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The cults of the sanctuary are discussed in separate
chapters, by Chirico (on Diana and Roman religion),
and by Cygielman (on the marble inscription and
on the cult of Isis). The votive objects include coins,
lamps and a bronze statuette of a dog. Two marble
statuettes, both of Carrara marble and dated to the
second century AD, are of particular interest. The
first is identified as a standing Diana, wearing a short
chiton (tunic) and leaning against a tree trunk. The
second statuette, also a standing figure but draped in
a long garment, stands on a small rectangular base; on
the basis of the style and folds of the garment, she has
been identified by Cygielman as Isis, thus suggesting
a dual cult at the sanctuary of Scoglietto.

The five chapters following the finds catalogues
include overviews of the history of the nearby town
of Rusellae and the surrounding area (two chapters),
a discussion of the treatise of Rutilius Namatianus
(De Reditu), Cygielman’s chapter on Diana and
Isis (above), and a contribution on the sanctuary
at Talamone, an important and often ignored site
located a few kilometres to the south.

The conclusions summarise the importance of
Scoglietto as an example of a rural Roman sanctuary
strategically located both by the sea and the Ombrone
River. The construction, use and abandonment of the
sanctuary are closely related to Roman activity in the
area, mirroring wider historical events. The results
of the excavation are presented clearly and accessibly,
although there is a lack of cross-referencing between
chapters and, as noted above, it is not easy to correlate
finds with findspots. Perhaps to avoid duplication,
some images in earlier reports are not included in this
volume, see Cygielman et al. (2011) and Sebastiani
et al. (2013). Thanks to the project described in
this volume, the estuary of the Ombrone River and
the area around Alberese, south of Grosseto in the
Maremma, have found a place on the archaeological
map.
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The ‘Corpus of
Sculpture from
the Roman World’
is a long-running
enterprise; this latest
addition forms the
tenth instalment
of volume one
for Great Britain.
The first fascicule
appeared in 1977
and the ninth in

2004; fascicule 10 therefore represents a long-awaited
addition to this important catalogue. It adopts
the well-established series format, but importantly
introduces some excellent developments, such as
colour printing and stable isotope geochemistry.

The intention of volume one of the corpus is to
catalogue all Roman sculpture from Britain, excluding
later imports (which are presented in volumes two
and three). Fascicule 10 details material from Greater
London, Hertfordshire, Surrey and Kent, although
it includes, under the category of aliena, material
that was probably imported in the post-Roman
period, along with probable Renaissance material
and forgeries. The inclusion of these ‘ineligible’
examples is justified on the basis that they have
been regarded as genuine in the past; it is also
useful to include this material as their exclusion from
previous fascicules has left some hard to find and
their status unclear. There is a more general problem
here, however, in that inclusion criteria are not always
clearly stated. Hence, an altar is excluded for being too
“battered” (p. xxv), while the Cheapside archer from
London is apparently “just large enough to qualify”
(p. xxxi). The legendary statue of Cadwallo gets an
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entry, but it is unclear if all bases or inscriptions
suggesting the former presence of a statue are
included. The inclusion of a stone cinerary urn (and a
lengthy appendix on this object type) is also unusual.

An inherent problem with this type of printed
catalogue is that they are inevitably out of date by the
time they appear. In this case, the most recent finds
included were excavated in 2006, the one exception
being the Minories eagle (although it is incorrectly
noted as having been found in 1913), which is
given an appendix of its own. This issue of cut-off
dates—and more generally the time that has elapsed
since the publication of the earlier fascicules—surely
necessitates either a future volume revisiting all of the
regions covered, or a move to a twenty-first-century
solution, such as that recently made by the ‘Roman
Inscriptions of Britain’ series with an online database
(http://romaninscriptionsofbritain.org).

The corpus fascicules consist of three parts:
introductory thematic considerations, the catalogue
and the illustrations. This publication provides
colour plates of the best pieces (mostly marbles and
bronzes) and, more importantly, new photographs of
every piece. The catalogue entries also include new
information, noting at the outset that well-known
examples receive comparatively little additional
discussion, whereas previously over-looked pieces are
given lengthy considerations. This new analysis takes
the form of iconographic comparisons and some
interesting re-interpretations. The most important
addition new to this volume, however, is the inclusion
of detailed geological information, contributing to
our understanding of the sourcing of raw materials,
and implicitly the expertise to work them, during the
Roman period. This is one of the few chronologically
detailed sections of the work, offering a sequence
of changes by century, including the surprising
suggestion of a Roman pre-Conquest resource survey
of Britain. A map of the source locations is
included, but, for anyone unfamiliar with this
region, the volume would have been easier to use
if there had been a map showing the distribution
of the findspots (although this is not a problem
unique to this fascicule). Such a feature would also
make it apparent how little material has been found
in some areas, despite the assertion that the region as
a whole was “highly Romanised” (p. ix). This would
then perhaps trigger more detailed discussion of the
factors influencing adoption, survival and recovery,
which are only touched upon briefly in the thematic
section.

One change discernible in comparison to previous
fascicules concerns a shift from the implicit or
overt assumption that any damage to sculpture
was the result of Christian iconoclasm towards a
more nuanced consideration. It is noted in this
fascicule that what were once held as prime examples
of this phenomenon—namely, the collection of
marble sculpture from the Walbrook Mithraeum in
London—have recently been reinterpreted and are
now thought merely to be victims of poor building
maintenance. This, however, overlooks the original
argument that these pieces were buried due to fear of
a Christian attack, and still leaves open the question
of why they were deposited; nonetheless, this new
approach is welcome.

Yet this is not to say that assumptions of motive,
based solely upon the act of damage itself, have
been completely removed. In individual entries
in the catalogue, it is still frequently suggested
that damage is the result of Christian iconoclastic
attacks, possibly even occurring during the reign of
Magnus Maximus—without any specific stratigraphic
evidence of deposition, let alone the infliction
of damage, during the AD 380s. The thematic
consideration of this issue is limited to the
confident advance of just two cases, neither of
which are convincing: the first example is essentially
indistinguishable in terms of its treatment from
many other pieces that are not considered to be
victims of Christian attacks, and the other is quite
thoroughly damaged (and so distinct in terms of
treatment from the other more complete pieces)
but still lacking any defining characteristic that can
securely reveal the motivation for the damage or the
identity of its perpetrators. On the subject of identity,
it has been noted in relation to other fascicules that
there is a tendency to advance firm identifications
of the subjects of these sculptures, often in the
absence of external corroboration. One example that
combines this issue with that of iconoclasm is the
material from Worth, Kent. Two hands are interpreted
as from an image of Minerva, and its highly
fragmentary nature as evidence of Christian damage.
This, however, overlooks other deities depicted
with spears and shields, and the circumstances of
deposition.

This latest addition to the corpus is an excellent
and essential piece of work. The images alone
make it an invaluable companion to all other
works on Roman Britain, brilliantly illustrating
the artistic, religious and funerary visual world

C© Antiquity Publications Ltd, 2016

263

https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2015.207 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://romaninscriptionsofbritain.org
https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2015.207


Reviews

of the period. It also usefully assembles material,
enabling a rapid appreciation of the diversity of
artistic forms. The final fascicule—and any update
of previously covered areas—is eagerly awaited, in
the hope that it will follow the superb lead set
here.

BEN CROXFORD

Merseyside Environmental Advisory Service,
Bootle, UK

(Email: ben.croxford@eas.sefton.gov.uk)

GREGOR KALAS. The restoration of the Roman
Forum in Late Antiquity: transforming public space.
2015. xv+228 pages, 100 b&w illustrations. Austin:
University of Texas press; 978-0-292-76078-3
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This book is an
interesting contri-
bution to the study
of the Roman
Forum, focusing
on the relationship
between late anti-
que building resto-
rations, concepts of
time, and power.
The subject matter
is not new, but
Kalas explores it
comprehensively,
presenting a com-

pelling case that invites scholars to look again at
these monuments. The Forum underwent a series
of restorations and additions from the time of
Diocletian until the Byzantine period. As the author
argues, these restorations adjusted the appearance
of the area according to new political and cultural
conceptions, while they simultaneously celebrated the
restoration of Roman values. Although the argument
is stimulating, its presentation is affected by a certain
amount of speculation and a number of factual
mistakes.

After a useful introduction that presents a history of
scholarship on the Roman Forum and an outline of
the theoretical premises of the book, the first chapter
is dedicated to a discussion of the works carried out
by Diocletian and Maximian. As Kalas suggests, the
two speaker-platforms that framed each end of the
Forum celebrated imperial power and harmony. The
monuments, however, are discussed in a repetitive and

piecemeal way, making the argument hard to follow.
The discussion in this chapter is also limited to these
two monuments, presenting a very partial picture of
the works undertaken during the Tetrarchic period.
The second chapter is dedicated to Constantine,
considering also the fate of his predecessor and
rival Maxentius. As Kalas shows, senators were keen
supporters of the Constantinian regime, re-dedicating
some of the works of Maxentius in his successor’s
name.

Chapter 3 discusses the dedication of honorific
statues in the Forum, arguing that they served the
double purpose of celebrating individuals (especially
rulers) and of expressing political changes. This is
an interesting topic, but Kalas sometimes pushes the
evidence too far in search of the motivations behind
specific dedications. He makes valuable observations
on the relationships between groups of statues, even if
some of his reconstructions are questionable. Chapter
4 analyses the use of the basilicas Aemilia and
Iulia, and the dedication of statues moved from
other locations. As scholars have observed, these
buildings were the focus of a very specific type
of dedication, and Kalas is correct to stress their
continued importance for the civic and social life of
the city. The discussion, however, suffers from some
misunderstanding of the phases of these monuments,
and the assertion that these were commercial
spaces with shops needed to be supported with
evidence.

The role played by Roman temples in the image
of the Forum is the subject of Chapter 5. The
reuse of architectural decoration (spolia) receives great
attention, but the discussion of its implications—
a form of signalling restoration and the renewal
of time—is too speculative. The final chapter is
dedicated to a thorough description and examination
of the Senate House and the spaces connected to it.
These were spaces where senators met, and where
their identities were redefined as a response both
to tradition and innovation. Kalas returns to his
general argument in the Conclusion, including a brief
discussion of how the Forum continued to play the
same role, mediating tradition and innovation, during
the Ostrogothic period.

The book as a whole would have benefited from a
clear discussion of the differences between the early
imperial and the Late Antique history of the Forum.
Kalas seems to assume that early imperial aristocrats
could freely build and dedicate monuments, a
freedom that ended with the Tetrarchic regime; this
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