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Is Tacitus’ views of the Principate portrayed in the Annals through Tiberius’ character?
Introduction 
Tacitus declares his intention to approach the Annals without biased, attempting to create an unbiased account of the Caesars. He attempts to eliminate any personal feelings he has to the different Caesars, claiming he is writing without “indignation or partisanship”.[footnoteRef:1] I shall argue in this work that in Tacitus’ account of Tiberius, he retreats from his original intentions. Tacitus formulates a harsh and very critical account of the second Emperor for the purpose of displaying his political views of the Principate.[footnoteRef:2] This investigation of Tacitus’ view of the Principate will be assessed by the changes of Tiberius’ character. The main areas of importance to be considered include the following; Tiberius succeeding Augustus, the threat of Germanicus, the infiltration of Sejanus and finally the tyrannical wrath of Tiberius. The reasoning for assessing these areas is that in Tacitus’ work it is clear that with these new developments and challenges, different parts of the problems and challenges of a Principate is displayed. The succession from Augustus shows the political insecurity of a new emperor and the political intervention that is required to become the successor. Germanicus represents the challenges for the early Principate with the idea of a revival to the Republic. He also symbolises the growth of a potential competitor to Tiberius, who could seize the power of the Principate. Sejanus can be seen as the threat posed to the Principate through ambitious individuals who infiltrate the system to better themselves and their peers. Lastly Tiberius’ wrath will be examined as it shows how the power of being an emperor can corrupt, bringing out a tyrannical nature. [1:  Tac. Ann. 1.1.]  [2:  Tac. Ann. 1.1.] 


It is important to first understand Tacitus in his own time and how, if at all, this affected his perception of the Principate during the reign of Tiberius. Tacitus was born into and participated in the political sphere under a variety of emperors, including; Vespasian, Titus, Domitian, Nerva and Trajan during the time of the Principate. These emperors held both negative and positive qualities. It is, however, clear that Tacitus was able to see the stability, security and the prosperity the Principate could bring, even if it was led badly by individual emperors.[footnoteRef:3] However, the reign of Domitian affected Tacitus significantly. Tacitus believed that Domitian had effectively wasted and ruined fifteen years of Tacitus’ most capable years. Tacitus would have preferred this period to be used creatively and productively, instead it was a time barren of intellectual thought and literary achievement.[footnoteRef:4] With the successors of Domitian; Neva and Trajan, Tacitus was allowed the freedom to formulate and write creative works, this resulted in the creation of the Agricola. This is the exact freedom Tacitus desired under Domitian, this episode showed Tacitus that the Principate if worked effectively could be a tool for liberty and literary freedom.[footnoteRef:5]  [3:  Benario 1964: 97.]  [4:  Benario 1964: 97.]  [5:  Benario 1964: 98.] 


Tacitus was born in 56 AD during the reign of Nero, and he died around 120 AD during the reign of Hadrian.[footnoteRef:6] Tacitus had, in his own lifetime a highly regarded political career in Rome and was politically active through the reign of a number of Emperors. During the period of Vespasian’s reign he held a minor office responsible for the regular curcsus. Tacitus’ achieved the position of Praetor and became a member of the College of Fifteen in the year 88 AD, during the reign of Domitian. Tacitus’ highest position in politics came in 112-113 AD, during the reign of Trajan, Tacitus held the role of Governor of the province of Asia. This was his last position in politics before devoting his life to writing.[footnoteRef:7] The time that Tacitus was born into is considered to be the most creative time period of the ancient western world, and Tacitus is considered one of the greatest Roman authors, perhaps in the whole of Rome’s time span.[footnoteRef:8]  [6:  Benario 1975: 12-14.]  [7:  Benario 1975: 12-14.]  [8:  D. Dudley 1968: 7-9.] 


Tacitus’ rise in politics could be due to the Principate and gaining the Emperor’s favour. In his Histories, Tacitus admits that his public career was elevated and promoted by numerous Emperors. Firstly by Vespasian who propelled Tacitus into the world of politics, he was then promoted by Titus. His status and position was further developed by Domitian. Perhaps without the patronage of these individuals, Tacitus may not have achieved the political status that he obtained.[footnoteRef:9] Tacitus’ elevation in Roman society did not just originate from his political activity but also from his private life. Tacitus documented, in his work ‘the Agricola’, that he married the daughter of Agricola in 77 AD. Both Agricola and his daughter were influential elites, mainly due to the historical importance of their family, coming as they did from the ancient colony of Forum Julii. Agricola also had a close relationship with Augustus, who appointed him the Governor of Britain.[footnoteRef:10] [9:  Tac. Ann. 6. 2. And Tac. Hist. 1. 1. 3.]  [10:  Tac. Agr. 6. 1. And Dudley 1968: 13-14.] 


In 98 AD, after Tacitus’ consulship has ended, he published the Histories and Agricola. It is estimated by Dudley that the Annals were written no earlier than 115 AD. This gives a timeframe for the writing of the Annals in relation to the reign of Tiberius. The first six books of the Annals focuses on the political and private events around Tiberius and the management of the royal household from 14 AD to 37 AD. Events that occurred approximately one hundred and one years and seventy-eight years before the Annals were written, if Dudley’s estimate is used. This is a significant time difference and leads us to assume Tacitus was indeed using other sources to generate his information in the time period.[footnoteRef:11]  [11:  Although the use of external sources for Tacitus’ work may not be unusual, it does bring into question the biased nature of those texts and how that might have therefore influenced Tacitus’.] 


The Annals cover the reigns of Tiberius, Claudius and Nero, with Tiberius dominating the first six books, which is understandable, due to Tiberius’ unusually long time period as emperor. His reign was the longest of all the Tacitean Emperors. The emperor with the second longest reign during the Tacitean period was the Emperor Domitian. Domitian held the title for fifteen years. 

By Tacitus dedicating the first six books to Tiberius, Tacitus was able to reveal and evolve and manipulate Tiberius’ character to portray a variety of emotions and changes in his personality. It is a common held opinion in scholarship that Tacitus was extremely harsh on the Emperor Tiberius. However, Harrer disputes this and counter argues that Tacitus’ image of Tiberius could be accurate to the contemporary public, due to the other available sources that describe Tiberius and his character.[footnoteRef:12] It is apparent in the progression of the Annals that Tiberius has four developments to his character. These will all be discussed in the same chronological order, as they are displayed in the Annals. Firstly, when Tiberius gained control of the Empire under the shadow of Augustus, a character Tacitus clearly states he cannot compete with. This portrayed Tiberius as a character with anxiety and doubt, with him trying to act and rule as Augustus did but at the same time not showing himself to be a follower of Augustus. Tiberius wanted to be seen as a emperor in his own right and a justifiable successor to Augustus. Therefore, he was not comparing himself to the esteemed Augustus, but showing that he was following his own path. Secondly, Tacitus shows another development of Tiberius’ character where he manifests jealousy and worry, towards his adopted son Germanicus. Germanicus was first thought to be the natural successor to Augustus as Emperor, before Augustus was persuaded by his wife Livia, Tiberius’ mother, to change the succession to Tiberius.[footnoteRef:13] Thirdly, Sejanus’ manipulation and corruption of Tiberius displays another development of his character. Tiberius is manipulated to slowly pass power over to Sejanus, making the emperor and his Principate vulnerable to the ambition of Sejanus. Finally, after the death of Sejanus, the raw anger of Tiberius is apparent. This work will use the developments of Tiberius’ character to investigate if there is any correlation between Tiberius’ changing of persona and attitudes and the attitude of Tacitus to the Principate.  [12:  D. Dudley 1968: 78. And G. Harrer 1920: 60.]  [13:  Tac. Ann. 4. 57.] 


Tiberius’ Succession 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Book one of the Annals covers the transfer of authority from Augustus to Tiberius, with the main focus being on Tiberius and his ability to control the empire in the early stages of his reign. This struggle for Tiberius to maintain the empire to the standards of Augustus was perhaps formulated by Augustus himself. Suetonius and Dio both state that Augustus handed the empire to Tiberius because he would generate an image vastly inferior to Augustus and thus solidify Augustus’ image and popularity.[footnoteRef:14] Tacitus himself claims that Augustus originally favoured Germanicus as the heir of the empire. After consultation from Julia Augusta, it was decided that Tiberius should become the heir. However, Augustus insisted that Germanicus must be adopted by Tiberius and thus become Tiberius’ heir. It is clear that Tacitus has included this theory of succession to question the legitimacy of Tiberius to rule and to highlight the power Tiberius holds. This succession theory undermines Tiberius’ authority as it was only achievable with the intervention of his mother, and not his own personal merit. Martin conforms to this idea claiming this was used by Tacitus to create parallels of Tiberius’ succession to that of Nero’s. Although Tacitus does indeed claim this episode was only a rumour. Martin argues that Tacitus’ inclusion of it and his statement of “whether or not that was the case”[footnoteRef:15] implies that Tacitus, although perhaps not out rightly conforming to this idea, does skilfully keep the idea of Livia’s involvement in the matter of Tiberius succession alive.[footnoteRef:16] This, as one would expect, developed Tiberius’ character in the Annals where Tiberius displays anxiety towards the younger Germanicus. It is displayed in his worry and lack of a sympathetic hand in his management of the Empire. [14:  Suet. Tib. 21.]  [15:  Tac. Ann. 1. 5.]  [16:  Martin 2012: 237 - 243. ] 


The succession of Tiberius also has connotations, created by Tacitus, for the Principate and not just Tiberius. Both Augustus and Tiberius ascended to their reigns through the elimination of rivals. Augustus is linked to the deaths of Hirtius and Pansa who both died in suspicious circumstances. Tiberius is connected to the death of other succession rivals; Lucius and Gaius Caesars. Indeed, the first time Tacitus writes of Tiberius as Emperor, is in connection with “the new reign’s first crime”[footnoteRef:17] – the assassination of Agrippa Postumus. The pattern of Augustus’ career of violence and deception is comparable to when Tiberius took power, with the last rival being eliminated, his reign is confirmed yet Tiberius denies any involvement and states the issue must go to the Senate. However, the topic, with the Senate’s involvement is not discussed again.[footnoteRef:18] The rivals for Tiberius do not end with the succession. He states to the Senate that there are new potential rivals, whom Augustus had deemed suitable for the reign. Tacitus claims that they will be eliminated by Tiberius. This is then followed by the growth of Germanicus and Drusus, who are considered a threat to the state as well. The beginning of the Principate is designed in the Annals to be presented as starting with chaos, instability and violence.[footnoteRef:19] A view that is very close to Tacitus’ own view to the Principate. Not even the deified Augustus was invulnerable to Tacitus critiques of his time as Princeps. The Principate was born through civil war and strife, it is apparent that Tacitus’ believes these factors never stopped, to become a Princeps and to maintain their reign, the Emperor must rule through violence and terror. Augustus reigned exactly in this manner and therefore Tiberius must follow suit.  [17:  Tac. Ann. 1. 4. - 1. 5.]  [18:  Tac. Ann. 1. 10. For Augustus and Tac. Ann. I. 3, Tac. Ann. I. 6. For Tiberius’ rivals]  [19:  Tac. Ann. 1. 13. For Tiberius succession candidates, and Tac. Ann. I. 4 for Germanicus and Nero.] 


Germanicus 
Tiberius and Germanicus have a difficult relationship in the Annals, as a consequence of the succession change by Augustus. Tacitus presents an image of Tiberius mistrusting Germanicus. This mistrust manifests itself around issues of Germanicus’ youth, his vigour and his popularity with the army and within sections of the Senate. In many respects Germanicus continues to be a threat to Tiberius partly because of his royal ancestry and partly because he represents the possibility of a return to the Republic. Goodyear argues that Tacitus uses the character of Germanicus to be whatever he needs to complete the narrative of his works in each episode. Germanicus can alternate his persona in different books from a heroic figure of Rome fighting on the Germanic frontier to a potential downfall of the Emperor Tiberius. Germanicus is presented as the polar opposite to Tiberius holding traits and skills that the emperor does not have and Tiberius having flaws Germanicus does not have. [footnoteRef:20] It is apparent that for every action Germanicus performs there is a counteraction from Tiberius. One aspect of Germanicus’ behaviour that ignites Tiberius’ displeasure is his treatment of mutiny. Germanicus was ordered to deal with the Germanic mutiny after Drusus was commanded to deal with the Pannonian mutiny. Tacitus may have created these passages to compare the two individuals and the reaction from Tiberius.[footnoteRef:21] There is a distinct difference in the approach of Drusus’ and Germanicus. Drusus’ treatment of the soldiers involved in the mutiny is harsh and steadfast. He ordered the execution of all ringleaders, and had some leading mutineers blinded and left to wander around the military camp as an example to others. The ringleaders’ comrades turned against them as a sign of loyalty to the Emperor and Drusus. This success by brute force seems to be typical of Drusus’ behaviour having a “natural preference for severe measures”[footnoteRef:22].  Alternatively, Germanicus’ approach is vastly different, preferring to act upon the requests of the soldiers, releasing the individuals who had served over the required sixteen years and the legacies which had been requested were paid in double, with some money coming from Germanicus himself.[footnoteRef:23] Germanicus prefers to employ his compassion and leniency towards the soldiers in employing payment releases and speeches for a solution to the rebellion rather than the more severe measures of Drusus. Overall Germanicus’ method of dealing with the mutiny fails to bring a non-violent result but in this instance it is the loyal soldiers condemning and killing the disloyal soldiers. However, the main difference between Germanicus’ and Drusus’ resolutions from the mutinies is that Germanicus now has the backing of one of the strongest forces in the Roman Empire. These legions are ready to make Germanicus the Emperor if he were to command it. The army is the fundamental backing an Emperor or a challenger needs in order to claim the empire, and with this development Germanicus is a serious contender.[footnoteRef:24]  [20:  Goodyear 1972: 239-241.]  [21:  The passages as purely a comparison of individuals is questioned by Pelling who believes it is actually a comparison of the threats of the mutinies and individuals. Pelling 2012: 292-293.]  [22:  Tac. Ann. 1. 29.]  [23:  Tac. Ann. 1. 36.]  [24:  Tac. Ann. 1. 35.] 


Interestingly Pelling’s argument that Germanicus is Tacitus’ outlet to display his attitudes to the Principate, works well in conjunction with Germanicus’ new found support. One could regard Germanicus actions in fighting, leadership and politics as an opposition to the Principate. Germanicus is a contrast to the usual atmosphere and performance of the Principate.[footnoteRef:25] Tacitus addresses this idea of Germanicus being the Republic enforcer. Nero Claudius Drusus, Germanicus’ father was still a prevalent image in the mind of the Romans, it was believed that if Nero Claudius Drusus had obtained the empire as emperor, then he would reinstate the Republic that had now been replaced by the Principate. The Republic ideology still lingered in the minds of the populous and some still hoped it could be reinstated. These hopes and aspirations of reinstatement of the Republic therefore fell upon the shoulders of Germanicus, the son of Nero Drusus. The belief in Germanicus was principally fuelled by his popularity and personality, which gained him more attention and potential to defy the Principate.[footnoteRef:26] This overarching theme of Germanicus attaining the empire was evidently affecting Tiberius’ character who now feared Germanicus and what he presented, Tiberius was afraid Germanicus “might prefer the procession to the expectation of empire”.[footnoteRef:27] The combination of an elite army and the support of the populous meant Tacitus could develop Tiberius’ character in order to threaten him in the early stages of his reign, by Tacitus narrative developer, Germanicus.  Tacitus’ has developed a stage to present Germanicus as a foil to Tiberius, once again drawing from the idea that Germanicus is the opposite of the Principate and therefore a direct threat to Tiberius and his standing. Tiberius is presented, in the first two books, as not being able to compete with Augustus and being vastly inferior. He does have some similar qualities that Augustus displayed in his reign. Pelling believes these consist of “the murderousness, the hypocrisy, the bloody elimination of rivals, the dissimulation, even the choice of a worse successor”. [footnoteRef:28] These qualities held in common by both Tiberius and Augustus demonstrate a trend of the Principate with the majority of emperors enacting these traits. Due to the idea of Germanicus and the Principate differing in values and principles, it is plausible to see Tacitus as using the character of Tiberius as an outlet of his own views on the Principate. A view which consists of men of extreme power rising to the role of emperor by holding unfavourable traits such as tyranny, murderous acts and usurping other favourable men for power. Through the discussion of Germanicus’ involvement with Tiberius he has displayed the negative features of the Principate that conforms to Tacitus’ beliefs. Germanicus, one could argue is purely an over exaggerated character from his original intention; he is manipulated by Tacitus to be one of the first counters to Tiberius and the new system of government that he now reigns over. [25:  Pelling 2012: 292.]  [26:  Tac. Ann. 1. 32-33.]  [27:  Tac. Ann. 1. 7.]  [28:  Pelling 2012: 305.] 


Sejanus’ intervention
It is evident from many contemporary sources that Tiberius’ reign was heavily affected by the individual Sejanus, who with careful manipulation and intrigue, managed to befriend the Emperor Tiberius and impose his own agenda into the mind of Tiberius and therefore onto the Empire. Sejanus rose to prominence during Tiberius’ reign, achieving the rank and power of Prefect of the Praetorian Guard. These powerful roles in Rome’s hierarchy gave Sejanus the ability to instigate various political mechanisms to bring failure to rivals and stop them rising to prominence and power. Sejanus by having the ear of Tiberius’ it enabled Sejanus to promote his own friends and supporters to replace others and by so doing raise Sejanus’ own strength in Roman politics. Sejanus’ power and wrath grew so much that Tiberius came to believe that Sejanus held sole responsibility for the downfall and murder of Tiberius’ son Nero Drusus, by slowly poisoning him with the help of Livillia, Nero Drusus’ wife.[footnoteRef:29] Sejanus’ power appears at times during Tiberius reign to be unmatched with Sejanus effectively running the Empire for Tiberius, when Tiberius lost faith in commanding all the pressures from the empire. Tiberius retreated for Capri and left Sejanus to effectively run the empire and therefore to take responsibility and pressure off Tiberius.[footnoteRef:30] Sejanus married Tiberius’ niece in the 30’s AD and in so doing solidified his relationship with Tiberius. However as Sejanus grew in power within the empire so did his imagery as an Emperor. Statues of Sejanus were being erected and dedicated for worship in forums, something that is usually saved strictly for Emperors and the first citizens.[footnoteRef:31] This rise in reputation and regard, evidently proved to be the downfall of Sejanus in the Senate, however Tacitus’ writings at this point are lost to the modern world, and one must look to Suetonius and Dio to interpret the attitudes and responses to the growth and fall of Sejanus. Although the passage is portrayed in a manner with exaggeration and dramatic effect, the attitude from people to Sejanus is more than applicable to the truth when one remembers the many dedications being brought to Sejanus. This clearly conforms to the imagery Tacitus had already created for Sejanus. Sejanus is initially brought to the Senate with cheers and admiration. A letter from Tiberius was read out in the Senate and criticisms started to be directed at Sejanus, people lost the confidence and started to feel nervous, moving away from the consul. At the end of the letter it was clear that Sejanus was an enemy of Tiberius who ordered Sejanus to be kept under guard. This caused a complete reversal in the reception of Sejanus. Sejanus was heckled in the streets; the public attacking him and his imagery in the form of statues were dismantled and disfigured. Sejanus was condemned to death by the Senate. Men who a few hours before were in complete admiration of Sejanus turned against him.[footnoteRef:32] Benario argues that the Principate is no longer evident in the Annals with the introduction of Sejanus, it has now turned into a dominatio (tyranny) and the Principate is not apparent again until the start of Nero’s reign.[footnoteRef:33] This may be true but the character and ambition of Sejanus is a key element in the structure of Tacitus’ understanding of the Principate. Sejanus represents the ambition of politics and the tyranny of a sole person trying to acquire and amass a significant amount of power. Sejanus’ attempt at becoming the trusted successor is not an unseen element of succession, his power plays and killing off of other candidates is paralleled, to Augustus’ and Tiberius’ succession that has already been discussed in this paper.[footnoteRef:34] This power play is a common occurrence in the world of the Principate. Therefore one could argue Sejanus is used by Tiberius to portray the Principate and the negativity and the ultimate corruption it can bring upon the empire, ending in tyrannical rule. It renders Tiberius ineffective at times where management and rule of the Empire has evidently shifted away from the rightful heir to a lesser individual. [29:  Tac. Ann. 5. 2-3. ]  [30:  Champlin 2010: 19.]  [31:  Champlin 2010: 19.]  [32:  Suet. Tib. 65. And Cass. Dio. 58. 10.]  [33:  Benario 1964: 103.]  [34:  Tac. Ann. 1. 10, Tac. Ann. 1. 3, Tac. Ann. 1. 6. ] 


The reign of Terror
Tacitus’ attitudes and relationship to the Principate can be seen in the Annals in some form, perhaps it is at its most stark in book six, where Tiberius’ most violent nature becomes apparent. The most compelling aspect is the comparison of Tiberius and the later Emperor Domitian. The vast majority of Tiberius’ distasteful actions of terror and tyranny can be viewed as exaggerated by Tacitus’ to make the events comparable to ones in Domitian’s reign. Tiberius’ maiestas trials is a perfect example, the event itself in the Annals is depicted as a grotesque suppression of all individuals who were connected to Sejanus. Tiberius did not respect age or sex. There was also no place for the usual traditions of lamenting or sorrow, “it was a massacre... there they lay, strewn out – or in heaps. Relatives and friends were forbidden to stand by or lament them, or even gaze for long”[footnoteRef:35]. This description is created to fit Tiberius’ persona of terror, highlighting the number of deaths that occurred through Tiberius’ actions. One must assume that these descriptions would be factual but also exaggerated in order to reflect the severity of Domitian’s maiestas trials during his reign. Walker concurs with this idea by referencing Suetonius account of the trials, Suetonius recalls the same graphic details as Tacitus, that people were hung up by hooks and thrown in the Tiber. Suetonius provides a figure for the number of dead to twenty a day.[footnoteRef:36] Walker has accumulated a record of the known treason trials and their outcomes, which gives an indication that the quantity of the dead via these trails is not as significant as Tacitus’ impression of them.[footnoteRef:37] This is perhaps because Tacitus’ purposely misleads the audience to bring another link to Domitian, whose own maiestas trails were one of the most shocking elements of his reign. It is also argued by Keital that these maiestas trials, are used immorally and are misused under the law in Rome, the pax et priceps, which again solidifies Tacitus’ attempt to disgrace Tiberius’ character and his idealisation as Princep.[footnoteRef:38] The theme of Tiberius and Domitian being linked continues outside of Tacitus’ work, with Suetonius recording Domitian’s frequent studying of Tiberius’ speeches and memoirs, seeing a model for rule from Tiberius.[footnoteRef:39] It is Dudley’s argument that Tacitus has presented Tiberius in this way as a method to enact revenge on Domitian by creating Domitian’s idol in the most unfavourable light, but also by comparing the two Emperors together.[footnoteRef:40] [35:  Tac. Ann. 6. 19.]  [36:  Suet. Tib. 61.]  [37:  Walker 1952 263 – 270.]  [38:  Keital 1984: 306.]  [39:  Seut. Dom. 20.]  [40:  D. Dudley 1968: 79.] 


Tacitus’ displeasure with the Principate is also evident in the manner in which he depicts Book six and especially the trials, he uses similar imagery as though a civil war has commenced. Rome had turned into a battleground, where bloodshed was a common accordance for the acquaintances of Sejanus.[footnoteRef:41] Tiberius’s character can also be seen as aggressive and war like behaviour by landing near Rome, into Cesar’s gardens on the Tiber. Tiberius insisted that his men bring free born children to Tiberius, so he could fulfil his numerous perverted pleasure on them. When resistance came from their parents and guardians, Tiberius ordered that the children be taken by force and kidnapped. Tacitus’ presents this perverted episode in emotive language. He describes the actions using phrases such as “criminal lusts” and directly comparing the behaviour of Tiberius to that of an oriental tyrant enacting such disgusting perversion upon these children.[footnoteRef:42] Other sources confirm that this account of Tiberius’ behaviour is based upon truth and not just fabricated by Tacitus to create this imagery of a foreign tyrant. It is evident in Suetonius that there is no shyness in displaying Tiberius’ cruelty and violence. However there is also no suggestion of Tiberius’ behaviour that represents a besiegement of Rome and especially his perverted lustful kidnapping of children. Keital recognises that this information is lacking in the works of Suetonius and Dio, she argues that the inclusion of this grotesque episode in the Annals is intentional by Tacitus. Tacitus employs negative language around behaviour that is evidently criminal. This would portray the Julio-Claudians Principate as bloodthirsty tyrants, who believe that their reign is threatened, showing signs of insecurity towards the populous and other influential members of society, who could threaten their position.[footnoteRef:43] Tacitus is directly linking the Principate to these unethical acts. Tacitus is including information that is not referenced in other works but also as previously stated is exaggerating the extensiveness of the brutality and murderous side of Tiberius through the maiestas trials. Tacitus’ agenda to portray the Principate in a negative light is clearly shown in this episode. [41:  Tac. Ann. 6. 19]  [42:  Tac. Ann. 6. 1.]  [43:  Suet. Tib. 57-62 (Tiberius violence) And Keital 1984: 309.] 


Conclusion
Tacitus’ own views of the Principate are made clear within the Annals, and his attitude is particularly evident in the section that this work assesses. It is unclear if Tacitus did this intentionally because he held this view, or if it developed, evolved and emerged as he was developing the historical discourse on Tiberius and the characters he interacts with and reigns over. As previously mentioned Tacitus in his own time had reason and cause to dislike the Principate and view it negativity, especially the first few Emperors, who crafted and succeeded in the solidification of the Imperial period and the break away from the Republic. We should however, be careful and not assume that Tacitus is deliberately fabricating information to create a complex character who shows negative traits of the Principate, just for his narrative. This view of Tiberius as corrupt, duplicitous and conniving is evident in the other sources available to us as well, particularly through Suetonius and Dio. The Tiberius that Tacitus has created is similar to others Tiberius’s in other individuals works and therefore Tiberius’ fundamental characteristics in the Annals is more likely to be based on Tiberius’ actual character, rather than Tacitus’ creative mind. 

Throughout the first six books, each development of Tiberius’ character is accompanied by criticism of the Principate. His succession is shrouded in deception, murder and elimination of other candidates. There is no traditional method of succession; it is clearly a system of patronage with the outgoing Emperor identifying his successor rather than the publically perceived best candidate in a fair rational method. With Tiberius gaining power, and the method by which it occurs, the Principate is continued and preserved through unjust criminal actions. The role of Germanicus in the Annals is to act as a foil to Tiberius and allow the reader to compare the new Principate to the old Republic. Tacitus uses Germanicus to expose the Principate through Tiberius, rather than using Germanicus as a model of the correct way to achieve the role of Princep, Germanicus presents as an ideology of the Republic. Germanicus’ popularity with the rebelling armies in Germany and his popularity with the public due to his father’s legacy on reinstating the republic is a direct challenge to the Principate. By being seen as displaying the support and favour for the Republic, Germanicus is seen to hold numerous positives compared to the Principate. Tiberius’ reaction to this threat displays Tacitus’ personal views on the Principate. Tiberius becoming increasingly worried and anxious about the rise of Germanicus, not only because of his popularity but now because of his power, having the best trained Roman army at his backing, an army that could give him the royal purple. This shows the instability that the Principate also brings, if an adversary is powerful enough they could usurp the emperor. The real power lies in the military forces, not in politics. Sejanus’ interactions with Tiberius allows Tacitus to show another side of his criticism of the Principate. Sejanus is the danger that the Principate can unleash, lesser men through deceit and manipulation can take control of large parts of the empire. In this case Sejanus effectively became the emperor of Rome in Tiberius’ place. This in turn brought violations of the law and disrespect to Tiberius, through public imagery of Sejanus, via statues, something usually reserved for emperors. Tiberius himself left the empire vulnerable to Sejanus, and was blind to the machinations of Sejanus, not realising Sejanus was tampering with Tiberius family and murdering other promising figures. Tacitus manages to show the vulnerability and instability that an emperor could bring upon the empire and its citizens. There is then Tiberius’ final development, the abuse of the freeborn children of Rome, which is the most extreme. Tacitus’ fear of Tyranny is evident in Tiberius’ reign of terror. It represents the complete and utter tyrannical rule that the Principate could become. Mass killings in the Mais trials and unending aggression and anger are only a few signs of how the Principate can become a tyrannical system. It would appear that Tacitus also makes the connection that under the republic this would be avoidable, when the Senate made people accountable to their tyrannical actions. Emperors were once again vulnerable to unforgiving rule and power absorption, to an extent where they turn tyrannical, Tacitus clearly sees this in Domitian reign, and links this to Tiberius himself.

Overall Tacitus’ Tiberius in the Annals is the character and outlet for Tacitus’ views on the Principate. His similarity with Domitian is too great to ignore, when one considers that every personality development of Tiberius drew attention to key problems with the Principate’ system of ruling.  Power struggles, murder, deception and ambition are all normalities of the Principate. The most dangerous element of the Principate in Tacitus’ view is tyranny, a singular sole ruler holding absolute power was the Principate Tacitus knew and feared. All these feature of the Principate are present in the annals, especially in the reign Tiberius.
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