JOURNAL OF ANCIENT HISTORY
‘ ' AND ARCHAEOLOGY
MEGA

TECHNICAL

Institute of Archeology and Art History of
Romanian Academy Cluj-Napoca %‘mw

Technical University Of Cluj-Napoca

Journal

of Ancient History
and Archaeology

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.14795/j.v9i1
ISSN 2360 266x
ISSN-L 2360 266x

& _»‘_’ Ve i . g
J&ﬁ. . lyti
An a ytl Cs Central and Eastern European Online Library

_ ol
Crosoref @csatve.. Google [ERGEETR DO se

No. 9.2 /2022




CONTENTS

STUDIES

ANCIENT HISTORY
Annelies KOOLEN
TECHNICAL TRAINING OF THE ATHENIAN CAVALRY
(B75 =350 BC) cuvrvureereieriiiesisieseeseesisseesss s sss s esss s 5
Jordan ILIEV
AN ANALYSIS OF ANTHOLOGIA PALATINA XVL 6 ..ccovvveennnnene 26

Anna J. STRATARIDAKI
DID BOYS REALLY TELL JOKES
IN ANCIENT PHAESTUS? ..ot 32

Daryn GRAHAM
ROMAN ATTITUDES AND RESPONSES
TO THE ERUPTION OF MOUNT VESUVIUS ......cccoceeviierriennnne 40

Mehmet YILMAZATA
NOTES ON FLAVIUS AETIUS, “THE LAST OF THE ROMANS”:
A REPRESENTATION IN HISTORIOGRAPHY ....oeevvveeiieeiienns 53

NUMISMATICS

Mesut CEYLAN
A NEW ALABANDA PSEUDO-AUTONOMOUS COIN ............... 76

Cristian GAZDAC, Eduard POLLHAMMER, Werner

MELCHART
REGALIANUS ‘STRIKES’ AGAIN!
AN OLD FIND PUBLISHED FOR THE FIRST TIME ................... 82

ARCHAEOLOGY

Serkan DEMIREL, Hiilya CALISKAN AKGUL, Sinan

KILIC
LOCAL PEOPLES OF THE SOUTH-EASTERN BLACK SEA
IN THE 1ST MILLENNIUM BC: NEW ARCHAEOLOGICAL
FINDINGS ..ottt 86

Ayta¢ COSKUN, E. Deniz OGUZ-KIRCA

ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATERIAL

Beatrice CIUTA
NEW ARCHAEOBOTANICAL DATA REGARDING THE DIET
OF THE GAVA CULTURE COMMUNITIES
FROM THE FORTIFIED SETTLEMENT OF TELEAC
(ALBA COUNTY) ROMANIA .....oovoviirereeeteeeeeeieeee e eeeeenne 106

Anna LAZAROU
WHY THE ABSENCE OF MYTHICAL REPRESENTATIONS
OF THE GORGONEION AND GORGO/MEDUSA
IN THE PERIOD FROM THE 11TH
TO THE 8TH CENTURY BC? ....cccoovviirrvirreiisneeiinsenieeneneens 116

Lérant VASS, Sorin COCIS$
BONES IN A CITY. THE BONE ARTIFACTS FROM NAPOCA

AND ITS CLOSE CATCHMENT AREA .......ooviieieeeeeeeeieees 124
Alexander HARIZANOV

CERAMIC WORKSHOPS IN DACIA MEDITERRANEA

(LATE THIRD — EARLY SEVENTH CENTURY AD) .....ccceoveae. 156

Ceren UNAL, Nurettin OZTURK
TRALLEIS COSMETIC AND MEDICAL INSTRUMENTS:

PRELIMINARY CONSIDERATION ......ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiinne 189
ARCHAEOMETRY

Ana DROB, Casandra BRASOVEANU
FRAGMENTARY DISCOVERIES WITHOUT CONTEXT -

WHAT CAN WE LEARN MORE?
AN ARCHAEOMETRIC APPROACH ON A FORTUITOUS FIND
FROM NORTH-EASTERN ROMANIA ........ccooiiiiiiiiiiicie 205

Ognyan OGNYANOV, Penka MAGLOVA, Alexey STOEV
ANALYSIS OF THREE-DIMENSIONAL SPATIAL STRUCTURES
IN ARCHAEOASTRONOMY: 3D MODEL
OF THE ROCK-CUT ....cocoiiiiiiiiiiiiicciiccccccecces 219

CULTURAL HERITAGE PROTECTION

BEYOND THE ROMAN EAST: Tiberiu MOLDOVAN
AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION OF THE MITHRAEUM THE RUSSIAN INVASION IN UKRAINE AND CULTURAL
BASED ON ITS ARCHITECTURAL AUTHENTICITY AT HERITAGE PROTECTION .....ooooiiiieiieeiieeeeeeeeeeevee et 231
CASTRUM ZERZEVAN (DIYARBAKIR, TURKEY) .....cccovvrvvrrnne. 94
Design & layout:
Petru Ureche

JournalofAncientHistoryand Archaeology No.9.2/2022



Studies

ANCIENT HISTORY

NOTES ON FLAVIUS AETIUS,
“THE LAST OF THE ROMANS”:
A REPRESENTATION IN
HISTORIOGRAPHY

Abstract: In this paper, classical sources of late antiquity, including writers as
Olympiodorus, Sidonius Apollinaris and Procopius are being analysed to point
out the significance of the Roman general and statesman Flavius Aetius in in
historiography fashion. With the sources often being compiled either by pagan
bureaucrats or by clergymen, this paper aims to establish the tendency in
which the events ascribed to Aetius are presented in the twilight of theological
hagiography, hero-worshipping panegyrics and political interests. It shall
be attempted to address the impact of classical writers mostly determinist
evaluation of Aetius and the fate of the Roman Empire onto later, secondary
sources of the 18", 19" and early 20" century. Considering the later literature,
we might state that Aetius representation is more or less typical for his age
with factual information lacking and being replaced with moralistic and
partially metaphysical descriptions.

Keywords: Late Roman History, Late Antiquity, Flavius Aetius, Roman
Historiography

INTRODUCTION
Flavius Aetius” name has been written into the annals of history

mainly considering two events that changed the direction of the

fading, yet powerful and eternal (later) Roman Empire. The first
event is his crucial part in stopping one of the most celebrated conquerors
of his time, Atilla the Hun, at the Catalaunian Plains/Campus Mauriacus in
June/Juli 451. The Battle fought on the plains of the Champagne left a great
impact on contemporary and later historiographers, even though neither a
consensus on the exact location nor on a definite victor has been reached.
The other crucial event regarding Aetius involved his very demise in form of
murder, that, according to the main sources, was committed by the Emperor
Valentinianus III. himself. The later, post-antiquity era view on Aetius in
light of the contemporary sources of classical antiquity hitherto has been
influenced by political, but also theological considerations and literary style
and taste.

Within that spectrum, historical events and the role of the commander
and statesman Aetius have, more often than not, been described as being part
of a divine plan. Within that scope, such occurences have been interpreted as
an inevitable outcome of “sinful” decisions on part of the Roman state or have
been attributed to Aetius’ hitherto negatively narrated (and alleged) “sinful”
thirst for power.

-75 53

Mehmet YILMAZATA

DOI: 10.14795/j.v9i2.728
ISSN 2360 - 266X
ISSN-L 2360 - 266X


mailto:mehmetyilmazata@gmail.com

This paper seeks to shed light on how far the events, as
narrated by writers as Olympiodorus, Sidonius Apollinaris,
Gregorius Turonensis and Procopius have been affecting and
influencing the modern-era historical interpretation in the
twilight of historical facts and theological reasoning. This
research therefore tries to shed a glimpse on the evaluation
of Aetius’ role and personality, through critically comparing
the main theses of primary sources. It is assumed that
Christian theology and more traditional philosophical and
ethical concepts of historicity contributed to a determinist
reflection in the sources in evaluating Aetius’ life and his
times. Given the relative multitude of primary sources
that often drew upon one another, this paper prefers a
rather selective approach towards the subject for the sake
of brevity. Only the authors cited above will be analysed to
provide the interested reader with a glimpse on the general
historiographic stance. This means that the chroniclers have
only been relied upon marginally. Putting into perspective
primary sources of late antiquity and combining those with
modern scholars’ findings, we shall strive to determine a
balanced view regarding the representation of the personality
of Aetius in historiography, ancient and modern.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND: THE TWILIGHT
OF THE WESTERN ROMAN EMPIRE,
ROMANS AND ROMANISED BARBARIANS IN
HISTORIOGRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION

After the so-called crisis of the Empire in the middle
of the 3" century A.D. and the reformation of institutions,
the army and public finances under Emperor Diocletian, the
aforementioned ruler established a co-ruling mechanism,
known as “tetrarchy”. Economic changes, including inflation
and monetary crises, grew more apparent after the 2™
century AD, leading to administrative weakness and social
disintegration.! However, the provincial administration
and public finances were newly organised in a top-down
process fostering the stabilisation and distribution of state
power around different centres.? Figures as Diocletian
and Constantine the Great laid the foundations for
the reorganisation of the Empire that led to distinct
transformations in the fields of state administration, legal
affairs and the economic and social composition of its
population alike.? This also accelerated the division between

! On the economic history of the Roman Empire and the problem of
applying modern economic definitions on pre-modern economies refer
to: DELEAGE, A.. (1945) La capitation du bas-empire. Paris: Macon;
DUNCAN-JONES,R.(1998) Money and government in the Roman Empire.
Cambride:Cambridge University Press; ENSSLIN, W. (1939) “The Reforms of
Diocletian”. 399-405. In: The Cambridge Ancient History, XII: The Imperial
Crisis and Recovery A.D. 193-324, Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press,;
FINLEY, M. L. (1973) The ancient economy. Berkeley CA: Univ of California
Press; GARNSEY, P.SALLER, R. (2014) The Roman Empire: economy, society
and culture. Oakland CAL:Univ of California Press; HOBSON, M.S. (2014)
“A historiography of the study of the Roman economy: economic growth,
development, and neoliberalism.” 11-26. In: H. Platts , J.Pearce, C.Barron,
J.Lundock, and J. Yoo, (Eds.) TRAC 2013: Proceedings of the Twenty-Third
Annual Theoretical RomanArchaeology Conference, King’s College, London
2013. London: Oxbow Books; 1999.ROSTOVTZEFF, M. 1. (1926) The social
& economic history of the Roman Empire. Vol I-II. .New York NY: Biblo &
Tannen Publishers.

2 SOMMER 2004, 68

# Primary Works on Diocletian and the Tetrarchy do include but are not
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the Eastern and Western half of the Empire.* Whether the
Roman Empire of the late 5% century, split in an Eastern and
Western part since 395 A.D., underwent a transformation,
as proposed by more recent historiography or went towards
its decline, as alleged by an older school of historians, has
been debated controversially.® This severance culminated in a
more formal administrative distinction between the Eastern
and Western provinces in 395 AD by emperor Theodosius
the Great.®

The Empire, in particular its Eastern part, was deeply
shaken by theological disputes that often erupted in violent
struggles. Besides inner-Christian theological disputes, the
church, empowered by Theodosius the Great’s policies, led
an energetic fight to eradicate the remnants of the old, pagan
religion. This movement manifested itself also in literary and
historical writings and left a lasting mark to the character of
the sources still available to the present day.’

Emperor Theodosius the Great, while following
the teachings of the church, did not hesitate to continue
summoning pagans upon the most noble offices. The
emperor also fostered the bestowing of military positions
of critical importance to capable persons of non-Roman
(so-called barbarian) heritage.® This policy supported the
emergence of military strongmen during the 4% century
AD (i.e., the likes of Arbogast, Rufinus, Aetius and others).
Late antique historiography casts greater importance on the
actions of individuals, connecting their respective stories to
the greater narrative, either secular or metaphysical.® The
scarceness of historical tradition in Late Antiquity is another
factor that has to be kept in mind while elaborating on that
tendency.”® Accordingly, the gradual emergence of more
diverse political and administrative patterns in the Eastern
and Western parts of the Empire with their administrative
capitals of Constantinople and Rome was detectable. Within
the confines of the Tetrarchy, several regional power centres
as Trier (Augusta Treverorum), Ravenna and even Serdica
materialized under the control of the regional Caesares
and Augusti.'! Notwithstanding, the notion of Rome as res
publica, as a historical ideal and, with growing Christian
influence, the emergence of the oikumene as unifying subtext
were never really challenged in the scope of the contemporary
intellectual discourse.

limited to: ALTHEIM, E. (1939) Die Soldatenkaiser. Frankfurt a.M. :
Vittorio Klostermann; BARNES, T.D. (1982) The new empire of Diocletian
and Constantine. Cambridge.; Cambridge University Press, BRAUER, G.C.
(1975) The age of the soldier emperors: Imperial Rome, AD 244-284. Park
Ridge N.J. : Noyes Press; CAMERON, A. (1993) The Later Roman Empire,
AD 284-430. Cambridge, MASS.; Cambridge University Press ; CORCORAN,
S. (2000) The empire of the Tetrarchs: imperial pronouncements and
government, AD 284-324. Oxford: Clarendon Press and New York, N.Y.
Oxford University Press; JONES, A. H.M. (1964) The Later Roman Empire,
A.D. 284-430. Oxford: Blackwell and Norman; WILLIAMS, S. (1997)
Diocletian and the Roman recovery.London:Batsford.

4 BROWNLEY 1981, 629-642.

°> MARTIN 2010,166.

6 SCHARF 1991: 265-272.

7 SCHANZ 1959, 7.

8 CHRISTOPHILOPOULOU 1986, 177.

9 CROKE/EMMETT 2007, 567-581.

10 WOODS 2009, 357-75.

11 VACHKOVA 2013, 3-16.



Inhow far thelong ongoing process of Christianisation
and the resulting social and intellectual changes, were crucial
for the Empires fate, as suggested by authors as Gibbon,
remains debatable.” From an economic-political view, the
dependence of the imperial treasury on revenues gathered
from the domains of prominent landowners can be counted
upon as an established fact.”® It is necessary to evaluate
the position of the landowning, mainly senatorial class to
envision the social stratum of a society that was directly
affected by Aetius’ career. Not only was the landowning class
adriving force of political events, but also the very segment of
society that usually left us their accounts in historiographical
form. According to Heather, those landowners partially
could adapt quickly to the new centres of power in form of
the Germanic invaders.'* Others, however, with the times
lost their outstanding financial and political role. Given
the role of those landowners as a source of revenue for the
imperial treasury, and vice versa the role of the state as
guarantor for their respective property rights, both sides
were deeply affected by external factors. It is likely that the
de facto relocation of political power, away from a centralised
bureaucratic state towards military strongmen as Aetius and
Stilicho, accelerated the financial and political changes within
the Western Empire. Nevertheless, any conclusions that this
trend led to the inevitable “downfall” of Rome, should be
assessed critically.” The landowning class in the 5" century,
in reverse for the Empire providing stability, did support the
imperial treasury. With the waning of central government,
parts of the landowners tended to rely on powerful military
men able to field large armies, capable of defending their
domains. Men as Flavius Aetius or his famous predecessor
Stilicho are only two of the examples within the steadily
evolving mechanism of power transformation. Besides the
central state, those new leaders, equipped with the means to
field armies and mitigate external threats were forging the
Empire’s policy.'¢

During the rule of Emperor Arcadius as Augustus
of the East (395-408) and his brother Honorius (395-423)
as Augustus of the West, the late Roman state experienced
an even deeper institutional upheaval. The political and
financial power base of the state surged towards the East
of the Empire, while migratory pressure on both entities
borders was building up constantly.'” It has to be alluded,
that the Empire was still perceived to be a single entity by

12 MOMIGLIANO 1954, 450-463.

13 ROSTOVZEFF 1957,530.

4 HEATHER 2008: 6 (1 - 33).

15 QOther references on the transformation of the Roman World do include,
but are certainly not limited to: DEMANDT , A. (2013). Zeitenwende:
Aufsalltze zur Spaltantike. (Berlin: De Gruyter); GOFFART W. (2010).
Barbarian Tides: The Migration Age and the Later Roman Empire;
MATHISEN, R. W. / SHANZER, D. (2016). Romans, barbarians, and the
transformation of the Roman world: Cultural interaction and the creation
of identity in late antiquity. ; WHITE, L. (1973). The transformation of the
Roman world: Gibbon’s problem after two centuries. Berkeley: University of
California Press.; MITCHELL, S. (2015). A history of the later Roman empire,
AD 284-641.; KAGAN, D. (1992). The end of the Roman Empire: Decline or
transformation?. Lexington Mass: D.C. Heath.; LEE, A. D.,(2014). From Rome
to Byzantium AD 363 to 565: The transformation of ancient Rome. Edinburgh:
Edinburgh Univ. Press.

16 GORDON 1960, 25.

17 VASILIEV 1964, 90.

its contemporaries. As pointed out by Bury, the legal and
ideological continuity of the Roman Empire as a single state
was never impugned.’® Conflicts between East and West, in
which the magister militum Flavius Stilicho’s star was about
to rise, should not be seen as an inter-state clash, but more
as a dynastic struggle for power and dominance. During
the rule of Theodosius, characters as Rufinus or the eunuch
Eutropius (396-399) and Stilicho (395-408) exerted power in
a way that probably was only matched by the Augusta Aelia
Eudoxia, the wife of Arcadius, and Pulcheria, Theodosius’
sister.” The energy, ruthlessness and political success all
those non-senatorial actors displayed during their rise to
power would later be mirrored with much more grandeur
and cunning by Aetius as the “man of the hour”.

With the ascent to the throne of Valentinianus III.,
the Theodesian dynasty had gained a more relatively secure
standing. General Constantius III., Valentinianus’ father - not
unlike Stilicho and Aetius and probably serving as a paragon
for the latter- was appointed as co-regent and Augustus by
emperor Honorius in 421 AD.* Constantinople, relying on
dynastic stability and greater resources, proved capable to
mitigate internal and external threats. The first half of the
5% was mostly shaped by endless foreign threats of incursion
onto the Romanborders and the respective countermeasures.
Henceforth arose an opportunity for actors as Stilicho and
Aetius to prove themselves as defenders of the imperial
order.?* Stilicho, the son of a Vandal, as a successful tactician
rose up to the rank of magister utriusque militum and was
bestowed with the hand of the Emperor’s niece, Serena.?
Emperor Theodosius, reportedly on his deathbed, entrusted
the magister utriusque militae with the tutelage of his minor
sons Honorius and Arcadius, which made Stilicho the de
facto regent. Stilicho proved himself not only as a competent
commander but also excelled in the art of diplomacy, keeping
the Empires’ neighbours under control through a variety of
agreements.?

When comparing Stilicho to Aetius, it must be stressed
that Stilicho, just as his successor, is represented very
ambivalent within the literary tradition.” The panegyrical
heroization by Claudius Claudianus, idealizing his patron
Stilicho as a beacon of ethical values and statesmanship,
conflicts with the condemning sentences of Orosius.”® In
historiographical comparison, it is possible to find striking
parallels in both characters’ positive and negative depictions.
In how far such negative historical judgements reflected the
general attitude within the political elite towards “barbarian
outsiders” or if such sentiments were applied afterwards in a
moralising tendency to justify drastic actions as the outright
murder of former “Roman heroes” remains debatable.
Within that context, the long ongoing process of cultural
Romanisation created factors of upward social mobility
for potential leaders whose families originally might have

8 BURY 1958, 18.

' CHRISTOPHILOPOULOU 1986, 194.
OLYMPIODORUS/BLOCKLEY, fr. X, 1 (164).
KLEIN 1983, 28-36.

22 ZOSIMUS, Historia Nea, IV 57 (97), V 4 (100).
% SCHANZ-HOSIUS 1959, 16.

24 BURNS 1994, 153.

% SANCHEZ-OSTIZ 2018, 310-330.
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dwelled outside of the borders of the Empire.?® Modern
concepts of ethnicity are not applicable to late antiquity;
archaeological evidence, suggests the gradual evolvement
of a multi-strata society not clearly divided among ethnic
lines.”” However, this should not imply that resentments
against outsiders perceived as “barbarian stock” were absent
completely.” It should be mentioned that an Anti-Germanic
tendency present on the court of Constantinople during that
epoch opposed the rise of Stilicho and other “non-Romans”.
However, one has to be careful not to interpret this
movement as a “nationalist” or xenophobe reaction rather
than a fight for power in the upper stratum of the imperial
bureaucracy.

As stressed by Nicholson, Stilicho possesses a
somehow more tainted image than Aetius in historiography.”
Political fractions in the East and the West of the Empire did
not refrain from using its so-called barbaric enemies’ in order
to solidify their respective political standings.*® Without
delving too deep into the intertextuality or the target
audience of the authors of late antiquity, the “barbarian”
argument to denounce a political foe was often applied to
justify political intrigues. The circumstances leading to the
murder of Stilicho are comparable to the untimely end of
Aetius and may simplifying be described as a palace intrigue.®!
Following the demise of Emperor Arcadius, he was suspected
of having planned to support an usurper, Eucherius, and was
slain within the sacred confines of a cathedral in Ravenna in
408 AD.*

After the murder of Stilicho, the Goths under king
Alarich laid siege to Rome, forcing the capital to pay a hefty
ransom, only to sack the town after a second campaign in
in 410 AD.*® The Goths also directly interfered in Roman
politics by proclaiming their own candidate Attalus as
pretender in rivalry to Emperor Honorius, who was forced to
move to Ravenna.?* During those years, the Huns, according
to traditional scholarship, consisted one of the main factors
of migratory pressure towards the Roman borders.** Roman
sources already do mention Hunnic warriors during the
period around the battle of Adrianople in 378 AD.*® While
often described in a very hostile fashion, thus often resulting
from the personal bias of the respective authors, the Huns
have to be counted as a crucial factor in the balance of power
system of late antiquity. " The role of the Huns in late
Antiquity is closely intertwined with Flavius Aetius’ career
as well as the developments of the late Roman Empire.®®
Rome, in line with traditional policy, engaged in a strategy
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ZICHE 2006, 255-76.

THEUWS 2009, 283-320.

26 MORALEE 2008, 55-8.

29 NICHOLSON 1984, 126.

GLUSCHANIN 1989, 224-249.

CLASSEN 1983, 45-66.

OLYMPIODORUS, fr. V, 2 (156), ZOSIMUS, V. 34 (117)
HYDATIUS chr. V, 43 (17).

OLYMPIODORUS, fr. X, 1, (164).

35 NEMETH 1982, 63.

36 STEINACHER 2017, 67-95.

37 AMMIANUSMARCELLINUS XXXI, 2.1-2.11 : “Inconsultorum animalium
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ritu, quid honestum inhonestumve sit, penitus ignorantes,..” (“..
unreasoning beasts, utterly ignorant of the difference between right and
wrong.”)

3 HUGHES 2012, 20.
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of balancing the Germanic and the Hunnic elements against
each other.

Within this approach, the concept of Rome as a
hegemonic role model, worthwhile to be emulated as an
example of statesmanship by its Barbarian foes, was upheld.*

AETIUS BIOGRAPHY IN THE SOURCES

Not much knowledge regarding Aetius is obtainable
in the chronicles until his visibility in state and army was
becoming apparent during the second quarter of the 5%
century. As far as the available sources are concerned, Aetius
family hailed from the provinces of Illyria or Pannonia. His
father, Gaudentius, is described as a military man who,
having joined as a domesticus rose through the staff officer
ranks of the Roman army, reaching the position of magister
equitum.** With Aetius’ mother being of noble Roman-Italic
descent, there are speculations that his paternal line may
have been of Teutonic ancestry.*’ Reportedly being born
in the town of Durostorum around 390-400 AD, Aetius,
in line with the legal provisions of hereditary profession
advancement, proceeded a military career. >

Gregorius Turonensis, relying on the earlier author,
Renatus Profuturus Frigeridus, reports that king Alaric, in
408 AD, following his successful campaign onto the Italian
peninsula, demanded Roman hostages to be send to forfeit
the agreement. Among that group was Flavius Aetius, who
then would have been in his adolescence. Given the fact that
Aetius was considered being sufficiently significant to be
part of the group of young hostages, we can conclude that
he must have been of substantial rank.** Hughes points out
that Aetius’ family was accepted into the higher echelons of
Roman society and was very likely a member of the inner
circle around Stilicho.*® The cognomen “Flavius”, a stressed
by Mathisen, might have been honoric and has been often
given to prominent figures of non-Roman descent as in the
case of Flavius Stilicho.*® After spending formative years at
Alaric’s court, the young Flavius Aetius also would serve in
a similar function at the Hunnic court where he befriended
Rugila, one of the later co-rulers of the Huns. The source
material does not allow us to inquire much deeper into the
level of young Aetius’ association with the Huns. However,
the ability of Aetius to establish close contacts with his
former hosts and use his connections to advance his career
suggests a certain level of familiarity with their customs and
culture.*’

3

o

PARKER 2010,109-132.

ENSSLIN 1931, 467-502, GREGORIUS TURONENSIS, I, 8, (51).
CULBERTSON 1966, 54.

TOMLIN 1972, 253-278.

IORDANES, XXXIV,176. (104).

4 FRANK 1965, 73.

4 HUGHES 2012, 11.

MATHISEN 2006, 1011-1040.

Atanasov, in his paper on Diptych No. From Monza, defends his theory
that the depicted notable is indeed Flavius Aetius, depicted together with
his close family. Monza draws attention to the characteristics of the main
figure’s sword as probably Hunnic model. This, if correct, would show an even
closer relationship with Aetius and the Huns. Refer to: Atanasov, Georgi.
THE PORTRAIT OF FLAVIUS AETIUS (390-454) FROM DUROSTORUM
(SILISTRA) INSCRIBED ON A CONSULAR DIPTYCH FROM MONZA. - In:
STUDIA ACADEMIA SUMENENSIS, 1, 2014, 7-21.
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Taking part in the campaigns of the western theatre
of war and in Northern Africa, Aetius married into an
influential senatorial family, a fact that did increase his
overall standing remarkably.® Aetius would serve with
distinction and advanced in the elite-units of the army,
including the comes domesticorum et cura palatii. ** Aetius
rise to power intertwined with the pressure of the invading
Goths under their king Alaric, but was also being coined by
the complex power struggles among rivalling Roman factions
of high officers, landholders and bureaucrats.*® Appearing
as an active figure in connotation with the emergence of
yet another usurper in the western realms of the imperial
dominions, the primicerius notariorum Iohannes, Aetius
emerges as a successful powerbroker able to rely on his
contacts with the Huns to draw on active military support
from the latter.* Emperor Honorius, passed away in 423 AD
without leaving a successor. The conflict around the accession
to the throne in the Western Roman Empire set the stage for
Aetius’ entering the realms of grand power policy. >

Emperor Theodosius, favouring a dynastical
solution, prepared for his own kin to succeed the throne.
Valentinianus III. in accordance with the wish of emperor
Theodosius II. was, despite his tender age, first proclaimed
Caesar in Thessalonica.®® Valentinianus’ mother, Augusta
Galla Placidia, contributed significantly to the rise of her
son and ascended to a position of significant influence in
the Western Empires. Mastering the game of statescraft
and palace intrigues, she skilfully balanced powerful figures
as Aetius and Bonifatius to provide stability for state and
dynasty.>* After returning to Italy with an army supplied
by Constantinople under the command of Ardaburius,
Valentinianus III. was acclaimed as emperor by the Senate
in 425 AD.*®

While Aetius was drawn into the fight between the
usurper lohannes and Theodosius II. in Constantinople,
he succeeded to keep his high standing despite his initial
positioning at the losing side.>® Aetius was, by all means,
pursuing his very own interests, and was likely too powerful
to be ignored as he could count on the support of the
Huns. It should be stated, though, that the Huns have
to be accounted not only as pawns in the game or mere
mercenaries; but as an entity being able to sharply calculate
and advance their own position.”” Aetius, with his Hunnic
troops, only arrived in Italy after the usurper had already
been defeated and executed in Ravenna. Regardless that
change of circumstances, the young commander was able to
transform the changed circumstances to his own advantage.®
This hints that Aetius was already a factor in Roman politics
who could not easily be dismissed. The Imperial family would
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propel his rise and his formal investiture into the highest
offices but would also actively contribute towards the demise
of the laureate commander.*

The power in the Western empire, yet, was
concentrated among the circle around the regent Augusta
Galla Placidia and the consul Felix.®® Aetius quickly adapted
to the new circumstances and cautiously utilized his
position. In the years 425-432 AD, clashing with the Franks
and the Visigoths, he managed to challenge the ambitions
of Rome’s foes in the Gallian provinces.5! Aetius, due to his
victories on the battlefield and the leverage he possessed
over the Huns was not only exonerated, but also was awarded
administrative honours, becoming comes et magister militum
per Gallias. After his crushing of the Visigoths in 426 AD and
the Franks in 428 AD, empress Galla Placidia awarded him the
rank of magister militum praesentalis. Aetius, with the times
became keen to advance towards a stronger position and in
this process developed aspirations that started threatening
the powerful circles around the empress. We have to recall
that Aetius military might relied on a massive force of Huns,
whose services he secured most skilfully in his fights against
the foe, domestic and foreign.®> With that advantage, Aetius,
in a stronger position than ever, directly confronted his rivals
in Italy and North Africa, namely Felix, the magister militum
praesentalis, and Bonifatius who, with the support of Galla
Placidia, had gathered a powerbase in Italy and Northern
Africa and had risen to the rank of comes Africae. Rigid in
his quest for power and total control, he proved himself able
to dispose of the magister militum praesentalis and consul
Felix in 430 AD. Through the instigation of a military revolt,
Aetius managed to dispose of Felix, who was slain by his own
soldiers.®

The following years were characterized by a fierce
power struggle between Aetius and Bonifatius. The latter
having been declared as enemy of the state, owing to Aetius
political intrigues, did yet possess a position that could
be judged as advantageous. Bonifatius could rely on the
important African provinces as his recluse. Galla Placidia
strove to foster Bonifatius as counterweight towards Aetius
influence which led to the ultimate confrontation only one
of the rivals would survive. Depriving Africa of military
sources that led to the loss of the province to the Vandals,
Bonifatius opted to return to Italy, willing to confront
his foe. The culminating battle at Ariminum in 432 AD
between both parties, according to Olympiodorus led to a
victorious outcome for the forces of Bonifatius. The victor
could not harvest the fruits of his success as he perished
from an unnamed illness shortly afterwards. Other sources,
however, count the battle as a draw or even a victory for
Aetius. Whatever the circumstances, Aetius already seems to
have had a standing so mighty within the Western Empire
that a military defeat alone insufficient to circumvent his
rise.5
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In the same year, 432 AD, the office of consul was
entrusted upon Flavius Aetius for the first time. Aetius proved
himself unique in being capable of combining military power
with diplomatic and politic cunning within the confines of
the state mechanism; he did not desire being reduced to the
role of a usurper. As stressed by Wijenndaele, Bonifatius was
capable to pursue his political ambitions without resorting to
the classical means of a military uprising against the throne,
a behaviour displayed so frequently in the Empire’s history.%
Aetius might have calculated that it was much wiser to take
advantage from the institutions of the state than revolting
against it. This did not spell that the generalissimo was
sufficiently competent to solve the security concerns of the
Western Empire as a whole. As Aetius continued to excel,
the financial sources became more and more strained and
the Imperial government struggled to cope with continuing
military constraints, especially in the Gallian and Hispanic
provinces. Whether the pendulum shifted adversely for the
Romans due to the general financial and security situation
or whether the proximity to the south of Gaul was a factor
for the more widespread uprisings against central power and
Gothic invasions remains unclear.

Against all odds, Aetius was adept to enlist the help
of his Hunnic allies in his quest for dominance and control.
Returning to the court of king Rua/Rugila , intending to
gain military support, he was apt to secure the assistance
of his youth companion. Allegedly having promised the
Huns control over Pannonia, after defeating the Goths at
Arelate, he returned to Ravenna on the head of an army.%
Aetius military success, coupled with his outsmarting of his
rivals contributed to his exalted position and made him an
important cornerstone for the Western Empire. In 433 AD
his rise continued with the title of magister utriusque militae/
magister militum, (roughly equivalent to commander in
chief) confessed upon him. Hydatius explains that he was
conferred the title of dux utriusque militiae in 431 AD and
patricius in 434 AD; he was also granted the office of consul
for the second time in 437 AD.%” The power struggle between
Aetius and his foes, however played a devastating role for the
Empire in terms of stability; the long-term results, from a
later perspective, seem partially to overshadow successes as
his victories against the Burgundians, Goths and Bagaudic
elements during the 430s, remarkably his defeat of the
rebelling Burgundians in 436.%

Pushing back Gothic forces who headed for the south
of Gaul, Aetius and his lieutenant, the dux Litorius, managed
to secure the status quo ante; Aetius also seems to have been
hold a leading role in controlling the Bagaudic revolts around
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437 AD.*® The Western Empire, meanwhile, became affected
adversely by events as the fall of Carthage in 439 AD and the
final loss of significantly important African provinces to the
Vandals in 442 AD.” Aetius accomplishments in the Western
theatre were untouched by that situation; contemporary
sources do not link him to those failures and tend to
blame emperor Valentinianus III.”* Iohannes Antiochenus’
judgement that Aetius was controlling the Imperial court in
Ravenna does not seem to be an exaggeration, his continued
anointment with the consulship in 446 and 454 prove that
he was much more than just a titular office holder.”” Aetius
de-facto controlled Western Rome’s foreign policy, but was
also responsible to rush to help wherever the Empire was in
danger.

The back-and forthgoing power struggle between
Rome and its foes cannot be interpreted from a modern
viewpoint of territorial control in sense of a nation state.
Within that scope, the rise of Hunnic influence in terms
of hegemonic capabilities converted into a decisive factor
for Aetius’ diplomatic stance vice-versa the Huns. The
diplomatic repercussions between the Huns and both
parts of the Roman Empire usually are described as a mix
of bargaining, tributary payments and military threats by
the Hunnic side.” With the death of emperor Theodosius
and the eastern emperor Marcians’ more aggressive stance
towards the Huns, the latter started to impose pressure
on Roman foederati subsequently starting larger raids into
Roman territory, triggering Aetius to react.”

United with his former foes, the Visigoths, as allies,
Aetius accomplished to push back a Hunnic invasion at the
Catalaunic Plains/ Campus Mauriacus in 451.” The Goths
support would prove crucial on the battlefield, while the
Franks also did join the Roman side. While the famous battle
and the supposed tactical victor have long been debated, the
final outcome, shown different in the sources, culminated
either in the Huns retreat or, their outright defeat.
Gregorius Turonensis claims, that Atilla fled the battlefield
and that the king of the Goths, Theoderic, fell during the
fierce combat.” Yet, Atilla was still mighty enough to ravage
through the plains of Northern Italy. Aetius is not known to
have assumed a major role during the following diplomatic
events; the sources rather concentrate on the efforts of
Pope Leo I. in parlaying with Atilla. In 453AD, following the
unexperienced death of their king Atilla, the Huns retreated
eastwards and the Roman Empire with Aetius at its helm was
able to steer the ship of the state towards quieter waters.
The victorious commander strove for even higher honours,
when his son was bestowed with the hand of the emperors’
youngest daughter, Placidia.”” Mommsen conflates Flavius
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Aetius’ revered position, having achieved the consulate for
three times, as “de-facto regent” of the realm.”

The death of Aetius has been discussed controversially
in historiography. The fact that Aetius has to be counted
among the most powerful men in the Western Empire
remains undisputed. The certitudes may be condensed
in a way that intrigues at the imperial court at Ravenna,
involving courtiers, eunuchs and rival senators, led emperor
Valentinianus to the conclusion to assess Aetius as a direct
threat to his throne. That the emperor had a direct role in
Aetius demise seems also to be undisputed; besides that,
the former consul and senator Maximus is shown to have
been a driving factor.” In some sources the emperor himself
is being portrayed as the direct perpetrator; summoning
his general to the court, he allegedly arraigned his general
with treason and, reportedly infuriated, charged upon the
generalissimo, killing him with several sword blows to his
head.® Other accounts do confirm the emperors leading
role in the disposal of Aetius. In that storyline, Valentinanus
starts grasping that he might have removed the sole person
who might have been able to support imperial throne and
guarantee his own rule. He was said, to have cut his “right
hand with his left”.8! As result, the sources point out that the
emperor, who slew his own brother in law, was murder by a
faithful companion of Aetius in 455 AD.®? Here the fact, that
the condottieri of the 5% century were used to enlist personal
bodyguards, the “Buccelarii” as an element of power politics
prove to have caused drastic results.®® As demonstrated on
the example of the Germanic, specifically Gothic and Hunnic
fellowship of men as Stilicho and Aetius, the monopoly of
using military force was not only restings in the realms of
power of Rome and Constantinople. The element of faithful
bodyguards who pledged allegiance only to their commander
rather than the state was of course a factor of power struggles
and the outright emergence of parallel structures, but was
usually presented in the storyline of contemporary authors
as result of supernatural justice.

ZOSIMUS AND HIS HISTORIA NEA: A POINT OF
REFERENCE FOR THE DETERMINISTIC SCHOOL
IN HISTORIOGRAPHY

Among the main sources of the late Roman
Empire, the Historia Nea (lotopic Néa) deserves to be
cited as a reference point for the tendency in late Roman
historiography to showcase the string of events as a logical
flow, following deterministic and providential patterns.
Zosimus (491-518 AD), part of the higher administrative
elite of the late Empire, hold the title of comes. Zosimus is
likely to have studied law and as advocatus fisci specialized on
tax and financial matters. Zosimus lived and wrote during
the rule of Emperor Anastasius (491-518). As a pagan, his
harsher judgement and ridiculing of historical and natural
occurrences that were assessed as God-given by Christian
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authors is in line with contemporary polemics. Nevertheless,
Zosimus himself was not a stranger to metaphysical concepts
and their interpretation as within the confinement of the
historical logos. Zosimus’ logical and reasoning attitude
has to be evaluated from his well-versed knowledge of
classical philosophy; it is also not likely that his mind-set
was sharpened by the systematic study of the law. Among
the authors’ important sources, we may cite Olympiodorus
and Eunapius, whose worldviews are partially reflected in his
text, but also Herodotus and Polybius.?*

Zosimus’ critical stance towards court intrigues, the
role of the Christian clergy and the eunuchs at the court was
duly reflected in his critical stance towards the emperors
and the dilapidated state institutions. Correspondingly
just as Olympiodorus and his contemporaries, the negative
description of female power holders as Galla Placidia is
another characteristic of his general inclination.®® In his
Historia Nea the author created a chronic of the times
and reigns of the emperors on from the times of the great
Augustus; likewise Ammianus, he belonged to the non-
Christian intellectual elite. Hitherto, his deterministic view
on the deceleration of the Roman state power does transfer
an open Anti-Christian attitude. Zosimus openly blaims
the gradual abandonment of the old traditions for the
Empire’s envisaged demise. While his literary style is not as
eloquent as the one of Ammianus Marcellinus, he engages
in detailed descriptions of events and circumstances and
remains among the most cited sources of the late Roman
Empire.® Zosimus, in the judgement of his successors, is
praised for his clear and concise language and provides an
original take on the dawn of Rome’s power. In the surviving
work of Zosimus, only Aetius’ role as hostage to Alarics
court is mentioned in detail.®” His choice of language, style
and brevity might very well have been influenced by his
position as comes et advocatus fisci, as a man of the law, his
take on historical events does mirror the evaluating mindset
of the jurisprudent. Taking into account the sources for the
deterministic nature of Roman history writing, Goffart lists
Zosimus as “First Historian of Rome’s Fall”. He puts Zosimus
in a direct comparison with Gibbon, in lieu of their clearly
deterministic ideology®® Indeed, Zosimus’ motivation for his
historical body of work is self-described as being motivated
by the wish to bear witness to the loss of the Roman Empire
due to the “own crimes” of the Romans.® This openly critical
viewpoint not only towards an individual, but towards a
society as represented by the state and its institutions is
remarkable in its historic judgement and provides evidence
for the deterministic tendency in his books. Furthermore,
his frequent references to oracles and supernatural events
are a reflection of literary tradition as well as the pagan
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and philosophical worldview, but have been criticised as
superstitious and result of intellectual decadence by later
historians as Ernest Stein.® Notwithstanding, the syncretic
intertwining of metaphysical events in the interpretation of
pagan and Christian authors should not be condemned from
a modern perspective; religious as well as literary traditions
continued to intermingle and the supernatural explanation
of historical occurrences was not deemed as unusual.®

SIDONIUS APOLLINARIS — PANEGYRICS AND
REFLECTIONS

Sidonius Apollinaris (431-489 AD), hailing from
a Gallo-Roman family of notables embraced the clerical
profession and can be counted among the scions of an
influential lineage. In the course of his life he reached
the ecclesial honours of becoming a bishop. Sidonius has
left us prose as well as his letters which do form a literary
source on the calamities that befell the late Western Roman
Empire.”? His letters and panegyrics characterise him as
a man of classical writing and the letters, dwelling upon
a well-founded education. As a posthumously canonised
representative of the local Gallo-Roman upper class and a
man of god, he easily excelled within the realms of diplomacy
and statesmanship.*®

Kaufmann stresses that Sidonius rather aspired to
leave an account of his literary qualities to posterity then
compiling a historical work. This reflects on his selective
attitude towards his literary subjects; the wish for stylistic
perfection trumps over the historical quality. Sidonius’
oeuvre is certainly a valuable reflection of his time and the
events he bore witness to; however, the reader has to be
alert not to assign a value to great to stylistic constructions
in perspective to their historical interpretation.** In other
words, Sidonius strove to construct literary figures and
incorporated historic events into his oeuvre if it befitted his
stylistic concerns.

Sidonius emphasises the historical deeds of the
Gallo-Roman usurper Avitus and paints a heroic picture
of the latter’s actions. Having married Avitus’ daughter,
it was quite natural that Sidonius was prone to support
his father-in-law’s ascent to the imperial throne in 455
AD. Nevertheless, in his later works, due to the failure of
Avitus’ short-lived rule, Sidonius chose to suppress utterly
idealizing references towards the latter. This does not mean
that Sidonius took an openly negative stance towards the
late emperor. Notwithstanding, the panegyrist tendency
in his later texts is transferred towards emperor Maiorian.
Aetius, in comparison to the usurper Avitus, is presented
quite colourless. Therefore, Sidonius clearly seeks to employ
his panegyric abilities in favour of his imperial masters
rather than to praise the late generalissimo. From a literary
perspective, we might even able to spot parallels between
Sidonius’ panegyrics and the technique Stilicho’s panegyrist,
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Claudius Claudianus, chose to glorify his patron. This was
not an unique stance for the age as Olympiodorius, too,
presented a positive picture of Stilicho.%

Sidonius, in his panegyrics, alleges that while Aetius
did gain glory on the battlefield, he could have done so only
because of his close companionship to Maiorianus.”” The
latter is even judged to have been a soldier more talented
than his former master.”® It is noteworthy that the former
magister militia per Galliam, Avitus (r. 455-456), who also
donned the imperial purple, is assigned many character
traits originally attested to Aetius by other authors.