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This thesis was undertaken with the help of a State _
Studentship grant from the Ministry of Education. Aa an undergraduate
I had become interested in the émdy of the later Roman army, and I
welcomed the opportunity to continue my investigations on a wider scale,
The last full scale study of this subject was that of Grosse, published
in 1920, 3ince then further evidence has come to light, and the ‘time
is now ripe for a fresh appraisal, based on an ébjéc‘biﬁre study of the
sources. Within the limite of a Ph.D. project, one cannot hope to
cover every aspect, Hence this thesis centres avound the st‘udy of
aotores, prasposttl end txdbund,
from the reign of Gallienus up to the close of the fourth century. This

three groups of officers, namely the pro

has the adventage that it will link up not only with recent studies on

" senators and equestﬁm in the emperor's service during the principate,

but also with the projected prosopography of the later Roman empire at

present in process of compilation. At this stage I wish to point out

that during the time at my disposal I h'ava'ngt been able to consult all
the collections of papyri, nor the majority of volumes in the Analecta
Bollandiana series. Secondly, vegarding the prosopography which occupies
the second volume of the thesis, reaééns of space have prevented me from
citing every aourc‘é in full, especially where literary sources are
congerned.

| During the course of my research I have received assistance
from a number of people; | but w especial thanks are due to Dr, Mann, for
his patient examination of the text and helpful observations, to
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Professor Dr. K. Stade of Mumster University, for his kindness and

V‘Valdable advice during my six months' residence in Gexmany, and
_ £inally to Professor Birley, 'fpeérhem“i an indebted above all others.
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This thesis 16 & study of the development of three groups |
. of afficeza, namaly the | protectores, aposi ti bxiband, from the
mm of Galldenus (253-68) up to that of Theodesius I (379-—95). The .

' present chapter; however, s intended as a brief sketch of the gradual
mlnﬁan of the military ovganieation during this perdod. Such an
introduction should help to place the later chapters in their proper
_ peméétiﬁg while slso indicating problems which require further
tavestigation.
During the prineipate, almost the entire Romean army had
| been garrisoned along the perimeter of the empive to form a defensive
cordon, Reinforcements needed to repulse an attack in one area wers
ymﬁdaé by vexillations drawn from troops stationed in other provinces.
.B,né'a peace was restored, they returned fo their parent formations.
While this system had obvious advantages, it also contained serious
defects, Recruitment became gradually restricted to the frontier
Vpi‘@ﬁmas. nhmpaﬂimim!.at tendencles began to tske yoot, The
provinees of the interlor grew less accustomed to warfare, and there wae
no adequate resexve to cope with emergencies. The frontier amy bscm
increasingly sedentary dur.tns the third century, Under Septimivg |
Saverus (19%-211) the uniena formed by trouﬁa with looal women ware
| granted offlcia) recognition, and troops were permitted ta live in
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 sottienents attachsd fo the camps™. A little later en edict of
Soverns Alexander (222-35) grantod land captured fron the enany %o
w gaxrisoned on the frontier provided that their sons enlisted
in the amy®, At this very time, however, the pressure of barbarien
attack bsgan to mount on all frontiers, The tribes on ‘the Rhine
untted in two great confederations, the Franks end the Almsnni. On
the Danube frontier the firet effeots of the Y8ike:

pung were t‘elt
" with the attacks of the Goths and Heruli, In the east, the Perstan
- empire under the new Sassanid dynaaty onca more beaame a serinua threat.
" As a result, the frontier provinces becane devastated by succeasive vaves
of invadm, who :pmheﬂ dﬂep inte the intericm Memwhile, the dbgm
contented aeiﬂie?h angered by the neglected defence of their native
provinaes, or sroused by the hope of a demative, rose in & series of
vevolia. In consequence thstz'd eaxmry emperorys maly reimad nore
Whananewtwcym» .
" Gallienus came %o the throme when the orisis wes st its
o vorat, and iimedistely he initiated a aarias of fay-vesching reforus,
“fhe matzmpmmt of these was the formation of & mobile field amy,
able %o move swiftly from one damger point %o another. Coin evidence
shows that 1t eompmea s mumber of paim leglonary vexillations,
Ankced peﬂmlly to hin®, In addition, the oream of the cavalry was |
united unaem a single mmﬁexf'u The results of Gallienus's work were
reaped by his sugoessors, Cleudius 11 (268+70) defeated the Goths, and
pureldan (270-75) restored the wilty of the empire by overthroving
. Zenobia in the east and Tetricus in the west. Although theve is very
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uﬁlo év;ldmce for this pem. $t 18 herd to see how the field army
aan have been disbandeﬁ in view of the almost incessant wafara. mueh
6f which wes between rival candidstes for the throne’.

Diocletian's velgn (284~305) saw the restoration of
peace,  This astute emperor evidently vealised that a policy of
decentralisation was the best means of yestoring the empive's gtammw;

" A» puart of this policy, he drastioslly reduced the size of the field
ey, end stationed large sections of it within the frontier provinces.

-ﬁnoh troops retained their mobility, and unlike the sedentary suxiliaries,
14sted in the minus lateroulum, could always be re-drafted into the teld
ammys The names of many of the units listed in the ) p¥itia show that
they were vaised by Diosletian, and archasology has furnished ample proof
of his restoration and strvengthening of the frontier defences. Conatantine,.
following his defeat of licinius in 324, seems to have vetained a much
rgor flold arvmy, garrisoned in the tma of the interior. But even

he 44d not neglect frontier defence, though perhaps he laid move emphasis
on the egtablishment of bridgeheads, such as at Dafne on the Danube, and
mm.tia on the Rhine, enabling the field avmy to operate in m-
#mitaw.

What of the officer class during this period? ‘The
svidence suggests that semators were beooming incressingly unwilling to
enter %he empeyoy's service durins the early third century, Preterrins
to remain on their estates. In their eyes the rewsrds of a military
caveer were far outwelghed by its hasards. fThe decree of Galliemus
vhioh excluded senators from the aw wes probably a recognition of this



" possible previousl;
councils, thedr obligation to undertake such service had always been

-afté;t&- 6;!3‘ aﬁ‘-a&mﬁg At any rate, the last Jegats

attested in the period 256-87y The legion is henesforward comenied
by the equestrian preefectus szens

The recrultment of équestrian off&cers themselves was
tmdaz'going a parallel change. During the second century most séem to
ha,ve entered the equestrian cursus as mmicipal worthies from the highly
ngniaad tmms of the interior. During the third century, however;
towna with & specifically militery oxlgtn, situsted in the frontter
pmvineea., 'appaar to supply & higher proportion of veoruits. These
éi"f&gers were probably the sons of veterans or serving soldiers, *aﬁd
mnnicipal oz}’fﬁea sgans to have been held after service in the smy,
x-athw than bef’ofreg-« The following equestrisn officers are attested

2636  Statilius Amiatma IIro
283-60  Aurelius Tanuarius [ 1XT 10208
~ Ante 258 P, Aelins Pr VIII 9045 .
257 M. Titius aaawa.ua VIIT 21724
258 - P, Aelius Antoni : © IIX 7450
" Deatdianus Aemii:lm VII 769
Mnte 260 Q. Gargilius Mertialis VIIX 90475 20751
2608  Maroius Gallious VI 820; 821
h Probius Augendus ‘ﬂ}? m
252»6 Flavius Anmausius
- Ante 266 M. Aurelius ewellius Alaxanaar
267 Bellicius Saturni
Septimiue Alexander
253  Clsudius Theon P, oz 50, 1. 19
269 Tupullinive Amimus (7?) i ‘975-6 .
270-4  Pomponius Designatus YII 823
‘ 2‘76*82 Aureling Verinus JRS, LI, 1961, p 194

_ ignificant that no more are known after this date. lLaws :tsmed
by Dlocletian; dating from 285 onwards, show that while $t had been
 for sons of decurions to &void serving on minielpal

, - 59, 1. 119
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suphasised. Now the status of decurion becems compulsorily heveddtary'l:
Henoeforward the sedentary muxiliary units stationed on the frentier
wers conmanded by ex-ffeld amy centurions’', In fact practieslly
all ldnes of promotion vitida the amsy were now channelled through the
' centurionite, a trend whose origins oan be traced back %o the sarly
mm eamary | o | |

Growing specialisation ds the keynote of the third gentury.
’ mﬂng the principate many officers and ﬂ;é;gﬁai». offtolally attached to
eivil administration,
The almst constant warfare of the third century, however, was bowsd to
lead to & gradual differentiation botween oivil and military vaveers,

‘the aymy had in faot been céncerned with purely

mumw oveation of the field army obviously accelerated this pmeasa.
The career of the practorian prefect L. Potronius Taurus Volusianus is
unique 4n that he never held s mingle procuratorship’>, In this light

 the disappearance of the old senstorial and squestrisn caveers asswnes

' freah significance, The conditlons of the third century left mo room
" for & cursus which combined e:w:u and military posts, This was the ge
of 'Ballista’ and ‘Kms ad Perpem' (Aupelisn), the professional soldier
who had ¥isen fyem the yank

,: via the’ aenmimtem « If the agsumpiion

“that a large nuuber of supernumersyy praetorien tribunates was ereated
during the third oentusy is correct, it vas no doubt in part intended
to facilitate the centurions' chances of promotion. The fact that the
ttle of 1 sbector had become closely Liniced with the genturiones primi

pdinte by t:ha md of Gallisnus's reign ehmts his anxiety to sedure the

Mwa:uv of ﬁm uu important olass of officers,




48312, nd by 324 4t seens likely that the practorts

Furthamre, if one eonaiders apeeialﬂ.aatiaa fmm the

B '.vim;pnﬁm of the actual xmita. the dtsappeamnce of the 18 leglonds

" after 260 becomes lé:as'aumm:t. ~ ;4-. . The legion 'during- the | m@m

ves noruslly mors of an aduinistrative than a bactiesl formation, snd
this expli’cs fragnentation during the lé;tter part of the third
emimy, as tha best fighting meps weye incerpmte& into the field

Bt the
ge_m clearly demonstrates that in mast cases the individusl cohorts -

vere stationed at intervals along the idmes, and tne may spsculste as
% whether this development originated in Dlogletian's reign; if not
' before™®,  Since senators cesse %o hold nilitexy posts after e, 260,

&% is hardly possible for those attested as governors of frontier

provinces during thie pmw to hwe exervised control over the troops
stationed therel, It s #!miﬂmt that the gux Jgmitis

into prominende under Diocletisn'o, His “appwm*is';sxémxy %o be
connecked with the stationing by this emperor of the bulk of the field
' vmy ﬁm the frontier tne

 Goastantine's rofnm are the loglcal outoums of the

-tim.t@nmmm of the mw aan‘mw ‘ﬂw pmtwian guard was disbanded
n prefects had lost
thetr nilitery powers'>, 7his set the seal on'the split betwemn the
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avmy and the tsiﬂz mm»mumm. The palatini wha :eeplmua the
prastorien guand ave firet attested in s, Tt probahly

_ emtmm who ﬁrsﬁ rmmitm karbar:!.ana Mmﬁy imta tha fzala

amanameaaaale ¥ theughitinapparmttbntmmmn
luring the thiwa mtuw they m been settled in the ethatad
, mmuar mm«as m oraer to mmm future re@mita. A m oxdey

| had ariam, bt thore s an ensentis) contimity betwosn the ailitary

| organiestions of the thizd eud fourth senturics wideh 1t 18 & poime.
| amaf this ﬁhMa ™ ml% N



For purposes of clarity, and by way of a brief introduction,
ens necessary to examine the nature of the tem protestor, before
i g on & study of that olass of officers galled the protes , res
Wh@n fivat introduced by Galliemus, in the early years of his reigm,
it vas essentially a title, designed as a maxk of distinction for gertain
: am:m: staff officers. The third ¢entury, however, was a 'perdod of |
orisie, experiment, snd tvansitton' (of, GAN XIT p 703), Political,
sooisl and economic yevolution vere inevitably sccompanisd by
suinistrative changes, But Lt was uot until the heglaning of the
fourth gentuxy that ozder was re-sstablished as & result of the veforns

of Dicoletien and Constantine. The usege of the temm, profector, i
fo be viewed againat this background, The pertod vas merked by an
inavessing mmia on titles. A title, such am that of proteator,
was more Tlexible then that of the offices to which it might be 1inked.
In an age of radioal adninistretive change and incressing regimentation,
3% wae easier fér such & title to survive rather than the name of the
post with which it had fommerly been assosiated, Thus in the fourth
sentuxy the terms, glarissims, consul Sugenariuy |
pieotor were all classed under the heading of dignites
time as the dlatinction between titles and yanks became bhwm. the
t4tles themsslves often declined considerably in status, Part of the
explanation mey e in the trement

At the same

ous rate of depreciation in the value



ﬂf the colnage during thia periodl. The gonona iilitarie,

of mlmwm payment in kind, probably introdused under S@Mua :
- 3evom. eventaany becane all impertam*a Thus such terms as

qentuxy they appear as grades well below the rank of trilmnus
decline in status of the tern,

factor alone, but it is to be emphasised that 4t 4s symptomatic of a
wnara.l trend characteristic of the third century. The desire on the
paz't of tha Xower vauka to guin the privileges enjoyed by their superiorvs

slas helps to aarp why old titles depreciated and new ones were
invented. AL the begioning of Gallienus's reign, the title of protecto
was gianted to prastorden tribunes, By its end, it was being conferred

any time be considered in]:laahﬁm. Inatmi, 1t 48 onilar by comparing
and contrasting the ranks qualified %o hold the title that one ean avrive
&% & porvect sssemsment of its valus snd importance at any given times

Bat in éesence, the title of protecter always had two besie iuplications.
In th;e firnt plase it implied that its holder was & militavy offider,

In the fourth century, and even during the latter years of the thind
oentury, this etipulstion was not alvays fulfilled. Owing to the
privileges 1t conferred on ite holder, it was coveted by oivilians also,

 but the goverment always took cave to euphssise its nilitary chavacters

Seoondly, it implied loyalty to the emperor, since it was the prime duty
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of its holder %o protect his pemﬂ

‘ | mpm the Sémi‘w ai evidanca ‘available, the indications
‘m that the 41426 of protestor was fmt introduced in the ml;v yosrs
of mum*a rem. | memm ee it oscur in the biographies of

f':-’}a aaﬁ Haximim !'hrax :tn the Aumtm m:stmr. m thesa arve
0t o be tal

f“f‘_".'a:laue teminolm oceus in’ tha Auguaﬁan ﬁiatary. m im:mrténae
of %st# refemnam to the m%rim is thut they demonstrate clearly

vhat olass of officer the mm mw compiler had in mind whan |
ing %0 the p res, dees the cmfmim wewina on the
mpm:z'aatafr R

a‘& thew faeu valne5 | mamamm éther axamplm cf

o m gmml gronnds aloae, s strong case can ba eatnbnahaa
for mﬂit.ms aanim with the foundation of tha protestores. Inelud
mtendhu, the amma x*eim of third qzentm:;v anpmm ia perhapa bem

asemsad in terms of menthn mthex' *hhan ;yem« In the mle of t'he thira
emm only mwlatian, aignifimﬁly enaugh, lmd a 1«mger pexd.od uf rule,
T very fact that Galliems retained his throne for fiftesn years £ |
pmf that he wes mdwed with o ver.y hrge moaaure et’ abiuty and
‘yesiouroe, quau.ﬁea whieh ensbled hin to evolve & sexies of mmm
refoing, m:ta the very ‘uugi:h of his :'eim afforded him the t4me t0
bx'ing these to i'mtiona " His xmz.tad mi’ rule aoincideﬁ with ﬂm m;m

y "‘fa ﬂm the Rmm mpire war ‘weathered auaceassmly, No area of
iﬁ‘mﬁm was mm fmm barMm attnak, and m%emal rmlﬁs eemrod

ulmaat avery pmvinco. El'a maét the meat, Galuams mlmed tha
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ﬁam aBINY 4 unitaﬁ the ovesm of the navalry unéer & s:’mgle command,
'and fﬂnany ezelnded aenatam fmm off:leez- p@ats. xienae there soems
L Mry reaaan for regard:tng the ea‘&abiislment of the m_mgg_as an

integral part of Galllemua’s reform of the military machine,
; ' Hove' Speaifiaally, whemas with two exoaptions, which

wﬂl be explainad later, there is no epigraph:le avidence velative %o
 the profects

pz-ﬁ,ar to Gallienus's reign, at lemst thvee insoviptions
| memmg them can be dated to his period of rule®, Again, the carears

iug i‘ms ’ﬁ'az.uuim. Aureliu& Samniamw. ‘and the anenymous
pme‘keriaa tritune Tyom Ciriotee ave best explained if it 4e aacsepterl

that they held the title wnder Galliemus, ALl the srotectores it

- Adurdng h'is mﬁ.m helenged ta mxsza field amy, and no afﬁaem of
fmem, Odensthus or Postums ave attested with the title. Finally,
Gallienus himself ig the only mperor who appears to hold the title of

tox on imeriptimva -

If 4t 18 accepted that 1t was Gallienus who oreated the
ptectox of the later empire. the reaam for their introduotion becoms

mmze ubﬁm. 'me rapi& auemgsion of empemra is & notorious feature
».af the. thix'd emtury Qhe W vas m1y eenseiona of its power to set

- up m depuse mlers at uill, and. neaded 11%1\9 encouragement to do so.
‘A‘ha 'f_ ipive under Hmm.an he.d heen organised on a peace footing, thewa;a# -
majority of the troops bedug stationad on the frentier to fom a defensive
- ®owdons  If invesion occurred in any partioular province, vexillations
drawns fyom units stationed 6is.ewh‘;ere were ment to repulse the attask,
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Afterwards, these vexillations returned to their parent units.
Recruitment was lai'gely confined to the frontier provinces, and led to
the growth of local loyalties among the various provinecial amies. It

‘was :tn' the third century that these latent partiemlarist tendencies

"biézfsd into prominence. Paradoxically, it was at this very time that
the harbarﬁ.m tribes began to band together to form confedemtim,
eueh as theﬁ‘ranka m&%m the Iomam‘wparm:m. A’e the
same time, the fierce at‘tacks of the Goths and m on the Danube
fmt:ler indicated that the era of the V8 :

On the eastern frontier, the replacement of the Arsacid 'by the new atrong
Sessenid dynasty in Persia heralded fregh wars in that region, The
oreation of a mhue. pament ﬁeld aruy was the obvious angwer to

the problem, But the ox‘dinary soldier vas most concerned with his
province of origin, where his family and property were endangered.

Honce he was only Yoo ready to m:l.t_. if the amparor did not lead an

_expeﬂition in person to his home province when an mmian oceurwd.

Another incentive was the danat:l.ve which the successful usurper alwaya
distributed to the troops who had supported him,.

This situation was exploited to its fullest extent by the
mdxa'-ef higher officers, who were motivated by ambition and 3ea1my.
In the vast majority of aasea, the emperors a:f the third century weé;_e
assassinsted as & result of conspiracies among their own offfcere’s
Ability ss & genersl, or popularity with the troops et large vas no
safoguard in the last resort, as the deaths of Gelllemus and Aurelian
demonstrate. An emperor who could succeed in maintaining the loyalty
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of the h&@er éfﬁgem would 2o far towards re-introducing ptability

, ml order in the affeirs of the empire. In effect, the evil was nét
effectually curbed until the advent of Diooletian, and the growth of a
theoeratic monarchy based on ‘Ka’ll‘onistial concepte. The institution of
| ' potectores by Gallienus helps o explain why he survived longer
then most mnperars. while his bgsic idea was preserved and develeyed

by his successors. = In this perdod, the very concept of loyalty to the
eupire &s & whole vas weskening. In 250 T Iulius Prisous, govermor

of Thrace, deserted to the Goths, and surrendered the city of
Philippopelis to then’s Following the desth of Odenatius, many of the
eastern provinces threatened to secede from the empire altogether, under
the leadership of Palsyrs, It is slenificant that Galllemus yepeatedly
m‘émeﬂ coins with thie_'legmd 'Bomae Aet

iaternaa's Postwms, howm; also
struck coins with this t4t1e'%, He also metntatned his omn prectortan
guard and consula, and in every way tried to depict himself as the
legitinate maler™, In Zact Rome vas now beglnning to lose mich of
i—ts esrlier impeztanae, and strategic centres of commmication, sueh
‘a8 Trier, Nilan, Aquileis, Poetovio, Nicomedia and Antdooh were heconing
inemingly mre important. |

| - Galldenus in effeot was only ruler of the aves of the
eupire controlled by his £ield amy; .., chiefly Italy, Dliyricun and
Africa, 'The field army wss all important to mara agalnst hoth |
barbarian attacks and the threat of usurpers, such as Ingenuus or -
Macrianus. = Hence Gallienus made every attempt to bind it more closely
to hz-.'s person, From 254 onwayds, coins oacur with the legend, m
Milita', depﬁ.cting two ensigna, repreaemting the normal paiy of legionayy
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vexillations .-i‘ram the same‘pmvinne" + - The novelty of Gallienus's

pe;_ticy' consisted in holding these leglonary vexillations together as

8 permanent atrikii;g force, linked 1o him in & very personal faéhim”;
In éra@tzea-.; ‘therefore, Galliemus's throne and 1ife depended on the
© fidelity of his field army, and in perticulsr of its officers. He

- ‘aiso_, however, attempted to gain a religious aaﬁ;’(eion for his claims

as a Iée'gitimgte ruléry by personally 1dentifying himself with various

gods, éug; Demeter, Mars and -Hemnleau" - This claim of the. anpsmm
dweloped steadlly after Gallienus's reign, and culminated under
D:Lccleuaa with the introduction of the ceremony of adoratio at the

laperial court. In this respect it is significant that the full

' 4n the fourth, wss protector divini

In the fourth centuxy
otor merely by participating in

‘iﬂ.th rega;rd to prMmJy uisting modela wh:leh may have

| Mﬂuemed the emtabliahnm# 91‘ the 2-*3239&-.59&0 thrae tactem should be
| takea inta aonsidemtmx. In the first plaee, s.t zm mt atzdetly

" aeaux‘aize to atata that' thé mgw mada their fiz-at appeamoe in
..iahe reign of aallienua. !Ma aoldim are aweawl with the m’ele at

an m:u.er ntaga :m tlm mm eant\w Roth, howmr, sa:md in a

| very :.ow eapsmy, and their status 1s m %o be oampared vith that of

thu smiar offs.eem m hela the 'dtle af '_' plec : -zm&er @alnms.

| '!‘lw exmple of Aumlius sevema maiaatea that the pmetarian prefects
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had a bodyguard composed of certain soldiers in the M‘_&W“
Esrodes vas. perhaps serving in & 'kurma of

.8n, escort .,far,the.gevemqr_, of Thrace, . Whether these earl:ler protect
had Wﬁhing in common with the fectores is uncertain s, -
. On the other hand, the protectores as established by

Gallimua. need not have been modelled. on a speeifically Roman institution.
It has been suggested that initially at any rate the somatophylakes of -
t};e_'gel}ez_zﬂ.stic kings perhaps served .aé\a pa%éﬁx for their es‘kabli&hmmtm.
Gallienus's lesning towards Greek culture is well known. In the field
of philosophy this is demansmte_d by the popularity of neefl’;aionism
at his court, and in that of religion by the attention devoted to the
cult of Demeter of Hleusis. In portraite he is often depicted in the
Greek mamner. Salonins, his wife, was a Greek 'fm_-a_m .B:itlwn__ia,. axr;gina_il‘y
‘called ;Qh;'y;sagqneze. ~ Alternatively, the institution may have had a
Persiun presedent. The ceremony of adoratio was provably an adaptation
from the court procedure of the Sassanid kingsal.: The description of
the privileges accorded to Antoninue, when he deserted to the Persians
in the mid-fourth century, haa paranels wi.th those to which he would
previeual;y have been entitled as W

~ But at the same time, even under Gallienus, one aaxmet
discount Gemanie mmerme. - Thia becane inereaaing],y important vith
the mwth of time, as more Gemans ware recruited inta the arw; bat
even in erigﬁn the W g in sama respects resemble the Gemanic
ﬁﬁg;mgm  This was a guard, compaaea ¢hiefly of young noblenen,
hu-t. alse Melnaing veteran warriore, ' Th;ay were attached to pa:eaons
of birth or (;utst-m&ing' per&gnality; In ﬁar, they formed Ah:ls- béodymm.!,



)fe

 and were pledged to follow hin to the desth™, In retum, thelr lomd
éz;ée;rjﬁpok:- to provide them with arms, and suppert them, Iﬁ the light
of Gall,ienua?s reform of the cavalry, and its subsequent i#emée in
tuportance, 1t is interesting to mote that the members of the Gemanic

Gefolgawesen were all mounted. Thedr number was not above 200 as a
rule, owing to the great cost of maintensnce, Gallienus was continually
fighting on the Rhine frontier againet the Franks and Alameuni in the
period 253-69, and he would be certain to notice the fanatical loyalty
of these warriors to their ehiertazﬁ, When Chonodomarius, a prince of
the Alamanni, vas csptured by the Ggesar Julian at the Battle of
3t:a§bmg in 357, his 200 followers surrendered voluntarily, thinking

it to be a disgrace to survive their lgfaderz’. Similarly, when Vannius,
& prince of the Sugh:

- was driven out by the Hormunguri in 50 and took
refuge 4n the empire, his bodyguard sccompsnied him into exile?, |

Pmmlm emperors had utilised this loyalty of the Germans in order to
form a faithful bodyguard., A series of insecriptions from Rpmop- dating

4 8 25« Under

to the early prineipate, mentions a number of custodes o _
' @méalla,- the idea of a Gorman bhodyguard wes revived, with the creation

; Who retained thaii- national dreas and amu%.

Under Macrinus, ﬁaz‘aaalia'a suceessor, they were disbanded, but a German
bodyguard was again formed by Pupiemus, and garrisoned outside Rome®!.
But as Mscrims disbanded the bodyguard of Caracalla, so Gordien IIX
diemised that of Puplenus and Balbinua.

a Although there is no evidence to suggest that Galliemus
possessed a bodyguafd composed of Germans, there is no doubt that Germans
of noble birth were prominent at his court. In the first place he
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concluded with Attalus, a prince of -the Mires mpund, an agreement
whereby he fook Pipa. ‘the latter's daughter, as his mistraés; In
voturn he granted hin & part of Pannonis Superior in which to settie®™,
The vevolt.of Tngemmie in 260 followed closely by that of Regallanus;
may have decded Galliemus to.gvant land to the leader of & warlike
tribe, who iwld be closely attached o him by persons) vather than = -
ébstraef and :lm&iazal ties, - Any future governor of Pannonis would

, bgv;é_ajs' nkely ta stdr up his tr.ogpa to ‘revolt, as long as these

cpmangl oonstituted a potentisl threat to thedr families and propertys

mey date back in origin to this perlod®d.  Naulobatus, & prinee of

the Hetuli, who took part in & aid on the empive in 267 wes promoted .

to consulay yenk, following his surrender’ . He msy be identdoal with

the Andonoballus, also & pringe of the Heruli, who fought in the.army

01@-" Clsudiue Hﬁ:; . Bimilerly, Pohpeisnus Pranous, who fought at the -

Battle of Fmess in 272, probdably enteved the dmperial service under -

Osllienus, sinee Awrelian did mot gain control of the Rhine frontier

until after his defeat of Zenobla’>, The settlesent of barberians én

& large scale in the frontisr provinces vas begun under Haveus Auvelius™>,
During the third century, the tempo of barbarian settlement wes stesdily

| incressed, and gredually these new immigrants became more important ae

a source of recruitse for the ammy,  Previously attached to their logal

chieftaine by ties of personal loyalty, they could not grasp the s-.ae;

of alleglance to & supreme emperor, whom they had never actually seén.

Hence they were ready to sufpart an ambitious goveérnor in his bid for



@allienus certainly made an attempt to come into closer
gontact with his troops, and the evidence suggests that he o'bta.tnéd a
firm place in their affections: His title of Protector Imperii Romani

was no mere boast. Hyen the Augustan History, a souree notar;ausiy
projudiced against him, gormenting on his defeat of Postums, accords
him mdging praige 34. The fact that he wes wounded while on
rocontiaiseance sround the walls of the city into which Paaﬁms had

fled ’aﬁtms that he was mmny in the forefront of the mghting% .

Hig challenge to Postumus, to meet him in single combat on horseback

.%o decide who was the rightful emperor is reminiscent of the ehivalroua |
idesls of the mediaeval wer:.dm... Had Gallienus not been popular with

~ the troops, it is certain that he eould never have survived for 15 years.
As 1t was, his murder was the work of his generals, in oollaboration with

the Senate, The soldiers had to be informed that Gallienus had
designated Clemdius as his successor before dying, and were only placated
by the promise of an extra large donative of 20 au yvei for m&hindﬁmdmz?.

It was probably in order to secure the loyalty of these
selfeane semior officers that Gsllienus originally introducsd the title
Qf ' JSETOr. &9‘7@7@1‘. iﬂ his rﬂi@) 1"; was still 111 the Wmm

stago of its davelopmnt. and was to decline eensidmbly in status,
The mana for ﬁma dapree&atim ars unknown. Parhapa Galums
thtmght 1f: necessary to widen the baeia of loyalty among his officers
by aﬁm&ﬁting more af then to the titlm Altemtivgly, the junior
pfficers may have glamoured for the px&vilegas enjoyed by theix
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\mem:m. ?atroniua Tauzus Volusienus is the earliest atteated
box, holding the title while oceupying the post. of m

'mt hom the title in his previous. poa:l.’eien, azaa a pmemian mmte.
| indieatea that he was among the. very fivet of the prote rto;

~ %he fact that he did not hold the hii:le as praefes 7}

pﬁst, shovs that the praetorian tribunate wag the Mghest rank that

evex mmﬁed the _t:it;m e yapid and exclusively militaxy caveer,
amming with the eenturionate, emphasises the fact that this was o
Pﬁﬂadﬂf orisis; 1t ma-m,méa & precedent for the future. After
260, no penators are attested as holding military posts. In the initial
stage of its development, when held by senlor squestrien staff effiém-p

the title of protestor might be compared with that of gomes, previously
held by trusted senior officlals of sematorial rank. The praetorian
guard would obviously form a prominent part of Gallienus's field awmy .
operating on the Khine frontier in the period 253-60 and is often |
vommenoirated on eomaaa The officers of the praetorian guard would

of necessity be in clowe contact with the emperor, and the other two
praeterian tr:nsmea attested in this perfed both hﬂld the title of
roteotor. When pmetorim tribunes ceased %o hold the title ds
woertain,  However, it mist have beén prier to 269 sines p imi ordis
could qwalify for it by this daﬁﬂ.

With mgarﬁ %e w cnly one is attested with this

ﬁﬁe, mely Vitalimus. 5inee the :lnseripts.m wes foum at S&m:tnm.

and vexillatiena of German and ﬁritiah legions are explicitly mm‘!simo&,
the moat plausible date would seem to be in 260 when Gallﬁ.exms was
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~ obliged to withdraw tréops from the Rhine frontier to quell the revolt
of Ingenuus in Pannonia, and soon afterwards, that of Regalianus, |
‘governor of Moesia. Vitalianus was evidently eommandihg either a
pair of legionary vexillations or a detachment of suxiliaries. Two
other prae §siti. both dated to the soie reign of Gallienus, are also
attested. '.["hese are L. Plavius Aper, commanding vexillafioné of
V Macedonica and XIII Gemina at Poetovio, and C. Rufius Synforianus,

40. Both are unquestionably field

commanding vexillations at Lychnid:
army commsnders, and yet neither holds the title of protector. The
explanation can only be that it had already depreciasted in the period
260-8. Certainly, the Gratianopolis inscription of 269 shows that

341._ Perhaps, therefore, these

praepositi no longer held this titl
- inseriptions are to be dated towards the end of Gal_l:i.emzé's reigm, when
he was campaigning against the Goths on the Danube frontier.

M. Aureliua Victor is the only preeses recorded as holding
the title of protector. As governor of Mauretenia Caesariensis he set
up an inscription commemorating the return of peace to the provinee in
January 263. There is no eﬁdenee to show that Galliemus ever vieited
Africa in person. It is known, however, that serious revolt raged there
from his accession down to 26242. The emergency reached such serious
proportions that the apecial command of dux per _,g_f__.-g&% Numidiam,

Ma_ggg taniamoue was created for Cornelius Octavianus about 260, a1
the available forces in Africa; were united under him, and thanks to
this measure the revolt had been suppressed by the end of 262, Aurelius
Vietor probably holds the title of protector becanse, like Octavianus,

he was a trusted field army officer, sent specially to Africa to cope
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with the grave situation thers, Clearly, however, by 267 the title
had depreciated, and was no loﬁger being };eld by ;gmeaig_ 8, even on
frontiers where the field army was campaigning, Thus Clementius
Silvimus, acting as praeses of Pammonia Inferfor at this date, does
not hold this title, | |

. Valeriuﬁ- Marcellinus, however, prefect of II Adiutrix,
also mention_ed in the same inscription, does hold the title. He is .
the only legionary prefect specifically dated to Gallienus's reign,
attested with i1t. The explanation seems o be that the title of
protector had declined in status still more by this date, and was now.
being granted to those praefectl whose legions were temperarilyjéa-opted
~ into the field ammy. It is known that Gallienus was conducting a
campaign ag#inst the Goths on the Danube at the very end of his reign.
He won a decisive victory at Naissus early in 268, but was wnable to
follow it up, owing to the revolt of Aureolus. This obliged him to
withdraw to Milan, together with the bulk of his forces. Vexillations
of the two legions of Lower Panmonia were proﬁinent in Gellienus*s field
amy®®. It seems likely that the whole of II Adiutrix, & highly regaded
unit, vas temporarily incorporated into the field awmy, which was
campsigning in the vicinity, and pleced under a trusted field smy
officer. No praefectus lepionis is attested with the title after
Gallienus's reign. Either before, or shortly af'ter his death, this
class of officer had ceased to hold it. ' Aurelius Firminus,. commander
of II Adiutrix in 290 is specifically ';s’.'t'teated as mrw%. There
is only one other lagiomry ’p'refect atteated with the t:lﬂé of protector,
namely Aelius Aelienus, prefect of II Adiutrix at Aquineum. It seems



safe therefore to date this inscription also to the latter part of
Gallienus's reign. _ |

One can conclude that in the period 260-8 there was a
gradual depreciation in the status of the protectores. This could
reflect an attempt by Callienus to seoure a wider basis of loyalty
" among the officer class. This interpretation gathers weight .when
-. viewed against the I}aekground of usurpstions in Gaul, I1lyricum and
Egypt which followed soon after the news of Valerian's capture in 260,
It is ironical that the oonépiratars who plotfed Gallienus's murder
were all high fanking génerals, e«g. Heraclianus, praej:erian prefect,

and the cavalry commanders, Claudius, Aurelismus and Cecropiug,

(vi)‘

The evidence s_uggésts that after 268 the title of protector
was confined to M end a certain category of centurions, With
regard to the former, only one is attested with the title, i.e, the
ancnymous officer of the Aioun Sbiba inscription. At some stege in
the thirvd century, this rank ceased to be a military command. Insteed,
the primipilares became quasi-civil officials, whose chief concern was
the collection and distribution of the m46. Twc; brimipilares,
dated to the reién of Diocletian, were clesrly concerned with purely
civil administration. Firstly, M. Arrius Frugidus, primipilaris censitor,
is recorded as having supervised the installation of a boundary atone
between two villages in Syria in the period 2.92-—30547.-. Secondly, the
name of Origenes, primipilaris, is recorded on a list of tax receipts
in money from Oxyrhynchus 1 Bgypt, dated to 290*®, An examination of

: shatus
the legal sources seems to confirm this; it seems that t‘he_dﬂh of
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m had become eommzlsorily hereditary by 28649 The career
of” ‘l‘raianuq Mucianua suggests that the title of pmtacto; had ceased to
be associated with the rank of p_z;;;@_g p_ilus before this poat lost its
militazy eharaotér. At all events, on becoming a specifically civil
grade, :H:s holders would tend to qualify no longer for this title,
vhich wag always an essentially m:llita;ry dist_inction.
| It ié possible that certain centurions were pemitted to

hold the title of protector during Gallienus’q last year of rle.
Certainly the dugenagi protectores recorded on an inseription from
Gratianopolis in Gallia Narbonensis, dated to 269, can only be field
army centurionsse This shows that gmems;ti in command of field
amw vexillations had ceased to hold the title of protector. An
inscription datesd to June 30th 268 demonstrates that by this date the
same is true of legionary prefects aﬂ.so"'31 Hence only centu.rions are
left for consideration. Altogether, nine are attested with the title.
in the latter half of the third century.

Florius Baudio

T. Flavius Constans

Acesonius Kalandinus

Ulpius Maximinus

Traianus Mucianus

M. Aurelius Processanus

Superinius Romanus

Anon VI 32945

Anon ABE 1954 135
It is evident that quite soon after they became qualified to hold the
post, the title of brotector became synonymous with the rank of centurion,
or at any rate a carfain category of centurions. Henr'e, as early as

269 it is evxdent that only the title was recorded on inscriptions.

From then onwards, the practice became inereasingly more customary.
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Claudius Dionysius 270-5
M. Aurelius Valerius 280
Theodorus ' 2889
Aurelius Firminus 290

However, not all centurions were qualified to hold the title of
protector, and in order to understand why this is 80, it is necessary

to examine the eenturionate during the third and fourth centuries in

- some detail.,

(vii) The centurionate duping the third and fourth centuries.

Mommgen was led to state that tﬁere vas no sure evidence
for the continued existence of the eéntnriona‘be during the fourth
century’>, Tt was the bellef of both Sesck and Crosse that the miltary
centurionate cessed to exist after the beginning of the fourth cenmry53.
Their argument runs briefly as follows. Piratly, a fourth century unit's
official strength was probably only 500 men, and this was too small to
permit the continued 'ex:lstem.ze of _cénturions. . Secondly, they point out
that barbarien recruits would not be likely to endure the rigorons
standards of discipline which had characterised the principate, and for
whose maintenance the ce_nturions had been ehiefly responsible, Finally,
they state thaf in the fourth century there were insufficient candidates
with the gtandard of education requisite for the post,

A closer examination of these arguments, however, shows
that their validity is questiémble. During the principate, pumeri,
recruited from barbsrians, had been officeréd by centurions, and the
declining standards of discipline need not necessarily imply the abolition
4, ‘

of the pos The whole structure of the Romen army under the republic

and during the principate had been based on the subdivision of units



into centuries, each commanded by a centurion.
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That fundamental

organisation is unlikely to have been altered at the beginning of the

fourth century, even though many 1mportant reforms were then carr:led

out.

However, ’éhroughout the fourth century, references to

the post of centurion continue to odeur, althou'gh' 8parse.

A. In scrinfigna and papyri
(a) Dated centurions

P, Oxy, X 1261
BQU I 21, col. 3

—Eedoud 235
AE 1011 243

" w’

294-305 Anon
296-305 PFlavius Martinus
312 Anon
318 Aunmonius
325 FMavius Sarapion
340 Anon
350 Bagsus :
336 Flavius Adeodatus XIV 231
" Crispinus (?)
(b) Undated centurions

Apergiasius
Aurelianus
Flavius Eventiug
Aurelius Tkarus

Tappianus
Paulus
Stidin
Theodorus
Valentinus

B. Codex Theodosi
I167 (351)1 - - - Nullas 1itipatoribus adiutores eorundem officii
principum consussiones adhibeant; centurionum, aliorumque officialium

o di impetus oblidantur

ogcentium,

B, _Antinop. I 34
VI 32974

AE 1915 99

VI 2995

4B 1953 8

AE 1928 159
AE 1926 139
P._Antinop, I 34

VIII 23181 LS 9206 gen

inceps
e 0 offi ii
io catholic

veteranus ex ordin
h, VIT (Vigil

on

gent

0 S

s. catho ici

X_camp iﬁogtoﬂbug ordinarius

centurio
cen’ 0 _prince

'IV;‘ riutis

rio lesionis II Flaviae

ul
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XII I 156 (397): Omnea ordines, eollegia, centuriones, ac si gui

cuius 8 munerib a vel officiis

honoris, privilegii excusationiave dpg;fere.

XIT 15 I (399): Hac auctoritate sancimus, ut uicumque centuvionum
ms deseruit, mullis di@itatum privilesiis excusatus, debitum munus

sub:lre cogatur.,

C. mianus ﬂ. arcellinus

XVI 62 Dorus - itentium rerum centuri entio = -
XVIII 6 21 Anon - - cum centurione guodam fidisasimo -

XX418  Marcus - - Petulantium tunc hastatus - ~

c.fe XIX 6 3 - primisque ordinibus minitantes = -

It is true that the vast majority of these references
concern centurions who were serving as spparitores on the staffs of
civil governors. During the principate, s large number of c¢enturions,
though officially attached to a legion, had in fact been concerned with
purely civil administration. - After the final séparation of the civil
and military organisations under Diocletian andﬁonstantine, these
centurions ceased to be regarded as military officers. Nevertheless,
the fact that the post of centurion survived in the eivil administrétion
implies that it continued to exist in the ammy. Tven diseounting the
evidence of Ammianus, who is i;rone on occasion to use imprecise and
anachronistic terminology, the examples of Bassus, Bedopimg, Paulus,
Stidin and Valentinus prove that the view of Seeck and Grosse is
untenable, ‘

Both rely heavily on the testimony of the Epltome rei
militaris. But Vegetius merely states thgat the centurions who had

commaﬁded- individual centuries at an aariier period, were now termed
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centenarii. In no way can his words be construed to mean that the
post of centurion had ceased to existss. _C_’entana;fii. are often
attested in the fourth century, chiefly in connection with field army
units, both cavalry and infantry, palatin and comitstenses.

V 8740 = I1S 2798 Flavius Andia Brachiati

V 8745 Flavius Diocles B '

V 1680  Macrobius Bugnuchus 8 lati

XIIT 1848 Cleudius Ingenuus Equites Catafractarii Seni

v 8758 Flavius Roveos Equi tes Comites Seniores
Sagittarit

IIY 14406e Aurelius Saza Egquites Catafractarii Pi

AB 1891 106 Flavius Severianus  Equites Catafractarii

V374 Flavius Ursicinus = Stabuld ‘

AR 1912 44 Flavius Valerianus Sagittardd

Wien, Stud, XXIV p 131 =~ - _ Leones Clibanarii

Other officers are attested with this title in connection with the frontier

amw-%, arms factoriesm, and the officia of civil and military off:lcialssa.

It is difficult to establish precisely when the Vterm,
gentenarius, first became applied té centurions. However, numerous

references attest the exigtence of small limes posts, each termed a

centenarium,

- A+ Dated Insoriptions

244-6  Tripolitana Gagr Duib AE 1950 128 = IRT 880
293 Hauretenia Sitifensis :gua Frigida VIII 20215
303 Numidia n-Naims AE 1942-3 81
ce 303 Tripolitana Tibubuci VIII 22763
3156 Mauretania Sitifensis  Bir Haddads VIII 8713
328 Mauretania Caesariensis Kabilia Maior VIII 9010
B. Other References
Tripolitana . 8idi Al ben Zala AR 1950 209 = IRT 877
. " Bir Scemech AE 1951 10 = IRT 889
Germania Secunda Tungrecanam AE 1901 78
Valeria Centenarius Burgus ND Qe XXXYIY 62
cf. Peutinger Tables e.g. M_W. on the rosd from Lambaesis to

Zarai, and between Tigisi and Gadiaufala.
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It seens 1ikely that this neme derives from the title of the commsnder,
who was presumably a centurion in comd of a static, territorial force >,
If this is so, the Gasr Duib insoription shows that already by the reign
of Philip certain centurions had the right to the title, centggari 28,

' It is d:lffioult, however, to discover the reason for this.
Briefly, there are three possible explanations, In the first place,

it may have some connection with the fact that certain centurions during
60

' the principate are attested with the title trecenarius™ . Dr. Mamn

has suggested to me that this title perhaps desigmates those who had
held a practorian eenturioh_ate. But it does not séem to have any
relevance in the present econtext because it is never attested in the
later empire.  Secondly, after discussing the centurionates c;f the
first cohort, Vegetius goes on to state that all the renaining centurions

of the other nine cohorts, each in command of 100 men, were now called
61

gentenarii™. It seems highly probable that during the principate all

centurions in a legion, apart from those in the first cohort, were équal
in rank, though not in statuaﬁa. The first cohort, .ht')wever, was of
double strength, and its five centurions differed in rank%. According
to Vegetius, the hastatus prior commanded 200 men in the second line, and
in the late efopire was called dgcenggiua&'. Thus there is the implication
that centurions with the title of centenariug held it in virtue of their
commanding 100 men, and those with that of ducenarius in as much as they
commanded 200, However, it does not seem possible to regard each of

the ducenarii protectores réoorded on the inscription of 269 from
Gratianopolis as holding the post of hastatus pri ogss. Traienus

Mucianus is not recorded with this post in any of his five centurionateé,
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each held with the title of prptectoir%.
The third explanation, which seems the most probable

in the circumstances, is that these titles, as applied to centurions

in the later empire, were derived from the gradés of the same hame

-whieh equestrian eff:léi_ala had held during the principate. In the
first twb centuries A,D. the post of primus pilus, the chief centurien
in a legion, had carried with it a salary of almost 60,000 sesterces,
and had conferred equestrian status on its holder67. At the same
time, members of the equestrian order had sometimes preferred a
permenent career in the centurionate to the less secure employment
offered by the normal equestrian eursuaf ’ Apparently, even during
the principate centurions could be promoted to equestrian status as
the reward for outstanding service69. . Others may have gained it as
centuriones dem tati, serving on the emperor's staff7°.

' In view of the rapid depreciation of the coinage as the
third century progressed, it is evident that the bulk of any official's

salar& must have been largely comprised of amnona by the end of the

.period. In this respect, the terms gentenarius and ducenarius, in so

far as they reflected the salary of the offic;al concerned, must have
become largely meaningless. The statement of Herodian71 that under
Septimius Severus all principales were granted the gold ring shonld not
be construed to mean that they were all granted equestrian atatus72. :
Nevertheless, it is not entirely without significance. An inscription
of 234 records that a decurio alame wes pfomoted to the equestrisn order

without contimuing in his military career'. An inscription of 256-8 -

mentions a vir egregius ex lsggalieula;;ou. In the latter part of the



w30~

third century, two centurions are specifically attested as viri ‘ég;;eg;ivs.
Again, Just as no sénatdr:lal officers a:v‘e. 'attes‘t.ed ‘as holding commands
" in the army g.ftér . 260, from the mid-third century officers of
‘equestrian origin, recmited‘from town éouncils, cease to be attested
also, Corellius Alexander is tho last attested eques a militils in
26676. By the end of the third century, officers commanding auxiliary
units seem to have been eﬁ:—-eénturic‘msg e.gs Flavius Martinus, 295-305
and Flavius Abinnasus, 342-551775 It seems likely that such cenfurions

would hold equestrien status, as in the case of the previous comenders;
| and receive the same rates of pay. |

Ihxring the first- and second centuries, it_ had become

bé’ustomary for a primipilaris to go on to hold the three Rome tribunates
and the post of primus pilus bis before being appointed ducensrian
prefect in command of & legion. The latest attested primus pilus big’
:{s T.. Iicinius Hieroeles,' who set up an inscription as praeses of
Mauretania Caecsariensis in 22'778'. The anonymous officer of VI 1645,
whose career from the i)faatorian tribunate onwards was under the Philips,
did not hold the post"ga Nor did Petronius T’aums'Volusianus, practorian
tribune in the early years of Gallienus's reign, Trajanus Mucianus was
promoted ddrect from the post of primus Dpilus to that of prefect
comax;ding IV Flavia. L. 15 of his inseription shows that the legionary
prefecture vas still s ducenarian appdixitment. The post of gpistratesus
in Egypt had been a sexagenarian appointment during the principates TIn
267, however, Aelius Faustus is attested as vir eggegiitg ducenarius
egistratem 80& ’i‘he same could also apply in the cage of the
primipilaves. At some stage prior to 286 the siSkmess® primipilergs

) officials - . . a1 _
became a hereditaryﬁgﬂﬁ. in the civil administration™. From then
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onwards, therefore, legionary prefects, such as Aurelius Firminus,

'Aurelius Maximianus and Clodius Honoratus were presumably promoted
direct to this post, after being centurions in the first 'cohortsz* ‘
During the principate, centurioms in the first cohort

were probably paid twice as much as those in the rema:!.ning nineas.

‘This conforms with Wegeleben's views on the system of promotion within

_ other
the eenturionatead’. Thus if the centurions of theAnine cohorts were

upgraded to the status of gentenarii, one would expect those in the
first cohort to hold ducenarian rank. In this respect, a fourth
~century inscription from Aquileia may have a special significanceas.
As with gentenarii, officers with the ducena digmitas are attested in

field army wnits in the fourth century.

Flavius Batemodus Heyuli Seniores AE 1890 148

Flavins Cascinivus Armaturae ' AE 1891 104

Flavius Fasta Eguites Batavi Segiares AE 1890 147

Valerius Iovinus Equites Promoti AE 1903 291 |
Romanus Vexillatio Amtiemstsadepd P. Gen. II 79= EAbinn 42
Flavius Savinus Batavi Seniores V 8759 = = LS 2797

Anon Equites IIT Dalmatae (?) V 8TTT

Unlike the centenarii, however, no ducenarii are attested as officers in
the frontier units.
In the latter part of the third century, sixz protectores
ducenarii are attested, who were presumsbly centurions of the first cohort.
Aurelius Baia
Florius Baudio
Ulpius Meximinus (?)
Sennius Paternus
Aurelius Processams
Aurelius Romanus
cf. also XIT 2228 - IIS 569
In the fourth century, protectores continued to hold the status of

ducenariusaé. Generally speaking, however, only one of these titles
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‘is stated. Just as there is no known instance of a gentenarius

holding the title of protector, conversely there is no record of
a ducenarius serving in the frontier forces.

This explains some difficulties with regard to the
title of protector in the latter part of the third century. It is
interesting to note that the anonymous officer of the Aioun Sbiba

- inscription did not hold_ the title with his firat centurionate in

IIT Augusta. Ixi his next post, however, namely centurion in IV Flavia
he has the status of protector. The simple explanation that he was
now serving in a field army vexillation does not suffice, since, as
has been nateé, gentenarii also served in field army waits. The
angwer must surely be that he now held the post of genturio primi
ordinis, as one would expect before his next post as primus pilus,
Again, Titus Flavius Constans, genturio protector, is recorded as
having sét up an inscription to his brother, Titus Flavius Superus,
centurion of XXX Ulpia, .who did not heid the title of pmteétog. The
most likely explemation is that the former was a centurion of the first
cohort, whereas his brother was an ordinary centurion. Florius Baudio
was promoted from being genmgio ordinarius, i.e. centurion in any of
the cohorts II to X, to be protector ducenarius. During the latter
half of the third century, there are a mumber of dated inscriptions
which mention centurions vho did not hold the title of m;

260~-8 Aurelius Marcus IV Flavia Singidunum I11 8148

276-82 Septimius Chaeras III Italica Castra Regina AE 1955 99

274-5 Honoratus Adraha AE 1922 130; Syria

274-5 TFarcus : Adrsha AE 1922 1305 Syria
_ XXXIX, 1952 pp.317-8

284305 Aurelius Meximus II Adiutrix Dalmatia IIT 10060

289-~93 Iulius Aurelius  III Aususte Lambaesis VIII 2660
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The find spots of these inscripfions indicate that these centurions
were in fact sérving in thé frontier army.  Hence they would havé
the status of centenarii, and not qualify for the title of protector.
As in the fourth cenhzry,_ centuriéns of centenarien status also |
served in field army t}exillations, and these also did not qualify for
the t:ltlé. Thus Marcellus is attested simply as genturio ordinariug
in a field army vexillation of II Traiama in 29887. On the other
- hand it is clear that éach centurionate held by Traianus Mucianus
with the title of protector coﬁstituted a fresh promot:!.enq These
: press fplee,

five centurionates, followed by the post of briuipilerds probably
correspond to the five grades within the ‘firat cohort of a legion.
Generally speaking, the protectores dgc_enarii attested during the
latter part of the third century appear to have heen field army
| officerss This is becsuse the title of protector was always viewed
as being en essentially wilitary distinction. However, in the latter
part of the third century, as in fourth century, civil officials seem
sometimes to have held itaB.. In conelusion, it may be stated that
the titles of protector and ducenarius were always closely linked
throughout their history. In order to view the rapid decline of the
former dg_riy_:.g Gallienus's reign in its proper persj)ective, one has to

take into account the parallel decline in 'thét of ducenarius during
the first half of the third century, which, though slower, was equally

remarkableggq

(viii) Protectores attached to field amy units.

For purposes of study, it seems most convenient from

now onwards to divide the protectores into {two main categories,
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firstly those attached to field army units, and seconé]y those
serving on the ataff of the emperor or one of his generalé. | ﬁith
regard to the former category; during fhe latter part of the third
cenﬁzy' the field army appears to have been composed of a ﬁumbef of
vexillations, each being normally drawn from a pair of legions
garrisoned in the same province. Apart from the fact that they

were commanded by gragg' ositi, and probably each numbered ebout 1,000
men, little is kmown concezﬁing their internal organisation. It
seems that where a centurionate in a legion is mentioned, the protector
concerned was serving in a vexillation from that unit which had been
drafted into the field army. Thus the anonymous officer of the Aloun
Sbiba inscription, Florius Bsudio, Ulpius Meximinus snd Traisnus
Mucianus each held the title in virtue of thelr centurionates in

vexillations from IV Flavia, II Italiea; II Parthica and XIIT Gemina

respectively. In the closing decades of the third century, however,
it became standard practise to omit the ‘name of the unit and the post
of centurion. The result is that in most cases it is impbssible to
differentiate between protectores servi:ﬁg' in vexiilations, and .those
be].dng;ing to the emperor's staff, |
After the pesd=ef primipilar@s had become @ hereditary

nw in the civil administration, the princeps seems to have become
-the chief centurion. The inscription of Traiasnus Mucianus shows that
this post was.held with the title of protector. In the fourth century

this officer was also called Primicerius or domesticus™. He ranked

second to the tribunus in command of a field aruy unitgl. Normally,

the post appears by itself without further qualification.
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a) _ m. miceﬂi -
Adabrandus = Schola IT Scutarioyum VI 37276 )
Macrobius - Primi Theodogiani XTI 1693
Mauricius ~  Thebaei - Pasgio Acannensium Hartyrum -
Menas = = - Mattiasel S reg IIS 9481a
‘Paterenes o ammelbuch IV 7425 =
Sergius Schola Gentilium ma_.as;lo XIV, 1895, p 376
Vitalianus - Felices Theodosiaci VI 32970
Zimarcus - » - AE 1951 92

_ Anon Vexillatio Ey. Colifrack P Gen, IX 79= P Abinn. 42
of. also P, Ital. I i1955§ 16, 1.31; 22, 1. 45 23, 1, 7

B) - Domestiol |
Flavius Alatancus V 8738 -

Iohannes Aurus Lanciarii ' AE 1903 73
Flavius Carpilio Batavi Seniores V 8743

Two officers with tlﬁs rank, hbwever_, one eerfxdinly, and the other
probebly belonging to the earlier part of the fourth century, are shown
to hold dueené,rian statusga Fur’thermore, the exemple of Viatorinus
makes it seem 1ikely that primicerii still held the title of pro tector
in the fourth century, ' '

. The next in rank after the primicepius in a fourth
century field ar@y unit was the g en ator93

Senatores
Flavius Agemundus Ax_gi;iarii Constantisei 7359 BGU I 316
Amabilis . Numerus Bis Flectorum - VIT: 17414
Candidus Thebaei - ngsio Acaunensium
Evingus (?) Equites Braochisti () - 118 2804
Plavius Maximinus Scutarii - III 141@
Flavius Sindia Heruli Sendores - AE 1890 144 - IIS 2796
Stephanus Schola Armaturarum - - 'ILS 8683
Strategius 8x palatino milite 365 AM XXVI 6 5
Anon Schola T Scuteriorum - VI 32048

The view that this officer obtained this title because he held the
clarissimate seems at first sight the most ylaus:lbl 94 ~ However, a .
senator is recorded as early as 359 and the earliest dux attested as

vir clarissimue is ten years latergsg An officer with the post of
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secun dacerins is _é.ttested togethezf with the prim :lcgriug_. Sergius,
in the Schgla Gentilium. _30396, A -’I’_hig of‘fieer seems tér rank ‘next
to the Brmg' erius, and perhaps acquired the titie of g_e_n_g.m at a lder
period, If the fourth’ century grimicegius is to be equated with the
former pringepa of the first_ eohort during the pzdneipﬁté, one-would
logically expect the: or genator to be the former hagtatus
prior”’,  Presunably, like the primicerius end ducensrive, his officer
would qualify for the title of protector.

| The ducenarii serving in fourth century field ammy unite
ha.ve_ already been listed. They probably eorrespcmd' to the two ' |
posteriores of the first cohort during the principate. They rank
below the genator, but above the eent_e_mriué. v Mﬁ was Qpparefntly
the lowest rank wlﬁ.ch qualified for the title of brotector. Seven
brotectores are :Eecorded a8 belongin_g to field army units, and no doubt
they fall into this categoxyga. In order to avoid confusion, officers
serving in field army units would probably prefer nomally to state

their rank, rather than the title of protector.

(ix) Protectores serving as staff officers.

With regard to the second category, centurions are known
to have served on the emperor's staff during the principategg. If the
snachronistic ;-eferenc;eé to protectores in the Augustan History have
been correctly interpreted, centurions alao served on the staffs of
Caracalla and the elder Gordiant®®. During the third century, emperors
were constantly required to lead their armies An person, either against
barbarian invaders, or rival candidates for the throne. In such a

situation they would obviously have required a large number of staff
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officers on whose intenigenoe and loyalty they could rely. - In this

light it is signifi@ant_that the ¢ @.tm peregrins should have played
an important role in the first part of thga third _émﬁryi ,Essentiglly
it seems to have been a transit camp for principales and eenturions ‘
staying' at Romelel. Officers who rose to high positions during this
period had frequently held some post comnected with it at some stage

during their careerslqg. .

The gastra pereprina was headed by the princeps
peregrinorum, having as his deputy = gubprinceps. The centurions who ‘
vresided there all had the status of primi og_@g 103 They were, in

order of precedence, the gen ¢n dg tat.t supernumerarii and
Lfrum tmtagii The frumentarii were offioiw‘f_ ;ly concerned with commissary

duties, but in fact often acted as, rf;pies and secret - police. In th_e
early third century t,he:tr reputation was already notorioualm. They
were disbanded by Diocletian, only to:be i'eplaced,i however, by the
agentes in rebus, & gchola under the megister offigiomms. The
genturiones supernum _egm il were appa:éent]y carried on the hooks of a
legion, but in excess of the full quota, end in fact serving under

other officers, or in other \m:l'.tsws. In the fourth century the term

yacans evidently corresponds to that of supernum ei-gm }810‘7‘ Only two

- inscriptions mention them. The first shows that they were qﬁartered

at the w when residing at Rmnem8 The second, from

Aquileia, is clearly third eentury in date, and shows such an officer

acting as megister gguitum .f He had previously served as discens

equitum, 1.0. & cadet in the legionary cavelryl®, It is probable that

Gallienus increased the number of legionsxy cavalry, and drafted them

into the field army as part of his programme of military reformt '.
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This inseription may vell date to the perdod after this reform.
Whether the post of magister equitum has sny connection with the
fourth century commsnd of the same name ia. uncertain,

| Altogether, eight ceg_t;&oges depgj_:g are attested,
all of whom belong to the third century.

Q. Carinius Amabilis VI 36776 - s Q 2080
Aurelius Mucianus III 7326

L. Pullius Peregrinus VI 3558 ~ 1IS 2669
Aurelius Flavones Rufinus ~  IGR III 23 ~|;L‘3 8871
Aurelius Silvius ' VI 3557

Aurelius Titus VI 32415 =,118 4932
Ulpius Verus pooRowRn

L. Petronius Taurus Volusiamus XI 1836 - ILS 1332
Mommsen put forward the theory that they were centurions serving on
the emyerorfs staffnz. The svidence, though seahty, seems to point

in this direction. The inscriptions set up by officers serving in

this capacity have all been found at Rome, with one exceptionus.\ In
three :lnstances', the previous péat- of a genturio deputatus is known.,

Amabilis and Rnf:!.nus were both previouasly cegtuﬂggeg frumentarii, while
Volusianus had served on the ¥ decuris at Rome. The latter's rapid
career culminated in the praetorien prefecture. C(learly, the post of
gcenturio deputatus was only granted to trusted and able officers. The
centuriones deputati are also mentioned in an interesting insecription

14

dated to 256-8 This throws considerable 1ight on the organisstion

of the castra gerew « It is probable that the two tribuni referred

to were praetoriens, and were in charge of the gastra peresrins at this
imells. It seems significant that the last dated epigraphic reference

to the centuri ones deputati should occur at this period. The first
dated reference to centurions holding the title of protector occurs
shortly afterwards.
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With regard to the protectores serving as staff
officers in the fourth century, it is evident that each emperor

. had two gcholse of protg_ ctores domestici, one of cavalry, and one

of infantry, sewiﬁg at his courtua. The term, schola, is an

ambiguous one in the fourth century. It is used to deseribe the

units which constituted the emperor's household guard, namely the

gcholse mlatigae, which came under the control of the magister

officiorumn'?. On the other hand, it could alsc be applied to

various bodies of officials, such as the agentes in rebus, the secret
police, and the notarii, the clerks of the imperial chaneellerylm.

Frequently, ordo, or gconsortium is used as an alternative term in

comnection with the protectores domesticiug. The Notitia shows

that the two gcholae of domestici were each commanded by a iribunus,

who held the title of comeslaa. This office was a key post in the

fourth centuzylal. Its holders were almost certain to be promoted

at a later stege to the rank of magister mil:ltumlzz’, Each gchola

had a primicerius as its‘moat senior member. During the fourth
century, four of these are known by namelzs. There is no evidence
to indicate the precise number of protectores domestici within each
Bchola. However, a fifth century law states that there were 48
ducenarii in the &h‘g.]é of agentes in rebugl?”d’. It has already been
shown that all protectores hed ducenarian status, It seems likely
therefore that, by analogy with the ggentes in rebus, there were about
50 in each gchola of protectores domestici, thus msking a total of 100
in all. Of these, 50 (presumably 25 from emch gchols) were selected

to serve in pracsenti, i.e. at the emperor's court. 15 mhese 50
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protectores domegtici serving in praesenti are presumably to be
identified with the deputati mentioned in the Notitis Diemitatum as
serving under each gomes domesficommla.s. The term, | deputatus, as
employed in the legal sources during this period, seems to imply
service at the imperial courtlzv. The remaining protectores domestici
seem to'have served on the staffs of the various regional magistri
nd i tum, |
At first sight, it seems difficult to point to any

institution in the preceding century which corresponds to that of the
protectores domestici. Clearly, however, the emperors of the latter
part of the third century possessed a large field army, and would have
required a considerable number of staff officers. The term, deputati,
as applied to the protectores domestici serving in praegenti, seems to
provide a clue, since it is also used to characterise those centurions
of the third century who served on the emperdr's staff, and were
quartered in the cagtra peregrina. The importance of the castra
peregrina during tﬁe first part of the third century has already been
shown, VWhat evidence exists concerning the genturiones deputati during
this period suggests that they were normally destined for rapid promotion,
and high positions. Thus Petronius Temrus Volusianus rose to the
praetorian prefecture, while Aurelius FPlavones Rufinus's last attested
post is that of urban tribune.

| During the latter part of the third century, there is
little evidence concerning the gcestra peregrina, But since accéss to
the higher military grades was confined to the centurionate after

Gallienus's reforms, it is evident that it will have gained rather
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'atteéted. in command under Gallienus
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than lost in importance. . An ex prineipe peregrinorum is attested
as praeses of Numidia under Carinuslaa. ‘Diocletian is described as
holding the post of gomes domesticorum immediately prior to his
elevation as 'emperormg. This, however; is clearly an anachronism,
since the protectores ddmestici are not attested'elsewheté until

346", It 1s kmown that the cavalry of Galliemus's field army was

‘unified under a single command™ Y. It is possible therefore that the

staff officers at the castra peregy ina vere ‘divided into two sections,
infantry and cavalry. This would explain why there are two tribunes
132 14 4s possible that. Diocletian
was one of these. If so, Zonaras's wording suggests that he was in
charge of the cavalry section.

Pei'ha,ps,‘ tﬁerefore, the posts of gomes_domesticorum -
eguiﬁzm and the comes domesticorum peditum evolved from the two
prastorian tribunates in control of the castra peresrina in the latter
part of the third century.  Similarly, the two primicerii at the ‘head
of the two gcholae domesticorum in the fouith century could approximate
%o the princeps and gubprinceps of the castra peregrina during the
principate. Finally, the protectores domestiol serving in pracsenti
during the fourth century seen to correspond to the genturiones deputati
of the preceding century, whilé the protectores ggxgesf;-ci who served on
the staffs of field army generals appear to have analogies with the

It is uﬁlikely that the protectores domestici originated

from the praetorians, since the latter seem to decrease in importance

under Diocletian, perhaps as a natural result of his policy of
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decentralisation. He is recorded as :ha'wring reduced their mimbers™>,
Again, contemporary inscriptions relative tb the careers of individual
soldiers indicate that service in the praetorian g;uard repfeéénted an
honourable retirement after an active careerlﬁ. The gcholae of
Sm‘t’aﬂi and Gentiles, which eventually replaced the p'raetorim as’
the imperial bodyguard are alresdy attested in his' rei@ltss. " The
eventusl disbandment of the praetorian guard after the Battle of the
Milvien Bridge in 312 was"on‘ly’ the logical outcome of Diocletian's
policy. | | | |

| Evidence concerning those protectores who served as
staff officers in the latter part of the third century and during the
early fourth century is sparse. ;I'he first dated reference to them
as protectores domestiel does not ocour until 346°2°, Hence it is
difficult to prove that any protector attested during this period was
in fact serving as a staff officer. It seems probable, however, that
'.I‘raiamzs Mﬁciam;s served in this capacity, while attached to the Vigiles
and Urban Cohorts. These are not éttested‘ on coins as. belonging to
the field army, and the oﬁission_ of the number of the cohort to which
he was attached in these two centurionates seems sigificant. Again
the inscription does not state the legion to which he was attached
while serving as princeps and %. Daia's rapid career, and
the influence wielded by his uncle, Galerius, make :lf probable that he
also served as protector 6n the emperor's staff, while the same nay be
true of Servantus and 'l‘ei-ehﬁus, -since no unit commender is attested
in their case, in contrast to the other sections of the papyrus in

which they are 1istad. Valerius Thiumpo also probably falls into
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inscription, aﬁd time fact that he served as g'roteetog for fivé years,

one year less than Mavius 'Meﬁoriﬁ°s torm as p. rog-éctor'vdogesti cus .

The insor:lption of Iicinianus, who served in the schola protectorun,

also seens to belong to the early part of the fourth century.v Finally,
the mscription of Valeriua V:lncentina, g_h_x,@us nrotegtom from

Ficomedia, where Diocletian of‘ten had his residence. :melies that there

was an organised body of mtectoges serving at the imperial couri: at

this time. During the fourth century, 22 officers are apecifieally
attested with the rank of gggp_tagtor domesticus,.

Flavius Aurelius
Marcus Bitianus
Eareter

Flavius Gabdso
Gratianus
Hariulfus
Herculanus
Flavius Tovianus
Leontius
leucadiug
Macedonius

Amianus Marcellinus
Marcellus
Masaucio
Flaviug Memorius
Teutomeres
Flavius Valens
Valentinus
Valerianus
Verinisnus
Vitalienus

Anon (VI 32047)

With regard to access to this rank, the protectores

domestiei fall into two groups, firatly those who were &already experienced

goldiers on receiving their commissions, and secondly those commissioned

directly on entering the army'.'

With regard to the former category,

it is noticeable that they normally served in palace units, where inherent

ability would attract the emperor's attention more quickly.

Daia

Flavius Memorius
Valerius Thiumpo
Vitalianus

Lenciardi
ermli

chala Palatina

Platna

n

MM&@ |

With regard to the second group, ability, education, and above all,

perhaps, influence, seem to have been the deéiding factors. The duties
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of & staff officer would obvicusly require some measure of education
in the prospective candidate, especially if his superior had himself
risen from the ranks, as in the case of Arbitio, Ursicinus and
Vetraniol?’?. Hence the appointment of sueh";)fficera as Anmianus
| Marcellims. On the other hénd. ‘Herculanus, Flavius Iovianus,
Masaucio and Flavius Vélans :Were presumably helped by the influence
| of their fathers, who were all bigh ranking generals. When the
magister militum, Ursicinus, was sent -to overthrow Silvanus in 355,
ﬁe was accompanied by a ataff of 10 fribuni vacantes and protectores
domestici, Of these, all were either relatives or fiiends of
Ursicinus, with the exception of Ammianus and Veriniamaswa. A law
of 364~5 spacified that the sons and close kinsmen of protectores
domestici were to be attached to the scholae of domestici and enrolled
on the official register, even though too young &s yet to bear ams:m.,
- 4s a rle, promotion within the gcholae of domesticl
seems to have followed a fairly rigid pattern, depending on seniority
of service **, Within each Schola there were 10 decemprimi. This
was the highest grade, newt to that of primicerius, snd was reached
acéarding to aeniorityul‘., Provision ﬁas made that if' an of:fieer
temporarily lost his position in the schola, but was reinstated within
two years as & result of the e‘mberor's decision, he was not to lose
any of his seniorityua. Normally, it seems that an officer served
in a schola for about 5 ym143. Promotion was automatic up to the
grade of decemprimus. Thus it is evident that in normal circumstances
10 fresh-m__mw were gelected for service in each gchola

every year. The poat of primicerius of a schnla was apparently viewed



B

~45-

as a special distinetion, - Patronége and an impressive physique seem
to have beeh factors influencing an appointménf to this position,
which was probably importent in court ceremonia1144. Those commissioned
direct as protectores domestici were nomally young mmi, aged about 19145;
Those who had commenced service in the ranks tended to be appointed to
‘thia position 4n their 1:‘«'.»1'1:1‘3&;3‘46

Aftgr having served oh the staff of the emperor, or a
high ranking ganer@'l,. an officer was nommally promoted to the rank of
MM? Thus, when Ursicinua was sent to assume control once
more of the eastern field amy as gggig___w in 397,
he appointed the more senior members of his staff to the commsnd of
unis 148, Altogether, t’hé further careors of five staff protectores
in the fourth century are known, In each case they went on to hold

the post of tribumus’®®, In the latter part of the third century,

staff protectores seem to have been appointed to command frontier
legions, before retuming to the field army as Draspositi in charge

of a pair of legionary vexillationslso.

It seems highly probable
that most of the officers who commanded field army units in the fourth

century had previouaiy passed through the grade of protector domesticus.

(x)

This s.?eems a convenient j:oint at which to examine the
duties assigned to the various types of staff protector in the fourth
century. Firstly, as has been- shown, the gmtecs_g;eg domestici were
staff officers, attached either to the enperor himself, or to the
various magistrd militum, It is interesting to note that the heart
shaped design which appears on the shields of the protectores domestiel
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in the Notitia Dignitatum aleo constitutes the decoration for the
emperor's chariot on the Arch of Constantine’> . As a protector
domesticus oné had to be engaged in the em_peror'é serviee‘, ‘having
definite duties, and carrying out public orderslﬁz. It was decreed
that those who had been of no assistance either to the emperor

himself, or any of his military expeditions, vere to be dismissed’?,

Another lew states that the name of domestici was given to them in

Pivst place because of the j,ntimate personal service which they

rendered to the emperor'>', In 354 Constantius IT withdrew the bulk

of the gw Gallus's forces in order fo weaken his position, preparatory

to overthrowing him. As an exguse, he stated that they might mutiny

i 1aft inactive over a long period. .. However, he allomd Gallus to

retain his scholae palatinae and protectores domesticil>?, Two .

implications emerge: firstly, that the loyalty of an emperor's
- bo&yg\mr& and staff officers was nomally considered as being beyond |
doubt; secondly, that no emperor could be expected to dispemse with |
their services, When Constantius II died at Mobsucrense in Cilicia

in 361, it was a , Flavius Tovianus, who was

selected to escort the funeral coi-tege‘back to constantineplelss
Basides acting as an ascort 4o the emperor. protectores
omeatig;l_ could also be sent on distant sarvicelfﬂ.' Thus, they
occasional}y acted as messengers, as in the case of Herculanus, who
brought news to Constentius IT in Gaul of Gallus's astions in the
eagt'C,  When the rebellion of Procopius broke out in 365, Valentinian
I gent Masaucj.o as a special emissary to Afriua. He was tl_m son of
Cretio, a former gcomes &fricae; hence he woulﬁ know what places to
guard, in vord'er to prevent the revolt sﬁr&ading to this immrtant '



47~

grain prcvinoewgc

the magister militum, Uraic:!!_ius, throw an interesting light on the
various fum;tiona which a protector domesticus serving on a general's
staff might be called on to perform.

The duties assigned to Ammianus Mareellims by

The arreat and guarding of prisoners was perhaps the
most froquent of the duties performed by ;emteotorgsmo_. In a
general reference to the cmelty of Valentinian I, Ammianusb mentions
that it was the protectorss who were sent to arrest suspected personslsl.
In 354 Gallus ordered his protectores domestici to arvest the piﬁaetoﬁan
prefect, Domdtiamus %, At the same tirée, they also arrvested
Apollinaris, Domitiamus's son-in-law, who had been sent to Mesopotamia
to enquire from the soldiers stationed there as to whether Gallus was
163, he actusl arrest of Gallus himself, st

' .Poetovio, was carried out by the comes domesticorum, Barbatio, with

planning a revol

" a picked band of p ,rotectore_s]'“, In 355, the protector domesticus,
Teutomeres:, -was sent, together with a collesgue, to arrest those
present at a banquet giveh'by Afvicanus, governor of Pannonis Seétmda.
gince treagonable talk was alleged to have takan ;Slace on. this oecasionlss
A decree of 382 prescribed that Natalis, the former dux et praeses of
Isauria, was to be conducted ﬁa;ckv to the province which he had despoiled,
gub_custodis protectorum, and there be made to repey fourfold what he

had atolmlss. In 373, the magister eauitum, Theodosius, who had been
sent Yo Africa to suppress the revolt of Firmus, gave orders to his

protectores domestici to arrest the gomes Africae, Romanus, because

of his suspected axtortionlm. Ordinary protectores apparently were

also used for this. purpoée-. Thus, when a governor of the Thebaid

®
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was converted at the time of Diocletian's pei-secution, the prei‘ect

of Egypt ordered some grotectores and g_ag;ttam to arrest h:i.m168
Protactores were also employed to arganise the work

of frontier defonce, Thus in 359 when it became obvious that Sapor

intended to invade Mesopotamia, steff iribuni and protectores were

sent to ensure that the fortifications on the right bank of the

Euphrates were in a state of readin,essmg-. Erotectores could also

be sent to supervise the defences of & particulayr area of froni:ier17°.

In this respect an inséription of 334 mentions a certain Vincentius,

protector sgens Besie’ '\, Another of the duties frequently aseigned

to pro ‘tegto_ge_s. wes that of recruiting officer. In this case they

were sent out into the provinces to summon to the levy deserters, sons |

of veterans, vagrants, and persons whose birth status made them eligible

for military service 172. Flavius Abinnaecus seems to have been employed

as a recruiting officer in the period 339-42, In the latter year he

led the recruits he had assembled to the emperor'b headquarters at

' Hiérapolis. An inscription from Italy mentions a certain Flavius

Concordius, p

also seems to have been engaged in conducting rec;mité o the emperor’a‘
headquarters., When Aeiiamxs. as protector, led a night sally of the
Praeventores from Singar_a in 348,_”119 wag probably acting es praepositus
in command of this 'recently recruited unit,

The supervision of the public pést, with respect to the
size of the vehicles, aﬁd the weight of the loads placed in them was
another of the duties which the protectores carried ou t]‘73 . Also,
protectores were appointed to énsure that no 1llicit goods were |
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‘pumerarii on the staff of the i

T

-exported to barbarian tribes hiy sea or iend174.  Soldiers were

sometimes employed in raising a tax on goods 'b‘aug-ht and éold a:t. 3
marketsr"s. On- sueh-aecaéions.' the officer in command was & -
wf_ﬁ_eml%‘ Protectores also sometimes -feceived the aunona on
behalf of the troops %o -whom they were attachedlw.' paritores

serving on the staff of a magister militun or dux were sometimes
granted the title of protector. Thus Iacobus and Caesins were

apparently had the status of protector. Similarly, Antoninus seemy
to have acquired the 'bitle of . p‘r_g___m_ while ‘serving as a numerarius
on the staff of the dux Mesopotamise. - However, a law of 354 decreed
that no sppa ' gg r serving on the staff of a magister mily

henceforth to be granted the status of protector, unless he had
actually borne erms in the imperial aervica._during his career, and -
assisted in all the military expeditions' e,

(x1) The status gf‘ ;g'rétgctoreg. |

| - As has already Seen shawn, nrjo.tectgvres,in the latter part
of the thitd centur&. .all held ducenarian status.  The ducena d_i@izgg
by this time seems to besr no relation to the salary of the officisl
who held it. Instead, the evidence suggests that it vas a term
employed to designate a wide cross section of officials belonging to
the equestrian order. ‘

Septimius Yorodes ?62-5 Y.0. procurator PIR III 8 350
Aurelius Marcellinus 268 ' Im 544

Aelius Taustus - gm_ XVIT 2130
S 583 119

Co Iulius Priscianus 27 : '»
Mo Aurelius Velerius 280 ~ v.@. ex ;qrot. 1§t. div.,  TIIT 1805 & p 2328
Laitila 306 W AE 1933 185



50m

" Appavently all the M& and the ma:]ority of the ducmg; had
the status of viri sgrogii in the third century : Tha higheat

grades mnong the g;_ggggﬁ._, however. had the status of viri neﬁgctz&sgmwo,
’.li'his order of precedence is shown clearly by two ,1aWs of.31‘7
During the ,1a‘§ter part of the third century, prot e‘gtoreg apparently
rapked as W dugenari 3182

During the fourth century, protectores seem to have
continued to hold ducenarisn status'®’, However, during this period
two protectores are a;ttested with the status of virperfectiaagm‘m
One of the imcripfions mentioning Flavius Concordius is dated to 361,
Amnienus states that the duges were still yiri _gg‘ﬁ“eet;g‘ gimi under
Constantius II, and the first inseription attesting a dux ee yir

185

glarissimus is dated to %69 It may be that it was felt necessary

to promote the duces to the status of glarissimi, because the brotectores,
a far lower grade, had gained the perfect:lssimate. During the early

£fifth century, the p_:;_ig;agrius and Qegemp_ within each schola of
protectores domestici were accorded senatorial atm:urs""a6 In 416

the clariasimata was also conferred on primigerii and decemprimi within
the protectores

8‘7

The acquiring of the title of protector was closaiy
linked with the ceremony of adovatio. This practice, in its finally
" developed form, seems to have been introduced by Diocletian, and in all
probability was modelled on the court procedure of the Sassanid kingslaa.
In order of rank and senlority, those privileged to be admitted to an

audience with the emperor were required to prostrate themselves before



him, end kiss the hein of his pu:cplé rbbélag " The p'rdfégtbres
constituted the lowest olass of officials qualified to partlcipate
in this ceremony. During the fourth century the g;@itas of p tegtg
was attained merely through parti.cipation :in the cereumny of a.doratiolgo
Thus Flavius Abinnaeus may have obtained the title of protector by this
means. Apparently, at a later sfage, some officers with the status |
of g' rotector were termed simply adorator, without further qualif:l.cationwl.
The'oeremony of adoratlo constituted an essential part in the new
‘absolutist regime established'by Diocletian and Constantine, It was
no doubt one of the factors which ensured that the fourth century,
unlike the third, sho'uld be relatively free from pretenders, Esch
officer, at a certain essential stage in the cursus, had to adore the
emperor in order to secure promotion. Thus the emperor preserved
contact with his officers, though still remaining aloof. All senior
‘ 0enturiohs_ were his protectores, but at the same time they were the
protectores lateris divini., | _ 4 e

It was custbmm to pay a fee for the privilege of becoming
.m_ tector domesticus. 'i'_hosé who had already served for some time prior
%o ;'eaching this rank only paid 5 golidi to the primicerius scholae,

but those admitted to adore the purple through patronage or favour were

required to pay ten times this anount? %2,

On becoming protector, one
acquired a testimonial letter certifying one's right to claim this

statusl%.

(xiil) The title, ex protectoribus.
The title of protector is not to be confused with that
of ex protectoribus. The latter was normally only granted %o veterans
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who had attained the rank of mw}priéz; to their 'ﬁiﬁclh'ar.rge. It
was held by various officials, both military and civil in the latter
part of the 'i:hi_rd centﬁzyl%. It .seéxis .to ‘have.' éénferred"special
privileges on its holder,lg's. In the fourth century, soldiers could
receive three maiifx typeapf‘&_iischarge, hongstag;__ ssio, caugaria missio
and emexita missio. ,Sdldiers who had sgervgd their f.‘uli complement of
20 years were eht:ltled fm honeste migsio, while those discharged on

account of wounds before completing this length of service were

- granted cauaaria"miss&ol%. A law of 325 lists the privileges

conferred on protectores, milites comitatenses and ripenses while
still servingw?. It then goes on,-to‘ list the privileges accorded

to various categories of veterans, commencing with thbse holding

emerita missio, the first dated mention of this type of discharge.

The property of these veterans, and that of their wives, was exempt
from taxation., Those diaeharged with honesta migaio,,hawever, were
only permitted to exempt their own gapitum, Thus the former. category
were granted double the privileges allowed to the latter. A law of
364 shows that veterans discharged as ex pmtegtor;bu‘g received twice
the amount of corn and oxen granted to those holding honesta missiol o,
Thus it seems likely that diaoliarge_ with emerits missio was normally
synonymous with discharge with the title, ex protectoribus. The wording
of the 1at§ of 328 suggests that the protectoris dignitas was among the
distinctions obtained by veterana‘ pro meritis s uisl(';g,

An examination of the careers of those protectores who
commenced séwicg in the ranks shows that none attained this status

prior te their completion of at. 1east 20 years service., In the third
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century most officers seém to reach the rank of protector while in
their forties”". = In the fourth century, Valerius Taiumpo served
20 years, Flavius Marcﬁs é'p' years, and Flévius Memorius 28 years,
before attaining the dignitas of protector. It seems likely that 4most
;ssoldiers, having completed 20 years service, were granted their honesta
missio and discharged. However, va small percentage, of those with
recognised ability, were apparently encoﬁraged to remain, with a view
to their later promotion as protectores. Martinianus held the title,
ex protectoribus, Iat thq age of 60, having previously served for 45 .
years, Albinus, specifically termed veteranus ex protectoribus on
vhis insariptioh, died at the age of 80. Contemporary references to
the rank of protector show that in normal circumstances it was only
‘rea,ched after considerable serviceaol. |

Duriilg the prindipate; personnel officially attached
to the army had often in reaiity been concerned with fmrely civil
duties. In the third century there was an increasing tendency
towards specialisation, culminating in the final separation of the
civil and nilitary organisations under Constantine. 'In the fourth -
century, however, many civil officials retained their military titles,
and among these was that of protector. A law of 321 emphasised that
ideally it was to be viewed as an essentially military distinct_ionzaa.
In the case of apparitores serving on the staffs of magistri militum,
a law of 354 prescribed that none were to be allowed to adore the purple,
unless they had previously borne arms in the imperial service, and
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participated in all the military expeditions Caesius and Tacobus,

attested as mmerarii on the staff of the bagister equitum per orientem
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4in 359 had presumably fulfn,lled ‘this stipulatmn.

 The Notitia Dimitatum presemts a somewhat oonf‘used
p:lcture with relation to the appointment of the E;inoiges at the head
of the various offiein, both civil and nilitary, Probably this is
beéause the chapters are not a}l cémtemporaneous and administrative
changes were infroducecl at different periods. Some principes were
evidently aép&inted de eodem ofigciozm. Others, oﬂ the staffs of
various western _d__uggg, were apparently appointed in 'al,te.rnate years
from the officia of the various magl Lotri militum praesentales 205.
The grincig 88 jon the remaining staffs, both civil and military, appear
to héve been draim from the Wg ﬂost of the principes
‘iat the head of tﬁg various officia in the beastern aegtion of the
. Notitia are vspeciﬁcally attested as having gained the title of
protector on completion of service?®®. Tt may be significmnt that
this is not the case with any of the W_in the westem seoti_.on,
but there is no reason to suppose that they did not réeeive this
privilege, Some principes in the eastern section apparently served
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for ﬁvo years prior to their retirement™ . The same is also true

in the case of the primicerius fabri cgezoa. The agentes in rebus -
seem to have obtained the same privileges as soldiers and court

offieialszog. The gornicularii on the staff of the praetorisn prefect

were evidently permitted to adore the purple on completion of their

210

service The same is true of the mumerarii, on completion of three

years sérvj;c_e. The officiales serving on the staff of the praefectus

urbis evidently also gained the title of protector, on completion of

their senioeglg. _ Notarii, appgrentl‘y, vere also entitled to the

status of p__r_gj_gg,tg;als.
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' With regard to the privileges granted to the protectorss,
practically all the evidgnce is contained in a geries of laws iﬁ the
Theodosian Code. However, it is almost certain that the title carried
with it certain privileges in the latter part of the third century>?,
The subject is perhaps best e#amined from four different points of view,
firstly, the privileges of those actually holding the title of g;ggtecggi,
and secondly, of those holding the title, ex protectoribus. Thirdly,
the series of laws directed against the illegal sollicitation of the
title, ex protectoribus, shows that the privileges involved were
considerable, and meny persons therefore were anxious to obtain it.
Finally, it remains to examine the special category of the protectores
domestici. | |

The prambtién which soldiers coveted, and which influential
friends 'Qolicited for them, was advancement to the dignitas of mmgw,
A general reference to the privileges enjoyed by the gmﬁegtgres occurs
in a law of 326, which seems to imply that these privileges were
dependent on length of servieezls.: More specifically, officers with
the title of protector had the right of osculation, when greeting
vicarii of the praetorian prefect217. Punishment similar to that
meted out in cages of sacrilege was %o be inflicted on those who
refused to grant this privilege to persons who had been conaidered
worthy enough to touéh the sacred purple. A law of 416 prescribed
that gro‘te'cvt»ozv'es with the rank of decemprimus were to be accorded the
status of gclarissimi, without being subject to any of the compulsory

public services incumbent on senatorszla. Like ripenses and comitatenses,
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Eroteeﬁor_es while serving were permitted to exempt from personal
taxes themselves, together with their fathers, mothers and wivesmg.
Vhere they did not have these relatives, they were allowed to exempt
a certain restricted number of ﬁersons.- In accordance with anoient
custom, gmgectpre‘s obtained prices of the open market when selling
their wgao. When on distant service, both protectores domegtici
and ordinary protectores obtained annons, provided that they renewed
their letters of instruction (commonitorium) for the follcwi‘ng consular
yearzal. o

A reference to the privileges of those qualified to hold
this title, ex protectoribus, occurs as sarly as the reign of Diocletianzaz.
A law of 320 sought to ensure that only those who had legitimately
obtained the title of ex protectoribug should be allowed to enjoy the

: concomi’ctant privilegesegs. The property of those qualified to hold

the statua of ex protectoribug cannot have been negl:lble, since the:lr -----
sons could be attached to the xmmicipal councils if unsuited for military
service on health grounds. The same also applied to those protectores
serving in praesenti who were enervated by luxurious living 24. The
title of ex g‘_:;gtéctorim s qualified its holder for exemption from the
municipal eouncil. the aervice gulldemen owed to their cities, and the
payment in gold of the éstablished sum due i‘rom tradesmenaas. Veterans
who held the title of ex protectoribus could not be arrested on charges
incongrucus with their rank. ~ Instead, the governor of the province "
concerned had to' refer the matter to the court of the preetorian
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prefect Veterans discharged as gx protectoribus received 2 yoke

of oxen and 100 measures of each kind of gxain227. Others, however,
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" discharged with honesta or causaria missio only received half this
~amount, A person who had obtained the title, ex protectoribus,

after military service, vas exempted up to the price of one vagina —
. 228

from the peyment of the collatio lustralis, if engaged in trade”=",
Apparently, therefore, those who obtained the distinction, ex
roteotoribus, could expect to have amassed sufficient capital to
engage in trade., A further law guaranteed them an exemption from
taxation of 15 50l4di in all trading transactions. On sums involving
a larger capital investment, however, they were required to pay duty‘?ag,.
The sdvantages which the title of ex protectoribug
conferred on its holder made it much sought after, and a series of
laws was directed against those persons attempting to gain it illegally,
either by patronage or favour, when in fact they had never been engaged
in the imperial service. Whereas those with previ-ous-"'service paid a
fee of only 5 to 10 m}_:i..gl_:}._?ta ‘the primicerius scholae on obtaining
the position of . _ :‘heetor dom sticus, those obtaining 1t through

patronage had to pay a fee of 50 -g'diidiasog

- Such a considerable

sum indicates the worth bf the privileges involved. A law of 365

is directed against persons adoring the purple, and themby qualifying
for the status of ex protectoripué. before the completion of their
period of serviceam{ This law algo ordered that all who had obtained
the title through patronege were to réturn to their formgr units, In

382 it was decreed that pumerarii who had acquired tﬁe title before

completing the statutdrj three years service in this pogition were to
be execute?z + A law of 400 was issued to prevent persons being
 gertified as veterans by the grent of testimonial letters obtained

fraudulently, as these people had never been soldiers, or had deserted
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in the prime of 11fez33, Persistent offenders in this respéct were

' the' elerks serving ‘on the varioua officia,' A 1aw of uncertain date

yrescribed t}mt :lf an appgri r from any officium had managed to

' o’btain imperial ~le1:1:e_rs entitling him. to the -statua of ex protectoribus, -

234

" he was %o bevreturned to his former office ° ', This was repeated in

a law of 354235q A further law of the'same year specified that no
Aamrifor of the praetorian prefects or n stri militum was to be
permitted to adore the purple,.-uniess }ié hé.d fought in the army, and

 assisted in all the imperial 'e'xpedition8236'. Other persistent

offenders were the deduriané, compelled by birth to serve on the town
_cduncils; | These often sought to evade their hereditary burdens by
obtaining the title, ex p_x_'gtegtoﬁ bus. VIt was decreed that such
persons were to be returned to their original status, provided that
they had not already served for five years in the armgrzs? This
Aarrangement, however, apparently did not work. and in & second law,
dated to 397, decurions were forbidden to obtain hono;'ary discharges
of any kind, whether as ex pm'tég‘gorim, or gx -domeat_icisa%. By the
terms of thé px‘,'evi;oulsb law they had Seen allowed to retain the title,
thougﬁ not t& enjoy the privilegeé which 4t conferred on'military
veterans, This law implies. that ,ﬁhe‘ title, m&m&m
pfoteeted its rlxolder"frqm compulsoryl :sérvice of a meﬁial nature, and the
punishment of flogzing. |

- The p_z_*_g_tectores &ggegtigi. as one would expect, enjoyed
greater privilegea than the remainder of the W though it
seems that the differentiation became less marked towards the close

of the fourth century., Thus the decemprimi within each schola of
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pm;éteétores domestiei were granted the status of clarissimi in 416,
while at the same time being exempted fiom the compulsory services
normally inoumbent on senators®>, But a month later, the same

" privilege was granted to the rest of the protectores®®, In 472
it was decreeé. that if a protector démesticus should die before
retirément, his heirs should enjoy tkfe_ 'perguisites due to himzfu.
Each of the protectores domesticl aetually in attepdance at court
was graﬁted an aliowance- of 6 m. AlY others, ﬁa_wever, who
were at court in addition to the‘pz"&iascrib.ed nunber were to recetve

nothing, and be compelled to return to their home8242. In 365 it

-was decreed that the sons and close Kinsmen of protectores domestici,
though under age, were to be attached to the schollae, enrolled on the
official registers, and granted an allowance of four gnnonae, as long

as they remained in fixed official rasidencesa43.



(15 - Introduction .

During the principate the term, pracpositus, is employed
to denote a variety of ad hoc commands. For example, it can bé |
applied to legionary centurions acting as commanders of auxiliary
cohorts or m, or as drill instructors to the Equites Si__r_;gglaresl.
On other ocoasiéns it is used to describe a p_rimigilar:_lg in charge of -
o detachment of the fleet, or of the Equites Singulaves®. As a rule,
however, it signifies the commender of one or more legionary
véxillatio‘ns. Small detachments of prcvingial armies were frequently
entrusted to a legionary centurion, acting as pracpositus vexillationis.
Suéh troops were employed in police and garrison duties, as well as
in building and other .types of wo_rk3_. ‘Senatorial praepositi in
command. of large field forces are attested on sevei-al' occasions up
to the beginning of the third cen’cury4. Equestrian praepositi in
command of vexil_lgtions are known from ’the reign of Maroué Aureliug
onwards5. Primipi_l; ares on occasion also acted as praspositi in
charge of véiillations. During the first century they were apparently
employed only to lead reinforcements on the march from one province
to snother. By the reign of Severus, however, they were commanding
vexillations on camﬁaigns.s

During the period with which this thesis is concerned,
the term seems to preserve its flexibility, and is applied to a

variety of miscellaneous commands. These can be divided into roughly
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twelve different types, and for purposes of clarity it is proposed to

examine each category separately..

(ii) Praepositi commanding pairs of vexillations,
During the latter part of the third century the term,

praepositus, is frequently used to describe the commander of a pair
of legionary vexillations. At least six belonging to this category

are attested during this period.

Flavius Aper ¥V Macedonice & XIII Gemina  260-8
Iulianus VII Glgudia & IV Flavia 205
Traianus Mucianus _ LI ¢. 275 (2)
Mucinianus ' I- Italica & XTI Glandia 295

.Ce Rufius Synforianus II Parthica & IIT Augusts 260-8
Vietorinus o IIldyricorum & ITT Gallica 31523

The following were probably also in command of pairs of vexillations.

Velerius Statilius Castus 256-8

Claudianus 2085
Domninus "
Anastasius Fortunatus 208
Ianuarivs 295
Iucianus "
Mucianus "
Olympus "
Terentianug "
Valerianus "
Vitalianus - 260-8
Anon, IIS 8940 31724

An insdription, dated to 269, mentions praepositi in charge of legionary

.vexillations and Eguites.' These units comprised a field force based on
Gratianopolis in Gallia Narbonensis, under the overall command of the
raefectus Vigilum, Iulius Placidianus7.
| In order to discover why these vexillations were pairéd,
it is necessary to return to the reign of Septimius Severus. Following
the murder of Pertinax in 19%, the three principal conteﬁders for the

throne were governors of provinces in which three legions were garrisoned.
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'!_l'hus Severus himself was ;egate of Panmonia Superior, Clodius Albinus
lega'l;_e of Britain, an& Pescennius Niger legate of Syria. After the
reign o\f, (!a‘racalla, however, no province was al].ocated more than two
legions. Dio, writing in the early third century, reports Maecenas
as stating, in a supposed discussion with Augustus, that no provincial
governor ought to be assigned more than two 1egionaax Later, when
detachments were required for campaigns or other purposes, each was
férmed from a pair of legions stationed in the Same‘ province. Where
only one legion was quartered in a province, its detachment was normally
paired with anothez; from an adjacent province of the same typ'eg.

The system of pairing legionary vexillations probably
had three main advantages. In the first instance, one legion alone
might not have been able to provide enough suitable troops to form a
mobile vexillation of sufficient strength. Secondly, drawing men
from two 1egions would' avoid weakening the frontier defences of a b
province in one pé.rticulai areé.. Finally, although theré would be
a gtrong link between the .two vexillations, in that they both
originated from the same frontier section, there would also be a
certain amount of rivaliy between the two, vhich would enhance their
fighting spiritlo. After Constantine became sole ruler of the empire
in 324, each separate legionary detachment was assigned its own officer.
However, -the practice of pairing legionary vexillations was not |
abandoned in the fourth century, as is shown by the writing of Awmianus

Marcellinus and the field army lists of the Notitian. Indeed, the

system was extended to include cavalry units and auxilia., It seems

that one of the two officers commanding a paired vexillation assumed
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T'hel earliest_example of a pair of legionary vexillatiofzs
oceuis in an _:_tnscri_pti_on datgd_ to c. 45, vhere Q. Cornelius Valerianus,
Yribunus angusticlavius, commands vexillations from the two legions
then in Moesia, together with Aattachéd: auxiliaries;?. Numerous
other instances occur during the first twe ,eenturiesl?. After this
exanples maltiply, as one would,expect; Under Severus a senatorial
praepositus commanded vexillations of the two Dacian 1egionsl4. The
unknown praspositus vexil;‘a_gign;s Raetorum et Noricorum, atfested on
an 1nscription from Manchester, was prdb_ably commanding a pair of
vexillations from IIL and LI Ttelics in the early third century’>. In
219, a Vvexil_iation from the two 1egions of Britannqla Superior was
engaged in repéiri_.ng the fért at Netherh 16. - At some stage during
the third century, Aurelius Cervianus was commanding a pair of
vexillations from these 1e_gions]'7. Under Philip, an equestrisn dux
was in charge of vexillations f'rpm the two Dacian 1egion318. - About
the same time, L. Peﬁronius Taurus Volusianus slso commended a detach-
ment of these legions, perhaps the same. one, and then was put in charge
of vexillations from the two legions of Pannonia S_uperiorlg.

Although only two praepositi commanding pairs of legionary
vexillations are attested for certain during Gallienus's reign, namely
Flavius Aper and Rufius Synforianus, the coin evidence éhgms that his
new, permanent field army contained a large number of-;;';e;lexillationa,
which were presumably cowmanded by W‘ Many of hias coins bear

the legend, 'Fides Militum', showing an eagle on a globe between two

ensigns, or Fides standing holding two ensignszo. Pairs of legionary

vexillations from all the Rhine and Danube prdvinces, a8 well as
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Britannia Superior, were drafted into his field army, and their names
are recorded on numerous coinlszl. During the continuous fighting
which characterised his reign, it 18 obvious that these vexillations
could not have been returned to their parent leglons. Many of the
latter in Pact were in parts of the empire controlled by usurpers.
Because of the constant succession of civil wars, and
the repeated bharbarian attacks, the second half of the third century
saw few 1nterva1$ of ‘peaée. ’l’hroughout this period the system of
pairing legionary vexillations under a single pragpositus must have
continued. A pepyrus of 295 reéérds the names of ten such officers
- conmanding paired vexiilations in a fiéld force which Diocletian had

22

~sent to Bgypt™“. The last pracpositus of this category to be attested

is Victorinus, who commanded a detachment of XIT Gallice and I Illyricorum,
the two légions of Phoenice, stationed in Egypt in the peried 315-23,

As far as can be seen, the normal strengtﬁ of a legionary
vexillation during the principate was 1,000. Thus during Hadrian's

second British campaign the primipilaris, T. Pontius Sabinus, superintended

the passege to Britain of three milliary vexillations, drewn from
legions YII Gemina, VIII Auguste and XXII Primigenia®’, igimes

M The third century paired vexillations were
presumebly also 1,000 strong, consisting of a cphort from each legion.
The bronze roundel which mentions Aurelius Cervianus shows an eagle
flanked by the standards of II Augusta and XX Valeria Vietrix, together
with their é’mblems, the capricorn and the boar. On each side also,

however, stand five soldiers holding shields. These could symbolise
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the five centuries from each cohort?>,  in inscription from Sitifis,
which Cagnat has dated to the time of Maximian's campaign in Africa
in 298-9, mentions cohorts X and VII of Leglon II Hepoulia”>. |
Evidently cohorts from the same legion were sometimes paired27. After
the reign of Constantine, each legionary vexillation was assigned its
own commander though vexillationg continied .to be paired, Thus
Véget:lua could state that 'l;he' cohorts of a llegion. apart from the
first, were commanded by tribuni or praepositi, acc‘ording to the
emperor's pleasﬁreza. , |
i’;aeggaiti commanding paifs of leglonary vexillations
had the status of .vir egregius under Gallienus, and proi)ably this did
not alter 'throughou’c fh& thii‘d centuryzg._ It is probable that for a
. brief time during ‘the period of Gallienus's sole rule some were accorded
the status of _ro'tecto 'y though only one ggaggositus is attested with
the titléBo. It is almost certain that they also :m;mked as dueg_r_)gzdiﬁ.
The officiales serving on their staffs included a gornicularius, actarii,
codicarii and 1i‘bra_rii32. With regard to 'their prior career, they seem
' to have risen from the centurionate. Thus in the first half of the
" third century one reached the rank of praepositus or dux in command
of a pair of 1e_gibnary vexillations after holding thé rost of Drimus
;gi._];u_;s_”.s. Traiamus Mucianus was evidently genturio protector, primus
ilug, and legionary 'prefect,. before being placed in charge of a pair
of vexiiiatiohs from Moesia Sup‘erior. Keyes has pointed out that it
was customary under the prinecipate to give the commatid of vexillations
to &n officer who had previously commanded a legion +. By 286 the

primipilate had become a hereditary post in the civil administration,
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and it is clear that future Rragpositi would no longer hold itss.- -

It is safe to sssume that the praepogiti stationed at Oxyrhynchus

in 295 had risen from the ranks, holding the intervening posts of

genturio protector and legionary prefect, in fshé same way as Valerius

Thiumpo. The status of protector was nomeally attained by soldiei’s

who rose from the ranks after a minimum of 20 years' ser;vice,__ so that

most officers on attaining the rank of praepe _situg would be aged about

45, . The inscription of Traianus Mucianus sheds some light on the

later carcer of anggeggsitus. - Graduslly, if he showed ability, he

would be given cormsnd over larger detachmemts, and eventually, under

Diocletian, might ri,sé to the rank of dux in qharge of a provincial

army. It is possible that ﬁ‘laviug Aper rose to tl‘ze‘ post of praetorian

prefect, It seems safo to ascume that the majority of officers who

rose to high rank in the latter half of the third century had previously

held the post of W in charge of a pair éf legionary vexillations.
It seems necessery to touch‘ briefly on the questioi; of

the difference between the terms pracpositus and dux ss applied to

commanders of vexillations during t_h.is period. Under the principate,

both are used to describe ,sénators commanding field furce‘sss. The

term, dux, however, is never employed in the case of equestrian commanders

unti‘ll the third century, except in the case of Velius Rufus, 85-91, and

perhaps of L. _Artorius Cdstusm. Domaszewski hag shown that under

Severus the title of dux is used to describe an in‘dej;'endent, extraordinary

'Qommgndjg, . The last senatorial dux attest,éd ”‘ié in 23839. After the

beginning of the third century, however, the title of dux is given to

equéstriax; officers who command vexillations or ).egionsm. It:ls |

8till somewhat vague, since a legionary prefect under Philip is termed
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both dux devotiesm 'a.nd. gggeposi ﬁug‘ opgimus, théﬁgh it. seems that
in this inseription neither tem is being used in en official sanse‘u.
However, the titla of dux still retaing its character as denoting the
commander of an indapandent force, Thus the officer commanding the
troops stationed at the outpagt fort of Dura E‘urgpos on the BEuphrates
frontier during the period 245-51 is termed. dux Ripae 42:

‘The reign of Gailienus seéms to represent an importent
stage in the development of the titles pracpositus and dux ss spplied
‘to field amy officers. 'Asswning Pflaum's dating of thé inscription
to be correct, Valerius Claudius Quintus in 253 is first ,__u_n_c__;m__g_

111 It licge, and then d The

explanation seems to be that he was appointed fo the firat poat during
a campaign against the Alawanni in Raetia. After Valerian's successful
putsch, he was appointed pracpositus cqmmanding a vexillation of III

.. . Avgusta, and sent to Africa with‘the powers of a __u to queil a revolt
éf' the Mauri. From the reign of Gallienus onwards, in canneation with
the field army, the term. _'g___gp_o___m, is only used to denote the
eoumander» of a pair of legionary vexillations, and presumably also of
eavalry detachmani:’s. The ﬁitle o:t‘. dux, howvever, seems now 1:6 be

43,

confined to field army generals In the early fourth century it

becomes the official term for the commauders of armies stationed in

frontier provinceéM. It is noticeable that praeses also becomes
recognised as the officlal title for provincial governors after the

mid-third century. Thus the first two equestrian governors to be

styled vir egres: ué praege ges legati occur under Galliemzs45.




As in the case of commanders of paired legionary

vexillations, the officers in charge of cavalry units from the reign

‘of Gallienus until some time in the first half of the fourth century -

ave called praepositi. The iriserip_tibn from Gratianopolis dated to

269 shows this to be the oase46. The pairing of field army cavalry

~ detachments is not as well attested as that of leglonary vexillations.

However, .it ds worth noting that in 260 Q. Gargiliua'-ﬁartialis vas

‘and towards the close of the third century Traisnus Muclanius was in

charge of detachments of Mauri and'()aghoer___d. Furthermore, in the
Notitia the cavalxy un:l't:a of the field army seem to be 1isted in pairs.
Bach unit no doubt numbered 500 men. |

The importance of cavalry in this period is unguestionable,
Gallienus was the first emperor to unite the ‘cream of the cavalry under
a single comandm. During the early part of the third century cavalry
units levied on a tribal basis termed vexillationes Begin to be attestedw.

- Meny of these no doubt were drafted into the field army, It is

pro‘biafble also that Gallienus separated the legionary cavalry from their
parent units to form the Equites Promoti, though the earliest referénce
to these occurs in a papywis of 20349, Led by Aureclus, the field
army cavalry played a decisive role in the victories over usurpers
50

such as Ingennus and Macrianus Coins of Gallienus with‘the legends,

'Fidel Eg_u;t\m' 'Concordia Equitum', and 'Alscritati Ausus tif, the
latter depicting a flying Pegasus, testify to the prowess of the new

force, and the swiftness with which it acted> . Under Claudius II
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the Equites Dalmatae especially distinguished themselves in the

. fighting against the Goths, énd, together with the Eggites Mauri,

were chiefly responsible for Aurelian's victory over Zenobia's army
at Emesa’2, | o |
Ritterling noted that large numbezfa of cavslry units,

such es Meuri, Dalmatae, Soutarii, and Promoti are listed in the

‘Notitia as garrisoned in the eastern frontier provinces%. In his

view, they were settled here by Aurelian, after his victory over

| Zenobia, to act as a counterpoise to latent particularist tendencies

in the area formerly subject to Palmyra, On the other hand it seems

~ doubtful that Aurelian would weaken the strength of his field arnw-“:

cavalry to such an ex'l;.ent before he had marched against the Gallic
Empire. Again, field army units with these names are also listed

in the Notitia as atationed in all the Danubian ducates., Alf8ldi's
view that it was Diocletian who aettied fhese units in the frontier
provinces seems more prob’able54. ‘This emperor is known to have taken
special pains to fortify the frontier defences, Furthermore, in the
interval of peace at the close of his reign he could afford to disband
a large section of the field army, a policy perhaps foreshadowed ‘nyv
Pmbus55. The existence of a large field army in the latter half of
the third century was undoubtedly one of the major factors responsible
for the instability which characterised this period. Reinforcing the
frontier defences would not only safeguard the empire agains'lf barbarian _
atta.éks, but also help to preserve its internal equilibrium, The
praetofian prefecture provided the stepping stone to the throne for

Florien end Carus. The post of commander-in-chief of the field army
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cavalry probably fulfilled the same function in the case of Aurelian
- a!ld Probus-

The nraeppsiti conmanding cavalry un:l.ts in the fourth .
century can be dividad. int:o two categrories, firstly these in charge of

limitanei, and secondly, those in charge of field army units. With

regard 1o the fomer category. the f‘ollowing nine are attasted.

Alaesianus 347
-Goutha .
Italicus
Nacrobius 302
Margus (?)
Ureicinus : 369
Aurelius Valens , - vexillatio - ui
Veracu: E : Eguites Da;matae o A
Anon (BGY I 21 col. 2) Mau_z;_i . 340
'.l‘he earliest of these is Macro'bius in 302, Italicue, Margus and Veracus
are mentioned in a series of brick stamps, which probably dates to the
reign of Valentinian I, who made great efforts to strengbhen the frontier
defences along the Danube. Such units as these, together with the
‘ legionary detachments garrisoned in the f’z'ontier provinces, could be
drafted into the fi?‘ld army if the need arose. This did not happen
in the case of those units listed :ln the minus latemulg, namely the
g and coharts. Onl.v two praepositi commending Eguites stationed
on the frontier are mentioned in the Nétitiass.
The following pragpositi ‘commanding f‘:leld amy units are
attested during the early fourth century.
Caski s : ites  catofractarii 342-51
Fﬁvi‘z‘fa Fuvel 8 Amgf o Tunior _
us :.' : arii F 342-51
%?%%iﬁs Sambarra ' " B Ihaddre e 310
Valerius : - " Stablesiani

‘These units are presumably vexillationes comitatenses, forming part of

field army divisions which undér Constantine, and probably under Diocletian
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also_ s Were stationed in Gaul, Illyricum, Africa and the eagt to act
: aé strategic reserves. At some stage during the first half of the
fourth century, perhaps after Constantine's eulminating victory over
Licinius in 324, all officers in charge of comitatensian troops seem
to have been upgraded to the rank of tribunugs. There is little
evidence for field army officers in this period, however, and the
papyrus of 359 which mentions Dorotheus is the earliest relisble

evidence for a tribunus commanding a vexillatio comitatenegsw.

(iv) ositi commanding frontier legiona: . detachments,

It 1s in the rei.gh of Gallienus that senators cease to
- command legions, and are replaced by equestrian graefectﬂ,‘ja, The
1nscription_ of Traianus Muclenus shows thet these praefecti were
appqinted af'ter holding the post of primws pilus, By 286, however,
‘the primipilate had become a hereditary office in the eivil administratzon,
and it is clear that fmm this date onwards, if not before, 1egionary
prefects were appointed after holding the post of centur teetor
The following praefecti legionis are attested under Diocletian, though

after his reign no more are known.

284 Aelius Paternianus - II Adintrix IIT 3469
290 Aurelius Firminus L " 10406

284-92  Aurelius Maximisnus IV Flavia " 1646
289-9%  Clodius Honoratus ITI Augusta VIIT 2572

295 Aurelius Sintus (?) I Minervia  XIIT 8019
293-305 Trocundus - I Pontica IIY 6746

Post 284 Valerius Thiumpo IT Herculia " 6194
As far as can be seen, each of these officers was commanding an entire
legion, and rxiot merely a detachment. Except in the case of Aurelius
Maximianus, who had retired, and Trocundus and Thiumpo, who were

‘commanding legions raised by Diocletian, each inscription was found
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at the old third century headquarters of the lé;g:ion concerned, It
seems therefore that under Diocletian esch legion still retained an
overall commander, |

- The frontier defence system as depicted in the Mj;g
Dignitatum seems in essence to dfate-;% Diocletian's réign. Thus the
names of at lesst six of the legions, fourteen of the glae, and twelve
of the cohorts show that they were raised by hin. Tﬁe basic system
- of frontier defence seems to be shown by the chapter listing the unite
stationed in Moesia Secunda, Here ea&h legion retains an overall
~.commander at the old third century headquerters. However, the limes
of the province is divided between the two legions, I Italica and

XI Claudia, and each legionary sector is in turn subdivided into two

sections, a pedatura superior, and a pedatura inferior, each of which
‘ 60

is patrolled by five cohorts .

The splitting up of the limes within each frontier
=1:::1:’0Vince~: had already been foreshadowed in the third century. Thus
an inseription of this period mentions o certain Aurelius Pervia,

pracpositus quinquagesimas ripae Rheni legionis I M:_lnerviagl. _ The

Euphratés frontier was probably also divided into sections, since two
third century inseriptions from Palmyra mention a certain Celstigus,
who, after holding centurionates in III Gallica, IV Sc thica, and

YI Ferrata, becane curator ripse superioris et inferioris, befors
his -appointme-nt as praefectus cohort 1862. Apparently he also was
concerned with the collection of customs duties. Goodchild has
suggested that, following the disbandment of ITI Avgusts in 2_38, the

I:lmés in Africa was split up into local zones, each under a ;graepositus63.
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During the reign of Severus Alexander, Licinius Hierocles held the

rost of praepositus F

gledil. Tt is possible that he was .:in‘charge of a detachment of

Moorish irregulars which had been settled on a pars inferior of

the Meuretanian limes. The Notitia Dimitetun lists a praepositus

Linitls nferiorts in Mauretania®. A pumerus Hemesenorum Tunjorun

was stationed at El Kantars in Numidia in the same ifeigz, and an

inscrigtion mgntionir;g a detaclment of Inniorelsg .ngai, 1,000 etrong, |

being brought ipto vMaurgtania T:l.:_xgitana alao seems to dat_é to this

psr.iodss,‘ ~On the other hand, seniores are never ‘mentioned'at this

stage, and therefore it seems more likely that in this context iuniores

| ~ denotes recruits. The Augustan His_atory specifically records that

Severus Alexander presented lends captured from the enemy to soldiers

garrisoned on the frontier, on condition that’their sons entored the

m&s. o ‘ : '
To return to the main pqint, the legionary detachments

tormed geniores and iuniores which appear in the fourth ecentury field

army had probably been originally. withdrewn from a pedatura superior

or inferior on the frontier at some stage. Within each of these

pedaturae, as they are called in the eastern section of the Notitia,

or Meﬁ, as they are termed in the western seotion, cohorts were
stationed at regulaé intervals. Most of the chapters relating to
frontier defence in the Notitia seem to date to the reig,ns of Diocletian
and Constantine, and it is obvious from the. gaps in the defences that
~many cohorts of the best troops had already been withdrawn for service
‘in the field army. Many of the detachments stationed on the Danube



seem to have been used to man diburnae patrolling the river, or were
even concerned with the transport of supplies by boatm

It is obvious that as time went on each of these cohorts
would tend to become more like an independent units It seems likely
fhatv after Constantine became sole mler in %24 each legionafy.
detachment stationed on the frontier was placed under tﬁe commend of
en independent praepositus. Thus in 325 Severianus is attested ds
praepositus in command of the detaehmen’c of XIII G@ina quartered at

nnc een

Babylon in BEgypt. The followingnm praepositi belonging ta this
category are attested in the fourth century.

Bonio ;v Flavia (7)
Bonitus g;agdia ‘ r _
Colluthus 'f " _ LA
Dinitive 1
Foscanusg 271
Heraclius
Hermogenes .
Flavius Iovinus )
Leontius 370
Mucater
Severianus 525

" Tara

- Taurus .
Flavius Traianus The) 36715
Valens lavia
Vietorinus m_‘gm
Aurelius Vincentius ﬁ__&q_uﬁ_n_g

Anon (XITI 11538) VIII Augusta 371
Anon (BGU I 21 col. 3) ;; Flavia Constentia (?7) 340

In the Notitia the legionary detachments quartered along the Damzba
frontier are called M The full title of the officers
commending them was praeposiths ;gpﬁe 1%03'19,. as is shown by the
inseriptions which mention Hermogenes and Tera. These, together with -

Bonio, Bonitus, Dinitius, Mucater, Valens and Victorinus are all



ot

o jo T

attested in a series of brick stamps which seems to date to the
reccnstruqtior; of the frontier ‘defenee system on the Danube under

Valentinian I,  The infantwy units which the Notitia lists under
the comes litoris Saxoniei a8 commanded by praepositi were probably

'legionary detaghmentssg.»

(v

a decree of 36570; However, it seems fairly certain that ‘they were
in existence at an early stage in the fourth century. They were

evidentiy legionary detachments which had formerly been quartered on
the frontier, but had recently been withdrawn to reinforce the field
army. They night eventually hope to reach comitatensian status, but
in the meantime did not receive the seme privileges as regular field

army troops. Thus in a decree of 400 they are coupled with the

riparienses, in contrast to the field ammy soldiersn. They were
commanded by pracpositi, in the same way as frontier detachments,
whereas the ofi’icers} in charge of regular field army troops were
tribuni, Only v'tv.wa p,A raepositl belonging to this category are attested
in the fourth century.

Flavius Martidius Auxiliardi Miliarienses
Flavius Ziperga I Martia Vietrix

It is interesting to note that Martidius had served for 38 years, whereas
Ziperga had already gained this rank at the age of 27, after only eight

years service.

(vi)  Praepositi Iimitis.
The Notitia Dignitatun shows that in the case of Afriea,
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Mauretania and Tripolitans the provineisl frontier was divided into

s series of zones, each under the command of a praepositus llimitis'm-.
These sectors are not listed in their geographical order, and it is
difficult to plot their-exaet position on é. map, though Courtois has
recently attempted to do this”. This type .of frontier defence
system apparently originated during the first half of the third century.
The earliest ‘mgantion of & pracpositus limiti ocours on an ingeription
from Gasr Duib in Tripolitana, vhich is dated to 244-67%. It
commemorates the building of a new gentenar. iy.g_- at this point in order
to clasé the region of the 2imes Tentheltanus end its road to raids by
desert tribes., The work was carried out by the troops commended by
Mumisius Maximua, tribunus, under the supervision of Gallicanus,

preepositus limitis Tentheitani. The post of conmander of this

frontier zone is listed in the Notitia'”, Evidently this sector of

the frontier derived its neme from the fort of Tentheos, where the L
praepositus would have his headquarters.

In 238 III Auguats was dishanded by Gosdian TTI, following
its support for Maximinus Thrax C. Goodchild and Ward Perkins have
pointed out tﬁai: during the eight years which followed, the Romsn staff
may well have evolved a decentralised system of defence, dividing the
frontier up into a series of zones under the command of praepositi
linitis’'. 1In this respect, it ia interesting to note that the yix
egrogiug dux ripae at Dura Buropos, who was responsible for the defence
of part of the Mg_s_ of Syria Coele, is attested at latest in 24‘578.,
Generally spesking, each limes sector seems to be named after the fort
where‘ the pr@eggsitus had his headquarters. Sometimes, however, the
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name of the gone affords some clue as to the troops stat;ioﬁea at the
headquarters fort, Thus one of the sectors in Mauretenia is termed
‘the limes Fortensis, which suggeste that a dstachment of II Treiana
Fortis was garr:lébned thers79. Another unit of Fo riggge_a is
recorded at Lepols in Tripolitana™. It seems lfkely that a mumber
of cohorts fron this legion, stationed in the adjacent province of
Bgypt, were withdrawn to veinforce the African provinces following
the disbendment of IIT Augusta. On the other hand it is probable
that some troops of III Augusta still remained, since another sector
in Mauretania is termed the stlc In fact it seems

- likely that each praepositus ,wés commanding a legionary ecohort, or
perhaps a cavalry undt. Gallicanus, the praspositus Mmitis attested
in 244~6, had the status of vi.: egregivs, He.was probably & senior
centurion. Another inscription “from Mauretania Cassariensis which
seems to date to the third century mentions a eenturioﬁ called Clodius
Largus, who held the poat of praepositus iimiiissa. Duriné the period
with which this thesis is concerned, only two praepositi limitis from
Africa are recorded.

301 L. Iulius d&pito Alsris Meuretania Iimes Auziensis
303  Valerius Ingenuus Africa 2 Tubunensis (%)

The inscriptions mentioning them reflect the strengthening of the
frontier defence system in Africa during Diocletien's reign.

Within each frontier zone, a number of small outpost forts
called gentenards was built, These varied in size, that at Aqua Viva
being about 90 metres square, whereas the gentenarium at Gasr Duib was

more like a fortified fa:mheuse%. The term, gentenarium, is presumably

derived from the title of the officer commanding the unit stationed
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- The unit vhich he was commanding as tribunus was perhaps a numerus

there. This was pi'obably a centurion with centenarian status.
recruited from local tribesm. The names of several of these
tribuni ave presei'ved in a series of fourth century inscr:i.ptioné
from centenaria in Tripolitana85. Goodchild and Ward Perkine have
pointed out that as these limitanei gradually became more absorbed
in farming, their economic independence may have led them to neglect
the defence of the hinterlands The invasion of 363, in which
Sabratha was sacked and Lepcis besieged, would not have met with‘
such success had the limitanei been a loyal and efficient force%.
One may speculate on the extent to which this system
of frontier defence was also in operation in other provinces. Some
features of it are peculiar to Africa, in that there was a long frontier

to patrol, with the threat of occasional raids by desert tribesmen.

However, there seems to be a certain similarity between the praepositi

‘limitis on the African frontier snd the praepositi ripae legionis on

the Danube, and doubtless also, the Rhine limegav. Evidently

centenaria are to be equiated with burgi, since the Notitia 1lists a

tribunus gohgrtis, 'stati‘cmed 'ad burgum Centenarium', in Valeriaaa.

The numerous small burgi built by Valentinian I along the Rhine frontier
in Switzerland no doubt were divided into groups, each zone being under

the control of a pracpositus in one of the large forts, such as Basilia,
Augus_ta Raurice or Tenedosg. Similarly, the Yorkshire signal stations

were probably supervised by a praepositus whose headquerters were at

0

Malton C, Again, it seems likely that the praepositus commanding the

. detachment of V Macedonica at' Memphis exercised certain supervisory
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powers over the alae and cohorts stationed in the province of

Heptanomia in Egyptdl.

(vi) - Praepositi Castrorum.
. Ix N .
The following;\sa'ua praepositi castrorum are attested
during the fourth century.

Flavius Abinnasus Ala V Praelectorum  Egypt 342-51
Castorion Cohors IV Numidarum "
Flavius Dragilis Equites Dalmatse Valeria
" Iucianus ? Arabia 337-61
Sabieps * Hapat  NGSEL
Salvitius Cohors IV Numidarun " 307
. "

Anon, P. Amh. 142 Ala Aprians
The earliest record of the title ocours in the papyrus relating to

Salvitius, which is dated to 307. If one is correct in assuming

that Flaviﬁs Dragilis was commanding the detachment of Equi tes Dalmatg‘ e
listed as quartered at Constantia in the Notitis, it seems that the
title could be applied to the cdmmanders of froritier units which might
later be drafted into the field army. However, as a rule it seems to
be confined %o the officers commending the glae and cohorts listed by
the Notitia in the minus la terculum. In contrast to the legionary

detachments and Equites, such troops were never selected for field
amy service. |
The correspondénce of Flavius Abinneeus shows that he

was addressed as praefectus alae land gré.epositus castrorum in equal
proportion, but the former seems more characteristic of official
documents. His duties were by no means entirely military, and his
main function seems to have ’beaﬁ the maintenance of law and order in

the area around Dionysias. _ Thus he received petitions complaining of
| burglaiy, sheep stealing, kidna.pping, theft and assault, end izrging
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him to evrest those suspected. On one occasion part of the 2la vas

requisitioned to assist in collecting rents due on imperiél estates.

While most of the troops were doubtless quartered at Dionysias
1teelf, éﬁdently others were stationed at various posts. in the
vieinity. Praepositi castrorum | were apparently recruited from
pmtectofea who had served in the field armyga.' Probably it was
intended that in this way some standard of discipline and efficiency
would be preserved among the sedentary frontier troops.

- & nunber of edicts also mention the post of praepositus

cagtrorum., Apparently it had been obtained by certain officlals

‘employed in the ghartse and ratiocinia, who had thus evaded their

obligatory duties. A decree of 371 states that 1f this is discovered,

the persons concerned are to be compa;léd to return to their former
93

‘posts®™. A law of 443 preacribes that in regions where the barbarians

‘are threatening the frontier, the duces, their primicerii and the

praepositi cestrorum are to obtain a twelfth part of the fnnona
normelly distributed among the limitanei as compensation for their

additional dut:lesg‘t. Finally, a mid-fifth century decree implies
that in the past the duges snd their gpparitores, together with the
praepositi 1imitis and praepositi castrorum had been under the control
of the magistri nilitum®.

(vii)

Only one such praepositus is known during this period,
namely Flavius Mertinus, who is attested as genturio praepositus in
command of cohors I Aelia Dacoyum at Birdoswald in the period 296-305,

During the prinéipate centurions were ,somet'imes appointed to command
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auxiliary unitsgs, ~ From the reign of Severus onwards this practice

~ seems to have ‘become more frequent, and during the fourth century no
doubt all auxiliary troops were commanded by ex-field army centurions,

as in the case of Flavius Abinnaeus snd Salvitius.

(ix) Praepositi conmanding detachments of the fleet.

In the Notitia ‘the officer commanding a detachment of
the fleet is normally referred to as a gme_fectusm. However, as in
the case of commanders of legionary daﬁachments, thié seems to be

another instance of the Notitia's 'uéq f anachronistic terminology.

- Eraepositl classls are mentioned in g .decree of 369, which states
~that they are not entitled to the same privileges as those who have
served in the palace or the field armgs. The only praepositus in
this category who is attested in the fourth century is Flavius Senilis,
praepositus religuationis classis. He was apparently in charge of a
naval supply depot at Iydney Park on the Severn estuary in the late
fourth century. | |

(x) Praepositi laetis,

From the reign of Marcus Aurelius onvards, large numbers
of barbarian' $ribesmen were settled in increasiﬁg quantities on the
perimeter of the empire as a source of fuﬁre recruits for the amwgg.;
The Laeti vere Germans from the opposite bank of the Rhine who were
settled in Gaul at various points from the third century onwaxds.

They were fairly independent, probably retaining their native law,
but vwere not permitted to move from the territory allotted to themmo.

The Notitia lists twelve such sgtt’leménts of Laeti in CGanl, under the
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overall command of the mag istegl;gedimml. According to the

Notitis the officer in charge of each group was a. praefectus, but
an edict of 369 refers to them as ;gga@oaigimz. The same law

states that they could be given the status of 4ribune,

(xij | &I aepositi Fabricarum,

| Under the‘ principate, the manufacture of arms was
ieft to private enterprise, except in the case of Britainm}.
Vegetius records that each 1egion in this period had had 120 smiths

and leather workers, whose duty it was to repair arms and amourlm

 Probably during the latter half of the third century, but at any rate

by the reign of Corstantine, the manufacture of arms was confined to
cértaixi state factorieé. ‘This is but one aspect of the growing
apecialisﬁtioh which characterised this period of crisis, and was
espential if the Roman army was to function as an eff}.cienjl: force.
HO‘waverA, as Crosse points out, the sé{:tihg. upof arms factories ﬁould
help to guard against usurpations, since they were situated at #trategic
po:lnté,. rather than in outlying areas, and each factory specialised in
the production of one parti-cular type of weapon or amourms They
are listed in the Notitia under the overall command of the ma, gister
officio 106. The officer in charge of each factory was termed
praepositus faﬁricge‘. He was not entitled to the same privileges as
those who had served in the palace or in the field amy'®l. The

| following officers in this category are attested in the fourth

century.
312-37  Sertorius Silanus Ravenna
364—7'5 Anon xxxx 3 4) - Faly ca

°"(v 8721 ‘ Concordia - abg;ca Sagi ! m;g
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'Ehe inseription of Serterius Silanus shows that pragp.gsiti fgb;;cm

hed the status of vi g ga;;i_‘egtigsimu + Horsh penalties were sometimes
imposed on of:f‘ieers whose factories produeed arms the quality of which

wag below the reqnisi‘te standardwa | -

(xii)  Praepositi Tuniorum,
The following officers belonging to this category are

attested during the fourth century,

Flavits Abinnaeus ¢, 330

Aelianus c. 348

Flavius Concoxdius ¢, 370

Arrivs Germanus

They were evidently protectorss who had been selected to lead recruits

from the frontier provinces to field amy headquarters, It is likely
that this duty had been performed by centurions during the prineipate.

One of the inscriptions relating to Flavius Concordine shows tha’s they

held the status of ylr perfectissimus. The use of the term, ig;ﬁ,egg_s. P
to designate recruits is attested in fourth century edicts and the
writings of Vegetiusi?,

(xii1) Praepositi Scholarum, |

| A decree of 413 refers to the praepositi et tribuni
scholarum 1191. Perhaps originally the commanders of the gscholae were
termed praspositi, but long before this date they had obtained the

status of tribuni.

(XiV) Cone ion,
As has beon shown, the term, praepositus, can be used
to describe a multiplicity of commands, and as late az 416 a law refers
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to officers commanding field army units as praepositi la_bar;min.'

In general, however, after the i-eim of Constantine it is confined

to officers in charge of lin :i:.t_g_l_ei', whereas ﬁg_l bunus as a rule

denotes a field aﬁxw commandex, | Thus, whenever tﬁe two terms are
mentioned in decrees, the latter almost invarisbly assumes precedencenz.
This is also the case when a 1’1@9222@.‘.1& and a field amy tribune ave
mentioned on the same inscriptionnj. It is proposéd to examine

those decrees which mention both M and praepositi in the

chepter which deals with tribunes. A mumber of laws, however, make
reference in a general sense to DXaep osgtivalone. and it seems
appropriate to exanine these at this juncture, A deerce of 323,
clearly relating to frontier officers, states that if a pragposi tus
grants soldiers leave of absence in peacetime, he is to be banished

and his property confiscateds If this happens during a berbarisn
attack, however, he is to be sentonced to death’™; Pracnosit f
were forbidden to enter houses against the owners' will, end

foreibly commandeer such articles as oil and weodn5_. The status

of ex praepositis, like that of gx

116

~ by someone who had served his full period in the army™ , Pinally,

the‘ ébns of praepositi, who were medically unfit to enlist, had to

serve on municipal councils ,_. which shows that these officers were

not without wealthl'!,



(1) Introduction.

It seems necessary by way of introduetion to examine
the use of the term tribunus under the prinmcipate, bafore'embarking
on a study of its later employment. With regard to the legion,
there were two main types of tribune. Firstly, there was the
tribunus laticlavius, a senatorial officer, who was second in conmand

1 Also attached to the legion were five tribuni

to the legate
angustiolavii, recruited from the' equestrian elasez.. 'I'héir duties
were primarily administrative, and they were not normally employed -
in mmding troops3. The post ranked second in the three normal
equestrian militise of praefectus cohortis, tribunus snsusticlavius,
and prasfectus equitum. With regard to auxiliary units, there was

- the post of iribunug cogortié milliarise, which equestﬁan officers
might hold as an alternative to the legionary tr.ibtmate4. Sometimes

a gragfeq‘m‘ s cpgérfg._g was granted a brevet tribunate, thereby upgrading
him to the second gmﬂ.gs. During the second century, the numeri,
recruited from barbarian tribesmen, had been commanded by praepositi
who were legionary cénturionss. During the third century, however,
equestrian tribuni were appointed to command some wg_i_?, The

| explanation may be that they were commanding larger units, or more
probably that during the third century fhe pumeri ceased to be
:ﬁegarded as inferior troops. The cohorts of yigiles, the urban
cohorts, and thé praetorian cohorts were always commanded by ma;



(11)  Practorian tribunes.

Such was the pover of the praetorian prefect during
the third century that it is no exaggeration to state that he often
acted as vice?-emperors. At the same time, the praetorian prefecture
combined so many varied duties that it was impossible for one man to
fulfil them competently by himself, any more than it was possible for
one man to rule efficiently as émperor_. Thus already as early as
the reign éf Caracalla ggentes viges praefectors aetorio begin to
be attested, having the stetus 6:8 vir perfecti saw_g‘o. The two most
important duties of the praetorian prefect lay in the militaxry and
Judicial_sﬁheres, but during the e.lmoat constant warfare that
characterises the third century from the reign of Philip onwarde the
military duties of the praectorisn prefect came to predominate. He
seems to have accompanied the emperor on campaim. while the 8gentes

etorio remained at Rome, presumably taking

charge of the administrative and legai business’l,

| Again, praetorian pre_feets were appointed to lead
expeditions, e.g. Heraclianus under Gallienus, or to administer parts
of the empire, e.g» Priscus under Philip, Silvanus under Gallienus,
and Carus under Pro‘mmm. . This explaing why there are often several
praétqrién prefects in office at the same time. Thus, after their
division of the empire, Valerian in the east and Galliemus in the
west each seem to have had two praetorian prefects by 26013. Under
tﬁe Tetrarchy it is uncertain wheth_er there were only two prefects,
or whether one was attached to each Avgustus and Gaesar14. However,

it seems that while the prefects remained attached to the emperor,
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some of the Qﬁ@g&gg_vicea praefectorum prastorio were assigned sections
of the empire to administer. An increase in the number of deputy
prefects is néticeable during the reign of Diocletianis. The earliest
definitely attested territorial vice-prefect is dated to 303'S.

As has been stated, the military duties of the practorian
prefects seem to predominate after the reign of Philip. Thus
Heraclianus (267-8), Iulius Placidianus (c. 270), M. Aurelius Carus
(e. 282), Aper (284) and Iulius Ascd@piodotus (285-97) all eppear
to have been generals, At the same time, the large number of edicts
issued by Diocletian, some of which refer to the judicial powers of
the prefects, indicates a revival in their civil powers towards the
close of the third century. Under Maxentius, praetorisn prefects
such as Rufius Volusianus and Ruricius Pompeianus continued to command
armies. But it is evident that Constantine finally deprived the
prefects of their military powers, probably after his victory over
Licintus 1n 32417,

This increase in the number of the praetorian prefécfs
and of their deputies is‘important when one considers the praetorian
tribunes during this period. A feature of the third century seens
to be the creation of extra praetorian tribunates: Thus when the
Equites Singulares were doubled by Septimius Severus (193~211),‘two
praetorian tribunes were appointed to command both.gggggg}a. An
vinscription dated to 256-8 shows that under Gallienmus two praetorisn
tribunes were in charge of the castra geregg;gglg._ In fact it is
under Gallienus that the praetorian tribunates seem to gain a special

prominence. Coin evidence shows that the praetorian guard constituted
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20. Praetorian

an important part of Gallienus's mobile field army
tribunes were the first officers to be given the title of p m‘.geg‘ tor
Augusti, shoving that Gallienus viewed them with special favour, and
attached great importance to their loyalty. '

In this regard the career of L. Petronius Taurus
Volusianus is of key importance, being unique in two respedt321.
Firstly, he did not hold a single procuratorship dﬁ'ring his rise to
the praetorisn prefecture, which shows that he was a mildtary |
apeoialist. Secondly, he held two praetor:iian tribunates in

succession, in charge of the fourth and first cohorts. It was

this latter tribunate which gave him the status of tector, and

~ his next post as prasfectus vigilum constituted a huge'advance in

promotion, if judged by ﬁrevious standards. Other pmetorian

tribunes who held the title of protector under Galliemus were the

anonymous tribunus cohortis VI praetorise and Aurelius Sabinianusaz.

It is noticeable that the latter does not specify which cohort he

commended.  Again, M, Piavonius Victorinus terms himself mevely

tribunus praetorianorum in an insoription set up before 26 23. The

inscription of C. Petilius Venustus, iribums practoriencrum, may

also date to this perdod, and Dobson has argued that the iribunus
praetg;;a!mé, Liberalinius ?robinus; could have served under the
Gallic emj)éroraz“; |

Although the eﬁdenee is so secanty, the conclusion to
which :u:' points does not seem unreagonabla when taken in con:]unetiozi
with what is kmown of the general historical baekgr’ouﬁd during this

erucial phase of the empire's history. Gallienus's creation of a



mobile field amy, organised on a permanent feoting, would have
necessitated the organimation of a large headt;uarteies staffs  The
imisortanee of the oanturion_'s- who served on the emperor's staff at
this tine has already been demonstrated in the chapter devobed to
the protectores, Obviously, however, officers of higher renk than
centurion would serve in this caepacity. At the same time, it is
during the reign of Gallienus that members of the senatorial class
cease to enter on a mili.tary carears It seems likely that extra
- praetorian tribunes were appointed to act as staff offieei-s, and to
.com’mnd erack units of troopsg There is a parallel in the case of
Tulius Placidianus, who in 269 was commanding a detachment of the
field army with the rank of prasfectus vigllun®, Similarly, it
is interesting to note that the inscription of Traienus Mucianus
does not specify the numbers of the cohorts in which he served ss
centurion in the yigiles and in the urban cohorts, It is iikely
that while holding these ranks he was in fact serving away from Rome
on the emperorts staff,

The connection of the praetorisn trilunes with the
prastorian guard and Rome must have beé@me more obviously fictitious
towards the close of the third century, when the guard cessed to play
' such an taportent role, M ttedly under Aurelian 1% took part in
the campaign against Zenobia in 271») » and new walls were constructed

arownd 1ts cemp2l,

Aga.in. ag late as 2978 praetorians apparenﬂy
fought in the army which Maximian led to Africa to suppress the revolt
of the Quinquegentanei, a confederation of Moorish tﬁbes‘%. ~ However,

three soldiers' epitaphs of this perdod suggest that the praetorien
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barracks at Rome were viewed more as a place of retirement after Va.
- 29_ Certainly it is recordéd tha!ibiocletian

reduced the mmbers of the prastorians °, He may have feared a

revolt, but in aﬁy'e‘ase the émperoz- was henceforth camparatiireiy

rarely resident in Rome. It is possidle that the z-ema-ining practorians

rebelled in favour of Maxentius in 306 because the Caesar Severs had

. decided to abolish the praectorian guard At any rate, they formed

the nucleus of Maxentius's army in this final attempt of Rome %o
re-agsert her old p’redominanéaﬁ.' They alone resisted to the last
man at the Battle of the Milvian Bridge in 512, thereby symbolising
the end of the old order’2, Gonstantine abolished the praetorian
guard and demiolished its barraeksﬁ, _

But who veplaced the praetorians? It is intevesting

to note that Zosimus on one occasion refers to them as'court tmops'»-%.

Again, en insoription from Rome mentioning a gohors practorisns was

~ later altered to gohors Romana pals _tinags. Finally, the m}_atiﬁii _

themselves are attested under Constantine, taking part in the Battle

-of Chalcedon in 52456-» It is likely that officers comanding units

of palatine troops, whether yexillationes, legiones or suxilis, would
also have the status of tribune. In this respect it is interesting
to examine two inscriptions giving the career of Stilicho’'s In the

firet he is described as frilw us, an obvicusly snachrenistic

title. In the second, at the identical stage in his cursus, he is
termed comes _
of friltunus stabmll, a key position, developed from a practorisn

tribunate. Since the tribunus stabull is classed with the tribund
gm it is likely that the labter posts also originated from

In other words, the fourth century post
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praetorian tribuh#tesm. The gcholae were already in existence
by 303,

In the chapter relating to the protectores, it was
pointed out that the two praetorian tribunes at the head of the
cagtra peregring during the third century could be the precursors of
the gomites domesticorum eguitum and peditum of the fourth century.
Certainly the reference to Valerius Diocles as comos .aogesggqow in
284 is an anachronism, | The aasea;n‘bleﬂ' troops who witnessed and accepted
without protest the summary justice meted out on the praetorian prefect,
Aper, probably realised that Diocles, as head of the gastra pevegrina,
was best qualified to assign the blame for Numerian's murder, mey
even appointed him emperor. His defeat at the Battle of the Margus
in 285 perhaps indicates the comparative iﬁexper:;enc_e of a former staff
officer as a commander in the fieldw,_n However, it is naive to assume
that Carinus's assassination,x and his ammy's defection to his rival,
were entirely fortultous. Diocletian the emperor diaplayé superlative
powers of diplomacy, which prior service in the castre peregring during
the third century would have afforded him ample opportunity to develop.

In fact it seems safe to assume that many of the |
important offiées of the fourth century had in fact developed from
praetorian tribunates. Thus in edicts issued by Constantine dated

to 321 and 323 reference is made to Heraclianus and Proculianus, who

hold the post of ot magister offiotomn®™. It seems likely

that the posts of magister peditum and gguitum were also originally
prastorian tribunates, as will have been the case with the regional

megistri militun, Agsin, the notarii were in existence by 316%2,
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and the 3@@1 et ggz ;; will also have developed from praetorian

tribtmates. A law of 381 states that Wh:l.le 'khe prin geriug

_ 13 to be classed as a proconsul, the p;;getog are to be assi@ed a
 rank not much 1ower, 50 that those who. have risan to the rank of -

____b_‘__mgg will obtain insignia aimilar to those of’ the W_@_

_gm:___” Finelly, an 1nscription from Rome mentions tribuni

et no g;l,i de graetogoM

_ It seems that Daia and Constan‘bine were prae'l:orian
tribunes in 305. The case of the la'ci:er is especially intereating
in that he is termed by Lactantius, a contemporary observer, Sribunus

print oraints?®, Already under Constantine the w had three

_‘gmdes, m, gecundi, and % eﬁii a;ggggﬁ 6onstsntine in 305
may well have had the title of W, and held the status

~of yir glarias . ‘l‘hus it appears that Diocletian had held a

auffect ccnsulahip in 283 prior ta his aceessi 47 However,

,:Lactantiua's statement seens to imply that there were three classes

of tril_mne. These may *have_ corraaponded to the th;fee grad_.es of

vi; geregins, Wﬁm_}_mgg, end vir clarissimus, Thus Valerius

Sta‘b:ll:lus Castus, i » Scems. to

have held the title of omes in the period 256-848 However,
Professor Birley has pointed nut to me that since Gallienus Seems

to have increased the number of praetorign tribunates, it may be that
he also introduced thrée gradéé of tribune. Thus Volusianns wag
succesaively tribune of the foﬁrt'h praetorian cohort, and then of the
first, a promotion without precedent. Again, if it is granted that
posts 80 widely differing in rank as those of W



magister equitun, regional wwm magigter officiorum,
oomes domesticorum, gp_u_ngs sgl_;o;aa and tribunus stabuli all |
developed from prastorian tribuﬂates,- it seems probable that there
was already a hierarchy of grades for 'prae‘torian tribunes by the
end of ‘the third century, Finally, it is noticeable that among
the trituni et potarii, whose offices also originated from prastorian
tribunates, one tribune has & higher grade then the vest'’, Tt is
clear from a law vaf 4401 that by this date there wers five grades
of official, though only the firet three ave of interest here, since
the lest two consisted of homorarii. The firet grade was made up
of active officials, holding definite posts, The vacantes constituted
the sedond grade. 'They acted es staff officers, and had no definite
commitments, but could be appointed %o extraordinary commands in the
event of an emergemcy, The third class did not reside at court,
and their insignia of oﬂ’iee were sent to ‘them 56

Summing up, it would appesr that during the third
century & large number of supernumerary practorisn tribunates was
oreated, a process perhaps acoelerated wnder Diocletian, and it is
from these tribunates that many fourth century oivil and military

posts develop 51

At first the tribunate was confined to the higher
grades in the army. It 18 obviously to be distinguished from the
rank of tribune as applied to commanders of pumeri or cohorts
stationed on the frontier, Thus Vegetius statess 'Iribwius meior

Minor tribunus
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the commander of a field army unit, which would be 1listed on the maius
laterculum; conversely, minor tribunus denotes the commander of a

unit of limitanei, which would be entered on the mimus laterculum,

It seems probable that all officers commanding palatini were granted
the tribunate by Constantine, if one accepts the view that the palatine
troops replaced the praetorian guard. During the latter half of the

‘ third century, and the eariy sta.gés of the fourth century, commanders

of paired leglonary vexillations were termed praepositi. By 354,

if Ammianus's account is exact, pracpositi fabricae could gain the
tribunate®>, In 359, Dorotheus, commander of a vexillatio gg:ﬁigg .tg;_xg;s,
has the rank of tribune>'. Presumsbly all comanders of comitatensian
units had acquired this rank by that time. By 369 Dbreepositi lesionis,

- or gohortis could be elevated to the tribunatas 5. In this rvespect,

a statement of Vegtius shows that tribuni or praepositi were appointed

to command units, 'prout prinecipi plgcuisaet'sé. In edicts the
tribuni almost unfailingly assume precedence over the Eraeggaiti”.

(1i1)  Com es_domesticorum,

| As has been demonstrated, the poat of comes domesticorum
seems to have developed from one o:f’ the supernumerary praetorian
tribunates ereated during the third century, and it seems not unlikely
that the two praetorian tribunes attested in charge of the castra

peregrina under Gallienus are the precursors of the gomites domesticorum

gouitum and peditum listed in the Notitia in the eastern and western

sections of the empire58._ The earliest attested comes domesticorum

squitun is dated to 409, and the earliest gomes domesticorum peditum
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to 4‘5259, However, it is clear that Gallienus introduced a separate
overall command for the field army cavalry, and it is logical to
sﬁppoae that infantry and cavalry staff officers hed separate ,
commanders.  Again, Constantine I differentiated between field army
cavalry and infantry when he created‘the separate posts of Wg
peditum and eguitum graeamtaligso, However, sinee each Caesay had
his own comes domesticowum 61-, it mey be that as a rule one gomes
domesticorum supervised both cavalry and infantry staff off'icers'_,
Even so, there are occasions dﬁring the fourth century when two
officers hold the post of gomes domesticorum simultaneously undér
the same emperor, discounting the fact that one could have served
under a Caesar, Thus Bm*batié and Latinus served as gomites
domegticorum under Constantius II in the ﬁé'riod 351-4, and Mallobeudes
and Richomeres under Gratian in 378. Altogether, fourteen comites
domesticorum a,re' known during the» fourth centuwsz.

| The key role which tﬁé'holders of this office could
play is stressed by Ammianus Marcellings, when héétates that in 354
Latinus was one of the three officials regarded és controlling the
destinies of the state’ds It is significant that on cocasion the
emperor apﬁointed his relatives to the post, as is demonstrated in
th.é‘l: caﬁse of Serenianmus and Stilicho. A censideration of‘._ the duties
of the gomes domesticorum explains this state of gffairs: The .
Protectores domeatici acted as the emperor's staff offié.em. Their
services were indispensable to him, and their loyalty was normally
beyond doubt. As a rule they acted as an escort to the emperor,
but they could be employed on special missions, or to carry out
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arrests. It was from thelr ranks that the future generals of the
Roman army were selected: The comes domesgticorum wes head of the
protectores domestici, and therefore acted as the emperor's chief
of staff. He supervised the enrolment of new candidates, and saw
that the correct fee was paid to the primicerius gcholagm-. He was ‘
regponsible for removing froin the official register the names of
those who had gained the status of protector domestious by illegal
‘meansss._ An edict of 408 empowers him to dismiss those p rotectores
who are opposed to the Catholic s'ectss. - Finally, he had the power
to degrade or dismiss those who failed to ﬁxlﬁl‘their duties
properl;vm.

In addition to these regulsr administrative duties,
the comes domesticorum was frequently assigned special tasks. The
importence of these shouws .the. high degree of trust which emperors
reposed in this office_r. Often he was appointed to command troops,
either independently, or in conjunction with others. Thus Severus
in 367 was appointed to commsnd an expedition sent to Britain to
repulse an invasion of the Picfs, Attacottl and Scots. Bacurius
in 394 distinguished himself in the Battle of the Frigidus, while

commanding the foederati sent on ahead to force a way through the

pass. In %61 Dagalaifus was sent on ahead by Julian with a force

of light-armed tﬁopa to capture Imoillisnus at Sirmium., The same
officer, together with the magister militum, Victor, commanded the
rearguard during Julien's Persian campaign. Again, Mallobaudes,
in conjuncti’on'with the gomes Nannienus, commanded a force which

repulsed an invasion by the Alamanni in 378. An anonymous ¢omes
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domesticorum mpa;gned _ﬁ.ith Arbogastes against the Franks in 394.
Secox;dly.v the gomes domesticorum could be appointed to ‘conduct
reinforcements from loir’_xe,poin‘t t_é another. Thus Richomeres was
sent by Gratisn to bring aid to Valens in 377, and again in the
following year, ,@hi;-dly. there were various miscellaneous duties.
In 354 Barbatio supervised the arrest of the Caesar Gallus with a
picked force. In 364 Valens sent Sereniamus to Cyzicﬁs to guard
the treasure there._ During Julian's Persian car_npaign,_\f}?agalaifus, |
together with Nevitta, W, was placed in charge of

_mining operations at the siege of Maiozamalcha. Finally, a gomes

, dgmeggicomm could act as vices agzens megistrd militum, Thus a

. decree of 414 ig addressed to Madrianus while serving in this

capacitysa 4

~ In fact it was normal bractice during the fourth
century for those holding the post of gomes domesticorum to be
promoted to the off:l.c_é of magister militum. Thie is shown by the
examples of Addeus, Bafbatio, Dagalaifus, Imcillienus, Richomeres,
Severus and St11icho®®, During this period only two magistrd
pilitum are known who did not hold this post at some stege in their
careers, namely- Silvanus and Agilo. In the latter ingtance, however,
Ammisnus makes it clear that this was a most unusual promotion 70 One
camnot say for sure what post was customarily held immediately before
that of eomeg domestieo;w_, because there is not enough evidence
_eoneerning ’che_i.r prior careers. S_tilicho's rrevious post was that
of tribunus stebuli, but with regard to the others one can only state that
in their earlier careers they had held the office of dux or ‘tribune
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- of a palatine ,nnitn. Regarding their origins, most seen to have

been barbarians, usually of noble st00k72.

As far as can be seen, the comes domesticorum had the
status of wvir clariﬁg ims from the veign of Constantius II up to
the cloée of the fourth century., He is so descrided in a decree
of 346, and an inscription of 3941, By 415, however, he had
gained the title of yir {1lugtris™. Undoubtedly the comitive
prini ordints vas sutonatically assoclated with the post throughout

‘the fourth century, since he is never referred to as Sribunus,

Little is known concerning the privileges associated with the post,
but a decree of 412 exempts the gomes domesticoyum, in company with

other high officials, from the duty of providing recmits75.

(iv) Tribunus gm i, ,

 Altogether, seven tribunl stabuli are atbested during
the fourth century'C. As in the caso of the gomes domesticomum,
the post developed from a supernumerary praetorian tribunate ereated
during the third century. The case of QintOnins Sintule shows that

not only each Augustus, but also each Caeser, had his own Iribunus

~gfsbuli, There can be no doubt as to the importence of the post.

In %54 its holder, Ag'ilo_, is reforred to es being one of .the three
77.
Again, emperors Vexy often appointed relatives to this offic 78 In
the ecage of Valens, his appointment was evidantly intended to facilitate
his accession to the throne shortly afterwards. v

The tribunus stabuli had a number of important duties.

Pirstly, he was the emperor's chief stesblemsster, and was in charge



- of all the Horses and grooms in the imperial stable, ' Thus Cerialis
in %75 waa able to posﬁpane'fhe oruel punishment of a negligent
groom which Valentinian I had ordered Just bei‘ore his death, -
seeondly, he supervised the provision of horses f’or the army, as
is shown by two edicts of 40170, Thirdly, dosplte the fact that
most of the edicts regarding the .S.mperial ‘post are addressed to the
praetorian prefeetao, one should not exclude the 'hypo'thetical
poseibility that the official directly responsible for its
adminigtration was the tribunus stabuli, Thus Cerdalis in 375
Journeyed 100 miles in a litter to fetch the younger Valentinian
from a 'éill’a, foliowing the sudden death of the emperor. Again,

in 360 Sintuls wes ordered to select the ‘best troops from Julian's
scholga pelatinae, and transport them to the east, using wagons of
the imperial post. Finally, it is doubtful whether an official
could have effectively superintended the transport of the emperor's
bagg%a train ‘withut also exereising control over the imperial post.

The tribunus stebuli was classed with the tribunes
commanding scholae galat;gem. Agilo, after holding this post in

354, went on o become tribune of the Gentiles end Sutarii, and in
360 was appointed W. © Stilicho's next appointment
was that of Ww The bw could be
granted the M..AMM_& but this was in the nature of

a :pereonal distinotion during the fourth century’ 1 It was not
until ‘bhe fifth century that this statua became antomatiocally
associated with the post, and then, as Seeck points out, the rank
of tribune is nolonger'mentionedaz« In 401 the tribunus stebuli
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held the title of vir clarigsw By 413, however, in the.
eastem emp:i.re his status ha,d been raised to that of yiy :tllusgg:la84

'With regard to his privn.leges. he was exempted from tha duty of

providing reoruits and horsesas CIn addition, a decres of March

i 2lat 401 mentions the custom whereby the w was |

ent:ltled to a smr ;a. or fee, of two _gl‘iﬂ_ for every horse

provided for the tmr:y&3 4 decree iasuad a few days later, however, -
abolishes this praeti,ae86 Clearly, from this fee alone the t Sribunus
M would have drawm a 1arga income during the fourth cenimy.
Little is lmown conceming hia gffiem, but an inseription from

Concordia mentions a ducen riu_‘ ingce | ' _87.

() Izibumus ours palatii.

- Idttle i3 known concéming this post. In a decree

of 413 1t 1s classed with that of tribums scholse®™. only ome of
its holders is mown, namaly Rumitalea, who commanded s section of

the uaurper Pracopius’s forces,

(i) Dribuue soholae. | |
. The w ave firat attested in 303, but

may well have developed from units created earlier during the third |
century - 9 " In the Notitia, ss court troops, they appear under the

overall command of the magister offictowum, seven being listed in the
east, and five in the west, exclusive of‘ the ge___n' 1tes in geh;gga. They
écted‘as & cavalry escort to each Augustus and Caesar, and most of
the soldiers appear to have been of barbarian origingl. They

received higher pay than other soldiers, and were accorded numerous
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other privileges’>, A certain proportion of the Bcholares were

N promoted to be officera in other unitsgg, and it seens likely "bhat

these h:lgher ranking 8 olareg are to be equated with the ng'
Each schola was 500 stron 95? and was commanded by a tritune, Ninetaan
of the officers who held this poat during the fourth centuzy are known,

Agilo _ ﬁggti;gs et Scu'tax»gg

Arintheus Ay
Baourius . Scutarii
*'Bainobaudes Soutarii

Balohobzudes  Armaturae |

Barzimeres:  Scutarii

Cagsio .
Cella : "
Danielus

Bquitius 1 Soutariorum

Comoarius - Seutardi

Malariohus - Gentile:

‘Mallobaudes
~ Neatica

Valentinianua
Vineentius

As one would éxpéé‘b. ‘they often played an important role in the empire's
sffairs, In 354 Scudilo, tribune of a gohola of _g;gg_ig._, was
considered to be one of the three officers who controlled the

destintes of the empire at that tne®., In 350 Gomosrive, tribums
Scutariorum, betrayed \fetrania to Constantius 1T, while ‘the desertion

of 8ilvanus, was an important factor

in the latter emperor's victory over Magnentius at Murss in 351.
Pinally, in 364 Equitius and Valentinian, Szibuni Soutariovum, were

._eonéidered as possible candidates for the throne, the latter being

eventually chosen as emperor.

- The ggholae nordxally acted as the emperor's bodyguard,
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but they sometimes participated in campaigns which weré ‘not led
by him in ;éerson. Thus Cella served under Barbatio,-.w ,
peditum, 1n 357, and Balchobaudes took part in the -campaign of
| Iovinus, m gg;ster Qgitum in 366. As with other field army units,
th_e 8cholae apparently operated in pairs, and thus two officers are
frequently mentioned together. For example, quanus and Vincentius,
tribunes commanding gcholae I and II Scutariorum, were accused of
treason and sentenced té exile in 366. Similarly Casa:l.o and Baaurius,
commanding the Scutarii and Sagittarii, together precipitated the
. Battle of Hadrianople in 378 by rushing forward before the signal
had been giveﬁ. It seems clear that one tribune will have had
senlority over the other. In the case of Danielus and B_arzimeras.
1t is obvious that the former, holding the comitive primi ordinis,
wes the superior officer. Agilo seems to havé held the gomitive
primi ordinis in 360, sinee he was commanding the Gent:lles and |
Scutarii.

In virtue of their higher rank, tribuni scholsrum

- eould also exercise control over other units snd their commenders,
Bainobaudes and Valentmian in 3'57, apparently commanding yexillstiones
g. glatinae, obeyed the instructions of Cella, tribunus Soutariorum,
when he forbade them to intercept a band of Alamanni. Again in 377
Barzimeres at Deul tum i-n Thrace was comahd‘ing his own ﬁnit, the
Scutarii, together with various infantry mmerl. Often tribunes

commending gcholae were entrusted by the emperor with importemt taska.

Thus Valens sent Danjelus and Barzimeres to recapture Papa, the
Armenien prince who had escaped from his court. During a campaign
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- againagt the Alamanni in 358. Nestica was coissioned by Julian to |
capture one of the enemy to act as & guide. In 354 Soudilo was
‘gent by Constantius II to visit the Caesar Gallus, to persuade hin
to come to Milan, and Mallobaudes was one of three officials sent
) intemgate the unfortunate C'aesar during his imprisonment at
Pola‘ , o

Regarding their position in the Rangordmung, tribunes
.oi_' this class who were not awarded the gomitiva primi o 1 is were
consid.ered equal in rank to the duceag'-'--. Very little is known
concerning the:lr previoua careers, However, Agilo, who was j__ku_m;g, '

Gentilium ot Scuta;;:_lom in 560, had been LM_M in 354.

while Valentinian ssems to have been tribune of a ves

prior to his appointment as mus _scholae IT ¢ in 364,

More is known about their later careers. Bacurius was firet dux

Palsegtinae, and then gomes domesticorum, and Mallobaudes also
obtained the latter post. It is striking that five of these tribunes
should have 1ater gained the rank of W@M namely Agilo,
Arinthaeus, Equi tius, Gomoarius and Silvanus. Agilo and Silvamzs
were promoted o the post of magistor peditun without holding an
intervening grade. In ad(:_l\:i:.ti()n, Mélario!ms was offered the post‘of

er equ: er Gallias by Jovien, but declined to accepts As
one would expect, the riames of most of these officers suggest Germanic
birth, Malarichus, Mallobsudes and Silvanus were Franks, and Agllo
and Scudilo were Alamarmi., Bacurius, however, was a prince of the
Hiberi, and Equitiug and Valentinisn were Pannonians.

The privileges of these officers are listed in a &eeree
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of 4137, It shows that they hed long had the right of adoratio
by that date, and that they were entitled to dine at the emperor's

table, -According to'the emperor's will, “they could be awarded the
A nis, and on retirement. if they did not ohtain

a higher rank, would have equal status with the w or

: gogtes dioc@;a Ponticse. Those gaining the comitiva primi

would hold the status of W. Since the ducés only had
the status of virl perfectissiul as a rule up to the end of Constentius
II's reign, it seems safe to assume that tribuni scholaxum who d1d not
gain the comitiva primi ordinis will also have had this status™®,

With regard to discipline; '.tm '9@ holaxum had the right to flog

or degmde soldiers, though & decree of 441 forbids them 1o punish

senatove g snd ucenarit in this vay .

(m) lr_i.wmw
| Thene tribunes were steff officers serving with the

emperor or one of hia generals. There 1511%1& evidence eanceming

100

thew™™, btut it seems that they could be assigned a variety of duties,

For example, in 359 Julian sent Hariobaudes as an envoy to the court

of Hortarins, a prinee of the Alamenni, in order to. d:lsoover the
mtentions of nelghbouring tribes, which had not yet made peace.
There are other ocoasions also on which officers of this category
geem to have been employed. In 359 Constantius II sent two tritunes,
eaeh with an interpreter, to questibn the Limigantes as to why fhey_

were menacing the Pannonian frontiex'flol.

In the same year certain
tribuni and prdjegtox@ were sent to supervise the fortification—ef~

of the Buphrates limes, in view of the impending Persian attaekloz
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Ten tribuni and protectores domestici accompanied Ursicinus, nmagister
equitum, on his dangerous mission to suppress the revolt of Silvamus

in 35‘5103. These tribunes were presumsbly also vacantes. It is

- . worth noting that, apart from Ammismus snd Verinianus, all were

relatives or close friends of Ursiciﬁus. Two references in the
Avgustan History suggest that certain generals maintained too many
staff trib\maalm. At the éame time, they could be appointed to
command troops. '.t‘hus. Vegetius states that in battle reserves of

picked soldiers stationed in the rear were commanded by I% ;

Somiten end tribuni vacantes'®

An edict of 397 shows that the tribuni vacantes at
court occupied an intermediate poéition between those officisls with
definite posts, and those not present at court, whose insignia were

forwarded to them' °, By this date they seem %o have gained the

Somitive primi ordinis automatically, and a law of 412 states that,

performing épproved tasks, they had precedence over those who ga:lned-
this distinetion by bribery or favouritien'". Iittls is known
about their earlier careers and origins, except fhét Marinus had held
the post of campidoctor, and that Hariobaudes seems to have been of

Alamannic stock.

(viii) Zribunes commanding field aymy mits..

| Tield amy tribunes can be divided into two main
categories, firstly those commanding palatini, and secondly those in
charge of gomitatenges. ‘As has been shown, the palatini, who are
first attested in 324, were probably in existence at an eaflié.f date.

They evidently replaced the praetorian guard, which was reduced in
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numbers by Diocletian, and finally sbolished by Conatantine in 312..
In that they replaced the praetorians, one would imagine that they
were alvays commanded by tribuni. It seems certain that they
iece:!.ved higher pay and more privileges that the comitatenses. The
palé.'bine units are listed first in the Notitia, and the vast majority
appear under the cémmand of the magistri p_z,:a‘gl smtalealoa. The
mlgﬁni are themselves divided into three groups, namely the
Yexillationes, legiones and g_u_x_i;_g._g_. ‘l‘he(following tribunes

oommanding palatine troops are attested during this period.

Yexillationes Palatinae

Bainobaudes Cormuti |
Menelaos Comites Segittarii Armeni
Valentinianus Cornuti ) ‘ '
Anon, VI 37279 Bquites Promoti
Legiones Palatinse
Avemus (?) Tungrecani Seniores
Derdio Zoviani Seniores
Heraclius ' " L
Iulianus -
Macrobius. - A
Magnentiue I 1 ot Herculiani Seniore
Maxinmus R o
Plavius Memorius 4. Seniore
Severianus Divitenses ot Tungrecani Seniores
. Varronianus Jovieni _ - '
Tustinus V tinianens
Idbino v 8t Petulantes
. Flavius Mercaridus Iog__i; Iuniores '
Varius ia. e _Const: 1

Anon, AM XXVII 2 9 __ggg__g

The oom:ltatenses are divided into two sections,

Yexillationes and ;gg_i__g_g. discounting the meugocg_xgggtenseg, who '

were commanded by pracpositi, as ha.s already been noted. Comitatensian
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\mits were a.lso conmanded by wﬂﬁ during the early fourth
eentury, but the example of Dorothm shows that ofﬁcers comma;nding
: eamitatggaes had obtained the status of ’cr:lbune by 559. In faet

| they probably obtained this status much earlier. The followiug
tribunes commanding camitatensian units are attes‘bed during the

fourth eentnry.

m;m:lgges' Coﬁigg_genseg

Curendiug Equites IV Seglttarii
 Dorotheus ' Equites Oatafractarii
Innocentius LR
- Vahalus . tes IX D,

| Equites IX Dalmatae
Anon, AM XXV 1 8 Equites III Dalmatae ‘

Plavius Gaiolus Y Macedonica
~Macius Severimus  Secundani Ttalicisni
Vetranio Zzanni
dnon, A XKIX 5 20 Constentiant |
EBach individual umerus, whether of m or of
comi tatenses, seems to have been 500 strong, and commsnded by dts
own trdtune; but the field amy units listed in the Notitia seen to
to be grouped 1n pairs, and Ammianus frequently mentions paired
detachmentsmg It seems that one officer will have had overall
command of both units, and in auch cases, as far as palatini are
concerned at any rate, he held the comitiva p ;;_:lm_:_l_‘ ordinis, This is
shown in the case of Libino, Magnentius _and Severianus,
| Little is known concerning the careers of field aim;y
tribunes. The majority apparently rose from the rankslm. Sons
of officers, as in the case of Potentius and Valentinian, presumably

first passed through the grade of brotector domestious, Others were
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'oolmmisisioned as j_r_ﬁ._gu_x};, on entering the army. Thus Pusaeus, the
commander of the Persisn .garrisan at Anatha, Whalsnrrendered to'
 Julien in 363, was appointed to this rank, Similerly, Bitheridus,
Fraomarius and Hortarius, princes of the Alamanni, who aurrendered
to Valentinian in 3’72, were also comuissioned as tribunes. Those
“who rose from the ranks obtai_.ned the status of protector before
being appointed to command unitsll?‘. Most officers seem to have
gained the rank of tribune in their late thii"b;l.es or early fnrtiesua.
- Flavius Memorius, however, whose career was rather slow at first, did
not become megw befox-e the age of fifty-two.
" He held this post for three years, and Valentinian was tribune of the
Cornuti for at Iea'st- four, years. Regarding thelr later careers,
Gratian, Flavius Memorius and Pusaeus became military governors of
provinces,  Valentinian was appointed MW
and Varronianus oblained the rank of gomes domesticorum,

| A tﬂMe was expected to set an example to his men,
so that they would be led to emulate his dexterity as a f:lghter and
bravery on the battlefield’, Ability es an archer (of. Menelaos)
or physical strength (of. Gratian) were attributés which won & fburth
century offiéer the respect of his *tj:rmps.‘ Bravery in battle was a
sure way to w‘in-promotion, .és is shown by the careers of Arinthacus
and Nevitta, though one wonders whether too high a pr&nium was not
placed on daring, -1n vi_ew of the rashness of some. officers and
generale™ 4, A striking feat of amms, such as that of Aliso, might
even win pardon for an officer who had supported a usurpeiﬂ - Cowardice,

on the other hend, was unforgiveable. Thus on several oocasions

during his Persian campelgn Jullan cashiered tribunes who fled from
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the battlefield'??

; and Theodosius, while campaigning in Africs
in 373, ordered the exeeution of Curandius, on the grounds that
| he was. reluctant to fight against the rebels himself, and had not
' encouraged his ‘men to do s0 either, =
| Tribunes were also responsible for the maintenance
of discipline within their units. Vegetius states that a good
officer will ensure that his men perforn thelr exeroises with
.dexte;i'ity, seéﬁg that t_he.iftj unifoma are neat and clean, and their
arms polished and in good orderns‘ An edict of 384 shows ‘that it
was the duty of the triblme to see that his trocps remained with
 their standards, and did not wander through private landholdings'll,
Vegetius shows that tribunes were expected to see that their troops
kept together while on the march, and to try to prevent circumstances
arising which might lesd to mitiny™18, e tribune vas held
responsible for the actions of h:l.s troapa, An offieer whose men,
gibbetted a princa of the Alamanni would have been condemned to
death by the Mater eguim Iovinus, 4in that this action had been
taken without prior consultation of a higher authority. Luckily for
A the tribune concemed, there was _confv_incing evidence that his troops

had got out of handng_

In fact it was not an easy task to maintain
discipl:l,ne during thia} period. For 1nstance'during the slege of |
Anida the Megpentiacl and Degentiscl demanded & sally, and threatened
to kill their % $ribuni and primi ordin% when they tried to prevent

this rash action}aa

Eventually the troops had their way. Presumably, -
like the commanders of gcholae palatinae all field ammy tribunes had

the power to flog or degrade soldiers.
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With regard to recruitment, a law of 325 shows that
duces commanding auxiliary g}gx_g_ received i_l_iceﬁces to admlt recruits,

_provided that the provincial governor was first informed, and sent

a reply stating whother the recruit was a deourionlal.‘ An edict

of 386 orders duces, tribuni a.nd.g_ raspositi to see that persons who
are decurions by birth, and have enliafed_. should return to theiy
?‘22. Apparently many soldiers ofteﬁ led away with
them men of freeborn condition, pretending that they were near |
kinsmen or camp followers. In 367 it was decreed that the soldiers

in question were to hand them over to their tribuni or praepositi.

'They in turn were to send them to their magistrd militum, in order

to provide_more-recmfs for the a 123. Tribunes were sometimes
aﬁpointed to search for brigands and deaerterg, though it may be
that these officers were Sribuni vacentes, rather than commsnders
"%, Finally, the tribmo sav that his nen received their
daily rations fpoin the horres'®. For example, hay was supplded %o
Athe, commanders of all % JYexillationes and _gg_l_;_a_lﬁglzs.__

In connection with this duty, the tribunes gained
seﬁeral priviieges. Thus any sﬁrplue gnnonae became the proﬁerty
of the officer céncerned, though he was expected to sell tﬁem at the
normal merket price’-(, Again, tribuni, like guces, were alloved %o
retain a certain proportion of the annonae allotted to the troops

serving under them128. A law of 443 fixes this proportion at one

“twelfth for pracpositi commending Mnitanei'®®, In addition, fribunt

and praepositi were exempted from the need to furnish recmitano.
With regard to the imperial post, tribuni nilitum were allowed the
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use of three posthorses, one less than the gomites, but one more
than the p rof'ec“bores.dbmestieiwl
by Ammianum | Por instance, on the death _of | Julian in 363, the

generals snd 't_ribun:es' met to select hia sucoessorwa. | In 361

+ Other rights are mentioned =

some distingﬁi_ahe_d rétired tribunes were among those chosen %o _
greet Canst;ahtiug I ,‘when‘he ‘retﬁrped to Antioch from Mesopotami&ﬁa.
In the seme yéé,r, the tribunes of tﬁa }_q_v_i_gg_i_._ and Kercu‘; iani, legiones
paiatgg_ e, were ‘p_r'esent a{: the 'briai of some of Constantius's old
’ _officials; who had foénded the armylm. - On c.émpa:lgn. pack animels
cerried a large éuant,ity of food veserved for ribuni, and during
Juli#n’s Persian eémpaigp some of this was distributed to the soldiers
when provisions became scax'-éews. ‘ As has been mentioﬁed_., officers
commanding a pa:}i* of palafina units seem to have been granted the
comitiva primi ordinis, and tie would have the status of yiri
clarissini. The status of the nomal field amy trilune after the
reign of Constantine was probébly that ‘cf W. It is
evident that a mmber of people tried to claim the privileges of a
field army of.ficer. A deéree of 369 énphasises fhat pracpositi in
charge of leglons, c:ohorts‘, fgbricae, m or Laeti are not entitled
to the same privileges bas thosa‘ who have setfved in the field army or

136

the palace™ . - A later edict draws a distinetion betweén those who

reach the rank of tribune or praepositus by the normal system of

promotion, and those who gain it by patronage. Only the former were

to obtain the privileges associated with the rank!D',

However, it seems that field army officers frequently
abused their pzji.ﬂleges. Libanius complains of tribunes who continue
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to draw annonae for soldiers who are dead, but whose names arve

still on the regimental rolllss. Again, edicts show thét some
Iribuni and praepositi used to demand extra annonae. -i‘hese were
“then re-;sold at a profit to the provincials, or.altematively left
to rot in the g;ranaries._ ‘A law of 325 prescribes heavy penalties
for this offence. A go es, tribunus or praepositus who charged
more than the customary market price whén selling surplus rations

to provincials was liable to lose his rank and property’>. However,
the situstion was no better at the close of the fifth century, since
@ deores of Anastasius states that tribuni, viearii or other officers
who bresk the law regarding the distribution of the annona will be
sentenced to deathuo.‘ In oxder to ease the buréen of the provinciels
gtill more, it was made illegml for officers to rernit their soldiers
to demand mattresses, wood or oil from the people with vhom they were
billetted, and aevéz_'epenalties were prescribed for those who failed

to observe this reguiation141. .Some officers seem to have ‘been
demanding that the muniecipal councilé should heat private baths for
their use. However, a decree of 406 mekes it clear that this privilege
was confined to maglstri pilitun and viri Qlustres comites®®, in
edict iasue§:1,:$p., 412 shows that the ’éribunea appeointed to search for
briéandé aAndAdeserters' in Africa had themselves caused so much
destruction that 1n future no more were to be appo:hﬂ::_. 143, Zribuni
and praepositi were not allowed to grant their troops leave of absence,
and were 1isble to & fine of 5 Ib. of gold for each soldier if such a
breach of regulations was discoveredlu. Iribuni or vicarii who

ordered the execution of persons who should have been tried in court
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were themselves liable to the death ptmaltzy;"45

(1x)

Tribunea of . this type can be divided into two main
categories, depending on whather they command ,ggg_____ oxr cohorts.
With regard %o the former, during the principate units‘ of barbarian
tribesmen settled on the frontier wére termed .‘.‘&%321;.- During the
fourth century, numorus is employed as a general term to denote
field amy un:lts. However, the 0ld -type of gw apparently
continued to exist throughout this period. The N _,gj:y_:_;g lists two
of them, one in Rastia, and the other in Britadn us adttion,
inscrip'bions from Tripolitania, dating to the fourth century or
later, give the nemes of six tritunes commsnding numeri, |

Flavius Isiguar Flavius Masinthan

" Macarcum Iulius Nesif

Masrl.gama . Flavius Saicham
The men under their command acted as a si;atic frontier militia, and
were no doubt settled on the frontier and given land to cultivste in
return for defending the area agains-t' the attacks of nomad tribesmen,
As has been shown in the prev_:lous chapte‘r; the W
would exercise control over the g_g_n___tem;g_g within his aeetof of the
fro’nt‘iar. The names of the abave ofﬁcers show that they were
native Libyans'4', |

Off.tcex“s comman&iné cohorts are fréquently listed in
the No gitia, and 1% is striking that they arve all termed j_g_i_]m_ﬁ_._l"'a

149

The same is true of edicts™ +  During the prindipate’, prefects of

cohorts were occasioﬁany ‘granted brevet tribunates, thereby

‘upgrading them to the second militia'®, By the fourth century,
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this had evidently become standard practice. Only three commanders

of cohorts are attested during this period.

Castorion AV Numiderum - Egypt
Salvitius “o N
Flavius Iucianus e Arabia

It seems safe to assume that, like Salvitius, all such officers had
the status of ex protectoribus, having previously served in the field
arnw. This fits in with Vegetius's statement that tribunes commanding

‘~ un:lts liated on the minus laterculum were appointed according to length

of servicel>t, Those holding the rank of tribunus cohortis were ipso

facto pragpositl castrorum, and the duties of the latter have already
been outlined in the preirioua chapter. In addition, a law of 323

stresses that tribuni cohortium, in compeny with praepositi and
decurions are not to grant leave of ahsence to any of their troops.
Failure to observe this regulation in peacetime was to be punished
by deportation and confiaca’ciqn of jroperty. but if it ocourred
during a barbarian invesion, the penalty was deathl%2,

(x) Miscellaneous tribuni.
A law of 369 shows that by this date the tribunate

could be conferred on praepositl in charge of legionary detachments,

153,

or cohorts The same ediet, however, makes it clear that these

officers were not entitled to the same privileges as tribunes who had

served in the field amy. Aumianus mentions three fritunt fabricarm'™?,

In addition, the Notitia lists a tribunus gentis Marcomsnnorum in
Pannonia prima, and a iribunus gentis per Raetias dg;ggtgtaelss

Praefecti gentium are attested in Africa and on the Ethhrates frontier
during the principatel”C, Perhaps these two offioials had been
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upgmdéd to the tribunate. Van Berchém has put forward the
attractive theory that the firet such tritune in Pemnonis Prima

was Attalus, a Marcomamnic prince, whose peqple were settled by v
Gallienus in parfc of this provincely__’. The' _)gf_gj;_.'g_’g_:!_._a_ also lists a
tribunus Militun Nerviorun in Belgica Secunda’®®, Units of Milites
often appear in the Notitis as garrisoned along the Danube, Rhine and

the Saxon Shore. . Normally their commenders are termed praefectilsg.

- Bvidently they were mobile troops, which could be drafted into the

field srmy. This officer could also have been upgraded to the rank
of tribune, though the reason for this is uncertain.

(zi)  Yicarius tribuni nis
-The yicarius tribuni acted as deputy commander of a

~unit, 'and 1t is evident that the post is to be equated with that of

;grimieerigslﬁo. Only two yicarii are atteatéd during this period,

nemely Arinthaeus and Viatorinus. The latter holds the status of

protector. Grosse has po:lnfed out that the tribune of one unit in

a pair could be vicarius of the other'™', He also shows that the

same officer could act as ylearius for both units in & pairlsé.

The y;l_%i_.will normally have fulfilled the same functions as the
tribunes, end hence the ﬁwo are classed together in edicts and in

the writings of Vegetiuslﬁa. n addition, like the tribuni vacantes,
they were sometimes put in charge of a picked force acting as a

reserve during a battle]‘&.' ‘
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}(x:.ii) _..g_ tribun ;1_ 5.

The namesv of seven peraana' with this Status are
knowmn i~
Amphiiochiﬁs
Plavius Bulieus
Derdio
' Flavius Florianus
"' Heliodorus

*  Marcarius
W Sym o

All had presumably served as tribunes in the field arnw, though
this mey not neceaaarﬂy be true in every ease, since apparently
some people tried to gain the status in order to claim the associated
165

privileges™ It 1s perhaps worth noting that Florianus and Derdio

had served for 39 and 40 years respectively., This seems to indicate

that field army tribunes tended to retire when aged about 60.
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PROTECTORES

[Nmnes are listed in alphabetical order of mgmm,]

Fiavius Abinuaeus
Aelianus

Aelius Aelianus _
Aelivs Aelianus
Agrieola |
Albinus
Antoninus
Aquilinus
Flavius Aurelius
Babes

Aurelius Baia
Florius Baudio

S=Bmmttoate: £ Abinn. [, ¢k

AM XVIII 9 3; XIX 92
IIT 3529; ILS 4495
118 9478

XII 5385

V 1796

Al XVIII 5 I, eto,

P, Oxy. X 1253

V 6226

Schriftt, z. 1%, La,g. Pallogr. 21

III 14165
s 2mm | :
Schriftt, 2. 81t, Lat, Pallogr. 21

Bennafer

Besas Sohriftt. z. Hlt. lat., Palfosr. 21
Marcus Bitianus 101 1412

Caesius AMXIX 9 2

Flavius Concordius IIS 9204; VI 32011

Conon | Sehriftt. s, WIt. lat, Palfogr. 21
T, Flavius Constans XIIT 8291

Flavius Valerius Constantius W. I, 1-2,
Galertus Valerius Naxininus Deie  Lactant, De, Mort. Pers. XVIII
Flavius Dlmatius S i 5T

 Dionysius Ps Princeton IIT 119
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 Claudius Dionysius Is 2715

Donatus Basem .
Baveter . | ooovre
Flavius Pandigilus B | 8747
Aurelius Feustus , ~ AI8 4002
purelius Pimmimus IIT 10406
Pims -  Symmach. ITI 67,
Prontims Is 2783
Flavius Gabso | XIIT 3661
Flavius Gaudentius VI 32940
Gratiamus = > _ IIT 12900
Gratianus | |  MXXK T2
Hariulfus | | XIII 3682

. Heraclivs o AE 1903 357
Herculams A% XIV 10 2

| Claudius Hercwlanus 118 21715 |

Iacobus. | . M XVIII 9 2
Tohannes | AE 1938 II
Flavius Toviams AN XXI 16 20; XXV 5 4
Iovinus AE 1891 105 |
Flavius -Iialus | AE 1950 253
Flavius Inlianus - III 8741
‘M. Aurelius Iulius. 1IX 7440
Acesonius Kalendinus I1T 10509

- Leontius . . Julian, Ep, 22

Leucadius | . AE 1938 %0



Licinianug
Limnius _
Macarius (?)

Macedonius

| Flaviue Magnus Magnentius

Plavius Magniamxd
Ammianus Marcellimus
Clementius Valerius Marcellinus
Marcellus

Marcianus

Mareus

Flavius Marcus .
Flavius Martialis
Martinianus

Masaucio

Maxentius

M. Aurelius Maximienus
Ulpius Maximinue
Flavius Memorius
Traiams Muclanus
Sennius Paternus (?)
Perula

Flavius Pomentius

M. Aurelius Processanus
Valeriué Proclianus

Valerius Pusintulus -

AE 19%9 45

4B 1937 96

= [ fbisa. 1

VI 32044 |
f‘m XIII 6 p 11 13 A, ete.
111 8742 |

 Ps Gen, 1T 45 = Mith, Wilck, T IT 464

MM XIX 8 65 XIV 9 I, ete.
IS 545; ILA 609; 610; 621.

MM XXVI 10 I3 Zos. IV 6 4.

Symmach, Rel. XLI I & 6

© PoAberdeen 21

1S 2783
IIT 14594
v 6244

- 4 XXVI 5 14

g 2783
XI 835

AE 1919 T4
1S 2788
1S 919
v 5833
1is 2783
IIT 4186
18 2778
AR 1946 127
IIT 3335



=119~

Aurelius Romsnus ' . XII 2576

Superinius Romanus ~ XIII 8273

Sabiniamus AE 1920 171

Aurelius Ssbiniams 11T 8571

Ssbinus . -

Salvitius o ' P, Thead. 4

Flavius Sanctus - IS 9205 _
Servantus | P, 0xy, I 43 Recto, col. IV
Superdanus IS 2783 |

Tauriscus P, Oxy, X 1253

Terentius | ) P. Oxy. I 43 Recto, col. IV
Teutomeres | ALXV 3 10; IT; Liban, Ep. 1268
Theodorus | Symmach. Rel. XRXIT 1.
TheodoTus : P, _Awh, IT 137

Valerius Thivmpo 18 2181 "

Aelivs Titus , ;!ﬁ 2760a

Ureinus IS 2783

Flavius Valens _;A,I;I,Km 14 I, ete.

Valerius Valens , pif:} 2’?.76‘ o
Valentinianus Symmach, II 74
Valentinus AM XVIII 3 5 |

Valerianus ' MXKVII 10 16

M, Aurelivs Valerius  IIS 5605, of. III p 2328%9
Veriams | VI 2655 = 32610

Verinianue - BLXV 522 XVIII8 IT

Flavivue Viator VI 1598
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Viatorims | s 2784

Aurelius Vietor | 111 142657

M, Aurelius Victor | 4B 19%0 108, VI 1106; III 7596
Vineentins EM8 1%

Valerius Vincentius _ 1@_2779

Vitalianus - MM XAV 10 9; Zos. IV 34 I
Vitalisms | . LIS 546, of, III p 2326%52

L+ Petronius "'.l'lauma Volusianus - 1S 1332 o

smon T 3126, of. p 2172 & IIT 10125
Anon o 111 10488

Anon e VI 32945

Ann . VI 32047

fnon - IR TIT 10

fon 1E 1924 131

Anon - : AB 1954 135

Anon - , Semmelbuch V 7624
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Flavius Abinnaeus
Flaviué Abream
Aelianus ‘ |

Alaesisnug

L, Tulius Capito Alaris

Le Flavius qur
Bonio -
Bonitus

Ulpiue Candidus
Castinus |
Castorion

. Valaﬁus $§ati}_ﬂ.ga Castus

dlaué:!,anus ,
Aelius Gléutiiénus

" Colluthus

Flavius Concordius
7. Flaviusg Congf';mg_'
Aurelius C‘reséanfiq ,
TFlavius I)almatiizﬁ' o
Dinitius

Doﬁzinus '
Tlavius Dmgi_lis
Felix

M. Aurelius Fidelis
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temepiseui P Abinn. | ok
A XVIII 9 3, et

By Caire Preis. 39, ls. 1-6
VIII 9025

AE 19% 53; 54; 57, ete.
4E 1934 184c

4B 1910 90

V 7405

Be Lopd, TT 411, ls. 16-23 = B Abinn: 26
P. Thead, 48, 13, 4-11

JGR IIT 481 = 1IS 8870

P, Oxy. I 43 Recto col. IV, 1. I

VI 32987 |
Bo_Lond. II 403, 1s, 16 = P ﬂﬂn_-’*‘?
XT 6222 = IIS 9204

VI 3555

111 12577

10T 19610

Ost, Jalwesh, VI, 1003, Betbl,, col. 52,
ns, 65 & 66

Bo Oxy, T 43 Recto col. III, ls. 20-31
III 15172 b |
M1 IX 1077, 1s. I-II
w3 :



=122«

L. Romanius Fortis | . XI 140

Anastésius Fortunatus ' Acta S, Marcelli ¢ Ruinart, pp 302-4

Foscanus ' ~IIT 3653 = 1IS TT5

Arrius Germanus , - X178

Goutha ~ 4B 1911 244

Sextus Arnius Gratus VI 32997 -

Hergcnus - VI 32969 a & b

Hexmogenes IIT 13814 a & b

Tanuariue . IIT 70-2

Tanuarius (?) B Oxy. I 43 Recto col. ITI, s, 24-8

Valerius Ingemmg_ : AE 1942-3 8] |

Flavius Tovinus IIT 3370 = 118 2787

Italicus __gjé_gm. Vi, 1903, Beibl,, col, 56,
n. ‘

Inlianus A £ 0xy. I 43 Recto col, V, 1s, 9=15

Flavius. Iulianus 4 II1 8741

Aeni1Mus Tunous VI 32995

Tustinienus - VIT 268

Vartus Rarus | VI 32995

Flavius L..p.chen By Grom. 10, 1, 28

Clodius Largus ' VIiI,9755

Aemilius Leo . @392

Leontius | ~ III 5670 & = 113 T74

Imciﬁnus _ , ~ Bs Oxy. I 43 Recto col. II, 1s, 12-13

Flaviue Incianus - AB 1959 196

Flavius Iupplo v 4370

Macrobiue B Grenf, & Funt IT 74
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‘Margus AE 1910 91

Q. Gargilius Martialis ‘  VIII 9047 = ;_Ls_ 2767; VIIT 20751
Flavius Martidius AE 1891 103 o |

. FMavius Martinus v AE 1931 82
Agileius Modestus X 3921
Mucatra - 11T 63252 - 8275% a & b
Mucianus | . Be Oxy, T 43 Recto col, II, 1s, 9-11
Traianus Mucianus IS 9479, ete. '
Mucinianus R Oxy. 43 Reoto col. I, 1s. 24-6, sto.
Flavius Nuvel  VIII 9255
0lympus ' B, Oxy. I 43 Recto col, 1I, ls. 14~16
Petroniug : | Al XXVI 6 7, ete,
Probianus . ~ IIY 20686
Valerius Claudius Quintus IIT 4855 - IIS 2772
Romanus | | IIT 14406 a
Flavius Romuliamas v 8662
M. Aurelius Rufims | V4320

' Sabicas | P, Gen, I1 62, 18, 1-2 = L Abin. /6
Salvitius P, Thead. 4, 13, 1=5
Valerius Sambarra - 111 ,5565._ of. ads 11771 = IIS 664
Flavius Senilis VII 137
Se}rerié,nua | 2. 0xy. X 1261, 1s. 7-9
Severinus 11 141349
Sertordus Silanus X1 9 = IS 699
C. Rufius Synforiamse AE 1934 193

Tare | 111 17004, ete,



Taurus |
Terentianus
Flavius Traianus
Aureliug Uranius
Ursicinus -

Valens

Aurelius Valens

Flavius Valens
Valerianus
Valerius |
Veraci;s

Viator
Victorinus
Victorinus

Aurelius Vincentius

Vitalianus

Fiavius Ziperga

Anon
Anon
Anon

Anon
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BS1 IX 1077, 1s. I-II

Py 0xy. T 43 Recto col. ¥, 1s.: 1-8
AE 1909 108

2. Gen. 49 = P Abinn, 57

IIX 6159 = 7494 = LIS 770

E 1935 171

U1 410

B2 Oxy. T 45 Recto cols V, ls. 16~22
VITI 8490 = LIS 2794

45 1903 297

gL1X919 .

1S 8882, eto.

Bst, Jahresh. VI, 1903, Beibl,, col. 54,
N 74 ‘

XI 1016 ,
o 182

IIT 3228, of. ad p 2526" - = IIS 546

AE 1891 102 |

v.8721

XIII 11538

23 8940

AE 1951 196 &

g___;m_x; 142, 1. 16

BGU I 21 col, 2, 1. 19
34U I 21 col. 3, 1s. 12-14
A XXIX 3 4
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Abdigildus
A{J_.deﬂs
Agilo
Aiadalthes -
Aligp

- Amphilochius .

Antonius _
A_roadiqs |
Arintheus
hverus (7)
Bacurius
.’éainobaudes
Bainobaudes
Balchobaudes
Bappo
Barbatio
Barchalba
Barzimeres
Bellovaedius

Bitheridus

Flavius Bulicus

Caris
Caasio
Cella

Cerealis
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A XVIII 6 12

QD VI 24 5 ete.
e x'xv_io 8 etc.
A1 XVIII 8 10
MOVIS 9 10
MXI62 3
A% XXVI 5 10
Zos. TI514

,A,_x; xv 4 10 eto,

XITI 5190 -

M XXXI 12 5.6 ete.
AMXIVIT 14

A XVI II 6; 9; XVI 12 63
AM XXVII 2 6

AM XV 4 10

AN XIV 11 19-24 etc.

AM XXVI 9 8; 10

AM XXX I II ete.

AM XXV 7 13

AM XXIX 4 7

VI 919

IIT 3766 & - o = 10680 a; 10680 b
MOXT1216

MXVIIIE; 7; 16

AY XXX 5 19



Clandius

Constantianus

" Mavius Valerius Constantinus

Oonstént:lgs |

Flavius Valerius Constantiug

Curandiue
Dagalaifus

Galorius Valerius Maximinus Daia
Danielus '

Derdio

Valerius Diocles

Dorotheus
Epigonus
Equitius
Bugenius
Eusebius
Excubitor
Plavius Florianus
Ffaomarius
Flavius Gaiolus
Gerontius |
Gomoarius
Gratianué

Hariobaudes

Flavius Helliodorus

Heraqliﬁs

Hortarius
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WX 3T
AM XXVITI 2 10

Lact. De. Mort. Pers. XVIII etc.
AM XXV 9 12; Iiban, Ep. 803

‘Anon Vales., Pars I 1-2 etc.

AM XXIX 5 203 24

AM XXI 8 1

lact. De. Mort. Pers, XIX
A KKK 1 11-17 -

V 6213 = IIS 2789

Yict. Caes. XKXIX 1 ete.

B3 I 516
AL XIV 7 18; XIV 9 4
AM XXVI 1 4

‘Iiban. Or. XI 159; XIX 45; XX 18

N XIVT7 18 XIVO4

AL XX 421

XIII 1855

AM XXIX 4 7

Schriftt, z. #1t. Lat. Palliogr, 21
XIII 3680

M XXI81

MXXT72-3

AMRVIII22; 7

P, Gron. 10
Greg, Tur. II 8

AN XXIX 4 7



Imocentius
Flavius Isiéﬁa-r#
Tulismus
vIustiimvs

Tustus

Laipso
Leniogaisus
Latinus

Laxus

Libino

Licinianué
Flavius Luqianqa ‘
Luéillianus
Tapicinus
Macarcum |
Flavius Macarius
Maéhameus
Macrobiﬁ.é

Flavius Mactans
Flavius Mégms Magnentius
Magnus
Malsrichus
Hallobaudes
Mansdus
Flavius Marcaridus

Marcelliamis
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AN XVI 12 63

IRT 886 k

AM XXV 6 3 eto.

Is w81

VI 1120

A XVI 12 63

MEV516

AM XIV 10 8; Zos.. 11 48 5
Pi Flor. I 36

Au;_xxr. 323

man

AE 1959 196

AM XIV 11 14 ote.

IIX 3767 = 10681 & - e
mreséc |

£ Gron. 10

8V 1 2

AN XXV £ 3

IIT 3768 - 10682

Zonay. XIII 6 p 11 13 A ete.
A XXIV 4 23; Zos. III 22 4
Al XXV 5 6-7 ete. |

MXIVII2, XV56; KKI106-7
 Zs. 11502
Cvems

Zos. 11 9 3



Marcellinus

Marcellus
Narcianus

Varinus

g Masigﬁma

Flavius Masinthan
Mauricius

Maximus

Naxys

Flaviue Memorius

Memoridus
Menelaus
Traianus r-'ﬁxcima
Tulius Nasif
Hemota
Nestica
Nevitta -
Nigrinus
Numerius
Potentius
Pusaeus
Richomeres
Romanuﬁ :

Rumitalea

Murelius Sabinianus
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sio Donati et Advocati (of.
| &m edit. Dupin, p.191)

BE 1193

IIT 6159 = 7494 = 118 TT0

AN XV 310 - 11; Julien, Ad Athen.
213 4 T -
IRT 886 d
 IRT 686 §

AM XXV 8 7; Zos. III 331
WXV 6% Zos. I % 4
XIT 673 = ILS 2788
ﬁmaségs XXV 10 6
;;g;_. IT514; 115212
118 9479 = IGR I 1496

IRT 886 ¢

AM XXV 7 13

MXVII 05

&Y XVII 6 3, ete.

AMXXT IT 2; XKI 12195 20
41 XXIX 2 17 |
A¥ XXXT 13 18

ML XV 1 9 Zos. III 144
A1 XXI 7 4 £2, otc. |
A4 XXII IT 2

A XXVI 8 1

III 8571
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Flavius Saicham © AB 1951 IT - IRT 886 a

Sallustius _Q_M_KXUE 37

Scudilo o Zos. 1150 2; g_g XIV 10 8; XIV II

_ II; 24 h '

Seniauchus A!IV 4 10; XXV 10 6 7

‘Sereniamus a XAVI 5 3, ete,

Severiamus | | AMXXVII T 2; 4; CPVT1=0L
| VIII 50 19 | -

Mecius Severinus XIX 1356

Severus ELvVi24 23

Silvanua AL XV 5 33, ete.

Cintontus Sintula A XX 4 3, eto.

Sol 3 : 1110684 a; ©

Flavius Stilicho IS 12773 1278, etc.

Flavius Syrus 4 P. Gron. 10

Terentiams | IIT 1068% a3 b

Thomas ' - V304 A

Vahalus 111 88 = 1I8 773

Flavius Valens AX XXVI 4 2, etoc.

Flavius Valentinianus AM XVI II 6-7, etc.

Valentims -  E1953Baerd

Velentinus MXII35

Valerianus - AM XIXI 13 18

Varius BSU I 316

‘v’arroniarms AM XXV 5 4, etes

Vetranio : | AM XXV I 19, ato,

Viatorimis | © XIIX 8274 - 1S 2784



Mliaiullog. M, el eae o0 el

e bz, 2R

Victor

M, Piavonius Victorinus
Vincentius

Vincentius

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus
Mnon-

Anon

Anon

Anon

Anon

Annhi

Anon

Anon

Anon

Anﬂn ' ‘_‘5: e
Anon
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B XXV 7. 13

XEII 3679 = __zl,s; 563
BLKITIT 2
BRX51

T 1836 = IS 1352
IIT 3126

VI 1110

VI 37279 = ILS 9212

XIII 8740 = IIS 790 = AE 1953 271

MAVS 9
A4 XVE 22 39
MXVI 12 63
AXXIV 5 1
MXXIVS 8
XV IS
M XV I 9
MY 713
AM XXVII 2 9
A XXIX 5 20

Qlagﬂ, De Cong, Stil, I 35«46




cemionekeindl w ot LS. Ml il 2. b2k Bl e L e

Callistus
Hatena
Herodes

Martinus

Severus

Aurelius Severus
Tulius Speetatﬁs
Flavius Vitalis
Valens

Voteporix -

Anon
Anon

-u131-.
DOUBTFUL OR REJECTED PROTECTORES

 Soorat. III 21 14; Liben, Bp. 1233
11 6439
IR I 181
s 272
A8 1697 94
XIIT 75358
XI 830
VI 32946
EE IX 1030

EE VIII 218
Glasnik XXXIX, 1927, py260



el

Bonus

© Aurelius Corviamus

Laurentius

C. Tulius Maximus
Q Maxims
Anon

Anon

111 p 236"

RBRA, dust cover

VIt 9190 - s 3251
vIiz 9791

X1 3104 = IIS 2765

P Abinn. 10, Is. 9-15



B R T )

T e ]

SRV Y R P—

Aeldanis
Aligildus

- Arbitio

Asclepiodotua
thentim
Flavius Gemellus
Gerontius |
Gerontius

Tmmo

Intto

Maudio

Salénius Mauricus
Eiberalinius Probinus
Saturninus

- - Thalassiug
‘Theolaiphus

Plavius Ursacius
Urgicinus

Valeriqus

Ce Petilius Venustus_ |

Verissims
Plaviug Vietorinus

=135

DOUBTFUL, OR REJECTED TRIH

AMXVIII 93 -

M XX 15 4; XKII 21
~ Oros. VII 35 16

MV 64

Ata S. Basiliy
AE 1902 155
MXIVS5 1
@g. W4 1-6
AM XX 12 3
M XV 64
MRV 64

AE 1909 51
XIII 8267H
VIII 9255

A XXT 15 4
VI 1156 - 118 722

CPVII 412

AE 1903 302

V 748 = IIS 4871, ete.
MXVI6YL; 3

V 1658



