THE STRUGGLE BETWEEN MAGNENTIUS AND
CONSTANTIUS il FOR ITALY AND ILLYRICUM

After the dynastic slaughter in Constantinople in the summer of 337, an
event that weakened the structure of Constantine’s administration, the Em-
pire was again divided on 9 September 337 in the Moesian fortress of Vimi-
nacium {Cons. Const. s. a. 337; cp. E. Stein, Histoire du Bas-Empire | [1959]
131 and A. Piganiol, Vempire chrétien [1954] 74. The date of the earlier
event is not certain). Constantine’s three sons agreed that Constantinus Il
should take the West, Constans Italy, Africa and Illyricum, and Constantius
Il the East (Aur. Viet. epit. 41. 20). The eastern border of the Illlyrian mili-
tary and administrative command was at that time identical with the eastern
border of both Dacias, Dardania, Macedonia, and Achaea. The western
border followed the line to the western and southern borders of both Nori-
can provinces and ran, by way of the pass Atrans and the station Praetorium
Latobicorum, to the eastern borders of the Tarsatica territory in Liburnia.
When Constantinus Il was Killed in the battle near Aquileia in March 340
{Cons. Const, s. a. 340; cp. also H. F. Clinton, Fasti Romani | [1845] s. a.
and O. Seeck. Regesten der Kaiser und Pépste [1919] 189), his brother and
opponent Constans took over his territories. So Constans reigned — in a
very ruthless and tyranical manner — over all the western Empire, Africa,
Italy, and Illyricum up to the borders of Thrace. The East was still retained
by Constantius II.

On the 18 January 350 an officers’ conspiracy in the Gallic
town of Augustodunum removed Constans and established in power
the comes Flavius Magnus Magnentiusl). His headquarters had pro-
bably prepared the ground beforehand in certain neighbouring regions.
Accordingly he sought to gain control of the whole of Constans’ terri-
tory rapidly, before the ultimate struggle with Constantius I, the
only surviving legitimate ruler. At this time Constantius Il was him-
self not able to come to the defence of Illyricum, the strategic bridge
between East and West, since he was engaged in fighting the Persi-
ans on the Euphratesd, even if the victory in that quarter would, in
the struggle for primacy, tip the balance in his favour.

Because of the general dissatisfaction with the deposed govern-
ment, the plot was successful, especially in Gaul, Britain, and Spain.
Magnentius marched with his troops to Augusta Trevirorum3 the
imperial capital which held the state treasury.

Surprisingly he did not lead the march on Rome himself4 but
let his officers take over Italy and Sicily for him, which they did very

1 Cons. Const, s.a. 350 and Hieronym. chron. s.a. Chronological questions
are dealt fully by P. Bastien, Le monnayage de Magnence (1964) 8 sq.

2 Especially clear in Zonaras XIII 7, cp. E. Stein, Histoire du Bas-Empire
I (1959) 137.

3 Evidence in Bastien 11 note 36 and p. 48.
4 So it had been assumed by all until Bastien.
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quickly, in fact by the 27 February 3505 The emperor himself led a
force to secure his position in northeast Italy and Illyricum6. This
may appear strange, but no doubt there was a sound strategic reason
for his action (v. Fig. 1).

It was in fact due to the uncertainty about the loyalty of the
army in Hlyricum. For Magnentius this area was vital, and an area
he might have to fight for. As the proclaimed successor to Constans

Fig. L A. D. 350, early spring. Magnentius (white) occupies Aquileia. The comes

Acaciui (black) loses the claustra Alpium luliarum military zone (on the eastern bor-

der of the ltalian prefecture, approximately between Aquileia and Atrans). This

was administratively within the Italian prefecture, but militarily (from the death
of Constantine Il in A. D. 340) subordinate to the army in Illyricum.

— and leaving aside the legality of his usurpation — Magnentius was
entitled to control this area, as it had been part of the territory of Con-
stans. His chances of gaining Illyricum do not seem to have been good,
even though the soldiers there were showing signs of unrest and dissa-
tisfaction7. The Moesian Yetranio, who had been appointed magister
militum by Constans, remained loyal to the Constantinian dynasty
at the time of Magnentius’ usurpation8

In these cicumstances, therefore, it was necessary for Magnen-
tius to occupy as soon as possible the strategically important and well

5 On February 27,350 (Chron. 354 s. a.) Fabius Titianus was imposed by
the supporters of Magnentius’ as praefectus Urbis (ILS 741), cp. A. Chastagnol,
Les fastes de la Préfecture de Rome au Bas-Empire (1962) 109 and 130.

6 This is provided by his Aquileian coins, solidi, with restitutor libertatis and
especially the multiple gold coins with the ‘adventus’ scene and the legend libera-
tor rei publicae, issued at the end of February or the beginning of March 350; see
Bastien, catalogue No 203, and especially Jelocnik, Arheoloski vestnik 19 (1968)
206 sg. O. Ulrich-Bansa, Note sulla zecca di Aquileia romana: | multipli del soldo
d'oro (1936) 51 sq. held also the same view.

7 Constans was not popular in Illyricum either, cp. Jul. or. I 21 (not comple-
tely clear) and Philostorg. 11l 22.

8 Viet. Caes. 41, 27.
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fortified mountain passes in northeast Italy — usually called the Illyrio-
Italian Gates — rather than await an eventual attack from the oppo-
site direction. The entry from Illyricum to Italy was protected by the
zone of fortifications known as Claustra Alpium luliarum9. Even though
it was technically part of Italy the area was controlled at this period
by the army in Hlyricum.

Magnentius’ action in February, which he completed with great
speed, reflects the importance which the new government attached
to gaining control of fortifications on the pro-Alpine and Alpine cross-
ings from lllyricum to Italyl0. Control of the defensive line along
the northeast border of Italy was at that time much more important
to Magnentius than was gaining the favour of the Roman Senate and
the leading families at Rome by his presence there.

A similar strategic view — namely, to secure effective control
of the entrance zone, but naturally seen from the opposite direction
— was taken by the army command in IHlyricum, which continued to
remain loyal to the Constantinian dynasty. It seems that the action
from this side was led by an officer in the region, the comes Acacius.
However Magnentius’ forces succeeded in forestalling him by a small
margin, and managed not only to seize control of the whole zone and
keep it under western control but even to capture the comes himselfll
(v. Fig. 1).

As a result of this an invasion by Magnentius from Italy into
lllyricum became a real danger to Constantius.

At that time Constantina Augusta, sister of Constantius Il and
the widow of Hannibalianus, was living in Pannonia with her relative
Vulcacius Rufinus, the praefectus praetorio,22 who, along with many
senators, had fled from Italy after the usurpation of Magnentiusi3
They realised now that in order to ensure their own survival they
ought to enter into some form of negotiations with Magnentius with
the object of gaining the time needed before the arrival of Constantius
Il and his army from the Eastl4

9 The general study is now: Claustra Alpium luliarum, | (1971). See also A.
Degrassi, Il confine nord-orientale delV Italia romana (1954) 131.

10 See above note 6.

1L Amm. Marc. XXXI 11,3: qui (Sebastianus, magister peditum in A. D. 378)
itineribus celeratis, conspectus prope Hadrianopolim, obseratis vi portis, iuxta adire
prohibebatur: veritis defensoribus ne captus ab hoste veniret et subornatus, atque
contingeret aliquid in civitatis perniciem, quale per Aeacium acciderat comitem, quo
per fraudem a Magnentiacis militibus capto, claustra patefacta sunt Alpium luliarum.
Misinterpreted by O. Seeck, Geschichte des Untergangs der antiken Welt, IV (1911)
115.

12 Related to the Constantinian family, he was the brother of Galla, mother
of Constantius Gallus, cp. Amm. Marc. XIV 11,27. Correctly: A. Chastagnol, La
Préfecture urbaine a Rome (1960) 421; wrongly: Palanque in Historia 4 (1955) 260
(where there are also other incorrect statements).

13Cp. Jul. or. I 39 and Il 36.

14 The negotiations would have to be on an equal level, otherwise the contacts
werent possible since Magnentius behaved protectively towards him even after
Vetranio’s proclamation: Zos. 11 44 and Philostorg. 111 22,
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Therefore on the 1 March 350 they invested with the purple
the general Yetranio, who is called salvator rei publicae on coins issued
from Siscia and Sirmium, and at the same time they sent one peace
delegation to Magnentius, and another, with an urgent request for
help, to Constantius 1115

Surprisingly Magnentius accepted the delegation and recognized
the situation (following the elevation of Yetranio)l6 The reason for
this is that he was not yet prepared for a major conflict, while at the
same time he seems to have hoped that it offered a means for achieving
a political settlement with Constantius Il. Then, if in fact he had not
already done so earlier, he sent his peace delegation to Constantins
Il to create the right atmosphere for creating an agreement for co-
existence. It seems that Magnetius was prepared to negotiate over
the possession of Illyricum from a basis of secure control of Italy,
the reason being partly that it was becoming obvious that
events in the Illyrian sector were not likely to go smoothly for
Magnentius.

Magnentius’ operations in Illyricum planned for the early summer
of 350 were prevented by the unexpected usurpation in Rome of Fla-
vius Popilius Nepotianus on the 3 June 350, an act that was, as part
of the same policy behind the usurpation of Yetranio in Hlyricum,
instigated by the Constantinian familyl7. Although it was suppressed
within one month by the comes Marcellinus, its initial success indicates
that rather unstable situation which existed in Italy13

At the same time the pressure exerted by the German peoples,
which had been provoked in the same manner from the East19 became
stronger. All these events necessitated speedy and firm decisions at
Magnentius’ headquarters in the hinterland of Italy. In July or Au-
gust, therefore, he nominated his relative Decentius as Caesar in the
West

Only then were he and his army free to mount operations in
Ilyricum, although he did not actually begin them immediately. In-
stead he continued with his preparations and also with the negotia-
tions which were still continuing. This interlude of negotiations and
political manoeuvring lasted until 25 December 350, when the army
of the East marched into Serdica and on the same day Yetranio re-
signed the purple when he met Constantius Il at the Dardanian capital
Naissus, which lay within his own military and administrative area.

15 Cons. Const, s. a. — Cp. JuL or. | 21.

16 Cp. above note 14 and the table of peace delegations on p. 209...

17 Cons. Const, s. a. — So it is assumed also by A. Chastagnol (see Bastien
p. 14 note 61).

18 Cp. A. Chastagnol, La Préfecture urbaine a Rome (1960) 209.

19 Established by Liban, or. XVIII 33 and 52. Sozom. V 1, 2. 2,22 and 20.
Cp. Socrat. 11l 1,26 and 33 and 38. Zosim. Il 53,3. Bastien p. 18 dates this action
to the year 351.

2 Bastien p. 15 proved it in details.
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In other words Vetranio submitted to Constantius Il at the very
first opportunity available to him, an event which probably came as
a great surprise to Magnentius2L

THE COURSE OF NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN THE ANTAGONISTS IN A.D. 350

No Spprox. Sender From Addresses Destinatiola  Subject References
ato
1 Febr. Magnentius Gallia Constantius Orient Request for recognition Inferred, cp. Jul.or. 121
2 Febr. Magnentius Gallia Vetranio Sirmium  Demand for loyafty Inferred
3 Febr. Vetranio Sirmium. Magnentius Italia Refusal of loyalty Infesred
4 1 March Vetranio and Sirmium Constantius Orient Resumé, request for strong  Job. mon. passio S. Artemii
Constantina support Jul. or. 1 21 Zon. XII 7
17. Cp. Philostrog. 111 22
5 1 March Vetranio Sirmium Magnentiue Italia Proposal of pact Zon. X1 7, 16
6  “~March  Magnentii Aquileia Vetranio Sirmium  Sends diadem and help Zos. 11 44. Philostora
and orders lllyrian army 11l 22
to give support
7 April Constantius Orient Vetranio Sirmium  Agrees to request (4), Jui. or. | 24. Philostorg
sends diadem and money, 11 22. Artemii passio
and orders his units in 11 Co. Zon. XHI -
Scythia to assist
8 April Constantius Orient Nepotianus Rome Encourages usurpation Inferred
9 April  Constantius Orient 3erm. tribes Rhenish  Requests attacks on Sozom. V 1 Zos. 1153
frontiers (dates in A. D. 351)
10 May Vetranio Sirmium Magnentius Aquileia  Makes pact Jul. or. 1 24 and 111 22
u May Magnentius Italy Constantius' Orienl Episcopal delegation, Athanas. apol. ad Const. 9
request for recojmitjoi
12 Sept. Magnentius Italy Constantius Heraclea Request for peaceand Zon. XII1 7, 18. Petr. Patr.
Thraciae proposal of marriage rg. 14 (edd. Bekker, Nie-
alliance buhr, p. 129 sq.)
13 Sept. Vetranio Sirmium Constantius Heraclea As No 12, but only Zon. XI117,18. Petr. Patr.
Thraciae  formality frg. 14. Cp. Bastien 16
14 oct. Constantius Thracia Vetranio £ Moesia A formality Jul. or. 1 24. Philostorg.
111 24. Zos. 11 44
15 Oct. Constantius Thracia Magnentius ? Reproaches him and Jul. or. | 24. Zos. H 44
orders him to abdicate
16 Dec. Vetranio Moesia Constantius Serdsca  Vetranio advances to Zon. X1l 7, 23. Philostorg.
meet him 122
17 25 Dec. Vetranio Naissus Constantius Naissus  Abdicates Zos. 11 44. Zon. XIII 7, 24.

Philgstorg. 11 22

Although the usurpation is adequately documented by ancient and described
by modem historians the interpretation has always varied; and as nobody
until now has assembled the evidence to give a full picture of the usurpation,
| propose to set out here the relevant material.

Illyricum, which would have belonged automatically to Magnentius, was
by means of the loyal Vetranio’s usurpation in fact regained for Constantius
1. But, regardless of this, the feigned nature of the usurpation is demonstra-
ted by the presence in Illyricum of the ambitious Constantina, the emperor’s
sister, and their relative Vulcacius Rufinus, the praefectus praetorio, and
by the immediate report to Constantins Il about the simulated usurpation
together with the petition for help against Magnentius, which was immedi-
ately granted by the emperor — at least as much as he could at that mo-
ment. He placed his armies in Scythia and Thracia under the orders of the
‘usurper’, while he did not even grant an audience to the delegations from
Magnentius. Furthermore he sent to Vetranio both money and a diadem,
which is never represented on his coins, which bear only the laurel wreath;
moreover Magnentius is never mentioned, only Constantius Il. Less direct
proof of the collaboration is furnished by the usurpation in Rome, the se-
cond organized by a Constantinian group; and by the instigation of the Ger-

2 On the date see O. Seeck, IV 429 (above note 11), which corrects also the
mistake of localization in Chron. 354. Naissus: Hieronym. chron. s. a. 351»

14 Ziva Antika
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man peoples to attack the power of Magnentius. It is revealed more than
anything else, however, by Vetranio’s immediate abdication at Naissus on
the frontier of his military and administrative area, the instant that Constan-
tius 11 arrived there, together with the benevolent and patronizing attitude
of the latter towards the usurper, whom he addressed publicly as his father
(Zonar. X111 7 p. 16a. cp. Philostorg. 111 22).

Immediate military attack by either side had to be postponed
until the spring of 351. For reasons of security the emperor’s nephew
Flavius Constantins (Gallus), who had shortly before married the em-
peror’s sister Constantina, was nominated as Caesar in the East on
15 March 3512

Because Magnentius had not made up his mind about the deci-
sive blow — due to uncertainty about the force of the enemy, as well
as a loss of nerve before committing himself to the decisive struggle
— in early summer 351 Constantius Il tried to break through from
SirmiumZ3 and Poetovio to Italy and Emona (v. Fig. 2). The attempt

Fig. 2. A. D. 351, early summer. Indicated are the borders of the Illyrian prefecture

(Vetranio’s kingdom). Constantius Il (black arrow) tries to break through the west-

ern border of the lllyrian prefecture (at Atrans, today Trojane in Slovenia) and
to occupy the claustra Alpium luliarum military zone but without success.

was resisted strongly on the Italian border at the eastern edge of the
fortified Claustra Alpium luliarum zone in the narrow valleys around
the pass at Atrans24; and the initiative automatically passed over to

2 Cons. Const, s. a. 351. — To the marriage of Constantius Gallus see O.
Seeck (above note 11), IV 108 and PLRE s. v. Gallus 4.

23 ~nrrni- TT 93

24 Jul. or.l 28, 38. Ill 7,14 and 36, 18. Zos. Il 453.
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Magnentius’ Gallic, Frankish, Saxon, and Iberian unitsz Julian claims
that Constantius Il retreated for ‘tactical reasons’2 Nevertheless the
withdrawal opened up to Magnentius a great area of southern Panno-
nia. On this occasion Magnentius decided to pursue him immediately
and obtain through force of anus what he could not get through ne-
gotiation.

Two recent studies have enlarged our understanding of the relations between
Magnentius and Constantius Il — especially in matters of chronology. These
are: P. Bastien, Le monnayage de Magnetice (1964) and Jelocnik, 'Les multi-
ples d’or de Magnence découverts a Emona’, Revue numismatique 35—37
(1967) 209—235 (cp. Arheoloski vestnik 19 [1968] 201). The first provides
also a biography of Magnentius and a general history of the period which su-
persedes virtually all that has been written previously. The major syntheses,
such as O. Seeck’s Geschichte des Untergangs der antiken Welt VI 92, which
is written in a lively way and based on the sources, is rather limited in scope
and far from exhaustive; and also the somewhat romantic narrative of V.
Duruy, Histoire des Romains VII (1885). They remain important only for
supplying the outline of the historical background, while Ensslin’s articles
(RE XIV [1928] 445—452 and VIII A [1958] 1838—41; cp. also J. Moreau,
JBfAChr 2 [1959] 165 and 179) still contain information to supplement the
work of Bastien.

N. H. Baynes (in Byzantion 2 [1925] 149) pointed out the difficulty in under-
standing the outline of the year 351, because of Zosimus 1143 sq. The lawyer
was obviously misled by some panegyric (cp. Seeck, Hermes XLI 483. Oli-
vetti, Rivista di filologia XLIII 321) and, knowing neither the area nor the
intentions of the commanders, confused completely his account of events.
The same criticism applies to Zonaras (cap. XIII), who had available to him
a much more detailed source (cp. the resignation of Vetranio, XIII 7,27).
Baynes is unable to find a solution. It is impossible to make any corrections
to Zosimus9 text, but | see no reason for despair, since we can make some
reconstruction of events from the historical point of view. Although a pane-
gyric the words of the contemporary Julian are precise enough to enable us
to recover the order of events and make the intentions of the antagonists
quite clear. Moreover Baynes, as well as other historians, including Bastien,
overlooked the important notice in Ammianus Marcellinus (XV 11) relating
to the events of 350 (which Seeck and Ensslin mistook as referring to the
year 352), concerning the critical importance of the borders limiting the admi-
nistrative areas and the concern for them. Also they did not consider the
role of the lllyrio-ltalian Gates, nor did they consider as significant the actions
of Vetranio, Magnentius’ rapid strike against Aquileia, or the importance
of llyricum. They are also not sufficiently familiar with the character of the
terrain which was responsible for the rapid movement of army units, and
the changing of plans by the army commands. One must always bear in mind
that only three major routes lead from Italy to Illyricum: (1) through Tar-
satica to Dalmatia (an advance across the coastal mountain chains to the
interior of Illyricum would be strategically a nonsense), (2) via Emona to
Siscia (that is along the river Save), (3) via Emona to Poetovio (along the ri-
ver Drave). At that time the border ran from the Karavanken mountains
through the pass at Atrans and beyond Praetorium Latobicorum to Tarsatica.

The pass at Atrans opens the route to southern Pannonia through
Poetovio along the river Drave, not the Save (v. Fig. 3). While this

5 Jul. or. | 28.
2 Jul. or. 1 29. Il 7.

14*
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route was now open to Magnentius’ unitsZ, the parallel invasion route
along the river Save in Lower Carniola, from the Italian border (neac
the station Praetorium Latobicorum) to Siscia, remained more or
less in the hands of the Illyricum army; it was this which maintained
the threat of Constantius’ forces breaking into northern lItaly, in the
event of Magnentius’ main forces becoming engaged in the Drave
valley.

Fig. 3. A. D. 351, summer. White arrow: Magnentius; stippled area: the claustra

Alpium luliarum military zone. Magnentius’ army counter-offensive : Atrans-Poeto-

vio-Aqua Viva (today Petrijanec in Western Croatia). Here: the changing of the

high command plan. Occupation of the stronghold Siscia (in August). Failure at

Sirmium and Cibalae. Decisive battle at Mursa on September 28, 351. Constantius
gains control in Illyricum.

In the phase following Constantius’ initial failure, when the
initiative had passed over to Magnentius, two tactical plans were under
consideration at the latter’s headquarters. The first, and probably
the earlier plan, involved an invasion by the southern route through
Illyricum to the East involving Magnentius in an exhausting struggle
for positions, since one group among his commanders always held
the advance through Illyricum as quite feasible28® The second was
adapted to later situation, and involved a frontal assault on the main
force of Constantius: it was this plan which prevailed. At first, however,
some sort of compromise between the two seems to have been neces-
sary. Siscia had to be occupied and control established over the south-
ern invasion route through Lower Carniola before Magnentius could
risk marching his forces towards Sirmium to engage the main army
of his enemy.

At Poetovio the eastern magistrale is crossed at right-angles
by the Augustan road which linked the main military centres of Hlyri-

27 Zos. 1l 46, 1
2B Zos. Il 46: &~1 ‘IAAup1o0C.
2 1t. Ant. 266, 2 (Dautonia). Ptol. Il 14, 4.
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cum (Carnuntum, Scarbantia, Poetovio, Siscia, and Burnum), and
which crossed the river Save at a fairly suitable spot at Andautonia,
the bridge-head and the last station on the road before Siscia2d. The
Save, which winds its way out of mountainous narrows at Neviodu-
num, becomes more and more difficult to cross the farther it flows
eastwards. This is the point where Magnentius tried, and indeed had
to try, for a breakthrough. With great effort, and in spite of initial
failure, he succeeded in securing control of it about the middle of the
summer of 351. This emerges from obscure passages in Zosimus30,
and it is also indicated by a short-lived output of maiorinae for Magnen-
tius and Decentius at the Siscia mint, in August and September of
that year3L

Because the ensuing rapid march along the Save to Sirmium3
did not succeed, it became more desirable, considering the unfriendly
attitude of the wealthy political aristocracy in Italy, to push back the
army of the East to Thrace, and to force it back from one position
after another, since there was always the possibility that Constantius’
army command would use this situation to move into Italy and isolate
Magnentius in Illyricum. Thus the latter turned away and attacked
Mursa, threatening it so seriously that Constantius Il was forced to
join battle at once.

Constantius’ bloody victory at Mursa on the 28 September33
where the army commanders were unable to halt the slaughter, inflict-
ed severe losses on both sides and so disrupted Magnentius’ central
command that, after abandoning all hope in Ilyricum, he destroyed
communications and store depots# as he withdrew, and increased
fortifications on the frontier zone between Emona and Aquileia while
he sought safety in Italy. Magnentius did not abandon the Italian
frontier fortress of Emona, although the approaching winter prevented
Constantius from attempting to occupy it3d Magnentius, keeping in
mind the forthcoming attack on the Claustra, remained at Aquileia
restoring the shattered and unstable condition of Italy and neighbour-

P They are especially indicated by Baynes, Byzantion 2 (1925) 149. Also there
is the mainly accurate account of the fight for Siscia by O. Seeck, 1V 110.

3l Bastien p. 18. — On the numisrnatical problems cp. also: K. Kraft, Die
Taten der Kaiser Constans und Constantius Il, in Jahrbuch fir Numismatik und
Geldgeschichte 9 (1958) 141—186. L. Laffranchi, Commento numismatico alia storia
dell’ imperatore Magnenzio e del suo tempo, in Atti e memorie delV Istituto Italiano
di numismatica 6 (1930) 134—205. P. V. Hill, J. P. Kent, R. A. Carson: Late Roman
Bronze Coinage, A. D. 324—498 (1960). M. Vasic, Nov milijarenzis imperatora
Vetraniona, in Starinar 19 (1969) 235.

2 Zos. |11 49.

3B The date: Cons. Const, s.a. 351. On the battlefield: J. Brunsmid, Colonia
Aelia Mursa, Vjesnik Hrvatskoga arheoloskoga drustva, NS 4 (1899—1900) 21—42.
Fluss, RE XVI (1934) 670—677.

A Jelocnik (above note 6), p. 216 pointed out the significance of the mile-
stone CIL Il 3705.

3$ More evidence about this is cited by Jelocnik, p. 216.
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ing territories, mainly by increasing the financial pressure for taxes
and requisitions upon the population3 as well as attempting to restore
the military defences.

10 0¢ Umép Twv "AATEWV TeiXoC¢ moAaldv TE v @polplov, Kai
a0TW XPATOL MPETA TAV QUYAV O TUPOAWOC, WOTEP EPUMA TI Vé-
oUpYEC Amoervag Kai a&loAoyov @poupdv ATOAITIOV  EPPWHEVWV
dvopav (Julian, Or. Il 172023 Bidez).

In a similar manner Constantius Il was repairing the damage,
re-establishing peace, re-organizing the army units, and proclaiming
a general amnesty3. In addition he had Africa blockaded by the navy
and marines, and policed the river Po and the routes from Gaul to
Spain. Constantius also prepared his strategy for occupying the Clau-

Pig. 4. A. D. 352, July/August. Constantius Il occupies the claustra Alpium Miarum
military zone with combined moves. Decisive battle: Ad Pirum (today Hrusica in
Slovenia), followed immediately by the seizure of the headquarters city Aquileia.

P Jul. or. | 27.
¥ CTh IX 38
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stra zone and the lllyrio-lialian Gates. This was all planned from Sir-
mium, where he was still in residence on the 27 May 35238

With a powerful and rapid stroke Constantius finally broke
through the Alpine Claustra® (v. Fig. 4). He had the key fortress Ad
Pirum surrounded by using the side routes, and cut it off from the hin-
terland and from the main headquarters from Aquileia, with the re-
sult that it soon capitulated.

The capture of the fortress is described by Julian in two panegyrics. In the
panegyric Ei¢ Kwvotdvtiov, which was written in A. D. 356, that is four
years after the battle, and in the Kwvotdvtio¢ i nepi Paociieiog from
A. D. 358. The future emperor Julian says (11l 1 —4 Bidez):

Kai fva pn dotpiBetv doke avBi¢ Te umép Twv duoXWPIWV SIOAEYOUEVOC Kai
w¢ olte oTpatomedov v oLdE Xdpoka TAnciov KotaBoAécBal oUTE EMAyelV
pnxovdg Kai EAemOAelg, Guidpou OEIVAC OVTOC Kai 0Ude MIKPAG AIBAdag
EXOVTOG TOL MEPIE Xwpiou, €M’ abTAv eipt Ty dipeawv. Kai i BovAecbe 0
KE(pG)\UlOV aepou)c EAeiv TOL )\oyou umopvriodnte g 100 Maokedovog emi
T0U¢ ’IvBolg TOPEinG, Of THY TETPAY  EKEIVNV  KATWKOWY, £Q° v 000E Twv
0pviBwv MV TOIC KOUYOTATO 1GAVATITIVAL, OTWC EAAW, Kai 0LBEV TAEOV GKOU-
elv €mOuunoete, TANV ToooUTOV Wovov, OTI ‘A)\sEavépoc v OmEBOAE  TIOA-
AoU¢ Makedovag E€edwv v TéTpav, 0 66 NUETEPOC OPXWVY Kai oTpaTnyog 00dE
XIAiopxov amoPaiwv 1 Aoxaydv Tva, GAA’ 000¢ OMAITNY TwWV €K KATOAOYOU,
Kabapdv Kai AdaKpUY TEPIEMOIRCATO TV ViKnv.

And addressing the emperor himself (Or. |1 32j—9 Bidez):

‘EoTpateveg pev yé(p autdg unaidprog, Kai Talta TANGiov mapouong mOAe-
wq 00 QauANG- rouc cnparauousvonc 08¢ oUK €€ smmyuatoc TO TOVElV Kai
KIVOUVEDELY, €€ (v € QUTOC €dPOG TOPEYYLQY, TPATIOV PEV €&elipeq Gyvwatov
ronc noot, mEpYag &€ GEopaxov TG SUVAHEWS AMAoNG OMAITWV  poipav,
eita S]T£l5l] 00Qw¢ EYVw¢ aUTOUC TOTC TOAEWIOIC EQECTWTAC, OUTAC AvaAIBWY
NYEC TO OTPATEUMA, Kai KOKAW TEPIoXWV TAVTWY €Kpdtnoag. Taldta €3pdato
PO ¢ €W, NYYEATO O MPo peonuPpiag T Tupavvw.

After this the gates to Italy were opened to him, as they were
to be forty-two years later for Theodosius | at the famous battle in
the valley of the river Frigidus, from which it obtained its name —
the battle between declining paganism and the conquering Christi-
anity. This occupation of the Claustra was probably carried out in
Augustd), because already on the 26 September Constantius Il desig-
nated his relative Naeratius Cerealis as praefectus Urbis4l

B CTh YII 1,2 and 7,3. O. Seeck, Regesten der Kaiser und Papste fir die
Jahre 311 bis 476 n. Chr. (1919) 199 sqg. Precisely to this period dates also the rarely
noticed tombstone with Greek inscription from Sirmium: OnateioTwv 60TOTWV ;AUOV
®Aau(iov) ‘TouA(iov) Kwvatavtiolu avikAtov ogactol 10 € Kai  PAav(iov) | Kwv-
OTOVTIOU EMIQPAVECTATOL | KEOOPOC HNVOC =avdikod (1) 8K €.806n ei1¢ v pvnuiav
tojavtnv  Bogthaveg  TMpal...]jtedtng vidg [........ . JI — with  monogramma
Christi and Alpha and Omega between lines 6/7. Date: 24 April 352. Photo:
R. Noll, Vom Altertum zum Mittelalter (1958) 25 No 5 Fig. 19 (with bibliography).

3 Judging from the Magnentius’ carelessness there is a possibility that the
garrisons of many fortresses passed over to him in the same way that part of Mag-
nentius’ troops, led by Silvanus, had earlier passed over to Constantius Il at Mursa
(Amm. Marc. XV 5,2. Jul. or. | 39. Zonaras XII 8,9).
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Magnentius moved to Gaul with his supporters, fighting during
the retreat from Italy, especially at Pavia, and at the river-crossings.
The struggle for Italy and Illyricum was over. The praefectus Urbis
dedicated a statue to the restitutor urbis Romae aclque orb[is\ et extinc-
tor pestiferae tyrannidis® Constantius Il annulled the orders and de-
crees of Magnentius with the proclamation ad universos provinciales
et populum on the 3 November 35243

Ljubljana. J. Sasel.

4 Jelocnik p. 216.

4 Chron. 354 s. a. 352. Cerealis was the brother of Vulcacius Rufinus and
Galla, mother of Constantins Gallus, v. Amm. Marc. XIV 11,27.

£ CIL VI 1158=ILS 731

B CTh XV 145. — This is the second part of a paper (enlarged), read at
The Institute for Advanced Study at Princeton (N. J.) on February 25,1970.1am
grateful to John J. Wilkes for help with English.



