
No. IV .—Account of a Roman Inscription found lately in Risingham, and 
now in the Collection of the Society. In Letters from Mr. John B e l l  
and Mr. Thomas Hodgson, to John Adamson, Esq., F. S. A., Sfc., 
Secretary.

F r o m  M r .  B e l l  t o  M r .  A d a m s o n .

Newcastle, January 8, 1845.

D e a r  S i r ,

I n  the last week of November I  received a letter from M r Richard Shanks, 
of Risingham, giving me an account of his further discoveries made in the 
Roman Station, Habitancum, saying “ in October, being anxious of having 
the southern entrance of the station cleared from the fallen stones and 
rubbish, I  commenced taking a level in with the land outside the great 
wall of the station, when I  found it (the wall) standing in some places two 
courses and in others three courses high, and on each side of the entrance 
most beautifully executed, and a large quantity of beautifully carved stones 
lying about seemingly to have fallen from the top of the gateway or tower, 
and amongst others, one with an inscription which if it had been whole I  
make no doubt would inform us when the Risingham Station was either 
built or-some part of it repaired.” On the 10th of December, which was 
as soon after the receipt of Mr. Shank’s letter as I  could, I  went to Rising
ham, and found the outside of the southern entrance of the station in great 
part cleared out, and the half of an inscribed stone which had in all pro
bability been above the gateway, lying broken in two pieces, and took a 
rubbing from it, of which, with two or three corrections made since, I  am 
enabled to place a drawing on the Society’s table, see fig. 3, pi. 2. I also 
took a drawing of the outside of the entrance, fig. 1- pi. 2 .; also of the car
vings of the original walling stones of the station, which I  have given in 
the accompanying drawing, fig. 2, pi. 2. The inscription the Members of
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tile S ociety , through M r. Shanks’ M nd.attentiom hffid the;pleasurerof.placi'ng 
in their C ollection  on the 2 § rd  o f  this m onth.

F rom  the quantity o f  grass-cohered rubbish} w hich i® lying, at the: nor
thern  entrance into the. station, T sh ou IdE s a y  that the: rem ains oft the walls: 
o f  the-gatew ay w ill b e  found 'standing much' higher;, and to. alh likelihood: 
a  corresponding inscribed stone tor that m entioned above;, and' to- that; 
described in  H orsley ’ s B r i t a n n i a  R o m a n a ' , p .2 3 7 ,  pi. 129,. fig. L x x x v i i r ; .  

which had in  all probability  been  above the w estern entrance oft the 
station, and w hich is n ow  at Trin ity  C ollege, Cam bridge, m ight be/found;

J N O . B E L L .
H i g h  S t r e e t , G a te s h e a d ,  J a n u a r y ,  1845 .

F r o m - M r . H o d g s o n  t o  M r . A d a m s o n ,

N e w c a s t l e ,  A p r i l  30 , 1845.

D e a r  S i r ,

S in c e  the Anniversary o f  the Society , I  have paid' much* attention to  the 
large and interesting inscription on  the slab of. stone found in  the latter 
end o f  last year, in  m aking som e excavations near the south gate o f  the 
station at Risingham , and afterw ards'generously presented to  the Society , b y  
M r. R ichard Shanks, the proprietor o f 'th e  station. T he stone is 6  feet 
long, and 3  feet 4  inches broad, and h as sustained a slanting fracture across. 
The upper part o f  the stone is wanting, and with it part o f  the inscription. 
The inscription is contained w ith in  a large circular wreath' m uch ornam ent
ed, and there has been  a rudely carved hum an figure on  each side. F rom  
what remains o f  these figures it  is evident, that they have been  intended 
for M ars and V ictory , as exh ibited  on  the finely cut stone (H orsley ’s N or., 
l x x x v i i i .), to  w hich the stone n ow  under n otice  bears a strong general re
sem blance.
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T h e inscription is an im portant one, but difficult to  decypher, not only 
from  the unusual character o f  its phrases, hut also from  the fracture which 
has taken place, and the weather-worn state o f  m any o f  the letters. A  
careful exam ination has, how ever, been  m ade o f  it, and the cop y  o f  it has 
been  brought to  a state, w hich w ill admit o f  such an explanation  being 
given  as w ill yield  all the useful inform ation contained in  it, and leave 
only one or tw o unim portant points in doubt.

O n the first inspection  o f  this inscription, I  fe lt convinced, from  the re
mains o f  n ic o  m a x i  in  the first line, a n t o n in o  in the second, and the erasure 
in  the third, that it  cou ld  have reference to  no other parties than Severus, 
Caracalla, and G e ta ; and further inspection  has on ly  confirm ed m e in  this 
opinion, for what follow s a n t o n in o  I  consider as on ly  an awkward m ode 
o f  expressing p io , for r o  in such a position can have no m eaning. N o w  
the titles assum ed com m only b y  Severus w ere A r a b i c u s ,  P a r t h i c u s ,  and 
A d i a b e n i c u s  M a x i m u s ,  and som etim es with M a x i m u s  after each. H e  cer
tainly did assume also the title  o f  B r i t a n n i c u s ,  but that was n ot till la te r ; 
until in  fact he had com e to  Britain and conquered in it. A t  the presum 
ed date ofthis inscription he had n ot been  a conqueror in  Britain, and it is, 
therefore, m y firm opinion that these letters are the remains o f  A d i a -  
b e n ic o  M a x i m o .  • I  can find no record  o f  the title  o f  B r i t a n n i c u s ,  before the 
year 2 1 0 . T he lines w hich  are wanting, I  have n o doubt, contained the 
nam es and titles o f  Severus, and the lines referring to  Caracalla and G eta  
are so plain as to  afford no ground for hesitation. A m on gst the titles o f  
Severus were, perhaps, the letters a v g . for A u g u s t o ; but the insertion o f  
these letters after the cos . n . o f  Caracalla, and not after the cos . h i . o f  Severus, 
m akes m e rather doubtfu l on  that point, and inclines m e to  think that the 
letters a v g . after Caracalla’s nam e should be  read A u g u s t i s ,  though there is 
n ot a double G, as was usual in such ca ses ; but, perhaps, the m ark p laced  
w ithin the g  m ight be intended for another g .

The im portant fact w hich  w e learn from  these lines is, that this inscrip
tion  m ust have been  erected, and the restoration, announced b y  it, must 
have been  effected, after the years w hen Severus had been  Consul three 
tim es and Caracalla tw ice. N o w  the year, in w hich Caracalla was a second 
tim e Consul, was a . d . 205 , when he was Consul along with G eta ;



and as Caracalla was Consul for the third tim e, along with G eta  for the 
second tim e, in  2 0 8 , it necessarily follow s, that this inscription m ust have 
been  erected  betw een  205  and 208 . I t  consequently could not have been  
later than 207, and I  trust, that I  shall be  able to  shew that this year 
should be assumed as the date o f  its erection.

T he chronology o f  the transactions in  the reign o f  Severus is not certain, 
and the inform ation very v a g u e ; but they are on ly  the latter years o f  his 
reign that n ow  con cern  us. N o w  w e learn from  X iph illine, as quoted by  
H orsley , p . 56 , that Severus died  in this island, “  three years after he un
d ertook  the B ritish  expedition” . This expression M r. H orsley, p. 57, argues, 
ju stly  in  m y opinion, m ust be  “  understood with som e latitude so as to  take 
in  part o f  the fourth year” . A s  Severus d ied in the end o f  the year 210 , 
or the beginning o f  2 1 1 ,*  w e are thus carried back  to  2 07 , the year o f  the 
consulate o f  A p e r  and M axim us. N ow  it is w orthy o f  rem ark, that this 
is the very year that Cassiodorus, w riting in  the sixth century, states was 
the year in  w hich  “  Severus had his war in  Britain, w hen to  secure the 
provinces from  the incursions o f  the barbarians h e drew  a w all from  sea to  
sea.” f  This latter part m ay n ot be  exactly  correct, but it is rem arkable, 
that this is the year, in  w hich the inscription on the rock  on  the Gelt:]: (re
cord ing w ork  done in that quarry in the consulate o f  A p e r  and M axim us,) 
affords strong p roo f, that the Rom ans w ere then w orking stones for the 
building o f  the wall, or at least “  beginning to  prepare stones for the wall”  
as M r. H orsley  states. || M r. H orsley  enters at m uch length  into the ques
tion, and, after quoting all the authorities, states it as his “  opinion, that 
Severus cam e into B ritain  in the year 2 0 7  at the latest, and that after hav
ing prepared all things for the war in  this year and 208 , he m arched to

* In the Fasti Consulares in Dr. W. Smith’s new D ictionary o f Greek and Rom an Antiquities, the 
death of Severus is said to have taken place on the day before the nones of February, 211, an
swering to the 12th of February of our calendar.

f  Britannia Romana, pp. 62, 63. J Cumber, lxiv.
|i I find I have in making these quotations unwittingly trenched upon the question respecting the 

building of the wall. On that question I do not wish to give an opinion. It is immaterial to my 
present object whether the wall was built or only repaired by Severus; all I want is to shew that 207 
was a busy year, and I think this is clearly proved both by the inscription on the Gelt, and that which I 
am now examining. Before Severus advanced northwards, he would, as a mere matter of prudence, 
take care that his home defences were put into a proper state for use if needed.



the north, beat the Caledonians, and built h is wall.” * From - the quota
tions I  have given, I  think that tw o facts m ay b e  deduced, w hich m ay b e  
considered as alm ost certain : v i z .  that 2 0 7  was th e  year in  w hich 
Severus and his sons arrived in Britain, and that that year was one o f  
great activity and preparation. A m on gst those preparations, I  enter
tain no doubt that the repairs or restorations recorded  in  this inscription  
should b e  included, and o f  this I  trust I  shall b e  able to  produce furth er 
p roof.

A fter the date, the m ost im portant poin t o f  the inscription is that w hich  
m akes kn ow n  the w ork, w hich  was repaired, or rebuilt, from  the ground. 
This w e are d istinctly  told  was, P o r t a m  c u m  M u r i s  V e t u s ta t e  d i l a p s i s ; that is, 
the gate w ith the walls w hich had fallen dow n from  old  age,— thus evidently 
shewing that such things had existed  before. T he gate here m entioned 
was no doubt that near w hich  the stone was fo u n d ; and there can be  as 
little  doubt that the original position o f  the stone Was above the gate, either 
as a headstone, or built into the wall.

T h e  rem ainder o f  the inscription discloses to  us the nam es o f  the parties 
engaged in  the restoratiou o f  the gate and walls, but, w ith  one exception , 
is little  further interesting, than as affording an exercise for antiquarian in
genuity. I t  certainly does so, for here the great difficulty o f  the explana
tion  com m ences. T he first phrase, after d i l a p s i s , is one o f  m ost uncom m on 
occurrence, indeed, I  m ay say, unprecedented. I  certainly never m et w ith 
it before, and it has com pletely  eluded m y research. I t  is to  b e  regretted, 
that) the difficulty o f  the reading o f  the line is very considerably enhanced 
b y  the im perfect state o f  the stone at this p a r t ; the w ord ivssv , how ever, is 
too  distinct to  afford any room  for doubt, that this line contains the nam e 
o f  the person b y  w hose com m and, or order, the repairs w ere m ade. W h o 
ever he was, it  is evident that he m ust have been  an officer o f  n o  ordinary 
rank, especially as tw o  other persons, each m en o f  considerable rank, are 
nam ed after him , and as i f  under his com m and. I  very m uch  regret that 
his nam e cannot b e  distinctly m ade out, for a p iece o f  stone is here want
ing, and the letters n ot very distinct. B u t sufficient rem ains to  convince 
m e, that this person cou ld  have been  no other than L . A lfenus Senecio,



whose nam e occurs in  an inscription found at G reta B ridge ,*  and also in  
another, said b y  Cam den, to  have been  found at Burgh, near B a in bridge.f 
O n  the form er o f  these stones he is described as Legatus under these E m 
perors. T he o  in  his nam e is certain ly w anting in our inscription, and som e 
doubt, ow ing to  the fracture, m ay b e  entertained respecting the l f  after a  
in  his n o m e n ; but there is space enough fo r  these letters, and what can be 
m ade out is so sim ilar to  th e  rem ains o f  such letters, as strongly  to  warrant 
the b e lie f that the letters w ere originally l f .  A l f e n .  S e n e c i n i s ,  too , is so near 
A l f e n i  S e n e c io n i s ,  that I  fee l no hesitation in  expressing m y belief, that the 
person issuing this com m and m ust have b een 'th e  sam e person, w ho is so 
conspicuously announced on the stone at G reta  B ridge, as L e g a t u s  e o r u m , 
P r o p r a e t o r ;  for it is, I  consider, m uch m ore im probable, that there should, 
at the same tim e, have been  tw o persons bearing h igh  office in  B ritain  o f  
names so very nearly alike, than that there should have been  a m istake or 
an om ission in  a rough and a crow ded  inscription. That th e  personage 
nam ed in our inscription was a person o f  high rank is rendered evident b y  the 
letters v® co s . after his nam e. These I  consider should be  read V i r i  C o n s u la -  

— a m an o f  Consular rank, for the small circle  I  lo o k  upon  as on ly  a point.
I  k n ow  n ot w hether what I  have stated w ill be  sufficient to  satisfy you, 

that it is the same individual w ho is nam ed in  these several inscriptions, 
but for m y part I  entertain scarcely a doubt u pon  the subject. I t  is cer
tainly to  be regretted, that any doubt, how ever slight, should attach to  
this point, for i f  w e cou ld  b e  certain, that the person  here nam ed was in  
reality the Legate, w e should have the clearest p ro o f that the year in  w hich  
this inscription was set up was in  truth the year 2 0 7 ;  as the change o f  his 
title w ould  m ake it  evident, that at the tim e o f  its erection  the Em perors 
had arrived in  Britain, and b y  exercising in  person both  th e  m ilitary and

* In 1793.—See Gent. Mag. of that year.
f  See Horsley, p. 313. Though he is named on this stone L. A. Senecio, there can be no doubt 

he is the same person; the dropping of the L. of the praenomen is of no importance. Another in
stance of it occurs in this inscription from Risingham.

J This reading would account sufficiently for his rank, but it leaves unexplained his office. Could I 
find any authority for the term, 1 should be inclined to read it, Vice Consulum ;  but, though 1 have 
met with Vice P raejecti, fyc., the term Vice Consults, ot Consulum, is unknown to me.

V O L . I V .  H



civ il pow ers o f  the governm ent, had rendered the office o f  L egate no longer 
necessary.

T he n ext phrase o f  the inscription  contains the nam e o f  th e  person un
der w hose c a r e  and p r o v i d i n g  the repairs were m ade. T h e person, w ho dis
charged this duty o f  C u r a n s ,  or s u b  C u r d  as occurs in  m any inscriptions, 
was generally an officer o f  rank, and the instances are m any w here this, 
duty is expressly stated to  have been  discharged by  the L e g a t u s  A u g u s t a l i s ,  
P r o p r a e t o r ,  him self. In  the present instance, how ever, there is no indication 
o f  his rank, and w e can on ly  infer, from  the evident deligation o f  pow er, that 
he m ust have been  a person o f  som e station. H is nam e is difficult to  m ake 
out, but no doubt can be  entertained that his last nam e was A d v e n t u s . 
T h e k n ow ledge o f  this affords us m aterial assistance in decyphering his pre
ced ing names, rendered obscure b y  abbreviation and ligatures. T he nam e 
o f  A dventus, I  found from  m y M S . In dex , occurs in  an inscription at 
L a n ch ester* ; and on  referring to  it I  was pleased to  find, that his preceding 
nam e was there given  at length , and that, as cop ied, it was A n t i s t i u s ,  and 
further that he had attained the rank o f  L e g a t u s  A u g u s t a l i s .  I  im m edia
te ly  cam e to  the conclusion , that this m ust have been  the same individual 
as is nam ed in this R isingham  inscription ; for though  he is described as 
L e g a t u s  A u g u s t a l i s ,  it w ould  appear from  the dedication o f  the altar, on 
w hich  the inscription occurs, n v m . a v g ., that there was then on ly  one 
E m peror reigning ; and as it is m ost probable, that this E m peror was no 
other than Caracalla, w e have strong assurance, that this altar refers to a few  
years later than the period  o f  which w e are treating, and that tim e enough 
w ould  thus be  afforded him  to  rise to  the high rank o f  Legatus. T he attain
m ent o f  such a rank, in so short a tim e too, shews that at the tim e o f  the 
erection  o f  this R isingham  inscription, he m ust have been  o f  no inconsider
able station.

There yet remains the prsenomen to  decypher. A ll  trace o f  this is wanting 
in the Lanchester inscription, so that no assistance can be  derived from  it. 
This nam e is expressed on  the R isingham  stone b y  a com pound  letter 
fo llow ed  by  a small l . That com pound letter always appeared to  m e to



stand for co . There is no m iddle arm to  constitute it o e , as M r. Trevel
yan has suggested, ;*  and it is so sim ilar to  the com pound © . in the inscrip
tion  (N orth , l x x x i x . in H orsley), found also in this station, and from  the 
nature o f  it evidently o f  m uch the sam e date, that I  have no hesitation in 
reading these letters c o l . A  further presum ption, in favour o f  the first 
letter o f  this nam e having been  a c, m ay be  derived from  an inscription in 
R einesius,f said to  have been  found near U trecht ( V e t u s  T r a j e c tu m )  ; 
and assigned b y  the foreign  antiquaries to  the tim es o f  Severus and Cara
calla. That inscription  records the erection  o f  an altar by  C .  A n t i s t i u s  
A d v e n t u s , L e g .  A u g .  P r .  P r .  o f  that province. F rom  the similarity o f  name, 
th e  rank, and the tim e, there can be  no doubt, I  think, that w e here again 
m eet with the same individual, and that his prsenomen m ust-be sought for 
am ongst those w hich com m ence w ith c ,  and fo llow ed  b y  o l . W e  are thus 
restricted to  a very few . T he o n ly  nam es that' I  can find in  the In d ex  to  
Gruter, applicable to  our present purpose are, C o lc h is ,  C o le n d u s ,  C o l in iu s ,  
C o l in u s ,  C o l iu s ,  C o l la g iu s ,  C o l le g iu s ,  C o l l i o ,  C o l l i c iu s ,  C o lo n iu s ,  C o lo n u s , and 
C o l u t ia n u s .  These, how ever, appear so m uch  like nom ina, that I  k n ow  
not which to  th ink  m ost probable, and I  shall n ot attem pt to  m ake a. 
choice. 4

T h e letters fo llow in g A d v e n t o  are an unusual com bination  and n ot easy 
to  d e cy p h e r ; but after fu lly  considering various conjectures, w hich have 
presented them selves to  m y m ind, I  can com e to  no other conclusion 
than that they should be  read p r o  A u g u s t i s  n o s t r i s ; and that in this phrase 
w e m eet the declaration o f  the delegation  o f  pow er by  these Em perors, to  
both  probably o f  the officers w hose nam es occu r before it. T he single g  

in a v g . is certainly n ot quite suitable to  such a rea d in g ; but the double n , 

im m ediately follow ing, can mean noth ing but the plural, and the g  is o f  
exactly  the same character, as in  the similar contraction  preceeding, w hich

* I can find no trace of any name beginning with OeL 
+ Rein. 244, p. 226. Orell. 1270.
J Mr. John Clayton has suggested Collatinus as probably the name of Adventus; and I was once 

inclined to it; but the absence of the second L. and the strong evidence afforded by the other inscrip
tions induced me to give it up. On investigation too, I found with regret, that this name, so fami
liar to us in our youth, seems to have completely slipped out of Roman history.



I  have not hesitated to  read A u g u s t i s .  I t  to o  does n ot seem  probable, that 
these officers w ould  restrict the expression here to  on ly  one E m peror, whilst 
th e  inscription itse lf is dedicated  to  them  both .

W e  have n ow  at length  reached that part o f  the inscription, w hich  dis
closes the agents b y  w hom  the repairs w ere actually m ade. T h e  letters here 
are indistinct and broken, but sufficient is evident to  carry th e  conviction  
to  m y mind, after an exam ination o f  the inscription on  the altar (N or. 
l x x x i ,* )  found also at this station, that the letters w hich fo llow  n n . express 
the w ords C o h o r s  p r i m a  V a n g i o n u m ,  w hich  w e learn, as above, was station
ed at this place. T h e m eaning o f  the letters w hich  fo llow  I  am utterly at 
a loss to  con jecture, or h ow  they should be  read. I  was in hopes o f  having 
been  able to  m eet with the nam e o f  this C ohort, w ith som e epithet after 
i t ; but I  cannot find this cohort even m entioned  in  G ru ter or Reinesius. 
1 shall therefore leave them  w ithout an attem pt to  explain  them , and I  do 
so w ith little  reluctance, for I  do not consider them  o f  m u ch  im portance. 
T h e nam e o f  the Tribune, w ho com m anded the C ohort at the tim e o f  the 
dedication o f  the altar, as w e learn from  the inscription  on  it, was L . 
A em ilius Salvianus. N o  one, I  think, after inspecting our inscription  can 
entertain a doubt that the nam e o f  this very T ribune is com prised  in  the 
letters w hich fo llow  c v m  in the last line b u t one. T h e  L. is indeed  drop
ped  b u t that was n ot unusual. T he ligature after the nam e o f  Salvianus, 
there can be  no doubt is a contraction  o f  the w ord  T r i b u n o .  T h e letters 
at the com m encem ent o f  the last line, though the term  be unusual, can 
adm it o f  no other signification than S u o ,  the ablative case o f  s u m ,  and 
m ust refer to  the w ord  C o h o r s .  T h e rem aining words present no d ifficu lty  
and should unquestionably be read a  s o lo  r e s t i t u i t .  T h e m eaning o f  these
lines will, in  m y opinion, thus be, that th e  f i r s t  C o h o r t  o f  th e  V a n g i o n e s --------
to g e th e r  w i t h  A e m i l i u s  S a h i a n u s  i t s  T r i b u n e  r e s t o r e d , or r e b u i l t ,  f r o m  th e  
g r o u n d  the gate and walls as above stated.

H aving thus in detail expressed an opinion  on each phrase or passage o f  
this inscription, I  shall n ow  proceed  to  give what I  consider the m ost



probably correct reading o f  i t ; prem ising, how ever, that the titles o f  Severus 
m ight b e  extended  to  a greater length, but the part o f  the stone, w hich is 
w anting, was, I  think, sufficiently large to  have contained the fo llow in g  
nam e3 and titles— those wanting bein g  put in  different ch aracters:—

I M P P . C A E SS.
L . S E P . S E V E R O  P IO  P E R T . P . M .
ARAB. P A R T H . ADIABENICO MAXI.

COS. III. ET M. AUREL. ANTONINO PIO 
COS. II. AUG. E T  P . S E P T . G ETAE, N O B . CAES. COS.

PORTAM CUM MURIS VETUSTATE DI
LAPSIS JUSSU ALPEN. SENECINIS Vo 

COS. CURANTE COL. ANITI. ADVENTO PRO
AUG. NN. COH. I. VANGION. --------

CUM AEMI. SALVIAN. TRIB.
SUO A SOLO RESTI.

W h ich  m ay b e  thus explained at le n g th :—

Im peratoribus Caesaribus 
L u cio  Septim io Severo P io  Pertinaci, Pontifici M axim o,

A rabico, Parthico, A d i a b e n i c o  M a x i m o ,
C o n s u l i  t e r t i u m ,  e t  M a r c o  A u r e l i o  A n t o n i n o  P i o ,

C o n s u l i  s e c u n d o ,  A u g u s t i s ,  e t P u b lio  Septim io G etae, nobilissim o Caesari,
Consuli,

P o r t a m  c u m  M u r i s  V e t u s ta t e  d i 
l a p s i s ,  J u s s u  A l f e n i  S e n e c i n i s  ( S e n e c io n i s  ? )  V i r i  

C o n s u la r i s ,  c u r a n te  A n t i s t i o  (or A n i t i s t i o )  A d v e n t o ,  p r o  
A u g u s t i s  n o s t r i s ,  C o h o r s  p r i m a  V a n g io n u m  ——  

c u m  A e m i l i o  S a h i a n o ,  T r i b u n o  
s u o ,  a  S o l o  r e s t i t u i t .

These remarks have extended  to  such a length  that I  m ust be  b rie f in  
what I  have further to  state, but I  cannot conclude w ithout expressing it 
as m y opinion, that this inscription throws a clear and satisfactory light on 
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the history o f  the station at Risingham . T w o  im portant conclusions, I  
think, m ay be  deduced from  i t : first, that this station m ust have been  coeval 
w ith the stations along the line o f  the w a ll ; and second, that its ramparts 
were originally stone walls and not m ere earth-works.

T h e num ber o f  inscriptions, w hich have been  found in nearly all the 
stations on  the W a ll, and in  others connected  with it, record ing th e  resto
ration o f  som e tem ple or other building, w hich had fallen dow n from  old 
age, v e tu s ta t e  c o n la p s u m , is n ot a little  rem arkab le ; and as these inscrip
tions all belong, in point o f  tim e, to  the early part o f  the third century—  
to  the reigns in fact o f  Severus, Caracalla, H eliogabalus, and A lexan der 
Severus, a space o f  about 30  years, w e can com e, I  think, to  no other con 
clusion, than that such a contem poraneous decay is a m ost striking p ro o f o f  
a contem poraneous origin. N o w  w e have certain p ro o f in  this inscription, 
and also in H orsley ’s N orth , l x x x i x ., that R isingham  participated in  this 
decay, and that too, at a very early p e r io d ; w e are, therefore, I  think fu lly  
entitled to  assume that its origin m ust have been  as early as that o f  any o f  
the others. The decision as to  the date to  w hich that origin should be 
carried back, w ill in a great measure depend on the construction put upon the 
term , v e tu s ta t e  c o n la p s u m ,  or d i l a p s i s — that is as to  th e  tim e, w hich m ay be  sup
posed to  have elapsed before buildings or walls cou ld  be  reduced  to  such a 
state o f  decay as to  render it necessary to  restore, or rebuild , them  from  the 
ground. Earlier than the tim e o f  A gricola , a . d . 79, th ey  cou ld  not have 
been  erected, and it has generally been  considered as certain that these sta
tions were erected  by  him, and that they w ere in fact the very p r a e s i d i a  
and c a s te l la ,  w ith  w hich he is said to  have enclosed the Brigantes. B u t 
som e have considered it probable that these w ere at first on ly  earth works, 
and that they were afterwards faced  with stone b y  H adrian in  120. N o w  
betw een  the years 79 and 207 , there intervenes a space o f  128 y ea rs ; but 
betw een  120  and 207  a space o f  only 87 years. E ither o f  these spaces 
seems a very short period for buildings or walls to  be  reduced  to  such an ex 
trem e state o f  d e ca y : but it m ust at once be adm itted that every probability 
is in favour o f  the longer space o f  years. T h a t is certainly m y opin ion; I  can, 
therefore, com e to  no other conclusion  than that the W a lls  here m entioned 
{ M u r i ,  stone walls) w ere originally erected b y  A g r ic o la ; and the probabi-



lity  is great that this was also the case w ith a ll the other stations, and that 
they never w ere m ere earth-works.

T h e  opinion I  have thus advanced m ay b y  som e be  considered as contro
verted  b y  the supposition, for it in  reality is nothing m ore, that this station 
was not in  existence, or had been  n eglected  or •'abandoned, at the tim e 
about which I  am  writing, because it is n ot m entioned in the First Iter  o f  
A n ton in e ’s I t i n e r a r y .  B u t I  consider that no conclusion can b e  drawn 
from  the I t i n e r a r y , because w e do not k n ow  the date o f  it. That the sta
tion  had been  lon g  in  existence is fully  proved b y  this inscription, as also 
that in  the jo in t  reign  o f  Severus and Caracalla it was considered o f  such 
im portance as to  b e  restored to  an efficient state. I f  the I t i n e r a r y  was, as 
som e believe, drawn out by  order o f  Caracalla, w e must, therefore, seek 
som e other reason for the omission o f  H abitanum  in  this Iter, than its 
abandonm ent in so very short a period  o f  tim e. T he om ission o f  it  also 
proves nothing, for Lanchester is likew ise om itted in this same Iter, and 
that station w e k n ow  was lon g  occupied . T he m ost probable reason for 
the om ission I  consider is that suggested by  H orsley, that it was “  too  near 
to  R iechester”  { B r i t .  R o m .  p. 397 ), to  be  nam ed as another m ansion on  this 
route. W h y  should this station be  abandoned m ore than N eth erby  and 
M id d leby  ? I f  tw o advanced stations w ere m aintained on  that w est road 
into Scotland, w hy should n ot tw o be  considered equally necessary on  this 
eastern road ? I  have never heard a suspicion advanced that R iechester 
and the other stations nam ed w ere ever neglected  or abandoned till the 
last, and I  can see n o  reason w hy w e should consider that the case was 

not the same w ith Risingham .

I  have thus endeavoured to  give you  an account o f  this inscription, and 
to  express m y opinion on its s ign ification ; and in the hope that what I  
have stated m ay prove satisfactory,

I  rem ain, D ear Sir,
Y o u r ’s respectfully,

T H O M A S  H O D G S O N .


