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the others arc presented lo ws as having been made of
precious melals, gold and more seldom silver. There is how-
cver a series of facts which delermine vs, in conlrast wilh
Lhe author, to express doubls as for accepling the informa-
tion that all decorations, wilh Lthe exeeplien of Lhe lwo men-
tioned above, would have had an inner value. First, we should
remind thal Polybius speaks only of corone muralis as being
made of gold, and not of hastae or phalerac?. Much more sig-
nificanl is thal hoth Joscphus Flavius and four inscriplions
(sce p. 83, Toolnole 52) menlion vexilla of silver awarded as
decoralions. Bul as il is clear in Lhis case. il wasn't bul the
lissue that was ecmbroidered wilh silver thread: we Lhus
believe Lhal Tor Lhe olther decoralions as well, the indicalion
thatl they were made of gold or silver, simply refers Lo heir
extlerior appearance and nol to the material they were made
of. ‘T'o lhe same conclusion leads the facl thal the single set
of phulrrm we know, Lhe one from Lauersforl, is made of
bronze picces only plated wilh silver, while the backing
plales of Lhe phalerae from Newslead, the only parls of the
phalerac Lo he preserved, are also made of bronze. Then,
in Lhe Lwo lists of soldiers indicaling the decoraled onces, Lheir
number viaries from 7 lo 139 from the lolal  effeclive
(pp- 136-137). As ilis hard, even impossible, Lo believe that the
Homan emperors could award such a big nunmber of decora-
Lions made of precious melals, we consider our hypolhesis
is lrue not only for the phalerae, but al leasl for Uhe forques
and Lhe armillae as well, Lhe olher decoralions awarded lo
men of Lhe rank and to noncommissioned officers. As a con-
clusion, we consider that [or the period of the Principale, at
least parl o the decoralions, among which al any rale the
inferior ones, had just a token value, a fact Lhat cerlainly
has highly imporlant implications on their significance.

Though the complex problem of Lhe triumphs is oulside
thie scope of the book, as the author underlines hersell, their
concise survey couldn’l miss [rom a work on Roman mililary
decorations. Defined as ““Lhe means of rewarding the highest
military commanders, the generals who were themselves
responsible for awarding dena militaria Lo their subordinate
officers and men”. the triumphs were thus the highest mili-
tary honours. During Lhe Principate Uhe right lo cclebrate
trivimphs was allowed only to the Emperor and lo the mem-
bers of his family, Lthe only ones who were leading the armics
auspiciis suis, while Lhe honours received by the generals
whp led Rome’s armies would diminish quickly from lriumph
lo Lhe external trappings of this, ornumenta triumphalia,
and starting with the middle of the second cenlury even Lhese
would complelely disappear.

IFurther the author clarifies the principal aspects of award-
ing deccoralions. Thus, il is shown Lhat in opposition with
triumphs, done militaria could be oblained anywhere the
Roman armies were engaged in batlle, even in civil or ser-
vile wars. Unlike modern mmedals, the decoralions were never
awarded posLthumously, nor were they granled in order to
mark the mere participalion in a campaign, bul only for
the decrls of valour performed during the expedition.

Then Lhe author deals with the problem of the authori-
ties who awarded decoralions and wilh Uhe necessary status
to get them. To the first point the answer is simple @ il was
the victorious gencral commanding the armies and who held
imperium, thal presenled military decoralions to the troops;
during lhe Principale, it was the Emperor himscelf or 2 mem-
ber of his family.

The answer Lo Lhe second queslion is more complicated.
If it has heen proved thal senalors, cquestrians and simple
RRoman citizens serving in legions, the practorian guard and
urban cehorls. were cligible Lo receive decoralions, there is
still little light shed on the situalion of Lhe auxiliaries. As
Lhere are jusl four examples, quile sure, of soldiers from
the auxiliary unils who received dona milituria, and among
Lthem only one is lor certain peregrinus. we can draw the
conclusion that non-citizens weren’t considered eligible for
military decorations. Then, as among Llhie three other owners
of decorations, two were decurions and the Lhird one, Tibe-
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rius Claudius Maximus, had been lransferred from a legion
to an ala as duplicarius, we consider credible the author's
hypothesis thal junior officers from the auxiliary unils ceuld
be cligible cither because they were Roman cilizens or due
Lo the rank Lhey had.

TTowever, as V.AM. remarks, the cxplanalion based on
the ineligibility of auxiliary-men becausc of Lheir peregrine
stalus leaves one unexplained blank. It refers Lo Lthe fact that
although Lhe sons of arny pelerani having received the Roman
citizenship, more and mere nuinerous in the sccond century
and providing, in the conditions of the localized recruitment,
a high pereentage of the effeclive of auxiliary units, yct none
of them is menlioned among the owners of dona militaria.
So, starting from the dating of the inscriplions of decorated
auxiliaries, save for Lhe inseriplion of Tiberius Claudius Maxi-
mus, up lo and including the FFlavian period, the aulhor
suggests that Lhe further exclusion of auxiliarics from Uhe,
dona militaria is probably duc lo Lhe selling up of the pra(‘-
lice of awarding Roman cilizenship  civium Romanorum - -
en bloe, to entire auxiliary unils. Taking inlo account all
that was shown above, we ralher believe Lthat the conclusion
to be imposed is thal whether al the beginning of the Princi-
patce the lack of citizenship could bring aboul Lhe incligibility,
gradually, irrespeclive of Lheir juridic personal . status, Lhe
very belonging Lo an auxiliary unit, consisting theorctically of
peregrini, dcelermined the exclusion from Lhe awarding of
donu militaria.

The part dedicated Lo the analysis of Uhe imperial scales
of award .is divided inlo [our chaplers, cach of themn account-
ing for onc carecr : scnalors: equestrians; centurions and
primipilares; soldiers, evocwti included. In this extremely
dense sequence of the book, the author's conlributions arc
the mosl numerous. Slarling [rom Lhe analysis of all Lhe jn-
scriplions where decoralions are recorded, V.A.M. gels, by
the inner criticism ol these insceriplions and by, comparing
Lhem Lo the rest of the evidence, Lo reject bolth some incor-
reel readings and some so-called lupicidus mistakes as well.
Thus, after clearing up some apparent anomalics and pro-
posing new fillings in, the author succeeds in oblaining an
increased coherence of the cpigraphic material which allows
her in some cases Lo unbind the total awarding of decorations
inlo successive grants and.cven lo assign them lo certain
scales of the career.

. As the space does nol permitl us Lo insisl on cach carcer
scparately, nor to dwell on the main conclusions,, which, as
a maller of facl, are summarized In exlremely usciul tables,
we shall limil ourselves just to menlion some of the gene-
ral landmarks of the imperial system of awarding decora-
lions, as it results from the author’s analysis. First of all, wc
must point out the fact that the schemcs of awarding dccora-
lions for senalors, cquestrians as well as for centurions, reach
a definile shapc in the middle of the Flavian period, and
this cmphasizes once again the importance of this dynasty
{o the achicvement of thc complex military organization
of the Roman Empirc. Then lhe author manages to. prove
that the importance of the decoralion was Mnked to Lhe
rank of the recipicnt at thec moment he was awarded it, and
not to thre rank he held when he had performed the deed
for which he was rcwarded; thus the decoralion could
bc more important than it would secm possible al first view.
By establishing a stricl chronology of the decorations award-
cd by each cmperor, the author nolices somie of Lheir pecu-
liar. fealures, such as the parsimony of awarding deccorations,
lo scnalors and cquestrians during the reign of ladrian.,
All these results enable the author to reach more shaded |
conclusions and not to accept, en bloc, the previous schemes
for awarding dccorations to cquestrians, {oo rigid and Lhus
loo simplifying put forth by Steiner, Domaszewski or
T. Nagy?®

Passiiig on to the presenlation of batlle honours, V.AM:
undcrlines that, unlike military dccoralions, these ones could
bé won by auxiliary units, too. One category consists of the
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imperial and descriplive titles such as pia fidelis or vicirix,
common {o both legions and auxiliary units, and which do
not give birth to any special problems.

More important arc the battle honours awarded to auxi-
liary units solely and which were in fact the only form of
rewarding the acls of bravery of non-Ileman citizens. Among
them, the honorary Llitles of torquata and armillata were pro-
bably malerially marked on the military standards of Lhe
unit. As many figurative representations show various Lypes
of erown and of phalerae on mililary slandards, the author,
suggests that even if we don’t possess any epigraphic proof,
some unils could have borne the Litle of coronatu el phale-
rala. Then, by analyzing cach of the 11 unils bearing Lhe
title of torquule and onc of forqualu e armilluta, V.AM.
eslablishes Lthat these titles have been acquired starling will
the Flavian period, and were out of common use in the mid-
second cenlury.

The litle of eivium Romanorum granled Lo whole units
virtutis causa, was cven more important as it had not jusl
a symbolic value. This title involved the grant of Roman cili-
zenship to the peregrini soldiers from alue, cohorles, numeri,
still during their military service. The aulhor’s statistics
show that 159, from Lhe cnlire number of auxiliary unils
bore this title. If Lhis honorary lille is also considered to
have appeared during the IFlavian period, the date of ils
disappearance is not dcbated upon any more. Sure cnough,
as V.A.M. likely considers hersell, after A.D. 212 when most
of the Empire’s inhabitants were granted Roman citizen-
ship by Constitutio Anfoniniana, the honorary title of civium
Romanorum loses its actual significance. However, we should
remind that Lthe inscriptions lald by auxiliary units conlinue
to mention this tille, thus sLill considered impressive, at
least {ill the mid-third cenlury®.

The final sequence of the hook deals with the significance
of the decorations and Lheir end.

The chapter programmalticelly entitled  “Decoralion,
promolion and prestige’, based on a Lhorough slalistic analy-
sis, reaches the conclusion Lhal Lhe mililary decoralions
represented nol only an clement of prestige but, especially
for the equestrians and the men in the ranks, a recommen-
dalion for an cnhanced status.

As the last awardings of decoralions in the imperial Lra-
dition dale back from the reign of Seplimmus Severus and as

5 Among the unils from Dacia designated in inscriptions
with the tltle civium Romanorum after 212, we mention first
of all numerus Palmyrenorum Porolissensium, whose first
and unique attestation with this honorary title dates from
250 (AE, 1944, 506).
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we have got records of Caracalla rewarding soldiers by imo-
ney paviment and by promotion, the system of awarding dona
militaria came lo an end during the reign of the latter. lLess
clear is the reason of this fact, especially if we think that
Caracalla, who by his Constitutio Anfoniniana had granied
the Roman cilizenship lo almost all the free-born inhabi-
tants of the mpire, should have, theorelically, extended the
grant ol decorations Lo the auxiliary unils as well. Thus Lhe
aulhor advances the hypolhesis thal (he abandon of deco-
rations and their replacement by praclical rewards would
be due lo Lhe impossibility, in the economic conditions of the
Lthird century, of doubling lhe number of Lhose cligible to
decoralions made from precious metals. It scems unsatis-
faclory Lo us the explanation through purcly economic causes
of the disappearance of a lraditional instilulion, such as the
dona was, especially as in Lhe same period other revolulio-
nary changes had taken place in Lhe Roman socicly.

Morcover, as il had been shown above, the very facl Lhat
Lhe decorstions, al leasl the inferior ones, musl have been
made from common melals, makes us believe thal the renl
causes should be looked for in the evolution of polilical
ideology, in Lhie sense of Domaszewski's remarks 7. So, we
consider that the solulion to this problem lics in Lhe faci that
the generalizalion of RRoman citizenship by Caracalla, did
not lead to the rise of the auxiliary units 1o the level of
legions, bul on the conlrary, it deprived the latter ones
of their special status. Thus, even the giving up of symbo-
lic decorations, linked to the IRoman civie Llradilions and
their replucement by malerial rewardings, represent a nor-
mal cevolulion in an ever more aulocralic empire.

In the final part of Lhis oulslanding book, a scries of
appendices are grouped logelher, among which we should
remark, fTor ils extreme uselulness, Lhe list of all the reci-
pients of mililary decorations with the respeclive biblio-
graphy.

We eannol bring our shorl presentalion Lto an end wilhoul
emphasizing once more that we are sure that due to the
remarkable compelence of the aulhor and to the complex
dealing with all the bearings of the subject, Lhe lirst book
on Itoman military decorations will represent for a long
time from now on a slandard work.

Liviu Pelculescu

7 Die Religion des rismischen I eeres, in Westd. Zeitschr.
X1V, 1895, 43 1.
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