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Introduction

Federica Boschi, Enrico Giorgi, University of Bologna
Frank Vermeulen, Ghent University

This book represents the main outcome of the international workshop Picenum and the Ager Gallicus at
the Dawn of the Roman Conquest. Landscape Archaeology and Material Culture, organized by the
Universities of Bologna and Ghent, held in Ravenna on 13" — 14" May 2019.

The specialized conference was conceived in order to understand better the transition between Italic
culture and Romanized society in the central Adriatic area (ager Gallicus and Picenum under Roman
dominance). In particular, the scientific meeting focused on the crucial transition period of the fourth to
second centuries BC, which include: the later phases of Umbrian and Picene cultural development; the
introduction of Gallic elements in a predominantly Italic society; the later phase of Greek and Hellenistic
cultural and economic influence in this part of the Adriatic area; the gradual increase of Roman/Latin
commercial interests; the Roman military conquest and subsequent colonization; the deepening
urbanization of the region; and the general unrest announcing the Social War that would entail the full
municipalization and complete incorporation of the region in the Roman State.

According to the organizers of the meeting it is time that archaeologists working in this part of Italy
develop a focused research agenda, which can help to enhance our understanding of such important
aspects as the precise nature of settlement dynamics, the character of landscape change, the internal
and external relations of populations living in the area, the cohabitation of ethnically different groups
peopling the region, the evolution of material culture and the economic drives connected with the times
of change and transition. The workshop was aimed at presenting and confronting some of the latest
archaeological research concerning two main fields of operation: topographical aspects and the study of
material culture. Within this framework, short papers by invited specialists working in the field and/or
on pottery and small finds in this region, as well as a few selected presentations from comparable
research in other parts of the Italian peninsula, were exposed and followed by discussions and an open
exchange of ideas.

The colloquium and all the presented contributions enabled the investigation of the relationship
between the centres of central Adriatic Italy and their territories during a period that marks a profound
transformation in the whole of central Italy. The complex and varied processes of territorial and socio-
political reorganization characterizing this part of the Italian peninsula are progressively modified by the
conditioning of nearby Rome and its growing military expansionism. The profound transformations and
upheavals caused by the Roman expansion towards the Po plain and by the Punic Wars, which projected
Rome to the level of Mediterranean power, rapidly and substantially changed the territorial structure of
the region. The relationship of central settlements with the surrounding agricultural landscape, the
mainly archaeological definition of the territorial districts and the boundaries between the major
centres, and the impact of early Romanization, were given particular attention.

The two-day meeting ended with a round table, during which targeted proposals were made for the
continuation of research in the considered area, in the light of open issues and new data acquired and
discussed.

We feel confident that this outcome of the workshop can help the archaeological community to develop
efficient methodological approaches to advance knowledge and understanding about this still



understudied period of the region’s past and help to define the specific nature of the pre-Roman to
Roman transition in central Adriatic Italy.
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|. Data integration and comparison in landscape archaeology:
towards analysis beyond sites and valleys

Peter Attema, University of Groningen

Summary

| discuss the importance of data integration in landscape archaeology, taking into account issues of scale,
feasibility and relevance. Referencing a current initiative — the Rome Hinterland Project (RHP) —
undertaken by an international consortium of researchers to combine landscape archaeological data
from field surveys in the landscapes around Rome, | highlight the potential of the archaeological record
of the Marche for the integration of field data from landscape survey. | discuss the example of, and
progress made within, the RHP to illustrate the feasibility of data integration.

Introduction

Many landscape archaeologists nowadays record, process and analyse large amounts of site and artefact
data to discover patterns in settlement and land use dynamics in their fiel[dwork areas, so as to study
the longue durée of landscapes. Systematic recording of surface archaeology in the Mediterranean has
a long research history, rooted in the processual paradigm of the 1960s and 1970s. From the beginning,
its practitioners have been keen on standardization of field and recording procedures, and on the
validation and representativeness of data obtained from the field. There has also been a continual
interest in studying the multiple biases that affect the surface archaeological record (van Leusen 2002)
and the specific regional traditions of field survey (see for Italy especially Cambi and Terrenato 1994;
Terrenato 1996).

The attitude of practitioners from the current generation of landscape archaeologists, who criticise the
sources of their own data and that of data from other researchers, has led to exploration of the potential
for comparison of datasets obtained from systematic surveys and topographical work, and its potential
for comparison and integration (Alcock and Cherry 2004; Attema et al. 2010; Witcher 2008). Key to the
success of comparison and integration is formal classification according to set criteria, a condition that
is rarely met in case studies presented in the literature. If undertaken, however, it allows aggregate and
comparative analyses of archaeological sites and finds recorded in the landscape (Attema et al.
forthcoming).

| use the example of a recent initiative by an international consortium to build an overarching database
—the Rome Hinterland Project Database (RHPdb) — which aims at the integration of three major survey
projects based in the hinterland of Rome, in which large amounts of field and artefact data have been
collected since the 1960s: the Tiber Valley Project (TVP) (Patterson et al. forthcoming), the Suburbium
project (Carafa and Capanna 2019) and the Pontine Region Project (PRP) (Attema et al. 2019). Central to
the structure of the RHPdb is the classification table for sites according to function and the classification
table of ceramics according to type, and their associated dates. The uniform classification of sites and
artefacts is a precondition for merging data to perform aggregate and comparative analyses.

Judging from the landscape archaeological papers presented at the conference and in this volume on
the (surface) archaeology of the landscapes of the Picenum and ager Gallicus, the intensity and quality
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of the work undertaken in the Marche has great potential for data integration, on different scales and
using different topographical sources.

| start here with a discussion of three issues in data integration in landscape archaeology: scale, feasibility
and relevance. This discussion is followed by a section on the RHPdb initiative. The paper will conclude
with a discussion of the potential of the Central Adriatic landscapes for data integration along the lines
of the RHPdb.

Data integration in landscape archaeology: scale, feasibility and relevance

In this section, | will first discuss the topic of scale. Data integration can take place on different scales,
from the local to the regional and supra-regional, from contiguous areas and areas that are
geographically distant, all depending on the goals set (see, for example, Alcock and Cherry 2004). | will
then discuss feasibility; data integration is only feasible if the quality and quantity of data is such that a
robust classification of sites and pottery can be made. This needs discussion and consensus (Attema and
Schorner 2012 for a presentation of cases concerning the Roman period). Finally, | will consider
relevance; why make the (substantial) effort of data integration: what historical questions can we
engage with?

Scales

Let us start with the local level. Here one can think of bringing together data from different surveys
carried out over a longer period in a well-defined part of the landscape in order to understand local
settlement dynamics and land use over space and time. A project at the local scale, for instance, may
concern a single small valley or other well-defined geomorphological unit, or the rural territory of a town
or city. In most cases, representative or full coverage of even a small survey area will have been attained
in more than one campaign, and in many cases even in many campaigns carried out over several years
using different ways of collecting data. Cases in which a single methodology of surface survey has been
applied in all campaigns are rare (but see Yntema 1993). Data integration at the local level thus already
poses the challenge of overcoming heterogeneity in the nature of the data recovered from the
landscape, an issue to which we will return below. Where data also needs to be used from sources other
than systematic survey (i.e. local inventories and data from older Forma Italiae), this will add to data
heterogeneity. Of course, there are also situations in which no systematic survey was ever done totally
lacks; patterns that emerge from the elaboration of data from topographical surveys are best tested by
new (targeted) surveys or revisiting known sites (see recently: Casarotto 2018). Apart from collecting
and classifying data from systematic field surveys, other academic studies, notably the Forma Italiae, or
unpublished PhD dissertations that may contain valuable site inventories can be examined. Studies
compiled by local “archeoclubs” or local landscape connoisseurs may also be of great value (Attema et
al. 2011a for an example from South Lazio). In all cases, site and artefact classification tables need to be
created to accommodate both field data from (systematic) survey and field data recovered from
topographical surveys, or even haphazardly collected data.

Data integration can also take place at the scale of the region. In regional projects, as a rule, multiple
landscape zones are involved, at different altitudes, from coastal plains to uplands (e.g. Barker 1995;
Vermeulen et al. 2017). Such regional landscape research may be based on a sampling procedure that
covers different landscape zones within a region, with statistically comparable coverage of each zone (as
in the Agro Pontino survey in South Lazio, see Voorrips et al. 1991). By extrapolating the data from each
landscape zone (taking into account landscape biases and using appropriate statistical methods) one
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may then arrive at diachronic regional analyses of settlement patterns and land use over space and time.
In regional projects, however, data is often collected over many years in different subprojects, in which
multiple ways of field and artefact-recording methods will moreover have been used. The data
integration of subprojects within the same regional project then becomes an aim in itself that may or
may not include the addition of external academic and non-academic sources (see, for instance, the
Pontine Region Project Database, Attema et al. forthcoming). Of course, one may also deal with a region
where no regional scale landscape archaeological projects have ever been undertaken. In such cases
data integration must be based on non-systematically acquired sources. If the spatial, chronological and
artefactual data is of low quality for these sources, the question of the feasibility of data integration
becomes acute (see below).

We can also discern data integration at the supra-regional level, with the goal of carrying out
comparative analyses of landscape archaeological data classified in a uniform way (site types and pottery
chrono-types) between regions. Here we may think of comparing well-surveyed regions that are located
close to each other or even far apart. In both cases, it will be possible to compare settlement dynamics
and land use patterns over time and space. As outlined above, datasets may consist of data from
systematic and non-systematic surveys, as long as they are classified according to set criteria. Studies in
which a formal comparison of landscape archaeological data have been undertaken on this scale are
rare. The Rome Hinterland Project (RHP), which I will discuss below, is an example of taking existing work
on supra-regional data integration to a level on which analyses become possible using site and pottery
data classified according to set criteria, and periods in calendar years rather than regional cultural-
historical frameworks. While site and pottery typo-chronologies are relatively compatible within the
RHP, given its geographical coherence, between the regions north and south of the Tiber, compatibility
will become increasingly difficult to attain when regions are geographically and culturally further apart.

Feasibility of data-integration

The quality and quantity of data are equally important in assessing the potential of datasets for data
integration, and a balance has to be struck. Quality of data refers to the degree of topographical
certainty, or the geographical resolution of the location in the landscape in terms of coordinates, and
the degree to which the surveyor was able to characterise the archaeological location in terms of size,
density, chronology and function of the archaeological phenomenon. Quantity refers to the number of
high quality observations and representativeness over the landscape. Quality and quantity must be of a
sufficient level to discern meaningful patterning in the settled landscape over space and time. It also
implies that there must be an even spread of observations across landscape zones at all scales, including
the assessment of post-depositional processes operating on the visibility of archaeological landscapes,
and possibly correction for this aspect. There are no rules of thumb here, but one criterion should be
that the data allows change to be to monitored through time, so as to be able to assess landscape
archaeological dynamics in terms of stability or change of settlement types in space. To attain this level
of interpretation, one needs multi-period data bracketing major transformation processes. In
Mediterranean landscape archaeology, these are typically processes of the nucleation and dispersal of
settlements over the landscape, urbanization and ruralisation, colonization and imperialism, and, in
economic terms, cycles of boom and bust and differentiation and specialization of land use.

Relevance

This brings us to the scientific relevance of data aggregation. What is a very large survey database good
at investigating? At the geographical level, it can offer us a detailed view of the evolution of rural site

13



classes in the landscape, their dynamics and changing mutual relationships with higher order
settlements. Regional differentiation and spatial trends in economic geography constitute one such
angle. On a more abstract level it will enable scholars to gain a view of demographic and economic
trends, independently of historical sources (for the Pontine region: Attema and De Haas, 2011; Tol 2017,
De Haas et al., 2011; De Haas and Tol, forthcoming). Depending on the spatial scale of data integration,
an aggregated database will enable the introduction of geo-information on macro- and micro-
infrastructure, linking cities, and lower order settlements and ports, and to relate this to detailed survey
information on the rural landscape, including analyses of places of production, transport and the
consumption of commodities. Aggregating site and pottery data can be useful for studying longer-term
socio-economic trends quantitatively, qualitatively and comparatively. Examples of interest are, for
example, the diversity of land use in the rural settled landscape, production and consumption patterns,
changing economic performance and standard of living, rural demography, intra-regional synchronic and
diachronic comparison. These themes are relevant to the theme of the transition between the Italic and
the Romanized settled landscapes of the central Adriatic, and its changing relationship with Rome during
the fourth to second centuries BC, as dealt with in the conference. They are, however, also relevant to
the study of the ‘longue durée’ of settlement and land use in the Central Adriatic, before and after the
Roman period, thus including deeper protohistory and the medieval period (see, for the Pontine region,
Attema 2019).

Picenum and the ager Gallicus

As stated in the call for papers for this conference, according to the organisers of the meeting it is:
“time that archaeologists working in this part of Italy develop a focussed research agenda, which
can help to enhance our understanding of such important aspects as the precise nature of
settlement dynamics, the character of landscape change, the internal and external relations of
populations living in the area, the cohabitation of ethnically different groups peopling the region,
the evolution of material culture and the economic drives connected with the times of change
and transition.”

In the same document, it was also stated that:

“In particular the colloquium wishes to investigate the relationship between the centres of
central Adriatic Italy and their territories during a period that marks a profound transformation
in the whole of central Italy. The complex and varied processes of territorial and socio-political
reorganization characterising this part of the Italian peninsula, are progressively modified by the
conditioning of nearby Rome and its growing military expansionism. The profound
transformations and upheavals caused by the Roman expansion towards the Po-plain and by the
Punic Wars, which project Rome to the level of Mediterranean power, rapidly and substantially
change the territorial structure of the region. The relationship of central settlements with the
surrounding agricultural landscape, and the mainly archaeological definition of the territorial
districts and the boundaries between the major centres, and the impact of early Romanization,
will be given particular attention.”?!

To start answering such broad questions on the scales indicated by the organisers, it may indeed be
useful to start working towards the formal data integration of sites and material culture, as is currently

! Quoted from the introduction to the International Workshop “Il Piceno e I’Agro Gallico agli albori della conquista
romana. Topografia e cultura materiale / Picenum and the Ager Gallicus at the Dawn of the Roman Conquest.
Topography and Material Culture, written by the scientific committee members Frank Vermeulen, Enrico Giorgi
and Federica Boschi.
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being undertaken by the author and his team within the framework of the Pontine Region Project in
Central Italy (The Pontine Region Database/ PRPdb), and the initiative taken with an international
consortium of landscape archaeologists and historians to create the Rome Hinterland Project (RHPdb),
taking data-integration to the supra-regional level.?

The Pontine Region and Roman Hinterland databases

The Pontine Region database (PRPdb) holds site and pottery data from the Pontine region, a vast plain
surrounded by the Monti Lepini and Monti Ausoni, and bordering on the Tyrrhenian coast south of
Rome. The database for this region was created in the course of the Pontine Region Project for analytical
purposes. Data derives from the different landscape zones of the region: the coastal ridge, inland plain,
volcanic hills, river valleys, foothills and surrounding mountain range. The archaeological record of the
Pontine Region Project currently consists of ca. 800 sites, 40 km2 off-site data and 300,000 artefacts, of
which some 25,000 are diagnostic (cf. De Haas and Tol forthcoming). The database structure was devized
to accommodate aggregate and comparative analyses of rural settlement patterns across these different
landscape zones over space and time, in order to reconstruct social, economic, demographic and geo-
political trends on the local and regional scales, from protohistory into the medieval period.

The database brings together the data of our own systematic surveys since the 1980s but eventually also
aims to integrate ‘legacy data’ from regional topographic inventories such as the Forma Italiae and other
data inventories. While this is a great deal of work, the effort to enrich the PRPdb with legacy data would
increase the site dataset multiple times, at least for the Roman period. The challenges of bringing
together data collected with different methodologies, from our own site and off-site surveys carried out
over slightly less than 40 years and in projects carried out by others, are considerable, but mainly depend
on the establishment of sound formal criteria for site and pottery classification. So far, we have carried
out a small number of aggregate analyses to investigate economic performance and the standard of
living in parts of the territory for the Roman periods. The outcome proved the value of our approach; in
a forthcoming paper, the Pontine Region team has brought these examples together, illustrating the
potential of the PRPdb for future analytical work (Attema et al. forthcoming).

In the meantime, PRP members work with an international consortium towards a merger of the PRPdb
with two other major survey databases, those of the Suburbium Project (Sapienza Rome) and the Tiber
Valley Project (British School at Rome) with the aim of designing an aggregate database that covers
representative sections of Rome’s Suburbium (sensu Morley 1996; Witcher 2005). The consortium
consists of researchers from the Universities of Groningen (NL), Durham (UK), St. Andrews (UK), Leiden
(NL) and Melbourne (AUS).? This initiative will facilitate longitudinal and quantitative studies of socio-
economic and demographic aspects of a large part of Rome’s immediate hinterland, from its formation
to well into the medieval period. The relevance of the RHP initiative lies foremost in the contribution it
can make to debates on ancient demography and the nature of the ancient economy, such as, for
instance, outlined in Attema et al. (forthcoming). The strength of the RHPdb is that aggregation takes
place on the level of the ceramics present in the individual databases of the participating projects. As
stated in Attema et al. (forthcoming):

2 http://comparativesurveyarchaeology.org/

3 The Rome Hinterland Project (RHP), is supported by an internationalization grant from the Netherlands
Organization of Scientific Research NWO, to which all partners contributed financially (NWO doss.nr. 236-61-
002/3799).
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“Ceramic analysis is a tool that, independently from historical sources, is instrumental in
classifying archaeological sites within a chronological and functional spectrum of settlement
forms. Combining classified site data one can proceed to map settlement patterns on a regional
scale.”
In practice, the RHP database is an overarching structure that allows researchers to query the
standardized site and pottery tables of the three databases that currently make up the project. The
RHPdb is also designed for extension with additional high quality databases that can be added (merged)
as long as these conform to the RHPdb standard protocol. In this way a dynamic high quality data
resource that can be queried will be functioning in a way that will prove fundamental to the study of
longer-term socio-economic trends, quantitatively, qualitatively and comparatively.

Potential of the Central Adriatic for aggregate data-analysis

The papers in the conference on landscape and settlement in Picenum and the ager Gallicus during the
fourth to second century BC, and in more general recent literature on the landscape archaeology of the
Roman period in the Marche, reveal how much good quality site data is available over a large part of the
Central Adriatic. Such data results from long term fieldwork by the Soprintendenza Archeologia, Belle
Arti e Paesaggio delle Marche, and the researchers of various university departments, including the
archaeological departments of Bologna and Ghent, the home universities of the organisers.

While Bologna has especially dedicated its attention to a series of river valleys in northern Marche, such
as Misa, Nevola and Cesano (Dall’Aglio et al. 1991, 2007, 2012; Giorgi and Lepore 2010), Ghent is
especially known for the long term landscape archaeological project carried out in the Potenza Valley
Survey under the supervision of Frank Vermeulen (Vermeulen et al. 2017; Vermeulen 2017), with
references to earlier surveys by the Potenza Valley Project). To these protagonists in the study of the
Marche we must add the University of Pisa, which has been active in the Marche since the 1970s, first
under Prof. Emilio Gabba and then Prof. Pasquinucci. In 1994 a systematic landscape archaeological
study of the ager Firmanus began, which is now continued in the Pisa South Picenum Survey Project
(Menchelli 2012; Menchelli and lacopini 2016).

Various topographical papers presented at the conference were dedicated to the study (of parts of) river
valleys in the Picenum and ager Gallicus. These valleys function as naturally delimited study areas in
which aspects of the transformation of the settled landscape during the fourth to second century BC are
studied. In two major landscape archaeological projects, the Potenza Valley Survey and the Ager
Firmanus Survey (not represented in the conference), it is instead the longue durée of the settled
landscape that is under scrutiny (see for an overview of surveys in the Marche: Vermeulen 2017, 29-31).
The multidisciplinary investigations in the case of the Potenza Valley Survey (Vermeulen et al. 2017)
involve the survey of the entire basin of the Potenza river, from coast to uplands, and comprise an
inventory of already known sites (Percossi et al. 2006).

In the case of the Ager Firmanus Survey Project, the archaeological investigations consider the entire
ager of the Roman town of Firmum (Menchelli and lacopini 2016; and Menchelli and lacopini 2017 for
an interesting comparative approach between the territories of Firmum and Novana). We can add
settlement data of several other projects to the datasets that these studies have generated, including
the Forma Italiae, as well as data collected in other topographical studies that have been carried out in
parts of the Picenum and ager Gallicus over time (see for a general overview Vermeulen 2017, 29-31,
with references). The classification and integration of sites and pottery data from these sources will
doubtless result in a quantitatively and qualitatively robust basis for aggregate and comparative analyses
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of the processes of socio-economic, cultural and demographic transformations that the Picenum and the
ager Gallicus have undergone in the longue durée (Vermeulen 2012). Finally, although this is not
discussed in this paper, the contribution of geophysical and aerial survey should be mentioned, as, for
instance, apparent in the work of F. Boschi and colleagues (Boschi et al. 2016; Vermeulen, 2016).

A glance at the geomorphological maps of the Marche shows how the landscape is carved up in parallel
north east to south west orientated river valleys that drain the higher parts of the valleys which
ultimately connect with the Umbria-Marche Apennines mountain range. As such, these valleys form
natural landscape units, each consisting of a sedimentary coastal landscape, a middle valley consisting
of gentle hills and hill slopes, and a steeper and a more rugged upper valley leading up to a mountain
environment. These valleys, as was also apparent in discussions during the conference, lend themselves
extremely well to comparative research.

Questions that can be asked concerning the rural landscapes of the Picenum and ager Gallicus include:
which (parts of) valleys were affected most by the Roman presence and how did this transform pre-
Roman settlement patterns and land use? A central question might be why some valleys were affected
more by socio-economic and cultural change than others (see Menchelli and lacopini 2017). Can we
explain this by studying landscape variability, the effects of the implantation of Roman colonies, new
sanctuaries and infrastructural work such as harbours, canals, roads, and production facilities? And,
based on site classification, can we quantify shifts in population numbers in time and space, and, based
on luxury indicators among the material record, changes in living standard, both aggregately and
comparatively? On a more abstract level, this may boil down to the single question of the degree of
economic integration of the Picenum and ager Gallicus into the Roman imperium.

Data integration, however, needs organization, deliberation and financial support. Following the
creation of a consortium, and supported by a Dutch Internationalization grant, RHP members were able
to design the RHP integrated database, developing a strict data classification protocol. In the coming
period we hope to present the first aggregate and comparative analyses. Once there is a proof of
concept, the RHP team hopes that other partners will join in the study of the Roman hinterland and
prepare their landscape archaeological source data for merging. At the same time, the initiative can only
be successful in the end if sufficient financial and institutional support can be secured.

Conclusion

| have highlighted the potential and feasibility of data-integration of landscape archaeological data, as
currently brought into practice in the Roman Hinterland Project. | have suggested that the Picene
landscapes and the ager Gallicus, as presented in the conference, and by extension the southern part of
the Marche, would probably be suitable for a similar approach, ultimately allowing supra-regional
analyses. The integration of data beyond the single site and valley would allow big themes to be
addressed, as implied in the process of the Dawn of the Roman Conquest dealt with in this volume, from
local, regional and supra-regional perspectives, and from a quantitative angle. How did the Roman
conquest affect the Picene landscapes in terms of demography, economic performance, and socio-
economic and cultural integration in the Roman world, and can we differentiate this in time and space
across the landscape zones that make up the Marche?
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Il. Romanization dynamics through the material culture analysis
in the ager Gallicus et Picenum

Anna Gamberini, Paola Cossentino, University of Bologna,
Sara Morsiani, Soprintendenza Archeologia Belle Arti e Paesaggio per la provincia di Cosenza *

Introduction

In the field of research on Romanization! and colonization, studies devoted to ceramic finds can
contribute to defining (together with the analysis of literary sources, topography, town planning, forms
of the sacred) the dynamics of the territorial occupation by Rome. In parallel, they can reflect the
reactions that this occupation caused in the populations that had been living in those territories for a
long time. At the same time, the study of ceramics can be a useful part of this reconstruction only if we
use its full potential, which includes but must not be limited to the chronological information. The
identification of the ceramic class must be followed by that of the shapes and types, trying to reconstruct
the functions, the production, the circulation, the technical characteristics. And all these approaches will
be all the more correct if they take into account, when possible, the entire archaeological framework.
The study of a single ceramic class, even if in depth, requires interpolation with that of other classes. For
this reason, we have chosen to focus our attention on three particular kinds of ceramics that refer to
two distinct functional groups: the conservation, preparation and cooking of food on the one hand, and
its consumption on the other.

The first group includes wheel-made cooking ware and impasto ware, hand-modelled or made on the
slow wheel. These artefacts are essentially connected to their function: we therefore read them as direct
and unmediated indicators of the culture that produced and used them, as they are linked to everyday
food habits.

On the other hand, the picture that emerges from the study of pottery related to the consuming of food
and drink, the black-gloss pottery, is different. The deep link with the banquet practices, in fact, makes
this class of pottery strongly subject to the forms of social distinction and fashions shared within the
Hellenistic koiné to which Rome itself belonged.

In this regard, for our working group, the studies on domestic ceramics as a cultural indicator, published
by Marco Galli and applied to the reality of Ariminum, were particularly interesting (Galli 2001). In
underlining the different degree of informativity of the two functional groups of ceramics, he observes
how different is the picture offered by each of them in the same period. In fact, the fine wares of the
phase preceding the arrival of Rome are imported from Attica and from highly Hellenized areas, while
the contemporary cooking pots mainly include locally made ollae, a shape linked to a diet essentially
based on the consumption of pulses. The typical ceramic forms of the Greek and Hellenized cooking set

* The present contribution, although the result of common reflections, is due to Anna Gamberini for the
introduction and the considerations concerning Suasa, to Sara Morsiani for those concerning Asculum, and to Paola
Cossentino for the study on Monte Rinaldo. The conclusions are shared.

! We believe that this term, although debated, can be used to summarize the concept of cultural exchange
following the arrival of Rome in the territories considered here. In other words, borrowed from one of the last
works of Luisa Mazzeo Saracino (whom we would like to thank for the continuous cultural inputs, fundamental for
our training): ‘By Romanisation we mean not really the military aspect, linked to the conquest of the territory, but
the set of socio-economic and cultural transformations, often due to a spontaneous adherence to new ways of life,
which can be the result of even more intense trade relations and population movement’ (Mazzeo Saracino and
Morsiani 2014, 521).
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(mainly pans), linked to a more complex diet and with which the use of roasting fish and meat prevails,
are significantly absent. They will appear only after the arrival of the first Roman settlers: the kitchen set
typical of Rome and Lazio, in this phase, reflects the Greek one, with the addition of the clibanus. Thanks
to its nature of ‘pole of resistance to non-native influences’, the study of cooking wares should be
associated with that of black-gloss wares, which are normally used instead, among ceramics, as the
principal (often as the sole) index of Romanization.

Fig. 1. Localization of the sites (Marche Region).

Starting from these assumptions and from the fundamental research of Luisa Mazzeo Saracino (Mazzeo
Saracino 2013), who in the most recent studies has focused on this subject applied to the ager Gallicus,
we have undertaken the study of these ceramics from three sites in the study of which we are directly
involved. They are all located in the territory of the ager Gallicus et Picenum, which entered the sphere
of competence of Rome after the Battle of Nations (295 BC) and the passing, some years later, of the
agrarian law that defined its modes of occupation.? These sites (Fig. 1) differ from each other by role and
juridical status: they are a civitas foederata (Asculum), a minor centre in the inland of the Roman colony
of Sena Gallica (the Praefectura of Suasa), and a sanctuary (Monte Rinaldo, nearby Firmum).

These sites also differ from each other in terms of the history of research: excavations have been going
on for over 30 years in Suasa, while they are ‘younger’ in Ascoli (the subject of a doctoral thesis recently

2 The Lex Flaminia de agro gallico viritim dividundo, which was promulgated in the year 232, established the terms
of the assignationes viritanae in these territories.
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discussed) and in Monte Rinaldo, which has been the subject of systematic excavations since 2017
(infra).

The questions that we try to answer concern the relationship between ceramic associations and cultural
contexts, between pottery and sites of discovery. In other words: how much can these ceramics express
the dialogue between cultures in a phase of encounter/clash and change?

Asculum

Asculum was a Picene city defined by Florus as ‘caput gentis’® and therefore presumably characterized
by an urban structure at the time of the ‘encounter with Rome’. Its relationship with the Urbs was one
of alliance, since in the Battle of Nations, as a Picene city, it stood at the side of Rome, as it also was
during the Second Punic War. It was a civitas foederata, therefore, that would become a Roman colony
only in the Triumviral / Augustan age.

The most recent archaeological research conducted on the site has brought to light several contexts® of
great interest to analyse the phenomenon of progressive adherence to Roman-Latin culture by a
formally autonomous community. The material culture found in those contexts, which has been the
subject of my PhD project,® can help in describing this phenomenon.

Regarding the end of the fourth to third century BC, the contacts with Roman culture are evidenced by
both fine and common wares (Fig. 2). With regard to the black-gloss ware, in that period they were all
imported from different areas, especially from Etruria and Lazio, but also from Apulia and Attica.® At the
same time, common and cooking wares seemed to be locally/regionally produced, even if they included
different forms referring to the Tyrrhenian world, as well as the forms of the cooking set of Rome and
Latium,” while the pan is absent in this period, reflecting the same dynamics already observed for
Ariminum (supra). Beside these, however, itis important to underline the presence of the so-called ‘ollae
picene’ in impasto ware®; generally dated back to the period called ‘Piceno IV’ (6th=5th century BC),
therefore to the phases preceding the arrival of Rome. But even more interesting is the fact that these
ollae are also present in the layers datable to the following period (2nd—-1st century BC), in which
Picenum is part of the Roman state, although Asculum would become a colony only in the Triumviral-
Augustan age. These more recent ollae,® while indicating a continuity with traditional eating habits, are

3 Lucius Anneus Florius, Epitomae rerum Romanorum, |, XIX.

4 The excavations concerned public areas (sanctuary on the hill of the Annunziata and suburban sacred area in the
locality ‘Battente’, part of the city walls near Porta Gemina) and private areas (possible structures of a domus, at
the Cinema Olimpia): Lucentini et al. 2014; Morsiani 2017, 46—107; Demma and Giorgi 2018; Demma et al. 2018.
> Morsiani 2017. The results of this study, partially edited (Mazzeo Saracino and Morsiani 2014; Morsiani 2018),
will soon be the subject of a monographic study by the author.

6 Morsiani 2018, 384—-386.

7 Although their shapes are similar to those of Tyrrhenian ceramics, their clay, analysed from a mineralogical point
of view, is compatible with the middle Adriatic one: Morsiani 2018, 386—388.

8 These ollae, characterized by tongue-shaped grips, are well known throughout the Middle-Adriatic area, from
Romagna to Abruzzo; they are in general expression of the pre-Roman substratum.

9 The contemporary presence of impasto ware with wheel-made pottery whose typology is attributable to the
Roman era has also been noted in other sites, but no later than the 3rd century BC. See, for example, the case of
the kiln discharge found in Cattolica, near the dock, and dated to the middle of the 3rd century BC: here handmade
or slow-wheel pots were associated with Greco-ltalic amphorae and common-ware forms of Hellenistic and
Roman-Latium inspiration: Lenzi and Carboni 2008, 117. In Urvinum Mataurense, on a Roman farm near the
municipium, the association between black-gloss pottery and impasto ollae has been noted: Ermeti 2002, 180. In
Ancona, in the most ancient phase of the amphitheatre (which has been therefore brought back to the Picene
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significantly characterized by a more refined fabric, thanks to the encounter with and assimilation of the
ceramic culture of Rome.° Significantly, in the same period the pan would also be introduced. Black-
gloss ware, as might be expected, at this stage was mostly produced locally, and refers to the main large-

scale productions in the Tyrrhenian area in the second century BC (repertoire of Campana A and, mainly,
Campana B),* which were, however, also imported (Fig. 3).

/
\

—_

2
2y
2,

2,

% 3
2

(=2
~3

Fig. 2. Asculum. Some samples of material culture dated to 4th-3rd century BC. Black gloss pottery
imported from Etruria (nrs. 1-2), Latium (nrs. 3-4), southern Italy (nrs. 5-6), Attica (n. 7); plain ware (nn.
8-9), cooking ware (n. 10) and impasto ware (n. 11) locally/regionally produced (after Morsiani 2018,
re-elaboration of fig. 2).

cultural sphere: end of the 4th—end of the 3rd century BC), the association, in the deeper levels, of Alto-Adriatic

and impasto ware, both of local production, with Gnathia ware and Etruscan-Latium black-gloss ware was found
(Pignocchi and Virzi Hagglund 1998, 151-152).

10 Giorgi and Morsiani in press.
1 Morsiani 2018, 388-390.

22



The study of these materials, here briefly summarized, can help to delineate the picture of a city that,
when it was allied with Rome, expressed its cultural dynamism and its opening to external influences
through the import of fine wares, while remaining strongly anchored to its eating habits, and therefore
to its traditions; after the political and cultural assimilation into the Roman orbit, instead, both fine and
common ceramics were mainly produced locally, taking inspiration from the repertoires common to all
the colonies and, above all, showing the adhesion to a new food culture.

x4 ¥

Fig. 3. Asculum. Some samples of material culture dated to 3rd-2nd century BC. black gloss pottery
locally/regionally produced imitating the repertoire of Campana A (nn. 1-3) and Campana B (n. 4);
black gloss imports (5-7: Campana A; 8: Campana B); cooking pots imported (nn. 9-10) and locally

produced (nn. 11-13); olla in impasto ware locally produced (14)
(after Morsiani 2018, re-elaboration of fig. 3).
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Suasa

A different case is that of Suasa,'? a minor centre located in the inland of the Roman colony of Sena
Gallica. The history of this settlement is related to the deduction of the colony of Sena, which occurred
shortly after the Battle of Sentinum (295 BC) or after the final defeat of the Senones (in 283 BC.): some
inhabitants of Sena may, in fact, have gone a little more inland than the boundaries of the colony, in
order to occupy, even if sporadically, that territory. The subsequent emanation of the lex flaminia de
agro gallico et piceno viritim dividundo, (232 BC) testifies that, in the second half of the third century,
individual settlers were sent from Rome to occupy plots of land in the ager Gallicus and Picenum. In an
area that, according to Livius’s words, was already frequented by Roman merchants, a conciliabulum
was born at the same time as Sena's deduction. Then, thanks to the viritane assignations, it soon became
praefectura and then acquired, only in the middle of the first century, the status of municipium.

The city has been the subject of systematic excavations for over 30 years, during which numerous public
and private buildings were found, as well as various areas of necropoles.?® Suasa is known in the
bibliography above all for the discovery of a rich middle imperial domus, in which the mosaic floors are
remarkably preserved.* This circumstance, which is fortunate for the reading of this important building,
has, on the other hand, made it very difficult to find the previous structures, which were investigated
only in the few gaps in the pavement®® and are difficult to see in other areas of the city, where the layer
of soil is generally less thick. For this reason, the testimonies relating to the first phase of are based on
a few but significant remains of pebble walls with mud bricks ® and mainly on ceramic finds/as well as
mainly ceramic finds.Y Relating fine wares, these are black-gloss pottery imported from both the
Etruscan area (and Volterra in particular, Fig. 4, 1-3)® and the colony of Ariminum (Fig. 4, 4-8).%° If these
imports are dated to the full third century, a similar dating also applies to pots produced at local or
regional level, therefore at a very early stage of the occupation of the territory?® (Fig. 5). They testify to
the attendance of the territory by Roman Latin citizens, who have started a production to respond to
both the requirements of the first groups of immigrants and those of the local population.

2 For an overview of the site see: Vermeulen 2017, 189-190, Silani 2017, 213-225, with extensive bibliography.
Concerning the first phases of the settlement, see the contribution of E. Giorgi, director of the excavations of Suasa,
in this volume.

13 The results of the excavations of the University of Bologna, carried out annually for over 30 years and still in
progress, are summarized in Giorgi 2012.

14 The main results of the excavation of the Coiedii’s domus were presented in two ‘preliminary’ reports (Relazione
I and Relazione Il), that actually are still the most important works on this important building. Regarding the
material culture, see lastly Mazzeo Saracino 2014.

15 Among the almost 40 probes made under the domus pavement, just a few made it possible to find structures of
the 3rd century BC: Campagnoli and Morsiani 2014.

16 Zaccaria 2010, mainly 159-163.

17 Mazzeo Saracino 2004; Ead. 2010 a; Ead. 2010 b; Ead. 2013; Ead. 2014.

18 Mazzeo Saracino 2007; Mambelli 2014, 119.

1% Mambelli 2014, 117-118. The presence of Ariminum products, also confirmed by archaeological analyses,
confirms the role of ‘appendix of Rome’, or ‘military and cultural outpost of Romanisation’ (Galli 2001, 233) of this
important Latin colony (Morel 1990, 147).

20 Mambelli 2014, 119-122.
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10 cm'

Fig. 4. Suasa. Some samples of black gloss imports from Volterra (nn. 1-3) and Ariminum (nn. 4-8), 3rd
century BC (after Mazzeo Saracino 2007, fig. 3 and Mambelli 2014, figs. 5, 6, 7, 12, 14, 15).
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Fig. 5. Suasa. Some samples of black gloss pottery locally/regionally produced, 3rd century BC
(n. 1: after Gaucci 2014; nn. 2-6: after Mambelli 2014, figs. 6, 7, 13, 14).

However, the analysis of Suasa’s material culture highlights another very interesting aspect, namely the
presence at the site of a non-Latin component within the predominant Roman element. This presence
is evidenced first of all by the ollae and lids in impasto ware in the layers that attest to the first occupation
of the settlement, therefore associated with the fine table wares of the late fourth to third century, and,
though to a smaller degree, in layers of the late Republican age (Fig. 6).%! Although the latter are quite
rare and can therefore be linked to residual phenomena, the presence of ceramic ollae — significantly
ollae and not pans — together with other wheel-made cooking wares, indicates, as already pointed out
in other sites, the coexistence of different cultural traditions.

21 Mazzeo Saracino 2010 b, 185-192. The samples found in the Coiedii’'s domus (Assenti 2014, with bibliography)
were associated both with materials from the late 4th-early 3rd century (fig. 1, nn. 2-5, 8-10) and to materials
from the late Republican period (fig. 1, nn. 1, 6-7). The ones found in the eastern necropolis (Giorgi et al. in press)
were associated with late republican materials.
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Fig. 6. Suasa. Some samples of impasto ware found in the Coiedii’s domus (after Assenti 2014).

This coexistence is more clearly demonstrated by another black-gloss ceramic artefact. This is a cup
produced locally in the middle/second half of the third century, characterized by the presence of a
graffito.?? This graffito can be interpreted as a partially preserved Latin alphabetarium. Its information
potential lies both in the reading of the individual signs that appear there and in its very nature as an
alphabetarium. The use of writing alphabetaries is in fact a practice of non-Latin cultures and, for
example in the Etruscan context, alludes to the practice of writing as a socially high activity. The in-depth
analysis of the signs has also made it possible to formulate the hypothesis that the sequence includes an
inverted trident that can be interpreted as an inverted chi, extraneous to the Latin alphabetical
sequence. This sign is instead present in the Lepontium alphabet: this would indicate the fact that it was
a subject of Celtic culture that realized it.?

22 On this important artefact, edited firstly by Luisa Mazzeo Saracino (2007, 195-196, fig. 3, 19) and then presented
by the same scholar on other occasions (Mazzeo Saracino 2013, 224-225), see, lastly, Gaucci 2013, with
bibliography.

3 The presence of letters of the Lepontium alphabet (‘expression of a linguistic and therefore cultural Celticism’:
Gaucci 2013) on Roman artefacts is also indicated by a vase found a few years ago in Sena Gallica. It is an olla in
cooking ware whose shape and fabric reflect an Adriatic horizon (Rimini, in particular) and on which there is a
partial inscription made before firing. Its dating is end of the 3rd-2nd century BC. Andrea Gaucci, author of the
epigraphic study of this artefact as well as that of Suasa, proposes ascribing the signs to the Lepontium alphabet
on the basis of the left ductus and the presence of a sigma in four traits, compatible with this writing. If the reading
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Coming back to the material culture of Suasa, the cooking pots associated with the black-gloss wares of
the third century were produced locally and consist mainly of ollae (also including type Olcese 2, of clear
origin from Rome and Latium).? In line with the dynamics already widely illustrated for the sites of
Ariminum and Asculum, the pans only appeared during the second century, as did the clibani.

The sanctuary of Monte Rinaldo (FM)

Since 2016 the Roman sanctuary of Monte Rinaldo (FM) has been investigated by the University of
Bologna and the British School at Rome, in collaboration with the Soprintendenza Archeologia Belle Arti
e Paesaggio delle Marche and with the support of the Monte Rinaldo municipality?®. Situated on a bank
slope on the left of the River Aso, the shrine could have been along the territorial border of the Latin
colony Firmum or possibly in the ager publicus, under the direct control of Rome. In both cases, it would
be a territory affected by colonial deductions, which occurred between 264 BC, the year of Firmum’s
foundation, and 232 BC, when the lex Flaminia de agro Gallico et Piceno viritim dividundo was
promulgated (Fig. 1). Recent studies on the planimetric, architectural and decorative features of the
shrine, based on the evidence emerged from the nineteenth-century excavations, show that the titular
divinity was Jupiter and that the sanctuary acquired its monumental shape around 175 BC, according to
models in use in Lazio at the time. The sanctuary was then abandoned in the Triumviral-Augustan age
and the area was reoccupied for funerary and residential/working purposes (Belfiori and Kay 2018;
Demma 2018; Demma and Belfiori 2019). These observations are based on the research lines resulting
from a first analysis of the pottery assemblage, found during the University of Bologna excavations (years
2017-2018); they brought to light stratigraphic layers related to the different phases of the shrine during
the late Republican age.?® These new research lines are part of a broader framework concerning studies
on material culture in the ager Gallicus et Picenum during the Romanization and colonization process
(supra).

The most represented ceramics in the second to first century BC layers are the black-gloss wares,
probably due to their ritual functions in the sacred context (Fig. 7) .2’ Most black-gloss ceramics have a
fine and very powdery fabric: the colours vary from pale yellow-brown (Munsell 2.5Y 8/2, 7.5Y 8/4 pale
yellow, 10YR 8/3 very pale brown) to grey (Munsell 2.5YR 7-8/1 light grey); the coatings are opaque,
rather diluted and not always preserved on all or part of the surface; the fractures are always smooth.
The Morel 2653 cups and the Morel 1443 dishes stand out among the most testified shapes related to
these productions (Fig. 8. 2—3). These shapes are typical of the Etruscan repertoires and are attested in

were correct, we could be faced with an expression of belonging to a cultural group in response to hegemonic
models, referring to the thought of Patrizia Solinas and Aldo Prosdocimi. In any case, the fragmentary nature of
the object does not allow the content of the writing to be established, perhaps the final part of a proper noun in
nominative case, admitting the omission of a vowel.

24 For this shape, see the sample from Asculum edited supra, fig. 2, n. 10.

%5 See the contribution by Giorgi and Kay in this volume.

26 The 2016 research campaign was committed to non-invasive investigations. The first results of the excavations
made by the University of Bologna (2017-2019 campaigns) are illustrated in a forthcoming contribution (Belfiori,
Cossentino, Pizzimenti, Il santuario romano di Monte Rinaldo (FM). Relazione preliminare delle campagne di scavo
2017-2019).

27 For example, at Gabii, in Latium vetus, more fine potteries than coarse ones were found in shrine contexts;
otherwise the proportion is different in domestic contexts (Pérez Ballester 2003; Ferrandes 2016).

28



the Marche region productions.?® These potteries could have been made in Monte Rinaldo or in a nearby
workshop also employed by the sanctuary. Thanks to the discovery of some stamps impressed before
the firing, during the excavations of the last century, a black-gloss ware production was already supposed
to be connected with the shrine (De Marinis and Paci 2012).
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Fig. 7. Monte Rinaldo. Quantification of the ceramics in late Republican layers, 2nd -1st century BC.

10 cm

Fig. 8. Monte Rinaldo. Black gloss wares (nn.1-3), plain ware (n. 4), cooking ware (n. 5),
2nd -1st century BC.

28 For a detailed analysis of these forms, their evidence and productions in the Marche region, see the recent study
on Suasa black-gloss ware (Mambelli 2014).
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Recent discoveries brought to light other stamps, reaching a total of nine equal stamps.?° Despite the
reading difficulties, due to the state of the inscription, and the lack of comparisons, a first reading of the
stamp was suggested by G. Susini: SPOL///////VOVEISACRVM (Susini 1965—66; Susini 1970; CIL I?, fasc.
4, 3546). In recent years, de Marinis and Paci proposed a new reading: C. Po+[- - -]o lovei sacrum (de
Marinis and Paci 2012). The two readings converge in recognizing a bimonthly onomastic associated with
Jupiter and the word sacrum. Therefore, the inscription mentions the deity (Jupiter) to whom the object
and its content had to be consecrated and the name of the craftsman, probably an individual of free
origin (Nonnis and Sisani 2012, 51; Demma 2018, 89-90, 111; Brecciaroli Taborelli 2019, 19). Thanks to
the state of conservation of the newly discovered inscriptions, it is possible to clarify the reading of the
stamp: IOVEL.SACRVM.SPOL (Fig. 9). Furthermore, the new findings allow a first definition of the time
frame of the black-gloss wares’ production, since a cup with a pale yellow-brown fabric and the
imprinted stamp on the inner bottom retains the entire profile (Fig. 8. 1). It is similar to the Morel
2855/2943 series, which can be dated between the second half of the second century BC and the first
quarter of the first century BC.3° The research in the sanctuary of Monte Rinaldo has finally brought to
light a new seal testified by two black-gloss fragments with grey fabric. The technical features refer to
the local productions described above. A circular stamp is imprinted on the inner bottom of these
incomplete items: inside we can read IOV[I] or IOV[E(l)] SAC(RUM) in raised letters (Fig. 10). Unlike the
other one, this stamp only mentions the titular deity. It can be compared with a rectangular stamp found
in a votive discharge near Aquinum in Lazio, in which the deity name (in this case Hercules) is associated
with the word sacrum in abbreviated form (Nicosia 1976, 58-59, cat. 116). Are the two Monte Rinaldo
seals contemporary or is there a chronological gap between them? Are the two seals used by the same
workshop? Or were there two different productions linked to the sanctuary? The continuation of the
excavations will shed light on these aspects. At the moment, what emerges from Monte Rinaldo seems
in part to move away from the macro-dynamics recognized in the Italian peninsula: both the nominal
stamps and the close relationship between sanctuaries and the black-gloss ware productions are typical
phenomena of the third century BC, which waned during the second century BC (Di Giuseppe 2012;
Brecciaroli Taborelli 2019). On the contrary, our stamps date back to the full second century BC, when
the sanctuary stood in its monumental structures. In addition to the black-gloss potteries, there are
many other coarse wares, very similar to the Roman-Latium types, such as the plain ware jug Olcese
1/Bertoldi 1 and the cooking ware olla Olcese 3/Bertoldi 5 (fig. 8. 4-5; Olcese 2003; Bertoldi 2011).
Therefore, these ceramics help to highlight the strong Roman-Latin character of the sanctuary, together
with the planimetric, architectural, decorative features and the cults officiated.

2% One of these stamps is very poorly preserved and was not recoghized immediately. For this reason, the total
number of stamps differs from the one published in Cossentino and Giorgi 2019.

30 The Morel 2855/2943 series is produced by Campana A. On the one hand Morel, in an important contribution
on the black-gloss ware of northern Italy including the Marche region, warned against the risk that ambiguous
comparisons could lead to thinking of a Campana A influence on these productions (Morel 1987, 125). But on the
other hand, a recent study highlights a close relationship between a part of the nearby Ascoli Piceno local
productions (about 30%) and the morphological repertoire of Campana A (Morsiani 2018, 389-390). The state of
the studies on the Monte Rinaldo black-gloss ware does not allow us to evaluate the possibility of a relationship
between local productions and the repertoire of Campana A: not one fragment can be traced back to this
production right now; on the contrary, some Vesuvian area items were found in Ascoli. Among these, there is also
a Morel 2943 cup (Morsiani 2018, 389-390, fig. 3.9). The actual comparison between the Monte Rinaldo cup with
IOVEI.SACRVM.SPOL stamp and a local/regional fabric cup found in a trousseau of the Fossa Hellenistic necropolis
is a proof of the cup spread in the southern Middle-Adriatic area (d’Ercole and Copersino 2003, 88—90, tav. 64.4).
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Fig. 9. Monte Rinaldo. Stamp on the inner bottom of black gloss cup (diam. 2,4 cm),
2nd - 1st century BC.

Fig. 10. Monte Rinaldo. Stamp on the inner bottom of black gloss item (diam. 1,9 cm),
2nd - 1st century BC.

According to the main features of Monte Rinaldo potteries, it should be noted that some ceramics,
emerged from the late Republican layers in residual stratigraphic position, date back to the third century
BC. They show a possible site attendance preceding the monumental phases of the shrine. First of all,
these potteries are black-gloss wares partly of mid-Adriatic productions, such as the Morel 2672a cups
(Fig. 11.1) and the Morel 4390 skyphos species (Fig. 11. 3), partly imported from the Tyrrhenian regions,
perhaps from the Etruscan-Latium area, such as the Morel 2783/2784 cups (Fig. 11. 2). Even among the
few amphorae discovered in Monte Rinaldo, some seem to date back to the third century BC, such as
the Greco-Italic Adriatic production amphora Toniolo 4a type (Fig. 11. 4), comparable to an item found
in Cattolica (Toniolo 2000, 46—48, fig. 87; Stoppioni 2008, 133—-139, fig. 3, n. 4). Nothing more ancient
than the third century BC has been found in Monte Rinaldo so far. However, the same late Republican
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layers gave back some items of impasto potteries. They have a rather compact fabric with many
inclusions, the colours vary from brown to grey (7.5YR 5/3-4 brown, 10YR 5/2 greyish brown, 10YR 4/1
dark grey), sometimes they tend to orange-red (5YR 5/4 reddish-brown, 5YR 6/4 light reddish brown),
the surfaces are often, but not always, smooth. In many cases, their morphologies are not particularly
distinctive, such as the ollae with a simple flared rim (Fig. 12. 2), the reversible lid with a ring foot (Fig.
12. 3) or the lids with cylindrical and hollowed handle (Fig. 12. 4); conversely, in other cases the shapes
gave some more information. In this regard, the miniature hand-modelled beakers (or pocula) with a
tongue-shaped grip under the rim, similar to the so-called ‘olle picene’, are meaningful (Fig. 12. 1). They
had been known in the Middle-Adriatic area since the Archaic age (Romagna 1981; Landolfi 1992;
d'Ercole et al. 2018), but they kept on being produced until the third century BC. In particular, the Monte
Rinaldo items are closely comparable with type 1 of the Fossa Hellenistic necropolis, dated to the third
century BC. (d’Ercole and Copersino 2003, 69-70, 294, tav. 46.3).3! With regard to these miniature
beakers, the comparison with the sacred Picene area of Battente is significant. This area is located in the
suburbs of nearby Ascoli Piceno; over there, between the mid-fourth and the mid-third century BC, one
or more female deities were venerated. Among the different impasto shapes, there are also these
beakers (Demma et al. 2018, 92-94, fig. 14.7). In absence of fine ware older than the third century BC
and based on the suggested comparisons, these impasto ceramics could be read in association with
third-century BC black-gloss ware and amphorae, characterizing the attendance preceding the
monumental phases of the shrine. Even so, the ager firmanus survey project corroborates the sporadic
presence of pre-Roman pottery and tiles until the third century BC (Ciuccarelli 2009; Ciuccarelli 2012;
Menchelli and Ciuccarelli 2013).

10 cm

Fig. 11. Monte Rinaldo. Black gloss wares (nrs. 1-3), amphora (n. 4), 3rd century BC.

31 The grave goods of Capestrano also point to the persistence of these beakers until the Hellenistic age, when they
were made with more clean and resistant fabric (d’Ercole et al. 2018, 99). Furthermore, the recent publication of
the Spina settlement excavations shows that spatial spread of these beakers includes the Po delta, where they are
attested from the end of the 6th at least until the beginning of the 3rd century BC (Zamboni 2016, 171-172, cat.
958).
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The archaeological framework of these ceramics does not provide any information about their intended
use and the function of the site during the third century BC. However, considering the importance and
monumentality assumed by the shrine in late Republican age, it is conceivable that Monte Rinaldo was
already a colonial worship place throughout the time of the Roman expansion over the Picene region.
Anyway, the associations of black-gloss and local tradition impasto wares could point to the shaded
outlines of the discontinuity produced by the Roman-Latin colonization, at least from a ceramological
point of view.3? This archaeological evidence analysis is partially confirmed by the historical sources. As
a matter of fact, Rome established that only some of the Piceni were deported to Campania, many of
them were instead allowed to remain in their territories. Consequently, they were assimilated into a
new political, social and religious order, first with the civitas sine suffragio, then with the civitas optimo
iure (Bandelli 2007; Bandelli 2008; Paci 1983; Paci 1998a). They probably maintained their manufacturing
tradition, or at least in part. The Monte Rinaldo impasto wares could be read as traces of this tradition.

Fig. 12. Monte Rinaldo. Impasto wares.

Conclusions

In conclusion, as we have seen, the cultural changes due to the arrival of Rome in the ager Gallicus et
Picenum at the beginning of the third century BC, can also be detected in the pottery assemblage.
However, this acquisition process of the Roman-Latium models always occurs with phenomena of
persistence: some aspects of the pre-Roman cultures resisted in the long period, as well as the
manufacturing traditions and food practices related to them. Nevertheless, this persistence does not
exclude an opening to the Roman-Latin culture, when the continuous production of the impasto ollae

32 The building activities carried out for the construction of the shrine during the 2nd century BC, quite surely
involved large excavation operations. These probably destroyed what remained of the previous attendance.
Therefore, its features can only be detected by the ceramics in a residual stratigraphic position.
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with tongue-shaped grip takes into account the technological innovations brought by the new craftsmen
who employed a refined fabric, as in the case of Ascoli. The presence of impasto ceramics in the early
stages of Romanization and later (as attested, for example, in Suasa) reduces their chronological value
and emphasizes instead their cultural significance, being true expressions of the local traditions.
Moreover, persistent traces of local manufacturing traditions, expressed by the impasto ceramics, were
also found in Monte Rinaldo.

According to the numerous studies on these topics, even the ceramological analysis highlights a complex
reality made up of the relationship between different cultures. As we have seen, each ceramic class
provides a different kind of information and must therefore be read in relation to the others, on the
basis of the archaeological framework. In this regard, the cultural impact produced by the expansion of
Rome takes on shaded outlines, which vary according to archaeological contexts and historical
circumstances. These general dynamics, recognized by various ceramological studies, must be read
considering each settlement’s features: the functional aspects (residential, sacred, funerary), arising
from the archaeological evidence, as well as those related to their historical and juridical role, known
from written sources.
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lll. Forum Sempronii and the Romanization of the Metauro Valley

Oscar Mei, Lorenzo Cariddi,* University of Urbino

Introduction

Archaeological research is still far from an exhaustive definition of the term ‘Romanization’, that process
of ethnical assimilation operated by the Roman conquerors on the Italic population. The topic is complex
and the contribution offered by the area of the Marche Region (ager Gallicus, Adriatic Umbria, Picenum)
does not yet seem to be exhaustive. However, the growing attention which is given by scholars to the
historical period circumscribed between the end of the fourth and the second centuries BC in our
territory, today enables us to have better data to think about.? The present contribution will underline
the results of the study on the pottery found during the last five years of research on the ancient site of
Forum Sempronii (archaeological campaigns 2014-2018), thanks to stratigraphic samples that have
permitted the investigation of archaeological layers in direct relation with the sterile alluvial levels and
which evidence the most ancient phases of human frequentation of the site. The material in question is
unpublished and will be presented in this paper for the first time, with the hope of stimulating a
constructive debate through the comparison with other realities near to that of Forum Sempronii.
Before paying attention to the main theme of this study, it is necessary to introduce a brief compendium
on what is known about the material culture of the full-Roman Republican era, that has emerged — quite
often by chance and with little data about the area of the findings — along the Metauro valley, and in
extension along the Flaminia road on the section located in the area of Marche.® Actually, it is also
necessary to briefly present what has been produced thanks to the study of another ‘guiding fossil’ of
Romanization: the sanctuaries, pillars of the Roman penetration in this territory, at the moment one of
the most tangible proofs of the presence of stable contacts between the indigenous population and
Romans before and after the operations guided by Caius Flaminius in the last 30 years of the third
century BC.

Concerning the material culture along the Apennine band up to the Furlo canyon, Roman artefacts have
been registered, in a diffused way, dating from the Republican period, which in many cases must be
associated with the physical presence of colonists and are not the result of commercial exchanges. The
sites were located along the consular way or its diverticula, in an area in which municipal organizations
have also been developed.? In the middle part of the valley, a concentration of Republican materials has

lUniversita degli Studi di Urbino Carlo Bo. English translation by Leah Mascia. This study was conducted with the
support of the Soprintendenza Archeologia Belle Arti e Paesaggio delle Marche.

Here are indicated just several recent researches on this topic: Mercando et al. 1981; Luni 1995b, 2002a, 2003;
Paci 1998; Sisani 2001, 2007; Poli 2001; de Marinis et al. 2013; Ciuccarelli and Venanzoni 2016; Mei 2017; Silani
2017; Vermeulen 2017.

3 Cfr. Marchegiani 2002, 91-130; Ermeti 2002.

4Apecchio (bronze offerer figurine, Marchegiani 2002, 118); Piobbico (bronze figurines from Monte Nerone,
Marchegiani 2002, 117-118), Cagli (bronze figurine of young male with diadem and black-gloss ware, Ermeti 2002,
165-166); Cantiano (black-gloss ware, Ermeti 2002, 169—-170); Frontone (bronze offerer figurine from Monte
Catria, Marchegiani 2002, 121), Acqualagna (cooking ware and tableware, terracotta votive figurines, and lamps
from the areas of Colombara and Pian di Valeria, Ermeti 2002, 147-164, 167); Urbino (cooking ware and tableware,
antefixes from the city and from Cesane Mountain, Ermeti 2002, 171-179); Macerata Feltria (architectonical
terracotta, fine-ware and tableware, Monacchi 1999; Mei 2017, 57-61).
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been attested around Fossombrone and its territory®; in the same way, in proximity to the coast,
archaeological evidence is circumscribed to the city of Fano and its territory.®

Unfortunately, at the moment it is not possible to fully reconstruct the context of the finding of these
objects, which for this purpose cannot be circumscribed in a well-defined archaeological time frame. It
is possible to state that a very capillary diffusion of pottery, such as the black-gloss ware, dated between
the third and in the course of the second century BC, might indirectly certify the presence of several rural
villae and farms that emerged with the viritane assignations and with the constitution of fora and
conciliabula inside the prefecturae as a consequence of the promulgation of the lex Flaminia in 232 BC
and of the lex Sempronia in 133 BC.”

The sanctuaries, on the contrary, were recognized thanks to the discovery of votive materials (bronze
figurines, clay statuettes and anatomic ex voto, coins,? pottery). These objects were found concentrated
in strategic sites from a topographical point of view and in areas not urbanized in ancient times, which
suggests that these were probably ‘open air’ structures and not monumentalized, with just the votive
deposits suggesting an identification on the ground. In the area of Isola di Fano (Fossombrone, PU), an
Italic sanctuary has been attested, which seemed to have been operating until the phase of
municipalization in the first century BC,° while other sanctuaries (lucus pisaurensis at Pesaro, Fano)
appeared, ex novo, as aggregational poles, functional to the actual colonial deduction and the urban
planification.?

In light of what has been briefly exposed, the Metauro valley seems to have been populated around
scattered settlements (for example in the area of Monte Aguzzo, Monte Raggio and Monte Giove), in
analogy with what was detected in other valleys, predominantly on high-ground territories, since the
Bronze Age and until the recent Picene phase. From the end of the sixth century BC, the existence is

> Hoard of 267 coins (Gorini 2012), cooking ware and tableware from Fossombrone (Ermeti 2002, 137-146);
cooking ware and tableware, coins, glandes plumbeae from Monte Aguzzo in the area of Fossombrone (Gori 2001);
terracotta votive figurines and coins from Isola di Fano in the area of Fossombrone (Mei 2017, 55-57; Mei and
Cariddi 2017); cooking ware and tableware from Pian di Rose di Sant’Ippolito (unpublished, still under study).

6 Hoard of 88 coins dated between 200 and 150 BC and other exemplars, inscribed pebble with sors, bronze
figurines and terracotta votive statuettes, pottery from Fano; architectonical elements from Roncosambaccio;
Gracchan cippus from the area of San Cesareo; architectonical elements of a funerary monument from the area of
Caminate (for all the findings see Milesi 1992, passim).

7 Sisani 2011, 581-600. In Forum Sempronii, moreover, there seems to have been found the Tabula Bembina, a
bronze slab incised on both sides with the text of a lex iudiciaria and a lex agraria from the 2nd century BC (CIL |
198 nd CIL | 200; Cellini 2012, cum bibl.)

8 The coins, although seriously dispersed, furnish important chronological anchorages and when they came from
sanctuary contexts, as in the case of Isola di Fano, they are important chronological evidence for the period of
frequentation of the sites (at last: Mei and Cariddi 2017 in press).

% In the Archaeological Museum of the territory of Suasa in the area of San Lorenzo in Campo (PU), there are
exposed many clay statuettes and heads, which depict female offerers, mostly cloaked and veiled or with a
tanagrine h