) (""'more a servant
than a colleague™), by profuse expenditures and buying ol
votes.1* As this Metellus is described as a leader whom Mar
ius feared, to whom he had been ungratetul, and whom he
was scheming with Saturninus and Glaucia to remove [rom
Rome, the evidence points convincingly to Numidicus, The
series of consulships held in succession by Marius probably
removed the objection that Mumidicus® hirst one was less
than ben Vears I".'|;'|||,': ana s l,l,"l'-.l'r"-.l'll!_"‘-. 1 |'\-|_ £ & -'I."i'-.' in
02 (MRE 1.567), almost certainly ended in 101 in Bime for
him to compete for a second consulship in 100.* His deleat
o Sal-

removed a barrier to the passage of the agraran law (
arninus and the tumultuous activities of Caturninus and

Glaucia in 100 (MER 1274, 3/3=23/0],
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CANDIDATES DEFEATED 1IN ROMAN ELECTIONS
1. Calidivs (4) Pr. 57

A candidate for the « |l|‘:'-.|,!|-.|1iF‘:- of 50, M. Calidius. a lead-
'.|':.|:_
Aemilius Paullus {(61) and C. Claudius Marcellus (216). CF.
Caelius Kulus in Cic. Fam. 8.4.1: M. Calidius ab revulsa
latiim. Shackleton Bailev has shown that in Cic AM.
and 6.8.3 Cicero refers to Calidius, not to Lucilius Hirrus.
and suggests that the latter passage,'s which is dated to Oc
tober 1, 50, may refer to a second candidacy and defeat, this
bHme for the -.'-:'-:lh.i_||-.|1i|_: af 49 (CLA 3, _-'L_PP I, PP 314 -315).
e Marshall, Asconius, 128

orator in his time, was defeated by the election of L.

FRp
L g
= 3 -
L

¥ 1Y 5

L. Cassius Loneinus (64) Pr. 66

A candidate for the consulship of 63, Cassius is named by
Asconius as one of Cicero’s six :.IIII'I|‘|.|_-|i|_|_'-|'H. and is |',||'||\;|-..__:
with C. Antonius (19) as a plebeian nobilis. ' In the Commen
fariolim Pefibions (7), he is named with P L:-I_li'!""ll_ll_]'-\. Galba
(22) as an unlikely candidate. In 63 he supported Catiline,
and was condemned to death on the motion of . lunius
Silanus (163). consul designate for 62,7 See Marshall, Asco

nins, 252, 284, On Galba, see below, No. 34.

f 1

L. Cornelins Lentulus Niger (254) Pr. by 61, Flamen Martialis

A candidate for the consulship of 58, Lentulus Niger was
deteated by the election of A. Gabimius (11} and L. Cal-
purnius Piso (80), the candidates supported by the so-called

First Tnumvirate and the tribune B Vatinius (3)

[=

! oy o g L i R e Lo ¥ 106E
L. Cornelivs Scrpo {Asmabicus) (337) Pr. 195

A candidate for the -.'-:'-'.'lh.'.li'-.l'.i}: of 191, L. f'".i}‘l.'l l.'l.lll'lhg-h_-.i
with two patricians, PP Cornelius Scipio MNasica (350), his
cousin, and Cn. Manlius Vulso (91), for the one patrician
Mlace (Liv 5. 24 . 4-5). P 1':H.I‘I"'.l.' and M’ Acilius Glabrio
;i

) who had both been defeated th |1|-e".'i|'|||-1 VEAT [(See b=




CANDIDATES FOR THE CONSULSHITP 11
low, Mo, 14: and above, No. 1) were elected. ™

L. SCipio was
elected consul the next vear, for 190 (MER 1.35¢

h I W)

P Corneliiis Scipio Nasica (350) Pr. 194

A candidate for the consulship of 192, Scipio Nasica faced
intense competition from the patricians Cn. Manhus YVulso
(91) and L. Quinctius Flamininus (45) for the one patrician
place, as well as from four leading plebeians (Liv. 35.10.1
10). Much to Livy's surprise, since a Cornelius (Merula)
alsiy }:r.,-:,':-j-_'-:_i over the election,*® 54 ii'-l-.'- Masica was defeated
by L. Quinctius, who was elected along with Cn. Domitius
-'I;I'_._-|':|_:-|'|.||'|_1|;~. (18). He won gasily the next vear. See above,
No. 13, on L. Sapio (377)

Q. Cornificius (7) Pr. by 66

Cornificius was oneg e weaker candidates tor the con-
sulship of 63 (Cic. At 1.1.1). On him and on C. Licinius

:
p
Sacerdos (154) Asconius (B2C) remarks: ducs qur lantum How

] : I [ A
prifii ex familns suis magistratum adepti eranl,. oee =B, LLA

1.290: Wiseman, New Men, 227, no. 139 Marshall, Ascomus

4 |.|'|I'|"' '.;'-Jll IMT. [ e

A candidate for the -.|l|'.*-|‘.'|*-:‘1'.|" of 184, Labeo was one of
the three competing patricians in Livy's account (39.32.6

A RS, .\,!|'I_E Wihno were

13} whom he describes as peleres cam
all defeated by P Claudius Pulcher (305). See above, on |
Aemilivg Paullus (114), No, 4. There is no mention of the

date of his previous candidacy, but it must have been later

|
i
=
k)

Q% IxAD0R

than 188. He was elected to the ':.:'I':"-I-'l‘-'l'-|" of 183
1.378).

. Iunius Stlanes (163) Pr. b
Cicero mentions Silanus as a rival of a certain Thermus
far the l_'l_!|'|'\-\.|_|:_'-||'|i|,' of 64 (Aff. 1.1.2). Thermus was very
probably the C. Marcius Figulus [(65) who was elected,
i

along with L. lulius Caesar (145), to the consulship of that

Tobe Lix
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viear, a L) Minucius Thermus adopled by a Marcius I'i.'-:.
ulus.?! [t is not known whether Silanus continued his candi-
dacy or withdrew. He was elected to the -.-.'-."I"uil:"'-l'lil-: of &2
[ -_l I'.'\"\.

§ oy ¥y
LIVESIN L, il ¥ i | |

Laelius (2) Pr. 196

Laelius was a candidate in the hotly contested election for
!;“I"'.i'll!"'\-lli"'-llir:"'\- of 192 (Liv. 35.30.5=-10; cee above, Mo, 1. on
M. Acilius Glabrio [35]). He was defeated,* in spite of direct
support trom Sapio Africanus, by Cn. Domibius Ahenobar-
bus (18), but was elected bwo vears later to the consulship of
i), with L. Scipio, brother of Africanus, as his colleague

YA § T
LivIRs 1 500)

[he vounger Laelius was a candidate for the ._._-r-|a.h|_||3.hi-|';|'| of

- B 3 B - 1 - 1 i
141, but was debeated by O |:|||'||1.,-1_|.-. (2. the first Pom

peius to attain the office. The close friend and supporter of
Laclius, 5 Ipio Acmilianus, thereupon renounced his friend
ship for Pompeius because he was soliciting support for
himself while Scipio, his patron, and Laelius were expecting
“'ll_;"'_'."'lllf trom I'II-"I: - |.!|'i||_:'\1 WwWion |_"'||_'.,'||-:|:'| Ty l_|‘||_I ._._||'|-\.|__||-\.\,|"||':'\.

of 14, the next vear (MER 1,479
cinins Sacerdos (1543 Pr

An unsuccessful candidate for the consulship of 63
| | H i 1 wa
distinguished but not novns (Asconius 82C). See above.
= = : A
15, on L. Cormificius (7). See Wiseman, New Men, 237
- ; ' . i
<22 cf, MEK 3.124. There is no record of a candidac
i 1 - . i — 3 1 % -\-.
TWEEN s }‘I-Il.'ll.:I"-!'I‘.|" in 75 and the elections for 63,

Marshall, Asconius. 2R3
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wis Salinator (299 Pr. 202

An unsuccesshul candidate in the hotly contested election
for the consulship of 192 (Liv. 35.10.3; see above, No. 1, on
M. Acilius Glabrio). He may be the €. Livius Salinator who
held a second praetorship in 191 (Liv. 35.24.6; VIRE 1.353),
won a victory over the fleet of Antiochus the Great,
was elected to the consulship of 188 (Liv. 38.35
] .365).

Luccemis O o (6) Pr. b
A candidate for the consulship of 59 (Cic. Al 1.14.7
17.11: cf. Asconius 91C). He allied himselt with his bellow
candidate, C. Iulius Caesar. but was deleated by Laesar's ri

] L | (e
LS | o |

val and enemy, M. Calpurnius Bibulus (Suet

MER 2,187 Mo other candidacy of his 18 recorded
|._:' .I itatis ':..-'---'--:-l'- -..I r I."-\.' 1

As a candidate for the consulship, Catulus, a member of a
5_‘~||.-;-‘--.-|_|:| farmily |l||||||i:||':‘:: since the First Punic War, wa
defeated three times. Cicero mentions all three 1in the Fr
Plamcio 10 a senes of l."h.-|:|'||-!|l.'-\. ostensibly intended to show
luventiug Laterensis, the prosecutor of Plancius, and him
self the deteated l\.',,!l"'.l\.:.ll'iulh'- for the curule acdile .E'II," | 58 D2
lowe, Aediles, Mo, 5, how unstable and I.'|'|;_‘~:-'-|Z-.I-I::'|l.' thie
i'\-|||_"|||.|‘: eglechions really were, atulus was defeated tirst bor
the consulship of 106 by C. Atilius Serranus (64), “a mohlis
bk |_:I,I-_"|_'. '--I_|,:|"I|1' (Cie. e 2 MER 1.553), second,
the consulship of 105 by C. Mallius Maximus (13),
merely ignoble, but mean and contemptible™ (Plan
ik 1 i

Vur 56 o Ann). and third, tor the -..l|'~-|.|~-"'|:i'l of T4 by

. Flavius Fimbria (5

F .
o HEHS PO, .Ii'I:I a man of spirik
ind sense”® Catulus was at last elected tor the --'I'“.'-I.Il'-|'l|.=
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of 102 wath Marius as his colleague at a ime when the final
struggle with the Cimbri and the Teutones was imminent

(MEE 1.567)
Manlius Torguatus (79) Pr. by 68

When a candidate for the consulship of 65, Torquatus was
deteated in the regular election by the patrician, P Cor-
nelius Sulla (386), buat after the conviction of the two wvic tors,
Sulla and Autronius Pactus (see .'||'\-|_|'-.'|_-__ MNOo. 6, on | Al
relius Cotta [102]) for ambilus, he and his .,-;'-|||_~.'|_:_;|||,'~ Lot
were successful in the ensuing second election

Crn. Manlius Vulso (91) Pr. 195

A candidate tor the consulship of 192 (Liv. 35.10.2), Man
lius was deteated by the election of L. Quinctius Flamininus
(43) and Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus (18). He was again a
candidate the next year for the -:_-;'-:|:~.1||w.|'|iF:- of 191, with L.
Cornelius Scpio (337) and PP Cornelius Scipio MNasica (350)
as competitors for the one patrician place, which Nasica
won (Liv. 35.24.4-5: see above, Mo, 13, on L. Cornelius
scipio [377]). Manlius was finally elected to the consulship

of 189 (MER 1.360). See also Briscoe, Comm. 2, 180

W i) o
YEANCINS FIgiHins {hL)

A prominent jurisconsult, Marcius Figulus, was a de-
teated candidate for the -.-:1."|=.'.|.:*-.|'.i}‘= in an unknown Vear
Valerius Maximus records that, stung by his defeat, he dis-
missed with a rebuke the crowd that came to consult him
the next dav.¥ As he was a son of the consul of the same
name who held office in 162 and 156 (MER 1.441, 447, his
candidacy and the incident may be dated about 130 B.C. See

; £ s (
VW, Kunkel, Herkunft undg SOCL e "'||'|';I_'i:.'.' 4

T I e
i T FORERCER TS

e . 14, no. 22.
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—41 Ill. I'l"u' "||:'|

A candidate tor the |.'l.'|1-~'.|:*~||i-':" of 93, he was defeated by
. Valerius Flaccus (168), and, most surprisingly, by M.
Herennius (101.2% He was elected consul for 91, and to the
censorship in 86 (MRER 2.20, and 54)

L. Opimius (4) Pr. 125

A candidate for the consulship ot | i
feated when Gaius Gracchus, then tribune of the plel

(MRR 1.513, 517), gave his support to C. Fannius M. f. ()
(Plut. CG 8.2: 11.2-3). As the intluence of Gracchus declined

during the following year, Opimius won election to the con

W | () e TR

'\-\.||I'\-\..!!":I' of 121 (MEK 1.520])
wrcins Calo (16) Pr. 54

A candidate for the consulship of 51, Cato damaged his
own chances by prr»u.::in:;: the Senate to decree the restric
hon of canvassing to I::-l,'ru-.:-r'l._li IMEETINES, and |'|:.,' FeErUSIngG to
engage in the usual greetings that might win good will and
votes (what in the Commentariolum petitionis [11] is called dil
Ieenid .":!l'i'n':i'.':-. and so was defeated (Plut. Cale Mm. 49 5(0;
[Ho 40.58).% Ser. Sulpicius Rufus (95) and M. ( laudius Mar

1 AN A

cellus (229) were elected (MER 2.240-241).
icinus (23) Pr. 193

The successful one of the three plebeian candidates for
the consulship of 184 (MER 1.374: =see abowve, No. 4, on L
Aemilbius Paullus), Porcius Licinus is shown by Livy's de-

seription of them (39.32.8: el I repulsis in spem impetrana: an

dem  aligua hortoris i) to have been defeated in a

previous election. It must have been between 191 and 155,
|

yut there is no record of the year
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Fupilins (14 Pr, by 133

A candidate for the |'|l|'|*-|1|--!'||i'l in some yvear bebtween 132,
when his brother, . Rupilius (5), was consul, and the death
af :"\II'II"I-C:- Aemilianus 1 1249 | |'-:Z|_4}"i:.'iu:- was deteated in
*-}!Itl' of the patronage ol "':I‘!"".l.:. who had secured the suc-
cess of his brother (Cic. Lael, 73). Cicero and Pliny report
that his brother died, overwhelmed with grief at his
defeat

Tt o S
s Mefiis (34) I'r. by 118

A candidate for the consulship of 115, Rutilius Rufus was
defeated by M. Aemilius Scaurus (140} and M. Cacecilius
Metellus (77). Rutilius then prosecuted Scaurus for ambitus
and Scaurus, when acquitted, in turn prosecuted him.™
lhere is no record that Rutilius was again a candidate in the
long interval between 115 and his election to the consulship
af 105 (MME 1.553)

'r. A

Catiline’s intention to compete for a consulship was evi-

dent from the time of his governorship of Africa in 67, but
rejection of his professio in 66 in-:-*.rn!n-;f his candidacy for 65,
and his trial tor extortion in 65 prevented it also tor 64. See
below, FPart 2 Mo, 24 l‘-'.i,illl\,,'.:lu"l:_; o Asconius (820). when
he was at last free in 64 to compete for 63, there were seven
candidates, bwo i1.|!_| icians, Latiline himselt
Galba (35; see below, No. 34), and tour plebeians, two of
whom, C. Antonius (19) and L. Cassius Longinus (64; see
above, Mo, 11), were nobiles, and two, Q. Cornificius (7; see
abowve, Mo, 15) and C. Licinius Sacerdos (154; see above, No.
20) were worthy but undistinguished. And there was M
[ullius Cicero (29, a movns oo, Catiline arranged a comhbi-
nation (cotfiol with Antomius, and with support from _ras-

and P hl'.||,'i:_|',|-.

sus and Caesar became Cicero’s chiet rival (Ascon. B2-83C).




CANDIDATES FOR THE CONSULSHIF |7

His radical program, and the weakness of the other candi-
dates, brought strong conservative support to Cicero (As
con. MC: comsul omminm consensu factus est), while (
Antonius, probably aided by the memory of his father, the
distinguis |'|| d orator. M. Antonius [(28), received the vobes Of
a few more centuries than Catiline and was elected (Ascon.
manculis centuriis Catilinam superavit; cf. Sall. Cat. 21.1-24.1)
Defeated for 63, Catiline was again a candidate the next
year, for 62, and competed with at least three others:
Servius "'!'I.IEl'II-\.if.I'- Rufus (95), the famous jurist (below, Mo,
17}, who was defeated, and the two who were suceessiul,
. Iunius Silanus (163) and L. Licinius Murena (123) (MEr
2.172). While competing, Catiline was al the same time arm-
ing forces, and plotling attacks on the consul Cicero (Sall.
Cat. 26.1: omniltus modis insidias parabat Ciceroni), while the
latter aroused feeling against him by wearing a breastplate
and having the protection of an armed guard of friends dur-
ing the election (Sall it a4 Mur. 52 Dio 37.29). It was
after this defteat that © *||i=|w turned fully to armed rebel-
lion. See E. G. Hardy, [ES 7 (19175 153=228, esp. |57=162,
166172, 178=185; M. -I.'!-'I'I_ RE 11 A, 1697-1704; Marshall,

283, 317=-318; A. h“-.pl.m_ Catiline: [he Man and

1
LEFPINEH

L = | i - - 1 i d
Servilius Vatia held a praetorshp, probably in W

and his triumph pro pracfore In 55 Irom an unknown

perha |*- -}'<'|r'l or Sardinia, was recorded in the

I, k

I I | _ Inscr. 1ha 13.1.84 1., a63; see VIEE

| """ '- ."!-l
2530, .|u|| 4 35 43). Plutarch (Sulla 10.2-4) mentions
that in 88 two candidates [or offices (archal) whom Sulla Pre:
ferred, one named Servacus and the other named Monius, a
nephew of 5Sulla, were rejected by the |'~'-'|‘|l.' I.!-.'-..ul.l'd. ol
Sulla’s .||'|}"'-"':".I':.:|'|I.'. Mommsen's emendation of oer

to Servilius was accepted by yrumann-Groebe (RG* I'..
amd Minzer (EE I1A, 1812, and 1PF 303). If it 15 correct
future Isauricus, the most probable identification, was
feated candidate for the consulship of 87, when another pa
irician, L. Cornehus Cinna, was l.ll."l.'ll.'l.i (MEE 2.45). In o,
arter "~L|.|.I 5 WICTOrY, Sery s was el :.,-:_I for /4 (MERK 2.82)

(O BMonius, sed |l|_ ow, Ir bunes of the

I s |:'\.:\.: ||| I'l'\. Fafy

A I,'=.'||I'I-.iq.:|' andidate for the consulship 63, alba 18

described by Asconius (B2C) as sobrius canchus, while Ci-
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cero (AfE 1.1.1, dated bo July of 65) was sure he would com-
pete but noted that his canvassing was meeting with flat
refusals. Galba was one of the four, Galba, Cassius, Cornif-
icius, and Licinius Sacerdos, qui prope facebant.® See above,
Mo, A3, on | I‘*I.':_.;ii.l‘h Catilina

» Galba (57) Pr. 187

A candidate tor the consulship of 184, Galba had also

been one for a previous year as he was one of the three pa-

tricians whom Livy calls peteres candudatos (39.32.6). As he
had held a praetorshup in 157, he must have been a candi-
date in 156 tor the consulship of 185. See above, No. 4, on L
Aemilius Paullus (114)

20F sipicis Galta (61) r. 4

Ihis Galba, a former !-:'l.:_.lll!'-. of Caesar in Gaul [(MER
2. 1549, 205, 212), was a candidate, apparently with Caesar’s
support, for the consulsiip of 4%, but was deteated by the
election of two of Caesar's opponents, C. Claudius Marcel-
lus (217 and L. Cornelius Lentulus Crus (2181.%2 He had
peen elected an augur before 49 (Cic. Al 9.9.3). He was
one of the CONsSpIrators against Caesar (ct. Cic. Phil. 13.33),
and in 43 served as a legate under Hirtius and as an envoy
for Decimus Brutus (MEE 2,351, 355)

2 (95} I’r 65

Frominent as a jurisconsult, Ser. Sulpicius Rufus com-
peted tor the consulship of 62, but was defeated by the elec-
fion of L), lonius Silanus (163) and L. Licinius Murena (125)
See MER 2.172. With support from Cato the Younger, Sul
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picius prosecuted Murena for ambitus, but Cicero defended
him and won his acquittal (Cic. Mur. passim). Cicero men
tions Sulpicius in a letter to Atticus late in April, 59, as a

|'|._'.-n-:||'-:-|,- candidate for the |'|.!I'|*-\.'.I:*-|'|I:'." aof 58 (AN, 2.5.2; S,

CLA 1.381), but there is no evidence that he became a can-
didate either then or before he stood for the o I.'I'|'-|.I!"-|':|!.1 af 21

¥ ! i N 4 - -
(MRR 2.240-241).% See Marshall, Asconius, 139, 176=-17,

A candidate for the consulship ot 184, with tour patricians
and two other plebeians as rivals, Terentius was defeated by
the election of ' Claudius Pulcher (305) and L. Porcius Lici-
nus (23 (Liv. 39.32.8). See above, MNo. 4, on L. Aemilius
Paullus (114). Livy indicates that all the plebeian candidates
had stood before. Terentius, a praetor in 187, must previ-
ously have tried and been defeated for the consulship of 185
when Ap. Claudius Pulcher (294) and M. Sempronius (85)
were elected (Liv. 39.23.2). See above, No. 7. on Cn. Baebius

L:mrhl lus (141).

A candidate for the consulship of 64, Turius, though a no
vis homo or of a recently senatorial family, fell short of elec
tion b onlv a tew centuries (Cic. Brul, 237 pancde centurins
il i -_-_'-..'._5.|;'i.._lr.' defuerniit: of. A, 1.1.20.7% L., Iulius Caesar (145)
and « Marcius |"i:.;|,||;|=. (B3 were glected consuls tor 64

(MER 2.161).
Valerins Flaccus (168) Pr. by Y&

Observing that nobles who had been defeated candidates
in one election vear had often been successful the following
vear, E. Badian suggested that, of the two distinguished no-
bles who were candidates tor the consulship of %4, the one

who was defeated by the novus homo, C. Coelius Caldus (12),
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was C. Valerius Flaccus (168), who was elected the next vear
as consul tor 93 (Studies. 94 95, 103-104. note 1597 »

L] P I L P o 1
Vi, Vialerins viessalla (252 Pr. 193

A candidate for the consu |‘~u'||]" of 189, Valerius Messalla
had as competitors the plebeian M. Fulvius Nobilior (91)
And 1 two patricians, Cn. "l.'|='|'||||,|'- Vulso (91) and M. Aemilius
Lepidus (68). He was badly defeated (Mam Messalla racuil),
while Fulvius and finally Manlius were clecked  (Liv
7. 47.6=-8: MRRE 1. 261, He won {hue |.'l.||'|-CI4|:-.;'||J'\- the fiol low-
INg vear Iur 188 (Liv. 38.35.1; MRR 1.365). On these elec-
hons, see above, Mo, 2. on M. Aemilius | epidus (6H8)

2. Candidates Who Withdrew or Were Prevented
from Competing

L Aelins Peelus (103) Pontifex

Paetus was a c |'|l.|.l.| ite Fo I'n consulship of 216, in the

ireterregnum at the beginning of that consular year, in com
pefition with three patricians, ' Cornelius Merenda (266:
see below, No. 11), L. Manlius '-."uim-, rw": see below, No, 18)
and M. Aemilius ,’|.'|:!i|.|l.l=~ (67 sep ow, Mo, 23 and two
ofher |1|L-|'l-.-:<:|'_1_ L. Alilius Serranus [(62: see below. M0,
and C. Terentius Varro (83). At first, although all competed,
only Varro secured election as none of the others received a
majority of the centuries, and so took office at once and be-
Came I'l.""'\-l';"'llll‘“-il."':-l.' tor the election of a -Ll'l_:|l.'.|',',|,.'-:' .-"l.l.'l.'l.:l'.‘lll‘::.;
to Livy (22.34-35), the nobilitas, believing that none of the
others was strong enough for so critical a time in the war
with Hannibal, pressed L. Aemilius Paullus (118; Cos. 219),
though unwilling, to become a candidate on the next comi-
tial day. All who had competed with Varro withdrew. and
Paullus was elected.™ Paetus died in the battle of Cannae
(Liv. 23

23.21.70.

A Ty )

I |'|||'_!
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e R 4 o o : ] 1)
vl lemulis I'-:_:'.'.-'.'-- 165 ) |'I. ..'."-

Lepidus was a candidate for the consulship of 216, who
failed of election with C. Terentius Varro (83), and withdrew
when L. Aemilius Paullus (119) became a candidate (Liv.
7% 34-135). See above, No. 1, on Q. Aelius Paetus (103). Lep
idus may have been elected a praetor suffectus in 216, and

: - . ' r Iy . iy .
was a praetor again in 213 (MER 1.249 and 253, note Z; 263

and 266, notes 1 and 2)

M. Aemilius Regillus (128) Flamen Martialis

Aemilius Regillus was a candidate for the consulship of
214, along with T. Otacilius Crassus (12: see below, No. 21),
but when these two received the vote of the centuria praerog
ativa. Aniensis iuniorum, Fabius Maximus the Cunctator
the presiding consul, stopped proceedings, and urged them
to vote for commanders who would be a better match for
Hannibal, this without regard for the furious objections of
Mtacilius, who was his son-in-law. In a second vote the cen
furic named Fabius himself and M. Claudius Marcellus
(220}, They were elected, Fabius to his fourth consulship
and Marcellus to his third (Liv. 24.7.10-9.6; MKK 1 158-
750). Livy mentions no other candidates.

Aemilins Scaurns (141) Pr. 26

Seaurus, son of the famous consul of 113 and I-N-“l'ill'-'-"'l"':
senatus, was a candidate for the consulship of 53, with C.
Memmius (8: see below, No. 20), Cn. Domitius Calvinus
(43; Supb. 3, col. 594), and another patrician, M. Valerius
Messalla (Rufus) (268). as competitors. He was prosecuted
in 54 for extortion in his province, Sardinia, and upon ac
quittal on September 2 (see Asconius 18-20C), he engaged,

like his rivals, in massive bribery, and, like them, was pros
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ecuted tor ambitus, while his candidacy lailed. ™ Cicero again
came to his defense (Quint. Inst. Or 4.1 68), but he was con
victed in 52 under a law that Pompey had carried as sole
consul (App. BC 2.24), and had no further career Domitius
Calvinus and Valerius Messalla were finally elected in July

2% ] 2.227-228; 3.214) after an excessively long inder

S L

» Milo (Papianus) (67) Pr. 55

A candidate for the consulate of 52, Milo competed with
I* Plautius Hypsaeus (23; see below, No. 27 and ). Caecil-
us Metellus Scipio (99). P Clodius Pulcher (48}, his enemy,
competing tor a praetorship in 52, and a supporter of | v p-
saeus and Scipio, opposed Milo bitterly in the belief that as

consul he would curb and weaken his praetorship. Both en
gaged in profuse expenditure and were attended by armed
bands. Their strife prevented the holding of elections for 52
in 33, and the creation of interreges early in 52, and reached
its climax when Clodius was murdered by Milo's guards on
lanuary 18 in a clash at Bovillae. Disorders, which included
the burning of the Curia, led to the election of Pompey as

sole consul. Under Pompey's new legislation Milo was tried
and convicted de o though Cicero spoke in his defense, He
went into exile at Massilia, convicted in absence also de ant

bite and de sodaliciis. See Asconius I-56C. Cicero. Pro

r o have Bad at firsd
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Milone, passim; and, on Clodius, below, Praetors, Part 2, No.
1. Mote also Lintott, “Cicero and Milo,” [R> G5 (1974) 62-78;

Marshall, Ascomius, 159-213
Aguillins Gallus (23) Pr. bb

An eminent jurist whom Cicero mentions as a possible
candidate for the -|,||‘.-\.|'.|-~hi|_1 of 63, but one not likely o
compete (Afl. 1.1.1). See SB, CLA 1.29); Marshall, Ascomus,
781 MRE 2.152. He is not named on Asconius’ list (82C).

B Y
) Kl 7

Q. Arrius (8, cf

(. Arrius, probably the praetor ol 73 (MRR 2.109, 11/;
3.25), was a close associate of Crassus, and the man through
whom L. Lucceius in 60 expected to arrange a coii with
Caesar in the contest for the consulship of 5% (Lic ALt
1.17.11: cof. Bruf. 242-243; SB, CLA 1.328-3.2%; and above,
art 1. Mo, 22, on L. Lucceius). It is clear that Arrius hopec
to compete hor the consulship of 58, but he may never have
become a candidate, since both he and Cicero were aware
by April of 59 that he no longer had support from the
riumvirs

/ Serranus (62) Pr. 218

Atilius was a candidate for the consulship of 216, buit
withdrew after the election of Terentius Varro (53) when |
Aemilius Paullus became a candidate (Lin 22,34 -35). Dee
above, No. 1, on . Aelius Paetus (103)

* T, Anfidius (12)

Praetor in 67 or
Acia (Val. Max. 6.9.7; | T 2143, 1
74y, Cicero names him as an unlikely candidate for the con-

i: APk 111 73

sulship of 63 (Al 1.1.1: De Aufidio el de Palicano non puto ie

syspeclare dum scribam). See SB, CLA 1.291; Marshall, Asc

nins. 281. He is not named in Asconius list of candidates bor
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M. Caesonius (3) Pr. by 66

In a letter to Atticus in July, 65 Cicero mentions Caeso-
nius as a possible but improbable candidate for the consul
ship of 63.% Asconius makes no mention of him in his list of
the seven who competed (82C)

L '.|||'|:ilu'.'|"5 |.:!-':.: .i.'|'i' l:_:ll-'.:l |='| 56

Cicero in his speech Pro Scauro suggests that the attacks of
Ap. Claudius Pulcher (297), consul in 54, on the candidacy
of s chent, M. Aemilius SCAaUurus I|-|-|:' tor the |,|,||'g1-.|:|-.'|'|i;=|x
of 53 are due to the possibility that he would be a rival of C.
Claudius Pulcher, his brother, then governor of the province
of Asia, who might return to compete for 53, which would
in fact be suns annus. ¥ But his command was extended o
another vear

P. Cornelius Dolabella (141) Tr. pl. 47

According to Cicero,*? Caesar had promised and con
firmed for Dolabella the regular consulate for 44, thus in-
ducing him to become a candidate with M. Antonius as his
colleague, and then had disappointed him by taking the
consulship himself. After Caesar’s assassination Dolabella,
.I_I"'i'."'.'l:"l.':'li.i:l.' Wit ot ||I_|I‘|:'\.:..,:||.i'.:'| .'.l"-\.i-l'.'l _'l._|-|t|_:|-|“_|.\| 01 [I"i.' I |!-_|.|-||_
lors, proceeded to assume the consular insignia  and
authority

Loy 'I\..l:.l-{"‘ Ir.‘llll.l'l:llll IE{1I’1|

Lornelius Merenda, a candidate for the consulship of 216,

withdrew along with the others after the election of C. Ter-

cipechions ol M IS Aniboanai

i sucteed him as cons
i |. . Denniston’s O
“The Augural Lae
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entius Varro (83) when L. Aemilius Paullus (115) became a
candidate (Liv. 22.34-35). See above, MNo. 1, on U} helius

z it
[Paetus ( 1S).
Daprifius Ahenobarbus (27) Pr. 55

Domitius, as a candidate for the consulship of 55, a year

which he had good reason to consider as suus annus, laced
the opposition of Pompey and Crassus, who were planning
to become consuls that yvear themselves. Elections were de
layed by trickery and violence, so that they might postpone
the announcement of their candidacies, and the elections,
and thus force an mierregnum. As their intentions became
known. the other candidates, not named m our sources,
withdrew, but Domitius, with the support of Lato, persisted
antil a slave was killed and Cato was wounded. ¥ Pompey
and Crassus were elected as planned. Domitius was eleched,
apparently without difficulty, to the consulship of 54 (MEKK
2.221).

(). Fabius Maxintus Rullianus (114) Cos 322, 310, 305, 297, 2%

Fabius Rullianus, in his fourth consulship, was holding
the elections for the consulship of 296. As Livy describes it
(10.15.7-12, probably from unreliable sources), the centuries
were unanimously voting to name Rullianus consul, and his
competitor for the patrician place, the ambitious candidate,
Ap. Claudius Caecus (91), with the support of all the nobil-
ity, pressed for the restoration of both consulships to the pa-
tricians. Fabius refused and withdrew, saying that he wiould
have accepted the names of two patncans if he could see
another than himself made consul, but would not comnut
the extremely bad precedent of illegally accepting his own
candidacy. The plebeian, L. Volumnius Flamma Violens (13),

and Appius Claudius Caecus (91) were elected consuls for

206 (MRER 1.176), and Fabius consul again ol 245 (MEE

1.047):
FTHTT cxear Civaha (Vanierps 13
FRETEES i r Sl vioprscis) [ Lan)
. Caesar, a brother of the consul of "), and an orator

noted for his wit and charm, held a curule aedileship in 9.

His candidacy for the consulship without having been pra-
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etor 15 securely attested, and T. N. Mitchell (CPh 70 [1975]
197-2(4) has made a strong argument in favor of the view
that he had secured from the Senate an 1,"-.1'|'_1}'|:i|.||‘: from the
requirement to hold the practorship first (Cic. Phil. 11.11; cf
Har. Kesp. 43; Ascon, 25C). The precise date is disputed,
whether he I"I".:-.I-'l late i 89 to compete hor the consulship of
88 or, more probably, in 88 for that of 87; nor is the reason
certain tor Caesar's haste to attain the q._'ll:'|-.|,||-.|'|iF:, Ihe sum-
mary account in Dhodorus (37.2.12) has him aiming at the
command against Mithridates, but it seems unlikely with
Marius and Sulla on the scene. It is certain that the tribunes

Antistius (18) and P Sulpicius Rufus (92) opposed the
candidacy from the start as illegal, first using legal methods
(fiire), a reterence perhaps to the grant of exemplion, and,
when he continued, turned to force (Ascon. 25C: Cic. BErul
226=-227) and thus put an end to the candidacy.®® The con-
flict with Caesar Strabo somehow led the tribune Sulpicius
Kutus to leave his former optimate associations, turn to
measures such as the retirn of the Varnan exiles and the
registration of the new Italian citizens and the freedmen in
all the tribes, and the appointment of Marius to supplant
oulla in the command against Mithridates (MRE 2.41-42,
which led swiftly to Sulla’s march on Rome, and the death

of Sulpicius himself. Caesar Strabo perished, along with his
brother and many other leading men, in the Marian “mas
sacre”” when Marius and Cinna returned to power in Rome
in the latter part of 87.

I Labienns i) Pr. by 549 2

lhe position in 50 B.C. of T. Labienus, Caesar's legatus
pro practore since 58 in Gaul, is described as follows by Hir-
tius: I. Labrenum Galliae pracfecit togatae, quo majore commenda

frome concilinrelur ad comsulafus  petifionem (B B.52.2). this

e of I Sulpicius
i " The Tribunate of B Salpicius
1] 432-453; A, Keavensy, ulla, Sulpicius and Caesar Szabo,™ Lafosin

B. A. Marmshall, Azcomines, 14414 d of the death af Car€ar, Skralsn
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although he had heard that his enemies in Rome had been
in touch with him. This action, placing Labienus in charge
Cisalpine Gaul, could be regarded as a conciliatory ges
ture, but Syme accepts also the view that it was a prepara
om BOr |__.;'||'|'.;'||.|I*- (8] l.'l.'l'l[“"l.'l{' }‘n'|~|l1l- "i.'.||‘- {_aesar as nis
colleague, for the consulship of 48 (Koman Papers 1.62-75
lhe departure « | Labienus early in January of 49 to join .hv
forces opposed to Caesar ended any such plan. W. R. Tyr-
rell accepts Syme’s inte rp|h.1l|nn ul the passage, but while
Syme attributes Labienus’ action to his old and continued
loyalty to Pompey, lyrre 1l points lcﬁ |1I~ contact with Caesar’s
enemies, the group about Cato, and su ggests that his action
cpn'wnlﬂi a decision “to join a le ..,111|1|.|u- government in a
struggle against a revolutionary proconsul who placed his
dignitas above his country” (Historia 21 [1972] 424 =441},

M. Lollius Palicanus (21, cf. 8) Pr. by 59

Palicanus, as tribune of the plebs in 71, was active in se-
curing the restoration in 70 of the powers of the tribunate
(MRE 2.122). His candidacy for the consulship ot 66 was cul
short by the declaration of C. Calpurnius Piso, consul in 67
a conservative and a strong opponent of Palicanus, who was
holding the election, that even if Palicanus should be
elected he (Piso) would refuse to announce him.* Cicero's
mention of Palicanus in Atf. 1.1.1 may mean that, although
he appeared to have no chance, he might have had some
hope tor 64, but there is no evidence of any action.

0. Lucretius Afella (25)

Lucretius Afella was a leader in the Marnan party w hio de-
fected to Sulla (Vell. 2.27.6), under whose command he had
charge of the siege of Praeneste (Liv. Per. B8; see MRERE 2.72)
When he insisted, against Sulla’s order, on an illegal candi-
dacy for the consulship, he was put to death at Sulla’s com

mand (Liv. Per. 89; Plut. Sulla 33

33.4; App. Bl
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-

[. Manlius Torguatus l:":\-:l\:l Cos, 2 2 p _'k] _ens, 231

In the election for the consulship of 210, when the centuria
pracrogativa, Voturia wniorum, voted for the aped Manlius
lorquatus, and tor 1. Otacilius Crassus (12), Manlius re-
jected candidacy because of age and failing strength, and

bade the centuria to vote .I:.‘:.!ll'l I ey consulted r|'|-__- COTIE

seniors, and wvoted for M. Claudius

I
M. Valerius Laevinus (211) (Liv. 26.22.3

SPONAINE o EniNra o

parcellus (220) and M
3 2 7=278). Otacilius died near the end of the

L3 s MK

Manhus Vulso was a candidate for the consulship of 216
who withdrew after the election of Terentius Varro (83)
o B

when | Aemilins Paullus became a candidate (Liv, 22 34
35). See above, Mo. 1, on L) Aelius Paetus (103).

Memnnus (5) Pr. by 104

Memmius was a candidate in 100 for the |,|,:r1-L||:-Lj1;|1 of 99
a competitor of L. Servilius Glaucia (65; see below, No. 25).
In the election, after M. Antonius (28), the famous orator,
had been elected, Memmius was murdered, during riots, bn,
I? Mettius, an agent of Saturninus and Glaucia, who feared
that his election would frustrate their _'.‘-§.||'|~. E Oy his prae
torship, see MER 1.559, 562, note 4; 3. 141; Sumner, Onator:

BE iy,
tlemmus (81 Pr. 58

Memmius, a candidate in 54 for the |'|||‘:-I,:||h'r|i_'_'- of 53, be-
came, like his competitors (see above, No. 4, on M. Aemil-
ius caurus), deeply involved in massive bribery, and also,
along with Cn. Domitius Calvinus (43), in a scandalous
agreement with the consuls in office. His candidacy was de-
layed and weakened, and eventually he was prosecuted de
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ambitu and convicted (Cic. (M
7.2, 18.3; above, note 1)

139; 5B, CLA 1.331]

Otacilius received the vote of the centuria pracrogation in
the elections for the consulship, both for 214 and for 210
but the cenfuria was persuaded to change 1ifs vole on both
occasions (Liv. 24.7.10-9.6, and 26.22.15), and he was de
feated. See above, No. 3, on M. Aemilius Regillus (138), and
No. 17, on T. Manlius Torquatus (52)

[ Flaufins -I.I:.l!:'l'!EI" :.\I "'I I'r. I."'-. =5

Plautius was a candidate for the consulship of 52, compet
ing with T. Annius Milo (67) and Q. Caecilius Metellus
Sapio (99). See above, No 5. on Milo., He had support imom
Clodius. then a candidate tor the |'l|'.||.'ll.'-|‘-|1i:‘. whose follow
ers after his murder brought the fasces from the Erove of Lib
itina to the houses of both Hypsaeus and Met lus Scipio
(Ascon. 33C). Although he had had some support from
|:'I.'I1|i"'-':-- under whom he had ser e as uassior and pro-
quaestor {Ascon. 35C, MER 2.153; 164). Pompey rejected his
appeal when he was I,"'I"‘*-I'I".Iil.';.‘l de ambity, and he was con-
victed. See Ascon. 33-56C; Plut. Pomp. 55.6; Val. Max. 9.2.3;
App. BC 2.24; Dio 40.53.1; and Marshall, Asconius. 160, 212,

Coribonins

Curio was a candidate for the consulship of 77, but with-
drew in favor of a competitor, Mam. Aemilius Lepidus Liv-
ianus (80}, who had been defeated the previous year (Sall.
Hist. 1. fr. 86 M; see above, Part 1, No. 3, on Lepidus Livi-

anus). Curio was elected consul for 76 (MAEK 2.9M.

Sereiis | afiima

Catiline made his first attempt to compete ror the consul
ship immediately after his return from his praetorian prov
ince of Africa in 66. L. Volcatius Tullus, consul in charge of
the elections for 85, after consultation with his consilium, re-
fused to accept his candidacy, formally because Catiline was
unable to make his professi the number of days required by
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law betore the election.®® See Fart 1, Mo . above on the

candidacies for the consulships of 63 and &

o
3
-

Servilins Glawct (65) Fr. 100

Servilius Glaucia, while still praetor in 100 and acting in
alliance with the tribune L. Appuleius Saturninus (29),
moved illegally to be a candidate for the consulship of 99,
EVEeT :|1|'|',|:.;|1 his rafro had nok ::‘:1'-."!1 accepted In the riotous
election proceedings that followed he was a party to the
murder of C. Memmius (5), a superior competitor.®

When Marius and his forces, acting under the sematus con
sl brmr wlbimum, proceeded against Saturninus and Glaucia,
they and their |I_.I|||_I|.'|.'lq,'l'- retired to the .:||'llll.3|l1ll1'..' wihere
they were besieged and forced to surrender. Marius placed
them in the Curia to await trial, but, although they had
been given publica fides, they were attacked by an opposing
mob and perished. Glaucia was killed when he was
dragged from the house of a certain Claudius, to which he
had somehow escaped (Oros. 5.17.4-10). See MEK 1.574
5760 3.20-22, on Saturninus

M of EariNET K
Sulla and Autronius) Cati




[1I. CANDIDATES FOR THE CENSORSHIP

MY Acthins Glabrio (35 Cos. 191

Acilius Glabrio, victor over Antiochus 1l at Thermopylae
in 191, was a candidate for the censorship in 154, a nmovus
homo against five distinguished competitors in a hotly con
tested election (Liv. 37.57.9-58.2). Three of them, T. Quinc-
tius Flamininus (45), Cos. 198, P Cornelius Scipio Nasica
|_'::-|,I_; e below, N, 4), L. Valerius Flaccus I.':'.':. spe below,
MNo. 15), were patricians, and the other three, M. Claudius
Marcellus (222), Cos. 196, M. Porcius Cato (9), Cos. 1495 (ses
below, No. 9), and Acilius himself were plebeians. All six
were consulars. Acilius had celebrated a triumph, had won
popular support by extensive largesse, and had Scipionic
backing, but two tribunes, with Cato among the wilnesses
indicted him for appropriation of booty from the camp of
Antiochus which had not -|p_-_*.~r.m-.| in his triumph and had
not been -:'-:-,:-|,|:._'||'|I, bs |,|'||,' treasury, bul ‘|'||'|.'*-:-l."l.| the « ||.'.|':.:-e' (L8]
further when he withdrew. Livy ascribes the opposihon to
envy of a popular “new man.” It may also be a sign of the

weakening of Scipionic influence. T. Quinctius Flamininus

1
L

and M. Claudius Marcellus were elected. See MAEK 1.
61 Suolahti, RC 340, fdb.

Ap. Claudius Pulcher (295) Cos. 143,

Claudius Pulcher was a rival in 142 of 5cipio Aemilianus
in the election for the censorship for the patrician place and
was defeated (Plut. Aem. 38.3-4; Cic. Scaur. 32). He was
elected with Q. Fulvius Nobilior (95) to the censorship of
136 (MEE 1.486). See Suolahti, RC 383, 398=401]

I - 5 S PR e B ! 1,
L. Cornelius Scipio Asmbicns (337) Los, 1590

L. !—-._'|!.1-||_| Asiaticus, brother ol Africanus, was a candidate
for the censorship in 184, at a time when Scipioni influence
had been very seriously weakened by the attacks of the El
der Cato and “The Trials of the Scipios.” His competitors

were four patricians, F Cornelius Scipio Nasica (3500, his

31
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cousin (see below, No. 4), making his second attempt, L
Furius Purpurio (86; see below, No. 6), Cn. Manlius Vulso
(¥1; see below, No. 8), and L. Valerius Flaccus (173: see be
low, No. 15), also for Ilu second time, and four plebeians,
M. Fulvius Nobilior (91; see below, No. 5). Ti. Sempronius
Longus (67: see below H'n 2), Ti. Sempronius Tuditanus
(¥3; see below, No. 13), and the candidate who dominated
both the hotly contested election and the "-\.I.!"-‘ul_'{\_i;ll.'“l:][ CEn-
sorship, M. Porcius Cato (9: see below, No. 103, in his sec
o attempt See Liv. 39.40.6-41.4. and 42 5-45 S Plut, Cat
viar. 16-19. L. Valerius Flaccus was elected 1-.|t|1 Cato (Liv.
39.41.4; Suolahti, RC 347-348: MRER 1.374 175, In their sur-
vey as censors of the Equites, they ordered 20 Asiaticus
to zive up his horse (Liv. 39.44

G Lorneliiis Scrpro Nasied (3500 Cos. 191

ocipio Nasica was a candidate for the censorship of 189
(Liv. 37.57.9-58.2), and again for that of 184 {Liv. 39.40.1
41.4), and was defeated both times (cl. buolahti, BC 258,
358). See above, No. 1, on Acilius Glabrio, and MNo. 3. on
acipio Asiaticus

Vi. Fuleris Nohllior (91) Cos. 189

Fulvius Mobilior, a candidate for the censorship of 184,
was deteated by the election of M. Porcius Cato and L. Val-
erius Flaccus (Liv. 39.40.6-41.4). See above, No. 3. on Scipio
Asiaticus. In his second cand idacy in 179 he was eleched
along with his enemvy of long st |r1d||' . M. Aemilius Lepi

dus (68). The Stafe was thus set for .I e Hl.lljl‘ln;,"l.'l" |'\-1|.‘|I|'

MeComo 1.|HIII‘- LLt |I"l. h was olten referred o as a model of lan
Ing down private '\.|-.||I rels for the I,'l|,4|_1.;||, 00 d (Liv. 4045 &
16.16; Cic. Prov. Cons. 20). See Suoclahti, RC 348, 361: MER

1.3, On their enmity, see above Chapter 1, Part 1, No. 2,
on M. Aemilius [-,-|11.,£|;--;_

Furius Purpurio (86) Cos. 196

Furius Purpurio, a candidate for the censorship in 184,
was defeated by the election of M. Porcius Cato and L. Val-
erius Flaccus (Liv. 39.40.1-41.4- Suclahti, BC 348-349). See
above, No. 3, on Scipio Asiaticus

.I'.! T T .I:'|'|||'.'|:| (48) Cos,. 178

lunius Brutus was a candidate for the censorship of 169,
with fve '.".i|'-I'IF"-"|.'|.i|.'i"'[:‘1. three of them patricians, L. Claudius
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Pulcher (5009, Cos. 177, L. Postumius Albinus (41;

low, Mo, 11), and C. Valerius Laevinus (208; see belp

16), and two plebeians, P Mucius Scaevola (16; se

Mo, 9) and Ti. Sempronius Gracchus (53), Cos. 177 (Liv.
43.14.1). Claudius Pulcher and Sempronius Gracch

elected (Liv. 43.14.1). See Suolaht, BC 371:; MEE 1

Cn. Manlius Vielso (91) Cos. 184

Manhus Vulso was a candidate for the |'I'I'|=-!.I:*-|'|I‘!" of 184,
and was defeated by the election of Cato and Valerius Flac
By P ;

S x = S .
cus (Liv. 39.40.1-41.4;: Suolahti, EC 347-34H; MEEK 1.374)

See above, No. 3, on Scipio Asiaticus
cins Scaevola (16) Cos. 175

Scaevola was a candidate for the censorship of 164, and
was defeated by the election of C. Claudius and 11. Sempro-

377 y

nius Gracchus (Liv. 43.14.1: cf. Suolahti, R( WK

1.423-424). See abowve, No. 7, on M., Iunius Brutus

Cato was a candidate for the censorship of 15¥, and was
defeated by the election of T. Quinchius Flamininus and M
Claundius Marcellus (Liv. 37.57 9-58.1). See MER 1.360-=-361
and above, No. 1, on M. Acilius Glabrio. Cato was outstand-
ingly successtul in 184, when he was elected with L. Val
erius Flaccus. See Suolahti, Ki

Briscoe, Commr. 2.390-3492,

8- MER 1.374-375: and

h

Postunnius Albinus (41) Cos. 173

A candidate for the censorship of 169, Postumius Albinus
was defeated by the election of C. Claudius Pulcher and Ti.
Sempronius Gracchus (Liv. 43.14.1). See Suolahti, RC 371;
MER 1.423-424: and abowve, No. 7, on lunmus Brutus

Ti. Sempronins Longus (67) Los. 194

Sempronius Longus was a candidate tor the censorship of
184, and was defeated by the election of M. Porcius Cato
and L. Valerius Flaccus (Liv, 39.40.1-41.4). See Suolahti, K
HE: MER 1.374=-375: and above No. 3, on L. Cornelus

Scipio Asiaticus (337).
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It. Sempronius Tnditanus (95) Cos. 185

A candidate for the censorship of 184, sempronius Tudita
nus was deteated by the election of M. Porcius Cato and 1
Valerius Flaccus (Liv. 39.40.1-41 1. See Suolahti. RC 348-
350; MRR 1.374-375; and above, No. 3. L Cornelius Scipio
Asiaticus (337)

P Crr. Ser niits !.'nh'.":!l ,-1!"'] Los. 141
Noting that Servilius Caepio and Metellus Macedonicus
cooperated in their unsuccessful indictment of . Pompeius
upon his return from Spain in 139 (Cic. Fonl 23: Val. Max,
8.5.1), and in suppressing a slave revolt in Minturnae and
Sinuessa i 133 (Oros, 5.9.4: Obseq. 27b), L Hevne has sug-
gested that a defeat of Caepio in the election for the censor-
ship of 131, the first time both censors were plebeians, is
the reason why the ¥ were not censors together then (Historia
47 [1978] 234-235). In a period when patrician consulars
who competed usually attained the censorship promptly
(Suolahti, RC 373-374, 405-409), Servilius Caepio won his
m 125, sixteen vears after his consulship (MRER 1.510). There
»ears to be no direct evidence of candidacy or defeat in

| -'|'|II'|'.'|!“- Fhrceus | :.--:'III Cos. 195

A candidate for the censorship in 189, closely allied with
M. Porcius Cato, Valerius Flaccus and Cato were both de-
feated by the election of Cluinctius Flamininus and M.
Claudius Marcellus (Liv. 37.57.9-58.2). See Briscoe. Lo,
2.390-392; Suolahti, RC 348-350: MRRE 1.374 375; and

above, Mo, 1, on Acilius Glabrio

T
=
i

Valerius Laevinus (208) Cos. Suff. 176

A candidate for the censorship in 169, Laecvinus was de-
teated by the election of Claudius Pulcher and Ti. Sempro-
nius Lracchus (Liv. 43.14.1). See Suolahti, BRC 371: MRR
1.423-424; and above, No. 7. on M. lunius Brutus.
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IV. CANDIDATES FOR THE PRAETORS5SHIF

1. Candidates Defeated in Elections

0. Aelis Tubero (153)

Aolius Tubero was a candidate for a praetorship, probably
for 128 or 127, and was defeated because the voters resenbed
his Stoic parsimony: he had provided cheap and inelegant
furnishings in the arrangement of a triclimium at a public
banquet in honor of his recently deceased uncle, Scpio

Acmilianus

Alfius Flavus (7)

Alfius was an unsuccessful candidate for a }'I'.'.‘-.'|I'II'*-'!I1|' ir
56, but appears in 34, issuing edicts and presiding over
trials, perhaps as a praetor, although Cicero calls him a
quaesifor. -

L. Calpurnius Besfin (25)

The candidacy ftor a |1|'.1|.'I.-.l|r-i‘.||‘- in which L. Bestia re-

ceived support from Caelius Rublus was |'-rn::*.|'u-!-. the one

that led to his indictment for aminlfus Cicero defended him

and won an acquittal on February 11, 564 In fact, he was

ould e
¢ of Catiline 2
rpes iyl
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probably an unsuccessful candidate several times, as Cicero
in 43 declares that he had defended Bestia zix times, G-
cured his acquittal in five of them, but failed in the sixth,
Bestia had to go into exile, but regained his status later,
prulw.ﬂ\i'.' mom Laesar or from Antony. in whose |;'-;;|f||'|'.,-,'|r'|:\:-1
he was at the Hme of Cicero’s sarcastic attack on him for
ammung at the consulship while still only an aedilicius

Cornedins Sulla (Felix) (392%

Sulla was defeated inm his first candidac y for a praetorship,
and reportedly claimed that it was because he had omitted
the aedileship, thus depriving the people of the beast hunts
and the show of wild animals from Africa that his Alrican
connections would enable him to provide, and would have
been expected of him as a public duty if he had been an
aedile 1n :'I"l.'l'.:.:_l,' o F:~|,||_1]|-,' ZAMES Plutarch EXPTES505 dou bt
of this explanation, and notes that he was successful the
next year (oulla 5.2; cf. Val. Max. 7.5.5). The precise dates
for his defeat, his election and his command in Cilicia are
disputed, but 96, 95 and 94 seem probable.®

=
FAaHMIHS )

L. Fannius was one of the three tribunes in ottice in 54
who continued to oppose Caesar and his measures. Two of
these, C. Ancharius (3) and Cn. Domitius Calvinus (43).
had advanced to the |_1|'.J-e'||,||'-'r'|i3'- in 56 (MER 2.208). Cicero
refers at the same tme to the excellent prospects of

Fannius,” but he is not named then or later as a candidate or

an elected magistrate in office. His promagistracies in 49
suggest that he had already held a praetorship.®
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CAMNDIDATES FOR THE PEAETORSHILE
6. M. Favonrus (1)

Favonius was defeated in 51 when he was a candidate tor
a praetorship of 50,* but he must have been elected to one
in 49, as he is termed a practorius in 48 (Vell. 2.33.1).

i, Porciis Cafo (L flicensis) Ir-'l:'

A candidate tor a praetorship in 55, Cato i'l.':'-l"-|'-."-.i niot
only through the obstructive tactics of |'.-!|'.|_'|:-'. and Crassus
late in 56 and the delav of the elections into 55 but also atter
thev had been elected consuls in the interreenum and Fom-
pey had charge of the elections. By means of bribery, vio
lence, and obstruction {when the cenfuria pracrogabion voted
for Cato, Pompey, who was presiding, and himselt an au-
gur, heard thunder in a clear sky and dismissed the assem-
blv). thev secured the election of Vatinmius and excluded
Cato from that vear.” Cato was elected, without apparent

¥ . f el ] N Lo
difficulty, to a |-.|__-:._-|._||-,;|-_|| of 54 (MRR 2. 221-_227)

. Candidates Who Withdrew or Were Prevented
from Competing
dis Pulcher (48)
Clodius, as he had been curule aedile in 56, was entitled
under the Leges Annales to compete for the praetorship in

53. According to Cicero (M. 24, he made a |'l.':.:l.'ll".lr'l':',.

bt |'_-l':;'||l SEeINg that the ||l:'.'.: delay in that year '-'--:lllk;- Bive

only a few months in office, and wanting to avoid having
L. Aemilius Paullus as a -\._'-.'-i|l.'.'|;'llh'_ he deserted his own
proper year and transferred his candidacy to 52, the next
vear. not, so Clcero states, because of any 54 I'll}'-|l.'. i:'l.ll._ a5
he himself was saying, in order to have a whole year unim-
paired for his pra torship.? His quarrels with Annius Milo,
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a candidate for a consulship in 52, and his own tumultuous
candidacy prevented the holding of elections on into 52,
and came to a sudden stop when he was killed by members
of Milo’s armed guard in a clash of their forces at Bovillae
on |anuary 18, 52 (Ascon. 30-32C: Cic. Mil passin)

(). Fulvius Flaccus (61)

Fulvius was a candidate for a suffect praetorship in 184,
tor the place of C. Decimus Flavus (8), practor urbanus, who
had died early in his vear. His competitors were Cn. Sicin-
ius (87 and L., Fupius (3), aediles of the plebs in 185, and C.
Valerius Flaccus (166), Flamen Dialis (Liv. 39.39.7). Livv
terms Fulvius aedilis curulis designatus at the time, but he
must have been actually in office as 184 was a plebeian year
(Mommsen, 5tR I, 513, note 3). The objection to his candi-
dacy was the possible cumulation of magistracies, which
nad been made illegal long before (Liv. 7.42.4, in 342).
Vhen Fulvius persisted with -!-.“P..:I‘;” support, the consul,
Porcius Licinus, and the Senate, in order to avoid any pos-
sibility of cumulation of magistracies, decreed that the prae-
tor peregrinus, F. Cornelius Cethegus (75), should assume
the duties of the deceased praetor urbanus, and that there
should be no election for a suffect praetor that year (Liv.
39.39.1=5)." Fulvius was elected a praetor for 182, and con-

sul for 179 (MRR 1.382, 391-392),

) Postumins (4) or C. Postumins (12)

Postumus is the name in the manuscripts of Cicero’s Pro
Murena, of a subscriptor in the indictment for ambitus
brought by the defeated candidate, Ser Sulpicius Rufus (95),
against L. Licinius Murena, consul designate for 62, in the
autumn of 63. This Postumus had been a candidate for a
practorship in that same year but had withdrawn.™ There
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CANDIDATES FOR THE PEAETORSHIP

has been much |_|1-|:!|,|I_4_' as to whether his name was Postu-
mus or Fostumins

Pupius (3)

Pupius’ candidacy for the suffect praetorship in 184 ended
when the consul and the Senate decided not to hold an elec-
tion (Liv. 39.39.1-15). See above, No. 2, on Q. Fulvius Flac-
cus (61). Pupius was elected a praetor for 183 (MER 1.379).

E Sextiuzs (Y)

Sextius was elected to a praetorship, but while desigmabus
was indicted by a former tribune, T. Tumus L. £ (32), and
convicted.™ The date is uncertain, perhaps about 90 B.C
Cn. Sicinius (8)

Sicinius’ candidacy for a suttect practorship in 1584 ended
with the decision of the consul and the Senate not to hold
an election (Liv. 39.39.1-15). See above, No. 2, on Q. Ful-
vius Flaccus. Sicinius was elected to praetorships in 183 and
172 (MERE 1.378=-379, 411 and 414, note 1).

Valerins Flaccus (166) Flamen Lhalhs

he candidacy of Valerius Flaccus for a suffect pl'-1|'ll'l'=~|‘-ll.'-
in 184 ended when the consul and the Senate decided not bo
hold an election (Liv, 39.39.1-15). See above No. 2, on ';._?.
Fulvius Flaccus (61). In spite of being handicapped by the

rules of his priesthood, Valerius competed successtully for a

practorship in 183 (MRR 1.378-79).




V. CANDIDATES FOR THE AEDILESHIPS

andidates for either of the two aedileships, curule or ple
beian, have been gathered here into a single list because
it 1s not always certain tfor which one they were compet-
ing, but it is stated in each instance whenever it is known. The

two aedile ships were, of course, quite different in nature and

1
¥
X

origin, whatever resemblances may have developed in their du-
fies. The |'|I.'|1l.'i.l1l. .'|1'q.i1|l.'*-|"||_’," was as old as the tribunate of the
plebs, and could be held only by plebeians. They were elected
in the concilivm plebis with a tribune |_lr|,':-.i:_|;|'|:;_:_ The curule
aedileship was created in 367 at the time when the consulship
WwWas I.I|,1-;'I'.l.'l.| to |:‘|l.'|'n."..!|‘.*-. The first incumbents were patricians,
were frequently already consulars, but very soon the magistracy
began to be held by patricians and plebeians in alternate years.
In the Late Kepublic they competed together. The curule aediles
were elected in the comitia fribita with a consul or a praetor pre-
siding. In the development of the cursus honorum this magistracy
could be omitted, but if held it came before the praetorship and
was subject to the intervals prescribed in the Leges Anmales.

1. Candidates Defeated in Regular Elections

ip. Claudins Pulcher (296) Cos. 79

Ap. Claudius was defeated when a candidate for the cu-
rule aedileship (Cic. Planc. 51), probably in 95 or 94. He
must have been successful soon afterward, as he had charge
of the Ludi Megalenses (Cic. Har, Resp. 26), a duty incum-
bent on the curule .]-e'g|1||.' ||‘|1,' latest date is 92, as he held a
I'II'..'.I."!';'I"!""\.I'IiF"" in By

It Cornelins Scipro (Nasion) Seramo (334) Cos,. 138
(8] §

H Corpelins Scipro (Nasica) "1.-\.'.'|JII=.'|: | \1“'\:‘.~_I _os. 111

A Scipio Masica, a candidate for the curule aedileship,
while canvassing the voters, shook the hand of a rustic
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CANDIDATES FOR THE AEDILESHIPS

voter with heavily calloused hands, and in jest asked him
“Do yvou usually walk with yvour hands?” Members of the
rustic tribes took this to be an insult, and it lost him the
election.? Minzer was inclined to identify the Scpio named
in this anecdote with the consul of 138 (354), but admits that
he may be the consul of 111 (355), and would date the inci-
dent either to ca. 144 for the former or to ca. 118 for the
latter.

Cn. Dormitinsg Calvinus Maximus (45) Cos, 283

Pliny, probably quoting from the Anmales of L. Calpurnius
&0 F'r|_|:.;i (Y], 8ays that the election of Cn., Flavius (Cn. f.
or Anni t.) to a curule aedileship for 304, along with Anicius
Praenestinus (3), involved the defeat of two candidates, (
oetilius (2) and Domitius, both of them sons of consuls.?
Domitius may be tentatively identified as the consul of 253,
who is recorded from Piso by Livy (10.9.12-13) as curule
aedile in 299 (MRR 1.173). See below, No. 10, on C. Poe
tilius.

.'-|'|.I|||:- L.li:-'\-.'l.'. IE'I|:1| 05,

L. Caesar was defeated when a candidate for a curule

aedileship, probably ca. 99 B.C. since he held a praetorship
in 95 (MRR 2.11, and 14, note 3), a defeat of which Cicero
reminds Laterensis in Pro Plancie 51. See Shackleton Bailey,

Crhorrasticon 37
] i Ly E
ivl. ||i||_'.;'|::'i|'|_'\- Lalerenses |.||:-| II:'. 1

Laterensis was a candidate, with A. Plautius {(8) and Cn

Plancius (4), tor a curule .:-.'-.illl.'*-\.-i‘.ll-'! of 55 or 54, more |"|'|li‘--
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CANDIDATES DEFEATED IN ROMAN ELECTIONS

ably of 55,% who atter his defeat prosecuted the successful
Plancius for bribervy under Crassus’ cent law de sodalicis
(Cic. Mlase, puESEIN, e5p 4450 f, l.'\.ljl 3.7 11: 5chol. Bob. 152
=t). Cicero delivered the Pro Plancm in his defence and won
his acquittal.

T K e o 1
LADCTTRES FHRFFHS [20)

Hirrus was a candidate, one of three, for a curule aedile-
), defeated by the election of M. Octavius (33) and
M. Caelius Rufus (55). See Caelius’ letters to Cicero, Fam.
8.2.2, 3.1, 4.3, and 9.1; Cicero, Fam. 2.10.1, to Caelius.® Seg
"'.1.|I'*-\.|'-.|.:! 1.-.|.'.'.'.'l.'-- .-_'l'\-_

= [
ship ol

Marius (14, Supb. 6) Cos. 107, 104-100, 86

Warius was a candidate for the curule .u-dllr»lnp who,
when defeated, became at once a candidate for an aedile-
'-|'Ii5" of the |_‘.|l.'|'"-». and was defeated a second time.® The
vear was probably 117, as he had been a tribune of the plebs
in 114 and held a praetorship in 115 (MER 1.526, 532)

LActamnns :.:l:'l i S, B7

Octavius was a candidate for an aedileship whose defeat
Cicero lists with those of several others who later attained
the -|'|'-""|-:I""-I'||_='.-' { Planc. 51: aedililate proeleritos CORSHIPS Pose file
tos), without specifying which of the individual examples re-
ler to a curule or a plebeian aedileship. As Octavius held a
pragtorship in 0, his candidacy for an .,'II_'«L“EI."MII]I_" may be
dated ca. 95 B.C. See SB, Onomasticon 72: Sumner, Oralors
e, Tla: MEK 2.26, 46: 3151,

cCoas, Suff, 43
Pedius was a candidate for a curule ._||,'._.=i||,~ai'1|]'-, L'-‘r"-il"-'ll"J'.'

of 55 (cf. above, No. 5, on luventius Laterensis, and note 4).

who is stated to have arranged, in the incomplete first elec-
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tion of the two for the position, with a competitor, A. I*lo
tius. to receive through him the vote of the tribe Aniensis
(Cic. Planc. 17.34). Pedius held a praetorship in 45, and was
clected consul suffectus with Octavian on August 1%, 13
(MRER 2.273. 3365-337). He was a nephew of Julius LCaesar
and one of his heirs (Suet. Caes. 83.2)

%

Poetilins (2)

L} F § - 5t 5 wmirl HS T 1
Poetilius was a candidate for a curule aedileship of 304,

along with a Domitius, but both were defeated by the elec-

tion of Cn. Flavius and Q. Anicius Praenestinus. See above,
Mo, 3. on On. Domitius Calvinus (45]).
' |

| - 5 T d It i i1 - i -
M. Pupius Piso Frugi (Calpurnianus) (1U) Cos. bl

Pupius Piso was a candidate for a curule aedileship who

; % i q " : R
WS |_||_'-r-.'.|1.|.".1 [ 1C. BN, 12, 51). The election was held 1n
- A : q : RSO ET 3
5, a5 his competitor, M. Seius, was in office in 74 (MER
. L = : P i B e

21027, He held a |‘I.Il.'|.'-:'-"-|'ll‘." in 72 or 71 (MER 2.115; 3.177]);

and was consul in 61 (MER 2.178)
vl II.'|'.'.I:iI'- Llecuila l-\"‘"l:l o=, &1

Ihe M. Tullius who was a candidate for an aedileship and
was defeated (Cic. Planc. 51) may be identitied with the comn-
cul of 81 (MER 2.74). See 5B, Cnomasticon, 45, His praetor-
ship must have preceded 84, but is not mentioned, nor 15
there evidence for the date of his candidacy o the aedile
ship.

P Vatinius (3) Cos. 47

Vatinius was a candidate for an aedileship of 56, who was
defeated when the election was finally held on January 20
of that vear, even failing to win the vote of his own tribe
With the support of Pompey and Crassus, he defeated Cato
tor a l-"l-'l:'ll.ll':-ui'i}" in 55 (MRR 2.216; see above, Praetors, art
1. No. 7. on M. Porcius Cato), and received a consulship
under Caesar in 47 (MER 2.286).
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N T "
VENCATINS TRHTHS [8) LOs, By

Volcatius is described as a candidate for an aedileship

W I'Ill Wwas |1I |I.-I|,l\.|.| |_1'||I |'||_|'| .LI'|','||||_|.| ,_I'h 51-:|:i"||""'|.

honors
||:, 1i I'I'l_'.i. _'II s SRS |I ROYE

lhere is no evidence regard-
ing the date of his candidacy L'M'R'PI that he must have been

.. -
a praetor by or before 69 (MEE 2.132)

2, Candidates Who Withdrew or Remain Uncertain

.'-." |.|;|I|'|!-!.|'.'|'.' I”. :I:.. F :.!'.i':.-' rll :':. s, 54

L[ Claudius was a candidate for the curule aedileshi P |
27 but then learned that by canceling

|'.I=- l..I|'||._|...!._||_1. ]
fe) he could be elected, perhaps by fraud, to
the praetorship of that same vear.

With the support of the
consul, L. €

Calpurnius Piso (90), he withdrew immediately
and stowed away the numerous objects in his possession

which he had collected for display in the games of his
aedileship.®

&

dL F Clandins Marcellus (216) Cos.. 50

A certain Marcellus, a neighbor of Cicero on the Palatine,

i5 named in a letter of Cicero,® written on November s
as a candidate, almost certainly for a curule aedileship of 56.
certain record of his defeat or his success w hen
Clodius was finally elected about January 20, 56 (Cic. OF

3.1}, but 56 15 a probable vear for a cons ul of 50, and Pros-
[ora L -\.Iull.l LIS "'ai]ll.l,..l 15 Were -\.,..l L= |.|l.1|:'.|i"‘:||_'

KR 2.208: 3.54: SB, CLA 2.17R.

There is no

;*u cts . See also




VI. CANDIDATES FOR THE TRIBUNATE OF
T'HE PLEBS

Cr. Aufadis Urresles (1) Cos il |

Cn. Orestes, whom Cicero names as one who, though de-
feated when a candidate for the tribunate, later attained the
consulship (Planc. 52
of 71 named above (MREE 2.121). He was an
pstes who was adopted by an Aufidius in his old age (Cic
Dom. 35; 5B, Two Studies Bd=53, 105:

. seems best identified with the consul
.

Aurelius Ur-

Chronsticon 210, Th
]

L&
date of his defeat was pl'nimlwlx' before 82, as candidates with
ambitions for a further career would have avoided the tribu-

nate between 81 and 75

C. Cassius Longinus (57) Cos, Y6
0r

C. Cassius Longinus (58) Cos. /3

The candidate for the tribunate, C. Cassius, whom Cicern
monbions (Planc. 52), who was defeated but later attained
the consulship, may be identified with the €. Cassius who
was consul in 9 or the one who was consul in 73 (5B, On
omasticon 31), both active in the period from which Cicero
drew his .:-1.||1|]~'|-;-~._ If he was the former, the date may be
about 105, but if the latter, before 82

* Flaminius ()

An obscure Flaminius is recorded by Appian (BC 3.31) as
a candidate in the summer of 44 for a place in the college of
tribunes of the plebs, perhaps the place made vacant by the

-

death of C. Helviug Cinna (11, cf. 12; see MRR 2.324), and
he had support from the young Octavian. As popular favor
turned toward Octavian himself (App. BC 3.31) . Anto-
nius took measures to prevent an clection. The identiby of

Flaminius remains obscure
Flavins Fimbria (87) Cos. 14
The candidate ; { Fimbria. whom Licero describes as one

who. though defeated for the tribunate of the plebs, later

|
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attained the -.-:'l!l*-\.‘:I]*-\.I"li}' {Planc. 52, cf. 12}, seems best identi-

hed with the C. Flavius Fimbria who won the l.{'l!'l"-\-"il;"-\.l"lil,'i' as
a colleague of Marius in 104 (MRR 1.558). See Wiseman,
New Men 331, No. 1BD; SB, Omnomasticon 49 and abowve,

Chapter II, Part 1, No. 23, on Q. Lutatius Catulus
viarius (14, Supb. 6) Cos. 107, 104-100, 86

C. Marius, whose career is described by Valerius Maxi-
mus (6.4 14) as maximae fortunae luclabio. is reported there to

have been defeated when he was a candidate for the tribwa-

nate betore he succeeded in winming it in 119, The repork
seems improbable as he had support at that time from the
Metelli (Plut. Mar. 4.1), and there is no other mention of it
ee T. F Carney, A Biography of Marius 18; E. Gabba, “Mar
us and Sulla,” ANRW 1.769-770; E. Badian, DUJ 25 (1963
Ba) 141=151: MER 3.139-140

o

X "‘H.u.'i‘.'.'!.e_"-\. JUHFEMES | -"1':

Plutarch (Sulla 10.2-4) mentions a Nonius, nephew of
Sulla, who stood for some office farche) in 88, when Sulla
was consul, as a candidate he preferred, but was rejected by
the people because the unpopularity of Sulla’s actions. If, as
seems probable, Nonius may be identified with Sextus
Nonius Subenas, known from the insc ription on coins struck
by M. Nonius Sufenas ca. 60 B.C. as the practor in 81 who

the tirst to celebrate the Ludi Victorize Sullanae (MRRE
1.14%9; Crawford, RRC 1.no. 441, dated to 59 cf

; 6), he was at that time probably competing for
one of the lower offices. Drumann-Groebe (RG2 11 224} sup
gests the tribunate of the plebs, but an aedileship or even a
_:"i'.||'|l.ll"--!'l_'|1 i5 not '.I"-"IFIE"!-:‘-I!"II."‘. [f MNonius was not Sex
Monius Sufenas, there 15 no other information about him
See above, Chapter II, Part 1, No. 33a, on P Servilius Vatia
([=auricus)

A Nunnivs (1)

4 candidate for a tribunate of 99, Nunnius was, according
to Appian (BC 1.28), a rival of Saturninus for the tenth place
of the required ten. He was attacked and killed, according
to Appian, when he had already been elected and was a
tribune designate, but, according to Plutarch (Mar 29.1)
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Valeriue Maximus (9.7.3), and Orosius (5.17.2), it was before
he could be elected. See E. Gabba, Appiam Bell. Civ
PP 101=102

]

P Rutilins Rufus (34) Cos. 105

Rutilius Rufus is named as a candidate tor the tribunate
of the plebs in Cicera's list of defeated tribunitial candidates
who later attained the consulship {Planc. 52). As Rutilius
held a praetorship by 118, his candidacy for the tribunate

should be dated before 120 (MRR 1.527, 555).




VII. CANDIDATES FOR THE QUAESTORSHIP

V. Favorius (1) Pr, 49

In a letter written early in June of 60, Cicero comments on
the deteat of Favonius by Nasica (Caecilius Metellus Scipio
Masica), and his unsuccessiul prosecution of the victor,
whom Cicern had l.il.'h'l!l.ll.'l.‘l_. |1|‘|"=L|;|1._||:1J'.' On a |.'|1.|:_,;|- i
ambitu.! Since the date is too early in the vear for any regu-
lar election, this election must have been intended to fill a
vacancy, but there is disagreement as to whether the vacant
!:"|.I;.'|.' was that of an aedile, or a tribune of the }1||_-|m__ ar a
quaestor. See 5b, CLA 1.350-351; cf. MEE 3.41-42, a sum-
mary il -.1]'-|I'|i;'|:|-~ with some preference O a |_||j.].,\_l'\-\,||||'l.\,5'|i!'\-_
According to Cicero, Favonius was standing for office again

Fiti II=!-!-5'|'.'|.i.- catsg, but there is no report of the results.

L Lubatius Catulis (7)) Cos, 102
or

L) Lutatius Catulus (B) Cos. 78

E. Badian's suggestion that the correct reading in Cicero,

Fro Plancio 52, is not Q. (or C.) Caelius, but Q. Catulus
[Skwdes 152 |'-'_:i:| has been frmily ._||_|_|_-|:‘:-I:4_'q5 [0 !‘1|'.,||_':-,_||'|q,a-|'|

Bailey (H5Ph 83 [1979] 277-278). The passage (quaestor (), Ca

tulus) records a defeat for a quaestorship, and may refer ei-
ther to the consul of 102 or the consul of 78 I_'||_-_-|-|,::|1_q,
preferably the former as more consistent with the dates of
Licero’s other examples, and with a person well known for
his series of defeats for the consulship. See above, Chapter
I, IPart 1, No. 23




VIII. CANDIDATE FOR THE MILITARY TRIBUNATE

[.. Marcits Philippus (75) Cos., 91, Pr. by 98

The L. Philippus whose defeat in an election for the office
af tribunus militum Cicero menbions 1n Pro Plancio 52 should
be identified with L. Marcius Philippus (75), consul in %1
(Shackleton Bailey, Onomasticon 66—-67). The date may be ca
106 B.C. See above, Chapter [1, Part 1, No. 27, on thas Mar-

. Pk iliw
cius Philippus.




IX. CANDIDATES FOR THE PRIESTLY COLLEGES
AND FOR PONTIFEX MAXIMUS

From early times the members of the major priestly colleges
coopled in each college new members individually as an ap
poantment tor life to the places vacated by deceased members
But in 14 or 103 Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus (21), in anger at
not being coopted by the college of pontifices to the place va
cated by the death of his father, carried a law while tribune of
the plebs making membership in the major colleges subject to
popular election by an assembly of seventeen tribes chosen by
lot, one less than majority of the total of thirty-five tribes.! This
law remained in force until 82 or 51, when Sulla restored the
rtormer practice, but in 63 a law carried by T, Labienus. when
tribune of the plebs, made popular election by seventeen tribes
a requirement again.? The former requirements of a formal rec-
ommendation by bwo members of the college and acceptance by
a vote of the college also remained in use. Elections to the
priestly colleges were regularly held in the interval between

those for consuls and those of practors, with a consul as presid-
ing officer. From early times the pontifex maximus was elected
by the assembly of seventeen tribes.? The candidate had to be a
pontitex in otfice, with the most recently elected pontitex as the
presiding officer.

Antonins (30) Cos. 44, 34

A phrase in a letter of M. Antonius to Cicero shortly be-
tore the latter left Italy to join Pompey (Aff. 10.8a.1, May 1,
44; ct. 5B, CLS 4.410-411) which refers to some coolness o
jealousy (Cnhotvmig ) between them has been taken as a ref-
erence to supposed jealousy on the part of Antonius when

e X I’
L24, L Ehe presiding o

RS of ol




CANDIDATES FOR THE PRIESTLY COLLEGES 51
Cicero was elected an augur, by 52 or, probably, in H3. 4
Whatever the reference may mean, Antonius did not com
pete at the time when Cicero was elected (Cic. Phil. 2.4), but
did so successfully in 50. See below, No. 2, on L. Domitius
Ahenobarbus (27)

Domitius Ahenobarbus (27) Cos. 54

A candidate for an augurate in 50 for the |1||."|:'1'I||.'I |1|_:._1-
made vacant by the death of Hortensius in June of that year
{Caelius in Cic. Fam. 8.13.2: cf. SB, CLF 1.428), Domitius was
defeated by the young M. Antonius, then a tribune desig
nate, who had in his favor the support of Caesar and the
memory of his grandfather, the famous orator, M. Antonius
(28), Los, 99,

Cornelitis Lentrlus Crus (218) Cos, 44

A candidate in 51 for a |_"|.|!_'|- in the Chiiddecimiin sacris

lis. Lentulus Crus was defeated by the yvoung 2 Cor-
nelins Dolabella (141), the futurne consul "'\-l,..”'.'l.!:l"-\- of 44
(Caelius in Cic. Fam. 8.4.1; caruisse fe pulcherrimo speclaculo el

Lentuli Cruris repulst vultum non vidisse; ct. 5B, CLF 1.3%))

':_] |I I-IIII.:“" .I -;Ii.|.l-|'\' I:"";'i-| Iq..l.!"

A candidate in 212 for election as pontibex maximus in

succession to the deceased L. Cornelius Lentulus Caudinus
i211). Cos. 237, Fulvius Flaccus was surprisingly defeated by
the much younger P Licinius Crassus (69), then a candidate

LS i & [
and 5B, CL#
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for the curule aedileship (Liv. 25.5.1-4; MRR 1.271).* See be-
low, Mo. 7, on his rival, T. Manlius |l.:-|';||1,:|||-. (B2,

| J | iy ——
LTS |':I||i':.e'\-\. { L) It :'\-\.l it
|

Lucilius Hirrus was a candidate in 52 or. more probably,

in 23 for a plebeian |:.'|.I|.l.' in the l.'l.:-|||-:_:||,' O AUEUrS a5 SUCCes-
sor to 2 Licinius Crassus (83), who had perished in the cam-
paigEn against the Parthians at Carrhae, and was defeated by
Cicero (Caelius in Cic. Fam. 8.3.1; auguratus fuum compeli
torem; 8.9.1; 2.15.1; of. SB, CLF 1.388.394; MRR 2.228-9). On

the date, see above, nobe 4

'-_'l Lretertrees Cabuins ) L0s, ::“\.

Catuillus was a q.'..,::'||,|||,,i..,|:|,' in f3 T L-I:,-:,'li;:n a5 |-.._||-||_i|._-;-.;
maximus in succession to the recently deceased Q. Caecilius
Metellus Pius (98), and was defeated by C. Iulius Caesar
(131), the future dictator. who in 83 was a successiul candi-
date for a practorship (Sall. Cat. 49.1-2; cf. Suet. Caes. 13

Fiut. Caes. 7.1=-2; see MRE 2.172, notes 1 and 2).

. Manlmws Torguatius (B2 Cos. X35 224; Cens. 223

Manlius was a candidate in 212 for election as pontifex
maximus in succession o L. Cornelius Lentulus Caudinus
(213}, and, like Q. Fulvius Flaccus (see above, No. 4), was
surprisingly defeated by the young P Licinius Crassus (69),

then a candidate for a curule aedileship (Liv. 25.5.1-4). See

P Servilins Vialin Isauricus (93) Cos, 79

A candidate in 63 for election as pontifex maximus in suc
cession o the deceased Q). Caecilius Metellus Pius (98), the
elder Servilius Isauricus was defeated, along with Q. Luta

]
i
ks

bius Catulus (8; see above, Mo, 68), by C. lulius Caesar (131)

the future dictator, who was elected in that vear to a pra-
etorship for 62 (Plut. Caes. 7.1-3; cf. Sall. Cat. 49.1; Suet.

13). See MER 2.171, 172, notes 1 and 3.

(3) Cos. 47




LY COLLEGES

In a letter to Atticus” in mid-April, 59, Cicero mentions
the possibility that Vatinius, then a tribune of the plebs a
tively supporting Caesar, might even be made an augur,
and in 56 in the In Vatinium attacks him scathingly for even
conceiving the desire to become one in the place of Q. Cae
cilius Metellus Celer (86), consul in 60, who had died early
in 59. There is no further mention of this or of an election
Vatinius attained the consulship under Caesar in 47. and
orobably became an augur at about the same time (in Sep
tember. when Caesar returned to Italy from the East) as he
states in a letter to Cicero from his command at INarona in
Dalmatia in January of 44 that he had succeeded to the
place of Ap. Claudius Pulcher, who had died in 48.7




APPENDIX

In addition to the two groups described above under the names
of the magistracies, those who were defeated in regular elec
tions, and those who withdrew or were prevented from compet-

ing, there are a few examples of candidates who were successful
in the elections but were afterward prevented from taking office
because they were accused and convicted of election bribery
{ambeties). The consular elections for 65 provide two outstand-
ing examples, I? Cornelius Sulla (386) and P Autronius Paectus,
(7)., who won the election (Sulla omnibus centuriis: Cie. Sulla g1,
and deleated L. Aurehius Cotta (102} and L. Manlius [orquatus
(7). They were accused of ambitus and convic ted, Sulla |“':’
the ¥ULIT T Manlius, son of the candidate., and Autronius by
Cotta himself, and under the terms of the law carried by C.
Calpurnius Piso in 67, lost both office and the right to compete
later. See above, 1',_'|1.:5.|1||_'-: I1, Part 1, Mo. &, on Cotta, and Mo, 24
LA "‘1I”1|i:|:'\-. II‘II"‘I' L 3L = . e |'|=‘.\.|:|'-, [ I"| |'|,|j-\. ;|'| 1Ir'||_' I_,:|1|_" I'::_L'l_'ﬂjl'li:l_'_
bt -|!"|"-lll.'l'l||:- tew convictions

[ he ||'Ii"'\-:"\-'|""."'i|'."'l‘| name Hotensio at 108 B L. in the l:-.|'|r|'|1-'-|_l!.:'-\.!'
pher of 354 and the letters MN, da]MN][{atus) at the same date
in a fragment of the Fasti Capitolini with the cognomen Scaurus
on the next line, confirmed by the name M. AURELI SCA in the
Fasti Antiafes Matores at 108, combine to indicate another caze of
success, trial and conviction, this time of a Hortensius (A. De-
grassi, Inscr. Ital. XIII, Fasc. 1. pp. M-85, 162-163, 476).

Al the tribunicial level, the case of Servaeus (3) presents an-
other example. He was *-l:l.q.-e':w*-irl,Jl m 51 in the elections for iri-
bunes of _'| but accusation of ambitis and conviction while he
was still designalus made his place available for C. Scribonius
Curio (11) ko win in the supplementary election (Cic. Fam. 8.4.2:
Servaeum designalum tribunum pr. condemnatum: cuins <in> locum
L. Curio petitt. [August 1, 51); 8.5.3: hos si<c> praeterifo anno,
Lurne fnbunus e<rn>t, [mid-September 51]). See SB, CLF 1.39%)

_|I'|l,_i _:.I".I._
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CANDIDATES FOR THE COMSULSHIF

1. Candidates Defeated in Regular Elections
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CANDIDATES FOR THE PRAETORSHIP

. Candidates Defeated in Elections




INDEX OF DEFEATED CANDIDATES

L. Calparrnias Bestia (25

L. Cornehus Sulla (Pedix) (39
i, Fanmins (9]
&, Favosnbias (1)
X s Ak {LUIBoenss] [ )

2. Candidates Who Withdrew or Were Prevented from Competing

E Choclins I

L), Fulvin

(. F) Post
LS (5

ol
14 1 !
CowsE [ b

CANDIDATES FOR THE AEDILESHIPS
1. Candidates Defeated in Kegular Elechions

Uincerbanm

"ANDIDATES FOR THE TRIBUNATE OF THE PLEBS

MeOiiLs Saberda
%, PulLAR FNLES

o . -
I Euitaleus Bailus (34

CAMDIDATES FOR THE QUAESTORSHIPS

CAMDIDATE FOR THE MILITARY TRIBUMATE
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CANMIMPATES FOK THE FRIESTLY COLLEGES

ANDIDATES ELECTED BUT CONVICTED FOR

1. Candidates for the Consulship:

2. Candidate for the Tribunate of the Plebs:
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