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Translation

R.EVA JONAI

Igggggggglgg The Illyr soldier-emperors reign comes under
the last two décades of the principatus
/268-282/. The military government having started with the
Severus dinasty, was not of such dinastic continuency than
earlier, rather the rule of a range of generals capturing the
confidence of the army for a shorter or longer period. In )
this period, which may be rightly called the age of military
anarchy,l the future of the empire was largelyinfluenced by
the military forces, concentrated in certain endangered parts
of the realm, those who were strong enough to get the power
for their respective ropresentants;z By the middle of the 3rd
century, mainly in consequence of the repeated menaces of the
Goths, the Illyr army acquired such a domineering power, which
was of decisive rule in the political life of the whole
empire. Yet, Traianus Decius proclaimed by the Illyr army,
ruled as an emperor up to the middle of this century. This
range of generals had been interrupted for a certain time,
during the reign of Valerianus and Gallienus. Only the
emperors following Gallienus are actually cdlled Illyr
soldier emperors who, so to say, steadily represented the
Illyr strength over one and a half decades until Carus took
power. As a matter of fact, the political significance of )

-this area was prevalling further on, well illustrated by the

fact that all the four emperors during the tetrarchy came
from this part of the empire. ‘ 3

Th;s second appearance of the Illyricum on the political

-stage, following the Severuses, did not bring ‘such a

prosperity as the first one. By that time the empire had no -
adequate reserves for this, and the emperors themselves
realized, that such a protectionist domestic policy would
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‘cause  the ruin of the empire as a whole. The essential
difference between the two epochs parallel in certain respects
lies in this, that at the time the Severuses came to power,
the Illyric army and politicans had the power to proclaim
Septimius Severus, as emperor, but by the time of the Illyr
soldier emperors only this-very group could take the
responsibility for ruling.3

The turn - in the course of which .the dominate had N
developed from the obsolate system of the principate - can not
be restricted to the activity of the Diocletian’s tetrarchy,
only as it would be wrong to consider the emperors before
Diocletian the last representants of the decaying system
forced into a complete defensive position. More than one
reform was carried out during the military anarchy over the
3r century, which had already prepared the dominate system;
the central cavalry of Gallienus, the Aureliaﬁusfdecree,
under which the right of coinage came under the authority of
the emperori as well as the novel title; "dominus et deus"6
interpreting the essence of the Emperor’s power quite different
from the title "princeps" during the Augustean epoch, and the
very expression "dominate" also forecasts and asserts that the
last third of the third century has to be considered as a
transitory period, under which, Diocletianus succeeded in
establishing. a temporary restoration of the Roman empire. His
state organizatory activity, which in many respects carried
its effects deep into the Middle Ages, did not line up to the
contemporary requirement but in a single point, namely his
religious policy.

In this respect, Constantinus will take the decisive move
a generation later. Accordingly, the relative ideologioal‘
appeasement, to determine the main tendency of the religious
policy for long, is not far ahead either.

All these emphasize the importance of the religious history
of the period, in which Illyr soldier emperors also ruled and

also clarify its hectic and transitory character. The

classic Roman religious feeling is loosing 1tslinfluence on
the masses step by step, although strongly supported by .
Gallienusz the emperor-cult have become the official state
religion with a large organization, but little faith, since
the rule of Augustus. The different cults for redemption of
the eastern-religions had a certain effect on the masses, but
this did not develop into a uniform movement. Christianity
was the most decisive religion, mobilizing large crowd,
aiming ‘at hegemony, that is why it was persecuted most
forclbly. e’

However my paper does not discuss the history of religion
of this period. My objective is to study the religious policy
of the Illyr soldier emperors. I should like to reveal whether
these emperors had any firm standpoint in this ideological
chaos? And what it might have been? Whether they wanted to
exercise influence on its process, and to what an extent?

I have searched sources in the written material and tokens
for getting a reply to these questions. :

Hardly have we any reliable sources, concerning the '_ !
history of the period. Only fragments remained of the oeuvre )
of Dexippos a contemporary.8 Eusebius is dealing only with
matters concerning Chtistianity. Historians in the following
century Aurelius V;ctor, Eutropius and the Epitome De
Caesaribuslo refer but very shortly to the age of the relevant_
emperors. Later the Latin and Greek historii?s and 2
ecclesiastics do not deal with them at all. The Historia
:Augusta 1s.the richest source. Sinoe Dessau started,lghe
debates on its documentary value have been going on.

However, these debates and the researches based on them, mostly
refer to the work itself, to the circumstances and the time
of its origin, to the author or the compilator and only as a

. preliminary 'study to the event of the historical period

discussedln Historia Augusta. So, the best ways I can make




use of this enigmatic work in subjecting it to the control of
-different /namely, possibly non-written tokens/ the data
corresponding my theme. ‘In addition to all  the difficulties
I must reckon with is the fact - concerning texts - that none
‘of the authors refer to the religious-policy of the emperor
discussed, rather the religious-history of the relevant epoch.
As a matter of fact,all that is considered as a political
action, and is - as such - of importance, being modified by
the social and historical determinants of the contemporary
historians, so that their work may be a more valuable data
concerning these determinants than their actual theme. This

- is all the more true, when there are centuries between the

author and his theme.

Accordingly, these authors can be considered as secondary
sources of my theme only.

Tokens. The period discussed covers fourteen years all in-
all. That is why relatively precisely dated tokens may be

taken into consideration only, namely stones with inscriptions
and the coins. 3

In the Roman times the administrative and military bodies,
personalities and individuals used to erect stones with
inscriptions. From our point of view the official inscriptions
are of primary importance, as they directly reflect the -
religious policy, while the individual inscriptions, similarly
to authors, are authentic only for the religious history of the
relevant period, and serve my paper as a complementary
reference._ 3 ]

The fact, that there are only few stones with inscriptions
from the period of the Illyr soldier— emperors is an even
greater problem, than the previous one. This is not
surprising but rather sad, Carved stones turn up relatively
often only at a time, when there are plenty of medium- and
small-holders who have enough money to spend on this. 14 The
unstable existence, the continuous and inevitable inflation

of the money and the menace of barbar nations:at the time of
military anarchy had not been a convenient atmosphere for this.
The populations and communities of different level within the
empire had not been at all living under such favourable
conditions as to care tooAmuch for repreSentarion. They were
rich in two things only, the gradually less and less valuable
money inflatedls and the promise of the imperial propaganda,
figuring on the coin reverses. .

The bigger part of this large heap of coins,unexplored
from this. point of view, was coined at the imperial mints, the
1esser7bart, at the mints of towns possessing this licence.
The two kinds of minting differ in rhe way the stones with
official inscriptions do, as to propagandistic aspect, from
the stones erected by individuals, The imperial propagandistic
policy appears most directly in the producrs o{sthe.imperial
mints. The production in the rest of the mints even the
most outstanding /Aléxandria/ reveals no-direct data about the
central propaganda.l7 The scope of my paper permitted only the
"treatise" of imperial coinage, and the rest of the. sources,

were used only forcompletingthe numismﬁtic anaIIzes,

NUMISMATICAL INTRODUCTION

" The examination of coinage is indispensable for. tracing
whatever politics, as the coins are means for political and
ideological propaganda.,]'-8 So is it with the antoninians of
’Aurelianus,ninted with the figures of Sol, Mars or Victoria,
as well ‘as with our 10 filler coin bearing the figure of the
peace dove, or our log_Forint banknote'with the face of
Kossuth Lajos{ This role of .the coins is of outstanding
importance for the peripd discussed as at that time money. was
almost the solevinstrument available for spreading polirical
‘propaganda to the large masses. This part of my paper tries
to prove, that this statement holds as a Whole. As a preamblef




. .
I should like to mention only, that for example the Sol-cult
_of tne'relevant period dominates religious political aspects
expressed in the coinage,as well as the onerous atmosphere of
conspiracies’ and to the army’s political aspect. ./See the
coins: CONCORDIA MILITUM, CONCORDIA LEGIONUM, FIDES MILITUM/19

The coin in the Roman empire besides the significance in
trade as '‘a consegquence was the most efficient instrument for
the *information and orientation for all the inhabitants of
the empire,‘and other nations coming into the sphere and under
the influence of the Romans. If we realize, that more than
hundred types of Aurelian’s coins are recorded, and the
emperor had them coined during five years of his rule, it has
to be admitted, that this propagandistic instrument was very
important. ;

On the averse of coins ‘in the relevant period, ‘the face of
the emperorv in power is visible, while on the edge—rlng the
imperial title - in a complete or a shorter form -~ can be
seen. So,the political contents of the averse are the same ‘on
all coins without exception: the presentation and the
propagation of the ruler or the "divus" emperor. Naturally,
the analysis of the style, of these portraits may prove
this standpoint more complex, if we study the very portrait
‘type comprising all these emperor-portraits. This portrait
. type, which is the artistic representation of the soldier
emperors in the 3rd century,demonstrates very clearly the
ideology of the stratum shaping the portrait type, so, by
- itself also reflects a standpoint and has a convincing.

power.zo

While the reverse of the coins represents a wider field -
of *propaganda. The reverses-are more interesting, many sorts
.of legends @nd representations vary on them. The possibility
offered here also calls for an elaborate conciseness in .

! expressing the obJectives of the propaganda, this is why the

structure of the reverses is rather simple. The legend serves-

as a frame to the representation, containing one, sometimes
two, or occasionally three figures. As a matter of fact,both
the representation and the inscription convey the same

message; the text by expressing it in words and the figures

illustrating it. _
In"my paper I am going to deal with the reverse of the

coins exclusively.'

The wnple chapter. is based on P.H. Webb’s work, who has
collected’ the relevant coinage in volumes V/1 and V/2 of
RIC.21 The estimates of scholars concerning Webb’s
achievement -are not ambiguous. Several critzcal reviews hav;,2
been published in connection with some parts of this.oeuvre:
This criticism proved to be useful for completing my
catalogue of coins during the .three emperors rule. With all
its 'shortcomings the work of P.H: Webb remained to be my most
important source of reference,as the method of investigation,
I have applied, cannot dispense with the idea of unity.}P.H.

" Webb is the only one, who saw and depicted the coinage of

Claudius Gothicus, Aurelianus and Probus. This fact makes his
work the most valuable source,despitejcertain lacks in
details. ' ’

In the following I am going to communicate the catalogue
rof the three emperors’ coins and outline the circumstances
of the compilation of the catalogues. : y

The coins of Claudius were first
systemized by A. Markl in his
3 His work serves the basis of

Claudius Gothicus coins

article published in 1884.°2
any qumismatic study concerning this period. The subsequent

24
' summeries were elaborated by P.H. Webb in ‘the RIC. This "~

volume printed in 1927, is the latest comprehensive

'description on ‘the coins of Claudius.




From Markl to Webb the material got increased and the
picture has changed in such important_questions as the problem
of the workshop in "Taracco" about which Webb is writing, as
the mint of Mediolanum-Ticinum.25 It is not possible for me
to use Webb’s work alone, not even taking into consideration
the critical remarks, because he does not always separate
emissions or periods either. For research, answering this
demand, Markl’s paper offers a guide, though it does not
contain all the types known. Damerau, who published his work
on Claudius in 1934,26 also refers to Markl, speaking about
the emissions in one of the chapters dealing with the coins.
He does not mention emissions at the Mediolanum coins, for
Markl did not know of this workshop in Claudius’ coinage.

27

After Markle and Webb, as I have already mentioned, the
coins of Claudius were not dealt with comprehensively, only
the coinage of the different mints was examined - first of all
by A. Alf51di who wanted to elaborate the mint of Siscia. Most
regretably, this plan has not been realized as a whole,
however an essay on the activity of the workshop in the days
of Claudius was published in 1938.28 This work 1mprov?s
Webb’s summary at more than one instance. Prof. Alf51di
discusses eight further types, known in the coinage of
Claudius, though not in siscia.?? He separates the emissions,
accordingly, introduces new versions. Alf&ldi’s paper furnishes
information concerning the activity of three further mints.
His article about the Eastern mints, operating from 260-270,
as well as their historical consequeﬁces, was published in
1938, which he added to the collection of his works a*out the
3rd century, published 1967.30 The paper investigates the
minting of the three workshops during the period of Gallienus
sole reign and over the total Claudius rule - Antiochia,
Cyzicus and an unknown workshop. Elaborating Cyzicus, he,.so
to say, entirely follows Markl. Concerning the unknown
workshop, he deals with the experiments of Markl, Voetter and
Webb, and he postulates a mint somewhere in the West of Minor

Asia, not to be defined, the coins of which he separates from
those minted in Antiochia and Cyzicus.31 Alf51di brings forth

some new types. J.-P. callu’s point is that the debated mint

was in Smyrna.

According to Webb the 1ive1iest coinage was performed in
Rome during Claudius’ reign. Markl knows about fivg emissions
over the nearly one and a half year of the Claudius reign.
Accordingly, the output of the Rome workshop is rgther
impértant concerning the total coinage of Claudius. Provided
more has been dealt with this over the latest years, the
attentioh would have turned to Claudius rather as
Aurelianus’ predecessor, during whose reign th§3antoninianus
introduced by Caracalla was at its lowest ebb. Markl’s and
Webb’s elaboration of the mints of Rome were rectified by
R.A.G. Carson following new findings,as well as based on that
of Hollingbourne.34 This rectification is mainly demonstrated
by the very fact of his limiting to three the five emissions
defined by ‘Markl,as well as mentioning but the substantive

coins of Claudius.35 Thus, apart from minor differences in the

- work of Carson in the 3rd emission, it is identic with the
" fifth emission of Markl and the 2nd emission with the 4

th

and third emissionsof Markl. Finally, the types of tne 1%
emission of Carson correspond the first and second emissions
of Markl. The rest of coin. types on Markl’s list, which do
not figuré at Carson’s,mainly beldong to the first and second
emissions /10 types/36 as well as a group the data of vhggh
>neither Markl, Webb nor Damerau had ment;oned /6 types/
.three more types are indicated by Markl /and Webb/ not
referred to by Carson, one that is defectgd38 Carson says
that the list prepared by him consists of substantive issues$
of coins,land it is obvious that the additional coins
mentioned By Markl tespectively Webb came from a mint prior
to the ISt /Carson/ emission, bearing §he namggof Claudius,
yet, as a continuation of the Gallienus types. This
phenomenon is considered regular at taking power by another




emperor. Following Claudius the same occurs in Aurelianus
case. 40 Accerdingly, I have not neglected the types omitteq by
Carson to be found under o group on my table. My treatise, for

the sake of which 1 resorted to the study of coins,is of a

character which may only profit from the numismatic approach -

of historical continuance. -

figuring at Mediolanum in Webb'’s work, while being familiar
with two thirdsofAthe types only mentioned by Webb.41 The so

eigHt types.

From the above it is obvious, that Webb’s catalogue cannot
be used without a certain criticism, however, to neglect it
entirely would be ‘even a greater mistake, as Without this we
could not get a'uniform picture of the topic.

The‘chronological catalogue of Claudius’coinage as a whole
has not been Prepared by anybody so far. It is rather clear,
for during his short reign - from August 268 to the'beginning

of 270 - we can hardly speak about years. Due to the different .

elaborations about Claudius the markings are not unified
either. £

. 81 and s2 represent two following phases of ngicus,
series marked SPQR on the basis-of &. Alf513i42 2a and
2b denote two slightly diffigent Phases of a Roman

emission in Carson's'paper. I have'referred to emission

marked O in the above, It is characteristic to the whole
-tabulation that most of the emissions fall to the year

269, and only within this may one get a chronological
Picture. )

The table below shows in the /horizontal/ lines the

- output of certain mints, and. in the /vertical/ columns
the annual output. The figures represent the emissions(

. 4'10“

268 . 269 270
Rom/a/ o1 1l 2a 2b 3 ‘3
Med/iolanum/ 1 23 3
" sis/cia/. 1 23 - 37
. Ant/iochia/ - £z & | z?.
Cyz/icus/ "1 S1 52 2 : 2?
Unk/néwn mint/ 1 .12 ; 2?

Aurelianus’ coins were also collected by .
: a member of «the Vienna Miinzkabinett.
Tﬁeodor Rbﬁde edited his painstaking work at Miskolc, in‘whiéh
he gave places of the classical authors wrjz%ng about
Aurelianus besides the catalogue of ‘coins. ;

Aurelianus’ coins

.:At Aurelianus ﬁot even Webb refrains from mark?nq the ,
periods in the case of antoninians rep;esenting the b;ggest
part of the.coins.45 At aureus coins oply pre and post ?gform
énes are classified.46»The rest of the denominations, a small

part of the catalogue coming from the Rome mint are not® marked
as to period. - Wi foe . .

iﬁ ihé éa;e of‘Aurelianus the'debateg among thgsgchqla:s
aré not about the'dating_and the gpissions, rathgr the monatery
reform,“whicﬁ had bpt an indir?ct effect on the dates—givey.
51ﬂce Missong, the founder of the VienﬁavMﬂnzkabinet;,”every
generatioh‘has,conttibuted,to th?*metrological debate, being
of lesser importance for the present !1.n'va'.=:st:j.gra1:1,cm.»A:nox'xgd-7
others, Webb,.qutingly and Sydenham also yrote_ab:gt it. .
In 19%5 Carson>pubiished an article»onvthis'topic.- It is
worthwhile tdlking about this article, not ogly being one of
the latest, but as the author also points to the exact

'timings of the periods. According to these,the~twp main

turning points between the periods are Aurelianus’ Placentia

sl -




Defeat /271/ tﬁis marks the beginning of the second period
/at Carson: issue/ -and the falling of the Gallian Empire /274y
which marks the beginning of the third period. Carson writes
about a fourth period too, this emission contains substantive
‘coinsAof Severina.49 Webb also writes about them, however, not
as the fourph period of Aurelianus’ coihagé, but separately.

arson’s observations have lead to the conclusion that the
reform antoninians were of three well definable stages,
according to the fact,that the coins are minted but for
Aurelianus, Aurelianus and Severina, or Severina only.
According to Carson, the fourth emission starts from August
275 [approximately the date of Aurelianus’death/ and

naturally keeps on but for a very short time.

During the reign of Auielianus, the workers’ revolt broke
out with the leading of Felicissimusso in the Rome mint and
it was to open in the 3rd period only.51 However, up to the
revolt it had carried on the most vivid activity of all the
workshops and was already minting coins belonging to the 2nd
period, whiie the other mints of the empire were at _the lst
period only.52 This_chroﬂological feature must be taken into
consideration in any case. :

The placing of the unknown mint during the rather long 2"d
period is not certain. This is still more difficult, as the
activity appearing in respect of the emperof’s personality
can only be compared to that of Serdica. In this field it can
be compared to the output of the majér mints in the an
period, and in that period only.53

. The table below is based on the article of Webb, and for
the most part on that of Carson. }ts structure is the
same as I have used at Claudius.’ .
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270 271 272 273 .| 274 | 275
Rom/a/ 1 2 3 34
Mjed/-T/ic] il 12 2 2 3 34
sisfcia/ v 1t2 2 | 2 3 T
Serfdica/ - ) 2 2 3 34
Cyz/icus/ - 1 12 2 2 3 34
Lug /dunum/ ' ' 213k 3
Ant/iochia/ o 2 3 4
Tri/poli/ 2 23 .3 4
Unk /nown mint/' . 22 2? 2?
Probus’ coins Missong'and Voetter, members of.the Vienna
. Miinzkabinett, started to deal with Probus’55

coins, following them Lepaulle as well.56 The results of their
pioneer work were alregdy used by Dannhéusers7 and Cls:ges.58
This. emperor was also elaborated by Webb in the RIC. It is

a pity, that his work cannot be used for the exact marking-of
the emissions. He does not connect to emisSsionis all the pieces
presenfed, actually not most of them. As to A. Alfﬁldéé he can
also be reproached of not knowing the whole material. To
illustrate:the dispropoftion brought about by completing'
Webb’s work with that of Alf51di, I would like to give but
one instance: Alf51ldi enumerates 2500 versions of 101 types on

a fascille in his "Siscia" series dealing with the Probus’

; antoninians.61 While Webb puts the number pf the Siscia Probus’

antonihians'to‘217. /|He does not classify types exactly as Al-
£561di does, these.can only be reasoned out of his Vork.] The
fact, that Alf81ldi shows multiple of the versions collected
by Webb hints not only at a more comprehensive collection of
materials'bﬁf'also at a more -specific distinction among :the
certain typés and versions /eg,*héfknows considerably more -
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versions of averses than Webb does/, ’

From the point of view of a numismatist a lot remains to be
improved in Webb’s éatalogue. However, as to the categories by
which I have started this investigation [see P.16./ there are
only two instances of disagreement between Webb_and Alfs1di:
No coin bearing the‘inscription AEQUITAS AUG62 is mentioned
by Alfs1di /neither by Pink - és we see in the following/
while a coin with the legend caLLIOPE ayg63 is missing from -
Webb /as it will be at Pink too/. Névertheless,we have to
boint out, that Alf51di elaborated the antoninianus-hinting
of a single workshop, Siscia only. Aécordingly,_the two may be
plotted on a’very,restricted area only. »

The latest comprehensive work on the coinage of Probus is
the essay of the above mentioned Karl Pink, published in the
'"Aufbau..." series in 1949.64 Later, in 1955 he prepared a
Separate catalogue of the medaillions.65 éink'soeuvreméy be
of good use, for -he communicates coins from emission to

Yet, it cannot be used totally, because it does not refer to .
RIC, so the data of the two elaborations cannot be correlated,
neither'controlled from version to version. Only the types,
not the versions,can be compared with certainty.

. Both scholars agree on the majority of the types. Webb ;
knows 17 types of the antoninians. from ¢ mints,forming the

- 14 -

bb’‘s catalogue in two instances: a/ Types known from
complet:wes tufn up in other denominations - mainly'quina;ii
antoninian I

3. rare cAoins of festive character,
ii. These are
and denar

already
. b/ Antoninianus types,a

the golden coins

similarly to

re issued in other emissions. /eg. the three :2L15th
e " mint, coined in the 1°%,
ions of the Cyzicus nt,
INVICTO vers

th : 7
6 emissions - against the only one version by Webb.f
and

th 6ld—minting, the two scholars disagree to a
| sy In this case it is not worthwhile obgerving the
i eXtent.old-minting had never been done in such a mas§
e gas antoninianus minting. The Probus’ gold co;ns
hi tziet pes with 100 versions. That is in average,
. ; i 6 versions. /At highest in four versions -~
i hasf ;1x types;/ At the golden coins Webb mentions
s : ts coming from six mints, Pink does not know
thirte?n Yar ::nk writes about twelve versions from five mint§
. Whlzeuna at Webb. Pink’s nove are mainly from Siscia,
n::l:°t§:seobf Webb are from Siscia, Cyzicus and Antiochia.
w .

.». - : B f
' The bronze medaillions represent anot?er special fleld_o
Ptobus. coinage. These are not mentioned t l:_»yﬁyv_e'b_b‘_ggﬂa_]_.l_,;;“_ )
s ‘which cannot be .
: types among the?ﬁ??,m..mm__w 3
sty toere sre soue types smong. the: | =
: und'at'Webb iﬁwéﬂﬁ'other denominations either /eg. REDI
o E .
AUG, MONETA AUG, ADLOCUT MILIT etc. /. Pink published thesi955
‘med;illions yet in 1949, hut not so_systewatically as ind v
: , s and -
The latter article includes the coins numbered, glostable
' t, my
: 1 d to each. In this respect,
bibliography are adde : » =
entirely follows Pink’s article, published in 1955}.1 It
rather interesting,”that‘there~is one type ayong t! ethe
-ﬁeﬂ&illions, naturally of unique character, beéring .
inécription MONETA'AUG, of which eighteen variants a :
' ; =k v 40 % of the total.
king out more than
conveyed by Pink, ma » ‘
Medaillions were minted in the biggest workshops; Rome,
- Ticinum and Siscia only.

' A 7 ‘ . treatise of
‘ogi ble is based on Pink'’s
T§4§hr§2;i:3;§§;,tihe text tabulation does not correspond
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the data of the catalogue, at Pink.58 Thus in the table
below, I have rectified Pink’s text tabulation at certain
Places, sticking to the data given in his catalogue.

" 276 277 278 279 280 281 .'282
Lug /dunum/ 12 34 4 5~ oA & |5 67 8
Tic/inum/ . | 1 2 <l ] 56 | 78 9 10
Rom/a/ | 1 2z | 3 ] "% 5 6 7
Sis/cial 1 2 34 5 6 7 8 9
‘Ser/dica/ 12 234 5
Cyz/icus/ 12 2 3 4
'Tri/polil 1 2
Ant/iochia/ | 1 2

. The min

My catalogues of the three emperors'coinages, based on the
above, cannot be conveyed here, among others because of
technical reasons. I am going to present only certain parts of
them when treating.the subject of my paper.

Following the surve& of the data given in the RIC and the
completion by further works the material has to be systemized.
THE SYSTEMATION

Its fundamental principle is the aspiration to separate the
distinct content elements of the imperial propaganda from one

another. The terms used in the systemization represent the
different grades of size separating the content.

The broadest unit is the group. The mints summed up carry
certain items of the religious political programme. /eg.

"SAECULUM" is the. group implying the proclamation of the

- 16 5

the advent of the new century, the "CONSERVATORES®
the propagation of the emperor’s persona}

Golden Age,

group realises 7
tutelary deities./

: ' ne: is type. .
unit of the next degree
e ts involving certain ideas of the objectives expounded -

in details and unified by the intentions of the issuing
n

‘authority come under one type Jeg. within the "SAECULUM" group
a .

the coins holding the legends FELICITAS SAECULI{ SECURITAS
ORBIS, TEMPORUM FELICITAS" form the different types/. ,
Generally the types are composed of the coins bearing t :
same legend, as the inscription is always the phrasing o a
certain idea to be propagated. However,there are many .
exceptions; the same legend does not standrfor the same type
Jeg. the coin with the legend CONSERVAT AUG represents one
type with the figure of Sol and another one with that oi .
Iuppiter/, or the other way round, coins of different / o
formal/ legends come under the same type /eg. the following
three Probus versions IOVI CONS AUG, IOVI CONS PROBI AUG,
IOVI CONSERVAT/.

The narrowest unit is the version /veriant/; :
All the coins virtually corresponding each other, namely those
issued with similar figures and legends by the same officina
of workshop, in the very emission represent one version. Maybe
the same ‘pair of dies can also be supposed.

The elementary particles of the systemation are the coins
themselves. »
Having fixed the categories of my classification, let’s

summarize now the data of the catalogue making use of these.
For the estimation of the table the times of the different
emperors’ reign are important data; Probus ruled for six and

" a half years, Aureliahus for five years, and Claudiuerothicus‘

for one and a half years.
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Claudius Gothicus:

Rom:
Med:
Sis:
Ant:
Cyz:
Unk:

Aurelianus:

Sis:
Rom:
M-T
Ser:
Cyz:
Ant:
Unk:
Lug: -
Tri:

Probus:

Tic:
Sis:
Rom:
- Lug:
Ser:
-Cyz:
Ant:
Tri:

99 types

293 variants 73 legends
130 N 49 5 45 -

49 " 23 " 23 2
4 28 . " 27 n

32 " 28 ¢ 21- -

25 1 13 ¥ 11 .

16 " 12 i 11 T
438 variants 107 types 65 legends
112 " 39 - 29k m' s

89 F 40 = 32 =

72 " 31 " 25 be

68 = 21 s 16 b

49 b 31 " 23 b

20 " 1419 & 9 "
‘18 " 12 il 12 %

8 " 5 n N

P " 2 w "
1001 variants 117 types 76 legends
286 49 v 1
264 " 53 W, 2
207 o 49 o 35 . "
131 5 32 ! 27 L

7 OISR 19 = 16 .

26 - 3 I EERL 12 -

14 = 7an 6 -

3 r 2 - 2 "

Probus

Claudius II.  Aurelianus

‘Rom

T P N (/]
V.~ 85 N
=h<d5 @

Rom

M-T
‘Ser

Cyz
Ant
Unk
Lug

- AR -

Tri

Tic
" sis

Rom

Lug

Ser
Cyz
Ant
Tri

'éolitical and. economic nadir in everything preceeding the

i fifty different types are minted. Only the output of the

The data of this table are 111ustrated by the graphicon
from which we can read the percentage the specific mints- took
part in the coinage during the reign of the different emperors.
claudius, during his short reign of one and a half years,
issued 99 types with 73 kind of legends, in 293 versions. Most
of these were minted by the Rome workshop which produced 45 %
of all the variants during Claudius’ rule. Seemingly,. the
decentralization of the coinage was not so genera169 to the
effect that the output of the provincial mints could be
considerable compared to that of the urbs mint.

This minting activity of Claudius bears the signs of the-’

administrative, financial and religious reforms of

Aurelianus,7o and the economic cnes of Probus.7l In Rome

siscia mint under Probus surpasses this /53/ - but during six
* and a half years! These many types, while being the mark of
the inflation on one hand, speak.of the not particularly
christallized propaganda program preferred to.anything else.
A. Alf51di explains this by the fact that the emperor had ‘no
time to deél with this duriné his very short reign full of
vicissitudes.72 Nevertheless. this is no answer. Why was it
necessary to produce so many types of coins? In turn, it is
very interesting, that the steadily decreasing output of the
other mints from Mediolanum even to the unknown: workshqp in
the West of Asia Minor canvbe estimated and compared
Jcontrary to the Lugdunum and Tripolis workshops under -
Aurelianus and Antiochia and Tripolis workshops under Probus/.

Aurelianus issued 107 types with 65 legends in 438 versions
during his five years of rule. His graphicon, considerably
differs from that of Claudius. The Rome mint declined /first

 of all in consequence of the Felicissimus revolt, but the

strerigthening of the other centres of the empire also
contributed to it/. so, Rome was preceeded by Siscia,; other
. mints lMediolanum, Serdica, Cyzicus/ lined up to it. The

.
..

- 19 =




regional distribution of the coinage was more balanced,
concerning the above five mints. The further four mints were
lagging behind, and it is very hard to estimate their output,

.Aurelianus’ reform seems to have stopped the inflation for
a short time. 438 versions are surprisingly few compared, for
instance, to Claudius coinage. Serdica, with its intensive
minting is superior to the other workshops. /The more versions
of fewer types are issued, the greater is the intensity of a
mint./ It took the fourth place only, as it had not worked

during the time of Aurelianus’ first emission.

Probus issued 1001 versions of 117 types during his six and
a half years of reign. The picture of his coinage is similar
to that of Aureliénus but inflation got aggravated again '
reaching nearly the extent under Claudius. The economic
measures of P}obus, aiming at increasing the-agricultural
arable land were most likely intended to improve conditions.
The Rome minting did not take the lead again, where Ticinum
was standing then, moreover Siscia also preceeded it proving
that the Felicissimus’ revolt was the only reason of its
falling into the background. It is the first time, that the
Lugdunum mint produces considerably more for thVempe:or."
Serdica opened during the an half of Aurelianus reign, did
not work so actively during Probus’ rule. It produced the
majority of its coins in the first two years of the Probus’
rule. i : N ;

Concerning the total coinage of the three emperors}>i£ can

be said that most of the types had been known at the beginning‘

of these emperors’ reign, in this respect, there is no
conside:able difference between Claudius’ coinage and those
of the other two emperors. Rather new versions of the existing
types are 1ssﬁed in further emissions during the following
.Years. As a consequence of this,coinage seems to be generally-

more intensive with growing ‘length of the'emperors' reign.

P Ll

i

18./ Besides this we may talk about the relative
iy z;ty of the single mints, as for instance Serdica during
n, ; .
1:téAurelianus rule, or Ticinum at Probus compared to the
the 7 ;

rest.

diagrams show the total output of each of

{g: :iit:wé:ging zhe three emperors’ rule based on z

rcentage. From theése diagrams we get the picture o
gsring whose reign a certain mint was relatively more or
less active. Tripoli playing always a subordinate role
among the mints, and the unknown mints not being the same
at Aurelianus and Claudius are not figuring on the diagram.
The height differences of the columns show, which of the
various workshops was of a particular importance during
the emperors. So, for instance, Rome and Antiochia were
very active under Claudius, Siscia and Serdica under
Aurelianus, Ticinum, Siscia and Lugdunum were the most

important under Probus.

1 C = 'Claudius Gothicus
A = Aurelianus
- P = Probus
CAP c AP CAP caApP C AP AP AP~
Roma Siscia Med-Tic Cyzicus . Antiochia.Ser. Lug.

From the above it may be seen, that the mints differred
from one another in many respects; in the size of the outpgt,
and in the intensity concerning the whole period a; well as
the.different emperors’ reign. Moreover, as we have mentioned
it in advance even concerning a part of the types. This fact
raises the question: what the activity of the mints was
regulated by and from our point pf view,who prescribed the7
formation of the propaganda and what was it determined_by.
Giving an answer can be attempted only after the examination
of the types, yet one thing seemsrto'be already certain; two
factors have.imﬁErtant roles in it; the central control and
éélative independence of the mints. :

3
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The table,expounded in the previous part,applied the two
narrower categories of the classification, and we did not face
any difficulties as the formal criteria had also been at
disposal. There are more difficulties with the widest category,
the group, which - as to my former definition - must be in
accordance with the whole program of religious politics. Here
the examihation_does not comprise'the total coinage, but
refers to a certain part, interesting from the aspect of the
religious politics. Part of the types, important from our
aspect, can be separated on the basis of the legends. These
are generally the coins in connection with the Golden Age
myth, the Sol-cult and the Emperor-cult. However, there is
another part of the coins, which would not concern us, but for
their figures being representations of éeities; However, it is
not easy to draw the line between a deity and 3
personification on this‘coinage.74 y

It may be easier to start from the personificationse They
are personifying certain ideas and scarcely mean any more than
their legends. Just like a drawing which always shows the same
Picture wherever it is looked at from. These are: Providentia,
Laetitia, Victoria,'COncordia, Pax, Uberitas etc. From the
aspect of this paper I do not take them for deities even if
they have their own temples or altars, as for eg. the ancient
temple of Concordia, dating from the republic, or. the
Augustean Ara Pacis. Victoria is also the personification of
victory only, altheugh her ancestor may be found in the Greek
Nike, having been itself but a personification, a stiff symbol
and attributed to Zeus never changing in ‘appearance.

This rigidity is sleckening at the deities. Here the figure
becomes dimensional with a body offering different sights, to
be interpreted in many ways. -The legend actually chooses one

of the many possibilities for interpretation, namely the most
' convenient for the message. The above example is
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characteristic for the deities of classic‘religiousity. In the
creeds of the g & rd century burdened with the expectation of
nredemption” the deities are not so of antropomorphous and
many-sided, rather a universal character. One of the best
exampléSvis Sol, whose omni-present seeing everything may be
found as the main-characteristic in the classic myths too.
siowever, to give a closer example to this sort of
pérsonification,let’s take Fortuna being more:a  deity,.
representing a basic idea, which is sgecially topical and
universal ‘in the very age.

‘all these arguments are but touching:i upon the precise
definition of the border-line between the personification and
the deity, as it represents something more of a zone than a
specific line including here and there such varied horder-
line cases as Salus or the above mentioned Pax.

This,however,is enough for separating the groups into the _
richest catggory for classification. This paper does not deal‘
with a considerable part of the groups, for example the
military political, but with those belonging to. the area _of
religious propaganda. ) ;

The groups illustrate the religious factors .shown in. the
coinage characteristic for the age; namely,the cult of the
various deities, the cult of the emperor, the continuous
expectation of the return of the Golden Age. According to. this

. our three basic groups contain the following coin types;

112 the types.in connection with the deities,

2. the types propagating the person of the emperor,

3. . the types forcasting the advent of peace and the merry
century. y :

Within these three éreat groups . the structure of coinage
may change as to the emperor,and so it does. We are going to

- touch upon these changes at the. coinage of each emperor under

discussion in every case.
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It is also obvious, that each of these basic groﬁps contain
coin types found in other groups too. A type with the legend
MARTI PACIFERO is discussed under the 15? ana 3%4 groups as
well, another type with PACATOR ORBIS inscription connects
groups 2. and 3., while some coins with “conservator” or "salus"
inscription may come under group l. and 2. at the same time.
These all result ~from the fact, that the Romans did not build

their propagandaﬂés to groups,but saw and handled it as a unit.

From the colourful, let us say, eclectic religiousity of the
period we meet only those conceptions which were taken by the
imperial central mints as politically proper for their own
use. We are going to survey the different groups as to
emperors and after that,will try to give a general picture

of the religious political propaganda of each emperor’s
coinage. .

THE DENOMINATIONS

The three emperors issued their money in several
denominations. Aureus, antoninianus, denarius, quinarius,
~aureus-quinarius, dupondius, as and semis were coined, but
coinage was not as coldrful as that. The majority of the coins
were antoninianuses, besides these, there were a few aureus
coins, and even fewer of some other‘denominations. The
>following table expresses the percental relations of the
- different coins. -

Antoninianus

Aureus Diverse Medal
Claudius II. 88,5 % 7% 4,5 % B
hurelianus 76 . % 18 ¢ 6 % =
Probus 77,7 % | 11 % 7% 4,3 %

The figures under ”di#erse“,are the lowest, although,
besides the antoninianuses and the aureuses all the rest of
dencminations are in this column /return to the medaillions
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/. Bs legal tenders these were less frgquent than the

S ;s interesting, that 85 % of the other denominations

Itu at the three emperoré -collectively, was coinéd in
e pRome The number of these grows mainly to mark
oS Tint' P '. s, as we will see later, there are many uniques. *
festive occasions, ! :
among these. These altogether prove, that these coins did not
play any role in the general, continupgs prépaganda. On the
other hand, they are frequently the media of the topical
occasional types and may be of appreciable value in respect

of religious politics.

Aureuses have to be dealt with separately, becausestheir
propaganda value is not equal with §hat of the rest. The
aufeus represents value. Because of . this, not much can be
minted of it, as it costs a lot for the minting authority. So,
the aureus as legal tender taking'part in the exchange of
values an& changing hands many times in the circulation,

rest.

evidently functioned very rarely. For-anyone getting it,
wanted to treasure it. But this was possible for a very few
only. The authority, deciding the representations and legends.
of the types on the aureus, could not reckon on this coin
getting to the poor being the majority of the inhabitants of
the empire, neither on its quick circulation and thus seen’by
many people. The propaganda conveyed by the aureus was of‘
tesser efficiency than that,by the media of antoninianuses. It
seems rational to conclude, that just because of the abovg,the
most important‘ideas were not propagated on the aureuseés,or at
Jeast not on the aureuses only. - - : B

Neithef is it likely, that the aureus was used for the
propagation of insignificant ideas. This is contradictedvby
the valuable character of the coin, itself being . -
propaéan&iétic, inspiring the owner with the happy state of .
stability. Aureuses are like the other denomina’'ions, except
the antoninians in so far, being also connected to festive

" occasions. All these aspects are-enough to devote special
-attentidn'to‘the aureus in examining the types for the
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clarification of the questions.raised;

The . comparison between the gold minting of Aurelianus and
the other two emperors is of special importance. The relative

- stability, the successful campaigns, the rich booty, boosted

the gold minting under Aurelianus.- Under these circumstances,
the role of the aureus in the propaganda 'is very likely
modified to some extent, although compared to the antoninians,
their number is very low even during Aurelianus.

We have to talk about anotherispecific kind of coin, the
medaillion..At Aurelianus and Claudius these are not included
in the table separately because there are very few of them and
those are all gold medaillions./Four at the first, one single
piece at the latter./ I have included them into the gold
minting. Onlyvat Probus can the medaillions be separately
diécussed, for here they amount to 4,3 % of the versions, a’
relatively significant figure. Probus’ medaillions are made
of bronze, produced but in the greatest workshops. Their
spec1fic feature is demonstrated by the fact, that certain

types exist only in the form of medaillions.76 Probus’ b:onze

-medaillions, similarly to the other two emperors’ gold

medaillions afe,very much akin to gold minting. Both are of
festive character and in fact, they can be classified into the
gold minting by nature, in the case of Probus as well.

‘At that time antoninians were coined in the biggest bulk.

This paper also deals most with the éropaganda observed on the‘

antoninians. Antoninians got to anyone handling money all in
all. However, soldiers have to be exempted from the rest of the
public, because the. soldiers were paid right from the output
of the imperial mints. The emperor was directly interested in
the welfare of the soldiers as well as their political,
ideological aspect. So, the mints producing for the soldiers
have to be followed with special attention /Ticinum/.

THE EXAMINATION OF FREQUENCY

Based on our studies we are ready to reveal the numismatic
sources of the three Illyr soldier emperors’ religious
Political propaganda. At present I know the following:

1. the types ahd_their\variants,

2. the mints, where the coins were produced,
3, the approximate date of the production of the different
types., respectively variants,

4. the purchasing value of the coins, the ratio of the - -

different denominations to one another.

These data may serve for obtaining significant results,
different aspects of an examination method complementing one
another. Based on these, we may state whether a certain
propaganda program
/eg. Aurelianus issued coins
‘with RESTITUTOR ORIENTIS legend,
Claudius Gothicus and Probus did
not/ :

1. existed or not

2. the regional diétributibn‘Ieg.Probus’coins with the

legends ‘TEMPORUM FELICITAS - or

. FELICITAS TEMPORUM - were issued
by the Western mints: Lugdunum,
Ticinum, Rome .and Siscia, while
these were not produced in the .
Eastern mints: Serdica, Cyzicus,
Antiochia and Tripoli/

3. temporal distribution . /eg. the above type was_minted
‘ in Lugdunum all over Probus’
reign, while Siscia produced it
but in the an and 3r years,

Ticinum in the‘3rd and 4" years, -
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and Rome in the 5th and Gth‘
years/

4. tendency and even to a /eg. Probus’ Siscian Hercules
types: HERCULI ARCADIO, HERCULT

ERYMANTHO and HERCULI IMMORTALZ

-certain extent the value

exist but in aureus, not having

been produced in antoninianus,
while the Ticinum HERCULI
PACIFERO type issued only in
antoninianus was more widely
spread amcng the people/.

Nevertheless, one importent feature isbmissing from the
above system, the index showing the numerical frequency of
the different types.

To get the idea of how great the propagandistic effect of
a certain type issued might have been,we have to know the
number of the coins. This, besides demonstrating the crowd of
people being the target of the agitation program,would also
show, to what extent the minting authorities regarded this or
that slogan important for being spread.

The knowledge of the’freéuency of types is indispensable
for estimating the already mentioned "intensity". Intensity
means the relevant date for indicating the higher or lower
degree of specialization of the mints. The longer the types
.are coined in a mint, the more we can speak about its lesser
or more specialized propaganda profile. The higher frequency
of a type or figure type in a certain mint shows the trend of
intensity in a‘mint. There are some types which turn up with
a higher number of versions in each workshop. These érevthe
most universal items on the program. On the other hand, there
are some types, characteristic for a certaln group of mints
only, or rather to a sinqle workshop, where they occure w1tﬁ
especially many versions. Here the examination of frequency
makes it possible to explore ‘the regional distribution of
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types more punctually.

An jnvestigation, aiming at a completeness, is rather
1istic,anyhow. Besides, I could not record all the coins
those dug out and
preserved/. got from this
investigation,would distort reality, as the collections.hold
n indefinite rate of the coins minted in that period.

unréa.
theoretically accessible /namely, all

Further on, the results,

but a ‘
© equently, I turned to the versions from the separate coins,
ons
the examination of which reduces the material to be studied to
the quota, as follows:

£ total coinage
the number © .

the number of the coins minted by the same
die

As a matter of fact, it is possible, that so few coins were
made of some versions, that this amount did not exhaust the
durability of the dies. In this case, we may speak about
unique coins, and quantification_would be of no use.

the versions

Following the ideas above, I suppose, that as to the
intentions of the issuing. authorities, the more versxons there

were in a type, the larger crowds of people ‘met with the‘

~ propagandistic ideas, most likely ¢ ¥responding its

significance.

Such an investigation, with a material substantially
reduced in quantity - actually considering only the number of
the dies - reveals more than proportions only. The versions
gire a more exact picture of the original volumen of the coing
‘than the examination of all the existing coins would-do, for,
hardly will the new coins,in the hoards to be ggund, modify
the number of the Versions known by us so far. \ ,

Unfortunately, this theoretical possibillty is considerably
limited by the lack in the comprehensive elaboration. /Webb/

Later works elaborating the coinage of this period --as seen =
do not embrace it as a whole, but certain details only, and
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.Claudius Goéthicus’ hoards

cannot be uniform because of the subjectivity of the
meticulous numismatical observations. Thus, the exactness of
the inferable proportions - apart from the'extremé cases -
calls for further proof.

The working theory on evidence is the fqlléwing: the
frequency of the types, corresponding® one another within a
heap of coin piled up at a certain place in the antiquity, may
represent in prihciple the relation of ‘all coin types
circulating in the very area at that time. This statement is
to be proved, when the compositionsof several statistical
samples are similar to each other.’S Comparing these
-Statistical samples with the frequency order based on the
versions, namely the.catalogué,‘might convince'us of the
truthfulness of the latter.

The documentary material, namely the statistical samples, .
are offered by coin hoards in which the coins of our emperors
turn up in numbers worth'mentioning. '

In the folléwing we are going
to examine Clau&ius’ coinage on
the basis of sixteen hoards in which there are ﬁinimally two
hundred /more exactly 191/ samples of the relevant emperor’s

_coins. The consecration coins of the emperor are not included

in the invest#gation nor in the catalogue tables.79

The table shows the number of the .samples of the types
marked, turning up in the hoards, the order being defined
from West to the East. /See the 32-33. pp./%a .
As it has already turned up in other respects, the outpu£
of the different mints was not of.the same quantity, there
were great differences as to the types produced and the size

.Of the output. The table of the hoards also illustrates this.

The Rome mint, the significance of which surpassed that of
the others many times, basically determined the structure of
the hoards discovered in its vicinity and West of it. The
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; ts of the Mediolanum and Siscia workshops can only be found

n : 5 .

: re if the hoard is rather big [see Venera, Bavai, Bischoffs-
e

heim/. ! )

The hoard of Komin occupies a transitory position be#ween _
the Western and Eastern mints. It goes without saying, ?hat the
Rome mint is predominant i? this hoard, at the'same time the
output of the Siscia ming and - that of the oth?rs East of it
also occur in it. The effect of the Wes§ern mints /Rome,
Mediolanum, Siscia/ is not felt any more in the two Eastern

site hoards. .

From the above pictﬁre we may draw the conclusion, that in
the~agé‘of Claudius all the mints of the empire except Rome
produced for the area close -in their vicinity. In the great
Bavai-hoard Rome is represented by 88 % and the rest of the
mints by 12 $, while this proportion is 93 % : 7 % in the
Saint—Mard I. hoard. Let us not mention the uneven regional
distribution of the mints, nor the fact ;esult;ng, that the -
types turhing up in the hoards characteristic of the . specific
mints do not correspond the proportions of Claudius'qoinage ‘
as a whole, for we are not striving for an abstract propaganda
in “averageﬁ rather being interested in the particular
politics finding various expressions in the different areas.-

In the case of Claudiu§ this is divided into two parts:
the European section, mainly determined by the Rome mint and

. the Asian one mainly defined by the Antiochia mint.

Let us examine the more important and better documented
N g 80
European section as to the division of the types.

I have ranged the thirteen West European hoards as to
their volumens, from vVenera to Norfolk,apd have also
marked at the types, furnished with their catalogue
numbers, how many times they turn up in the hoards.
- Even so, the table shows certain tendencies /eg. some types
are equally missing while others being present/ but ptoportiops
are not clear. That is why the different hoards "have to be
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brought to a common denominator”.

: A unit amount in proportion  to the amount of the hoards hay
to be defined. To facilitate the comparison with the date in
the catalogue, let’s accept the very amount figuring as "1" i
-ﬁhe catalogue as a unit. As in the catalogue there are 286
and,according to the above,the unit is
of this, the unit may be given in the same way at

versions of Claudius
the 286%H

the hoards listed. The values obtained are iﬁ%ﬁ at the Venera-
hoard, 2%%% at the Bavai-hoard, l%g% at the Komin-hoard etc,
: signes in the the nu.aber of g
findspot diggram /p.32/ Claudius’ coins L
Norfolk A 191 0,7
Agden B 202 0,7
Totes C 252 0,8
Vineuse D 295 1
Saint-Mard I. E 416 1,4
Hollingbourne F 458 1,6
Beachy Head G 497 1.7
Cattenes H . 588 2
Thibouville I 777 2,7
Bischoffsheim J 1061 31,7
Nieder-Rentgen K 2146 7,4
Bavai L 2180 7,6
Venera M 4206 © 14,7

Thus, these unit amounts represent "1" at the different
hoards compared to which, for instance the 147 samples of
a certain type in the Venera-hoard equal 10, 294 samples
equal 20; in the Cattenes-hoard 50 samples of a certaln
type equal 25, 20 samples equal "10.

- I made an exception to the precise conversion but with
the types turning up in a certain hoard in fewer numbers
than the relevant unit.- As a matter of fact, in this
case - considering the quantitative relations only - the
type in question turning up in-a huge hoard need not be .
noted at all. I, for one, take the presence or lack of a
certain type in a hoard for a qualitative ‘lack, not to
be disregarded with reference to the quantitative
aspects. Consequently, each type is represented minimally
by one unit in the table of data "brbught to a common
denominator”. /See the 36-37.pp./

- 34 -

Lét ’'s figure out the average frequency of the specific

types in the thirteen hoards. /See the column av./ Accordingly,
we get ‘figures which will most likely approach the original
proportions of frequency more than the respective data of any

is frequency order of the types, formed from the

hoard. Th
averages, is convqnlent for comparing it with the order in the.
catalogue. 5

3131‘& il 4:5 g ? 44 b

3N

122 by 39 %

r—-«-umuuu iﬂi | ‘i» |

frequency order based on the hoards -

A :
frequency order based on the versions /or catalogue/

B

Thfee of thé most frequent four types head thezliSt at
poth places: 44, 39, 8. Namely, .we may state, that in the
extreme cases the order, based on the frequency of the versions,
is reliable. Besides, there are several points where the -
hoards are alike,but also .differ from the catalogue: 22, 10,
6, 11, 36, 1 relatively frequent in the catalogue'turn up but
in a few samples in the hoards. 30, 23, -3, 13, 24, 21, 5, 11

are repreéented more frequently in the hoards than in the

" catalogue. .

From the above, two facts are important for us:

1. The cbméositions of the different hoards are similar,
namely, the compositions of the above examined thirteen
statistibai samples are practically the same at most
points; since somethiﬁg identic determines their

. structure and this is the original distribution of the
types in the area'as defiged by the finding sites.

2. Cbncerning the majority of the types, . the frequency order,
given in the catalogue, is so inexact, that it cannot be
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used at all. Nevertheless, in the case of the most
frequent types it is most likely true.

It would be rather interesting to examine, how the internal
proportions of certain hoards correspond the general ones.

The diagram, representing the latter, [see the diagram A/
shows fairly well, that the types are not eveniy distributed
in the relevant columns, they rather form larger or smaller
groups. The most frequent type-44—-is relatively isolated, but
the following three types-ll, 8, 39-form a little group, which
is followed after a long break by the group of types-5, 13, 21,
24. After another, rather ‘long break these are followed again
by the next group formed by types 3, 23, 37, 30, 34, still-
quite apart from the following types. However, the subsequent
types steadily.range from the 7th to the rarest type.
bisregarding the latter, for the time being, let’s examine
the thirteen most frequent typés, namely the four groups
including these. /See the table p. 39./

On the diagram the specific hoards are represented by the
verticals erected on the horizontal axis. The distances
of the verticals from O are in direct proportionsto the
volume of the hoards. The various types are marked on the
verticals in the height corresponding to the frequency

of the given type in the hoard /see the graduation of the
vertical axis/. In order to make the diagram clear, I have
not drafted all the thirteen types examined, but the
fields of the different groups are marked by their lower
and upper borders, stretching from the Norfolk- to the
Venera-hoard.

Let’s analyze the diagram:

The most frequent type 44 stands alone, outside any group.
Generally it runs very high, round the upper border of field
II. It drops unexpectedly but once /Bischoffsheiml.?1

At the smaller hoards the three groups /II., III., IV./,
shown on the column diagram, traverse one another,ranging

- between very low minimum and very high maximum values. Hardly

could any conclusion be drawn from this part of the diagram
as to the tendency. The three separate groups placed above one
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another are deployed at the Cattenes-hoard although well
‘demonstrated yet'at the Hollingbourne one toco. There are

certain traverses at the Cattenes-, Thibouville-, even Bavai-
hoards, however, the difference between the minimum and maximum:
points is diminishing more and more. At the Bischoffsheim?hoard
the fields clear each other and run more or less parallel. At
the Nieder-Rentgen-, Bavai- and Venera-hoards these closely
approach the average frequency values [see the diagram A/.

The above show, that the smaller hoards /including round
560 coins concerning Claudius’ coinage/ may be rather valuable
for establishing an average, but they alone don’t safely
reflect thisvaverage,'namely the proportion of coinage at the
given area. Only at bigger hoards can we carefully conclude
to the rates of ‘the type-frequencies. In our case the hoards,
including more than 2000 coins,are those,whose internal rates
follow the average reliably, accordingly,these data serve
useful for examining the total coin-circulation referring to
the site of finding.

The graphicon offers a further significant conclusion. At
the above mentioned limit of 500 coins of the Cattenes-hoard
the parallel line of the lower and upper border,
characteristic for certain fields, seems to be demonstrated,
being especially characteristic for the upper and medium
fields. /See the table p.41./

We may observe this parallel at the smaller hoards coo.
/Norfolk-Agden-Totes-Vineuse-St Mard I., field III., Norfolk-
Agden-Totes, field II. /[ 3 3l :

G

This parallelism is of special 1nterest as the types coming
under the groups of the fields marked one by one,would not be
parallel to one another, but traversive within the frame of
the respective field.

- This proves the existence of the groups, in the hoards,

prevailing in the.separate ones too, accordingly,may be a test

of the groups,in the hoards based on the average frequency.

- 40 -
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It is characteristic, that parallelism is lowest in field IV.,
which is the least separative from the subsequent types on the
/17, 27, 41/. Thus, the lower border of the
groups is not as certain as in the two other cases, likelihood
of inexactitude is greater. Considering the fact, that this
groupincludes the types of medium frequency, greater hoards
than the existing ones, respectively several great hoards were

diagram A

needed for a more exact grouping.

The evidence of these groups, confirming their supposed
existence based on the averages, leads to the conclusion that
no direct instructions were issued by the competent
authorities for the larger or smaller scale distribution of
special types at the time defining the internal rate of the
total coinage, these were rather given as to groups. The
significance of types within the groupe may be identic. I
believe, there was no essential difference in the number of the
coins either. This means,that the frequency of types, namely

their significance order;consists of considerably fewer grades.

than one might believebased on the data figuring on the
catalogue.

Concerning Claudius’ coinege this order runs us follows in

the Western-, respectively Middle-European area, whose coin-
circulation was determined by the mints of Rome, Mediolanum -
and in a suﬁﬂlpart Siscia. 2 2

Two other regions are showh in the following table. We know
little about the coin-circulation of these areas, however, on

the basis of our experiences, to be considered general, carefui

conclusions might be drawn from the hoards found there.

1. The Komin-treasure trove may be characterized by the
fact that it occupies an intermediate position between the
Rome and the Antioghia spheres of influence, yet certain types
of it very likely show the vicinity of the Siscia mint.82 70 §
of the Claudius’ types are to be found among the 1200 coins,
and all the mints are represented. Thus, the coins are rather
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;ttered within the different types.

ertheless, the formation of certain groups may be
one of the types /39/ is prominent among the rest,

NeV!

opserved.
followed py four less obviously distinctive types /28, 11, 44,

37/ and then again another frequency-group containing two

types /56, 24/. /See the diagram C./
e T I N
25 unfortunately, neither of the two Eastern hoards is rich

—

enough,éhat we could draw conclusions similar to the above. No
exact conclusion is to be drawn, even if we have the average
data of the two hoards.

These hoards are very interesting, as hardly are there any
coins in them Jaltogether four pieces in the two hoards/. This
fact evidently shows, that these hoards do not originate from a
place where - .the empire’s normal coin circulation is
prevailing - the lower and higher freguency of the different
types show a balanced average, they rather come from the
sphere of influence of one particular mint, separated from
all the rest. This particular mint is Antiochia. Only on the
pasis of a few rich coin finds would it be possible to get'a
realistic picture about the output of this mint. Besides
Antiochia, none but the Cyzicue mint is represented by one
single coin in either hoards. This is all the more'remarkable,
that Cyzicus is represented by several types in the Komin-
and Venera-hoards, and even the remote Bavai treasure trove as
well.

Anyway, considering also the experiences gained at the
Komin-hoard, that much is certain, which were the steadiest
types in Antiochia s output /17, 11, 44, 59, 63, 64, 65, 66/.
These make up more than one third of the Antiochia types known'
by us. /See the diagram D./

TR o |
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.under group V., not included in the diagram yet, turn up in

no difference as to the number of the types, in the coinages

The foliowing table was first of all determined by the
Western-European coin-circulation. Groups I., II., III. and
IV. have already figured in the diagram. The types, coming

the majority of the hoards.83

W“Ed}ope Illyricum Asie
I. 44 - 39 ’
II.. 8 11 39 11 28 37 44 63 66
III. 5 13 21 24 24 56 7 11 44 59
v. 3 23 30 34 3 4 5 6 &4 &3
37 7 8 -912
5 T 13 20 21 22
Bt Bo 3 23.37 29 30.
g 34 40 41 42,
40 41 42 56 43 50 64 66
70

Aurelianus’ hoards . The coinage of Claudius Gothicus, at
least the most important part of it,
/the output of the Rome mint/ could be examined by ﬁtilizing
the relatively rich material, and this gave us possibilities
for concluding to such general facts based on which we could
say certain things about the less documented part of Claudius’

coinage. sl

This is of specific advantage, as this emperor hadvné time
for issuing large series from the typespreferredover his
short reign, which calls for a very accurate system of
investigation.

While the other two emperors could have larger series
minted from their imporfént types during their longer reign.
Among others, this 'is also proved by the fact, that there is

- 44 -

of th

is more uniform on the territory of the empire.

e three emperors, while there is one,as to the number of
the versions and consequently,there must have been a greater
difference in the number of the coins. This difference in the
number at Aurelianus and Probus was used for increasing the
intensity of the spec%fic types, namely the items of
propaqanda' compared to the coinage of Claudius. All these
show, that the coinages of\;he two emperors are "more
contrasting” than that of Claudius, that is, the more

jmportant types stand out in sharp contrast to the less

important ones.
This is also experienced at the examination of Aurelianus’
hoards. These hoards are not concentrated on an area, as

claudius’ Western-European hoards are, while th§4distribution

As here the different territories are represented maximum
py three hoards, it is not worthwhile preparing a diagram
similar to that of Clapdius.85

The Western—-European territor& is regarded as uniform in
the case of Aurelianus too, where the output of Rome And .
Mediolanum-Ticinum was circulating first of all. Only at the
end of the emperor’s reign, and but for a very short time,
was Lugdunum attached. Rome was suspended for a long time,
because of the closing down of the mint..Accordingly, the
production of the MediolanumJTicinpm Northern-Italian mint

. was. the only continuous one on -this territory. The examination

of the three mints in its radius of1activity confitms.the

" tendencies observed prev;ouslyf

In the Thibouville-hoard there were 128 Aurelianus’ coins.
Already in the case of Claudius coﬁld we see, that the smallef
the hoard, the less can we rely on it. So, we have not dealt
with hoards of fewer than 200 coins. Bowevet. at Aurelianus

" the limit, above which the hoard can be estimated, may be put
" somewhat lower, because of the'above'mentioned "more
: contrasting” coinage.

- 45 -




o 10,38

1,5, 46,
=L
22,4¢

5000 2 70 060

Already in this hoard initiatives of the breaking down to
groups can be observed, although, there is quite a ‘big
difference between the maximums and minimums of certain

groups. The Nieder-Rentgen-hoard is big enough for the groups

being separated within, and this separation is more specific
here than even in the case of the biggest hoard in Claudius’
coinage. The .groups are'separated by a much bigger interval
and five of them can be clearly differentiated. Four of them :

are shown on the diagrém,'the fifth contains the types which }i
also turn up in the hoard with maximum 11 coins. The Venera- .

hoard includes great amount of Aurelianus’coins. The'étoups
can be definitely classified, their upper and lower borders
are rather narrow. As far as the small hoard permits, the
parallel fields of the groups can also be observed on the
diagram, in addition to this, not shown on the diagram of the

Claudius hoards yet /see p.39./, it reveals that the parallels

are more and more converging.in'the ever richer hoards and are
to meet in each group at one point in a fictive hoard,

- 46 ~

all the coins minted in those days. These are the

] ding
1n01u the imperial authorities determined the

points in which
grequency of each type-group.

comparing the diagrams of the South-Eastern European hoards..

plevna and Majce-Grede, it is obvious at first glance,

lwm:m;:hese are close to each other.as to place, but the latter
:::ta:e different from the “first as to contents /see the
diagrams J and K/. The material of the Komin~hoard was

idently provided by Siscia, especially active in the time of
2 jianus, while the other two hoards are greatly influenced
b:r:erdica, besides Siscia. Accordingly, the Komin hoard alone

represents the Illyricum propaganda politics of Aurelianus.

S m L

This hoard is of medium size, the most important groups are .
well separated, but the less frequent groups are not. One or
two hoards, of similar or richer_size,'make further
differentiations possible.

The Plevna Hoard comes under the bigger ones, contrary to
that. in Majce-Grede, being rather modest. Obviously, they were
accumulated in the same coin circulation.m -k

RS

The most important. two groups may be well separated from the

i rest, but not distinctly told from each other. Here too, the

analyzis of more hoards would. furnish further information.

"{ The antoninianus find, digged up in Troy, in which . there

' are 180 Aurelianus coins, is the only hoard representing the

‘coin circulation in Asia Minor in my paper.

ol
This hoard may be well- classified but the control of some
.ther hoards were required. . :
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The two hoards, coming under the competency of Antiochia,
although not too large, are all the more important as they
complete each other.

« |
Ot
Otherwise, the facts observed at Claudius are also

characteristic for these, namely, no single coins,or even but

a few coins from a certain type, are found in them /[naturally
related to the size of the hoard/.

In the table below I summarize the conclusions of
Aurelianus hoards:

W-Europe Illyricum | SE-Europe | Minor-Asie | Asie
1. 4 9 9 4 938 | 4 38 38
II. | 14 41014 | 14 58
111.| 10 38
w. | 1 516] 1 2 8 | 17 s8 9 16 57 9 16 48
' 17 19 22| 11 12 13

46 16 17 19
v. g 1113 %1223 1 510

20 23.32| 323334 | 31316 19

39 45 46 | 38 4045 | 33 32 45

58 46-50 52 | 46 53

We can search for the proportion of

. frequency of the types in Probus’ hoards
with the same chance as in the case of Aurelianus. We. have
got a few hoards only, but the coinage itself is similarly
contrasty to that of the preceeding emperor. We have at most

Probus’ hoards

two hoards from any of the areas. This fact a priori ' i 5
determines the limits of exactitude of the conclusions. The

tables are to demonstrate how far we can rely on the data of
the treasures.86 :
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The mint of Lugdunum had already been working under Probus,
moreover s in view of the number the variations it belonged to
the big imperial mints while Ticinum became the most active
mint. Thus,we can not speak about a uniform coin-circulation
in Western-Europe, but should separate it into three groups:
.Italia|Central-Europe and North-Western-Europe.

The Nieder-Rentqen and Thibouville hoards were first of all
effected by the Ticinum and Lugdunum mints. This fact is well

'documented‘by the common types of the two mints, however, as

to the formation of frequency groups, the two hoards can be
petter documented separately, than on the basis of the average
data obtained from the two.

0 W ]

O —— - '

Lugdunum leaves its mark more strongly on the Thibouville-
hoard, while Ticinum on that of Nieder-Rentgen. :

The Venera-hoard includes 13 370 identifiable Probus’ .
coins, accordingi§;\1h principle the groups should separate
distinctly, as the coinage itself is well contrasted, proved
by the rest of the Probus’ hoards. The hoard in guestion
contains a high number of coins, nevertheless,we may see, that

the frequency-order round the center is not so characteristic

Ny concefning the separation of certain groups as in the rest of

‘the Probus’ hoards. Their number is also higher than usually.

IlIIIIIHUHLI g S B

Its reason, as we shall see in the following, is to be found
in the relative decentralization of Probus’ propaganda

politics. The table /below/ shows that the frequency of the
different types varies accoiding to the areas. Thus, in the
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large Venera-hoard representing Italia, we may find the out-
standing types of the coin circulation of the neighbouring
and even more remote regions. These fill in the gaps genera];
characteristic for the frequency tables. We méy also separa
the output of the mints provided the primary aim of our styg,
had been to investigate the output of certain mints. Howeveﬁ,
we want to clarify the propagandistic activity demonstrated
on the specific territories, consequently Italia represents fy,
us the verj sector to be examined. '

South-Eastern-Europe’s coin-circulation is represented'by
the Plevna- and Majce Grede-hoards in this case too.

-y oowe o

Most reqretably we possess but very few coins from the Plevn:
hoard, so, concerning the group-formation, we can rely on
first three grades only. Apart from samples of rarity .ffé;
character,only one group may characterize the coin—circulatiﬂ
in the area,consisting mainly from the coinage of Siscia and
Serdica. ; o

As to the Eastern hoards, the fact we have observed so farg
is also characteristic, namely, there are no rare samples,;zl
very few types maybe found in large series, in our case bué'-
two. These types also come from Antiochia besides a few coins
from Tripoli. Facts characteristic of all the European hoardm}
namely, the proportional distribution of types in the coin-
circulation, are not observed in Minor-Asia. No other mint, buf
Antiochia and Tripoli had an influence on the coin circulatim
of this area. i : W

The following.table_summarizes, similarly to the above> :
ones, the frequency-order qf types under emperor Probus. ISee'
p: 5L./ ' - T SRS
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i Nw;Europe C-Europe | Italy SE-Europe | Syria
1 ,
2 11 - 416 12 20
B a2 2t 1 4 20 ° 47
4 redis)iisa2 1 511
| v
R s |5 810) e 6 16
' 12 13 14 :
e 104, 10 11 15
: 15 16 31
1314 15 1 i 07| s 1s
16 31 35 ¥ i
70 71 '3 719| 91931 101519
; an 3 47 ool
~2 2025
28 26 :
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THE EXAMINATION OF TYPES The types are examined .in gre

. : based on the chronological
. distribution and the frequency of the coins. The groups arg

surveyed as to the different emperors’ ‘reign. Subsequentlja
| we try to give a general picture of the specific emperors’
i religious political propaganda.

REPRESENTATION -OF DEITIES

I have broken up the multitude of the representations of

- deities into smaller groups,ranged as to their order of

importance in the case of all the three emperors. The main

three categories of this order of importance are the '
following:

A. Types bringing the representations of deities on the colj

into direct connection with the emperor /APOLLINI CONSER

B. Types where the deity represented is the main aim,
consequently destined for the propagation of the deity |
question /IOVI VICTORI/.

- C. Types on which the representation of a certain deity only
illustrates the message of the type expressed by the .
legend IMars on the mint with VIRTUS AUG legend/. .

It goes without'saying,othat these emperore' ooinages;
differing from one another, in many respects, will modify thi
| preliminary grouping at certain plaoes. Besides the above
- aspects, the role of the specific deities .is determined by

the position of the types on the frequency table.

- 92 -

A

At Claudius two smaller groups of types
come under "A" category, one is that of

i > i n = n
%eervator“-coins, the other is that of the salus-aug

_ties as conservators:

Cyz " Unk

Medr éis
7J1 23|?2123|2123}21231212 312123
= AA I} - .
e
s
P
3 I I I :
. E S PQ
R
2y to the signs used:
i = i Q= Iuppiter and Iuno
? = ?ﬁg;}:er~ : R = Minerva and Hercules -
E = Aesculapius J s.= stag ..
S = Serapis’ p = panther
P = Serapis and Isis g:'E Pegeeus

! = aureus

. The table represents the types coming under this group as
to mints, and at the different mints as distributed according
'o the years of the rule. 1, 2, 3 are the years of the rule,

B = undated type. The legends of the types are. marked by the
*ingures shown on the left of the table.~ :

The majority of the types of this group was produced in

‘Rome and- Antiochia.- Apart from Iuppiter and Apollo, there are
| many other deities figuring among them ‘in Antiochia these are
iy ‘distinctly Eastern deities respectively a pair of deities

/Serapis and Isis/. They are preservers of the emperor as a

ruler without any exception. So to say, Aesculapius alone may

be interpreted as preserver of the emperor ‘s health. .v'
COnsideting the temporal distribution of the types, we:
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find, that Claudius inherited a part of the conservator—typg
minted in the Rome workshop, from Gallienus [Diana, Liber, St
and their production was discontinued during his rule. The £
with APOLLINI P CONS legend is one of these. Iuppiter and gy
other deities also have their shares in the rest of the c°1&
dated in the 15 and an emissionh
only Apollo has a dated type. This is of a specialpimportamm
in the very short Claudius’ coinage, for it means that this
last one, may, most probably, be considered as planned from
the point of view of propaganda politics, after the early,

inherited and but hardly controlled types.

emissions. But in the 3

It turns out from the frequency-table of the coins too,
that the Apollo type minted in the 3rd emission is the only
essential one out of the total group of "conservatores". In
Western-Europe, the most significant uniform territory of the
Claudius’ coin-circulation, it can be found in 80 % of the
hoards, although alwaysvin a few samples only. However,
corresponding with the fact, that the production of this type
was started a few months before the death of Claudius, we get
‘the picture of an already short-lived, but during this time
‘very intensive Apollo-conservator propaganda.

The Antiochia conservatores types became very popular in
the East as well,‘but were not of the really frequent types,
and what is still more important, hardly did they spread
beyond the Eastern pro#inces of Europe.

The group. of the salus- aug-types:

Type~table : e
i Rom Med sis ‘ Cyz Unk Ant
2123]2123]2123]2 123}]2123]2123
« N3 s’ E S - S " A+ C
"lAa . : =3
“ls 8 H
Key to the signs used: A = Apollo - H.= Sol
" - . E = Aesculapius s = eagle
S = Salus ] C = Apollo and Diana
I = Isis Pharia '’ = aureus
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This group is built around a single legend, yet rather

ed in view of representations. Here too, Rome and

ochia play a great role. Besides Salus, who probably might
onsidered as personification, the most general

esentations of the salus-coins are Apollo, respectively
ulapius and Diananwthologicallyconnected. Isis Pharia

so turns up on these coins in Antiochia too, possibly in
nnection with the New-Year greetings, and Sol figures as

The dated versions refer to the 15t ana 2™ emissions, and
s—coin is found in the 3rd emission. Its continuity

no salu
greaks just at the time when the most important of the
eonservator-types starts. .

rThe frequency of the coins with SALUS AUG legend surpasses
that of the APOLLINI CONS types to some extent, but comes
under the same frequency degree. Its spreading may be said to
be even in the whole of the empire.

It is characteristic of the types of both the conservator-'
and the salus aug-groups that the deities on the coins are the
personal protectors of the emperor. The difference between the
two groups is illustrated by the deities shown.

On the conservator-coins the figﬁres of Iuppiter, Iuno,
serapis, Isis, Sol and Hercules definitely indicate, that these
deitiee protect. the emperor as ruler, and their persdnality is
essential as to the aspect of .the power. In this context
Apollo’ or Minerva get a similar interpretation.

.

on the salus-coins Aesculapius, Salus and Apollo show a
connection in which they figure as the protectors: of the -

. emperor’s health. These two kinds of divine protections do no

differ from each other very much, as the health and salvation
of the emperor are ‘of public interest also guaranteeing the
prosperity of the state. : ity

so, 1t is not peculiar, that Apollo plays an important tole

s in both groups, on the other hand, it is worthwhile observing
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the chronology of his types. Disregarding the type with the
legend APOLLINI P CONS, which was not mentioned by Carson
among the substantive types of Claudius, and so was classified
as O emissjon by us, we may see, that Apollo started his
career on the salus-coins in the coinage of Claudius, and we
meet him among the conservator-coins only a few months before

the death of the emperor. At that time he was not represented

on the salus-types any more, while the Apollo?conservator'
coins were produced in relatively big quantity.

It is obvious, that the imperial propaganda selected this
deity from the salus-types, and put it exclu the
conservator-coinage,so far of minor importance, divided ong
many deities. This fact suggests the deliberate tendency qf
the religious political propaganda and besides this, that the

iconservator’' role of Apollo is closely linked with his previous'

one.

The fact,that Apollo remained on the conservator-coins
instead of the much more obvious Iuppiter, was most likely
necessitated by the propaganda requiring a feature
demonstrated in the personality of the emperor’s principal
protector, peculiar to him,as opposed to all the rest of the

deities /Iuppiter included/. I see this feature, based on the

parallel occurence of the deities in the SALUS AUG group,
Apollo’s connection with health and healing. : B

As to this, we may mention that Claudius lost his life in
the plague. raging in the empire, mainly in the army, during '
the last period of his reign. Under these circumstances the -
protection of the emperor’s health could get a concrete
meaning concerning the empire as a whole. Very likely, the
Antiochian type hints also at this, the legend o% which is
SPES PUBLICA, and Aesculapius can be seen on it with Salus
/at Alfsldi Hygieia/. The hope set .in Aesculapius and Salus
obviously expects the end of the epidemid

Consequently, Apollo is the central figure of Claudius
Gothicus’ conservator and Salus types. The most important

e ;
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wype 15 ¢ha® with the legend APOLLINI CONS, being not one of
the most frequent types of Claudius, neither insignificant, as

'over a very short time as many were produced -as to become:

ordinary in the examined hoards from Britannia to Illyricum.
Apollo's selection into the focus of religious political . . 2
propaga“da was most likely planned, justified by historical ;i
events of the period. = .. ' : i

' malalas also refers to Apollo s connection with the emperor,”
though he is the only author who mentions this fact. This
publication is confirmed by the coins," nevertheless, we may
assume, that this adjective could not be well known, otherwise
other authors might have mentioned it too. However, the very
short period of the APOLLINI CONS coinage did not mak;sit
possible to make this propagandistic element popular.

»p" Deities

rype-table
Rom " . Med © 8sis . Cyz Unk '~ Ant
gl 2. 3 212312123 ]2123[]?21Y23}[2123
Se Sgod ! .
6. MM’ M
“Jfas.g ¢ : 2 :
ég R ) S R o Doy A Senhn D v et ISR (ticanty
26. I : ’ i - =
i e T .
33.] . M i M
3. =M M
50.} == D
61. K
62. - D
64. - J
66.] ¢ N
67. = 2
68.] S ] - S
L T ok . = N 3 icE
72. e Wl D ) Mi
73.1 ) g : Ve . : -
Key to the signs used. I = Iuppiter K = Cabir Mi = Minerva
M = Mars . J = Iuno. Ve = Venus
C = Ceres N = Neptunus D - = Diana
F = Fortuna V = Vulcanus S = Sol
St

aureus
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In this varied table the lively activity of Rome and
Antiochia is again fairly well illustrated. Each produces

quite different types, while the rest of the mints range among

types given.

The activity of Mediolanum, Siscia and Cyzicus is similar to
that of Rome while the output of the unknown mint in Western
Minor Asia is like the profile of Antiochia.

'Mars /6, 33, 34/, Iuppiter /5, 26, 27/, Fortuna /22, 71/
and Diana /50, 62/ are figuring with different versions in

this group. However, not a single coin bears the image of
Apollo, so dominant in the previous group.

The hietory of the group starts with the production of

Iuppiter and Mars versions in the West, during the first year
of Claudius’ reign. In Siscia and Cyzicus Fortuna, in the East

a fairly varied smali group of Neptunus, Fortuna, Minerva,
Venus and Sol types production comes about, to which we may
add the Ceres of Rome. On these coins the deity gets a

possessive attribute /...AUGUSTI/, thus the part of the deity

being connected with the emperor ‘gets essential. In this
aspect, it is closely linked with the groups under "aA"
category, however not so definitely as the latter.

In the second year the coinage keeps on to be similar in
the West, but the production of this type group is
discontinued. Over the third year. but two types prevail. One
bearing the legend FORTUNA REDUX having been the most popular
Fortuna-type until then, and the new Mars-type MARTI PACIFER.

Out of the Iuppiter-types IOVI STATORI and IOVI VICTORI

are the most usual, the latter is even the most frequent among

the deity representations in Europe too. Minted oveér the 2nd
/longest/ year in Claudius reign. These are of lesser importa
in Illyricum and not produced in the East.

The MARS ULTOR, produced in the 2“d year; is aiso the most
frequent in Europe out of the Mars-types. The MARTI PACIFERO,
started in the 3rd year is to survive and in its introduction
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the same controlled propagandistio activity is realized as in
the case of APOLLINI CONS type. Its frequency corresponds this
fact.

FORTUNA REDUX is one of the two Fortuna-types, rather
general all over Europe, most likely in the East too. This
type, so to say, stabilizes an adjective with Fortuna ad§ing
a certain rigidity to the deity and making her the
personification of “"the fortune on the way home". The other,
rather rare type of Fortuna, produced }n the unknown mint,
pearing the legend FORTUNA AUG. demonstrates the deity similar
to‘Neptunus, Minerva and Venus in the types mentioned above.
The production of FORTUNA REDUX keeps on.over the whole
coinage during Claudius, an& prevails in the latest period
too.

The Antiochia mint, defining the total coinage in the East,
had been remarkable for the active production of deity-
representations. The types with the legends NEPTUNUS AUG and
IUNO REGINA were most likely fairly frequent in the Asian éoin-'
circulation. All this, however, refers to the first half of
the emperor’s reign, in this case to the ISt emission. Later
on, the production of types coming into this group is '

discontinued in Antiochia.

"C" Deities as illustrations

Type-table ot .
8- Unk’

Rom Med Sis Cyz
21 2312123212321 23[?2123[2123
. S Sl - K K D
5.l B " - g ; :
36.} S s -8
38.0 R
a1.| . : Ry E°
nce. 4. M Mool s Mo lia A
63. ] I e . SRl B TEs R
65. : i lglna s est i e n

S = Sol

H = Hercules
R = Mercurius
A = Minerva

_ Key to the signs used' K'= Saturnus'
° D = Sol and Diana -
M = Mars
E = Aesculapius and
Hygieia )
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have been frequent in the East, however, ‘not getting to other

The figure of the deity generally illustrates but an idea parts of the empire.

on these types. Accordingly, the representation, defining the

‘type often changes within the legend. ' Summar In Claudius’ coinage the propaganda concerning

Antiochia’s preference to the production of deity-figures
is well demonstrated in this table too. Rome and the other twg

deities was not uniform in the empire as a whole.
The structure of the coinage was determined by the Rome mint
mints produce fewer of these types. in Europe, and the Antiochia mint in Asid.’

e

The more significant types are AETERNITAS AUG /12/ and
ORIENS AUG /36/. Sol is the main figure on both of them; on
the first type together with Diana Lucifera, or Saturnus, as

On this diagram the mints are not
ranged. geographically but as to
the number of their types,
produced in decreasing order from

the deity in close connection with the idea Time. Even in thig Rome to the unknown mint.

respect the approach differs considerably in the West, from
that in the East. In Antiochia, where the Saturnus image is

g
2 So, the columns form a descending
— curve on the diagram. We may plot
C i this curve with that,representing
the output of the type-groups as
to mints. In case the two curves
seem to be similar, the output of
the examined group is of average

also figuring inside the same legend,87 Diana Lucifera can be
seen together with Sol. So, Sol is but one of the deities on

this type, down-grading the very universal character of his " s volumen among the mints. In case
"personality”. Though, having had such a universal character S 5 they deviate from each other at
’ A 2 o & certain sections, the direction
is well shown by the Rome type, on which he alone illustrates i it 2 and extent of the deviation is
the legend, thus getting closely linked with the Golden Age 3 g‘ o characteristic for the output of
myth. ; 'ﬁ T this type-group in the relevant
. : 2. £ mint.
Rome contrary to Antiochia, seems. to have advocated this . E In the representation Antiochia-
AL . T i ; s g shows. quite a diverging character
universal character his is also proved by the ORIENS AUG —_— 3 g from the average. Most of its
type, on which Sol symbolizes East as a whole. This type is | B s coins are of deity-representation
O, E types. In this respect its -

produced in European mints only, and the tendency against the

‘production is the highest in the
dependence on “the empire is manifested.

L-" ] empire, inspite of the fact that

H

it takes a medial place in the
diagram on the basis of the
‘number of all the types produced
there.

The rest of the mints are less
different from the average, so as
to these the examination of the’
deity representation group makes

. a more refined differentiation
possible. .

The rest of the types, coming under this group, are-of ;
lesser significance. Though VIRTUS AUG is the most frequent

=

Claudius legend, that may be illustrated by various represeﬂ-

tations among which the figures of Mars and Minerva are shown
on certain types only. The case is similar as to the SPESVJI
PUBLICA tYpe /41/, the interesting feature of which we have
mentioned above. However, most of its coins are illustrated

by the personifications of HOpe- : The' difference between the European and Asian sector is'

slightest at the beginning of the emperor’s rule. At that time,

Types carrying FIDES AUG and IUVENTUS AUG legends might ; y
erall mints produced but the old types at disposal or some not
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gxamining the deity representations in the total coinage
under Claudius, we may state, that these are figuring on 20 %
of the coins in Europe, most of them minted in 269, the .
rwhelming majority, 13 % of the types, IOVI VICTORI and
-OV:S ULTOR. The remaining 7 %, APOLLINI CONS, MARTI PACIFERO,
zETERNITAS AUG and FORTUNA REDUX types, were produced in the

too specific new ones.

In the following, rather lengthy period /269/, the
propaganda picture yet remains indistinct, but the types
inherited from Gallienus are already missing and are Supersedeg
by the ordinary Iuppiter /IOVI VICTORI/, Mars /[MARS ULTOR/ ang
Fortuna, based on religious politics in Europe. Respectively,
by a further strikingly different and ﬁore varied coinage
round Antiochia.

iast period. i
_ prequency-table

W-Europe ) Illyricum Minor-Asia

The situation changes decisively at the end of Claudius .
reign; In the 3rd emission probably started at the end of 269, = - é B
considerable versions of entirely new types were produced, = = N - E s 637 66
/APOLLINI CONS - 4 versions, MARTI PACIFERO - 9 versions/ B ) [P b ‘ 75 - 44% 59B
indicating, that an intensive production for large series of B = o = 643 65C ‘
these types have been forseen. The AETERNITAS AUG types with - - - 34B » = - 5B §B
the image of Sol was produced /in 4 versions/ at that time. - 75 - - 12€
Rome, Mediolanum and Siscia, the mints with the biggest output b, = GB 45 o, -B - 228
of the new coins, also contribute to the production. While c B 2T e N i
Antiochia, the Unknown mint and Cyzicus do not issue any 3t¢ -B 12 3 22C 348 - = i
emissions, not dealing with new types. izc : :, 3f 44° 50B 4B 668

Obviously, the administration defined, respectively could il s 3
bring into effect its stand, concerning the religious

political propaganda, only by that time. As long this had not
taken place, each mint produced types of loyal character in
accordance with its own traditions. Under such conditions,
the Rome output in Europe and that of Antiochia in Asia were
the most colourful, The renown Eastern mint was pretty far -
from the central administration during Claudius, as a matter
of fact, it worked independently producing various types of
high level. :

Concerning the coin circnlation in Asia, we do not dispose
of enough data for stating so exactly the numerical frequency
of deity-repreéentations. However, it may be taken for certain,
that ~ there the deity representations were considerably more

5 frequent than in the Rome radius. 5 g

'Aurelianus ‘ The structure of Aurelianus’ coinage does not
follow up all the features of Claudius Gothicus’
coinage. There are no basic differences between them, however,
the same scheme cannot be applied to both. For ex;mplg, the
"salus aug" group is entirely missing at.Aurelianus, playing

a significant role in the previous emperor’s propaganda.
' However, the differences in degree, observed at the coinage
L] N .

‘Short aftér the emperor's death the new large scale coin
minting came to an end. But a few coins could be produced out
of the relatively great varieties. In this context, the number
of the vériéties of coins,minted from one type, shows the
project, while the number of the coins the actual result.

62 salek: 6 3=




of Claudius, may be found here as well. According to these, we

discuss the deity representations in three groups:

"A" conservator-types

"B" the propaganda referring to the deities themselves
"C" deity representations as illustrations

"A" Deities as conservators

Type-table
Rom M-T Sis Ser Cyz Ant Unk
2123 123 2123 23 123 223 2
7. A - A’
14, 1 I I’ 1 I ss® I _ I
18. s A
48.| - E ' s’ s
55. ) S .
Key to the signs used: A = Apollo Ee = Aesculapius.
I = Iuppiter S = Sol and the emperor
'S = sol = aureus

Apollo representations were minted at the beginning of the

Aurelianus’ coinage, during a relatively short period. Two

versions of antoninians were issued in Rome, the main centre
of the Claudius’ coinage, and three versions of aureuses in.
Siscia: These latter cannot be dated so precisely as the
antonlnlans, but they certainly date back to the prereform

age.

No Apollo-coins are issued in the 2nd
brings forth the independent propaganda politics of Aurelianus.
All the Iuppiter coins /a relerively‘high number - 13,5 %/
come under this period, which beind much longer than the other

two, lasted for about three years.88

period. This period

Hére the result of a less

spectaculér, rather a steEdy production{ covering a long

period, may be seen. All the mints produced Iuppiter—coins,

except Lugdunum and Antiochia, being under the influence of
-3 N

Tetricus, respectively Palmyra. The widely spread circulation

of the Iuppiter-coins proves having been instityted on central
- propaganda. There is no trace of the later Sol-cult yet, and I
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the representation of Iuppiter a definite deviation

see 17 89

£rom the "salus aug”"-line and its representative Apollo.
Claudius' program in relation to Apollo, Diana, Salus,
ABscu],ap;i.us and Frotuna Redux was most’ likely ineffective for

. purelianus. He rather chose Iuppiter of the more universal

1nterpretation as his conservator. This choice remained
exclnsive for a long period. Aurelianus did not diminish the
status of his conservator by distributing this function among
some more deities.

The picture changes only in the third period. After having ;
oécupied Palmyra, Aurelianus pledges hilself to Sol. The
transition to be observed on the coins in connection with this,
is very interesting. Coins, with. the legend 10VI CONSER, are
minted in Serdica in the third perlod, nevertheless, Sol and
the emperor may be seen on the picture, not Iuppiter, as it
has been in every case so far. Obviously, this combination
does not hint at the popularization of Iuppiter, on the
contrary, its loosing ground. However, there is a careful
propaganda,going on concerning the IOVI CONSER legend tyge
nminted for so long. As much, however, is certain, that the
emperor shows a specific respect to a deity, relatively new
/in this field/, having his face minted on conservator-coins!

' Sol picture alone, may be seen on three gold end,two .

antoninianus versions minted- in Antiochia - the workshop in
close vicinlty to the Palmyra crisis. The legend /CONSERVATOR
AUG/ does not name the deity here either, only the
representation refers to him.

Another ‘Siscia type comes from the third period with APOL
CONS AUG legend and the representation of Apollo and the-
emperor. A}denerius carrying the same legend, a type& which I
would date to this period, - based on the above.g} These two
versions are as uncertain as those from Serdica{ The name in
the legend is neither Iuppiter nor Sol, but it is the long
forgotten Apollo, here used because of his close relation 5
with Sol, or just as a substitute. These versions are minted
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; by the same two.workshopé which produced Apollo-conservatorsg

,wt for a very short time, namely, the production was fairly
mtensive in view of the conditions. .

concerning the total coinage, the production of the Sol-
l‘w‘se,,-vator is minimal, compared with the {IOVI CONSER type.

considering it dialectically, it is obviously the

in the first period. It was evident to refer back to the
symbol discontinued three years ago.

Besides these, there is a Cyzicus type with the legend SOLI
CONSERVATORI from the 2nd period [!/. Only one version is
known of this. This type must be considered an exception, so ag
to its legend and as its placing to the 2“d period. The

.‘Hawever:
f'siqn of an important religious political change.

~ =p" The deities N

conservator-type carrying the image of Aesculapius is also B 1
"?-TYPe table

considered as a "unigque". 93 2 o v ' s
' o ) bre] The types of the first
l}s we see, the conservator-coinage during Aurelianus is ‘,3‘ : -gg ‘g: _two'periods seem to
broken up into three periods of three succeeding deities. Thig < | - - on" 887 merge. Rome, Mediolanum-
uniformity, demonstrated already in the first period of Apolle ..4‘. m Egg %g% . Ticinum, Siscia and
coinage and the second period of Iuppiter-coinage, may lead to i ynn ©7F later Serdica produced
the conclusion, that Aurelianus’ propaganda must have been - L] e hzmm g coins at that time.
fairly well organized and_c‘entralized.94 Thus, I am rather Nl %5 3 First of all the most
incliped to consider the above men(ii:ioned Serdica, Antiochia, 5’ - R H §m§ : frequent type of
Rome and Siscia rarities of the 3% period, as cautious steps), L &g g 3 Fortuna, carrying .
rather than confusion, at the introduction of a conservator . 03:’ 7 .E‘.;’g -g FORTUNA REDUX legend.
coinage, basically focused on Sol. T =n A LSO '
- ) v & B> hE Besides- these types,
The conservator coinage in Siscia and Serdica is the most - .0 - gy
i . j ; ! ) —~-—-0-——particularly-frequent -
varied among the mints. The output of these might have been o u o
s - —. . .2 __H.____in Western=-and €entral-
larger than that in the rest of the mints. The frequency of -« I TR Ty - P
95 - ) ) @ & o - Europe, a few Iuppiter,
certain types is well demonstrated on the table. ; K L .
] S P B 3 ‘@ 4O - Mars and Minerva types
Thé conservator colnage played an important role in the i \ é’ég E minted in lesser
fairly centr;h.zed propaganda politics gf Aurelianus. The [ S ] L T quan{j_ty,' as well as a
IOVI CONSERV type is figuring in the 2" group in all European e mu's ~ o SOLI INVICTO type
regions. The coin circulation in Asia is rather specific; as 3 £ 0] o , issued in Rome in the
this rogion had been largely under -PalmAyrean influence during; E : 2] : .§ znd period, may also be
the first half of Aurelianus reign. As we see, the mint in 1 m' N found. However, at that
Antiochia had been silent for long, turning up with the new g T Vi E.' ‘time this type is not
Conservator type /Sol/ in the coin circulation of the 3’5d » Coae r},, E L of greater significapce
pc—':r:n.od.96 The same facts are characteristic for this short- 5 Nl H _g . - than the rest. -~
lived Sol-conservator coinage as to the Apollo-conservator - = g : e
g ho g v i P i s s 9 * In the 3rd period, -
in Claudius’ coinage. Both weré minted in a lot of versionms, : ; o
T e after the occupation
oy Y ) OIS WA CRbe of Palmyra, Sol takes
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and reverse sides. The imperial title is usually on the av:rs=se,
hile the legend concerning the deity on the reverse. In my
pinion, this irreqularity is deeper seated, showing a certain

ground in the coinage. The type with SOLI INVICTO legend is
the only one found in-all the mints. The last period of
Aurelianus’ coinage is entirely devoted to Sol. The._
contribution of Cyzicus to this propaganda is rather
interesting. At this place they do not mint the usual SOLI
INVICTO type, but one with the legend MARS INVICTUS. The
representation shows Mars taking the globe from thevwhip

consistency on an unusual type.

The legend SOL DOMINUS IMPERI ROMANI does not turn up else-'
where either on the averse or the reverse. It means, that Sol-
is the dominus of the Romah Empire. The title "dominus® can be
found on the averse of two further legend-types of Aurelianus’
coins: IMP DEO ET DOMINO AURELIANO and DEO ET DOMINO NATO
AURELIANO A0698 and refers to Aurelianus in»both cases.

carrying Sol. Doubtlessly, Sol is the more significant of the
two deities, from whom Mars does not get the globe only, but
the outstanding INVICTUS attribute too. Accordingly, Cyzicus
also gets its share in celebrating 501,‘but with a diverse
. type. The frequency of this type in Minor Asia is similar to
that of SOLI INVICTO, and the SOLI INVICTO type takes the
second place in the frequency of the "B" grade types, despite
" having been minted for about one year only. Its output had !
been rather intensive and wrde-spread over the total coin

Nevertheless, the coin examination gives this title to Sol,

and the picture actually represents the Sun-God. Accordingly,»
a Sol-bust can be seen on the averse, where Aurelianus-bust is
usually to be found. The'deity bears the emperor’s title
/dominus/ and status as well. It follows, that, on this coin,
sol symbollzes ‘the emperor, ‘being elevated to the deity of Sol
by this. v

The reverse is similarly unusual. The legend is: AURELIANUS
AUG CONS. The abbreviation CONS is explaned as "consul” by
omo.2? I do not think it likely, because, though the dating

of the coin is not certain, yet,it cannot be supposed to have
been.minted at the beginning of. Aurelianus' reign. Great
majority of the dated Sol-coins come from the 3T period of
Aurelianus’ coinage. In Serdica all the Sol-coins are from the
3rd period. At that time, Aurelianus was in his second /or most
likely yet at the third/ consular year.;Po Neither is it in-
different, "that this emperor has not any coins on. which his
.consulship is indicated 1ike that. The legends on- _the reverses,
dated with the emperor’s title, all begin with the forms PM,
TR, P,IOI and the serial numbers of the years, as a consul,

are marked by COS, COS II.102 i )

circulation during the reign of Aurelianus.

From the 4t perlod the VENUS VICTRIX type alone is worth
mentioning from the independent Severina coinage.

All the versions except antoninianuses and aureuses are
undated. As the frequency of the rest of the denominations is
minimal,‘compared with these two,.we can not consider them as
permanent instruments of propaganda, may be of topical
importance only. This refers especiaily to denominations,
where we find types not figuring on others. These coiﬁs
represent special types owing to their very rare denominations,
Such are the four Sol versions minted in Serdica in As;97" ‘
SOL DOMINUS IMPERI ROMANI is the legend on one side of these :
coins for its shorter forms/, and AURELIANUS AUG CONS is on
the other one. RIC takes the side with the legend SOL DOMINUS E
IMPERI ROMANI for the averse of the coin, probably because the:
bust is on this side: semi-profile  Sol-bust in radiate crown.
A representation in full can be seen on the other side: emperor

etc. g

Nevertheless, there is an expression among the Aurelianus
legends frequently abbreviated by CONS.- This, however, is the
offering a sacrifice at an altar, with patera and sceptrum in conservator eg. APOLLINI CONS.1°3 Accordingly, the 1egend

hand. The unusual legends may arouse debates about the averse
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than 501.1 05 This.phenomenon wasn’t new. The two deities are
als0 interchanged on the type with the legend APOL CONS AUG,
minted in the Serdica, respectively Rome workshops.

means, that Aurelianus Augustus himself is a conservator, so
functioning as a deity by virtue of our investigations so far
So, this side of the coin leads to the same conclusion as the
" other one: that this coin was devoted to the ‘deification of

_ F.'C' Deities as illustrations
the emperor. As to this fact, the representation could be '

Type table

considereo of no bearing, unless, we could imagine that the Lug Rom M=T Sis' . ger Cyz Unk - Ant
coin carries this representation by chance. It was important,
to put the essentials about Aurelianus’ reign and historical 3 212 3]1123-4/123 e 123421223
role leading to the deification. The coin minted in the 1. mMr| BY EMY M’ M M’ | ss®
Serdica workshop does not emphasize Aurelianus’ outstanding i- 2 e s’ g;, s s g'gév. ss® b sls
actions, the victory over Zenobia and Tetricus, but his pietas, 5: i ) P’ ) FF FP'’ F
for which the introduction and fostering of the Sol-cult were g’ ' ge, 1.
most characteristic. 12. VR

Thus eliminating the differences between Sol and the §3j ss G it ©
emperor, and interchanging devine and mortal spheres, these 32. . s
coins show a respect towards the emperor. I should say, this gg: M
outstanding worship may hardly be expressed to men. It AOes gi' 3 - " Mf M
not separate the emperor from the mortal world by addressing 34: s § N i
him as a deity, but by attributing him functions exercised by ' Rey to the signs used:

a deity only, as a matter of fact, the most supreme known in M = Mars H = Hercules 1€ = Iuppiter and the emperor

the history of coinage. Aurelianus Augustus conservator does vV = Venus N z Neptunus G = the Lupa Romana and the Gemini
not fight for the interests of Rome on the earth, as f Tygegpgilgol? ; §e§g§r¥ps“ ity % "sz'e sol and Hercules
restitutor orientis, but protects the realm as a deity from g : ggi :gg gigzgdentia Se.= S°1 and the emperor

above. The legend on the reverse is the inversion of the same

i = festive or commemorative coin. aureus, denarius, as or
idea. A deity, Sol appears as the Roman Emperor without any - ’

sestertius

supplement and explanation, and the same frame is given to_:u CQinage in this group is similar to that, in the previous
one. The mints producing in the lst period, partly issue types
with the face of Mars, partly /Cyzicus/ use great varieties of

other deity representations as an illustration.

him, as given to mortal emperors on such coins. Accordingly;“,
I would convey ‘the suggestion, thatw these coins were minted '
immediately after the death of Aurelianus, namely in Serdica,
the mint closest to the place of the Caenofrourion
assassination, being the strongest and most active source of

the Aurelianus’ propaganda.]fo4

In the an period some Hercules and Iuppiter illustrations
are added to those of Mars, so are some types of Sol. The
representations of the latter are quite frequent already in
this period and turn up on’ many types. This is especially
'interesting, as Iuppiter had the leading role in the °

Most regretably, RIC does not include the prints of all the
versions. Contrary ‘to Webb, rather accepting Cohen, I would
sconer consider one of the two published version to be Apollo,

- 71 -
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conservatores coins at the time.

However, as we have already seen, the 3rd period is almost

only Sol'’s, besides him only Mars turns up in some traditiona]

types. Nevertheless, in connection with him we have to call
the attention to the Cyzicus MARS INVICTUS type too, showing.
the special connection of this deity with Sol in Aurelianus’ .
coinags.

. The most important Sol-type is that with ORIENS AUG legend.
As at Claudius, the picture of the Sun-God symbolizes the
East. This éype may propagate the most important military
venture and success of Aurelianus. It is one of the most
frequént types in Europe and Asia. The other, relativeiy
frequent Sol-type is that with the legend PROVIDEN DEOR, on
which the Sun-God is seen together with a Fides or Providentia
personification. This was comparatively frequent in Europe
only. The rest of the Sol represéntations turns up sporadically
in five other legends only.

The most important Mars iype is the RESTITUTOR EXERC. As to
the data on the catalogue, it was produced in Cyzicus only.
This is well shown in the coin circulation of Asia Minor.
Here, the type comes into the ZFd frequency grade. However,
the circulation did not stop in the vicinity of the mint, but
turned up in South-Eastern-Europe and frequently, even in
Western-Europe, showing that its production, though being
confined but to one mint, was very intensive. [See the
frequency-table p. 73./ :

The rest of the deity representations are but sporadic on
some frequent types /CONCORD MILIT, RESTITUTOR ORBIS/, or in
legends being not significanf with other illustrations in
Aureliaﬁus coin circulation either.

On the aureuses Mars representations are the most
frequently minted in the Siscia, respectively Antiochia
workshops. As a matter of fact, we can not talk about
frequency, comparing these with the antoninianuses. Based on

72 -

?quuency-table .
' wW-Europe Illyricum SE-Europe Minor-Asia Syria
P 4C - = © - - | a4 - -
&
= {142 ‘ 142 s8¢
1. 10 - 4€ 108 14% - 16®
fv.| - s€.- | 1° - - | - s8 - 168578 ) -
B = ; A
168 - - T e - |48
v lc - - 16 - - lc sc lOB
. ) c
- t- 3% B
S B
. LR ‘
398 - - : - - -
s8¢ 8¢ LN Y L
- - 52

the known versions only, we may say, that in the VIRTUS AUG
types there are relativgly many aureus versions with Mars’
jmage /Siscia, Roma, Mediolanum-Ticinum, Lugdunum/
respectively. in the RESTITUTOR ILLYRICI type, minted only in
Antiochia, as an obvious refe:ence to Aurelianus’ origin,
respectively, to that of his army’ elite. o
SUImas B _“Wesummarize Audrelianus’
' types, minted with deity
representations by a diagram
already applied to Claudius’

* Roma
Siscia
Med-Tic

coinage. As we may see, the’
greatest interest shown for
these types was in Serdica

" and Cyzicus. The rest of the
mints produced the types
with deity representation in .
more or less equal

l Serdica
Unknown mint

Antiochia

" proportions. So, in this
respect the mintsbof Serdica

Lugdunum

J] Tripoli

and Cyzicus were equal to

Rome and Siscia.




We have already spoken about the significance of Serdica i,
Aurelianus’ coinage and further data will be also added in ué
following. Here we remark only, that there are deity repreSQA}
tations on 75 % of the types produced in the new mints fDunda'
by Aurelianus, offering a clear evidence of how important role
the religious policy had played in the emperor’s pPropaganda,
This, however, does not refer to the introduction and a
spreading of the Sol-cult, demonstrated by the serdican IOVI
CONSERVATORI coinage in the an period.

We may find deity representations on 50 % of the Cyzicus
types. There is a striking change; compared with the activity
under the previous emperor. It seems, that Cyzicus was -Sui tah)
for executing the lively religious political pPropaganda, so- it
output increased comparatively. Nevertheless,its types show a
certain originality, inspite of the absolute loyalty. In thig
mint the number of the Sol representations do not surpass tha@
of Mars to such an extent as in the other mints, moreover,
‘there is a type devoted to the relation between the two
deities /MARS INVICTUSI. )

The rest of the mints are separated from one another by
~slight differences only, as Aurelianus’ propaganda was more
centralized and better controlled than that of Claudius. It
goes without saying, that the structure of the different types
~ does not correspond in all the mints without exceptions, for
_ they had to count with the public of varying taste ‘and ideology
as to regions. Yet, the most important deities and most currem\
slogans were general all over the empire /ORIENS AUG, IOVI
CONSER, SOLI INVICTO/

We have no satisfactory data of the coin circulation
relevant for the different regions of the empire. Neverthelesay
Western-Europe is relatively well documented. Here deity .
representations are found on 52 % of the coins. Similarly the

' relevant data are 46,6 % in SOuth-EasternfEurope and 55 ¢ in
. Asia Minor. /[See the frequency-table P. 73./ It is remarkable;‘

.

. the Illyricum proportion /31,3 %/ differs from these, there
army-political type /CONCORDIA MILITUM/ takes the lead in
., frequency order. In Syria these types come to 16 % of the
;1ns only, there the most frequent type is one, propagating
Personality of the emperor /RESTITUTOR ORBIS/. Yet, the ;
dminance'of the RESTITUTOR ORBIS coins would not account for
e rarity of the deity representations in this place as this_‘
verY type is one of the most important ones in South-Eastern-
EuIOPe and Asia Minor as well. This low average may be
explained by the absence of the ORIENS AUG coins -
aracteristically Western type with its message demonstrating
. the emperor 's asserting a right to.the Eastern provinces. In—
fsyria this type is partly replaced by the SOLI INVICTO and :
,'coNSERVATOR AUG /Sol/ types, reaching the highest frequency in-
~ this very part of the empire, which is Justified by this ...
:_province being the birthplace of the Sol cult. All these also "
show the sensitive and deliberate feature of Aurelianus" :

propaganda policy.

In the diagram below, /see p. 76./ I have summarized the
frequency of the coins showing the four most important
deities of Aurelianus’ religious political program. The
representation shows it clearly, that there is no
- difference among "the various areas concerning—the-rank
of the deities except Fortuna/ rather in the 1ntensity
.,of the production.; 8 _ =
Deity representations were issued in the ISt period of
Aurelianus coinage without any difference in the- emphasis,
first of all Mars and Fortuna and some rothers as well. In the
period Iuppiter gains priority in deity representations
as the emperor s conservator and besides him Sol types, mainly

ORIENS AUG, marking the campaign against Palmyra.

- In the third period, after the successful campaigns, the
overwhelming propaganda of the Sol cult follows, besides &%
which none but the Mars-types survive of- the deity i
representations. An interesting date, concerning the’
significance of this latter deity, is that the number of its
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*A" deities as conservators
"B" the propaganda of the deities a/ Sol

b/ Mars :
c/ Hercules /and
the rest/

»c" illustrations a/ Sol
b/ Mars i
c/ Iuppiter ;
d/ Hercules -Jand the rest/

1I. The other influencing factor is the possibility, that,

”gs annual change. This possibility was not given at Claudius,

pecause o£ his short reign, neither at Aurelianus, as his

thb annual breaking down as to types only. In case of the versions
P = - $§§§ . -here. would be too much possibility for inexactitude. Though
W-Eu~r°~ ]l\yrimm d S.E-Ewa?"“ Miner- Atie : ;&;he annual increase /or decrease/ of the number of the types
aureus versions is the highest among the deities. It ‘Surpassg ?g not exactly proportional to the increase /or decrease/ of

the number of the versions in the same period, yet, it shows
‘the production level, the higher or lower activity of a certain

even that of Sol. This fact shows the character of the.
propaganda on the aureuses, differring from the average, a

same time, the specific role of this deity in the political ‘;\nt.
propaganda. prs :

: : ; 1 i - t minted the most types
Probus As to the deity representations, neither the coingg J-¥ae not the some porkshophthatamiits e i

duri ! six and a half years rule. The steady supremac
of Aurelianus, nor that of Probus could be descr: f 03 Frobus’ six an . ye ¥ P Y
: . of a single mint is not characteristic of the ‘total coinage.

by adapting the same schemes. This propaganda has similar : . A oo % T
ar
features to that of Aurelianus ‘/eg. the narrow circle of i might: have ‘operated most stea sty ssutzg 8
_number of a lot of types between the 17~ and 4~ years. In the

deities/, but there are some characteristics differring frcm d
) ; 2n year, Siscia flourished exceedingly, its production

f~surpassed that of Ticinum, yet in the 3 year. In the

q1year the Eastern mints take the lead, 63 % of their variants

A was produced in that year. In the Gth year the Rome mint
surpassed the others.

those of his predecessors. ) s sth

Anyway, two things strongly influence the examination of
the deity representations on the Probus coins: z

I. The high number of the versions, which makes it,i

‘possible, or even necessary, to discuss the most prominent The output of ‘the different workshops ts An‘cless connection

deities one by one. ‘Accordingly, in this part we examine the*  with the emperor’s whereabouts and festive occasions,los It is
coins in the following groups: = i ) g
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especially characteristic of the smaller mints, the produgtisﬁ
of which is almost exclusively limited to the occasions, when
the emperor stays somewhere near the very mint107 In the

bigger workshops the coinage is more independent, though thesa
are alsoAcertainly influenced by the imperial visits, or sﬁCh i

festive occasions as the triumphus in Rome in the 6P year, 108

Pink draws the map of Probus’ campaigns and journeys, on
" the basis of the coinagelo9 and his summary shows, that, as a
matter of fact, only those workshops worked on a level worth

Yearly output

mentioning, where the emperor was actually staying.

Examining the diagram /as to the annua - output of the .

specific mints/, this conclusion seems to be justified at .
rd th
5

several places /Siscia, in the an, 3 and

in the Gth year; Serdica, Cyzicus, Antiochia in the St-h year[,

years; Rome

At the same time, we may see, that the production of Ticinum
is continuously high, though the emperor has been in Siscia,

Lugdunum, in the East etc., during the first four years,
spending the shortest time just in Ticinum. On the other hand,
the emperor spends nearly all the 4th year in Siscia110

. while
the activity of this mint is very poor all over the time.

Other factors seem to have contributed to the formation of the

Yéarly leading mints

Siscia
Roma:

Eastern mints

Siscia
Ticinum :

Roma .

1  m— S
output in a certain mint. ) PR serdica »
As to the diagrams, we may'state, that the produétion of £ '
the specific mints is characterized by outsgahding outputs y [ {1 L==— g
and comparatively low average product}ons. /Siscia, qué and Cyzicus o g
‘the Eastern mints./ Other mints show a more steady production. ’ Ny rf-1 N ]
First of all, that of Ticinum, in the coinage of which there e= - 4
is a drop after the 4" year, though this doeihnot affect the Antiochia
continuity between the ft-4 » respectively 5 -7th years. - .- l I
Lugdunum also belongs to éhe more steadily producing‘mints, e 2 5
as its output in the year of outstanding production is not TriPo}i T g 1_
much over that in the years of lower'output. Although, there = = .
is a certain year in Rome’s production when the output was 1 2 3 -4 5 6 7
,rich its activity is of similar continuency to that of
.- 79 =
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Lugdunum between the.15% and the sth year. The least balanceg
is the coinage of Siscia and the Eastern mints. Seérdica,
Cyzicus, Antiochia and Tripoli stop working for years

th 7th

the 15%, 4*0, 6™ ang

than Lugdunum, otherwise producing but half of its output,

Controlling the above, let’s break up the entire production
to types, and examine the continuity! /See the table p. 82, /11
The table is similar to the already shown type-tables With the
difference, that the representations are not ‘marked,
quantity of the various types. In general it is only 1, Some~
times 2, and maximum 3 types annually. Some of the types are
not dated, and so they are not shown on the table.
is insignificant compared to the total output.

On the table I have drawn a line, linking the types exlsting
for more than three years. Most of these refer to Ticinum /10
- types, respectively legends representing these, 72 % of the
versions/.AIt is notable, that there are three among them,
covering six, respectively seven years, representing 24 % of
the versions. Lugdunum is next /5 legequ representiﬁg 51 %/
Rome /4 legends - 35 %/ and Siscia /2 legends - 16 %/.
are no connecting lines as to the Eastern mints, demonstratinq

their entirely casual character.

Accordingly, I would rank the mints into an order determined
by the two sorts of coin- production-

1. coins issued for festive occasions

2, continuous production .

meWOmnsﬁpmhumnnemwuuminmemuAWOf
a certain mint at the same time, though not to the same® extent.
The activity of the whole mint is characterised by the fact,
which of the two types exceeds the other. The picture shows
that Ticinum is a mint of decisively constant output and the
continuous production somewhat surpasses the occasional one
in Lugdunum as well. Rome may be considered as a mint for

festive types, though more than one third of its output is

- 80 -

years Siscia worked with fewer tYPes

Their numbey

instance in the 2
gi Siscia was characteristic, the Eastern mints produce only
:51scian types; in Rome there is but one,in Lugdunum there are

_ altogether two. types which are not from Siscia, and even in

., Ticinum half of the types are similar to those minted in Siscia.

wous. In this respect, Siscia with 16 % of continuous
, differs hardly from the mints producing but for festive

- considered important to show all this, as there is a
e between the two sorts of productions, concetning
ganization and obJectives of the propaganda policy. .

The mints of ocoasional\érodoction may be regarded less
: for realizing the organized propaganda policy, while 'in
of their coins the contemporary political situations and
s are better reflected than in average. A part of the. v
tive coins, just being the latest response to a certain -
- were most likely even more topical. During the
'ccasional coinage,. characterized by mass-production, such
u demonstrating the age, must have been but very few.

';The,objectives of the organized propaganda politics may be

‘éhhd among the continuously producing mints. It goes without.
J;ing,'that the political conceptions may_change during an

e Peror’s reign and by this the formations of types lasting

b years is prevented. 'However, thevpropagation of a certain

.m on the program necessarily calls for some continuance, as

The question arises, how to explain the wide-ranging spread
the specific types among the mints?‘

Ihbelieve,:that-the extensioﬁ of a type, in‘the case of the
vecasional mints,'just hints at the timeliness.of the idea
bomprehended in the type. A'certain mint, in ‘the productionvof
" which there is an occasional upswing, spreads its types of

éopical or general importance to the other workshops. For .
g year, to the output of which the hegemony

N
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Key to the signs used:

on both legend types.

X intensified start of a Sol-

\yrelianus, deserves a special attention. It lasts to the 4t
T of Probus’ rule. From the Sth year on, the history of
‘..es covers occasional festive coins being closer to the most

The permanent types in the
mints of steadier output may he
generally found in the other o
shops too. Although, this

observation does not refer to tiochia/ than to Probus’ general policy. It seems, that, the -

cases, as a matter of fact, théﬂ scontinuation of Sol-conservator reverses in Ticinum meant

;zﬁump in the Gth year.

The 'second important fact is Iuppiter’s role. Iuppiter can
e found in Ticinum, earliest on two, later on one type, and
-hen disappears for a while from the conservators by ‘the end

types. So, in case a certain i
type occurs in several mints, {
demonstrates the especially g
intensive character of the very
type.

of the 3 year. Iuppiter’s image turns up again in Rome in

e 5th year, when Sol’s face is represented on the reverse of
X : e conservator coins at festive occasions only. From the o
"A" Deities as conservators

e i, sear on/Iuppiter conservator coins are continuously produced
pe-table [

Lﬁtually on antoninianuses; up to the end of Probus rule. At

The table also shows, that tyo Jtns its production is confined to Rome.

different kind of types belong tg
the "A" category at Probus. Partly
coins with the conservator legeng
/already known/ as well as those,

:The third eignificant change is the appearance of "comites".
s legend type is also issued together with Iuppiter in the
year.'The_first~"comes-type" legend is SOLI INVICTO COMITI
'AUG minted in festive coins and an antoninianus version too.

in the legends of which the'titif \ccordingly, - the comes coinage, concerning Sol, is mainly of .
fcomes“ is_applied to the deity asional character. Minerva and Hercules are propagated only
in personal contact with the b n antoninianuses by the Lugdunum mint in the last two years

; Probus reign. As "comes", Minerva and Hercules are known

emperor. Iuppiter image occurs
._rom the Lugdunum coinage of the counter emperors in Gaul.113

within traditional framework
only, while Hercules and Minervaé
figures but within new legend ) or accepted and sponsored for survival. The active 1nc11nation
of the imperial politics may be supposed, as this was not a
continuous survival, but a return after more than six years.
these six years; the end of Aurelianus’ reign and two third of
that of Probus,Apassed in the spirit of the Sol cult, obv1ously
in the atmosphere of ideological intolerance in connection

ith the introduction of the new cult.114 The decay of this

types ‘on the coins. At,the'samew
time, Sol figures are to be foun

- In surveyimg the group, the

conservator- coinage, logical afte
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cult /or its getting less prominent, most likely owing to the
consolidation/ was rather favourable for the old and new

religious trends alike. :
~ The frequency table of the types shows, that in Probus’ ' sob
« Type table

‘total coinage Iuppiter conservator is the most popular in the
bigger part of Europe /in West and Central Europe as well/.
The number of the Sol coins surpasses that of Iuppiter but ip
the South-Eastern-European hoards. We have no sufficient datsy
about the coin circulation in Asia. In Gaul and Germania evén.
the "comites-coins" exceed in number the Sol-conservator onegi
. These facts confirm, that Iuppiter’s position, having weakened
) ) under Aurelianus, was strengthened by Probus once again.: The
I Sol-cult was driven back in the coinage from the middle of
this emperor’s reign, and the propaganda politics tried to
replace it with new types, on which the emperor is assisted by
his @eavenly patrons in his capacity as "comes" differring frop
| the previous one.115 1

|

The SOLI INVICTO respectively SOLI
INVICTO AUG legend types, mentioned
earlier, come into this group of coins.

S

~ The total history of the fype is -
similar to that of the Sol conservator.
Following the negligable start in
Lugdunum, it, so to say, dominates the
whole coinage in Ticinum, Serdica and
. Siscia for a whole year and may be found
in Rome and Cyzicus too. Later on it
drops back to the freqguency level of .

Ss’s s
ss?

the average type, being discontinued at
" Ticinum in the B?d, at Siscia after thg

4th year. /Supposed it was minted in

Serdi¢a only in the an year./ Only in ,

Rome was there a normal continuancé,

"B" Deities

The number of deities, coming under this group, drops.at 3
Probus considerably. Apart from the three rare types but Sol,

S S S S ss’

1278 1273 4 567 2aiis Tommyn e 34567\'12—5\12-56' \

| n
‘ 3
Mars and Hercules figure in this coinage. ~ &  where the 11 versions were issued from
‘ ' » 83 the an'to the sth year. In the Z“d
il o year, so ouﬁstanding in the other mints,
e the Rome mint did not show any special
| 7))
en : % interest to thg type. -
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il o
wnl ] = Mars
| -~ -
| 2 Type table
J ~
- MARTI PACIFERO and MARS VICTOR
[ ~ = deserve being mentioned out of the
e = ;
f © g three Mars-types. Our table shows,
el that there had been a steady Mars -
i propaganda in two mints, Ticinum and
« Lugdunum. The latter might have been
N
N more significant, as the Mars coins
= always came from the Lugdunum mint,
~
N = 2 and were passed on from there to
ol wn = o § Ticinum. The ardent efforts of the
- < 1
. ISR = = two mints in connection with the Mars
« : ; : propaganda, show the central aéproval
o~ -
| - and support, as well as, the limits
o "of the circulation of the program.
~ o y
o = 3
wn = u
<
gl=| =3
I Bl =
l ~ E 2
el
\ - =
8
o e e Dy
Y- Q
nwo X

Lug : : Fhes . e Sis
1234567 |1234567|1234567

29. ek HHHH :

39. ] . B Rt L
40. TR | frme
41. : B
63.| m' , :

Key to the signs used: H = Hercules ’ = aureus
' ~ The Hercules image may be seen in five types on the coins
of the three workshops. These types are rather rare, in view

mf the total coinage. The HERCULI PACIFERO type produced -in

hat we yet deal with them may be explained with thé novelty .
Hercules types. They are not figuring in the Aurelianus -
opaganda, neither on the Hercules-comes coins. Their
ntroduction may be a new gesture of the Probus-propaganda,
‘worth mentioning.

 The MARTI PACIFERO is a more frequent parallel to the s -
RCULI PACIFERO type. Nevertheless, the Hercules coins are
t simple imitations of the former, as demonstrated iﬁ the:
yths, the "pacifer" adjective .is adeguate to the heroic divine
age of Hercules._l16 The struggle of Hercules, twelve stages
his mission( all contribute to the peace 6f mankind. Thaf{s
y the HERCULI PACIFERO type is closely linked with the _
Siscian aureuses illustrating Hercules'’ activity in. the eProbus’
@:’oinage ‘too. /HERCULI IMMORTALI, HERCULI ARCADIO, HERCULT

ﬂw Siscia aureuses are the more understandable, respectively
‘more refined versions of the same idea.l;7 S

. The types of the Hercules aureuses‘from the.counte; émpife
- in Gallia /Postumus/, are known from Lugdunum, where they
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formed a series, in which the mission of Hercules is
glorified'.ll8 It is rather interesting, that these Lugdunum
types were found in Siscia recently. Although, the ﬁERCULr
ROMANO AUG,119 known in Probus’ coinage from Lugdunum, be1°ngi
nd year, against the
Siscia aureus types /see above/, being minted in the 3rd year,
We are not sure, whether the whole series had been produced

to the same series, it was issued in the 2

under Probus, but the chronology of the few existing versiong
show, that the Siscia mint, most likely, did not turn to the”
Lugdunum Postumus types, as the contemporary coinage of the
Gallian mint might have equally inspired it..

Discussing "A" category of the comes-coinage, I have
already referred to the fact, that the genuine style of the
Lugdunum mint might have been centrally approved and supporteg
in the Probus’ propaganda policy. The Siscia Hercules-aureuség
also confirm this, even proving a certain kind of priority to
Lugdunum against Siscia. Accordingly, it gets more and more
obvious, that Lugdunum couldn’t have become one of the most
important mints under Probus, by simply giving up its local
traditions, in other words, the imperial propaganda did not
hinder the affects of the Gallian mint to be extended all
over the empire, might have even supported these.

Siscia is also following up this trend and producing
Hercules-aureus types. It is a rather careful and restricted
propaganda. The worker as heros was not popular at the
Pannonian mint, inspite of the data linking Hercules to X -

20 The propaganda profile in Siscia was much more A

Illyricum.
determined by the Aurelianus heritage, the Sol cult, than the

less vivid ‘cults traditional in Pannonia.

Comparing the.Hercules-, Mars- and Sol-coins coming under
"B" category, we may state, Ehat, while in the case of = 4

Hercules and Mars the role of Ticinum and Lugdunum is ﬁore.
important, than that of the other mints, in the prdduction<of
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Aegends as sheer illustrations. In- fact, only the first. threev‘_

sol-types these mints issued relatively few coins compared

_ their own capacity. The frequency table shows the following: .

-equency table )

h NW-Europe C-Europe Italia SE-Europe Syria
g - - - . P 20¢
|- - 1B - - 20° 47°
3 B

64 N _ = - B N i _
111. 5 12
= s - |- 8 - = 4C —m i
e | ~ B
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‘ - - 15
- Ul PY: ‘

2 N .
oit. (10 - 4 1h| Cae® - | - 15Ra1e?
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i 47°
111 3¢ -
. - 20 -
| - 29%
L_

ol coins /128 enjoy a supremacy-in-South-Eastern- Europes--In
ttaliz it is figuring alone, among the most important types., -
n the third grade. In Gallia and Germania Mars coins are as
frequent as that of Sol. At both places the MARS VICTOR 1648/
{s at the same frequency level as the Sol-type, the other Mars-
type is additional, proving that the- Mars—propaganda was !
getting the upperhand in Western-Europe. i 3

?C' Deities as illustrations
. Sol, Mars, Iuppiter, ﬁercules, Romulué'and’Remus} as well

as Saturnus are represented in Probus’ coinage in various

turn up in considerable numbers, the Gemini and Saturnus arei
rarities. i ]

3
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Sol
Type table

s’

Ser
12-5

There are comparatively
many legends illustrated

with Sol representations.-on
" some of these coins Sol may;
é be seen alone in well-knownr
3 mythological context
/AETERNITAS AUG/, as the
symbol if the East [ORIENS

Sis
Sol and the emperor

Sol and Concordia

1234567

E =
C =
r =

authority, inherited from
Aurelianus /VICTORIA AUG/.

Rom

Another group of the
relevant types shows Sol

1234567

together with the emperor.

The most important type among -
them is the RESTITUTOR |
SAECULI. On the Ticinum type
Sol is second to the emperor,

/in the emperor’s hand/
= Sol and Providentia

= Sol
='Victoriola

Tic’
]
v
P

a4 wmo as the legend refers to the

1234567

emperor. /In case it concerned
Sol, the representation of

the emperor would be of no
use./ So, the emperor is thé
main hero of the message on
‘the coin, and Sol gets the
" role of the divine protector;
The SOLI INVICTO COMITI AUG

Lug
1234567

S E’'

(SN 7]

. e

. e e o o
M a~nMOw
) N m

Key to the signs used:

74.

their connection.

At last, there is a group, where the illustfatiqns of thel‘
-legends are various personifications /Concordia in CONCORDIA
AUG, or Providentia in PROVIDENTIA DEOR/, and Sol is found

- 92 -

providence.

together with them. In these types Sol shows the most
jnfluential sides of his divinity, as the depositee of the
concord in the empire, or as theé leader of the divine

'sol'represenéations'are found in P:bbus’ coinage almost
!everywheré at any fime, however, the types where Sol turns up
put as an illustration are not of general character. Smaller -
. mints lezicus,fAntiochia, Tripoli/ do not issue such types,
hardly does Siscia, as'experienced, these mints were ready to
ﬁpropégate Sol. They only used the Sbliimage-on more importaht
types, such as the "A" and "B" category. The very mints being
AUG/, or just through his : ~ the least interested in Sol’s propaganda /Lugdunum, Ticinum/
produce the highest number of Sol coins coming under

*c" category.
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Sis

Rom

Tic

Lug

E = Mars and the emperor

M = Mars
! = aureus
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Key to the signs used:

v = Victoriola /in the emperor’s hand/‘

: sis . Ser . fi:Cyz* Tijant-fﬁ'rri

Mars 1234567|12-5|12-56,1-5{1-5
Type table 20. I’I VI 1 B i P Bo
47. _ Sopies B e

Key to the signs used. I= IuppiterASnd the emberor
*V = Iuppiter, Victoria and the

g d SEPEror ...
: Two legends are illustrated by Iuppiter s face, who always
to the versions - it is illustealil turns up with the emperor. CLEMENTIA TEMPORUM is a 1egend, not
i every fourth o thé occuring during the reign of the two previous emperors, -
cotnsionly iEt e inpor PATE to:note g - although is was not minted for the first time under Probus. It
that Mars is figuring alone on til ﬂ‘can be found under Florianus too. During Probus rule it is-
SepTEREREAt ona L ATHOLE YL Cha ¥ -produced in Siscia and all the mints East to it. Its .

pzoduction in Rome and Ticinum is yet uncertain /in any case

~ there might have been but one or two versionsl. For the time
~ being, we haven’t come accross types coming from Lugdunum. 152
'.geems from all ‘this, that the minting of the Clementia-coins
P vas rather the work of the Eastern workshops. e - i

A single significant legend
carries Mars as illustration: VIRTyg
AUG. This legend is one of the most‘_
frequent in Probus’ coinage, but - a;

exception.121

The distribution of the
illustrative Mars representetions
among the mints, as well as to time,
is relatively steady, though the
feature seen above, is also
demonstrated here. Lugdunum, where

s i On the frequency table /see P. 91/ the coin-circulation : |
't of Asia is rather poorly represented. However, on the basis: |
fof: the data at ‘hand, the Iuppiter types /first of all the .

MARS VICTOR coins had bean pirodigey e CLEMENTIA TEMPORUM/.might have been the most freéhent.‘ :
for 5 years, lssued two VIRTUS AU ;‘Prooeeding Qestwards they get'less and less significant.
variants illustrated by Mars imageimy | CLEMENTIA TEMPORUM takes the second place in SE-Eurcpe, in -
eI e i - -‘Italia.it is' in the last group and in Gaul and Germania it was‘

!’not put on the frequency table at all.rvv~»-

:This fact is especially interesting, as Iuppiter isn't

: considered as a specific Eastern deity. Thus, it is unlikely,
~ that the Oriental -people could not have found a more PAEL
individual symbol for expressing their wishful hopes on the

' occasion of. the Dux Orientis being pnocla;med tneir emperor.
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gariants to be discussed in the following. These were minted
in the 5 year, when Probus lead the compaigne against the
Jsauzici in the East. Obviously, this complient gesture of the
'Asian mints is connected with the fact, that the emperor
la?parently favoured the deity just coming from Gaul.

Iuppiter got, most likely, onto these coins in accordance
with the central political principles.

SHA mentions Probus, as a soldier emperor who- endeavoured
for establishing good relations with the Senatus. 121/a Is it

possible, that we may see in these types signs of this
As many others before, this type had also been issued first

1n Lugdunum getting via Ticinum. to the East.

politiccal tendency? The Clementia coins indicate the mints the
emperor passed by on his way to Rome, after having heard of
his being proclaimed. Ticinum also starts to produce the

conservator coins of the traditional supreme deity.: ; . . . . i .
' ? Y one of the mythological figures mentioned is Saturnus,

Another type with the legend RESTITUTOR ORBIS, produced. but " chown on a rare type of the TEMPORUM FELICITAS legend. It is a

in Serdica, is- also illustrated with,Iquiter and the emperor’s festive coin.

image. As in the case of the previously’ discussed. restitutor
g = Y, } The two types issued with the Lupa Romana and the Gemini

'are even more interesting. Though belng by far no frequent
types, they are significant.

_type, the emperor is domineering on these too,'This is also
proved by the fact, that in other types of the same legend
Iuppiter is_substituted by Victoria}pbut the emperor remains
unchanged.

The Lupa Romana and the Gemini /R/

The chronological table does not call the attention to the Type table

beginning of Probus’ rule only - as a period, when Iuppiter =
s

is figuring as._an illustration, as well-as conservator - but
also to the end of the emperor s rule where the CLEMENTIA
TEMPORUM and IOVI CONSER coinage can also be found together.

1234567

34. R
45. R

- Hercules

'One of the types‘bears the 1egend hETERNITAS‘AUG. It is of
special importance, that thls representatlon is minted by the

~ mint of prospering centre, Pannonia, on the coin of the emperor
of Pannonian origin. By choosing a typical,very RomanAsymbol
this type emphasizes the continuity between the more and more
independent or even powerful role of the provipces and the

~ former splendour of Rome. The emphasis on this continuity was
of political significanceAmarking the second appearance of the
Illyr genlrals in the Empire.

Type table

Lug Tic .- Ser Cyz Ant

1234567|1234567|12-5]|12-56{1-5

4. H' a H . H" H'
32. ! H' -

Key to the signs used: H = Hercules -! = aureus

Hercules face adorns a type of the VIRTUS AUG legend,
touched upon many.tiﬁes. This deity is familiar in Lugdunum
and Ticinum. chever; he never turns up in the Eastern mints
in the thnee Illyr.soldier emperors- coinage, except the few

- The second;type is even more interesting from this point of
view /ORIGINI AUG/, as the moderately favoured patrjiotism of
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the mint is permitted to be expressed. The type ded}cated to
the origin of,the emperor propagates Pannonia. The images oft
the Lupa Romana and the Gemini even more emphasize the abOV&d
mentioned contihuity and unity among the different parts o
empire. Both types were coined in the an year, when the outp
of Siscia was the highest and it was ranked as the leading
of the empire. The rarity of its symbol is but relative too,
as most probably all the six known variants of the two types:
were produced in the same year. Y

sol and Mars figure in the golden coinage with the same
,,oportions as in the total coinage. Iuppiter, having turned
> put on a few golden coins already at Aurelianus, is totaly
jected -at  Probus. Hercules, on the other hand, is found on
—uch more golden coins than it would be expected on the basis . -
its proportion in the total coinage. The question of the -
ercules aureuses is all the more ?teresting, as 80 % of
these golden variants come from Siscia, Antiochia and Cyzicus,
amely mints'hot beinq the main propagators of Hercules. While
ricinum, the most active Hercules-coin minting workshop does
,;ot issue golden coins of this deity. :

Golden coins

The frequency of the golden coins cannot be compared to
that of the antoninians, so we focus our attention on the :
distribution of the variants. S R summary

Under Probus all the mints produce aureuses, and all of
them produce aureuses with deity representations, except
Tripoli. It is remarkable, that the very Ticinum issued
relatively the fewest versions. The mint mainly working for
the army, met the relevant demands.

The types with deity
representations playd a very
important role in Probus
propaganda. All the mints
produced such coins, actually
in 25-30 % of their types in
average. Lugdunum issued'sucﬂl
types in_a greater proportion
than that, /37 %/ in this respect..
getting to the same rank as

, Siscia, Ticinum and Rome. The
Serdica and Antiochia outputs.
also surpass the above average;
however, their total output is so
insignificant that they‘cannot
be compared with the Gallian
ﬂmlnt. ; g

. Siscia

* TPicinum

The distribution of the golden coins among the deitiesris
different from the average of the total coinage /see the
diagram/. :

Lugdunum

Serdica
Cyzicus

Antiochia

" Tripoli

,Lugdnnum 1s one of. the steadily
producing mints, reaching a high output first after the fall
of the Gallian counter-empire under Probus. Its rapid rise
itself is & proof of Probus’ having supported it. Furthermore,

\\ = diverse
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'spread its traditions in the coin policy of the empire as a

as observed in many cases so far, it’ could keep and even

whole. The fact, that Lugdunum laid stress on the deity
representation types shows, that they represented a certain
part of the central propaganda.

Ticinum is the mint issuing the most of the variants. Itg
propaganda activity is in harmony with Lugdunum, nevertheless
’
it does not represent such a characteristically original

policy. For instance, ir the 2nd and 3rd years, when the
Siscia output dominated in the whole coin circulation as
Aurelianus’ heritage, Ticinum is adjusted to the mint of

Illyricum as to important aspects /eg. Sol-conservator/.

Rome’s coinage is balenced, rather restrained. In the time
of Claudius$ this mint represented the coinage of the empire
as a whole, however,,Aurelianus'had it closed down. All over
Probus’ reign it was working-again; although, but a medium

_output remained from its past hegemony. It got to the . top of

the coin production in the 6th year only, in connection with
the triumph. These circumstances regulated the types of the

deity representations. It is characteristicfof its introvert

‘program of generalities, that its most frequent type is ROMA

AETERNA.

. Siscia’s output is also faifly high and the number of the

» ﬁeity representetion types is in proportion with itsitotel,
output. Nevertheless, the significance of these types has

decreased by far, it may be regarded -as the post-effect of
Aurelianus’ coinage. The same refers to Serdica and the
Eastern mints. )

The diversity of Probus' deity representation types drops
further, compared to Claudius and even. Aurelianus as well,at the
same time getting more selected in certain respects. _‘
The variants are distributed but among nine deities, in fact,

only four of them:->Sol, Mars, Iuppiter and Hercules - turn up -

in cases"worth mentioning} Minerva has one important type /[the
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Lugdunum comes-coins/, however, this remains without any
response in the other mints of the empire.

Deity representation coins constitute 23—29 $ of the total
coinage in the Western part of the empire, this rate is
stikingly growing in favour the deity representations towards
the East: 45 % in SE-Europe, and even a higher percentage in
Asia. This fact is not surprising after the discussion of the
Serdica, Cyzicus and Antiochia types.~

In the following we summarize the representations of the
above mentioned four more significant deities.

sol

3 2 3 4 5 6 7
| Lug 25: .Ec ' g = e N N
T R B (o T el sl e
B e T P L e B
sueinhBLL 7 B BBl Bt A Sl z
. Ser,'i‘E,: _c :. f i-c
ST TS Rt I T R PR B B
ant avi| C r
Tri rggz - =

In the horizontal group of the table the output of the
different mints, in the vertical grdup the output of the
different years is seen. The letters A, B, C mark the
existence of the categories already known. I have
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differentiated the antoninianus coinage from the
occasional festive coinage, in the majority of the
aureuses. /AE and AV/.

The table shows that the production of the Sol-types was
started by the Western mints. At that time both Ticinum -.ng
Lugdunum carried a Sol propaganda on a-high level. In the 2nd
year their line was taken over by the rest of the mints too.
This was the only year during Probus’ reign when all the active
mints produced Sol coins. As we know the hegemony- of Siscia is
characteristic of this year in the coinage. This mint, having
prospered under Aurelianus, was the maih‘propagator of the So}
cult. However, in the 3rsl and 4th years tl: intensity of the
Sol propaganda gradually drdpped. At that time the Ticinum
mint discontinued the production of these coins, which marks 3
shifting in theAcoinage policy. In the Sth year the Eastern
mints started working, however, their occasional propaganda
could not make up for Lugdunum and Ticinum, the mints of most
permanent output being closed down. )

In the Gth year only the triumph gave the opportunity for_the
minting of an occasional festive Sél coinage in Rome.

The fact, that the mints East from Sisciajshow_a preference
"to the Sol propaganda is well known. Thus, we: are not sur-
prised at the vigorous Sol propaganda found here. Inspite of
the extraordinary output of the last years, the role of the
Rome mint need not be overestimated. The activity of the two
" Western mints-Lugdunum and, even more, Ticinum~-is very.
remarkable. Seéminqu, here Sol was not so popular as in the
East, nevertheless, compératively many Sol coins were issued
'in-the first two, respectively, four years. All this shows,
that the Sol program relied on the central propaganda policy,
completely regardless to any local influence. It gradually
lost its significance round the medium period of Probus’.-

reign.

- 102 -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
2% e L o LA o A ST
e EEEH 1 G B ) Skl IS S B
Rom . AE: [ C C . = B B
AV: - - - - - BC .
LT S R I S W by
ser a0t | 1| : B
cyz BEf [ - ) - Tl -
Ant 25: : i
s S , I

: Lookiné_at the tablé, it may be observed, that, considering
the output of all the mints, the frequency of Mars’ represen-
tations does not reach that of Sol’s. The smal;er mihts do
not produce Mars- coins at all. Siscia comes in the fore with
such coins only in.‘the years when its total output is also
over the average. Rome’s production is somehow more steady,
however it is fér from the output of Ticinum and Lugdunum,
where Mars coins were produced all over Probus’ reign. It is
important to note, that, the majority of these coins come

- under "B" category, showing, that, the image of Mars was not

used only as a simple illustration and his name-was included

in legends as well.

Consequéhtly, the very mints giving up the Sol prppaganda
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so rapidly, were the first to propagate Mars. Having taken the
former for a change in the central intentions, we should
attribute a special significance to the Mars propaganda
surviving that of Sol in Probus’ policy. Nevertheless, inspite
of the growth of its significance, Mars’ representations do not

turn up on the types of "A" category, namely, no conservator op
‘comes coins are minted with his image. |

Iuppiter

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Lug - AE: = = = - = ‘ N =
Tic AE: A A A - - - -
Rom AE: B - | - - A |a a
Sis AE: c o - - c C -
Ser AE: - c ]l c
Cyz AE: c - T L
Ant AE: ol ' c
Tri AE: C i ) -

Iuppiter is a most widespread‘representation in the 1S%
year of Probus’ rule. At that time, Ticinum was the most
significant mint in the Iuppiter coinage too: here were the
Iupplter-oonservators produced. However, this propagandistic
tendency is slackenlng from the 2™ e ~ year on. In Ticinu~ it is

. discontinued after the 3 year.

All these do not change fact; that, in the first'three
years Ticinum - probably the most significant workshop -
produced two kind of conservator coins: one Sol and the other
Iuppiter, actually devaluating both Propaganda lines by this.
Aurelianus, as well as Claudius, towards the end of his reign,

laid stress on not weakening the value of the conservator-

ropaganda. The fact, that the circulation areas of Sol and
;uppiter are, so to say, the same, deepens the contradiction
y this propaganda policy. They, however, serve different aims.

Iuppiter -turns up on the representations together with the
enperor in almost all of its types, while Sol stands alone. we.'
guss the emperor’s image probably the most on the Sol- '~?-
conservator types, as their message directly links the emperor-:
fwith the deity. In this case the conservatorship is attributed ;
;tg Sol. This is the height of his carrier. The coins extol him,

- Not so the Iuppiter-conservators. In every religion there isl
~a natural and ancient relation between the supreme deity and
the ruler, its emphasis does not add to the glory of the i
_Supreme ‘deity but to the authority of the emperor. So, this

~ sort of representation, being the most obvious, may turn up
anywhere and anytime, its appearance does noé necessarily mean
2 definite religious political program.

ﬂer_c_ﬁle;s

: 1 2 3 4 5 7
il gl ) T e e o 3
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- Though Probus’ Hercules-program can not be compared with
the above programs as to their extent, it has a great signi- ;
ficance, being new. To be found in very rare types under ]
Claudius as well as Aurelianus.

Ticinuﬁ and thdungm are the main propagators of .the Prosuga
Hercules coins. Siscia and the Eastern mints also issue a fewr
variants in gold. Hercules’ propaganda starts from' the same
place as that of Mars, but gets farther than the other. Thus,
the Hercules propaganda was a widely scattered, however, very
thin layer in Probus’ propagandistic coinage. Types of all the
three categories may be found in this layer, marking, that

every sector of the coinage is. open for the representations of
the new deity. i ' '

N

Based on this, I suppose, that, Probus had the intention to

give prominence to Hercules, and wanted to strengthen its
propaganda. In this way, with his Ticinum type /HERCULI

PACIFERO/ minted in antoninianus, the divine heros got into

the, context in which but the most important deity, Mars, was lUWﬂER

known so far. The Lugdunum Hercules-comes antoninianuses
brought him into diréct relation with the emperor’s

ERUULES
—

personality, who appears on the averse of certaih coins in the
lion-headed Hercules costume, also used by Commodus,122

and NW- Ew"opf. . C- Europe - Ralie . SE‘Eng . S‘,n’g i
there are types where he is seen together with Hercules, in
the form of a double-bust.123 3

Nevertheless, the Hercules coins are relatively rare in

to mobilize the symbolistic character of this deity for? I
think it likely, that the Ticinum and Siscia types show the

way to the answer of this question, to which we revert later.
Probus’ coinage. Seemingly, this program was not a success, 3 ‘ -

respectively Probus - in connection with this deity -~ failed
to exercise a strength similar to that of Aurelianus /see Sol-
cult/. As a matter of fact, at the beginning of the Probus’
reign there are several Hercules coins, and by the end of his’ ,‘ The most important conclusion is that regionally the deity
representatlon-c01nage may be devided into two pairs of deity-
representations: Mars and Hercules, characteristic of the

The summarizing diagram shows the regional and
quantitative distribution of the four most important
deity representations on the basis of the percental
data of the frequency-table.

rule this line of propaganda is nearly dropped. To soch an
extent, that he is not found on the coin-reverses issued on
the occasion of the triumph. Lugdunum produced it for the North-Western part, respectively Sol and Iuppiter,

: characteristic of the- South-Eastern parts of the empire. The

border line is between Germania and Italia for Sol, Italia and

longest time.

What mdde Herculeé necessary for Probus? What did he wan£
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‘issuing year, as a matter of fact,it is the liveliest at that
. time. The older a type is, the lesser the propagandistic Vahm

. defined more exactly taking in consideration the frequency of

‘of the deities on the coins got less and less, made the

South-Eastern Europe for Iuppiter. This distribution shows, 4as the most spectacular having been but one of the many

that under Probus there was not such a strict centralization deities represented on the coins under Claudius, and even in

the first half of Aurelianus reign. While Sol became the main
figure in religious political coinage during the 3rd period of
purelianus’ rule /274/. As we know, this was the effect of the
:introduction of Sol cult on the coin propaganda. Probus did

Jnot continue this large scale Sol propaganda with a similar
fenergyl During his rule this program reached‘its summit in the
znd year, after the 4th yearpit was. but of.occasional character,
. and disappeard finally. :

in the propaganda of coinage as under Aurelianus, and that the
emperor likely supported a genuine coinage in the West.

SUMMARY

The deity representation coinage of the Illyr soldier.
emperors cannot be demonstrated on one convincing table, ag

we have already realized, that there is no unified imperial ) :
' Iuppiter’s carrier is more modest. This deity represen-

tation was started as the most frequent one under Claudius,

~ and its frequency reached its top in the 2nd period of

¢coinage, not even under such a strong ruler as Aurelianus,
neither over such a short time as Claudius’ reign. The other
serious problem - in-principle - is that a type remains in

the coin circulation during the years it is not produced any
performing ‘a very. active religious political propaganda,

‘propagated Iuppiter with similar vigour as later Sol, though, - .
obviously with smaller financial means. As a matter of fact,
" he gave it up at the spreading of the Sol cult. Nevertheless,

more, it may turn up less frequently. Accordingly,the
propagandistic effect of a coin can’t be restricted to the

right at the beginning of his reign, Probus propagated it in
_various types on a very'high level, and with a frequency
apnroaching that of Sol. Some times later it got pushed back .
only to come again to the fore with the decline of the Sol
cult, so that it survives .the period of the Illyr soldier

i emperors as a vigorous program. et

is.

Accordingly, the propagandistic program in COinage'may be

a certain type-group, respectively the stages of upswing, than
looking at the declining stages, respectively the nadir.

During the period of the Illyr soldier emperors deity Besides Iuppiter, Mars was the other frequent deity in

representations constitute about one third of the total - Claudius' coinage. Aurelianus seems to have been indifferent

coinage. At Claudius these types were produced in a smaller,
at Aurelianus in a higher quantity than this. At the same time
it can be observed, that the types are distributed among fewer
and fewer deities from Claudius /22/ through Aurelianus [13/
to Probus /7/. This process, in the course of which the number

to Mars, yet, strangely, he gave an- impulse to the Mars

. propaganda when it was the - great period of Sol, except who
_.all the r&st of the. deities vanish from the coinage. Later
this line was supported by Probus. Mars tepresentations were
produced maybe the most steadily in Probus mints, actually
with a higher frequency than under his predecessors. Thus ’
Mars’ propaganda together - with Iuppiter’s, survives the fallif
of the last Illyr soldier emperor as a vigorous ptogram.fllgv

remaining deities respectively representations ‘more
significant.

During the 14 years discussed 1253 282/ predominance °f Sol Besides the propagation of’ these ‘three deities there were -
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Aurelianus. At that time /before Sol'’s appearance/ the emperor,




‘ other significant initiatives in the religious political
coinage [Apollo, Hercules/, but their types are so rare, that
these initiatives may hardly be considered as effective
programs, only as signs of an intention.

THE EMPEROR CULT

coinage in connection with the emperor cult also comes
religious propagandistic field.

The
‘ | in the

1 The cult of the leading Roman politicians goes back as far
as the republican times, everywhere but Italia.l24 Since
Augustus the Roman religion has had some features attributing
some kind of superhuman, divine character to the emperor yet
in his lifetime.125 At that time Augustus politicians
/|respectively the princeps himself/ carried it out rather

as the transition from republic to principatus itself.

However, the emperor‘cult had an official ecclesiastic Body
in the provinces, and except those, struck by "damnation :
memoriae" all the emperors became "divus" after their death,
yet,as to the behaviour of the rulers, in .connection with this
cult,. no similarity is seen.126 After Augustus, Tiberius
[ resigned, on the other hand, Nero expected to be worshipped as
Vespasianus, Titus wanted

[ : ' "neos Helios". Compared to this,
less, while Domitianus was the first who claimed the title -
"dominus et deus".]"27 Neveftheless,no'one followed up this
trend among the Antoninuses, rather more among Severuses; the
sons of Septimius Severus are mentioned again as new Helioses

in-a Greek inscriptlon.]f28 It is rather interesting, that

Elagabal, whose fanatic sun-worship and the whole of his reign
based on it, would make it natural to go even further than his

predecessors, remains the "amplissimus sacerdos" of the
invincible Sungod. His successors, the soldier emperors are
less eager to have their persénality put into the focus

= 110 =

carefully and at the same time purposely - just as cautiously

‘of cult.

_There was no uniform definition as to the deity or deities
jn whose image, and help the emperor rules the Roman Empire..
puring Augustus’ rule it was the Apollo Actius, under Nero, as
we see, it became the.Greek Helios. Vespasian promoted the
cult of Egyptian deities. Commodus turned up as Hercules.
while Elagabal put Sol of Hemesa,129 Aurelianus that from
palmyra above the other deities. ;

All these show, that the Romans and even the Roman emperors
were far from having a uniform idea’ "of what the emperor-cult
implied. Maybe only the part connected with the army

/sacramentum militiae/ was more constant than the rest.
this is more éxkeﬁy‘béﬁﬁhse the myiitary feature is of
necessarily more rigid consistency than the cult itself. -

130 Bﬁt

 The emperor cult in coinage is demonstraﬁed by the fact,
that on the reverse of the coin the emperor is the single

mortal.

‘This topic is enlarged in the conception concerning the hey
symbolic way of representlng. 3

~ The emperor’s image is frequently found on the coin reverses,
‘in most cases showing the emperor itself. However, as to my
observation, he very frequently turns up in the form of
_symbols. : :

r I would like to call the attention to ‘the Serdica types of
; Aurelianus /SOL. DOMINUS IMPERI 'ROMANI etc.l131 coined "as",
on which the emperor appears in Sol'’s figure, as it has
{‘already been proved.132 ‘We have also found an interesting
type in Claudius’ coinage with the legend INVICTUS AUG.133
This legend is illustrated with the imdge of Hercules. These
_ two data lead to the conclusion, that this type shows the f'
invincible emperor in Hercules’ shape. i

These tﬁo examglés maybe sufficient for studyiﬁg the
coinage-as a whole from this aspect, namely to accept the =
fact of symbolical emperor representationveven at exceptional

- cases.
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This possibility. is ruled out in two cases'

1. The’ legend can’t be. 1nterpreted in this way, eg.
HERCULI ERYMANTHO, COMES AUG /Herculesl, CONSERVATOR
AUG /Sol/.

2.

In case the relevant deity is figuring together with
the emperor on the reverse.

I should extent these cases excluding any doubt, -to such’
‘deities, whose frequent, well kriown types. come under the two
categories mentioned above and can not figure as emperor

symbols on other types either as they would undermine the
propaganda as a whole. ’

Exceptional casés may turn up when one of the contradictory
types is extraordinary and its frequency and circulation can
not compete with its counterpart.

The Sol types represent this:well:

In the 3rd period of Aurelianus’ coinage. Sol is figuring'

together with the emperor on many types /VIRTUS AUG,; ORIENSﬂ
AUG, SOLI INVICTO/. A type with the legend CONSERVATOR AUG }
/Sol/ apriory excludes the possibility to become the symbol of
the emperor. However, we find Sol in this .quality on a large
size coin with the‘legend SOL DOMINUS IMPERI ROMANI, being a
lesser .denomination /"As"/ having not been legal tender any
more or turning up so rarely,that not aVSimple‘piece‘could be

found in our hoards. Accordingly, we ‘cannot speak about
" contradiction in this case.

The instance shown, made it obvious, that Sol was not a
customary emperor symbol during the reign of Aurelianus. The
same may be'told about the two other soldier emperors’ coinage.

our criteria exclude also Iuppiter from the deities to be
considered.

.

The-Claudius type referred'to, above,>in connection with
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N emperor s symbol, although an Antiochia type /CONSERVATOR
- with the image of Hercules and Minerva/ contradicts this.
do not give details as to the discord in the Claudius

nage in connection with this, as both types are known to
rarities in the coin circulation of the emperor..

.~ The possibility raised remains unchanged as Hercules-ist :
wn on four variants of the Aurelianus types with the legend
TUS AUG in the 2nd and 3% periods. Apart from Hercules

is legend nay be illustrated by a soldier figure, Mars, a
the emperor himself. The three coins issued
the 379 period are especially interesting

two of them we see the emperor together with
1, on the third we find Hercules beside Sol.135 We are

stified in saying, that the meaning of the variants of

mmon origin and close in date, is the same, ‘and Hercules
gures as the emperor’s symbol. This type makes it plausible,
at the other three VIRTUS AUG variants bearing Hercules’
inage are to be interpreted likewise. These types are of no

specific significance, being rather rare in Aurelianus’ coin
rculation. i

opeum O even
Serdica over
. On

Probus, who turns to Hercules as propaganda possibility,
llowing such modest preambles deals much more with this .
ity than his predecessors. There are several Hercules types,

being more frequent and important, might’ have become senseless
in case he had used the popular heros as an emperor-symbol on
his coins. Accordingly,l hold itglikely, that the Hercules
types as emperor-symbols turned up in the periferies of the =
Probus coimage, ‘but the Western European mints forming the

_backbone of the Hercules propaganda did not represent this
fconception. E

Let's 1nvestigate the Mars representations ‘too. This deity
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‘with the earlier . -, in the 3¥ rd period of Aurelianus coinage;

" /See the table pp. 76./

- rThese facts are not contradicted‘by anything in the
claudius and Aurelianus coinage. Let’s accept them as a
working-hypothesis in connection with the Probus coinage too.
In the appropriate chapter I will try to justify this.

is also figuring as illustration in the VIRTUS AUG legend
type, similarly to Hercules, only more frequently and of
general validity over the 12 years period discussed. [See the
tables pp. 94, ‘71, 59./
Likewise, the fact may be of general validity, that, althOQg‘_
as we hdve seen, Mars is one of the most populat three deity

In view of the above and based on the;experiences obtained

" in investigating the deity representations in the coin
.Propaganda of the emperor cult, I dealt with the types on
which the emperor image or the emperor-symbol may be found,
&urther on the "dii augusti", the "salus augusti", the "genius
'mugusti", and the "conservator comes" groups, as those,which
differ from the rest, including the deity coins being in lesser
.or closer connection with the emperor’s personality.

is not figuring among the conservators, not even with Claudiuh
where ten different deities come under this category. In thig

case, we may raise the question in a more serious way, what
factor prevented one of the most popular deities to become the&
emperor’s protector in the propaganda in my opinion its reason
is that he was figuring as the emperor’s symbol in the coina

"

The domineering part of the types /the most frequent being g
MARS ULTOR, MARS VICTOR, MARTI PACIFERO, VIRTUS AUG/ come Under ‘Claudius Gothicus
the "B" category, discussed in the previous chapter, in other Type. table

words, those on which the representations do not serve as a . Rom - Med Sis Cyz Ism Ant

mere illustration of the legend,but form the main theme of the

coin themselves. Not a single one may be found among these that o223 ?‘1‘2 R A DA
would contradict my assumption. One of the 1nteresting 1:ypesj_suE é' E’ - -

with the legend MARS INVICTUS. There we see Sol, handing Mars 9: E E’ 1 L . i
the globus. This scene can not be explained by any means, g 1o. E

provided we actually take Mars for a deity, as the relation é;: ﬁyE' = |

of protector and protected would be senseless between these 33. M i

deities. The Sol-Hercules type with the legend VIRTUS-AUG:{ 2:: S E & M gE E’ M

analized above, gives a convincing parallel for being the 51. 2 AN . E
result of an analoguous propaganda idea. The essential’ gg: ' ‘ £ E.

Key to the signs used: E emperor H = Hercules

difference between then is that, while the latter is khown as y =
M = Mars = aureus

a rarity, the MARS INVICTUS had been a fairly frequent type
in South-East-Europe. Looklng at the table, we may state, that, like in all types
discussed so far, the basis of the emperor cult propaganda is
undoubtedly Rome. It is rather interesting, that Siscia
remained relatively active, while Antiochia kept silent. The
latter is all the more striking, as we may recall how active

this mint had been in the deity-representation cbinage‘137

The fact, that Mars was the emperor’s symbol,.mey most
likely serve as an explanation for Mars’ coins having been
prodiced further on and even in a growing number-compared

when the Sol coins-replaced all previous representations.

The emperor is figuring on relatively few types in the
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under Claudius Gothieus.

Claudius coinage, and as to the frequency table these are alsg
rather rare. 9-10 % of the coins in Europe come under this
category, most of them /5-6 %/ are emperor-symbols /Marsj. 1
Asia the number of the emperor coins is hardly estimable
/1-2 %/.

Frequency-table -

W-Europe Illyricum Minor-Asia

I. - -
II. | - - - - = == R
1. - - - - - = 7% - 44°0 s5qA
w. | - 23¢ VL I

- 44Sm 75 - 9E _
Vo f| 2 = 246 A0l cin 7L

E

o1 ry Y R

e . Y

Under Claudius we find four further very differring groups
which come in- the territory of the emperor-cult propaganda, _
the "conservator", the "salus", the "genius aug" and the "dii-
augusti" coins. The latter is of importance in principle only
practically it consists of rare types, whose propagandistic
value can not be estimated. The types of the other three groups

-increase by 6,7 % the rate of the emperor eult coins in the

European circulation while coming 17,9 % in Western Europe,

14,8 ¢ in South-East Europe. "Genius aug" type, being the most

traditional one among those propagating the emperor. cult,
comes from Augustus time. This coin-type had been the
significant part of the 18 princeps' prudent policy, getting
rather indifferent.concerning the emperor cult-propaganda e

pEL The influency of the "conservator"-
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~or a deity/ are all from the an and 3
.reflecting Aurelianus’ own imagination in connection with the
'propaganda of this type. §

and "salus-groups" is felt considerably more-in the coin

: circulation of Asia where it comes up to 12,5 % of the coins.

The proportion of the coins belonging to the emperor-cult
in Asia .comes up the European level by this /12,5 % : 16,3 %/.

As seen from the frequency rates, the bropaganda connected
with the emperor-cult divided the mints in the Claudius

. coinage by the interpretation of the cult, the mode of

support. Rome and Siscia propagated the emperor himself /[in
person or symbol/, Antiochia and the rest of the Eastern
mints propagated the deities protecting the emperor, in the
first line.

In view of all these, the propaganda of the emperor-cult
takes a small place in the Claudius coinage, regionally in
average 15 %, actually less than in the propaganda of the
deities.

. Aurelianus

Typebtable /|see p.118./

~ More than half of all types in the Aurelianus coinage come
under the emperor cult propaganda. The most important of the
thirty legends are the following:

VIRTUS AUG = where the emperor’s image is most intervened with
the emperor’s symbol /Mars, Hercules/ in various and fairly
many types. . : i : :
CONCORDIA MILITUM - figures in the most frequent types of 5

AAurelianus, although the emperor’s image is not represented

on each. The types with the emperor’ s image /personification

3rd period, seemingly

IOVI CONSER - we have already discussed this type, as we have
hinted at the natural connection between the supreme deity and .
the emperor in connection with the Probus clementia coins. This
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o [ o o of the emperor cglt. -
g RESTITUTOR ORIENTIS and RESTITUTOR ORBIS.=.legends referring
] 'é!; themselves to the ruling personality confirmed by the 'A
s 5 mE | 2R S @K . 3 representation too. The adjective "restitutor” is turning up in
-~ | @ =@ g the Aurelianus coinage several times, thus being not a: mere '
g chance. It is also found in the inscriptions of the stones as .
-« ] ¥ L 140 - : : R
| ~ well.
np = = y g 3 ] . : i )
~ | E o TR, : :; On the following two chronological graphicons I try to show
- = <) the. formation of ‘Aurelianus emperor-cult propaganda, as to the
o~ A1) H i E _antoninianus types - representing ‘the'major_ity' of .tljev coins.
3 : LV No.I. gréphicon columns indicate the output of certain -
™ § »"‘"““ 4 mints. The height of the columns is proportional to the
~ ) -

number of the types minted. The different graduations

divide the periods. g TN Cphatan =%
_vThree‘ out of the four mints, operatig during the ISt period,
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produced relevant types: Rome, Siscia and Mediolanum-Ticinum
/the "latter but very few/.

For understanding the chronological history of the periogd
it is of great importance to recall, all we know about this
time:

a/ Rome is operating yet at the beginning of the period
- namely, starts to mint its types - however, being closed
down by Aurelianus within short, no series are minted from

. the Rome types.

b/ At the end of the Qnd period the Serdica mint also
joins the coinage, however, as we see, but with two types,
that obviously can not make up for the suspension of the Rome
activity.

Its output had been rather modest in the total Aurelianus

coinage.
c/ The unknown mint, of a rather modest output, as to the
total Aurelianus coinage, also operated in the an period and

- as seen in our table too - its activity equals that of the
big mints in propagating the emperor-cult in the 2nd period.
Its sudden acﬁivity, as well as its quick silence fqllbwing a
fairly active period, shows that it produced on an exactly
estimated demand and after the cessation of this demand the

‘mint itself stopped working. Its production, based on the

emperor-cult propaganda, demonstrates, that the activity had
been of central "inspiration”, just liké that in Serdica.

The relevant literature deals less with the local character

of thls mint, ‘than with that of Claudius. I would risk the
assumptlon, that this mint was opened on the direct )
instruction of Aurelianus, as a consequence of closing down
the Rome mint /maybe to make up for thevkcme output/. In view
of the renewed production in Rome and the activity of Serdiea;
the unknown mint got superfluous in fhe 3rd period. Its
temporary character had most likely defined the tools ahd
installation, in consequence of which I do not consider its
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place to be a problem of great importance. Its activity was not
necessarily based on traditions, neither did it establish a

new coinage centre. In case it had an individual style - that
pight be stated by an investigation of style criticism - this
would not lead to the understanding of the true character of
the mint, but point to the origin of the engravers only. The

" hall-mark of the mint - a delphin - shows, that the minting

authority did neither consider the site of the workshop
important, namelf, where it was operating, differring from the
other Aurelianus mints, where the letter picture is figuring
on the coins.

In the 3rd period the role of the formerly outstanding

" mints is taken over by the new ones, first of all Serdica as

well as a series of newly opened mints: Rome, Antiochia,
pugdunum, Tripoli. Out of the old ones only Cyzicus produces
emperor-cuit types with similar activity to those of the new
ones. All these, most likely, further strengthened the
emperor’s influence on the coinage, consequently on the
propaganda of the coinage.

Oon graphxcon No.II. we summarize the chronolqg;ggkwv'

distribution data broken up concerning the B
figuring on.the 18t .table... ———w e

This shows, that in the ls period of coinage Aurelianus
laid just as little stress on the emperor-cult propaganda as
the deity representation at the same time. This hesitating
indifference, demonstrated on‘thercoins produced at that time,
so-to say, reminds us o§ Claudius. '

In the an period the emperor-cult appears in the religious
political propaganda. In the history of the.types of
Aurelianus” deity representatlons the 2™ periéd was not such
an outstanding stage as the 3rd one. However, it had a fairly
essantial, and characteristic feature, namely, the spreading
of the IOVI CONSER type, a type we are discussing in this
chapter, owing to its close connection with the emperor cult.

On the type with the legend IOVI CONSER the emperor is elso
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represented with Iuppiter, and,as we have already hinted at, he
was ‘the main representation on this type.141 Parallel to the
appeérance of the IOVI CONSER, the number of the types
connected with the emperor-cult rises suddenly. /[See the

table 118./

Based on all thése, I believe, that the an period in the
Aurelianus coinage represents the start and first stage of a
large scale religious political program - preceeding the So}

- cult - the strengthening of the emperor-cult. In this periogd

the leading'type of the emperor-cult propaganda is the IOVI

CONSER [Iuppiter plus the émperor/ making up 13,5 % of the

total Aurelianus coins and 1/3rd of the emperor coins in the
e period. »

Frequency table
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In the 3rd period the main theme is the Sol cult, but it
does not hinder the'advance of the emperor-cult bropaganda.ﬂ
The two religious political programs are intervened and -
according to the new cult Sol becomes the emperor s patron
instead of Iuppiter. The classic supreme deity gets into tﬁe'

- Aurelianus coinage casually through the emperor-cult and

disappears from there when Sol takes the place as conservator.
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W=-Europe -Illyficum SE-Europe Minor-Asia - Syria

D = »emperbo:r \\\\\V = ?;gb -

= conservator =

The graphicon No.III. on the structure of the emperor-
cult propaganda and its size in the different parts of
the empire was elaborated on the basis of the frequency
table. .The structure of the graphicon differs from the
previously applied, so far, that the lines placed above
‘one another can not be evaluated alone, independent from
the rest, but show layers built on one another.

The emperor-cult propaganda is based on the émperor represen-
tations. The qfeate#t deviation from the 60 % average is seen
in the coin circulation of Syria, the structure of wﬁich was
obviously determined by the output of Antiochia. This mint 3
started only after the defeat of Palmyra in the 3% period, so
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we clearly get in its coins the religious political PrOgram
of the period.

Relatively many emperor coins are found round Serdica 1n.
Soutn Eastern—Europe too. The mint reopened by Aurelianug
became a leading one among the Realm’s mints in populaxizing
the emperor and realizing his religious political concepticnsl

In the rest of the districts the density of the emperor-chns
remains average, except Minor Asia, where exceedingly few Suca

" coins circulated. How could this be explained?

Our question may be answered by the investigation of the
emperor-symbols, namely the Mars representations. /The next
level on our table./ These coins form a very thih layer ip theﬁ
vast amount of the emperor-coins in the European hoard, except
one district, Minor Asia, the very area where surprisingly feow
emperor-c01ns had been in the.coin circulation. Here more than
1/4 of the emperor-cult propaganda was served by Mars Coins,
Completed by this the coin circulation in Minor Asia also
takes its place along with Western Europe and Illyficum in
Propagating the emperor-cult.

The coin circulation in Minor Asia was under the. influence
of Cyzicus. May we recall the Cyzicus type with the legend N
MARS INVICTUS that we considered one of the prdofs of the i

142

symbolic emperor-representation. Thus, the 1nvestigation

of the frequency rates has led .us to the same result as thati=u

-

of the types. The level of the: emperor-cult propaganda in

" Minor Asia was not inferior to the average,.but made use of
. the symbolical representation to a larger extent. In case we

questioned the connection between this considerable quantity. °
of Mars coins and the emperor-cult, the political line of this
area would remain obscure. L

On the IOVI CONSER. type, the most important of‘the :
conservator types closely linked with the empezor-cult, the .
image of the emperor may be found, eo it is already inserted
in the graphicon, while the ‘type CONSERVATOR AUG /Sol/ of the

3fd period is not shown in the graphicon. This type was rather
Aftequent in Asia and the coins contribute to the strength of
the emperor-cult in this area. :

~ probus
m——
-Type table [see’ PP- 126-127./

Probus had 27 legend types minted in the coinage of the
peror-representations. The most frequent are the following-n

| VIRTUS AUG - the most widely spread types bear this 1egend.}' 2
gercules and Mars, symbolizing the emperor, are seen on°
different reverses. 143 .

ADVENTUS AUG - fewe; than the virtus-coins,. but considerably
more than ifi the coinaée of the previous emperors. The original
coﬁmemorative'message, namely, that the emperor arrived to the
town of the mint, or its district, actuaily does not convey:
any special propaganda possibilities. Under Probus such a lot
_of these coins are minted, that one cannot exclude the
propagandisticfinterpretation of this type either. I would not.
connect these with the Christians’ expecting the arrival of -
the Messiah only,1§4 as in this synchretistic critical period
of faith they were not alone in waiting for the Saviour. 145

The emperors of this period want to emphasize just through
their coinage propaganda, that they rebuild the empire as a
whole,146 promising eternal peace, they proclaim, this is the
reign to bring a new happy age.147 That's‘ why, I consider the
active "adventus"-production, sefving the propaganda of the
-emperor-cult as a new element, comprising, so to say, the

total coinage /from the an to the 7':h year/'

CONCORDIA MILIT - like, during Aurelianus, this coinage has
also legend types where the imperial image is not included.

MARTI PACIFERO - a type much more important in the Probus
coinage thdn in that of Aurelianus. The proof of the Mars
_emperor symbol will be dealt with later on.
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Type table
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Key to the signs used:
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M
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the emperor
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Hercules
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/] = emperor-symbol V1= seol cult .types

III. CLEMENTIA TEMPORUM - we have

D

already referred to this
important legend. Its most

For our chronological
investigation we consider
the antoninianuses only
this time too, as the aureus
and medaillion production -
is of festive character.
iy ) ~ - rarity of these would only
distort our result.

important types are illustrated
by the.images of Iuppiter and
the emperor.

If based on our type-table we count the yearly outrt of

types including emperor-representations, we get a descending

curve - in view of the basic tendency - with an outstanding

production in the an and Sth years. The output of the

lst

year covers nearly 60 % of the total, 38.% that of the 4- sth

years and about 3 % of the emperor types were produced in the

last months of his reign /table I./

- 128 =

The‘

The fluctuation of the emperor representation types during
the reign of Probus strongly reminds us of the chronological

history of the Sol types /table II./.To compare the two groups
better I drew the two curves along each other. Obviously, they
hOW the same picture.

Let s investigate now, how the two components of the emperor
representations contribute to the formation of this curve. On
the following table I marked the curve representing the
.emperor~symbols, next the curve standing for both kinds of

emperor-representations. /Table III./ As it is ‘'seen, they are
entirely straight, except in the th year, when there is a
drop, being explained by the incompleteness of this year of
probus reign.

~ Our experiences show that the emperor-representations were
the most frequent in the Probus coinage over the first three
Ayears. The glorious period of Siscia was in the 2nd
‘peing of outstanding importance. During the 2nd half of the
_emperor’s reign the production of this coin group is
" giminished, but the sth year is again outstanding, which was

‘- as known - the grand period of the Eastern mints. The
Echaracteristic curves, as well as_ the declining. tendency of the

Year,

emperor-representation ‘chronology are’ given by the emperor.:.

ﬂimages. The emperor-symbols - playing a bigger role here than
in the Aurelianus coinage - are distributed evenly all over ~
the period of s and a half years. '

Let’s ‘extend our investigation of emperor representations -
to that of ‘the emperor cult propaganda: i

P

Probus inherited from Aurelianus the emperor-cult as a
religious political program. This is spectacularly proved by .
the chronological similarity of this group with that of the
Sol-coins. The inherited program has not remained unaffected
by Probus’ own ideas either: P 2R :

A/ he increased the proportion of the emperor images within
' the emperor representations,
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B/ reinstalled the Salus Aug-groué into the coinage,

C/ the coins without the emperor image surpassed 'the res:
of the conservator-comes types,l48 i

D/ Probus introduced the comes group into the emperor-cyj¢ D = emperor’s image

c@inage. . k s

\ < [777] = salus types -
all alike ip the very fact, being steadily distributed over h
the whole peridd' of his reign /table IV./ they do not followl‘ 4
the fluctuation and the decay of the eriiperor image types. What

=, conservator- types

emperor-cult propaganda‘is shown in .the frequency table data
as to the regions where the hoards were found /table V;l. )

N emperorfsymb’ols
B3 L e 6 T e

:- v.
Frequency-table ; !
e 4 - 100 %7
NW-Europe C-Europe Italia SE-Europe - Syria )
Ide - - - - .
. |18 - - | - 1E 458 4BM 20E - 7
M =
rr1. | i G 1B o sEirwed .
em .e| - gM =
Iv. - 4~ 5 - = = =
gt - | - 13 = .
V. ) 15E 5 - - = 15E
s E
135 =515 M oA ——— i
VI. N A 64 70 = 8 - :
viI. |10 - 3% - = o 19 - |- 15B 1P i
VIII. - - 478 5
IX. e - 20° - 1
) . o el i \\\
b The bulk of the emperor images has not been spread at an F
i equal rate in the money circulation of the whole empire. The ;
! curve indicating the frequency shows a steep rise adyancing ] . )
from the West to the East. In Gallia® about 14 % of the coins NW-Europe | é-Europe_ Ita‘:ia Minor-Asia’ Syria
[ . _
( ) - -
I& | - 130 - » 131




show the emperor’s image, while in Sodth—Eastern—Europe it
comes up to 43 %.

Following the emperor images, let’s see now the independent
Probus types:

A/ the Mars—emperor-representationaarefthe most -frequent
in NW- and C-Europe, while getting fewer and fewer op
advancing to the East; ) )

B/ .the types without the emperor image coming under the
conservator-comes group are the most frequent in
C—Europe getting less and less frequent advancing
towards East;

C/ the SALUS AUG type coins can be found in NW- and
C-Europe only.

Having built up our table, we may see, that against an
emperor image mass, steeply rising from West to East, another
sector of the emperor-cult propaganda shows a rising-tendency
from East to West. All the three type-groups of the sector may
‘be characterized by a reverse tendency as to the emperor
images.

We obseIVed yet in the Aurelianus emperor-cnlt propaganda,
that the Cyzious mint applied Mars deity image as an emperor-
symbol on g¢ertain. types149 and this is proved by the data of"
the frequency table too, as the number of surprisingly few
emperor coins was made up by surprisingly many Mars coins in
Minor Asia. Most ‘regretably, we do not have any Minor Asian

' hoards from the Probus period,bnt_a similar phenomenon could be
observed under Probus reign in gﬁétern Europe, where the fewest

emperor images over the whole empire were issued together with
the most Mars representations Ain the empire and these were
completed' by the equally higher number of conservator comes

coins, as well as the salus-coins to be found exclusively there.

- The products of this novel emperor cult propaganda numerically
”surpass the emperor-images in NwW- and C-Europe, while the |
hiqhest quantity comes up in ‘the an half of Probus reign.
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‘ba51cally two components.

Summary: Probus adapted from Aurelianus religious policy
the emperor-cult program, and 40 % of his coins served his
propaganda. /|Here we disregard the extreme Syrian data,‘adding
these it would come up to 50 %!/ This propaganda included

al direct emperor-cult. namely the highest possible number

» of the emperor-images in the coinage as a whole,k_ o

b/ the indirect propaganda. the propaganda of the emperor-
symbols, salus, the protector deities as well as his immortal
comeses. Probus got the direct system right from his .

. pfedecessor and did not lay much stress on it. The production‘

of . these types follow the rhythm of the extreme output in the
occasional mints under Probus. The indirect systems, however,
include partly novel types compared with those under '
Aurelianus and contains certain types existing under the
predecessor, which got more emphasized in the Probus coinage.
The production'of the latter, though of lower volumen, had’

been steady; over the emperor’s 6 and a half years of reign. .

This novel type of propaganda mainly relied.on Ticinum and
Lugdunum, accordingly influenced first of all the money ;
circulation of Western Europe, where it continued and
completed the rather poor -local -direct- emperor-cult propaganda,
chiefly in the an half of Probus rule.p,’ : o : ;

”jﬂ The inherited,as well as newly formed types resulted in an’
5emperor-cult propaganda of 30 % increasing in tendency to 50 k]
Vﬁadvanoing towards East,. the less direot form existing. in

~Western Europe was more characteristio for the independent

religious political intentions of Probus. : —ni. ‘_ R

Although,I have not dealt with ‘the averses in my study,
I should like to refer to some observations concerning
~these in connection with this: part..k

i Characteristic innovations of Aurelianus were the DEO'
ET DOMINO and DEO ET DOMINO NATOL150 legends in the aversge
of coins minted in Serdica, the emperor s most important
’ mint. Under Probus Serdica’s role is considerably less
significant, accordingly, the specific averses also
produced during the reign of the new emperor, ovexr thn
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first few years in relatively high number, are also of
lesser importance. Significant are however, the specific
averses turning up for the first time under Probus:
PERPETUO IMP C PROBO INVICT AUG or BONO IMP C PROBO P F
INVICT AUG.151 These averses are no innovations in the
Aureliahus’ spirit as they do not refer to a single deity
but to the benevolent emperor. The "perpetuitas" is alsg'
more of a wish, for the long life, respectively reign of
an excellent emperor, /having a serious meaning in that
period!/, connecting this with a deity would be entirely
meaningless.

These legends are, however, the specialities of Serdica,
against the equally for the first time produced VIRTUS
PROBI AUG legend /in the averse!/ having been also issued
in Lugdunum, Rome, Ticinum, Siscia, Serdica and Cyzicus,
"The meaning of these legends is analoguous to those of
BONO IMP C PROBO AUG types and its wide~ranging spread is
parallel to the number of the coins with "virtus" on the
reverses. These give 8 % of the total coinage.

Gold coins Gold coins belonging to the emperor cult offer

a right opportunity for comparing the emperors’
coinage in this field too. We deal with Aurelianus. and Probus
only out of the three emperors, for Claudius disposed of suchb
few gold coins that these can not be estimated as proper means
for Eropaganda,

We .can not compare the frequency of gold coins to that of
. the antoninianuses, they are not found in the hoards
either. Accordingly, we have to turn to the variants
known, and can make a qguantitative comparison within the
same kind of denominations only /namely antoninianus
versus antoninianus aureus versus aureus/. '
emp. -

st
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Our 15t table shows the proportions of the emperor-images
and emperor symbols within Aurelianus antoninianuses
/based on the frequency of the coins/. The 279 table
represents the same* within the aureuses /based on the
frequency of the versions/. ;

The 3rd table shows the proportions of the emperor-images .
" and the emperor-symbols within Probus antoninianuses, :
while table 4. demonstrates the distribution among the
aureus variants.

The whole analysis has proved so far that Aurelianus

devoted a wide fjeld for the emperor-cult in his propaganda,
even more, that this had been the direct form of the emperor

cult. Accordingly, it is rather striking to find a reverse
situation in gold minting; emperor-symbols are minted on the

majority of the gold coins /table 2./. On the other hand,

Probus, supporting the overt form of the emperor-cult, devoted
considerably more aureuses to the emperor-cult. Thus, the
internal proportions of the antoninianus and aureus-production

are so to say equal /table 3. and 4./.

emp.images -

Accordiﬁgly; éhe gold coin propaganda thus basically .

‘differs from that of the total coinage in this case.

At Aurelianus, it shows, just the contrary of that we might
expect. The radicalism,characterizinq.the Aurelianus propaganda
all along,is not to bé found in that of the gold coins. This :
is proved by the fact, that the most important Aurelianus mint,
Serdica, does not produce any gold coins. Although, the emperor
has a lét of gold coins mintea, he dbeé not utilize them in the
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emperor cult, but we may presume to have them used for
disguising this.

fet, at the introduction of the Sol-conservator coinage,
the possibility arose, that the mixed types were the results
of the cautious propaganda'policy.152 I see a similar tendency
in the fact, that Aurelianus propagated his, perhaps most
important religious political deed, the resumption of the most
open form of emperor-cult on his representative gold-coins, to
a more modest extent than the average, and had his own image

appear on altogether five /!/ variants.

Probus. coins do not show such a strikir ; contradiction, as
his policy was not that active, as that of his predecessor. His
propaganda might have been less outspoken, more cautious. His
innovations remain but initiatives and do not-influence
fﬁndamentally the coin propaganda as a whole. He is no
innovator in the field of émperor-cult but the successor for
carrying out the Aurelianus policy. Thus, all that might have
been revolutionary novel under his predecessor, became the
sanctified tradition of a "divus", w1th him. Consequently, the
emperor lmﬁges get their proper place in the most
representative branch of coinage too.

SUMMARY

The emperor-cult represented an important sector in the
religious policy of Illyr soldier emperors. The emperor-cult
propaganda was carried in the coinage in direct and indirect
ways. The direct system, the application of the emperor’s
image on the reveréeEtypes alone, or in the company of a deity,
respectively personifications. One of the indirect systems is
the propaganda of salus, the emperor’s protector, while the -
other is the symbolic emperor representation.

As to the latter, we come to the conclusion, that the Illyr
soldier emperors made exceptional use Of the Sol -and Hercules
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images in their emperor representations, while Mars had been
the single general emperor symbol over the whole period of 12
years discussed. I made this assertion plausible in
anticipation, by analizing certain types. In the course of a
more detalled discussion on the emperor-cult propaganda I may .
support my statement with a more general evidence: the Mars
representations get accumulated so under Aurelianus as under
probus, wherever the emperor images are relatively few, and,
so to say, complete their number to the level expected in the .
coin circulation /on the basis of other regions’ coin
circulation/.

In the propaganda of the first Illyr soldier emperor the
emperor-cult represents a very small Share,/ls %/, and even
this;in a rather indirect form. It is rather interesting to’
note the reservation demonstrated against this sort of
propaganda program to be felt in the Eastern coin circulation.
/This period is the highlight ‘in Palmyra’s power. /

The first period of the Aurelianus coinage keeps to the
tradition of the predecessor emperor, but the new program
was introduced in a very active and radical way during the
second period. The intensity of the emperor-cult prbpaganda
did not drop, got only modified according to the requirement
of the Sol cult in the third period. About 60 % of the coins
propagate the emperor-cult most act1§e1y just in the East
/after Palmyra fell/. In consequence of Aurelianus’ energetic
policy an extremely centralized Rome coinage was brought‘about,
that supported the religious political ideas of the emperor

rather effectively.

Following these preahbles Probus took over the empefor-cult

- propaganda which he modified and contlnued in a less direct

form. 40 % of his coins in Europe come under this category.
They might have been a higher percentage in the East. His .7‘
ideas, differring from the Aurelianus policy were best followed
in the production by the Western mints, 1llustrated by the
structure of the Western-European coin circulation.
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] emperor cult made the best use.
a right example, that while the antoninianus propaganda being
mass-propaganda, that of the aureus aimed at influencing a 1a

of rather differring political demands.

Besides the testimony of the ADVENTUS AUG coins, the
relevant chapters of the Probus-vita in the SHA induce me to
examine this theme more closely. SHA also calls for a revision
in this respect,all the more, as its possible date of origin
tcoincides with the birth of Claudianus Panegyricus to
stilicho,;56 This poem predicts the Advent of the Golden Age:

' to mark the election to consul of the general of vandal origin. -
The coincidence need not be understood so strictly, that -the
two sources‘ﬁould serve as reference for each other, sinee'the
same historical situation could have revived the ancient -
ideological motif. Under these circumstances the question is,
to what extent the author of the SHA did rely on real data,

' when putting down the~chapters_quoting the Golden Age myth in
- Probus’ biography. Had the idea, seemingly vivid in the
author’s time, a realistic contemporary core in the days of
I’Prob_us' rule hundred years bé%ore? In case it had, was it
really characteristic but of this emperor, or.else general in
the period of the Illyr soldier emperors? :

GOLDEN AGE PROPAGANDA

We have already mentioned in the previous chapter in
connection with the type bearlng the legend ADVENTUS AUG, th,
this topic might have been part of the religious political
propaganda. The Christian or pagan /belonging to any other
sincretistic kind of religion/ way of interpretation about the
Advent of the Saviour emerged in connection with the same coin
type. '

The seed, which in the following proved to be suitable t°.f
_infiltrate‘in the Christian ideology strengthening its
ancestral feature,153'appeared very early in the Roman or even
the Greak mentality and literature. The emperor cult is ;
i Wi§h i Gelden o Redemption o as ear;¥‘ For the sake of the possible answer of these questions ne
s e e I SR Mokt g examine the coinage from this point of view too. The subjects
of our investigations compriseé ‘all coin ‘versions referring to
saeculum /or tempus/, and those being connected with peace.
' These two groups, however, must be separated, inspite of their
- obviously close connection. ' A :

through the age of principatus as the more open or more
concealed deification of the emperor.

Nevertheless, the slogans "aureum saeculum” or "pax aeterna”
are not to be discussed under the theme of the. emperor cult
The two cults are but related as the ideological outputs of a B Sra propaganda o is not necessarily akzerieions

polltlcal one, but the symptom of an anarchistic historical
period. Its most frequent type, with the legend PAX AUG does
not express more than, that the emperor will grant peace after
sthe victory. This peace propaganda exceeds the boundaries of
‘historical reallty but on the very rare types /eg. PACI .
PERPETUAE AUG, UBIQUE PAX, or PAX AETERNA1157 and thus/
‘advertising eternal and total peace enters the Golden Age cult,

long crucial period, going on through continuous restoratlonsr
in the slave society. Their extremely different nature is mos
strikingly shown in the fact, that the ideology of the Roman
emperor cult was planned and challanged by the highest layers
@f the ruling class154 understanding well the demands and
p0551b111t1es of the historical sxtuatlon. On the other hand{

th the Golden Age myth was a widely and
cult connected wi g ‘the world of beliefs, being its organic part. By that time, it

155 i
deological substratum of which the
‘spontaneously formed A g - is closely llnked to the types of the "Saeculum-group", namely

. =138 ~
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In Illyricum 9 % of the coins represent Golden Age- and peace-

it turns into a religious political propaganda.
. = 5 i propaganda, while there are but 5 % of these in W-Europe, and

Claudius Gothicus the Asian hoards do not contain any such coins.

Type-table

All these frequency data refer to three types only [MARTI
PACIFERO, PAX AUG, FELICIT TEM.POR/, 158 the rest of the types
are rarities. It is to be noted, that Rome produces but the

i
i

Lugj Med Sis Cyz

2123-]J123}2123|123 Key to the signs useq

most frequent types; Mediolanum and Cyzicus each add one more

6 . MM s M ) =

37. X X XX XX, [t g - g:;s unique type, while Siscia complements the list by four /[i/ -

46 . X X | *F = Felicitas types. All these have their roots in the fact, that within a

53 - X X ’ = aureus P ' i '

58: . X - : © "pax" [6-58/ certain propaganda program uniques turn up, so to say, as |
- . "Saeculum" /20,52 supplement to the leading types, at places where the output of 1

20 F F FI|FF EE

52: F ' the latter is on a fairly high level as well. '

The types of the "Pax-group" are illustrated in most cases Pax—propaganda is more intense everywhere, than that of the :

by the personification of peace, and the types of the Golden Age, somewhat more .than three fourth of the whole,

showing that the total rather weak program followed the actual |

"Saeculum~group"” are mainly illustrated by that of felicity
e policy hardly bordering the religious political domain. |

Besides these, but Mars’ images are represented on the coins
of this group /MARTI PACIFERO/. The chronological‘distributi

Aurelianus 3 ‘ 2 : ) il
of the types may be said to be permanent. i |

Type-table

Its rather striking, that Rome is far below its regular Lug - Rom M-T Sis Ser - Cyz f Unk

’ production level, and Antiochia, the leading mint of Asia, do 3 1 231123]123]231123 2
not even produce these types. All the livelier becomes Siscia 11 IR X X X
production-having been of average output as seen earlier. Thi: 32- i fili E i g . “p i
v ) . ax
fact is also supported by the data in the frequency table. 44,1 X : T :
Frequency-table ] ) -8 64.| SE' i
w-Europe 55 Illyricum =~ - Minor-Asia . {15 E ; gD S, .
I ki - X : 51, : o B ] F l . "saeculum" -
S ; il 54. , E .
II = e o e _,-37P = = Al . Key to the signs used: X = Pax : M = Mars Y
g = £ : 4 : ) S = Sol F = Felicitas
D e i | e T I g IR ! = aureus E = the emperor
; ' ' . i E"= the emperor and an indefinite
. ST g B I 6F I woman figure
‘ 37P ' - - = - ‘Besides the representations known in Claudius coinage, here
V. - 3 6P i = 2os - - the emperor s image and even that of Sol turn up. several times
- - 205 - e SO on the different types. :
= P
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Frequency-table |

W-Europe Iliyricum- SE-Europe Minor-Asia Syrjs

I. |- - - - - - - - =
53 GO - -
Il - - - = - e =
w.| - - - - - - - - - - - .

- - - llp - -
Ve |- - - o e M= e

uf - - B e

- - - - - 34 - - -

d Aurelianus’ Golden Age- and Pax-propaganda is even poorer
than that of his predecessor. The frequency of the relevant -
coins can be estimated exclusively in Illyricum /5 %/. The.
proportion of the "Pax-group" to the "Saecﬁlum—ggoup“ is the
same as under Claudius /3/4 - 1/4/. The table of the types
also shows, that this program existed in Aurelianus coinage as
tradition,accepted but temporality. In the 3rd period but one
mint, Lugdunum, produces these coins, and even those are

‘illustrated by the emperor’s or Sol's image only.

Provided we said of Claudius"coinage;that:the Golden Age-
and Pax-propaganda was less significant in the religious policy,
than the’Aurelianué’ coinage,. we may state, that this emperor
ignored the above propaganda, in fact,he obviousiy oppressed
it. We may suppose the active resistance of the'emperor'agéinst
this program, as we know his extreemly resolute and radical
religious éolitics in other respects. Only this kind of a ruler
could take the libefty to neglect Pax-propaganda to suéh an.s
extent, whose strategic and political actions were both
offenzive and successful all over his reign. b
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Probus
Type-table /see pp. 144-145./

In Probus’ coinage, following Aurelianus, the Golden Age -
Pax propaganda coins turn up in an unexpected number.

The‘Péx—grouB types are produéed in thé four biggest mints.

In view of the tgble,it is. apparent, that the production in '
Lugdunum, Rome and Siscia was rather of an occasional character,
contrary to that in Ticinum where series had been produced
stretching over 4-6 years. As a matter of fact, the whole -
program relied on this mint, one could say, the whole propaganda
policy of the mint, first of all served the Golden Age - Pax
propaganda /[see frequency table/. o

Frequency table

NW-Europe C-Eurqée Italy SE-Europe Syria

Io | 25 1uf T e 205
. - 1= e al g 28 A - 208 -

TIT o = SN | e = e O
SEYP [UCREES 00 T o
o ] e
o] sy T P e R
VIL: |- = Bt e
VITT| oo 2 R s s = :
o B R S 25 208 =

This explains; why the Paxvpropaganda shows such a balanced
gradual development, seen in the chronological diagram of the
types too. ' 3 i '
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Type - table’
Lug Tic Rom i Sis Ser Cyz Tri Ant
-
? 123456712 12 34567}?2 12345¢6 7 2 1 2 3 45 6 7 12~-5)12-56|1~-5}]1-5
. T e "
8. M M MMMMM M 8. M
11. X X XXXX|X i1, ‘X X X
29, HH H : 29. 5
37. B 37.| E :
54. h 54.
65, E’ 65.
66. X' 66.
- | .
2{FF FFFFFFF F R4 2. sat 4
17. y v,V sk’ E 17. _ :
20. R c 3 20. I.X CV.CI ¥ i I “lz I TS =XV
28, FF_F 4 28. F e B
3% s s s s 31. s
42, i 42. s ss’ - s’
Key to the signs used: M = Mars E = t}}e emperor V = the emperor and Victoria Sgt = Saturnus
X = Pax v_= Victoria » S = the emperor and Sol 4 = four seasons
H = Hercules E’'= the emperor with a * K = the emperor. and a soldier figure (e = Clementia
F = Felicitas Victoriola in his Iv= the emperor and- Iuppiter ’ = aureus
s = Securitas hand R'= the personification of Rome and 3. =T
a Victoriola in her hand
the 6—7th years. In the second part of Probus reign the
Pax group ‘ HERCULI PACIFERO is lagging behifid; owing ~to the ~spreading -
of the PAX AUG,-and-the -traditional-MARTI -PACIFERO-and PAX-AUG
y - ) 3 . g 3 coins are.the main types of peacd propaganda again.

In this cohtext, the Ticinum types in their chronology are

o
h

special significance.

The frequency table also shows, tﬁat bvetwee‘n the tv#o-types

the PAX AUG was always more frequent "and of greatest

significance. This had _been the most frequent peace propaganda |
type all over Europe.' The MARTI PACIFERO type is usual in Nw-,_'
‘respectively C-Europe and Italia, while the HERCULI PACIFERO
may just be put on the frequency table. y

Ticinum introduced the peace-propaganda yet in the lSt year,
namely with a new type, HERCULI PACIFERO, to which the MARTI
PACIFERO was joined in the 29 year. At that time, the
traditional PAX AUG was produced but in Siscia, where_ this

type was 'of certain significance in the weaker peace-propaganda
h

All this shows, thatthe HERCULI PACIFERO had been introduced
in Probus’ policy rather carefully planned as a type of great
In the 4% ,
produce this type any more, instead of it, Ticinum continued
sroducing PAX AUG coins up to the end of Probus reign. In the

2f the previous- emperors. year Siscia did not prospects. To our question raised at discussing the deity

representations, why Probus had turned to Hercules, ‘the answer

is as follows. He found 'in Hercules the mythical idea for
himself as well as for the crowd, that illustrated his

57" year Siscia also resumes production, so‘does-Lugdum;m in”
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endeavours best and the most favourable propagandistic effect
might be expected from.

Hercules, working hard on the earth as a mortal, reacheg to

fight for the peace and rest of the Golden Age for humanity,
becomes a deity as reward of his toiiing human life, a

o o F

character in the religiosity of the Roman emperors having been

=t

closely connected with the Probus emperor-cult,as well as the
cults of the army.

Ay

Inspite of all these,the Hercules propaganda remained :
uncomplete. In the 224 part of Probus reign it was supefsgded 58
by more conventional types and only in Gallia, a traditiohal

159

province of the Hercules-cult, were the.coins of this deity

minted in the 6 th year of Probus rule /Hercules-cdhes coins/.

The rest of the pax-types are rather rare. I would stress
the UBIQUE PAX which had been inspired by the Roman Empire’s

mission also conceived in the Aeneis.160

In the above legend
we may see the personification of victory, expressing the:
idea, that victories of Rome lead to universal peace. The
wording of the legend is as the sentence known from SHA Probus-
vita: "...ubique pax, ubique Romanae leges, ubique iudices

nostrl" 161

Probus’ Pax propaganda did not concern Asia, while in Europe
an average of 11 % of the coins belonged to it. It goes ,
without saying; that most of the coins were issued in Central-v“
Europe close to Ticinum: 15,6 %, and becomes less and less
moving off from here to West respectively East. Their number
ia lowest in SE-Europe, yet even there it comes up to 6,8 $.

-In connection with the Saeculum group maybe the. most,
important fact is, that every mint of Probus produces some
types of this group. As the majority of the mints /Siscia and
the Eastern mints/ are of occasional‘character,so is their
share in the Saeculum~propaganda, eventually festive,
concerning this, even Rome’s participation was just alike.

This leaves its mark on the annual distribution of the
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saeculum-types, which is strongly fluctuating, /see the
graphicon/

Saeculum groué_'

This curve, however, is not similar to the line shown in the
chronological graphicon of the emperor-representations and Sol-

" coins. The most important years of the Saeculum types are the

first /mainly from the point of view of the Eastern mints/ and
the sixth /from the point of view of Rome /. In'the first year
Probus, the former Dux Orientis went to Rome, to~ acce e'the .
throne, while in the sixth year the emperor celebrated his -
triumph. Ticinum, the most permanent workshop . produces
uflinterrupted series from the Saeculum-group as well, for 3-4

‘years; The leading mint of this propaganda is'undoubtedly

Lugdunum, which issues only one, but the most important type

-of this group /FELICITAS TEMPORUM/ The éroductién of this

type isn’t interrupted all over Probus’ reign, 1t is coined

into aureus too, probably in the Gth year.

It is rather 1nteresting, that the type illustrated in

'Ticlnum and Lugdunum by Felicitas, 1s issued in Rome and

S;sc1a ‘the Saturnus' image, or the personification of the four
seasons. The illustrations probably refer to "tempus”,

although Saturnus may represent the Italian Golden Age myth
162 :
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The RESTITUTOR SAECULI types are minted by Ticinum and Rome,

The frequency table also shows the great significance of
These connect the emperor-cult with the Golden Age-cult, as-

the Saeculum-program; in Gallia and Syria these are the most
frequent types in the coin circulation. The number of the
Golden Age-coins is diminishing, advancing from'the two
extreme points to the middle of the empire, however in Italiav
where the lowest, it comes up to 5,4 %. The share of the
Golden Age-propaganda is 12 % Probus’ European coin-
circulation, and 74 % in tne constantly less balanced Asian .
circulation. Accordingly, it is about 24 % in the probably

) somewhat distorted average of the empire as a whole.

well as, give a religious political meaning to the ADVENTUS
AUG type /I am not dealing with/. Its many different types,
which,on the other hand,arennever frequent enough, show that
this part of the program is not yet formulated. As to this
legend, I would like to mention that "aureum" attribute does
not occur besides "saeculum" a single time in the total
coinage neither in this context. This expression turns up but
in the wrltten sources, among others at the very place, we
started from at the beginning of this chapter, t?e SHA Probus . 5 Erim i S Trel 2 T
biography: naureum profecto saeculum promittebat” /sc. Probus/, s poiitical smnovation, S e ahe e
Nevertheless, the word “restltutor" makes it evident, that ] s ‘

him,are to be found earlier in the coinage of Roman emperors.
In fact, in the coinage of the Illyr soldier emperors, it is .
but under Probus, that these types have become so general all
over the empire reaching a fréquency level that demonstrates

a preconceived effective religious political propaganda.

"saeculum" does not mean any other period, but one known in
mythical ancient times, which is to return because of the
turns of the world cycles,thus the propaganda does not speak
of its formation but the reestablishment.

CLEMENTIA TEMPORUM has already been mentroneo man¥ S In compliance with these, the relation between the Pax and
Two types of it, mnot 8iscussed so far, turn up i EASS Saeculum groups had been radically altered. The Saeculum coins
exceed the number of the Pax coins, even if we disregard the
data of the Asian coin circulation. Namely, the Golden Age
propaganda appears - beside the'more'traditional Pax propaganda,
directly resulting from- the historical sltuation, and surpasses
it not only as to its expansion, but also in the frequency of
the coins. /See the diagram p. 150./

program, one is illustrated by the personification of the
clementia, the other by that of Rome. However,these types are
but in the perlferles of the very intensive, wide—spread
clementia-propaganda, illustrated by Iuppiter and the emperor.
This slogan was the Eastern equ;valent of the FEL;CITAS
TEMPORUM. The two different legends demonstrate the political
aituation of two parts of the empire to a certain extent. In
the frame of the same program the imberial propaganda promises

" Probus’ two most important mints, Ticinum and Lugdunum play
"felicitas" in the West, and "clementia" in the East. The

‘the greate;t role as to these. A certain branching out may be
observed in their activity, similarly to that at tne production
of the MARTI PACIFERO am% MARS VICTOR types. It is apparent,
that the Pax program was mainly the task of Ticinum, and the
Saeculum~-program mainly that of Lugdunum. This is also shown

by the frequency table. The Golden Age - Pax propaganda takes

a leading place in NW- as well as C-Europe, but in NW-Europe

it is the saeculum- while in C- Europe the pax—component which.
is domineering. -

frequency table shows it well, how the number of the
cleméntia-coins is increasing from Italia through South-
Eastern Europe to Syria.

Another frequent type is to be mentioned, SECURITAS
PERPETUA, Ticinum’s contributlon to -the Saeculum-propaganda.
This type, propagating dn eternal “oarefree' life is related

" to the PACI PERPETUAE AUG.
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Summing up the data of the frequency table, it may be stated,
thatVtHe types of the Golden Age-Pax propaganda comprise the
most frequent coins in Central- and North-West-Europe,
respectively Syria. The rSte of the coins of these types is
23 % in the European coin-circulation, and 15,4 % even in
Italia, where they are the fewest. Considering our data
referring to Asia, we may say, that one third of Probus’ coins
served the new religious political program.

Summary The reign of the Iliyr soldier emperors was an
unstable period burdened with wars. Accordingly,

the continuous peace propaganda in coinage was well justified.-

- 150 ~

Iﬁ fact, types propagating peace are to be found among all the
three emperors’ coins; even under Aurelianus, although at that
time, the successful offenzive policy pushed this program into

_the backgrpgnd. The propagation of eternal peace and the "care-

free" life, announcing the recurrence of the "aureum saeculum",
namely the Golden Age propaganda, is bgsed on the peace

~propaganda. The Golden Age. is represented but with very few

coins even under Claudius, and is -practically vanishing under
Aurelianus. y

However, under Probus the pax-coins also surpass the previdus
level, and as for t@e Golden Age propaganda, it grows into the
main religious politicaliprogram, enlarged by certain elements
of the emperor cult. In this program Probus intends to give a
role to Hercules as well, but the coins of the new deity are

replaced oy more traditional and popular types from the 4th

' year on. -

Based on all these}'I believe, that the parts in the SHA
Probus-biografy concerning the Golden Age are fundamentally
realistic. The Golden Age propaganda had a special significance
in the religious policy during this emperor’s reign. b
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name. Pax-propaganda is figuring in the Claudius coinage' too,
put no Redemption and Golden Age cult are added. It proceeds
from the same concrete reality as the cult of Apollo, £
protecting the emperor’s salus, the permanent feeling of -

menace.

SUMMARY : : i : g s SRR
e o Aurelianus was a much more efficient and successful ruler

an- his predecessor in every field. a i
Religious policy formed a significant part of the propaganda than ' P ery fie His active religious

in all three emperors’ coinage. More than half of the variants
were dealing.with religious. policy.

policy is documented by cca.72'% of his coins.

'Traditiohs'inherited from Claudius are characteristic of :
his propaganda in the first year only. In the an year he ®

Cca. 40 & of Claudius Gothicus’ coins fitted into the theme ;
carried out the total centralization of the coinage and

of our investigation. During the very short reign of this
emperor it is very difficult to explore a definite religious
political tendency in the coinage propaganda. A relative lack
' of organization is characteristic of the coinage. The output
ofbthe central mint, Rome, is so much higher than that of the
rest, that it determines the picture of the religious
propaganda as a whole. Just because of this, the propaganda
work of the rest of the mints is more occasional, and at places
/eg. Antiochia/ it is quite individual. - ;

strengthened his far-reaching influence on the propaganda by
temporarily closing down the revolting mint of Rome, and
setting up other necessarily loyal mints. By this, the imoerial
coinage underwent an essential transformation, as instead of a
single central mint, several provincial mints were functioning
in a more balanced distribution. This did not change with the
rehabilitation of the Rome mint 1ater.

The financial instructions were followed by ‘religious

2nd period Aurelianus_introduced a ﬁery
active, radical emperor cult, basedwonfthemclassic~ROman;
religiosity haviﬁg started under Gallienus preserved through*““

The Gallienus inheritance, and the backing of the. political ones. In the

traditional Roman cult is characteristic of the religious
policy at the beginning of Claudius’ reign. Later, this
developed into a traditional emperor cult of lesser intensity,
the main purport of which was to put the emperor’s salus under
divine protection; Accordingly, Claudiqs’ conservators are
chosen from the circle of deities determined by Apollo and
Salus. Maybe that’s why, we may give credit to Malalas, where
he mentions.claudius with the adjective "Apollianus", not
mentioned anywhere else. However, the numizmatical data do not
furnish proof, that this name was,really borne by the emperor,
neither is it found in the epigraphs. Nevertheless, it may
indicate a tradition, comprising other evidence of Claudius’
Apollo-worship, and based on which, Malalas or another unknown
source might have attached the divine adjective to the emperor'é

out Claudius’ reign. The emperor was in the centre, protected
by Iuppiter, propagated by the c01nage in the least concealed -
'form, with his own face.l64 e
After the relatively long 2n period a 3rd one followed,:
the two separated ‘from each other by ‘several events. finally V
Aurelianus defeated Palmyra in two battles, captured ‘Zenobia
and Tetricus, the Gallian counter—emperor also surrendered.
The stability ensured by the military success and last but not
least, the rich booty made it possible for him to consolidate
the internal political and eco-financial difficulties'*:
temporarily. He carried out a currency reform, restoring the

antoninianus having been totally devaluated by the time of °

= 152=
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Claudius’ reign, had the Rome mint opened once again, and mgst

165 Aurelianus. Now,it is for the first time, that Lugdunum attains

a really high production, while the output of Serdica dropped
compared with that of the big mints, as well as his own activity
under Aurelianus.

likely extended various privileges to the Romans.

Aurelianus executed his religious reform in this most
favourable atmosphere; he made the Palmyra Sol cult the state
religion. He had a temple built, appointed a pontifex body for
promoting the cult, and founded certain festivities too.166
His activity had its affect on the coinage as well. All the
signs of the introduction of Sol cult were manifested in the
3rd period. The spreading of Sol-Cult did not undermine
Aurelianus’ previous aligment concerning emperor cult, but
infiltrated into it, and modified it so far as to replace the
classic Roman Iuppiter as the emperor’s conservator. At the
same time, this meant that the Palmyra Sol cult did not get to
Rome in its Eastern feature, but in a Roman form, accofding to
the requirements of the emperor cult.167

Probus’ intentions to stabilizing the economy were‘expressed‘
~ in supporting the Golden Age propaganda, being the only Illyr
soldier emperor, who adapted it. This new program was introduced
into the coinage by Probus at the very beginning of his reign
made possible by his immediate predecessor Florianus’ coinaée.
However, he could not neglect Aurelianus’ traditions, which even
- suppressed his own religious political conceptions especially

in the 2“d and 3rd years of his reign, when the oﬁtput of

siscia was the most active. BY - the 4th year Probus could do
without reproducing his predecessor’s propaganda, and the
slogans of the ISt
- of the Sol conservator is taken again by the traditional

) year in his reign came up again. The place

Aurelianus acted with extraordinary vigour in the propaganda
campaign of the new religion, while his gold minting and some Iuppiter, and. the propaganda of eternal peace and Golden Age
transitional types show cautious prudence. The greatest  is flourishing.

iti i itional tendency represented b . i : E d :
EDpoaEElanprasiithels sLt S stadhEL oD - . = 2/ . In approaching the importance of the emperor cult Probus

followed the line taken by Aurelianus, his methods were however
more moderate. The "SALUS AUGUSTI" type was given its role
again, although figuring personally on proportionally fewer -
variants. He kept to the titles "dominus et deus" but the ;

the aristocracy in Senate.

His total coinage propaganda is characterized by a strict
central control. Inspite of the fact, that his most active
nints were worklng in the prov1nces, no local characteristics
are to be found in their output. In this respect the only
Serdica Aesculapius-conservator type is an exceptional rarity,
'indicating,that'these mints also disposed of the ability and
inclination for proddcing in an original style,‘in case the
emperor had given a possibility for doing so.

- legends on the special averses put in a more modest way.

The most characteristic feature of his religlous policx an
effort radiating to all areas, was to s;rengthen the position
of Hercules.

Yet, in the pst year he introduces the new god, as Hercules
Religious political propaganda amounts to.cca. 60 % of

Probus’ coinage. Probus reign was separated,frcm that of
Aurelianus by some months of Tacitus and a few weeks of
Florianus’ rule. Taklng power, he successfully protected the
integrity of the empire,achieved by Aurelianus and tried to
achieve economic stability. His mints are the same, seen under

Pacifer, into the propaganda of coinage. The parallelism of the
type with Mars Pacifer indicates, from which point Probus
wanted to direct attention. In addition to the virtues
associated with Mars, Hercules representsa further ateady

168

Lendutance expressed also in the mythologlcal gold coin of

~ Siscia.. The energetic strategy of Aurelianus apparently was
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not sufficient for a true Golden Age. Accordingly, Probus had
his soldiers drain marches, they planted vineyards in the
provinces to make them as independent as p0551b1e. The peace,
Hercules promises the empire is to be borne harder than the
Victory gained over the enemy.

The religion of the invincible Sol in power, was not

;ufficient for Probus, and his contemporaries as all the wealth,

glamour, gold, of the time Sol marched to Rome, got exhausteq,
and diminished following a splundering and looting of Palmyra,
The remaining shaky security, in which Probus raises the
symbol of Hercules, includes a perspective, the promise of
Redemption, the realization of which is far away, however,

offering confidence,as the belief, that the little child of the

IV.ecloga will grow up. Hercules is also a Redeemer, whose

image is linked with the coming of the Golden Age by his deeds,

while also being the redeemed one, who had seen Hades,returned
alive, and ascended to Heaven as a reward for his toiling

_ 1ife on earth. Consolation and stimulating paragon for;all who

worship him. 169

The influence of the antropomorph heros is felt in the
milder forms of Probus’ emperor cult, mentioned above. This
time I would like to point to the HERCULES COMES type as one,
closely linked with the emperor-cult, underlining the out-
standing importance of this deity, as well as the fact, that the
emperor-cult hall-ﬁark with his name was more heroic than
divine, namely of immortal character.. '

Accordingly,ﬁercules was an excellent symbol for an honest
but naive program, Probus failed in carrying it out, .as he had
not the support of the due authority and the gigantic
financial funds Aurelianus had disposed of,at the time,
following the victorious campaign. Following Probus, the
stability he was aiming at could be established temporarily

by Diocletianus, by setting up a wide-ranging official network

and issuing strict tax and price regulations.

’
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Under Probus the mints were not so centralized as during
the reign of Aurelianus. That’s why some of the mints have a
.certain definite profile besides the main religiousvpolitical
tendency. The least independent is Ticinum, one of the most

1mportant mints of highest output. There had been no specific

tradition to be followed up, so it was entirely exposed to the
affects supported by the central propaganda policy, which in
the znd and 3 years came from Siscia and Serdica, in the Gth
year from Rome, however.from Lugdunum, concerning the coinage
as a whole. The basic tendency of the entire religious
propaganda policy of Probus originates from this mint in
Gallia. During Aurelianus its output was rather negligable,
developing rapidly under Probus and became the emperor's'most

important means of propaganda,as seen in case of Serdica or

- the unknown Aurelianus mint. The Gallia mint considerably

differs from the previous ones, having kept its local
features, being relevant in the coinage of Postumus and his
successors’ coinage based on Gallo-Roman traditions as a rule.
The support of the Mars and Hercules cult,respectively the

" inheritance of the comes-type etc. confirm this fact.

The religious political efforts of the Illyr soldier
emperors proved to be the least stabile, although they were
of sweeping success in their time; namely, during the Aurelianus
Sol-cult. The tradition-worship of Probus, to be traced back
to Claudius Gothicus and Gallienﬁs, by which he tried to...
harmonize the different redemption faiths, whose main.charaeter'
Tuppiter conservator and Hercules-comes had been, got entwined
with the uninhibited emperor cult,introduced by Aurelianus,
and resulted in the dominatus of the Toviuses and Herculiuses.
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2 Briefly discussed by ﬁAHN, I., in his essay: Felséges Tdrté-
" net [selected passages from Historia Augusta translated into

Hungarian, Budapest, 1968 - introduction/. The latest, some-
what summarizing contribution to-this topic was done by SYME,
R. in his: Emperors and Biography /Studies in the Historia
Augusta/ Oxford, 1971. The scholars dealing with this topic

—I-
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14
15

16

17

18

have regular meetings and have a series of publications:
Historia Augusta Colloquium /Bonn/ three volumes have beep
published so far.

We do not deal with the art of portraits, although the
representations of the coin averses are in close connection
with this. However, as we are going to mention it in the
following, even the averses came up but in special cases
/Serdica-coins of Aurelianus and Probus/.

MOCSY PauM

ALFOLDI Siscia V. p.3. - he is mentioning the monetary
inflation in Probus’ coinage right after the relative
stabilization under Aurelianus

e.g. Perga, Side, Sillyum and Cremna in Aurelianus’ coinage
see: ROHDE pp. 251-253.

SKOWRONEK, St. On the problems of the Alexandrian Mint
/1967, Warsawa/ essay is on this problem, showing, that
the Alexandria mint is influenced by the imperial coinage
in the field of propaganda. The dependence doesn’t mean
identity. See P. 78.

Apart from other studies dealing with numismatics from this
point of view M.Grant gives certain specific instances in
his paper: GRANT, M. Roman Coins as Propaganda [Archeology
V, 1952. pp. 79-85./ Works on the period of the Empire:
KENNER, F. Programmiinzen rémischer Kaiser [NZ XVII. 1885,
PP. 51-86./ and SCHULZ, O. Th. Die Rechtstitel und
Regierungsprogramme auf rémischen Kaisermiinzen /Padeborn,
1925./. We find relevant data in Alf8ldi’s works /e.g.:
Siscia leaflets, issues on Gallienus, Claudius/. See also:

- ALFOLDI, A. The Main Aspects of Political Propaganda on the

19

20

Coinage of the Roman Republic /Essays in Roman Coinage
Presented to H. Mattingly - edited by R.A.G. Carson and
C.H.V. Sutherland, Oxford, 1956. pPp.63-95./ The latest
essay on this topic: BIANCO, E. Indirizzi programmatici e
propagandistici nella monetazione de Vespasiano [RIN Ser
5. 16, 1968. pp. 145-224./. As far as I know, there is not
any other elaboration of Claudius Gothicus, Aurelianus and
Probus coinage from this aspect, thus,the method used by
me in this paper is original.

See the legends in my tables: Claudius 1. 4. 21., Aurelianus
2. 9. 20. and Probus 5. 6.

The averses are the richest, accordingly significant
sources of iconography, mainly-concerning the Empire. The
iconography on our emperors offersan, insight into this
subject: e.g. DELBRUECK, R, Die Miinzbildnisse von Maximus
bis Carinus /Bonn, 1912./, FELLETTI MAJ, B.M. Iconografia

. IT <

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

-

romana imperiale da Severo Alessandro a M. Aurelio Carino
/Roma, 1958. pp. 260-279./, CASTIGLIONE, L. Az 8kor nagy-
jai /Budapest, 1971./ deals with the portraits of two of
our emperors [No.l149: Aurelianus, and No.150: Probus/, and
studies the former on the basis of a coin.

WEBB P.H. The coinage of Claudius Gothicus, Aurelianus [in -~
RIC V/1/ and Probus /[in RIC V/2/ , s

ALFSLDI Siscia V. p. 3:, and BELLINGER, A.R. Troy p. 172.
don’t approve of these, PINK, K. /1949/ so to say ignores
them. - ]

MARKL, A, Die Reichsmiinzstdtten unter der Regierung ‘
Claudius II /NZ 16, 1884/ 5

RIC V/1

More detailed on the same topic see WEBB, P.H, Third-
Century Roman Mints and Marks /NC 1921 pp. 227-293./, about
the "Tarraco"-mint, pp. 233-237. In RIC /Introduction of :
vol. V/1, pp. 17./ there is only a short reference to this
question.

Damerau, P. Kaiser Claudlus ITI. Gothicus /Klio 33. Beiheft,
Leipz;g, 1934./

DAMERAU pp. 92-103. /Xap. x111 /

ALFOLDI A, Siscia, Heft II. Die Prdgungen von Claudius
II. und Quintillus /NK XXXIV-XXXV, 1935-1936, Budapest
1938./

The types marked by S in the index are from ALFGLDI Siscia
II.

ALFOLDI A. Die rémische Miinzprdgung und die historischen

_ Ereignisse im Osten zwischen 260 und 270 n. Chr. [Berytus

S

32

33

34

Vv, 1, 1938. pp. 47-92./, reprint in ALFOLDI Studlen, PpP.
155 209.

ALFOLDI Studien pp. 170-171. and 175-177. The types marked
by O in the index are from here.

CALLU, J.~P. La politique monetaire des empereurs romains
de 238 & 311/ Paris, 1969. p. 229./

COPE, L.H. The Nadir of the imperial antoninianus in the
reign of Claudius II. Gothicus [NC 1969./ comes to this
result examxnlng it as to chemistry.

CARSON, R. A. G. Hollingbourne treasure trove: /NC 1961.
pp. 217./

=S el T8 -




35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43
44

45

CARSON Hollingbourne p. 217. "An ‘analysis of the reverses
types shows that there are three substantive issues.”

To be found in the tables under Rome mint, the variants

holding legends: 17. 18. I9. 26. 32. 33. 36. 42. 43. and
45. These are marked as O. emission, and assigned to the
output of first year.

To be found un the tables under Rome mint, the variants
with legends: 14. 15s 20. 25. 35. 38. The emmissions are
not marked, neither are they used in the chronological
examination.

To be found in the tables under Rome 16. /as to Markl
emission 5./, 24. /Markl emissions 3. and 4./ and 30. In
connection with the latter - LIBERITAS AUG - see AlfGldi’s
sarcastic remark /ALFOLDI Siscia II.p.7./. )

See the types listed in ALFOLDI Siscia I., as well as in
DAMERAU the numizmatical chapter [pp. 92-103./ in which he
indicates the types known already by Gallienus, relying on
Bernhardt. /BERNHARDT, M. Handbuch zur Miinzkunde der rdm.
Kaiserzeit, 1926./ We have to complete Alfsldi’s - other-
wise later - paper by Damerau’s as- it concerns Siscia only.

This phenomenon may be well examined in this paper, as the
three emperors’ coinages are seen in steady continuancy.
See also E.A. Sydenham’s remark in his article: SYDENHAM,
E.A. The Roman monetary system /NC 1919. pp. 141./ "The
earliest coins of Aurelien are in general appearence
similar to those of his predecessor, ..." .

He does not mention types under Mediolanum, with legends:
13. 21. 24. 48. 49. and 51. so these could not be studied
in the chronological examination. . E i )
See ALFOLDI = Studien p. 179.

See CARSON Hollingbourne /NC 1961. p.217./ 5

Sl :
ROHDE, Th. Die Miinzen des Kaiser Aurelianus, seiner Frau
Severina und der Fiirsten von Palmyra /[Miskolc, 1881./

_Here "period" is generally used instead of "emission",

except for Carson, who speaks of "issue" in his article:
CARSON, R. A. G. The reform of Aurelianus /RN 1965./ This

is because at introducing the coinage they take Aurelianus
reforms for fundamental principle defining the periods based
on the centralization of coinage /see in HOMO pp. 169-171./,
the reform of the 271th year; respectively metrology, the
reform of the 274th year. Consequently, during quite a long
reign /[five and a half years/ there are but three periods,
in all certanity holding much more emissions.

46

47

48

49

50

51

‘52

53
54

55

- and Stempelfehler und Correcturen auf Miinzen des Kaisers M. .

56

See the RIC V/1 Aurelianus.rghe golden coins issued after
the reform come under the 3 period, while those issued
before the reform may come under the 15t as5.well as 2™
period. Obviously most of them come under the 2nd, for this
period was much longer than the e "one, and also because

_Aurelianus could not have .inherited many things from

Claudius in this field. The characteristics marking out
different periods of coinage as ‘to their purport, being the
subjects of this paper,. arouse suspicion in connection with

‘one or two golden variants if it is dated right? This

aspect of contents is not decisive, but worth mentioning.
iSee also note 90../ ’ ﬂ
i

Efter Missong’s article /MISSONG, Al. Zur Miinzreform unter .
den rdmischen Kaisern Aurelian und Diocletian NZ I. 1869.
pp. 105-134./ the debate was carried on in the Numizmatic
Chronicle. The following articles aré but certain stages
of this debate: SYDENHAM, E.A. The Roman Monetary System

" JNC -1919../ this outsize study has been published in two . I

parts. WEBB, P.H. The reform of Aurelianus /NC 1927./ same i
volume: MATTINGLY, H., Sestertius and denarius under
Aurelian. Regrettably these do not touch upon chronological
guestions. )

CARSON, R. A. G. The reform of Aurelianus /RN 1965./ The
latest article known by me on this subject.

Severina is to be seen on the réverses from ‘the time
Aurelianus elevated her as Augusta /sse PWRE V/1 1355./
in 274. She has a few independent coins after Aurelianus’ I
death. ; ;

SHA Aurelianus 38., Aurelius VICTOR 35., EUTROPIUS IX.14.
HOMO p.78. i

CARSON The reform pp.

HOMO'p. 80. note 1.

Se the pp. :

MANNS, F. Miinzkundliche ‘und historische Untersuchungen iiber
die Zeit der Illyrerkaiser Aurelianus /Wirzburg 1939. Phil.
Diss. Berlin/, a comprehensive study following that of Webb.
MISSONG, A; Miinzreihen unter Kaiser Probus /NZ 1873. pp.loi.l |

|
! |

Aur. Probus [NZ.1877. pp. 303./, and a manuscript gquoted b 9 .

K.Pink: Katalog zu Probus wvon MISSONG-VOETTER. . - oo ; w

LEPAULLE; E. La monnaie romaine a la fin du Haut Empire /RN i |
188, 115-141./, gnd Etude hist. sur Probus /Lyon, 1884.{

- - ‘ . , ’ I
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DANNHAEUSER, ‘E. Untersuchungen zur Geschichte des Kaiser
Probus /Diss. Jena 1909/

CREES, J.H. The reign of emperor Probus /London, 1911/
See in RIC V/2 Probus

ALFOLDI Siscia V. p.3.

See in ALFULDI Siscia V.

RIC V/2 Probus 637.

Differences see appendix II.

PINK, K. Der Aufbau der romischen Miinzprdgung in der Kaiser-
zeit VI/1 Probus [NZ. 1949. LXXIII pp. 13-74./

PINK, K. Medaillonpridgung des Kaisers Probus /NZ LXXIX,
119555,

For the differences see appendix II.

For the differences see appendix II.

In Pink’s article /p.30./ Rome emission in 277: an, but as
to the catalogue: lst and 2nd; Lugdunum emission in 277:
3rd, but as to the catalogue: 3rd and 4th; Lugdunum emission
in 279, as to the catalogue: Sth Cyzicus emission in 281,
as to the catalogue. 4th.

See ALFOLDI Sisc1a I.p.7., and WEBB in RIC V/1. p 16.

EUTROPIUS IX. 15., referring to Aurelianus. Chapter IX k7!
enumerates these briefly referring to Probus. The monetary
reforms see also: HOMO pp. 169-171. and in PWRE V/1.1363~
1364. and 1394-1396. Steps taken in the state administration
/the evacuation of Dacia/ in SHA Aurelianus V. 39, 7.,
FESTUS 8, 2., MALALAS 301., SYNCELLOS I. 721., and in PWRE
V/1. 1380. iMeasures in religion see the works of reference
mentioned abodve as well as LATTE pp. 350., NILSSON II. pp.'
492. and HOMO, ch. V. "La reforme religieuse".

Probus’ reformist endeavours can hardly be considered as
reforms yet. We can speak about reforms only in some cases
as his steps taken for the proper utilization of the army,
the settlement and setting to work of the Barbarians /see.
EUTROPIUS IX, 17. A. VICTOR 37, SHA Probus 18. an 20./, ;
and the plantatxon of vines mentioned by the writer of the
Epitome de Caesaribus 37. See VITUCCI ch.IV,: "Attivita’
amministrativa ed economica" pp. 103-114., and PWRE T2
2521.
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72

73

ALFOLDI Siscia II. p. 7.

The administration of coinage was one of the lowest offices
yet in the republic /III viri monetales/ during the Empire
coin minting was supervised by central clerks /procuratores
monetae/ except the production of copper coins this right
was exercised by the Senatus following the Felicissimus
revolt the Senatus is deprived of this right by Aurelianus,
and all coins come under the competency of the imperial
officials [see HOMO p. 170./. These procuratores monetae
just like their predecessors-must have been low ranking .
officials /see PFLAUM 66. 73. 117. 140. 168. 206. 327./,

it is not likely that they had been totally responsible for
the propaganda [see MARQUARDT Rémische Statsverwaltung:
procurator aug III. p. 34. HIRSCHFELD, O. Untersuchungen
auf dem Gebiete der RSmischen Verwaltungsgeschichte, Berlin.
1877 pp. ‘92-97. - he devotes a whole chapter to the imperial
coinage, and the workshops, without furnishing more AL
essential data. He refers to an interesting inscription

" hinting at the central coinage of the whole Empire

respectively the chief official of the central office /see
p. 96. note l.: CIL VI. 1145./. Yet it is not certain
whether this office had been of primary financial and
additionally of propaganda controlling character. A. Alf£dl-
di, occasionally mentioning the theme, does not offer any
comprehensive approach. Referring to the coinage of our
emperors, he says, that the mints were rather run as to
their own liking under Claudius /see ALFOLDI Siscia II. p.
11./, and the Siscia emissions were also formulated in-

- accordance with the procurator monetae’s ideas. In the

Insignien und Tracht by ALFOLDI [see p. 93./ we find about
one of the averse types of Aurelianus /DEO ET DOMINO NATO

AURELIANO etc./ to have come -about as the initiative of the
procurator and as a product within the frame of the central

- program. ALFOLDI, R. Maria, -in her article: Néhdny megjegy-

~ [NK 1947-48./ writes about the fact that procurator monetae
was an office for juniors, and the equites occupying these

zés a csaszarkori rdémai verde miik8déséhez és szervezetéhez

posts enjoyed the confidence of the emperor, thus
facilitating the supervision of the gints. The PWRE /GROAG/
is also but mentioning. the problem in connection with

. Aurelianus, and says, that by closing down the Rome mint’

the emperor put the imperial mints under strong supervision
/PWRE V/1. 1373./.

As seen, investigations concerning the propaganda policy of
th® mints were on the verge of all the works dealing with
their activity. These remarks suffice only to state that
the question of the political supervision of the mints can
not be investigated in general, but to each emperor
separately. So examining the propagandistic type in my °
paper I will try to take a stand concerning the coinage of
‘the Illyr soldier emperors. -
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74 This does not seem an easy task in general, and got some-

what more complicated during the Illyr soldier emperors’
period, at the end of the 3rd century. I would like to
refer to the Roscher Lexicon /[personification/ GNECCHI, Fr,.
Le personificationi allegoriche sulle monete imperiali
/RIN 18, 1905. pp. 349./ categorizing and discribing the
personification occuring in the amtique numizmatics. Further
studies WEINSTOCK, St. Pax and the ‘Ara Pacis® /JRS 50.
1960./, BIEBER, M. Honos and Virtws.  /AJA 49, 1945./, and
LATTE about Providencia /pp. 321-322. and note 322/4.
respectlvely pp. 233-242./
75 MAZZARINO, S. Trattato di storia romana vol. II. pp. 387-
388. ;
76 These are VOTIS DECEN ET VIC, MONETA AUG, REDITUS AUG, IM@
PROBUS CONS, ADLOCUT MILIT, GLORIA ORBIS. .
71 Among-the about fifty thousand coins found in the haeawds ..
examined by me /[see note 79.a/, 85., 86./ there were but
twa new legend types in the coinage of Claudius PROVID
EXERCI /see Komin No.407./ and in the coinage of Probus

SAECULI PACIF /see Plevna p. 212./. 5

= This method is general in statistics /see KOVES-PARNICZKY
Altalanos statisztika, Budapest, 1973. pp. 441-493. and
680-691./ In our case the hoards stand for statistical
samples.

7 These types are not characteristic for the "diwus”
emperor’s propaganda policy, and can not be taken for the
successor’s individual program either.

79a

The figures demonstrated the number of the Claudius’ coins
found in the relevant hoards, in fact, the coins that can
be defined exactly: Beachy Head [B.H./ - 497 pieces
/DOLLEY, R. H. M. and O’DONAVAN, M.A. The Beachy Head Hoard
NC 1962. pp. 161./ Hollingbourne /Holl/ - 458 pieces
JCARSON, R. A. G. Hollingbourne Treasure Tiowe NC 1961.

pp. 217./

Agden /Agd/ - 202 pieces [THOMPSON, F.H. Hoard of
antoniniani from Agden NC. 1962./

Norfolk /Nor/ - 191 pieces /ROBERTSON, A.S. A Roman coin

. hoard from Emneth, Norfolk. NC 1945 pp. 147.§

Bavai /Bav/ - 2180 pieces /GRICOURT, J. Le trésor de Bavai;
in: Trésors Monetaires et Plagues-boucles de la Gaule
Romaine, Bavai, Mounbouy, Checy. XII. Supplément a
"Gallia™ 1958. pp. 3-118./

Nieder-Rentgen [N-R/ - 2146 pieces [HAMMERSTEIN, H.V.,
WICHMANN, K. and WOLFRAM, G. Der Miinzfund von Nieder—
Rentgen. Jahrbuch der Gesellschaft fiir Lotharingische
Geschichte und Altertumskunde VIII. 2, 1. 1896./ .

- VIII -

Bischof fshedm /Bishf — 1061 pieces /LONGUET, H. and
Eaﬂhfggy; As La trouvaille de Bischoffsheim RN 1953
Pp. 153.

Thibouville /Thib/ - 777 pieces [PFLAUM, H.G. - BASTIEN,
P.La trouvaille de Thibouville. Gallia XX. 1962./ anmd
XIX. 1961./

Cattenes /Catt/ - 588 pieces /ERMAN, A, Der Fund von
“Cattenes ZfN 1879. /

Saint-Mard I /StMI/ - 416 pieces ILALLEMAND, J. = THIRION
M. Le trésor de Saint-Mard I. Edition Cultura, Wetteren.
1970. -

Vineuse /Vin/ - 295 pieces /GENTILHOMME, P.L. La trouvaille
de la Vineuse. RN. 1942. pp. 23./

Totes /Tot/ - 252 pieces IFABRE G. La’ trouvaille de Totes.
RN 1950. pp. 13./

Venera [Ven/ - 4206 pieces /MILANI Il ripostlglio della
Venera Roma, 1880.

Komin /Kom/ - 1192 pieces /BARCSAY - AMANT, Z. The hoard
of Komin. Diss. Pann. Budapest, 1937./

Devret [Dev/ - 420 pieces /BITTEL, K. Funde im &stlichen
Galatien rdmischer Miinzschatz von Devret. Istambuler
Mitteilungen 1955. pp.27.

Syria /Syr/ - 222 pieces |ROQUEFEUIL, S. de Tresor d’anto-
niniani frappés en orient RN 1970 pp. 116./

79b
It is interesting from this aspect, that.the Unknown Mint
placed somewhere in the West of Asia Minor by ALFOLDI

IStudien pp. 170-172./ does not figure in the Devret- nor
in the other Eastern hoard, while it is represented in the

that of Venera at least by two pieces. This can be ...

. explained first of all by the hiuge volumen of the Venera

hoard, and maybe, by the fact, that next to Komin it is the -

nearest- site to the Western coast of Asia Minor.
Consequently, it had to be somewhere between Europe and
Asia according to the data of the table too.

80
81

See the table pp. 32-33. column I. /from Norfolk to Veneral

This drop surpasses any other eventuality on the diagram
and is contrary to any other tendency characteristic of the
Bischoffsheim hoard..The reason cannot be mere chance. How-
ever, no paper explanation is at hand. It is certain, that
this date is not characteristic of the general frequency of
types with legend: VIRTUS AUG /44./. Had we worked out the
average without it the isolation of these types from the
succeeding group /II./ would have been still more
spectacular. i

82 This type was produced in Siscia only.

83 The t{pes not_figuring on the frequency tahle are rarities

in coin circulation.
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84 1¢ is interesting to note, that the majority of the hoards
discussed above ends with Aurelianus, or even later how-
ever containing a few Aurelianus-coins only.

85 see the note 79a. /Thibouville - 128 pieces, Nieder-Rentgen

- 729 pieces, Venera - 10 857 pieces and Komin.~- 467 pieces/
r

and Plevna - 1494 pieces /MOUCHMOFF, N.A. Les margues
secretes d’atelier monetaire de Serdica. Annuaire de Musée
National de Sofia 1926, Sofia. 1922-25. pp. 160-215./
Majce-Grede - 117 pieces /BRUNSMID, J. Nasasce rimskih
bakrenih novaca s kraja trecega stoljeca iz Majce-Grede
VHAD 1906-07. pp. 226. &
Troy - 180 pieces /BELLINGER, A.R. Troy. The coins.
Supplementary monograph 2. Princeton, 1961. Appendix IT
The hoard of antoniniani. pp. 201./ 3
Syria I - 290 pieces [BASTIEN, P. and HUVELIN, H. Trésor
d’antoniniani en Syria. RN 1969 pp. 231./
Trésor B - 45 pieces [BRENNOT, C. and PFLAUM, H.G. Les
emissions orientales de la fin du III. e.s. aprés J.-C.
4 la lumiére de deux trésors decouverts en Syrie. RN V.
7. 1965. pp. 137-205./
36 See the notes 79a. and 85. [Thibouville - 237 pieces,
Nieder-Rentgen - 1841 pieces, Venera - 13370 pieces,
Plevna --353 pieces, Majce-Grede - 148 pieces, Trésor B -
441 pieces, and Trésor P /in the same publication/ - 441
pieces./ et

8635ce in MALALAS p. 298. 17. ALFOLDI /Studien p. 169./
accepts the "Apollianus" adjective and refers to
Stauffenberg’s edition: SCHENK von STAUFFENBERG Die

~ Romischen Kaisergeschichte bei Malalas. 1931 /pp. 381./.
Stauffenberg does not confirm this part of Malalas saying
"...Woher der angebliche Name Apollianus stammen mdge, ist
unerfindlich." CHILMEADUS, Ed. /Annotationes ad Malalan p.
298. 18./ no further reference "...quomodo cognominatum
eum alibi non irnvenio." .

87 See ALFSLDI Studien p. 169.

&8 See the p. 13.

883It is characteristic, that the inscription on the reverse
of the only Antiochian Aurelianus-coin dated to the 2nd
period is VABALATHVS VRCRIMDR /RIC V/1l. Aurelianus 38l1./,
and the portrait of the Palmyra crown-prince can be seen
on it. 2 - : = ; : N

89 About the motives see inrthe chapter of Emperdr cult.
90 T

Aurélianus conqﬁered Palmyra as early as in 273. after

fighting against Firmus in Egypt, and Tetricus in Gallia.
Only in 274. did he march in triumph in Rome, and

- X - ) =

following this he reformed coinage. /cf. HOMO, p. 166.,
Z0SIMOS, I. 61./ Accordingly, the 2nd and 3rd periods of
Aurelianus’ coinage are different /cf. CARSON, The reform./
So it is. rather surprising, that no coins referring to the
sol cult are to be found before the 3rd period. It shows,
that Aurelianus was waiting for the victorious end of his
military campaignes, before taking any steps in religious
policy. In all certainty one year had to pass between the
occupation of Palmyra, and the issue of the first coins in
the 3rd periocd. If it were so, it would be a positive proof
of a fairly reasonable political prudence. This is:
contradicted in goldminting. /divided by Webb into pre- and

' postreform groups only/ as Antiochia issues prereform coins

91

92
93

94
95
96

97
98

= 99

referring to the Sol cult, while as all the variants /of
Antiochia mint/ are from the 3rd period /except one:
VABALATHUS VCRIMDR, RIC V/1, Aurelianus, 381./

The "diverse" denominations are not dated exactly in the
coinage of Aurelianus.

cf. NILSSON, II. p. 512. note 2., and p. 515.

In Thracia Aesculapius enjoyed a strong local cult too, see
the great many inscriptions belonging to the Asklepieion of
Glava Panega. JMIHAJLOV, G. Inscriptiones Graecae in )
Bulgaria Repertae. Serdicae MCMLVIII. vol. II. pp. 37

PWRE V/1. 1374.
See the p. 73.

DOWNEY, G. Ancient Anticch /[Princeton, 1963. pp. 113-114./

He writes that during Gallienus’ reign Antiochia-was under
Palmyra’s rule, where Paulos of Samosata was most influential
at that time, who supported by the people faught against

the Antiqchian church, concerning bishopsea in Antiochia.
MILLAR, F. Paul of Samosata, Zenobia and Aurelian: the
Church, Local Culture and Political Allegiance in Third

_century Syria /JRS LXI. 1971. p. 10./ being proved

concerning Aurelianus’ reign only, as to the author, and
gquotes JEROMOS [Chron. ed. Helm, p. 222,/ and ZOSIMOS

JI. 51, 3./ I believe that Antiochia was ready to adopt
Aurelianus’ program after the decline of the great rival,
Palmyra, at thé same time Antiochia was under a strong
control by the central administration.

RIC V/1. Aurelianus 319. 320. 321. and 322.

RIC V/1 Aurelianus. Amonhg the averses made exclusively in-
Serdica. - > P - 3

cf. HOMO, chapter V. "La reforme religieuse". But GROAG
/PWRE/, Aurelianus/ in his article -

in his article on Aur&lianus the author reads this legend as
cons/ervator/ well before Homo, without demonstrating it

- XI -




100
101
"102
‘103
104

105

106
107

108
109

110

111

. RPN R

Cf. ALFOLDI, Instignien und Tracht, p. 197..note b
This is justified by the following inscription found in
Serdica, from the years 274-275. /CIL III. Suppl. 12333,/
D/omino/ nj/ostro/
Imp/eratori/ C/aesari "
Lucio Domitio Aur/eliano pio felic/i/
/incompar/abili ac invi
/cto semp/er Augusto Pon
/tifici maxim/o Germ/anico/ Maxi
/mo brit/an/nico/Maximo
/Gothico or carpi/co/ Sarmat/ico/ Ma )
/ximo repa/ratori Con/servatori / Patriae Proclonsuli['
Jrecupe/rata re publica

Cf. Prosopogfaphy

Cf. RIC V/l. Aurelianus 157. 158. 159. 185.-186. etc. .
cf. RIC V/1. Aurelianus 16. 324 etc. '

Cf, RIC V/l. Aurelianus 22. 23. 160. 161. 1621 ;
The examination -of the other groups of coinagé provided
more evidence, that this sort of deification was possible

in Aurelianus’ coinage, than that these coins were minted
after the death of the emperor.

RIC V/1. Aurelianus 319. Pl. VII. 112., in COHEN/V;. pﬂ'177.'

15./ It could take.the identity of Apollo too.
Cf. the catalogue in PINK 1949. pp. 40-70.

Cf. the output of. Antiochia, Tripolis, Cyzicus and Serdica,
%n PINK 1949. pp. 40-44. ]

Cf. in PINK 1949. pp. 57-59. Rome 6" emission.
Cf£. PINK 1949. p. 74.

PINK 1949. p. 72.: "279. ... Der Kaiser bleibt das ganze
Jahr 279 hier;" ;

_The following coins coula not be dated on the basis of

publications: Rome: 9. /1 variation/, 11./1/, 17./1/,

©59./1/, 60./1/; Lugdunum: 68./1/, 72./1/; Serdica: 13./1/;

Antiochia -; Ticinum: 26./3/, 20./1/; Siscia: 37./1/,
38./1/, 52.]1/, Cyzicus.3./1l,'19./l/! ?4;/1/( 47:/1/;
Tripoli - . Some scholars leave out Ticinum 20. Siscia 38,

and 52. from their catalogues. Cyzicus 3. 19. and 24. are

aurei. I would date these types to the 5th year, as all
the Cyzicus durei come from the 5th year. i

112 xo continuous types. can be found coming from these mints.
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113

114

115

The PWRE IV/629 enumerates all divine comites who occured
in the religious policy of Roman emperors [and counter
emperors/. See also LATTE, p. 321. note 2., and NOCK, A.D.
Emperors divine comes [JRS XXXVII., 1947./ :

EUSEBIUS /VII.22./, LACTANTIUS /IV.c./ and OROSIUS [23.c./ .
refer to this. Eusebius is especially important, because
it makes clear that Aurelianus did not persecute the
Christians at the beginning of his reign, he even supported
some of the followers Of the new faith. . - ... ek

The Salus Aug group in Probus’ coinage does not cdﬁé under
the deity-representations, as here Salus is a personi-
fication, while being a part of the religious policy.

Salus figures on three kind of legends. The most signi-
ficant and frequent among them is SALUS AUGUSTI. The - -
chronology of the production of this type in the different
mints is shown on the table /see pp. 126-127./. The signi-
ficance of the type is indicated by the fact, that it is
produced in most of the mints, and the Ticinum and ’
Lugdunum mints, specially important under Probus, issue it
again in the second half of the emperor’s reign. In NW-
and C-Europe it is as frequent as the conservator coins.

While there was no Salus Augusti group in Aurelianus’

~coinage, ‘it was of great significance under Probus. At the
. samé time, Probus’ propaganda employed the slogan "salus”

in quite another way than that of Claudius. There we saw
four different deities. in the SALUS AUGUSTI legend, while
at Probus only the Salus personification illustrates the

. coins. This change compared to the predecessor’s propaganda

may be considered as the result of personification - a-
kind of simplification. Salus, being at Claudius yet
Aesculapius’ daughter, the member of the Apollo-Aesculapius-

‘Salus circle, becomes the personification of the word

" "salus" at Probus. Most likely, Salus Bug slogan was not

116

117

so topical for Probus as had been for Claudius Gothicus
during his short reign. ESE s S S
TRENCSENYI- WALDAPFEL, I. Vergilius pasztori muzsija [val-
l&stdrténeti Tanulményok, Budapest, 1960. pp. 348-383./
deals in details with. Hercules as Saviour. - : c

The characteristic feature of'the gold coins, that it is

- minted for a thin layer of the society /MAZZARINO, S.

118

119

Trattato di Storia Romana, vol. II. pp. 371. and 387-388./ .
is manifest in the:propaganda too, ik =" ) :

BASTIEN, P. Les Travaux D’Hercule dans,le ﬁonnayage de
Postume /RN 1958, pp. 59./ : : g = Sy

.

The type refers to.Commodus, who believed in being a
Hercules incarnation. See RIC III. Commodus 640. 643.
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121

121a

122

123

124

Cf. Fitz, J. Hercules-kultusz eraviszkusz teriileten /Ist-
van Kirdly Muzeum Kozleményei A. sorozat 4. sz., Székes-
fehérvar 1957./ The most significant inscription in
NEMETH, M. Vezetd az Aquincumi Muzeum KStdrdban /Budapest,
1971./ 42. altar. MOCSY, A. refers to this inscription
/PWRE Supplb. IX. 732./ and SzABO, M. /A keltdk nyomaban
Magyarorszagon, Budapest, 1971. p. 65./ sees an adoptation
of the celtic deity cult in Pannonia. ' .

One of the four versions on which the emperor is also
shown is a festive coin, and other two are not dated.

Cf. SHA Probus chapters 11. 13. and 15. SYME, R. Emperors
and Biography, Oxford 1971. p. 240. guestions these
statements, at the same time quoting other standpoints.
/See p. 240. note 2. Vitucci, Chastagr >1, Barbieri./ I
believe Probus has never acted in a way to challange the
aristocratic conservative wing in the Senate.

See PINK 1955. No. 27. /medaillon/ Abb. 8. and on
antoninianus: PINK, 1949. p. 18. Ldwenhautbiiste /5/.

See ‘PINK 1949. p. 18. Doppelbiiste /9/, mentioning averses
on which the emperor is to be seen together with Sol. .

Even earlier. With the expansion of Rome the provincial
‘proconsuls /and propretors/ representing Rome, were
occasionally given a cultic worship in the conguered area
/cf. LATTE, pp. 312-313./ :

Remembering that Rome superseded the Hellenistic rulers as
a conqueror in the East we have to see, this had been
inevitable. That’s how T.Q, Flaminius’ image got to the
averse of an aureus /CASTIGLIONE, L. Az Okor Nagyjai No.

. 96./ as early as the beginning of the 2nd century A.D.

125

126

during Flaminius’ life. Caesar’s statues, as semigods
were erected in the tempels at the decline of the Republic
/cf. ALFOLDI Zeremoniell p. 31l. note 1./

Convincing proof the very name "Augustus", and the common
temple with Dea Roma, the cult of Genius Augusti /cf. KP 2.
1111., LATTE p. 306., MARTON, L. A rdmai csdszarok cultusa,
Budapest, 1936. pp. 49-53./.

HAHN, I. deals with the emperor cult as a course of the
religious history in his article /Vildgossdg XIII. 5. 1972.
pp. 257-264./. This course shows an increasing adjustment
to the conditions,; respectively a religious historical
progress, including all the side-tracks, from Augustus to
Constantinus. In view of the short period my treatise is
discussing, the eventual feature of the emperor-cult, as

a religious political program is more spectacular. Its
important characteristics, that it has been influenced

127
128
129
130

131
132
133
134

- 135

136

137

138 It is characteristic, that this type can not be found in the

139

140

141

much more by the ideas of certain personalities /emperors
and their politicians/ than the rest of the religious
historical tendencies. The history of the emperor cult is
a part of the history of politics and attributes a sort of
guiding tendency only to those emperors who performed a
positive or negative policy answering the requirements of
the age, only those who were not mad or unimportant.

Cf. ALFULDI Insignien un Tracht p. 92. and note 4.
See NILSSON II. p. 496. note 8',
See LATTE p. 349.

GASPAR, D. Sacramentum militiae /Dissertation, manuscript/
and ALFOLDI Insignien und Tracht p. 97.

See RIC V/1. Aurelianus 319. 320. 321. 322.
See pp. 68-70.

See RIC V/1 Claudius Gothicus 50.

See RIC V/1 Aurelianus 316. 317.

See RIC V/1 Aurelianus 318.

See RIC V/2 Probus 14. 576. 577. 90l1. 902. and P/27. P/28
JC£ Appendix/ :

See the p. 61.

coinage of Aurelianus and Probus.

The VIRTUS AUG legend is illustrated by the emperor, Mars
or a soldier, eventually Hercules, as well as Sol.under
this emperor; and the following ones too. The original
illustration of the type was an amazon /cf. BIEBER, M.
Honos and Virtus AJA 1945. 49, pp. 25-34./ answering the
gender of the abstract name. /No exception from this rule
is known among the personifications./ The meaning of the
type gets more and more shifted from the idea of "virtus",
and becomes to represent "virtus augusti”. Along with
this does the illustrating image of Virtus change to be
come finally the image of Mars or Hercules, as the symbol
of emperor’s virtues. At the end the emperor illustration
is to be the most frequent.

See CIL VIII. 10374.; CIL VI. 1112.; CIL XI/l. 1214.;
Dessau 578.; CIL XII. 5549.; CIL XII. 5561.; Dessau 8925.;

See fﬁe p. 105. concerning Probus’ coinage /deity
representations/.
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145

146

147

148

149
150

151
152
153

154

155

156

See the p. 114.

See the note 139.

As ALFOLDI Siscia I. p. 21., VOGT, J. Der Niedergang Rom
p. 74. already characterizing the ideology of the period
more detailed. ’

Cf. Nilsson II /pp. 555-596./ about the gnostic and
hermetic ideology. :

See the legends RESTITUTOR ORIENTIS J/RIC V/1. Aurelianus
233. 234. etc. RESTITUTOR ORBIS /RIC V/1. Claudis 189.,

aurelianus 53. 139. 287. etc./ RIC V/2. Probus 731. 732.
733. etc. and inscriptions: note 140..

PACI PERPETUAE AUG /RIC V/2. Probus 7. PAX AETERNA /RIC
V/1. Claudius 185. 237. 238. etc. Aurelianus 114. RIC V/2.
Probus 8. SAECULI FELICITAS RIC V/1 Claudius 179.
Aurelianus 352. RIC V/2 Probus 358. 359. 360. etc.

In Au;elianus' coinage the emperor’s image is to be seen
on 95 % of the conservator-coins.

See the p. 124.

As to ROHDE /p. 297./ these legends were used immediately
after Aurelianus’ death /..." eine neue Form der Consec-
rationsmiinzen"/, even if true, théy undoubtedly bear the
spirit of Aurelianus. It is not accidental, that this
legend type /Natus Deus/ is to be found in the coinage
of this very emperor. s

See the list of the Serdica averses [RIC V/2. .Probus/.
See the p. 66.

TRENCSENYI ~ W., I. Vergilius pasztori muzsdja [Valldstdr-
téneti Tanulmanyok/ pp. 374-375. -studying IV. ecloga
discusses the significance of Theokritos’ idyll XXIV.
|Heracliscos/ in .connection with the redeeming ch’ld
bringing the Golden Age. /p. 372. notes 27. 28. 29./

Cf. The mythos around Sidus Iulium, and the éenator-
witnesses to the emperor’s deification.

See the note 145. - - ) o

The actual date SHA has not been decided. Some scholars
put it round A.D. 370., others at a later date. SYME, R.
Emperors and Biography /pp. 285-290./ writes as a latest
on this topic, putting the date to around 379., as most
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157

158

159

plausible. HARTKE, W. deals with this parallelism between
SHA Probus-vita and Stilicho-panegyricus, in Rdmische
Kinderkaiser, Berlin 1951. /p. 348./, and HAHN, I. Die
Soziale Utopie der Spdtantike /Wissenschaftliche Zeit-
schrift der Martin Luther Universitdt, Halle-Wittenberg,
1962. okt./

RIC V/2. Probus 7. 139. 296. RIC V/1. Claudius 185. 237. .

©238. 239.

ALFBLDI Studien /p.178./ writes about the message of these
coins, concerning Golden Age. :

This is closely linked with the importance of Lugdunum in

‘ probus’ coinage, and shows, that Probus permitted the

160
161
162
163

164

165

‘166

167
168

169

infiltration of local Gallian cults into the coinage-
propaganda of the Empire. /cf. PWRE VIII. 609-612. and
Roscher I. 3020./ and HATT, J.J. Les celtes et les gallo-
romaines /Geneve 1970./ writes about celtic deities

assuming the figures of Hercules and Mars /pp. 373-378.[1
Aeneis, .VI. 851-853. "Tu regere imperio populos B30 7
SHA Probus 20. v

Aeneis, VIII. 320-325.

TRENCSENYI - W., I. /Vergilius pasztori muzsaja, Vall.Tan.
pp. 370./ write, that the faith in the cyclic concept is
found not only in Vergilius by yet at Hesiodos. o Rk

Although it is unanimously accepted that Diocletianus "
being worshipped-as deity during- his-life-the first-time, -
as quoted by ALFULDI /Zeremoniell p.8./ Ammianus, =
Hieronymus, Eutropius; exception are those who consider
such extreme cases as Caracalla and Domitianus /by
Aurelius Victor/, the role of Aurelianus is essential in
this context. ALFOLDI /Zeremoniell p.8./ finds a certain
similarity in the vestments of Diocletianus and Aurelianus.

SHA Aurelianus 35.

See SHA Aurelianus 35. A. VICTOR 35, 7. EUTROPIUS IX, 15.
ZOSIMOS A. 61. SYNCELLOS /Dindorf p. 721./ etc.
5 .

NILSSON II. p. 511.

LATTE [p. 220./ writes that the "military" character is
but secondary in the Hercules-symbol. - 3

FITZ, J. Hercules-kultusz eraviszkusz teriileten /Istvan

Kiraly Muzeum kdzleményei, A. sorozat 4, sz., Székesfehér~
var 1957. p.6.}
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APPENDTIZX I.

Claudius II. Gothicus

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

1o

8.

9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

CONCORDIA EXERC
APOLLINI CONS
FELICITAS AUG
FIDES MILITUM
IOVI VICTORI
MARTI PACIF
SALUS AUG
VICTORIA AUG
PM TRP P P stb.
ADVENTUS AUG
AEQUITAS AUG
AETERNITAS AUG
ANNONA AUG
APOLLINI P CONS
CERES AUG
CONCORDIA AUG

" CONSERVAT PIETAT

DIANAE CONS AUG
FELICITAS AUG
FELIC TEMPO
FIDES EXERCI
FORTUNA REDUX
GENIUS AUG
GENIUS EXERC
INVICTUS AUG
IOVI FULGERAT
IOVI STATORI
LAETITIA AUG
LIBERALITAS AUG
LIBERITAS AUG

"PROVID EXERCI

LIBERO CONS AUG
MARS VICTOR
MARS ULTOR
MONETA AUG
ORIENS AUG

PAX AUG

PIETAS AUG
PROVIDENTIA AUG
SECURIT AUG

41. -

43.
44,
45,
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
SV
52.
53.
54.
551
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.

61.

62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
1.
72.
73.

- XVIII -

SPES PUBLICA
UBERITAS. AUG
VICTORIA GM

VIRTUS /CLAUDI/ AUG
SOLI CONS AUG

PAX EXERC

ROMAE AETERNAE
CONCORD LEGI
DACIA FELIX
DIANA LUCIF

IOVI CONSERVATORI
FELICIT SAECULI
PAX AET

RESTITUT /PIETAT/IS
RESTITUTOR ORBIS
SPES AUG

VOTA ORBIS

PAX PUBLICA
CONSER AUG
CONSERVATORES AUG
DEO CABIRO

DIANAE VICTR
FIDES AUG

IUNO REGINA
IUVENTUS [AS/ AUG
NEPTUN AUG

REGI ARTIS

SOL AUG

SECURITAS PERPETUA
VICTORIAE GOTHIC
FORTUNA AUG
MINERVA AUG

VENUS AUG

Aurelianus

1. VIRTUS AUG

2. CONCORD LEGI

3. PM TRP P P

4, ORIENS AUG

5. PROVIDEN DEOR
6. ANNONA AUG

7.  APOLLINI CONS
8. GCONCORDIA AUG
9. CONCORDIA MILIT
10. FORTUNA REDUX
11. PAX AUG
12. PROVIDENT AUG
13. VICTORIA AUG
14. IOVI CONSER
15. RESTITUT SAECULI
16. SOLI INVICTO
17. VIRT MILITUM
18. APOL CONS AUG
19. ROMA AETER
20. CONCO EXER
21, GENIUS ILLYR
22. RESBITUT ORIENTIS
23. LIBER/I/TAS AUG
24. LIBERITAS AUG
25. L;BERALIT AUG
26. PACATOR ORIENTIS
27. °VICTORIA PARTHICA
28. .IUNO REGINA
29, ADVENTUS AUG
30. AETERNIT AUG
31. CONSECRATIO
32, FIDES MILITUM
33. LAETITIA AUG
34. MARTI PACIF
35, SECURIT AUG
36. AEQUITAS AUG
37. IOVI VICTORI
38. RESTITUT ORBIS
39, VENUS FELIX
40. GENIUS EXERC

- XIX -

41.
42.
43.
44,
45,
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.

© 60,

61.
62.
63.
64.
65.

VIRTUS [A/EQUIT
DACIA FELIX
PANNONIAE

PAX AETERNA
FELIC SAECULI
PIETAS AUG
VICTOR LEG
CONSERVATOR AUG
IOVI STATORI

AURELIANUS -AUG CONS

FELICIT TEMPOR
MINERVA AUG
VICTORIAE GOTHIC
SAECULI FELICITAS
SOLI CONSERVATORI
VICTORIA GERM
MARS INVICTUS
RESTITUTOR EXERC
FIDES EXERC
RESTITUTORI GENTIS
VIRTUS ILLYRICI
VABALATHUS UCRIMDR
CONS PRINC AUG
PACATOR ORBIS
SEVERINA AUG



Probus

1.

39.

42,
43,
44.
45,
46.

ADVENTUS AUGUSTI

TEMPOR FELICIT, FELICIT TEMPOR
VICTORIA /PROBI/ AUG
VIRTUS /PROBI, INVICTI/ AUG
CONCORDIA MILIT . :
FIDES MILITUM

LAETITIA AUG

MARTI PACIF

ORIENS AUG

PROVIDENTIA AUG

PAX AUG

SOLI INVICTO

SALUS AUG

VISTORIA GERM

IOVI CONS /PROBI/ AUG, IOVI CONSERVAT
ROMA AETERNA

RESTITUT SAECULI

ADLOCUTIO AUG

CONSERVAT AUG

CLEMENTIA TEMP

CONCORDIA EXERC

INDULGENJIA AUG
PERPETUITATE AUG

PRINCIPIS IUVENTUTI

CONCORD AUG

FELICITAS. AUG

SALUS PUBLIC .

FELICIT SAEC, SAECULI FELICITAS
HERCULI PACIF

VOTIS X /PROBI AUG/ ET XX FEL
SECURIT PERP

SAECULI PACIFERO

PM TRP P P

AETERNITAS AUG

ABUNDANTIA AUG

SPES |PROBI/ AUG

PACATOR ORBIS

AEQUITAS AUG

HERCULI ARCADIO

HERCULI ERYMANTHO

HERCULI IMMORTALI

SECURITAS SAECULI

SOLI INVICTO AUG

FORTUNA REDUX

ORIGINI AUG

RESTITUT ILLYRICI

47.
48,
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.

. 74.

75.
76.

Key

RESTITUT ORBIS

SISCIA PROBI

AUG

IMP PROBUS CONS

MONETA AUG
REDITUS AUG
CALLIOPE AUG
SOLI INVICTO
UBIQUE PAX

COMITI AUG

VICTORIOSO SEMPER

MARS ULTOR

IOVI STRATORI
LAETITIA FUND
HUMANITAS AUG
VOTA SOLUTA X
ADLOCUT MILIT

GLORIA ORBIS

HERCULI ROMANO AUG

MARS VICTOR,

MARTI VICTORI AUG

PACI PERPETUAE AUG

PAX AETERNA

VICTORIA GOTHIC

FIDES VICTOR

SECURITAS ORBIS
COMES /PROBI/ AUG, COMITI PROBI AUG

PIETAS AUG

SALUS MILITUM
VICTORIA PERPETUA
PEROVIDEN DEOR
RESTITUTOR EXERCITI
RESTITUTOR URBIS

to the signs used in the frequency tables:

A,B,C = categories of the deity-representation
types

S = "Salus aug" group

G = "Genius group

E = Emperor e

M =’ Emperor-symbol [Maré?

S = "Saeculum" group

P = “Pax"™ group

Capital letter = in case all the types bearing this

Small letter

legend come under the group examined
in case only part of the types bearing

this legend come under the group
examined .
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‘APPENDTIX II.

Probus’ types in the catalogues of WEBB and PINK 1949.

Aurei

Lug:
Rom:
_Tic:
Sis:

Ser:

Cyz:

Ant: .
. VICTORIA AUG

"Only in WEBB

TEMPOR FELICIT
CLEMENTIA TEMP

PM TRP P P
ADVENTUS AUG
PACATOR ORBIS

FIDES MILT
ROMA AETER

VICTORIA AUG
CONSERVAT AUG
PRINCIPIS IUVENTUTI

PM TRP P P

CONSERVAT AUG

Lug:
Rom:

Tic:
Sis:

Ser:

Cyz:
Ant:
Tri:

Antoniniani and diverse denominations’

Lug:

Rom:

Tic:

/Sis:
Ser:

Cyz:

FIDES VICTOR
SALUS MILITUM

TEMPOR FELICIT
ORIENS AUG

* PAX AUG.

SOLI INVICTO COMITI
VICTORIOSO SEMPER
HUMANITAS AUG

VOTA SOLUTA X
RESTITUT SAECULI

CLEMENTIA TEMP
FELICITAS AUG

* AEQUITAS AUG

PM.TRP P P

- VECTORIA AUG

SALUS AUG
RESTITUT ORBIS

Rom:

Tics

sis:

Cyz:

- XXIT -

Oonly in PINK 1949,

ROMAE AETERNAE
ADLOCUTIO AUG

ADVENTUS AUG

PRINCIPIS IUVENTUTI
FIDES MILITUM

ROMAE AETERNAE /z/
IMP PROBUS CONS II
SALUS AUG

PM TRP COS III P P
/lion/

VIRTUS PROBI AUG

CLEMENTIA TEMP
MARS ULTOR

ADVENTUS AUG

TEMPOR FELICIT /z/

SOLI INVICTO /Z/




