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ART. IX.—The Roman Frontier. System. By H. F. PELHAM, 
M.A., F.S.A., Camden Professor of Ancient History 
in the University of Oxford. 

Read at Lanercost, August 8th, 1895. 

THE stone wall and earthworks which mark the. northern 
 frontier of the Roman province of Britain, form part 

of the great imperial frontier system by which the bar-
barians were separated and divided off from Rome and 
Roman territory. The imperial frontier lines with their 
chain of military posts can be traced along the course of 
the great rivers,—Rhine, Danube, and Euphrates, along 
the edge of the African and Syrian deserts, and, in a form 
most nearly approaching that of the British frontier, 
along the course of the German Pfahlgraben. 

It is with the history and the leading features of this 
frontier system that I propose to deal ; and first of all 
with its history. The system was in the main the work 
of one period. The Roman Republic can scarcely be said 
to have had any frontiers. It had certainly no system of 
frontier delimitation or defence. The Romans of the first 
century B.C., the sons and grandsons of the men who had 
conquered the civilised world, disdained to set any bounds 
to Roman dominion. The first suggestion that the Rhine 
should be the boundary of the empire of the Roman 
people came not from a Roman general or statesman, but 
from a German chief, Ariovistus, king of the Suevi. * So 
too it was a Parthian king, Phraates, who first proposed 
that the Euphrates should be the dividing line between 
the Republic of Rome and the kingdoms of the East.t 

* Cmsar, Bell. Gall., iv., i6. 
f Plutarch. Pompey, 33. 	

But 
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But the reply of Rome was in each case a refusal to 
accept any limit to her career of conquest. Nor if the 
Republican government had wished to trace and guard 
the frontier lines of the empire would it have been easy 
for it to do so. The empire as yet was not so much a 
single state as a federation of states under the leadership 
of Rome, and as a rule its only frontiers were those of the 
allied states,—frontiers neither drawn by Rome nor de-
fended by her. Even where the limits of a Roman 
province, that is of Roman territory, touched the confines 
of barbarism, these limits were very often left vague and 
ill-defined. There was a Roman " sphere of influence " 
to use a modern phrase, but this sphere Rome was in no 
hurry to limit, by too precise a definition.* We are told 
indeed that Scipio marked the bounds of the old province 
of Africa by a ditch,t traces of which existed in the time 
of Vespasian, } but this ditch, merely separated the 
Roman province from the allied state of Numidia, and 
was itself probably of Carthaginian origin. § It must 
lastly be remembered that the Republican government 
had neither a permanent army, nor permanent camps, 
and that with its numerous and changing proconsuls, 
each independent of his colleagues and to a great extent 
of the authorities at home, no uniform or continuous 
frontier policy was possible. 

The foundations of a frontier system were laid by 
Augustus. It was he who organised the Roman army as 
a standing force, who stationed the greater part of it in 
the frontier districts, and who first established permanent 
camps ; and though in the earlier years of his reign the 

Such was the case with the northern frontier of the province of Macedonia, 
Cicero in Pison. 16, and with the western frontier of Hither Spain. 

t Pliny, N. Hist 5. 25. 
+ A recently discovered inscription (L'Année Epigra:phique (iS95) No. 65), of 

Vespasian's reign refers to this ditch. 
§ Müller. Fragm. Hist. Graec, 3, 622. 

old 
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old ideas of universal empire found expression in litera-
ture,* and were possibly shared by himself, he left as a 
legacy to his successors the advice " to keep the bounds 
of the empire within fixed limits." t 

But it was only the foundations that were laid by 
Augustus. At the close of his reign, in many parts of the 
empire, the districts organised as Roman provinces, and 
garrisoned by Roman troops, were separated from the 
" nations outside," " the peoples," to quote Seneca, 
" among whom our peace ceases," by a broad belt of native 
allied states,/ and even where, as on the lower Rhine, a 
real Roman frontier line had been drawn ; its intention 
was rather to set bounds to the Roman advance than to 
arrest invading barbarism.§ 

Augustus' immediate successors did little or nothing 
for the actual construction of the frontier system, but 
they undoubtedly paved the way for such an achievement 
by the gradual annexation of the frontier native states of 
Cappadocia, Pontus, Thrace, and Mauretania. Roman 
territory was thus carried up to the political limits of 
Roman authority. 

The real authors of the frontier system were the Flavian 
and Antonine Emperors, and the period extending from 
the accession of Vespasian to the death of Marcus Aurelius, 
or roughly from 70 A.D. to 18o A.D., witnessed its com-
plete organisation. The interest of these emperors in the 
matter was no doubt quickened by the growing anxiety, 
an anxiety unknown to the Augustan age, but perceptible 
in Tacitus, as to the increasing pressure from without 

* Horace, Od. 3, 3, 45. 
.1- Tac. Ann. i.ii. 
+ e.g., in the east, where the native states of Pontus, Cappadocia, and 

Commagene lay between the most eastern Roman provinces and the Euphrates. 
§ Tacitus. Hist. 4.  2!, 23 e}cplains the weakness of the camp at Vetera,by pointing 

out that Augustus never contemplated the possibility of its being attacked by the 
Germans. 

upon 
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upon the empire.* At the same time it was only natural 
that emperors, the keynote of whose policy was the 
consolidation of the empire, and who gave it a single 
administrative system, a uniform franchise, and a uniform 
municipal law, should have given it also well-defined 
frontiers, and a comprehensive system of defence. It 
would be out of place here to describe in detail the 
accomplishment of the task, or to assign to each emperor 
his proper share of the work, but it is well for students of 
the British frontier to remember that the emperor with 
whose name the organisation of the imperial frontier 
system is most closely connected is Hadrian. 

The real motive for his restless travelling, was not the 
curiosity of a connoisseur, but the resolution of a great 
ruler to set in order the defences of the empire. Each 
frontier was visited in turn, the military posts inspected, 
and the troops reviewed. Of one such visit, a memorial 
remains in the extant fragments of his speech to the army 
in Africa, which were found on the site of the central 
camp constructed by his orders for the famous Third 
Legion at. Lambaesis. t We can read the words of 
commendation which he bestows on the legion for the 
skill shown in the construction of the camp, and for the 
high state of efficiency which had been maintained in 
spite of the fact that it had been rarely possible to drill 
the men together owing to the number always absent on 
detachment duty in the frontier posts. The auxiliary 
cohorts and squadrons are similarly praised for the 
manner in which they had performed their exercises, and 
exhorted to constant practice in the use of their arms. 
From quite another quarter of the empire comes a valu-
able supplement to these words of Hadrian himself. 

* The difference of tone as between Horace and Tacitus is very marked and 
has often been noticed. 

t Corp. Inscr. Lat. VIII. 2532. 
Fortunately 
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Fortunately we still possess the report made to Hadrian by 
his legate Arrian, lieutenant governor of the north eastern 
frontier province of Cappadocia, on the stations and 
garrisons along the south-eastern coast of the Black Sea.* 
Arrian describes how he inspected the camps ; he reports 
the replacement of earthern banks and wooden towers by 
solid masonry, and everywhere he put the garrisons 
through a variety of movements and exercises. If to 
these two direct testimonies we add the many other 
proofs which exist of Hadrian's activity on the frontiers, 
we shall be justified in regarding him as the man to 
whom the imperial frontier system mainly owed its 
marvellous completeness and uniformity. 

We may then take this frontier system as the work of a 
single century, inspired by one policy and executed on a 
single plan ; let us examine it more in detail. 

The terms used to denote the frontiers were " limes " 
or its plural " limites," and it is worthy of notice that the 
use of these terms to designate the imperial frontiers, 
begins as we should expect, towards the close of the first 
century A.D. with Frontinus and with Tacitus. To the 
latter we owe in particular the phrase " limes imperii."-I 

This use of the term " limes " in the sense of a frontier 
or march flowed naturally from the original meaning of 
the word. " Limites " were properly the raised balks 
dividing the separate allotments in an area measured out 
and assigned according to strict Roman rules. Along the 
top of these balks ran paths or narrow roads. The 
" limes " was thus at once a boundary and a road, and in 
the literature of the Ciceronian and Augustan ages, it is 
popularly used in both senses. I But its meaning as a 

* Arrian, Periplus Pont. Euxini. 
t Frontinus. Strateg. r, 3, io, limitibus per cxx, M.P. actis. comp. 2, II, 7. 

Tac. Germ. 29. limite acto, promotis præsidiis. Ib. Agric. 4r de limite imperii et 
ripa. 

$ Virg. Aen, 9, 323, lato te limite ducam. Horace Od. 2, i$, 25, ultra limites 
clientium salis avarus. 

boundary 
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boundary gradually predominated, and it was in this 
sense that the term was applied to the imperial frontiers. 
Professor Mommsen has, however, ingeniously endea-
voured to show * that these imperial " limites " remained 
true in their form to the original idea, and that each 
consisted of a strip of land with clearly marked bounds 
on both sides and with a road running along it. It is 
enough to say here that his application of this theory to 
the extant frontier lines in Britain and Germany does not 
appear to be successful. I cannot believe that our own 
stone wall and vallum represent the outer and inner 
edges of the British limes, and as to the road, the only 
certain Roman road running parallel with the frontier 
line is south of the vallum. j' In the case of the 
Grahame's Dyke, and the Pfahlgraben, he has to confess 
that while an outer boundary can be found, no inner 
line of demarcation has yet been discovered. At the 
same time there is no doubt that " limes " like " march " 
was frequently used to include not only the frontier line 
with its defences, but the territory stretching along both 
sides of it. 

The first step in the construction of a frontier must 
have been delimitation ; where the line should be drawn 
and what course it should follow, were matters which a 
variety of considerations might decide. In some cases a 
river supplied an obvious and natural boundary ; where 
no river existed, and an artificial line had to be traced, 
the surveyors were probably guided by existing territorial 
divisions or by the limits of Roman settlements, as was 
possibly the case in upper Germany, or as in Africa, by 
the limits of cultivable or habitable land, or finally by 
simple convenience, 

We must assume further that the course of the frontier 

*West Deutsche Zeitschrift. 
t The "Stanegate." 

line 
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line was marked in some visible way. Mommsen rightly 
urges that an underground concealed ditch, such as that 
recently found in Germany, must have been supplemented 
by some indications of its course above ground. The 
difficulty would plainly arise only where, to quote Spar-
tianus,* the barbarians were separated not by rivers but 
only by limites. How it was solved is uncertain, possibly 
in some cases by boundary stones at short intervals, but 
very possibly also by a continuous bank and fosse t and 
such may have been the nature of the limites which 
Hadrian rendered more difficult of passage by palisades4 
It is dangerous to dogmatise about the British vallum, 
but Mr. Haverfield's suggestion that it represents such a 
line of delimitation, as distinct from the military line of 
defence is at least plausible. 

Delimitation must have been accompanied, or very 
shortly followed by defence, sufficient at any rate to 
ensure that the frontier was respected, to check raids or 
smuggling, and to regulate the ordinary traffic. Obviously 
the line of defence would not always coincide exactly with 
the line of delimitation. It might be in advance of it, or 
just to the rear of it, or might cross and recross it. Its 
strength too would vary with circumstances. 

But in all cases known to us, the line of defence along 
a Roman frontier was formed by a chain of military posts. 
The distances between the posts varies greatly, as does 
their relation to the frontier line, but the chain of posts 
is universal. The posts themselves are very uniform in 
type. Except along the lower Rhine, the Danube, and 
the upper Euphrates, the camps of the legions do not 

* Vit. Hadriani, 12. 
t Hyginus (ed. Lachmann), p. 192, multi perpetuos limites egerunt, sicut in 

veterum coloniarum finibus invenimus, frequentius in provinciis. It appears 
from the African inscription referred to above that in Vespasian's delimitation of 
the province of Africa, boundary stones were only used C0  qua fossa afuit " where 
there was no ditch. 

+ Vit. Hadr. 12. 

form 
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form part of the chain, but are planted at some consider-
able distance to the rear. This is so in Britain, in Africa, 
and in Upper Germany. York, Chester, Lambessa, Mainz, 
and Strassbourg serve as supports to the frontier posts 
and are connected with them by roads. The posts which 
actually constituted the links in the chain of defence 
were generally known as " presidia." But they could 
also be classified according to their size as " castella," 
" burgi," and " turres." These three grades of posts we 
in England have rechristened " stations," " milecastles," 
and " turrets," a difference of terminology which rather 
obscures the uniformity of the system. Everywhere the 
" burgi " and " turres " seem to have served as stations 
for signalling and observation, and are placed at intervals 
between the larger camps,—the " castella. 

In two' well-known cases at least, the line of defence 
formed by the fortified/posts was further strengthened by 
a connecting wall or earthern rampart. But such a 
continuous barrier as our British wall, or the German 
Pfahlgraben, was not an invariable element in the frontier 
system. It was clearly superfluous where a great river 
afforded security, as on the lower Rhine, the Danube, or 
thelEuphrates, nor is there any evidence of its existence 
along the African frontier. 

In several cases the chain of posts is not single, but 
double or even treble. It is so in Upper Germany, t 
along some sections of the African frontier4 and it must 
have been so in Britain, during the brief period between 
the erection and the abandonment of the " Vallum Pii." 

* " Praetentura " and " clausura " are only found in late writers. Ammianus 
(14, 3), speaks of Mesopotamia as guarded " praetenturis et stationibus agrariis." 
Justinian (Cod. I, 27), says of the African " limes " that its line was marked 
"clausuris et burgis." In the Housesteads inscription Corp. 7, 643, "praeten-
tura " probably bears its earlier meaning of a part of a camp. 

The original line was masked by the Rhine, the second was that now known 
as the " Neckar Mümling Linie," the third that of the Pfahlgraben. 

Cagnat. L'Armée Romaine d'Afrique, gives a clear account of the three 
successive lines:drawn along the south frontier. 

Ili 
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In the three cases mentioned, in Upper Germany, Africa, 
and Britain, it seems almost certain that the doubling or 
trebling of the lines of defence was primarily due to the 
pushing forward of the frontier,* and to the fact that the 
earlier line or lines were still garrisoned, even after the 
construction of the new one. 	We are indebted to 
Frontinust for a partial explanation, at any rate, of this 
policy. Among the devices of strategy, which he com-
mends, is that by which a troublesome tribe was isolated 
and cut off, not only from the peaceful borders of a Roman 
province, but from the tribes in their rear, among whom 
they might have found shelter and assistance. In this 
way he says Domitian completely enclosed the marauding 
tribes of the Taunus, and cut them off from their power-
ful allies the Chatti. It was no doubt with the same 
object that in Africa, the mass of Mount Aures was 
girdled round with Roman garrisons, and the language of 
Pausanias, as to the vallum of Pius suggests that the 
intention here also was to isolate the turbulent tribes 
lying between this barrier and the wall from their northern 
kinsmen or allies. 

An important feature in the frontier system was the 
treatment of the land lying immediately beyond the line 
of defence. Such land was cleared of its native population 
and treated as part of the frontier, or march. Tacitus§ 
mentiones such a belt of land along the further banks of 
the lower Rhine, and adds that it was reserved for the 
soldiery. Marcus Aurelius, after the Marcomannic war, 
cleared a strip, varying from four to eight miles in breadth, 
beyond the Danube. No barbarians might settle there, 
except at the places and on the days set apart for 

* Zangemeister. Neue Heidelberg. Jabrbuch, 1895, while assigning the camps 
on the Neckar line and on the Pfahlgraben to the same date (Hadrian—Ant. Pius), 
holds that the Neckar line represents an earlier frontier. 

t Strategem, 1, 3,. io, and 2, II, 7. 
 Pausan, 8 + 	> 8, 43, a7rFTÉµETO... TWV BptyízvTWV TY)v roaMv. 

§ Tac. Annals, 13, 54. 
occasional 
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occasional markets on the riverside. * The outlying 
posts not unfrequently found beyond the frontier may in 
some cases have been intended to keep order in this 
cleared border-land. 	But these posts also served the 
purpose of guarding and keeping open the " lines of 
attack," the roads that is along which an expeditionary 
force would advance when sent to chastise a marauding 
tribe, or quell a disturbance. Both these purposes may 
have been served by such posts as those at Birrens, 
Bewcastle, and High Rochester. 

But the Roman frontier or march in its widest sense, 
included, besides the cleared land in front, a certain area 
of territory in the rear. The two together constituted 
what in the fourth and fifth centuries was known as the 
" terra limitanea " or " agri limitanei."t Of these border-
lands the emperor was lord. Here were the imperial 
"saltus " administered by his " procuratores," and culti-
vated by his coloni.4 Portions of it were from time to 
time granted to veterans, others were assigned to the 
frontier soldiery, or in some cases to native tribesmen 
or to settlers from within the empire. It is probable 
however that in the second and third centuries, as in the 
fourth and fifth, the obligation to assist in the defence of 
the frontier was a condition of the tenure of such land.§ 

* Dio. 71, 14, 16. Very similar regulations exist on our own Indian frontier. 
t Cod Theod 7, 15, Cod. Just,i i, 59. 
t The frequency with which imperial "saltus" occur in the frontier districts 

of Africa is noted by Cagnat. L'Armée Romaine d'Afrique. They are found also 
in the territory between the Rhine and the Pfahlgraben. One existed near 
Sumelocenna (Rotenburg), and extended up to and beyond the limes. A Greek 
inscription mentions an imperial procurator Xwpaç lvuEXolavvrótaç 
►cat vrrapXtµtravnc (West D. Zeitschrift 1886. The date is Domitian—Trojan). 
The case quoted Digest 21, 2, i 1, of a purchase of land beyond the Rhine, which 
was not completed because the emperor granted away the land to veterans, 
implies the ownership of Cæsar. The vendor can only have been a tenant. 

§ For the later practice see Cod. Theod, 7, 15, Cod. Just, i i, 59, agros 
limitaneos quos ex prisca dispositione limitanei milites curare atque arare 
consueverant. Severus Alexander granted lands on the frontier under condition 
of military service, Vit. Alex, 53. The African inscriptions supply instances of 
frontier posts garrisoned by veterans, or natives (gentiles), who had the use of a 
certain area of ground near the burgus or turns. 

In 
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In extent these frontier districts may well have varied 
greatly. 	Where, as on the Lower Rhine, civilisation 
developed, and self-governing municipalities sprang up, 
the " march land " must have shrunk in proportion. It 
is possible, on the other hand, that nearly all the district 
between the Upper Rhine and the Pfahlgraben was treated 
as frontier territory. A recent German writer is inclined , 
to say the same of the southern half of Numidia,* and such 
was not improbably the condition of Roman Britain north 
of the Humber. 

As regards the troops to whom the defence of the 
frontier was entrusted, a very few remarks must suffice. 
The force included in the first place a legion or legions, 
and from quite an early period in the history of the 
frontier system, each legion had its own permanent 
camp.-  But in Hadrian's time the camp was not much 
more than the headquarters and depot of the legion, and 
a great part of the legionaries were constantly away, 
serving in detachments (vexillationes) up and down the 
frontier territory, making roads, constructing new and re-
pairing old buildings, or employed on some special duty.$ 
The regular garrisons of the frontier posts were, however, 
furnished not by the legionaries but by the auxiliary 
cohorts and squadron, and by the smaller bodies of 
auxiliaries styled " numeri." 

A marked feature in the frontier force is its immobility, 
a feature which is clearly discernible long before the 
legislation of Diocletian and Constantine stereotyped the 
military, as it stereotpyed all other arrangements of the 
empire. It is most conspicuous in the case of the legions : 
of the Twelfth Legion at Chester, of the Sixth at York, 

* Schulten, Hermes 29, pp. 481, 399. 
t From the reign of Domitian onwards. 
+ Hadrian in his address to the Third Legion, speaks of the " numerous and 

widely distant posts" held by detachments of the legion, " tot et tam distentae 
stationes," Corp. Inscr. Lab. 8, 2532. 

of 
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of the Fifteenth at Satala on the Euphrates, and above. 
all of the Third Augustan Legion in Africa. The auxil-
iary corps were more easily moveable, and were in fact 
more frequently moved, not only from one frontier post to 
another, but from province to province. Yet, to take the 
case of Britain, we find that of the twenty-three corps 
recorded in the Notitia as stationed " per lineam valli," 
sixteen are known to have been in Britain before 124_ A.D. 

On some frontiers, notably on the African frontier, the 
permanent character of the stations even of the auxiliary 
troops, encouraged the growth near them of civil settle-
ments, many of which attained gradually to the dignity of 
municipalities. But in the frontier districts of Britain, 
though traces of civil settlements are discoverable, they 
are comparatively small and unimportant, nor, with the 
single exception of that at York, do any of them seem to 
have obtained a municipal charter. 

How the frontier force in Britain was recruited is a 
question which the meagreness of the evidence makes it 
difficult to answer. We cannot say how far the legions 
in Britain were recruited, as was largely the case on 
other frontiers during the second and third centuries, 
from the districts in which they were stationed, or by 
drafts from the neighbouring provinces of Gaul.* It is 
equally doubtful how long the auxiliary cohorts and 
squadrons continued to be composed of natives of the 
districts or provinces whose names they bore, or whether 
these territorial designations came to mean as little as 
those of English regiments meant till a few years ago. 
So far as the evidence goes, however, it would seem that 
in Britain the drafts of men from Belgic Gaul, Germany, 

* Among the half-dozen or so legionaries whose origins are given on inscriptions, 
four are from Gaul. 

and 
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and the Danube were as a rule distributed among the 
existing corps, and not organised as separate bodies.* 

The frontier system which has been described above 
was considerably modified after the storms of the third 
century by Diocletian and Constantine. It may be of 
interest to point out how far the changes introduced by 
them affected so remote a corner of the empire as Britain. 

In the fourth and fifth centuries the empire had still 
well defined frontiers—the " limites " as they were now 
officially styled, though in Upper Germany the " limes 
Transrhenanus," and in Britain the " Valium Pii " had 
been abandoned. These " limites " were, moreover, still 
guarded by chains of fortified posts, most of which dated 
back to the second century. But the force which held 
these posts differed in several important respects from 
the frontier force of earlier times. The military system 
of the fourth century was based on a clear distinction 
between the field army, the " milites palatini," or "comi-
tatenses," who in theory guarded the emperor's palace, 
or followed him to war, and the frontier army, the 
" milites limitanei." The latter were inferior in rank, 
in the priviliges which they enjoyed, and even in 
physique ; they were as indissolubly bound to their 
frontier stations and to the frontier lands, as the 
" colonus " to the soil, many of them indeed being little 
better than armed peasants. They had, lastly, their 
separate military organisation under the " dukes " and 
" counts " of the frontiers. t 

If we turn to the account of the military arrangements 
in Britain given in the Notitia Dignitatum, it seems clear 
that this new system was not so throughly carried out 

*According to Dio. 71, 14 Marcus Aurelius sent 350o Iazyges to serve in Britain. 
These conscripts must have been distributed among the existing corps in the 
island. We may suspect that some corps retained their original territorial 
character longer than others. 

t Mommsen. Hermes, 24, pp. 195, 399,  gives a clear summary of the post-
Diocletian military system. 

there 
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there, as it was elsewhere. We get, indeed, the funda-
mental distinction between the field army, and the frontier 
army. But the field army in Britain was comparatively a 
small one. It consisted of one legion, one corps of 
auxiliary infantry, and six of cavalry, and was throughout 
formed on the new lines—both the legion, a fragment of 
the old Second Legion, and the auxiliary corps, being of 
the new pattern. „ 

Very different was the case with the frontier army. It 
contained in all forty-six corps as against the eight of the 
field army, nine being in the south under the command of 
the " Count of the Saxon shore," and the rest in the north 
under the " Duke of Britain." The southern portion of 
the force had, judging from the names borne by most of 
the troops composing it, been organised in post-Diocletian 
times. t The northern portion, on the other hand, was 
clearly of far older standing. The corps of which it was 
composed, the names they bear, even the posts at which 
many of them were stationed, seem to have been the same 
in the fifth century that they were in the second./ The 
command-in-chief has passed, indeed, to new hands. The 
" dux Britanniarum " has replaced the " legatus," but the 
sixth legion is still at York, having escaped the fate 
which befell the second. Of the thirty-six auxiliary corps, 
twenty-one are styled in the old fashion, " alae " and 
" cohortes," the majority of them having been in Britain 
since the second century, and eleven are " numeri," of 
the kind common in the third century.§ The natural 

Not. Dignit. Occ. vii and xxix. the field army was immediately under the 
command of the " Comes Britanniae." It had no fixed stations. 

t Not. Dig. Occ. 28. the only corps of old standing are the Second Augustan 
Legion, part of which had been transferred to the field army and which was now 
stationed at Richborough, and " cohors i Baetasiorum " which was in Britain 
early in the second century. 

+ Not. Dign. Occ. 40. 
§ " Numerus," in the second and third centuries, denoted a detachment of 

non-Roman auxiliary troops. In the fourth and fifth centuries it was used 
indifferently of any corps, Roman or non-Roman. Mommsen, Hermes, tg. 

inference 
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inference is that in North Britain the military organisa-
tions of the second century still survived, though with 
modifications, in the fifth.* 

The area over which this frontier force was distributed 
extended from the line of the Wall southward to Don-
caster on the east, and at least as far as Lancaster on the 
west. The larger corps, the cohorts and squadrons were 
stationed partly along the line of the Wall, partly along 
the scarcely less important frontier of the western coast. 
The smaller detachments of " pioneers " (exploratores), 
" guides " (directores), &c., were as a rule in the interior 
and along the line of the roads. No stations are men-
tioned north of the Wall.t 

We must suppose that the greater part, if not all, of 
this area, was treated as " frontier land " " terra limi-
tanea " according to the strict regulations of the fourth 
century, or in other words that it was Csar's land, 
reserved for the use of the frontier force, whether regulars 
or native tribesmen, such as the " gentiles " on the 
African frontier./ 

It may be remarked in conclusion that the new system 
probably impaired rather than increased the efficiency of 
the frontier troops. 	Our own experience in India has 
shown the danger of leaving even picked troops for too 
long a period at remote frontier stations. It is probable 
that the " milites limitanei " of the fourth and fifth 
centuries, confessedly the inferior branch of the army, 
many of them scarcely regular soldiers at all, and all 
fixed immovably upon the frontier soil, gradually de-
generated, and proved more and more unequal to their 
appointed task, the " care and defence of the limes." 

* This seems a more probable explanation of the difference between the British 
sections (esp. chap. 40) of the Notitia and the rest, than the supposition that 
these sections are older in date. 

t Blatum Bulgium, and Bremenium appear in the Itinerary but not in the 
Notitia. 

T. The smaller detachments of " guides " and " pioneers" may well have been 
native levies. 
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