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INTRODUCTION.

Sources.

' Phe greatest difficulty facing the intending historian of the
Gallic Emﬁife is the paucity of his source-material. There is no
wrifer contemporary with the.events of the years 260 to 273. For the
hiétory of the period we have to rely upon three bread fields of

evidence, which are:-

2) Inscriptions.

These are extremdly .useful for showing the extent of the
Gallic Empire under the three emperors, tha£ at the start it comprised
the Germanles, the Gauls, the Spains, and Britain; that Spain seems to
have returned to the control of the main empire under Claudius IT; and
to a. limited extent for the dating of the emperors. Furthermore they
_record thé féct that consuls were appointed in the same way as they were
at Rome, What'tﬂey do not tell us is the detailed history of the three
reigns except in the case of Victorinus' previous career, the station-
'—ihg of Juliﬁs~P1acidianus at Grenqble, the confirmation of.AureIian's‘
'takeover-in 273, and a most interqsting inscription, as yet ﬁnpublished,
énd found in 1964 at Brougham in Cumberland (vd.Appendix III), which
suggests that there might have been a "eivitas" in thét part of northern

Fngland.,

From these we are able to discover the "tribunicia potestas"
and consulships of the emperors and to compare them with the evidence of
the inscriptions. But more important than this they azxz éhqd light on the’
impérial—poiicieé and propaganda (vd.Chapter IV, where this is discussed
in greater detail); 1nterest1ng examples of this are the reverses of
Postumus referring to the sea, where, reading between the 11nes, we mlght
see evidence of naval operations in the Channel and a possible naval

suppression of Britain shortly after his revolt (vd.Chapter IV).In add-

-, . =ition from the lggiohary coins of Victorinus we are able to work out the
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rough composition of his field-army from the legionary detachments so

honoured.

c) Literary.

We have eight basic literary authorities and I intend to treat
them in chronological order:-
1) Eumenius. .
Eumenius is said to be the author of at least two of the

speeches contained in the "XII Panegyrici Latini', composed on themes
of recent history and addressed to the rulers of the day. He was of Greek
ordgin, and after being a teacher of rhetoric and "magister memoriae" at
court had been sppointed head of the Autun school by Constantine I. He is
important in that he is the authority closest in time to the events of
260 to é73, but so few are his refermnces to thede years that unfor%unately
we cannot gleam much information from them.
2) Sextus Aurelius Victor.

' To thls man, who had been governor of Pannonla
Secunda in A D.361 and "praefectus urbi" in 389, are attributed -two
books, the first of which - the "Caesares" - is probably genuine, the
other - the "Epitome de Caesaribus" = not. The "(aesares" deals wifh the
empire from Augustﬁs to Constantius (A.D.360) and the earlier part'of it
is basedion Suetonius' "Lives". Victor is fond of moralising and he writes
from the viewPoint_of a pagan. This book was'probably published in A.D.360.
The,passége of nearly a hundred yearé'sinﬂce' the end bf'the.dallic
Empire is enough to warn us not to take as reliable everything Victor
says. :
The "Epitome de Caesarlbue" was most probably not written by Victor
a11hough it appears to be like the "Caesares'™ in its earlier parts. It
goes as far as Theodosius in A. D. 395
3) Decimus Magnus Ausonius. _

This man, like Victor, had served as a prdvincial

governor - notably in Gaul - and had been tutor to Gratian at Treves, an

appointment given-hiﬁ by Valentinian. He Qas a poet of ﬁo'mean"gbility, and

“he dedicated his "Parentalia" to his dead relatived., The fact that before B
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his employment in the imperial service Ausonius had worked first as a
"grammaticus", then as a "rhetor" for thityy years at Bordeaux, added
to which he was a native of Aquitania, makes his evidence extremely
valuable, scant though it is. He — or rather his family - had had first-
-hand experience of the reign of the Gallic qmpepors.and they had moved
to Bordeaux not long bgfore it was made the imperial capital by Tetricus
(vd.Chapter I¥). When Ausonius wrote his poems we are not quite certain ;
they were probably composed at different periods of hlis life. .
4) Scriptores Historiae Augustae. '
' _ ' I hesitate to describe this work as our
chief authority for the history of the Gallic Empire for the reason that,
Aithough it contains the largest number of refernces to Postumus, Vict-
-orinusy and Tetricus, yet it is very unreliable. It covers the reign of the
" thirty emperors from Hadriaﬁ_to Numerian,i.e.A.D.117—284, and its authors
are six in number - Aelius.Spgrtianus, Juliug Capitolinus, Vulcacius
Gailicanus, Aelius Lampridius, Trebellius Pollio, and Flavius Vopiscus -
of whom the most important for our purposes is Trebellius Pollio.

' - When deaiing with the "Historia Augusta'", we must continu?lly
hear in mind three problems :- ' '
i) Why was it written ? '
'ii) When was it written-?
iii) How much can we believe it ?
The answer t0 all thesez has been admirably stated elsewhere by N.Baynes
( N.Baynes,"The Historia Augusta.Ilts Date and Purpose".1926), but I will
briefly outline the arguments here. The solution to the first problem
really lies in that to the second, but, assumung Baynes' date of A.D.
362~-3, we can with a fair degree of certainty say that it was written -
both as a general history of imperial lives and even more so as a proﬁ—
~-aganda book for the emperor at that time, Julian. B

" The dates of its composition ofiginally suggested by H.Peter

and WM.Schanz("Geschichte der rgmischen Literatur",iv,I2,1914,51ff.) were -
between 284 and 337 on the ground that several of the lives secm to be
dedicétied to Diocletian and Constantine the Great. Mommsen, howevér,-

refutéd this and preferred the view that it was first written under
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Diocletian and Constantine about A.D.330 and thaa revigal nader
Valentinian and Theodosius. H.Dessau, O.Seeck, and A.von Domasewski
disagreed, the first suggesting some time between A,D,380 and 395,
the second 409-10, and the third as late as the end of the sixth
century. Baynes rejects all thege and places the hisfory in the
yvear A.,D.362-3 under Julian. _

There are two main groups of sources used b& the bompilgrs
of the "Historia Augusta'". The first are mainly Latinjand are ugsed for
the period up to Caracalla ; the second are Greek and carry us up
to the time of Julian. The writers haveﬁmade a reasonably good job
of the years up to Caracalla ahd they have shown a keen understanding
and knowledge of .the problems of public administration ; but when wé
reach the léter pért of the histpry,.we“meef an increésing volume
'inventidn and fantésy - what might be termed in the fairest light
"imaginative Journalism", "Facts" are only to be acceptéi when we
have,indepen&ent proof of them. Continually we are presented.with'
senatorial decrees and emperors' letters thiét seem %o be_no;hing but
pure:fiction,:e.g. the letter of Valerian to the Gauls;iﬂ which hé
appoints Postumus to the suzerainty of the Rhine frontier. Admittedly
there may be a germ of truth in these, but it is usually 80 wekl-
-hidden that we can only guess at jté,substance. Sometimes people
are mentioned wﬁo'are probably the imaginative creation of the
- writers, e.g. a consul named Antoninus Gallus (vd.S.H.A. TII,viii,
2-5). '

' To sum up, we are forced to treat the relevant sections
" of the "Historia Augusta" with extreme caution and scepticism. It is
entertaining 6n m-any occasions - yes ; but entertainment is not
always..thé trith, and if we are to reach the trutﬁ, we must check
and double—check every "statement" and "fact". The result of this i@
that we very frequently compelled to.limit -our picture of the Gallic

Empire's history to conjecture.

5) Eutropius.
This author also wrote in the 360's j; when exactly we

cannot be certain. He had-taken pert in Julian's C€2mpaign against
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the Persians in A,D.363 and he was "magister memoriae" under Vaiens.
His history takes us as far as the reign‘of Julian, and appears to be
quite'qarefully produced. To quote the.Oxford Classical Dictionaty
(0.C.D.,Eutropius, by A.H.McDonald) it is "well—bélanced, showing
good judgement and impartiality'. Orosius (no.6) was later to make

use of his work.

6) Orosius. _
“Paulus Orosius, & Spaniard who had fled from the Vandals
to Africa in A.D.4l4 to become a pupil of Augustine, wrote a history
which was probably published in 418, As has been stated in section 5,
he made use of thelearlier work of Eutropius. His writings have no
great value, partly because they were produced -as an apologia for the
church, partly because they survey the period only.briefly, and paftlyx
because Orosius' opportunities’ to diséover.accurate détails_ﬁere rather

limited.

7) Zosimus.

Zosimus was & Greek who served as "advocatus fisci!" and
_"Cqmesﬂ under Theodosius II and wrbté-six books on the decline of
fome ( from Augustus to A.D.410), which were not pubiished until
after 425, His ‘authorities are of higﬁ quality = such as Dexippus
and Bunapius - but he is not as accurste on western as on eastern’

affairs and his dating is not always reliable.

8) Zonaras;

' Zoﬁaras, writing in the twelfth century, used as one
source for his éﬂ '“/"" f‘o’Tofla\( : Xiphilinus ( an epitomator of _
Dio Cassius), and the result is a quite trustworthy account of Roman

history.

Historical background.

The political and economic history of Rome in
the third century A.D. is an essay in the decline of a great empire.
The close of the second century had heralded what was to come only

too clearly. After the murders of Commodus and Pertinax in 193
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a struggle for power developed between rival generals from different
parts of the empire - Pescennius Niger from Syria, Clodius Albinus
from Britaih, and Septimius Severus from Pannonia. The result wasx a
civil war far more dangerous to the internal and external stability
of Rome than the events of A.D.69. Despife Severus' ultimate victory
at the bloody battle of Lugdunum in A.,D.197 and the comparative peace
that reigned while he was on the throne, the pattern for the future
had been set. No doubt Tacitus would have reiterated his famous
maxim that the secret of empire was out, namely, that an emperor
could be made elsewhere than at Rome ; but even he could not have
foreseen the depths +to which Rome was to sink in the next seventy-
~-five years. ) '

Carachiﬂa succeeded his fafher, Severus, in 211, but
ruled with a cruelty and a thirst for blood th& t reaped its own
reward in.his assassination in 217. In the next thirty-six years there:
were twbkve emperors (excluding Caesares and junior Augusti), and
not one of them died naturally. The army reigned supreme, acclaiming
an emperor one moment, cutting him down the next, and the senate and
common peopie of the empire did not have the power to call a halt to
this anarchy. Intrigue and murder followed each other in quick
succession, and an emperor could afford to congratulate himself if he
gtgyed on the throne for more than three yeafs. _

In addition the Franks on the Lower Rhine, the Alamanni
on the Upper Rhine and thé Upper Danube, and the Goths on the Lower
Danube were beginning to make their presence felt to a very uncomfort-
-able degree. And furthermore in A.D.226 the.Arsacid dynasty in Parthia
was overthrown by Artaxerxes, who professed to be a descendant of
the Achaemenids, the Persian royal house in the heyday of the Persian
Empire in the fifth and siith centuries B.C., and who claihed as his
own all the territdzy once ruled by Darius. the Great. It was no time
for the Roﬁan Empire to be split by civil war j; through some miracle,

however, it survived.

This was the backgrouhd of crisis and uncertainty against
~which P.Licinius Valerianus came to the'throne in 253. He assocdated

his son, Gallienus, with him as co-regent, and it appearg from.a
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fairly reliable authority that the empire was divided between father
' and son, Valeri-ah taking the east, CGallienus the west. Valerian left
for the east in 257, and at this point our study of the Gallic

Empire begins.



' CHAPTER ONE — POSTUMUS .

Origins.

a) Names. _

O0f Postumus' origins we know next to nothing. On the other
hand his full name is very well attested .on coins and insqriptions from
the provinces which formed the Gallic Empire, i.e. Britain, Spain,
the Germanies, and the Gauls. Two examples will suffice here ; first
an early sestertius from the mint of Lugdunum which has the obverse’
type 1A ( radiate and draped bust right) or C ( radiate, draped, and
cuirassed bust right)}:— _
IMP.C;M.CASS.LAT.POSTVMVS'P.F;AVG. (Imperator Caesar Marcus Cassian-

-ius Latinius Postumus_Pius Felix Augg§tus).

second & milestone from the territory of the Aedui near

Auxerre in Gallia LugdunensiSZ: "imp.Cae§.M.Ca§[si[é]nig_Latinig/

Postumo_E.F.inv./_Aug......L:,,.."(Imperafgri Caesari Marco Cassianio

Latinio Postumo,pio felici, invicto Augusto.ees."

Therefore his names are firmly established as "Marcus

3

Cassianius Latinius Postumus". In the "Epitome de Caesaribus”"” we

Find him called "Cagsius Latienus Postumusy but this is most prob-

-ably a mistake by the author, who was writing @ good hundred years
éfter Postumus'.deatﬁ.
Another error, this time by "Trebellius Pollio", is

apparent in his "Thirty Tyrants"4,'where we read,"Victorino, qui

Gallias post Iulium Postumun rexit". The weight of numismatic and

epigraphic evidence, however, is eufficient for ust-to-dipmiss thig
asdditional gentile names without further comment.

The nomen "Latinius" and the cognomen "Postumus" are
fairly common throughout the Roman Empire (mainly in the West) at
all periods and. I have found it ihpossiblﬁ to trace Postumus' ante-
-cedents along that line of research; But the nomen "Cassianius"
proves slightly'more fruitful. In looking through all the indices of
the "Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum" I have found not one single

'reference to a Cassianius apart from those to the emperor himself.

_.._8___



But "Cassianus" is very common in all provinces, not Cassianius. The

5

closest to it is an inscription from Ravenna”, where among a list of

an error of the stonemason for "Cassianﬁs"; and in any case the
inscription appears to be late and Christian. The most likely hypo-
-thesis is that "Cassianius" was a Gallic-or Celtic variant of
"Cassianus'j and Professor Eric Birley has given evidence of similar
Celtic "fabricated" nomina, particularly in the Rhinelandé. Barbieri7
adds that it was a common practice in Gaul‘to take & common Roman
cognomen ahd by the insertion of a letter ( quite often an "i") +to
create 2 new gentile name. |
b) Birthplace. )

Turthermore Barbieri claims that there is a possible
. hint at Postumus' birthplace contained in Gallienus' jest on hearing

the news of the 1osé of Gau18:"perdita Gallia risisse ac dixisse

perhibetur,8fum sine Atrebaticis sagis tuta res publica est?'" The

Atrebates were a tribe of northern Gaul whose'centre was the modern
Arras; and Barbiéfi.wéuldimake thié town Postumus' home. His argument
is not final, however, and it.is possible that the quotation is merely
a'geﬁeral reference to Gaul aithough Postunus' names do suggest that
he was a native of Upper Germany or Gaul. -
c) Family. ' |

The only other information about his early life that we can

glean is that he was not of an upper class family:"Lolliani autem

vita in multis obscura est, ut et ipsius Postumi, sed privata; vir-

————— . 9

-tute clari, non ngbilitatis.pondere vixerunt"3;” and Eutropiuslo

supports this view:".......Postumus..., obscurissime natus,..."What

these huble beginnings were we cannot know for certain. In all prob-
-ability he came from peasant stock in one of the provinces +that
formed the Gallic Empire, but it would be futile to make any further

conjecture about his origins.



Position before usurpation.

. The only helpful references to Postumus'
early career that we possess are in é'letter written by Valerian to the
Gauls and in Zonaras' brief description of his rebellionll. In the
first Valerian is quoted as having personally appointed Postumus

"Transrhenani limitis dux et Galliae praeses) and there follows a

list of Postumus' virtues: Despite the somewhat tiresome rhetoric of
this letter one would be prepared to accept most of the information
it supplies 3 but one must always treat the writings of "Trebellius
Pollio", the author of this part of the Historia Augusta, with
caution(vd. Introduction,"Sources",Scriptores Historiae Augustae).
Postumus is portrayed as a senior officer of sound discipline and
sober judgement, the direct opposite ( so Trebellius would have us
believe) of his contemporary and rival in Rome. The contrast is
heightened even more emphatically by the information that Valerian
. and not Gallienus appointed to this post of responsibilitylzz

" nec a Gallieno quidem vir iste promotus est sed a patre eius Valer-

-iano, ut-et Claudius et Macrianus et Ingenuus et Postumus et Aur-

-eo0lus...." This still leaves us with the problem whether he was ever

appointed "Transrhenani limitis dux et Galliae praeses'. However

much we maj dismiss Trebellius as a propagandist, we cannot regard

this statement lightly, as many modern historians of the ancient worldd
have done, e.g.Barbieri, who regards the whole letter as apocryphal.
Though we lack inscriptioné to prove or disprove it, Zonaras tells

asl3,n noc-rovyos Se el #u:\quv/ rou Pgwou ITOTKAAOO eabeis, & 5e

Kw).oew TO! S_neE ﬁ&péugos Tg _____ f_ W dt_&t. x_wgdv _&dﬁmv

Zonaras is a much more rcliable hlstorlan than Trebellius, despite the

fact that he was writing in the twelfth century, and uses sources

from the fourth century that have since been lost. Therefore I can

see no reason to doubt the appointment of Postumus to a post involvink
the defence of the Rhine frontier against the German barbarlans. Dio
Cassius tells us, though in ﬂlghtly vaguer termst 4n T‘:S-_QW"fS-——
Tdu'ms omo o (sc. %M)Tuxeen; Guo'w"eav ";s and if we connect this

" statement with that of the Epitome 15 "Barbdrls per Gallias praesid-
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—ebat"(sc.Postumus), we have fairly convincing suppdrt for the
supposedly_apécrjphal letter of Valerian. '

Whether the post was specifically called "dux'limitis"
is Questnonable. Certainly "duces"Ximixxz% are to be found under Gall—
‘=ienus and even earlier, but "duces limitis" only appear w1th any
degree of regularity from Diocletian onwards. On the other hand "dux
et praeses" is fairly common after the middle of the third century. It .
is quité ﬁossible the Trebellius ascribed to Postumus an office - or
combination of offices - that was only created after Dioclefian had
risen to the throne. Barbieril6, by far the most informative of the
modern authorities on Postumus' early career, suggests th%t he was
probably governor of one of the Germanies, with which Alf8ldi agreesl7,
and more probably of Germania Inferior, asRitterlingl8had previouslj
proposed; but at the same time Barbieri adds that Postumus may
equially have been.a mllltarJ commander of lower rank, a "dux" or a
"praepositus vex111at10num". M.Stein 19 has defined his position even
more closely by suggesting that he was the consular governor of Cer-
-mania Inferior, consulaf because he had held the consulship(suffect)
before being given the command on the Rhine ( ndf on his assumption_
of the throne), and that the praetorian prefect af-Cologne, Silvanus,
was an edﬁestrian. ﬁevertheless despite this flurry of conjecture I
. feel it reasqnabie,to assume that Gallienus, suddenly and uhexpeqt—
-edly drawn away from the.Rhine fromtier by the revolt of Ingenuué
on the Lower Danube and detained there by the subsequent rebellion of
Regallanus, may have made a qulck promotion to safeguard the 31tuat10n.
There was already the danger of a conflict of interest at least with

Silvanus j; and we also hear that one of Gallienus' sons was left at

Cologne as the symbol of imperial authority in the west.

‘Valerian II, Saloninus, or "Q.Gallienus"?

" The problem ss to which of the

two . known sons of Gallienus, Valerianus II or Saloninus, was entrusted

to Silvanus at Cologne and subsequently executed on the orders of’

Postumus stems originally from the similarity in thier names. Valer-
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. o 20 L. . c
—-ianus II is known as” :"P.Licinius (or Cornelius Licinius) Valerianus

: A 21 s . . .
Caesar'"and Saloninus as  :"P.Licinius Cornelius(or Cornelius Licinius)

Saloninus (or Saloninus Valerianus) Caesar".The mere omission of
B —
"Saloninus" from an inscription, coin, or history causes utter con-

-fusion. )

&) Valerianus II and Saloninus.

. ) That Valerianus was the elder of the two
is attested in the Epitome22, where his appointment as Caesar is
mentioned before that of Saloninus; by Zonaras23; and by Barbier124.

Who appointed him Caesar is in doubt, the Epitome a2t one time saying
that it was Valerianus 125,Victor at another saying it was Gallienus26,
and thié will only be solved when we know the exact date of the appoint-
-ment. The Epitome implies that it was very éoon after Valerianus I

27

came to the throne in A.D.253, and Mattingly and Sydenham and Barbieri
agree with this. Mattingly and Sydenham quote Aiexandrian coing of
Valerianus II bearing the legend _ T.AIK. KOP,OYA'AEPIANOC WKAIC. CeB.
which'they date to the years 253-5, and a further series, attributed

to Saloninus, inscribed -flO. AIK. KOP. CA. OYAAERIANDC KA. (€8,

and dated from 255-8. Barbieri claims that an inscription set up by
a2 primipilus of the legion reformed by Valerianus I after his success

29

against Aemilian in 253, III Augusta, at Lambaesis, Numidia, sub-
~stantiates the appointment of Valerianus II as Caesar in that year
by the titles "Vakeriana Galliena Valerianay added in honour of

Vderianus I, Gallienus, and Valerianus II. The note to I.L.S. 2296 .

" gays that the titles represent the joint emperors and Gallienus'. two

sonsi and yet in a later note on the same inscription, when commenting

. on "Auggg.y says that "non raro adhibltum de duobus Augustis et

not later is attested at Gemellae

30

. The date is given precisely on
fhis as in the year of thc second consulship of Volusiaﬁus, the '
emperof, and the first of Maximus; they were the "consules ordinarii”
- of 253, _

' " In a letfer T received from Drl John Kent of tpe British
Museum's Deparfmeht of Coins and Mcdals, dated 13th.May, 1960, he
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82yS ".e0seit is cergain from inscriptions and coins that Valerian II
died during the joint reign of Valerian I and Callienus and was replaced

as Caesar hy Salonlnus . proof of thls is given in the article

The clearest
in Pauly-Wissowa, written by Wickert~~, who quotes the "Rescript of the
32 dated to the 18Bth.May,256, as the earliest recorded

instance of Valerian ‘11 as Caesar. His elevation to that office was first

Codex Iustinianus",

recognised and acclaimed in the interior of Egypt (Fayum) between the 28th.
of 5une,256==’&ﬂ64¢.s of year y 33 ( the last recorded papyrus without
Valerian II as Caesar) and autumn of the same year, 'AOUp LA  of year §
= 26th.November,25634( the first recorded instamce of Valerian II as
Caesar on the Egyptian papyri). Supposedly, then, we can say that Valer-
-ian II became Caesar before the 28th June,256 and even as early as the
18th.May the same year. This being' so, his series of Alexandrlan coins,
quoted by Mattingly and Sydenham as running from 253 t0.256, should
- really start in the Egyptian year y of the joint reign of Gallienus
and Valerian I, i.e.A.D.255-6, as Wickert has suggésted. If this was ali
the evidence we had to hand, we should be able to fix the "terminus -ante
quem" for Valerian II as Caes#r between the first day.of the Eg&ptian
year of the joint reign (29th August,255) and the 18th. May,256 But
35 & 36. the

fourth line of the former theé restored reading is "[Augg,,....]"and not

two inscriptions exist which tend to confuse the issue.

This is in direct contradiction to the second inscription, line 14, where

we read quite clearly and without any need for restoration "Auggg.pr.pr."

If we assume that no.35 was set up a year after the srrival of III

Augusta at Gemellae, i.e. in late 254, that still leaves a full half-year
to be accounted for before we hear of Valerianus' appointment in the pap-
-yri., In a conversation with Dr.J.C.Mann he suggested that no.35 would
most probably be set up at the end of Sattonius' Tucundus' year as "primus
pilus" because the "vitis" was his staff of office and "posuit" surely -
means that he was laying it down and'dedicating it as a token of gratitude
for the successful completion of his duties. On the other hand we cannot

date this inscription much later than 254 because by that time "leglo

conclude from the weight of evidence that Valerian IT became Caesar
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at some time between late 254 and the 29th.August,255. The explanafion
for his late appearance in the Egyptian papyri may be that the news of
his elevation took guite a considerable time to Teach the Payum.

o Our evidence for the death of Valerian II and the appoint—
~ment of ﬁis brother as Caesar is not so confusing. Valerian is mentioned
as alive on one papyru537 in Chbiak (NovembereDeceﬁber) of the joint peign's
yeér i--(AuguSt,257—258§ and in another38 on the 15th.February; three
-others39 support this evidence by mentioning him-on the 9th.February of
the same year. Valerian's Alexandrian coins run from 29th.August,255, to

28th.August, 258, according to Vogt40

s who says that the issues for
Valerian I stopped in the second half of the year € . As far as
Saloninus’ is concerned, a papyrus refers to him as Caesar on the 24th.
September 258, 4and his Alexandrian coins start in the same year i.

So far everjthlng seems to fit together neatly. But a
further piece of evidence causes us some trouble42. The Codex Iustin-
~ianus mentions Valerian II for the last time on the 29th.May,259. I
think, howevef, that we must come down on the side of the view that
Valerian II died in the first half of 258, at least before the 24th. of
September. We cannot be more precise than this unfortunately. It is
indeed a pity that we cannot date an inscription from Sitifensis in

43

Mautetania ', which would have been extremely valuable for our present
‘argument. If only it contained a consular or tribunician date, our

problem would have been somewhat eased.

b) "Q.Gallienus".

It is necessary at this point to clear up something in

44

the nature of a red herring. Cohen ' refers to a coin with the obverse

legend "DIVO CAES.GALLIENO" and the reverse "CONSECRATIORY which he

attributed to a certain "Quintus Iulius Gallienus", & son of Gallienus
and Salonina. He doubts whether it is genuine and notes that the British
Museum specimen has bern altered. But Voetter mentions another coin of
white metal in the Cabinet of Vienna supposedly from the Rome mint and
dated to 255 with the obverse legend "DIVO CAES.Q.GALLIENOY Dr.Kent in

the letter referred to earlier says of the British Museum specimen that

it is a consecration type of Valerian II and is most probaBly an
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altered examplg of one of these. There is certainly no independent

evidence to suggest that Gallienus had a third son called "Quintus

Julius Gallienus'" nor that he died at about the same time as did Valer-

~ian II, and on these grounds I think it reasonable to dismiss himn from

'our-érgument. i _ ,
A.A1f81di has offered an interesting explanation to this

45

problem.
from the Rome mint at the end of 260 and that the "Q." does not stand

HHe suggests that the coin comes from the great issue of coins

for "Quintus", as Mattingly would have us believe, but for "Quondam",
which is frequently found on sepulchral inscriptions. This certainly
implies that Saloninus had died recently, especially when we consider
that there were numerous -''Consecratio" types issued from Rome at the
same time. If Saloninus were.not dead by then, too, why did Gallienus
not share the consulship with him on the lst.January,261 7 Instead he
took as his co-consul a private citizen. There are coins from this issue
bearing the legend "DIVO CAES,.GALLIENO" and Alf8l1di has suggested that

after the death of Valerian I in 260, both Gallienus and Saloninus

dropped the name "Valerianus". If this is so, this legend would refer to
Saloninus. ' N

The issue has imost probably been confused by the féct tﬁat
Gallienus did have a third son, but not called "Q.J.Ggllienus". He was
Marinianﬁs, the "consul ordinarius" of 268, who may have been adopted
(as Regling saysﬁ46 or the genuine son of the emperor and Salonina, if
“the coin-type of the empress from the mass issue of the mint of Rome in

-265—647,sbearing the legend "FECUNDITAS AVG."refers to his birth and who

might have become Caesar soon if he had not been murdered in A.D,.268.

¢) Summary.

Thus it is clear that if Postﬁmus' revolt occurred after the
death of Valerianus II in early 258, it must have been Saloninus who was
entrusted by Gallienus to the safe kecping of Silvanus at Cologne; a
fact which is incontravertibly borne out by an inscription from Cinéulaé

Where he is mentioned as "Publius Licinius Cornelius Saloninus nobil-

-issimus Caesar" and next to which is a dedicatidn to "divo Valeriano"

undoubtedly his dead brother,Valerian II, just as inscription no.29 does.
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Causes of revolt.

a) Guardian of Saloninus.

' Before discussing the causes of Postumus' revolt
I think it advisable to offer & solution to another problem which con-
-frontg us at this stage of ogr study. By most of our authorities Gall-
-ienus is said to have entrusted one of his sons to Postumus or his
praetorian prefect at Cologne. But who did in fact act as his guardian ?
First of all, T would like to bring to notice a rather curious statement

49

which appears in_the Historia Augusta's life of Aurelian™”. Valerian I
ig writing a letter to Antoninus Gallus, & consul otherwise unknown:

"Valerianus Augustus Antonino Gallo consuli.Culpas me familiaribus

litteris, quod Pogtumo filium meum Gallienum magis gquam Aureliano comm-—

-igerim, cum utique severiori ut puer credendus fuerit et exercitus”.

We may with all fairness dismiss this as ludicrous for two reasons.
Firstly Valerian was in the east by the time of Postumus' revolt, and
- secondly Gallienus was then almost fifty years of age!
Zonaras.and Zosimus both state that Silvanus ( or Albanus, as
the praetdrian prefect. 1s variously called) was put in charge of Salon-
20 s2¥5, " szdawuo) Kali Tiva ’A}sﬁdvov Kexhij pevov eﬂec‘mte
(Mle*‘“‘)s"TW"“"‘]T“W viov' and Z051mus5l, when descrlblng the siege of
Cologne, " wTov(Saﬂcmuw.u) Te wal 1OV WetPata ﬁovu -n-'v 105700 Pulanyy ex ToO_
""MI'XF‘VW". And yet in the Historia Augusta we find the information that

-inus. Zonaras

Gallienus entrusted his sén to Postumus to be educated in the arts of

52

- princely rule” :"Hic vir bello fortissimus, in pace constantissimus,

in omni vita gravis, usque adeo ut Saloninum filium suum eidem Gall-

~ienus in Gallia positum crederet, guasi custodi vitae et morum et

~actuum imperalium institutori."But I see no reason to believe that Post-

-umus was of sufficient seniority to justify this action by Gallienus
above the head of Silvanus, his prefect; and subsequent events tend to
emphasise this, since, when Postumus revolted and laid siege to Colognse,
Gallienus' son and Silvanus were both trapped inside the cify. Apparently
Postumus was of somewhat lower rank than the Historia Augusta would admit,

and one is still conscious of Trebellius' desire to dénigrate_Gallienus,
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even if meant exaggerating the importance of Postumus' previous rank.
Added to thls, we must once again remehber that it is msmakkx our
usually more reliable sources, Zonaras and Zos1mus, who say Silvanus,
our less reliable, the Historia Augusta, Postumus. It looks as if Sil-
-vanus was given chafge of the boy and Postumus put in command of the
Rhine frontier defences while Gallienus was away fighting Ingenuus;
thereby the emperor would avoid the concentration of too much power in
the hands of one man ( and the presence of his son in Cologne would be a
constant reminder of that faect). Later the success of Postumus' revolt
led to @ distortion of the real éituation and an exaggerated view of the
rank he held. | '

b) The Quarrel.
' ' A.Stein in his article on Postumus Senior in Pauly—Wissowa53
gives as the apparent cause of the revolt the undetermined apportion-
-ment of authority between Postumus and Silvanus. A clash was inevitable
in the situation such as that which arose after Postumus repelled a baep-
~barian plundering raid on Germany in the course of his duty as the
guardian of the frontier. He retrieved the booty which the ‘barbarians had
-carripd off, but insteed of returning it to its rightful owners distribv-
—utéd'it among the troops under his oommand. Not surprisingly-Silvanus-
declared this action illegal and insysted on the immediate return of the
booty; but Postumus refused and, finding readg support for his defiance
among his troops, had them prqclaim him emperor. He marched on Cologne,
where Silvanus and his ward were stationed, and besieged it until the
inhabitants were forced to éapitulate and surrender the Caesar and the

praetorian prefect for execution. This is the substance of the story as
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and the Historia Augusta 6-"Sed quantum plerlque adserunt(quod cius non

~ium". The Epitome saysS7

-baris pef Galliam praesidebat; imperium ereptum ierat". Earlier it had

¢"Namque primus omnium Ppstumus, gui forte bar-

said:".......Cassius Latienus Postumus in Gallia filio"(sc.Gallieni)

58
"interfecto imperatores effefti sunt"?
B -

But another reason is supplied bk the Historia Augusta and

Eutropius59_62="Ut autem verius plerigue tradiderunt, cum Galli vehement-

-issime Gallienum odissent, puerum apud se imperare ferre non possent, cum

qui commis-sum regebat imperium, imperatorem appellarunt missisque

militibus adulescentem interfecerunt." (59)

"Cum Gallienus in luxuria et improbitate persisteret cumgue lud-
I

~ibriis et hellwatione vacaret neque aliter rem publicam gereret, quam cum

pueri fingunt per ludibria pétestates, Galli, quibus inzitum est leves ac

degenerantes a virtute Romana et luxuriosos principes ferre non posse,

Postumum ad imperium vocarunt, exercitibus gquoque consentientibus, guod

occupatum imperatorem 11b1d1n1bus guerabantur", (60).

" Tta Gallieno peréente rem publicam in Gallia primum

Postumus, deinde Lollianus, Victorinus deinceps, postremo Tetricus (nam

de Mario nihil dicimus) adsertores Romani nominis exstituerunt".(6l).

"Tta Gallieno rem publicgm deserente Romanum imperium

in Occidente per Postumum, per Odenathum in Oriente servatum est".(62).

The blame for Postumus' revolt is laid fairly and squarely
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on the shoulders of Gallienus and his careless goverhment. The Gauls are
set up as paragons of virtue who knew by instinct when an emperor was '
unfit to rule; and so they recognised that Postumus was a better man than

Gallienus and revolted in his favour.

¢) Postumus' ambitions.

Yet no mention is made of_Postumus' personal
ambition. Trebellius Pollio skilfully ignores this in his continual
attempts to blacken Gallienus' character. If the story of the quarrel
between Silvanus and Postumus be true — and there is no reason to doubt
it - it shows that Gallienus was by no means at fault for what happened
after he left Gaul for the Danube. Postumus seems to have been all too
ready to come to grips with his sole remaining rival. But I doubt whether
Stein is right in attributing the reyolt t0 -the undetermined apportinn-
-ment of authority betweén Silvanus and Postumus. Postumus might dis-
-agree with him, but Silvanus was the overall representative of the
emperor in Gaul ( and giving his personal pfotection to the emperor's
son), and as such'Postgmus had to obey him. The booty he had recovered
from the barbafiahs he should have handed back to its rightful owners;
that he étraightawéy distributed it among his troops lays bare his ultiﬁ—
-até objective. The cause of -the revolt was the usurper's own greed and

self-séeking, characteristic of the age in which he lived.

a) Position of Gallienus.

Again, Gallienus could in no way be called a
weak emperor. At first he might seem so because of the large number of
cracks which became appaeent in the imperial colossus during his reign.
The old Augustan system had long since given way to a naked autocratic
militarism from Septimius Severus onwards. But Gallienus, despite his
ability as a geheral, was the victim of circumstances beyond his control.
His faﬁher, Valerianus I, had gone to the Last to pursue his amﬁitions
of congquest and had there been captured by the duplicity of the Persian
king, Sapor. There was no other member of the imperial family suitable

enough to share the burden of government with Gallienus; for Valerianus

IT had died in 258 and Saloninus, his brother, who had succeeded him as
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Caesar,was & mere boy. Gallienus' brother,[Licinusj Gallienus, is a
shadowy figuresého, although consul in 265,appears on only very rare
occasions in our literary sources and not at all on inscriptions. So
Gallienus was on his owm @and one man was not enough to safeguard the £
frontiers all the time. Try as they might, his generals' hands were forced
by the critical situations in which they found themselves. Typical of
these was the case of Ingenuus, goverﬁor of the Pannonias, who was
proclaimed emperor really as a convenient and visible focus of loyalty

64

as mgch as anything else. The provinces of the Lower Danube had suffered
severly from barbarian incursions and, though Gzllienus had 1eft/¥ﬁg

Rhine in 259-60 in the‘belief that he had brought them lasting peace,

not long after his diparture the barbarians broke through the defences
again and wrought havoc among the frontier towns. On this occasion,
however, Gallienus was too occupied with similar trouble in Germany to be
able to spare time for rallying the Pannonias. Consequently, since the
legitimate emperor could do nothing to help them, the Danubians elected
-one of théir own — a reasonable step in the circgmsﬁanées; but one which
Gallienus naturally could not aliow. He immédiafely:left the Rhine and
defeated Ingenuus. Yet instead of staying on the Danube he left it sgai
and, as was to be expected, another usurper, Regalianus, took up Ingenuus' -
standard. He was put down more ruthlessly, however, and the situation was
saved for the time being. But meanwhile Postumu§ had revolted in Gaul,
not, I believe, because the_Gauls had complained of'the empéror's desertionm
of them; for had he not left his son behind at Cologne ? I think that
Postumus was no more than an able opportunist;'Who b& taking the authority
into his own hands laid the foundation for the '"new order" of imperial
government later developed by Diocletian and ﬁis successors (vd.Caapdbr
IV). Gallienus could not possibly introduce. such a system; he had not the
men at his command capable or loyal enough to make it workeble. And for
that fact he deserves more credit for his attempts to preserve imperial
unity than is given him.bybthe authbr of the Historia Augusta.

o

Date of the ‘revolt and Saloninus' death.

a) Date of Saloninus' death. g
" Once again our main modern authority is
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Wickert -, who quotes a papyrus, givingthe latest attestable date on which
Saloninus is mentioned by name as the 27th. January,26066. Kubltschhk, how-=
-ever,67interprets another papyrussBas implying that Saloninus was still’
alive on the 26th.March of the same year. Saloninus' Alexandrian coins

run from the joint regnal years & to ns d.2.29th, Aumuﬂt 4257 - 28th.
August,261 9, and in fact they end before the close of i . But we must
remﬁ%er that Macrianus and Quietus revolted agﬂ%st Gallienus in 260,
and they were recognised in Egypt at the end of that year, as attested
by a papyrus dated according to them to the 29th.September,260 (dis--
—-cussed by Stein7o). The two usurpers were defeated before the Egyptian
year n had ended, i.e. Before the 28th.August,261, and so, if Saloninus
were still alive, we would expect a resumption of the issue of his =z
Alexandrian coinage.and further refernces to him imm papyri. But we do
not, and in fact all¥ the coins that were minted in Alexsndria after the
revol}y are dated éccording to Gallienus' tegnal yéars. In addition ¥o

- this there is not one single source which mentions Saloninus as alive
éfter 260/1. We haQe in my opinion incontestable evidence that he died

in that Bgyptian year n - August 29th.,260 - August 28th.,261.

b) Saloninus — Caesar or Augustus ?

_ The only problem which remains is
whether Saloninus was still -Caesar.when he was executed by Postumus or
whether he had been raised to the level of Augustus. The evidence for
him as Aungustus is providked by Cohen (coins from the Rome mint)7land
Mattingly énd Sydénhamjg who mention two coins. from Lyon, all of which

have the obverse 1egend "IMP SALON.VALERIANVS AVG.Y and a coin of

Iodwwvos 'OUGXEENVOS ". The last of these we can perhaps overlook as

an oddity, but the others deserve some discussion. It is quite possible
that the inhabitants of Gaul still loyal to Gallienus felt that the des-
-perate situation in which they found themselves after Postumus' revolt
demanded a desperate solution, and so in the absence of the cmperor

himself they elevated his young son to Augustus as a rallying-cry for his
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army and to try to preserve the imperial unity. Elmer has quite reason-
-ably suggested that the proclamation of Saloninus as Augustus and his
death followed very closely_bn one another since coins with the legend
261, are extremely rare. Patti, however, has come forward with quite a
different theory. He has said that such a title was never given to
Saloninus by his father. But the implisation of this, that Saloninus
usurped his father's authority, appears to be wrong for two reasons.
Pirstly, if Saloninus had revolted, why would Gallienus have issued

. Surely Gallienus would have made no refernce at all to Saloninus if his

14

son had revolted ? Perhaps the solution would have been made much

cagsier if only it had been possible to date three inscriptions accur-

15

-ately., The first of these fefqrs to Saloninus as "hob.Caes.fratri

cos.IIIT ; Gall.t.p.VII,cos.I{Z“ ; but the precise dating of the reigns

" of Valerian I and.Gallienus I consider to be a difficult problem outside
the scope of this thesis and which I'prdpose to tackle independently on
a later occésion}fI think the evidence here presented for the dating of
Valerian ITI and Saloninus should be sufficient grounds for my argument.

In these cirnmstances, then, I would consider it was per-
;fectly justifiable for Saloninus to be made Augustus and the evidence
points .to this having happened, followed very quickly by his death in
the early part of 261. '

Dating of the Gallic Emperors and their consuls.

a) Summary of emperors' consular dates.

1.POSTVMVS.,

Assuming that Postumus® revolt took place in 260 , that

he assumed the "tribunicia potestas" as soon as he revolted, and that
he renewed +this and the consulship on their customary dates, i.e.
lO0th.Becember &nd lst.January respectively, I would suggest the foll-
ST, J> JE—



_—owihg dating for the reigné of the Gallic Emperorsz;

- 268

260" (before the 10th.December)
(after == )
261 (Januaryllst.)
(10th.December)
262 (Janvary lst.)
‘ (10th.December)
263 (January lst.)
_ (10th.December)
264 (- " )
265 " )
266 ( " ).
267 ( " )
(Jstiwary lst.)
(10th.December)
269 (Jenuary lst.)
2., VICTORINVS.
[266 © (10th.December)
267 ( ")
- 268 (January lst.)
. (10th.December)
269 (after Postumus'deafh or _
' or from the start of the year ?)
(10th.December)
270 (January 1st.)
3.TETRICVS.
271 (on assumption of power)
" (10th.December)
272 (January 1lst.)

(10th.December)

—3ee e

TR.P.(assumed during the

revolt) COS.
TR.P.II.COS.
TR.P.II.COS.II.
TR,P.ITT.COS.II.
TR,P.III.COS.III.
T™.P,IIII.COS.III.
TR,P.IIII.COS.III.
TR.P.V.COS.III.

TR.P.VI.COS.III.

TR.P,VIT.COS.III. .
TR .P IVIII. COS L] III L]

TR.P.IX.COS.III..

TR.P.IX.COS.IIII.
TR.P.X.COS.IIIT.
PR.P.X.COS.V. 10

.

. ';jﬁ
TR.P. .
TR.P.II.] These are in
TR.P.II.COS.
TR.P.III.COS.

TR.P.ITI.COS.TI ?

TR.P.ITII.COS.II, ?
TR.P.ITII.COS.III ?

TR.P.COS.
TR.P.II.COS.
TR.P.II.COS.II.

TR.P.IIT.COS.II.

‘doubt.



273 (January lst.) - TR.P.III.COS.III.

until his surrender to the main Roman Empire that year.

b) Detailed evidence. _ _

‘ I propose at this point to set out the detailed
evidence upon whicﬁli base my dating of the emperors' consulships and
also the nameé of and evidence for the other consuls whom I would
attribute to the Gallic Empire. As there is no ground for believing
that the usurpers departed from the common Roman practice of appoint-
-ing two eponymous consuls for each year to take office on January 1st.,

we need not.discuss that problem any further.

POSTVMVS C0S.I1.

.The gravestone of a certain Domitia, a citizen of Trier,
found in 1868 at Burdigsla, Aquitania, was set up to celebrate the
first consulship of Postumus, and is dated precisely to the 28th.
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. January “. The style of the lettering suggests that this inscription
comes from the third century A.D., and since we know- of no_ofher
Postumus as consul, it must be attributed to the.Gallic eMpPETror,
Cafﬁelo PattiSOsugéesfs that Postumus' first consulship ﬁas suffect,
as has M.Stein. We possess aurei, antoniani, denarii, and'duponaii, all
from the Lugdunum mint, yith the various,legends "P.M.TR.P.COS.P.P."; .
"P.M.TR.P.COS.I.P.P."; and "P.M.T.P.COS."which can be dated to late
26081. We have also_anothef ihscription gg a column found on the

: N _
borders of Auvergne and Gavaudan in Gaul . M.SteinBJsays that the

suffect consulship of Postumus was held before he was appointed to
guard ihe Rhine frqntief. and before becoming the consular governor

‘of Germania Inferior. Despite its precise dating the Bordcoux inscrip-
-tion is deceidedly vaguo sbout Postumus' consulship, and 21l we can say
about the second = a milestone - is that it was smct up after Pogtunus'
first censulshio and proodbly in the early part of his reign. There

is no evidence to sugzest that Postumus was ever sole consul.

- POSTVMVS C0S.II.(261).

A milestone from Auxerre in-Lugdunensis records

SN,/ p—



. 8 : _
Postumus' second consulshlp-4, and this is further supported by a
milestone found in 1877 at Pregilbert in the canton of Vermanton (now
in the Auxerre Museum)85. It is noteworthy that both of. these describe

- the emperor as "Germanicus Maximus", probably because of his success-~

-ful operations againét the barbarians on the Rhine frontier. Another
inscription fouﬁd at &1trip in Cermania Superior in 1842 mentions
the second consulship, but not the title of "CGermanicus MnleUﬂ"86.
Once again the numismatic evidence isg all from Lugdunum.and
this timex the obverse legend is invariable on the aurei, antoniani,

87

quinarii, sestertii, dupondii, and asses:"P,H,TR,P,CO5,IT.P,P,"

POSTYMVS COS.III (262).
' Three inscriptions attest that Postumus held

a third 001sulsh1p. The first of these was found near Quintinilla in

Hispania Tarraconensis in 178168; the second is a milestone found at
.8 . '
Guadix (kcci) in the same province 9; while the third, another
. 90

milestone, was found on the tefritory of Tontado” .,

Numlsmatlc ev1denoe for the third consulship, whlch
001n01des on the coins with the third and fourth "tribunicia ?otestas"
.1s plentiful and, &as usual at this stage of Postumus' reign, comes
from the Lugdunum mint. On aurei down to asses we find the following

an,_

varieties of legend

. P.M.8.M.T,P.COS.III.P.P.

P,M.TR.P.III.COS.III.P.P.
P,M,TR.P.IIII.COS.III.P.P.
P.M.TR.P.COS.III.P.P.
PROVID.DEOR.COS,.III.
€0s.I1I.

IMP.C.POSTVMVS.P.F.AVG,COS.III.

POSTVMVS TR.P.IIII - V.COS.ITII (263) to TR.P.VIII —Ix.cos}III.(267),

From 263 to 268 we have no inscriptional evidence for Postumus’
"tribunicia potestas" and consulships mesinly because he did not hold

his fourth consulship until 268. However, the coin material is fairly
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full and brovides reasonably good grounds for my system of dating.

263.

Legends on aurei, quinariijaurei, denarii, sesterii, dupondii, of
Lugdunum.92 | ' .
P.M.TR.P,IMP.V,COS.III.P.P,

VICT.GERM.P.M.TR.P.V,COS.III.P.P,

_————__.___—__—-—__———

VICTORIA AVG.(VOT.X. on shleld)
QVINQVENNALES AVG.(V.X. or Q. on shield).
CERMANICVS MAX.V.

264. 92

VICT.GERM.TR.P.V.COS.ITI,

TR.P.IMP.V.COS.III.
P.M.TR.P.VI.COS.III.P.P.

4

P.M.TR.P. VII COos. III P P. (Aureus of Lugdunum) .
oo . (Aurgus of Cologne).

266 & 267.-I can find no numismatic evidence for the gap in these
two years that would be filled by coins bearing the legend "....TR,
P,VIII.COS.III".

POSTVMVS COS.IIII.(268).77

Two inscriptions attest Postumus' fourth

consulship. A column found in 1828-9 on the bank of the River Tre-

96

-boulin in Gallia Lugdunensis’ is one, and the other was found at

91

Conventus Asturum in northern Spain”’' . The interesting feature that
ariges from a study of these two inscriptions is the absence of
Victorinus on the first. It seems possible, although we must note
that the first is @ standard reference to the emperor by names and
titles and the second is dated.by the consuls of the &ear, that Post-
—umus may have heen made sole consul at the beginning of the year

and that for'reasons which I shall discuss later Victorinus was
appointed as co-consul later in the year; but again, although we lack

any evidenceto support this idea, Victorinus may have been "cos.II"
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from the beginning of the year together with Posfumus - the more
likely event in my opinion.

At this point Postumus' coins cease to be issued
from Lugdungm and they bear the imprint of the Cologne mint. They
carry the following legends on aurei, antoniniaﬁi, and sestertii:-98
P.M.T,P,C0S.IIII.P.P. |
Pa¥TR,P.CO5,.IITI.P. P,

PM,TR.P.VIIIT.COS.IIII.P.P.
C.C,A.A.COS.IIII.
COL.CL.AGRIP.COS.TITI.

COS.IIII.

POSTVMVS COS.V.(269).

OQur evidence for the fifth consulship is entire-—
-ly numismatic, and that only from the Cologne mint. The legends on.
' .99 '

aurei, antoniniani, denarii,, and sesdertii are
P.M.TR.P.X.COS.V.P.P. (VOT . XX, on shield).

TR.P.X.CO5.V.P.P.
P.M.TR.,P.COS.V.

- VICTORINVS C0S.II.(269). _
o - This is attested by an inscription found at
Liesenich near Zell on the Moselleloo. While this contains a verit-
-able mine of information about several officers in Victorinus' army,
we must not disregard the reference to Victorinus, the empéror, and
Granted that it would indeed be dangerous to claim that this dgf-'
-initely belongé to 269, yet the very absence of the full titles
of the emperor tendslto suggest that'Victorinus'_ﬁakeover of power
after Postumus' deéth in that year was a hurried affair. Dessau has
suggested, too,101 - aﬁd I would be inclined to agree with him -
that the sculptor of the stone might well have added "II" in ref-

-erence to Victorinus, when we remehber that he had already been
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Postumus' partner in the consulship of 268.
_ Aurei, quinarii aurei, and antoniniani from his
southern mint attest this consulship, too, and their legends read

as followslozzf

P.M.TR,P.III.COS.II.P.P,
P.M.TR.P,COS5.1II.P.P,
{P.M.TR.P.II.COS.]II.P.P.

VICTORINVS COS.IIT. (270).

The only dated evidence we have of thls consul -~

—ship is from antoniniani of the emperor's southern m1nt103whose leg-
-end_is :-
(P.M.TR.P.]II1.COS.III.P.P,

The lack of ahy_further evidence tends to suggest that Victorinus

did not live long into 270 and was guickly succeeded by Tetricus I

or other usurpers.

TETRICVS CO0S.I.(271).

We have only one dateable inscription from the
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whole of Tetricus' reign and that is the fragmént of a milestone

found. near Beziers on the coast of Gallia Narbonensis in 1890. I
say dateable, but with no great confidence, for this inscribtion is
dedicated to Tetricus' ‘'son, Tetricus II, and one cannot say for
certain whether his consulships and "trlbunlcla potestas" were

held in conjunction_with his father's or not. If they were, this
inscription would be dated.to this-year, 271,

Thus my theseis must rest on the numismatic evidence alone
for the reign of the tuo Tetr101. From the coins we learn that
Tetricus I held three conqulthpq, and, since we know that Aurelian .
recovered the lost provinces of the Gallic Empire in 273 (vd. Appen—
‘-dix I), we must assume that they were in 271, 272, and 273. The

coin evidence is as follows:-
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271.

P.M.TR.P.COS.P.P. (fureus) R.I.C. 1-2 (anton.),46.
P.M.TR.P.I.C0S.P.P. (¢ " ) ' R.I.q} 3
P.M.TR.P.II.COS.P.P. (" ) R.I.C. 4-5
P..TR,P.III.COS.P.P, (" ) R.I.C. 6

One coin-type that suggests the two Tetrici were assocaitbd
in the imperial poﬁer and therefore that they held the offices A
of consul and.tribune of the plebs at the same time is an aureus
Which carries portraits of father and son and whose.obverse legend
reads "IMP,TETRICI PIT.AVGG" and the reverse "VICTORIA.AVC.VO.X.Y

but it would be unwise to venture further105.

272 . TETRICVS COS.II.

There is but one dated coin tor this year, ang
lOo

aureus, readlnﬂ on its obverse "P. M TR III C03.I1.P.P,",

. 273.TETRICVS COS.III.

There exists -only one dated 001n of Tetrlcuq I

for his. third consulshlp, an antonlnlanus, reading "COb III"107

However, two éhher coins contain references to this, but these were
issued for both father and son. They-readaA”
1. obv. "IMP,TETRICI.AVGG." Busts of both.

rev. "P.H.TR,P,C0S.IIT.P.P." I or I (Aureus,R.I.C.

VOTA VOT.X - 204-5).

2. obv.'"IMPP TETRICI.AVGG." " Busts of both.

rev. "P.M,TR,P.COS,III.P,P," I . (penarius, R.I.C.

VOTA 214).

c) Other consuls. . _ . _

_ We can now say that we know the nﬁmes of at least
_ one consul for evéry year between 260. and 273 except for the five
yeais 263-7. During that time Postumus did not take offiée. Then
Iwho did ? We are fortunate in possessing qeveral 1nqcr1p110ns which
po:nt to a oart1a1 solution of this problen,

i) Censor and Lepidus.

Three of these refer to a certain Gensor and
———2 G ’ - l



Lepidus. One is a marble altar found at Mogontiacum (Mainz), Germania

1
Superior, in 1896 08; another a building inscription found at Lancaster

109

in Britain 3 and the third was found in the crypt of the cathedral

at Bonnllo. The importance of these inscriptions is twofold. Pirstly,

_Censor and Lepidus are completely unknown to the regular consular

fasti of the main Roman Empire despite Mommsen's attempt in refersnee

1
to the second llto claim that their names should really be "Seniore II

et Philippo iuniore II", Secondly, all three inscriptions mention them

as being consuls for the second time. On the second it must be noted that
the name of the emperor has been'erasgd in the first line and, later,
so has the title of the "ala" conferred upon it by the emperor. What
better reason for this than that the soldie;s wished to express their
lloyalty tp Postumus ? Since Censor and Lepidus do not occur in the
regular fasti, I agree with Dessaullzthat they would sppear to have
been appointed by_Postumué between the yéars 263-7 and even to go
‘further than this and say that, because they were appointed for a
second time, they must have been vefy trusted lieutenants of the
usurper. Why then should we not assume that they shared the conéul-
—ghip with him between 260 and 263 ?-If. Postumus was. suffect consul
before 260, presumably. we can say that Censor and Lepidus could have.

held their first-consulships in 261 and 262,

ii) Dialis and Bassus.

An inscription from Viducasses (Vieux) in Gallia

Tugdunensis éupplies the name of two more possible consuls of 263-7113.

Once  again Dialis and Bassus do not appear in the regular fasti and

this fact, coupled withm the find-spot, indicate the Gallic Empire.

Lastly an inscription found in Milecastle 52 on

14 "Apr.et Ruf." is said by the editor of

.Hadrian‘s Wall in ‘Britain
C.I.L. %o refgr to the consuls of an uncertain year, namelny;'Sep%-
—ihius Aper and M.Sedatius C.f.Severianus Iulius'Rufﬁnuslls, but his

“argument is too tenuous. For one thing, "Ruf." is the usual.abbrev_

~iation for Rufus and not for Rufinus. And there is ajother problem
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here - what were the soldiers of this legion { the XXth. Valeria Vict-
-rix) doing on the Wall et this time anyway ? Were they only a vex-
—-illation seconded for the repaif of a part which was in bad condiﬁidn ?
Or was there some other more significant reason ? -
d) Summary of Gallic Empire's consular fasti.

To conclude this section we can now draw up & list? admitted—
—ly-somewhat-lacking in finglity,‘of the Gallic EMipire consuls as

suggested by the evidence.

 Before 260 POSTVMVS COS.I.(suffex)

261 ‘ _" C0S.I1I + Censor cos.I or Lepidus cos.I.?
262 N COS.IIT. + n '
263 !  CENSCR + LEPIDVS COSS.II.
264 1 DIALIS + BASSVS |
265 | APR.(= APER 7) + RVF.(= RVFVS ?7)
266 1 o
267 1. .
268 1 POSTVMVS COS:IIII. + VICTORINVS COS.I.
269 E o m T Co0s.V. + 7
ig POSTVMVS COS.V. + VICTORINVS €OS.II. ?
followed by VICTORINVS COS.II + SANCTVS ?
. 270 " VICTORINVE COS.III + ?
271 . TETRICYS €O0S.I ( + TRTRICYS IT.COS.I ?)
272 TETRICVS COS.IT ( + TEYRICVS IT,.COS.II ?)
273 | . TETRIOVS COS.ITI ( + TETRICVS IT.COS.ITI ?7)

ernts of Postumus' r01gn.

a) The early months.

“As we have seen from an earlier section of this
chapfer, Postumus took the opportunity to revolt offered by Gallienus'
" absence from the Rhine frontier in 260. The fact that he did not
immediately gain control of fhe emperor's campaign headquarters at
Cologne is shown by two events —~ his minting of coins at Lugdunum and

hie siege of Cologne, where the young Saloninus and his protector
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Silvanus vwere still stationed. All Postumus' early coins of every
denomination were minted at Lugdunum116 and most of them show from
their portraits of him in military clothing or of mppropriate milit-
—-ary symbols (& radiate lion running with a thunderbolt in its mouth)
that at the beginning of his reign his prime concern was the military
egstablishment of his power. The Attack on Cologne.must have come &t the
end of the year if we are to believe the evidence of the coins of Sal-
—-oninus minted for the new year 261 at Cologne, and representing hin
Augustus, probably a desperate measure by the citizens when they saw
that & siege was imminent.
b) 261 i.After Cologne. |

Pogtumus' captufe of Cologne and subsequent
execution ¥xkX of Saloninus and Silvanus has been adequately dealt with
"earlier, and it appears that this Yook place early in the year. That
this did not'bring an end to military operations is borne out once again
by the.coins, for on those dateable to his second consulship (261) he
appears in military clothing and carrying a 1ahpe.'Fﬁrthermore two
inscriptions enable us to determine more exactly what those military
: operations-weré.'Oh'both117
of ‘the emperor as "GERM.MAX.TR.P.COS.II." Throughout the history of the

; dateable to 261, we find the description

Gallic Empire we find traces of the continuing pressuPe .by'thé barbarian

German tribes upon the Rhine-frontiér'm the problem which Gallienus
had so valiantly tried to surmount. The giving of the title "Germanicus

MEEETQEH to Postumus suggests that he won a second victory against the
‘invaders, as'he had done in.260 before his rise to power. There seems
little doubt that such_was the pressure on the_frontier that he could
expect an attempt to cross the Rhine every year and sometimes on more
than one occasion during the good weather.
ii, Senate ?

Another significant feature of this year is the first

—dunum, Perhaps-too much importance can be attached to this. On the

surface it would suggest that a constitution on the old Roman model
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was set up to govern the infant empire while the cmperor was engaged
in war. But on the other.hand it might be a piecem of pure propag-
-anda and an attempt to rival the céinagc of Gallienus. There is

no evidence to suggest that either of these answerms is the correct,

one, .

c) Operations agsinst Gallienus and Auredlus.

261,

But meanwhile Postumus had another cause for anxiety. In the summer
of 261 Aureolus, Gallienus' skilful cavalry commander, had defeated
and killed Pulvius Macrianus and his son, the usurpers, in Illyricum,
and Gallienus could now turn his full atddntion to his western

flenk. According to a fragment of Petrus Patriciusll8 Postunus had
occupied the passes of the Alps which gave accesy to his newly-won.
dominions, a wise move indicative of a sound general and a pblicy
continued, as far as we can gather, on the Rhine frontier, where he
built forts on the far bank to give ample warning of and delay bar-
-barian attacks while his main forces could be deployed to await the

119

tcastra, quae PostumiSeseecess
120

crossing of the river by the énemy

se+in solo harbarico aedificaverat". The Historia Augusta tclls us

that Gallienus began to attack Postumus at the head of his army, and,
laying siege to the city in which Postumus was and meeting a vigor-
-ous resistance from its inhabitants,;ﬁas:struck by an arrow :"Contra

hunc ipse Gallienus exercitum duxitj cumgue urbem, in gqua erat Post-

-umus, obsidere coepisset, acriter eam defendentibus Gallis, Gall-

-ienus muros circumiens sagitta ictus est". Zonuras gives us a more
121

detailed description of this first clash between the two emperors,
and shows us for the first time that Aureolus was perhaps not as
ruthless in his pursuit of Postumus after he had escaped from an
1n1t1d1 defeat as he might have been :" Taora 1v0q; é wu‘__

Tov Troro'roupav a.xr_«u_e: kai TUl: vlag adrd mpbrepov rtc-v _aTmyby
e.'ro. wal errej’a'rqd'ev 0§ kad Tov TooToduov . desyew, ne)de-m. oov
§ Au_rcokog Kam&ujac adrov - & Se ta.crol Suva./u-va; waTalapery

adrov 0ok Wo*x“l“v emS'u.o}a émy moko ,GAN GITGVeAQUVélT&’u,
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Gallienus would most probably have brough to an end the revolt of
Postumus if he had been able to continue the siege and if Aureolus
had remained faithful to the emperor long enough. But %one problem
raises ite head at this point in the narrative. Which town are our
sources referring to when they talk about the siege ? No name is
mentioned, but we might be able to pinpoint it when we consider that
Postumus had occupied the Alpine passes and no doubt tried to
safeguard himsglf against an attack by way of the Mediterranean sea-
-board. From fhe epigraphic evidence I have presented in the last
chapter to show the extent of ﬁhe Gallic Empire I have come to the
conclusion that the pfovince of Narbonensis-was eventually divided
between Rome and Cologne with the river Rhone acting as a rough
frontier line. In the early years of the Gallic revolt, however, it
would be very unlikély in my opinion-for such a division to have been
lzid down or even contemplated by Galliends, No doubt when Postumus
first raised the standard of rebellion, the towns of Narbonensis
would have transferred their allegiance to him - or st leagt those to
‘the west of the Rhone d4id if we are to Judge by their later loyalty
to him., The most easterly of these towns we know to have Been in
lPostumus' hands was Vienna, and further to the northeast of that is
Grenobie, which was later to be the base of operations of the.main
Roman army =fainst the Gallic legions. Could have one of theses have
been the siege-town ? If I were to pick between the two, I would say
Vieﬁna because there is ho evidence to suggest that Grenoble ever
showed any great affection for the usurper. .

The other point of note about the events of this
year is the strong opposttion which the inhabitants of the besieged
city showed to the rightful emperor. We have already seen that Post-

-umns was a genersl to be respected, but it needs more than géod
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military judgement to rouse a population to withstand a siege as they
apparently did. I suggest that this indf@icates in Postumus' character
an ability to endear people to him — both quickly and firmly.
However, all was not well on the Roman side. The
Historia Augusta tells us that hecause of his wound Gallienus! hand
was forced and that he had to make peace with his cavalry commander, .

Aureolus:l22"His coactis malis Gallienus cum Aurcolo pacem fecit opp-

-ugnandi Postund". What the dispute between them was we shgll never

et et g

know, but it could have arisen from the ambition of Aureolus, who
was later to earn notoriety by revolting against Gallienus at Milan.
Gallienus had other worries, too. He seems to have been called away
from the Gallic campaign, presumably'leaVing Aureolus in command,

to deal with-a threat from the Alamanni, who crossed into northern
Italy while Gallienus' back was turned ( épd incidentally another
indication that Postwms was being attacked in the region of the
southern Alpé), and pushcd forward to Ravenna. Gallienus caught
them up and brought them to battle at Milan, where he inflicted a

i 2
defeat upon them.lzJ

262,

The events of this year are very hard to determine . It appears that .
despite his wound Gallienus, through Aureolus, continued to step

hard on the tail of Postumus_witﬁout any lasting success. The coins

of Postumus still indicate that he was in the field. The emperor

wears armour and carries a globe in his hand. Bars is armeé and carries
a trophy. A trophy is.éhown between prisoners or we see the emperor
sacrificing over a tripod — signs of victory; no doubt, but common
enough propaganda in these perilous times not to deceive us into
thinking that Postumus had won any decisive victory. It is a poss-
—ibility that in this year because of the continued attackgs of
Gallienus and Aureoclus Postumus decided to appoint Victorinus to be

his second-in-command or_"praefectus'praetorianorum".124 One fact
we do know is that it was in this ysar-that Gallienus celebrated
" hig "decennalia" at Rpme. Aemilian_had revolted and been overcome

in Bgypt, Gallienus had paid a visit to Byzantium, and then pfo-
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~ceeded to Rome for his decennalia celebration. Certainly if he was
thus otherwise engaged, and Aureolus pursued his campaigns agecinst
Postumus with his usual disaffection, the Gallic Empire could afférd
to relax a little. And certainly we do find coin evidence to suggest
that such was the case. Providentia appears holding a fléming globe
and with the inscrip{;gn "PROVED.DEOR.COS.III" on 8 guinarius

aureus from Lugdunum , and on a denarius from the same mint she

carries a baton, globe, and a cornucopize - thz sign of peace and

: 1264
plenty and perhaps more than propaganda this time. ?

hurei and denarii from the Lugdunum mint bear the legend EYEQELQQE@'
P.M.TR,P.V,COS.IIT.B.P, """,

and since the fifth "tribuniciaz potestas"
" ran from December, 263, to December, 264, it is probable that at

éome time during these twelve months Postumus won a major victory
against the bérbarian invaders. Other coin legends tend to confirm
this fact, although they'lack the precise dating which would place
them firmly within this period. Such legends read as follows.:
"P,M.TR.P.IMP.V.COS.ITI.P,P." (Auiei)lzs; "VICTORIA AVG.(VOT.X.on
shield)"129;"GERMANICVS MAX.V."(Sestertii and dupondii)130. The other

notable feature of this year 263 was the celebration of Postumus'

quinquennalia,“certainly a telescoping of time if he only came to
the throne in 260, but coinciding with his "trib.pot.V." and - a
more important point - meant to rival the celebration of Gallienus'
decennalia the previous year. The evidence for the quinquennaliﬁ
ig .contained in coin-legends bearing'the words "QVINQVENNALES POST-

~VMI AVG. (X. or VOT.X. on shield?(Aurei)13l; "QUVINQVENNALES AVG,

o132 L.
(V.X.orQ. on shield)f(quinarii aurei) 3 ; and incidentally these tend

to bear out the victory over the Germans being in the same yesar

because on some of the coins connected with that victory we find the

of this year Mars is depicted with a lance and a trophy, signs of

133

' the army on the march . In addition we may deduce that followang
the victory of Postumus over the barbarians this year and because

‘of the celebration of his gquinquennalia he announced a general amnesty.
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The evidence for this is slender, however, resting solely on coins

from Cologne and riot Lugdunum,_bearing the legend "INDVLG.PIA POST-

VMI AVG.™ 134 and showing the emperor seated on a curule chair with
a suppliant before him. But I doubt this. For one thing the attrib-
—ution of the coins to Cologne tends to suggest that they were minted

~in a later year.

These twp years appear to be relatively uneventful from the lack of
evidence of any detailed campaigns in the historians. One can only
conclude that peace and prosperity reigned, and the coinage of Post-
-umug confirms this. An aureus of 265135 bears on its reverse a pori-
-rait of Roma with & shield in her left hand and holding eut her
right hand to Postumus, who holds a sceptre. Does this imply that,.

if not a formal peace, there was at least a truce between the wérring
. sides ? Or does it mean that Postumus was trying by propaganda
_methods to force recognitipn from Rome ? Again in 266 we find the
reverée portrait of Postumus holding a sceptre and on his left is
Mercury, the symbol of trade-(surely:a sign of peade ?).with two
quiet and tranquii serpents by his side. Previously hissing and
striking at each other;'they have been separated by the god's -
peace-bringing staff. If thié is not an indication that the times
were settled and commercé beginning to regaih its lost momentum, I
"do not know .what it is. May we even dare to suggest that the frontier
posts between the two armies had been opened to allow the free pass-
-age of merchants ?

287,

267 was, however, a year of quite a different character from 265-6.
Gallienus was fully occupied at its outset b a great invasion of the
 Balkans by the Goths and Heruli, the former penctrating as far south
as Athens, where they were defeated by Dexippus, the latter being
‘defeated by the emperor outside Thessalonica. But trouble was ‘immin-
-ent nearer home than the Balkans.-Despite fhe truce ﬁetween’Gall—

136

-ienus and Aureolus y his general in charge of the war against
Postumus, Aureolus took the opportunity offered by the absence of
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Gallienus in Greece to revolt and march on Rome. He advanced as far
as NMilan, where he was besieged by the emperor ; but during the siege
a conspiracy émong the officerg of the imperial army murdcred Gall-
-ienus in 268 and set up an Illyrian, M.Aurelius Claudius, in his
place. Claudius continued the siege of Milan qntil Aureolus was
forced to surrenedr to inevitable execution. Very soon after Claudiﬁs
repulsed an Alamannic attack at Lake Garda.

But we digresa. Important events had been taking place
in Postumus' domain.267 was the last year in which Postumus was
regarded as cos.III, for in 268 he became consul for the fourth time.
~Webb has indicated137that between the year of Postumus' third consul-
-ship and that of his fourth the chief Gallic mint was moved from
Lugdunum to Cologne. There followed no marked alteration in the letter-—
-iné of the coinage, and Webb assumes - quite rightly in my opinion -
that the whole mint (tools, machinery, and personnel) went to Colognhe
and that the mint at Lugdunum ceased functioning. The date of the
removal is fairly well attested hy santoniniani of Cologne bearing
-the reverse legends "gOL.CL.AGRIP.COS.IIII"(Coionia Claudia Agripp-

-inensis consule‘IIl;)-and.ﬂC.C.A.A;"(Colonia Claudia Agrippinensis

éugusta consule IIIE). An incidental point of numismatic interest is

that the mint-mark " G!A" first appears on other coins of this period
b i : - ’

the firstapappearance of a mint-mark recorded in Gaul.

d) M.Laelisnus. .

Towards the end of 267 or more probably at the xn&—begin—
-ning of 268 it appears that the war between Gallienus and Postumus
flared up agin, soon to be forgotten in the revolt of Aureolus-and
- more significant for our present purposes — of Laelianus, an officer
of the Gallic army. Refefﬁces to Laelianus in our sources are not
at all helpful.Rven the date and length of the revolt are uncertain,
but to judge from the events of 268-9 it seems fairly likely that it
did_také place in 268. Briefly, Laelianus is reported.to have started
. his rebellion at Mainz (Mogontiacum). His army occupied Trier and Post-

-umus was forced to.withdraw to Cologne. (It is quite possible that the
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removal of the Gallic mint from Lugdunum to Cologne took place at this time
as a precaution.against the danger of Laelianus capturing it.

The full nameg of laellkienus appear to be from his coins
-:9__HEEEE§_99£EEEEuE_EEEEEEEE§" although the Historia Augusta Wronply calls
him '"Lollianus" 8. That the revolt took place is attested by Victor 39
whe:e he refers to.the death of Postumus (vd. later) in that city. I would agree
with Wébb14otha£'far from Laelianus being 2 serious rival to the throne
of Postumus he was no.more than a "local rebel", soon crushed by the
emperor. The rarity and the lack of variety of his coinage supports this
view for in addition to the fact that its style is poor, suggesting
that it was an adhoc issue from Mainz, the only types that appear are £%§e
of a distinctly militzry and propagandést character :"TEMPORVM FELIC®

'-—ITAS" "VIRTVS AVG.","VIRTVS MILIWVM" "PAX_AVG.","VICTDRIA AVG." From

these, howovcr, we can deduce two 1nterest1ng points. Firstly, on the

141there appears a portrait

of either Hispania ob Tellus. If Hispania, it might denote the origih of
142

the rebel as Sain. Secondly, on some aurei inscribed "VIRTVS MILITVM"
besides Virius wearinp a robe and holding a spear, she also bears &n
ensign 1uscm1bed "XXX".Does this mean that part, if not all of the
legion XXX Ulpia Vickrix, whose headguarters were at Xanten (Vetera),
took part in the. revolt ? Another interestin: fact that might have some
bearing on the revolt is that Before Postumus came to the thrine, a
vexiliation from Legion XX Vsleria Victrix from Chester in Britain had
bee n transferrved to Mainz b, Gallienus. This is siltcsted by gn altar
from Mainz 143, . '
'The Hisioria Augusta, tn a masterpiecce of irrelevance and’
contradiction, tells us thst Laelianus restored some of the forts built

on the barbarian bank of the'Rhine by Postumus '"Wt Lollianus quidem

1
et direpta fuerant et incensa, in statum veterem reformavit", 44 How

laelianus could have achieved this in his short spell of power is rather

puzzting. So is another statement in the same chapter. In one part 145

we are told that Laelianus was killed by Vlctorlnus- "Interemptus
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autem est a Victorino”, and in the next breath that he died at the hands
- N - 146

s"Deinde

of his own soldiers for demanding too much work from them

a suis mllltlbus, quod in labore nimius esset, occisus esi". Which is the:

correct version of his death ? Or rather, can we place such trust in

Trebellius Pollio as to believe either of them ? The only possible fact
about Laelianus that we caniascertain is, as Stein has already sﬁggested147,
that he must have had =zome comuand in Germania Superior to be able to
persuade the troops to sunport him. Perhaps he was the governor of the

province.

¥, ) Events of 268.

In 268 Postumus took his fourth consulate and from the inscriptions that

148

Wwe possess he might have been sole consul at the beginning of the year
and later-made-Victorinus consul with him. A4,A1f81di has proposed149'
that the rcason Why-Postumus d@é not send any help to Aureolus when he
was besieged in Milan (although coins were minted there for Postumusl5o)
wés because he was too occupied by the revolt of Laelianus, and this'couid
equally well be the reason why Victorinus was giventhe consulship..Post-
—umus thought that he had better safeguard the succession in the event

of his own death. We suspect'that after Victorinus had been Postumus'
"tribunus praetorimnorum"151 he héd become the Gallic Empire's praetorian
prefect. I would suggest that the'possible sequence of evenits was that

at the.outset of the year 268 Postumus took his fourth consulship ; later
in the year Aureolus revolted. and was besieged at Milan. The death of
Gallienus is recordeéd as having occurred on the 24th.March, 268152 so

that the revolt of Laelianus must. have started either just before or at
that time. AlfBldi says it was in the spring of 268;53: Soon after that
Victorinus was made co-consul, and Postumué ané he concerned themselves
with the besieging of Malnz. The chiy was captured either at the end of
268 or the beginning of 269, and very quickly after its capture Postunus
died_54, On the other hand it is more likely that Postumus was never

sole consul during his reign if he followed the regmlaf Rdman-patterh-

of having two eponymous'consuls each year, and that Victorinus was. co-
—éonsul with him from the beginning of the year xxzrx®m.Perhaps an
additional and more compelling reason for appointing Victorinus -at
whatever point of the year - was the accession of Claudius to the throne
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of Rome. He was a more capable egneral than Gallienus had been, and Post-
-umus quite possibly thought that it would be wiser to prepare for a
imore powerful attack on his eastern frontier now that Aureolus had been

removed from the scene.

'f) Death of Postumus. _
Thae nature of Postumus' death must concern us now.

The Historia Augusta recofddsthat the Gauls murdered him on Laelianus'

orders because they fely like a change of governmentl55:"...,.......

more illo, quo Galli novarum rerum semper sunt cupidi, Lolliano agente

interemptus est". A.A1fB1d1i has another version which seems far more

156

logical and probable . He says that after the death of Laelianus in

the .capture of Mainz Postumus refused his troops permission to sack
'thc city in revenge for its support of the rebel. This is what the

Historia Augusta hints at when it says that Postumus died as a result

151

-"Vulu“ rebelllone in Gallia Postumuse..

_____ T 158~

interemptus est". But the painest account is contained in Victor ’

of the revolt of Laellanus

‘wheee the author states th:t the troops wanted to sack the city, and met’

with a refusal from the emperor :"....exnlosaaue Germanorum multltud—

—ine Laeliani bello excipitur (sc."Postumus"); quo non minus fellclter

fuso_suorum tumultu periit, juod flagrantlbus Mogontiacorum direptiones

,quia'Laellanum 1uverant, abnuisset" . Further sipport for this view comes

159

from the pages of Orosius and. mutroplys, Oros1us says that Postumus'

wasx killed as a result of a military 1nsurrectlon Yeces..seditione tamen

militum dnterBectus est" 3 and hutroplus, while calling Laelianus "L.

Aelianus" by misgtake, gives the full outllne of the storyl6oz" Qui_ (sc.

Postumus) seditione militum 1nterﬁectus est, quod. Mogontlacum, quae ad-

-versus eum rebellaverat, L.Aeliano res novas moliente, diripiendam

militibus tradere noluisset". 161 The weight of evidence, then, confirms

that Postumus died at the hends of his soldwers and that thls occurred

in the early part of 269. 162.

Postumus iuntor - fact or flctlon ? -

Before we pass on to a description of
the events of the reign of Victorinus, we must briefly discuss the
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163
problem of the supposed son of Postumus’ 2

« It.is noteworthy that the
Historia Augusta attributes sons to all three mmln Galllc emperors, Post-
-umus, Viectorinus, and Tetricus. While generally accepted that Tetricus
had a son { and this is confirmed beyond doubt by the numismatic evidence),
1t is by no means certain that Postumus and Victorinus had sons. The
qutorld Augusta says that practically nothing is known of Postumus iunior
except that he was ap901nted tribune of Vocontii — whatever that may have
been ~ by Valerian (according to the same probably spurioﬁs letter which
records the appointment-of Pogtumus as "Transrhenani limitis dux et

116
) 4

Galliae praeses"

: "..huius (Postumi) filio Postumo nomine tribunatum
Vocontiorum dedi,..." Mommsen has proposed that this is a military rank

1
65 The other facts

we learn of him are that he was killed. together with his father after the
revolt of Lael1anuq 3 and that he had first been given the +title of
Caesar and later Augustus by his father. His only claim to fame appears

" to be his speeches, parts of which were, we read, inserted into the
"Controversiae" of Quintilian. This rather surprising story is not con-
-firmed by any other source, and while admitting that it is prohable

that Postumus bhad a son or some family, I cannot gccept the description -

of him in the Historia Augusta vefore we discover further evidence.
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CHAPTER TWO -~ VICTORINUS.

a) A problem inscription. _
o . ‘ The earliest dated reference to Victorinus
.is in 268, when ve find mention of him on an inscription from Con-
~ventus Asturum in northern Spainl. As I said in the previous

chapter, this presents a puzzle, because on it Victorinus is depicted
as consul together with Postuﬁus (cps.IIII), while on another insc—
-ription from Gallia Lugdunensis? we Tind Postumus mentioned as sole
consul (or at least no other name is mentioned) for that same year.

In the absence of any further evidence for the consuld of that year I
favour the view, however tentative, that Postumus probably took Vict-
—orinﬁs as his partner in the consulship at the start of the year
out of sheer military necessity. We must remebber that 268 saw the
death of Gallienus béfore Milan, the murder of Aureolus, and the
gcéession of Clavdius II Gothicus, who had a fine reputation as a

- soldier and would surely offer a.serious threat to. Postumus' position.
The only other solution - apart from the fact that one of the insc-
-riptions is oﬂly a férmal dedication to the-emperor and not really
aoncerned with precise dating -seems to be an error on the part of the
stonemason who cut the first inscription, but I hardly think that

this argument carries much weight in the face of the events of 268.

b) Pamily and names.
Victorinus' antecedents are as shrouded in myst-
-ery as are those of his predecessor. According to the -Historia Aug-

3

—-usta” he was the son of a certain Victoria (or Vitruvia as she is
variously called), and he appears to have been of Celtic origin if

We go by his name.4 His full names, which we find on his coins and

5 T w14

« A slight discrepancy occurs

from Lincoln in Britain; found in 1879
at this point with an inscription from Lescorono-by-Suzur in Gaul y

where the praenomen Marcus is missing, but the weight of inscfip-
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—tional and numismatic evidence would suggest that this is only

an error on the part of the stonemason.

c) Earlier career.

| The only sound clue to Victorinus' earlier career
before his coming to the throne (apart from the evidence of his con-
-sulship with Postumus) appears on an inscription from Trier in
Gallia Belgica7. This certainly seems to be & reference to the
emperor because of the names, and, if we are to assume that Post-
-umus kept & praetorian guard, like his rivals on the phrone of
Rome, Victorinus smsems to have beecn a senior officer of that force.
Unfortunately the inscription is undated, but it is clearly reas-
—onable to say that Victorinus was tribune of .the praetorians
‘before his first consulship in- 268.

b'd

d) Additional note on his "family",
The only other possible traces
of Victorinus and his family that I can find are on two inscript-

8-9

-ions from the Wall fort af-Birdoswald in Britain o The inter-
-esting point about these two is the reference to the first cohort
of Dacians; which we know from two'iﬁscriptions of Postumus and

Tetricus I had the titles "Postumiana" and “Tetricianoggg". $s it

possible that some relative of Victorinus held the office of trib-
-une of this cohort at some time in the third century before the
usurpation of Postumus ? I doubt it for one thing on the grounds

that Ammonius is quite clearly an eastern nomen.

Elevation to the throne.

a) Situation after the death of Postumus.

_ Laelianus died in the
capture of Mainz. Postumus was murdered by his own soldiers
shortly afterwards. That_much:we'have established ; but here, as so
often in the pasf, our authorities are in confusion. They fail to
agree on the order of succesSioh of the Gailic emperors. For example,

the Historia Augusta sayslo that after the deaths of Victorinus,
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Leolliano, et Postumo 1nteremptls Marius...triduo tantum imperavit".

Teebellius had earlier clarified this stéﬁ%entll without mention-

-ing Victorinus as emperor:"Interemptus (sc,Lselianus) autem est

a Victorino, Vitruviae filio vel Victoriae,....cum ipsa...primum

s . . . 12 . . .
in Marium,.....contulisset imperium", and later™ :"Victoria enim,

master of contradiction. After having put Marius in a place of

importance as the man to whom Victorinus' supposed mother, Vict-
—oria, passaed on the purple, he dismisses him at another point

3
in his narrative as if he were of little ulgnlflcancel‘ " Ita Gall-

-ieno perdente rem publicam in Gallia prlgum Postumus, deinde Loll-

- —ianus, Victorinus dcinceps...(nam de Mariom nihil dicimug) ad-

-sertores Rbmani nominis exstituerunt". Why does he ‘say nothing

about Marlus ? But, as usual, we-can go to our other and more

14

reliable sources to discover the answer. Victor 'says Marius

éeized the power after the death of Laelianus:"lgitur eo (Lag}—

-iano) occiso Marius....regnum capit". Eatropius says that he did

" so0 after the death od Postumus_hnd adds that he reigned for three

15

ﬁays.only :"Post eum(Postumum) Marius....purpuram accepit et sec—

-undo die interfectus est'. Finally, the best sccount of all, that

- fits the facts as closely as we can admit, is contained in Oros-
-ius16, who, although making a mistake over the name of Laelianus,
says that he was beaten in the attack on Mainz, Postumus died |
after this, ﬁarius shortly after him, and that then Vicitorinus

was made emperor by the Gauls :"Aemilianus apud Mogontiacum cum

res novas moliretur oppressus est. Post mortem Postumi Iarius

1b1dem 1nvas1t imperium sed contlnuo interfectus est. Deinde

Victorinus a Gallis ultro creatuse....". So the correct ordcr of

succession was Postumus, Laelianus, Marius, and Victorinus.

b) Marius.
i) Sources.

What do we know of Marius ? Our sources are °
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scanty concerning him, but most of them do agree on one thing - that

he was a man of low origins and rather Vu]gar nature. Victor has

17

gome Trather stern comment to make on his character and describes

him as & onct1m¢ blankqmlth and & soldier of little credit:'"Ferri

quondam opifex neque etlam militiae satis clarus". Butropius calls

1 .
him"a mogt humble smith" 8:"v111331mus_0p5§g§”. But Trebellius is

2 little more lenient in his attitude towards Marius. He was a

"worker in iron, a&n active man who rose through the ranks of the =

. . . 1
army and was nicknamed Mamurius or Veturius" 9

. P e et o e e ot i e e ot e B g T r® ot} e % SOl S = o i M e P e e et T o —-—.—.—_._._..._-.—_._-_..—

-gue YMamurium, nonnulli Veturium, oplflcem utpote fcrrarlum, hun-

~cuparunt.
ii) Death.

The manner of Marius' death is dsscribed b Trebellius
alone. After making some referrenee to the great strength of the
rebel he tells how he was murdered by a soldier who had suffered
& personal insult from him once. in the smithy and who, as he killed
him, uttered the dramatic words, "This is a sword Which_ydu your-—

, 20 ., . o . .
-gelf have made"! " :"Occisus est a quodam milite, aui, cum eius
. su y _Aul,

quondam in fabrili officina fuisset; contemptus est ab eodem, vel

cum dux  csset vel cum imperium cepisset. Addiddissc verba dicitur

interemptor,'Hic est gladius guem ipse fecisti'".

iii) Reign.
One problem remains. How long gid Marius reign ? If
we weze to rely upon our literary authorities alone, the answer

. . 2
would be three days and no more. Trebellius says 1:"triduo tantum

imperavity and later gives the briefest of summaries of the events
lmperavit ’

of his reignzzz"..qui (Marius) una die factus imperator, alia die

23

visus est imperare, tertia interemptus egt". Eutropius says ~:

24

"secundo die interemptus est'"; and Orosius — a little more vaguely ':

"sed continuo interfectus est".But the numismatic evidence contra-

25indicayes that they

—dictsg this. Webb's study of Marius' cointypes
came from tow mints, Cologne and an unidentified town which may
have been Mainz ; that Marius is fairly firmly to be placed in

time after Postumus and Laelianus since his coins from Cologne
are like those of Postumus' later years in style and lettering
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while those from the unidentified mint resemble those of Laelianus
and, finally, that the large number of Marius' coins, although offer-
-ing no definite proof, do suggest that his reign lasted some weeks
and maybe month§, Other than these facts Marius' coinage allows little
scope for conjecture. No unusual types or legends appear, and perhaps
the most fitting conclusion to our brief discussion of his reign would

be to quote Victor's opinion of him26:" Proinde cuncta ad extremum

recideeant, uti talibus imperia ac virtutum omnium ludibrio essent.

Hlnd denique joculariter dictum nequagquam mirum videri, si rem Rom-

—anam Marius eiusdem artis auctor stirpisque ac nomlnls solldav1sset .

¢) Victorinus' sccession.

50 we are left with a situation in which, to

27

quote Trebellius,”' "Tunc interfecto etiam Lolliano solus Victorinus

in imperio remansit". How did he achieve that position of power ? And

why did he become emperor and not anyone else ? The first indication

of his rise to power has been discussed earlier in this chapter28,

when we find a refefﬁce to him as tribune of the praetorian guard

on an inscription from Trier. RAd in 268 we find him appointed con-
-sul together with Postumus, presumably to help ward of f the threatened
danger when Claudius II Gothicus became emperor qt Rome, Our epigraphic
sources onl¥ show him asconsul,'but our literary authorities tell

ug more. Trebellius $ays that Postumus realised that the military
gsituation demanded he should appoint a colleague in power29="Pnst—

——

-umus senior, cum videret multis se Gallieni viribus peti atque aux-

=ilium non solum militum, verum etiam alterius principis necess-

-arium, Victorinum, militaris industriae virum, in participatum

vocavit imperii et cum eodem Gallienum conflixit". And later he

~ienus cum Aureolo et Claudio duce, qui postea imperium obtinuit,

principe generis Constantii Caesaris nostri, bellum iniit. Bt cum

multis auxiliis Postumus iuvaretur Celticis atque Francicis, in

bellum cum Victorino processit, cum quo imperium participaverat".

The odd thing here is that the coins of Postumus, on which we might

expect to find some reference to Victorinus' appointment, carry
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only one legend which might possibly bear on the subject. A sestertius
of Lugdunum31 carries the obverse "§§E§Y§Y@_§!gg." and the portralt

of a lion. The only coir .of Victorinus with "AVGG." is the mistake
of% the moneyer and of no significance. So we can only come to the
conclusion that our literary suthorities have not stated the full
facts of the case. Perhaps;fostumus did elevate Victorinus to a
'position of‘authority, but without any such official rank as Caesar

or Augustus. Victorinus may have been appointed the general of the
Gallic army, solely responsible to the emperor himself. When Gallienus
had left the war against Postumus in the charge of Aureolus and
Claudius II to deal with some trouble at Byzantium, Victorinus had

32

taken defensive measures to prevent disaster. But we do not know
bisg position for certain. We must be satisfied at the moment with

-conjecture.

.d) Coinage. _

| 5o we find.Victorinus'as the only candidétc left to take
over the throne Qacated by Postumué. Marius had captured Cologne, .as
~ We can Sep fromlﬁhé issue of his coins from thaf city's mint, but
Victorinus soon recaptured it. His gold coins Wefe minted there very
early in ﬁié reign. The other city which Marius hid used as a mint
Victorinus captured, too, and about half of his 001ns weee issued

33

from there. Webb has said that this second mint was not at Mainz
iithough the lettering was similar .to that on Laelianus' coinage.
.Laelianus" moneyef had'no:mint in which to work at Main;, and the
issue of his coins was very much an adhoc arrangement. Webdb suggests'
Lugdunum was-reopaned.by Victorinus with new staff probably from Mainz.
He goes on to discuss the appearance of miht—marks on the Gallic

‘coinage. Under Postumus we find "C'A" and "P' " on his coins from

Cologne (the latter especially on coins with the reverses "ORIEN”“'

AVG," and "PAK AVG.") and "V!*" on "PAX AVG." reversgs. This lsast

also appesars on Vlctorlnus' coins, as does "V'P". He questions the
significance of the "V". Does it refer to Victorinus ? But, if so,
why does it zppear under Postumus and the Tptrch ? Then does it refer

to another mint ? Thls opena_un 1nterestln line of enguiry. Mowat
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34

'
bearing the mint—mark"é'

which Webb suggests might stand for Vienna (Vienng) or Valentiza

has recored & coin of Tetricus II

. (Valence) in Gallia Narbonensis. The mint could have been at Vienna

because it Aoes seem to have been an important frontier town in the

E

35 36

lzator years of the Gallic Empire””, and according to Polemius Silvius
was one of the empire's seats of government. Did Victorinus move his
moneyer from Cologne to the new mint 7 The mint which Victorinus took
over from Marius, i.e. the ene so far unidentified, was probably .
cloged soon after his accession. The portraits of Victorinus on its
coinage are not like those on the coins of Cologne. In fact, it azppears
that the mint had no picture of Victorinus among its die~-stamps. So

its moneyer compromisgd; He used the head of Mardus and substituted

37.

the legends mf and titles of Victorinus.~

Events of his reign.

a) Sanctus. .

The first inscription that we have from the reign of
Victorinus38 contains as well as the name of the emperor that of his
colleague in the consﬁléhiﬁ for 269, a certsin "Sa(n)ctus". Thisg
inscription is part of a building end comprises three stone blocks.
It éomes from Lieseniéh on thebMMoselle near Zell-am—Maiﬁ, and there
is a_dedicatinn.td Mafs Smertrius and. ofher Callic gods on the back
of the middle block. "Sacto" seems to be a fairly common Gallic
misspelling for "Sancto", for we find similar examples of an "n"'

being omitted in this and other words,e.g. "§E(n)cte Visucie" on an

inscription from'Kbngen39, and "defucto" for "defuncto" from Neu-
—magen40. Sanctus was probably a Gaul or a CGerman by birth for his
name is ak little.more common in Gaul than elsewhere. In some four
thousand inscriptions from Rome and Latium I found only five (prj
possibly six) examples, while in the rest of Spain, Italy, and Africa
- I found none. But in some ten thousand inscripﬁions from the three
Gauls and Germany I found it occurring fifteen times. Appareénjily it
was an hereditary name in a numbef of Gallic noble families, if we

can judge by an inscrip~tion from Aquitania41. But of Sanctus we have
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no more knowledge. One might ask what important position did he hold
so that Victorinus chose him to be his colleague in the consulship ?
Was he the commander of the praetorian_guards ? Or an important pro-
-vincial governor 7 )r commander of the imperial cavalry ? Or a lead-

-ing official .of the civil serwvice ?.

b) Events in the south.

It is gquite noteworthy that after Victorinus
came to the throne none of the coins that refer to his tribunician
power or his consulships were issued from Cologne, but from his
southern mint. Amongst his coins from both these mints we find an

né2 and the figure of

entoninianus bearing the legend "AEQVITAS AVG.
Aequitas, carrying scales and a cornucopiae. As far &as Cologne was
.concerned, would this refer to an amnesty after the city was recaptured
from Mariué ?-But, to return'to-the main point, that fact:that con-
-sular and tribunician legends only appear from the southerh mint.'
Surely this mmplies_thét Victorinus was away from Cologne é And, if
s0,. where was he and why ? The southefn mint's coinage contains the

aureus reverse—type-"ADVENTVS AVG.", showing the emperor stretching

‘out his hand and holding a spear. This must indicate Victorinus'
afrival in the soufh in a military capacity. But what military nec-
-egssity called.him there ? We have nb evidence of a campaigﬁ against
the barbarians, and in.any case they were on the northern frontier.
One event known from his reign stands out as an obvious resson for

Victorinus' southern campaign - the defection of Autun (Augustodunum).

¢) Julius Placidianus at Grenoble.

_ In 269 Claudius II departed for
Illyricum to deal with his frontier problems there, but he left and
expeditionary force of legionaries and cavalry from thq'Danube-legions

in Grenoble under the command of Julius Placidianus, later to be:pfo—

-moted to ﬁraetnrian prefect4§. Their main object was to guard the
Alpine passes, much as Aureolus had -done under Gallienus44:“:gég£52nmﬁ

{ b /
'\\-'éd’qs Syoupewv Adpiolov & Hediohovw 14 woher en Ty 'irakiav Trap“ov TooT00u00

Teryuevov . " and to use Grenoble as & spring-board for the eventual

reconquest of the Gallic Empire, once Claudius had successfully dealt
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with the eastern Germans in Illyricum. It is quite possible that
a2t this time Claudius restored communications with the Spanish

45

provinces, but this will be discussed later.

d) Autun.

In an ares which seems to have begn.dodbtful in its
loyalty to the Gallic Empire the-citizens of Autun closed their
gates to Victorinus and appealed for help fo Claudius and Julius

46

Placidianus. The story is told in Eumenius and in an uncertain
panegyric to Constantine the Great. The rebellion seems to have
arisen from a conflict between the townspeopie‘an& the occupying
troops (Batavians or Bagaudae or Aguitanians as they are variously

called in the manuscripts of Eumenius)47:"civitatem istam et olim

fraterno populi Romani nomine gloriatam et tunc demum gravissima

clade perculsam, latrocinio Batavicae (Bagaudicae, Aquitanicae)

rehellionis obsessa auxilium Romani principis invocaret". Julius

.Placidianus could not help, however, probably because Autun was too
far to the north and it-ﬁould have been too dangerous to risk

ihax the small npumber . of tfoop3'at his command with-fhe main

Gallic army so near. So Autun had ‘to withstand a long siege -

divum Claudium parentem tuum ad recupefgndas Gallias primi soll-

-icitaverunt expectantesque eiua auxilium septem mensibus clausi

et omnia imopiae miseranda perpessi tum demum inrupendas rebell~

~ibug Gallicanis portas religquerunt, cum fessi observare non

possent". But eventually the town had to capitulate in the face

of Victorinus' determined attack. Ausonius has later recorded that

49

his father was prescribed during the siege. The siege is dis-
~cussed by DamerauBo; and it seems likely that when the city

surrendered, Claudius II was already dead, so in all likelihood
the city started its rebellion towards the end of 269 and con—.

-tinued it until 270 (the year of Claudius' death).

e) The .field-army of Victorinus.

Of great importance in connection

255



with this campaign against Augustodunum are the legionary aurei,
issued from the southern mint and now very rare

listed by Webb and are as follows with_the'headquarters of each

legion :-

I Minervia

IT Augusta

11 Traiana

iII Gallica

IIITI Flavia Felix
V Macedonica

x Fretgnsis

51

Lower Germany.

. Upper Britain.

EéYPt;

Syris Phognice;_
Upper Moesia.
Dacia.

Syria Palaestina.

. They are fully

. X Gemina : » -Upper Pannonia.
“ XIIT Gemina ' ' ' Dacia.
XIIII Gemina ' : Upper Pannonia.
XX Valeria Victrix ' Upper- Britain.
XXII Primigenia | Upper Geéermany.
XXX Ulpia Victrix : Lower Gerhany.

One may ask why only sohe legions are honoured and why do some
of the coins refer to legions whose headguarters were far away
from'the Gallic Empiee. There are two possible feasons fcf this;
the first was suggested by Sir Charles Oman and reiterated by

. Webb52. It may have been for the sake of prdpaganda. Victorinus,
like his predecessor Postumus, may have had ideas of conguering
the whole empire eventually. Certainly the mipt of Gologne issued
reason would the emperor have for allowing sucha coin to be
igssued than that he had at least some intention of increaéing

his dominions ? Farlier we find Gallienus issuinglegionary coins
to honour his field-army betwéen 257 and 259 and later Carausius,
the British usurper, doing the same for purposes of propaganda.
Victorinus may have wished to honour the 1egiqné-or,.at least,
the vexillations which formed his army and which had helped in

the conguest of Augustodunum. But can this be the whole reason for
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the issue of the coins when we see that not only did Victorinus

honour legibns whose headguarters werec far awy from the Gallic

Empie, but very often the legionary badges on the coinsg were

blundered. Webb has indicated these as follows :-~ '

ITIT Flavia Felix _ two lioms,head of 2 god, and elephant-
-skin headdress instead of the usual
single lion. _

V Macedonica _ an eagle facing & bull instead of
an eagle or Victory crowning a bull

_ {Blanchet has suggested this is a
‘new badge given to the legion by

Victorinus for joining him in 268).

X Gemina ~.D10 curl instead of a lion.
XXII Primigenia : . tutelary god.of legion.with its
- _capricbrn badge.
XXX ﬁlpia‘Vicﬁrix . Jupiter and Capricorn instead of
Neptune.
I Mincrvia : '1,; Victory .crowning d'r§m~(does this .

imply that the legion had recently

won a notable victory ?)
In conc1u31on I think that uhe solution to the publlca+1on of
these coins is +hat, since they did come from the south#rn mlnt,
which seems to have been fairly near to Augustodunum, they were
"in all probability to celebrate the capture of that city and the
legions which helped to secure the emperor's final victory; in
effect these were the legions and vexillations which.made up

53

Victorinus' de facto field-army '+ Which vexillations and legions
these were evactly e mlghf never know. At least we might fairly
guess that they included some of those honoured on these coins.
The reign of Victorinus contained no other evnts -
of which we have record in our literary sources, inscriptions, or

coins, and so we must pass on to a description of his death.

Victorinus® death.

If Victorinus oame'tp=power after the deaths of
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Postumus, Laelianus, and Marius in 269, he must have died in
270 — and fairly early in that year, too - to judge by the
evidence, both literary and numismatic, which we have in our

[
possession. The numismatic has been discussed-earlier)4; the

literary comes from Eutropius, Victor, and Orosidus. Strangely
Trebellius had no comment to make on the length of his reign.
Judging by the paucity of the material he has written 6n the
events of Victorinus' reign, he probably thought this uvunimpott-

-ant. Orosius is the vaguest of our authorities; he says that Vict-

~orinus was murdered "after a short while"55:"p03t paululum occ-

-isus est". Butropius and Victor are more explicit. The former

_________ o

gays "in the second year of his reign"” :"occisus est..imperii
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sul anno secundo"; the latter "after a reign of two years"

"...post bienii imperium...occiditur". The cause of his death,

however, is more fully documented. It appears ﬁhat onex of Vict-
-orinus' chief qualities was the debauching of women, and he does
not seem to have been careful whose wife he chose for his pleagure.
An outraged husband, 2 clerk namgd Attitianus, took his refenge

by forming a conspiracy among the soldiers at Cologne, where no
doubt Victorinus had returned after his siege of Augustodunum,

and as a result the emperor met an ignominious death. Trebellius

58

tells the story with a fair degree of relish” :"Viciorinus....

qul et ipse, quod mstrimoniis militum et militarium corrumpendis

operam daret, a gquodam actuario, cuius uxorem stupraverat, com-—

-posita factione Agrippinae percussus,..." Eutropius tells much

59.u

the same tale””:"..,.sed cum nimise libidinis esset et matrimonia

aliena corrumperet, Agrippinae occisus est actuario quodam mach-

—inante dolum imperii sui anno secundo'"; and so does Victor,

"although he is the only authority to give the name of Attitianu560=

"Victorinus...libidine praecipiti, qua cohabita in exordio post

bienii imperium constupratis vi plerisque, ubi Attitiani con-

-iugem concupivit facinusque ab eo viro patefactum est, accensis

furtim militibus per seditionem Agrippinae occiditur".

Character and personality.

But what can we glean about the character and personality of
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Victorinus apart from these details of his sexual appetite ?

His victory at Augustodunum confirms his ability as a commander;
but it is doubtful whether the claims nade for his qualities as
an emperor by Trebellius in a quotation from an unknown auther
called Julius Atherianus - that he possessed 6ut§tanding courage,
generosity, and nobility, that he safeguarded the finances of the
_eﬁpire, and that he was a strict disciplinarian - can be_sub—
~stantiatedthrough our lack of evidence. Trebellius saysslz"Vict—

~0rino, ...neminem aestimo praeferendum, ncm in virtute Traianum,

non Antonium in clementia, non in gravitate Nervam, non in guber-

-nando aerario Vespasianum, non in censura toftius vitae ac severit-

—ate militari Pertinacem vel Severum..." These claims sound

rather far-fetched, but we do not have knowledge of any barbarian
attacks during Victorinus' reign. Apart from the revolt of Aug-
-ustodunum the years 269 to 270 were peaceful. Beyond that Vict-

-orinus' chareater and personality are a mystery.

Number_of consulships.

One final problem - how many consulshibs-did Yictorinus
hold ? Dessau has devoted a few hotes to this, as has Bolin, and
Degssau has stated62 that the dispute.whether Victorinus had four
consulships or not arises from a coin quoted from the Karlsruhe
that Postumus definitely had five consulships, the last of them
in 269, and that prior to his accession Victorinus had been co-
-consul with Postumus in 268. On coming to the throne after Post-
-umus' death he would naturally continue the consulship which
he probably held with his predecessor in fhat year (his second ),

63

and there is ample evidence of this -, In 270 it appears that he

became consul for a third time, and the evidence for this has

64

been discussed earlier. He was murdered early in 270, so,
unless he was consul during the years 263—7 when there is a gap
in our consular records ( and this seems rather unlikely), he

could have had no more than three consulships.
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Victorinus Iunior - fact or fiction ?

Perhaps in Trebellius' dvsifq for a certain degree of symmetry in

his history of the Gallic eimperors he gave a son to Victorinﬁs, asg

he had earlier done to Postumus. If all we read bf Victorinus'
exploits with the fairer sex were true, it would not be surpriding to
learn that he had a family. In fact it would not even cause the

~ raising of an eyebrow if he had a large number of sons ! The only
informetion we have about this_particuiar offspring comes from Treb-
.-ellius, who says that he was the.grandson of Victoria and raised

to the rank of Caesar by his garndmother or his father just prior

to the latter's deathssz"De hoc (Victorino II) nihil amplius in

litteras est relatum, guam quod nepos Victoriae Victorini filius

fuit et a patre vel ab avia sub eadem hora qua Viciorinus inter-

i . 66 . : psq s
—empius Caesar est nuncupatus. " and :"Victorino filio Caesare

a matre" (of Victorinus I)"Vitruvia 31ve Victoria...appellato", and

that he died at the hands of the soldiers who r:belled ag inst his
67 1"

father ':".,..qui et ipse puerulus statim est interemptus, cum apud
Agrippinam pater eius esset occisus', and later “:"..ac statin a

militibus ira occigus". It was after the death of Victorinus II

and his father that Trebellius says that Victoria handed the throne

6
9-"Vlctorla _enim, vbi filiun ac nmepotem a m111t1bus

to Tetricus

vidit 0cCcisoSeessy Tatricum...ad imperium hortata est",,de goes on to

add that in his day one could still see the graves of thé Victorini =
4t Cologne and there was #n inscription on them, saying,"Here lie

. 0 ) .
buried the two Victorini, tyrants"T s"Extant denigue sepulchra

circe Agrippinam, brevi marmore impressa humilia, - in guibus titulus

st ingcriptus,'Hic dwo Victorini tyranni siti sunt‘". There is no

trace of them today.
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CHAPTER THREE - TETRICUS.

Orlglnq.

The names of Tetricus I are well-attested on coins and on
inscriptions from his reign. Typical of the lattier is the milestone
found at Rom in Gaul in 18401.'Expanded, his names would be "CAIVS"®

PIVS ESVVIVS TETRICVS". An unusual feature of this is the insertion

of "Pius" before the gentile name; and we do possess énother insc-
-ription where the names are differently placed (from Dijon and
found in 1866)2.IFrom the evidence of this inscription his names
" would appear to be'"GAIVS ESVVIVS TETRICVS" and the only "Pius" we

find is that which forms part of his official titles as emperor

{"Pius Felix InvictusAugustus",etc.). However, as this is the only "

evidence we have of the omission of Pius before Esuvius, we can

safely regard it as & mistake of the stonemason.

b) Birthplace.
The only ev1dence we possess of the.possible home .
area of the Tetrlcl is contained in Julluq Caesar, where in his

history of the Gallic War he refers to the Bsuvii, coastal tribes

who 11ve on the Atlantic shores of F‘ranoe3

maritimae civitates Oceanumque attingunt".This Ffits in with the

:"Ad...BEsuvios..,quae sunt

moving of the Gallic capital to Bordeaux, where Tctrlcus would have

been haDpleT mmong hig home people.

c) Prev1ouq career. $

4

Brom Vlctor we can gather that Tetricus came from

Aguitanos tucbatur,..":and the issue of his coins with the reverse

legend "NOBILITAS AVG(G)." may also be a refernce to this. From the
: : 5

passage of Victor'quoted above and from—Eutropius

qui Aquitaniam honore praesidis administrans" it segms that he was

praeses of the province of Aquitania under Victorinus (further

evidence of this is sipplied by the His ‘toria Augusta's description
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of Aurelian's triumph, where Tetricus is the one "qui iure praesidali

omnes Gallias reanat”s, probably a slight exaggeratlon to enhance

the glory of the triumph, but nevertheless containing a germ of truth(
—and_furthermore may have been a member (the only one we know of)-
of the Gallic Empire's senate if we are 1o believe Eﬁtropius' refer-

~ence to him as "ﬂcnator"7. It would be hardly credible that he

. should be a member of the senate at Rome, as the Historia Augusta -

. 8 i . .
would have us believe :",.Tetricum senatorem populi Roxmzni".

The mother of Victorinus, Victoria (or Vitruvia, as she
is variously c¢alled), was allegedly related to Tetricus according
to some authorities, as reported in the Historia Augusta9-"..ouod

eius erat, ut plerique loquuntur, adfinis.." This is the only evid-

~enec we possess of this relationship, and it may be'notéworthy
that if it did exist, it is rather surprising fthat no coins hon-
—ouring her during her lifetime or even a "Commemmoratio" series

at her . ath were issued during the reign of Tetricus. On the other
hand we do possess an inscriptinn which might concievably refer to

hcrlo, but for one thing Victorinus never 'had the praehomen "Lucius"

and secondly wiy is there no reference to him as emperor on this stone

Elevatioﬁ to the.throne and the role of "Victoria'.

The Historia Augusta suggestsll that at the death of her son Vict-
‘~oria, fhc moﬁhér of Victorinus, urged her supposea relative, Tet-
-ricus, té become emperor and personally ensured his enthroncment
and the conferuent of the title of Caesar upon his son, Tetricus II:

"Vlctorla .....Tetrlcum ad imperium nortata,...Augustum appellarl

fecit flllumque eius Caesarem nuncup&v1t." Eutropius does not

12
mention Victoria as the emperor-maker ~, but tells us that Tetricus
. was elected by the army in his absence and was Qrowned at Bordeaux:

"...absens a militibus electus est et apud Burdigalam purpuram

sumpsit". .(Presumably Bordeaux was his adm1n1strat1Vp cepital for
the government of the province of Aoultanla) ' '

At this point it would be as well to discuss the pos-

-ition of Victoria. She is a shedowy figure who flits throughk the
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Higtoria Augusta's lives of Victorinus and Teiricus, but whose
subhstance escapes us. We find no refermnee to her elsewhere <than
in the Historia Augusta (except in a doubtful insceiﬁtionlB). This
does not mezn that we must think of her as a creation of Trebellius
Podlio. She ig = accordlns to him - called "Mater Castrorum'"as a

14

result of her machinations in the camp™ ': but it would be interesting

to know whether she.did exist or whether she was conjured up by

o
1

Trebellius as a conveniemt reason for the sudden appearance  of a

praviously unknown civil servant on the throne after the death of

=]
i

Victorinus. Certainly the making of emperors from the boudoir was
no novelty to the Rommn Empirc uvhen we reme@ber such niazs 2z livia
and Agrippina. .

The idca of Victoriz playing the role of Warwick the
King-maker is further supported by Vlctorl? who states ﬁité
clearly that Victoria bribed the soldlcrq of the Callic army to
secure the succession of Tetrlcus and the ¢p001ntment of his son

as uaesar-"I/erlm VlCtO“la, amisso Victorino filio, leglonlbus

grande pecunia comprobantibus Tetricum imperatorem fecit, cui

familia nobili praesidatu Aquitanos tuebatur, filioque ecius Tetrico

Caesarea insisignia impartiuntur'. But another version of the elevation

of Tetricus to the throme is provided by Victor16, who says that hs

was chosen.by the army:"..Tetricum, qui imperator ab exercitu in

Galliis effectus fuerat". Yet alfhough on the surface these two
ccounts of the rige of Tetricus contradict one another, in fact
Victor's second description . is re-lly a confirmation of that con-
~tained earlier in his work cnd that in the Historia Augustem,
merely omitting any mention of Victoria. I find it herd to bhelicve
that'Victoria_existed-because there ig so little evidence about her.
Admittedly it seems odd. that the army should have acquieaced in the
accession of Tetricus without some good financial reason ! He is -
and was perhaps in his own time - an obscure fipure although
apparently in a responsible posiition in the governmént of the Gollic
Empire. ' _
The last we hear of &%&ggﬁiﬁux is in Trebellius. After

being giventhe title of "mother of the camp” - and is this &n hon-

~orary tjt]e awar rded by Tefrlrus in honour of her valiong work on his
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‘behalf ? - the author tells us that her bromse, silver, and gold
coins were issued. She died soon after the accession of Tetricus

" owing to fate (of 81l things!):"Insignata est praeterea hoc titulo,

ut castrorum diceret matrem. Cusi sun® eius nummi aerei, auvrei, et

argentei, guroum hodi@gue forma exstat apud Treviros. Quae guidem

non diutius vixit. Nam, Tetrico impcra ante, ut plerigue loquuntur,
1
7 Trebell-

occisa, ut allil adserunt, fatali neceseitate consumpta",

~iug says in ﬁhig passage that the majority of his sources (whouvar
tﬂwy-nigh+ be ) assert that Victoria was murdercd. That would not be
surpris 1nn in the nature of the age. No~coihs of Victoria have come
to light since the end of the Gallic Ehpire so that I think that we

- can fairly ask did she cver exist ?

Fvents of Tetricus' reign.

é) The army and the frontiers.

' ' From the evidence of his coins Tet-
—ricus I was on the throne of the Gallic Empire from 270 (after the
" death of Victorinus) until 273, when he qurrendur to Aurelian at
the "battle" of the fatalaunian Fields. But dcsplte this reigan of
almost four years we know very little indeed zbout him. If it is
true that Victorinu " mother had qecured ‘the empire for him,. it is
apparent that the army did nét stay loyal to him for very long, and
rcading hetween the 11nes, I think that throughout his reign Tet-
rricﬁs'had his hands full preventing him from rebgllinQ. He prob—'
~ably had to deal with attacks'by the German barbarians on his front-
- =iers, and met wiﬁh'some success to judge by Trebellius! comment:l8

19

"et cum multa Tetricus feliciterque gessisset..y and Victor's

"gimul Germanis Gallia dimotisg". Homo has-evidenced this frontier

trouble and pressure from pirates on the British and French coasts
from numerous coin-hoards in Germany and along the coasts of the

: . . . 20 o . . .
Gallic Empire provinces. The coins. in them end with Tetricus I

and only stert again with Diocletian.

b) Rebellion.

But the most serious threat to the stability snd
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continued existgﬁce of Tetricus as emperor came probably in 272. The
majority of our authorities bear witness to the lack of respect
and indiscipline of the Gallic army towards Tetricus. Eutropius says
that Tetricus could not put up with the plots against himzl:"...

exercitum suum, cuius assiduas seditiones ferre non poterat'". Oros-

. 22 . . . . Lo .
-ius says much the same ~s"Tetricum, in Gallia minime sufficientem

sustinere seditiones militum suorum..". Trebellius confirms this

and at thc same time gives us a clue to the date by stating that

this situation arose after Tetricus had been on the throne "a long
) 2

tima" - and in the third century three years was a long time_3:

"Et cum....Tetricus diu...imperasset,...cum militum suorum impud-

-entiam-et procacitatem ferre non posvet,..." At another point in

24

his narrative Eutropius describes the situation with clarity ':

"seditiones multas militum pertulit". And the bitter and derisive

comment of Trebellius in his biography of the emperor Claudius
perhaps is indicative of the fact that for most of his reign Tet-

~ricug' hands were tied by the army25:"@gf£icué nihil feecit..." .

¢) Faustinus. _ _

We know little of these plots by the military apart
from their frequent occurrence ; but the name of dne rebel- has been
preserved. for us - that of a certain Faustinus. Victor tells briefly
hdw in the position of praeses he incited the soldiers to revolt26:

"cum Fausgtini praesidis dolo corruptis militibus plerumgue peteretur”.

Barbieri27 says that Faustinus was governor of Callia Belgica at

the end of Tetricus' reign, i.e.272-3. Certainly Tetricus had been
a.praeses or provincial governor before his elevation to tha throne ;
but it is doubtful whether we can pinpoint Faustinus' province so
éccurately. Ther: is no evidence to help us. It is interesting to
note, too, that Polemius Silvius refers to a usurper ("EZEEEEE§")28
called Faustinus at Trier under Aurelian. Could this be & nistake
for the rebel under Tetricus ? If he had revolted at Trier, ghen he

would have been the praeses of Gallia Belgica.

a% Tetricus ITI.
Apart from the subjects discussed in the ldst'chapter
e = '



- such as the administration, religion, and coinage of the Gallic
Empire - this is the sum total of our knowledge of Tetricus' reign.
0f the three emperors known to us he certainly had a sbn, as
evidenced by his coinage j; there are many issues with reverse

from Tetricus' regular mint which incidentally issued coins of a

" style very Elose to those of Victorinus' southern mint-wifh the

" legend "IMP.TETRICI AVGG."29

hig father in 270 ? Victor states that he was made-Caesar when his

. Did Tetricus II become Augustus with

*
father became emperor through the machinations of Victoria30:"Hic

puerulus a Victoria Caesar est appellatus". On this evidence it

seems that at first Tetricus II was only the heir apparent ; but
on the numismatic evidence he must have been promoted tb be hié
father*s junior colleague, much as the later emperors at Rome
became junior and senior Augusti. And on the joint issues of coins
mentioned ahove it is noteworthy that although the heads of both
father and son appear,”that of Tetricus I is laureate, while his

son's is bare surely a sign of seniority ?

31n']

[# Insert here:"Trebellius says exactly the same thing

The final reckoning - the battle of the Catalaunisn Fields,A.D.273.

a) Aurelian.

While Tetricus was in conirol of the Gallic Empire,
there came to the throne of Rome a very able and powerful milifary-
commander, Aurelian. Where Tetricus was weak, Aurelian was strong.
He had seen service under Gallienus and Claudius, and, once cloaked
in the purple, he set about the reunification of the empire with
grest encrgy and success. The most concise summary of his achieve-
-ments is given in Trebellius' biography of him, where he tells of
his restoration of the Gauls, Illyricum, and Thrace to the fold

of Rome, the freeing of Italy, and the removal of the barbarian

threat to the Vindelici32:"llle nobig Gallias dedit, ille Italiam

liberavit, ille Vindelicis iugum barbaricae servitutis amovit. Tllo

vincente Illyricum restitutum est, redditae Romanis legibus Thraciae".
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He did even more thenthis, however ; hé dealed successfully with the quesn of
Palmyra, Zenobia, who with her husband Odenathus had maintained Roman
authority for so long in the Middle East.; and he quickly disposed

of Firmus, a usurper in Egypt. It was after his reconquest of these
eastern provinces thﬁt Aurelian turned to the Gallic Empire. Gall-
—ienus snd Claudius had nibbled at its borders for a long time 5
~but Aurelian was not content with nibbling. H? was determined to

bring all the lost prov1nces of the west under his sray.

D). The beglnnlnﬂ of the end.

Our authorities give us two reasons
for his determination. The first.is his anger because Tetricus was
empefor in Gaul. Aurelian was of an irascible nature - or so
- Trebellius would have us believe = and this feeling is quite in

_charact¢r=33"....atque, ut ferox animi, cogitationem ultus, veh-

-ementer irascens, quod adhuc Tetricus Gallias obtineret, occid-

entem petiityees” On the other hand Victor, muuroplug, and Oros

-—1us tell us thht becauﬂc of the continued opnosltlon of the army
and the ingsecurity of his throne Tetricus wrote letters to Aur-
';elian begging him fo éome to Gaul and free him from his ills,
even quoting a line from Vergll‘s "Aeneid" to add & little extra

colour to his plea..(Futronlns) 4-"Quln etism per 11teras occultasg

Aurellanun ita fuerat deprecatus, ut inter ‘alis versu Vergiliano

5
.uteretu;.‘Brlne me his, 1nv1ute, nalls""_(Jl toL)3':"h;mque

|'I"I

(0r031us)3 -"Tptrlcun.....,Urlbentmncuc ctiami'Eripe me hls,

invicte, malis:'"
_c) The battle,

_ Aurelian accepted this invitation gladly, and when he
came to the territory of the Catalauni, the modern Chalons-sur-
-Marne, Tetricus led out his army, perhaps with the pretence of
putting up resistance to Aurelian, perhaps because his generals
forced him to take the field. No matter. When he had to make the L
decision whether to fight or not, Tetricus chose to bétfay his

37

army and surrender” :"Tetricus..., ab Aureliano victus,..volens

G



Se gravissimo principi et severissimo dedit". "...Tetrici..

cassae 1égiones proditore ipso duce"s here Victor says that Aur-

-elian did not restrain his troops from slaughtering the Gallic

8 . . .
army; and he goes on3 :"....eique (Aureliano) adventanti pro-

~ducta ad speciem scie inter pugnam se dedit".Eutropius tells us

the emact location of the "battle"39:"8uperavi in Gallia Tetricum
apud Catalsunos ipso Tetrico prodente excrcitum suum". Orosius4o,

71

Trebellius '™, and Zosimus42 say much the same thing:"...ac per hoc

proditorem exercitus sui, sine labore superavit". "..atque ipso

Tetrico exercitum suum prodente, quod eius scelera ferre non

pogset, deditas sibi 'legiones obtinuit"." Toé'rwv o8t Sawnc_..‘y",vm‘
Tetpkov kal aMovg erra.vamwas _0d awv lrovw kaBeh w Wy Kard Tuv
&&.M ) y.yrulme\l ", So after a. promising start under

the able Postumus the Gallic Emplne crumbled awsy without any
serious resistance. Tetricus, admittedly, was no soldier ; nor
was he so strong a-chgpracter as Postumus, Victorinus, or his rival
in Rome, Aurelian. But it was a sad and ignominjous end. 6n the

surface Aurelian was the only one to bhenefit. "Sic orlﬂnt1° et

43

aquilonis receptor magna glori, triuﬁﬁavit@

.d)'Theorder of events.,

One difficulty arises here. At what precise
point in his campaigns did Aurelian attack Tetricus ? Trebellius
in his life of Aurelian says that the empéror celebrated his triumph

44

in Rome, and then cet out for Gaul ':"His gestis (triumph) ad

Gallias profectus'. But this must not be confused with his earlier

conquest of the rcbel empire. Trebellius tells us later that

Aurelian's purpose in returning to Gaul was to deal with barbarian

persecution of the Vindelici. As usual, he was successful45:"....

Vindelicos obsidione barbarica liberavit". Zonaras has placed Aur-

—elian's triumph immediately after the capture of Gaul - and he is
perh¢pa the most rpllable of our authorities on th:s period- 46

n oo'ros (_Aweem..) wat 1'05 ra).Xng é‘\n rrlela‘rocs &reo rraf&
Tivwv Tu‘gaqvoovrwv ,ua:re)(ogwg._s th CthAa.{wv qve-powd &-0915

S Jo W



> /- W 2 ¢ / ) | ‘ ? >\ ¢ .
G AVETWEATe | KAi OpXOVTAS TooTlAg  EYKATAOTyOUS 6-0TOg €y Pw,uqv
erra,uekql.u&-, Kkat eefnapﬁeuaev em O'Xl-‘}ul'rog ¢hedbvrov Teradpuy.
alld m (AMous ToTE wwnOeving mu,zwv-mro ", There is no

doubt thnt now Aurelian's prime object, the complete reunification
of the empirc, had been achieved. It is not surprising that we
- find him issuing coins bearing the titles ﬁRESTITVTOR 0RB£§".apd

"PACATOR ORBIS". For had he not suhdued the whole world ? Had he
N 47 ' o

not, in Trebellius' words, ' :"Princeps igitur totius drbis_Aur—

-elignus pacatis oriente et Gallis atque ubique terrarum victor

Romam iter flexit, ut de Zenobia et Tetrico, hoc est de oriente

78

et de occidente, triumphum Romsnis oculis exhiberet™"?

Later life.

a) Tetricus I. _

_ After the surrender of fefriCus to Aurelian's army
at Chalons-sur-Marne in A.D.273 he:séems, like his contemporary,
Zenobia, to have had 8 much less ignominious fatez than did most
of the usurpers of the third century. After-bcing led in Aurelian's
great triumph through the streets of Roﬁé-he seems to have been
given a position in the local government of Italy, described by

49

.the Historia Augusta:as-"Corrector totius Italiag" withirefer—

-ence to the regions of "Campania, Etruria, Umbria, Samnium,
TLucania, Brutfiﬁm,_Apulia;'Picenum, the Flaminian region, and

all the grain—beéring region"; but this appears to be very .

- exaggerated and it would indeed have heen generous of Aurelian

if he had given as much authroity as this to his former antagonist,
however grateful he may have been to Tetricus not only for his
surrender, but also for his safeguarding the imperial peice in
the west. Much more probable is the limitinn of the appointment
by the majority of our literary authorities” . Wg are not told
what work the:posttion iux of corrector of'Lucania involved ;..
it was probably the governorship of zn Italian province. Origin-
-ally a corrector was an adhoc appointment tb review the finances

of am town ot district. The earliest correctorg of areas in Italy
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are dated to the yearé 283-4 although we do have soﬁe evidence
of them a&s temporary appoinfments for the whole of Italy at an
'eﬁrlier'date, but without enabling us to define Tetricus' powers
more clbsely.sl -
b) Tetricus II. N . .
' Tetricus II was treated in & similariy generous

way by Aurelian for he was apparently made & senator and lived
guite comfortably fér the rest of his life without any depredatlons

52

on his family fortune”“:"Qui (Tetricus II) et ipse cum patre per

triumphum ductus postes omnibus senatoriis honoribus functus act

inlibato natrlmonlo. aunod quidem 24 suos posteros mlqlt, ut Arell—

~ius. Fuscus dicit, semper insignis". The only other evidence. of

23
3

‘the later 1life of the Tefrici ig supplied By Polemius Silvius

who mays that they became "iudices Drov1n01arum" What this means

we cannot say with ang confidence. It 1slprobably a general refer-

53

~ence-to the sppointment of the father as "corrector Lucaniae".

o
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CHAPTER FOUR - THE GALLIC EMPIRE.

Exfent.

a¥ The maximum extent of the Gallic Empire, as attested by the
inscriptions of its emperors and consuls, included the provinces of
Spaln, Transalpine Gaul, Germany, and Britain. I propose to take the
eVidence for the allegiance of each province to the empire sébarate}y
~and to begin with '

a) Britain.

The allegiance of Britain to thes breakaway empire seems
never to have been in doubt, and we possess. an ample number of inscript—.
-ions from various parts of the province to prove this. Under Postumus
we find three from Wales ; a milestone found near Breconl; from
Brecknock2; from Margam in Glamorgan3 4We have a milestone from Breage ’
in Cornwall5. The first of Victorinus' inscriptions comes from Pyle
near Neath6; the second from near Chesterton in Huntingdonshire7; the
fhird is a milestone from Lincblns; the fourth is probably a mile-
-stone.and comes from Old Penrith9; the fifth and final one is a mile-
stone from Corstop:tumlq} '

There are two inocrlptlons from Bitterne near Southampton
' dédioated to Tetrmus,ll_l2 and for the ths first of these I propose
to adopt the reading of "Ephemeris Epigraphica" for the sake of brevity
and té avoid the argument as to how many actual inscniptions-belong-
-ing to Tetricus have come from this area.

We also possess an inscription from Lancasterl3 mehtioning '
the second consulship of both Censor and Lepidus, which I would date
to the reign of Postumus. Before the start of this inscription there is
something erased, probably "POSTVMVS"; and after "Sebussia(nae)"
"POSTVMIANAE"(?) might have been erased.

There is another inscription mentioning two Gallic Empire

consuls, this time "Apr.et Ruf."14

It comes‘from-Milecastle 52 at
Bankshead, Cumberland. ' ‘_ .

I have left till last an interesting trio of inscriptions,
8ll of them coming from Camboglanna (BirdOSwald) and all referring to

the same cohort, Cohors I Aelia Dacorum,;5a,b,co

_.__74_.._

which was given titles



by both Postumus and Teiricus. These are interesting in fhat %hey
supply us with the names of three "tribuni cohortis" who served under
the Gallic Empire - Marcius Gallicus and Probilius (?) Augendus under
Postumus, Pomponius (?) Designatus under Tetricus. Nowhere else do
Wwe possess such a detailed record of officers serving in the usurpers'
army. | : |

A.Stein has argued that from his coins bearing the legends
"NEPTVNO COMITI" or "REDVCI" we can infer that Postumus made an

attack - or at least paid a visit - to Britain. This is real}y con-
—jecture, but we must also ask why did the first Aelian cohort
receive the title "Postumiana" ( and later "Tetricani')? Were they
the first soldiers of the army of Briataim to.side with Postumus
when he revolted ? And was their loyalty to Tetricus during his
troubled reign similarly honoured ? On the other hand Bush-Fox in

his excavations at Richborough discovered an earth-fort, which he
dated to before the erection of the Saxon Shore defences and most
probably to the middle of the thibd century. If this dating is accurates,
it might imply the erection of a protedtive fort by Postumus ( or

' his successors) against the raids of the Saxons, who were beginning
to cross the North Seé_on plundering raids abcut this timé; aﬁd it
would fit in very neatly with these coin reverses on the grounds that
‘Postumus had made the seas safe. And yet it seems strange that he
didx not assume the. title of "Saﬁon&cus" if he had been successful
agaist.theée invaders, as he had bean called "Germanicus Maximusg"

after hig victories on the Rhine fronitier.

b) Gallia Lugdunensis.

The largest numbor of inscriptions relating to %
the Gallic Empire and coming from ome province come from Lugdunensis.
We possess three from Rennes (Condate) dedicated to Postumusl6—18;

a milestonc from St. Jean-de-Nay near thc Roman town of Vellaunno-
—éunuml9; a fragment of a column froxa Eutrainsdo; and three mile-
-stones, the first from the merritoiy of the Aedui near Auxerre

B ] ' Y .
(Antcssicdurum}“lg the second from Pregilbertzzg and the third from

the banke of the River Treboulin®-.
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Also under Postumus there is an inscription from Viducasses (Vieux

in Normandy), giving us the names of iwo otherwise unknown Gallic
Empire consuls, Dizlis and Bas sus24.

Under Victorinus we find, as under his predecessor, a large
number of 1nqcr1nt10nb and milestones emanating from Rennes and its

25 26 ' :
environs - this time nyg- a milecstone -3 and another "3 part of a

27 28

column 3 and part of another ”; and s milestone from Brimont near

29,

We have four inscriptions from other parts of Lugdunensis:

30 KX

from Lescorano~by-Suzur” ; a milestone found in 1864 near Mayenne”™,

Remnes

which I think it would be fair %o séy could be expanded to read

of C.I.L,XIll has suggested that the lauu line means that the place -

where the stone was set up was fouf "leugae” from Jublains (Wovio-
—dunum). This seems a quite reasonable point of view.From Nantes
(Condivicnum) 32; and from the territory of the Coricsclites near
St.Meloir-des-Bétis, Dol, Brittanys-.

Rennes supplies us with three inscriptions for

34—5; 36. There

Tetricus and probably two fragments of the same column

are five other inscriptions of Tetricus from Lugdunensais; from St.

37

Goudran and dedicated to Tetricus II”'; from Bayeux (Augustodurum) and

. : 9
also dedicated to Tetricus 1138; from Nantes (Tetricus II)3’; from
Dibio (Dijon) near the Lugdunensis-Gallia Belgica border and dedic-

-ated to Tetricus I (h mile°tonn)4o; and a milestone from Barbaira

From the fact that we possess inscriptions in ample
numbers for all three emperors from Gallia Lugdunensis I think it
firmly established that this province, as well as Britain, remained
loyal to the Gallic Fmpire until the surrender of Tetricus I in A.D.
273. | | '
¢) Aquitania.

There are only five Gallic Empire inscriptions-from
this province, but despite the fact that none of them refer to Vict-

-orinus, it is evident that Aquitania must have remained faith@ul
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to the end becausé Tetricus I on his accession was proclaimed at the
central town of the province, Bordeaux (Burdigala).

Thrre of the inscriptions refer to Postumus, and the first of“
these contains our earliest epigraphic evidence of this emperor (from

Bordeaux)42; the second is a milestone found near Fontado on the
43,

territory of the Arverni””j; the third is another milestone found

on the borders of the Auvergne and Gavaudan in the territory of the

44

Gabali near the western frontier of Gallia Narbonensis
The first of Tetricus' two inscriptions is a milestone

from St.Leger-Magnaseix near Limoges (Augustorithm) on the territory

45

; ahd the other again a milestone from Rom (Rauranum)

46

in the'territory of the Pictones .

of the Lemovices

d) Tarraconensis.
. Whenwe study the inscriptions from this province,
the point of view suggests itself that at some time during or at the
end of Postumus' reign a change of_céntfol must have Qccurréd; for we
find no inscriptions relating to Victorinus' sole reign nor to-éhaf'
of Tetricus, but several to that of the emperor Claudius II Gothicus,
who ruled from A.D.268 to 27047

of an wninterrupted seriegs of aes coinage 1ssuea for the same emperor

48

. And furthermore we posqeos evidence

from the Tarraco mint
The inscriptions for Postumus are as follows:~ a milestone

49,

from Acci (Guadix) near the border with Baetica ”; from near Quint-

-1n111a50; and a stone found &t Conventus Asturum, dated to the

joint constilship of Postumus and Victorinus51. It will be clear from
these inscriptions - and most especially from the last - that after
A.D.268 (or more properly during the course of that year) the province
must have reverted to the main empire. We have no evidence that the
armies of either Victorinus or Tetriwus reconquerad it and so we

can assume that only durlng the years 2%260-268 didi it form part

of the Gallic Empire.

-0f the inscriptions we possess from Tarraconensis that
refer to Claudius II mentioned above C.I.L.II,3737, could possibly
be dated to 268 3 II,3833 is dateable to the same year owing to the
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absence of any consular or tribunician numbering; II,4879 is dateable
from the 10th.December,268, to the 9th.December,269; II,3619 contains
a refersnee to the second consulship of the emperor, held in 269;
11,4505 belongs to the same year;.and 11,3834 is probably dateadble
from5;h% 10th.December, 269, into 270 until the emperor's death in that

years

e) Baetica.

" We possess no inscriptions from this province relating to
the Gallic Empire, but one dedicated to Claudius II. It is on a
marble base and comes from Tu00158. The date of this is probably
A.D.269 or 270. In the absence of any references to any of the Gallic
emperors it is difficult to assume that the province ecver forﬁed part
of the empire, but nevertheless one would imagine that if Tarraco-~
-nensis and Aquitania'were occupied by Postumus' troops, why not the
rest of Spain ?'it seems probable that because the, centre of the empire
was so far away Postumus and Victorinus found it hard to hold on to
such a border nrov1nce ag Baetica and that it returned to the fold of
Rome at much the same time as did Tarraconensis (in A.D.268) or even
earlier, Stratégically it can hardly have bheen as important as Gallia
Narbonensisr Furthermore we have no Gallic Empire inscriptions from
Lusitania. '

On the other hand in Trebellius" life of Claudius the

author sums uﬁ the situation in the empire during that empefgr's_reign,
and. implies that the ‘Gallic Empire was still in control of the Spanish

provincess9'"Galllas et Hispanias, vires rei publicae, Tetricus tenet,.”

I doubt the truth of thisg on the grounds of the epigraphic evidence

above.

f) Gallia Narbonensis.

There is strong evidence for this province
being divided in its allegiance between the Gallic and the Roman
empires — at least from 268 onwards. We possess two inscriptions

dedicated to Tetricus II as "nobilissimus Caesar" and on one

"princeps iuventutis! The first of these is a milestone found to the
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east of Carcaésonneéo; the second is a fragment of a milestone found
near Beziers on the coast61. On the other hand therex are two inécript—
~ions from Narbonensis referring to a certain Julius Placidianus,
who was an officer 1n the army of Claudius II. The earlier of these

is a stone tablet found in 1879 at Grenoble (Gratlanopolls) s Julius

Placidianus is mpntloned as belng appointed to the post of "priefcctue

with the specific responsibility of protectlng Narbonensis. The date
of the inscription is A.D.269, and it is noteworthy that Claudius ITI

is called "Germanicus Maximus" probably as a result of his victory over

the Alamsani at Lake Benacus in 268. The second inscription comes
. 6 . . .
from Vif near Grenoble 3: no date is given on this, but the reference

to "ignibus aeternis" probably means Sol and Luna, which are often

found together and called"aeterni" ; and furthermore Aurelian was a
very keen enthusiast for Sol. We can therefore assume that Julius
Placidianus was promoted in the latter half of Claudius' reign or in
Aurelian's. in 273 he was appointed consul by Tacitus,.and:from this
fact it would be reasonable to assume that he had played a leading part'
in the sﬁrrender of the Gallic BEmpire under Tetricus .to Aurelian.
One point ef impaortance remains to be noted. It will
'be seen that the iﬁscriptions of Tetricus II both come from the
' western half of the province (west of the river Rhone), those of
‘Julius Placidianus from the eastern half (esat of the thne). Thisg
suggests a division of the province with the.river as the frontier -
at least during the reign of Tetricus (and possibly earlier in the
reign of Viétorinus). Perhaps the furthest that the Geallic Empire
penetrated into the eastern half of the province was at Vienna,

64

where there probably was-a mint.

g) Gallia Belgica. _

Surprisingly enough we have only one inscription
from this brovince - surprising because in it Qgs situated the import-
-ant town of Trier (Treveri). The inscription comes from here and is
a referﬁge to Victorinus in his position of tribune of Postumus’

praetorian guard65,
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h) Germania Inferior. ,

The allegiance of this province is attested not
only from an inscription found at Bonn and dated to the reign of Post-
-umus, but also by the continued references to Cologne in the literary
eourceé. Tetricus was declared emperor there in his absenmce after
the death of Victofinus, and in all probability the province remained
loyal till 273. The inscription relates to the second consulships of
Censor and Lepidus66.Apart from the obvious importance of this with
reference to the consuls of the reign of Postumus, might we possibly
have the name of mnother previously unknown consul of .the Gallic Empire

if we interpret the third line as ".......LVPVLV3 IMM(ANENS) COS.",

where "immanens'" would really mean "designatus" -~ or is this idea

too far-fetched ?
i) Germania Superior.

There is an inscription from Vindonissa (Brugg)

67

in‘Canton.Argau, found in 1854, 'which refers to an occasion when there

‘Wwas one Augustue and one Caedar and to the second consulships either

of them or of two others. Two possibilities suggest themselves -
firstiy that it was Whén, after the death of Valerianue II and the

capture of Valerianué I, Gallienus ®was sole Augustus and Saloninus

. sole Caesar, i.e. for the year 260, when we know that Saecularis

and Donatus both had their second consulships; secondly in A.D.272,

when Tetricus I was Augustus and his son,Tetricus II, Caesar, and when

they both held their -second consulships (if their coins are to be believed)..
However, Tetricus was very unlikely to build new forts here, and

so the balance of the argument favours A,D.260 and Gallienus; +this

tells us that Gallienus was still in control of the province, control

that wes perhaps rather nominal by now.

_Four inscriptions have come to us. from the reigns of

Pogtumus and Victorinus, but nonc from Tetricus'. However, there

is ho evidence to suggést that the province was recaptured by Rome

before A.D.273. The inscriptions are as follows:- from'Altripp68;

a marble altar found at M.inz (Mogontiacum) in 189669;from Liesenich
_ 70 _

near Zell on the Moselle '3 from the same place and found with the

previous inscription, probably. being connected with it71; and a
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fragment of 2 column found at Kyllwald near Néustrassburg72.
j) Gallia Comata.

There is a suggestion that this part of Lugdunensis
resisted the pressure of the rest of the Gallic Empire and remainecd
loyal to Rome. Certainly Victorinus conducted aﬁ atsack on. its capital,
Autun (Augustodunum), that met with strong resistance from the inhab-
-itange. They seemingly made an appeal for help to Claudius II, but
he was otherwise engaged and fimmrlly Victorinus entered the town. The
story briefly told by Ausonius, who relates how his ancestors, pres-
—~umably supporters of Victorinus znd living in Autun af the time, fled
from the town and settled in Aguitania, implying of course that that

8l of all to the usurper (confimméd

province was perhaps the most 1oy
when we see Tetricus still therer at the-regional capital of Bordeaux
when he succeeded Victorinus- and maybe he even made that town the

capital of the whole Gallic Empire).

Administration, defence, and prosperity.

a) Senate, cohsulé, and-praétorian guard.

. From all the evidence that
we have at our disp0sal it would appear that the administration of
the Gallic Dmpife was in no way different from that of the main
Roman Empire. Certainly it seems that the emperors had a senate if
we are to assume that their coins bearing the obverse legend "S.C."
are anything to go by. And furthermore we know that Tetricus was
(according to the Augustan History) a man of senatorial rank before
being raised to the throne. As we have.secn, too, in the first chapter,
theee are inscriptions which lead us to believe that Postumus (and
from Bhapter two Victorinus as well) appointed consuls for the years
when he himself did not take the office, and that these men were
used for dating purposes throughout the empire. Similaxiy the main
enpire's system of prvincial government was adhered to for we find
that Tetricus, besides being -of senatorial rank when elected emperor,
wag also praéses of Aquitania. As we have seen, too, in the third

éhabter, the rebel Faustinus was the governor or praeses of his
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provénce when he incited his troops to revolt agajnst the emperor. In
addition to all these factors weralso have evidence that sug§s$$ that
Postumus at least maintained, like his rivale in Rome, an imperisl body-
-—guard of praetorians, for we have an inscription naming Victorinus as
tribune of the praetorians und er Postumus, and thet it was stationed at
Trier73. '

B) Postumus' defence policy.

If the Gallic Empire was to succe&d and
prosper, it was necessary to have a good defence policy; and from the
evidence available Postumus seems to have given this priority during his
reign. We hear of him building forts on the barbarian bank of the Rhine74
and from the inscription from Birdowald where the first cohort of Dacians
is nicknamed "Postuhiana"75 we may, I think, assume that Postumus had péid-
close attention to this particular frontier, too. Of course, Postumus
had held an important poét under Gallienus on the German frontier, and
his experience there would stand him in good stead for solving the front-
-ier problems of his new empire. Furthermore, we know_of no rebellions
during the reign ( the coins of Poétumus showing th: fiver-god Rhenus
confirm this) 6f POStuﬁus except that in which he died - and that’ was not
a revolt as such, but a fit of temper on.the part of the soldiers ‘
prevented from looting a captured town - hor in the-reigj of Victorinus
(except for those of Laelisnus and Marius, whiéh were really a hang-

—over from the murder of Postumus). Postumus and Victorinus were soldiers,
and they knew how to handle. the army; Ttericus_Was different - or aﬁpar—
-cntly so. After initial succesces against the Germans on his borders

he lost the ioyalty of his army andnhis yeers on the throne are ai

story of continual febcllion, culminating in that of Feustinus, which
drove Tetrizus tp ~urrander to Aurelian. The moral is obvious - the
cmpire noed.d ¢ pirong men on the throne, prefersbly a soldier who had
befnrc his accéssion lived, caten, znd drunk with the ranks, and who

knew how to win their loyeliy.

¢) Evidencc of the coinage.
' . . : 6 .
The imprrial 001nagc7 reflects the different
attitudes of Postumus, Victorinus, and Tetricus. Postumus has many

types nnd legends directly connected with defence - from Lugdunum
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"VICTORIA GERMANICA,""RESTITVTOR CALL TAR[VM ], and "SALVS PROVINCIARVM"

(this last is associated with a picture of the Rhine god and the
provinccs referred to are probably the three Gauls); and from Cologne
"RESTITVTOR ORBIS" and "PACATOR ORBIS". Postumus does not omit to

honour the army on his coinage and express his military interests in

general. He mcntions the gualities he expects (and got) from the

soldiers with such legends as "FIDES MILITVM","VIRTVS MILITVM", and

"FIDES EXERCITVS"; and he concerns himself with their well-being with

"SALVS EXERCITI", a lcgend whose intention is clear when we see i%

coupled with a portrait of Aesculapius. These sentimentsz are recip-

-rocated in the coinage issued in honour of Postumus from Milan by

Auredlus, bearing such legends as "CONCORDIIA) EQVITV”" "FlDEo EQVITVM",
WYIRTVS BQUITVM","PAX EQUITVM", and "SALVS EXSRCITI". But Postumus

goes even further than this. Through his coinage, which he uded
extremely well as a means of propaganda - as well as many moern states

use their postane stamps - he conveys the idea of himself as a powerful

"INVICTO AVG.","VIRTVS POSTVMI AVE".,"PAX AVGV§EI"?EXERCITVS Avg".,
"YICTORY AVG.", and"VlCT(ORI ﬁ COMES AVG.", and he ig far from reluctant

to eall in the inhabitants of Olympus to encourage the spreading of this
image, for we find many of them mentioned with titles thgt exexmplify |
the qualities that he wanted everyone to believe he himself possessed:
"HERCVLI PACTFFRO/INVICWO" "TOVI PROPVGHAT (ORI )/VICTORI","MERCVRIO
PACIFERO", and "MARS VICTOR". Nor were Postumus' interests confined

solely to the military aspects of defnnee, for it is quite evident
from his coinage that he had to pay considerable attention to naval
defence. Such legends as "NEPT(VNQ) COMITI" with a portrait of Weptune,
his foot on the prow of a ship, and holding a trident, and "NEPTVNO

This policy was continued by Victorinus - and even
1mproved upon, Besides such legends as "PIDES MILITVM","IKVICTVS AVG.",
VICTORIA AVG.Y "MARS VICTOR","VIRTVS AVG.","DEFENSOR ORBIS", and
"INVICTVS", he issueda series of coins bearing the names'of_several

legions or vexillatidns, & number of- which could hardly have been
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in the Gallic Empire at the time, but many of which must have formed
part of Victorinus' de facto field-army. The soldiers would have
been extremely pleased. to handle this money ! The only difference
from the coinage of Postumus is that there is no mention of the sea.
Presumably the trouble with the pirates on'the German coasts had been
settled before Victorinus came to the throne.

But'when we come to Tetricus, we notice a change. Certainly

we have coins with military legends such as "IOVI VICTORIY","VICTORIA

There is no dotermined effort to present Tetricus as a strong
military leader nor as a coﬁpetent general who had achieved consid-
—erable success., We may perhaps excuse hinm for not mentioning the sea
~because of Postumus' achievements there. And this attitude of Tetricus
is borne out by fhe number of army revolts that occurred during his
reign and his aétion when faced with Aurelian's troops. Rather than
legad his own soldiers into battle he deserted them and saw his domin-

-ions crumble away before his eyes.

d) Trade.
i) Postumus.

Once Postumus had seen that the defences of his empire
were in order, it was only natural that internal and external trade
‘should benefit. When the merchaintis rezlised that the empire-had a
strong men at its hela, one who could be relied upon totry his best
fo safeguard their livelihood, they took up their business with .
renewed vigour after a period vhen participation in it would have

meant great personal risk owing to the daily threat of barbarian

of the times, while probhbly the most notable indication of the
increased prosperity of the Gallic provinces is the coins inscribed

"SALYVS PROVINCTIARVM", depicting the Rhine god holding an urn, a

vessel, and an anchor - surely a reference to the river-trade in

Germany ? - "FORTVNA REDVX", showing Fortuna, a wheel, a temple,

a rudder, and a cornucopiae ; "NEPTYNO REDVCI", with Neptune
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astride a dolphin and holding a_trident-and sometimes the bows of a
ship in the background - undoubtedly an indication of Postumus!'
mastery of the seas, especcially of the English Channel, which enabled

trade to prosper between Britain and the Continent. - "SAECVLI

a2 galley containing four rowers (another reference to maritime trade).
The'very number of these coin-types should be enough to convince us
that this was not mere propaganda on the part of the emperor, but
2 reflection of the improved commercial situation as he had created it.
ii) Victorinus. |

Victorinué, despite the ghortness of his reign,
sppears to have paid as much attention to -trade as had his predec—
~essor, if one can judge from his coinage.alone. We find such

legends as "FORT(VNA) REDVX", "SAECVLI FRLICITAS" (sometimes with a

portrait of Abundantia standing on the prow of a ship and holding
a child on her knee - could this be anything other than a reminder

that if prosperity declined, the next generation would suffer the

iii) Tetricus.
_ But under Tetricus we again notice a difference.
He issued many types, and yet the proportion devobted to the various
aspects of trade and commercial prosperity is -much smaller than

under his predecessors. Granted thaét we do find "SAECVLI FELICITAS"

with a figure of PFelicitas sacrificing at an altar or holding a
caduceus or a cornucopiae; but on some coins with that legend we see
the emperor portrayed holding a spear and standing on a globe. Does
this not imply that while ready to encourage commerce, Tetricus
could not afford to forget the troubles in his army for too long ?
And where are the references to the river-trade and the safety of.
shipping, to the security of-the provinces and to Keptine ? They no-
longer apprear, and it is guite obvious that in the reign of Tetricus.
traders could not have.pfospered as well as they had done under Post-—
.'—umus. If, as our literary zuthorities suggest, the years from 270
to 273 were plagued with military revolis, the main arteries of

internal commerce would surely halie been cut on several occasions.
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T31.1'1.1(). ng.

One of the most notable features that becomes apparent from
even the most cursory study of the Gallic Empire's ins crlptlons is
tha% all of the emperors must have paid attention to building ; yet
we must not allow ourselves to be deceived by the large number of
milestones among our collection into thinking that the emperors
devoted a great part of their time to repairing the roads. R.
Goodchild in his excavations at Cyfenaica has shown how the przctice
of setting up inscriptions or milestones as personal "advertisements"
nropaganda grew from the réign. of Carscelle onwards and how in onu
FLiECs there wer. many milestones, but no roadwo:f.._

Wcar Yo Lincoln vwe find a milestone 1nd10at1nn that the
city was Lourteen miles away7 ‘(under Victorinus); from near Auxerre
- in Postumus' consulship comes another; indicating that Autun is
sixty-two miles away78. Again there is a finc series of inscriptions
from Rennes and' ite environs under all three emperors indicating
various distances from that town and a1rhady described in +he flre
three chapters. Further examplcs'of such milestones would be super-
-fluous since they are'all'illustrated in the earlier parts of this
thesis, and of other types of building the most interesting is the

79

ingcription from Lancaster'”, where a bath-house and basilica had

fallen down through age and wear and the "ala Sebosiana" und-r the

governor, Octavius Sabinus,(N.3. he is still a senator = "vir clariss-

-ims") and his deputy, Flavius &Ammausius, "praefecius equitum”.

It would be impossible to detail the building operations
of the emperors more precisely than this because no other evidence is
to hand. The Historia Auguste has said that Pdstumﬁs built forts
on the barbarian bank of the Rhiné, but we have no archaeological

or nunismatic confirmation of their exact sites.

Coinage aéd Religion.

First, a word of explanation. I have combined these

two subjects in the one sectidn hescause the great majority of evid-

-ence for religious attitudes in the Gallic Fmpire and especially
those of the emperors comes from the 001nage.
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a) Mints.

I have already discussed the mints used by the three main
emperors in the chapters dealing with their r&igns, but a brief
reminder would not he out of place here., The first mint of Postumus
was at Lugdunum, Where his coins closely rescmbled those of Gallienus
_that had rewently been issued from there; but between his third and
fourth consulships - and most probably not long before 268 - he
.removed the mint, lock, stock, and barrel, to Cologne, where it %
remained until his death. Uictorinus continued issuing coins from
Cologne, but with the revolt of Augustodunum he opened a new mint in
the south of Gaul, probably in NWarbonensis and probably at Vienna -
(Vienne). Tetricus' coinage (and that of his son) is very close in
style to that of the products of Victorinus' southern mint and he
prbbably used this as his main mint.

b) Postumus.

The coin-types and legends dealing with the emperor's
donsulships and tribunicia potestas and those relgting to defence and
commefcial prosperity have been previously discussed. But there are
several other aspects of the;imperial coining which éeserve closer
study. I will take each emperor separately, starting'ﬁith Postumus.
It is quite evident that at some time in his reign he conceived the
idea of closer contact with the governmmht at Romw, if not actual

conquest of the rest of the Roman Empire. To what other reason can we

attribute such legends as "ROMAE AETERNAE" with Rome or Victory on
& shield,"HERCVLI ROMANO AVG(VSTI)", snd "I(QVI) O(PTIMO) M(AXIMO)-
SPONSORI SAECVLI AVG(VSTI)Y depicting Jupiter, the chief Roman deity,

and the emperor with the ingignia of power ? Furthermore, we possess

examples bearing the legend “ORIENS AVG(VSTI)" with a portrait of Sol

holding & whip. What reason would there be for a western usurper to
produce coins with this legend other than that of probaganda wimed _
at an eventual conquest of the eastern half of the empire ? Postunus
Wwas, an experst propagandist, and, had he lived ldnger, he might even
have achieved this aim.‘

¢) Victorinus.
The only coins of Victorinus which I think bear any
relationship to this idea are aurei from the southern mint inscribed
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"ROMAE AETERNAE" and showing-a helmeted and draped figure of Roma. Con-

—gidering that these were probably issued while Victopinus was fighting.
outside Augustodungm, I would suggest that.they were meant to appeal fo
the citizens of that town in an effort to monvince them thet Viectorinus
~had the interests of the whole Roman ‘Empire at ‘heart - not with the
1ntent1on of nxpdndlng hlq domlnlxonq.

'd) Tetrlcu _
' ' Oddly enough Tetricus, who might have Been expected to have
no interest in expansion, issued two coin~types likethose -of Postumus -

"ROMAF AFTERNAE" on aurei, showing Roma, a shield, Victory, and a spear ;

and oh antoniniani "ORIENS AVG(G)" with Sol holding a whip or on a globe.

fBut surely these do not 1mn1y that Tetricus, too, intended to conquer the
rest of the provinces ?Can we doubt that hc was merely continuing the
practlcc of Issulnﬁ such coins without hlmseli.belng at all }nterested in
thelr or191n¢1 meaning ? - | L -
e) Rellglous 001n—typ63f

N 1) Postumus.“
1. Lugdunum.

_ . By far the most 1nterest1ng of - the Galllo coin- typns - apart

" from Vlctorlnus' legionary c01ns, that 1s - are those connecucd with the

gods, poddesses, "and demi-gods. Postumus, as T have already gaid, was a

very clever pronagand1sm, and trled hard to encourgge_the idea among his
subjects that he was somcthlnna llttlc more than human. So on his "relig-

"-1ouq coinage. we find a nost of deltlen, manv of them honoured as the

"comites" or "conservatores” (nrese“vcrq; ‘of the emneror, while Minerva JS.-

' once re;nrrea to as hl“ "fautrix" or partlsan. buch typws are as follows:-

MIEW R(VA) FAVTR(lK\ L - Minerva, an olive-branch, spear,
T . and shicld. |

VEPT(VHO) COMITI - . = Neptune, dolnhln, und trident.
'IdVI PROVVGIATORT. . = Jupiter und.uhundurbolt ant or
eagle, or sevin stané and aarle.': 1 . - _
ME SRCVRTO PAFTPERO : n--;},7 - 'ﬂﬂarc&ry, pursc, ﬂnd“caﬂuceus.

[ MINERVA AVG(VS”T\ | . ':__ - ﬁinEIV@ and shield. , a

- VICT(OAIA) COMRS AVG(VS®I) * -2 Wamperor onm horseback,. Victory, palm.
CT(OVT) O(PWIMO) W(AYTMO) - Jupiter};thuhderbolt,'ehpgfor,_th.

SPOWSORT SARCVLT AVG(VSTI). .
' : BB



All tnese come from lugdunui, according to Webb (on.cit ), rnd nay

cit.
perhaps hest be sommed up in another religious type fro that mint,

"PROVIDWITIA DR OQ(VV)", showing Providence with a globe and spear.

. 2. Colozne.

Trom Cologne the tynes are more numerous and avé 2= follows:-—.

CASTOR ' - " Castor, hovge, ond apear.
COMIMT AVG. ) : - ﬂﬂnnror &Ld Hercules o
COWSERVATORES AV”(V“”T) | - -Maﬂ*, Vlctnry, Wrsabh, and naW'.
" - Ap0116 end Dl s,
DOITSERVATORT AVG(VSTI) - - Postumus_snﬂ J olter (cometires with

_ o , Victory). _
I0VT STATORI ' _ - = - Jupitenr, sceptre, *nd thunderbolt.

+. SERAPT. SCMITIT AVG(V%WI) - __—'1 Zmperor end Yars or Hevcules w1th

club .snd lion's skin.,

WIAVAR LVCIFERAL S - Exanzix¥%§§§&mmx§t%“lv’r'
- DIAFAE REDVCI B .['.' - Diana, bow, rnd stag.

IOVT COrSEAVATORI ~ ° - = . -Jupiter, thunderbelt, mceptr:, and

. | ohild. | o
rovr VICTORT o = as anove, ] _

'UAPS VIGTOR . ST '_@-'w .Hars,“bh1b1d dn&.sptar.,f

WMERGYRTO TRLINT = Hercury, pures, end czduceus

| - There is - perhsps. stranpbly—'no PROVIDTFTIA DTOR(VM)
by>e jssued from Lolopnn. One may ‘note in pagring +he attrlbutcr wnlch
PomtumU¢-apnear" tn have ocen 5tT3351nﬁ .on these coins - not onlJ the €ﬂnt
tq:f thv pods were hig o0 - tanh-cnnn(nlons nnd h(]p—ma*e%, hut Juplu T,
Tor nvam@le, Jrnunht vietory "to hls arnies, Stwblllty to the 'Gallic
'provincrs,'ané supporteﬂ the rule.of Prstu s,

3."Hercules" geries.

Yet the-most famous and intcreéting of all Postunus®
religious coinage is that. in honour of Hercules. Thise hero was very |
popular in deed in Gaul, and. thc Iact th?t he not only anpeavn on the
Teverse, but very often on tho obveree of Postluus' coins togethér with
the ermperor's portralt shows 1n_how much accord the emperor wag with the
mood of the peopl-, B& allowing his moneyefs the obportunity'to'portray

the veried adventures of the ‘hero when performinf his celebrated Twelve
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Lahours he would not ohlv"givw hig sﬁhjecl pltRSUTP when they hanﬂWpd

the coiﬁé Lt 1nﬂ]rnrt]l project the iwage of Linsklf es a latber—day

Hercules. Postuwus would have done the stcptlsmng departments_af wany

a 1aréc.industpial concern proud. The-Heraciean types whidhleppeér ares—-
~oa) ‘Lugdunum. ' ' :

1. HER(CVLES) DRVSONITNS (AVG)(or voriant) .- Hercules, some+imeq with

_ lion's skin, club, bow, or these and temple.
é;.HEQCVLI INTOTO — (Aur.,antonin.,denar.,sestert.,dup.,asses).
o T Hercules and Femaccn lion or Cretan bull.
(Aur. and sestert.)

3.-EERG(VLI) PACIFERO - Heroules, olive-branch, club, and lion's skin.
(Antonln.,sestert.,-anﬁ dup. ) '
4..HNRPVLI HAGVSQ”O - Herculcs, club,.llon s nkln, and rock.
(As above).. o
b) From Pologne the series is far more complete:—- o
jlaf.EﬁQVLIzAVG(VSmO) - Hercules, bow, lioh's. skln, 2 St/ﬂhclnan vu]tures;
s o ' ." (nur.) ‘ o
: 2}gﬁERiVLI AR G' T0 - ﬁercule" #nd. stag (Den;)‘:
3. HERAVLI AHGIVO_— ngcgles, Hydra, and club (Den.)
| EREEREN - ' R SRR o
-4;:HERGVLIﬂCRFm“ﬂSI - Hernules and Lremtn bull (Aur;j -
Se HEHCVLT'DEV%OYI“NSI - Herculesy 110n s skln, club (Den. \
N [ HERGVLI-FRVMANTINO —-Hercules, boar, and winejar - (Den.)
7.“HERCVLI;GADITANO - Herculss, 3. sold] rs (= Geryon).(Den;)". _
'8, HERCVLI IMMORTALI - ﬂercules, cluh, Jlnn s skin, Cerberus (Den“),f
9.EQERCVLT INVICTO e Hcrcmles, Amazon, glrdle, club, lion's qkln
o _ ~ (Den. and Anténin.)
'10. HERCVLI LIBVCO - Hercules and Antaeus. (Aur.) _
11. HERCVLI NEMARO - Hercules. and Nemaean Lion {hur. and Den. )
12. HERC[VLI] PiéAEo - Hercules, mattock, and water-jcr. (Den.)
13. HEROVLI ROMANO FVGVDTO - Herchles, Garden of the Hesperides, trre
_ .and threc nymphs or bow, club, and oulver.(Antonln.-qnd den, ) -
14. HYRCVII mHRACIO - Hercules and horses of Diomedes(Aur. and-den.)

Two items that need explaining - fivs 3tly, Webb has

" already suggested that "DEVSONIENSI" refers ‘to Deutz (Deuso); secondly,

"u»PVSANO". Deutz reall} is equlvalent to D1v1t1a, and HolderS0
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suggeéts two possibilities ;—
1, Deutz.
2. Duisburg. _ o
It is noteworthy that Caseiodorus relates that the 3axons were slaﬁghter—
-—ed in A.D.373 at Deuso "in regione Francorum'.

"Magusanus" is even more 1nterebtlrg, and once agcln Holder has
'ré releﬁant gectlonal, ‘where he notes that thu?e are. manv dedications to
this go&'ép Mumrills 5 for examnle, by a duollcarlus of the Als Tungrorum ',f
by equites singulares under Caracalla and T«‘1..1,gaba.lurs (referred to as
tcives Batgv1...s1nc Thrqcll'). These were plcxed_forces from Germania
Inferior (The Ala Phracum - o quofe a similar example - was chosen as
the imperial horscguards) S0 it becomes obvious that Hercules HMagusanus
is g Batavian deity. Webb is wrong in attributingthe title to. "Magusa",
:é town which does notex1st. We are reminded of the frequency with which
we meet fefercnées'to these local tribal gods and cult-centres in the
”Rhineland when we find ﬁumerbus dedications to the Katrss or Matronac in
. Germanig Inferior and the Aufanlaq in. Bonn. 0bv1ou51y Postnmus regardcd
the support .of - these. Batav1ans as 1mportant and Wanted elther to secure,

or retain it by the issue of this paricular reverse..

| ii) Victorinus.

-Victofiﬁus-did not lay such.emphasiq on the feligiqus aspeéct of
~his coinage._Thefigure of Hercules appears several times-bn the-reverses,
 but no legend is devoted to him excLuslvclya'In tead, Victorinus seems
to have been a devotee'of.the sun-god, Sol, for he.appeqr on several 001ns,
none of them with- a legend feferring to him. Ina an article in the
January,1964, edition of Seaby's "Coin and MHedal Bulletin" Lloyd H.
L?lng refers to the hromse coinage of Constantlne I bearing the portrait
of So0l, the sun-gof, quite often, and remlnds us that 5ol appears as

a coin-type in "the period in which Mithraism was most prevalent in the

Empire", from the third century till the reign of Julian theAposféte.

The two cults were very closely ussociated, and does this mean that

' Victopinus was a devotee of Mithras as well as of 5ol ? And that he’
‘ancouraged its épredd during his reign ? Laing gogs on 82.n Whey weve botﬁr-

cults of therarmy; evidence for this cag_ngjuthlejuuja]a _yhers_
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with the sxception of ﬁhe famous Walbrook Mithraeunm (whidh'was

mercantile) all the Mithraea excavated - Caernavon, Carrawburgh, =

Housesteads; and Rudchester —_are on mllltary sites, as are all -

the other suspected but unexcavated Mlthraea“. This cer$a1n1y

seems to fit in with the charaqter of Victorinus ds we know it.
© Other dcities ép honoured &are Diana, Mars, and Jupitef;
‘and the types are as follows:- .. : : _ .

2.Southerm mint.

"ADIVTRIX AVG(VSTI): o - Diana, bow and arrﬁw;'and
’ : ,. : | _ quiver. : _ _
COMES AVG(VSTI) " = 7 Helmeted and cuirassed figure
S , | _ . of Mars. f' :
VOTA AVGVSTI _ '+ = .. Diademed Sol and dl.demea

v . Lo -,“ L .. Diana with bow or aelmeted and
: f:» oL T nraped flgure of Romm and

o T .. 7T .. Disha with bow.

TOVI CONSERVATORI ~ ~~ - = ' Jupiter with. suppllant or

. S e  .u1th Victorinus, :
VIQVI'SéAWORI S _ ”::4_ ﬂJuplter and usual attributes
"MARS ViCTOR- B : L ‘;-Mar .spedr, and tronhy.-

3. Colognc.

S INVICTVS - . = . sols ..
ORIENS AVG(VSTI) .- = Sol.

-1i1) The Totrici. _
The c01nage of the Tetr*cl, Lathcr and ‘son, follows very
rmach the same nattern as does that of Vlctorlnus. One -type refers
1o Hercules, carrv1ng on the tradntlon set bv Poqtumus, -nd the

usual gods and. godd-sseq appear - and onn or two others such as

' . Apollo, Minerva, and Juno. mhe types are:-

1.Tetricus I.

© COMES Ave(vsTI) T - - Victory,ureath, and palm.’

IOVI CONSFRVATORT - =~ = Jupiter, thunderbolt,sceptre,
' S ' and small flgure of empcror.='
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TOVI VICTORI
VIRTVTI AVGVSTI

ABTERNIT(AS) AYG(VSTI)
COMIT(L) AVG(VSTI)
COWSFRVAT(OR) AVP(VST1)
INVICTYS

- IOVT STATORI

MARS VICTOR

| ORIENS AVG(C).

2 Irncgulﬂr mint.

'-APOLLIWI CO..(NSFR"ATOR ?).

1. Bet h.Tctmlcl.

IOVI VIf JTORI
4. Tctrlcus II;'

 COMES- AVG(G)

T CON(ES‘ I.P(ERATORIq) AVG

(vsTI)
quL(VLI) COMITL
TEVICTYS
IOVI VICTORI

[1vl§o |

MARS VIOTOR
CIVE . o6 (270)

ORIENS -4VG(VSTT)

trwoc

Wneve ave o “ain

rpd . legeando

Jupiter,Victory,'and SPAET,
Hercules,lion's skin,club,and
rock. _ '
Sol and whip.
llars, branch, and spear.
Sole |
50l and whip.

Jupiter,thunderbolt,and sceptre.

Mars,spear, and irophy.

S0l with whip ov -globe.
Centaur.

Jupiter,Victory,and -sceptre.

"Victo;y,wrgétﬁ,andtyalm;.

' ,Minbrva 1aurél—braﬁch and
_ _ ’ . y 210G

' uhlﬁldo "

Harcules in tenvle.

" Sol and whips
| FHRTPERIRURKRERZQRL? Jupi tex,

%hmndembol and s#eotre. .
), #né T -ﬂdcr.;r
Var '

hlnrrvr,altargpgtarf,and spaar.
. ' ' .

S0l with globe or whin.
in thr 111r cotvaﬂe, but

e Pre left with snveral unconneotcﬁ oddﬂﬁntﬂ whlnﬂ with greater

know]‘d#e of the rexgnr of Postamuq,_v1ctor1nu

anu “the L¢1r101-

-.”nlght nvovn to bc of sons Jderable 1nterest. 1 prouose Lo dra] wlth

'”hhepe brlef1".and 1n rouph chronologloal order Belows ©

f) Oddment

) “osbumuq.
1. Luqdunum.

s e i e 52 e e e ey

of the cbinagc{ :
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e finl uumerous legends referring to the personal quallules of.

the enperor = or Tather the aualluleq he lehed his su03e0+s to

belleve he uessesqeﬂ'- all of them conmoulj found no+ Only in the

Gallic Fmpire, but under the cmparors et Rome, too.’ They are: -

AFDVITAS AV(Q,

AETSRNITAS AVG.
FRLICITAS AVG.

FORTVNA AVG.

LAETITIA AVG. -
LIRERALITAS AVG.

FROVIDENTIA AVG.

.- A@GUlTﬂb w11h scales and cornu—

| —coplae. '

- Emperor and Herdules:br 3 busis.

- Felicitas,caduceus,and cornu-"
—coolae. _

- ., . Fortuna, rudder, and cornii—

—conlae. _

- Galley and rowerq.:

- Emperor leeralltas,tesseta,
cornucopiae,and 01t1zen..

- l Prov1dent1a,globe,and other .

dttrlbutes.

. Three other legends 1ndlcate Postumus' 1nt¢ré$ts in the

well—bclng of hlS emplrc

ANNOHA AVG.

'FELicITAs'PVBLICA

-SPEI PFRPFTVBT

Another w1ehes

oALVS AVCVSmI

T . Annona,corn-ears,cormicopiae,

o

. basket of corn on tripod.

- Eelicitas-caduceds,and cornu- .’
'—conlae.
- upes,flower,and globe.

that he w111 oontlnue Ain good health-—

- . aalus,rudder,altar,and serpent_;

Tﬂ or Aesculapius and staff.

Wblle two 0uherq refer to hlo arflval in Lubdunum and his

deﬁarture.
ADVENTVS AVG.

PROFECTIO AVGVSTI

Some bf thc'typeé

- Emperor riding and carrying a
 spear.’ '
- Emperor on horseback,Victory,

wreath,and trophy.

of Lugdunum are- repeated at Cologne, some

are omltted, and some new ones are- found

—**94-—7



CIARITAS AVG. - - - Sol,Luna,and crescent.

FELICTITAS AVG. : - - Victory,wreath;palm,Félicitag,.
o and olive-branch or emperor and.
. Hercules. _
-FORTVNA-AVG.;_ - '~ = .. Fortuna, ruddef and cornucopiae,
HILARITAS AVG. : . R _ H11ar1tus,2 chlldren,palm and
) . | ' " cornucopiae. |
INDVLG(ENTIA)'éIA POSTVMI =~ - : Emperor_on curule chair and =~
.AVGf ' P suppliant-(Does this refer to an

. . : amnesty ?)
PINTAS AVG. ' . - Pietas and 4 children or on own.
‘ ' ' ' (Does this indicate the size of

Postumus’ famiiy'? I doubt it).

' LIBERALITAS AVG. R - | Liberalitas,tesseré;and'cofhu—
- e o . ok . wcopiae, . o
" LIBE RTAS AVG. L .'f .;'" L“:gi leertas,nlleu%,and cornu-
. o ;, o T _'—coolae. : _
PROVIDEFTIA AVE.. . © (' = Providentiz)globe;and écéptre;

"SALVS (POSTVMI) AVG. ~© . - - Selus and serpent or Aesculaplus
| h e -and staff.

UBER(I)TAS. AVG.. - =~ '-; - _Fertllltas,nurse,and cornﬁcoplae.

' Although not an unusual type, thls last mlghu '

_'eXpress a wish that’ a succes or night be born to the emperor (pro-
l;—v1&ed_that'Postumuq IT is'a mythlcal flgure)

. L Two other types raferrlnguo the napolness of the times:-
FELICITAS TEMP(ORVM) '.'f - Galley,rowers,and standard.’
'SAECVLI" FELICITAS _ - Emperof.caryyihg spear and globe,

ii) VlCTOPlnud.

1. Cologne.

. There are few typc“ from this mlnt but they follow the nattern of
Po@tunus' c01nage '

TARR VITAS AVG.,_g S  . B - _ Aecultas,scalﬂs and cornucoplae.

' :PROVIDLNTIA AVG._!.’-'_' L= " Head of Medusa (an unusual portralt)
SALVS AVG. - o ot = . 8alus.and serpent..: L
SAELVLI_BLLICITAS_ . ”pff:;_'_f'_ . Abundantlg,mod;us,chlld,and rudder.
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TREMPOR (VM) FELIciT(AS) = Felicitas,branch,and sceptre.

2. Southern mint.

' Only one new type (Seourltms) appears here: -

 AEQVITAS AVG. S - Aequltis,scalrs,and cornﬁconlae._:J.
FELICITAS AVG. o _ - Felicitas, caluceus and cornucoplae;
FORTVNA AVG. - Por1una,r'dder,end double cornu-
' o _ o ~copiae.’ _ o _  h
INDVLCENTIA AVG. . o ‘ - L hmpcror,knéeliﬁg_woman!and cornu- -
' —copiae.- o
LAETITIA AVG. - ' Lact1t1a,wrea1h,and anchor
PIETAS AVG. o ' - } Pietas at altar.
PROVIDENTIA AVd, ) :-_ - Prov1dent1a baton,and cornucoplae.ﬁ
"SALVS AVG.. Ji'_ .. 3L_ = Salug and qcrpent. o
sﬁngITAéfAVGG.' s - Securltas and ‘short scentre.

2
Thls last isa doubtful 001n referred to by MowataJ'

and now lest. What s1~n1flcance'"Augg." had ve cannot tell. .

L VB “RTAS AVG. A - Ubertas,purse,;nd cornucoplae.:'
) 'A general type rcfnrrlng to peace:- ) ' . '”' '__.,
SAECVLI,PFLIuITAS R '. Emperor,carry:ng Javelln,and globe
' o o . - or Abundantla and rudder. ' “,nl
A rather. unusual m111tary tvpe, not matched by, Postumus or the -
. Tetrlcn'j* . . R o . L
' BBFENSOR ORBIS o ’f%ﬁ 1;5'” . o2n qoldlers and “three women.f
‘ . There remainé' legend recordlng Vlctorlnu arrlval at the nmnt,
buu'we possess no other mcntlonlnv hig leaving: 1t:f o o
" ADVENTVS AVG.' . 1 - N Emperor raising hand and holdlnp

spear.

iii) Tetriéi.' |
- There are the usual "char-cter—references" on uhe colnage
.of the Tetrici:- o ' S _
AEQVITAS A-VG(G)._"j ' - Aequi}as,scales,and'cdfnucopiae.
-ABVNDANTIA.AVGs . : T - “Abundantia, and cornuédpiae or

; L ' : - pontifical vase.;'- o
AETERNIT(AS) AVG. - ‘Sol holding whip or Aeternitas

' and phoenix on globe.
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CARITAS AVGG. Sk Caritas and altar.
" CONCORDIA AVG(G). . = 2 male figures (Tetrici ?) and
: ' Vlctory on globe or Concordlw,;l,“

patera,and cornucopiae.

FEGVNDITAS _ Co - . PFecunditas,? chlldren in arms,?
Lo L o T B ) at feet. o ' i
 PHLICITAS AVG. S R Fe11c1tas,o‘tera(or caducuus) and

cornhucopiae or Fe1101t¢s and. .

2 chlldren.w.

'FORTVNA AV&. o _.—T r1una,rudder and cornucoplae.

_ HILARITASlAVG(G). : - ‘ Hllarltas swreath,or palm, sceptre
B S ' } ‘(and 2 children).’ _
HLAETITEA AVG.(N[OSTRIJ) - Laetlula,wreath,and anchor or

. o ' B . baton or pont1f1ca1 1mp1ements.'

" LIBERALITAS AVG(G). - - .Liberalifas,tessera,or péim; and

- o | _ Iu . . 'cornuCSbiae{
';_:NOBILIﬁAS_AVGG." | - 'Nobllltas,globe and sceptre.

A new type referrlng to the probable arlstocratlc
‘birth of’ the. Tetrlcl. . . _
PIETAS AVG(G) C - Pietas or pontlflcal 1mp1ements._

' .PROVIDENTIA AVG(G). ceL e Prov1dent1a,baton and cornucoplae'.
: . or pnntlflcal 1mplements.
SALVS AVG(G) .. = - Victory or Salus.’
VBER(I)TAS VeSS . = - Ubertas and attributes.
Agaln there are’ referenceé to the character of the age: -
FELICITAS PVBLICA . = Fellcltas,column,and caduceus.
SAECVLI-FELfCITAS S . Rl Empcror and globe or. Pellcltas -

_ P . _ and c.duceus.
SPEI PERPETVAE : =~ - - Speés and flower.
) ' Several ofher_types refer to Tetricus xx IT as Caesar:-
PRINC(IPI) IVVENT(VTI) o - Emperor and sceptre or Caesar
SR ' ' ‘and ens1°ns or with spear and globhe.i
Two other types, unknown to Pogtumus and Vlctorlnus,

apnear, one of whlch refere to Tetricus I as the patron of the emplre

~ the idea of a 01v1llan rathpr than of a soldier:-—
- TVTELA : : - ' Tutela,patera,and sneet.
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© VOTA PVBLICA - - Altar.,

There ig also a rexerence to Tetrlcus' arrlval somowhere, tho_
exect locatlon of which’ 1s not- known, but uhlch might ‘have been the
souphern mint of Victorinus since it }s likely that Tgtrluus 1ssue¢
- his coins from there:- | _. '  . . _

.ADVENTVS AVG. ',._'”',u - Empcror rldlné,ralalng hand uﬂd
Lo . _ ' ' holdlng sceptre.
Wg.also hive some comﬁemmorative antoniniani of an.:

irregular nature, which bear the usual "CONSﬁCRATIO" legend and show

an eagle, altar, or a woman, altar, patera, and spear or baton or’

cornucopiae.

g) Summary. _

Planllj, a word on the 001nage. All the emperorv paid. atten+1on
to the productlon of thelr coinage, 1; Ve are. to Jung by the legend
o;—;;th Hercules and club(Postumus). Certalnly Poqtumus must have
concerned hlmself with it to-a great extent conqldnrlnp-the greal.
variety of hls legends - and types ; and Vlcuorlnus, too, althoush: hls

shorter reign’ mocni tha1 he had less opportunlty to.do so. Tetrlcus as
Jwell 1n+roduceé some new typeo and 1egendq s but it is qulte notlcenble
evenfrom the limit. a numbnr of coins in my ot collectlon uhah there 1s
a marked é@terloraulon 1n the moneyers' work a;ter the death of 1ost—
.—umus. Tetrlcus' 001ns are .on thc whole shodally executeu, ‘the portnnlts
and flgureo are rough and 1nart1qt10 as compared with those of ‘his .
predecessors, and the 1ettqr1n@ is weak. Undoubtedly this. confirms the
géneral dﬂcliﬁe-in Zhe virility and strenﬂth of thm emnlrb that resulted
in (and probhbly caused) its downfall in A.D.273.

Reflections.

a) The situation in the third century.

Dld the Galllc hmplre, ‘sven in
its oEOLt 11fo of uhrrtcen years, have any lagting offect and serve

any useful purpos?_ for the emp;re'as 2 whole ? And, perbaps nore
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important than these two questions, did it serve any purpose while it

was in existence ? I will try and answer the last'question first. When
Postumus took the oppoftunity'offered him by Gallienus’ absence from

Gaul £o raise the flag of revolt, I consider that he was doing the empiré
a great gervice. It was. obvious from the events of Gallienus' reign tﬁat ‘
the enperovr could.not'copq with ke swelling 'tide of barbarians thiit was
threatening and often ovérrunning'his'fronﬁiérs on the one hand, and on '
the other the numerous revolts thet occurred in the various parts-of the
euapire, wnlch mainly #rosc to combat those selfeame barbarlans and to
estab11q1 8 v1<1ble focus for The loyalty of thn troops concerned. Gall-
- -ienus in my opinion was a much betuwr emperor and gnner;l than the
vjtunnrative snd’ suner-crlulcal analyqls of his relgn by "Trebrlllus
Polllo" Ln the ‘Hlsuorla Augu%t ,*ould .1low. Trebellius had an axe

to grlnd agal ﬂt Galllanuq.

.

' ) But- bhl$ strays a llttlc fron mv polnt Galllcnus was the

. v1ctJm ot clrcunatancoq beyond His control, and he cou]u not have bnen

ex Pﬁ?tnu fo n”p~'ct the pressures he would have: to endure, Hc d scrv ed. to

oe oongratulwtod on ghe Jears thﬁt he surV1vnd on the throne, PostunuG,“
howcver, nrovcﬁ to be 160 nuoh for hiq. de.h¢d huﬁ exnevlﬁﬂc@ on the' .
_Gernan fvonuler dgalnst the bavbnrlanq trv1ug to nush on. to the rlcher
laﬁds of the ﬂouuh. f the story of q1s app01ntment ;s thc comﬂandor of
the Rhlne frontlﬁr Dresnnted by T“cbellluq 1q accurdte - and later rventq
__urnd-to con® irm 1r - he’ had obv1ous1v ;rov«d uuc¢03°9u1 i nrev1ouq
campalpns. Gertalnly ¢ur1ng his relrn we hear of:no'serlqus bharharian
.nroaﬂs 1nto uhe Gallic prov1nqes, on ‘the éohtrary} hig céins'accihim.'
h1m as "ﬂermanicus Navimus!, which suiely indicates hore ~t leadt thot

he wgn ncccqsful, rven if on arny occpsions the émpefors at Rome night

have ugﬁd fueh +1*1-~ for nran=randg and aothir > lrey Poztums and hin

Tng1?

S sfe OPE preserval +1n-ﬁncu“1tv inf. hroSp?ﬁit* 0f the §1234a Tardr: =t
rotiage Whﬂﬂfifli# éd becn left to the control of Gallicnue, it would hsve
E hecone the victif of anmSIOH, D1undﬂr, and plllage. Fot Oﬁlv id. Pqﬂbu.u“
eng Vietorinue nointain the extornsl security of their omnlra- theJ Rl“ﬂ
"pro woted. ite int?rnal weli—bain&a e hav«’sccn end dis cussed numarous

refarences to tred« #nd cowicrce on the coinagey nnd it 1n.alsq clear
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from the amount of building renairs doué'undcr the threc emperors that _
the Gallic provinces enjoyel a pezce from 260 to 273 thet they had not hed
for many yeors bcforél The most tangible'proqf of this it the coinage of
Postume snd Vietorinus, which in nuality is far superior'fo the ccntemp—
~oreacous . igsues of Gallienus, |

b) The army and the throne.

One of the greateét defoets of the Roman iuperizl systen
was thst it ultimately relied upon the ‘empevor's control of +the army.
ftugnetus had secured himself on the tarone after the drfect end ﬂéath of
Antony lirgely betause hp was the adoptive son and helr of Juliyn “a;Gaf,
er@ #s sue™ had an imacnse appeal to the 1eﬂwons. ks years went by, it '
1brcaﬂe obvious th«t thm arnw had a dominant rolc in the maklng :nd bresking.
" of emperors. And this is no wmore tr ue thrm in the thlﬂ nﬂnuurv A.D, Tt
continued fo be true of the Gallic Empire, whlch erose bv the s vord, and
Ulthuttly died oy the thrrat of the sword. ler the - domw of 1ts éay, tho
Gellic Empire wsg & naked mllltary autncracy,.l’_ostumuu had been a general,
Victorinus & sernior officer in'thc'Galliﬂ“drﬁ};Trnﬂ'hOWhveerﬁéh:thé&-
rnigh* tenper their ruln with Juqulor nnd fair crnvrm-rnen’r., their nlrst
call wh:n danpnv thrnatnned was to the army. And the Dopu1at10n of the
Gallic ﬂrov1nce= evpectnd thlu. Nhen Tetricus was on the'throne,'he o

2iled tn e-teblish suf“icient vaoport wlth the 1eg10ns.'mhat ‘must hove

:hOLﬂ the cause of the numerous rnvolt in hls relgn- and Whit more com~ -
-vincing nroof of it. do we need than his extrene rdadiness;to-abaﬂdon his
'tfobps.when'faced with Aﬁrslian ?'To whom else could hé turn - the
bureéucracy~? the rich vrov1n01al noblllty ? the 1mnover13hed peasant,

who was only. too ﬂlad to see #n end to eivil war and. thw victory of qoﬁe
étrong military éommander-so qs to ensure comparative peace for a few
years and thﬁs allow hin breathing space to cultivate his crops for =&
"while without ﬁeinv troubled by maraudlng soldiers or barhariané ¢'Gr5nted
thst there seems fo be cv1dcnce of the exlstence of @ 'Galiic Sensate, but
it is so meagreaand scanty that We can only agsume. it to have been a mere
cipher,.én.imperiii rubber st-mp. Rome had grown accustomed to successful

genefals reaching for the purple and she expected - and got —~ no"alter—

-native. S0 we can .say thet politically ﬁhc Gu1110 Fmpire offered nothing
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-.f makc to the hlstory of bhe nontlnent

' ncw.

5gc) mhe contrlbutlon of the Gallic Dmnlrs.

But thl% is not to say that the melrc madc no contrlo— -

1t10n to the historical doleonncnb of the main empmre or even of | urppe;M

‘I thlnk it mads two, both of them olosely associated Nlth each other

in the long run. F;;st of 'all, the idea of one nart of the empire breaklng-
aﬁav From the'rest and leoking after its own security and pr0°pcr1ty
W.s novel and was later to be develoncn to its 10910a1 conclusion by
Diocletian in his division of the enpire into prefectures or, to use '

a modern term,"reglonal sreas of governmenh” Postumus' action was dlct—

-ated to hlm by clrcums»ances as well RS by per sonal ambltlon, Dia-

: —cletlan. by nollcy and the intention of sharing much of the burden

of th« responslblltyy for governmont with' otners. Secondly, Postumus |

.had ~ncouraged - uﬂd most of all through 415 c01nane - thu 1dea of

nat:onhooé, perhaus even of nutlonﬂllsm, durlno his reign. A&s uhey

-:hundleo the ‘coins besring: bhe'nortr 1ts of thenr popular demlﬂﬁod,

5Hercu1‘s, Postumus"subaects would more readily 1dent1fy th-mselves w1th

the Galllc Emplre than w1th ‘the more remote Rome, This 1dea dld not- have

"much opporbunlty to germlnatc, but at least the. seed had been planted,.
: ,and e can see in thls ¢nd the later Lystem of. Dloc]etldn the DPgln— '

" -nings ¢f Ruropean nat10na11°m, of largw natlonol un1t° w1th one common

horltage, but with their own parficular nnd pecullnr contrlbutlons to-

84
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* APPENDIXK I - DATF _OF THE TAKEOVER OF THE GALLic'EMPIRE'gg AURKLIAN.

1

Although it is generally accepted that the battle of the Cata-

~launian Fieldslﬁook place in A.D.273, I think it advisable that I
should produce evidence of the takeové: of the Gallic Empiré by
-_'Aurélianfés supplied by the inscriptions of th'rébellious brovinces.

1. 1r1t.1n. . : '

There are only tﬁo'inécviptioné'from this provincé_; the
first from ﬂittﬁrnq near Séuthamptonl,‘thb second & miiesténe from
‘Staneg-te near Fell Fnd, just east of Garvoranz. Of vital importance
to'this'section, however, is an insnription'fpund;on-a column at-
Serdioa(Sofia), which, when ezpén&ud, woﬁld give Aﬁréliaﬁ;thgltitle
of "Brit#nﬁicusnﬁaximus"3) not previously known except from a-

yfue. Unfortun tely né'éétn iﬂ*nfovided; The style of the inscrip-
—tlon supgeqta hat the . tltle is offlelal ' '

2.Lugﬁunpnsis. s

- Prom Treteau on thc Lvon-ﬂl raont. road comrq a mll;—:
—étone found in 1654 und dauvfblr to A. D ?7%* hear Orleens a
column was found in 1843 whlch ds .lso udtcable Lo the ‘same yearq
A milestone found in 1741 neer leen oen be d.tod between 274 and 97R(. _
7 qhoulé c1lso be ﬁatrd to 275, B

for.it appears that in: tqat year Aurellar tOOK his srventh "tﬂlbnnlcla

Whllc anothcr 1nqcr1ptlon ‘from Orleans

-’ﬁote taﬂ" if we can relv on his coins .-
b y ! :

3. Narbonensis.

. " We poss several 1n='c'rn,1onc fno~ this province
dodlcatrd to Aurelicn, frOJ both sid. s of the thone, which seran to
hzve acted. me the border between the Gallic an’ Roqan ¥mpires Tor
é while during thb_réign of Tutricus; and on scveral of these
Aurélinn.ie'referred to s thc caperor who recaptured the lost
rrovinces of the enpire. Thay nome from Alba Helvornn (Aps)9-Aﬁfelianis
svcond congulshin wre in A;D:Z?A, end the inrcription recorde that
he not only "restor:d the Gauls", but showed clemency torerds thw

n1caders" (PRI neipihua]) of the breskeway rapire, which confirae
+the oviéence of his treatmont of the Totrici in our literary . 104-—-
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gsources} & column found in 1823 at Foroiuli(Prejus) - once egain
we see i refernce to Aurelian's restorstion of the empire, but the

Jdate o'r the inscripition ic uncertain. He was "trib.pot.IIII"in

273 and "cos.III" in 2753 but it i= ohviows from *he wvidence of

mnostv o Aurell.n‘ﬂ dated insd“ibtioiﬂ et tle stoneu-¢dns who cut
the.a qftcﬂ :nﬂr min tg&e" nﬁout ke 'dates. ??on T Tzin 4. bhave -
mileetone whoss dat. ie not.givenll; uurnr1 ingly no refercnce is

~ade %o ;nvr]lﬂn'u‘paciF:ﬂﬂfinL af the v pive. Tonld this inscvip—

-%ion have bheen sat uy hhen in L.D.”'Q n%en T*tricuﬂ‘w1é as yet

' ' . 12
unoongquered ? There ig a wilestone found in 1879 neer Vilentia ©,
whicl conteins #nother prabable reference to Aurelisn's con"ucst

of TMetricus' smpire. Th¢-"R1PSTITVIT” towards the end of the 1nqcr10—

- =tion might possibly - imply thet Aurel:wn renalrcﬁ bu1ldlngs whlch

-

had been d- mamed in +he canpaigns sgainet the u.lllc wmulre. Cthnr

13 14,

1nscr1r+1ons come Fr o1 Montrllﬂar 3 ﬁrraq 3 &nd —notner Erom _
:Alha Uelvorum(Aps) ),whlﬂn iy wvery 11ke LT WL XI] 2673 rom the sanc
ﬁnlqcs. The editor of CIL XII suggests tnﬂt twc Tipel lin .may_have '

read WMILIA" ‘2 nd .not "G ALLIA" 'ou+ the 1nscr10t10n ke now iost

¢ e e e e N )

and theref nre we cannot ome: bo # de11n1fﬁ ﬂonclualon.ubout this.

, Two Ln<crlptionﬁ remaln. The lTTEt ofl he e was found
af leentia wifh L£.I.L.XII, 5“53 s alfhough 1t Haw o*en ﬂuggeste ih
CIL tarf it hdd no connoctlon w1Th Aurelian. The seconu is a:column’
found - t Viennd in 1856 » To judge from the tltlc this could be

K rsferencc to Aurelian (or perhaps to ProbuQ) On 1nncr1p110ns-
Aurul:an 8 "trlbunlcna ootesta ITI" and "cos,I I" sre often fopnd'

tog¢thcr.l

4 .Gerinaiia Superior.

Mhere is o wilestone found at Selzipg in exist-

—ence, which,. though undated, furnished evidenca of Aurcli n's

8]

146 y
takﬂovor of this province H I+ must he noted hore that a serious

1?{1‘;]1’1»

OmquLﬂn «t thlﬂ point 1s/any lnscrlntlon/¥o tekeover of Germahia

Infcrlor.
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5.Alpes Meritimae.

Phare is no evidence thr % this srea cver formed

part oE the GB]]lP an1rﬁ, bt we Vnaw tqnt if it ﬂld, it wus

Ia)

'Iorvtalnlv taken over by Auvellan from cn ing crlptlon from Brian-

14
-connet 4

" 6¢ TaPraconensis.

This province, like Bietica, was reconquered by

ClaudiusJIT, and it appears fron the following_inscriptibﬁs thet it
°téy~d under the awgi$ of Rome from that point onwards - a marble
column from Ssg ftumeot this was no doubL set up after the emperor'’ 8
_dcath 1n D 275, from Barcino and 51nce 1osf 15 daspite there .
belna omc argumcnt about .thc r-adlng of line elcht, as it stanus,
the 1nqor10+1on is dateable to A.D. r7), the year of. the emperor's

* third. cnnqulehlp, but hls thlrd "trlb pot.ﬂ waq in 273. Once ggaln
- -there apncarq to be an error on the part of the )tonwm-son.
7; Baetica.-

’
~

22 .
& column from Corduba  and anothrr from _the same place,

- found "in 1673 and sincc-lostz‘ BOth of. thes e are unﬁateﬂ

'8 Afrlca.

_ Probably the most 1nformat1vc 1nscr1pt10n we nosqess

' that id dndlcatnd to Aurel1an comes not from any of the Ca]llo

nrov1nces, bu1 from neay Henschir, Tuqnhln clo se to Mimgad in Afrlna.

" Trom the date, whlch appears to be dccura1a for once, ‘this was set

un in A.D. 274, anﬂ nu1+e conceivably could have been erected to_
tcelebratn the emperor's trlumph in that year. This .nd the fact

-that Aurelian. 1q called "Reqtltutor Orhis" dovetail perfectly w1+h

' our lltenary seurces, which qtqte that he held the triumph after

. 2
"_hlq conquest not onlr of Palmyra, but als o of Wetrlcus.
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References for Appendix T.

1. Insc.no.26.
?. Vd.Archaeologia Aelian#,4,X,102-104(¥.Birley). The inscription
reads as follows:-

[1MP CAES]
(1] powI[TI]
[0] avreL[1]

ANO TR

AVG
3. Insc.no.l6,
4. n 62.
5 - " e
6. " 80.
Te " 107.
8. Vd.Pckhdl,7,485,48%,481.
9, Insc.no.40.
lo, v 41,
11. " 43.
12. " 44.
13. " 45.
14. n 46.
15, 45,
16, a7.
17 " 42.
.18, " 89.
19. " 37.
20, v 6..
21, " 10.
22, v 3.
23, 11.
24. " 33.
25.

N R EE e
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1.

2.

3.

4.

- 10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

CIL II,1672.Tucci,Baetica. .

Imp.Caes. M.Aurelio/Clﬁudio.Pio.Fel./Inviét.Aug.P.M./trib.potest/
III.60s./res.pu[b].Tucéit./d.q. _ '

CIL II,2008. ) :

Contains references to "P.Septimius -Aper" and "M,Sedatius C.f.
Severianus Iulius Rufinus",consuls of an uncertain year.

CIL II,2201.Gorduba,Baetica. '
Imp.Caes./Luc.Domitio./Aureliano.Pio./Fol,.Invicto/Aug.res.pub./

Astig.devota/numini.maies/tatiq.eius.

CIL II,3619.St.Tecla,region of Pisana,Tarraconensis.
Imp.Caes./M.Aur.Clau/dio.Pio.Fel.In/victo.Aug. Pont./max. trib.pot./
cos.II.p.p.procos./d.d.

0IL 1II1,3737.Valentia,Tarraconensis.
Imp.Caes.M.Aur./Claudio.Pio/felici.inbict./aug.pont.max./trib.pot.
cons./pwp.proc.xlentini/veter.ani.et/vete.res.

CIL 1I,3832.Saguntum,Tarraconensis.

Deo/Aureli/ano.

CIL II,3833.S5aguntum,Tarraconensis.
Claudio;invicto/pio.felici.imp./cos.pon%.max./trib.pot.p.p.procos.
CIL II,3834.Saguntum,Tarraconensis,
Claundio.in/victo.pio.fel./pont.max./trib.pot.I111/cos.II.procos.
CIL II,4505.Barcino,Tarraconensis.
Imp.Caes.i.Aur./Claudio.pio./fel.aug.pontif./max, trib.pot./cos.
II.procos./p.p.maximog./principi.nost./ordo.Barc./devotus.numini/
maiestatiq./eius. _ '

CIL II,4506.Barcino,Tarraconansis. ,
Imp.Caes./L.Domitio.Au/reliano.pio.fe/invicto.aug./arabico.max./
gothico.max./carpico.max./trib.p.I1I.cos.11I/proc.I1II.princi/
pi.n.ordo.Barc./nunini.maiestatiq.eius/[semper devotissimus].
CIL II,4732.Corduba,Bastica. ' .
Imp.Caes,/L.Domitius/Aurelian/pius.fel/invictus/p.m.tr.pe/eeve..
CIL II,4879.Tricium,Tarraconensis. o '
Imp.C.A./Marco/Claudio/pont.m./trib.po/II.p.r.oc.

0IL I1,4919.Quintinilla,Rarraconensis. _
[Im]lp.Ca[es.]/[M.]Cassi[anio]/[Lat]inio.Pos]/[tulmo.fp. .4/
[in]vi[cto.aug. )/[gerIm.[max.]/[p.m. tr Ji[b.pot.]/[cos. JIII[p.p.
proc. ]

CIL IT,4943.CGuadix(Acci),Tarraconensis, :
Imp.Caes.MM.Cassiani/us.Latinius.POS/tumus.pius.fel./invic[tu]s.
aug./ger.max./pont.max./trib.pot./cos.III.p.p./procos.resftituit.

CIL II,5736.Conventus Asturum,Tarraconensis.
cevecesseest/Poscassessosusm/anibussc[o]pcialo]/nnaca ummaiaii/
ca iilionigaii.iix/giintii piinioru/anno.xv/patiir.filiaiio/,

possuit/do.no.pos/IIII.iit.Vict.c[o]s.

The expansion of this in CIL is as follows:~

[monument Jum/p{ositum)[dibJus M/anibusee./vecee vesaes conees/

Callionicae ex/gente Penioru(m)/anno(rum)XV/pater filiae
o[pt(imae)?]/possuit/do(mi)no Pos(tumo)/IIII et Vic(torino)
co(n)s(ulibus). '

Guerra's reading (alsg guoted in_C is - '

Emonumenfﬁum p(osgtum)[%is gmni%]ugL&/izibus Scopeia 0/
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nnaca Ummaise/Caelionigae ex/gente Penioru(m),/anno(rum)xv,/pater
filiae q(ar1531mae)/oossu1t/do(mlno)n(ostro) Pos(tumo)/IIII et
Viet(erino) co(n)s(ulibus).
16.CIL III,12333.50fia = Serdica.
d.n./imp.caes./[Domitio Aur]eliano pio felic/[incompa]
rabili ac 1nv1/[cto semp Jer augusto pon/[tifici maxim]o
germ maxi/[mo brit]tan maximo/[gothilco sarmat.ma/[ximo
repaJratori- con/[ servatorilpatriae proc/[uratay libelrata
re public,
17.CIL VII,287.lancaster,Britain,
.......//////.......ballneum refect./[et blasilicam vetustate
conlabsam/a solo restitut[alm eqq.alae Sebussia/[nae]
sub Octavio Sabino v.c./praeside n.,curante Fla.Ammausio
praef.eqq.D.d.XI Kal.Septem./Censore II et Lepido II cos.
18.CIL VII,802.Milecastle 52,Hedrisn's Wall,Britain.
Deo/Cocldlo/mlllLeq/leg.xx V.V, /v....qlm/Anr.eu Ruf.c[o]s.
19.CIL VII,806.Netherby,Britain,
1 o.m./coh. AelJa/Dacorum/qub breeqt/Ammonluq/Vlctorlnus/
. trib.
20.CIL VII, 807.Nawortn,Br1ta1n.
I. 0ee/eeneee/aseneeefaraness/s0.../cui pras/est Ammo/
Victorinus/trib.
21.¢IL VII,B820.Birdoswald,Britain.
I.o.m./coh.TI. Ae.Dac./Postuml/////G P.Marc./Gallicus/trib.
22.CIL VII,822.Birdoswald,Britain.
I.,0.m./¢oh.T. Ael. /Dacoru//, Postum//f/ana c.p./Prbb.ﬁu/
gendus/trib.
23.CIL VII,823.Birdoswald,Britain.
I.0.m./coh.TI. Ael. Dac./Tetricianoro/m c.p. Pomlo/us Desig/
natus...../tridb.
24.C1L VII,1150.Bitterne near Southampton,Bridain. :
Thls is the reading of E.Blrley(FE IX,1249):-
1pmcex/suv1o/Tetrlc/usp f.aug.
25.CIL VII,1151.Bitterne near Southampton,Britain.
Imp.C.C./Po Esuio/Tetrico/p.f.ag.
26.CIL VII,1152.Bitterne near Southampton,Bridain.
Imp.Caes.Lu/cio.Domi/tio [Aure]liano.

27.CIL VIT,1160.Pyle near Neath,Britain.

Tmp/M.C.Pia/vonio/Victor/ino aug.
28.CIL"VII,1161.Brecon,Britain.
Imp &o./n. Mar./CaSs1¢/n10 Lttlnln/Postumo/plo fel.aug.
29.CIL VIII,A73.Sitifensis,Mauretania.
Divo Caesari P.Cornelio Licinio Vakeriano nepoti/Imp.Caes.
P.Licini Valerisni aug.:filio Imp.Caes.P.Licini Gallieni
: aug.;fratri P.Corneli Licini Salonini nobilissimi caes.aug.
30.CIL VIII, ?482 Gemellae,Numidia.
Vlc.aug./nro.sal d.d.nn./Valeriani et Gall./ieni [aupn.
vexiJllat.mill/[iaria leg.III.aug.rclstitu/tae.e.Ract.Geme/:
11. regresa1.d1e§XI Kal.Nove.Volusi/ano.IT.t.et.Maximo
cos.votum so]ve;/ner.M .Fl.Valente/+.leg.ss.L. Volumius/

Cresces.op.pri./M.Aurel.Licinius.[o]p/C.Geminius.Victor.
[o]p/esculp.et.8.Donatus.
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31.CIL

32.CIL

33.CIL

34.CIL

(WS
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37.CIL
38.CIL

39.CIL

40.CIL

41.CIL

42.CIL

43,CIL

44.CIL

VIII,2634.Lambaesis,Numidia.

Deo/Marti Militiae/Potonti statuam/in honorem leg./III
aug.Valcrianae/Gallienae Valerianae/Sattonius Iu/cundus DP.,
qui/primus leg.reno/vata aput agquilam vitem posu/it.votum
dedit./dedicante Veturio Vetu/riano v.c.leg./auggg.pr.pr.

VIII,8473.

Refers to BDaloninus as "nob.Cees.fratri Voleriani II".

VILI,10217.Near Henschir Tuschin ncar Timeed. ]
Prrpetus victori/osissime indvl/gentiseins imp./restitutori
or/bis.L.Domitio/ﬂureliano pin/felici aug.pont/max.trib.pot.

) V/cos,II.p.p.prooos/ras p.Col.Tha/mug....../VIiII.

¥¥¥¥x IX,5693.Cingula. :
Confirms that Saloninus was Caesar after Valerian's Il's
death. '

XI,26la.Ravenna,Italy.

Cassianuus.

XI,B826.lutina,Italy. .
Imp.Caes.P.Licinius/Valerianus.pius.fel.aug.pon./max.gcrm.
max.trib.pot.VII.cos.IIII/p.pqpro.cos.et.Imp.Caes.P;
Licinius/Gallienus°germ.pius.fcl.aug.pont.max.trib./
pot.VII.cbs.III.p.p.procos.et.P.Cornelius.Saloninus/ .

“Veleriasnus.nobiliss.caes.plon]t.secul.vi.ignis.consumpt.
indulg./sua.restitui.curaverunt. '

XI1,58.Brig....= Briancohnet,ilpes Maritimae.
Imp.Caes./L.Domitio/Aurclisno/p.f.invic{t]/aug.p.n./ord.
Brig. .

XII,1551.Vif,Harbonensis. )
Ignibus/aeternis.Iul/Placidimnus/v.c.pracf.prae/tori/ex
voto.posuit. o '

XII,2228.CGratianopolis = Grenoble,Narbonensis,
Imp.Caesar/M.Aur.Claudio/pio.felici.invicto/aug. gernanico/
naX.p.m.trib.potes/tatis.II.cos.patri.pa/triac.proc.vexil/
lationes.adque/equites.itemque/praepositi.et.duce/Nar.,
protect.ten/dentes.in.Narb/prov.sub.curs.Iul/Placidiani.
v.p.prae/fect.vigil.dovoti/numini.maiesta/tiq.eius.

XI1,2673.Aps = Alba Helvorum,Narbonensis.

This is the probable reading of the inscription:-

(Imp.Caes. ]/L.Dom[itio]/Aurecliano/p.f.aug.p.m./germ.max./

goth.[max. Jfaxzxn[ parth.max.]/[tr.pot.V(2)]/[»« Jp.cos.IT.

{procos.?]/[inld[u]l[g.] invictis[s]/pri[nc. Jrestit[ut]/
- gallia[rum].

X1I,5456.Foroiuli = FrejusjNarbonensis..

Restitutor orbis/Imp.Caes./L.D.Aureliano/pio fel.invicto/
aug.pont./max.germ.max./got.max.part.max./trib.p. II11.cos.
I111/p.p.p.cos./V. ' :

XIT,5511.Vienna,Narbonensis.
[Malx.got[hico.max]/trib.pot.III.cos.II/p.p.

XII,5548.Tain. - -

'Imp.Caes./Luc.Dom./Aurcliano/p.fel.inv./aug./pont.max./
germ.max./gutico.max. car.max./pro.v.inp./III}cos./p.p.
XXXVIIII. . :

XI1,5549.Valentia.

Imp.CaeSar.L.DOmit[ius]/Aurelianu[s]p.[f.]in[vi]g[tusj/

R | Y -



[aulg.p.m.ger[manic.max. J/[go]thic. ma[x.oarplc max. ]/[par]
thic.ma[x.trib.pot.cos.] /// «D.proco[s.restitutor et}
[pacat]or. 0rbl}jl////////[r]cstltult/////////m1113 [p?ssuum]/ -
ITi. '

45.C1L XIT,5553.Montelimar. .
Imp Caes. /L..Don1tlb/Aurel1ano/pf1.ugnm/vs.
46.CIL XII,5561.Arras.

. Pacat.orifet rl.s.tlto/rl orbis/Imp.Caes.ri/L.Domi.tio/
Aurei.i.ano/p.fel f. nvito/aug.cer/max.cot. hmax/car.p.max1/
per.s.max pont/[max//////].

47.CIL XIT,5568a.Valentia.

, Where are two readings for this inscription.They are as
117715t/ //3//af e/ /o0 111/(a]

1./1 pf///1///efva////cos 111/[a]lbimp.WIIII.
2.//[//ve/eos.///[//mp//=11L.

48 CIL XII/;?}>77?77 = Al;a/ﬁelvorum Nar}onens1s.
L.Dom Aureliano/p.f.au .p.m. germ.max

T s /1) /7

imp.cos.II/ddal 1nv1cth/pr1//rest1t// Gallia//
The possible expansion of this inscription as suggested by
the editor of CIL XII is as follows :-
Imp.Caes. |L. Dom[ltlus]Aurellan[us] p(ius) f(el]x) Aug.
(ustus) p(ontifex) m(aximus) germ(anicus) max(imus) @oth
(icus) [max(imus) carp(icus) max(inus) parth(icus) max{imus)]
tr(ibunicia) pot(estate) [....p(ater)] p(atriae) cos.II
[procos.?][inJd[u]i[g(entissimus)] 1nvnot1=[sglnus)J pri
[ne(eps)] restitfuit]. [m1]11a....

49.CIL XIII,395.Tarbed,Aquitania.

. D J mfa.V.V. San/ctl c.v.Q../prov1nc./Baef10 tu/tor.c.p Tul./

$ancti.fili/eius.p.c.
The expansion of this 1nscr1nt10n is as followss:-—
D(is) M(anibus) C.V(alerii) V(alerlanl) Sancti c(larissimi)
v(iri),q(usestoris) provinc(iae) Baetfic(ae); tutor(es)
c(larissimi) p(ueri) Iu1(11?\ Sancti £ili eius p(onendum)

: ¢ (uraverunt).

50.CIL XIII,633.Burdigala = Bordeaux,Aqultanla.

C Fromt. .

/ot memor/ﬂon1t1ae/c1v1s Tre/ver.df an/XX.Leo: cnn/lugl.-
ka rlss/ooqult/x.

Hic iacet/exanimen/corpus Do/mltlae 01V/Trcvnrae/def VK
Febr/Postumo/cos.

51.CIL XIII,3163.Viducasses « Vleux,Lugdunensls.
Deo. Marti/C.Victorins/Felix.pro.se.et/nnio.filio.suo/et.
maternae.Vlc/torls.oonlugls/mace v.s.l. melale/et Basso

. cos.idib/Martis.

52.CIL XIII,3679.Trier,Gallia Belglca.
M.Pivonius. Vlcto/rlnus.trlbunus.p/reuo[rla]norum/ Jeisenes
cesestituit.

"53.CIL XIII, 4166 Neumagen. - :
Only important for 111ustra11ng the omission of 'N' in
. "DEFVCTOM,
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54.CIL

55.CIL
56.C1L

57.CIL

58.C1L

59.CIL
60.CIL

61.CIL
62.C1IL

 63.0IL

64.CIL

65.C1L

T 66.CIL

67.CIL
68.CIL
6$9.CIL

70.0IL

71.CIL

X111,5203.VindonissajGermania Superior. .
(Pius]felix.[augulstus/[et nobilissimus] Caesar.murum/
[(Vindonissensem? manulmilitari.restituepr]/[praels pro.
g.s.qui con/[didit?] . iter.coss.

XIII,5868.Andenatitunnum & Nantes,Germania Superior.

Dis Mandibus/L.Victorini.Victoria/piissima.Victorini/uxor//
rin//vato/e////v////frumen.

XIII,6384.Kbngen.

Only important for illustrating the omission of 'N' in
"SACTE VISVCIE".

XI11,6779.Mogontiscum = Mainz,Germania Superior.
wlulannensis pro sal[ul/te sua suorumgue om/nium aram
dedicatam/[pJosuit Censore ite/{rum]et Lepido iteru[m]/
[colnsulibus.

XII11,6780.Mainz.

[L]eg.xx.pro.sal/canabelx v[o]/to pos ifcan.../tian.../
one.VI.kal/[Vale]riano III.et G[allieno II]/[cos].
Domaszewski's interpretation of this inscription is:-
leg(ionis)XX pro s[al(ute)] canabe(nsium) ex v[o]to pos
(uerunr) [rev(ersi)? ad] can[abas....] tian[as ab expedit]
ione,etc. ' -

XIII,8879.Near Vellaunodunum,Lugdunensis.
M.Cassiano/Lat.Postumo/p.f.auk.c.Vell./m.p.VIII.

XIII,8882eAuvergne/Gavaudan,Aquitania/Lugdunensis border.
Imp.Caesm/M.Cas.Lay./Postumo/p.f.aug.cos./m.p.Gaball.V.

XI1I,8883.River Treboulin,Lugdunensis. '
Imp.C.M.Cassi/anio.Latinio.Po/stumo.invicto/p.f.augt.pom.
ma/ximo.t.p.p.p.cos. IIII/civit.Gab.. :

XIII,8904.Treteau on the Lyon-Clermont road.
Imp.Ciisari.L.Du/miitio.Avriiliam//o.m.giirmanico/trib
vniciii.p.v.co/ss.III.p.p.ci.Ar.LXXXVI.

XIII,8925.9t.Leger-Magnazeix near Limoges = Augustoritum,.

' Aguitania. ' o
Imp.Caes.////Pio.Bsuv/////TPetrico.pio////avg.c.L.LX/////
i .

XII1I,8927.Rauranum = Rom,Aquitania.
Imp.Caes.C.Pio/Esuvio.Tetrico/pio.felici.invicto/aug.p.m.
tp pp cos/procos/cPL.XVI/fx L.XX. '

XIII,8955.Condate = Rennes,Lugdunensis.,
MCasi a/%tino/Postum/p.f.aug/c.R.

XITI1,89%.Condate = Rennes,Lusdunensis.

fmeRFnxftaiisanixdnx [m?]/Im.Caiisari dna//Cossianio Latino/

ofa.

XIII,8957.Condate = Renﬁg,Lugdunensis.

Th//7 /510 el 1R 5]

XI1I,8958.Condate = Rennes,Lugduncnsis.

Tmp.C.M./Piavvo/nio Vic/torino/p.f.inv./aug./c.R./1.IIII,

XIIL,8959.Condatc = Rennes,Iusdnrensis, '

mp/C.H/Piavonio/Victori/no p.f.inv/aug.c.R/1.IIII,
¥TIT,89450.Condcte = Rennes,Lusiuncncdsa.
Imp.C/Picv/nio/tor.
XII1,8961.Condate = Rennes,Lugdunensis.

S |, - —



72.CIL

73.CIL

74 .CIL

75.C1IL

76.CIL

T7.CIL

78.CIL

79.CIL

-

80.CIL

82.CIL

' 83.CIL

84.CIL

85.CIL

86.CIL

87.CIL

88.C1L

[(Vlictorino/p.f./inv.aug/c.R.,
¥ITI,R962.Condate = Rennes;Lugduncnsis.

Imp.Caes./C.Pio Esuvio/Tetrico ».f./invi.aug.
XIII1,8963.Condate = Rennes,Lugdunensis,

[I]mp.JLc" /LC.IPio.Bsu/[v]io.Tetri/[cJo.pio fel/

[inv]ic.aug./[p.m.tr, Jp./[oos.nr]o/......./Eoes.c]R 1.
XIII,8964.Condate = Rnnnco,Luﬂdunensws.

Tyo fragnentss:- '

a) G.Pio/Tetr/inv/c.

b) Im/co/.../c.
XII1,8970.St.Goudren.

G.Pio/Esuvi/o Tetr/ico no/bil Caeu/c R.
XIII,8972.Intaranum = Entraing,Lugdunensis.

[Imp.C ‘acs. |/M,Cas[s]/Latiniu{s]/Pos tumfn"1/p._.¢uz [n.m.]/

tribh. rnohW.. '
XIII,8973.Near Orleans.

This is the reading of ILS 581:-

Imp.C.L. D.Aure/llano p.f.invic/aug.pont.m.t.p.VII/

cos.IlI.ger.m.got. m.pa/r m. da[c].m.c AT Meim,
XIII,8975.Near Mayenne. _ ,

Nlo V///////Jnv1o// //aug n/////i IITI.
XI1I,8977.,ugustodurum = Bayeux Lugdunpns1s.

G.P.Es ublo/motrloo/nohlllsslmo/Caps./ .. /n f.aug./.

1.1,

YTIT,8997.Elven.

Magno[ et invictol/Imp.Cases.[L. Domltlo]/Aurnllanlo pio
fel.]/invicto [aug.p.m.]/trib.pot.[VI(?) cos. ]/III DePeDo
[ rocosl/eveveesfa d 1.XI(?).

CIL XIIT,8999.Condovicnum = Nantes.

mn.uaes./v/Biavo/nio Vic/torino/[a]uu cH.
XII1,9000,.Condovicnum = Nantes,lugdunensis

Calo/Plo/WsuV1o/Tetrlco/nob1119/s:mo/[Caesar1]
XIII,9006.Lescorono-by-Suzur.

Imp Caes./Piavonio/Victorino/pio fe]1c1/aup.
XI11,9012.St.Meloir-des~Bois,Dol,Brittany,Lugdunensis

Imp Cales] M.Pi/avonio Vlc/torlno pf ne/pem.///c. Gor/

leuc.II//.

_YIII 9023 .Pregilbert,Lugdunensis.

Imp.Caes.M., Cas/31an10 Latinio/Postumo p.f. invilc]/
AUZ.D. T MaX.geT+/MeXo 40 DeCO8-IToDeDe/ v eennancennses/
aedi//v ab aug./....../m.p.LXXII/......vos...{
XIII,9040.Near Brimont near Rennes,Lugdunensis.
_Imp.Caes.Mar./Piavonio V[ic]to/rino.pf in////ug./p.m.
trib.p.cos./p.p.procos.c.Ren./1.IIIIL.
XI1T,9041.Near Dibio = Dijon on the Lugﬂunnnqig/Baetica
border.
U11( )/Galo.Esuv1o/Tetr1co.Dlo/follcl.1nv1r1o/auﬂ D.M.
tr.p.pp/And ‘m/1.XXV.
XIIT,9092.Altripp,Germania Superior.
I[mp.Cales./Mar[co Casjs1an[o]/hat1n[1o Post]umo Cp. 3/
f.inv[icto aug.].p.m./trib.[pot. c]oq.II/n pepelo.aevc]
olN, _

S | [ J—



89.CIL XIII,9139.5alzig,Germania Superior.

Pernptuo/Domltlo [aure]/liszno pilo felJ/aug.n m.t{p. ]/
cos.p.p.prloc]/a Mog/XXV[III]?

‘90.CIL XIXII,11975.Liesenich on the Moselle. ‘
In.h.d.d.nunin/Marti. bmgrtr10.e+/V1ndolld1 Boud /nae.Cn..
Domitius.Ceese

91.CIL XIII,11976.Liesenich near Zcll on the Moselle.

Ov1 burgum edificaverunt.Lup. Am/mlnus prefectus.Sab.Acceptio.
Vld/oel//pnfus Flu.Tasgillus co Lepidus/Min Luppus cum.
Ces.Ursuls.paratus/est Victorino.augusto.et/Sacto. cos.X
kel.TIunias.

92.0ID XI1I1,12090.Kvllwald nea® Neustrassburg.

[I]mp C.M.Pia{vonio]/Victorino D[1o fel.inv.]/aug.pm.tri.
p.co[s.pro]/cos.aug.®r.1./..../X[X].

93.A.A.4,% 102—4(E.Rnwley).Carvoran,BvltPJn.

EImn Coes.]/[L.Jpomi[ti]/[o] Aurel[i]/ano p f/aug.
94.A.%.,1907,139.Barbaira = Aude,Narbhonensis.

C.Pio.o/Tetric/nobil. C/luvent/nr1n01p/1 cos/XI ci.
9%.A.E.,1914,294.Chesterton, Hunts.,Bridain.

Imp Caes. /Mdruo/Plaonlo/Vlotorl/no r.T.aug.
96.4.8.,1924,1.Breage near Helston,Cornwall,Britain.

Imp.[C]. /ao.no /Ma¢c./“asol/an10.

97.4.%.,1930,35. Bonn,Germ wnia Inferior.

....1’/;......Mascello bf.1/vi.Lupulus.imp.cos. /Veran.
Verinusic.a./v.s.l.m./[Celns[or]e it. et Le0[1]d[01/
cos.VII.kal.Oct.

98. A E.,1937,108.Corstopitun = Corbridge,Brisain.

. Impe.M. /PlVOﬂLO/VlOtOTi/nO p.p./zug.
99.4.%.,1938,119.Margam, Glamorgon,Britain,
Imp.C./M.C.L./Pos,/ Lﬂn/n o/ e

]Oq A.BE.,1958,53. Fontado AquTdﬂl? :

Tnn nLM,.Cl. P"°/JU10 p.7.3v aur /“ m.tr.z.coz.IIT.Dp /
' . Dar. 1 XXXV, -

'lOl.E.E.VIII,??O.

Refers to Valerianus II as '"nob.Caes." and carries the
dateos "Val.tep.Ve,co8.I1T; Gall.t.p.ITII,co=.III".

-]O° 5.BE,I1X,1913,1254.01d PonrltJ,Brltaln.

Imp.Cal.S/Mgiiato/nius Vic/torinus/piue.p.f
103.7.L.5.560. Brncknock Brltaln.
Imp.do. n./ﬂar Cessia/nio Latinio/Postumo/pio fel.aug.

104.1.L.5.561.Auxerrc,Lugdunensis. o
Inp.Caes.M.Cas/silaInio. Lﬂtlnlo/Poctumg .f.inv/aug.p.f.
max.ger./max.tr.p.cos.IL.7 /Aeu.l.......b.ab.Aug./
m.p.LXXII.

105.1.L.5.565.Lincoln,Britein.

Imp. Caes./Merco/Plavonlo/V1ctorl/no.l f.1nv/aug pon/max. /

trep.p.p./a.b.8.n./p X IIII, :
106.T1.L.5.567.Beziere,Narbonensis.

Do.no/C.Pio Esuv1o.Tc/tr100.nob1113/51mo Caes.filio/Inp.

C.Pii.Esuvi./Tetrici.p.f.in/victi aug p. m./trib. [pot]II

C0S.

~==118---



107.1.L.5.581.0rleans,Lugdunensis. ,
Imp.C.L.D,Aure/liano.p.f.invic./aug.pont.m. t.p.v11./
cos.III.ge'r.m.got.m.pa/r.m.da[c.].car.m.im.

108.4.E.,1929,29.Arycanda.
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110.Pap.0xyr.X1T, 1407.
. Nou \w Touo‘Ku l(a. heu}.c
C-Fa.ﬂfq uf-_; dwrd Mejas nokews 'f(e'rous) gadds 7.
- - °]$ E'VO' eﬁns Eufux-,g S‘t—[&aﬂo_s
foj TPH‘OV Unatos rm-n.‘f “‘-TPI;“’S

sk Puwph + a8in. Sepleader.
'Lll Pap.Oxyr.XII,1476.
A (Ereog) Hawr{w}mvou wal  Kuqrou
TePacrrov $adde B -
Isk. year , dd. M » 491k, Aeglenber,
112,Pap.0xyr.XIV, 1n40.
(o 32 ¥ EAuj‘roKpa-ropwv
Ko, oy r&lev Oo.ca ]ou Tfe WVIR vOU
r‘I\MU Ka) ra‘uod Ou-PEJou Abwiov EAdoo
OoeASeu 1avel DOeAoulaTiaved EVoeflv
Eoroxav  TePlaoviv §oidpx. 3. gwd;-og_mrt.;=nrﬁ.0ehﬁ¢n
113.Unpublished as yet.Brougham,Cumberland,Britain. :
Imp.Caes. Ma,/rc.Cas:an10/]J.Lt1n1anlo/Postlrno/aub.plo/
felici rpc/Car.
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