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Senatorial Estates in Imperial Asia Minor - State of the Question,

Methodological Issues and Perspectives on Future Research
Andreas KLINGENBERG"

I. Introduction

Sum quidem prope totus in praediis — “my property is indeed chiefly in land.”" With these words,
written in a letter addressed to his old friend Calvisius Rufus and discussing his plans to purchase
an estate adjacent to his property, Pliny the Younger discloses the typical property structures of
Roman senators in the Imperial Age:* Their wealth consisted mainly of landed estates. This applies
as much to the senators coming from Italy as to those from the provinces.’ Landholding offered a
reliable and steady income, which was deemed more important than high, but risky profit from
which, however, senators did not completely refrain®. Admittedly, they owned houses, cash and
other goods, they had money lent out at interest and found other ways to invest capital profitably,
but the focus on land ownership remains. Aside from the letters of Pliny and some other literary
sources, it is mainly epigraphic documents that give us information about the location and some-
times extent of senatorial land ownership.

Especially in Asia Minor there is plenty of evidence. An older collection of the sources for private
estates in the various regions of Asia Minor was presented by Robert Broughton, but it refers to
all kinds of owners and is outdated.” In his important treatise on ‘The Senators from the Eastern
Part of the Imperium Romanum’ (1979) Helmut Halfmann compiled a considerable amount of
this evidence, in order to draw conclusions about the senators stemming from the Roman east.°®
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Albertus-Magnus-Platz, 50923 Cologne, Germany (andreas.klingenberg@uni-koeln.de; () https://orcid.org
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This paper originates from a talk given at the 16" International Congress of Greek and Latin Epigraphy
(XVI Congressus Internationalis Epigraphiae Graecae et Latinae) in Bordeaux, in the section “Epigraphy and
land ownership in the Roman world: overviews and methodological reflections for the 21st century” chaired
by Alberto dalla Rosa and Davide Faoro to whom I would like to express my gratitude for the invitation
and for discussing my propositions. I would also like to thank Ségoléne Demougin for the helpful conver-
sation after my talk and N. Eda Akyiirek $Sahin for inviting me to publish my paper in Gephyra. I am also
grateful for the suggestions of the peer reviewers.

! Plin. epist. 3.19.8.

? For Pliny’s wealth and finances cf. Duncan-Jones 1982, 17-32, for the agricultural investments and
profits of senators in general see ibid. 33-59. For republican times see Shatzman 1975, 9-109.

? For Italy see Andermahr 1998; cf. for the composition of senatorial properties from Republican up to
Augustan times Shatzman 1975; for known instances of wealth in the Roman Empire (not only of senators)
see Mratschek-Halfmann 1993.

* Cf. Kehoe 1988.
> Broughton 1938, 663-676; cf. also Broughton 1934; Levick 1967, 215-226.
¢ Halfmann 1979, 52-67; cf. also Halfmann 1982, passim.
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Since then, research on Asia Minor and on landholding there (though with a certain emphasis on
the imperial estates) has made notable progress and new testimonies have been discovered as well
as published.”

Apart from that, further, earlier published evidence for the land ownership of senators whose
origin was not in Asia Minor can be added. All in all, landholding in Asia Minor is not a new
topic. A systematic and comprehensive study of senatorial land ownership in Asia Minor as a
whole, however, is not yet at hand, let alone on senatorial properties in the whole Imperium

Romanum.?

It is not my intent to deliver that here as this would afford much more space than one article could
provide. Rather, I would like to present some prolegomena to such a study and thus highlight
some key aspects and methodological issues that it will need to address.

I1. From Republic to Empire

As soon as the Romans set foot in Asia Minor, Roman presence and land ownership followed on
heels. This has been discussed in some detail by Robert Broughton and others, but some essential
aspects should be mentioned here.” In any case, there certainly were senatorial landowners in Asia
Minor before there were senators from that part of the world, and those in turn were preceded by
non-senatorial Roman landholders. However, evidence for the republic is scarce so that we cannot
establish any Roman landowner before the Mithradatic Wars, let alone a senator. Nonetheless, as
there were quite some Roman citizens resident in Asia Minor by that time, not only in Ephesus
which gained tragic fame through the Asiatic Vespers,'® we can conjecture and sometimes even
identify some Roman landholding there in the early first century BC."" Cicero, for instance, men-
tions a L. Genucilius Curvus who had holdings in the territory of Parium."> Not only those living

7 Cf. e.g. Mitchell 1993, 1, 143-164; 1999, 37-46; Corsten 2005; Dalla Rosa 2014; 2016; 2017; Erdkamp et
al. 2015 (though not specifically focused on Asia Minor). Cf. the short summary in Marek 2019, 461-2.

8 Mitchell 1993, 1, 143-164, however, is a good starting point for Asia Minor. Mratschek-Halfmann 1993
presents interesting insights in the assets of many persons of the Imperial Age, but her study and prosopog-
raphy rely heavily on literary sources whereas epigraphic evidence is only scarcely taken into account. An-
dermahr’s comprehensive study on senatorial estates in Italy stands pretty much alone (Andermahr 1998).

® Broughton 1934; Levick 1967; cf. now Kirbihler 2007 and Eberle - Le Quéré 2017 (with a focus on the
whole Greek East in Republican times); see also Tan 2017, 68-90.

' The numbers of the Romans victims given by the sources range from 80,000 (Val. Max. 9.2 ext. 3) to
150,000 (Plut. Sulla 24.4) and are likely to be exaggerated (which already Cass. Dio fr. 109.8 seems to imply);
the death count will still have been high, though, as the killing of Romans occurred in the whole province
of Asia, cf. Liv. per. 78.1; Tac. ann. 14.4; App. Mithr. 5(22-23).

! See Eberle — Le Quéré 2017, 4-6 (= Table 1-2) listing individual and anonymous groups of Italian
landowners in the Greek East, not only in Asia Minor; the list ends in Augustan times, but is neither free of
errors (for instance, Livia is still mentioned as landowner near Thyateira, for this see here below) nor com-
plete (add for example Appuleia Concordia who owned an estate in Galatia, see . North Galatia 324 and the
remarks by Calder 1908, 215).

2 Cic. fam. 13.53: negotia eius, quae sunt in Hellesponto, primum ut obtineat id iuris in agris, quod ei
Pariana civitas decrevit et dedit et quod semper obtinuit sine ulla controversia.
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in the Asian provinces acquired land; there were some non-resident landholders as well, from
Sullan times at least."

This is not to say that Romans supplanted domestic landowners."* There continued to be many
local magnate families some of which rose to senatorial rank in later times, mostly from the Fla-
vian emperors onwards."” A certain shift is to be assumed in the aftermath of Caesar’s death, how-
ever. The proscriptions of 43 BC might not have yielded a noteworthy effect on Asia Minor.'® At
least we cannot establish how many Roman assets in Asia Minor were affected by this harsh meas-
ure of the triumvirs, and it is equally uncertain how they could enforce it, as these lands were not
yet under their control. But the exactions of Brutus and Cassius as well as the aftermath with
Antony establishing his control certainly resulted in quite some property changing hands."” An-
tony probably sold much of the land, though he may well have kept some share to himself which
later fell to Octavian after the battle of Alexandria, but the extent is much debated."

But it was not only the latter who benefitted from this expropriation as he probably offered for
sale or passed on a lot of land to his close associates. It might be this way that Agrippa acquired
the Thracian Chersonese as property which was inherited by Augustus, though there are other
possible explanations.”” And strictly speaking, the Chersonese does not belong to Asia Minor. Yet
that there were imperial properties in Asia Minor is beyond doubt, although the extent has been
somewhat debated and the sources are again scarce.” In any case, Augustus seems to have inher-
ited at least some of the properties owned by King Amyntas.” However, the long-assumed land-
holding of Livia near Thyateira arouses many doubts, and the same applies to Agrippa’s alleged
ownership of the marble quarries at Dokimeion in Phrygia.”” Both are inferred from epigraphical
finds and that leads us to the center of my discussion.

In the case of Livia, the main grounds on which the assumption was made are two texts mention-

~

ing an énitpomnog (tod) ZeBaotod dpkng Aloviaviig, i.e. procurator Augusti arcae Livianae, named

13 Cf. Broughton 1934, 20-210; see also Eberle — Le Quéré 2017, 11.

!4 That is, Romans not originating from Asia Minor.

1> See Halfmann 1979; 1982.

'6 For the proscriptions and their impact cf. Syme 1952, 187-201; Bengtson 1972; Hinard 1985, 259-318.
'7 As argued by Broughton 1934, 213-215.

'8 Cf. Frank 1927, 156-157; Broughton 1934, 213-217; Shatzman 1975, 365-366.

19 Cf. Cass. Dio 54.29.5 who declares his ignorance about the origins of Agrippa’s ownership: T@v e yap
TAeloTWV aOTOD EKANPOVOUNTEY, £v oG dM\a Te kai 1) Xeppovnoog i mpdg 1@ EAAnondvtw, ovk oid' dmwg
&G 1OV Aypinmav éABovoa; for the properties of Agrippa cf. Roddaz 1984, 238-244.

% We know for instance Lucilius Capito, procurator patrimonii provinciae Asiae under Tiberius, see
PIR’ L 381.

21 Cf. Shatzman 1975, 361 with fn. 519; Mratschek-Halfmann 1993, 259-260. On the development of the
imperial properties see now Lo Cascio 2015.

22 Dalla Rosa 2017, 111.
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T. Antonius Claudius Alfenus Arignotus.” Of course, the term procurator could refer to an ad-
ministrator of an estate, but there are good arguments against that notion in the present case.**
What matters is not the dating of the texts to the Severan period which might be explained by
happenstance of transmission. Rather, the procurator in question was an eques Romanus whereas
we would expect a freedman in connection with a private estate, even if it belonged to the ‘first
lady’ of the empire as in case of Livia. In addition, there is the term ‘arca’ which may indeed refer
to the ‘treasure’ or ‘cash’ of an estate, but its administration by a procurator instead of an arcarius
or a dispensator, the latter rendered oikovopog in Greek, seems odd.”® And again, these were posts
held by freedmen, not equites Romani. As a matter of fact, the alternative reading dpyfig (instead
of dpkng) is not at all ruled out. That reading, in the sense of pertaining to some district or the
like, not necessarily in Lydia or Asia Minor at all,”® would even make more sense as the post of
procurator Augusti arcae Livianae seems to be the highest and most important function that
Alfenus Arignotus had reached.”” And the notion that the responsibility for the treasure of an
imperial estate is so important to an eques Romanus is better set aside.

As for the Phrygian quarries ascribed to Agrippa, this assumption rests solely on a column found
in Rome that was made of the corresponding marble and bore his name in the genitive.® However,
that does not say much more than that the column belonged to Agrippa and the inscription is not
to be taken as a quarry mark, hence it is better to assume Augustan ownership of the quarries
from the very beginning.”

IT1. Sources and types of evidence

It may seem somewhat surprising that I undertook to explain two examples illustrating what can-
not be confirmed. But that is just the point — knowledge about senatorial landholding does not
grow on trees. It is not easily attained and mostly involves combining various items of infor-
mation. We do, of course, get some clues from literary sources. For instance, we learn from Taci-
tus that Rubellius Plautus had ‘avitos agros’ in Asia Minor, because Emperor Nero - viewing the
young senator as a threat to his rule - strongly advised him to take a retreat there “where he could

2 TAM V.2,913,935.

** See Dalla Rosa 2017, 112-113.

2 Cf. Dalla Rosa 2017, 112 with fn. 59.

26 There are two geographic entities called ‘Liviana’ named on the Tabula Peutingeriana, one in Gaul
and one in Africa; the question arises if a third one could be inferred for western Asia Minor, but this might
not be necessary, cf. Dalla Rosa 2017, 113 with fn. 61. The copper mine in Gaul named after Livia is by all

probability to be ruled out as Pliny the Elder states the copper deposits there were almost exhausted in his
times, nat. 34.4.

%7 For his career cf. Pflaum 1960, I, 576-579 no. 218 ter; Petolescu 1996. Pflaum ibid. suggested that he
might have been a fiduciary for the confiscated properties of a senator named Livius, but there is no senator
of that name known from the Severan period.

28 Bruzza 1870, no. 255. That this pertained to Agrippa as owner of the quarry was suggested first by
Hirschfeld 1905, 147 fn. 1.

2 Cf. Dalla Rosa 2016, 318 with fn. 56.
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enjoy his youth safely and undisturbed”.”® Yet, this safety did not last for long as Nero had Plautus
killed two years later; Plautus’ properties he then gave to Octavia as “unfavorable gift” after he had
divorced her.” It is uncertain where exactly in Asia Minor these lands were located, but one might
think of the region around Pompeiopolis in Paphlagonia. The name ‘Rubellius’ occurs there in
one inscription, the only epigraphically attested instance of that name in Asia Minor.** This Ru-
bellius in all probability owed his name to Rubellius Plautus, especially as his was not common a
name.”

In any case, that leads to the heart of the problem: How do we find out about senatorial estates
and their location in Asia Minor? The information from literary sources does not account for
many instances. To Rubellius Plautus add e.g. Rufus of Perinthus whose family is said to have
produced several consuls and who was allegedly the richest man in the region of the Hellespont
and the Propontis.** Most information comes from epigraphic evidence, however, on which I will
focus in the following. Dealing with this material is not without challenges, though, as can be seen
in the examples just presented.

1. Land registers

Rarely is senatorial property so clearly indicated as in the land register of Magnesia (I.Magnesia
122). There, we find at least three senators and two women of senatorial status.” Additionally,
there is a senator named [---]nus owning the huge estate of more than 75 iuga.”® This land register
- like the most other samples”” — dates to Late Antiquity, though, and will thus not be part of my
discussion.” The foundation of a new senate in Constantinople by Constantine and the fact that
senatorial status was no longer necessarily connected with membership in the senate or attend-
ance at its meetings let the number of senators grow significantly.” Many of these lived away from

0 Tac. ann. 14.22: esse illi per Asiam avitos agros, in quibus tuta et inturbida iuventa frueretur. — For
Rubellius see PIR? R 115; Klingenberg 2011, 148.

*! Tac. ann. 14.57-60; for the citation see ibid. 60: praedia Plauti infausta dona accipit. Andermahr 1998,
415 fn. 3 is skeptical about the Asian estate being part of this gift to Octavia.

3 Marek, Pontus-Bithynia Nord-Galatia, Cat. Pompeiopolis, no. 14.
* For the Rubellii cf. Syme 1982 (= Syme 1982, 177-198), especially 78 noting the rarity of the name.
* Philostr. soph. 2.17 (597-598). For Rufus see PIR® R 203; Ameling 1985.

¥ Le. Priscillianus (a 12-13: TIpioki\iavod Aap(mpotdrov)); Capitolinus (d 6: KametwAivov
Aap(rtpotdrov)); Eutychus (d 15: Ebtoxov zxqg(npordrov)); Aristokleia (b 3: AplGTOKAsh]c Aap(mpotdng));
Hermonaktiane (d 9: Eppwvaxtiavijg Aap(mpotdtng)).

% [.Magnesia 122 c 2. He might be identical with Priscillianus or Capitolinus, though not necessarily so;
cf. Jones 1953, 53 fn. 34 who considers the identification with Capitolinus.

7 SEG 42, 1001 (Mylasa) could be a fragment of an imperial cadaster; the three remaining lines are not
very informative, though. Cf. also SEG 47, 1806 (Derekdy): this regulation regarding the cult of Zeus con-
tains a longer list of plots which presupposes the existence of a cadaster.

% For a collection of the cadaster lists see Harper 2008, 83 fn. 1, to which add I.Mylasa II 282. As for the
question of their exact date see Harper 2008, 84-88 and Huttner 2018, 10-11 who argue for a date about AD
350; Thonemann 2007, 438-9 advocates a dating of these inscriptions to c. AD 310.

¥ On the late antique senatorial order see Arnheim 1972; Schlinkert 1996; Heather 1998.
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the capitals in the provinces of the empire which is the most plausible explanation for the findings
in Magnesia.*

The conditions in the Imperial Age were somewhat different. Not only are census inscriptions of
this kind missing for earlier time, but senators were much fewer in numbers, about 600 men. And
these spent much of their time in Rome and Italy where they were supposed to concentrate a
certain share of their assets in land.* But senators from the provinces often kept many of their
properties in their home regions and others either invested there or obtained property by other
means. The revenues were transferred at large shares to their ‘center of life’ in Italy and thus taken
away from the local economy.*” Of course, all these men kept precise records of their properties,
but unfortunately none of these records survived the course of time.*

But we do get at least some hints of such records: A certain Iulius Serentius Aemilianus honored
his benefactor, the libertus Augusti [---]enus, with a statue in Laodikeia Katakekaumene.** Ac-
cording to the fragmentary inscription belonging to this monument the freedman served - among
other posts - as énitponog kakevdapiov OvnAiavod, i.e. as curator calendarii Veliani. The calen-
darium Velianum is to be understood as the account book of someone named Velius. It may well
be that this Velius left some property as a legacy to the emperor as Calder suggested.* But another
possibility seems more plausible. The Velian property and thus the calendarium in question cer-
tainly pertained to an estate, by all means a large one. Otherwise no procurator just for this calen-
darium would have been necessary. Therefore, this estate will have belonged to a senator, who in
all probability is to be identified with D. Velius Rufus, consul ordinarius in AD 178, who was
executed in AD 182 or 183 in the aftermath of the conspiracy of Lucilla and whose properties were
confiscated consequently.* The erection of the monument at Laodikeia could suggest a location
near that city for the properties which were now in imperial possession and administrated by the
freedman procurator.”” Other reconstructions are also possible, though.*

40 Cf. Harper 2008, 88.

# This was expected from senators throughout the principate and will have applied to the minimum
wealth of 1,000,000 HS at least; Trajan then specified a share of one third of all assets (Plin. epist. 6.19.4)
which was later reduced by Marcus Aurelius to one quarter (SHA Aur. 11.8).

42 See Eck 2016, 103-107.

# Cf. Klingenberg 2011, 36-37.

# Calder 1910, 235-237 no. 5 = ILS 9470.

* Cf. Calder’s comments to the inscription; see also Mitchell 1993, I, 153.

* SHA Comm. 4.10; cf. PIR* V 349 (the second cognomen Iulianus attributed to him on the basis of CIL
V12382, 1. 48, seems to be an error of the stonemason); cf. already Zucker 1911, 83.

47 Cf. Mitchell 1993, 153.

* Boulvert 1974, 137 and 166-167 argues for the procuratorship of Cappadocia as the highest post of
the anonymous procurator; if that is true, he probably held that post at the time of his honouring in La-
odikeia. The responsibility for the calendarium Velianum would in this case date to earlier times; the Velian
properties could thus be located elsewhere, for instance near Heliopolis in Syria, where the senatorial Velii
originated, cf. PIR* V 343 (D. Velius Fidus). 346 (Velius [R]ufus). 347 (Velius Rufus). 349 (D. Velius Rufus)
and 348 (C. Velius Rufus, procurator of equestrian rank).
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A similar case can be made for the Quintilii brothers, Sex. Quintilius Condianus and Sex. Quin-
tilius Valerius Maximus, who served together as consules ordinarii in AD 152.* Later they were
put to death by Commodus in 182 or 183, allegedly because their erudition, military prowess,
fraternal accord and wealth raised the emperor’s suspicion.” And the latter was of course confis-
cated; the possessions were then administrated by a freedman énitpomnog téd€ewq Kuvtihiavijg
honoured in the early 3" century by the Asiarch Aur. Gaius in Pergamon.” Though this does not
prove they had estates in Asia Minor, that inference is still reasonable, as the brothers stemmed
from Alexandria Troas and - being famous for their riches — will have kept at least part of their
paternal properties there.

2. Boundary stones

Boundary stones were used to mark the limits of all kinds of territories, including imperial and
even private estates.”” They are found in Asia Minor in great numbers, but in regard to senators
they are mostly inconclusive.” Stephen Mitchell makes some case for one such stone which was
found in southern Pisidia between the ancient cities of Pogla and Andeda.* It is inscribed on all

four faces:
a Op-
oG

b Av(dndwv)
¢  To(ylwv)
d TIIA(----).

Whereas the southwestern and southeastern as well as the northwestern faces are easily read, the
face to the north-east cannot be connected with the name of a settlement. Yet it can be explained
asan indication of an estate whose owners are to identified with the senatorial family of the Plancii
from Perge, some 60 kilometers south-east. Hence, the inscription should be read as ITA(avkiov)
or ITA(avkiav@v).” The name Plancius is documented in that region several times.* Since it was
not very common at all, its bearers must have been freedmen of the senatorial family of the Plancii

4 See PIR? Q 21 and 27 as well as Halfmann 1979, 163 nos. 75-76.
> Thus Cass. Dio 72.5.3; SHA Comm. 4.9 gives another explanation.

> T.Perg. IIT 44; cf. Christol - Demougin 1990 with some corrections to the reading (cf. also AE 1990,
939).

>2 Cf. for instance the boundary stones demarcating the borders of an imperial estate and the territory
of Sagalassos (SEG 19, 765a-c; 48, 1550; 65, 1373-1374) and a boundary stone now at Igdecik in Pisidia (CIL
I11 6872 = AE 2012, 1695): finis Caesaris n(ostri).

>3 But note MAMA VII 320 = LNorth Galatia 357.

> Mitchell 1974.

> See Mitchell 1974, 33-34.

> M. Plancius Lelex (Sibidounda: Sayce - Ramsay 1887, 254 no. 35-36; Andeda: Ramsay 1888a, 14 no.
5-6); M. Plancius Cornelianus Gaius (Andeda: IGR III 417). The attestations in Northern Galatia are con-
nected with another estate, for which see section IIL5 below. — Note also the Plancii Magniani of Selge
(LSelge 15-17. 56-57; cf. PIR? P 440) who were most probably descendants of Plancia Magna (PIR? P 444),
the daughter of M. Plancius Varus (PIR® P 443).
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whose most distinguished members were M. Plancius Varus (PIR* P 443) and C. Iulius Plancius
Varus Cornutus (PIR?1470).” This definitely secures the reading as suggested by Mitchell. Some
more assertions regarding the extent of the estate can be made: It was situated north-east of
Andeda, south-east of Pogla and south of Comama; the villages of Phyle and Akreina were part
of this estate, as it seems.”®

To the west lay another estate, the so-called choria Considiana. This estate was in the times of
Marcus Aurelius in imperial possession, administrated by the oikonomos Eutyches,” but the name
refers to its former owner. Likewise, another boundary stone from Kusura in the territory of Ko-
tiaion demarcating the limits of an imperial estate reveals the name of the former owner, at least
partially (MAMA X 255, 1. 4-5): termini [---]cianorum.®® Whether this is to be restored as
[Plan]cianorum, remains unsecure, but is by any means a possible solution.®!

3. Toponymy and property names

It was in fact not uncommon that estates retained the name of their former proprietors even if
they had been sold or bequeathed to someone else or had fallen to the imperial patrimonium as
we have perceived the case of the Velian estate above. Thus, toponomy could offer some insight
into senatorial landholding.

As for the Considian estate, we can conjecture a senator as a previous possessor. The name Con-
sidius is a rather rare one, borne by a praetor in AD 31 who is mentioned by Tacitus as accuser of
Pomponius Secundus; a Considius Proculus was accused of a crimen maiestatis by the brother of
the latter, so Proculus may very well be identical with or was at least a relative of the praetor Con-
sidius.® He was executed and his sister Sancta was banished.”” Thus the properties of the family
were by all certainty confiscated which could - and probably does - explain the name of the Ga-
latian estate, though there are no known links between this family and Galatia®. But senators and
their relatives often owned properties in several parts of the empire, even in Egypt which they

57 Cf. Jameson 1965, 55 with fn. 12; Mitchell 1974, 31.
%8 See the discussion by Mitchell 1974.

** I.North Galatia 34. This estate was in imperial possession at least since the reign of Hadrian as is
demonstrated by the presence of a libertus Augusti named P. Aelius Fortunatus, I.North Galatia 35. Cf.
Mitchell 1980, 1074-1075.

% For the imperial properties in this region see now Takmer 2018.

1 Cf. MAMA p. xxxiv-xxxv and the commentary to no. 255; Takmer 2018, 431-432. Christol 2018 con-
siders a restoration to [Ani]cianorum. Another boundary stone found some kilometers away gives at least
some clue about its extent, MAMA X 259 = CIL III 7004. Cf. also CIL III 7002 naming a dispensator, in all
probability of this estate.

2 Tac. ann. 5.8; 6.18.
6 Tac. ann. 6.18; cf. PIR*> C 1281; S 172.

6 Cf. Dalla Rosa 2014, 338; Mitchell 1993, 153 thus prefers “to assume that the estate-owning Considius
was another Italian emigrant to the East”.
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were not even allowed to visit.®

Some recently found inscriptions shed some light on the inhab-
itants and cults of the choria Considiana, but do not add to our knowledge about its original

owner.%

Another example are the ‘praedia Quadratiana’ attested at Laodikeia which were in imperial pos-
session in the early 3 century.” These lands must have belonged to a private owner named Quad-
ratus before whom we may identify with C. Antius Aulus Iulius Quadratus from Pergamon, twice
consul (94 and 105) and who was a member of a very distinguished and propertied family from
Asia Minor.® This is further corroborated by additional evidence as there are several attestations
of Aulii Iulii in Laodikeia and at some other places nearby.”” As the combination of Aulus and
Tulius is quite rare, it is obvious that we are dealing with freedmen of Quadratus or their descend-
ants.” Freedmen can indeed themselves be an indicator for estates of certain persons or families.”!
A dedication to ‘Meter Quadratene’, found at Ikonion, is to be viewed in the same light as the

name of the goddess certainly refers to the ‘praedia Quadratiana’.””

4. Estate managers, members of the household and tenants

Members of the ordo senatorius are otherwise occasionally mentioned directly as estate owners or
atleast in a way that their land ownership is more or less obvious. Especially with certain functions
such as énitpomnog/procurator or oikovopoc/dispensator or other indicators such as tenants
(oBwtai/conductores) pertaining to the management of an estate in direct connection with a
person from the ordo senatorius, the matter is usually quite simple (for a compilation of known
instances see Appendix I at the end of this paper). Nonetheless, some examples should be dis-
cussed to illustrate this point.

In the Lydian city of Hyrkanis in the province of Asia the freedman Mopsos made a dedication to
the genius of Atratina.”” Mopsos was a procurator and thus a financial administrator of a private
fortune which obviously was that of Atratina or her family. Her name is quite interesting, the
female version of the cognomen Atratinus borne by the senatorial gens of the Sempronii Atratini.
And to this family Atratina, better to be called by her full name Sempronia Atratina, belonged
without doubt, given her rare name. The final clue is given by another inscription securing the

% For Egypt cf. L. Annaeus Seneca (see the evidence listed by Parassoglou 1978, 82) or Calvia Crispinilla
(PIR? C 363; P.Aberd. 151).

% Giiney 2016; 2018; 2019; 2022; Uzunoglu 2021.
 MAMA 1 24.
6 Cf. PIR? I 507; Halfmann 1979, 112-115 no. 17.

% Laodikeia: A. Iulius Onesiphoros (MAMA I 47); A. Tulius Sergianus (MAMA XI 258); Ikonion: A.
Iulius Hermes (SEG 6, 425); A. Iulius Philemon (SEG 6, 427); Derbe: A. Iulius Hieronymos and A. Iulius
Sestullianus (Laminger-Pascher 1992, 64 no. 59).

70 Cf. the commentary to MAMA XI 258.
7! See the next sections.
72 1.Mus. Konya 6; cf. SEG 6, 407.

3 SEG 49, 1581: Iunoni Atratinae | n(ostrae) Mopsus I(ibertus) [et] | procurator | TOxn Atpateivag |
fuetépag Moyog | dnekevBepog | kai énitpomog.
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supposition. In nearby Thyateira, only about 30 kilometers away, we find the grammateus Poly-
cletus, a freedman of L. Sempronius Atratinus, consul suffectus in 34 BC (PIR? S 347).”* Sempro-
nius Atratinus probably came to Asia together with or by order of Marc Antony some time before
his consulship, where he minted some coins’ and apparently acquired some property. As for this
Sempronia Atratina, she has to be identified with his daughter rather than with his sister.”® It is
not certain that she ever visited the family lands in Asia. In any case, the estate likely became part
of the imperial patrimonium as Sempronius Atratinus is reported to have bequeathed all his prop-
erty to Augustus.”” We don’t know whether Atratina survived her father and kept some share of
the family properties which is in fact possible, since Augustus did not accept an inheritance if
children of the testator were still alive.”®

Methodologically speaking, in the case of Atratinus it is the combination of a specific name, of the
existence of a procurator, of evidence for the presence of a senator bearing that name in the re-
spective area and of his freedman living there that yields a clear indication of senatorial landhold-
ing in Western Asia Minor. These are quite indicative clues, especially taken together.

Sometimes we can even get a grasp of the internal organization of an estate, for example in the
case of the estate of M. Calpurnius Longus which is attested by several inscriptions in the Kibyratis
in southern Asia Minor; he seems to be no other than the governor of Achaia and consul suffectus
of AD 144, L. Marcius Celer M. Calpurnius Longus.” We know one of his estate managers, the
¢nitpornog L. Calpurnius Salvius, who happened to be a “tenant of the lands of M. Calpurnius Lon-
gus” as well; telling by his name, he was surely a freedman.*® Given the fragmentary state of the
inscription it cannot be discerned whether he had leased the whole estate (i.e. as a conductor) or
only some parts of it. There was another freedman of Longus named M. Calpurnius Epineikos
who made a dedication to Zeus Megistos for the well-being and career advancement (or recov-
ery?) of his patron and styled himself “tenant of the lands around the Alassos” (oBwtng T@V mept

“*TAM V.2, 1031.
7> RPC 1 2226/22263; cf. ibid. p. 380.

76 Thus, the estate belonged to Sempronia Atratina, PIR* S 375, and not to her aunt Sempronia (Atra-
tina), PIR* S 374.

77 Bus.-Hier. chron. ad a. 21 (BC): Atratinus, qui septemdecim natus annos Caelium accusaverat, clarus
inter oratores habetur et ad extremum morborum taedio inbalneo voluntate exanimatus heredem reliquit
Augustum.

78 Suet. Aug. 66.4: legata vel partes hereditatium a quibuscumque parentibus relicta sibi aut statim liberis
eorum concedere aut, si pupillari aetate essent, die virilis togae vel nuptiarum cum incremento restituere con-
sueverat; Cass. Dio 56.32.3: kal Tpooe€TL Kal TOIG TaUoiv OV LKpOV €Tt SVvTwV TovG TaTépag TOV 0DaLDV
ékekAnpovourketl, Tpocétale Mavta HeTd TOV TTPocddwv, énetdav avpwBaov, dmodobijvat. dmep mov kai
{@v émnoiel- €l yap Tva téxva Exovta SiedéEato, ToiG mauotv adTod TAVTWS, € PV 1j0n ToTE TéAELOL foay,
€00V, €l 8¢ un), petd TodTo mavta dnedidov.

7 For L. Marcius Celer M. Calpurnius Longus cf. PIR> M 221 and Eck 1991.

8 Milner - Hall, Kibyra Olbasa 111 = Corsten et al. 1998, 59-60 no. 7 = Corsten 2005, 41 No. 11 = SEG
48, 1609 = AE 1998, 1380: A « KaAmovpvi|og Zahoviog [¢]|mitpomog kall] | wobwthg | T@v oM@V | M »
KoaAnovpvl[i]|ov Ao6vyov [---] (the rest is mostly illegible).
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Alaooov tonwv) in the corresponding inscription.®' It seems reasonable to consider Epineikos a
tenant of another part of the (apparently) quite large estate, but the possibility that he was a sub-
tenant to Salvius is not ruled out. In any case, as procurator, leasing out parts of the property will
have been part of the latter’s responsibilities. Two or even three inscriptions also reveal a subor-
dinate to this procurator, the oikonomos Artemon, a slave of the estate owner.* It is interesting
that the senator’s freedmen did not only perform duties on the estates, but were also tenants
(whether of the whole lands or only parts of it does not make a significant difference). Overall,
tenants as such could be an indicator for senatorial landholdings, that is, if an owner of senatorial
status can be identified.*’

In the mentioned cases of the Atratina and Calpurnius Longus the evidence is quite clear and
allows us to establish their landholdings in specific regions of Asia Minor. However, things are
not always so evident. For instance, in Phrygian Pentapolis a funerary bomos was dedicated to
Eutropios by his wife Kyrilla; he had been honoured by a senatorial family with the highest hon-
ours on account of his trustworthiness (8t miotiv).* The latter is a trait often praised in estate
managers.* Phrygia was his home where he had returned after an apparently strenuous life in the
service of the senatorial family which unfortunately is not mentioned by name and thus cannot
be identified. Though Eutropios by all probability had acted as their estate manager, it is unfortu-
nately not certain that this had been in Phrygia or in Asia Minor at all.

Whereas an isolated testimony of a senator’s freedman like the just mentioned Eutropios may
yield no secure information, the existence of a ‘collegium of the familia’ (koA ylov gapuhiag) of
C. Tulius Quadratus in the village of Thermai Theseos is indicative enough to infer an estate there.
However, it is not certain in what way this Quadratus was related to the famous Pergamene family
which produced several senators.*® In other instances we enter safer territory in connecting the

81 Corsten et al. 1998, 55-58 no. 5 = SEG 48, 1605 = AE 1998, 1379 correcting older readings (for which
cf. IGR IV 894): [Yn]¢p cwtnpiag kai | mpokomiis « M(dpkov) « Kak[movpviov Adyyov | nétpwvog idiov |
M(apxog) « KaAnovpviog | Enivewkog, wobw|tig t@v nept Adacoov | tomwv, Ad Meyiotw. Note M. Cal-
purnius Epineikos the Younger who made several dedications: Corsten et al. 1998, 60-61 nor. 8 = SEG 48,
1607 (together with his wife Calpurnia Mystica) and Corsten et al. 1998, 61-63 no. 9 = SEG 48, 1608 =
Milner - Hall, Kibyra Olbasa 106 (where the interpretation as a grave stone is probably not correct).

82 Corsten et al. 1998, 51-53 no. 3 = SEG 48, 1604: dedication to ‘Meter Alassene’ Onép owtnpiag kai
nipokomig M(apkov) KaAnovpviov Adyyov tod deondtov avtod; IGR IV 895, see now Corsten et al. 1998,
58 no. 6 = SEG 48, 1606: dedication to the god Dionysos. In another inscription, a dedication to Zeus by an
oikonomos of Longus, the name of the dedicant is lost, but it was probably Artemon again, see Milner -
Hall, Kibyra Olbasa 101; cf. SEG 48, 1593.

8 For another example see section IV below. No senatorial owner can for instance be established for the
xwpiov Apaddeiwv (MAMA 1292) or for I.North Galatia 325 (Yurtbeyci); in some cases we are dealing with
tenants of imperial domains or estates, e.g. in TAM V.2, 860 (Thyateira) or in IGR III 477. 478 and IV 927
(Kibyra).

8 MAMA XI 145, 1l. 4-6: p[¢]|ya tewds te dpiotovg | 6v Teipnoe ovvikhnTikdv | yévog i miotwv (the
translation is based on that given in MAMA).

8 Cf. Robert 1965, 36.

8 Cf. Thonemann 2022, 334-335 who is skeptical and prefers a connection to C. Iulius Quadratus
Machairion of Sardis who is known from some recently published inscriptions, I.Sardis II 339-341.
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attestation of freedmen with senatorial landholdings, even if no direct mention is made of an es-
tate or administrative functions connected to that. A fragmentary funerary inscription from the
territory of Chalketor may illustrate this:*

R i el 8¢ 11g]
gtepog Onoet Tivd, dwoel Tij kupia AV TOV
Annig ANe€avdpa vacat X vacat ag'- TovTwv
vt 1@y ypa-

[udtwv TO dvtiypagov ametébn - - - - - - - - - ]

The first part of the text including the name of the buried persons is lost, but the fine for violation
of the grave makes its purpose obvious. This fine was to be paid to tfj kvpia avt@v Appia Alexan-
dra, thus the buried were her slaves or freedmen. In another inscription from the same place Ap-
pia is styled N} kpatiotn’ which could both refer to members of the senatorial and the equestrian
order.® In her case it was the ordo senatorius into which her father, the famous philosopher and
eques Romanus Appius Alexander, was adlected at some stage of his life.*” Appia herself was mar-
ried to another senator, Pompeius Faustinus, and is called ‘clarissima femina’ in an inscription
from Thugga.” Their son Pompeius Appius Faustinus eventually became praefectus urbi in AD
300.”" Though originating from Asia Minor, she was no longer resident there, when the funerary
inscription of her freedmen or slaves was erected. Therefore, these household members indicate
landholdings of Appia Alexandra near Chalketor.”” Paying a fine to absent persons with no firm
connection to the place where the graves were constructed makes absolutely no sense; and the
most obvious connection would consist in landholdings in the same area. This is substantiated
and confirmed by a similar provision in the grave inscription erected at Teos by the slave Dionys-
ios for himself and his family. In this case a fine of 50,000 denarii should be paid to his §¢omotva
Fl. Demetria Flaccilla (PIR? F 414) who was a vnatikn).”” That she owned an estate there is made
clear by the fact that Dionysios served as her pragmateutes at the time the inscription was written.

% 1.Mylasa 920; but see now Boulay - Pont 2014, 131-132 no. 13 with some corrections to the reading
of this text, cf. SEG 64, 940.

8 ].Mylasa 921 = Boulay - Pont 2014, 132-133 no. 14. - For the title and its somewhat confusing appli-
cation for denoting members of both the higher orders see Arjava 1991, 31-34; Heil 2015, 52-54; Demougin
2015, 65-72.

% SEG 53, 1329.

% CIL VIII 26578 = ILTun 1421 - for Pompeius Faustinus see PIR* P 604.
' PIR? 591; PLRE I Faustinus 7; Chastagnol 1962, no. 10.

%2 Cf. Boulay - Pont 2014, 115-122.

2 IGR1IV 1576 = CIG 3104 (Teos): Atovioiog, §(odrog) mpayuatevtiis PA(apiog) Anuntpiag Prakiling
| Otatikiic, {@v TV Kapdpav kateokedaoey avtd Kal Tf yv|vawki adtod @allovor kai Toig Tékvolg. i 64
g #tepog Be|Ajo(et) kndevBijvar, Swoer T Seomoivy pov f{ 10l KANpovo|pog avtiic Snvépua xeilia
nievtakoota. Flaccilla was married to the consular Cornelius Aurelius Theodorus (PIR? C 1328) with whom
she had a son, M. Cornelius Aurelius Zeno (PIR? C 1329), see L.Ephesos 659 = AE 1982, 871.
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By the way, fines for violating the grave of subordinate persons to be paid to the owners of an
estate are variously attested in Asia Minor.”*

A special case can be made for the estate of the Sergii Paulli which can be established by several
different testimonies.”” We know, for instance, Sergius Carpus, a procurator of someone called
‘Paullus’’® As such procurators were mostly freedmen, we can easily infer the nomen gentile Ser-
gius for that Paullus. That we are indeed dealing with a member of the famous senatorial family
of the Sergii Paulli is revealed by a gravestone set up by Sergia Paullina for the decurialis viator
Cn. Cornelius Severinus.” Paullina was the daughter of the senator L. Sergius Paullus, but more-
over she was married to Cn. Pinarius Cornelius Severus, suffect consul in AD 112.*® Obviously,
Cornelius Severinus was a freedman of the latter and served as his apparitor.”” He probably died
while accompanying the senator or his wife, rather, to Asia Minor where they stayed on the estate
of her family. There are many Sergii and Sergiani attested in this area which are doubtless con-
nected to this estate and findspots of those inscriptions may very well indicate its extent.'” Thus,
the Sergii Paulli owned many lands near Vetissos in an area which stretched over 60 km."""

5. Onomastics as evidence

So far, [ have touched upon onomastic evidence several times. In fact, in many instances senatorial
landholding is inferred merely from specific names showing up in the epigraphic record. How-
ever, onomastics might be deceiving if used incautiously. For example, the onomastic material
drawn from epigraphic evidence might thus lead to the conclusion that the famous senator and
writer L. Annaeus Seneca owned an estate in southern Galatia, as the names Annaeus and Seneca
occur there.'”” This is at first glance a possible deduction. Admittedly, Seneca was one of the rich-
est men of his times and did own estates spread all over the empire.'” And the vast plateau be-
tween Ancyra in the north and Iconium in the south was an area divided mostly in larger estates.'*
We find some senatorial owners of property there, above all the already mentioned Plancii, Iulii

# Cf. SEG 35, 1272 (Lydia); AE 2004, 1466 = SEG 55, 1462 (Kibyra). In both cases, we don’t know the
names of the owners receiving the fines.

% See Ramsay 1926, 202-206; Calder 1931; Mitchell 1993, I, 151-152.

% MAMA VII 321 (Sinanli).

” MAMA VII 319 = I1.North Galatia 355 (Yagcioglu).

% PIR? S 529; C 1453.

% Cf. Purcell 1983, 152-154 on the viatores as one of the main grades of the apparitores.

10 Vetissos: Sergius Carpus, his wife Sergia Tryphena, their son Sergius Carpus and his wife Sergia Bella
(MAMA VII 321); L. Sergius Corinthus (MAMA VII 486); Emirler: Sergianus and his brother Sergius
(MAMA VII 330 = LNorth Galatia 358 = Waelkens 1986, no. 617); another Sergianus (MAMA VII 331 =
Waelkens 1986, no. 616); Laodikeia Katakekaumene: Eros, son of Sergianus (MAMA I 108); Sergianus
(Ramsay 1888b, 246 no. 40); A. Iulius Sergianus (MAMA XI 258); Kindyria: C. Calpurnius Sergius (MAMA
VII 14).

101 Cf, Mitchell 1993, 1, 151-152.

12 Cronin 1902, 357 No. 114 (Ikonion): [---]Jog Avvaiog Pobgog; MAMA VII 511 (Kelhasan): Zevéka.
103 Cf. Mratschek-Halfmann 1993, 307-308 no. 128.

104 Mitchell 1974, 33; Mitchell 1993, 1, 157.
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Quadrati and Sergii Paulli.'” Additionally, Ramsay, who brought up the possibility of Seneca
owning lands in Galatia, was probably right in his assertion that quite some share of these lands
had formerly belonged to king Amyntas and were later part of the patrimonium of Augustus and
his successors.'” It is quite likely that some of the senatorial estates were bought from the patri-
monium or were received as imperial gift. Seneca who according to Tacitus owed “countless riches”
(innumeram pecuniam, ann. 14.53) to Nero might thus have been awarded with an estate there as
well. However, this assumption remains conjectural as the evidence is far from being conclusive.
Neither of the names were rare enough to decisively point solely to their most famous bearer and
they do not appear in combination which would provide a much safer basis. At close view we find
quite some people named Seneca in Asia Minor for whom no connection with Nero’s teacher can
be assumed, let alone established, e.g. the evocatus Aur. Seneca who saw for the burial of his col-
league C. Severius Albanus in Ancyra or the primipilaris L. Pontius Seneca buried at the same
place.'”

But there still remains enough onomastic evidence that allows for valid arguments. One might
say, the rarer the name, the safer the conclusion. For that I would like to refer to the case of Atra-
tina. And, again, the combination of nomen gentile and cognomen as borne by one or more sena-
tors makes a stronger case than their occurrence in separate instances. The same applies to unu-
sual combinations of given and family names as we have observed in the case of the many Auli
Tulii around Laodikeia Katakekaumene (see section IIL.3). Returning to those, there is one name
which incites special interest, i.e. Aulus Iulius Sergianus. As stated above, the combination of Au-
lus and Tulius is quite rare and must be connected with the Iulii Quadrati, whereas the cognomen
Sergianus hints at the Sergii Paulli. Most probably this person owed his name to an intermarriage
of freedmen (or their descendants) of those two famous senatorial families who both owned lands
in this very region.'®

To the north of the Colonia Germa we find attestations of the names Plancia and M. Plancius.'”
Again, these persons were by any means connected with the Plancii of Perge, as the nomen gentile
is quite rare."” At the site of Germa itself, M. Plancius Varus was honored by a certain P. Cornelius
Pro[culus], the latter being probably a friend of the former."" As there could be no other connec-
tion established between Plancius Varus and Germa, the conclusion that he owned land there is

19 Above, sections 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4.

1% Ramsay 1926, 205; cf. Broughton 1934, 207. 220-221.

17 L. Ancyra I 160. 166.

108 Cf. the commentary to MAMA XI 258, plausibly suggesting an Aulus Iulius as father and a Sergia as
mother.

19 1.North Galatia 40 (Gokgeayva): Plancia; 82 (Beykdy): M. Plancius Va[---], son of M. Plancius Valens.
Cf. also Pl(ancia?) Victorina (Andeda: SEG 19, 846); Plancius Cratinus (Ankyra: L Ancyra I 206); C.
Planc[ius ---] Ancyr(anus) (Troesmis: I.Ancyra II L15). Plancia Magna Aquillia (honoured at Tavium by
the demos of Ankyra: I.North Galatia 416) was the daughter of C. Iulius Severus (PIR* I 573; see also section
IV below) and Claudia Aquillia (PIR? C 1072); she was obviously adopted into the family of the Plancii and
she consequently took the name of Plancia Magna (PIR? P 444), but retained her natural mother’s cogno-
men.

110 See above fn. 57.

1T North Galatia 90. Cf. Mitchell 1974, 33.
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reasonable and seems in fact inevitable.'”* So, honorary monuments for senators at places with no
discernable connection with the honored can be indicate landholdings, especially if there is cor-
roborative evidence such as freedmen bearing the same names. In the case of the Plancian estate
near Germa we even get a clue to the dating of the acquisition. The inscription mentioning Plancia
was erected in AD 59, and the the Plancii will certainly have acquired the lands before that time.""?

IV. Acquisition, fate and use of senatorial estates

Mostly we can establish the mere existence of estates owned by persons of senatorial status; only
rarely we can make some statement about their acquisition or track their history over a longer
period. As regards the exploitation of the land, we have to rely mostly on inferences from climatic
conditions, soil characteristics and general information on ancient land use; only in a few cases
do we learn something directly.

Yet, there are examples to the contrary. Thus, I would like to draw the attention to an estate in the
Kibyratis, belonging to a family from the highest echelon of the senatorial order, located in the
territory of the ‘Ormeleis’, between Kibyra and Olbasa.'* The fate of this estate can be recon-
structed from six epigraphical texts, all were found in that area and erected for the safety of certain
prominent people from the same family and of the demos of the Ormeleis. The first inscription
commemorates the heirs of Ummidia Cornificia Faustina (PIR*> V 911), the niece of Marcus Au-
relius."” But the text does not say what these were heirs of, but the obvious conclusion is that it
was a piece of land, and five other documents from the same place prove that correct. All these
texts mention pragmateutai, two of them also refer to epitropoi.''® In one text there is also refer-
ence made of leaseholders (misthotai).""” So, there is no doubt about the land being an estate, and
the control of the land included the settlements there.

The interesting insights into the administration of such an estate that we can gather from these

"% there is one aspect that I would like to point out in particular. To be specific, the

texts set aside,
estate was passed on in the female line, through several generations (cf. Fig. 1 below). Ummidia
is thus the first owner that we can identify. One of the heirs mentioned in the first text was her

daughter Annia Faustina (PIR* A 705) as can be deduced from two inscriptions, a vow for her and

12 Mitchell 1974, 31-34.

13 1. North Galatia 40, 1. 5: £Tovg 7’ (following the Galatian era); cf. Mitchell 1974, 34.

14 Cf. Ramsay 1895, 280-293; Broughton 1934, 224-225; Mitchell 1993, 1, 163-164; Corsten 2005, 6-17.

113 Corsten 2005, 40 no. 9 = IGR IV 887 = Ramsay 1895, 287 no. 124.

16 Milner — Hall, Kibyra Olbasa 114 = Corsten 2005, 32-33 no. 3 = CCIS I 43 = IGR IV 889 = Ramsay
1895, 290 no. 127, 11. 6-10: émi &|mtpdmov KpiroPpovlov: ¢mi | mpaypatevt@v APackdv|tov kai AvOivov kal
Map|keAhiwvog Corsten 2005, 29-32 no. 2 = IGR IV 888 = Ramsay 1895, 291 no. 128, 1l. 3-4: émi
ABaokdv|tov npaypatevtod; Corsten 2005, 33-34 no. 4 = IGR IV 890 = Ramsay 1895, 291-292 no. 129, 1L
6-7: ¢ml AelBal|odg paypatevtod; Corsten 2005, 28-29 no. 1 = IGR IV 891 = Ramsay 1895, 289 no. 126, 1L.
5-7: ¢mi grmtpoémov | [.. ... Jog k& mpaypatev|tod; SEG 65, 1462, 1. 6-8: énmi]| Aibalo[dg kai ---
npa]|ypar[surd)v —

"7 Milner - Hall, Kibyra Olbasa 114 = Corsten 2005, 32-33 no. 3 = CCIS I 43 = IGR IV 889 = Ramsay
1895, 290 no. 127, 1. 10-13: ¢m wobwtdv | [Khawd(?)]iov APackdvtov kai | MAvidog Newkddov

‘Hpa|k\eidov kai Newkadov Sig.

118 Eor which cf. Corsten 2005, 11-13.
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her husband’s safety as well as a second one only for hers."” She was married to Ti. Claudius
Severus Proculus (PIR* C 1028), cos. ordinarius in AD 200, with whom she had a daughter, Annia
Aurelia Faustina (PIR* A 710). Hardly surprising, the latter is the next owner in line.”” And the
last owner we know by name was Pomponia Ummidia (PIR? P 781) whose second name reveals
her kinship with the women just mentioned."*! In fact she was in all probability the daughter of
Annia Aurelia Faustina and her first husband Pomponius Bassus (PIR* P 700).'* The inscription
stating her ownership, or rather her former ownership, seems to date to the year 279/280."> Pom-
ponia was already dead by then as can be reasoned from the words tfg detpviiotov unTpog AdTOV,
‘their ever remembered mother’, adt®v referring to the actual addressees of the vow, her children.
That makes them the owners of the estate. Their father, Pomponia’s husband Flavius Antiochia-
nus, by the way, was still alive and probably in Rome at that time, having acted as praefectus urbi
some years before.'* What became of the property later is unknown so far, however.

L. MARCIUS CELER M. CALPURNIUS LONGUS (PIR* M 221)

9

UMMIDIA CORNIFICIA FAUSTINA (PIR? V 911)

‘HEIRS’, among them ANNIA FAUSTINA (PIR? A 709) oo T1. CLAUDIUS SEVERUS PROCULUS (PIR? C 1028)

ANNIA AURELIA FAUSTINA (PIR* A 710) co POMPONIUS BASsUS (PIR? P 700)

PomPONIA UMMIDIA (PIR? P 781) co FLAVIUS ANTIOCHIANUS (PIR? F 203)

T KPATIOTO TEKVOL
Fig. 1) The succession of owners of the Ormelean estate in the Kibyratis

Let’s draw some further conclusions from this example. The history of this estate can be traced
for over a century. From the information we gather through the inscriptions it belonged to the
personal assets of the female members of the family and changed ownership through inheritance,
from mother to daughter. The question arises, however, how Ummidia came into the possession

1191) Milner - Hall, Kibyra Olbasa 114 = Corsten 2005, 32-33 no. 3 = CCISI1 43 = IGRIV 889 = Ramsay
1895, 290 no. 127; 2) Corsten 2005, 29-32 no. 2 = IGR IV 888 = Ramsay 1895, 291 no. 128.

120 Corsten 2005, 28-29 no. 1 = IGR IV 891 = Ramsay 1895, 289 no. 126; cf. Corsten 2005, 33-34 no. 1 =
IGR IV 890 = Ramsay 1895, 291-292 no. 129 and the dedication of a temple brép o[w]mpiag | Avvi[ag
Avpnhiiag Davoteivng] (SEG 65, 1462).

2! Corsten 2005, 34-35 no. 5 = IGRIV 893 = Ramsay 1895, 288 no. 125.
122 This is much more likely than her being their granddaughter.

12 Cf. Ramsay 1895, 288 with fn. 4.

124 PIR? F 203; PLRE I Antiochianus; Wojciech 2010, 344-345 no. 62.
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of the estate. We could perhaps assume that she also inherited it from her mother, Annia Corni-
ficia Faustina who died some time before her brother Marcus became emperor.'” Marcus ar-
ranged that part of his sisters’ properties were left to her son M. Ummidius Quadratus.” The
other part - potentially including the estate in question — must then have gone to Ummidia. Per-
haps we can follow the history of the estate even a little further back in time. As Thomas Corsten
has argued, and I think he made a strong case, the lands had been previously owned by L. Marcius
Celer M. Calpurnius Longus, cos. suff. in AD 144 (PIR? M 221)."’ In any case the latter owned an
estate there.'”® As he was a member of an elite family from Attaleia, some 90 kilometers southeast,
the estate had probably not been acquired by himself, but was in possession of his family for quite
some time.'” As to how the property changed hands from the Calpurnii to the Ummidii Corsten
can offer no explanation, but the overall inference is reasonable. However, there might be a solu-
tion to this, even though it rests on some conjectures. Ummidia Cornificia Faustina could have
been married to M’. Acilius Glabrio Cn. Cornelius Severus, cos. ord. in AD 152, as argued by
Champlin and supported by Syme with further arguments.”® And the family of this “eccentric
patrician” as Syme called Acilius Glabrio had relations to Asia Minor that went back to the late
2" century BC and most probably owned land there as well.”* So it might be him who advised
Ummidia Faustina to acquire some property in that region."*” In any case, we can note that there
were transfers of property from one senatorial family to another and that we can sometimes get a
glimpse of that.

There is another aspect that may shed some light on senatorial landholdings. As is well-known,
the estates were not idle possessions but exploited for agriculture and pasture by their owners or
tenants.'”” The products of these lands will thus - for the most part — have been sold. However,
sometimes they were used in another way.

An inscription from Ankyra gives an account of the functions and benefactions of C. Iulius Seve-
rus in AD 113-114, when the army for the Parthian campaign passed through Galatia and took
their winter quarters in Ankyra."* Severus was a member of the highest aristocracy in Galatia,
descendant of kings Deiotarus and Amyntas and related to many senators, among them C. Iulius
Quadratus Bassus (cos. suff. in AD 105) and Claudius Severus (cos. suff. in AD 112).!** He himself
entered the senate under Hadrian who adlected him inter tribunicios."*® The mentioned text states

125 Cf. SHA Aur. 4,7.

126 SHA Aur. 7 4.

127 Corsten 2005, 20.

128 For Longus’ estate see section II1.4 above.

12 Cf. Halfmann 1979, 105-107 no. 10 and 142-143 no. 52 for the family connections.

130 Champlin 1979, 293; Syme 1980, 444-445.

131 Syme 1980; PIR A 73.

132 Cf. MAMA IX p. xxxv.

133 Cf. Mitchell 1993, vol. I, 145-147; see in general the contributions in Erdkamp et al. 2015.
B4 Ancyral 72 =IGRIII 173.

135 1. Ancyra I 72 = IGR III 173, 1. 7-11. See PIR* I 508; Halfmann 1979, no. 26; PIR* C 1023; Halfmann
1979, no. 39.

1% See I.Ancyra I 74 (IGR IIT 174) and 75 (IGR III 175).
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that he provided oil for the city and for the emperor cult which he was a priest in (sebastophant)'”,
instead of using public funds.”*® Additionally, he hosted the army for the whole winter." It is of
course possible that Iulius Severus spent his money to buy the supply of oil and rations for the
hibernating army; but there is more reason to assume that he provided these goods directly from
his estates.'** Those were in the vicinity, therefore, given the weather conditions in Ankyra during
the winter which would make transporting provisions for a whole army difficult. One might con-
sider that he offered his land as a camping ground to the army as well.

As challenging as it often is to infer senatorial landholding, it is in most cases very difficult if not
utterly impossible to give more than assumptions on the exploitation and use of the land, some-
times based on modern agriculture or pasture in the regions in question. Examples like the one
just discussed are rare and valuable. But sometimes we can draw somewhat more founded con-
clusions. For instance, A. Claudius Charax was a senator from Pergamon where he acted as a
benefactor, donating for the erection of the Propylon of the Asklepieion and for another build-
ing."*! Brick stamps from Pergamon reveal that he must have maintained a brickyard."** The clay
necessary for the production was in all probability mined at his own lands and the bricks may very
well have been used for his buildings as well.'*’

V. Perspectives and Chances

Let me conclude with some further perspectives on the whole matter of senatorial landholding. I
could by no means present all the material here nor explain all possible ways by which senatorial
landholdings can be asserted from the epigraphical record. But I hope that a reasonably lucid
picture has emerged. It is not always easy to reconcile the pieces of evidence to ascertain senatorial
landholdings in one place or the other. But overall, we can say that there were a lot of estates

137 For the function of the sebastophant cf. Strubbe 2006, especially 116-119.

8 T.Ancyra I 72 = IGR III 173, 1l. 18-24: éhawoBetioav|ta Sinvekdg év Tt TOV dxAwv apd|dwt kol
oePactopavtioavta k& pévolv] | xal mp@ToV T& AT ai@vog oePacTopalv]|Tikd xprjuata &ig Epyov Tt
TIONeL | xapLodpevov kol pi) cuvxpnodpie|vov ig To Ehatov 100w T@L op[w wg] | [oi] mpd avTod mdvTeg Kal
dpEavta.

¥ L.Ancyral 72 = IGRIII 173, 1. 29-31: &nodekduev[ov] | Te otpatedpata t& napayepdoalv]|ta év tj
ndAel. The skepticism regarding this interpretation expressed by Schwarz — Stauner 2007, 13 is not justified:
Though there is no reference made to the fact that Severus provided everything ‘¢k 1@v idiwV’, this can be
safely inferred from the praise of his donations (Il. 15-17: dmepfaldévta émddoeowy | xal Taiq Aotnaig
@oTiialg To[vg] | namote meglot[w]nuévovg). However, they are right in distinguishing these provisions
from the obligations connected to the parapompe, which is in fact supported by the inscription where a
clear distinction is made (see 1l. 31-33: kal mpomépyavta [td] | mapodedovra émi toOv npdg I1a[p]|Bovg
nOAepov).

140 On oil production in Roman Asia Minor cf. Mitchell 2005.

141 T.Pergamon III 141; I.Pergamon II 294 (improved reading by Habicht 1959-1960, 118-119, cf. SEG
19, 723); his cursus is given by AE 1961, 320; cf. Halfmann 1979, 161-162 no. 73.

12 . Pergamon II 734: Xapax[iavai]; Jacobsthal 1908, 419 no. 68: Xapakiav[ai]; Hepding 1910, 490 no.
93: [Xap]qmava[.

14 The statement of Strocka 1988, 302-303 that there are no imperial age brick stamps from Asia Minor
is thus in any case wrong; but he correctly supposes that there will have been quite some elite families pro-
ducing bricks on their estates just like their counterparts in Italy did.
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owned by senatorial families, not only those originating from Asia Minor. Others made invest-
ments there or by other means came into the possession of land.

It is obvious that landed property was not merely a status requirement'*, but the only socially
accepted form of wealth. It provided a safe and stable income, but besides being a foundation for
financial independence and economic strength it was especially a source of social capital and po-
litical influence. There is still a lot to find out about the ties of senators with their homelands for
which retaining properties there played in important part."*® And the investments of senators in
regions outside Italy which were not their home raise questions, not only about their interests
there but also about the outcome and consequences of the investment made. Thus, by studying
the distribution of wealth of senators and their business interests in certain regions such as Asia
Minor (or parts of it) as well as in other parts of the empire we gain insights not only in their
financial and economic dealings.'*® Rather, we can also assess their personal and commercial net-
works by which we can yield more knowledge about their influence and on their part in the eco-

nomic structures of the Roman provinces.

Coming back to Asia Minor, I have touched in this paper especially on Lydia, Phrygia, Pisidia,
Galatia as regions where senatorial estates were to be found - add to these Bithynia, Pamphylia,
Lycia and Lycaonia. About the regions further east, there seems at first glance not that much to
say — we know of a senator from Tyana in Cappadocia, Ti. Claudius Gordianus, but remarkably
we know him through inscriptions from Northern Africa.'” He may have owned lands near his
hometown, but there is no clear evidence for that. The same holds true for another senator from
Cilician Magarsos."*® For the members and descendants of the Commagenian dynasties who were
ornated with senatorial rank estates are to be assumed in any case."”” And a closer look may well
reveal more evidence.

There seem to be certain clusters in central Anatolia nonetheless. A more in-depth investigation
will provide a more differentiated picture concerning senatorial landholding in Asia Minor, espe-
cially the relationships between the elite families, the fate of their properties, and on the other
hand, it will add to our knowledge of the economic structures of this vast, but important region

144 The required minimum assets of 1,000,000 HS had to be shown in the form of land holdings already
in Augustan times; by all probability these landholdings had to be in Italy already in the early Empire (see
also note 42 above). Cf. in general Klingenberg 2011, 35-37 and 50-51.

14> But cf. Krieckhaus 2006 who examines this aspect on the basis of selected case studies, among which
are two Asian senatorial families, the Cuspii of Pergamon and the Caristanii of Antiocheia in Pisidia.

146 Of course, these have been repeatedly addressed, besides the literature given in the introduction above
cf. eg. Duncan-Jones 1982, 17-32, though not based on a really comprehensive study of their assets. In fact,
a study comparable to Shatzman’s valuable analysis for the Republican senators (Shatzman 1975) has yet to
be written.

147 See Halfmann 1979, 197-198 no. 130; AE 1954, 138 reveals his origins, 1l. 1-3: Ti. Claudio Ti. fil. |
Quir. Gordiano | Tyana ex Cappad.

148 JGR III 889: [---]lius [---]avianus, probably a [Iu]lius [Fla]vianus, see Halfmann 1979, 208, but cf.
PIR? I 442: [C. Iul]ius [Oct]avianus.

149 For the dynasty of Commagene cf. Sullivan 1978.
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in the eastern part of the Roman Empire. Yet, this can be only part of a series of studies addressing
senatorial wealth in all parts of the Empire.

As it is often the case when dealing with epigraphic material, one is dependent on single texts. The
number of inscriptions is increasing constantly and new documents can offer new perspectives as

well as new challenges.

Appendix 1: Estate managers of senators or senatorial families

The following table lists — in chronological order - managers of estates belonging undoubtedly or

at least probably to persons of senatorial status.

Source Name and function |Estate owner Date Place Region
SEG 49, 1581 | Mopsus, procurator/ | SEMPRONIA ATRATINA |early imp. |Hyrkanis Lydia
epitropos (PIR* S 375)
MAMA X148 |Trophimos, Tulia Iuliana, perhaps |imp. Eumeneia Phrygia
oikonomos related to IULIA TULI-
ANA (PIR*1 673)
MAMA XI378 |[...]tor, oikonomos Lale]nilla, perhaps imp. Anbar Lycaonia
MUMMIA LAENILLA
(PIR*M 713) or a
relative, cf. also
LAENILLA (PIR*L 61)
IGRIV 152 Metrodoros, prag- | Aulus Claudius Cae- | imp. Kyzikos Mysia
mateutes cina Pausanias was
probably a relative of
the senator T1. CLAU-
DIUS PAUSANIAS (PIR?
C 956)
LKyzikos 369 | Myrinos, prag- Cl. Bassa'® (PIR* C 2" cent. Zeleia Mysia
mateutes 1082), possibly related
to the consul CLAU-
DIUS BASSUS CAPITO-
LINUS (PIR? C 814)
L Aphrodisias | Achilleus, prag- T1. CL. ATTALUS, 2™ cent. Aphrodisias | Caria
2007, 12.908 mateutes ovvkAntikdg (PIR? C
798)
LTralleis 194 | Daduchos, prag- C.IuLus PHILIPPUS, | late 2™ cent. | Tralles Caria
mateutes OUVKANTIKOG (PIR*1
458)

130 The editions of this inscription write Kapdaoong which is to be emended to KA. Baoong, see PIR and

BE 1980, 412.
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TAM V,2 1213

Eutychianos, prag-
mateutes

FL. POLLITTA, dmtatikn
(PIR? F 434; Raepsaet-
Charlier 1987, no. 374)

2nd _ 3rd

cent.

Apollonis Lydia

IGRIV 1576 =
CIG 3104

Dionysios, prag-

mateutes

FL. DEMETRIA
FLACILLA, Drtatikn
(PIR* F 414)

3% cent. (?)

Teos Ionia

I. Ephesos
3082-3083

Trophimos, prag-

mateutes

T. FL. VEDIUS ANTONI-
NUS, consul in Severan
times (PIR* F 392);
(FLAVIA?) PASINIKE
was his wife (PIR* F
432)

3" cent.

Ephesus Tonia

I.Tralleis 54

Gaius, pragmateutes

DAUGHTER (?) of C. IU-
LIUS PHILIPPUS (PIR? I
458), relative of the
senators T. FLAVIUS
VEDIUS ANTONINUS
(PIR? F 392), FLAVIUS
DAMIANUS (PIR? F
252), FLAVIUS PHAE-
DRUS (PIR* F 329); ME-
NYLLIUS ATTALUS
(PIR* M 499); C. CLAU-
DIUS ATTALUS PATER-
CULIANUS (PIR? C 800)

3" cent.

Tralles Caria

I.Tralleis 72

[---], epitropos

[CLAUDIA CAPITO-
LINA] (PIR? C 1085)

3" cent.

Tralles Caria

SEG 35, 1099

[---], pragmateutes

L. VALERIUS PupPUS IU-
LIANUS (PIR? V 184),
his wife ACILIA FRON-
TINA and their sons L.
VALERIUS LAETUS
(PIR?V 108) and L.
VALERIUS FRONTINUS
(PIR*V 86)

3" cent.

Didyma Ionia

Milner - Hall,
Kibyra Olbasa
114 = Corsten

2005, 32-33 no.

3 = Ramsay
1895, 290 no.
127

Kritoboulos,

epitropos

Abascantus, An-
thinos, Markellion,

pragmateutai

ANNIA FAUSTINA (PIR?
A 709)

3" cent.

Karamanh Pisidia

(Alassos)
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Corsten 2005, | Abascantus, prag- ANNIA FAUSTINA (PIR? | 3" cent. Tefenni (Alas- | Pisidia

29-32no.2 = mateutes A 709) sos)

Ramsay 1895,

291 no. 128

Corsten 2005, | Aeithales, prag- ANNIA AURELIA 3 cent. Karamanh Pisidia

33-34n0.4 = mateutes FAUSTINA (PIR* A 710) (Alassos)

Ramsay 1895,

291-292 no. 129

Corsten 2005, | [...]us, epitropos and | ANNIA AURELIA 3 cent. Karamanh Pisidia

28-29no.1 = pragmateutes FAUSTINA (PIR* A 710) (Alassos)

Ramsay 1895,

289 no. 126

SEG 65, 1462 Aithale[s]"! and [---], | ANNIA AURELIA 3" cent. Karamanh Pisidia
pragmateutai FAUSTINA (PIR* A 710) (Alassos)
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Imparatorluk Dénemi Kiigiik Asya’sinda Senatérlere Ait Miilkler - Sorunun Durumu,

Metodolojik Sorunlar ve Gelecekteki Arastirmalara iliskin Perspektifler

Ozet

Geng Plinius’un da vurguladig1 gibi (epist. 3.19.8), Imparatorluk Cagr’'nda Romali senatérlerin

servet ve miilkleri agirlikli olarak toprak miilkiyetinden olusuyordu. Senatoryal toprak miilkiye-

tinin yeri ve bazen kapsami hakkinda bize bilgi veren esas olarak epigrafik belgelerdir. Ozellikle

Kiigiik Asya’da, Helmut Halfmann’in 1979 yilinda bir kismini derledigi ¢ok sayida kanit vardir.

O zamandan beri birgok yeni belge ortaya ¢ikarilmis ve yayimlanmigtir. Bunun disinda, kokenleri

Kiigiik Asya’da olmayan senatorlerin toprak sahipligine dair daha 6nce yayimlanmis veriler de

Gephyra 26, 2023, 169-196
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eklenebilir. Bununla birlikte, Kiigiik Asya’daki senatoryal toprak miilkiyetinin bir biitiin olarak
sistematik bir ¢aligmas1 heniiz mevcut degildir.

Bu makale boyle bir ¢aligmaya 6n hazirlik niteligindedir. Boylece Kiigiik Asya’daki senatoryal top-
rak miilkiyetinin kapsami, dagilimi ve arka plani hakkinda genel bir bakis sunulmaktadir. Bu miil-
kiyet nadiren Magnesia arazi kayitlarinda (I.Magnesia 122, c¢2) oldugu kadar agik bir sekilde be-
lirtilmistir. Genellikle sadece farkli yazitlarin kombinasyonu senatoryal toprak sahiplerinin kim-
ligini dogrulamaktadir. Bu nedenle, bu tiir bilgilerden nasil giivenilir bulgular elde edilebilecegine
dair metodolojik ilkeler 6zetlenmektedir. Toprak miilkleri sahip degistirebilir, senatoryal miilkler
genellikle imparatorlarin miilkiyetine gecer ve bu da ¢ok daha iyi arastirilmistir. Onemli sorular,
bir aile i¢cinde miilkiyetin devamlilig1 ve miilkiyet degisikliklerinin kosullariyla ilgilidir. Bu bag-
lamda, senatorlerin miilklerine nasil sahip olduklarini da tartistyorum. Ozellikle Roma Impara-
torlugu’nun diger bolgelerinden gelen senatdrler s6z konusu oldugunda, Kiigiik Asya’da neden ve
nasil toprak miilkiyeti edindikleri sorusu ortaya ¢ikmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kiigiik Asya; Roma senatdrleri; senatoryal miilkler; metodolojik konular;
epigrafik kanitlar; onomastik.

Senatorial Estates in Imperial Asia Minor - State of the Question,
Methodological Issues and Perspectives on Future Research
Abstract

The wealth and possessions of Roman senators in the Imperial Age consisted predominantly in
land property, as emphasized by Pliny the Younger (epist. 3.19.8). It is mainly epigraphic docu-
ments that give us information about the location and sometimes extent of senatorial land own-
ership. Especially in Asia Minor there is plenty of evidence, of which Helmut Halfmann already
compiled quite some in 1979. Since then, many new testimonies have been discovered and pub-
lished. Apart from that, further, earlier published evidence for the land ownership of senators
whose origin was not in Asia Minor can be added. However, a systematic study of senatorial land
ownership in Asia Minor as a whole is not yet at hand.

The paper provides prolegomena to such a study. I thus give an overview of the extent, distribu-
tion and background of senatorial land ownership in Asia Minor. Rarely is this property so clearly
indicated as in the land register of Magnesia (I.Magnesia 122, c2). Usually only the combination
of different inscriptions confirms the identification of senatorial landowners. Therefore, I outline
methodological guidelines on how to obtain reliable findings from such information. Landed
properties could change owners, senatorial estates often passed into the possession of the emper-
ors, which is much better researched. Important questions relate to continuity of ownership
within a family and to the circumstances of changes of possession. In this context, I also discuss
how the senators came to their property. Especially in the case of senators from other parts of the
Roman Empire, the question arises as to why and how they acquired landed property in Asia
Minor.

Keywords: Asia Minor; Roman senators; senatorial estates; methodological issues; epigraphic ev-
idence; onomastics.
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