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ARTH 699: Topography and Monuments of Ancient Rome 

Professor Christopher Gregg 
cgregg@gmu.edu       Robinson B, 373A 

Office Hours: Wednesdays 3:00-4:00 or by appointment 
 
As capital of an empire that spanned much of Europe, the Mediterranean Basin and even the Middle 
East, Rome was a powerful city.  The development of the urban landscape paralleled the growth of 
this empire and the various interventions of the emperors themselves symbolized the wealth and 
prosperity of the imperium.  The motivations for urban renewal and monumentalization of the city 
were often inspired by political concerns: amphitheaters and theaters for entertaining the populace, 
aqueducts and fountains for the health of the city, as well as commemorative columns, fora and 
temples to legitimize the frequent dynastic changes that punctuated the history of empire.  The 
majestic ancient city has left its imprint on Medieval Rome, Renaissance Rome and beyond, inspiring 
many of the civic and memorial structures of modern Europe and America.  This seminar will focus 
on the development of the city from the end of the Roman Republic (30 BC) to the end of the High 
Empire (ca. AD 315).  The landscape, architecture, and infrastructure of the city will be treated by 
examining examples with specific interest in the evolution of the city and the political motivations for 
its ever-changing image.   

Course Objectives 
To examine the major monuments of Ancient Rome in terms of patronage, function,  

and form. 
To explore the monuments as elements of an interactive cityscape that included the built  

environment, landscape, and the viewer. 
To appreciate the often complex relationship between the historical or political  

context and interventions in the urban fabric of Rome. 
To learn the variety of methodological approaches, both traditional and emerging,  

for reconstructing monuments and their urban context. 
To hone skills of analytical reading, research and presentation. 
 
Note: Since this is a seminar and meets only once a week, your attendance and your 
participation are required at every session.  Absences will only be excused with proper 
documentation: without documentation, absences will count against your final grade in the 
course and may prevent you from getting credit for delayed assignments.  Three (3) or 
more unexcused absences will result in a failing grade for the seminar. 

Required Texts: 
Rome: A Living Portrait of an Ancient City (sometimes entitled simply Rome (Ancient Society  
     and History) by Stephen L. Dyson (The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2011). 
 
Rome and Environs: An Archaeological Guide by Filippo Coarelli, J. Anthony Clauss and James     
     J. Clauss (University of California Press, 2008). 
 
Rome: Oxford Archaeological Guides by Amanda Claridge (Oxford University Press, 2010). 
 
Rome Alive: A Source-Guide to the Ancient City by Peter Aicher (Bolchazy-Carducci, 2001). 

 

 

 

mailto:cgregg@gmu.edu


Weekly Assignments 
Core Reading and Weekly Writing Assignments: everyone must do this reading each 
week.  This reading will often be from S. Dyson’s book and we will use it as our 
starting point for weekly discussions.  Unless otherwise instructed, Dyson’s text will 
also be the basis for your weekly writing assignment.  Dyson includes a tremendous 
amount of information, and I do not expect your weekly responses to touch on every 
aspect of his analysis of ancient Rome.  Instead, you should choose each week from 
one of these themes: 

 Continuity and change: Romans were conservative by nature, yet the 
city itself was regularly transformed by external influences, historical 
events, and even by personal ambition.  How do we see this struggle 
between continuity and change play out in the topography of Rome? 

 Sculpture in the urban landscape: our focus is often on the 
architectural monuments of the city, but sculpture was an essential 
visual component of the urban landscape.  How does the use of 
sculpture function and change within a given period in the city? 

 Architecture and political ideology: how do built monuments define 
political narratives? 

 Building typologies: are there specific types of structures that 
dominate in a particular period (temples, residential, commercial) 
and, if so, why are they popular in the period under consideration? In 
this theme, you may alternatively want to consider new or innovative 
aspects of Roman architecture. 

 Religious ritual and the city: how is the physical environment of Rome 
shaped by the sacred activities and requirements of its inhabitants? 

 Problems and reassessment of topographical issues: there are many 
topographical problems, some which can be resolved definitively and 
others that require theoretical answers.  Define a problem set and its 
possible answers—according to Dyson—giving your own 
interpretation if necessary. 

Once you have read that week’s assignment from Dyson, select one of the themes 
above and write a 400-500 word essay using Dyson’s material to explore the theme.  
Essays (hard copies) are due in class each week: they should include the word count 
and be proofread for content, proper grammar and syntax.  Ten of these weekly 
papers are due over the course of the semester.  Each will count 5% of your final 
grade: I will drop the lowest two (2) of these grades, meaning that in the end, the 
weekly writing assignments will count 40% of your final grade. 
 
Site Reports: these will be presentations that teach the class about the details of a 
specific monument or structure.  The student responsible for a site will use the 
course texts books (Claridge, Coarelli, Aicher, even Richardson—found in the 
Essential Bibliography at the end of the syllabus) to create a synthesis of knowledge 
and viewpoints.  The Site Report should provide the basic information of the subject 
(date, patronage, function, description) and highlight any controversies or 
disagreements of interpretation in the sources.  The monument may have phases 
beyond the date that we are covering in that particular class (e.g. a monument may 
be Augustan in inception but have repairs in the Flavian and Hadrianic periods): 
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include later phases, additions or repairs as necessary.  The report should always 
include some primary evidence: archaeological or textual.  A handout should 
accompany the report and include necessary plans, diagrams, chronology, and 
primary content points.  A bibliography is not necessary unless a work outside the 
class textbooks was consulted. The handout should be no more than two pages 
(front and back of a single sheet).  Limit your presentation time to 10- 12 minutes, 
no more than 15.* 

Article Reports: these will be presentations that critique a specific article.  Begin with 
a brief description of the monument under discussion if it has not already been 
described in class (you may need to use Claridge, Coarelli, etc.)  For the bulk of the 
talk, the presenter should provide the thesis of the article, discuss the variety of 
evidence used by the author, summarize the conclusion(s) drawn by the author, 
and, finally, give their own assessment of the article’s strengths and weaknesses.  
Plan your talk to be 10-15 minutes—no longer than 15.*  Everyone should read the 
articles for our class meetings to facilitate discussion. 

*An important skill to learn is time management in the classroom.  There is often much more 
information than can be conveyed in the given amount of time, so you must learn to select and 
prioritize information.  I will not expect you to cover every bit of information on each 
monument: I will be looking to see what you choose to present. 

Research Presentation and Paper 
There is a list of paper topics at the end of the syllabus.  I suggest that you look at a 
number of these (most are in one or more of the textbooks) and see what seems 
most interesting.  They should all be considered in relationship to our primary topic: 
the topography of the ancient city. 

Choosing a topic: at our September 4th class meeting, you will need to hand in your 
top three (3) preferences for paper topics, ranked in terms of desirability.  I will do 
my best to accommodate everyone’s preferences. 

Preliminary Bibliography and Research Question: a typed, properly formatted 
preliminary bibliography is due in class on October 2nd.  This should include a 
minimum of six sources, not including the textbooks for the class.  There should be 
no more than two web-based resources in this initial bibliography.  Make certain 
that you evaluate the academic integrity of your on-line sources; for the most part, 
.edu extensions are trustworthy, but do not take even that at face value. 

It is very important from a scholarly perspective that you include primary (ancient) 
documents, even if only in translation. There are a number of translations available, 
including the Loeb Classical Library series available in the library and arranged, for 
the most part, according to author.  There are also web-based translations: the 
Perseus site (www.perseus.tufts.edu) is one of the most reliable.  Do be aware that 
older translations are common so a translation done in the last 20-30 years is 
preferable. Inscriptional texts can be used as a primary source, but it needs to be an 
epigraphic text of some length and substance if it is going to be your only primary 
source document. 



Your preliminary research question should be an early version of your (final paper) 
thesis: this is your specific avenue of investigation into your topic.  Your preliminary 
research question should be a fairly specific line of inquiry into your topic with an 
idea of what point(s) you want to argue in your paper.   That said, there is room for 
change between preliminary question and the final thesis.  Once you are to the 
writing stage, this preliminary question will solidify into your thesis, an articulation 
of the argument made in your paper. 

Presentation: the last several weeks of our meetings this semester will be devoted to 
oral and visual presentations of your research.  You will need to provide a handout 
that outlines your topic and research approach as well as a Powerpoint presentation 
on your topic.  These presentations will run approximately 20 minutes each with 
another 5-10 minutes for questions and discussion: I will set the order once topics 
have been selected.  This should be both a general introduction to your subject 
matter and a detailed discussion of the thesis you are exploring in your paper.   

Paper: In addition to the research report outlined above, you will need to write your 
research into a paper: the paper itself will be due at the beginning of exam week, 
specific time to be announced later.  The paper must be a minimum of 12 pages and 
have at least 10 bibliographical sources.  No more than three of those sources 
should be web-based. At least one source must be an ancient source, not taken 
indirectly from a secondary modern source: in other words, look up the citation in a 
translation of its original source.  Clarity of argument, structure, grammatical and 
syntactical issues will all be factored into the final grade of the paper along with the 
quality of research.  Details for the form of the final research paper will be 
distributed later in the semester.  One point to make clearly here: as a research 
paper, this document will need to have extensive, properly formatted and complete 
footnotes.   

A draft of the first 5 (five) pages of your paper, including footnotes is due to me on 
Friday, November 22nd by email. 

Graded Requirements 
Participation (attendance, Site and Article reports, preparedness)  20% 
Topics and Preliminary Research Question/Thesis    10% 
Research Presentation        12% 
Research Paper Draft and Final Version      18% 
Weekly Writing Assignments       40% 
 
The grading model is as follows: 

A+ (100-97)  A (96-93)  A- (92-90)  B+ (89-87)  B (86-83)  B- (82-80)   
C+ (79-77)   C (76-73)  C- (72-70)  D (69-60)  F (59 and below) 

 
Week 1, August 28th: Introduction 

 Read Dyson Chapters 1 & 2 

Read the Historical Overview in Claridge (if you are not familiar with Roman 
History, this is an important section for you.  The course will be organized 
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chronologically but there are diachronic aspects to the study of Topography 
in Rome as well.  The historical context impacts the topography of Rome very 
directly, so studying this material carefully at the outset will be beneficial for 
the entire semester). 

Read the introduction to the Stanford Digital Forma Urbis Romae Project at: 
http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/docs/FURmap.html  
 

“History of the Plan” and “History of Scholarship” can be skimmed.  
 
And look over the format and details of Slab VIII-3, 10g (pictured as “Detail of 
fragment 10g in intro above) 
http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/fragment.php?record=1&field0=stanford&se
arch0=10g&op0=and&field1=all 

 Explore the Rome Reborn website: 
http://romereborn.frischerconsulting.com/  

  
 No written assignment for the first class. 

Week 2, September 4th: The City of the Republic 
 Top three preferences for paper topics due in class. 
 Core reading:  

Dyson Chapters 3 & 4  
Weekly Writing Assignment 1 due, based on Dyson chapters. 
Claridge on the Forum of Julius Caesar 

 
 Site Reports: 

Temple of Jupiter Optimus Maximus 
  Theater complex of Pompey 
 
 Article Report: 

Roger Ulrich, “Julius Caesar and the Creation of the Forum Iulium,” American  
Journal of Archaeology 97 (1993): 49-80.  
 

Week 3, September 11th: The City on the Edge of Empire, Augustan Rome 
Core Reading: 

Dyson Chapter 5 
  Coarelli, “Ara Pacis” 
  Weekly Writing Assignment 2 due, based on Dyson chapter. 
 
 Site Reports: 
  Forum of Augustus 
  Ara Pacis 
  Porticus of Octavia 
 
 Article Reviews: 

D. Favro, “The Street Triumphant: The Urban Impact of Roman  

http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/docs/FURmap.html
http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/fragment.php?record=1&field0=stanford&search0=10g&op0=and&field1=all
http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/fragment.php?record=1&field0=stanford&search0=10g&op0=and&field1=all
http://romereborn.frischerconsulting.com/


Triumphal Parades,” in Streets: Critical Perspectives on Public  
Space, ed. by Çelik, Favro, and Ingersoll (1996). [Blackboard] 

 
 Peter Heslin, “Augustus, Domitian, and the so-called Horologium  

Augusti,” Journal of Roman Studies 97 (2007): 1-20. 
 
Week 4, September 18th: Augustus and Rome, continued 
 Core Reading: 

T.P. Wiseman, Review of A. Carandini and D. Bruno, La Casa di Augusto  
dai “Lupercalia” al Natale, JRA 22 527-545.  [Blackboard] 

  Weekly Writing Assignment 3 due: For the essay assignment this  
week, write a response to Wiseman’s review—both its substance and  
the way that he articulates his critique. 

 
 Site Reports: 
  Pyramid of Cestius 
  Circus Maximus 
  Porticus of Livia 
 
 Article Reviews: 
  Robert B. Lloyd, “The Aqua Virgo, Euripus and Pons Agrippae,”  

American Journal of Archaeology 83 (1979): 193-204. 
  
  Raybun Taylor, “Torrent or Trickle? The Aqua Alsietina, the  

Naumachia Augusti, and the Transtiberim,” The American  
Journal of Archaeology 101 (1997): 465-492. 
 

Week 5, September 25th: The Julio-Claudian Dynasty and Rome 
 Core Reading: 

Dyson Chapter 5, pp. 156-172 
Claridge, “Domus Aurea” 

  Steven Rutledge, “The Monster and the Map,” Chapter 6 in Rome as  
Museum (2012). [Blackboard] 

Weekly Writing Assignment 4 due. For the essay assignment this 
week, write a review of the excerpt from Rome as a Museum: what 
argument(s) is the author making and how effective is his 
presentation of the ideas? 

 
Site Reports: 

Porta Maggiore & Aqua Claudia 
Tomb of Eurysaces 

  Underground Basilica 
 
 Article Review: 
  David Hemsoll, “Reconstructing the Octagonal Dining Room in Nero’s  

Golden House,” Architectural History 32 (1989): 1-17. 
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Week 6, October 2nd: The Flavian Dynasty and Rome 
 Preliminary Research Question and Bibliography are due in class 
 Core Reading: 

Dyson Chapter 5, pp. 173-184; Chapter 8 
Weekly Writing Assignment 5 due, based on Dyson chapter 8 

  Read the excerpt from Juvenal’s Third Satire at: 
http://public.wsu.edu/~brians/world_civ/worldcivreader/world_civ_reader_1/juv
enal.html  
 
 Site Reports: 

Flavian Amphitheater 
  Arch of Titus 
 
 Article Reviews: 
  Elizabeth Ann Pollard, “Pliny’s Natural History and the Flavian  

Templum Pacis: Botanical Imperialism in First-Century C.E.  
Rome,” Journal of World History 20.3 (2003): 309-338. [Focus  
on the topographic and ideological aspects of the argument  
rather than the economic] 

   
  James C. Anderson, “Domitian, the Argiletum and the Temple of  

Peace,” American Journal of Archaeology 86 (1982): 101-110. 
 
  Michael L. Thomas, “(Re)locating Domitian’s Horse of Glory: The  

‘Equus Domitiani’ and Flavian Urban Design, Memoirs of the 
American Academy in Rome (49) 2004: 21-46. 

 
Week 7, October 9th: The Emperors Nerva and Trajan and Rome 

Core Reading: 
Dyson Chapter 5, pp. 184-191; Chapter 9 
 Weekly Writing Assignment 6 due: for Dyson Chapter 9 writing 
assignment, make a shopping list of 8-10 commodities available for 
purchase in Imperial Rome and explain where you would shop for 
them in the city. 

 Site Reports: 
Forum of Trajan  
Column of Trajan 
Markets of Trajan 
 

 Article Reviews: 
James Packer and John Burge, “TEMPLUM DIVI TRAIANI ET  

PLOTINAE: A Debate with R. Meneghini,” Journal of Roman  
Archaeology 16 (2003): 109-136. [Blackboard] 

 
Lynne Lancaster, “Building Trajan’s Column,” American Journal of  

Archaeology 103 (1999): 419-439. 

http://public.wsu.edu/~brians/world_civ/worldcivreader/world_civ_reader_1/juvenal.html
http://public.wsu.edu/~brians/world_civ/worldcivreader/world_civ_reader_1/juvenal.html


 
  Lynne Lancaster, “The Date of Trajan’s Markets: An Assessment in the  

Light of Some Unpublished Brick Stamps,” Papers of the British  
School at Rome 63 (1995): 25-44. 
 

Week 8, October 16th: The Emperor Hadrian and Rome 
Core Reading: 
 Dyson, Chapter 7, pp. 192-197 

Mary T. Boatwright, Hadrian and the City of Rome, Chapter 1, pp. 19- 
32; Pantheon section, pp. 43-50. [Blackboard] 

  Coarelli, “Pantheon,” pp. 286-289 
  Claridge, “Pantheon,” 
  Weekly Writing Assignment 7 due. Summarize Boatwright’s  

assessment of Hadrian’s relationship with the city of Rome,  
emphasizing any unusual or distinctive aspects of his interventions in  
the city. 

 
Site Reports: 
 Temple of Venus and Roma 
 Mausoleum of Hadrian 
 
Article Reviews: 
 Adam Ziolkowski, “Was Agrippa’s Pantheon the Temple of Mars ‘In  

Campo’?” Papers of the British School at Rome 62 (1994):  
261-277. [Focus on Section I, more briefly on Section II] 
 

  Amanda Claridge, “Hadrian’s Column of Trajan,” Journal of Roman  
Archaeology 6 (1993).  [Blackboard] 

 
  Glenn R. Storey, “The ‘Skyscrapers’ of the Ancient Roman World,”  

Latomus 62 (2003): 3-26. 
 
Week 9, October 23rd: The Antonine Dynasty and Rome 
 Core Reading: 

Dyson, Chapter 7, pp. 197-202 and Chapter 10 
Weekly Writing Assignment 8 due in class, based on Dyson Chapter 10 
 

Site Reports: 
 Temple of the Deified Hadrian 
 Equestrian Statue of Marcus Aurelius (Campidoglio/Capitoline  

Museum) 
  Column of Antoninus Pius 
 
 Article Reviews: 
  Mary T. Boatwright: “Women and Gender in the Forum Romanum,”  

Transactions of the American Philological Association, 141  
(2011): 105-141. 
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Peter Aicher, “Terminal Display Fountains (“Mostre”) and the  

Aqueducts of Ancient Rome,” Phoenix 47 (1993): 339-352.  

Week 10, October 30th: The Severan Dynasty and Rome 
 Core Reading: 

Dyson, Chapter 7, pp. 202-213  
Eleanor Betts, “Towards a Multisensory Experience of Movement in  
the City of Rome,” Chapter 4 in Rome, Ostia, Pompeii: Movement and  
Space Laurence & Newsome, eds. (2011). [Blackboard] 
Weekly Writing Assignment 9 due in class: write of critique of Betts’  
chapter, including your own thoughts on whether/why this is a useful  
line of inquiry. 
 

 Site Reports: 
  The Flavian/Severan Palace on the Palatine (Domus Flavia/Severiana) 

The Baths of Caracalla 
   
 Article Reviews: 
  Diane Favro, “Construction Traffic in Imperial Rome: Building the  

 Arch of Septimius Severus,” Chapter 14 in Rome, Ostia, Pompeii:  
Movement and Space Laurence & Newsome, eds. (2011). 
[Blackboard] 
 

Susann Lusnia, “Urban Planning and Sculptural Display in Severan  
Rome: Reconstructing the Septizodium and Its Role in Dynastic 
Politics,” American Journal of Archaeology 108 (2004): 517-
544.   
 

Week 11, Nov. 6th: Rome in the 3rd & 4th cent: Soldier Emperors and Tetrarchs 
 Core Reading: 

Dyson, Chapter 12 
Weekly Writing Assignment 10 due, based on Dyson Chapter 12 

 
 Site Reports: 
  Aurelian Wall 
  Basilica Nova (Basilica of Constantine/Maxentius) 
  Arch of Constantine 
 
 Article Reviews: 
  Mark Wilson Jones, “Genesis and Mimesis: The Design of the Arch of  

Constantine in Rome,” Journal of the Society of Architectural  
Historians 59 (2000): 50-77. 
 

Elizabeth Marlowe, “Framing the Sun: The Arch of Constantine and  
the Roman Cityscape,” The Art Bulletin 88 (2006): 223-242. 

 



Week 12, November 13th: Research Presentation 

Week 13, November 20th: Research Presentations 

Friday, November 22nd: Draft of the first five pages of the paper (including 
footnotes) and current bibliography are due to me by 6pm (send via email in 
Word document) 

Week 14, November 27th: Thanksgiving Break 

Week 15, November 4th: Research Presentations 

 

Paper Topics: 

Altars other than the Ara Pacis: Ara Fortuna Redux/Ara Pietatis 

Circus Flaminius 

Amphitheaters in Rome before the Flavians 

Macella (market architecture) in Rome 

(Quadri)Porticus in Rome 

Baths of Trajan (may want to explore the “City Fresco” discovered beneath it in 
1998) 

Forum Transitorium 

Meta Sudans/fountains of Rome 

Temple of the Divine Claudius 

Templum Gentis Flaviae 

Insulae (apartment buildings) in Rome 

Circus of Gaius and Nero 

Praetorian Camp 

Camp of the Equites Singulares 

Temple of Isis and Serapis in the Campus Martius (Iseum et Serapeum) 

Lost Flavian triumphal arches 

Column of Marcus Aurelius 

Imperial Gardens in Rome 

Baths of Diocletian  
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Diachronic development of the Caelian Hill, Quirinal Hill, Aventine Hill, Forum 
Boarium or Transtiberim  

Essential Topography and Architecture Bibliography 
James C. Anderson, The Historical Topography of the Imperial Fora (Latomus, 1984). 
 Critical analysis of the development of the Forum of Julius Caesar, Augustus, Trajan  

and Transitorium as well as the Templum Pacis (Forum of Peace).  Includes  
controversial dating interpretations. 

 
__________________. Roman Architecture and Society (Johns Hopkins University Press,  

2002). 
Good discussions of Roman architectural techniques (concrete, brickstamps, etc.) as  
well as building types and historical development of the city of Rome. 

 
Mary T. Boatwright, Hadrian and the City of Rome (Princeton University Press,  

1989). 
Detailed discussion of Hadrian’s interventions in the city of Rome, including  
monuments and sculpture.  Individual monuments preserved in the archaeological  
record and textual evidence for lost monuments are presented.  Appendix on the  
Obelisk of Antinous. 

 
A.J. Boyle, ed.  Flavian Rome: Culture, Image, Text (Brill Academic Publishers, 2002). 
 Various authors and articles on Rome under the Flavian dynasty. 

 
Diane Favro, The Urban Image of Augustan Rome (Cambridge, 1996). 
 Favro expands on this work in various articles subsequent to 1996.  Her work on  

the Augustan city represents some of the best modern topographical scholarship on  
ancient Rome. 

 
Lothar Hasselberger, et al., Mapping Augustan Rome (Journal of Roman Archaeology  

Supplement 50, 2002). 
 
Rodolfo Lanciani, Pagan and Christian Rome (Houghton, Mifflin & Company, 1892). 
 Text available online at 
http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Gazetteer/Places/Europe/Italy/Lazio/Ro
ma/Rome/_Texts/Lanciani/LANPAC/  
 This and Lanciani’s other works are dated, but they offer observations of a  

Rome now lost to us: since Lanciani’s explorations in the late 19th century,  
many structural fragments visible to him have been lost to modern urbanization.  By  
examining Lanciani’s works, we are able to glean a few more fragments for the  
puzzle of Rome’s topography. 

 
William MacDonald, Architecture of the Roman Empire, Volume I (Yale University  

Press, 1982). 
Focuses on select buildings, e.g. Domus Aurea and Pantheon. 

 
Samuel Ball Platner and Thomas Ashby, Topographical Dictionary of Ancient Rome 
http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Gazetteer/Places/Europe/Italy/Lazio/Ro
ma/Rome/_Texts/PLATOP*/home*.html  

http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Gazetteer/Places/Europe/Italy/Lazio/Roma/Rome/_Texts/Lanciani/LANPAC/
http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Gazetteer/Places/Europe/Italy/Lazio/Roma/Rome/_Texts/Lanciani/LANPAC/
http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Gazetteer/Places/Europe/Italy/Lazio/Roma/Rome/_Texts/PLATOP*/home*.html
http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Gazetteer/Places/Europe/Italy/Lazio/Roma/Rome/_Texts/PLATOP*/home*.html


 Platner and Ashby is dated in many respects, but serves as a useful starting point in  
topographical research. As with Lanciani (supra), fragments of structures were  
visible to Platner and Ashby which have been destroyed in the last century. 

 
Ray Laurence and David J. Newsome, eds. Rome, Ostia, and Pompeii: Movement and  

Space (Oxford University Press, 2011). 
Innovative approaches to experiencing the topography of ancient Roman cities. 

 
Lawrence Richardson, jr. A New Topographical Dictionary of Ancient Rome (Johns  

Hopkins University Press, 1992).   
Portions of this text are available online at Google Books: useful bibliography  
at the end of each entry; be somewhat wary since many scholars have taken  
issue with some of Richardson’s interpretations.  All final papers should include  
reference(s) to Richardson. 

 
Lexicon Topographicum Urbis Romae, edited by Eva Margareta Steinby 

The most recent and detailed of the comprehensive topographical catalogs  
for ancient Rome, this series is not available in the Mason Library system.  I  
have volumes I-III (A-O) which I will make available for consultation in my  
office.  The complete set is available at Catholic University and the George  
Washington University libraries.  Note: entries are in a variety of languages. 

 
Rome Reborn 
http://romereborn.frischerconsulting.com/  
 Ongoing digital visualization project for Imperial Rome based at the University of  

Virginia.  “Current Version” (link on right of home page) offers the latest features. 

 
Stanford Digital Forma Urbis Romae Project 
http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/  
 Digital reproduction of all surviving fragments; drawings of lost fragments;  

overall plan; references and links. 
 

Simon Swain, et al., Severan Culture (Cambridge University Press, 2007). 
 Essays on various aspects of culture under the Severan dynasty, including literature,  

art and architecture. 

 
J.B. Ward-Perkins, Roman Imperial Architecture (Yale University Pelican Press,  

1922). 
Good, basic text on the chronological development of Roman architecture as well as 
details on the history and construction of specific structures. 

 
Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum database: 
http://cil.bbaw.de/cil_en/dateien/datenbank_eng.php  
 
Clauss-Slaby incriptional database: http://www.manfredclauss.de/gb/index.html  

http://romereborn.frischerconsulting.com/
http://formaurbis.stanford.edu/
http://cil.bbaw.de/cil_en/dateien/datenbank_eng.php
http://www.manfredclauss.de/gb/index.html

