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ABSTRACT

In classical times the military value of the Semitic peoples was often
called into doubt. A superficial examination does not support the
charges of the classical writers. This thesis sets out to examine the
military contribution made by the native population of the province of
Syria to the non-citizen regiments of the Roman army.

Introduction: the current state of knowledge about the Syrian auxilia
is briefly summarised.

Chapter 1 defines the scope and objectives of the thesis: temporally,
from the late Republic until the mid-third century; spatially, the
area of the province of Syria on the eve of the annexation of Arabia;
vhile, the units treated are those which are described as alae,
cohortes and 'numeri'.

Chapter 2 is devoted to a treatment of the literary, epigraphic,
papyrological, archaeological and artistic sources. Attention is
then given to fundamental criteria relevant to the examination of the
individual units. |

Chapter 3 treats the background to the employment of Syrian soldiers
from the Persian Wars onwards, but especially in the late Republic
and very early Pr1n01pate.

Chapter 4 is the main part of the thesis, being a detailed discussion
of all the evidence for some 57 regiments. Each group of units -
characterised by its tribal name - is preceded by a brief discussion
of the region and its contribution to the legions and equestrian
militiae.

Chapter 5 resumes the preceding work and offers some general conclusions
concerning the (considerable) contribution of Syria to the auxilia,
their recruitment pattern (probably little different to that of the
auxilia as a whole), and tabulates the evidence for formation dates
and subsequent distribution.

Six appendices look at: 'Tables' presenting the evidence for Syrian
legionaries and Syrian auxiliaries on the diplomas; 'Dynastic Titles';
'The Career of C. Velius Rufus...'; 'Mesopotamjan Soldiers in the
Roman Army'; the date gf the career of Valerius Lollianus; and, a
study of Josephus BJ,I1I,66.

Illustrations con31st of maps and photographs.
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INTRODUCTION

In the course of the last century, only two attempts have been
made to provide some overall account of the Roman auxiliary forces:

the articles in the Realencyclopadie der classischen Altertumswissen-

schaft under ala, cohors and numerus were necessarily brief, while

G.L. Cheesman's The Auxilia of the Roman Imperial Army, invaluable

still, was an essay, a step (as Cheesman put it) on the way to a more
comprehensive work. During the three generations which have elapsed,
the trend in auxilia studies has been towards fragmenting th¢ subject
to examine constituent parts. Considerable advances have been made by
a plethora of articles in specialist journals, while entire monographs
have been devoted to various aspects. Amongst the former have appeared
treatments on pay and organisation, and on such ethnic groups as the
Thracian and Breucan units.l Amongst the latter there have been works
on recruitment to the auxilia on Rhine and Danube, on their distribution
over the Balkans, on the auxilia in Germania inferior and from the
Spanish provinces, a monograph on the early auxilia and, to my know-
ledge, two other 'Studies' in the auxilia are forthcoming.2 There have,
too, been unpublished theses such as those on the guxilia in Dacia and
from the Iberian peninsula, while a third, on the auxiliary garrison of
Syria, is near completion.3 The time may not be far away when a new,
expanded edition of Cheesman can be written. 3uch a study will
inevitably present an account much fuller in the light of new evidence,
considerably modified in many respects, and it would have to deal with
those aspects omitted by Cheesman or unforeseen by him not least, a
number of regiments unattested in his time. The changes anticipated are
attributable not only to the effects of the types of studies just

mentioned but also to new approaches. Today, in the study of history



generally, much more emphasis is placed on social and economic
approaches. The ancient historian of course has not been blessed with
the extensive data available to colleagues working with the modern
world, but he is not without resource and means. The wealth of new
epigraphic material to come to light this century, the enormous numbers
of papyri - a number even from outside Egypt - have provided rawv
material for social and economic studies, invaluably complemented by
the activities of and discoveries resulting from innumerable archaeol-
ogical programmes. From the modern historian, the ancient historian
has borrowed the prosopographical method which has done so much to
viden our knowledge and understanding of the workings and character of
Roman society in general. All have been of importance for military
studies in ways ranging from clarifying the internal organisation of
individual units to examining their camps. The result is that, on

the canvas of the Roman world, not only has the perceived image of the
auxilia changed but the canvas itself is far wider, richer and more
complete than in Cheesman's time. The picture will of course never
be perfect but it is the task of the historian as much to correct and
fill out the canvas in its details as to interpret the fragmentary,
often distorted image.

Just as the quantity of evidence has increased, methods changed and
the areas of particular interest shifted in ancient history generally,
so too with studies of the Roman army. Roman military studies remain
immensely popular as evidenced by theses, publications and conferences.
There has, however, been something of a shift in the areas of particular
interest. Numbers of units, unit strength, location, ranks and promotion

have retained their interest but are supplemented by fresh aspects.



The military career as an avenue for social mobility, the army as an

instrument of romanisation, army pay as a factor in imperial finances

(and conversely, financial difficulties as factors in revolt and civil

var), the relationship between military camps, trade routes and trade,

the army in society, racial mobility via the army - all have attracted

attention.4
Factors which have made social studies of the army both attractive

and possible are the nature of the evidence and the character of recruits.

It is a commonplace that ancient historical sources were, by and large,

vritten by, and of, the ruling class. We hear much of the educated,

civilized urban dwellers in Rome and in the provincial cities; it is

only in times of serious rural unrest and rebellion that we get a

glimpse beneath the surface and some hint of the character of the

lives of the 90% or more of the»Empire‘s population in the towns and

villages. There are three ways in which we may seek to remedy this

defect. First, there are papyri, preserving documents pertaining to

the everyday activities of rural Egyptians. However, where comparisons

can be made, Egypt is often so untypical of the Empire as a whole, that

one must apply its evidence elsewhere with considerable caution,

Second, inscriptions from the city of Rome - over 60,000 of them -

give us some evidence, if only names, for the ‘urban poor many of whom

vere of rural background. Finally, there is the epigraphic evidence

for the Roman army, especially that for the auxilia. The Roman army

drev most of its recruits from the rural population of the Empire,

and this is especially true of the auxilia. Since these men avidly

embraced the upper class and urban fashion of erecting inscriptions,

a study of this corpus of material provides us with a window-viewv -



hovever small - into something of the lives, beliefs, customs and
activities of up to a quarter of a million men drawn from the rural
population about whom we would otherwvise hear little or nothing.

The point is well-illustrated in the case of the cohors II Cyrrhestarum

sagittariorum (below,la2-5). The most famous sons of the north Syrian
city of Cyrrhus were C. Avidius Cassius and his father C. Avidius
Heliodorus.5 Their names reveal something of their transition from an
enfranchised Greek family to one with a purely Roman name. The
epigraphic evidence from Cyrrhus likewise concentrates on the
Hellenized/Romanized population of the city and even the knouwn
legionaries have names which would be unremarkable anywhere in the
romanized communities of the Empire, The six legionaries are, however,
paralleled by the group of auxiliaries from Cyrrhestica with pure
Semitic names. Just as the Roman names of the former group give a
glimpse into the nature of the civilized urban population of the
cities of Cyrrhestica, so too, we need hardly doubt that the latter
are representatives of the distinctive Semitic rural population, still
largely unaffected by the hellenized ways of the long-standing "Greco-
Macedonian'" colonial population in their midst. It is a happy trend
vhich has led to the production of the sort of prosopographical lists
vhich permit these comparisons. Poor relations when laid beside the
career inscriptions of the eminent, they nevertheless open up an
important avenue of research and shed some light on the Empire's rural
population.,

Finally, in 1940, W.E. Brown was awarded a doctorate by Yale

University for his dissertation on the Oriential Auxiliaries of the

Roman Imperial Army. The existence of this work only became known to




me some 18 months after I had begun my research in 1974 and, in the
four and a half years which have elapsed since then, I have been
unable to obtain access to it. However, long ago, Cheesman observed
with regard to his own work that relying as it did '"largely upon
epigraphical evidence to which additions are constantly being made,

it is equally necessary that the scattered material should at intervals
be collected and utilized, and that the unfortunate collector should
realize that his conclusions will inevitably be revised in the future
in the light of fresh evidence". The sources of evidence for my study,
as for Cheesman's, are principally epigraphic and papyrological. As
the register of this evidence at the end of this work shows, most was

unknown to Cheesman, almost half has only been published since 1940.



See the bibliography below.

K. Kraft, Zur Rekrutierung der Alen und Kohorten an Rhein und
Donau, 1951; W. Wagner, Die Dislokatien der romischen
Auxiliarformationen in der Provinzen Noricum, Pannonien, Moesien
und Dakien, 1938; G, Alfdldy, Die Hilfstruppen der romischen
Provinz Germania inferior, 1968; J.M. Roldan Hervas, Hispania y

el Ejercito Romano, 1974; P.A. Holder, The Auxilia from Augustus
to Trajan, 1980; studies forthcoming by Professors D.B. Saddington
and J.F. Gilliam.

M. Roxan, The Auxilia of the Roman Army raised in the Iberian
Peninsula, 1973; M. Gracey for forthcoming dissertation on Syrian
auxiliary garrison.

See for example the works by Dobson, Rostovtzeff, MacMullen,
Watson, Brunt, Crawford, Middleton.

PIR?

A 1402; A 1404 and Pflaum, CP. no. 106.



CHAPTER 1: SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES

In 1916, Bouchier observed that of all the Semitic peoples in the
Roman East, only the Jews made any attempt to resist or throw off the
Roman yoke.l The self-evident truth of the statement must of course
be seen in proper context: the Romans after all did not conquer the
Semitic peoples of the East but rather overthrew their Hellenistic,
even Armenian, rulers. Nevertheless, it is a commonly held viev -
amongst both ancient and modern writers - that the fighting men of the
East in general vere effete, decadent and far inferior to European
soldiers. The ease with which the Italian legions of Lucullus, Pompey,
Gabinius and Caesar (to say nothing of Alexander, the Scipios and Sul;a
before them) had overcome resistance in the East must have done much to
foster the often contemptuous attitude of Romans/Europeans towards
Urientfhls, vhich the virtual annihilation'of Crassus' army did little
to retard. The image raised up by Fronto in the mid-second century of
the undisciplined, sumptuous life-styles of the ineffective Roman
armies of Syria at that time, would have been recognized by Corbulo a
century earlier when his Armenian War had had to be preceded by a
rigourous toughening winter spent under canvas in the Armenian
Mountains, and by Septimius Severus almost 40 years on when his own
eastern troops dashed themselves unsuccessfully against the walls of
Hatra while the European soldiers, who could have pressed home the
assault, held back in pique.2 Yet there must be more to be said for
the soldiery of the East even if judged only by its ability to withstand
the upheavals of the late Empire, its subsequent ability to reconquer
much of the West in the early sixth century and then to establish, for
almost a millenium longer, a powerful, vigorous state. Moreover, the

Romans clearly made use of the local military manpower resources from



an early date to fill up both the legions and resident auxilia,
(App. 1), as well as in units for use elsewhere.

A treatment of the military contribution of the entire East to the
Roman armed forces would have been at least twice the length of the
current work; nor would it have been necessary. The contributions of
the numerous provinces from the Bosphorus to the Nile to the legions,
auxilia, fleets and Rome cohorts varied in quantity and quality, but
by far the largest contribution came from the single Roman province of
Syria., Syria is an appropriate choice for study for other reasons too.
First, its large population3 vas almost entirely a Semitic one, from
the Phoenicians of the Levant to the beduin Arabs of the desert. Again,
it was one of the three great military provinces of the Empire (together
with Britain and Pannonia) and very prosperous.4 In fact, no other
eastern province would have been at all appropriate, between them
contributing far less—than Syria alone. From the purely personal
academic point of view the decision to study the soldiers coming from
a province rather than in it has the inestimable advantage of widening
the horizons. Syrians served in virtually every garrisoned province of
the Empire and an examination of them inevitably involved varying amounts
of study of the military sites of the entire Empire from Bar Hill on the
Antonine Wall to Castellum Dimmidi in Numidia,” Syene on the borders of
Ethiopia and Intercisa on the Danube. Finally, given the desirability
of concentrating on Syria alone, one must bear in mind that the province
contributed both legionaries and auxiliaries. It is my intention to
discuss only the latter. Not only do we know much more about auxiliaries
individually and through being able to trace their ethnic units, but

also they were drawn overwhelmingly from the Semitic native population.






The legionaries on the other hand, initially at least often of Italian
immigrant stock, were at most times recruited from the hellenized/
romanized cosmopolitan population of Syria.5
The temporal scope of this thesis may be swiftly set forth.
Essentially I am concerned to trace the extent and process of
exploitation by Rome of the military manpower resources of Syria from

the creation of the province in 63 B.C., through the emergence of

formal alae, cohortes and "numeri", to the mid-third century. The

Notitia Dignitatum lists many auxiliary untis, most created in the

late third and fourth centuries; only the handful which are clearly
earlier units restructured or whose omission from the discussion is
academically undesirable, have been treated.6 We know most of this
handful only from this single reference. '"Syria" in the widest sense
comprises the land between the deserts of Sinai, Arabia and Mesopotamia,
and the Mediterranean and the Taurus Mountains. In the classical period,
it was divided internally into Coele Syria and Syria Phoenice which wvere,
in essence, Seleucid and Ptolemaic Syria respectively before the arrival
of Rome. In the Islamic period it was "the land on the left" (as one
came north out of Arabia, the direction of beduin migration for
centuries) - es-Shams as opposed to al-Iraq. In the Roman period, the
lands of greater Syria were more or less co-extensive with the

provinces of Syria, Palestine and Arabia.7 For the purposes of this
thesis it is with Syria alone that I am concerned. Not only were the
Jews highly distinctive amongst Semites generally but their military
contribution was negligible;8 indeed, as one of the few internal
provinces with a legionary garrison, they were militarily a liability.9

Over the Jordan river, the Nabataeans retained their autonomy for



- 10 -

almost 170 years after the annexation of Syria and, although they
contributed troops to Roman wars, it would be as wrong to regard them
as a client people like the populations of Chalcis, Emesa and Judaea,
as it would be to regard Osrhdene before the late second century in
this \uay.10 Moreover, the evidence for Arabian auxilia is slight:

six cohorts of Petraeans are known, at least three milliary, but no
single soldier below the rank of prefect or tribune is attested and we
cannot, therefore, learn anything of the original personnel or of
subsequent recruitment patterns. The Syria with which I am concerned

is the area of provincia Syria on the eve of the annexation of Arabia;

a province stretching from the Decapolis cities to the Mediterranean,
Mt. Amanus, the Taurus and the Euphrates. In the east it encompassed
Palmyra; in the North, Commagene - although essentially Arian in
population - was geographically and administratively a natural part of

11

Syria. Cilicia, howvever, at one time under the governors of Syria,

is excluded as being ethnically, geographically12 and, from Vespasian,13
administratively separate.

Finally, the objectives of this thesis, Broadly speaking, the
overall aim is to trace the process by which the Romans exploited the
military manpower of Syria. In practice, since there is little specific
evidence for Syrians in non-"Syrian" auxiliary'regiments.lg their home
province and quantification is impossible in any but the broadest terms,14
the assessment of her contribution is based on an examination of the
ethnic units she contributed to the Roman army. More precisely, this
thesis traces the use of Syrian soldiers in non-legionary contexts

through the literary sources for the late Republic/early Empire and the

literary, epigraphic and papyrological evidence for the subsequent period.
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The technical task of quantifying the military contribution is
complemented by an examination of the use made of the forces involved,
their distribution, specialist skills and impact on non-Syrian
communities. Cheesman, it must be remembered, was of the opinion that
"oriental regiments" (by which he seems to mean specialist archer

regiments from the East; he examines cohors 1 Hemesenorum sag.,

ala I Augusta Ituraeorum sag. and cohors I Augusta lturaeorum sag.)15

unlike almost all other regiments, maintained a unique recruiting
procedure in that they regularly received drafts from the East which
enabled them to retain their distinctive cultural and military
characteristics. Consequently, close attention must be paid to the
origins of the personnel of those Syrian regiments based in Europe and

North Africa.
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CHAPTER 1: NOTES

Bouchier, 50.

Fronto, Preamble to History, 10 (Loeb p. 207); 12 (p. 209)

" . . . the most demoralised of all, however, were the Syrian
soldiers, mutinous, disobedient, seldom with their units . . . .",
". « « . so cowved by unsuccessful battles . . . as to listen for
the trumpet as the signal for flight".; 13 (p. 211) ". . . . the
Syrians dandy ways . . . ."; idem, Ep. 19 (Loeb p. 149) "The army
you took over was demoralised with luxury and immorality and
prolonged idleness. The soldiers at Antioch were want to spend
their time clapping actors, and were more often found in the
nearest cafe-garden then in the ranks. Horses shaggy from neglect,
but every hair plucked from their riders . . . . With all the men
better clothed than armed . . . ."

Tacitus, Ann. XII 35. "His troops had come from Syria. Demoralised
by years of peace, they took badly to service conditions. The army
actually contained old soldiers who had never been on guard or
watch, who found ramparts and ditches strange novelties . . .

flashy money-makers who had soldiered in towns".

Cassius Dio lxxvi.l2.3

Cf. Dio 1xxii.25.1 in which Dio puts into the mouth of Marcus
Aurelius a speech concerning the forces of Avidius Cassius: '"For
surely Cilicians, Syrians, Jews and Egyptians have never proved
superior to you . . ., ."

Cumont, 1934, 187ff.
Bouchier, 1 et seq., Heichelheim, ESAR, 1938.
As demonstrated by their names. Cf. note 2 above.

Such as those alae which are believed to be converted cohorts -
Ritterling, 1927, 31, n. 3; cf. Roxan, 1976, 61.

Indications of the general sense in which "Syria" was employed may
be gained from the literary sources: )

Appian, Syr. VIII.50 concerning Pompey's eastern campaigns of 66 B.C.
"In this way the Romans, without fighting, came into possession of
Cilicia, inland Syria and Coele-Syria, Phoenice, Palestine and all
the other countries bearing the Syrian name from the Euphrates to

Egypt and the sea . . . ."; cf. Mith. XVI, 106.

Strabo, Geog. XVI.2.1-2 "Syria is bounded on the north by Cilicia
and Mt, Amanus; . . . . It is bounded on the East, by the
Euphrates and by the Arabian Scenitae this side the Euphrates; and
on the south by Arabia Felix and Egypt; and on the west by the
Egyptian and Syrian Seas as far as Issus . . . « Some writers
divide Syria as a whole into Coelo-Syrians and Syrians and
Phoenicians . ., . ."
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8. Ethnic regiments raised in Judaea - Sebastenians and from Ascalon,
vere from the non-Jewish communities. Cf. Applebaum, Limes VII,
181-40

9. One legion under the Flavians,two from Trajan; to these must be
added the auxiliaries: in 86 (CIL XVI, 33) - 2 alae, 4 cohs.,
139 (XVI, 87 a force expanded by recent war) - 3 alae, 12 cohs,
186 (Roxan, no. 69) - 2 alae, 7 cohs. Together, the military
establishment in the second century was some 15,000 soldiers;
their is little evidence for auxiliaries and legionaries from
Judaea (Appendix 1, Tables) but cf. Applebaum, Limes VII, 181-4,

10. Negev, 1977, 520 et seq.,; Schiirer?, 574-586.

11. Strabo, Geog.XVI.2.2 "We set down as parts of Syria . . . . both
Commagene and the Selucis of Syria . . . ."; cf. XVI.Z. 3.,

12. Cicero, Ep.V.20 "I hurrjed to Amanus which divides Syria from
Cilicia by its watershed Strabo, Geog. XVI.2.2 (note 8 above).

13. CAH, XI, 602-5.
14. See now MacAdam, 1979, 202 for veterans of the Arabian army.

15. 0Op.cit. 82Zff,



CHAPTER 2: SOURCES AND METHODS OF INVESTIGATION

The purpose of this chapter is to examine the character and
quantity of the evidence for Syrian auxiliaries, its availability,
strengths and limitations., No historian of the past will ever have
access to all the evidence that was once available for his period.
Much was destroyed in antiquity, still more has been lost since: thus,
the great library at Alexandria was destroyed by fire in 47 B.C., and
much of the public records of the Roman state was lost in a fire under
Commodus.l More specifically, the military diplomas explain that they

are an extract from a bronze original: - descriptum et recognitum ex

tabula aenea quae fixa est Romae in muroc post templum divi Aug. ad
Minervam. By the close of the second ceﬁtury, these bronze tables
must have been numerous, yet none have survived, most probably being
melted down in antiquity.2 Likewise, finds in Egypt and, more
especially, at Dura Europos, reveal the very considerable amount of
paperwvork generated (and retained for long periodsB) by the Roman army.
Over most of the Empire climatic and soil conditions are not conducive

to the survival of such documents, which have consequently long since

disappeared.
A Sources

1. Literary: The most serious weakness of the available
literary evidence for the Roman army is the general
one remarked above and common to almost all ancient
histories: the writers, mainly senators and equites,
vere most concerned with their own class, with affairs
of state and major political events, The causes and
outcome of wars werelihferesting; the size, detailed

composition and ethnic origin of the armies were of no
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concern. These things were omitted partly because of
ignorance, partly because though known, they were
taken for granted, and partly because they were not
in any case considered fit material for history. For
Tacitus, the duty of the historian was to record great
deeds and infamies that men might not escape the
impartial judgement of posterity.4 This sense of
moral purpose in historians and the almost total
focus of their attentions on Rome or on the figures
of the major players, whether in Rome or elsevhere,
inevitably left little or no room for the technical
discussion of the means by which the Empire was
garrisoned and guarded other than in the most general
of terms, There is, for example, the infuriating
passage in Tacitus enumerating the forces of the
Empire, the blocks of legions allocated province by
province, then concluding, "Then, at appropriate
points outside Italy, the provincials contributed-
naval crews, and auxiliary cavalry and infantry,
Altogether these were about as numerous as the
regular army. But I cannot enumerate them since,
as circumstances required, they changed stations, or
vere increased or decreased in numbers". (Ann.IV.5)
The process which had transformed the irregular
levies of the late Republic into a force of at least
125,000 soldiers, divided into regiments drawn from

subject peoples - matters of considerable interest
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to us - was of no interest to ancient writers.

Tacitus is not unique in his lack of attention
to such detail even where wars are being discussed;
indeed, on the contrary, he is one of the more
informative and useful Writers.5 Only a handful
of auxiliary regiments of any origin at any time
are explicitly mentioned by an ancient literary
source, and most of these are in Tacitus.6 Nor is
that all; such discussion as we do receive from our
literary sources about the size and composition of
forces is, on the one hand, often highly generalized
and infuriatingly vague, while, on the other, it
may even be untrustworthy. Herodian, for example,
is notoriously unreliable being more concerned with
style then accuracy.7 Likewise we should be wary of
reports of battles which are often no more than
standard pattern-book accounts.

The literary accounts we have are uneven too in
their treatment of the period under discussion:
Tacitus does not treat the reign of Augustus;
extensive continuous accounts are available only
from the often trivial "Lives" in Suetonius;
Trajan's great wars, like those of Domitian, are
shadowy events. As well as being patchy in general
treatment, the works available are often individually

defective: neither the Annals nor the Histories are

complete; while Dio has survived only for the period
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68 B.C. - A.D. 47,lthe subsequent period being known
only through the epitomes and extracts compiled by
the medieval Byzantine writers. Finally, most of
the surviving material is not contemporary with
the period treated by it. Even our better sources,

Josephus (for the Antiquities), Tacitus, Appian

and Dio, are dependent in the main on earlier
lost accounts.

The limitations of the literary evidence
are numerous and unwelcome but there are also
considerable strengths which must be taken into
account. First, there is the obvious fact that
there is a considerable quantity of useful material
to work with ranging from the fairly precise
figures as given by Josephus and Velleius Paterculus,8
through the vague but still useful accounts in Tacitus,
to such gems as that preserved by Lucian of Samosata
in his essay "How to Write History" (28). Josephus
reveals a great deal about the size of auxiliary
forces in Neronian and early Flavian Syria and
Judaea and from his references much can be deduced
as to their origin and the occasion of their
recruitment.9 Tacitus exemplifies the generalisations
of ancient historians when dealing with the details
of military forces, but references to the scale of
auxiliary usage and the categories of soldiers

employed are valuable.lD Lucian is unique in
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recounting a charming little anecdote from an inferior
historian whom he is criticising. In it, we hear of
a Moorish horseman, lost and wandering in the country-
side after the Battle of Dura Europos, meeting a
group of Syrian peasants. A link is found since
» one of the peasants had visited a brother who had
soldiered in Mauretania and has a tale to exchange
vith the Moor of his own land. It is believable
because it is circumstantial, because Moorish cavalry
formed part of the garrison of Syria and because,
conversely, Syrian regiments were prominent in the
garrison of Mauretania.ll

Next, we might note that important too in the
history of the Syrian auxilia is a detailed
knowledge of the availability of recruits in various
parts of Syria both generally and because of recent
incorporation of specific regions, and this is
usually only to be derived from the literary sources.
Likewise, the possible occasions for enrollment of
nev units, for levies, is usually to be deduced from
a knowledge of the history of Syria, ‘the Empire
generally and the requirements of the imperial
government (below,43-7).

Finally, there is the chronological distribution
of the surviving literary evidence. The crucial
period in the history of the auxilia generally is

the late Republic and early Empire - the period which
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sav the genesis and subsequent development of irregular
levies raised for specific campaigns into organized
standing regiments fully integrated into the armed
forces and providing an important, and growing,
element. Moreover, this early period is one for
wvhich we have little epigraphic evidence: none for
the late Republic, still relatively sparse before

the Flavians., However, we are fortunate in two

vays., The dearth of epigraphic evidence in the

early period is conveniently compensated for by

the weight of the literary material. Second, given
that we might have had one category or the other,

it is desirable that in this period of flux in which
even the best of inscriptions might contribute little,
it should have been the literary sources which
survived in the greater quantity.

The Notitia Dignitatum requires a separate

mention as being unique. It is well-established
that the state of affairs represented in the
document is of varying date, the western sections
having been revised to a later date than the

eastern, sometime after their common terminus post
2

quem of 395.l Thus there is no single date for
the whole document and, for the purposes of this
thesis, I take it to be simply "c. 400" or "late

fourth century", the precise date being somewhat

irrelevant. The list of regiments often provides
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not only the last attestation of a unit but usually
the first attestation since the late second/early
third century. For Cappadocia, the Notitia register
under Armenia, together with the list in Arrian's
Ektaxis of over 250 years earlier, forms virtually
the sum total of our evidence for that province.
Hints for the location of units at earlier dates is
provided in the place-names recorded e.g. '"Commagena"
in Noricum (Oc.XXXIV.36) (Below, 42).

Inscriptional: The core of any study of the auxilia

as a whole is the evidence provided by a large and
varied corpus of inscriptions. Inscriptions are
common enough in the Roman Republic but the establish-
ment of the Principate saw a sharp increase in the
number erected, as well as a marked change in the
social groups commissioning them. Until the end of
the Republic, inscriptions, by and large, are
attributable to official bodies and the well-to-do.
Linked (presumably) with the extensive and permanent
settlement of Italians in the provinces as colonists
and soldiers in the Triumviral period and the early
principate, is the genesis of a fashion for setting

up inscriptions, first amongst these people themselves,
then by those who would emulate them. The fashion
evidently soon spread to auxiliary soldiers and, from
Augustus onwards, the basic evidence for the identi-

fication and subsequent tracing of individual units is
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epigraphic: the careers of prefects and tribunes,
altars set up by all ranks, records of building
activities by the military and - the majority -
tombstones.

The contributions made by inscriptions are
obvious enough in terms of providing some basic
date of existence, character, location and origin;
internal organisation, the customs of the dedicant,
the families of soldiers, and something of life
expectancy, conditions of service and post-military
activities.13 Furthermore, as noted above, inscrip-
tions became more numerous in the very periods in
vhich the literary evidence begins to fail us, they
can provide the framework of the disposition of
military forces. - by reference to find-spots or
internal evidence - at various times, and give
indications -~ or more - of the forces involved in
specific campaigns.14 An understanding of the
development and growth of the equestrian military
career is founded on the establishment of the
number and type of regiments in existence and the
extent and nature of the hierarchy which these
permit.l” Finally, there are unclassified inscrip-

tions such as the fragments of Hadrian's adlocutio

to, amongst other units of the army in Africa, the

cohors V Commagenorum.,

The limitations of the epigraphic evidence can
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be swiftly stated. First, while it provides a vital
core of evidence for the existence of specific units,
all too often it is clear that the date of the

formation and final extinction of regiments will

never be known: texts such as that of Agrippa, Themi f.,
almost certainly the first commander of the numerus

Palmyrenorum in Numidia, are virtually unique. In

fact, attempts to supply the answers concerning form-
ation and loss - where at all possible -~ are usually
matters of inference, conjecture or speculation from
the events reported in the literary sources: thus,

ve may postulate formation dates for units of
Commagenians from the known occasions (by Tiberius,
Gaius and Vespasian) for the incorporation of
Commagene with the Empire (below,43-P, while the date

of the disappearance of the cohors XX Palmyrenorum

at Dura Europos is clearly to be inferred from the
historically attested invasion of the Persians in
256, their known military successes in Syria and the
datable archaeological evidence for the sack and
subsequent desertion of Dura Europos in the mid—250's.l7
The epigraphic material available from any given
region is a reflection too of various factors: the
destructive effects of intensive human activity, the
level of archaeological/antiquarian interest in

modern times, ancient local fashion, and the economic

ability of people to set up inscriptions. Thus the
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rate of destruction and loss over the military sites
of western Europe is liable to be relatively high:

the surviving relevant epigraphic material which
undoubtedly existed on such eastern sites as
Alexandria is unlikely to be recovered until re-
development permits the sort of investigations

carried out at Mainz and Arrabona in recent years
vhich are so productive epigraphically.18 Elsewhepe
the opportunity for fresh discoveries at Syene in
Upper Egypt is now lost, as a result of the flooding
caused by the first Aswan Dam. Since most new texts
are recovered in the course of fieldwork, the virtual
inaccessibility of much of the Middle East until
relatively recent times, and the continuing low level
of work even today, leave considerable blanks in our
picture. Finally, the popularity of the fashion amongst
soldiers varied not only from region to region but even
from one category of unit to another. For example,
"numeri" tend not to be attested epigraphically during
the first generation of their existence. It is well-
known, moreover, that horsemen, especially of the
alae, are more likely to be attested than infantry,
and are more likely to have set up figured tomb-
stones; the explanation almost certainly lies in their
greater financial resources, and results in an

imbalance towards cavalry regiments in the evidence

available.
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Career inscriptions are an important source of
evidence for units, accompanied, on occasion, by an
explicit statement of the garrison province. The
category as a whole, along with epigraphic attest-
ations generally, begins to decline towards the
middle of the third century. Even before that,
howvever, from Septimius Severus at least, equestrians
vho went on to procuratorial careers begin to pass

over the details of their tres militiae with some

such formula as militiis equestribus perfunctus

(below, 41).

Military tile stamps found on a site can be
immensely important for locating specific units in
particular forts. Dating is difficult however, and,
not infrequently, tiles/bricks were re-usedl9 and
also shipped out for use over quite widé areas.

Finally, there are military diplomas providing,
in many cases, the framework of our knowledge of
individual units. These have undoubtedly made an
enormous contribution to our knowledge of provincial
garrisons and, since most Syrian regiments served
in the West, the comparative dearth of diplomas
relating to Syria and Egypt,20 and their total
absence so far for Cappadocia and Arabia, is less
serious than it might have been in building up a

picture of Syrian regiments from the garrisons of

those provinces since there were few there anyway.
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Like inscriptions in general, diplomas are available
on the whole in the greatest numbers for those regions
wvhere archaeological activity has been most intensive,
although other factors must be at work. Their
comparative rarity in Britain despite the extensive
vork and huge auxiliary garrison is in sharp

contrast to the picture for Mauretania Tingitana

vith little archaeology and a much smaller garrison:
12 whole and fragmentary against 30 for Tingitana,
all the latter found since 1933. While most diplomas
provide the staple information listing the units due
for discharge, the province, the recipient and date,

a fewv record especially valuable extra information.
For example, the diploma for Pannonia of 150

(CIL, XVI, 99) refers to units of the two provinces

in expedition(e) Mauretan(iae) Caesar(i)ens(is): the

expeditionary force includes a Syrian unit, ala I

Augusta Ituraeorum sagittariorum, which, together with

a few of the others, is independently attested on
this campaign by a tombstone at Caesarea Mauretaniae
(below, 14L%). The principal limitation associated
vith the evidence of diplomas, the corpus of which
is happily increasing by 2 or 3 annually, is the
time-span for which they are available. They are
thought to have been initiated by Claudius and they
vould certainly not have been necessary after the

Constitutio Antoniniana. At the moment the earliest
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known is for 54 or a little before, the latest for
186.21 The preceding and subsequent periods are
the poorer by far because of their absence.
Diplomas are also relatively infrequent for the
first and last 20 years of their known span: of a
grand total of 175 between 54 and 186 we have 3
only between 54 and 74, and 7 between 166 and 186.

The assignment of close and secure dates to
undated epigraphic evidence, important and often
difficult, is discussed below under 'Dating
Criteria",

Papyrological: This category of evidence provides

especially important data for the Syrian auxilia,
much of it unknown to Cheesman. At least four of

the long-standing garrison regiments in Egypt were
Syrian in origin22 and a glance at the register of
texts for these reveals that almost one-third are
papyrological. The papyri are important for three
reasons. First, they attest to aspects of the units
little known from other sources: internal organisation,
daily life in the ranks, recruitment,” discharge and
post-military activities.23 Second, they fill in
some gaps in the early Empire when inscriptions are
still comparatively rare and diplomas not yet issued.
Third, when diplomas, in the late second century,

and inscriptions in the mid-third century, all

but dry up, it is the papyri which, for Egypt (and,
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in one case, Syria) at least, take the history of units

forward, as with the cohors I Apamenorum sagittariorum,

attested papyrologically in c. 215 and again in 298,
thus bridging the gap between tgh) second-century
references and the final attestation in the Notitia

Dignitatum (below,86ffand '9). Outside of Egypt,

papyri are rare., While those from the Sinai and
Negev Deserts contribute nothing to this study, the
cache from Dura Europos in Syria is of immeasurable
importance both generally and for the Syrian auxilia
in particular. Not only do they provide us with
extensive evidence for a unit known only from the
papyri and inscriptions found at Dura, but the
material is on a massive scale, giving data on the
day-to~-day functioning of the unit, its strength
and (peculiar) organization. Of the 134 documents
listed by Fink, no less than 83 are from Dura!
Ostraca play a minor role in studying the
Syrian auxilia but, again in Egypt, one group from
a'series of receipts for supplies and were probably
issued to men of an Ituraean cohort (below,I€7).

Archaeological: During the last century excavation and

field-survey have recovered an enormous quantity of
data which, like many of the inscriptions and papyri
alluded to above, may be of considerable value to this
study. One thinks, for example, of the diplomas from

Tingitana and the Danube provinces, the inscriptions
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from Mainz, Intercisa24 and Castellum Dimmidizs; and
of course the Dura papyri. Important as these are,
they remain but one aspect of the contribution which
field-work may make to this study. The character of
a unit's camp, its associated settlement and the
length of occupation may all be determined with
varying degrees of precision from the remaining
artefacts and the nature of the physical remains.
Thus, excavation at Drajna-de-Sus, Wallachia,

revealed tile stamps of cohors 1 Flavia Commagenorum

(together with those of other units - below) in a
two period fort whose term of occupation - as the
pottery and coins made clear - was short. In
Scotland, the fort at Bar Hill revealed evidence
of two separate periodé of occupation and of two
different regiments. The inscriptions do not
themselves reveal the sequence of occupation but
the excavator's revelations about the remains and
the location of the monuments, permit us to assign
the Hamians to the Antonine II period (below,lodff).
In Numidia, the texts of the Palmyrent archers at
Castellum Dimmidi must be interpreted in the light
of the archaeologist's report of a small fort - for
not more than 100 men - and of very poor construction
technique (below,306),

An important limitation to the potential

contribution of archaeological evidence is raised by
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the slight amounts of field-~work carried out in some
frontier areas. The "Ituraeans" mentioned by Arrian26
(like others of the units named by him) are unknown
in Cappadocia itself from epigraphic finds, and thus
ve have no indication of their fort and know nothing
wvhatsoever of their stay in Cappadocia. Syria,
Arabia, Palestine and Egypt are a little better off

but by only a little. In Tingitana, regiments such

as the cohors I Ituraeorum, (well-known from a

succession of diplomas to have been a long-standing
part of the garrison - there for at least 3 centuries)
are otherwvise totally unattested (below,is7f). More
regiments undoubtedly remain unknown because of lack
of field-work: the Palmyrenes at Dura have been
mentioned, but, even on the Rhine, Mainz has recently
disgorged two inscriptions for the otherwise unknown

ala Parthorum et Araborum.27

Finally, the small-finds of excavation may reveal
cultural aspects of a Semitic garrison; arrow-heads
and bone-stiffeners of the composite bow (as at Bar Hill)
disclose aspects of the garrison which may be valuably

compared with the evidence of relief sculpture and

paintings.

Art: There are two main sources of representations of

Syrian soldiers to set beside literary description and
inference from their military characteristics., First

there are a number of tombstones, mostly for cavalrymen,
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wvhich incorporate a figure - usually in relief - to
represent the deceased. Usually, as on the stone

of Julius Galonius of the ala I Augusta Ituraeorum

sagittariorum, the deceased is shown on horseback

discharging his bow. Less expensive texts may
nevertheless show the soldiers' weapons as on the

stone of Dacnas Apsaci f. of the cohors 11

Cyrrhestarum (sagittariorum) and on two of the texts

of the Hamians at Bar Hill,

Second, we may look at the magnificent full-
length figure on Trajan's column in ankle-length
robe topped by a leather (?) jerkin to the hips, with
"Phrygian" cap and clutching a bow. Undoubtedly an
archer and almost certainly an ethnic Syrian who may
be conveniently contrasted with the Hamian archer
on the Housesteads text who shows no evidence of
oriental garb.

Paintings, frescoes and mosaics are of little
use except in providing the representation of
oriental costume in general and occasionally of

archers in hunting scenes such as those from Dura

Europos.28

Methods of Investigation

I Tools

a) Onomastic Studies: Amongst the many names of

soldiers and their families recorded in the
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inscriptions and papyri, few are accompanied
by an explicit origo. Since the pattern of
recruitment to the auxilia as a whole, and to
specific units in particular, is determined
largely by quantifying the evidence for Qgggg,
historians have had to turn to a study of names,
many of which are characteristic of particular
peoples, even tribes; within Italy, even of
restricted communities. Fortunately, a number
of studies have armed scholars with many of
the necessary tools for this work in the shape
of corpora of names: thus, for example, we

have Kajanto on cognomina and Schulze on

nomina; Holder on Celtic names, Alftldy on
Dalmatian, Pape on Greek and so on. For

Syrian/Semitic names Preisigke's Namenbuch

is old (1922) and less useful than the title

promises; Wuthnow's Die Semitischen Menschennamen,

is much more valuable but now very much outdated
(1930); for Palmyrene names we may turn to Stark's

Personal Names in Palmyrene Inscriptions (1971),

and Sala's Lexicon Nominum Semiticarum . . . 1n

Aegypto . . . repays consultation. In practice,

none of these can be used alone, and, for a
large collection of indisputable Palmyrene/
Semitic names and a valuable discussion, I have

made very considerable use of Dura Papyri.
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An almost immediate difficulty is encountered
vith spelling in that the translation of Semitic
names and script into Greek or Roman characters
produces many variations of the same name, some
of which are, additionally, romanised in sound.
Once again, to supplement the meagre store of
Semitic names in Roman script which may be used
for cross-reference, we may turn to the huge
store of names in Roman script in the Dura papyri
wvhich has multiplied the previous corpus several
times over.

Prosopography: With the extension of the

prosopographical approach in recent years from
the traditional area of the senatorial class
into the equestrian order and beyond, the
technique has become increasingly important

for studies such as this., Until recently,
discussion of numbers of equestrian officers -
those who had gone on to a civil career - could
be found only in Pflaum's magisterial Les

carrieres procuratoriennes équestres. Now the

entire body of equestrian officers has been

collected in Devijver's Prosopographia

Militiarium Equestrium. Less spectacular,

but of value, are such prosopographies as
that of Cavenaille29 for the garrison of

Egypt providing an index and references
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to the names of all known soldiers. Until
such time as the process of collecting such
material is complete, recourse must still

be had to the name lists in CIL, XVI and
Roxan, and in the relevant sections of other

volumes of CIL, in ILS, IGRR and L'Année

Epigraphique. The availability of a

comprehensive register may be anticipated
in the completion of the proposed data bank
for all Latin inscriptions:30 the computer-
produced index to CIL, VI has already shoun
vhat may be achieved.

In practice, of course, with so large a
pool of people, many of whom may never have
been attested at all excepf on some administ-
rative document long since destroyed or
perished, the chances of building up the
sort of dossiers on auxiliaries and their
families achievable with the senatorial and
equestrian orders is slight. In theory,
however, it is possible given sufficient
evidence. Some auxiliaries are attested for
example more than once at Intercisa with its
huge corpus of evidence and much has been
done to trace a family beyond simply the
one generation.31 At Dura Europos in the

papyri, individuals frequently crop up more
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than once; and in Egypt, although there is

as yet no auxiliary equivalent, the potential

for a prosopographical study of the kind

already done for Julius Apollinarius,

Terentius Sabinus and Abbinaeus is all there
in the more extensive documentation.32

c) Analogy: With evidence scarce and fragmentary
one must inevitably seek clarification from
better-attested, better-understood areas.
Thus it is possible to make inferences about
one unit by reference to another, about wider
characteristics by analogy with the legions
and even the armies of other states both

ancient and modern: thus my proposed

interpretation of the cohors XX Palmyrenorum.

However, care must be taken: with slight
evidence one may blithely extend the
interpretation of one unit to all others
knowing that '"the evidence does not contra-
dict" this. Thus no one doubted the six
centuries of a quingenary cohort and ten of
milliary until brought face to face with the
extensive and indisputable evidence for the
milliary Palmyrene unit at Dura with only six
centuries.

I1  Techniques and Approaches

1. Dating Criteria: \Very few inscriptions bear an
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explicit date: only a handful of those considered

here - mainly milestones and building inscript-

ions -~ can be expected to bear a date expressed
in terms of imperial titles; a few more have
consular dates. Most inscriptions must, in
fact, be dated - with varying degrees of
precision - by deduction or inference. Scholars
have developed a formidable array of dating
criteria based, on the whole, on observation,
close attention to detail and the application of
common sense.33 Unless one is exceptionally
confident, it is advisable to seek a date from
two or more independent criteria: most criteria
are indicators, distinguished quite often by
exceptions to the rule, and, therefore, harmonious
results derived from two or more features will
lend greater credibility to the conclusion,

A Some criteria are obvious enough: Find-
spot can be an important consideration:
Arabia Petraea was not annexed until
A.D. 106; Roman Mesopotamia, especially
to the east of the Wadi Khabur, has a
short history; Trajan's Dacia likewise has
known termini and a short history. Again,
units named for one-time client-states
must have a formation date closely bound

up vith the annexation of the area. Finally,
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a reference to a known historical event
or personage speaks for itself. Other
criteria are less obvious. Information
provided by the text is often of value,
especially with career inscriptions: the
sequence cohors, legion, ala only appears
after Claudius; again, the emperor who
introduced many of the growing number of
procuratorial posts is often known and

thus a terminus post guem provided for an
34

equestrian career, even the length of
service of a soldier can indicate a date
since it gradually reduced from the virtually
unrestricted term of the very early Empire
to a fixed term of c. 25/6 years by the time
of Trajan.35
The prosopographical approach is one of the
most fruitful. Few of the men and women
named on the texts are otherwise attested,
but much can be deduced from their names:
a) in the early Empire, long-service
soldiers, granted citizenships after a

number of years, can often be dated

from the imperial names which they

’

adopted - e.g. C. Julius

and Ti. Claudius

Ti, Julius

for men enfranchised by Augustus,
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Tiberius and Claudius respectively.
After Claudius, veterans normally

adopted the praenomen and nomen of the

reigning emperor upon enfranchisement
and discharge. By the middle of the
first century, the spread of imperial

gentilicia amongst soldiers, their

families and provincials generally,
often permits a text to be given a

terminus post quem from the date of the

latest such gentilicium in the text.

One may usually assume too that, since
the attractions of auxiliary service to
second and subsequent generations of an
enfranchised family were slight, the
date of such a text is liable to be
wvithin a generation or two of the

terminus post quem.

After the Constitutio Antoniniana, a huge

number of "M. Aurelii " appear in the
records (see, for example, the Dura
papyri). They are a difficult group
since the names were also those of

Marcus and Commodus and, in general,

the best that can be said is that on

balance an undated "M. Aurelius

is more likely to have been enfranchised
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by Caracalla (but see below,193¥).
Moreover, with so many "Aurelii" the
name soon became meaningless and was
dropped in favour of more distinctive
names.

Under the Tetrarchs, soldiers quite
frequently assumed the nomen "Valerius"
in honour of thé Augusti; in the fourth
century the same is true of "Flavius"
and the house of Constantine.

Soldiers with non-imperial but other-
wvise distinctive nomina may have taken
their name from a known provincial
governor to whom they owed their
citizenship.

Praenomina tend to be dropped from the

second century onwards and are uncommon

in the third century.

Dates may be inferred from the nomenclature

of units:

a)

Regiments bearing “imperial nomina -

Claudia, Flavia, Ulpia and so on: the

name can usually be regarded as an
indicator of the emperor under whom the
unit was formed. Where a predecessor
has been damned his new units might

have been renamed (below, App. 2).
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b) More precise dating is possible in the
third century with the practice, then
current, of adding a variable surname

to the standard titles - Severiana,

Antoniniana, Volusiana etc. The surname

is formed from the imperial cognomen

aad the date may thus be fixed within the
span of the (often short) reign to which
the name belongs (App. 2).

c) Honorary titles can be useful: c.R.
appears not to have been awarded befofe
the Flavian period and most such
honorary titles seem only to begin in the
Flavian period,

d) Milliary units certainly exist in the
Flavian period, but probably go back to
Nero at least.36

As a general rule, the multiplication of

names both for units and people can be

attributed to a trend beginning in the late
first century and being'most striking in the

Antonine period - see for example, the 39

names of Q. Pompeius Falco37 and the cohors

I o Aurelia Antonina Hemesenorum equitata

sagittariorum c.R.

Most attention has been given to formulae

and language, from which studies the following
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indicators have emerged:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

g)

h)

Tombstones with the deceased in the
nominative belong to the first century,
being superseded by

Dis manibus and the dative for the

deceased, beginning in the Flavian

period, It is soon abbreviated to

Dis. man. and D.m. In the second

century, the deceased is not uncommonly
put in the nominative after D.m.

H(ic) s(itus) e(st) is a first century

indicator especially when used with
the nominative, but it is still in use
on the Danube in the second century.

The omission of filius (fil or f.) is

normally a first century indicator.
Also first century is age and service
length expressed in the genitive.
Service length expressed as: aera is
generally pre-Flavian; the term is

stipendia thereafter; militavit is

common from the early third century.

The regiment in the ablative - (de) ala

and (ex) cohorte - are first century,

usually pre-Flavian.
In the Augustan period units seem often

to have been named for their commander
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and often lacked a numeral.

Milliaria written as a word is most

likely to be Flavian, commonly rendered
by the symbol « thereafter.

Pflaum has observed that, from the
reign of Septimius Severus, equestrians
vho went on to hold a succession of
procuratorial posts freguently passed

over their tres militiae by the employment

of some such formula as militiis equestribus

perfunctus.38

Augg(g) and impp(p). refer to periods of
joint rule by two or even three, Augusti.
In the reign of Septimius Severus, his
youngest son Geta, proclaimed Caesar in
198 and Augustus in 209, is nevertheless
not infrequently treated as an Augustus
from 198. This is especially true in
Africa where texts quite commonly bear
Auggg. and imppp. from 198 onwards.39

Indifference to length of life, as

expressed by the formula p(lus) m(inus),

is indicative of a Christian.

Next, there is the question of style and

execution: examination of such features as

the palaeography of the text, formal

decorative elements (gables, portals, framing
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etc.) and figuring.

a)

b)

Various attempts have been made to extract

a detailed chronology from a study of

letter forms40 but little use is made of
palaeography here because of the uncertainty
of the method. Thus the Gordons' in their
fundamental work on the subject:

If asked to answer categorically, Yes

or No, the question "Can you-actually
date Latin inscriptions palaeographically?",
ve should have to answer, "In our opinion,
No." If allowed to add qualifications,

ve should re~-iterate the ability to
distinguish among archaic or early
inscriptions, those of a middle period
from about Augustus to about the end of
the second century, and those of a later
date.

(A.E. and J.S. Gordon, Album of Dated
Latin Inscriptions, I, 3)

There has been a great deal of progress
made with regard to decoration and
figuring on texts from the Rhine and, to
a lesser extent, the Danube and even
Africa, areas for which the evidence is
also most abundant.41 Where sufficient
material is availéﬁle, the output of
particular workshops or traditions has
been detected and something of a typology
based on decorative conventions has been

proposed. In general, the types are

dated by reference to the more plentiful
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tombstones of associated legions whose
movements are usually better-known and

dated.42

In a number of cases, especially
on the Rhine, one may be quite confident
in applying such criteria; elsewhere the
evidence is less satisfying and the

groups often too small to form a viable
sample for study. On the whole, the
approach must be treated with caution

and preference given to historical and
epigraphic criteria. Holder, for

example, is almost certainly incorrect

in attributing - on artistic grounds -~

the arrival of the ala I Augusta Ituraeorum

at Arrabona to the pre~Flavian period
(below, 1\ ).

General Consideration, Inferences and Assumptions:

In the detailed treatment of the Syrian regiments

in chapters 3 and 4, interpretation and understanding
are dependént as much on the implications of the
points enumerated belov as on explicit data. Those
notes are a mixture of general points based on the
testimony of ancient sources, on deductions from
fragmentary evidence of diverse kinds, and on
common-sense assumptions in those areas where
evidence fails us entirely.

a) Recruitment Occasions: We are seldom told of
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the occasion, much less the motive, for the
formation of a unit. Nevertheless, we may
plausibly deduce that regiments were raised
for one of a number of specific purposes:
varfare, an external threat, acquisition of
new territorial responsibility, securing a new
territory by the drafting of its young men.43
A register of such occasions may be
compiled although its incomplete nature must
be recognised. To take but one example: the
Roman practice of shuttling surplus manpowér
along a line rather than moving it direct to
the place it was most needed, would mean that
a var in Britain, for example, might have led
to the army taking advantage of some available
manpower in Syria to form a new regiment while
moving an established unit of the Syrian
garrison westwards. The effects of raising a
nev unit or of moving a regiment would certainly
repay further investigation, but, without such -
a study, such potential’ occasions as distant
wars can only be kept in mind. Again the
securing of a new area and the drafting of
recently acquired provincials to some extent
cancelled each other out - the annexation of
Commagene, for example, both necessitated

a garrison on that sector of the Euphrates
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frontier and, simultaneously, provided
regiments wvhich directly or indirectly relieved
the units which were actually posted in
Commagene. The annexation of Emesa, however,
wvas probably a minor administrative matter
requiring little, if any, military activity:
Hemeseni were available for service but none
vere needed, which may explain the conflict
between the probable incorporation of the
kingdom and the much later date for the

formation of the cohors 1 Hemesenorum

(below,il7:122).
The obvious occasions are:
i) Pompey's preparations for the war
of Pharsalus in 49-8 B.C.
ii) Caesar's Alexandrine War and his
passage through Syria in 47 B.C.
iii) Cassius in 44-2 B.C.
iv) Ventidius Bassus in 39-8 B.C.
v) Antony, 41-30 B.C. (see below,\7a%.)
vi) Octavian in’ the aftermath of the
death of Antony and Cleopatra -
30-29 B.C.
vii) (Reinforcements needed to supplement
the forces involved in Augustan
campaigns on the Rhine and in the

Balkans).



viii) Domitius Corbulo, 54-66 but esp.
62-6.4%
ix) Cestius Gallus in 66.
x) Vespasian, 67-9.
xi) Mucianus in 69.
xii) Titus in 69-79.
xiii) (Domitian in the 80's to reinforce
his armies engaged in European
vars).
xiv) Trajan for his Dacian (101-2;
105-6) and Parthian (113-7) Wars.
xv) Hadrian in 117-8 (settlement of East);
123 (Parthian scare); 132-5 (Second
Jewish Revolt).
xvi) Antoninus c. 160 (Parthian War scare).
xvii) Lucius Verus' Parthian War of 162-5.
xviii) (Marcus' wars in Europe in 166-7;
169-75).
xix) Avidius Cassius and Marcus in
175-6.
xx) Pescennius Niger, 193-4.
xxi) Septimius Severus, 194-9.
xxii) Caracalla, 214-8.
xxiii) Alexander Severus, 230-3.
xxiv) Gordian III and Philip, 242-4.

[The annexation dates of client-states,

important but seldom clear and simple, are
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discussed below individually in the context
of an examination of the units raised from
their populace.]

Formation Procedure: Josephus, speaking of

events in 38 B.C., remarks on the destruction
of a force of 5 cohorts under Herod's brother
Joseph which comprised units recently formed
by and received from Ventidius Bassus. They
are described as "newv levies from Syria, with
no stiffening of veterans to strengthen the
morale of raw recruitsl‘.’45 More than a
century later, Tacitus records the mutiny
of a cohort in Britain:
That same summer a cohort of the Usipii
that had been levied in Germany and
transferred to Britain committed a
crime remarkable enough to deserve record.
They had had attached to them a centurion
and soldiers, to teach them discipline
in the first place, and thereafter serve
as models and directors. These they now
murdered.
(Tacitus, Agricola, 28)
We may conclude from such evidence what we
might otherwise have inferred as likely
anyway, namely that a new formation received
a party of veterans to officer, train and
provide a "stiffening", but that the bulk of
the unit would be recruits. The implications

are important in two ways. First, for at

least 25 years none but the members of this
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core of seasoned soldiers would b€ come
eligible for discharge and that, consequently,
not even a succession of detailed diplomas
for its province of garrison would be likely
to betray its presence until at least a
generation after its arrival. Second, the
unit would have an irregular discharge
pattern for many years after its Formation:
a substantial release c. 25 years on, and
again c. 25 years later still, but little

or nothing during the first 25 years and
still slight during the second (below,1719.
These points must both be borne in mind when
considering the absence of a unit from early
diplomas.

c) Diplomas: Diplomas claim to record regiments
in a named province which have men being
discharged on a specified date. While ve
still do not fully understand the process
by which the list for any given occasion vas
drawn up or the reasonihg behind it, three
points are clear. First, onf issions may be
due to the fact that regiments formed
vithin the past 25 years have no men yet
eligible for discharge ((b) above). Next,
ve have pairs of diplomas for the same

province and issued on the same day, but with
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a different or partly overlapping list of
units. Therefore, units missing from one
diploma may be on a second issued on the
same day, an example of which may yet be
found - thus, the pair for Syria of 88 with
mutually exclusive lists of 3 alae and 17
cohorts, and 5 alae and 2 cohorts respectively
(CIL, XVI, 35; Roxan, no. 3). Unfortunately,
wve cannot automatically assume that the
combined strength presented by such pairs

of diplomas records the total garrison,
although in the Syrian example at least that

cannot be far off the truth.46

Third, while
some diplomas explicitly allude to units
absent on an expedition, Speidel has shoun
that the inclusion of a unit can, on occasions,
skate over the fact that an indeterminate part
of it is abroad at the time.47

Soldiers' Nomenclature: In theory, a Syrian

vill be easily detectable from his distinctive
Semitic name; in practicte, the situation is
rather more complex. First, there is the
possibility of the soldier with some unpron-
ouncable, outlandish name, adopting a "Roman"
one. The practice, common enough in modern
times amongst immigrants to North America, is

attested in the Roman Empire with such well-
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known examples as the letter of the Egyptian
sailor, Apion, writing from his base with

the fleet at Misenum, telling his father that
he has now become Antonius Maximus.48 of
course, where the entire unit was composed of
men of the same ethnic origin we may suppose
that the incentive to change one's name would
be much less. Second, there is the naming of
the children of Syrian soldiers in service 1in
the West. The four diplomas issued to Syrian
socldiers are of inferest here: (see p. 51).
Both of the above points are illustrated on
these diplomas: the two soldiers serving in
non-Syrian regiments have adopted "Roman
names; the two in the Syrian regiments have
retained their Semitic ones. Again, while
the children of Timus and Maximus would not be
recognizable as Syrians from their names -
vhat would one be able to say about a

P. Aelius Secundus or an Aelia Maxima? - two
of the children of Bargates and Thaemus would

be: Nal(amos)49 and Zena.50

In short, the
peregrine sons of Syrians (i.e. those whose
fathers died before enfranchisement) joining
their father's regiment, may often not be

detectable as they become "westernised". On

the other hand, not all soldiers with a Semitic
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CIL,XVI,161:
(14/10/109)

CIL,XVI,57:
(17/2/110)

CIL,XVI,67:
(29/6/120)

CIL,XVI,169:
(18/11/122)

Zena )
Saturninus)

Nal )
Marcus )
Antonius)

Secundus )
Marcellina)

Maximus)
Maxima )

ala I Ham.sag. (M.T.)

children of (M. Ulpius) Bargates, Zaei f. -~ Hamius

and Iulia Deisata, Iulii fil. - Sura

ala I Aug.ltur.sag. (Dacia)
children of (M. Ulpius) Thaemus, Horati f.- Ituraeius
and ?

coh.I Flavia Bessorum (M.s)
children of M. Antonius Timus, Timi f. - Syrian
and Doroturma, Dotochae fil, - (Moesian)

ala Gallorum Tauriana c.R. (M.T.)

children of M. Antonius Maximus, Antoni f.- Syrus
and Valeria Messia, Messi, fil, ~ (Baetican)
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name need be Syrian in the strict sense of the
term - some at least will be the mixed-blood
sons of Syrian soldiers: in the above
examples, had Thaemus died in service and his
eldest son enlisted, he would appear as
Nal(amos), Thaemi f.

Citizen Auxiliaries: From the preceding point

it can be seen that the possession of the tria

nomina need not imply Roman citizenship in a

serving soldier. Amongst eastern soldiers
in particular, taking a "Roman" name was a
common practice; usually it was one of a handful
regarded as typically "Roman" - Maximus,

51

Antonius, Silvanus, Proculus etc.

Syrian Soldiers: Where a Syrian regiment,

serving elsewhere has Syrian personnel in it,
the most plausible explanation is that the

unit had still been in its home province at

the time of their enlistment., The alternatives
are to postulate either a recent return to Syria
on campaign or a subsequent draft from it.
Drafts of soldiers moved from one province to
another are well-attested: there are, for
example, the 126 Asian recruits being enrolled

in cohors I Lusitanorum in Egypt in ll7;52

Germans, Italians and Noricans sent to Britain;5

and legionaries of III Augusta transferred to
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Syria or Arabia in 127.54

However, it is my
contention that the evidence does not
adequately support the conclusion that there
vas an official policy of retaining the ethnic
characteristic of certain units - most notably
Syrian archer regiments - by means of drafts
from Syria. Rather, the process by which

some areas could produce more recruits than

vas necessary for the maintenance of local
units, and others could not produce enough -
especially under the abnormal losses of war-
fare - must have often led to the transfers of
bands of new recruits from one region to
another. In such circumstances, given the
considerable manpover resources of Syria, it 1s
scarcely surprising that drafts of Syrians
being sent to make good shortfalls in the
recruitment to units in Europe and Africa would
inevitably on occasion have ended in "Syrian"
regiments stationed there. If, in addition,
the recruit already knew how to ride and/or
handle a bow there would be yet more likelihood
of him being sent to an archer regiment, most
of which were Syrian. The striking feature
about such statistics as those prepared by

Holder is the speed with which units accepted

recruits of other ethnic origins. Where the
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soldier actually belongs to the tribe/
community for whom the regiment is named,

he may legitimately be regarded as a recruit
to the unit before it left its home territory
and/or an original recruit. Thus the 3
Beroeans and the Cyrrhestican in the cohors

I1I Cyrrhestarum are patently original recruits;

the cohors XX Palmyrenorum remained in its

recruitment locality for almost a century after
recruitment and its soldiers were mainly

Palmyrenes, and when the cohors I Thebaeorum

quit Egypt for ludaea and Arabia in 105, most
of its personnel will have been Egyptian, many

of them Thebans.

Replacement Recruits: Despite the foregoing,

there are well-attested examples of soldiers
of a particular ethnic group, in a unit named
for that group, at a date long after the unit
has left its native province. Such cases

are best discussed individually as they arise.
Suffice it to say that Tor the auxilia as for
the legions, the practice was soon established
of filling places in regiments with men
available locally whatever the nominal
composition of the unit,

Fragility of Auxiliary Regiments: Tacitus

claimed that the number of auxiliary regiments
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varied according to the needs of the time;55
more influential in the matter of disappearance
of units is their small size, their employment
as frontier troops, and as more expendable
shock troops in battle and in campaign.56 From
Augustus to Septimius Severus, 3 legions were
lost with Varus, four others disappeared

subsequently (V. Alaudae, IX Hisp., XXI Rapax

and XXII Deiot.), and four on the Rhine in 69

wvere severely depleted - one destroyed (XV _Pg.)
and the remnants of the other three subsequently
disbanded. From time to time detachments of
legions were wiped out, as in the case of the

men of IX Hispana in the Boudiccan revolt.56(a)

A similar loss rate to the auxiliary forces
wvould entail the loss of at least 100 units,
possibly as many as 200.57
The literary evidence is informative:
3 alae and 6 cohorts were lost with Varus
(Vell.Paterc.Il.cxvii.l); a cohort in 70 on
the Rhine (Tacitus, Hist.IV.70); a cohort
at Trapezus in 69 (Tacitus, Hist.III.47);
two cohorts massacred by the Rhoxolani in
Moesia in 68 (Tacitus, Hist.I.79); 5 cohorts
in Syria in 38 B.C. (Josephus, BJ,I1.323f.);

an ala almost destroyed by the Ordovices in

c. 77 (Tacitus, Agricola,XVIII,1l); the Usipii
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destroyed by mutiny and desertion (Tacitus,
Agricola,XXVIII); and, of course, the

inferred end of cohors XX Palmyrenorum at

Dura Europos in the 250's (Dura Papyri, 27).

In view of the silence of our sources about
the disappearance of such legions as

IX Hispana and XXII1 Deiotariana, we need not

hesitate to propose destruction as the
explanation in a good many cases where there is
an abrupt termination of attestations of
auxiliary units.

Regimental Numerals: The great majority of

all known auxiliary regiments bear a numeral
in the bracket I-IV and, in many cases, all

or most of a numerical and ethnic series are
individually attested. However, in a handful
of well-attested cases, regiments exist
bearing strikingly high numerals and no other
member of the presumed series is known. In
such cases, it has been traditional to suppose/
infer the one-time existence of the lower
numbers and to guess at their loss or disband-
ment on the testimony of the fluctuations
mentioned by Tacitus. In the case of

XX Palmyrenorum such a procedure is plainly

absurd (below,331%%). What, therefore, of

other units with high numerals? With
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cohortes I-IV and VI Brittonum, the inference

of a cohors V is not to be cavilled at;
likewise a number of other such almost complete
series (Tables in Holder, 1980, 217-40).
Amongst Syrian units the inference of cohortes

IV-VI Ituraeorum depended on the reading of

a cohors VII: the latter is now generally

discredited and the series need not be taken

beyond cohors 111 (below,3k73). Cohors VI

Commagenorum is rather more problematic.

Holder, for example, follows Cheesman and

Cichorius in taking the series to be cohortes I

and Il Flavia Commagenorum with III-V inferred.

However, there are no grounds for believing

cohors VI to have been Flavia, nor is there

anything to suggest it was part of a second,
later, series grafted into the Flavia series.
The notion of a composite series, proposed

years ago to explain the cohors XX Palmyrenorum

(disputed by me below,23\%), is one which may
be worth considering hefe. The lower numbers
would be difficult to detect since it could
include any low numbers such as lﬂ?) and

II Cyrrhestarum; on the other hand,it might

solve the problem of cohors IV Cypria and

possibly, even ala VII Phryqum.’°

Conversion to Alae: It is commonly believed
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that, with the greater need for cavalry in
the later Empire, a number of cohorts wvere
converted and became alae.59 One obvious

equation is between the cohors I Damascenorum

in Palestine in 186 and the ala prima Damascena

in Syria Phoenice in the Notitia Dignitatum.

Degeneration of Auxiliary Units: The pre-

Severan auxilia in the Notitia Dignitatum

are the same units in name only. It must be
borne in mind that just as the status of the
legions plummeted soon to be followed by

a huge decrease in their size, so too the
"Syrian" auxiliary units in the Notitia,
like other auxiliary units, had long since
become little more than a static frontier
militia., This point helps,too, to explain
the virtual total silence with regard to these
units between the first half of the third
century and the compilation of the Notitia

list ~ only one (cohors I Apamenorum in,

significantly, Egypt) dJf the possible half
dozen Syrian regiments in the Notitia is
attested during the preceding 150 years.

Parthians and Ituraeans: In a survey of

"Syrian" regiments, I exclude, for obvious
reasons, the units of Parthians (which I

have discussed to some extent elsevhere -
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Kennedy, 1977b). The Ituraean regiments,

on the other hand, are traditionally listed

as part of the contribution of Syria Palestina:
Cheesman and, more recently, Holder, group them
along with units from Sebaste-Samaria and
Ascalon, In fact, they are an Arab people
wvhose territory was not subject - even via
client-rulers - to the Julio-Claudian
procurators, or even to the senatorial
governors of Iudaea/Syria Palaestina.60 That
some of the petty rulers of parts of the one-
time united Ituraean principality were Jewish,
is irrelevant; the territory was part of Syria
proper until some of the southern possessions

vere allocated to Arabia in 106.
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CHAPTER 3: MILITARY MANPOWER EXPLOITATION

IN SYRIA BEFORE TIBERIUS

The Pre-~ Roman Period

The evidence available for Syrian soldiery in the period
before the arrival of Pompey is slight, often merely negative.
A very striking feature of the roll-call of armies, whether
Persian or Hellenistic, is in fact, the almost total absence of
Syrians as such, or peoples known to be Syrian. In Herodotus,
for example, the enumeration of all the forces brought together
by Xerxes for his invasion of Greece includes, by name, almost
all the peoples of the Persian Empire.l From Syria, however,
only the sailors manning the Phoenician fleet are an indisputable
contingent and, even there, the marines are expressly said to be
Persians, Medes or Sacae. To be sure, "Syrians" are mentioned,
but they are almost certainly Cappadocians: thus, they are
characterised as equipped in the same way as Ligyans, Matieni,
Mariandynians and Paphlagonians - all resident in Anatolia - and
the "Syrians'" themselves are said to be '"Cappadocians,.as the
Persian & call them". Elsewhere,too, it is clear that "Syria"
and Cappadocia afe regarded as synonymous and are to be located
in Anatolia.2 We may nevertheless be on firmer ground with
Herodotus's reference to the contingent of Arabians whose weapon
"was the bow, carried at the right side - a long bow which assumed
a reverse curve when unstrung"; and, later, Arabians again appear
in the tally of mounted troops similarly equipped, but riding
camels. By "Arabian" may be meant any one of the peoples termed

"Arabs" in the area from Mesopotamia across the Syrian Desert to

VY
the Arabian peninsula, and ochying - amongst others - the regions
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of the later Arab dynasts of Emesa and the Ituraean principality.

The absence of peoples from Syria proper would have been
the more remarkable were it not paralleled in the hellenistic
period for which we have rather better evidence in general.
It is beyond dispute that the rulers of Seleucid Syria shunned
the pool of military manpower available in that country.
Bar-Kochva has collected and analysed the evidence for the
Seleucid forces in campaigns such as those of Raphia and
Magnesia and in the great military parade at Daphne.3 Apart from
the Macedonian settlers and the ubiquitous Greek and Cretan
mercenaries, a wide variety of subject peoples and mercenaries
are encountered: Dahae, Carmanians, Cilicians, Lydians, Persians,
Philistines and Jews. However, as Bar-Kochva remarks:

The striking absentees from the three great performances

of the Seleucid army are the people of Mesopotamia and

Syria. Phoenicians indeed were presumably the backbone

of the Seleucid navy but in general, it seems evident

that the Seleucids were reluctant to employ Syrians

and Babylonians (apart from the Jews, who were a

special case) in their land forces. The current

explanation . . . . that the Syrians”and

Mesopotamians were effeminate and 'soft!', certainly

has no substance. Roman propaganda should not

obscure the long military traditions of these

people. Considerations of Seleucid internal politics

are more acceptable reasons: arming the indigenous

peoples at the nerve centre of the Empire and
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developing their military potential was too risky

an undertaking and also partially superfluous in view
of the heavy concentration of the regular army in
northern Syria . . . . A revolt of armed natives in
the remoter provinces could always have been put

down by resolute action from the centre, but an
uprising in Syria would have undermined the very
existence of the kingdom.,

(The Seleucid Army, 52)

The explanation, as Bar-Kochva noted, is to be found in a
comparison with Ptolemaic Egypt which did recruit from amongst
the native peoples and paid the price in internal revolts.4

It is striking, too, that Egyptian soldiers are absent from the
land forces of Xerxes: like Syria, it provided a fleet but no
soldiers.5 One can easily understand that the Persians would
not wish to arm native Egyptian forces but could the same be
true of Syria? Assyrians, for example, had quite recently been
absorbed into the Persian Empire yet they appear in Xerxes'
great army; wvhy not, therefore Syrians who had long since ceased
to be a people ruling themselves? A possible explanation - or
at least partial one - may lie in the chaTacter of the soldiers
most commonly associated with Syria: archers. Archers ére
traditional and major components of the forces of the Persian

6 In short, the

heartland and many of their Iranian subjects.
Persians did not need Syrian soldiers. Again we might bear in
mind that the best and most numerous archers in Syria were to be

found amongst the peoples of, or on, the desert's fringe or in
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the mountainous regions. These areas may have been, in part
at least, but lightly subject to Persia; and, on the other hand,
some of their contributions may be subsumed in the 'Arabian'
contingent.7

For the early Hellenistic period, when the wars of the
Successors forced the latter to seek forces from wherever
available, Diodorus Siculus is of value and gives some
indication that Syrians were utilized. The striking character~
istic of the subject forces employed is the considerable number
of archers: equally, however, they are almost invariably
described as '"Persian" bowmen.8 Nevertheless, Eumenes, who was
harder pressed for military support may have employed Syrians
(if we may trust the term) to judge by his circulation of a
letter to his soldiers "written in the Syrian \uriting".9 A
few years later there is no hint even of Syrians in the forces
brought together by Antigonus at Ipsus. Indeed, while allies
are summod; and ships brought from Phoenicia, Syria (apparently)
supplies only \uheat.lO

In the subsequent period, only one reference seems to reveal
the employment of native Syrians, when Aratus captured Corinth
which had a garrison of 400 Syrian merceriaries. Since such
garrisons are elsewvhere described as "barbarising", it may be

that they are Semitic Syrians. %

The Roman Republic and Early Empire

If the Persians showed little desire to employ Syrians to

any extent, and the Hellenistic rulers of the region avoided
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their use as a matter of policy, the Romans.showed no such
hesitation. To be sure, the process had begun indirectly in
the final, inglorious years of Seleucid Syria with the emergence
of a number of powerful Arab dynasts along the edge of the
Syrian Desert in parficular. Two of these princelings, Azizus
and Sampsigeramus, played a part in the demise of the last
independent Seleucids; the latter of the dynasts, indeed, having
"come with his army" imprisoned and killed Antiochus Grypus.12
Pompey's settlement of the East gave formal recognition to the
existence of native rulers in the new province of Syria - men
such as the above pair, whose emergent petty armies were
encouraged to exercise control over such areas as the difficult
terrain of the mountains of the Ituraean principality and
Commagene, and the desert and pre-desert of Emesa.13 Apart from
saving the Roman authorities the expense and effort of administ-
ration of difficult and little-hellenized regions, it brought
the bonus of available allied armies from which it was but a
short step to the direct recruitment of native soldiers as
mercenaries.

The swift appearance of Syrian soldiery with the Roman
forces in the East is not difficult to explain. In 68 B.C.,
the campaigns of Lucullus taught the Romans two lessons. The
first was the need for light infantry and cavalry alongside the
legions in the East; the second was the awareness of the danger
from the archery, especially the mounted bowmen, of the peoples

14

of the East as a whole. A few years later, in 64 B.C., Pompey's

tactics against the Iberians had to take account of their archery:
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"By a charge he came to close quarters with the enemy's boumen
before they could show their skill, and very promptly routed

them".lS

The next year, with Syria newly annexed, we hear of

the first explicit employment of Syrian mercenaries by the

Romans: Pompey ". . . . started in pursuit of Aristobulus with

the Roman forces and a large contingent of Syrian auxiliaries

(cv ““&7@\)".16 These forces may well have included the armies
of dynasts such as Antiochus of Commagene - whom Pompey had
recently confirmed in power and to whom he had even given more
territory17 - and Sampsigeramus of Emesa; but, equally, Pompey

had just subdued Ituraea and its bowmen would have made attractive
mercenaries,

In the immediately subsequent years, the Roman governors of
the new province had to contend with the raids of the neighbouring
Arabs - according to Appian, first Scaurus and then his successors
Marcius Philippus and Cornelius Lentulus Marcellinus had to
devote their time throughout their terms of office to this task.l9
It would be unwise to over-estimate.the extent to which these
early governors, and their successor Aulus Gabinius (57-5 B.C.),
employed Syrian mercenaries in their campaigns. One might
logically suppose that limited numbers of’mercenaries were
employed from the outset for use in the regular task of policing,
for which legionaries alone would have been unsuitable; when
larger forces were required, client-kings would be called upon
to bring up their armies. After all, these client-armies,

under military obligation to Rome, cost her nothing; mercenaries

were expensive. The point is underlined in 53 B.C. with Crassus's
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preparations for his final disastrous campaign against the
Parthians; ". . . . (he) prescribed quotas of soldiers for
districts and dynasts to furnish, only to remit the prescription

vhen money was offered him . . . .“20

All the peoples of
Syria had military obligations but in this case the less-
warlike and the unwilling could avoid service. Whether the pay-
ment mentioned was used to pay mercenaries is unknouwn; likevise,
it is impossible to determine to what extent Syrians vere
employed. According to Plutarch, Crassus had 4000 cavalry and
4000 light-armed troops.?l Not all were local, that much is
clear: 1000 at least of the cavalry were from the West, Gauls
sent by Caesar. However, we may suppose that a large proportion
of the remaining 7000 were Syrian, of whom the 500 archers used
by Publius Crassus in his final desperate charge may be especially
singled out.22

It was a fundamental principle in ancient societies that,
in time of war, all able-bodied citizens could be called upon
for service. This is what is implied in the above passage
concerning Crassus; and in late 53 with the governor dead, much
of his army slaughtered and the rest scattered or demoralized,
ve need hardly doubt that a new and extensive levy was carried
out in Syria by his de facto successor, C. Cassius Longinus,
to whom had fallen the task of organizing defence.23 Although
the situation never became as dangerous as it at first appeared,
the letters of Cicero sent home from his province of Cilicia
in 51-50 B.C. illustrate something of the Roman fears and of the

24

sort of measures being taken in a second-line province. He
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had enrolled Roman citizens in the region and received from
King Deiotarus of Galatia, 30 cohorts of 400 men each and 2000
cavalry; later he says, ". . . . the auxiliaries (auxilia)
certainly are good, Galatians, Pisidians, Lycians (the main
strength of my force) . . . ." It is a plausible assumption
that in Syria, Cassius and his successor, Bibulus, did no less
in regard to calling upon the forces of allied rulers, enrolling
levies from the directly supervised communities and employing
mercenaries. Certainly, from this point onwards, Syrian
soldiers seem to have been drawn upon regularly and freely;
recognition, presumably, of their value. The Parthian threat
seems to have been averted in 51-50, but in 49 Syria was called
upon to send support to the army of Pompey in Thessaly. The
then governor, Metellus Scipio, is said to have "levied horsemen
from the whole province" and archers were brought westwards in
large numbers.25 The Syrian element amongst Pompey's archers
cannot be exactly computed and he clearly had other sources
which he can be seen exploiting as early as his flight from Italy
and then again at Dyrrachium.26 In Thessaly, and at Pharsalus,
his forces included a "multitude of archers'": "he had archers
from Crete and Lacedaemon, from Pontus amd Syria and the other
states, to the number of 3000 . . . ."27 Of the native Syrian
dynasts who rallied to his support, Antiochus of Commagene

is explicitly credited with supplying 200 cavalry, many of them
archers.28 Furthermore, there seems no reason - in view of

the sequel - to discredit Lucan's explicit mention of Ituraeans

among the Pompeian archers as poetic licence, even if they are
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singled out because of their subsequent prominence.29

In the Alexandrian and African Wars which followed, we
can see Caesar swiftly exploiting the military potential of the
tast:

"Mithridates of Pergamum . . . . had been sent into

Syria and Cilicia at the outbreak of the Alexandrian

War to fetch reinforcements; and now, accompanied by

large reinforcements which he had speedily raised,

thanks to the very helpful attitude adopted by the

states . . . ."30
It comes as little surprise, therefore, to find Caesar in Africa
employing archers: "Itgraeans, Syrians and men of divers races -
and thronged his forces with numerous drafts of them".31
Presumably these are mainly recent recruits since Pompey's
archers at Pharsalus suffered heavily., Some of the latter
may have escaped to Africa with the Pompeians if we judge by
the reference to the mounted bowmen with Cato and Scipio.32
The prominence of Syrian, especially Ituraean, archers, in
Africa may allow us to deduce their subsequent retention by
Caesar in the later Civil Wars and his intended employment of
them thereafter. That some at least were retained is proven
by Antony's use of Ituraean bowmen as a bodyguard in Rome in
44-3 (below,\33 ).>" ,

In the renewed civil war agy@nst the assa%éns of Caesar,
the East again contributed soldiers to the losing side. Between
Caesar's visit to Syria in 47 and its assignment to Antony in
41, the province had been racked by strife. First there vas

war between Caesar's governors and the Pompeian supporter

Q. Caecilius Bassus who, we are explicitly told, recruited
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Syrians to his forces - both Tyre and Apamea are mentioned.34
Then between Cassius Longinus (appointed by Caesar shortly
before his murder) and Caesar's generals on the spot, and
finally between Cassius and Dolabella whom Antony \gid appointed
in place of Cassius.35 Victorious, Cassius collected forces for
the looming war with Antony and Octavian.36 Staius Murcus, for
example, was sent by him to the Pelopoﬁ?se with a legion and
archers; he subsequently fought at sea against the triumvirs
and after Philippi joined Sextus Pompey in Sicily with two
legions and 500 archers, many at least of the latter presumably
Syrian.37 Cassius himself levied large forces 'from kings and
nations as far as the Medes and Persians".38 At Philippi,
Cassius had 2000 Gallic and Spanish cavalry and 4000 mounted
bowmen, "Arabs, Medes and Parthians" and this excluded,
apparently, the forces of the allied kings and tetrarchs some of
wvhom he had recently installed in Syria.39

The aftermath of the battle of Philippi again brought
misfortune to Syria. While Antony was in Egypt, Greece and
Italy over the next few years, the Parthian forces, summoned by
Cassius to join him at Philippi, deliberately arrived late and

40 It seems

instead overran Syria, Iudaea and much of Asia Minor.
that the defeat and ejection of the Parthians by Antony's general
Ventidius Bassus, was achieved in part at least by his employment
of native troops: Frontinus alludes to Cyrrhestican allies and
Josephus reports 5 newly levied cohorts being sent by Ventidius

to Herod soon after; they are called 'Roman' but are probably

Syrians.41 In the following year, 37, Herod and C. Sossius,
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Antony's new governor of Syria, besieged Jerusalem with a
force of legions and 6000 cavalry "not including the Syrian
auxiliaries (dx“xﬁ&qgﬁ) vho formed no inconsiderable contingent','.42
Herod too, recruited on his own behalf in Syria: 800 mountaineers
from the Lebanon - Ituraeans possibly.43
Antony's domination of Syria undoubtedly led to the
recruitment of native soldiers and not only for his Parthian
campaign and the war of Actium: cut off from the West and its
recruiting grounds, he may be supposed to have made good some of
the deficiencies in his legionary army by complementary local
levies (below, \72%). Like Cassius and Pompey before him,
Antony employed large numbers of archers at Actium - 2000 of
wvhich we are told he embarked on his fleet for the battle - and,
like them, he was supported by Syrian client-kings, amongst
wvhom Mithridates of Commagene is explicitly mentioned.44
The literary accounts of warfare in the East under the
Julio-Claudian dynasty confirms the picture emerging from the
foregoing survey, namely that what the Romans wanted from Syria
vas archers - mounted and foot, - and, to a lesser extent,
cavalry, and that these were obtainable and were used. Faced,
very often, in the East by enemies whose forces were largely
composed of both, this is a scarcely surprising development;
the Civil Wars, however, led to their employment in the West in
Greece, Egypt, Africa, Rome and Sicily, from which it was but
a short step to their retention in the West with the regular

armies there., This certainly seems to be true of Caesar's

and Antony's Ituraeans. The details of the process by which this
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came about are not available, but may be inferred from the way
in which the literary evidence for Syrians and archers in the
West is complemented by the growing body of epigraphic evidence
vhich appears in the early principate revealing the names and
locations of Syrian units on the Rhine and in the Balkans in
particular. The Cretan, Greek and Asiatic archers so prominent
in the late Republic can be seen being displaced by Syrians
in the sources, and the trend is confirmed by the epigraphic
evidence: only one Cretan'cohort and two or three Thracian
regiments of archers are known in the Julio-Claudian and
Flavian periods.45
After Actium, Octavian set about the settlement of the
East. In practice this would involve the allocation of military
forces, which in turn implies that some at least of the mercenary
soldiers drawn from subject peoples took on an official and
permanent status. In short, just as in the generation before
Actium the Gallic and Spanish cavalry in the East had become
de facto a permanent part of the military establishment there,46
so too one may suppose that this occurred not only with forces
such as the Ituraeans in the West but with Syriaﬁs in Syria and
neighbouring provinces. The process had ‘certainly begun long
before Actium but it seems likely that it was given a new
impetus during Antony's decade of dominance of the East. Never-
theless, it seems undeniable that it was under Augustus that the
de facto permanence of units and their allocation to specific

provinces became institutionalised. Something of the development

may be detected in chance literary references and from inscriptions,
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though the detailed picture does not emerge until later, when
diplomas become common in the Flavian period. Nevertheless,
the situation which appears quite clearly then, may be inferred
for the Augustan and Tiberian period too from, for example,

the frequent evidence for archers in the armies of Drusus,
Varus and Germanicus in Germany.47 More valuable, is the report
in Strabo that in 24 B.C. the garrison of Egypt consisted of

3 alae and 9 cohorts,48 besides the 3 legions: the cohorts were
distributed as 3 in Alexandria, 3 at Syene, and 3 in the
remaining land, with the alae similarly divided. For there is
good reason to sUppose that two of those cohorts were the 11

and IIl Ituraeorum so well attested in Egypt in the century

vhich followed (below,\ &\ ). We need scarcely doubt that a
similar displacement and formalisation of Syrian regiments
took place elsewhere too at an early date.

Despite the development of standing regiments of Syrian
auxiliaries, and the arrival of units from other provinces, a
major part of any Roman army on campaign in the East for a
century after Actium remained the forces of the petty rulers
of backward or peripheral areas in Syria: most prominent are
the kings of Commagene and Emesa and the men who ruled over
parts of the former Ituraean principality, especially Chalcis.
Varus, for example, setting out against the Jews in 4 B.C.,
ordered these rulers to meet him with their forces at Ptolemais.49
Seventy years later, Cestius GAllus, Vespasian and Titus all
made significant use of client-armies: Vespasian, for example,

is said to have been supported by 2000 foot archers and 1000
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cavalry from each of the 3 more important kinglets - Antiochus
of Commagene, Agrippa of Chalcis and Soaemus of Emesa -, in
addition to 5000 men from Arabia Petraea and 23 cohorts and
6 alae, many of them from the garrison of Syria, with no less
than 10 of the cohorts said to be lOOO—strong.50 A decade
before, during the external war against Armenia and Parthia,
Corbulo and Paetus could have drawn on similar client forces,
and may well have been responsible for the creation of a number
of new Syrian regiments.51

The literary evidence for the Empire as it becomes
established is increasingly complemented and illuminated by fhe
epigraphic and papyrological evidence. As a result, the literary
references as a whole from Tacitus to’Cassius Dio and Herodian
are best dealt with in the specific context of individual units

and ethnic groups to which we may now turn.
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2.

3.
4.
5.

6.

7.

8.

9.
10.

11.

12.

13,

14,
15.
16.
17.
18,
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Herodotus, Hist.VI1.60 et seq.

The region of the later Roman province of Cappadocia was the Persian
satrapy of (Syri-) Cappadocia while the land to the south, later

to be called Syria by Greeks and Romans, was the satrapy of
Abar-Nahara (= 'Beyond-the-River') - CAH,IV,195fFfF,

Bar-Kochva, 1976, 48-53.
Ibid. 533 cf. Griffiths, 1975 (1935), 11l1ff.
Herodotus, Hist. 60 et seg., esp. 89,

See, for example, the reported boast carved on the tomb of Darius:
"I was friend to my friends; as horseman and bowman, I proved
myself superior to all others...." (Strabo, Geog. XV.3.8.);

cf. XI.13.6 for the Cassaei supplying an ally with 13,000 archers;
XV.3.18 regarding the training of Persians in the use of the bow,
Javelin and to ride from the ages of 5 to 24; XVI.1.18; Diod.Sic.,
XIX.21.3.

It is significant that in the Roman period the greatest number of Syrian
units were named for the peoples of the desert or pre-desert from the
Trachonitas to Hama and Palmyra.

Diod.Sic., XVIII.16.4; 15.1; XIX.14.5 (cf.XVII.110.2); 17.4; 29.2;
30.3.

Ibid. XIX.23.1-3.
Ibid. XIX.58.1.
Plutarch, Aratus, 182 et seq.,; 24.1; cf. Griffiths, 1975 (1935),

68 and note 3.

Sullivan, 1977a, 198 et seq., cf. Rey-Coquais, 1978, 44f; CERP,2 256 .

Appian, Mith. XVII,114-118; Cicero Ad.Att. 1I.16; Plutarch. Pom. 38-2.
Josephus, Ant. XIV.3.2; cf2 Rey-Coquais, 1979, 45; Sullivan, 1977a, 204;

Jones, 1931, 265; 1d. CERP™, 257-60; Schiirer”, 563f; Jones, 1940, 202 et
S€q

DiO XXXVI . 5 .-1—2 *

’

Dio XXXVII.2.3.
Josephus, BJ, I1.133,
Appian, Mith. XVII.1l4.

Appian, Mith. XVI.106; cf. Josephus, Ant. XIV,3.2.



19.
20,
21,
22.
23.
24,

25,

26.
27.
28.
29,
30.
J1.
32,
33.

34.

35,
36.
37,
38.
39.
40.

41,

42.

43.
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Appian, Syr. VIII.S1; cf. Schirer?, 244f.
Plutarch, Cras. XVII.5.

Id. XX.1.

1d. XXV.2.

Dio XL.28f., Josephus, Ant. XIV.7.3 (119); cf. Schiirer?, 247.

Cicero, Ad Att. V.,16; 18; 21; VI.1l; 5.

Caesar, BC, II1.31; cf. Appian, BC, 11.10.70-1; Caesar, BC, III.3;
Dio, XL1I.55.2-3; for this and the subsequent civil wars see
Rostovtzeff, SEHHW, 991 et seq.

Caesar, BC, I.27 (Brundisium); III.44 and 53 (Dyrrachium).

Caesar, BC, I11.93 and IlI.4.

Caesar, BC, IIl.4,

Caesar, BAl; 26; cf. 25

Caesar, BAf; 20; cf. 12; 13; 34; 60; 77; 78; 81 and 83.

Caesar, BC, II1.93 and BAf., 19.

Cicero, Phil., II.49 (112) and 8 (19); XIIL.8 (19).

Dio XLVII. 26.1-27.2; cf. 27.3 ".... Bassus was joined by Alchaudmius
the Arabian.... and in the battle proved greatly superior in his
archery...." Appian, BC, IIl.xi.77-8.

Schiirer?, 248-50.

Josephus, BJ, I.225; AJ, XIV.11.2 (272); Appian, BC, III.11.77-8.
Appian, BC, IV.ix.74; xii.99; V.iii.25.
Appian, BC, IV.12.99. ,
Appian, BC, IV.11.88; Josephus, BJ, 1.239.

Appian, BC, IV.8.63; V.7.65; Dio XLVIII.24.5 et seq.; Plutarch, Ant.XXX.1l.
Frontinus, Strat. I.1.6; Josephus, BJ, I.323-4. Saddington, 1970,

122 observes that Strabc speaks of "9 cohorts of Romans" in Egypt

but that, "as in Josephus .. (they) .. must have been Romans from

the point of view of the local inhabitants, that is, auxiliaries, not
legionaries".

Josephus, BJ, I.346.

Josephus, BJ, I.329.
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44, Dio L.16.1-3; 23.1; Plutarch, Ant. 64.1; 61.1-2; 56.4; Dio L.13.7.
shows that the Emesene contingent had been led to Actium by their king
Iamblichus.

45, See now Holder, 1980, 227f.; 230.

46. Gauls served with Crassus in 53, Gauls and Spaniards with Antony in
36 and Herod the Great was to inherit a troop of Gallic horse from
Cleopatra. (Josephus, BJ, 1.672-3 records amongst the units following
Herod's bier Thracians, Romans and Gauls.)

47. Drusus: inferred from the finds in the fort at Dangestteten on the
upper Rhine which is dated to 15- ¢.10 B.C. (BRGK, 1970-71, 197ff.;
Wells, 1972, 315f.); Varus: Dio LVI.21.4; 22.2a; Germanicus:
Tacitus, Ann., I.56; II.16 (mounted and unmounted archers); II.17.

48 Cf. Saddington, 1970, 122 and above note 4l.

49. Josephus, BJ, I111.66-8; cf. Jones, 1940, 207.

50. Josephus, BJ, II.66; for Ceskius: BJ, 11.500; Titus: BJ, V.42~-4 and 460;
Tacitus, Hist. V.l. Schlrer”, 1973, 487, 491f, 501. The Midrash
Genesis, lvi.ll reports '"80,000" Palmyrenes at the sefige; an
exaggeration certainly, but presumably only of the fact (Friedman
and Simon, 1939,1,502).

51. Tacitus, Ann. XIII.8 et seq.; XV.12 and 25-6.



CHAPTER 4: THE REGIMENTS

The regiments treated here, with the exception of one group, are
dealt with alphabetically, with all categories, whenever raised,
being discussed under the single heading. The exception concerns
those units raised amongst the Ituraeans. With these it seemed best
to group together not only those explicitly described as Ituraeans,
but also those named for regions of the former principality and
sharing common characteristics and ethnic origin. Thus, regiments
of Canatheni, Chalcideni and, for the sake of uniformity, Damasceni,

are allvsubsumed,under the general heading of Ituraeae.

ANTIOCHENSES

Only one soldier of the unit below is attested and, since he is
not an original recruit, his origo of Anazérbus cannot help in
determining for which of the many Antiochs the unit is named. 1
follov earlier writers in assigning it to Antioch-on-the-Orontes,
that being by far the most likely source of such a regiment.l

Few Syrian regiments can be explicitly attributed to one of the
Greek cities of the pglivince; although in this case it would have been
remarkable if the substantial peregrine, even non-Greek population
of so populous a city had not been capable of producing at least one
regiment. Syrian Antioch was given an initial‘’ population of mixed
Greek origin numbering perhaps 5,300 adult males.2 They played a
prominent role in Seleucid armies throughout the pre-Roman period,
suffering especially heavy losses under Antiochus VII Sidetes.3 In
viev of the apparent exclusion of native Syrians from the Seleucid
armies (above,G3t!), we may confidently infer that these Hellenistic

Antiochene soldiers were recruited only from the citizen body of
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"Greeks" and Babylonian Je\us.4 Little is heard of the military
activities of the populace until the second century A.D., with the
exception of a report of the entire populace - local and resident
Romans - taking up arms to exclude Pompey in 48 B.C., and another of
some of them manning the city walls during the crisis of the Parthian

2 Nevertheless, entry into military formations

invasion of 40 B.C.
would be expected given the proximity of so much of the provincial
garrison, its frequent use as the seat of army headquarters during

eastern campaigns, and the presence of the governor and his

singulares. Thus, 14 legionaries give Antiochia as origo on the

inscriptions, all from the period of the Flavians onwards (App. l;
Table I). The second century evidence begins with the report of
enthusiastic backing given by the metropolis to their fellow-Syrian,
the usurper Avidius Cassius.éH/:) gzneration later they sprang to
help Pescennius Niger. Herodian tells us that in 193 large numbers
of the lower classes joined the army for the impending war against
Septimius Severus. Even after the defeats at Cyzicus and Nicaea

and the forcing of the Cilician Gates, Niger was able to raise still
more recruits: "A vast number, almost the entire youth of Antioch

¢« +» «» "3 and later, after the final defeat, at Issus, the city was
"full of weeping and grief as people lamented for their sons and
brothers".7 Making due allowance for rhetorical exaggeration, it is

still clear that Antioch had substantial reserves of military

manpowver .

Cohors I Antiochensium sagittariorum8

The unit first appears on the diploma of 75 for undivided Moesia,
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indicating formation by not later than c. 50 (Roxan, no. 2). As yet
there are no Moesian diplomas earlier than 75 but it appears on four
subsequent diplomas - for 94, 100, 159/60 and 161, and is absent
from four others - for 78, 82, 96 and 103/6 - all for Moesia superior.9
An attractive occasion for the regiment's arrival would be in the
early 70's either with Mucianus or in the subsequent Flavian
restorations and strengthening in the West.l[J The diplomas may hint
at a discharge pattern still being evident implying recruitment not
too far back into the Julio-Claudian period - A.D. 17 to meet the need
for a garrison in newly annexed Commagene is a possibility, and would
accord with the absence of a dynastic title (below, App. 2).ll

At the other end of the time scale, we may take the date of the
diploma for 161 much further by examining the cursus for one of its
prefects (01.08; 09). Q. Cosconius Fronto must have commanded the
unit in the reign of Septimius Severus and, arguably c. 197/8,
(below, 83%Y).

The unit very probably participated in Trajan's Dacian Wars but
vas returned to its original province at their conclusion.12 In 102/5,
according to a damaged building inscription, they were at Drobeta on
the Dacian side of the Danube (01.04). The diploma of 100 (CIL,XVI,
46), issued to a veteran of this unit, was found in Pannonia, at
Siscia, which has been taken to indicate a Pannonian station at one

13 The later station is unknown but somewhere in the vicinity

point.
of Viminacium has been conjectured.14 The regiment is only once

characterized as sagittaria but, since that is the diploma of 161

(Roxan, no. 55), we may assume that it had been a unit of archers

from the outset.
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The epigraphic evidence provides the names of three prefects
and a single soldier. The diploma for 100 records the prefect as
M. Calpurnius Sabinus15 (CIL,XVI,46). It does not seem possible to

identify him with Calpurnius Sabinus, epistratequs Thebaid.s.l6

The latter held office during the prefecture of Pompeius Planta who
wvas still in office on 14 February 100 and whose successor had

arrived by 102, possibly as early as lOD/l.l7

It is possible, but
unlikely, that our prefect would have had time to complete his

tres militiae and begin his first sexagenarian procuratorship, and

then only if Planta remained in office until 102. No origo is

. 0O .
given and the names are uny§tructive: Sabinus is one of the 18 most

. . . 18
common cognomina in the Empire.

M. Aemilius Bassus (CIL,XVI,163) can be dated with some precision

in this command because he is named in relation to his second militia

19

as tribunus cohors I Brittonum on a diploma of 110. An Italian

from Albintimilium, he proceeded to a procuratorial career, mainly

in the East and including epistrategus Thebaidos under Hadrian.

Q. Cosconius Fronto20 is named as prefect on two texts from

Sardinia (01.08;.09) where he later served as proc. Augg. et praef.

prov. Sardiniae. According to Pflaum, the province of Sardinia first

received its equestrian governors in the reign of Commodus and the
references to Augg. should therefore be taken as Septimius and

21

Caracalla, 198-209. However, much more may be made of the text

vhose stages may be tabulated:

praef. fabr. a cos. adlecto

praef. coh. I Antiochensium

trib, mil. leq. I Italicae
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proc. Augg. ad vectig. XX her. per Pontium et Bithyniam et

Pontum mediterraneum et Paphlagoniam

proc. Augg. item ad vectig. XX her. per Pamphyliam

Lyciam Phrygiam Galatiam et insulas Cyclades

subpraef. annonae urbis

proc. Augg. ad vectig. ferr. Gall.

proc. Augg. et praef. prov. Sardiniae.

Pflaum observed that Fronto is one of the last examples of an
eques mentioning a prefecture of works, and it is notable too that he

vent straight from the legio I Italica to a successful equestrian

civil career. In view of the date implied by Augg. in his procuratorial
posts, some reconstruction and hence refinement of date is possible.

One of the consuls for 196 or 197 was Cosconius Gentianus. In view

of the comparative rarity of the nomen it is tempting to identify

the consul by whom Fronto was adlected as this man, presumably a
kinsman., Substantiation is provided by Fronto's subsequent movements
vhich toock him to Moesia superior to command the cohort, then a

transfer to the neighbouring province of inferior to a tribunate in

inferior
the legioc I Italica: in 198, the governor of Moesia[was Cosconius

Gentianus, the reason, presumably, for Fronto's transfer to that
particular province.22 The subséquent financial posts, covering
much of Asia Minor, would accord well with the efforts of the early
years of Septimius to raise money. The prefecture of the cohort may,
therefore, be dated to c. 197/8. No origo is given but the nomen

23

is most common in North Italy. The tribe, one of the least common,

is most frequently attested in North Italy and in Bithynia-et--Pontus.24

Citing the tribe at all is rare by this date and may be an additional
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indicator that Q. Cosconius Fronto is an Italian,

The sole ranker known is the recipient of the diploma of 100
(Qlk,XVI,46):~§Opias, son of Sarmosus, from Anazarbus'". There is
nothing particularly significant about a recruit from Asia Minor

Joining a cohors Antiochensium in Moesia c. 75: the army in Moesia,

especially inferior, regularly drew replacements from Asia (above,

%), The statistics for the legions show:1 Italica - of 16 known,

in the Claudius to Trajan period, 6 were from Asia Minor or Syria;

V Macedonica ~ 12 of 20 known in the same period (both Moesia

inferior); VII Claudia - 25 of 66 in the period Augustus - Trajan;
25

no Asiatics appear in IV Flavia, the legion furthest from Asia.

Looking at the evidence for the employment of Asian recruits: of
105 'Asiatics', 31 went to Africa, 22 to Egypt and the remaining 52
to legions on the lower Danube.26 The diplomas show a similar
situation: of 13 recipients known in the Moesian auxilia, 3 are
easterners only one of whom - probably an initial recruit - was in
an ethnic regiment.27

I have not been able to find parallels for the names of father or

SOoN.
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APAMENI

The city of Apamaea (formerly Pella) was the headquarters of the
armed forces of the Seleucid Empire: seat of the royal stud farms,
the elephant stables, war office and military training school.
According to Strabo, the majority of Macedonian settlers in Syria
vent to the military colony established at Apamaea.l Since there
vere 5,300 settlers at Antioch and 6,000 at Cyrrhus, this is of
relevance to the size of the establishment at Apamaea. During the
vars of the period following the death of Caesar, we are told that
Q. Caecilius Bassus enrolled soldiers at Apamaea, but otherwise the
city is little in evidence.2 However, some idea of the extensive»
population may be gained from the unique cursus of (. Aemilius
Secundus recording his supervision of part of the famous census

3

conducted by Quirinius in Syria in A.D. 6. Secundus took the census

of Apamaea and records that the tally was millium homin. civium CXVII.

The precise implications of the figure are debatable, the fact that
Apamaea and its territory had a substantial population is beyond
dispute.4 In the Julio-Claudian period the city was honoured,
becoming, according to coins, Claudia Apamaea.5 Apameans are prominent
in the legions: one in Egypt in the Augustus-Gaius period, four in

II1 Augusta in the Flavip’-ZTrajanic period, and three others in the

period after Hadrian (below, App. 1 Table I).

Cohors I Apamenorum sagittariorum equitata6

As a result of the matching of two pieces of a cursus honorum,

of P. Valerius Priscus the earliest attestation to this regiment may

nowv be placed, on the grounds of style and content, in the reign of
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Trajan.7 The text (02.02) explicitly says in Cappadocia. However,

it is not amongst the regiments named by Arrian in the Ektaxis -

"Aplanoi" 1is certainly to be equated with the cohors Apula8 - and,

appears in kgypt on a papyrus of 144. The Egyptian names of the
soldiers of the latter text imply that, by that date, the unit had
been in\&ﬂs nev province for some years: an obvious occasion for its
movement would be in the early years of Hadrian to compensate for the
3 units removed by Trajan in 105 for transfer to Judaea and then Arabia.9
The restoration of the text for Priscus, by revealing the unit in
Cappadocia before Egypt, allows us to presume an early date for its
formation in line with the absence of an imperial name.

The regiment evidently remained in Egypt, being attested there
in the later second century, in c. 200/25, c.215, in 298 (02,14;

02.12; 02.17) and still there on the Notitia Dignitatum (Or. XXXI.60).

The location of the regiment in the area of the Fayyam may be
inferred from the find-spot of the letter of Apion (02.13) to his
father which was delivered initially to the camp of the cohort at
Philadelphia. In the Diocletianic period it may have been at or near
Panopolis,10 but a century later it is placed by the Notitia at
11

Silsilas - further south between Apollonopolis and Syene.

As Birley observed, the Cappadocian regimént is sagittaria, that

in Egypt is never so described.12 It may have ceased to be sagittaria

but, equally, such descriptions are frequently omitted. Only the

Lollianus text describes it as equitata.
The earliest of the known prefects is P. Valerius Priscus who
commanded the unit in Cappadocia in the early second century before

moving to the milliary cohors I Italica in the same province. Priscus
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is a Spaniard from Ureci, Hispania citerior.13 Some years later,

M. Valerius Lollianus (02.01) held the command, probably just before
or soon after it left Cappadocia. He is probably from Byllis,
Macedonia (App. 5).14 Like Priscus, the Italian C. Nasennius
Marcellus, commanded both the Apameni and then, in his militia

secunda, the cohors I Italica in Cappadocia (2.07;.08). The command

may be dated to the reign of Marcus from the dated civil posts of

IIvir quinquenalis III (166) and curator operum publicarum et aquarum

perpetuus (_184).15

Five centurions are attested ~ four by name - all in Egypt, none
of whom need be anything other than Egyptian (02.06 and .02.10;
.02.11;.02.16)., Likewise, 3 - possibly 5 - milites who are

probably all Egyptian (02.04 and .05;.02.13;.02.16;.17).
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COMMAGENI

Like the other principal dient-states in the province of Syria,
Commagene achieved its autonomy and gained its own dynasty during

the period of Seleucid disintegration.l

Its first ruler, Ptolemaios,
seized power in 163 B.C. "because they (the Seleucids) were busy
vith their own affairs . . . . (and because he was) chiefly

2 The

emboldened by (Commagene's) natural advantages for defence'.
dynasty, indeed the aristocracy as a whole, vas essentially,quan by
race, though somewhat hellenized; moreover, during the succeeding
reigns they intermarried not only with the Parthian royal family
but also the remaining Seleucids.3 In 87 B.C. the state became
tributary to Tigranes of Armenia; and in 63 B.C. was recognized -
even enlarged - by Pompey as one of the buffer states on the eastern
frontier of Syria.4
During the 134 years of its existence as a Roman client-state,
Commagene made a considerable military contribution to Roman expedit-
ionary forces. As the most important and the wealthiest of such
states in Syria;5 its king and armed forces would have had to be
prominent ih any call for troops for Roman campaigns. 4t is during
the civil wars of the late Republic that they first appear: both
Appian and Caesar allude to Commagenians in thé forces of Pompey
at Pharsalus; Caesar numbers the cavalry force at 200 many, he says,
archers.6 The figure is surprisingly small when compared with the
Commagenian contingents of a century later; an indication perhaps
of half-hearted support for Pompey or military obligations in Syria.7

Commagenians are not expressly mentioned at Philippi, but are

to be presumed amongst '"the allied kings and tetrarchs of the Galatians
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in Asia . . . .« leading a large additional force of foot soldiers
and about 5,000 horse".8 In 38 B.C., Ventidius Bassus opened the
Roman C%Eaign against the rebel Antiochus of Commagene but,

ineffectually prosecuted by Antony himself when he arrived to take

9
command, a peace was soon concluded.

A fev years later Mithridates,
the son and successor of this Antiochus, sent soldiers to join
Antony's army at Actium.lO Nevertheless, in the aftermath of the
Antonian defeat, Octavian recognized the king and the dynasty survived
for a further 36 years. Then, in A.D. 17, Tiberius had Antiochus III
removed and his kingdom, annexed to Syria, was placed under

Q. Servaeus.ll In 38, Gaius restored Antiochus IV Epiphanes but as
swiftly removed him, and it was left to Claudius, in 4112 to restore
the dynasty for the last time. During this final act in the kingdom's
history, it provided large-scale and valuable assistance to Rome in
her wars: in 54, Nero ordered the Commagenian ruler to prepare an

13

army for an invasion of Parthia;™" in 66, Cestius Gallus received

2,000 moupted archers and 3,000 foot archers for his campaign into
Judaea;14227, Vespasian had 1,000 cavalry and 2,000 foot archers in
Judaea;15 in 69, we hear of the king's son, another Antiochus
Epiphanes, being wounded at the First Battle of Bedq%cum while

16 ¢inally, this same son joined the

cheering on the forces of Othoj
army of Titus at Jerusalem in command of the Commagenian contingent,
"bringing with him, besides numerous other forces, a bodyguard
calling themselves 'Macedonians', all just out of their teens, tall
and trained and equipped in the Macedonian manner . . . ." The

force fought gallantly in the sgge which followed though

decimated by their endeavours.l7 Two years later Rome invaded
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Commagene, the royal army mutinied and her king retired to Rome.
Antiochus IV's sons, having first fled to Parthia, were persuaded to
return to the West and, with their inheritance finally incorporated
vithin Syria, joined their father in his honourable retirement.l8
Two legionaries give their homes as in Commagene: one, of the

Flavio-Trajanic period, in III Augusta, @Riled from Zeugma, while

another, in Il Traiana of the second century, was from Samosata

(below, App. 1 Table I). Amongst auxiliaries, we have a soldier of

cohors 1 Hemesenorum at Intercisa who gives his home as Samosata

(12.25).

The territory itself was extensive and, as Diodorus Siculus
noted, "had natural advantages for defence'". Mainly mountainous
wvith rich valleys and upland pasturage it had strong geographical
and ethnic ties with the Iranian peoples to the East, a point
reflected in many personal names. It is not surprising, therefore,
to find them relying, like their neighbours, on mounted and,

especially, foot archers.

ala I Commagenorum19

Cheesman gave this regiment a Flavian origin but a recently
published papyrus has disclosed its existence, in Egypt, in the
reign of Claudius, 48/52 (03.01). In fact, a pre-Flavian origin
vas already implied by the inclusion of the unit on the Egyptian
diploma of 83 (CIL,XVI,29) and from the absence of a dynastic title.
We may speculate on formation being either in the reign of Gaius or,
more probably, when Tiberius annexed the kingdom in A.D. 17. The

latest attestations are a diploma of 128/38 (CIL,XVI,174) and on a
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tombstone of the late second/early third century (03.14; cf. 03.11).
On the basis of the career of L. Aelius Aeternus (03.02) whose
text was found at Europos in Commagene and is dated to pre-83;
probably now pre-48/52, it has been suggested that the unit was
stationed in Commagene itself prior to its transfer to Egypt.20
While it may indeed have had an early station before Egypt, this text
does not, howvever, allow us to postulate one. First, Aeternus' first

post mentioned is a tribunate of a legion which is restored on the

text: legio I[II Gallica]. While this legion's precise station

cannot be located, it was certainly in Syria,21 possibly even in
Commagene and the find-spot of the text may indicate no more than

the station of the legion at the time Aeternus heard of his appoint-
ment to the ala. The text then recorded both his current and next
command.22 Second, the new papyrus (03.01) by showing the unit

in Egypt as early as 48/52 makes a prior Commagenian station for it
under Aeternus' command, less likely.

The station of the unit in Egypt is unknown but may be inferred
from the find-spot of three texts naming it (03.04; .05;06) to be at
Talmis in the Dodecaschoinos, south of Syene. The texts are undated
but probably mid-first century (below, 93f). This region, an
important one on the border with Ethiopia, was probably best
patrolled by cavalry.

The unit is on the Egyptian diploma for 83 (CIL,XVI,29), but not
that of 105 (Roxan, no. 9) and must have moved under Domitian or
Trajan to the Danube where it appears on the Norican diploma of 106
(CIL,XVI,52). In Noricum its base was clearly the "Commagena" of

the Notitia (QE.XXXIV.Zé) wvhich has been identified with Tulln on
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the Danube near the border with Pannonia.23 However, with the

exception of a dedication pro salute Comaci(a)e et Com(magenorum)

(03.12), which is presumably a reference to the unit, none of the
three epitaphs from Noricum naming the unit (03.08;.03.10;.03.13)
come from Tulln itself. Archaeologically, the fort at Tulln seems to

have been occupied by 9624

and the most likely occasion for the unit's
transfer would have been in the course of Domitian's wars of the mid-
80's and the need to strengthen the upper Danube.

The regiment is never described as sagittaria, though this is

vhat one would have expected of a Commagenian unit. It is possible
that it was originally composed of archers but that the skill was

not maintained as replacements joined up during its sojourn in

Egypt.
o-\A T:. C\au‘-és HBM(‘A\’& e
L. Aelius Aeternus [ the only prefects known and&h?jprobably

commanded the unit while it was in Egypt (above,4Q). Four decurions
are attested: two in Egypt, Bassus and Gaius (03.04;.05) and two

in Noricum, Sin.(?) and Isaeus(03.08;.10). The former are probably
Egyptians. Sin. may be Sin(as), an oriental name, or it may be
Sin(gularis).25 It is in any case late second/early third century in
date. Isaeus is paralleled in Syria.26 but the name could be Jewish:

27 At the

his wife, Afrodisia has a Greek name paralleléd in Egypt.
time of his death he was 60 and had retired from the army; I am
inclined to regard him as a recruit to the unit while in Egypt whéé
service spanned its transfer to Noricum.

None of the four soldiers attested in Noricum need be anything

other than local (03.10;.11;03.13;.14); the thirteen attested in

Egypt are more varied: Heliodorus, Antonius, Valerius, Rufus, Sabinus,
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Taurus, Crispus, Germanus and Marcus are all attested, often common,
in Egypt;28 Mareas, Antiochus, Mamboraeus and Mithridates are almost
certainly Commagenians.29 Since the two sets of names are mixed on

a pair of documents (03.04;.05), they must date to a period during
wvhich the unit still has a number of original Commagenians who
arrived in Egypt with it, but is now being complemented by a growing
body of local Egyptians. The late Julio-Claudian period is the

most likely date, though Tiberius is possible,

Cohortes I~V Commagenorum

Cheesman believed all the Comigigenian regiments to be of Flavian

formation and, for the cohorts, proposed a series as follows.30

I Flavia Commagenorum

11 Flavia Commagenorum

I11-V Commagenorum supposed because of

VI Commagenorum

This is still the situation to be found in Holder.31 Clearly,
this is the most economical interpretation of the evidence but it

presupposes that in all the attestations of the cohors VI (6), the

Flavia has been omitted. Such an omission would be in no way unusual

in itself - some of the attestations for cohortes I and II Flavia

omit the Flavia - but is less plausible in so many texts, 3 of which

are official, one of them being Hadrian's address at Lambaesis. 1
b eas pever Elavia, and {wae veceat prool thak
am inclined to believeihatAthe ala I Commagenorum was pre-Flavian

too, provides valuable support. The only evidence for one of the

resulting cohortes I-V which are to be inferred - the cohors III

Commagenorum - refers to cohors III Gallorum (below,34G}). Assuming
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that the cohorts were all raised in A.D., 17, one must suppose that
they were either disbanded later or, if retained in Syria, returned

to the restored monarch a generation later (this requires cohors VI
)32

to have been removed from Syria before the restoration I have

noted above, that since we also have a cohors II1Il Cypria and an

ala VII Phrygum in isolation, it may be necessary to consider a

composite series to which the cohors VI Commagenorum also belonged

(above,56¥).

Cohors VI Commagenorum equitata

The earliest attestation is in the address of Hadrian to the
army of Africa at Lambaesis in 128 (04.01); the latest names a man
who was governor of Numidia in 201/8 or 210/12 (04.05).°° It was
probably raised in A.D. 17.

The regiment's base in Numidia was probably the fort at
Mesarfelta between el-Kantara and Gemellae.34 Its activities in
Africa are quite well attested: as we have seen, it was one of the
regiments which took part in the manoeuvres before Hadrian in 128
for which its mounted element was congratulated for its performance,
despite having had to follow the cavalry of an auxiliary ala. In
174 the unit is recorded to have just returned from Mauretania where,
like a number of Numidian regiments, it had been on campaign (04.02).35
A few years later, c., 177/80 it rebuilt the amphitheatre at Mesarfelta
(04.03) and Carcopino is of the opinion that either this unit or the

36

Chalcideni (below,#~#),”  on the orders of the governor Ti. Claudius

Gordianus (c. 188), constructed the observatory on the Djebel Selloum.37

An alternative explanation for the unit's numeral may be that, at
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the time of its transfer to Africa, it did not yet bear a number and,
on arrival, it was given the numeral VI simply because it thereby
became the sixth cohort in the garrison. It is notable that the

ala I Commagenorum, which was probably raised at the same time, is

never given its numeral on any of the Egyptian texts implying,
possibly, that it'too had no numeral initially. The cohort strength
in Africa is difficult to gauge in the first century; in the time of
Marcus Aurelius, on the other hand, there were probably six cohorts
in total in the garrison.38

The unit is never described more fully than VI Commagenorum.

Nevertheless, Hadrian's address makes it clear that it was part-
mounted and the text of 174 refers to a decurion of the unit. Likevise,
one may speculate on what is meant by Hadrian's final remarks: '"you
hurled stones from slings and fought with missiles"; it would appear
that slinging from horseback was part of their armoury of skills, and
one may wonder if the second phrase does not indicate their skill
as archers too.39

Little need be said of the three attested prefects; no origin can
be given to those on the texts of 194 and the early third century, but
T. Atilius Juvenalis (04.04) was probably a native of Batna near
Lambaesis.40 Popilius E [. . « .], (04.02) decurion of the cohort in
174 has a comparatively rare nomen but could be either Italian or,
more likely, African. The sole ranker (04.06), Julius Musicus, buried
at Zarai some 30 miles north-west of Lambaesis, died at the age of
21; his mother Geminia Lacona may be identified as the woman of the
same name on another epitaph at Zdrai, who died aged 75 and was

buried by her (second or later?) husband Ca[. .}veius Firmus.4l
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Both husband and wife are probably Africans.

Cohors I Flavia Commagenorum42

The earliest dated text is the Lower Moesian diploma of 105
(CIL,XVI,50). However, the epitaph from Constanza (Tomis) is
probably late first century (05.01). In fact, there is no reason to
doubt that this unit was formed in ¢. 72 when Commagene was annexed.
The latest certain date is from the diploma of Dacia inferior for
140 (Roxan, no. 39). (There are no later diplomas for Dacia inferior).

The tombstone from Constanza implies a station there in the late
first century but, with the annexation of Dacia, the unit transferred
to the new province.43 It is attested on tile-stamps at the fort of
Drajna-de-Sus to the East of the river 01t (05.03;.04). The fort was
abandoned by Hadrian at the beginning of his reign, so occupation by

the unit would have been short - c. 105/6-120.%%

Although it is

attested on the Antonine diploma in Dacia inferior, for its location

ve are again dependent on the evidence of tile-stamps. Clearly it

vas brought back west of the 0lt and based in the south-east of the

province with detachments at some or all of the 3 riverbank forts of

Acidava (Enosesti) (05.09))R0mula (Resca) (05.07) and Slaveni (05.08).45
The tile-stamps from Drajna are not conclusive, but they may

imply that the unit formed part of the initial garrison of the

province and hence of Trajan's expeditionary force.46 It was intended

to watch over Muntenia.
None of the surviving evidence characterizes the unit as equitata

(contra, Holder, 1980, 231) or sagittaria. We would have expected both

characteristics, as the cohors II (below) certainly was, and it is
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probably simply a matter of evidence.
Of the two prefects attested, C. Betitius Pietas (05.05), an
Italian from Aeclanum, is probably late first/early second century.

The family is vell-known in the region of Hirpinum (Regio II) with

47

members attested into the third century. M. Antonius Modianus

(05.06) went on to a tribunate in the legio XX Valeria victrix at

e.
Cheste;?

The veteran and two soldiers of the regiment on
the epitaph at Constanza (05.01) must be late first century:
Mithridates is Commagenian, Barales is Semitic (probably to be equated

vith Barathes or Barlahas or even Berullos)49

and, since the regiment
probably moved to Dacia in 106, it is plausible to regard them as men
recruited before the unit left Syria - possibly initial recruits.

The date then would have to be not later than c. 97 (72 + 25). The
veteran, M. Julius Tertullus could be any nationality from his names:

a Syrian adopting a Roman name and taking a nomen from someone other
than the reigning emperor (a provincial governor perhaps or former
prefect of the unit ?); or, since he was retired before the two dedicants,
one of the veterans drafted in, or even a subséquent transfer.

Cohors II Flavia Commagenorum sagittariorum equitata50

Like the cohors I of this series the above unit must have been
formed c. 72. The earliest explicit attestation comes from the new
Upper Moesian diploma of 96 (below) (Roxan, no. 6); the latest is

for 245 (06.16) with a number of others clearly first half of third
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century (06.14;.15;.20;.21).

Diplomas for 96, 100 and»lO4/5 (Roxan, no. 6; CIL,XVI,46;54) all
place the unit in Moesia superior but, as yet, no other attestation
enables us to assign it a specific base. It joined its sister unit
in Dacia soon after, appearing on the diplomas for 110, and 157
(CIL,XVI,163;107). Its base in Dacia is not in doubt: by 127/38 it is
at Micia, and is attested there or nearby in 164 (bis), 193 (bis),
198/211, 222-35, 245 and on several undated texts (06.085.09;.12;.13;
14;.155.16). The outlying texts at Deva and Ampelum probably imply
outposts (06.17-.20;.31;.32;.36;.33;.34;.35;.38)., The for t at Micia
is a large one: 590' x 1180' (16 acres).Sl It is clear, however, |
that the Commagenians were not the sole tenants: numerous inscriptions
attest other regiments in simultaneous occupation. Thus, at the out-

set it was probably sharing with the ala I Augusta Ituraeorum

(below,1LS ), then, also in the second century (presumably by 139
by which time the Ituraeans had arrived back in Pannonia (inferior))

ve find the ala I Hispanorum Campagonum and ala I Bosporanorum also

in occu[;:tion.52 The explanation for the brigading together of a
cohort and an ala is not hard to find:apart from its strategically
important position on the westernllgm§;3{;?i;e north lay
the great gold mines of Dacia and the fort of Micia, the most
vesterly of the province, occupied a strategic position on the river
Mures, important both militarily and in a customs role.53
Assuming that the cohort was brought to the Danube under Vespasian
or Domitian, it will have seen service in the latter's Danubian warsg

before participation in the Dacian campaigns of Trajan. Most of the

texts from Micia are building inscriptions, in two of which -~ for 193
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and 222-35 (possibly even 198/211) (06.12;06.15) - it was involved
in rebuilding the balneum. The papyrus from Egypt of 136 (?)
naming an ex-prefect (06.06) clearly implies nothing about station.
The same papyrus (06.06) explicitly calls the unit equitata,
and this is confirmed by an undated Mician text (06.24) naming a decurion

of the unit. The diploma for 110 (CIL,XVI,163) calls it sagittaria

but it does not appear as such on any other text: the diploma for

157 (CIL,XVI,163; cf. 107) lists the cohors I Thracum with its

designation sag(ittariorum) but this unit is simply called

[II.F1.] Commagenor(um). It may have ceased to be composed of archers

by the time of Antoninus Pius.
Of the nine, possibly ten, prefects attested, Aelianus, the
ex-prefect on the papyrus of 136 (06.06), is an Egyptian from

4 €. Vettius Sabinianus Hospes (06.10;.11), from

Alexandria,
Thuburbo Maius, is well-known, being adlected into the Senate by
Antoninus and given important tasks by Marcus in the Marcommanic war.
His rapid rise 1is undoubtedly due in part at least to the eminence of
his father by adoption, a senior procurator and, probably, friend

25 Sex. Boebius Scribonius Castus (06.12;.13) may well be

of Hadrian.
African.56 Iulius Arcanus (06.19) bears a rare cognomen, attested
only in Rome (1) and at Narbo (1); Kajanto suggests the name may
have its origin in the small Volscian town of Arx,57 in which case a
provincial origin may be more likely for this mae, descendant of a
settler from Arx. With the exception of Aelianus, all the prefects
vere probably from the West.58

The decurion L. Sossius (06.24) bears a nomen common in the

Balkans: Dacia (2), Moesia (1), Greece (1), Dalmatia (5) and
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Pannonia (l);59 Cavenaille, however, lists four in the garrison of
Egypt,60 and wve should not forget the Antonian governor of Syria,
C. Sossius. Nevertheless, the decurion is probably a native of the
Balkans. Kraft described the centurion C. lulius Aeternalis as
(06.27) "wohl Orientale, da anscheinend orientalische Frau". This

61 Nor can Aeternalis himself

be plausibly described as an oriental: Kajanto noted 16 examples62 -

oriental wife is based on [. . .Jtzia!

7 of the 8 I have examined have a Balkan origin. The other,penturion,
Lucius (06.28), is uninformative; likewise the soldier Crispus (06.28)
and the actar(ius) Ianuarius (06.25). Aurelius Maturus (?) (06.20)
may be a Moor?3 units of whom served in Dacia, and some men of which

4 Kraft thought he might,

restored a temple at Micia itself in 204.°
alternatively, be oriental because of his wife, Aurelia Surilla, and

son, Aurelius Surus. The latter, however, is milis(sic) n {umeri)

M(aurorum) M(iciensis?) while the cognomina are common enough in the

West and well-known in the Balkans.65 Finally, we might note that the

66

Commagenian deity Turmasgades was worshipped locally (06.22) and,

of the altars from Micia in general to Iupiter Optimus Maximus, one

is explicitly Dolichenus (06.26), with others, from Ampelum, de%taeter]

n(o) [Clommac. Dulc., I.o.m. D, et deo Commaceno, 1.0.m. Commagenorum

[ae]terno (06.333.343.35). If one judges by the names associated with

these texts both as sacerdotes (Aurel, Marinus, Adde (sic) Barsemei,

Oceanus, Socratis and Marinus Mariani) (06.34;.35) and devotees

(M, Cocceius Themo (sic) and, perhaps, Opelus Surus (06.36;.38) it
would appear both that the cult continued to be presided over by
orientals, and that some at least of the worshippers belonged to the
substantial oriental population in Dacia generally. The former point

has been already noted with regard to Dolichena in general.67
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CYRRHESTICI

The city of Cyrrhus, which gave its name to the territory, was

a major Macedonian colony with 6000 Macedonian settlers, a number
probably surpassed only by Apamaea (cf. Antioch with 5,300 "Greeks”).l
In the classical period the region of Cyrrhestica stretched from
Mt. Amanus and somewhere to the west of Gindaras, to the Euphrates;
from the Nicopolis-Zeugma boundary with Confgfigene to a line between
Beroea and Chalcis.2 This is a substantial territory - c. }-4000

km2 3; vith rich agricultural lands and several important cities
apart from Cyrrhus itself - Beroea, Hierapolis, Batna, Europos and
Gindaras. With the collapse of Seleucid power and control in the
late secondfgarly third century, the region passed into the hands of
bandits and petty chieftains - Ginderas is described by Strabo as

the acropolis of Cyrrhestica and "a natural stronghold for robbers";
ve hear of a Heraclion of Beroea and Pliny mentions 17 tetrarchs.4
Like the mountains of the Ituraean bandits, the Amanus range was
also a breeding ground for robbers, against whom Cicero conducted
campaigns on the Cilician side, while, two and half centuries before,
Demetrius Poliorcetes had done as much on the Syrian side.5 In the
aftermath of Actium and the second Parthian invasion of Roman Syria,
Cyrrhestica became well-known at Rome because ‘of Ventidius Bassus'

6 A hint at the

great victory there over the Parthians in 38 B.C.
composition of Ventidius' allied forces may be gleaned from the
reference to a Cyrrhestican, Pharnaeus, who proved treacherous,7
vhile, soon after, Ventidius loaned Herod the Great 5 cohorts recently

levied in Syria (above,73 ).8 It is highly probable that Cyrrhesticans

vere enrolled by Ventidius for service. After the Augustan settlement
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in the East, the four legions of the garrison would have been set to
vatch over and protect the more populous areas. It is scarcely
surprising, therefore, to be told by Tacitus that, in A.D. 18,

Cyrrhus was the winter-quarters of the legion X Fretensis.9

In subsequent years, Cyrrhestica made a significant contribution
to the legions: Forni counts 3 in the span 70-~117, and 2 in the later
period (Cyrrhus); 1 in the span 117 onwards (Beroea); 1 in 70-117 and
1 in 117 onwards (Hierapolis); 1 in the Flavian period from Zeugma
(below, App. 1, Table I). In the auxiliary forces, we have

P. Insteius Agrippae f. of the cohors I Augusta Ituraeorum sagittariorum

(below,if;3€) from Cyrrhus and discharged in 98, At the other end of

social
the{scale is the great Marcan general and would-be emperor, Avidius

Cassius, also a native of Cyrrhus.l0

Cohors 11 Cyrrhestarum sagittariorumlo(a)

Nothing is known of a cohors I in this series. The second cohort,
however, well illustrates the rapid changes which have taken place in
our knowledge of Syrian auxilia this century. The unit was unknown to
Cichorius; Dessau and Cheesman could list it only because of a single
discovery by their time (07.01), but ascribed it variously to Syria

11

and Macedonia. The Dura Papyri were soon td produce the necessary

parallels for the names to prove Dessau's belief in a Syrian origin,
and, today, we have a total of 5 texts referring to the regiment
(07.01~-.05).

None of the texts is explicitly dated. Nevertheless, assi&ment

to the early Julio-Claudian period seems certain from the find-spots

in Dalmatian cities, from comparison of the monuments wvith roughly



- 104 -

datable legionary examples in the same area, and from the formulae
of the texts.12 The occasion of the unit's formation is not known -
it may have gone back to Ventidius in 38 B.C., or been recruited
thereafter for the Actian War or to meet Augustusf requirements in
European campaigns. All of the known personnel are Syrian and
nothing suggests that the'unit outlived its initial recruits.l28
Whether it was destroyed, disbanded or amalgamated with another
specialist unit as numbers declined is unknown. The last of these
suggestions has a certain attraction in view of the mixed régiments

13

ala Parthorum et Araborum™ and the cohors 1 sagittariorum

(below, A2 ),

Regimental bases may be inferred from the find-spots at Iader
(1), Burnum (1), Tilurium (2) and Salona (l).14

The occasion of transfer to Dalmatia must likewise be guessed at
from the probable date of the texts. One may consider, for example,
the Pannonian War of 13-9 B.C. for which considerable foreces must have
been gathered, and the Pannonian Revolt of A.D. (-9 in which, so
Velleius Paterculus records, Tiberius disposed of 70 cohorts and at
least 14,9539.15 When one considers, too, the recent Varian disaster
in Germany and Augustus' known recruiting efforts,16 it is clear that
many new regiments must have been brought to Rhine and Danube about
this time.

the unit itself is never described as sagittaria yet it clearly

wvas a unit of archers: bows and arrows are portrayed on two tombstones

(07.04;.05) and one soldier is explicitly described as sagit(tarius)

(07.05).

All the known personnel (6) are rankers and all bear Syrian names;17
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three give their home as Beroea (07.01;.02;.04) one as Cyrrhus
itself (07.03); a fifth is called Beres (07.05). It would seem
that the unit took its name from the region of Cyrrhestica, rather
than the city, from which it wvas recruited18 - as, indeed, the form
of its name implies. It is striking too, that no "Greeks'" are

attested amongst the personnel.



- 106 -

HAMI I

Almost nothing is known of Hama in the classical period. It
wvas an established city before Alexander and renamed Epiphaneia by
the Seleucid Antiochus IV Epiphanes. It minted in the Hellenistic
period though not under the Romans. It is mentioned by Pliny the
Elder and was a bishopric in the late Roman period, but does not

appear in the Notitia Dignitatum Like a number of other Syrian cities

renamed in the classical period it reappeared after the Arab conquest

. : . _ 1
vith its original semitic name.

. ' : : 2
ala I Hamiorum Surorum sagittariorum

The regiment appears for the first time on the Mauretanian

3 Its

diploma of 88, and then on a series of others through to 159.
presence on the diploma of 88 implies that it may have been discharging
men recruited c. 25 years before, c. 62/3 and, certainly, the absence

of an imperial name suggests a pre-flavian date. The year is significant
for the recruitment drive of Corbulo;4 it does not necessarily follov
that the unit was actually formed at that time although that is

probably the case. The latest dated text is the diploma of 159.but,
since we have no later diplomas for this province and few enocugh

inscriptions in general from the region,5 the year is not significant;

the unit is not listed in the Notitia Dignitatum.

All of the 12 attestations place the regiment in Mauretania
Tingitana. When it arrived is uncertain; pre-88 is assured, and, if
ve may draw the obvious conclusion from the discharge of Bargates,
Zaei f., Hamius in 109 (CIL,XVI,161), we may infer that at the time

of his recruitment, c¢. 83/4 or a little earlier, the unit was still in
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Syria. Its base in Syria could have been anywhere: Bargates' origo
might indicate somewhere in the region of Hama itself, but then we
also have the first century tombstone of Valerius AbTdas who is
"Calcidenus" i.e., from Chalcis. Certainly a station in some province
other than Mauretania may be inferred from the names Annius Afrinus
borne by a soldier of the unit in Mauretania (below,\0%),

The regiment vas, therefore, in Tingitana from just before 88
until at least 159. Indications of station are to be gleaned from
the find-spots of tombstones: thus, we have one from Tingis with a
second century dete (08.11) and another from Oppidum Novum (Ksar
el-Kebis) (08.12). Moreover, Roxan has drawn attention to the first
century epitaph from Tocolosida (08.01), where there is a large 2
hectare fort in an important position near Volubilis, and which would
accord with her theory that the otherwise eccentric ordering of units
on the Tingitanian diploma reflects their geographicalé ordering.

We may suppose that the unit, especially since it was mounted,
played a part in all or most of the many campaigns along the southern
frontier of the difficult province. Curiously, however, in the late
first century when most of the units in Tingitana were given block
grants of citizenship, the Hamians seem not to have been included
(App. 4). ’

The regiment is explicitly described as sagittaria on diplomas

as early as 109 and must certainly have been an archer unit from the
outset.

Only one prefect is known - C. Maesius Tertius - in 109 (CIL,
XVI,161), and, since he is attested later - in an office in 113 as

sub-prefect of the vigiles - his Italian origin can be established
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Of the rankefrs, Bargates the Hamian and his Syrian wife have been
discussed above (ELE,XVI,lél).B Valerius Abdas has a common semitic
name and gives his origo as Chalcis (08.12). The absence of D.m.,
the use of the nominative and his origo, all point to a first century

date.9

The tombstone of [. . . .Jvellicus (08.11) is uninformative
but is probably second century. The final98 tombstone is the most
interesting: Niger Monimus, a veteran (presumably of the Hamian ala),
a co-dedicant of the tomstone, is>like Valerius Abdas, a Syrian with
a complimentary "Roman' name (08.01). Holder dates the text to the
Flavio-Trajanic period,lD proposing the discharge of the deceased by
Trajan. The names of the deceased - Annius Afrinus, son of Abdas -
most probably disclose an earlier date. The names are not simply
adoptive "Roman" names but rather a rare combination; indeed, it is
difficult to avoid seeing his %%ice being influenced by M. Annius
Afrinus, consul c. 67, though the connection of the latter with our
soldier, with Syria, or with Mauretania is unknown. The best that
might be said is that the consul could - if he had lived long enough -
have been proconsul of Africa in the early to mid-80's.ll

The Hamian ala made its contribution to a more general oriental
impact in Mauretania which received a number of Syrian regiments in

garrison and had a significant oriental population.lz

Cohors I Hamiorum sagittarioruml3

This cohort is attested only in Britain. It appears first on the
diploma of 122 and again on those of 124 and 135: it is not on those

for 98, 103, 105.1% The diploma for 122 (CIL,XVI,69) implies
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formation not later than 97; it may well have been formed under Domitian

but not borne his name after his damnatio memoriae.15 However, it

could as easily have been a much earlier creation. The latest date

ve have is an altar to - appropriately - Dea Suria, naming the governor

Calpurnius Agricola in office ¢. 163-6 (09.05). However, the same
fort has produced another, metrical, inscription to the Syrian

goddess, set up by an individual who is militans tribunus in

praefecto dono principis (09.15). The allusion in the text to Syria

and Libya, and the hint of there being an ulterior motive for this
particular dedication to the Dea Suria, has led to it being dated to
the Severan period with Julia Domna intended as the "Syrian GoddeSs".16
The evidence is scarcely secure but it may well be a reference to this
unit in the period suggested.

The find-spots of the inscriptionsof the unit disclose two
stations., A dedication of 136-8 (09.04) places it at Carvoran on
Hadrian's Wall, as does that of c. 163-6 (09.05). Carvoran has
produced, in addition, a numbér of other texts attributable explicitly
or by inference to the Hamians and, where datable to any degree, to
be assigned to or around one of the above dates (09.07;.08;.10;.11).
This polarisation of dates is explained by the absence of the unit at
its second station for most of the intervening period in the Antonine
occupation of Lowland Scotland. The evidence for this absence
consists of two inscriptions at the fort of Bar Hill on the Antonine
Wall - an altar erected by a prefect and the tombstone of another
(09.16;.18). A third, mutilated,inscription from the site may be
assigned to the unit and a fourth, from nearby, is probably associated

with it (09.17;.19). The Antonine occuption extended from c. 141 to
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c. 163/5, and in most forts falls into two phases with the break

coming c. 158.l7 At Bar Hill the evidence of two inscriptions for

the cohors 1 Baetasioruml8 stimulated the search for evidence to see

vith which phase each unit should be associated. The texts themselves
can only be dated to the "Antonine" period, and recourse has been had
to the results of the excavations carried out by MacDonald long ago
and recently published by Robertson, Scott and Keppie. The last of
these argues that the designation c.R. was given to the Baetasii
in the early second century - the period immediately prior to the
building of the Antonine Wall being most likely. The emphasis of
this title in one of the texts from Bar Hill, says Keppie, plausibly
suggests a recent award and therefore probable Antonine I occupation
for the Baetasii, He noted that the presence of the two Baetasian
texts in the well, while those of the Hamians were not, raised a
difficulty. He also needed to explain the 12 arrow-heads in the silt
at the bottom of the well - these, he argues, need not belong to the
Hamians since archery was practised even by legionaries and in any
case we have no way of knowing how often the well was cleaned out.
On balance he thought the Baetasians Antonine I and the Hamians
Antonine I1,%

Keppie's arguments and conclusion are unnecessarily indefinite,
First, it is rather perverse, given the attested upesence of the only
cohort of archers in Britain, to seriously consider the 12 arrow-
heads in the well silt as belonging to anyone other than the Hamians.
This gives rise to two points. First, the well must surely have

been cleaned out at intervals as Keppie implies and would probably

have been deliberately filled at the end of Antonine I as it certainly
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vas after Antonine II. Second, the finds in the silt are very fev,
indicative perhaps of a very short stay. In short, the arrow-heads
should be attributed to the most recent garrison not the primary
garrison.,

The problem may be considered from another vieﬁ’boint since the
Bar Hill inscriptions divide into two groups not only on the basis
of unit but also of find-spot: those of the Baetasii (2) both come
from the well-fill, while those of the Hamii (3 + 1?) were all
fdund outside the fort. The implications are clear: the latter group
vere all abandoned on the surface in or around the fort whence they
wvere removed in modern times, while those of the Baetasii were
buried andlost from sight until excavation recovered them. We might
conclude that the dedications of the Hamians were thrown out by the
incoming Baetasians who then showed as little concern for their own
inscriptions when they themselves departed. However, rather than
postulate the Baetasians inexplicably manhandling these stones out
of the fort instead of retaining them for building material, we may
perhaps look at it from the point of view of the reverse order of
occupation. Then we might postulate the Hamians utilizing the

Baetasian texts in rebuilding the principia when they, like other

material from the principia, were then thrown ‘into the well when the

Hamians left. At the same time, they attempted to safeguard their
own dedications from the well-attested final conflagration by

hiding them outside the fort, even if that meant no more than rolling
them down the steep slopes. In short, the evidence may again most
plausibly be interpreted to show the Hamians being the Antonine II

garrison., As yet, we have no clue as to which fort they occupied 1in
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the Antonine I period: they might even have been employed piecemeal
in a number of forts such as, for example, Newstead where arrow-heads
have been found for this period.20

Apart from its involvement in the re-occupation of southern
Scotland, the unit is attested involved in building work at Carvoran:
three texts (09.07;.08;.09) record ditch digging by 3 different
centuries over a total length of 324 feet.

Three texts (09.01;.02;.04) describe the unit as sagittaria,

all in the Hadrianic period. However, one later text from Bar Hill

depicts a bow and arrows (09.17) and another depicts a bow (09.16)208

both, as we have seen, probably to be dated to c. 158-163. Moreover,

a relief from Housesteads of an archer, but lacking any text, is

almost certainly to be attributed to the Hamians 12 miles away at Carvoran.zl
Five prefects and a tribune acting as prefect are attested.

22 and

T. Flavius Secundus (09.04;.07;.08) may be from Asia
M. Caecilius Donatianus (09.15) is probably African.23 Best-known is
Caristanius Iustianus (09.16) one of the well-known Caristanii of

24 On the three ditch-building records we have

Antioch ad Pisidiam.
the names of 3 centurions - Silvanus, Iul. Cal...] and Primus =~
vhose names are uninformative. Of the soldiers, Julius Pollio (09.11)

and Sabinus (09.12) are included because they are commemorated on

altars at Carvoran, one to l.o.m. Heliopolitanus and the other to

De(a) Hammi(a)., At Shirva Farm between Auchendavy and Bar Hill was

found the tombstone (09.19):

D.m./Salmanes/vixit an XV/Salmanes/posuit.

The names are semitic and it is tempting to connect these Syrians -
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