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vaguely represented (between 1 and 4 %, p. 91, Chart 3).
In that which regards the functional aspect, most of the
imported luxury vessel consists in drinking containers
(p. 91, Chart 4) or, to be precise, pottery types destined
for Symposia. The flow of the luxury ceramics points to
a preferential cultural relationship between the local
communities outside the Carpathians and the Greek
centres of manufacture from the circum-Pontic regions.
'The imports of western ceramics appear more timidly,
in the 1% century AD. The study presents once more
the strange situation according to which, in many pre-
Roman sites (excepting those on the Siret river: Poiana,
Ricitiu, Brad), chronological indices specific to the 3-4
decades before Trajan’s conquest are lacking.’

'The study could have been completed by putting the
studied objects in the general context of the Hellenistic
and Roman imports in Dacia between the 1% century
BC and the 1% century AD. The author could have also
emphasized the difference between the penetration
routes of the luxury ceramic crossing Moesia Inferior
and those of the Roman coins or Italic bronze vessels
imported from the west (through the Illyrian regions).® It
is highly probable that luxury ceramics and the imported
coins were meant for distinct social categories and the
way they are spread reflects cultural processes that took
place almost at the same time although independently.
However, such a thorough debate would have gone
beyond the frame purposed in the monograph.

Daniel Spéanu
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The Dacian provinces are among the most
interesting, puzzling and challenging for the scholars
of the Roman period. One of the rarely asked questions
concerns the provenance of the used lithic material.
The volume to be presented here has been published
three years ago, declared to be (p. 7-8) the end result
of the long-term interdisciplinary project dedicated to
the marble monuments of Dacia: Petrographische und
geochemische Untersuchungen der Marmorvorkommen in der
romischen Provinz Dakien in Hinblick auf die Bedeutung
in der Archéologie, coordinated by Harald W. Miiller and
Ioan Piso, leading an international team, with financial
support from Austrian and Romanian research funds.

In the introduction (pp. 9-16), after a short
presentation of the history of the province (I. Piso),
the geologists and mineralogists, co-authors of the
volume, discuss the problem of marble quarries in
Antiquity followed by the presentation of the status
of interdisciplinary studies on marble. As known from
several conferences and published contributions, selected
marble monuments in Romanian collections, mostly
found in the area between the Danube and the Black Sea,



have been the object of archacometric investigations.!
However those studies are not mentioned on p. 16, when
dealing with the state of the research on this subject in
Romania.

The second part (pp. 17-19), also signed by H. W.
Miuller, B. Schwaighofer and M. Benea describes the
methodological approach of the task, from fieldwork
through macroscopic evaluation to laboratory analyses.

'The provenance of marble on the territory of the
former Dacian provinces is discussed in the third part of
the volume (pp. 19-22) by the same three authors, while
the forth part (pp. 23-33) is dedicated to the local marble
quarries in the area of Bucova, considered to be the only
local marble source used during Roman times. Details on
the documented traces of antique quarrying are not given.

'Thesefourmainpartsarefollowedbyabibliographical
list (pp. 33-36) and a synthetic presentation of the results
of the stable isotope analysis and end determination
in form of three tables (Tables 8 to 10, pp. 38-40).
After the enumeration of the collections in which the
monuments are kept and the number of sampled items,
Table 7 lists the used abbreviations for the provenance
of the monuments and the number of objects from each
site. Table 8 (pp. 38-39) presents the 69 monuments
made of Bucova marble with their determined stable
isotopes values, while Table 9 (pp. 39-40) introduces a
further 37 samples for which the regions of provenance
of imported marble were established within the project.
Sixteen monuments made of marble of undetermined
provenance are presented in Table 10 (p. 40). It is stated
only in previous publications of the project® and at points
in the conclusion of this book (pp. 110-114) that those
undetermined sources could also be on the territory of
Roman Dacia. This marks the separation, both within the
volume and the investigation, between the technical and
the archaeological/epigraphical part of the project.

The catalogue of the 119 investigated monuments
is signed by I. Piso (pp. 41-106). The catalogue entries
are using the abbreviations mentioned in Table 7 (p. 37)
for their provenance, and are alphabetically organised
accordingly. Each entry comprises a short description of
the monument, its dimensions, the determined kind of
marble, information on the context of discovery - when
available -, the location of the monument, bibliography,
and a description with a commentary, in some cases the
text of the inscription, the dating (sometimes also with
a commentary). A convention for giving dimensions
(pointing out what is measured and in which order those
measurements are given) within the records is missing,
which causes confusion in some cases.

1 Alexandrescu Vianu 2000; Alexandrescu Vianu 2008-2009;
Pentia ez alii 1999.
2 Muller ez afii 2001, p. 201.
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Due to the pioneering character of the project
and its aims, the reader would expect more technical
information, such as the documentation and registration
protocol for the sampling, which should be a part
of such a major publication, as well as mentioning
the sampling place within the monument (eg. for
inscriptions SA 19 or PO3, preserved in fragments, the
sampling spot is not identified). The explanation for the
delay of the final publication (p. 8) and the fact that the
basic documentation of the monuments was missing,
makes it probable that the sampling campaign and the
archaeological study were conducted independently and
without following a previously established procedure.

Further significant information that is missing from
the publication is the minimal description of the samples
and the grain size, although this is a standard procedure
within specialised studies and their publications.® This
is also the case with the previous reports of the project,
except the one* giving technical data on nine of the other
investigated quarries within Romania besides Bucova.
This particular article is surprisingly not even mentioned
in the bibliography of the present book! However one
lapidary note in the article from 2001, stating that a
few monuments investigated within the project might
be made of marble that came “from some local quarry
in the north-west of Dacia™ finds no mention and no
conclusion in this final publication and leaves open to
discussion the use of local marble from other quarries
besides Bucova. It is an argument for the continuation of
research on this subject and for the imperious necessity of
getting the full information from the available samples.

From p.17 and previous publications® one learns that
significant drilling core samples (20-40 mm long and with
a diameter of 9 mm!) for thin sections have been taken,
i.e. the ideal case when investigating the provenance of
marble. There is no comment and no illustration of these
in this book, although this was expected of the final
publication of the project. Also to be pointed out is a
dramatic situation: for some of the monuments there is
no future possible sampling for thin sections. Therefore
it is important to know the whereabouts of the samples
and their technical details that could be re-evaluated in
the extended existing comparative database, expected to
get wider as the research proceeds. For the time being the
entire information is unusable for comparative studies,
due to the fact that, besides the stable isotopes values,
both grain size and texture description are necessary when
aiming to determine the marble’s provenance. Due to the
importance of these missing details for research and for

E.g. Pentia et alii 2002b; Cramer 2004; Lazzarini 2004.
Miller ez alii 1999, pp. 133-134.

Muller ez a/ii 2001, p. 201.

Especially Muller ez a/ii 2001, p. 200.
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single museums and collections, it is to be hoped that they
are going to be provided in a future publication, even if as
an addendum to this book.

The problem is already obvious when trying to fill
the gaps, for a new system of identification (for samples
and monuments) seems to have been used along the
different phases of the project. Even the conventions for
naming the sites have been changed: AQ_(for Aquae)
from the articles from 1997, 1999 and 2001 became
CR (for Cioroiu Nou) in the present publication. The
discrepancies between the previous publications and this
are signalled on p. 8. But for the registration of samples
the changed numbering can be fatal. The reorganisation
of the catalogue is possible without changing the IDs
of the samples. However it is not clear whether the new
numbers, changed in the catalogue and in the tables, have
been modified all the way back to the samples, nor if the
samples are still available and, if so, where.

The determination of the source of the marble as
stated in tables 8-10 needs clarification, for, within the
given provenance (Proconessos / Marmara, Thasos, Paros,
Naxos, Afyon), thereis quite alot ofadditional information
available enabling more precise determination. After
beautifully presenting the methodology to be used and
the state of the research on an international level (pp.
15-19) it is not stated which database has been used
for the determinations within the project. The literature
used for the Mediterranean marble sites is mentioned in
the 2001 publication. The long term project might have
benefited from the progress of the research (for instance
within the research and publications of the ASMOSIA
- Association for the Study of Marble and other Stones
in Antiquity; see also p. 7 in this book) but the reader has
no information on this, except for the mention on p. 8,
which states that the analyses were finalised in 1996. If
there was no additional investigation of the results after
1996, according to this book, the provenance is to be
taken as granted and cannot be re-evaluated without new
sampling, which would contribute to further damaging
the monuments.

The criteria for the selection of the monuments by
the epigraphist (I. Piso) and by the archaeologist (Al.
Diaconescu) remain unclear. There seems to have been
a selection considering the different kinds of available
types of monuments and shapes (p. 109: “9 architectural
elements, 32 altars, statue bases, stelai and slabs bearing
honorary, funerary or building inscriptions, 17 votive
reliefs, 61 statues of different dimensions”). But there is no
statement regarding the selection within a site or whether
the type of settlement was taken into consideration
(fortress, town, village, necropolis etc.) or the location
of the 25 sites within the province. On p. 8 one learns
about the regrettable dysfunction within the project team
and the explanation for the unbalanced archaeological

commentary. The documentation of the monuments,
within the catalogue segment, intended to be quite
detailed, is limited to the monuments with inscriptions
while the other (architectural elements, sculpture) are
either incomplete (e.g. AP1; AP2; RA3) or erroneous
(there is no difference made between basis and plinth! —
e.g AP14 and AP 18). For the Mithras relief from Sliveni
(SV1) the context is stated as unknown despite the well-
documented provenance and the additional monuments
(also of marble) found on the same spot. The situation is
the same with relief SA 35: the main publication of the
discovery and the other marble finds are not mentioned,
although after old excavations from the 19™ century
both objects have been accordingly published. The most
puzzling is AP16: “Mercurius statue, not investigated”
(the reader can assume based on the ID only that it is a
statue from Apulum).

The reader has to wonder about the existence of some
parts of the text. On one hand, in a publication on the
marble in Dacia the historical introduction could have
been resumed to a chronological table. The monuments
with prior publications (like epigraphic studies or corpora)
could have been reduced to their archaeological and
technical documentation. The full quote of the inscriptions
and the details on the size of the letters etc. are misplaced
in the economy of the intended study on marble. On the
other hand, the researches of B. Cserni in Apulum should
have been mentioned in order to understand catalogue
entries such as AP 17 and AP 19.

The conclusion (pp. 109 sqq.) misses considerations
on the results of the investigation, differentiating the
information on architectural elements, blocks bearing
inscriptions, reliefs, free standing sculptures, eventually on
the shapes and sizes of monuments, as well as a comparative
approach in relation to other Roman provinces. This
would have been suitable especially when working with
an international team with previous experience on the
field. Also, since among the sampled monuments those
from Apulum and Ulpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa form the
majority, and due to the long research history of both sites,
more comments on the used lithic material (including
local and imported marble) would have been desirable.”

The editing of the volume is unfortunately quite
faulty and there are several cases of discordance between
the used language (German) and the used characters or
numbers (one finds both “himation” and “Himation”; “II.
Jh.” and “III. Jh.” instead of “2. Jh.” etc.). Inconsistencies
in the used literature and in the editing are surprising to
say the least. Such an example is the stated number of
investigated monuments: on p. 7-115 samples from 15
quarries, 119 monuments from 19 museums; on p. 16

and p. 109-115 samples from 11 quarries. In the previous

7 See for instance Benea ef alii 1997.



publications of the project 17 respectively 18 investigated
marble quarries from Romania are mentioned.® The two
bibliographical lists (pp. 33-36 and pp. 106-107) are not
unitary, neither in the used guidelines nor in their content.
For the sake of the reader it would have been easier to
have one list only. A most unfortunate mistake is the
misspelling of the name of one of the pioneers in the field,
Norman Herz, including in the list on p. 34.

'The layout and printing quality of the present book
are very good. This necessary analysis of the monuments
of Dacia is salutary and had to face, as all first steps do,
difficulties and challenges of various kinds. Despite the
amended points and mentioned problems, this publication
offers new insights on a category of important archaeological
finds from the Roman provinces. It is hoped that future
projects and investigations will learn from the experience
of this project and aim and plan to integrate their work and
results within a broader frame of interdisciplinary research,
enabling discussion and exchange, while bearing in mind
the responsibility towards monuments and the destructive
character of sampling.

Cristina Georgeta Alexandrescu
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Boulevards are the most appropriate synecdoche
for Bucharest’s development as a modern metropolis:
their history testifies not only to the first modern urban
regulations, the organisation of modern traffic and
the introduction of modern facilities, but also to the
restructuring of the entire urban territory, the appearance
of complex urban functions and policies, and the shaping
of a coherent urban space, worthy of an European capital.

This is why a monograph such as Nicolae Lascu’s
2011 book, devoted to the boulevards of Bucharest, can
be regarded as a true history of the modern city for the
studied period (i.e. the second half of the nineteenth
century and the early twentieth century). Out of a rich,
but heterogeneous collection of data, archive documents
and bibliographical references, the book reconstitutes
the complete and detailed narrative of planning and
constructing Bucharest’s boulevards.

As the author remarks in his foreword, modern
arteries defined as boulevards successively appeared
in several Romanian towns (Giurgiu, Briila, Ploiesti,
Constanta, Craiova, Cimpulung Muscel etc.), but
the capital is the only locality in Romania where the
boulevards were conceived/planned and [partially]
built as a network, and “consequently have generated a





