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For much o f our knowledge o f l a t e a n t i q u i t y we are i n d e b t e d t o 
h i s t o r i c a l l y - m i n d e d b i b l i o p h i l e s o f the Middle Ages who assembled the 
fragments o f Roman h i s t o r y i n t o g r e a t c o l l e c t i o n s o f c h r o n i c l e s and 
h i s t o r i e s . Perhaps the most i n t e r e s t i n g o f such c o l l e c t i o n s i s p r e s e r v e d 
i n Copenhagen Ms. 454.''' L a r g e l y made up o f the well-known c h r o n i c l e s o f 
Jerome, P r o s p e r , and I s i d o r e , i t a l s o c o n t a i n s m a t e r i a l found nowhere 
e l s e c o n c erning events o f the f i f t h , s i x t h , and seventh c e n t u r i e s . 
P a r t i c u l a r l y v a l u a b l e are the n o t i c e s o f the years 475 through 480. The 
Copenhagen c o l l e c t i o n i n c l u d e s capsule accounts — d e r i v e d a p p a r e n t l y 
from a contemporary work o r works — o f the d e p o s i t i o n o f the Emperor 
Nepos, the u s u r p a t i o n o f Romulus A u g u s t u l u s , l a s t Roman emperor o f the 
West, and the subsequent r e v o l t o f the f o e d e r a t i through which Odoacer 
was made the f i r s t b a r b a r i a n k i n g of I t a l y . The Copenhagen manu s c r i p t 
i s , i n f a c t , our f u l l e s t source f o r these famous events. 

T h i s one s e c t i o n o f the Copenhagen c o l l e c t i o n has been the focus 
o f a t t e n t i o n ever s i n c e the manuscript was d i s c o v e r e d i n 1836. Since 
t h a t time the document has been d i s s e c t e d r e p e a t e d l y i n an e f f o r t t o 
i s o l a t e the unique f i f t h - c e n t u r y m a t e r i a l and e s t a b l i s h the source and 

2 
a u t h o r i t y f o r the i n f o r m a t i o n t h a t i t s u p p l i e s . For i n s t a n c e , i n the 
Monumenta Germaniae H i s t o r i c a , e d i t i o n o f 1892, the o n l y one commonly 
a v a i l a b l e , Mommsen c a t e g o r i z e d the c h r o n i c l e e n t r i e s on the b a s i s o f 
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which source each came from, then p r i n t e d the separate c a t e g o r i e s i n 
d i f f e r e n t p a r t s o f volume I of the Chronica Minora 

Because such treatment has obscured the e s s e n t i a l u n i t y o f the 
Copenhagen c o l l e c t i o n , the anonymous seventh-century I t a l i a n , who was 
c h i e f l y r e s p o n s i b l e f o r i t s shape, has become the f o r g o t t e n man. T h i s 
i s u n f o r t u n a t e . The Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r o f P r o s p e r , as he i s u s u a l l y 
c a l l e d , i s an i n t e r e s t i n g f i g u r e . L i k e many mediaeval c o m p i l e r s , he was 
a l s o an h i s t o r i a n who c o u l d and d i d shape h i s source m a t e r i a l t o s u i t h i s 
own purposes. I n p a r t i c u l a r he was a w r i t e r w i t h d i s t i n c t views on the 
d e c l i n e o f Rome and the s t a t e o f I t a l y i n h i s time, views t h a t are not 
w i t h o u t s i g n i f i c a n c e . H i s work deserves a r e r e a d i n g . 

Copenhagen Ms. 454 i s a manuscript o f the t w e l f t h o r t h i r t e e n t h 
c e n t u r i e s o f u n c e r t a i n provenance. I t s p r e s e n t s t a t e i s v e r y confused, 
and the problem o f i t s c o m p o s i t i o n has been a s u b j e c t f o r s c h o l a r l y 
debate. A d e t a i l e d d e s c r i p t i o n o f the manuscript and the problems s u r ­
r o u n d i n g i t has been postponed t o the appendix; s u f f i c e i t t o say here 
t h a t the codex was c a r e l e s s l y c o p i e d from a c o m p l i c a t e d and incomplete 
a r c h e t y p e , so t h a t some m a t e r i a l was o m i t t e d and some was g a r b l e d . The 
m i s t a k e s o f the o r i g i n a l s c r i b e were c o r r e c t e d e i t h e r by h i m s e l f o r by 
a contemporary, both w i t h i n the t e x t and by the a d d i t i o n o f m a r g i n a l 
n o t e s . As a r e s u l t o f t h i s process the y e a r s 458-474 are m i s s i n g , and 
the p e r i o d 475-489 i s r e p o r t e d t w i c e i n the body o f the work and once i n 
a m a r g i n a l r e d a c t i o n . D e s p i t e t h i s p e c u l i a r arrangement and some s i g n s 
o f l a t e r i n t e r p o l a t i o n , i t has g e n e r a l l y been accepted t h a t the p r e s e n t 
t e x t i s a f a i r r e p r e s e n t a t i o n o f what the seventh-century c h r o n i c l e r 
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w r o t e . 

The c o m p i l a t i o n , l i k e the codex t h a t p r e s e r v e s i t , i s q u i t e i n v o l v e d . 
I t f a l l s i n t o t hree broad s e c t i o n s , o f which the f i r s t two are e a s i l y 
d e s c r i b e d . S e c t i o n one, which i s a l s o the l o n g e s t , c o n s i s t s o f Jerome's 
w o r l d c h r o n i c l e t o A.D. 378, l i t t l e a l t e r e d ; t here are o n l y a few 
a d d i t i o n s taken from I s i d o r e , the l o n g e r v e r s i o n o f Prosper's c h r o n i c l e , 
and Jerome's own De v i r i s i l l u s t r i b u s . S i m i l a r l y , s e c t i o n two i s based 
on P r o s p e r ' s c o n t i n u a t i o n o f Jerome t o A.D. 455. The c o l l e c t i o n c o n t a i n s 
the e n t i r e t e x t o f P r o s p e r , and h i s c o n s u l a r chronology r e p l a c e s the 
r e g n a l chronology o f Jerome. But the seventh-century c o m p i l e r substan­
t i a l l y supplemented P r o s p e r ' s work by i n c l u d i n g two e n t r i e s from I s i d o r e , 
as w e l l as a l a r g e r number from l o s t works o f the f i f t h c e n t u r y . At 
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s e v e r a l p l a c e s , i n the margin o r even w i t h i n the t e x t o f Pr o s p e r ' s l e s s 
p r e c i s e , more l i t e r a r y account, the Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r added e x a c t 
dates and l o c a t i o n s , drawn from one o r more v e r s i o n s o f the f i f t h -
c e n t u r y c o n s u l a r annals. In the same way, he i n c o r p o r a t e d a few l o n g e r 
e x c e r p t s from a more d e t a i l e d source i n t o P r o s p e r . 

The most i n t e r e s t i n g — and most complex — s e c t i o n o f the c h r o n i c l e 
c o l l e c t i o n i s the l a s t , the unique Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t i o n o f P r o s p e r , as 
Mommsen c a l l e d i t . C overing the p e r i o d from 455 t o 625, i t was woven 
t o g e t h e r by the seventh-century w r i t e r from a v a r i e t y o f s o u r c e s , some 
known, o t h e r s not. From I s i d o r e ' s w o r l d c h r o n i c l e , i t s e l f an e a r l y 
s e v e n t h - c e n t u r y work, the I t a l i a n c h r o n i c l e r took h i s l i s t o f the 
emperors from P r o s p e r ' s time t o h i s own, as w e l l as e n t r i e s c o n c e r n i n g 
G o t h i c , e c c l e s i a s t i c a l , and i m p e r i a l h i s t o r y . He added t o P r o s p e r ' s 
p a p a l chronology from an unknown but extremely p r e c i s e l i s t . 

But the c h r o n i c l e r ' s main so u r c e s , a t l e a s t up t o the year 523, 
were t e x t s u s i n g c o n s u l a r chronology — a p p a r e n t l y the same ones used t o 
supplement Pr o s p e r . These p r o v i d e d the seventh-century w r i t e r not o n l y 
w i t h a c o n s u l a r l i s t , h i s c h i e f method o f i d e n t i f y i n g the y e a r s , but w i t h 
the b u l k o f h i s h i s t o r i c a l e n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g h i s account o f I t a l i a n 
h i s t o r y . The nature o f these s o u r c e s , p r e v i o u s l y r e f e r r e d t o the d i s ­
c u s s i o n o f the Pr o s p e r s e c t i o n , i s c l e a r e r here. Some o f the b r i e f , 
f o r m u l a i c , and p r e c i s e l y - d a t e d e n t r i e s are c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the c o n s u l a r 
a n n a l s , and i t i s e v i d e n t t h a t the Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r had one o r 
more v e r s i o n s o f the c o n s u l a r annals a v a i l a b l e t o him. A second source, 
though based on the a n n a l s , i s f a r more i n t e r e s t i n g . I t i s an o p i n i o n ­
a t e d and w e l l - i n f o r m e d h i s t o r y o f I t a l i a n a f f a i r s i n the f i f t h c e n t u r y 
down t o the time o f Theodoric's d e f e a t o f Odoacer."" The work o f t h i s 
l a t e , ' f i f t h - c e n t u r y commentator — I w i l l c a l l him "the Commentator" f o r 
s h o r t — i s t r a d i t i o n a l l y the p a r t o f the C o n t i n u a t i o n t h a t has r e c e i v e d 
the most s c h o l a r l y a t t e n t i o n . 

Once more b e f o r e i t s end, w i t h the f a i l u r e o f the c o n s u l a r s o u r c e s , 
the c h a r a c t e r o f the c o m p i l a t i o n changes. The Commentator's work f i n i s h e d 
— o r ceased to i n t e r e s t the c o m p i l e r — w i t h the d e f e a t o f Odoacer by 
Theodoric i n 493. The c o n s u l a r l i s t used by the c o n t i n u a t o r ended i n 
523. Without these, the c o n t i n u a t o r ' s knowledge o f both chronology and 
events was ve r y sparse and sometimes q u i t e i n a c c u r a t e . Although he 
maintained l i s t s o f emperors and popes, he c o u l d no l o n g e r a s s i g n events 
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t o s p e c i f i c y e a r s . The c o m p i l e r was e v i d e n t l y working from a very few 
sources (o n l y I s i d o r e i s r e c o g n i z a b l e ) and h i s p e r s o n a l memories. As a 
r e s u l t , he had l i t t l e m a t e r i a l about the remote p e r i o d between the death 
o f Theodoric and the campaigns o f Narses; from the Lombard i n v a s i o n , how­
e v e r , h i s e n t r i e s get p r o g r e s s i v e l y f u l l e r and more i n t e r e s t i n g , u n t i l 
t hey end w i t h a d e s c r i p t i o n o f the a c c e s s i o n and ten-year r e i g n o f the 
Lombard K i n g A d a l o a l d (A.D. 616-625). 

So f a r we have d e s c r i b e d the Copenhagen c o l l e c t i o n i n terms o f what 
i t s c o m p i l e r borrowed from o t h e r s . But h i s account does not l a c k c l u e s 
t o h i s i d e n t i t y . There can be no doubt t h a t he was an I t a l i a n ; what he 
knew b e s t was the h i s t o r y o f n o r t h e r n I t a l y and the Lombards. Indeed h i s 
s p e c i a l knowledge o f P a v i a , and h i s p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t i n L i g u r i a , the 
a n c i e n t Roman p r o v i n c e i n which t h a t c i t y i s l o c a t e d , l e d Roberto C e s s i 
t o suggest t h a t the "Copenhagen" c o n t i n u a t o r was from P a v i a , which i n the 
e a r l y seventh c e n t u r y was one o f the c h i e f c e n t r e s o f the Lombard r e a l m . 6 

Two dates have been put forward f o r the c o m p i l a t i o n o f the c o l l e c t i o n . 
Most s c h o l a r s have accep t e d the date o f 641, because the e n t r y t h a t 
r e c o r d s the a c c e s s i o n o f the emperor H e r a c l i u s ( r e i g n e d 610-641) r e f e r s 
t o h i s t h i r t i e t h y e a r . Mommsen, however, argued c o n v i n c i n g l y t h a t t h i s 
remark i s an i n t e r p o l a t i o n , and t h a t the c o m p i l e r wrote around 625. The 
c o n t i n u a t i o n ' s l i s t s o f popes and Lombard k i n g s cease about t h a t y e a r , 
and no l a t e r e v e n t s , e i t h e r i n I t a l y o r elsewhere, are r e c o r d e d . As we 
s h a l l see, another argument can be made f o r the e a r l i e r d a t e , f o r i n some 
c r u c i a l r e s p e c t s the c o n t i n u a t o r ' s p e r c e p t i o n o f the r e c e n t p a s t seems t o 
r e f l e c t the b e g i n n i n g o f H e r a c l i u s ' s r e i g n r a t h e r than the e n d . 7 

The c o m p i l e r ' s i n t e r e s t i n the s t r u g g l e s o f orthodoxy a g a i n s t un­
b e l i e f , e s p e c i a l l y A r i a n i s m , as w e l l as the range and content o f h i s 
e d u c a t i o n , makes i t p r o b a b l e t h a t he was a c l e r i c . D espite h i s ignorance 
o f s p e c i f i c e v e n t s , he was w e l l - a c q u a i n t e d w i t h the C h r i s t i a n c h r o n i c l e 
t r a d i t i o n , and he c l e a r l y sought t o w r i t e w i t h i n i t . L i k e Jerome, P r o s p e r , 
and I s i d o r e , he put the s t o r y o f h i s own time i n t o a C h r i s t i a n c o n t e x t : 
r e c e n t h i s t o r y was a p a r t o f s a l v a t i o n h i s t o r y , the l a t e s t l i n k i n a 
c h a i n o f events going back t o the time o f the a p o s t l e s and the p a t r i a r c h s , 

g 
t o the C r e a t i o n i t s e l f . 

F i n a l l y , the c o n t i n u a t o r was a w r i t e r o f some l i t e r a r y and h i s t o r i ­
c a l a m b i t i o n . Where Jerome's work j o i n s P r o s p e r ' s and where P r o s p e r ' s 
j o i n s the c o n t i n u a t i o n p r o p e r — a t those p l a c e s where i t i s t r a d i t i o n a l 
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f o r c h r o n i c l e r s t o speak o f t h e i r own work — he e x p l a i n s t o the reader 
h i s own c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the t r a d i t i o n . P rosper i s i n t r o d u c e d w i t h these 
words: "Thus f a r Jerome arranged the o r d e r o f the p r e c e d i n g y e a r s ; now 
to t h a t which f o l l o w s , which was added by the most r e l i g i o u s and l e a r n e d 
P r o s p e r , t h e r e have been appended a few supplementary n o t i c e s , the r e s u l t 
o f our own r e s e a r c h [studiura]." A t Pro s p e r ' s c o n c l u s i o n he speaks a g a i n : 
"Thus f a r the h o l y Prosper c o n t i n u e d the h i s t o r y , although we have com­
b i n e d w i t h i t some t h i n g s which he o m i t t e d , on account o f our i n v e s t i g a ­
t i o n o f p a s t ages; what f o l l o w s our own r e s e a r c h , as w e l l as i t c o u l d , 
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has produced w i t h g r e a t e f f o r t . " The c o n t i n u a t o r f r e e l y admits h i s 
dependence on p a s t a u t h o r i t i e s , b ut he a l s o p r e s e n t s h i m s e l f , w i t h a mix­
t u r e o f modesty and m i l d b o a s t i n g , as a c o n s c i e n t i o u s student who has 
assembled a more complete h i s t o r y out o f the m a t e r i a l s a v a i l a b l e t o him. 

We have a l r e a d y seen how the c o m p i l e r used one source t o supplement 
another. He a l s o t r i e d t o g i v e the c o l l e c t i o n a modicum of l i t e r a r y u n i t y . 
The most obvious i n d i c a t i o n o f t h i s i s h i s use, i n the f i n a l p a r t o f h i s 
c o n t i n u a t i o n , o f v e r b a l r e m i n i s c e n c e s and stoc k phrases drawn from h i s 
s o u r c e s . A noteworthy example i s the d e s c r i p t i o n homo instructus b e l l i c i s 

rebus, "a man w e l l - t a u g h t i n m i l i t a r y a f f a i r s . " The phrase i s f i r s t used 
o f Odoacer, and i t a p p a r e n t l y o r i g i n a t e d i n the Commentator's account. 
I n the l a t e r p a r t o f the c h r o n i c l e t h i s e x a c t wording and c l o s e v a r i a n t s 
are repeated by the Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r t o d e s c r i b e important m i l i t a r y 
men. 1 0 Another phrase was borrowed from P r o s p e r , who, i n speaking o f the 
seventy-seven day u s u r p a t i o n o f P e t r o n i u s Maximus, c h a r a c t e r i z e d i t s 
f l a g r a n t i l l e g i t i m a c y by s a y i n g "but he [Maximus] was not lo n g a b l e t o 
e x e r c i s e such l a c k o f r e s t r a i n t [sed hac i n c o n t i n e n t i a non diu potitus 

e s t ] . " The seventh-century w r i t e r l i k e d t h i s t u r n o f phrase w e l l enough 
to re-use i t i n co n n e c t i o n w i t h a l a t e r u s u rper, E l e u t h e r i u s , an exarch 
o f Ravenna who p r o c l a i m e d h i m s e l f emperor i n 619. The c o n t i n u a t o r summed 
up the exarch's f u t i l e grab a t power w i t h the words "But i n h i s a u d a c i t y 
he d i d not l o n g r e t a i n t h i s r a s h u s u r p a t i o n [sed temerae usurpationis 

audacia non diu potitus e s t ] . " 1 1 

Elsewhere the i n f l u e n c e o f h i s sources i s more s u b t l e . A most 
i n t e r e s t i n g case i s h i s d i s c u s s i o n o f the Lombard t h r e a t t o Rome i n the 
time o f Gregory the Great. A c c o r d i n g to our seventh-century c h r o n i c l e r , 
K i n g A g i l u l f came t o Rome i n a l l h i s s t r e n g t h t o besiege the c i t y and 
was o n l y t u r n e d back when Pope Gregory met him on the ste p s o f S t P e t e r ' s , 
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s o f t e n e d him w i t h h i s p r a y e r s , and s t i r r e d him deeply w i t h h i s wisdom and 
12 

h o l i n e s s . No o t h e r a u t h o r i t y mentions t h i s event, and the c o n t i n u a t o r ' s 
a c c u r a c y here has been doubted; but the e n t r y i s an e x c e l l e n t demonstration 
o f how he f o l l o w e d h i s sources i n w r i t i n g h i s own account. His guide i n 
t h i s case was P r o s p e r , whose most dr a m a t i c passages showed how Pope Leo 
the G reat p e r s o n a l l y saved Rome from A t t i l a and m i t i g a t e d G e i s e r i c ' s 
sack o f the city.''''' The l a t e r c h r o n i c l e r found Prosper's account an 
a p p r o p r i a t e model f o r d e s c r i b i n g Gregory's l e a d e r s h i p i n a s i m i l a r c r i s i s . 

We see then t h a t the author o f the Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t i o n had read 
h i s sources c l o s e l y and sought t o weave them t o g e t h e r t o c r e a t e a more 
comprehensive c h r o n i c l e o f the p r e v i o u s two c e n t u r i e s . But d i d he have 
a l a r g e r purpose? Did he have an h i s t o r i c a l v i s i o n , and i f so, what was 
i t ? 

The p r e v a i l i n g o p i n i o n i s t h a t he had no such v i s i o n , o r a t l e a s t 
none worth t a k i n g i n t o account. Students o f the c o l l e c t i o n have f o l l o w e d 
the l e a d o f H i l l e , the f i r s t e d i t o r , who saw o n l y one t h i n g o f value i n 
the C o n t i n u a t i o n : " I t can escape no one's a t t e n t i o n t h a t those t h i n g s 
taken from Jerome, P r o s p e r , and I s i d o r e are not u s e f u l except f o r the 
emendation o f t h e i r t e x t s , t h a t Lombardic a f f a i r s are b e t t e r and more 
a c c u r a t e l y r e l a t e d by P a u l the Deacon, t h a t the few t h i n g s r e p o r t e d con­
c e r n i n g popes and emperors s c a r c e l y have any g r e a t a u t h o r i t y , so t h a t the 
one t h i n g worthy o f more c a r e f u l c o n t e m p l a t i o n i s what comes out o f the 
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Anonymous o f Ravenna [ i . e . the Commentator]." Every d i s c u s s i o n s i n c e 
H i l l e ' s has c o n c e n t r a t e d on r e c o v e r i n g t h a t f i f t h - c e n t u r y m a t e r i a l and 
f r e e i n g i t from l a t e r c o n t a m i n a t i o n . In the p r o c e s s , the seventh-century 
c o m p i l e r has come i n f o r some harsh c r i t i c i s m . Roberto C e s s i , w r i t i n g i n 
1922, found the c o n t i n u a t o r and h i s e f f o r t s a t s c h o l a r s h i p a c t i v e l y 
repugnant, and c h a r a c t e r i z e d him as a person i n c a p a b l e o f o r i g i n a l i t y , who 
too o f t e n marred h i s sources w i t h b a d l y l e a r n e d r h e t o r i c o r w i t h f a n t a s t i c 
m i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s based on a profound i g n o r a n c e o f h i s t o r y . 1 ^ 

The contempt i n which the c o n t i n u a t o r has been h e l d and even the 
immoderate s t r i c t u r e s o f C e s s i can be understood by anyone who reads the 
Copenhagen c o l l e c t i o n l o o k i n g f o r e i t h e r l i t e r a r y m e r i t o r a b e t t e r under­
s t a n d i n g o f f i f t h - c e n t u r y I t a l y . While the seventh-century c o m p i l e r i s 
an immovable b a r r i e r between us and a contemporary source t h a t i s t a n t a ­
l i z i n g i n i t s i n c o m p l e t e n e s s , the f l a w s i n h i s own work are a l l too 
e v i d e n t . His prose i s r e p e t i t i v e and overblown, and h i s knowledge o f the 
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p a s t i s , as C e s s i s a i d , narrow indeed. He t e l l s h i s r e a d e r s , f o r 
i n s t a n c e , t h a t once the Goths were e x p e l l e d from I t a l y by Narses they 
s e i z e d S p a i n , and t h a t T o t i l a , the l a s t O s t r o g o t h i c k i n g , was succeeded 
by the V i s i g o t h L e u v i g i l d . 1 6 

Even more a s t o n i s h i n g i s h i s ignorance o f the course o f the G o t h i c 
wars themselves. He was aware t h a t Narses's conquest o f the p e n i n s u l a 
was the second o f two major Roman campaigns a g a i n s t the Goths; but he 
knew almost n o t h i n g o f the f i r s t , except t h a t i t had been i n i t i a l l y 
s u c c e s s f u l and an u l t i m a t e f a i l u r e . The c o n t i n u a t o r was a c q u a i n t e d w i t h 
B e l i s a r i u s o n l y through I s i d o r e , who d e s c r i b e s the g e n e r a l as the con­
queror o f the P e r s i a n s and the Vandals, and thus he had no reason t o 
connect the g r e a t g e n e r a l w i t h h i s most famous war. He t h e r e f o r e a s c r i b e d 
B e l i s a r i u s ' s deeds i n I t a l y to an obscure g e n e r a l named Asbad, known t o 
us through a few passages i n P r o c o p i u s , and known t o the c h r o n i c l e r him­
s e l f through Asbad's e p i t a p h i n the church o f S t N a z a r i u s i n P a v i a . T h i s 
f l a t t e r i n g i n s c r i p t i o n (quoted i n f u l l i n the c h r o n i c l e ) g r a n d i o s e l y 
c r e d i t e d i t s s u b j e c t w i t h e x p e l l i n g the gentes and g i v i n g "the G o t h i c A l p s 
t o L a t i u m t o r u l e . " I t seems t o have been the c o n t i n u a t o r ' s s o l e source 
f o r the f i r s t twenty years o f the G o t h i c wars, and i t c e r t a i n l y l e f t him 

17 
w i t h a v e r y incomplete and d i s t o r t e d p i c t u r e o f the e a r l y s i x t h c e n t u r y . 

But w h i l e the c o n t i n u a t o r ' s sources and e r r o r s have r e c e i v e d 
abundant a t t e n t i o n , something o f value has been o v e r l o o k e d . He i s one o f 
our few w i t n e s s e s f o r the h i s t o r i c a l knowledge and p e r c e p t i o n of seventh-
c e n t u r y I t a l y . And he i s an i n t e r e s t i n g w i t n e s s . When a l l i s s a i d about 
h i s d e f i c i e n c i e s , i t remains t r u e t h a t the c o m p i l e r o f the Copenhagen 
c o l l e c t i o n was an educated man and was b e t t e r read than many another 
c h r o n i c l e r . H i s acquaintance w i t h the Lombard kingdom o f h i s time and 
the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t he wrote w i t h i n i t s boundaries i n c r e a s e h i s c l a i m 
on o u r a t t e n t i o n . These f a c t s s h ould i n s p i r e us t o look more c l o s e l y 
a t how he handled and i n t e r p r e t e d the h i s t o r i c a l data he i n c l u d e d i n 
h i s work. 

Examining the c o l l e c t i o n f o r what i t can t e l l us about the seventh 
c e n t u r y i s a more f r u i t f u l e x e r c i s e than one might a t f i r s t e x p e c t . I t 
q u i c k l y becomes c l e a r t h a t the co m p i l e r i n t e n d e d h i s book to be more 
than a r e c o r d o f n e u t r a l f a c t . He had a d i s t i n c t p o i n t o f view, one 
i n f l u e n c e d by both P r o s p e r and the f i f t h - c e n t u r y Commentator. The 
c o n t i n u a t o r , a zealous s t u d e n t , had n o t i c e d one of Pr o s p e r ' s most 
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i n t e r e s t i n g themes, h i s e x p l a n a t i o n o f the i m p e r i a l d e f e a t s o f the e a r l y 
f i f t h c e n t u r y . P r o s p e r b e l i e v e d t h a t a c h i e f cause o f the empire's 
t r o u b l e s were the c i v i l wars and i n t r i g u e s launched by u n r u l y g e n e r a l s . 
P r i v a t e a m b i t i o n had b l u n t e d Roman m i l i t a r y might; competent g e n e r a l s 

18 
had e i t h e r been f r u s t r a t e d i n t h e i r duty o r become c o r r u p t themselves. 

The anonymous Commentator — i n s o f a r as h i s work may be d e t e c t e d — 
appears t o have taken a s i m i l a r view o f the l a t e f i f t h c e n t u r y : the 
b a r b a r i a n s s e i z e d I t a l y because o f the i n t e r n a l d i v i s i o n s o f the Romans. 
The v a n i t y o f Nepos, the a m b i t i o n o f O r e s t e s , opened the way f o r the 
r u l e o f Odoacer and Theodoric, men who were, u n l i k e t h e i r Roman co u n t e r -

19 
p a r t s , competent m i l i t a r y l e a d e r s . 

The seventh-century c h r o n i c l e r took these i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s t o h e a r t 
and made them the b a s i s o f h i s own view o f Roman h i s t o r y . He d e p i c t e d 
the h i s t o r y o f the p r e v i o u s two c e n t u r i e s almost e n t i r e l y i n m i l i t a r y 
terms. The c o n t i n u a t i o n from 455 i s dominated by the f i g u r e o f the w e l l -
t a u g h t m i l i t a r y man. Time and a g a i n , the s i d e w i t h e x p e r t and v i g o r o u s 
g e n e r a l s g a i n s the v i c t o r y ; r u l e r s and s t a t e s t h a t l a c k the a p p r o p r i a t e 
m i l i t a r y v i r t u e s go down to d e f e a t and d e s t r u c t i o n . 

The f i g u r e o f Odoacer i s i n t e r e s t i n g i n t h i s c o n t e x t , f o r he i s i n 
t u r n b o t h v i c t o r and vanquished. He f i r s t appears i n the account i n 476, 
as the l e a d e r o f an i l l e g a l r e v o l t o f the H e r u l i a n foederati, who are 
c h a r a c t e r i z e d as d e c e i t f u l a l l i e s . But Odoacer h i m s e l f i s not c r i t i c i z e d ; 
r a t h e r he i s c a l l e d "a s e r i o u s man both i n age and prudence, and w e l l -
t a u g h t i n m i l i t a r y a f f a i r s . " There i s an i m p l i e d c o n t r a s t between him 
and the Roman l e a d e r s Nepos and O r e s t e s , who have a m b i t i o n but not 
a b i l i t y o r j udgement. 2 0 

Odoacer q u i c k l y d e f e a t e d O r e s t e s , and f o r a number o f years con­
t i n u e d t o r u l e s t r o n g l y , p u t t i n g down i n t e r n a l r i v a l s , conquering f o r e i g n 
k i n g s , and "extending h i s r u l e w i t h b a t t l e and sword." B u t Odoacer 
l e a r n e d f e a r when Theodoric e n t e r e d I t a l y , and thereby l o s t h i s kingdom. 
B e i n g unable t o overcome the i n v a d i n g G o t h i c k i n g a t the B a t t l e o f the 
I s o n z o , Odoacer f l e d and shut h i m s e l f and h i s army w i t h i n the w a l l s o f 
Verona. The c o m p i l e r ' s account makes i t c l e a r t h a t such was not the 
a c t i o n o f a t r u e l e a d e r . We are t o l d t h a t Theodoric, "a man w i t h a 
s p i r i t t e s t e d i n m i l i t a r y a f f a i r s and capable o f t r i u m p h a l g l o r y , " under­
s t o o d t h a t he had l i t t l e t o f e a r from an enemy who f l e d a t the f i r s t 
d e f e a t , and knew t h a t he c o u l d win i f he pursued a r i v a l who t r u s t e d 
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more i n the p r o t e c t i o n of w a l l s than i n the power o f h i s men. Although 
the succeeding account shows t h a t Odoacer s t i l l had some s p i r i t r e m a i n i n g , 
he never r e g a i n e d the i n i t i a t i v e . Both h i s l u c k and h i s courage d e s e r t e d 
him a t c r u c i a l moments, h i s most t r u s t e d l i e u t e n a n t s were k i l l e d i n 
b a t t l e , and he was f o r c e d t o make peace w i t h T h e o d o r i c , who murdered the 
d e f e a t e d k i n g a t the f i r s t o p p o r t u n i t y . 

The c o n t i n u a t i o n covers no o t h e r s e r i e s o f events i n such d e t a i l , 
but the importance o f m i l i t a r y v i r t u e , o f the w e l l - t a u g h t m i l i t a r y man, 
i s c o n s t a n t l y emphasized. B e l i s a r i u s , e x p l i c i t l y "a man w e l l - t a u g h t i n 
m i l i t a r y a f f a i r s , " i s noted as subduing the P e r s i a n s "to such an e x t e n t 
t h a t he both brought the s t a t e back t o i t s o r i g i n a l c o n d i t i o n and l e f t 
the enemy i n t e r r o r . " Then "he was a l s o s ent t o A f r i c a and d e s t r o y e d 

22 
the Vandal people w i t h t h e i r k i n g . " Asbad and Narses are shown p l a y ­
i n g a s i m i l a r r o l e i n I t a l y . Rather, they do more; t h e i r v i g o u r not 
o n l y d e s t r o y s G o t h i c r u l e i n I t a l y but a l s o r e s t o r e s i t s c i v i c l i f e . 

I n d i s c u s s i n g the deeds o f these Roman conquerors o f the Goths, the 
s e v e n t h - c e n t u r y w r i t e r takes care t o p o i n t out t h a t the s a f e t y and p r o s ­
p e r i t y o f a c o u n t r y depend on the achievements o f competent g e n e r a l s ; he 
a l s o i m p l i e s t h a t such men make the b e s t r u l e r s i n peacetime as w e l l . 
He t e l l s us t h a t Asbad " r e s t o r e d many o f the c i t i e s of I t a l y , and c h i e f l y 
those i n L i g u r i a , " then quotes Asbad's e p i t a p h , which s t a t e s t h a t "through 
you, d i v e r s e c i t i e s w i t h r u i n e d w a l l s r e j o i c e t o r e t u r n t o t h e i r o r i g i n a l 

23 
honor." The death o f Asbad undid t h i s work, but f o r t u n a t e l y Narses was 
another l e a d e r o f the same s o r t . A f t e r he had e x p e l l e d the Goths a 
second time and r e t u r n e d I t a l y t o Roman r u l e , "he brought the people o f 
a l l I t a l y back t o t h e i r o r i g i n a l j o y . " S p e c i f i c a l l y , "he r e s t o r e d c i t i e s 
and w a l l s to t h e i r o r i g i n a l d i g n i t y and c h e r i s h e d the people w i t h j u s t i c e 
and prudence. 

The s e v e n t h - c e n t u r y c h r o n i c l e r b e l i e v e d t h a t i t had been a l o n g 
time s i n c e the Romans had produced such l e a d e r s . I n t r i g u e had brought 

2' 
Narses's f l o u r i s h i n g r u l e t o an end and a d m i t t e d the Lombards i n t o I t a l y . 
More r e c e n t l y , the u s u r p a t i o n o f Focas had weakened the empire and l a i d 
i t open not o n l y t o f u r t h e r Lombard i n c u r s i o n s but a l s o t o i n v a s i o n s by 
the Huns ( i . e . , the Avars) and the P e r s i a n s as w e l l . In the w r i t e r ' s 
l i f e t i m e , the Romans had l o s t wide t e r r i t o r i e s , and had become a 
t r i b u t a r y people. The I t a l i a n c h r o n i c l e r took t h i s i d e a from I s i d o r e , 2 6 

j u s t as he a p p a r e n t l y a p p r o p r i a t e d the concept o f the w e l l - t a u g h t 
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m i l i t a r y man from the Commentator; but once again he made the i d e a h i s 
own and e l a b o r a t e d on i t . He t e l l s h i s reader how the P e r s i a n s have 
wrested many p r o v i n c e s from Roman r u l e and made them t r i b u t a r y t o them­
s e l v e s ; the a t t a c k s o f the Avars have been turned back not by b a t t l e but 
w i t h g o l d and g i f t s . The Emperor H e r a c l i u s i s shown s t a n d i n g w i t h i n the 
p r o t e c t i o n o f the w a l l s , buying o f f the Huns who were t h r e a t e n i n g 
C o n s t a n t i n o p l e ; h i s r e l i a n c e on w a l l s i n s t e a d o f men i s r e m i n i s c e n t o f 

27 
the l a t t e r days o f Odoacer. 

Roman d e f e a t s i n the E a s t had t h e i r p a r t i n forming the o u t l o o k o f 
the c o n t i n u a t o r ; b ut n a t u r a l l y he was most concerned w i t h events i n h i s 
own l a n d . H i s foremost example of the weakness o f Roman l e a d e r s h i p i s 
taken from contemporary I t a l i a n h i s t o r y . T h i s i s the aforementioned 
episode o f E l e u t h e r i u s . H e r a c l i u s had sent E l e u t h e r i u s t o p r o t e c t 
i m p e r i a l - h e l d I t a l y from the Lombards. But E l e u t h e r i u s was q u i c k l y 
d e f e a t e d i n b a t t l e and was f o r c e d t o pay a heavy t r i b u t e t o the Lombards 
i n exchange f o r peace. Having p a c i f i e d the Lombards i n t h i s i g n o b l e 
f a s h i o n , E l e u t h e r i u s t u r n e d h i s hand t o m i s c h i e f and p r o c l a i m e d h i m s e l f 

28 
emperor, o n l y t o be murdered by the s o l d i e r s . 

F or the c o n t i n u a t o r , the weakness o f the d i v i d e d Roman empire i n h i s 
own time was merely the l a t e s t m a n i f e s t a t i o n o f common v i c e s . He harks 
back t o P r o s p e r , who showed how c i v i l wars and i n t r i g u e s l e d t o d i s a s t e r 
i n G a u l , the l o s s o f Carthage and the Vandal sack o f Rome. Even more 
c l e a r l y the se v e n t h - c e n t u r y c h r o n i c l e r echoes the judgements of the l a t e 
f i f t h - c e n t u r y Commentator, who taught him t h a t c i v i l war i n the 470's 
had a l l o w e d the H e r u l i under Odoacer t o e s t a b l i s h a kingdom i n I t a l y . 
The c o m p i l e r o f the Copenhagen manuscript saw the same s t o r y b e i n g r e -
enac t e d b e f o r e h i s eyes. Ever s i n c e Narses, but e s p e c i a l l y s i n c e the 
r e v o l t of Focas, the Roman empire had been i n a d e c l i n e . And the c h i e f 
reason f o r t h i s was t h a t the Romans had wasted what m i l i t a r y might r e ­
mained to them on f i g h t i n g each o t h e r , w h i l e t h e i r r u l e r s had ceased t o 
depend on a courageous s o l d i e r y and p u t t h e i r f u t i l e t r u s t i n b r i b e r y o f 
t u • . 2 9 t h e i r enemies. 

I t i s apparent t h a t our c o n t i n u a t o r thought a Roman r e v i v a l t o be 
u n l i k e l y . I n an e r a o f many Roman d e f e a t s , Lombard k i n g s and t h e i r 
g e n e r a l s — one o f whom, the opponent o f E l e u t h e r i u s , i s another man 
" w e l l - t a u g h t i n m i l i t a r y a f f a i r s " — had won s u b s t a n t i a l v i c t o r i e s . 3 " 
Nor.does the c h r o n i c l e r see t h i s as a bad t h i n g ; w r i t i n g w i t h i n l i v i n g 
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memory o f the l e v e l i n g o f Roman c i t i e s by the Lombard k i n g A g i l u l f , he 
h i n t s t h a t Lombard-ruled c i t i e s are more secure than those o f B y z a n t i n e 
I t a l y . Note h i s remarks on K i n g A u t h a r i , who r u l e d i n the 580's: 
"he r e s t o r e d by h i s own a b i l i t y and prudence the s t r e n g t h o f the Lombards 
which had been s h a t t e r e d i n Gau l , and overcame the Franks who were 
wreaking d e v a s t a t i o n w i d e l y i n I t a l y . " 3 1 The Lombards here are the p r o ­
t e c t o r s o f I t a l y from the a t t a c k s o f f o r e i g n p eoples. There i s a d i s t i n c t 
l a c k o f h o s t i l i t y t o the Lombard presence throughout the work. Although 
the c h r o n i c l e r r e f e r s t o "Gothic f e r o c i t y " (without a c t u a l l y showing us 

a n y ) , the Lombards are never denounced, i n the way t h a t Gregory the 
32 

Great had been accustomed t o do, as a c r u e l o r abominable p e o p l e . Even 
A l b o i n , who l e d the i n v a s i o n o f I t a l y , i s remembered as a k i n g who r u l e d 

33 
f i t t i n g l y w h i l e h i s people q u i e t l y s e t t l e d i n I t a l y a f t e r t h e i r b a t t l e s . 

The i n t e n t i o n a l c o n t r a s t between the w a r l i k e and e f f e c t i v e Lombards 
and the d i s u n i t e d and d e m o r a l i z e d Romans i s the most i n t e r e s t i n g aspect 
o f the Copenhagen c o n t i n u a t i o n . The c o n t i n u a t o r ' s s e l e c t i o n o f m a t e r i a l 
shows us t h a t he regarded the Lombard presence i n I t a l y as the most 
im p o r t a n t f a c t o f h i s time. Indeed, a f t e r the e n t r y o f the Lombards 
he says s u r p r i s i n g l y l i t t l e about B y z a n t i n e I t a l y , and when he does r e p o r t 
events i n i m p e r i a l t e r r i t o r y t h e r e i s a c l e a r Lombard c o n n e c t i o n . I f we 
may r e t u r n once ag a i n t o E l e u t h e r i u s , we can see how the c h r o n i c l e r ' s 
i n t e r e s t i n the Lombards shaped h i s p e r c e p t i o n s . We know from the L i b e r 
P o n t i f i c a l i s t h a t E l e u t h e r i u s was not seen as a f a i l u r e by a l l contem­
p o r a r i e s . In t h i s account E l e u t h e r i u s ' s c h i e f concern was t o r e s t o r e 
l e g i t i m a t e a u t h o r i t y i n B y z a n t i n e t e r r i t o r y , and before he h i m s e l f r e ­
v o l t e d he succeeded i n e l i m i n a t i n g the murderers o f h i s p r e d e c e s s o r i n 
o f f i c e and a t y r a n t who had s e i z e d c o n t r o l o f Naples. E l e u t h e r i u s i s 

34 
c r e d i t e d w i t h r e s t o r i n g peace t o a l l I t a l y . But f o r our c h r o n i c l e r , 
none o f t h a t i s s i g n i f i c a n t ; what matters i s the f a i l u r e o f E l e u t h e r i u s 
t o d e a l w i t h the Lombard c h a l l e n g e and h i s m i s p l a c e d a m b i t i o n . 

The c h r o n i c l e r ' s e c c l e s i a s t i c a l n o t i c e s are e q u a l l y s e l e c t i v e . A 
comparison of h i s t e x t w i t h t h a t o f I s i d o r e r e v e a l s some s t a r t l i n g 
o m i s s i o n s . I s i d o r e has much t o say about the r e l i g i o u s c o n t r o v e r s i e s o f 
the s i x t h c e n t u r y , h i s source b e i n g V i c t o r o f Tunnuna, an outspoken 
defender of the C o u n c i l o f Chalcedon a g a i n s t the Emperor J u s t i n i a n ' s 

35 
a t t a c k s . None o f t h i s m a t e r i a l has found a home i n the I t a l i a n 
c h r o n i c l e , even though the same i s s u e s t h a t e x e r c i s e d V i c t o r deeply 
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a f f e c t e d I t a l y . Nor i s there a s i n g l e word about the schism, caused by 
J u s t i n i a n ' s p o l i c i e s , t h a t s t i l l s e p a r a t e d Rome and the B y z a n t i n e 

36 churches from a number o f C a t h o l i c sees i n Lombard-held n o r t h e r n I t a l y . 
The d e s i r e t o a v o i d s c a n d a l might by i t s e l f be s u f f i c i e n t t o account f o r 
t h i s o m i s s i o n . But the c h r o n i c l e r ' s s i l e n c e on these matters might b e t t e r 
be c o n s i d e r e d as a p a r a l l e l t o h i s c u r t n e s s about the p o l i t i c s o f 
B y z a n t i n e I t a l y . The c h r o n i c l e r ' s one d o c t r i n a l i n t e r e s t i s an i s s u e 
o f g r e a t importance f o r the f u t u r e o f the Lombards and t h e i r I t a l i a n 
s u b j e c t s — A r i a n i s m . He misses no o p p o r t u n i t y t o expose the f a l s e n e s s 
o f the A r i a n church o r t o c e l e b r a t e i t s d e f e a t i n A f r i c a and S p a i n . He 
i s s u b t l e when i t comes t o d e a l i n g w i t h Lombard A r i a n i s m , however. He 
never h i n t s a t i t s e x i s t e n c e . Rather, he p r a i s e s the p i e t y o f Queen 
Th e u d e l i n d a , the B a v a r i a n p r i n c e s s who m a r r i e d two Lombard k i n g s and 
bore a t h i r d , and was the most important C a t h o l i c i n the r e a l m . 3 7 

The c h r o n i c l e r ' s s i l e n c e on the c o n t r o v e r s i e s t h a t d i v i d e d Roman 
e c c l e s i a s t i c s and h i s emphasis on the one t h a t d i v i d e d " b a r b a r i a n s " 
from C a t h o l i c s w i t h i n the Lombard realm i s s t r i k i n g but c o n s i s t e n t w i t h 
what we have seen elsewhere. For a l l h i s Roman-style l e a r n i n g and 
apparent attachment t o the Roman church (seen e s p e c i a l l y when he p r a i s e s 

38 
Gregory the Great as a man o f s p i r i t u a l power), he seems to r e g a r d the 
empire almost w i t h i n d i f f e r e n c e . Indeed, i t i s c l e a r t h a t he b e l i e v e d 
t h a t the Roman empire had had i t s day, and t h a t the Lombards were the 
wave o f the f u t u r e . He c a l l e d B y z a n t i n e I t a l y , i n a s i g n i f i c a n t p h r a s e , 

39 
" t h a t p a r t o f I t a l y n o t y e t o c c u p i e d by the Lombards." I f we r e c a l l 
h i s s i t u a t i o n , t h i s a t t i t u d e i s understandable. He wrote i n 625, when 
n e a r l y a l l o f the empire was o c c u p i e d by the v i c t o r i o u s P e r s i a n s , when 
the r e c o n q u e r i n g H e r a c l i u s ' s campaigns were j u s t a desperate hope. The 
e v i d ence o f h i s t o r y as he knew i t and h i s own e x p e r i e n c e convinced our 
c h r o n i c l e r t h a t the Roman empire was no l o n g e r a power, e i t h e r i n the 
w o r l d a t l a r g e o r i n I t a l y , h i s homeland. 

He was wrong, o f course. The empire was f a r from f i n i s h e d , even 
i n I t a l y . H e r a c l i u s ' s campaigns — a p p a r e n t l y unknown to the c h r o n i c l e r 
— would prove v i g o r o u s enough t o r e v e r s e f o r a time the r e c e n t l o s s e s i n 
the E a s t , a l t h o u g h the e f f e c t on I t a l y would be s m a l l . Even the c o n t i n u ­
a t o r 's s c o r n f o r the payment o f t r i b u t e l o o k s u n r e a l i s t i c and s h o r t ­
s i g h t e d when one c o n s i d e r s how s u c c e s s f u l t h a t p o l i c y was t o be — 
i n d e e d a l r e a d y had been — f o r the Roman s t a t e . Yet h i s emphasis on 
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Lombard s t r e n g t h and Roman weakness demands a degree o f r e s p e c t , f o r h i s 
a t t i t u d e towards the empire was not unique i n h i s time. During the l a t e 
s i x t h and the e a r l y seventh c e n t u r i e s , the educated c l e r g y o f the West 
not o n l y r e c o n c i l e d themselves t o b a r b a r i a n r u l e r s , but began t o v a l u e 
them as w a r r i o r - k i n g s . Where e a r l i e r g e n e r a t i o n s o f c l e r i c s had r e a c t e d 
t o the t r o u b l e s o f the f i f t h c e n t u r y by d e n i g r a t i n g the worth o f e a r t h l y 
v i c t o r y and p r e a c h i n g p e a c e f u l accommodation, e c c l e s i a s t i c s o f the 
decades around A.D. 600 d i s c o v e r e d a new r e s p e c t f o r the w a r l i k e v i r t u e s 

40 
and the b a r b a r i a n s who embodied them. We can see the r e - o r i e n t a t i o n i n 
the person o f the Spanish b i s h o p , I s i d o r e o f S e v i l l e . I s i d o r e i s j u s t l y 
famed as a l o v e r and propagator o f c l a s s i c a l l e a r n i n g ; the same man, i n 
h i s h i s t o r i c a l works, j u s t i f i e d the Goths as the defenders o f Spain and 

41 
applauded t h e i r e f f o r t s t o e x p e l i m p e r i a l armies from the c o u n t r y . 

The Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r was not an I t a l i a n I s i d o r e , b ut t h e r e 
are s t r o n g s i m i l a r i t i e s i n the expressed views of the two men. Each 
had a p a t r i o t i c concern f o r the w e l f a r e o f h i s homeland, and c e l e b r a t e d 
the m i l i t a r y e x p l o i t s and triumphs t h a t made p o s s i b l e i t s p r o s p e r i t y , even 
when the v i c t o r s were b a r b a r i a n s and h e r e t i c s . Each i n h i s c h r o n i c l e 
commemorated the accomplishments o f the Roman p a s t , but was i n d i f f e r e n t 
o r even h o s t i l e t o the empire o f the seventh century. I s i d o r e was more 
e n t h u s i a s t i c i n h i s a c c l a i m o f the Goths than the I t a l i a n c h r o n i c l e r was 
i n h i s d e p i c t i o n o f the Lombards, but then I s i d o r e had more cause f o r 
s a t i s f a c t i o n . In h i s l i f e t i m e the V i s i g o t h s had c r e a t e d a u n i f i e d , 
s e c u r e l y orthodox Spain. The Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r may have hoped f o r 

42 
the l i k e i n the case o f I t a l y . That t h i s would be beyond the s t r e n g t h 
o f the Lombards he c o u l d not have known. 

The c h i e f i n t e r e s t o f the Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t i o n o f Pros p e r l i e s 
i n the way i t r e f l e c t s a t r a n s f o r m a t i o n i n the i d e o l o g y o f western, and 
s p e c i f i c a l l y I t a l i a n , s o c i e t y . The s c h o l a r s h i p o f the p a s t c e n t u r y 
has shown t h a t the major r e s u l t o f the Lombard i n v a s i o n s was the 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n o f a l l I t a l y , B y z a n t i n e as w e l l as Lombard. The 
Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t o r p r e s e r v e s the ambience of the p e r i o d when the 
t r a d i t i o n a l c i v i l i a n a r i s t o c r a c y o f I t a l y was overwhelmed and l a r g e l y 

43 
s u p p l a n t e d by new e l i t e s . The f i g u r e s who populate h i s account are the 
prudent, capable w a r r i o r s who f l o u r i s h e d i n h i s time and the f a i n t ­
h e a r t e d men whom they d e f e a t e d and d i s p l a c e d . Since he judged the p a s t 
by the standards o f h i s own day, h i s t o r y f o r him was l a r g e l y made up o f 
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t a l e s of boldness and prowess, o f v i c t o r y and d e f e a t . He was, i n a s m a l l 
way, a fo r e r u n n e r o f those who i n the Middle Ages would r e c a s t the 
h i s t o r y o f the f a l l o f Rome i n h e r o i c terms. 

U n i v e r s i t y o f Toronto 

NOTES 

A p r e l i m i n a r y v e r s i o n o f t h i s paper was d e l i v e r e d a t the N i n e t e e n t h 
M e d i e v a l Congress h e l d a t Western Michigan U n i v e r s i t y i n May, 1984. 

^ The b e s t t e x t i s s t i l l t h a t i n c l u d e d i n Theodor Mommsen's e d i t i o n 
o f the Consularia I t a l i c a (Monumenta Germaniae H i s t o r i c a , Auctores 

Antiquissimi IX { B e r l i n 1892] 249-339. H e r e a f t e r t h i s e d i t i o n w i l l be 
r e f e r r e d t o as "Mommsen." C r o s s - r e f e r e n c e s t o my t r a n s l a t i o n are en­
c l o s e d i n square b r a c k e t s . 

2 
Notably i n Oswald Holder-Egger, "Untersuchungen uber e i n i g e 

a n n a l i s t i s c h e Q u e l l e n z u r Geschichte des v. und v i . J a h r h u n d e r t s , " 
Neues Archiv der Gesellschaft fur a l t e r e deutsche Geschichtskunde 1 (1876) 
259-68; Mommsen, pp. 266-67; Roberto C e s s i , " S t u d i s u l l e f o n t i d e l l ' e t a 
g o t i c a e longobarda, I I : P r o s p e r i C o n t i n u a t i o H a v n i e n s i s , " Archivio 

Muratoriano 22 (1922) 587-641; M.A. Wes, Das Ende des Kaisertums im 

Westen des Romischen Reichs, t r a n s . K.E. M i t t r i n g (The Hague 1967). 
3 Mommsen i n c l u d e d a l l the m a t e r i a l he b e l i e v e d came from the 

c o n s u l a r annals i n the main body o f h i s e d i t i o n o f the Consularia 

I t a l i c a , pp. 298-333; the post-523 m a t e r i a l w r i t t e n by the seventh-
c e n t u r y c h r o n i c l e r f o l l o w e d , pp. 337-39; the r e s t o f the t e x t , c o m p r i s i n g 
m a i n l y m a t e r i a l from I s i d o r e ' s Chronica Maiora, ed. Mommsen, MGH, Auct. 

Antiq. XI ( B e r l i n 1896) 399-488 and the c h r o n i c l e r ' s source f o r p a p a l 
chronology, was put i n the i n t r o d u c t i o n t o the e d i t i o n , pp. 267-71. 

4 
The b e s t d i s c u s s i o n o f the manuscript i s i n Mommsen, pp. 266-67. 

See a l s o the appendix below. 
5 See the comments o f Wes (at n. 2) 66. 
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6 C e s s i (at n. 2) 625; Holder-Egger (at n. 2) 266 suggested, on 
l e s s p r o b a b l e grounds, t h a t the c h r o n i c l e r came from M i l a n . 

7 Mommsen, p. 26 7; see above, p. 62. 
g 

For a d i s c u s s i o n of the c h r o n i c l e r ' s r o l e by a t h o u g h t f u l p r a c ­
t i t i o n e r o f the form, see H y d a t i u s , Continuatio chronicorum Hieronymorum 

ad a. CCCCLXVIII p r e f a c e , ed. Mommsen, MGH, Auct. Antiq. XI ( B e r l i n 1896) 
13-14 

9 
Mommsen, p. 266. 

1 0 Mommsen, p. 309, ordo p r i o r and o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo, s.a. 

476, 2 [1394, 1427m]. The same term i s used t o d e s c r i b e B e l i s a r i u s 
(p. 269, no. 28 [1508]) and the Lombard g e n e r a l S u n d r a r i u s (p. 339, 
no. 22 [1554]); s i m i l a r d e s c r i p t i o n s are given o f P i e r u s , a count o f 
Odoacer (.qui b e l l i c i s rebus praeerat p. 319, s.a. 491, 1 [1452]), and 
Theodoric {expertus b e l l i c i s rebus, p. 317, s.a. 490 [1450]). 

1 1 P r o s p e r Epitoma Chronicon 1375, ed. Mommsen, MGH, Auct. Antiq. IX 
( B e r l i n 1892) 483-84. Mommsen, p. 339, no. 23 [1555]. Note a l s o the 
seventh-century w r i t e r ' s c o n c l u d i n g remarks on the Lombard Queen Rosemund, 
who k i l l e d her husband, f a i l e d to make her l o v e r k i n g , then f l e d w i t h 
him to Ravenna (Mommsen, pp. 337-38, no. 5 [1521]: sed non longo i n i b i 
p o t i t i praesidio v i t a caruere. 

12 
Mommsen, p. 339, no. 17 [1545]. 

13 
P r o s p e r Epitoma Chronicon 1367, 1375, ed. Mommsen, pp. 483-84. 

14 
Georg H i l l e , De Continuatore Prosperi a. 641 Havniensi ( B e r l i n 

1866) 12. 
1 5 C e s s i (at n. 2) 624-25. 

Mommsen, p. 269, no. 33 [1524]. Mommsen h i m s e l f d i s m i s s e s t h i s 
as the e r r o r o f a l a t e r c o m p i l e r , but t h a t c o n c l u s i o n i s h a r d l y necessary. 
This mistake i s no more g l a r i n g than the seventh-century c h r o n i c l e r ' s 
a t t r i b u t i o n o f B e l i s a r i u s ' s deeds to Asbad. See C e s s i (at n. 2) 622, 
and immediately above, pp. 55-6. 

1 7 Mommsen, p. 337, no. 1-3[1504, 1507, 1518]. C e s s i (at n. 2) 610-
11. P r o c o p i u s t e l l s us t h a t Asbad was a Gepid i n Roman s e r v i c e who was 
at v a r i o u s times a bodyguard o f J u s t i n i a n , a g a r r i s o n commander i n 
Thrace, and one o f Narses's sub-commanders i n h i s s u c c e s s f u l campaign 
a g a i n s t T o t i l a . Asbad i s c r e d i t e d w i t h g i v i n g T o t i l a h i s death wound. 
See P r o c o p i u s Bellum Gothicum 7.38.4-6, 9;8.26.13;8.32.22-24, ed. J . 
Haury ( L e i p z i g 1905) 2:467-68, 631, 658-59. 
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18 P r o s p e r Epitoma Chronicon 1278, 1286, 1294, 1310 (on B o n i f a c e ) , 
1335 (on L i t o r i u s ) , 1342 (on S e b a s t i a n ) , ed. Mommsen, pp. 469-74, 476, 
478. 

19 
Mommsen, p. 307, ordo p r i o r and o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo, s.a. 

475, 1 [1389, 1423m]; p. 309, o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo, s.a. 475, 2 
[1424m]; s.a. 476, 1-2[1427m, 1428m]; p. 317, s.a. 490 [1450]. 

20 
See n. 19 above. 

21 
Mommsen, p. 317, s.a. 490 [1450]. 

22 
Mommsen, p. 269, no. 28, 29 [1508, 1509]. 

23 
Mommsen, p. 337, no. 1, 2 [1504, 1507]. 

24 
Mommsen, p. 337, no. 3, 4 [1518, 1520]. 

25 
Mommsen, p. 337, no. 4 [1520]. 

26 
I s i d o r e , Chronica Maiora 409, 413, ed. Mommsen, MGH, Auct. Antiq. 

XI ( B e r l i n 1896) 478. Mommsen, p. 338, no. 10, 13 [1536, 1541]. Mommsen's 
argument (idem. nn. 3, 5, 6) t h a t both w r i t e r s d e r i v e d these e n t r i e s from 
a common, I t a l i a n , source i s n o t c o n v i n c i n g . 

27 
Mommsen, p. 338, no. 10, 11, 13 [1536, 1538, 1541]; p. 339, no. 19, 

20 [1550, 1551]. Note how the c o i n c i d e n c e o f i n t e r n a l and f o r e i g n 
t r o u b l e s i s s t r e s s e d , as i t was i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the events o f 476. 
Cf. i b i d . , o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo, s.a. 476, 1 [1427m]: "dum sese 

i n t e r i u s Romanae vires perimunt, externae gentes quae simulata a m i c i t i a 

Romano iure suberant adversum eum consurgunt."; c f . p. 338, no. 11 [1538] 
( r e v o l t o f F o c a s ) : "Romani dum undique b e l l a sustinent et gravibus 

p r o e l i i s republicae damna m u l t i p l i c a r i vident, dum f o r i s hostes superare 

nequeunt, i n t r a sese ad debellandum accenduntur." a l s o i b i d . , no. 13 
[1541]: "Haec dum i n t e r i u s in republica aguntur, Persi adversum exterius 
excitantur." 

28 
Mommsen, p. 339, no. 21-23 [1552, 1554, 1555]; see above, p. 7. 

29 
Mommsen, p. 339, no. 16, 22 [1544, 1554]. 

30 
Mommsen, p. 339, no. 16, 17, [1544, 1545] (the conquests o f 

A g i l u l f ) ; i b i d . , 22 [1554] (The v i c t o r i e s o f Duke S u n d r a r i u s "qui apud 
Agilulfum b e l l i c i s rebus instructus erat.") 

31 
Mommsen, p. 338, no. 8 [1532]. 

32 
Mommsen, p. 337, no. 2 [1507]. Gregory the Great Epistolae 5.38 

(where t a x c o l l e c t o r s are even c r u e l e r than the most abominable Lombards); 
i b i d . 7.23, ed. P. Ewald and L.M. Hartmann, MGH, Ep. I , p t . 1 ( B e r l i n 
1887) 325, 468. For a r e c e n t d i s c u s s i o n o f Gregory's a t t i t u d e toward 
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and d e a l i n g s w i t h the Lombards, see J e f f r e y R i c h a r d s , Consul of God 

(London 1980) 181-94. Although Gregory d i d not c o n s i d e r the Lombards 
beyond redemption, he d i d t h i n k o f them as a very c r u e l and f a i t h l e s s 
people. There i s no t r a c e o f such an o p i n i o n i n the Copenhagen C o n t i n u ­
a t i o n . 

33 
Mommsen, p. 337, no. 5 [1521]. 

34 
Liber P o n t i f i c a l i s , Vita Deusdedit and Vita B o n i f a t i i V, ed. 

Mommsen, MGH, Gesta pontificum Romanorum I ( B e r l i n 1898) 166, 168. The 
complete independence o f the Liber P o n t i f i c a l i s and the Copenhagen Con­
t i n u a t i o n , even on matters o f p a p a l c h r o n o l o g y , i s very remarkable. 

3 5 See I s i d o r e , Chronica Maiora 357, 381, 384, 385, 386a, 389a, 
389b, 394a, 397a, 397b, ed. Mommsen, pp. 469-70, 472-75, f o r h i s coverage 
o f the f i f t h - and s i x t h - c e n t u r y c o n t r o v e r s i e s . 

36 
This schism was a r e s u l t o f the Three Chapters c o n t r o v e r s y , and 

s u r v i v e d to the l a t e r seventh c e n t u r y . I t s e x i s t e n c e c o m p l i c a t e d Gregory 
the Great's e f f o r t s t o c o n v e r t the Lombards t o C a t h o l i c i s m , s i n c e 
Lombard C a t h o l i c s such as Queen Theudelinda drew t h e i r a d v i s e r s from 
among the s c h i s m a t i c s . On the c o n t r o v e r s y , see Emile Amann, " T r o i s -
c h a i p t r e s , " Dictionnaire de Thkologie Catholique 15, p t . 2 ( P a r i s 1950) 
c o l s . 1868-1924; a l s o note 37 below. I f indeed the Copenhagen C h r o n i c l e r 
was an i n h a b i t a n t o f the Lombard Kingdom, the schism may have a f f e c t e d 
h i s view of the empire. See Wa l t e r G o f f a r t , "Rome, C o n s t a n t i n o p l e , and 
the B a r b a r i a n s , " American H i s t o r i c a l Review 86 (1981) 300-01. 

3 7 See R i c h a r d s , Consul of God (at n. 32) 181, 191-94, f o r Gregory's 
d e a l i n g s w i t h Theudelinda. 

38 
Mommsen, p. 270, no. 55 [1537]. 

39 
Mommsen, p. 339, no. 21 [1552], 

40 
O r o s i u s , P r o s p e r , E u g i p p i u s (Vita S. Severini, ed. i n Rudolf N o l l , 

Das Leben des Heiligen Severin ( B e r l i n 1963)) and Ennodius o f P a v i a 
(Vita B. Epiphanii T i c i n e n s i s episcopi , ed. i n J.P. Migne, Patrologia 

Latina, L X I I I , c o l s . 207-38) were among those f i f t h - and s i x t h - c e n t u r y 
w r i t e r s who d i s c o u n t e d m i l i t a r y measures as a s o l u t i o n to the problems 
of t h e i r times. A more combative a t t i t u d e can be seen i n Gregory o f 
Tours (Historiarum l i b r i X, ed. B. Krusch and W. L e v i s o n , MGH, 
Scriptores rerum Merovingicarum I , p t . 1 (2nd. e d i t i o n , Hannover 1937-
52), John o f B i c l a r (Chronica DLXVII-DXC, ed. Mommsen, MGH, Auct. Antiq. 

XI [ B e r l i n 1896] 207-20), and I s i d o r e o f S e v i l l e (see next n o t e ) . See 
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Goffart (at n. 36) 300-01. 
41 

This can be seen most cle a r l y i n Isidore's Historia Gothorum, 

but the same attitude i s evident i n the l a t t e r parts of the Chronica 

Maiora. See Isidore Historia Gothorum Wandalorum Sueborum, ed. Mommsen, 
MGH, Auct. Antiq. XI (Berlin 1896) 241-303} Chronica Maiora 403, 415, 
416b, ed. Mommsen, pp. 477, 479, 480. 

42 
His concern for the welfare of Italy as a whole i s seen throughout 

but p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Mommsen, p. 337 no. 3-4 [1518, 1520]. The continu­
ator" s use of the phrase totiusgue Italiae at no. 3 i s p a r t i c u l a r l y 
interesting. Tota Italia, omnis Italia, and other variants were stock 
phrases of I t a l i a n p o l i t i c a l thought i n the sixth through ninth centuries, 
indicating a continuing consciousness of the h i s t o r i c a l unity of the 
peninsula and a desire for i t s reunification. I t i s interesting to note 
that the Liber Pontificalis, as we have seen above (p. 60 )» contempora­
neously with the Copenhagen Continuation credited Eleutherius's v i c t o r i e s 
over usurpers with bringing peace to a l l Italy: "facta est pax in tota 

Italia" (Vita Deusdedit ed. Mommsen, p. 166). On this subject see Peter 
Klassen, " I t a l i e n zwischen Byzanz und dem Frankreich," Settimane di 
Studio 27 (1981) 920, 961-66. Also cf. Isidore Chronica Maiora 416b, 
ed. Mommsen, p. 480: "Postquem [Sisebutum] religiosissimus Suinthila 

princeps bellumcum reliquis Romanis urbibus i n i i t celerique victoria 
totius Spaniae monarchiam regni primus obtinuit." 

43 
Chris Wickham, Early Medieval Italy (Totowa, N.J. 1981) 71-72, 

75-77. 

APPENDIX 

The Origin and Nature of the T r i p a r t i t e Account of the 
Later F i f t h Century i n Copenhagen Ms. 454 

The Copenhagen manuscript i s a puzzle for any scholar interested i n 
the material i t contains. The account i t gives of the l a t e r f i f t h 
century i s i n some places incomplete and elsewhere a l l too f u l l . There 
i s nothing for the years 458-473, neither a consular l i s t nor any 
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h i s t o r i c a l e n t r i e s , whereas the p e r i o d from 475 to 489 i s covered more 
than once. The o m i s s i o n o f a number o f years i s e a s i l y accounted f o r ; 
the m u l t i p l e coverage o f o t h e r s i s more d i f f i c u l t . The reader may f i n d 
i t u s e f u l t o have t h i s s e c t i o n of the manuscript d e s c r i b e d i n some 
d e t a i l . 

The Copenhagen c o m p i l a t i o n proceeds i n a normal f a s h i o n t o 457, where 
the anomalies b e g i n . The l a s t e n t r y f o r 457 i s f o l l o w e d by the c o n s u l a r 
date f o r 475, and the c o n s u l a r l i s t , r a t h e r f u l l y annotated, c o n t i n u e s 
from t h a t y e a r to 489. This i s Mommsen's ordo prior. The c o n s u l s o f 
489 are succeeded by e n t r i e s d e s c r i b i n g the a c c e s s i o n o f Leo the younger 
and the death o f Leo the e l d e r , both o f which took p l a c e i n 474. Next 
f o l l o w the c o n s u l s f o r 475, and a second account o f the events o f t h a t 
year. The manuscript t h e r e a f t e r s u p p l i e s the c o n s u l s f o r a l l the y e a r s 
t o 489 (as w e l l as a number o f e n t r i e s ) , b e f o r e resuming the proper o r d e r 
o f years w i t h the consu l s o f 490. T h i s r e c e n s i o n , Mommsen's ordo 

posterior, shares some m a t e r i a l w i t h the f i r s t b u t i s not i d e n t i c a l t o 
i t . Most o f the e n t r i e s found i n i t are ve r y b r i e f and are c a s t i n the 
formal s t y l e o f the c o n s u l a r a n n a l s . Where both r e c e n s i o n s r e p o r t the 
same event, they sometimes g i v e d i f f e r e n t day dates f o r i t . A most i n ­
t e r e s t i n g f a c t i s t h a t although the b u l k o f the unique m a t e r i a l — the 
n o t i c e s d e r i v e d from unknown c o n s u l a r sources — i s d i f f e r e n t i n the two 
r e c e n s i o n s , the e n t r i e s d e r i v e d from I s i d o r e and from the c o n t i n u a t o r ' s 
p a p a l l i s t — ther e i s one o f each — are reproduced i n both s e r i e s w i t h 
o n l y minor v a r i a t i o n s . A l s o the two c o n s u l a r l i s t s are v i r t u a l l y 
i d e n t i c a l . 

The t h i r d r e c e n s i o n , Mommsen's o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo, i s c a s t i n 
the form o f a l o n g m a r g i n a l a d d i t i o n to the second s e r i e s , and d e s c r i b e s 
the y e a r s 475-480 a t h i r d time. T h i s t e x t i s very s i m i l a r t o t h a t o f 
the ordo p r i o r but i s f u l l e r , c o n t a i n i n g both d e t a i l and dates not found 
i n the o t h e r account. 

How the manuscript came t o i t s p r e s e n t s t a t e i s a d i f f i c u l t q u e s t i o n , 
but one t h a t must be e x p l o r e d by anyone who wishes t o e v a l u a t e i t s 
contents (see n. 2 above f o r the most imp o r t a n t s c h o l a r l y treatments o f 
the ms.). H i l l e , the c o n t i n u a t i o n ' s f i r s t e d i t o r , b e l i e v e d t h a t a t 
l e a s t f o u r d i f f e r e n t s c r i b e s were i n v o l v e d i n c r e a t i n g the p r e s e n t 
arrangement. He thought t h a t the ordo p r i o r was w r i t t e n by the seventh-
c e n t u r y c o m p i l e r , w h i l e the ordo posterior was o r i g i n a l l y a l i s t o f 
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m a r g i n a l c o r r e c t i o n s p r o v i d e d by a w r i t e r w i t h access t o a more complete 
copy o f the f i r s t s c r i b e ' s source. A t h i r d s c r i b e had i n c o r p o r a t e d the 
ordo posterior i n the t e x t ; a f o u r t h , a g a i n w i t h access t o the f i f t h -
c e n t u r y s o urce, had added the o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo. 

T h i s r a t h e r complex theory was r e j e c t e d by l a t e r i n v e s t i g a t o r s , who 
b e l i e v e d t h a t the c u r r e n t arrangement was p u r p o s e l y o r m i s t a k e n l y c r e a t e d 
by one o r perhaps two contemporaneous w r i t e r s ; Mommsen and C e s s i were 
agreed t h a t the t r i p a r t i t e s t r u c t u r e r e s u l t e d from the s t r u g g l e o f s c r i b e s 
t o i n t e r p r e t a d i f f i c u l t a r chetype. Mommsen showed t h a t the confused 
s t a t e o f the manuscript was the work o f the c o p y i s t s who wrote i t i n the 
t w e l f t h o r t h i r t e e n t h c e n t u r i e s . As p r o o f o f t h i s he p o i n t e d t o the 
e x i s t e n c e o f the a l r e a d y r e f e r r e d t o d u p l i c a t e e n t r i e s i n the ordo p r i o r 

and the ordo posterior t h a t must have been s i n g l e e n t r i e s i n the arche­
type o f the Copenhagen manuscript. Although he b e l i e v e d t h a t some l a t e r 
m a t e r i a l had found i t s way i n t o the manuscript t r a d i t i o n , Mommsen s a i d 
t h a t the t e x t o f a l l t h r e e r e c e n s i o n s went back i n t h e i r e s s e n t i a l s t o 
the s e v e n t h - c e n t u r y c o m p i l e r . He e x p l a i n e d the m a r g i n a l i a , both i n the 
P r o s p e r s e c t i o n and i n the ordo posterior, as the work o f a second s c r i b e 
u s i n g the same archetype t o c o r r e c t the e r r o r s o f the p e r s o n , h i s contem­
p o r a r y , who i n i t i a l l y c o p i e d the Copenhagen manuscript. 

C e s s i ' s monograph on the Copenhagen C o n t i n u a t i o n c o n t a i n s the most 
d e t a i l e d r e c o n s t r u c t i o n o f the e v o l u t i o n o f i t s t e x t . C e s s i thought t h a t 
the a r chetype had a main t e x t and many m a r g i n a l notes and c o r r e c t i o n s 
p l a c e d w i t h i n and near i t . He a t t r i b u t e d the b u l k o f these notes and 
c o r r e c t i o n s t o the s e v e n t h - c e n t u r y c o m p i l e r . When t h i s annotated arche­
type was c o p i e d t o make Copenhagen M s . 454, the t e x t became more d i s ­
o r d e r e d . A c c o r d i n g t o C e s s i , when the s c r i b e got t o the s e c t i o n d e s c r i b ­
i n g the years A.D. 475-489, which was p a r t i c u l a r l y confused, he f i r s t 
c o p i e d the ampler p a r t , which C e s s i i d e n t i f i e d w i t h the m a r g i n a l i a i n 
the a r chetype and the ordo p r i o r o f the r e s u l t i n g manuscript; then the 
s c r i b e went back and c o p i e d the b r i e f e r main t e x t , p r o d u c i n g the ordo 

posterior. L i k e Mommsen, C e s s i thought t h a t the o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s 

margo was the work o f a contemporary o f the s c r i b e who d i d the b u l k o f 
the t e x t ; but u n l i k e Mommsen (and Holder-Egger as w e l l ) , he d i d n o t 
b e l i e v e i t had any a u t h o r i t y . R ather, he d i s m i s s e d i t as an attempt by 
the second s c r i b e t o c o r r e c t the p o o r l y - c o p i e d t e x t and c o n s t r u c t a 
smoother, more l i t e r a r y account out o f the m a t e r i a l b e f o r e him. 
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C e s s i ' s p i c t u r e o f a c a r e l e s s s c r i b e c o p y i n g a complex manuscript 
and h a v i n g h i s work c o r r e c t e d by a more c a r e f u l contemporary i s con­
v i n c i n g , but some o f the d e t a i l s o f h i s argument must be r e j e c t e d . Wes 
i s c o r r e c t to say t h a t i t i s i m p o s s i b l e t o b e l i e v e t h a t the d e t a i l s o f 
f i f t h - c e n t u r y h i s t o r y found i n the o r d i n i s p o s t e r i o r i s margo were 
i n v e n t e d by a w r i t e r o f a l a t e r c e n t u r y (see n. 2 above 66). H o l d e r -
Egger and Mommsen were r i g h t t o c o n s i d e r the ma r g i n a l r e c e n s i o n as a 
f u l l e r , i f somewhat embroidered, r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the a r c h e t y p a l t e x t 
t h a t a l s o l i e s b e h i n d the ordo prior. Nor i s i t as simple t o i d e n t i f y 
the l o s t sources behind the unique m a t e r i a l , as C e s s i would have i t . But 
t h a t a s i d e , C e s s i ' s r e c o n s t r u c t i o n , i n s o f a r as i t agrees w i t h Mommsen's 
more c a u t i o u s o p i n i o n , i s probably v e r y c l o s e t o the t r u t h . 


