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Fig. 18. Siliquae of AR02 type from Rome. A, for Constantine, showing a pearl-bordered
diadem, not in RIC. Helios 7, lot 144, 3.68g. B, for Constantine caesar, RIC 378. Hirsch
183, lot 1681. C, for Constantius caesar, not in RIC, CNG electronic auction 172, lot 299.
A-C: PRD 17mm.
Ci. 18. Cunnksa tuna AP02 u3 Puma., 3a Koncrantuna, nokasyje OucepHy nujanemy, Huje
koBaHuua napcke kopuune. PE®. b, 3a Koncrantuna lle3apa, koBaHua 1apcke KOBHHUIIE
378. PE® 11, 3a Koncrannumja Lle3apa, Huje koBaHuIa napcke koBHuue, PED

Constantine’s departure from Rome in August or September 326119, This date
is the earliest occurrence of Constantine wearing a pearl-bordered diadem. All
examples of this issue known for the caesars show a plain diadem. (Fig. 18)

APPENDIX 2: Did Constantine visit Antioch?

Various vicennial types described in this paper appear to have been intro-
duced in Antioch!20. The question if Constantine ever visited Antioch has been
unresolved, and a short review of the circumstances supporting the proposal
that Constantine visited Antioch in late 324 - early 325 are presented here.

There is written evidence that Constantine intended to visit the east in late
324 - early 325121, Two papyri show that preparations for his visit were being

119 Whether due to the extraordinary events in Rome or not, the mint of Rome closed
after the departure of Constantine. As recognized already by Bruun (1966, p. 294), the mint
remained closed for about two and a half years, opening again in late 328 or early 329. It is pro-
posed here that the re-opening of the mint co-incided with the visit by Constantine for the burial
of Helena, and that the dynastic bronzes of the SMRP issue were struck on the occasion.

120 The dynastic bronzes; and both types of ARO1, that is Victory holding trophy type,
for Constantine, and three palm branches for the caesars.

121 Opitz 1935, Urkunde 17.15. This is the letter included by Eusebius in his Vita
Constantini 2.64-72.
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made in Alexandrial22. One of these papyri is dated 13 January, 325123, It men-
tions the receipt of provisions “for the coming visit” to Egypt. Another papyrus,
dated 26 May 325, deals with “animals which are being sent to Babylon!24 for
the Imperial visit”125, The first date agrees well with the possible dates for such
a visit. It is inconceivable that Constantine came as far as Egypt in 325, but a
visit to Antioch is indicated by both epigraphic and numismatic evidence, and is
permitted by the known time constraints!26.

In his letter to the contrahents presbyter Arius and the bishop Alexander
of Alexandria, variously dated to late 324 or early 325, Constantine says:

Not long ago I visited Nicomedia, and had intended to proceed immedi-
ately from that city to the East. It was while I was hurrying towards you, and
had already finished the greater part of the journey, that the news of this matter
reversed my plan!27.

The matter that Constantine mentions was the outbreak of new contro-
versy between Arius and Alexander. At the time, Arius had been allowed to
return to Alexandria in Egypt where Alexander was bishop, but after a quiet
period their conflict had broken out anew. Constantine states that he “finished
the greater part of the journey” to see them, i.e., it is clear that he traveled far to-
wards Alexandria. Constantine’s statement does not contradict a stay in Antioch
in late 324 - early 325, but is rather consistent with such a visit. The Council
of Antioch seems to have taken place in early 325, and the Arian schism was
a major theme of the meeting. If Constantine’s visit and the council coincided,
he would have received fresh news about the controversy from the bishops at
the meeting. Among these were his entrusted advisor Ossius of Cordoba, whom
Constantine had dispatched earlier to the east to mediate in the conflict, and who
was now stopping in Antioch on his way back from the failed mission. Another
prominent participant was Eusebius of Caesarea, later Constantine’s foremost
propagandist, who was excommunicated at the council for supporting Arius.
Constantine’s statement agrees well with how the Arian confict was flaring up
and causing new controversy.

The gold and silver struck at Antioch tell a convoluted and ambiguous
story 128, It is attempted here to sort out only a few of the ambiguities.

122 P, Oxy. X 1261 (Grenfell & Hunt 1914, pp. 184-185), and P. Oxy. XIV 1626
(Grenfell & Hunt 1920).

123 P. Oxy. X 1261, dated 18 Tubi in “The year after the third consulship of our mas-
ters Crispus and Constantinus”, which translates to 13 January, 325.

124 Babylon in the Nile delta, not Babylon in Mesopotamia.

125 P. Oxy. XIV 1626, dated 1 Pauni “In the consulship of Paulinus and Julianus”
which translates to 26 May 325.

126 Smith 1971, p. 179: “Under favourable conditions, Alexandria was three weeks
from Nicomedia.” Antioch was half way.

127 English translation from Wisconsin Lutheran College, http://www.fourthcentury.com/
urkunde-17/. It would not be far fetched to speculate that the letter was written from Antioch. That
would explain how Eusebius had access to it and could include it in his Vita Constantini.

128 The gold types from Antioch described by Bruun as “anachronistic” were also

struck at Nicomedia and Cyzikus, and a comprehensive treatment of these types will be pre-
sented elsewhere.
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Antioch solidi of ADVENTUS type, and “filial issues”

A fair number of solidi struck for Constantine in Antioch are of Adventus
typel29. Adventus types commemorated the emperor’s visit to a minting city
or a nearby place!30. Bruun regarded the Antioch issue as commemorating
Constantine’s actual arrival in the city and dated the type to late 324 - early 325,
with the later date preferred!31. Examples known to Bruun all had a star after
the mint mark SMAN. Later, some examples have surfaced that lack the star but
are identical in all other aspects, including the mis-spelling “AOVENTVS”132,
A third variety has a dot instead of star after SMAN, but shows the same spell-
ing error!33. The fine details of all of these solidi are exceedingly similar, and
they must all have been struck for the same event. The star, the dot, and the
absence of a distinguishing mark are perhaps best interpreted as a “batch num-
bers” indicating one of several batches of gold bullion, used for the successive
parts of the issue. The considerable output of the Adventus issues is indicated
by the fact that at least six different obverse dies are known.

Apart from the large output dated by Bruun to 324-325, there is a single
gold type dated by him to 326. This is Antioch RIC 70, a gold multiple of 1 %
solidi. Bruun dated this type to 326 based on the consular busts of Constantine
caesar and Constantius caesar. It constituted one of his “filial issues”, that is, is-
sues that seemed to him to have been struck in the emperor’s absence!34. Such
issues, if correctly interpreted, would constitute exceptions to the general rule.
If such exceptions were numerous, they would confuse or even prohibit the cor-
relation between the emperor’s travels and the striking of precious metals. For
the period discussed in this paper, Bruun proposed four occurrences of “filial
issues”135, It may be pointed out that all four of these issues have been studied
by the author and all are rejected as filial issues. This will be dealt with in depth
elsewhere.

Comparison of RIC 37136 and RIC 70137 reveals that the two types must
have been engraved by the same celator. Further, numerous fine and complex
details are nearly identical which can reasonably only be the case if the obverses
and reverses of the two types were engraved within a very short time span,
i.e. for a single issue. A time gap of 1 /2 years between RIC 37 and RIC 70 is

129 RIC 7 Antioch 48.

130 For bronze, the type may have been issued without an imperial visit, as indicated
by some types from London.

131 Bruun 1966, p. 665, note 3.

132 CNG 63, lot 1539; Sothebys (London) 1996-03-07, lot 214.
133 Hirsch 281, lot 1068.

134 Bruun 1961, pp. 102-104.

135 Bruun 1961, p. 103.

136 One example is known, see Toynbee 1944, pl. 31, fig. 7.

137 Six examples are known to the author.
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incompatible with evidence for other Constantinian gold, silver and bronze.
Engraving style in a mint was never static, and when individial celators can be
identified, their work can be seen to evolve noticeably through time!38.

The conclusion here is that Antioch RIC 70 was contemporary with
Antioch RIC 37, 39-41, and that all of these types were struck for the same
occasion, very soon after Constantine taking control of the east. The occasion
would have been Constantine’s visit in late 324 or early 325. Bruun’s “filial is-
sue” 1 is therefore rejected here as such.

To evaluate the hypothesis of an Antioch visit by Constantine in 324/325
we therefore need to consider the following circumstances:

1. Several written sources state that Constantine intended to visit the East
soon after the defeat of Licinius.

2. Constantine himself states that he travelled much of the way towards
Egypt.

3. A large amount of donatives in gold and silver, to be distributed during an
imperial visit, were produced in Antioch in 324/325.

4. Numerous Adventus types in gold celebrate the arrival of Constantine in
Antioch.

5. The only Antiochene gold type previously dated to 326, a time when
Constantine is known to have been elsewhere, is redated here to 324/325
and can no longer be regarded as a “filial issue” sensu Bruun.

6. The dynastic bronzes, which are issues of donative character, were intro-
duced in Antioch.

7. The two types of ARO1, an issue of donative character, were introduced in
Antioch.

Parsimony leaves only one option: Constantine visited Antioch. A cred-
ible contrary hypothesis must counter all of the above evidence.

138 The author’s studies, especially in the Constantinian bronze from the mints of
Rome and Constantinopolis.
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Jlapc Pamckonn

JABAJIECETOI'OJUINBUIA KOHCTAHTUHA 1 CMPT KPUCIIA

lomuna 326. 6una je npexpeTHUIA 32 3anaiHy IUBUIn3anyjy. PuMcku nap Koncrantun

npociasuo je 20 romuHa on cTynama Ha npecto. OH je myroBao u3 Hukomenuje 3a Pum, u
JIEJTNO je apoBe y 371aTy U cpedpy JIysK IyTa. 3aBpIiIHE pociaBe oapxkaHe ¢y y Pumy. One cy
ce 3aBpumie karactpopom. Koncranrunos Hajcrapuju cun Kprcna je youjen no Hapehemwy
cBor ona. HoBooTkprBeHH HOBUMh yKa3syje Jia ce TO JOTOANIO0 yOp30 HAKOH J0J1acKa apcKe
nopoaute y Pum. KoncrautuHoBy cynpyry @aycty takolje je cHanuia ucra cynbuna. ITocera
je noseno 10 cykoba nsmel)y Koncrantuna u Biagajyhe kiace y Pumy. Huje 6usno naposa
y 371aTy 3a PHMCKO IJIEMCTBa, a KOBHHIA je Oria 3aTBOpeHa Kaja je KOHCTaHTHH HaIyCTHO
rpazn. KoncranTut je okpenyo seha Pumy, a meros HoBu rpaj Llapurpas nocrao je neHrap
PpHUMCKE UMIepHje.



