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Introduction

This article is dedicated to the complicated question of the role and the
significance of barbarians in the struggle between emperors Constantine 1 and
Licinius I. Most of the facts we know are from various written sources about the
two Augusts’ confrontation, and can be used to draw certain conclusions about the
sequence of events. The most important of these events are the attack of the
Sauromatus barbarians from Palus Maeotis, led by their king Rausimodus, against
Constantine’s estate (at an unspecified date shortly before 323 AD) and the Gothic
invasion in 323 AD. It is not unlikely that both these invasions were connected
with plots hatched by Licinius. At the beginning, the march of Rausimodus, king
of the Sauromatus to the Empire’s borders could be related to the fighting within
the Roman state.! It is very likely that this was one of the last attempts by
barbarians to arrange a predatory aggression using a Bosporan fleet.

Chapter 53 of Constantine Porphyrogenitus’ treatise De Administrando Imperio
named Ioropla nepi 100 rdoroov Xepowvog [Story of the city of Cherson| is a very
specific source. It includes five different plotlines that tell us about events of
ancient Crimean history. However, the information in this source is quite difficult
to understand and to interpret. The main complications for the author were that
the events in the text are unique and were written in a time distant from
Constatine’s epoch. Also, the fictional style of the source causes scholars to doubt
its trustworthiness and reliability. Most scholars consider Porphyrogenitus’ treatise
to be one of the most significant sources on the history of the Black Sea region
from the 15t century BC to the 3rd-4t centuries AD.? However, a few doubt its
trustworthiness.?

One of the most important subjects of the manuscript is the text’s second
plot, where it is written of Constantine that:
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when he came to Byzantium, and certain of those in Scythia revolted against him,
he called to mind what had been said by his father Constant concerning the
affection of the Chersonites and their alliance, and he sent envoys to the country of
the Chersonites, with the instructions they should go to the country of the Scythians
and fight those who had revolted against him. The chief magistrate and the primate
of the Chersonites was at that time Diogenes, son of Diogenes, and the Chersonites
gladly obeyed the imperial mandate and with all zeal constructed the military
wagons and the arbalests and arrived at the Ister River and, having crossed it
arrayed themselves against the rebels and routed them.*

The war of the Chersonites and rebels described in this source is usually
dated between 323 and 337 AD.5 In many cases it correlates with the 5% century
Byzantium histotian Zosimus’ book Iotopla vew,S which tells of the events
preceding the renewal of the conflict between Constantine and Licinius:

Constantine hearing that the Sauromatus, who dwelt near the Palus Maecotis, had

passed the Ister in boats, and pillaged his territories, led his army against them, and

was met by the barbarians, under their king Rausimodus. The Sauromatus attacked

a town which was sufficiently garrisoned, but its wall was built in the lower part of

stone, and in the upper part of wood. They therefore thought that they might easily

take the town by burning all the wooden part of the wall; and with that view set it
on fire, and in the meantime shot at those who stood on the walls. The defenders
threw down darts and stones upon the barbarians, and killed many of them; and

Constantine then coming up and falling on them from a higher ground, slew a great

number, took more alive, and put the rest to flight. Rausimodus, having lost the

greater part of his army, took shipping and crossed the Ister, with an intention of
once more plundering the Roman dominions. Constantine, hearing of his design,
followed them over the Ister, and attacked them in a thick wood upon a hill, to
which they had fled, where he killed many of them, amongst who was Rausimodus.

He also took many of them prisoners, giving quarter to those that would submit;

and returned to his head-quarters with an immense number of captives.”

By analysing these sources in connection with the political and diplomatic

realities of this period, we can draw some conclusion regarding the real role of the
barbarians in this war.

Methodology

The methodological basis of this study is the principle of a multi-faceted approach
to the sources, combining the analysis of literary sources with archaeological
information, including the use of epigraphy and numismatics. Furthermore, the
research was undertaken based on the principle of historism, i.e. that we can
observe in their successive and logical bringing to light the events and their mutual
conditionality, whilst trying to be as objective as possible in reconstructing
processes which took place in the past.

4 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Administrando Imperio, 53. 125-160.
5 Zubar’ 1998, p. 156.
¢ Ibid.; Sharov 2002, vol. I, p. 211-213.
7 Zosimus, Historia Nova, 11. 21.
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The choice of these concrete methods was influenced by the specific
features of the selected sources. The main method of this study is source analysis,
which was used in order to interpret and value the two main literary sources, both
of which describe the same episode in the history of the northern Black Sea region.
Next, we attempted to realize the connection of these two works and to critically
verify them. Then, using available archaeological and epigraphic information, we
drew conclusions based on the historical-reconstructive method.

Results

According to these two narratives, in the first case the war was waged on the
territory of Empire, but in the second case also to the north of Roman lands. In
fact, it seems obvious from the main plotline of lorogia zep! 106 xdorgov Xepodvog
that the narrator was referring to the passage of the Chersonite army from the
north to the south coast of the River Ister. In other words, in this story the
terrestrial route of the allies’ advance and the war on the imperial lands is
described. However, it strange, to say the least, that the Chersonites chose such a
long route along the northern Black Sea coast steppe just when Constantine
needed help extremely quickly. It is likely that the details of the story, including the
Chersonites’ passage across the Ister, are of later origin and stray very far from
historical reality. Probably the narrator knew only that a Chersonite troop took part
in the emperor’s struggle on Constantine’s side and that a mutiny in Scythia was
scotched. For this reason, we are unable to use the details given in this source to
identify the place where the events we are interested in occurred.

However, the Chersonite troops were duty-bound to take part in operations
in the Danube region as a condition of the process of the city’s submission to the
Prefect of the East.® Moreover, it was this place in which the province of Scythia in
the diocese of Thrace? was situated, according to Nomina provinciarum omnium
(an official list of Roman provinces of 297 AD). Laterculus Polemii Silvii by
Ptolemius Silvius of 449 AD includes two provinces of the same name: no. 4 -
Lower Scythia in Thrace and no. 6 - Scythia in Illyricum (near Pannonia).’0 If the
Scythia of Iorogia ep! 108 xdorpov Xepadhvos is a Roman province,!'! then the military
operations described in this source were held precisely on this territory. But in that
case we encounter a discordance between the location of the battle in lorogia 7ep!
100 wdotpov Xepowvog and that in Zosimus’ narrative. The different type of military
actions described in these two sources also suggests that they desctribe two
completely separate events. Rausimodus’ predatory incursion in Zosimus’ narrative
cannot be interpreted as the rebellion described in loropia zep! 108 xdorpov Xegpodvog.
Moreover, Zosimus tells of the emperot’s participation in the battle, something
which the author of Igropia nepi 106 ndorgov Xepowwvog definitely could not have
avoided mentioning. For this reason, we believe that these two narratives tell of
different occurrences which can only be indirectly connected with each other.

8 Budanova 2001, p. 140.
9 Zubar’ 1998, p. 159.
10 SC 11 447.
11 Strabo, Geographica, V11. 4, 5; 5, 12.
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It is known that the Balkan Peninsula was an important issue between
Constantine and Licinius.'? In 317 AD, they finalised a truce and divided the
empire. Constantine got the western part of the state, including Upper Moesia.
However, Littoral Dacia, Thrace with Lower Moesia and Scythia passed to
Licinius. Traditionally, governing the Chersonese was a prerogative of Lower
Moesia’s deputy.’?> Consequently the Roman administration in Chersonese
submitted to Licinius, but not Constantine.!* Therefore, on the one hand we have
no proof against the possible participation of the Chersonese army in the struggle
on Constantine’s side. But on the other hand, it is essential to note that this could
only have happened after the battles of Adrianople and Chrysopolis (324 AD)
because before this Chersonese was administratively connected with the eastern
part of Licinius’ empire.’> Consequently, Constantine Porphyrogenitus’ and
Zosimus’ narratives cannot describe the same historical event, but do describe the
same historical period.

Moreover, from analysing the text it is obvious that Rausimodus’ incursion
to the Empire must have preceded the mutiny in Scythia chronologically.
According to Zosimus, this incursion happened a short time prior to the final
struggle for power between the two Augusts, but not specifically in 322 AD.16 The
chronological proximity of the Maeotic incursion and the Goths’ breakthrough
into Thrace and Moesia in 323 AD raises the question of why Zosimus does not
mention the Goths’ invasion when describing Rausimodus’ campaign in detail.
This fact has caused many scholars to identify Azovian Sauromatus Rausimodus
with the Goths.!” As we know from Zosimus’ narrative, the Goths were defeated
by Constantine and after returning his captives they asked the emperor for a
truce.’ Moreover, it was the Goths’ invasion which began the final combat
between the two Augusts.!” Despite Constantine’s victory over the Goths, his
invasion of Licinius’ territory became a cause for the latter to blame Constantine
for penetrating the frontier and for declaring war.?’ In our opinion, it is impossible
to equate all these events: the Sauromatus incursion headed by Rausimodus
(shortly before 323 AD),*! the Goths’ invasion in 323 AD and the mutiny against
Constantine in Scythia (after 323 AD). But indubitably, all of them are links within
the same chain of events connected with barbarian participation in the two
Augusts’ struggle for power.

In connection with the preceding information, at first glance the sequential
historical reconstruction seems the most verisimilar. Shortly before the war
between Constantine and Licinius, in the late 310s - eatly 320s, the Macotic

12 Ermatinger 2004, p. 62.
13 Van Dam 2008, p. 441, 452.
14 Sharov 2002, p. 211.
15 Ibid., p. 212.
16 Zubar’ 1998, p. 157.
17 Rappaport 1899, p. 110; Schmidt 1934, p. 81, 225; Stallknecht 1969, p. 34; Wolfram 1983, p. 62-63.
18 Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, V. 21.
19 Southern 2001, p. 252.
20 Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, V. 21.
21 Kulikowski 2007, p. 81.
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Sauromatus’ campaign occurred. They had allied relationships with Licinius via
Bosporan and Chersonese mediation. This is the reason why the barbarians
ravaged only Constantine’s territory and went so far west along the Roman state.??
The suggestion that this invasion was based on the confrontation between the two
Augusts seems preferable to the hypothesis that the Sauromatus bypassed Dacia
via the northern route because German tribes had settled in this region.? In
response to the invasion, in 323 AD the Goths broke the defence of the limes in
Thrace, which was now in Licinius’ state.2* The fact that they asked Constantine,
not Licinius who owned the territory they invaded, for a truce? suggests, to the
authors’ minds, that they had a secret alliance with Constantine, who inspired them
to invade with the aim of unsettling the situation.?¢ Prima facie, this version is
confirmed by the evidence that both Augusts actively used barbarian tribes in their
confrontation.”’” According to certain sources, some Goths appeared on
Constantine’s side.?® But in the other sources we can find information implying
that the Goths fought for Licinius, for example, in the battle of Chrysopolis in 324
AD.? Henceforth, being locked up in Thessalonica, Licinius began negotiations
with the Goths, relying on them in order to regain power. But the conspiracy was
unveiled and the Quondam August was put to death.3

Despite being very logical, this historical reconstruction certainly simplifies
the real situation in the northern periphery of the ancient world.

Firstly, we should point out that the theory introduced here - that
Constantine inspired the Goths’ invasion in order to provoke conflict with Licinius
and take Thrace - is quite hypothetical. It cannot be resolved with the murders and
pillages committed by the Goths in Thrace and Moesia and real military action
between Constantine and the Goths.3! We should remember that before this time,
judging from epigraphic memorials, Constantine fought against the Goths more
than once and even gained the title Gothicus Maximus.?? In 322 AD he finally
defeated the Goths,? signed a treaty with them3* and, as a result, completely
changed his policy towards them.?> After this, the Goths “furnished him forty
thousand men to aid him against various people. This body of men, namely, the
Allies, and the service they rendered in war are still spoken of in the land to this

22 Sharov 2002, p. 213.
2 Ibid., p. 213-214.
24 Kulikowski 2007, p. 82.
2> Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, V. 21.
26 Sharov 2002, p. 213.
27 Potter 2004, p. 378-379.
28 Jordanes, Getica, 111.
29 Burckhardt 1949, p. 80.
30 Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, V. 27.
31 Kulikowski 2007, p. 82.
32 CIL I1. 481; VIIL. 8477, 8412, 23116; Articles 2011, p. 76; Bardill 2012, p. 282.
33 Orosius, Histories, VII. 28; Aurelius Victor, De Caesaribus, X11, 12; Eusebius, Chronicon, 2348;
Isidorus Hispalensis, Historia de regibus Gothorum, Vandalornm et Suevornm, 5.
3 Anonymus Valesianus, Origop Constantini Imperatoris, V1. 31; Socrates Scholasticus, Historia
Ecclesiastica, 1. 18.
3 Van Dam 2008, p. 92.
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day.”3¢ For this reason, we cannot believe that Constantine deliberately inspired the
Gothic invasion of Thrace and Moesia; however there were a lot of individual
Goths fighting against Licinius in his army.’

Secondly, from analysing archaeological material from the hillfort of
Belinskoe, we can infer that around the same time, Bosporan territory was attacked
and a frontier city defending the western borders of the Bosporan kingdom was
defeated. The hillfort of Belinskoe is situated in the northern part of the Kerch
Peninsula, 30 km from Kerch and 4 km from the Azovian coast. The Belinskaya
archaeological expedition, headed by V. G. Zubarev, has been working on the site
since 1996. The authors of the excavation reports identify the hillfort in its later
stage with one of the most powerful barbarian aggregations of the northern Black
Sea region of that time: the Goths-Thetraxites-Trapesites.® For example, a hole
relating to one of the destroyed houses was filled with the contemporaneous
stratum of destruction from about 320-330 AD; however we cannot exclude the
possibility that the hole could have already been filled up. At the bottom of this
hole, 12 coins from within a narrow period of coinage were found, the last of them
dating from 318 AD. (Also, in the upper ashen stratum overlapping the
demolition, two Reskuporid coins from 322 and 326 AD were found.)
Furthermore, the filling of the hole and the destruction of the house occurred
between 318 and 322 AD.* Radiocarbon analysis of charcoal pieces originating
from the stratum of fire from a time synchronous with the destruction of the
building indicates the end of the first quarter of the 4% century is the most likely
date.

Thus it becomes possible to correlate Zosimus’ written natrrative about the
barbarian campaign from Palus Maeotis to Pannonia with these archaeological
artefacts. Evidently, at the end of the 310s the tribal community of Palus Maeotis
was stirring to action, and before going west they decided to attack Bosporan
territory.#0 The northern flank of the Usunlar rampart, where one of the main
passages from the steppe to the territory of the European Bosporus was situated,
suffered very much.#! Therefore, those of the Palus Macotis from the northern
coasts of Azov at that moment must have been enemies of the Romans and could
not have been allies with any of them.

Thirdly, a certain inconsistency in the plotline of fragments from the Iorogia
7epl 100 rdotpov Xepowwos also provokes interest. In the first plot there is a
statement about the extremely important strategic role of the Chersonese, whose
duty was to fight from the rear with Bosporians and the Palus Maeotis barbarians,
who decided to rise against the Romans. However, in the second war this duty was
completely ignored, as we can see from the second plot: the Chersonite troop went
in completely the opposite direction to the Danube, then some of the barbarians

36 Tordanes, Getica, 112.
37 Budanova 2001, p. 141.
38 Zubarev, Yartsev 2008, p. 117-126.
3 Yurochkin, Zubatrev 2001, p. 464-465; Zubarev 2011, p. 244-247.
40 Zubarev 2002, p. 123-125.
41 Yermolin 2000, p. 91.
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who stayed in Maeotis and Bosporus did not fight against Rome at that time.
Nevertheless, the second plot tells us about the disagreement between the
Chersonese, Bosporus and Maeotic barbatians. So, while certain barbarians fought
against the ancient states, others, on the contrary, maintained peaceful relationships
with the antique world.

The contradiction between these facts might be explained by considering
the circumstances of the last attempt of the Maeotae to migrate to Asia Minor in
276-284 AD, as a result of which they were completely defeated.*? This event made
them realize that it was impossible to live only on the spoils of pillaging under
these changed circumstances. Moreover, as a result of the restoration of Roman
power in the provinces of Asia Minor, all these territories became inaccessible to
the Maeotic tribes.*> It was necessary for the survivors to choose new routes and
find their place in the existing political systems of the nations of the Black Sea
region. Therefore, they were forced to agree treaties with the Roman-Bosporan
administrations in order to receive fertile parcels of land as military settlers.
However, the period covered by these first agreements with antique centres would
have been very unstable. This is why conflicts within barbarian society are reflected
in the events we are interested in. Many of the Palus Macotis, headed by
Rausimodus, who supported the earlier practices of predatory campaigns and
began to openly fight against antique world, set out against the segment of the
Palus Maeotis who tried to maintain peaceful relationships with the Bosporan
Kingdom.

Probably these internal conflicts were accompanied by deep controversies in
the religious field connected with the expansion of Christianity into barbarian
society.# As far as we know, the process of barbarian society’s division into
Christian and non-Christian segments took place later in the lands of Ermanaric,
who forced everyone to worship his pagan laws,* and Athanaric who persecuted
the Goths-Arians, who certainly were Christians. There were even Christian
barbarians, headed by Ulfilas, who had to ask Emperor Constantius 1I (337-361
AD) to let them settle on imperial territory.*¢ Certainly, this process of ideological
destruction of barbarian society through the installation of Christian ideas was also
taking place in the lands of the northern Azov coast, where many Christians lived
(most of them were captured or came over to the barbarians’ side voluntarily).

We cannot ignore the possibility that the aggressive Maeotic barbarians
might have moved as far along Roman borders as Pannonia only because they
wanted to attack Constantine’s territories. It was this August who carried out a
policy of supporting Christianity in the western part of the empire, whereas
Licinius persecuted Christians and actively supported paganism in his eastern

42 Yartsev 2008, p. 320.
43 Isaac 1990, p. 323.
4 Van Dam 2008, p. 176-177.
45 Tordanes, Getica, 123.
46 Budanova 2001, p. 177-180.
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territory.#’” He built a whole flotilla of 400 military ships in Bosporus with the
money he ravaged from churches.*s

Thus the two Augusts’ confrontation altered the complicated political
situation among barbarian societies within the Azov region. We should pay
attention to the fact that Rausimodus, in order to sail his warriors across the Ister,
could use only the ships of his own fleet, not vessels owned by local barbarians.*’
We suppose that the Palus Maeotae must have captured Bosporan ships at this
time. It can be inferred that their purpose would have been to attack Bosporus. In
other words, it might have been a new attempt to undertake a predatory naval
campaign by barbarians who lived near Azov against Bosporus. If this was true,
the Macotae did not care who they sacked.

However, when Rausimodus reached the Danube’s outfall and approached
Licinius’ lands, he came into contact with the August’s representatives. By applying
diplomatic skills and making use of intertribal rivalries, the military administration,
relying upon their allies among the Danubian Goths (who helped to arrange new
attacks), was able to redirect the barbarian fleet to the western lands of
Constantine, so causing a new aggravation of the conflict between the two
Augusts. So, Licinius used the Goths as a proxy to attack the Maeotans and
forcibly redirect them towards Constantine’s territory. Also, we consider that such
a selective attack (only on Constantine’s lands) could have been an obligatory
condition for leasing the Bosporan fleet to the Maeotae. In an attempt to get rid of
their dangerous neighbours, the Bosporan government expressly directed them as
far as possible to the distant lands of the other augustus, Constantine. We suspect
that such a decision could not have been reached without Licinius’ sanction. The
reasons behind Rausimodus’ barbarian incursion could have been the same as
those driving the Goths’ in 323 AD. It is possible that Licinius even agreed a secret
treaty with Goths to allow them to pass through his lands. This could be the
reason he moved his troops away from the Gothic coast.>

Discussions
H. Wolfram believed that Licinius’ allies among the Goths who helped him in his
final battle for power were the same tribes that were at war with Constantine in
323 ADJS! It may have been they who helped Maximian, Licinius’ predecessor as
governor of the eastern provinces, in his war against the Persians:
The Goths had already returned home when they were summoned at the request of
the Emperor Maximian to aid the Romans against the Parthians. They fought for
him faithfully, serving as auxiliaries.>
For this reason, we can assume that having already been arrested, Licinius
tried to incite a rebellion against Constantine in 325 AD with their help. The

47 Bardill 2012, p. 282.
48 Vlasov 2001, p. 128.
4 Lavrov 2000, p. 336.
50 Wolfram 1983, p. 92.
51 Ibid., p. 63.

52 Tordanes, Getica, 110.
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discovered plot, Licinius’ attempt to escape, and his re-arrest and execution in
Thessaloniki provide evidence that Constantine was very firm in his neutralization
of the mutiny that menaced his power. The Danubian barbarians, including the
remains of Rausimodus’ army, may also have participated in the plot. We believe
that it was these final throes of the two Augusts’ battle for power - including the
rebellion - that served as the historical basis for the second plotline in loropia zep!
106 xdotpov Xepowwog. 1f this is the case, then Chersonese warriors also took part in
the conflict. However, the sources do not provide certainty when speaking of
Licinius’ last attempt to return himself to authority.>> Some authors - for example,
Zosimus - dissemble when it comes to providing facts about the rebellion,> others
speak ambiguously about it. Moreover, we know nothing about the situation in the
lands near the imperial frontier at that time, at least in the province of Scythia
where, according to lorogia zepi 05 xdorpov Xepoowog, the Chersonese warriors
distinguished themselves. In this connection, we should note that Scythia was at
that point underneath Licinius who, in preparation for the battle against
Constantine, “sent messengers to every nation, commanding them to prepare a
sufficient number of men for the navy, besides horse and foot soldiers.”’?
Therefore Scythia, which bordered the barbarian lands where the tribes supporting
Licinius were located, would not have been able to remain detached from the main
political events of that moment.

We should pay attention to the fact that the rebellion against Constantine in
Scythia was raised after his arrival in Byzantium.>® The evidence points directly to
324 AD, because in this year the emperor besieged Licinius, who found shelter in
Byzantium after his defeat near Adrianople.’” However Licinius left the besieged
city very soon afterwards in order to recruit new soldiers.”® It seems to us that at
the time, Constantine, who had recruited plenty of ships,” promptly mobilized all
his forces including troops from Chersonese. It is interesting that Chersonese had
taken Constantine’s side unconditionally even before Licinius was completely
beaten. His main defeat took place near Chrysopolis in September 324 AD.%0 It
may seem very tempting to suppose that Rausimodus’ campaign also occurred in
324 and that its purpose was to help Emperor Licinius, and thus it was determined
to be a mutiny.! This would mean that around the same time as the Chersonese
administration came over to Constantine’s side, a group of Maeotae and maybe
Bosporians decided to support Licinius, and so arranged a military incursion to the
Danube. However, as well as the differences in details of the rebellion and the

53 Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, V. 28-29; Butropius, Eutropii Brevitarinm, X. 6;
Aurelius Victor, Epitome de Caesaribus, 41.7; Zonaras, Epitome Historiarum, 13.1; Sozomen, Historia
Ecclesiastica, 1.7; Socrates Scholasticus, Historia Ecclesiastica, 1.4.
54 Zosimus, Historia Nova, 11. 28.2.
55 Tbid., II. 22.
56 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Adpinistrando Imperio, 53.125.
57 Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, 24; Aurelius Victor, De Caesaribus, 41.8.
58 Zosimus, Historia Nova, 11. 25.2.
5 Ibid., II. 26.1.
¢ Anonymus Valesianus, Origo Constantini Imperatoris, 27.
61 Sharov 2002, p. 212.
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pillage described above, we also encounter a contradiction with Zosimus’
chronology of Rausimodus’ campaign. We should remember that this campaign
occurred not long before the final battle for power between the two Augusts. The
timing of the Palus Macotis invasion of Bosporus in 318-322 AD as confirmed by
analysis of archaeological artefacts does not fit with the suggested new dating of
the Maeotic campaign in 324 AD. So assuming the version about Chersonese
warriors’ participation in the final combat between the emperors and the
suppression of the rebellion against Constantine is reliable, we must accept that it
was not connected with the attack by Maeotic barbarians upon imperial territory.
Rausimodus’ campaign had to precede all these events. However, in any case this
predatory raid was pronounced anti-Constantine in character. If Maeotic
barbarians nevertheless were supported by Bosporus and Licinius, then taking into
consideration the close connections between Constantine and Chersonese, we can
clarify why the conflict between two antique states on the Peninsula arose.

Conclusions

As a consequence of the situation described above, the systemic crisis of Azov
barbarian society in 300-320% AD finished with the departure of the hostile
elements of the Maeotic barbarians to the Danubian borders of empire. As a result,
a complicated situation arose there because of the instability of the Danubian tribal
society. Moreover, for many years the empire had been suffering from the conflict
between the two emperors, in which both of them used different tribes for their
own aims.

As we can see, Rausimodus’ predatory incursion into the Roman Empire
affected this conflict greatly. It seems likely that it was Licinius who arranged
Rausimodus’ attack against his enemy’s lands, because such a selective barbarian
raid could not have occurred by accident. Certainly, the Bosporan kings also could
have been one of the reasons for the conflict, as they directed the Maeotae
attacking Bosporus to Constantine’s provinces. Nevertheless, the barbarians could
not have ventured to undertake such an initiative without Licinius’ permission.
Apparently, Rausimodus’ death and Constantine’s defeat of his army may have
triggered the final battle for power between the two Augusts. Licinius, who incited
the Maeotic attack against Constantine’s lands, received information about their
defeat and had to let this group of Palus Maeotis pass through his territory, as this
was his only opportunity to help the barbarians get to his adversary’s lands.
However, they were defeated by Constantine and very soon Licinius (the main
provoker of the military conflict) was also beaten. The subsequent plot and
rebellion led to his death. Finally, we should note that Chersonese warriors took
part in all significant events of that time, as reflected in Ioropia zepl 106 ndorpov
Xepodwog.

However, this is only one episode in the long period of struggle between the
two Augusts. To give a broader perspective, a further study might examine the role
of barbarians in other political conflicts in the northern Black Sea region in the 4
century AD as one of the main markers of the Great Migration.
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Folclor ,,Constantin Briiloiu”. Bucuresti.

- Revue des études sud-est européennes. Academia Romani.
Bucuresti.

- Revue d’histoire moderne et contemporaine. Société
d’histoire moderne et contemporaine. Paris.

- Revue historique du sud-est européen. Academia Romana.
Bucuresti, Paris (din 1963 Revue des études sud-est
européennes.

- Revista de Istorie (din 1990 Revista istoricd). Academia
Romanai. Bucuresti.

- Revista istoricd romand. Institutul de Istorie Nationald din
Bucuresti.

- Romanian Journal of Paleontology. Geological Institute of
Romania. Bucharest.

- Romanian Journal of Stratigraphy. Geological Institute of
Romania. Bucharest.

- Revista Muzeelor. Bucuresti.

- Revista Muzeul Mineralogic-Geologic, al Universititii din
Cluj la Timigoara. Sibiu.

- Revista Muzeelor si Monumentelor. Muzee. Bucuresti.

- Revista de Pedagogie. Institutul de Stiinte ale Educatiei.
Bucuresti.

- Revue Roumaine d’Histoire. Academia Romani. Bucuresti.
- Revista Teologica. Sibiu.

- Sovetskaya arkheologiya. Akademiya Nauk SSSR. Moskva.
- Studii si articole de istorie. Societatea de Stiinte Istorice si
Filologice a RPR. Bucuresti.
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SAO

Sargetia
Sargetia Naturae
SCE

SCCI
SCIA

SciAm
SCGG

SCIV(A)
SGJ
SMIM

SP
SPACA

SPPF
SSK

Starinar
Stina

StComSibiu

StComSM
StRI

StudiaUBBG
StudiaUBBGG
StudiaUBBGM
StudiaUBBH

Suceava

SUCH

SUPMPh
sv

Lista abrevierilor

- Studia et Acta Orientalia. Société des Sciences Historiques
et Philologiques de la RPR., Section d’Etudes Orientales.
Bucarest.

- Sargetia. Acta Musei Devensis. Muzeul Civilizatiei Dacice
si Romane Deva.

- Sargetia. Acta Musei Devensis. Series Scientia Naturae.
Muzeul Civilizatiei Dacice si Romane Deva.

- Studii si comuniciri de etnologie. Institutul de Cercetiri
Socio-Umane Sibiu.

- Studii, conferinte si comuniciri istorice. Sibiu.

- Studii si cercetiri de istoria artei. Academia Romani.
Bucuresti.

- Scientific American. New York.

- Studii si Cercetiri. Geologie-Geografie. Complexul Muzeal
Judetean Bistrita-Nasaud. Bistrita.

- Studii si cercetdri de istoria veche. Bucuresti (din 1974,
Studii si cercetdri de istorie veche si arheologie).

- Soobshhenija Gosudarstvennogo Jermitazha.
Gosudarstvennyj Jermitazh. Leningrad.

- Studii $i materiale de istorie modernd. Institutul de Istorie
,»Nicolae Torga” Bucuresti.

- Studii de Preistorie. Bucuresti.

- Stratum Plus: Archaeology and Cultural Anthropology.
Superior Council on Science and Technical Development of
Moldavian Academy of Sciences. Saint Petersburg, Kishinev,
Odessa, Bucharest.

- Societa Preistoria Protostoria Friuli-V.G. Trieste.

- Studien zur Siebenbirgischen Kunstgeschichte, Koéln.
Wien.

- Starinar, Treda Serija. Arheoloski Institut. Beograd.

- Stana. Sibiu.

- Studii §i comuniciri. Arheologie-istorie.  Muzeul
Brukenthal. Sibiu.

- Studii si comunicari. Muzeul Judetean Satu Mare.

- Studii. Revistad de istorie (din 1974 Revista de istotie si din
1990 Revista istoricd). Academia Romana. Bucuresti.

- Studia Universitatis Babes-Bolyai. Geologia. Universitatea
»Babes-Bolyai” Cluj-Napoca.

- Studia Universitatis Babes-Bolyai. Geologia-Geographia.
Universitatea ,,Babes-Bolyai” Cluj-Napoca.

- Studia Universitatis Babes-Bolyai. Geologia-Mineralogia.
Universitatea ,,Babes-Bolyai” Cluj-Napoca.

- Studia Universitatis Babes-Bolyai. Series Historia.
Universitatea ,,Babes-Bolyai” Cluj-Napoca.

- Anuarul Muzeului Judetean Suceava.

- Studia Universitatis  Cibiniensis, Serie = Historica.
Universitatea ,,Lucian Blaga” Sibiu.

- Studia Universitatis Petru Maior. Philologia. Targu-Mutes.
- Siebenbiirgische Vierteljahrschrift. Hermannstadt (Sibiu).
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Lista abrevierilor
SympThrac

TEA
Terra Sebus

TESG

Thraco-Dacica
Transilvania

Transsylvania Nostra
Trudy nauchnogo
TT

Tyragetia

Tara Barsei
Ungarische Revue

UPA

Vestnik arkheologii

Vestnik Novosibirskogo

VLC

VPUI

VR

WAS]J
WorldArch
Xenopoliana

Yearb. Phys. Anthropol.

Yezhegodnik gubernskogo

ZfSL

Ziridava
ZooKeys

- Symposia Thracologica. Institutul Roman de Tracologie.
Bucuresti.

- TEA. The European Archaeologist.

- Terra Sebus. Acta Musei Sabesiensis. Muzeul Municipal
,,Joan Raica” Sebes.

- Tijdschrift voor Economische en Sociale Geografie. Royal
Dutch Geographical Society. Oxford (UK), Malden (USA).

- Thraco-Dacica. Institutul Roman de Tracologie. Bucuresti.
- Transilvania. Foaia Asociatiunii Transilvane pentru
Literatura Romani si Cultura Poporului Roman. Brasov.

- Transsylvania Nostra. Fundatia Transsylvania Nostra. Cluj-
Napoca.

- Trudy nauchnogo Karel’skogo tsentra Rossiyskoy akademii
nauk. Karel’skiy tsentr Rossiyskoy akademii Nauk. Moskva.

- Torténeti Tar. Akadémia torténelmi bizottsaganak.
Budapest.

- Tyragetia. Muzeul National de Arheologie si Istorie a
Moldovei. Chisinau.

- Tara Barsei. Muzeul ,,Casa Muresenilor” Brasov.

- Ungarische Revue, Herausg. von P. Hunfalvy. Budapest.

- Universititsforschungen zur Prihistorischen Archiologie.
Berlin.

- Vestnik arkheologii, antropologii i etnografii. Institute
problem osvoyeniya Severa Sibirskogo otdeleniya Rossiyskoj
akademii nauk. Tyumen.

- Vestnik Novosibirskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta.
Serija: Istorija, filologija. Novosibirskij gosudarstvennyj
universitet. Novosibirsk.

- Victorian Literature and Culture. Cambridge University
Press. Cambridge (UK).

- Vestnik permskogo universiteta.
Gosudarstvennyi Universitet. Perm’.

- Victorian Review. Victorian Studies Association of
Western Canada. Toronto.

- World Applied Sciences Journal. International Digital
Organization for Scientific Information. Deira, Dubai
(United Arab Emirates).

- Wotld Archaeology. London.

- Xenopoliana. Buletin al Fundatiei Academice ,A. D.
Xenopol” Iasi.

- Yearbook of Physical Anthropology. New York.

- Yezhegodnik gubernskogo muzeya Tobol’ska. Tobol’sk
Khistori Muzeum. Tobol’sk.

- Zeitschrift  fur  Siebenbirgische
Gundelsheim.

- Ziridava. Muzeul Judetean Arad.

- ZooKeys. Sofia.

Istoriya. Permskiy

Landeskunde.
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