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rule are carefully examined. On the other side new problems, 
generated by archaeological discoveries, are introduced in the 
discussion, as it is the case of newly discovered gold Dacian 
bracelets (pp. 40-42).

In the second chapter, Dacica, the author deals 
with contacts between Dacians and Romans, their expansion 
in the Balkans and fi nally the two wars between them. Th e 
author begins with the presentation of the stages of the roman 
expansion in the Balcan Peninsula, the organization of the 
limes along the Danube and of the provincies nearby Dacia, 
integrating it in the general history of the Roman Empire. 
As one would expect, confl ict between Decebal and Trajan is 
widely examined, from its causes to the the development of 
the two wars of Expeditio Dacica, during the years 101-102 
and 105-106 A.D. Even so, C. C. Petolescu dedicates several 
pages to present the Dacian society in this period. Likewise, 
he presents sensitive issues regarding the origin of Decebal, 
his ascension to the throne, etc., enumerating all the divergent 
opinions known in historiography (pp. 97, 98-111). Author 
pays particular attention to the assumptions released in the 
literature by Vasile Lica. It is not the fi rst time when C. C. 
Petolescu demonstrates that some of the above-mentioned 
historian assumptions about Decebal cannot be sustained (pp. 
98-99, especially notes 123, 124).

Chapter three, Romana, is dedicated to the Roman 
period, from the organization of the province until withdrawal 
of the Roman domination. Is the largest of the whole work. 
It begins by presenting the administrative organization of the 
Roman Dacia. It is undoubtedly one of the main considered 
aspects, especially because, for a long period of time, it was 
thought that, immediately after the wars there was a single 
administrative unit - the province of Dacia (pp. 161-167). 
Numerous epigraphic discoveries have changed considerably 
the issue, solved some unknowns, and how can we suspect, have 
raised new problems. Some of them can be analyzed following 
the dislocation of military units on the territory of the province 
of Dacia. Each legion which was stationed in Dacia has a brief 
overview, auxiliary units are very briefl y presented, to these data 
being added information on the defensive and communication 
system of roman Dacia (pp.188-221). Th e author pays a special 
attention to the Dacian soldiers mentioned in inscriptions, as 
well as roman military units composed of Dacians. 

Petolescu exposes in detail and quoting in extenso 
from the literary sources, the issue of the abandonment of 
Dacia. Th e thesis of leaving the province by the end of the reign 
of Gallienus, an idea accepted by several modern historians, 
is a formal agreement and concordance with the ancient 
sources. Based on it, we are able to explain the persistence in 
this area of a part from the Roman population after the offi  cial 
abandonment of the province.

Th e forth chapter, Dacoromania, deals with the 
history of the area in the late Roman time, focusing on its 
evolution, „between Empire and the barbarian world”, a 
geographic area on which, starting with the ninth century, one 
can speak about Romanian people and Romanian language.

Th e work Dacia. Un mileniu de istorie (Dacia. A 

millennium of history) is a tight, compact book that covers the 
main aspects on the history of Dacia. 

Th e author’s writing is eloquent and understandable. 
He uses translations of the original texts and sometimes the 
original texts to illustrate his contentions, thereby providing a 
balanced and well-documented work. With a large and updated 
bibliography and in most of the cases, extremely detailed notes 
the author exposes not only his own theories but also other 
assumptions or interpretations circulating in the scientifi c 
literature. Th is is why this work represents in the same time a 
synthesis and an excellent working instrument.

Adriana Panaite

Florian-Matei Popescu,  THE ROMAN ARMY IN 

MOESIA INFERIOR, Conphys Publishing House, 

Bucharest, 2010, 325 pp., 7.Tables.

As the author himself confesses, Th e Roman Army 

in Moesia Inferior is the adapted version of his doctoral thesis 
with the same title, which he defended with the Faculty of 
History within University of Bucharest on July 6, 2009. It is 
for the fi rst time that we have a sinthetic work on military 
organization for this Roman frontier province, as Moesia 
Inferior was, which go further than the former studies driven 
by nationalism. Until now the only works available for scholars 
regarding this topic were obsolete, due to new epigraphic and 
archaeological discoveries and moreover they were only partial 
approches. Th e fi rst attempt to highlight the defence system 
on the Lower Danube was a book entitled Die Legionen den 

Provinz Moesia von Augustus bis auf Diokletian (Klio, Beiheft 
VI, Leipzig, 1906) published by the Bulgarian scholar Bogdan 
Filow, which presented chronologically all the information 
available on the legions stationed in the province, followed 
one year later by H. van de Weerd’s study regarding the three 
legions of Moesia Inferior (van de Weerd, 1907). Despite these 
eff orts, the most important contribution on this topic remained 
still nowadays Ritterling’s article on legions in RE (Ritterling 
1925), supplemented about one century later by A. Passerini’s 
new study (Passerini 1949), updated by the proceedings of 
the congress organized at Lyon in 1998 (Le Bohec 2000).  
Nevertheless, one can not ignore the Romanian contribution 
on the troops of Moesia Inferior. First of all, Andrei Aricescu’s, 
Armata în  Dobrogea romană (Bucharest 1977), unfortunatelly a 
book which suff ered from  national-communist ideology of the 
time and therefore focusing only on one part of the province. 
Furthermore, we may mention the more recent contributions, 
like the one of A. Suceveanu in his work on Roman Dobroudja 
as a general view (Suceveanu 1990) or even more specialised 
work, like the book on the Roman military presence on the West 
Pontic coast (Ionescu, Papuc 2005). Regarding the auxiliary 
troops, until the publishing of this book, we were able to rely 
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only on the studies of C. Cichorius (Cichorius 1894; Cichorius 
1901) and G. L. Cheeseman (Cheeseman, 1914), to which we 
may add, concerning particular issues, the contributions of W. 
Wagner (Wagner 1938) and K. Kraft (Kraft 1951). Recently, 
valuable studies were issued by P. A. Holder (Holder 1980) and 
J. E. H. Spaul (Spaul 1994; Spaul 2000), last of them trying 
to amend and update C. Cichorius’ articles, but proving to be 
pretty inaccurate for the province of Moesia Inferior.

Th is book represents the most up to date synthesis on 
the Roman army in Moesia Inferior, presenting this fundamental 
element of the Roman Empire both on historiographic and 
prosopographic bases. Th e author choice regarding this topic 
seems to be a natural one if we take into account the fact that 
he knows it intimately, as previously to this book he wrote 
a valuable monographic study on the auxiliary troops of the 
province (Popescu 2001/2002). 

Th e book is build on fi ve chaptes, divided into 
subchapters, along with an introduction, conclusions, two 
addenda, a selected bibliography, tables and an useful index. 

In book’s introduction, the author states the 
historiographic milestones on the topic, often infl uenced by the  
political developments of the time the studies were issued. He 
also makes a strong distinction between the Roman army on 
one hand and European and American modern armies on the 
other hand in terms of organization and he sees no equivalence. 
According to recent directions in Roman historiography the 
author emphasizes on the lack of rigidity within the Roman 
army and he underlines its mobility and adaptability to 
provinces particularities, as more and more sources point out, 
like the recently found papyri from Dura Europos, the tablets 
from Vindolanda and Vindonisa and ostraka from the Egyptian 
desert. In this general framework set by the author we can 
imagine also the army from Moesia Inferior. Nonetheless, its 
primary function was to defend the above mentioned province 
against any threat, but we can fi nd troops of Moesia Inferior 
involved in many actions within inermes provinces, as Asia, 
Cilicia, Lycia et Pamphylia. Of equal importance is the relation 
of the army with the civil population, which can be traced in 
all the structures and environments: Roman and Greek cities of 
the province, rural and veterans settlements.  

In one section of his introduction, the author 
presents briefl y the state of reserch for the troops attested in 
Moesia Inferior (both legions and auxilia), pointing out the 
main contibution of Romanian and foreign scholars. He also 
describes the process of establishing the province, insisting on 
the military organization. In this regard, the author prefers the 
notion of limes Moesiae Inferioris instead of ripa Danuvi, attested 
by inscriptions from the second half of the 1st century and a well 
known passage from Tacitus (Ann., 4, 5, 3), as he considered 
the limes just an ideological border. For this standpoint we can 
put foward the fact that between 102-118 A.D., the northern 
frontier of the province was moved North of the Danube, to 
the line of the Southern Carpathians and Southern Moldavia. 
Based merely on epigraphic evidence, excepting the Danube 
limes, the author observes a highly density of records in some 

areas of the province, like Montana, an important mining 
region and road junction or the Balkan Mountains passes. A 
more reserved position he has regarding the coast line defence 
or a so-called ”maritime limes”, supported by A. Suceveanu 
(Suceveanu, 1974; Suceveanu, 2009), M. Ionescu and Gh. 
Papuc (Ionescu, Papuc 2005). As the author points out, the 
soldiers which are attested especially at Tomis, have tasks rather 
in policy and surveillance fi eld. 

Chapter I (p. 35-76) focuses on legio V Macedonica. 
Th e author traces back the presence of the legion in the Lower 
Danube region as far as 33-34 A.D., when an inscription 
recorded the construction of a road along the Danube by two 
legions, one of them probably V Macedonica which could be 
placed somewhere between Viminacium and Ratiaria. Th e 
author seems to consider the quartering of the legion at Oescus 
prior to Claudius’ reign, but the fi rst evidence in this respect 
dates around 44 A.D. Th e legion is displaced to Armenia and, 
after the Jewish uprising, it will be sent to this new battle scene 
and for this reason its return to Moesia will happen only in 
71 A.D. Encamped at Oescus after the Dacian attack during 
the winter of 85/86A.D., the legion will become one of the 
most important actors of the military confrontations within 
this area untill 167A.D., when it is transferred to Potaissa, in 
Dacia. Undoubtedly legion V Macedonica was involved in the 
two episodes of Trajan’s Bellum Dacicum, as is shown by the 
large epigraphic evidence and relatively large number of legion’s 
tile material south the Carpathians, an area which in Hadrian’s 
period was under direct administration of the legate of Moesia 
Inferior (Petolescu 1985). After the Dacian attack in Moesia, 
the legion is transferred to Troesmis, defending this sector of 
the limes. Afterwards, the legion marchs against Parthians in 
161 A.D. and upon its return in Moesia, it is transferred in 
Dacia, to Potaissa, for a better defence against Marcomanni. 
Vexillations of legion V Macedonica are attested by epigraphic 
sources in the North of the Black Sea, at Tyras, Chersonesus or 
Olbia, but also involved in the Parthian war of emperor Trajan, 
soldiers of the legion being attested at Bettir, in Palestine or 
Th yatira, as well as in Hadrian’s Jewish war. Paying respect 
to author main formation, as epigraphist, the main part of 
this chapter deals with the unit’s prospopography. Th us, the 
reader will be able to fi nd useful information regarding legati 

legionis, tribuni militum, praefecti castrorum, primipili legionis, 
centuriones legionis, milites  (principales and immunes, but 
also gregarii), as well as veterans. Th e last remarks concering 
the history of legio V Macedonica are related to the lost 
of province Dacia during Gallienus reign, followed by the 
actions of emperor Aurelianus, which is forced to move all 
the Roman army from Dacia to the South of the Danube, 
including legio V Macedonica, which is encamped again to its 
previous garisson from the fi rst century, at Oescus.

Chapter II (p. 77-123) is dedicated to the history of  
legio I Italica in the Lower Danube area. After a brief discussion 
on the main milestones of the legion’s evolution after its 
founding  by emperor Nero in  66 A.D., the author put foward 
the main events attended by this unit during its encampment at 
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Novae, prior the garisson of legion VIII Augusta, transferred to 
Gaul after the civil war won eventually by Vespasian. Following 
the reorganization of province Moesia performed by Domitian, 
legio I Italica and its garisson entered the authority of Moesia 
Inferior governor. In this context we can fi nd a vexillation 
of the legion participating in the emperor’s Dacian war and 
later in the Trajan’s Dacian expeditions, as well as sending a 
vexillation in the Parthian expedition of the same emperor. A 
turning point in Danubian limes’ evolution is the displacement 
of legio V Macedonica to Potaissa, whose moesian sector will 
be transferred to the legio I Italica. Th e loss in the province 
defence is demonstrated by the Costoboci attack of 170 A.D. 
strongly felt at Tropaeum Traiani and in this context we must 
read the inscription mentioning the presence in this city of a 
vexillation of legio I Italica and one of legio V Macedonica  
D(acica).  But the authority of the legion goes further, to the 
North of the Black Sea where the command of the vexillations 
sent by the legions V Macedonica and XI Claudia passed to the 
angusticlave tribunes of legio I Italica after legio V Macedonica 
displacement in Dacia. Th e last subchapter is dedicated to the 
legion’s prosopography and tile stamp tipology and distribution.

Th e third chapter (p. 125-165) concerns legio XI 
Claudia Pia Fidelis, attested for the fi rst time during the civil wars 
by mid fi rst century B.C., when a legion, bearing this number 
is mentioned among the troops of C. Iulius Caesar Octavianus. 
Th e displacement of legio XI Claudia in Moesia Inferior must 
be related to the Dacian war of emperor Trajan. Th e author 
establishes this moment in the winter of 101/102 A.D., after 
the Dacian attack of Dobroudja. First, it will be quartered at 
Oescus, but during Q. Pompeius Falco’ governorship (115-117 
A.D.), the legion is attested at Durostorum. Th e author states 
that after the displacement of legio V Macedonica to Potaissa 
the area north to Capidava entered under the control of legio 
I Italica and not of legio XI Claudia whose control range 
restricted to solely south of Dobroudja. An important argument 
for this conjecture is the relatively small number of soldiers 
from legio XI Claudia recorded within this area compared to 
legio I Italica. As in the case of the other two legions from 
Moesia Inferior, legio XI Claudia also sent vexillations to the 
North of the Black Sea, where starting with the second half of 
the second century is supposed that the Olbia garisson entered 
the control of a centurion of legio XI Claudia. Th e chapter ends 
with the prosopography of the legion while stationed in Moesia 
Inferior and the known tile stamps from the province.

Th e fourth chapter (p. 167-244), entitled Auxilia, 
follows the main events related to the Roman military units 
of Moesia Inferiror, describing fi rst the cavalry units (alae) and 
then the infantry ones (cohortes). During the existence of this 
province, the epigraphic evidence, especially military diplomas 
comprise together ten alae, thirty-two cohortes and two numeri 
(adding other two hypothetical numeri). In this respect, of great 
intrest for the province military history is the diploma discovered 
at Cataloi, dated June, 14, 92, which listed  a number of seven 
alae (Petolescu, Popescu, 2004). As one can easily discern an 
important moment is represented by the preparations for the 

Dacian expeditions. Th us from the beginning of Vespasian’s 
reign until the Dacian expeditions on the territory of Moesia 
were stationed nine alae and twenty-two cohorts, merely a full 
strength of approximately 4,500 horsemen and 12,000 soldiers 
from the cohorts. After Trajan’s Dacian expedition, some of 
these troops remained in the newly conquered territory and 
for this reason the diploma of 107 A.D. lists only six alae and 
thirteen cohorts. By the beginning of Marcus  Aurelius’ reign 
there are attested fi ve alae and nine cohorts, supplemented in 
198 A.D. by cohort II Mattiacorum, which will be egual to a 
total manpower of approximately 2,500 soldiers for alae and 
6,000 soldiers for cohorts. During the third century no massive 
strenght changes occured, although from this period date the 
single certain records on the existence of military irregular 
units: numerus civium Romanorum at Montana and numerus 

scutariorum at Novi Pazar.
Th e history of the Roman fl eet, Classis Flavia 

Moesica, does not cover an important part of this work, as a 
special book on this topic was previously issued, although it 
comprises some mistakes (Bounegru, Zahariade 1996). For this 
reason, the general information on the presence of the Roman 
fl eet in the region is presented by the author within only four 
pages, insisting instead on the prospography of its members, a 
great extend being granted to the eleven praefecti recorded by 
epigraphic sources. 

As the evolution of the military defence system of 
Moesia Inferior is intimately bound with the territory North of 
the Danube, the author brings forward in the fi rst addendum of 
the book (p. 257-269) the subject of the involvement of Moesia 
Inferior army in Trajan’s Dacian War. Th e second addendum 
(p. 271-274) lists vexillations of Moesia Inferior composed of 
several or unmentioned units. 

Finally, the conclusions of the book  provide 
a general view over the huge number of written sources 
used by the author, doubled on some occasions with some 
archaeological remarks, all interpreted in accordance with the 
proper scientifi c rigour.

To sum up, the study issued by Florian Matei Popescu 
is a book that must be read by all the scholars interested in 
Roman history of the Lower Danube region and will certainly 
become a compulsory tool for the study of military organization 
and for understanding the complex relation between the Roman 
army and the diversifi ed civil environment of Moesia Inferior.
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