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Supplement





   Part I



Corrections and Revisions to Vermaseren’s





  Corpus

Introduction


The general aims of the EJMS Supplement to Vermaseren’s CIMRM are set out in the prefatory document. 


Anyone who has worked with Vermaseren’s CIMRM is aware of many errors and omissions, particularly in the earlier volume 1, which it is one function of a Supplement to make good. Vermaseren’s achievement in revising Cumont’s TMMM single-handedly was nothing short of heroic, as anyone can affirm who has tried to do something similar. But errors there are. Moreover Vermaseren’s own activities as editor of EPRO produced numerous volumes which treated Mithraic archaeological material, so that it is often difficult to know where to look for the most reliable text or account of a given monument. Over the years, one has collected and noted many items of this kind, and the Internet provides a cheap and widely available forum for ‘publishing’ the results of this unsystematic work of revision. I stress the word ‘unsystematic’: the initial version of this supplement will contain mainly the materials I happen to have collected. Contributions by other scholars to the work of revision will be very welcome, and will be acknowledged by means of their initials against the relevant entry. Such contributions can be sent either to me or to the Web-master at <amg@cris.inesc.pt> . In due course a list of contributors will appear here.


Part I of the Supplement will be organised by means of Vermaseren’s own numbers. I suggest  that revisions and corrections should take particular note of:

1. Place names (ancient and modern)

2. Archaeological Realien (find-spots, dimensions, type of material, state of preservation, present whereabouts, appearance in new museum catalogues etc.).

3. History of older monuments.

4. Descriptions and identifications of figures etc.

5. Epigraphic texts (correct text, later re-publication etc.). 

6. Minor ritual objects not described or too briefly described by Vermaseren.

7. Note of published location of good or better photographs than Vermaseren’s; photographs or drawings of monuments not illustrated by Vermaseren. It is certainly intended that Supplement Part I should include better photographs if they are available.

8. Subsequent significant bibliography. Mere allusions to a monument are of no value.

9. Vermaseren included a considerable number of monuments and texts that are probably not Mithraic. These will be noted in the Supplement.


As stated in the Preface to the project as a whole, Part I is intended only to include revisions to entries in Vermaseren’s Corpus. Material omitted by him by oversight etc. will appear in Part II. In some cases, however, such as Dura-Europos, the Walbrook Mithraeum in London and Carnuntum, for which Vermaseren had numbers, minor finds that have been published or treated subsequently to 1960 will appear in Part I. Again I stress that this Supplement constitutes work in progress and in no sense a finished production. 
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