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Supplement

Part II

New materials since 1960

Pre-1960 materials omitted by Vermaseren

Introduction


The second section of the Supplement to Vermaseren’s Corpus is intended to provide the same type of information as that provided in the original Corpus, and will be organised in much the same manner. It is intended conveniently to provide a brief account of all Mithraic monuments discovered or brought to light since the publication of Vermaseren’s Corpus, including materials that escaped Vermaseren although they had been discovered when he wrote. Particular attention will be paid to the reproduction of plans of temples,if necessary in different phases, and it may sometimes be desirable to provide rather longer accounts of excavations than Vermaseren usually provides. One basis for these entries will be the archaeological reports of the EJMS.


It is proposed that entries in Part II of the Supplement should provisionally receive a number consisting of an initial reference number, from 1 to 9, followed by an item number beginning 001. The initial reference numbers will be allocated by area/pre-Diocletianic Roman province, following the order employed by Vermaseren, as follows:

1. Anatolia, the Near East, Egypt, North Africa

2. Rome

3. Italia, including Ostia

4. Hispania, Britannia, Gallia incl. Belgica

5. Germania (Inf., Sup.), Raetia

6. Noricum, Pannonia (Sup., Inf.)

7. Dalmatia, Macedonia, Achaea, Thracia

8. Dacia, Moesia (Sup., Inf.)

9. Gems; unattributed items on the antiquities market

AE 1980: 48, one of the finds from the mithraeum beneath S. Stefano Rotondo (Castra Peregrinorum) in Rome might thus appear in the Supplement as no. 2.016, the altar from Burginatium (Kalkar) in Germania Inf. as 5.006. An attempt will be made, as by Vermaseren, to list items in a comprehensible topographical sequence. The object of using 3-digit numbers is of course to accommodate the large numbers of finds from particularly productive areas such as Germany. New finds are very unevenly distributed: I am not aware of a single new find from Egypt or N. Africa, for example, and, disregarding the recent (re)publication of the Walbrook Mithraeum, there has been only one from Britain since 1960.   


I should be very glad to receive contributions of entries to Part II, with photographs if available. It may be convenient, and more secure, for photographs and plans to be scanned directly to the Web-master at amg@cris.inesc.pt, who should anyway be consulted about all technical matters, but it would still be preferable for me to receive the text, so that the item(s) can be given a number and duly registered. The names of those contributing entries will of course be acknowledged. It is proposed that the main work on Part II should begin next year, 2001, but there is no reason why a start should not be made immediately.

Entries should note:

1. Place (ancient and modern name), and site

2. Nature of monument/item, material, dimensions, character; if an excavated temple, an account of the find, building history, phases, date of use; particular attention to minor items of ritual use, and material remains, such as osteological evidence, which may permit further inferences

3. Previous bibliography, if any

4. Description/ text of item

5. Suggested interpretation, significance.

Vermaseren’s entries should be taken as models, though it may sometimes be desirable to go into greater detail in describing a temple, and the minor finds, than was his custom.








R.L. Gordon








michra@gmx.de
