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The points obviously open to objection, in these rcadings ana expan-
sions, are Gneilim Lucilianum, iii n. xi., and Cohortisprimoe leqionz*s
Gordianoe in both. Instead of" «n feiun>" we should read Egnatium, as
proposed by Mr. \Vard, and establishied by an inscription on an altar
found at ligh iRochester( (Bremieniiwn), (Bruce, Roman iFali, p. 457),
in which thé îîame of Lucilianus is given as EGNAT. In the renderÎing
cokortis priinoe legionis Gordianoe, the absence of the number of the
legion at once suggests douht, andi this is strcngthiened by the -
sideration that there is no evidence that any legion, kno'wn, to --.ve
been in IBritain, bore the titie Gordiana

As to Mr. Gale's conjectuTt, that the "clegion hcre callcd Gordiana
was the legio sexta viet rix," tiiere is no other -round for it than that
"the stated quarters [of that legion] were att York whilst the other

legions had theirs at a mucli greater distance." Mir. Sini (Collect.
.Mitiq. iv. p. 142) îvith equally litile reason, refers the inscriptions to
el'the twentieth legion, apparently the le.qio Gordiana."

An examination of the words preceding legionis Gordliaitiz, scil.
.proefectus cokortis, snggests fresh doubt, for there is no anthority
for a proefect of a legionary cohort, whilst the term is the usual desig-
nation of tAie commander of an auxiliary cohiort. Moreover, the
order of the words--cohortis leyionis, and not; legionis cokortis-iB
so unusual, if not; unprecedented, as in itself to cause dissatisfaction.
Infiuenced, probably, by these considerations, flenzen, n. 6626, rejects
the expansion> legionis Gordianoe, although accepted by Orelli,
n. 975, and suggests Lipur2tm, or Liquruvz Gordianoe; but neither of
these readings appears to me probable.

1 interpret COU - I -L -GOIB- as cohortis _primoe Lingonum* Gor.

dianoe. We know that there 'were three, probably four, cohiorts of the
Lingones in Britain. Trajan'st tabzzlceinforni us that thc fourtht was

I do noV recolleet having scen a sinilar usc of the flrst letter of the ctlinic name of a
cohort; but in this case sio confusion coula arise. rer, so rir as we have cvidence, thero was
nu other corps, that served in Britaiin, whose initial letter was L.

t YMr.Wrighit <Ceit, Bomait, and Sa.ron, pl). 302, 363), through some strange inadvertenco'
remarks on these taZulSee-ý" Tey arc ail dccrcs or the r-mperor Trajan ;"and, again spcsk.
ing 0f the inscription founid nt Maps-'The date or this record iq fimed by its internal
ovidence Vo the 20tlh day of January, A.D. 103. The otiier similar monuments found ix'
Britain are ail or the same year'"

ZIt appears that there is a differeuce i tlii' nuinher or tise coliort betweeni the outer and
inner iinbcriptioins of Vhis diploina. The latter, it is stated, gives IIII and tise former III-
It is not easy Vo decide which is the correct numbcr. Gazra, Hleazen, axzd Bôekiog
prefer III.


