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Archaenlngical reports and nufes
Legio VII Gemina and its Flavian fortress at Le6n

Angel Morillo and Victorino Garcia-Marcos

After Legio X Centina yoved to Camuntumn in AL 63, the Spanish garrison was left with ane
legion, VI Victrix, stutioned in Lodn, accompanied, according te Suetonius (Galbe 10.2), by 2
alze and 3 cohories. The Spanish troops played an active rdle in the uprising against Nero by
Galba, governor of Tarraconensis. After Legre VI Victrix proclaimed him fmperator, he pro-
ceeded to raise a new legion befure moving on Reome. The new legion was numbered VII, follow-
ing after its parcnt Y1 Victrix, and this was the origin of the futare VII Geming.! Two tomb-
stones? found in Villalis allow us to establish the exact date un which Legio VIf received its
fnsignia: June 10, AT 684 Tt was known al [irst as the Galbiana {Tac., Hist, 2.8 and 3.7, 10, 21}
and Hispana {Tac,, {ist. 1.6).* While Tegio VIT uccompanied Galba to Rome, its parent, VI
Victriz, temained in Ledn, contrelling the gold production in the northwest, ot which the anbi-
tons ol successive candidates to the purple doublless depended.® Only in the winter of 89,70
did VI Vietrix along with other units leave Spain for the Rhine, as a result of the Batavian
revolt under Julius Civilis, though some kind of garrison must have been left to watch the gold-
mining dislricts. '

Meanwhile, Legiv VIT Gaibiana would be sent from Rome to the Danubian Himes, and then,
after Galba's death, it returned to ltaly, Under Vitellius it went back to the Danube briefly,
where it supported Vespasian and came to participate in the second battle of Hedrigcum neat
Cremona. It was as a result of ity heavy casuallics in that battle that it received a contingent
from an undetermined legion, which led to its name Gemina (Tac., Hist. 3.22).% for in 73-74 it
was in Germania Superior with the epithets of Gemting and Telix.” Tt may have returned to
Spain at the end of 74, but the first references to its stay there appear only in 797 It took over
the spot of the camp of Legio VI Victrix at Ledn, and from then on its permanenl opcraiional
hcadquarters would be T.édn, which it abandoned on only a few occasions. This choice, in the
same Asturian territory where the mam troop concentration had scttled in the Julio-Claudian
period, and on the site of ils parcnt’s basc, points te the continuity of military geals. The main
rissions of the army deployed here were to walch and control the gold mines {then working at
full capacity),? mainlenance of the associated roads,' and to give technical support with.the

1 Amnng the abundant hterature on the creation and history of Legio VI, see especiully E. Ritterling,
“Leguo,” RE XI1.2 (1923} 1630-41; A, Garein v Bellida, “Nacimierte de la Legio VII Gemina,” Legfe ¥
Geming (Ledn 19700 303-3); 1. M. Rolddn, Hispania y o efércity romane (Salamanca 1974) 201-4; 1 L
Boux, | ormée romaing et oveanisalion des provinces ibériques d"Auguste & Pinvasiun de 0% (Paris
1982y 151-53. E. Matilla, “La Legio VU Gemina v Laon,” Lorcia 1 (1983) 263-71; | M. Abascal, "La
feyiv VI Geming. Balance de investigacion v perspectivas,” in Aclas I Congreso Inl. Asterga Ronwima
(Astorga 1946} $17-28; A, Morille, ‘Legis VII Cemina’. Los campamrentos somanos de Leon (Ledn 2K03) m
press. :

r A third gravestone rom Leon (Garvia ¥ Ballida, fbid. 324) may be added.

3 CIL 11 2552 ang 2554; F. Diege, Decripoiones femanas de 17 proviacia de Cada (Ledn 1986} 51-55, nn. 33
and 35,

4 A, Gargeti, “Legio Wil Hisp(anal,” in Legie VT Gemina [Ledn 1970] 331-3&. .

5 C. Ferndndez-Ckhna and A, Moerillo, Le tierra de los Astures. Nuewes perspechnas sohre la implantaciin
roviand en la antigua Asturis (Gijdn 1999} 71-72; A Merillo, “Congquista y estrategia. El ejéraito romanio
durante el perivdo augusleo ¥ julio-claudic en la région septentrinnal de 1a peninsula ibérica,” in id.
{ed.}, Argueclogin Militar Romang an [lispania (Ansjor de Gladiug 5; Madrid 2002) 67-53.

G Ritlerling {supra n.1) 16M1 H. W T Parker, The Roman legivas (1928; 1993) 959 100,

CIL W1 3538; I XTI 5033 and 12167, 1-8.

] Tneeriptions of Aguee Fliviee and Corroces (Orense): TIL 1 2477, and frsreponnes romanas de Galicia '
TV 92, respectively, g

o C. Dummergue, “Tiix huit ans de recherche (1968-1986) sur les mines d'or romaines du nord-puest de la
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276 A. Morillo and V. Garcia-Marcos

infrastructure and administration of the mines.'' Tt wil also have perlormed other malitary,
bureaucratic and policing functions, as well as troop recruitment, all requiring that its forces
could deploy along the dense road network over a wide lerritory from its base at Ledn {fig. 1).

Al times in the 2nd and 3rd c. the troops making up Legio VI Geniine were required outside
the province of Tarraconensis. They were in Germany in #8/89, in Britain under Hadrian, and in
Maruretania under Antoninus Pius.!2 In the second half of the 2nd ¢, they probably repelled the
invasion into Baetica of the Mauri tribes. But generally throughout the 2nd and first half of
the 3rd c. Legio VI Gemina is very well attested at Ledn. Tt is only from the middle of the 3rd ¢
that references become scarce, and in the last quarter of that century inscriptions to it on bricks
and tile disappear. Nevertheless, it is possible that the unit might have remained at Leén
when a new wall reinforced with semicircular towers was attached to the wall of the earlier
Fmpire. The Notitia Dignitatum (XLII 1.25) implies that the Legio VI Genrina was still
settled in its old legionary fortress at the beginning of the 5th c. A.D., while other auxiliary
units attached to it were now spread across various posts in the north of Spain.™ This Notitia
probably refers to an earlier situation, possibly of the Tetrarchic era 4

New dela on the legionary base of Legio VII Gemina

The creation of the city council of Tedn in 1993 made il possible to centralize the archaeo-
logical information aboul the urban settlement, and new excavations in the core of the old city
have provided remarkable new results aboul the Roman settlement in Ledn. This information
mainly relates Lo the fortress of Legio VII Gemina dating to the early Empire, the existence of
which had long been known. First, beneath that fortress the remains of two earlier legionary
camps daling to the decades following the Cantabrian Wars have been found; they date to the
Augustan and Julio-Claudian periods and were occupied for at least 70 years by Legio VI Vie-
trix. These discoveries have heen discussed recently elsewhere.? llere we will concentrate on

Péninsule [hérique,” in { Congreso Int. Astorgie Remana vol, 1 (Astorga 1986) 33; |. Sdnchez-Falencia,
“Bxplotaciones auriferas en el Conventus Asturum,” in Indigenisme y Rumanizacidn en ef Conveniis
Asturum (Madrid 1983) 81; |. S4nchez-I'alencia and M. D Ferndndez-Posse, La Corona i el Castro de
Carporales 1. Truchas (Ledn), campatias de 1978-1981 (Exc. Arg. Esp. 131, Madrid 14ES) 322-24,

10 There is various evidence for building activity, including construction of a brnidge in Aguae Flavise (CIL
IT 2477),

11 Fernindez-Ochoa and Morillo {supra n.5) 105,

12 Rolddn (supra n.1) 203-4; Y, Le Bohec, Epigraphica 43 {1981} 160; id., La Trotstéme Légion Auguste
{Paris 1989) 379; U. Brandl, Unlersiechungen =u den Ziegelstempeln ronuscher Legivner in den nord-
westlichen Provinzen des Imperium Romanum (Rahden 1999) 105, Their participation in Trajan’s
Dacian campaigns is still disputed: of. N. Gudea, Acts Mnusei Poralissensis 8 (1984) 227-29; id.,
Porolissum | (Zalau 1997) 28-20, 46, 113, Hg. 24; I'. Le Roux, “Inscriphions militaires et déplacements de
troupes dans 'Empire romain,” £1'F 43 (1981 119-200, A vexillation 1000 strong was in Dritain under
Hadrian (1.5 2726).

13 Fernédndez Ochoa and Morillo (supra n.5) 105,

14 A, Balil, “La defensa de Hispania en el Bajo Imperin. Amenaza exterior ¢ inguieiud interna,” in Legio
VI Gemtia {Ledm 1970} 601-20, Recently the date of the Netitic has been moved to the end of the 5th c.:
M. Kulikewski, “The Notitia Dignitatum as a historical source,” Historiz 49 (20000) 35874,

15 F. Miguel and V. Garcia-Marcos, “Intervencién en el patio del Centra Cultural Pallarés (Leon),”
Numantie 4 (1994) 175-206; V. Garcia-Marcos and F. Miguel, "A new view un the military occupation
in the north-west of Hispania during the first century: the case of Ledn,” Proc. XVI Int. Congress of
Rotnan Eronitier Bodies (Oheford 19963 255-60; A, Monllo and V. Garcio-Marcos, “Nuevos testimonios
acerca de la Legiones VI victrix y X gemina en la regién septentrional de la Peninsula thérica,” Actes du
dewxieme Congrés de Lyon sur U'armée romaine |1 (Lyon 2000) 584-607; V. Garcia-Marcos and A.
Morillo, “The legionary fortress af V1 Victrix at Leon (Spain), The new evidence,” in P, Freeman et al,
Prac. XV Int, Congress of Remun Frontier Studies (BAR 51084 11, Oxford 2002} 791-800; A, Morilla,
V. Gardia-Marcos and . Ferndndez-Ochoa, Imdgenss de arqneolagia leonesa. Antonin Ciarcla Bellado y el
Moroeste peninsular en o antigiiedad (Valladolid 2002} 55-87; V. Garcia=harcos, “Los campamentos
romanos de |edn,” in Morille {ed.) 2002 {supra n.5) 167-212,
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Fig. 1. Legionary loriresses and forts in Spain from ¢ A D, 7475 to the mid-3id ¢.

the new information about the plan and defences of the fortress of Legio VIT Geming, datable to
the Flavian period and used at least until the end of the 3rd ¢, when the Late Koman wall with
semicircular towers was allached o the exterior of the Flavian wall. All of these fortresses
were located close to the confluence of the Torio and Bernesga rivers.

Cump layoul and internal arrangement

The basic cutline of the fortress was already described accuralely by Garcla y Bellido,'®
who wrote that it is typically rectangular in shape (570 x 350 m} with rounded angles and
encloses less than 20 ha, that being the typical size of single-legion camps. Due to the dearth of
excavations in the modern lown, it was more difficult to determine ils internal arrangements,
Yet the mediaeval town clearly betrayed the influence of the Roman fortress, with its
rectangular plan, 4 gates, and the general layout of some steeets.”?

As a result of the discovery of some streets and of sewers beneath Lhem, it is possible to begin
to reconstruct the internal arrangements of the fortress™ (fig. 2). Tt was laid oul along the
general lines of other forts of the Flavian period onwards'® but the plan was not strictly fol-
lowed since it shows a clear adaptation to the topography of the hill. The rectangle narrows
towards the south, south of the two poertae principaies and especially on the E side, where the
SF angle is flattened, and the longitudinal axis of the fortress as a whole is slightly displaced
towards the northwest. The inlerior lics at an average elevation of 835 m asl and betrays a
slight slope down to the west. The topography may have influenced the positioning of the via
principelis, which is farther south than normal. A similar adaptation to lhe topography is
seen in the underlying forts of Legio VI, the second of which (Julio-Claudian) will have influ-
enced the internal layoul of Gemina's fortress, as has been shown from its defences.® A general
shared tendency in the alignment of buildings and internal streets can be detected, though more
precise details must await further excavations.

1 A, Garcia y Bellido, “Estudios sobre la fegio VIl Geming y su campamento en Ledn,” in Legio V!
Gemina {Ledn 1870) 571-75.

17 CE A. Mepresa, "Evolucion urbana de Ledn en los siglos XENIL” Arefinne |eoneses 45-40 (196Y) 244,

1k ] M. Vidal, “Arqueclogia utbana en Ledi precedentes y apartaciones recientes,” Archivos Leoneses 79-
B0 (1985) 365-80.

19 CI M. ] Jones, Romn fort-defences ta AL 117 with specl reference te Britain (BAR 21, Oxford 1975)
5d4-65; A. |ohnson, Roman forts of the Ist and 2nd centuries AD in Brilaln and the German previsices
{Landon 1983) 249 ff.

20 Marillo, Garcfa-Marcos and Ferndndee-Oclhoa (supra n.i5) 58-66; Garcia Marcos in Morillo {supra
n.15) 184,
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1. Flavian wall

2.7 Iternal towers

B, Cista lmaria of the
water-supply system

9. Storergom with court
yard

10, Prinapir

11, Indeterminate comn
struction,

12-14. Barracks

17, Indeterminate con
atructon.

1%, Baths,

19, External construc
tion,

20, Large vaulted gallery
{cryptoporticn?).

21, External construc
Lions

Fig. 2. Suggested plan of the luriress of Legio VI Gemina, with archaeological remains from this phase.

The internal arrangements follow the per scamna type, with buildings arranged in large sec-
tors arranged parallel to the wia principalis. Five such seclors have been detected. At the
south, between the defences and the via principalis, would have been the praetentura, in
which the scanty remains of building suggest a N-S orientalion. This is where we would expect
to find barracks arranged perpendicular to the wia principalis and separated by secondary
streets; perhaps other buildings fronted the vin principalis. The central sector, between the vin
principalis on the south and the guintana to the north, shaped the latera praetorii. This is the
most prominent and larger than usual due to the parlicular location of the via principalts. 1t is
where the principia would have stood, as well as the preetorium, hospital, and tribunes’
houses,” but almost nothing has so far been recognised here. Al the E end of this sector are
traces of a large bathhouse (fig. 2 no. 18), although the remains are scattered and its complete

21 This 1s the most common internal organization according to H, von Petrikovits, Die Innenbaiten
romischer Legionslager wahrend der Prinzipatszeit (Opladen 1575} 64 ff.
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Fig. 3. Tnner side of N defences of fortress, showing two attached walls,

plan not yet clear. Several rooms with hypocausts are known beneath the sub-floor of the
cathedral, and its S flank must have tun along the vie principalis close to the L gate. Mext tc
that gate a room probably marking the SE corner of the bathhouse has been located; in ils lates
phases it served as a large latrine.?? In this block to the north of the bathhouse and further tc
the west are traces of barracks aligned per sirigas (perpendicular to the via principalis)
normally, these would have housed the first cohort.** More 15 known about the buildings in U
retentura as a result of excavations conducted around Santa Marina, close to the N defences anc
not far from the position of the porta decumane. Here excavations have verilied Lhe existence
of Legio VI structures on top of others belonging to the second fortress of Legio VI™ They ap-
pear to be part of a storeroom (fig. 2 no. 9), which has parallels in other forlresses, particularly
the category of “storercom with courtyard” in an off-centre position™ The rest of the cohork:
would alse have been housed here.®

22 Garcia-Marcos ibid.

23 D P Davisan, The harracks of the Roman armiy from the 1st to 3ed centuries AL (BAR 8472, Owfory
THEGY 44,

24 Garcia-Marces in Morillo (supra n.15) 185,

25 wvon Petrikovits (supra n.21) 85-86, fig. 20,

26 They may have been arranged alternately in 1, 3 and 5 scumma according to von Petrikovits’ Type 2 amc
Davison's {supra .23} Type B, which prevailed frum the last quarter of the st o, AD and responded
well to defensive needs, rather than Lo the distribution of barracks in more than 3 scamna, cominon i
carly camps with polygonal design.
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Fig. 4. Face of foriress wall on the W side, seen from the exterior,

The defensive system: the walls

The main archaeolopgical evidence relates to the defences of this fortress. It follows the
canonical model, rectangular in plan with oblong corners. Excavations conducted in the 1960s by
AL Gareia y Bellido® revealed that the Roman walls, strenglhened on the exterior by semicir-
cular towers, are actually made up of two abutting walls built at different periods and in quite
different technigues (lig. 3). He argued thal the original circuil was buill in Flavian limes and
the later wall was built at the end of the 3rd ¢, and other scholars have followed him,
Recently, E. Campomanes has made a detailed list of the spots where the earlier wall has
been documented and has analysed its system of construction.®® Comparing it with other sites,
mainly military, he propased an Farly Imperial date. We can now narrow this down to the last
quarter of the 1st ¢. There is no doubt that this fortress was walled on two occasions. Towards
the end of the 3rd or beginning of the 4th <, as I Richunond® and A. Balil’'® already pointed
out, a Late Roman wall was attached to the outer face of the earlier wall (giving an average
total thickness of 5.25 m), re-using many older building blocks and inscriptions in the process,
Ledan is part of a much wider phenomenen of wall reconstruction both across the empire and
specifically in NW Spain where the major troop concentrations were located.!

The Flavian walls have been recognized on all 4 sides of the [ortress.”? Excavalions al a
large site close to Santa Marina, next to the inner face of the W wall, have helped resolve
many questions about its type and method of construction. First, a trench was dug which result
ed in dismantling the vuter half of the rampart {earth-and-timber defences) of the Julio-
Claudian fort belonging to Legio V1. Inside the new trench the wall foundations used medium
and large quartzite pebbles mixed with worked clay, for a height of 0.8-1.0 m. The upper part
of the wall has an external facing in opus oittetue, 30-32 cm thick, using roughly-cut sandstone

27 Garcia y Bellido (supra n.16) 572-75.

28 E. Campomanes, “Alpunas cuestiones en torne a la primera muralla de la Legio VI Gemina,” Lancia 2
{1997} 129-43,

268 L Richmond, "Five town-walls in Hispania Citerior,” [RS 21 (1931) 93-94.

an AL Balil, “La defensa de lligpania en el Bajo lmperio,” Zephieris 11 (1960) 192-93,

31 C. Ferndndez-Olchoa and A. Marilla, “Fortificaciones urbanas de época bajoimperial en Hispania, Una
aproximacion critica,” Cugd. Unio. Autonoma Madrid 1K {19%1) 227-39 and 19 [(19%2} 336 £ iid., “La
muralla de Truma en el contexto de las fortificaciones urbanas bajpimperiales de la région septentional
de la Peninsula Ibérica,” Isturilz 9 {= 1 Cologuio Inl. sobre o Romanizncicon en Euskal Herria) (San
Sebastian 1997) 738-39; iid. {supra n.5) 108; C. Ferndndez-Ochoa, La waeralla romane de Gijdn (Madrid
19977 249-65,

3z Garcia v Bellido (supra n.16) 572.75, figs. 4-14.



Fig. 5, Vallum (rampart) in the N part of the I'lavian foriress.

Fig. 6. Sugpested reconstruction of the detences of the Flavian fortress.

blocks of variable length laid as headers and stretchers {fig. 4). The blocks were on average
14.48 em in height (about half a Roman foot) and were cut with a slightly curved inner face to
facilitate their attachment to the nucleus of the wall.3 Thus the courses are 16-17 cm hugh
with the good mortar edging to the joints. The interior of the wall (L8-2.0m thickness, or

332 Campomanes (supra n.2H] 135-38,
34 (arcia y Bellido (supra n.16) 5873,
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about & Roman feet) was built of high-qualily
apus cacktenliciukr using small and medium-
sized pebbles, mostly broken to facilitate
mixing with the mortar, with small sherds of
brick and small blocks of limestone and
sandstone. The maximum preserved height of
the wall is 4.25 m, which is prebably not much
less than its original height. Whereas the
vpus witlalum [acing on the exterior acted as
formwork, there was no similar elemenl or
frame on the interior. This is because there
was a1l inner remparl up against the stone nuac-
leus (figs, 5-6), as Campomanes had already
suggested. The rampart would have been erec-
ted simultaneously with the ouler facing and
the intermediate space infilled with opus cae-
nmemticium, This kind of design is the most
commorn; stone walls on both faces are rarer at
this peried. In Spain, the fort belonging to
ala I Flawvia at Rosinos de Vidriales has a
single external facing,® like that at Ledn.
Double facing is found al the forts of Banos de
Bande and Cidadela ™ At Ledn, the presence
of the vallum of the ecarlier fort facilitated
the comstruction of the ramparts, and the dis-
mantling of its uppermost part could alse have
provided a large volume of carth tor re-use.

There is evidence for at least three towers
on the interior of the defences. They are rec-
tangular (3.5 x 4 m) and survive to a height of
2.7 m (ligs. 8-7); on their interior they mea-
sure only 1.4 x 2 m. For the most part they pro-
ject inwards. They project unly 0.20 m in front of the line of the walls where, on the external
tace, only the upper course could be seen due to the attachmenl of the late-antique wall. As is
clear from the construction technique, towers and wall were erected simultaneously, but al a
certain height {possibly determined by the greatest clevation of the rampart) the wall was
attached to the sides of the tower. The external face of the towers shows remains ol limestonc
ashlars, perhaps associaled with foolings projecting from the wall-walk where the entrances
to the towers were located, Some changes to the towers were made over lime: a small room was
attached Lo the front part of the interior, perhaps in the late Grd or early 4th c., when the
interior towers lost their defensive role.

Fig. 7. Interval tower on the N wall of the Flavian
fortréss, seen from the Flavian wall,

Between the portae principules and the north corners, on the long sides ol the lortress, we
may restore 6 towers, some 60 m apart, although so far only one has been found on each side. On
the short sides of the fortress, we would expect lwo lowers in cach stretch equidistant between

35 As 18 found at London and York (Jones [supra n.20] 100}, or at Mirebeau, the most complicated of all
(M. Reddé, Le camp léyivnmaire de Mirebeay [RGZM Maine Monog, 36, 1993] 48).

36 5 Carretero, M®* ¥, Romero Carnicero and A, B. Marlinez, “Las estructuras defensivas del campamento
del Al [I Figvia en Pelavoninm,” I Congrese de Argueologin Peninsular IV (Zamora 1999) 185 and 191

¢ ). M. Caamafio, "La presencia militar romana en Galicia: bos campamentos,” in Ll mundo vomana en
Galicia (Museo de Villalba, Monog. 11, 1994) 37 and 40; id., "Sondens arquenlégicos en la muralla del
campamento romane de Cidadela,” Galliecia 16 (1997) 270-71.
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Fag, 8. Porta principalis sinisira, general view,

the corner and the main gate. There is no evidence as vet of towers at the corners, but an old
mention by M. Gomez-Moreno™ seems to point in that direction.

The gutes: the porta principalis sinistra

Recent excavations have revealed the main gate on the [ side, the porta principalis sinis-
tra. The gate was flanked by two large reclangular twin towers (measuring 12,60 x 5 m external-
ly). Only the northern tower could be completely excavated (fig, 8) since the south lower lies
beneath the street, although the edges of that tower could be defined.® The towers project 4 m
beyond the wall line but they project 5 m in front of the gate because the gate is recessed 1 m
behind the line of the wall. Access to the towers from the wall-top was by way ol passages
defined on both ends by roof-supporting arches of 4-m span, held on one side by pilasters
attached to the tower's walls and by large pillars in the centre (the furthest one measures 2 x
1.46 m, the inner one 2,6 x 2 m). The gate itself had double-leaf doors, as shown by the 4 marble
daor-jambs of the outer openings which are still i sifir. One of these preserved the pivot-hole
and iron shoe reintorced with a lead ring to facilitate turning and prevent rapid wear.

Because the topography slopes down to the east, some special measures were needed, parti-
cularly for the towers. The N tower has thick foundations of opus cacmenlicium to support the
apus quadratim walls, which were 0.7 m thick and composed of large ashlars arranged irreg-
ularly as headers and stretchers, most dry-laid without any trace of iron cramps, although in
some cases the joints were reinforced with scams of moerlar. To strengthen the stability of the N
tower, some of the lower ashlar courses are ¢.10 cm wider on each side, and the ashlars on the E
face gradually increase in height in order to reach a level surlace on which the upper wall
could be erected. The outer face of most of these ashlars is heavily rusticated, although not all
of their faces were laid in the same plane.

The N tower was entered through a gate (1.2 m wide) located on its & side. The interior of
the tower is divided in two by a partition wall (85 em wide, 130 cm max. height) set at right-

M. Gomez-Moreno, Catiiloge momumental de Espafia. Frovincts de Leon (1908-1908) (Madrid 1925) 24;
Campomanes (supra n.28) 133.

3% An archaenlogical crypt has been buill here to preserve these remains of the N tower and to allow a
view of part of the bathhouse.
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tig. 9, N guard-chamber of the perta principalis sinistra, seen from the W

angles to the long sides (fig. 9). An opening (1 m wide) through it connected the two spaces. The
floor surlace shows clear traces of hearths, especially near the walls.

The gate underwent major changes in the late 3rd or early 4th . when the new defences were
added. Most of the gate structures were dismantled, apart from the two projections which were
intcgrated into the new walls, As a resull of the new wall, the towers were set slightly back
from it. Further, the northern of the two entrance passageways was closed by a wall 90-110 cm
wide which re-used large ashlars, with mortar reinforcing the joints, from elsewhere in the
structure, A single entrance opening would strengthen defence and 1s a common feature else-
where. 20 AL the same time, the level of the stret was raised. Al the end of the dth or in the
early 5th ¢, the closed entrance was reinforced with an ashlar wall, more careless in appear-
ance than the earlier one.

Chrenology and typology of the Tlevien defences al Ledn

The Flavian legionary fortress at Tedn is probably the oldest Imperial stone fortress to
suryive in the Spanish provinces#! The replacement of timber and earth defences by stone was
particularly common from Trajan onwards, but there are examples in the last quarter of the 1st
c. A0 or even earlier, from Claudian times.*® They include an important phase on the Rhine,
prompted by the Batavian revolt of Julius Civilis in 6%-70, where the legionary camps at
Mainz, Bonn, Strasbourg and Neuss (in some cases already provided with stone defences) saw

10 Eg. at Rosinos de Vidriales (Carretero ¢f al. [supra n36)| 185), and somme auxiliary forts on northern
frontiers, such as Housesteads, Birdoswald, South Shields, Pfiinz, Osterburken and Tulln,

41 A Morillo, Lucernas romanas en la regidn septentriomal de la Penfnsula Ibérice (Monographies d'Instru-
mentum B, Montagnac 1999) 333-34; id. (supra n.5); id,, “Meue Forschungen zu romischen Lagern der
iulisch-claudischen Zeit in Nordspanien,” BJb 200 (2000) fortheoming; Garcla-Marcos (supra n.15) 186,

42 T, Bechert, “Rimische Lagertore und ihee Bauinschriften. Ein Beitrag zur Entwicklung und Datierung
kaiserzeillicher Lagertorgrundrisse von Claudius bis Severus Alexander,” Hfb 171 (1971) 210 f; Jones
(supra n.20) 97-100; Johnson (supra n.20) 66-710; |. Lander, Naman stone fortifications (BAR 5206,
Creford 1984) 2022 ff.
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Fig. 10. Suggested reconstructon of the porta principalis sinistra,

their defences replaced or repaired with more solid ones. The changes in Germany probably
influenced Ledn, since Legio VI Geming had been moved to Germania Superior in precisely
those years. The latest techniques developed along the Rhine-Danube limes in the early
Flavian period will have been followed in the construction of the fortress at Ledn, for when it
returned to Spain it seems to have reproduced a schema familiar to it at first hand in Germany.
The thickness of the stone wall at Ledn is 1.8-2.0 m, slightly thicker than the average [or
legionary forts, which is usually 1.2-1.5 m** The maximum preserved height of 4.25 m is
probably close to the original height up to the wall-walk, above which the parapet and mer
lons would have risen to c.6-6.5 m; at the fort of Worth in Germania Superior, dating to the
early Empire, the total height fluctuated betwen 5.8 and 6.4 m.* The towers positioned at
intervals along the defences follow the typology and dimensions that were in common use in the
late Ist c. AD.

The fortress at Leén may then have become the reference-point for other Spanish forts of
auxiliary unils. The forls al Bafios de Bande where Cohors [ Gallica may have been
stationed from the last quarter of the lst c. 4.1 omwards, and at Cidadela ™ the home of
Cohors 1 Celtiberorum from the early 2nd ¢, show the same kind of defences. On the Iberian
plateau in the late 1st ¢ AD., the fort of Ala [l Flavia at Rosinos de Vidriales was provided
with a stone wall with intermediate and angle towers, replacing the earlier vallim *

The porta principalis sinistra at Le6n raises rather different typological issues. One is the
rather unusual compartmentalization of the guard-chamber, secn previously in Lhe 5 gate al

43 Jomes {supra n.20} 100 Inchtuthil’s defences were 1.4-1.5 m thick: L. I Pitts and . K. St Joseph,
Inchtutinl, The Ronwn Ee:gr'u:lmryfurirﬁs.s (Britannia Monog. 14, 1985) 61-71.

44 Johnson (supra n.20) 70.

43 A, Rodrigues Colmenero, “Aquis Querquennis: quince anos a cardn,” Larowce 1 (19917 127, A
Rodriguez Colmenero and F. Herves, Ajquis Querquennis, Campomento romang i ciudad-mansidn maria
(Bande 1994),

46 Caamafio 1894 (supra n.37) 37-44.

47 Carrstern et gl fsunra 06 192




786 A, Morillo and V. Garcia-Marcos

Vindonissa, dating to 53/54.* and in the Augustan dty gate at Acsta* More imporianl is the
fact that the tweo flanking scctions of the Ledn gate shiw a marked exlernal projection (fig. 1.
Tn the 1st ¢. A.D. such towers barely projected beyond the line of the walls, but in the 2nd . Ihey
advanced markedly, acquiring a greater defensive Tole.™ Must earlier towers flanking fort
gutes followed timber examples where the layout was predominantly square and lowers
projected only slightly.5! However, in a few cases, such as the lort of tegio X Gemina at
Neviomagus,™ there i already a slight projection with respect to the wall linc, From ‘lrajan
and Hadrian enwards, reconstructions in stone exlend to the rest of the northern frontiers the
tendency for towers to project. [t is seen, for example, at Fhuracum and at Brigetio on the Dan-
ube.5? 1ls occurrence in auxiliary forts seems lo come later, in the last third of the 2nd c. and
later.™ when this lype, with either straight or rounded profiles, prevails. The gate at ein
has a straight profile across the {ront and the closest parallels are found in the N gate of the
legionary fortress at Drigetio and the E gate of Carnunium, both dating after 170. Other
parallels are found in lhe N gate of Thamusida, deted after 166, both main gates at Porafissum,
and Lhe four gates at Vatkenburg, dating to Marcus Aurelius, and at Niederbieber, dating after
186.5% Th W gate at Xanicn, again dating after 170, should be included too, even though in this
casc it has a civilian character.5® The closcst parallel to the gate at Tedn, however, is the
parta principalis sinistra of the nearby auxiliary fort al Bafios de Bande, which shows almost
the same layoul and dimensions and must have been directly influenced by Leon.

In brief, he [ormal and typological parallels point to a date in the mid-Ind c. or later for
the gate at Ladn, despile the fact that it is part of a Flavian fort. We suspect that an earlier
gatc at this spot had been rompletely disassembled. Unfortunately, the stratigraphic evidence
is not available 1o prove the former presence of a Flavian gale. Because this remained the
traditional emtry-puint to the city, the archaeological levels have slmost lotally disappear-
ed, The precise chronology of Baios de Bande is also unclear. Nevertheless, the possibilily
cannot entirely be ruled cul that this gate might belong with the Flavian defences.®”

The defrnces at Ledn should have been completed by ane ur mere ditches around the walled
perimeter, but the Late Roman wall, which is of typical military construction, almost certamly
used these [or part of its foundation hench, and its own ditch layout probably erased the
ditches of the 1st o. The changes cxperienced by the cities of N and NW Spain from the middle
of the 3rd ¢, onwards are likewise reflected in Leén’s military wall and the nearby cannabae,
By then the fortress was carrying out new military functivns assigned to the forces in the
Iberian peninsida within Rome's global strategy 5
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49 Dechert {supra nd2) hg 2, fig. 12,

43 1. Rebecchi, “Les enceinies augustéennes en Ltalia,” in Les emcetities augu&téﬂnncs Anns UOeerdant pongin
(Nimes 1987) 146, fig. 25.

50 This solutiom which was already used in wban fortifications, with fawers flanking the gates, only came
later to military architeciure. Military stone-built gates of the' Claudian perivd appear ak Vindaonissa
and st Nouss, the latter hawving clear precedents in the Augustan lown gates ab Arles, lvéjus and A (see
Bochert [supra n.42] 210-17, fig. 1 no, 2, fig, 2 nwos. 2 3; Rebecchd, ibid. 134, fig. 7), but they are not adop-
ted definitively on military sikee until the Flavian forts on.the Rhine limes, )

51 E.g, the gales al the legionary campa of Neuss and Bunn ur thy auxiliary forts at Heddetmhedm, Okarben,
Wieshaden and Hofheim (Bechert ibid, 321827, figs. 5 6); Lander {supra n42) 22-4), figs. 910,

52 Bechert ikid. 222-27, fig, 6.
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57 Tha most recent analisis uf the slraligrophy, made while this article was in press, allows uy now to
suggest that this date was consirucled in Flavian-Trajanic times,

=8 Fernindes Ochoa and Merillo {supra n.a) NI2-K.



