Critically analyse Augustus’ claim in his Res Gestae to have restored the Republic. What complementary ancient sources can be used for this analysis? (1,200 words)

In the Res Gestae Divi Augusti, Augustus claimed that after decades of Roman Civil War he restored the Republic by returning ‘at a time when with universal consent I was in complete control of affairs, I transferred the republic from my power to the dominion of the Senate and people of Rome’.[footnoteRef:1] He gave evidence; restoring the Senate house as soon as he had come into power, expressing how the Senate gifted him his political powers and how he refused offices that were inconsistent with the ancestors.[footnoteRef:2] However, this was utterly just a bluff, as Augustus never actually restored the Republic. Suetonius indeed declares Augustus “twice thought of restoring the Republic”,[footnoteRef:3] which confirms Augustus did not restore the Republic. Therefore, while Augustus tried hard to make it look like he had restored the Republic, the opposite is true; he gradually and carefully took the Roman state farther away from the Republic. [1:  Aug. RG. 34]  [2:  Aug. RG. 6]  [3:  Suet. Aug. 28] 

Augustus’ first claim to restoring the Republic was by mentioning how he “built the Senate House”,[footnoteRef:4] which was the first thing he did when he came into power. The Senate House had been burnt down during the Civil War and represented the symbol of the Senate and where all the Senatorial meetings were held.[footnoteRef:5] Putting the Senate House at the forefront of the list of buildings he built for the Roman State showed how good of an exemplary citizen of the Roman State he was; he would assign it the most significant importance and thus would make the Senate (and through the Senate, the Republic) more important. Augustus would have obviously done this on purpose, as he would have wanted to promote the authority and power of the Senate to claim he had restored the Republic by making sure the public know the Senate are who are in charge, even if it was Augustus pulling the strings behind the curtain. Moreover, since Augustus had to put in this effort to tell the citizens that the Senate was in power, it shows how they Augustus was truly the one with the power. Due to this, the Res Gestae cannot be trusted implicitly as evidence for Augustus restoring the Republic, as it would have been used as propaganda and thus the claims made within the Res Gestae may essentially be untrue and ultimately cannot be used as such.  [4:  Aug. RG. 19.]  [5:  Lendering, J., 2002, Stad im Mamer] 

A second example that assisted Augustus’ claim of restoring the Republic was that when he imparted his powers, for example, his rule over provinces, back to the Senate, the Senate implored Augustus to maintain his powers; it was not Augustus stating he would hold on to the political and military powers he was in possession of. This is proven to be done in the Res Gestae, where it says “at a time when with universal consent I was in complete control of affairs, I transferred the republic from my power to the dominion of the Senate and people of Rome.”[footnoteRef:6] In addition, he claims within the Res Gestae that the Senate and the citizens, as the Republic enabled the citizens to appoint individuals to hold office, asked him many times to hold offices (dictatorship,[footnoteRef:7] consulship on his own[footnoteRef:8]), he refused because of them being inconsistent with the ancestral way,[footnoteRef:9] the mos maiorum.[footnoteRef:10],[footnoteRef:11],[footnoteRef:12] Tacitus shows this could be considered to be true through saying “Yet he organised the state, not by instituting a monarchy or a dictatorship, but by the title of Princeps.”[footnoteRef:13] As the title was not an office only one individual could hold at a time, the title did not go against the mos maiorum; in fact, it was used as a sign of his dignitas, a concept largely related to one's ego and dignity, and auctoritas, his authority and physical representation of the dignitas. Moreover, Cicero had also received the title of Princeps (First Citizen);[footnoteRef:14],[footnoteRef:15] from this, it demonstrates how Tacitus provides misleading information as Augustus had not created the title of princeps, simply utilized it to his advantage, so classing Tacitus as reliable is incorrect due to mistakes like this. [6:  Aug. RG. 34]  [7:  Aug. RG. 5]  [8:  Aug. RG. 5 and 6]  [9:  Aug. RG. 6.]  [10:  NovaRoma, 2012, Mos Maiorum]  [11:  Morton, A., 2017, Mos Maiorum – ‘doing the right thing’ in ancient Rome]  [12:  Keirdorf, W., 2006, Mos Maiorum]  [13:  Tac. Ann. 1.9]  [14:  Ryan, F.X., 1998]  [15:  Willems, P.G.H., 1878] 

Furthermore, Augustus was consul a total of 13 times[footnoteRef:16] and was given the power of the tribune of the plebs (tribunicia potestas) for life, from 23 B.C. until his death in 14 A.D.[footnoteRef:17],[footnoteRef:18],[footnoteRef:19] Considering in 27 B.C. he claimed to have given back all his powers to the Senate, the fact that he was still Consul after 27 B.C. and then also given the tribunicia potestas for life in 23 B.C. shows how much of a mockery his handing back of powers to the Senate undoubtedly was. The tribunicia potestas granted him immunity[footnoteRef:20], so he would be unprosecuted while in possession of this power, as well as the ability to veto the consuls and the Senate. Since he also enjoyed immense wealth, he could undoubtedly and effortlessly gain support of the military and the public, making it clear to perceive how it was actually Augustus who held the power of Rome instead of the Senate like he claimed. Thus, saying Augustus restored the Republic cannot be correct as he sustained so much power and influence instead of the Senate and the State. [16:  Aug. RG. 15]  [17:  Aug, RG. 10]  [18:  Eck, W., 2003, 57]  [19:  Suet. Aug. 27]  [20:  Eder, W., 2006] 

Nevertheless, Augustus truly did restore the mos maiorum. He restored 82 temples in 28 B.C. alone,[footnoteRef:21] as well as brought back several priestly collages and even established new temples. He connected his house on the Palatine to the temple of Apollo on the Palatine he built,[footnoteRef:22] to which Suetonius comments “the soothsayers declared the God had shown his desire by striking it with lightning.”[footnoteRef:23] The reason behind building this temple is dubious, as in Augustus’ later years he would often call for meetings with the Senate in his house, showing he has the power to convene the Senate and thus has more power than the Senate. However, did he genuinely believe that Apollo, his so-called patron God, had sent down lightning to a specific spot near his own house or, did he intentionally build the temple there to be able to utilise the temple’s “sacred space” and thus be able to conduct Senatorial meetings in his own home? Additionally, the temple of Mars Ultor, or Mars the Avenger, could be seen as being used to prove Augustus’ divine heritage: the three statues in the temple were of Mars, Venus and Julius Caesar. Mars was said to be the father of Romulus, the first King of Rome, who Augustus was said to be descended from. Venus was the believed mother of Aeneas, who was said to be an ancestor of Romulus, therefore Augustus would equally be related to her. Julius Caesar was deified in 42 B.C.[footnoteRef:24],[footnoteRef:25] and was Augustus’ adoptive father and his great-uncle, consequently making him the son of a God (divi filius)[footnoteRef:26], which he was repeatedly called. Therefore, while he can be said to have brought back the mos maiorum through the piety and religio with the religious aspects, and with auctoritas and dignitas never changing, did he truly bring back the mos maiorum for the Republic or just for his own uses? In my own opinion, Augustus brought back the mos maiorum for his own uses, despite it being under the cover of restoring the Republic. [21:  Aug. RG. 20]  [22:  Aug. RG. 19]  [23:  Suet. Aug. 29]  [24:  Suet. Caes.]  [25:  Suet. Aug.]  [26:  Kiernast, D., 2006] 

In conclusion, while he claimed to have restored the Republic, he never did so. He simply manipulated everything so to look as if he had while still consolidating power, auctoritas and dignitas so he could be in charge, which worked as he became the first Emperor of the Roman Empire.
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