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LXVI. Conjeltures upon an inedited Parthian
Coin. By the Rev. John Swinton, B. D.
of Chrift-Church, Oxon. F.R.S.

To the Rev. Thomas Birch, D. D. Secretary to the
Royal Society.

Good Sir,

Read May 1, J Some time fince met with a Parthian
1760: coin, nearly of the fize of the middle
Roman brafs, that feems to merit the attention of
vhe curious. For though the piece itfelf is in very
indifferent confervation, yet it has not been hitherto
publithed, and may perhaps ferve to illuftrate an ex-
ceeding rare coin, with a draught of which the learned
world has been obliged by M. Bouteroué. As therefore
it may poflibly be deemed not altogether unworthy the
notice of the Royal Society, I have taken the liberty
to trouble them with a few conjectures upon it; efpe-
cially, as they have done me the honour to order the
ublication of two papers, a few years fince, upon
fimilar fubjeéts. To this I have likewife been farther
excited by part of a letter, written lately to my worthy
friend the Reverend Mr. John Nixon, a learned mem-
ber of the Society, by Sig. Abate Venuti; who
therein mentions the famous F. Corfini’s approbation
of my remarks upon Monnefesis coin, inferted in the
fiftieth volume of the Philofophical Tranfaltions,
excepting that he fufpected the Viffory on the re-
verfe to allude to the Parthian monarch’s devaftation
of the neighbouring provinces, and ufurpation of the
Parthian
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Parthian throne. 1 have therefore endeavoured to
remove the fufpicion F. Corfini has-entertained, and
attempted to prove, that the impreffion of this
Victory, fo utterly repugnant to the Parthian genius,
muft have been occafioned by fome remarkable ad-
vantage, gained by the Parthian forces over the Ro-
mans. In order to which, I have at leaft in fome
meafure evinced the Romans to have adorned with
fuch a Vittory the reverfes of their coins, not only
after a battle had been won, as F. Corfini would
feem to maintain, but likewife on certain occafions
after other profperous military exploits. It is alfo
here rendered probable, that the VidZery was im-
prefled on Monnefes’s medal, in allufion to the man-
ner in which the Romans treated the Parthians, on
their coins, after any favourable military event ; that
F. Corfini is not quite confiftent with himfelf, the
reafon by him affigned for differing from me, on the
principle he has advanced, being fubverfive of his own
opinion; and that, as the reverfes of the other Par-
thian medals never exhibit a »2&ory in the Ro-
man tafte, the coin before me could have been ftruck
only to perpetuate the memory of fome fignal at-
chievement, performed by the Parthian arms againft
the Romans.

If the conjeCtures now fubmitted to the confidera-
tion of the Royal Society fhould meet with the ap-
probation of that moft learned and illuftrious body,
they will undoubtedly be allowed to throw fome
light on the fingular and valuable medal above-men-
tioned, publithed by (1) M. Bouteroug, never hi-

(x) Recherches Curieufes des Monsyes de France &e. Par Claude
Bouteroug, p. 33. A Paris, 1606,

therta
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therto explained. I therefore judged it not impropet
to tranfmit you an accurate draught of this coin, as
well as one of the medal here fo particularly de-
fcribed ; [Vide Tab. XVIL] which may probably be
the more acceptable to many, who have a tafte for
this kind of literature, as M. Bouteroué’s book itfelf
cannot now without great difficulty be found.
With regard to the language of the paper in which
my remarks are contained, I fhall only beg leave to
hint, that it is underftood by all who are proper
judges of the performance. For this therefore I fhall
offer no other apology, than that the letter from Sig.
Abate Venuti to Mr. Nixon, which occafioned it,
is penned in the Latin tongue; and that the famous
F. Corfini, the removal of whofe doubt or fufpicion
was one of the principal objects I had in view, writes
for the moft part at leaft in the fame language. I
might however add, that many learned foreigners,
who are particularly pleafed with fuch difquifitions,
are much better acquainted with Latin than any
other tongue, except their own; and that it were
to be wifhed the ufe of this noble language, in the
republic of letters, were more general than it at pre-
fent (2) feems to be. You will give me leave only
farther to fuggeft, that there can be no impropriety
in communicating to the Royal Society the following
remarks, the (3) paper they are intended to fupport
not only authorizing but even requiring fuch a com-

(2) Nov. A&, Eruditor. Lijl:/I Menfis Maii A. 1755. p. 252,
(3) Philofoph, Tranfast. Vol. L. p. 184—187.

munication ;



[ 683 ]
munication ; and to affure you that I am, with the
moft perfe@ attachment and refpec,

SIR,
Your moft faithful,
Chrift-Church, Oxon. - and moft obedient,
Apr, 24th, 1760. humble fervant,

J- Swinton.

In Nummum Parthicum ha&tenus ineditum
conjecture.

L
NUmifma plané incognitum, quod vulgavit (1) D.
- Y Bouteroug, in adverf4 parte regis cujufdam im-
berbis exhibet caput, tiard margaritis five unionibus
fulgente ornatum; in averfd verd binos racemos, ut
et trinas inufitati form4 literas, quarum poteftas eti-
amnum ignoratur. Aliud item haud parim detri-
menti 4 tempore perpeflum, cujus etypum Regiz
Societati jam vifendum fifto, capite regis tali mitrd

(1) Recherches Curieufes des Monayes de France ¢, Par Claude
Bouteroué, p. 33. A Paris, 1666, ~ Si Gamma pone Vologefis HI.
caput Gazam, vel Gazacam, Mediz Atropatiz urbem, indigitet,
ut exiftimat Vaillantius (1) ; trina elementa incognita, in nummo
Bouteriano confpicua, eandem forfan urbem defignent, Quod et
ipfe eorundem forma fuadere videntur. Primum enim Gimel
Pheenicium figurd refert, fecundum Zain Chaldaico et Palmyreno
non eft abfimile, tertium verd ipfiffimum Pheenicium 4ix fe facilé
fatetur. Ain autem (2) nunc Aleph, nunc Gimel (3) fonuit. Hinc
igitur vox Gaza, Straboni (4) ufitata, Gazag, vel Gazaca, que
Stephano (5) Byzantino magis placuit, fortafle fit enata.

(1) J. F. Vaill. Arfacid, Imper, p. 366, Parifiis, 1728.  (2) Boch, Chan. p, 812,

813. Francof, ad Meen. 1681, (3) Id ibid. p. 565, (4) Strabe Lib. xis pu 523.
(5) Steph. Byzant. in voc. TAZAK A,

Vor. LI 4T fen
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feu tiard confpicui nobilitatum, fupellex mea anti-
quaria {uppeditat. Hoc ante caput fceptrum often-
tat, pone autem figuram, qua Grazcum elementum
Gamma referre videtur. Cetera nummus nofter Bou-
terouiano non diffimilis jure haud iniquo cenfendus.
Quare altero aliquantulum illuftrato, nonnihil etiam
lucis alteri forfan afpergatur.

II.

Tiaram quod attinet, noftro in numifmate de-
piGtum, eum ¢ rectis unum efle, quos, Xenophonte
(2) tefte, Cyrus accepit 2 Medis, et ad fucceflores
tranfmifit, fummea majeftatis infignia, ita ut nemini
liceret gerere, nifi regibus, ex auctoribus hic lauda-
tis abunde fit perfpicuum. ¢ Solos (ait (3) V. C.
Theophilus Sigefridus Bayerus) ¢ reges geffiffe ad-
“ firmant nobis Ariftophanes et ejus Scholiafta de
¢ Perfis, Jofephus autem et Dio Prufzus de Parthis.”
Pergit Cel. Bayerus, ¢ Quos igitur (tiaras) dicemus
¢ rectos nifi eos, qui non lunatum in orbem circum
« tempora fle@erentur, fed rigidiores effent apices et
« altiores P=-Neque aufi funt (fi eundem audiamus
Bayerum) ¢ Edefleni reges iis uti, potentia et ma-
« jeftate inferiores Parthis.” Quandoquidem igitur
hic nummus ante everfum ab Artaxerxe Parthorum
imperium videtur procufus, ac proinde ad Perfas,
faltem pofteriores, vix referendus; eum a Parthie
quodam rege fuiffe percuflum, etfi tiare figura parti
adverfe infculpta complurium Parthicorum forma non
ad amuffim congruat, omnino certe par eft arbitrari.

(2) Xen. Cyrop. L. viii. c. 3.
(3) Theoph. Sig. Bayer. Hift, Ofrheen, & Edeffen, ¢, p. 135,
136. Petropoli, 1734. I
111
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~ His rite perpenfis, tiaram nobis Parthorum regem
indigitare, cordatum quemque vix inficias exiftimo
iturum. Quo conceflo, Vologefem III. numifma
noftrum cudiffe, indicio erunt, forfan certiffimo,
-in priori facie ante caput fceptrum et pone litera
Gamma, fi modo figura fuperius memorata pro ifto
elemento commode fatis accipi poffit. Etenim hujufce
principis nummum, & (4) Cl. Vaillantio publici juris
faGtum,five typum, five modulum refpiciamus,noftrum
plurimum referre, vel cecutienti fat claré innotefcat.
Nil interim mirandum, quod caput regis imberbis,
feu potius mediocriter barbati, antica primum often-
taverit; cum (¢) Mannus, regulus finitimus Parthis,
in nummulo fine barbd depingatur, et nonnulli Par-
thorum (6) reges (quorum numero ipfe forfan Volo-
gefes II1. accenfeatur) mediocriter tantum barbati in
numifmatis interdum confpiciantur.

Iv.

Quod ad binos racemos fpetat, quibus pars num-
mi noftri pofterior cernitur fignata, id quoque quic-
quid fit fymboli Parthorum regem ante oculos ponere
fortaffe reperietur. Numifma enim argenteum majori
form4 penes fpeGtatiffimum virum, Henricum March,
armigerum, a V. C. Arthuro Pullinger ex Oriente

(4) J. F. Vaill. Arfacid. Imper. p. '7;64.—-369‘. Parifiis, 1728.

(5) Nigol, Fran. Haym Roman. Del Tefor. Britan. Vol. Second.
p. 57, 58. In Londra, 1720. Numifin. Antigu. Collett. ¢ Thom.
Pembr. et Mont. Gom. Com. P. 2. T. 72. Wife Epiff. ad V.
Cl. foannem Maffon de num. Abgari Regis. Oxon. 1750.

6(6(?)851‘ F. Vaill. Arfacid. Imper. p. 31, 58,105, 321, 364
300, &c. .

AT 2 fecum
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fecum in Britanniam reportatum, in antici typum
oftentat, Parthico (quo complures nummi (7) infig-
niuntur) non diffimilem : principem nempe fellz in-
fidentem, manibufque fagittam geftantem, ante cujus
pedes vifitur arcus; in pofticd vero fenem, finiftrd
tenentem racemum. Si igitur numifma noftrum ad
Vologefem III. pertinuiffe autumemus, a vero forfan
non multim abludemus. Interim fi cordatus quif-
piam aliter fenferit, integrum fit ipfi fud gaudere fen-
tentid, eandem quoque nobis largiatur veniam.

V.

Si fuperius annotatis fuffragentur eruditi, et a Vo-
logefe l1I. nummulus nofter habeatur revera percuflus,
rogitet forfan aliquis,  qui fit ut princeps ifte @reos
¢ cuderit nummos, cum argentei fer¢ foli (fi ex iis
¢ qui nobis fuperfunt hic de re judicium faciamus)
“ fub ejus in imperio antecefloribus prodierint ?”
Cui refpondeamus licet, “ Monnefis nummus, te-
< tradrachmarum magnitudine (8), a Cl. Vaillantio
¢ evulgatus, pariter ac nofter, mreus eft; quin et
¢ alium Vologefis II. rariffimum ad @reorum medie
“ formz numerum idem adfcripfit (9) Vaillantius.
¢ Quidni igitur Vologefis III. numifmata interdum
« ex ere cernantur conflata’? Hoc enim faGum
« fuiffe propter res Parthie difficillimas, eo imperii
“ clavam tenente, {fummamque argenti penuriam,
“ cum jam laudato (10) Vaillantio arbitramur.”

(7) J. F. Vaill. ubi fup. paff.
(g) J. F. Vaill. drfacid. mper, p. 343,
(9) Idem ibid. p. 345.
(10) Id. ibid. p. 341,
VL
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VI.

Parthorum res fub Vologefe IIl. haud parum fuiffe
turbatas, bello iis a Severo tunc temporis illato,
(11) ex Herodiano, Spartiano, et Dione abundé con-
ftat. Anno enim Arfacidarum @ra vulgaris 456°. vel
457°. {eu potius, fi meam eatur in fententiam (r12),
4290. Severus Parthos inopinato eft aggreflus; quin
et cefis primo gquicunque obvii ¢f funt faéti, non
quicunque reflityffent, ut Herodiani (13) verba,
wavra ¢ ¥ ipminlosla, perperam Lating vertit An-
gelus Politianus, regiam Ctefiphontem traje¢to Tigri
cepit, atque militibus diripiendam concefit. Illinc
iplo rege cum paucis tantum equitibus elapfo, the~
fauris illius ornatuque omni et fupellectile potiti vic-
tores regrediuntur. Quanquam autem, profpere fuc-
cedentibus rebus, literas ad Senatum Populumque Ro-
manum de fe magnificas dederit, ac depiGas in tabu-
lis pugnas, vicorialque fuas, fi Herodiano (14) fides
fit habenda, expofuerit Severus, nihil non honorum
decernente Senatu, et fuper his cognomina imponente
gentium devitarum ; ¢ ullam (15) tamen, eodem
“ anno, Romanos inter et Barbaros revera interfuiffe
‘“ pugnam,” ex ifto hiftorico haud facilé colligamus.
Neque ab Herodiano hic in re diffentit Spartianus
(16), qui nullius Severum inter et Vologefum prelii,

(11) Herodian. Lib. iii. ZEl Spartian. in Sever. Dio, Lib. Ixxv.

. 854.
’ (12) Philofoph. Tranfact. Vol. L. p. 183—187.
%x 3) Herodian. ubi fup. c. 30. Oxon. 1678.
14) ldem ibid. c. 31.
(15) Venut. ad V. C. Foannem Nixonum, 4. M. & R. §. 8.
Epifp. Vid, etiam Aé. Philofoph, Anglican. Vol. LI p. 205.
(16) A:l, Spartian. ubi fup.
dicto
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dicto anno commiffi, ufquim meminit. Quod quidem
filentium calculo fuo egregi¢ confirmat Dio (17), cujus
fic fe fermé¢ habent verba: ¢ Item Seluciam et
¢ Babylonem defertas celeriter occupavit, ac paulo
¢ poft Ctefiphontem; quam urbem diripiendam re-
liquit militibus, et in ei cedem maximam fecit,
cepitque fuperftitum hominum ad centum millia.
Vologefum tamen non eft infecutus, neque Ctefi-
phontem retinuit; fed tanquam ob id folum ve-
“ niffet, ut eam &c.” Unde verifmile admodum
videtur, nullam Romanos inter et Barbaros hic for-
tuitd in Parthiam expeditione interfuiffe pugnam ;
cum Seleuciam et Babylonem ab hoftibus fuiffe de-
Jertas, et & Severo celeriter occupatas, celeberrimus
ille feriptor diferté monuit.  Celeberrimus, inquam,
ille fcriptor; cum Dioni Severi comiti et familiari
omnino fidendum, prefertim fi {uo teftimonio dicti
duo hiftorici, Spartianus et Herodianus, {criptis ejus
etiam fidem adftruxerint. Aft quanquam in fud ad
Senatum epiftold pralia quedam tantummodo com-
mentus fit Severus, Vifforiam in averfa parte Gradien-
tem pre fe ferentes (18), denarios tamen, in perpetuam
rei memoriam, fignari juffit. Undé quodammodd
patet, Romanorum imperatores Viéforiam in num-
mis Gradientem interdum fcalpfiffe, licet nulla < in-
“ ter eos gentemque devictam interfuiflet (19) pugna.”
Quod et alio forfan exemplo, ex hiftorid Romano-
Parthicd petito, claritis elucefcet. In belli adverfus
Parthos ab Antonino Caracalld gefti memoriam, prin-

~

€<
({1
€«

<¢

(17) Dio, Lib. Ixxv. p. 854.
(18) J. F. Vaill. ubi fup, p. 361.
(r9) Venut. ubi fup.

ceps
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ceps ifte (20) nummos argenteos percuflit, Victorie
Parthice typum exhibentes. Incruentam tamen i
Parthis reportavit vitoriam. Etenim,  ingenti cede
“ Parthorum fa&td, predique et hominibus magni
“ copid captis, difcedit, teftante Herodiano (21),
“ undevos aure avdeswt®s, refiffente null, vicique
“ et urbibus incenfis, dati poteftate militibus ra-
¢ piendi, quod quifque poflet, aut vellet.” Cum
Herodiano item, hic in re (22), concinit Dio; eid
enim fi fidem tribuamus, Antoninus regionem, qua
‘Mediam  attingit, in quam de improvifo irruerat,
magnd ex parte vaftavit, multa caftella diruit, Arbela
fubegit, ac fepulchra regum Parthorum, abjectis offi-
bus, fubvertit. ¢ Verum (23), ait hiftoricus, guia
« Parthi cum eo non venerunt ad manus, nihil de re-
 bus tunc geftis {cribi a2 me eximium poteft.”

VIIL

Sed et fententiz noftra hic in medium prolate cal-
culum quoque fuum appofuit praftantifiimus Span-
hemius. Inter alia enim huc {petantia erudité an-
notavit Vir (24.) Clariffimus, < VICTORIAM PAR-
¢« THICAM, cum in M. Antonini ac L. Veri, tum
¢ Severi, Caracalle, ac Macrini nummis legi, immo
“ in Severi nummis etiam VICTORIAM PAR-
«“. THICAM MAXIMAM: 3 quibus utique prin-
“ cipibus bella feliciter contra Parthos gefia me-

(20) J. F. Vaill. ubi fup. p. 375.
(21) Herodian. ubi fup. Lib. iv. c. 20. p. 163, Edit. Oxon. 1678.
(22) Dio, Lib. lxxvii. p. 881.
(23) Tdem ibid.
(24) Ez. Spanhem. De Praflant. & UJ, Numifm. Antiquor.
Vol Alter, p. 635. Amfteledami, 1717,
¢ morant
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‘¢ morant Romanarum rerum f{criptores, ac firmant
“ infuper, cum iidem nuinmi, tum additum in iis
« PARTHICI, et quidem fubinde PARTHICI
« MAXIMI, cognomentum.” Notatu hic non in~
dignum, numifmata Romana VICT. PART. voci-
bus dimidiatis in averfd parte exornata Vifforiz iti-
dem figuram pre (25) fe ferre. Undé omnind
patet, Romanos in nummis VICTORIAM PAR-
THICAM, auflore Cel. Vir. Ezech. Spanhemio,
fcalpfifie (26), fi bella feliciter contra Parthos, vel
prelio fecundo, vel alio quoquo modo, gererentur.

VIIL.

Hzc de monetam Viflorid fignandi more, Ro-
manis diu ufitato, di¢ta funto. Ad Parthos quod
attinet, ex nummis talem apud eos confuetudinem
(27) non invaluiffe conftat. Vicforia igitur, five
potius Victoria Gradiens, Latinum ad modum in-
fculpta, certiffimo eft indicio, Monnefen nurhifma
hanc oftentans (28), 4 me fufils olim atque ube-
rius explicatum, in rerum contra Romanos felici-
ter geftarum memoriam, utque iis par pari refer-
ret; prefertim ob fignatam fimili typo pecuniam
& M. Aurelio Antonino et L. Vero vitoribus (29),

25) J. F. Vaill. ubi fup. p. 333, 375> 382, &c. Francifc.
Mc(adisobarb. Birag. Imperator. Romanor. 17Vumzfm &e. pafl.

(26) Ez. Spanhem. ubi fup.

(27) J. F. Vaill. Arfacidar. Imper. Nicol. Fran. Haym Ro-
man. Del. Tefor. Britan. Vol. Second. p. 30—37. Muf. Theupol.
p. 1221, 1222. Numifm. Antigu. &¢c. Thom. Pembr. & Mont,
Gom. Com. &c. P.II. T. 76. Claude Bouteroué, ubi fup.
aliique Scriptor. pafl, :

(28) Pbhilofoph. Tranfaé?, Vol. L. p. 175—188.

(29) J. F. Vaill, ubi fup. p. 333,
percufliffe.



[ 6or ]

percuffiffe. At przlium exinde tunc temporis Ro-
m-nos inter et Parthos fuiffe commiffum, propter
rationes fuperits allatas, haud zquo jure colligamus.
Quare leviter faltem lapfus videtur (30) V. C. Ed-
vardus Corfinus, (31) “ ubi dubitat, ad epocham
¢ ftatuendam, de Piéforid in pofticd (regis Mon-

(30) V.C. Edv. Cotfin. apud Venut, in Latin. ad Foan. Ni-
xonum Epift.

(31) Perpenfo (quod fequitur) Cl. Nixoni apographo, ab eo
mecum quam humaniffimeé communicato, de vero hic fenfus acu-
mine cordatus le&or liquidits judicare poflit. ¢¢ Cl. Corfino doc-
¢ tiffimas Cl. Swintoni conjeGturas de nummo Monnefis Partho-
€ rum regis communicavi: ille vero comprobavit, admiratufque
< eft folertiam authoris, ingeniique acumén; tantummodo ubi
¢ dubitat, ad epocham ftatuendam, de Vifforid in poftici ex-
¢ culpti, cum ¢o anno nulla interfuerit pugna inter Romanos et
¢¢ Barbaros: fed cum Monnefes regnum ufurpaverit, legitimofque
< fpoliaverit haredes, vicinaque devaftaverit regna, nil mirum fi
¢« Viétoriam in nummis infculpferit, atque ad Barbaricam, non
¢_ad Romanam, referri debet.” Hinc abundé conftat, Corfinum,
non me, ut voluit Cl. Nixonus, ¢ ad epocham ftatuendam, de
<’ Vidtorid in pofticd exculpti dubitifle.” Nemini enim non
liquet, meam de veri Arfacidarum ar, hujufce Vidoriz typi
ope, feliciis enodandi fententiam, quanquam immeritd, in du-
bium vocifle Cl. Corfinum ; ¢ cum eo anno nullz, fi illum audi-
¢ amus, interfuerit pugna inter Romanos et Barbaros:” En caufa,
cur, * ad epocham ftatuendam, de Vidorid in pofticd exculptd
¢ dubitaverit” Corfinus, ab ipfo Corfino, vel, fi malimus, "? -
nuto, in medium prolata. Quinimo Vidforie figuri, in hoc
Monnefis numifmate fcalpti, zram Parthoram Corfinianam (vel
invito Corfino) fine ulla dubitatione firmandam duxi, ut ex noftris
Actis Philofaphicis omnind fit perfpicuum. Voces igitur tantum-
mods ubi dubitat minUs re€e but excepted a little to that part, where
he [ Mr. Swinton] expreffes a doubt, fiquid judico, Anglice vertit
Cl. Nixonus. Neque meo folo, hic in re, nixus fum judicio ;
cum przcellentes, quotquot confului, eruditione amici, inter quos
eminet reverendus ac do&iffimus vir, Jofephus Sanford, S. T. B.
Collegii Balliolenfis Oxon. Socius, mihi certatim adffipularentur.
Philofoph. Tranfact, Vol. L. p. 185.

Vor. LL 4U “ nefis
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“ nefis nummi) exculptd, cum eo anno nulla
‘ interfuerit pugna inter Romanos et Barbaros ;”
tametfi meam hujufce numifmatis explicationem,
quod fummo mihi honori duco, tefte Cl. Ve-
nuto (32), comprobavit.

IX.

Sed et minus fibi conftare, fi non aperté fecum
pugnare, quoque videtur vel Cel. Corfinus, vel doc-
tiffimus Venutus; cujus huc {pectantia, in pereru-
ditd fui ad V. C. Joannem (33) Nixonum epiftold,
ita fe habent verba. ¢ Sed cum Monnefes regnum
¢ ufurpaverit, legitimofque fpoliaverit haredes, vi-
 cinaque devaftaverit regna, nil mirum fi Viéto-
“ riam in nummis infculpferit, atque ad Barba-
“ yicam, non ad Romanam, referri debet.” Hinc
enim abundé conftat, docente nos vel Corfino, vel
Venuto, Monnefen monetam fuam Viftorid fig-
nifle, propterea quod  regnum ufurpaverat, legi-
“ timofque fpoliaverat hazredes, vicinaque devafta-
 verat regna,” quanquam de prelio inter eum et
Barbaros commiflo omnind fileat hiftoria. Aft hoc
minimé patitur inftituti Corfiniani ratio, quandoqui-~
dem anted ¢ dubitaverat de Viffarid in pofticd
« exculptd” Vir doctiffimus, “ cum eo anno nulla
“ interfuerit pugna inter Romanos et Barbaros,” fi
ex hiftoricorum filentio id evinci poffit. Pari igitur
jure Vitforiam Barbaricam, fi hujufmodi valeat ratio,
ac Romanam repudiemus.

(32) Venut. ubi fup,
{33) ldem ibid.
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X.

Sed ut verum aperté atque ingenuc fateamur, id
genus argumenta, ex hiftorie filentio duta, facile
et nullo negotio, advocatd prafertim nummorum
fide, haud rard refelluntur. Vi€orias Romanorum
copiis partas preeftantiora interdum memorant numif-
mata, ab eorum {criptoribus filentio penitus preter-
miflas ; cujus, ut alia nunc non in medium proferam,
nobis exemplo fit VICTORIA GOTTHI. P. (34)
a Taciti imperatoris nummo ante oculos pofita, et
cateroquin (ut opinor) minimiim nota. Parthos igitur
Romanorum aciem non profligifle, eodem quo Me-
fopotamiz urbes ceperunt anno, utcunque de pugni
taceat hiftoria, pro certo dicere non aufim. Immo
Parthos cum Romanis tum dimicifie 3 vero non uf-
que aded forfan alienum reperietur, fi Vaillantium,
cujus de Monnefe fenfa prefle fatis fequitur (35) CI.
Corfinus, perpendamus (36) innuiffe, < hunc prin-
“ cipem SQTHPOS epitheton fibi adrogavifle, ob
“ egregium quoddam adverfus Romanos facinus bel-
“ licam; quo populorum omnium fibi benevolen-
“ tiam atque amorem conciliavit, quoque in turbu-
¢ lento illo rerum ftatu ad Parthicam folinm viam
¢« fibi patefecit.” Utut tamen eft, nil mirum fi
Vidtoriam, more Romano Gradientem, Monnefis
nummus jam oftentet; cum bella (37) contra Roma-
nos feliciter gefferit, et totam fere Mefopotamiz pro-
vinciam, fecundum (38) Dionem, perdomuerit.

(34) Francifc. Mediobarb. Birag. ubi fup. p. 410. Mediol. 1683.

(35) Edv. Corfin. apud Venut. ubi fup.

(36) J.F. Vaill. ubifup. p. 340.

(37) Idem ibid.

(38) Dio, Lib.Ixxv. p.853 Philsf. Tranf, Vol.L. p. 184,185,
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