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Abstract

Sarah U. Scheffler - Nothing has happened? The integration of the Lomellina into
the Roman empire

The Italian Lomellina (province of Pavia), bordered by the rivers Ticino and Po and thus
positioned at the crossroads between the Alps and the central Po valley, was firmly
embedded in a network stretching beyond the Adriatic and connecting the area with
the wider Mediterranean throughout the Iron Age. This PhD uses the mortuary record
of the area to assess issues relating to identity change between the Late Iron Age and
the period of Roman conquest.

Across this period, the Lomellina was caught between indigenous resistance to and
alliance with Rome, between cultural conservatism and new material developments.
The results of these social, cultural and economic changes are reflected in the
mortuary record of the Lomellina between the late 3™ century BC and AD 100. The
guantitative and qualitative analysis for this study comprises 488 mortuary contexts
from 32 individual excavation sites.

Concepts such as ritual as well as practice theory and the comparison with the wider
region shed light on question such as: how did the conquest and the subsequent
integration into the Roman empire impact the communities of the Lomellina? How did
the expression of identity through material culture and funerary rituals change? Is it
possible to provide new answers to the old question of what ‘becoming Roman’ meant
in this region?

The archaeological record of the Lomellina shows that the Roman conquest of the
wider region had a profound impact on the communities. Previous economic networks
continued but the Lomellina experienced a boost for its local industries that was most
likely facilitated by the growth of urban centres. Social relationships were transformed
following the administrative and legal changes instigated by the Roman authorities.
Culturally the archaeological records indicate the impact of a globalisation, an
increased participation in and interconnectivity between wider economic and cultural
networks.
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Abbreviations

List of abbreviated journals
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AJA
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JAR

JEA

JRA

JRS

NSAL

NotMilano
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WA

Bollettino di Archeologia on line Volume speciale F / F10 / 3 (AIAC 2008):
www.archeologia.beniculturali.it/pages/pubblicazioni.html [accessed

05/01/2018]
American Journal of Archaeology

Archeologia Uomo Territorio. Rivista scientifica del volontariato

archeologico

Bollettino della Societa Pavese di Storia Patria
Bolletino Storico per la Provincia di Novara
Journal of Archaeological Research

Journal of European Archaeology

Journal of Roman Archaeology

Journal of Roman Studies

Notiziario. Soprintendenza per i beni archeologici della Lombardia

[without volume number]

Notizie dal Chiostro del Monastero Maggiore. Rassegna di studi del

civico museo archeologico e del civico gabinetto numismatico di Milano
Rivista Archeologica dell’Antica Provincia e Diocesi di Como

World Archaeology

Non-bibliographic abbreviations

In addition to standard abbreviations, this thesis uses the following:

BA

EIA

Bronze Age

Early Iron Age
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Ha Hallstatt (period/culture)
IA Iron Age

LIA Late Iron Age

LT La Téne (period/culture)
LT I early-late La Tene

MIA Middle Iron Age

Italian provinces are abbreviated using the official vehicle registration ID. If not
otherwise stated, ‘the Soprintendenza’ refers to the Soprintendenza Archeologica della

Lombardia.
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Chapter I - Introduction

| grew up in a village just beyond the limes. It was nothing like Hadrian’s Wall or the
Raetian Limes — most likely just a simple rampart and ditch. But as an eight-year-old
girl, who had just decided that she wanted to become an archaeologist, it meant the
world to me. | was very aware of the fact that | lived in what was called Germania
Libera in my history books. Not being Roman played a huge role in forming my identity.
We must assume that just as | formed an early identity around what | perceived as
Roman and non-Roman, ancient populations had their own perception of ‘Roman-
ness’ —a material and immaterial concept that changed over generations with the

ever-intensifying Roman influence on economy, politics and society.

Despite this early fascination with Roman archaeology, this thesis primarily derives
from my later interest in the Iron Age of Central Europe. During my studies in Mainz
and Tubingen, | focused on regional Iron Age and Roman archaeology, an interest that
was extended through a Magister Artium in Etruscan archaeology. | particularly
enjoyed research into cultural interactions and exchange between different
landscapes, cultures and individuals. Therefore it seemed natural to pursue a PhD with
a study in the changing identities of an Iron Age culture in the wake of the Roman
conquest. For this research | have chosen the north-west Italian region Lomellina, part
of the modern province of Pavia and the south-westernmost corner of Lombardy.
Located at the confluence of the rivers Ticino and Po, the Lomellina promised a rich
archaeological record that reflects the economic, social and cultural changes | was —

and still am — interested in.

My analysis of the (published) archaeological record evolved around the following
guestions: in which ways did the Roman conquest and the subsequent integration into
the Roman empire impact the rural communities of the Lomellina? How did the
expression of identity through material culture and funerary rituals change — and
ultimately: can | provide new answers to the old question of “becoming Roman?” (e.g.

Woolf 1998; Haeussler 2013)?
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1. Ahistory of research for the Lomellina

The Lomellina holds a unique position within north-west Italy (Grossi et al. 2010: 29).
Despite being bordered by two main prehistoric trade routes, the rivers Po and Ticino
(Uggeri 1998; see 11.1.2), the Lomellina appears to have remained at the periphery of
cultural developments for most of its history (see chapter Il). This peculiar remoteness
is reflected in the selective archaeological attention towards this part of Lombardy —
notwithstanding contrary evaluations such as Maccabruni’s note that its archaeological
potential is reflected in a plethora of publications (Maccabruni 2002: 37 and 41-44 for

a summary of historical interest in the Lomellina before the 19% century).

The archaeological picture of the Lomellina was first described in the 1890s by
Giuseppe Ponte (1887 and 1964), drawing upon (amongst others) discoveries made in
1879 during the construction of a canal at Garlasco, frazione Madonna delle Bozzole
(Arslan 1970-1973). In 1883, excavations south of Lomello revealed two Roman
cremations. The rich assemblages were sold to the Museo di Antichita of Turin and
remained largely unpublished (Scansetti 2017: 141-142) — a fate they share with a
majority of mortuary finds from the Lomellina. Local museums were founded during
the early 20t century, following the general trend towards municipal museums and
smaller semi-private collections (Scheffler 2006): Vigevano (1922), Scaldasole (1930)
and Gropello Cairoli (1955. Maccabruni 1984; 1999 and in particular 2002: 50-54 for a
summary of research 1900-1950; Pearce 1994: 34-36. 53-54).

Excavations and unsystematic discoveries gained momentum with the economic boom
of the post-war period. The 1960s, especially, saw an increase in archaeological
interest due to the foundation of several non-professional archaeological societies. As
these were affiliated with neither universities nor the Soprintendenza, excavations
were rarely systematic or up to modern standards, resulting publications being issued
piece-meal. Davide Pace and his volunteers began excavations at Gropello Cairoli,
localita Santo Spirito, where as of 1955 a sand quarry threatened the archaeological
heritage (see IV.1.1.2.2.). In 1967 more systematic investigations at Madonna delle
Bozzole were conducted under the auspices of Ermanno A. Arslan for the

Soprintendenza (Arslan 1971; 1972; 1978b). The 1970-1980s were dominated by
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numerous discoveries by Gloria Vannacci Lunazzi and the Associazione Archeologica
Lomellina leading, in 1972, to the foundation of the Museo Archeologico Lomellino in
Garlasco, which subsequently moved to Gambold (Vannacci Lunazzi 1981d). During the
1980s, the Gruppo Archeologico Milanese conducted survey activities in collaboration
with the Soprintendenza, publishing their results in a dedicated journal ‘Archeologia
Uomo Territorio’ since 1982 (Pearce 1994: 53-54; Invernizzi 2002c for a comprehensive

summary of the developments until the mid-1990s).
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Fig. 1 Geopolitical map of the Lomellina with all mortuary sites represented through their individual sitelD (Tab. 1).
The wide, green zone along the river Ticino shows the current extent of the Parco Naturale della Valle del Ticino
including the communes of Vigevano, Gambolo, Garlasco and Gropello Cairoli (from north to south) but also Oleggio
(NO; c. 16.5 km north of Novara). The map also highlights the less dense settlement activity in the western half of
the Lomellina, probably explaining the lack of archaeological data from this area (see chapter IV).
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In 1978, the Parco Naturale della Valle del Ticino (Fig. 1) was established. Collaboration
between the park authority, the Soprintendenza and the universities of Milan and
Pavia resulted in the completion of an archaeological map for the area in 1986, which

remained partially unpublished (Parco Ticino 1995: 6-9; cf. Maccabruni 2002: 37 n. 4).

Although 24 mortuary sites with up to several hundred graves have been excavated in
the Lomellina (Tab. 1), the vast majority of burials remained unpublished. Numerous
mortuary complexes were studied for academic theses, but few were subsequently
published (e.g. Fortunati Zuccala 1979a and b; Arata 1984 and Macchioro Malnati
1994-1999). However, it is noticeable that within north-west Italy the Lomellina is
exceptional for its particularly high quantity of burials covering the period between the
15t centuries BC/AD; towards AD 100 mortuary activity ceased with only a few
exceptions (Maccabruni 1999: 46). In addition to smaller burial sites, the cemeteries at
Dorno, Gambolo, Garlasco (in particular localita Cascina Baraggia), Gropello Cairoli,
Ottobiano and Valeggio (see chapter IV), give an insight into the cultural changes

following the Roman conquest.

During the first half of the 1 century AD, two artefact categories set the Lomellina
apart from other areas of Lombardy (see chapter V). Glass finds are outstanding for
their quality and quantity, and comprise tableware as well as perfume bottles (both
simple shapes and bird-shaped balsamaria) and stirring rods. A variety of small
terracotta figurines (from classic couples via figures representing daily occupations to
grotesques and deities) and a large quantity of terracotta appliqués, most probably

used on funerary beds, suggest local production.

In addition to Arslan’s contribution in ‘Storia di Pavia’ (Arslan 1984), ‘Multas per gentes
et multa per aequora. Culture antiche in provincia di Pavia: Lomellina, Pavese, Oltrepo’
published in 1999 is one of the few comprehensive overviews of the LIA archaeology
and history of the Lomellina. Contributions included ‘La necropoli romana di Alagna
Lomellina’ (Diani 1999) and ‘La necropoli di Garlasco Baraggia’ (Bottinelli and Melley
1999), two essays that constitute the only publications of these two important

cemeteries. A further anthology, ‘Lomellina Antica’ (2002), supplements previous

21


https://zenon.dainst.org/Record/000373285
https://zenon.dainst.org/Record/000373285

works but lacks fundamental essays that would have enlarged the quantity of

published mortuary sites.

number of contexts
. place site excavated | published | complete incomplete
site ID datasets datasets
ALA_cGuz Alagna localita Cascina Guzza 11 11 6 5
DOR_cGra Dorno localita Cascina Grande > 200 15 12
DOR_ISMa Dorno localita San Materno 15 15
GAM_fBel Gambolo frazione Belcreda 43 43 36
GAM_fGar | Gambolo frazione Garbana, >19 2 2
Dosso della Guardia
GAR_cBar Garlasco /oca//tq Cascina >124 47 14 33
Baraggia
GAR_cSol Garlasco /OCCI/II’-G Cascina 20 8 2 6
Solferina
GAR_ICaz Garlasco localita Cazzanina 7 1 6
j Mad dell
GAR_MdB | Garlasco CHIR LR >91 75 61 14
Bozzole
localita Cascina
Gropello Marone-Voghera (incl. >210/
GRC_cMar Cairoli poderi Castoldi & > 1200%* 69 48 21
Panzarasa)
Gropello localita Cascina
GRC_cMen CairF:)Ii Menabrea (incl. Cascina >125 61 38 23
Miradolo & Guala)
GRC_Icas | Sropelle localjta Castagnevo >39 2 1 1
Cairoli (incl. Vigna Cristiani)
localita Santo Spirito
GRC SS Gropello (incl. Cava ) ) )
—>P Cairoli Albani/Baggini &
Cascina Becca)
LOM_cSGD | Lomello localita Cascina San 1 1
Giovanni Doria
localita Cascina
MOR_cMed | Mortara . >90 4 1 3
Medaglia
OTT_cRot Ottobiano localita Cascina Rotorta 40 40 38
TRO_cNeg Tromello localita Cascina Negrina 46 7 1
TRO_cStr Tromello /OCCI/II’-G Cascina 1 1
Stremiana
VAL_cTes Valeggio localita Cascina Tessera 232 84 27 49
VIG_fMor Vigevano frazione Morsella >12 1 1
ZIN_tLMa Zinasco Nuovo | tenuta La Madonnina 1 1 1
496 290 198

Tab. 1 Evaluation of cemetery sites in the case study area (green = good, i.e. all excavated contexts have been
published, datasets are largely complete; yellow = middle, i.e. c. 50% of all excavated contexts has been published
and/or minimum 50% is classified as complete; red = poor). The 290 complete contexts include 45 possibly
complete contexts.
* Although only > 210 contexts have been observed and/or excavated at Cascina Marone-Voghera, it has been
assumed that more than 1200 burials might have formed this chain of cemetery sites (see IV.1.1.2.1.). The total
number of excavated or at least observed mortuary contexts in the Lomellina exceeds 1320, of which less than 40%
has been published — many of these only in reference to other contexts and certain material groups.
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The complexity of the archaeological record of the Lomellina becomes apparent when
the province of Pavia is described as largely excluded from systematic investigations
(Nava 1984: 90) and is summed up by Invernizzi: “Purtroppo la situazione della ricerca
archeologica in Lomellina & stata per lunghi anni disastrosa [...]. Ci si trova pertanto in
possesso di un’enorme quantita di materiali a fronte di una documentazione di scavo

scarsa e poco accettabile” (Invernizzi 2005a: 133 n. 16).

Sites such as Garlasco and Gropello Cairoli had been excavated over decades by
various individuals and non-professional associations; others such as Dorno, localita
Cascina Grande, and Valeggio Lomellina with over 200 burials each still awaited their
publication more than three decades after their discovery (ibid. 133 n. 19). Therefore,
the “insufficient state of publication” (Fasold and Witteyer 1998: 183 in reference to
their study of ‘Roman-ness’ within the mortuary culture of Central and Northern Italy
featuring Dorno, localita San Materno, Gropello Cairoli, Garlasco, frazione Madonna
delle Bozzole, Ottobiano and Gambolo, frazione Belcreda) has not changed immensely

since the mid- to late 1990s with only rare recent excavations and even fewer primary
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publications. In addition, Nava (1984: 90) had noted even as early as 1984 that the
profound changes of the landscape in modern times would make future systematic

investigations improbable.

2. The current framework for research into the Lomellina’s pre-

Roman and early Roman past

In 2012/2013, when | began to compile material for my initial research proposal, |
came across a publication that, at first, appeared to cover my research: ‘Becoming
Roman? Diverging Identities and Experiences in Ancient Northwest Italy’ (Haeussler?!
2013). Haussler had selected north-west Italy for the contrast in its perception by the
Romans: from a dangerous territory inhabited by Gallic barbarians, it evolved into a
thriving Italian landscape where some of Rome’s most famous citizens were born.
Although the Lomellina fell within the research area, this peripheral landscape
apparently had no place in this ‘Roman picture’ of north-west Italy. Hence, Haussler
looks primarily at urban contexts and identity displayed through epigraphy,
iconography and architecture — thus choosing a different approach towards
understanding the impact of the Roman conquest. Material culture studies play a
secondary role. Conversely, he developed his key arguments around concepts of
administration and legislative change, namely the granting of Latin rights and Roman
citizenship during the 15t century BC. Haussler describes how the granting of these two
substantial reforms changed the power balance between local elites and subaltern
classes in north-west Italy. The Roman administration installed local authorities and
thus probably broke up previous hierarchical structures. Subsequently, traditional
status symbols and privileges lost in value. In addition, the new system opened up new
opportunities for social rise. Therefore, he ascribes many of the visible
transformations, including those within mortuary customs and material culture display
to the social changes resulting from this legislative move. However, although valid for
his chosen case studies, these key arguments cannot work for rural communities such

as those of the Lomellina as the relevant archaeological record lacks evidence of

1 Ralph H&ussler’s 2013 publication is here referred to as Haeussler 2013 according to the published
credit. Throughout the text or with regard to other publications the German spelling is maintained
following his official web presence www.uwtsd.ac.uk/staff/ralph-h3ussler/ [accessed 08/08/2017].
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distinct social hierarchies or a local elite. This raises the question: what impact would

Rome’s social reforms have had on such a cultural landscape?

2.1. The archaeological landscape

The last decades have seen a rise in landscape studies (Thurston 2009: 358 for the
influence of landscape studies on IA research). The holistic approach towards the
archaeological heritage rooted in aspects of urbanisation, state-formation, economy
and cultural contacts broadens our perspective on prehistoric cultures and our
perception of shared identities. Those as fragmentarily preserved and documented as
the Lomellina particularly benefit from a holistic approach because it facilitates
investigation into the significance of trade and communication routes that border
and/or cross a territory seemingly without having any visible impact on the
communities around them. Holistic studies may answer questions about how much we
can still learn from a landscape where key sites such as settlements and/or ritual
places have not been discovered and the archaeological research relies exclusively on
mortuary finds. As the physical boundaries create a “sense of belonging” (Bradley et al.
2007: 3. 6), landscape is functioning as an agent and can be viewed as an additional
asset in the evolution of habitus (see Ill.1.). The landscape of the Lomellina had a
profound impact on its history: despite its supreme connectivity thanks to the rivers
Ticino and Po, its irregular geography appears to have resulted in its parallel
remoteness — the Lomellina remained free of centuriation and no major Roman roads

crossed the landscape (see chapter Il).

2.2. Disentangling multilingualism and discrepant identities in past

and present

This research started as a project proposal to investigate the ‘Romanisation of
Northern Italy’. As | delved further into the topic not only did the geographical and
chronological scope change, but the terminology used in the proposal was challenged
thoroughly. | became increasingly aware of the cultural baggage tied to the
Romanisation concept and its discrepant perception within different academic cultures
and periods as studies of identity are themselves influenced by identity (Hodos 2015:

243; Hingley 2017: 1-2). | soon realised that my research gradually became a study into
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the entanglement of bi- and multilingualism. The Roman Empire was an empire of
many languages — spoken, iconographic and material languages (see 111.1.2.2.).
Archaeology in itself is a field of bilingualism — finding a balance between the language
of the past and the language of the present, for example the perception of ‘Roman-
ness’. Additionally, archaeology as an academic subject, is taught and read in different
languages, shaped by different cultural backgrounds that impact a shared academic
language (cf. Gonzalez Sdnchez and Guglielmi 2017: vii-viii, who note that “[as]
transnational scholars [...], we are well aware of the diversity of existing approaches to
the Roman past among different European academic communities, both in theoretical
and methodological terms. [...] and the influence of the ‘Roman’-‘barbarian’ dichotomy

in the creation of both ancient and modern identities (and academic discourses)”).

Material language manifests identities and as such is the only tangible aspect of the
(sub-)conscious expression of belonging that is readily available to archaeologists.
Where the material record forms the sole basis of research, fragmentary data (see

p. 25) can initially irritate as much as a snatchy and static radio transmission. On the
other hand, fragmentation is omnipresent: “[hJuman societies are inherently
fragmented, representing many voices that reflect differences of age, sex, occupation,
locality, class, and individuality” (DeMarrais et al. 1996: 16). Consequently

fragmentation opens the field for other approaches.

2.3. The benefits of fragmentation

The fragmentary character of the relevant data favoured a theoretical approach
towards understanding the intentions and decisions of individuals and communities
reflected in the mortuary evidence — although caution is required. Bell noted on the
“practice of ritual theory” (1992: 22): “As a tool [the term ‘ritual’ and its definitions], it
must be kept from slipping out of the analyst’s hand and into the objective data he or
she is trying to interpret. Yet it has become increasingly obvious that a tighter hold on
the term does not seem to prevent such ‘slippage’ or maintain the clarity of the
boundary between theory and data.” Maintaining the boundary between theory and
data has thus been a prime aim of the present study. A potential lack of interpretative

adventurousness is also inherent in the awareness of, and my personal interest in, the
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interplay of Zeitgeist (i.e. the academic culture and personal biography of each
researcher) and scholarship — thus the above mentioned academic bilingualism. Bell
continues that “attempts to relegitimate knowledge have made even more apparent
the dynamics in the production of particular bodies of knowledge based on particular
relationships between subject and object” (ibid.). Therefore, the relationship between
subject and object is a recurring theme underlying the present study: from the
synopsis of the semantic biography of ‘Romanisation’ and the relationship between
scholarship and terminology to the discussion of a materialisation of identity through

the relationship between the individual and material culture.
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Chapter II - Archaeological and historical

background

La Lomellina ha per cosi dire due differenti eta. La prima é quella delle acque e delle
terre, che hanno formato e modellato [...] le linee portanti della regione [...]. La seconda

e quella degli uomini, che I'hanno frequentata e vi si sono stabiliti.

Tozzi 1991: 11

Identity may be said to be the sum of past experiences, present developments and
future expectations. Regarding the individual, this implies that their identities cannot
be separated from the community and wider society they are shaped by. Communities
and their shared identities are influenced by landscape and climate, a region’s history
as well as cultural, political and social events of the present; even expectations about
the future can play a significant role in how identities are emerging. It is, therefore,
necessary to examine the geological and historico-geographical foundations of a region

before shared and individual identities can be investigated.
1. The geology of north-west Italy

1.1. The general geology of the Pianura Padana

Situated between the Alps and the Apennines, the Pianura Padana (i.e. the Po plain) is
filled with an accumulation of sediments. The northern part, divided into the bassa
pianura rising from the banks of the Po and the alta pianura towards the Alpine zone,
is crossed by a multitude of rivers running in a north-north-west—south-south-east
direction. Extensive irrigation and drainage work, especially since the Roman period,
has changed the landscape enormously (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 7-8). The
environment of the bassa pianura of the Pavese, including the Lomellina is
characterised by water-permeable layers of sand and detritus, and impermeable
accumulations of clay and silt resulting in a phreatic surface with high groundwater
saturation reflected through local flora, and agricultural activity (Marchetti et al. 1984

30-32, figs 2. 4-6).

The prehistoric landscape of the Pianura Padana was presumably covered with dense

vegetation alternating with glades and inhabited by deer and boar (Milani 1984: 77).
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Human alterations to this woodland started with the regulation of the numerous rivers
and streams at the beginning of the BA (c. mid-2"¢ millennium BC). Since the 2™
century BC, the Roman schemes of irrigation and centuriation changed the landscape
visibly: “se vogliamo riferirci all'Alta Pianura Padana, la data di inizio di un paesaggio
agrario di vasta portata va sposata alla centuriazione romana, che ebbe luogo nell'89
a.C.” (Tomaselli 1980: 274). As a result of centuriation at least 60% (Castelletti and
Rottoli 1998: 51) of the Pianura Padana was deforested and converted to agriculture
(Tozzi 1972; Milani 1984: 77; Panzeri 1999: 15; Marchetti 2002 for the long-term

environmental impact of anthropogenic changes to the Padane landscape).

1.1.1. Excursus: an artificial landscape - centuriation
With the granting of Latin rights in 89 BC (see p. 52) Rome changed the Transpadane
landscape far beyond its administrative properties and centuriation transformed the
Pianura Padana visibly. Roman colonialism across the entire Italian peninsula had been
accompanied by expropriation and relocation of indigenous populations and Roman
citizens. The comprehensive administrative endeavour was based on land surveys
rooted in town-planning concepts developed by Greek and Near Eastern colonists
(Stek 2017: 13). With the urbanisation of the landscape surrounding newly established
colonies the grid-system spread from the centre to the periphery including the
improvement of existing and the construction of new road networks (Fig. 3);
settlements were extended and embellished according to their new status as Latin
colonies, new central places such as Pavia-Ticinum (see 11.2.2.4.1) were founded. The
economic landscape became “increasingly interdependent and interrelated”
(Haeussler 2013: 145). As exchange and trade networks shifted, communities found
themselves closer to or increasingly remote from central contact zones — and the
landscape was physically reshaped with a neat and organised grid of squared centuriae
or elongated strigae or scamna (ibid. 145. 159-160). Not only in the surroundings of
Cremona, Mantua, Bergamo and Brescia, the structures left by centuriation are still
visible (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 9-10), a close look at infrastructural patterns north of
Pavia also reveals clear evidence of centuriae (Storia di Pavia | 1984: 372-373 pl. II;

Talbert 2009:252; Fig. 4 and Appendix Figs I-Il and LXXII).
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Fig. 3 The western Pianura Padana and the extent of centuriation (Pearce and Tozzi 2000: map 39).

The map includes the names of those peoples that can be located based on historiographic and archaeological
sources. The Lomellina remained largely non-centuriated and thus accounts for the largest area in Padane north-
west Italy without centuriation.

The impact of centuriation must have been diametrical: where centuriation coincided
with irrigation the quality of the land was improved; on the other hand, it often
involved land redistribution and the expropriation of previous inhabitants. This was
common immediately after the conquest of new territories. During the 2915t
centuries BC in particular, numerous military conflicts — specifically the Social and Civil
war — created a pressing demand in land for an increasing number of veterans. Land
redistribution was accompanied by a land register that organised large numbers of
Latin and, after 49 BC, Roman citizens who were entitled to official representation in
Rome. The land register granted an official administrative identity and secured land
ownership (Haeussler 2013: 159. 162). Moreover, Haussler assumes that land
increasingly came into the hands of a comparatively small number of powerful
landowners who leased their property to be worked by tenants. Centuriation thus
forced rural communities to integrate faster into the social hierarchy of the early
Principate (ibid. 39). Nevertheless, a landscape untouched by centuriation like the
Lomellina might have experienced this profound change differently: on the one hand,

land may have remained in the hands of indigenous communities — a class of
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independent peasants — that knew how to work an environment probably deemed
agriculturally negligible by Roman surveyors; on the other, the Lomellina might have
come to be seen as a refuge for dispossessed communities from surrounding areas — a
demographic hypothesis that could explain the increase in mortuary activity during the
1t centuries BC/AD (see IV.3.). The omission of the Lomellina from centuriation might,
moreover, explain why the area between Ticino and Sesia was only crossed by one
major road and, apart from the mansio at Lomello-Laumellum as well as the
mutationes at Dorno-Duriae and Cozzo-Cuttiae, saw no development of central places
(see Figs 3-4). Whether it also entailed omission from the land register, is doubtful.
However, such negligence would have complicated official requests by the inhabitants
of the Lomellina, probably resulting in a delayed incorporation into the social hierarchy
of the early Principate and thus contradicting Haussler’s assumption about rural

integration.

Haussler stresses the visual and palpable effect of “discarding indigenous boundaries”
and thus turning the north-western Italian landscape from wild and “chaotic” to
“ordered” and civilised. He even suggests that ignoring natural landscape features
expressed “Rome’s superiority as supernatural” (Haeussler 2013: 145. 160; cf. Stek
2017: 13 criticising the association of “subordination of nature” with the “allegedly
firm and resolute Roman mind”). Undoubtedly, Rome’s administration created a
‘landscape of power’ in newly conquered territories, and centuriation with all its visible
results in boundaries, roads and municipal structures would have been the most
palpable element. However, the density of IA cemeteries in the Lomellina particularly
along the Ticino and Terdoppio (see Fig. 1) implies an equally dense settlement
network and thus a structured landscape far from ‘chaotic wilderness’ even before

centuriation could have manifested boundaries in a grid system.

1.2. The geology of the Lomellina

Tozzi described the landscape of the Lomellina as being the product of two stories (see
p. 28): the story of its geology and that written by humans. Both have been intrinsically

tied to each other since the Lomellina’s inhabitants began to alter its appearance.
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Three rivers border the geographic and historical district of Lomellina (c. 1250 km?):
The Sesia and Po form its western border, with the latter continuing eastwards and
limiting the Lomellina to the south. The Ticino to the east was one of the most
important trade and communication routes for north-west Italy as evidenced through
settlement patterns and the distribution of exchange goods (Pearce 1994: 106-108).
The navigability of the Po, at least until the confluence with the Ticino, has already
been attested by Pliny (NH 3.17.123) and Polybius (2.16.10; cf. Uggeri 1998 74-79). A
line of springs between Palestra and Cassolnovo forms the modern northern extent of
the Lomellina; because this modern extent includes the southern extension of the
Novarese centuriation, the northern boundary has most probably shifted throughout
history. The modern landscape is ostensibly uniform and flat. A closer look, however,
reveals low, isolated or grouped reliefs, which are a legacy from the pre-modern

landscape (Rota and Vanni 1934).

Sedimentary accumulations have also shaped the landscape of the Lomellina
(Marchetti et al. 1984: 36 fig 7; 45-46; see 11.1.1). The resulting geological layers with
their different density and hardness reacted contrastingly to erosion. Inland sand
dunes, the so-called dossi or sabbioni, created an irregular landscape (Fig. 6). Although
these hillocks of 5-6 m altitude are not unique to the Lomellina, they appear to be the
primary — or at least one — reason for the lack of centuriation (Landini 1952: 36-37;
Marchetti et al. 1984: 33; Pearce 1994: 19-20). Even were the dossi explanation
enough to understand the Roman disregard of the Lomellina for centuriation, another
geological feature might further emphasise the ‘agricultural valuelessness’ of the

landscape: its probably smaller extent during antiquity.

Dionisotti (1896: 7-76) was the first to postulate a shift of the river Sesia south of
Vercelli occurring during the 4t century. Nowadays, this palaeo-course of the Sesia is
in part occupied by the Agogna and in places visible as landscape feature (Fig. 5).
Although a shift of the Sesia during Late Antiquity cannot be confirmed irrefutably, the
hypothesis implies that the Lomellina, flanked by Ticino and Sesia would thus have

been smaller (Ferraris 2016: 76-83).
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Fig. 5 Satellite image with the course of the Sesia (left edge) south of Mortara and the part
course of a river is discernible.
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Fig. 6 Section of the geological and geomorphological map of the province of Pavia.

The dotted areas between Cergnago, Tromello and Vigevano, in particular, show dossi that are still discernible. For a
large print of this map and a map showing the area east of Dorno towards Pavia see Appendix Figs LXXI (p. 511) and
LXXII (p. 512).

By the late 20™ century at the latest, most of the dossi had disappeared from the
landscape resulting in an almost complete extinction of the prehistoric flora of
marshland in the river valleys and well-wooded fern vegetation. Cartographic details
alone still indicate vanished landscape features. Traces of the original landscape are
only preserved in natural conservation areas (Fig. 7. Landini 1952: 49; Corbetta 1968;

Pearce et al. 1992; Gheza et al. 2015: 308-309).

However, the consequences of the geological and geomorphological evolution of the
Lomellina were historically more far-reaching than ‘merely’ rendering the landscape
unsuitable for the Roman scheme of centuriation. The Lomellina’s richness in siliceous
sands facilitated local industries. In addition to agricultural activity, the income of the
Lomellina was probably based on brick and tile production (Landini 1952: 38). Various
material culture studies have suggested local pottery workshops (e.g. black-gloss ware,
small terracotta figurines and appliqués; see chapter V) exploiting the rich clay
resources (Marchetti et al. 1984: 32; Saletti 1984: 328-330). Pliny’s remark on flax

cultivation (NH 19.2.7-9) can be interpreted as a hint at linen manufacturing adding to



the production of wool. Although the white sands of the Lomellina (NH 17.4: “sabulum
album in Ticiniensi”), which would have facilitated the cultivation of flax, were
according to Pliny of no use to growing vine, trees and crops, his observation indirectly
implies a suitability for local glass manufacturing, a proposition that might be
evidenced by the abundance of glass items in early Imperial burials (see V.1.4.3 and
V.4.2.1. Regarding the unlikelihood of raw glass producing workshops in the Roman
west: Amrein 2006, who emphasises that no archaeological evidence has been found
so far, which could prove a production of raw glass along the Ticino). Nevertheless,
although the particular emphasis of certain artefacts within the archaeological record
of the province of Pavia indicates local production centres in the Lomellina, the
interpretation of finds distributions demands caution. The relative abundance of early
Imperial material culture such as glass items, ceramica invetriata, and TS (Saletti 1984:
330) could presumably result from a better quantitatively and qualitatively
archaeological record as already attested for the pre-Roman Lomellina in comparison

to other areas of north-west Italy (Pearce 1994: 59).

Fig. 7 Satellite image with a private hunting reserve east of Cergnago (top right).
This area of about 55 ha is one of only a few natural conservation areas that preserve a more authentic woodland
landscape.
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2. The pre- and proto-history of the Lomellina in the context of
north-west Italy
Long before north-west Italy became Rome’s gateway to Central Europe and the
north-west provinces, the region had been a point of departure and destination for
cross-Alpine exchange. As the Alps were more easily crossed than the Apennines, this
trade resulted in close cultural links especially between the EIA Golasecca and Hallstatt

cultures (Chevallier 1983: 106-107; Pearce 1994: 13. 56; Boatwright et al. 2004: 2-5).

Geographic and historical reports of the region, covering Lombardy and Piedmont,
emerged only with its shift into Rome’s political and military focus. Although a few
earlier references made by Cato in his Origines have been passed down, the oldest
account known to us comes from Polybius (mid-2" century BC). In his Histories
covering the period between 220 and 146 BC he described the geography and history,
the populations and economy of what was then a Roman province — Gallia Cisalpina.
At the end of the 1%t century BC, Livy, who was born in Padua, listed the numerous
conflicts between Rome and local populations in his Ab Urbe Condita. According to
Pliny the Elder, who was born in Como, the inhabitants of the western Pianura Padana
comprised the Lepontii in the pre-Alpine zones, the Orobii around Lake Como, the
Insubres, who founded Milan and were described as the most dominant group, the
Laevi and Libici along the Ticino, the Marici, and the Vertamocori of Novara (Pliny NH

3.124; cf. Vannacci Lunazzi 1979a: 89-90; Arslan 1984: 118-119).

2.1. Historical sources

Whilst ancient writers reported about northern Italy in general, their specific
references to the Lomellina are few. Considering its specific landscape and the obvious
Roman disregard, it must, on the contrary, be considered as surprising that ancient
sources allow us to draw information about the Lomellina at all. The focus lies on the
origin of the local population and their economic contributions to the Roman empire.
The pre-Roman inhabitants of the Lomellina are described both as Celtic/Gallic (for the
frequently contradictory use of ‘Celtic’ and ‘Gallic’ see 11.2.2.3.1) and as indigenous.
Polybius (Hist. 2.17.4: “Those occupying the first districts near the source of the Po,

were the Laevi and Lebecii [AaoL kat AeBekiol], after them the Insubres, the largest
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tribe of all, and next to these, on the banks of the river, the Cenomani”) and Ptolemy
(Geogr. 3.1.132) describe the inhabitants of the Lomellina and Lomello-Laumellum as
Libici, an ethnonym classified as Celtic due to its ethnic belonging to the Insubres. Livy
(Hist. 5.35.2) and Pliny (NH 3.124), however, called them Laevi and identified them as
Ligurian, i.e. indigenous (cf. Landini 1952: 10; Arslan 1984: 119). Briefly returning to
the geography of the Lomellina, such an indigenous or Ligurian affiliation of the
communities could be an additional explanation for the area’s exclusion from
centuriation. In contrast to the Insubres, who fought Rome until the peace treaty of
196 BC, the Ligurian population supported Rome during the Second Punic War. The
exclusion from centuriation may have been a concession to the allied communities of
the Lomellina, who would have found themselves in a frontier zone between allies and
enemies of Rome. In a similar vein, it has been suggested that the Lomellina was
divided between three ethnic groups with the Laevi living along the Ticino, the Marici,
inhabiting the terraces of the Po and the Libici settling next to the Sesia (Arslan 2002;
2004). This overlapping of different ethnic groups could thus also explain the absence

of central places in the centre of the Lomellina.

The ambiguity of these ancient sources becomes not only evident in their discrepant
ethnic identification of the indigenous populations of north-west Italy, it is also difficult
to identify either the Lomellina and/or specific sites in these texts. Pliny, who describes
both Laevi and Marici as founders of Pavia-Ticinum, refers to a regio Aliana that could
be identified as the Lomellina; his toponym Retovium could refer to modern Robbio

Lomellina (NH 3.124 and 19.2.7-9; cf. Macchioro 1991: 338).

2.2. Archaeological sources

2.2.1. The Lomellina during prehistory
Throughout pre- and proto-history the population of the Lomellina settled on the river
plains and dossi that characterised the landscape (for detailed descriptions and lists of
prehistoric sites see in particular Pearce 1994; in the following section, sites dated
prior to the LIA are primarily mentioned if they coincide with mortuary sites

investigated in this thesis).
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The Lomellina is geographically and cultural-historically well-defined in its boundaries.
Human activity is attested from the 9™ millennium BC onward. Although these traces
are scarce, they are nevertheless of interest as finds are concentrated along the same
waterways that shaped the Lomellina’s life also in subsequent periods. Mesolithic sites
document a population based on hunting and gathering as well as fishing (Nava 1984:
90; Macchioro 1991: 334; Pearce 1994: 60). The so-called Neolithic Revolution (5t to
mid-4™" millennium BC) increased the spectrum of finds, which point to a concentration
of human activity along the upper Terdoppio and Ticino. During the Chalcolithic period
(mid-4t to end of 3 millennium BC. Fig. 8), finds ascribe the local populations to the
Remedello culture (Pearce 1994: 62-63). The continued prevalence of the eastern half
of the Lomellina is obvious, although a lack of archaeological reports must be
contemplated. This pattern changed with the introduction of metallurgy to north-west

Italy (Vannacci Lunazzi 1981d; Nava 1984: 91-92; Pearce 1994: 62-64).
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Fig. 8 Chalcolithic sites in the Lomellina.
From north to south: Vigevano, frazione Morsella (including some extraordinary stone axes, asce in pietra verde),
Gambolo, frazione Belcreda (mortuary context and sporadic finds of pottery), Garlasco (sporadic finds of pottery),
Gropello Cairoli (sporadic finds of pottery) and Carbonara al Ticino, localita Sabbione (mortuary contexts with the
earliest evidence of metalworking in the Lomellina).
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2.2.2. The early metal ages

2.2.2.1. The Bronze Age
With the beginning of the BA the archaeological record increases profoundly — from
singular finds over settlement sites, cemeteries and hoards. As with other areas of
Italy, the settlements of the Lomellina were characterised by a stability over several
centuries and good resource management. The terraces of Ticino, Terdoppio and Sesia
were ideal for agricultural communities using the rivers for water management and
the exchange of material and immaterial goods. The archaeological record reflects
cultural influences from the Terramare culture of the central and eastern Po valley
during the MBA (c. 1600-1310 BC. BA chronology following De Marinis 1999) and LBA
(c. 1310-1175 BC. Vannacci Lunazzi 1979b; 1981d; Nava 1984: 93-96. 99; Macchioro
1991: 335; Pearce 1994: 65-68; Panzeri 1999: 15-16; Pearce 2007: 86-87).
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Fig. 9 Bronze Age sites in the Lomellina.

Settlement activity is attested amongst others at Dorno, localita Montalbano and Formighera (12) and at Gambolo
(5; including a substantial cemetery); hoards were discovered at Robbio (1), Gropello Cairoli (10), Semiana (11),
Borgo San Siro, localita Torrazza (14) and at Pieve Albignola (15; 37 finished and unfinished flanged axes of copper
and bronze).
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Two settlements were of outstanding significance: Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo
Spirito (Fig. 9,13) and Garlasco, localita Boffalora (Fig. 9,9. Vannacci Lunazzi 1975a).
The site of Santo Spirito proved to have played an important role throughout the pre-
and early proto-history of the Lomellina. Occupation might have begun as early as the
EBA (c. 2200-1600 BC) and continued throughout the MBA-FBA (Vannacci Lunazzi
1979a: 88; Pearce 1994: 64). An even older date might be given for the settlement
near Garlasco. Its size of about 5 ha underlines the significance of the Lomellina during
the MBA-LBA. Extensive human activity around Garlasco is also evidenced through a
13t century BC burial at /ocalitd Baraggia and sporadic pottery and bronze finds at
frazione Madonna delle Bozzole (Vannacci Lunazzi 1981d; Nava 1984: 92-93; Pearce
1994: 64). Ceramics and a bronze bracelet, which suggest the Lomellina’s association
with the Canegrate culture of western Lombardy, the Novara province and the Ticino
valley, were excavated at Vigevano, frazione Morsella, localita Cascinassa (ibid.; Nava

1984: 98; Vannacci Lunazzi 1986c. Fig. 9,3).

A cemetery of 66 cremations at Gambolo was dated between the end of the MBA and
the beginning of the LBA, respectively the end of the Scamozzina-Monza phase and the
beginning of the Canegrate phase (Simone 1990-1991; 1992-1993). After an initial
period of mixed mortuary rites (as attested at some Northern Italian cemeteries),
cremation became dominant throughout Italy during the MBA. Together with the
selection of grave goods, including items of dress and jewellery as well as daggers, the
adoption of cremation emphasises that the Lomellina was a member of a north-
western Italian network with transalpine Europe. By the LBA and FBA (c. 1175-920 BC),
the entire wider region was part of the pan-European urnfield culture (Invernizzi 2010:

10).

With the beginning of the FBA (1180-920 BC), evidence of profound change becomes
visible throughout Northern Italy. Human activity seems to decrease; numerous
settlement sites were abandoned and the remaining communities moved towards the
upper plain and the lacustrine areas along the foot of the Alps. The Lomellina appears
to have been equally affected and, apart from sporadic finds found amongst others at

Gropello Cairoli, only the cemetery at Gravellona, localita Monte Giano (Fig. 9,2)
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seems to have been in continuous use (Arslan 1984: 108; Macchioro 1991: 335; Pearce

1994: 72).

2.2.2.2. The Early Iron Age - la prima Eta del Ferro
The decline of settlement activity continued with the beginning of the IA (9t-8th
centuries BC). Although profound social changes resulted in the foundation of proto-
urban centres all over the peninsula, in north-west Italy these exclusively concentrated
around the lakes at Como and Sesto Calende-Golasecca-Castelletto Ticino. The
accumulation of wealth by local aristocracies becomes visible in their rich and often

‘exotic’ grave good assemblages (Invernizzi 2010: 10).

The following centuries brought the Lomellina back into the settlement landscape of
north-west Italy. Finds from Garlasco and other sites suggest intensifying contacts with
Liguria during the second half of the 7t and the early 6 century BC (Arslan 1984: 108-
109. 111-112; Macchioro 1991: 335; Pearce 1994: 79-82; De Caro 2002. Fig. 10; Arslan
2007). A LT I brooch from Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito can be identified as
the oldest LT find from the Lomellina (contemporary with local G Il A3 contexts; Arslan
1984: 119). The area increasingly benefited from intensifying contacts with the
Etruscan culture that had opened the Po valley to the Italian peninsula and the wider
Mediterranean during the 6™ century. This is also indicated by the preference for
revived settlement activity along the banks of the Ticino (ibid. 109). Singular finds of
Etruscan bucchero from Lomello (probably 5™ century ), an Orvietan bronze bowl from
Garlasco and an oenochoe ascribed to a workshop in Vulci found at Dorno point to the
Lomellina’s embeddedness into the fluvial exchange system between the central Po
valley and the lacustrine core areas of the Golasecca culture (ibid. 111; Macchioro
1991: 335; Pearce 1994: 80-81. 95; for a concise bibliography of Golasecca finds from
the Lomellina excavated and published until the mid-1990s: Pearce 1994: 76-84 and
Simone Zopfi 1994a: 66).

Rich evidence of human activity has been excavated at Santo Spirito, where numerous
finds imply a large settlement with bronze workshops. As with Dorno and Lomello, the
site is located along a later Roman road (Vannacci Lunazzi 1979a: 88). Regarding the
wider picture, it is significant that both also revealed Etruscan material (Arslan 1984

112-113; Pearce 1994: 82. 95. 99; De Caro 2002). This suggests that although the
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Roman Lomellina was characterised by the lack of a larger central place, certain

agglomerations had been of longstanding importance and thus were probably more

affected by the economic impact of the Roman conquest than minor communities.
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Fig. 10 Early Irbn Age sites in the Lomellina.

The sites include (+) mortuary contexts, (S) settlement evidence and (E) Etruscan imports:

1 Vigevano (+),

2 Gambolo (+),

3 Borgo San Siro (+),

4 Garlasco, localita Cascina
Bonifica (E) & 5 Boschi del
Vignolo along the road towards
localita Ca’Bassa (+ including

G IC-1IB burials),

6 Garlasco, frazione Madonna
delle Bozzole (+; S?; E),

7 Zerbolo (+),

8 Garlasco,

9 Gropello Cairoli (+),

10 Villanova d’Ardenghi (+),
11 Gropello Cairoli, localita
Santo Spirito (+; S; E),

12 Carbonara al Ticino (+),

13 San Martino Siccomario (+),
14 Travaco Siccomario (+),

15 Dorno,

16 Lomello. (E)
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2.2.3. The Late Iron Age and period of Gallic migrations - 1a seconda Eta
del Ferro
The beginning of the LIA of north-west Italy is traditionally defined as the period of
Gallic migrations at the beginning of the 4™ century BC. Although Livy (e.g. 5.33.2-6)
mentions earlier invasions of northern Italy that resulted in the Insubrian foundation
of Milan and the settlement of Cenomani in the area of Brescia and Verona, the
archaeological record cannot verify this information (Bonini 1999; Grassi and Frontini

2009: 49-52).

2.2.3.1.  Excursus: ‘Celtic’, ‘Gallic’ and the Gallic migrations

The story runs that this race, allured by the delicious fruits and especially the wine—then a novel
luxury—had crossed the Alps and possessed themselves of lands that had before been tilled by the

Etruscans.

Livy 5.33.2

The so-called Gallic migrations (this study prefers the less drastic term ‘migration’ over
‘invasion’ as the latter evokes images of barbaric marauders; Piana Agostinetti 2004:
69-73) describe a comparatively short period with an archaeological and historical

record characterised by discrepancies.

As the study of IA cultures in Northern Italy not only poses the question of their origin
but also raises issues of how to classify the population in a wider context, it is here
that the terminological distinction between ‘Celtic’ and ‘Gallic’ should be briefly

discussed.

During the second half of the 1%t millennium BC, Northern Italy is largely dominated by
various cultures with a distinct LT character: Insubres, Cenomani, Boii and Senones —

all of which tend to be grouped together indiscriminately as ‘Celtic’ or ‘Gallic’.

Particularly within Anglo-American scholarship, ‘Celtic’ comes with an almost
inextricable baggage (Williams 2001: 7-14). The term is caught between archaeological
and linguistic studies (Collis 1996; Fitzpatrick 1996; Renfrew 1996; James 1999; Collis
2003; Koch 2007) as well as a popular perception deriving from the ‘Celtic revival’
especially during the 19t century (as showcased during the 2015-2016 exhibition The

Celts at the British Museum; pers. comm. J. Farley).
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Italian scholars tend to differentiate between ‘i celti’ (i.e. the IA populations prior to
the Gallic migrations) and ‘i galli’ after 400 BC. Since the late 1980s/early 1990s, this
differentiation follows linguistic considerations. Because a Celtic language, Lepontic,
emerged within the context of the Golasecca culture, it is common to describe the

indigenous IA cultures of Northern Italy as ‘Celtic’ — “le zone sono occupate da tribu

celtiche” (Biaggio Simona and Butti Ronchetti 2007: 256). The academic interplay

between archaeological and linguistic studies was fostered by political considerations.

‘Celtic’ became increasingly popular during the 1990s in reference to the wider

European IA. In the wake of contemporary political changes, the term reflected a new

European identity, promoted through the EU-sponsored / Celti exhibition (Venice,

1990. Williams 2001: 7-14). The transalpine arrivals and the influence of the LT culture

on Northern Italy, however, are perceived as ‘Gallic’ (Piana Agostinetti 2004: 65-69;

Vitali 2005: 7-14). This choice is based on the general association of ‘Gallic’ with the 1A

cultures of France and Belgium and acknowledges the Roman geographic

denomination Gallia Cisalpina.

Following this equation of ‘indigenous’ = ‘Celtic’, the population of the Lomellina have

been described as “i gruppi celtici stanziati in Lomellina” (Invernizzi 2010). This Italian

convention has been adopted throughout the present study, although both ‘Celtic’ and

‘Gallic’ have been avoided for descriptive purposes wherever archaeologically more

precise terms such as ‘Golasecca’ or ‘LT culture’ have been available, especially as

“latenizzazione non significa automaticamente e necessariamente ‘Celti’” (Vitali 2005:

9) or ‘Gallic’.

Various ancient authors, including Livy (5.33), have told the story of Gallic tribes
invading Italy from a Greek and Roman perspective. Recording the events
retrospectively and addressing their contemporaries, they gave accounts of the
geography and history of neighbouring regions or justified Rome’s military
interventions in the north. Relying on cultural stereotypes and analogies, they
explained the motivation behind the southward Gallic migration by reference to an
excess of population (i.e. the well-known incentive for the founding of numerous
Greek colonies) and the riches of the south (Arslan 1984: 119; Hauschild 20103;
Schonfelder 2010b: 2-3)
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Archaeological evidence of the Gallic migrations has been sought since the late 19t
century. In 1870, de Mortillet (1870-1871) compared finds from Bologna and
Marzabotto (BO) with IA artefacts from the Champagne region. He identified them as
Gallic and thus laid the foundation for the study of LT finds in Northern Italy.
Reinecke’s study of LT | swords in Central and Southern Italy suggested that their
distribution does not reflect the expansion of the LT culture and the range of the
migration movement (Reinecke 1940). During the 1970s and 1980s a growing number
of material culture studies focused on trade and exchange between Italy and
transalpine Europe emphasising the importance of Mediterranean imports for the rise
of the EIA ‘Fiirstenphdnomen’ (e.g. Frey 1971; Kruta Poppi 1975; Kruta 1978; Pare
1991; von Hase 1992 and 1998; Eggert 2006; Eggert et al. 2010).

Current research projects investigate the causes and nature of the Gallic migrations
with the help of scientific methods. A climatological study indicates that climatic
changes and subsequent crop failures might have forced transalpine groups to
emigrate (Sirocko 2009), although ongoing research still has to verify this hypothesis
(Schonfelder 2010c: 46). Anthropological research —in particular isotope analyses —
approach questions about the origin of individuals buried at sites that had previously
been described as probably ‘foreign’ on the grounds of artefacts (e.g. weaponry
classified as LT style). At Monte Bibele (BO), for example, almost a third of the skeletal
remains indicate a childhood spent in a distinctly different geological environment
with mineral values deviating from local ones, although the identification of first-
generation migrant burials complicated the 8’Sr/8¢Sr analysis (Hauschild et al. 2013;

Scheeres et al. 2013; Scheeres 2014; cf. Vitali and Lejars 2010).

In conclusion, we are reminded that although the archaeological record of ‘Gallic’
material culture, particularly weaponry, seems to verify the account given by Roman
authors, bioarchaeometric investigations suggest that material exchange might have
played a more important role in the spread of LT weaponry during the so-called Gallic

migrations than human movement (Schénfelder 2010c: 46-47).
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Key dates periods Transalpine North-west Central
area Italy Italy/Etruria
1300-1200  Urnfield Canegrate Late BA
culture Bz
D2/Ha Al
1200-900 Ha A Proto- Final BA
Golasecca
Proto-
Villanovan
900-750 Ha B Gl Early 1A
Villanovan
Period
750-575 Ha C Orientalising
Period
600-489 Ha D1 GIlA-B Archaic Period
431-404: Peloponnese War 500-400 Ha D2-3 Gl Al Classical
period
LT A GIIIA2
396: Roman defeat of Veii 400-375 LTA Gl A3
c. 388: ‘Celtic invasion’/Gallic
migrations
387/386: Gallic siege of Rome
385-383: Siege of Pyrgi
375-300 LT B1 \ Hellenistic
Period/Roman
300-250 LT B2
Republic
233: Rome defeats the Apuani of 250-200 LTC1

Cispadane Liguria

225-222: Rome’s war against the

Insubres
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222: Battle of Clastidium

219/8: Foundation of Piacenza and

Cremona

218-201: 2™ Punic War

218: Battle of Ticinus

197 & 196: Peace treaties with 200-100 LT C2

Cenomani and Insubres

190: Rome defeats the Boii

181: Foundation of Aquileia

148/7: Via Postumia

91-88: Social War 120-70 LT D1

90: Roman citizenship for Cispadani

89: Lex Pompeia: Latin rights for

Transpadani

58-52: Caesar is governor of Gallia 70-27 LT D2

Cisalpina & Transalpina
58: Foundation of Novum Comum

49: Causa Transpadani: Roman

citizenship for Transpadani

41: End of Provincial status for Gallia

Cisalpina
43-14: Triumviral/Augustan colonies

27 BC- AD 14: Principate of Augustus 27 BC- Principate

AD 300
24-15: Conquest of Alpine peoples

16: Reorganisation of Italy in regiones

Tab. 2 Relevant historical dates of the Republican period and Roman conquest of north-west Italy (after Haussler
2007: tabs 1-2; Haeussler 2013: tab. 2.1).



The Gallic migrations fell into a period of roughly half a century that saw the decline of
the Etruscan presence in the Po valley, where they had intensified their commercial
network since the mid-6™ century BC, in particular around Forcello di Bagnolo S. Vito
(MN. Grassi and Frontini 2009: 44-49). The involvement of Gallic mercenaries in the
Peloponnesian War not only benefitted Gallic groups economically and emphasised
their image of skilled warriors, but may also have encouraged settlement in Northern
Italy and strengthened their position as the Etruscan dominion over Central Italy

dwindled after a series of military defeats (Hauschild 2010b: 28).

The 4t and 3™ centuries BC were a period of further profound social changes that
impacted all of Northern Italy. Throughout the Lomellina, human activity appears to
have slowed down. Nevertheless, the archaeological record provides plenty of
evidence of continuity during LT I. Rare finds of imported black-gloss ware (BGW) from
Vigevano, frazione La Sforzesca, imply continued contact with Etruscan workshops at
Adria and Volterra probably via the central Padane communities (see V.1.4.1. Arslan
1984; Macchioro 1991: 336; Grassi 1995). The rich dataset is characterised by pear-
shaped jars and spouted jugs probably deriving from Etruscan Schnabelkannen, and,
towards the end of the 3™ century, by weapons resembling the classic Gallic panoply
of sword, shield and spear. Local vessels for the storage of wine, pear-shaped flagons
that subsequently evolved into the so-called vasi a trottola (see V.1.3), are outstanding
within the regional pottery spectrum. Their shape made them particularly useful for
the storage of wine, strengthening the hypothesis that wine cultivation increased
during the LIA (Macchioro 1991: 336) — despite Pliny’s scathing verdict regarding the
area’s suitability for wine cultivation (NH 17.4). The small terracotta figurine of a
cucullatus holding a bundle of grapes (PV_GRC_IMar_026) seems to emphasise the
significance of viticulture for the local communities up until at least the Principate. The
mortuary assemblages suggest an agricultural and pastoral society led by a small
warrior elite distinguished by their weapon burials. Women were identified through
their jewellery, mainly bronze arm rings, and domestic tools, such as spindle whorls.
Although the graves combined elements of Golasecca and Gallic traditions, they
appear to have remained strangers to both cultures, particularly in their continued use

of cremation. The region is described as giving “I'espressione di un sostrato locale
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estraneo a entrambe queste culture [the Golasecca and Gallic cultures] che rimanda

all’ambito ligure” (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 170).

In contrast to the inhabitants of the Lomellina, the Insubres and Cenomani preferred
inhumation up until the 2" century BC. Women and children were occasionally still
inhumed as late as the Augustan period. Whilst the Insubres of western Lombardy are
more difficult to investigate, as complete grave good assemblages are rare, the
eastern part of Lombardy provides a coherent image of funerary traditions. In both
areas, gendered grave good assemblages comprised weaponry for men and ring
jewellery for women reflecting a cultural similarity to contemporary transalpine
cultures. The female costume (e.g. Hohlbuckelringe), in particular, appears to confirm
Pliny’s (NH 3.130) and Caesar’s (BG 7.75) theories about the central-western European
descent of the Cenomani (Bonini 1999: 72-74; Grassi and Frontini 2009: 169-170).

Therefore, Arslan concludes that although the Lomellina remained part of a wider
north-west Italian exchange network we can detect “la sua autonomia culturale, che
nettamente la distingue dagli insubri e dagli altri gruppi culturali dagli insubri
dominati” (Arslan 1984: 119: cf. 2002). These differences in material culture and
funerary traditions strengthen Livy’s (Hist. 5.35.2) and Pliny’s (NH 3.124) identification

of the Lomellina and its inhabitants as indigenous (see 11.2.1).

2.2.4. The latest Iron Age and period of Roman conquest - I'eta della
romanizzazione

The Roman conquest of north-west Italy began with Rome’s war against the Insubres
in 225-222 BC. The following two centuries until the administrative changes of
41 (inclusion of the Pianura Padana into /talia and abrogation of the status as
province) and 16 BC (division in regiones) are typically classified as eta della
romanizzazione (i.e. the period of Romanisation) in the Italian literature (e.g. Grassi
and Frontini 2009; Spagnolo Garzoli 1999). The term ‘Romanisation’ describes the
cultural and administrative changes of a region up until the period of full romanita,
which in the case of Lombardy coincides with the beginning of the Imperial Age
(Spagnolo Garzoli 1999: 50. For a full discussion of the term ‘Romanisation’, see 111.2.2,

and 111.2.3.2.2 in particular for the Italian use).
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The defeat of the Insubres at the ‘Battle of Clastidium’ (Casteggio, PV) and the
conquest of Milan were emphasised by the foundation of two Roman colonies on both
banks of the Po: Piacenza-Placentia and Cremona. Nevertheless, Rome’s enterprise to
integrate northern Italy into its territory focused primarily on the Cispadane Emilia.
The Second Punic War interrupted the endeavour and highlighted the importance of
the region for the safety of the Roman territory as Insubres and Boii pledged their
alliance with Hannibal. Although Veneti and Cenomani remained allies to Rome, the

two colonies were now surrounded by enemies (Bonini 1999: 75-76).

The first battle between the Carthaginian forces and Rome’s army on modern ltalian
territory was fought in Transpadane north-west Italy in November 218 BC. The
location of the ‘Battle of Ticinus’ remains uncertain. Livy and Polybius (Hist. 3.69) give
an account of the event and its location. According to Livy, Hannibal and Publius
Cornelius Scipio faced each other on the plains flanking the right bank of the Ticino,
not far from its confluence with the Po, i.e. modern Lomellina (Livy 21.39.45-47). It is
impossible to locate with certainty either the Carthaginian or the Roman camp, but it
is generally assumed that the Vigevanasco and the neighbouring areas to the north,
part of modern Piedmont, were witness to this crucial event. Scipio’s camp has been
assumed to have been set up around Gambolo. As tempting as it is to accept Livy’s
account, the archaeological record provides no evidence of the battle on Lomellina
territory (Maccabruni 2002: 38-41 tab. 1 with a list of all principal studies attempting
to locate the battleground within the boundaries of the Lomellina since Alciato’s study

around 1530).

In the wake of the Second Punic War the Cenomani changed sides resulting in a
further war between Rome and the Gallic alliance. Whilst the conflict with the Boii
continued and ended according to Strabo (Geogr. 5.213) not only with their defeat,
but also with their deportation and emigration to their transalpine lands of origin, the
Cenomani and Insubres accepted defeat and agreed to peace treaties (foedera). The
agreement included a payment of tribute and loss of territory to Rome as well as
support of Rome’s foreign affairs through the recruitment of troops (Bonini 1999: 76).
Neither written sources nor the archaeological record, however, inform us about the

impact of this peace treaty on the Lomellina and its communities. During the 1
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century BC, the demographic and cultural landscape of the Lomellina was transformed
profoundly: 29% of all dated burials of the pre-Roman and early Roman period is
classified as LT D and thus point to an increased human activity (see IV.3.3.2). The area
opened up to new ideas, as the Roman conquest facilitated the influence of new
aspects of material and immaterial culture such as the adaptation of BGW and the

integration of funerary beds into their funerary rituals.

2.2.4.1. Excursus: the administrative integration into the Roman territory

Of all the ingredients that helped the Romans build their empire, none was so
successful or surprising as the one you can't see: citizenship. And their ability to turn

people not born in Rome into fully fledged Romans.

Beard 2016a

Two legislative changes during the 1%t century BC tied Transpadane Italy firmly to
Rome. The lex Pompeia granted Latin rights to the populations and thus raised their
central places to the status of Latin colony. This had an intensifying impact on the
region’s urbanisation with the development of Pavia-Ticinum and the
monumentalisation of Milan-Mediolanum and Brescia-Brixia (Tozzi 1972: 99-153;

Ceresa Mori 1990-1991: 254-256; Rossi and Morandini 2015).

In all likelihood, Pavia-Ticinum had originated at a ford crossing the Ticino during the
Golasecca period. Although the Roman and medieval development complicates the
investigation of pre-Roman traces, archaeological discoveries support the
development from an indigenous settlement (Gabba 1984a: 11; Saletti 1984: 314;
Pearce 1994: 84; 1998). With the granting of Latin rights the settlement became a
Latin colony and subsequently flourished (Macchioro 1991: 337-338). Any IA remains
appear to have been completely erased with the adoption of an orthogonal street grid
during the late 1t century BC. The ancient cardo is still visible in the course of the
modern Strada Nuova, and the decumanus remains traceable in both the Corso Cavour

and Corso Mazzini (Saletti 1984: 314).

In 49 BC, the granting of Roman citizenship turned communities, including Pavia, into
municipia civium Romanorum, while their inhabitants were enrolled in the electoral

tribus of Rome (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 61-63, 179) — the tribus Papiria in the case of
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both Pavia and probably the Lomellina (Macchioro 1991: 337-338). The impact of
these two legislative changes is generally seen as a catalyst to the cultural integration
of Northern Italy into the Roman empire as they acted as an accelerator for the
development of new hierarchical (i.e. political and kinship-related) and economic
networks (Haeussler 2013: 115. 188. 318). Grassi and Frontini describe them as
stepping stones towards the finalisation of the ‘Romanisation process’: “Nel corso del
| sec. a.C. due provvedimenti legislativi segneranno il passagio, per I'intera Cisalpina,
dalla fase della romanizzazione alla piena romanita, inserendola gradualmente nello
stato romano” (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 61). The urban middle and upper classes
engaged in a radical change adopting Romano-Hellenistic customs such as euergetism
(Haeussler 2013: 180). Haussler stresses the importance of this legislative and
administrative re-structuring of north-west Italy for the integration and urbanisation
process as new (Roman) bodies of administration were established and weakened
local authorities. This led to a loss of rituals and customs tethered to local hierarchies
and the autonomy of local groups. Non-local status symbols might therefore have
been adopted to maintain a continuity of status within a new administrative hierarchy
(see VII.5); subaltern classes were given the opportunity to rise within social ranks.
Urban elites, however, tend to integrate themselves quicker into a new culture and
are prone to grasp more of the offered possibilities (e.g. a senatorial or military
career). Therefore, Haussler argues, that citizenship might have been of less
significance for non-urban populations such as the communities of the Lomellina (ibid.

47-48).

With the end of the military conflict Piacenza and Cremona were reorganised and
enlarged. Cremona remained the only Transpadane colony until the foundation of
Aquileia (UD) and thus possessed an important role for the cultural change of the
surrounding areas. Centuriation for this early period is only evidenced around
Cremona (Tozzi 1972: 9-11. 18-21). The opening of via Postumia established a direct
connection between the Ligurian coast and Aquileia on the northern Adriatic coast.
After traversing the Apennines at their westernmost end, it crosses the Oltrepo Pavese
and bridges the Po at Cremona, thus leaving the Lomellina untouched. Throughout the

Roman period only one major road leading from Pavia-Ticinum to Gaul brought

53



travellers through the Lomellina (Fig. 11; Papetti 1987: 47-56 fig. 13). Late antique
sources (e.g. Itinerarium Antonini, Tabula Peutingeriana and Itinerarium Burdigalense;
4t century AD) as well as the itinerary from Vicarello (CIL XI 3281-3284; mid-1%t to
mid-2"9 century. Kolb 2007: 175) list Lomello-Laumellum as mansio, and both Dorno-
Duriae and Cozzo-Cuttiae as mutationes. The road split at Cozzo with one leg leading
towards Turin and the Alpes Cottiae and a second route via Vercelli (VC), Ivrea (TO)
and Aosta to the Alpes Poeninae, also known as Alpes Graiae (Landini 1952: 11; Tozzi
1991: 11-14; Panzeri 1999: 16; Tozzi 2002: 16-21 figs 1-3; see Fig. 3). Although north-
west Italy was still largely ruled by indigenous elites, Novum Comum was established
as the second Roman colony in Lombardy with probably 5000 colonists of which 500
would have been of Greek origin. Both Como and Milan were equipped with defensive
structures, and during the 1t century BC areas beyond the Cremonese were
centuriated (Tozzi 1972; Ceresa Mori 1990-1991: 254-256; Grassi and Frontini 2009:
60. 177. 180).

During G lll A trade and exchange patterns had shifted from the previous routes
between the central Po valley and the Golasecca core area of Sesto Calende-
Golasecca-Castelletto Ticino towards Como and facilitated the development of Milan-
Mediolanum as a new focal point. The urban settlement of Pavia-Ticinum probably
evolved at the time of the Lex Pompeia on the site of an earlier indigenous settlement.
The settlement became a Latin colony, flourished and was (re-)developed with an
orthogonal street grid. This urban planning was also echoed by centuriation of the
surrounding areas of the Pavese, whereas the Lomellina (except for its northernmost
areas) remained non-centuriated (see I1.1.1.1; Storia di Pavia | 1984: 372-373 pl. Il).
Papetti (1987: 51-56 fig. 14) appears to be the only advocate for a centuriation of the
Lomellina based on geographical observations particularly around Valeggio and the
site of Cascina Tessera (see Fig. XVI). The area around and particularly north of
Vigevano was part of the ‘campagna centuriata’ of Novara, and thus implies a more
southerly limit to the Lomellina’s northern boundary (Storia di Pavia | 1984: 370-371
pl. I; Tozzi 1991: 14; 2002: 33). Such a division of the modern Lomellina between the
ancient administrative districts of Ticinum and Novara-Novaria has also been

suggested by two epigraphic records: a Latin inscription at Lomello refers to the
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Roman tribus Papiria (i.e. the very same tribus Pavia belonged to), whereas an
inscription from Rosasco in the north-west Lomellina points to this area’s attribution
to the tribus Claudia (i.e. the tribus of Novara; Tozzi 1991: 11; 2002: 17). Unlike other
areas of northern ltaly, the centuriation of the Pavese did not serve to redistribute
land to incoming settlers such as Central and Southern Italian veterans, but
reorganised land distribution amongst the local populations (Macchioro 1991: 337-

338).

It is uncertain exactly when northern Italy was classified as the Roman province Gallia
Cisalpina. In 41 BC it ceased to exist as a province and was formally integrated in the
state territory of /talia. With Augustus’ reorganisation of Italy in 16 BC, the Lomellina
became a part of the regio XI (Transpadana). In the same year Augustus launched his
campaign to subordinate the Alpine populations and thus concluded the Roman

conquest of northern Italy (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 63-64).

2.2.5. The Roman period until c. AD 100
The conquest of the Alpine regions at the end of the 1t century BC led to a period of
prosperity for northern Italy, albeit in AD 69 Lombardy re-experienced large-scale
violence when critical military conflicts during the Year of the Four Emperors were
settled in the area of Calvatone-Bedriacum (CR) and Ostiglia (MN). Regional industries
are identifiable from various pottery and brick producing sites, with products ranging
from ceramics to bricks and tiles. Architectural elements of terracotta and terracotta

appliqués broaden the range of fictile products (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 183-184).

Roman settlement patterns resemble the previous IA patterns with smaller nuclei,
including modest rural buildings, villae urbanae-rusticae and some rare luxurious villa
estates (e.g. the villa di via Zezio at Como), and only a few larger urban centres. They
were embedded in a network of roads, and smaller central places such as Angera (VA),
Lomello-Laumellum (PV) and Calvatone-Bedriacum played an important role for their
respective areas as they provided administrative and commercial structures. This
network of roads was essential for the quick distribution of goods and the movement
of armies particularly during the period of conquest. Therefore, it is most likely that a

road following the western bank of the Ticino was established during the Roman
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period. This land route would have complemented the road from Pavia towards Gaul
and connected Dorno-Duriae (via important prehistoric sites such as Madonna delle
Bozzole and Gambolo, frazione Belcreda) with Vigevano and Novara-Novaria; a third
land route may have followed a course similar to the modern road leading from the
confluence of Ticino and Po northwards via Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito,

Garlasco and Tromello to Mortara (Tozzi 2002: 24. 28).

The mortuary landscape of Lombardy follows the same pattern. The deceased were
provided with very modest assemblages including ceramic tableware, sometimes tools
and modest items of dress, an oil lamp and a coin. Until the 2" century AD funerary
rites comprised primarily interment of the cremated remains either as direct
cremation at the site of the pyre, in urns and amphorae or ‘a cassetta’ (ibid. 184-185;
for a detailed specification of different funerary customs in the Lomellina see 1V.2, and

VI.2 for the comparative case studies).

An exemplary case study is represented by the cemetery of Angera on the south-
eastern shore of Lake Maggiore (see VI.1.3). The extensive cemetery of about 300
tombs and some further smaller burial sites were located to the east of the vicus. An
analysis of the burials showed a close similarity to the Verbano-Ticino, eastern
Piedmont and western Lombardy including the Lomellina. Of similar importance is the
Comasco between Milan and Como. Stretching between the two main communication
centres for north-west Italy, the area experienced an intensive agricultural and
industrial development. Various cemeteries have been described as comparatively
homogeneous suggesting a society without a distinct social hierarchy (e.g. Rovello
Porro with 41 tombs [see VI.1.4], Mariano Comense with 130 tombs, Mantona di
Intimiano with c. 40 tombs and the smaller Cascina Benedetta near Lurate Caccivio

with only 9 tombs. Grassi and Frontini 2009: 185).

In this landscape the Lomellina is exceptional for its particularly high quantity of
burials covering the period between the 1t centuries BC/AD. As with the Comasco the
burials of the Lomellina point to a flat social structure and communities based on an
agricultural-pastoral lifestyle. Two groups of material culture, however, stand out

against this plain social picture: glass and small terracotta figurines and appliqués.
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Their quality and quantity suggest local production, although archaeological evidence

is largely missing (see V.1.4.3; V.4.2.1 and V.5.3; Grassi and Frontini 2009: 187-188).

The Lomellina’s strategic location on the western banks of the Ticino must have
facilitated the development of local industries. For the distribution of ideas and goods
the region’s waterways still played an important role. Having maintained a militarily,
administratively, and culturally crucial position for the initial incorporation of north-
west Italy into Roman territory, the via Postumia now faded in significance (Cera 2000:
151). For the 2"¥ and 3™ centuries there is notably less archaeological evidence. The
Transpadana suffered a period of crisis and impoverishment, a situation that only
improved again during Late Antiquity (Grassi and Frontini 2009: 185, 189). Following
the demographic and cultural zenith of the 1%t centuries BC/AD, the Lomellina was also
embraced by this political crisis, and only a few sites have provided finds dating later
than the Flavian period (e.g. Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito and Cascina Guala;

Macchioro 1991: 338-339; Grassi and Frontini 2009: 65-66).
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Chapter III - Theoretical framework

War and conquest are integral parts of human history. Following the capture of Veii in
396 BC, Rome steadily expanded her territory until the Empire reached as far as
Scotland. North-west Italy was one of the first regions beyond peninsula Italy to be
incorporated. With a final legislative reform in 41 BC Gallia Cisalpina was integrated as

regiones VIII-XI into Roman Italy (see 11.2.2.4.).

The processes around the military, administrative and political integration of
indigenous communities into the realm of Rome have long been of interest to
archaeologists and historians. Each generation has had their own specific approach
shaped and influenced by their respective cultural background. Whilst European
empires of the 19t and early 20t centuries saw themselves as an idealised echo of
Roman expansionism and imperialism, the subsequent period of world wars and quest
for national independence of former European colonies has led to more sceptical
perspectives. The post-colonial world asked for different answers regarding the Roman
conquest and its impact on indigenous communities. More than a generation has
passed since ‘Romanisation’ as a theoretical concept came into disrepute, yet
archaeologists and historians continue to discuss and analyse the visible traces the
Roman Empire left behind. Irrespective of their approach towards the Romanisation
debate and the continued use of the term itself (see 111.2.3.2), most studies focus on
understanding the transformation of social and individual identities (e.g. Eckardt 2014
for a summary of various studies; cf. Schérner 2005, especially from a German-
speaking background, and more recently Versluys 2014). This can only be based on
theoretical concepts to ‘read’ the messages delivered through archaeological

evidence, the “untranslated language” of material culture (Binford 1983: 19).

As self-evident as the idea of “reading the past” through its material culture appears to
be, “[it] has always been recognised that the relationship between behaviour and
material culture is the central difficulty to be resolved in archaeology” (Hodder and

Hutson 2003: 14).

Before we can discuss the impact of the Roman conquest, we must agree on three

basic elements in our approach: (i) the focus and material to choose, (ii) the ‘tools’ to
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apply and (iii) our understanding of being ‘Roman’ and the process behind the Roman

conquest.

The present research focuses on the mortuary record of the rural communities of the
Lomellina as the chosen geographic area and social group for study (see chapter Il for

a geographical, historical and archaeological overview).

The fragmentary nature of this archaeological record requires a careful approach
towards the data available mainly through material culture (i.e. mortuary assemblages
and stray finds in their vicinity) and features reflecting the funerary ritual (e.g.
cremation layers and grave-pits with traces of various depositional behaviours). These
data lend themselves to two related theoretical approaches: practice theories
including the concept of social habitus and concepts of material agency as well as

ritual theory (Nilsson Stutz 2015).

Although ostensibly fact-based, such research into the interplay between material
culture and the negotiation and expression of identities are constantly influenced by
the cultural and academic background of the respective scholar or Zeitgeist more
generally (Hodos 2015: 243; Hingley 2017: 1-2). Zeitgeist is frequently expressed
through distinctive names and concepts — an observation particularly true for various
issues of theoretical Roman archaeology and the respective terminology. Hence we
should start with a brief discussion, as to whether we understand the ancient
perception of ‘Roman-ness’ or merely reflect our own perception, leading into the
debate of ‘Romanisation’. Three aspects are of particular interest: (i) the concept’s
history that was heavily influenced by Anglo-American scholarship, (ii) alternative
concepts and (iii) the continued use of the term ‘Romanisation’ especially in Italian

scholarship that reflects a distinctive understanding of the concept.

This chapter sets the theoretical and terminological framework for the study of
cultural changes in the wake of Roman expansionism and discusses the

methodological issues that arose from the underlying data.
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1. Burials as material evidence of cultural change
The present study of cultural changes following the Roman conquest is exclusively
based on mortuary remains, cemeteries of up to several hundred burials spanning
more than three generations. This selection is primarily founded on the relative
abundance of burials compared to other finds. Settlement evidence is poorly
represented for the pre- and early Roman period of the Lomellina (see also chapter
IV). Notwithstanding that this necessary focus on mortuary customs and assemblages
carries with it the danger of “[evaluating] burial practice in isolation” (Pearce 2015:
223), and although settlement finds would be of irreplaceable value as comparative
material, it is my contention that a contextual approach can unlock burials for a

comprehensive study of changing identities.

It has long been accepted — albeit not without controversy (Williams 2004: 264) — that
burials can reflect various aspects of life (Fasold et al. 1998: 9). Binford (1971) went as
far as directly correlating burials and society, interpreting the funeral as a reflection of
contemporary power inequalities and social hierarchy. Subsequently his critics (Dolfini
2015: 19-20 for a concise summary) pointed out that Binford’s theory of the individual
as ‘social persona’, who at the moment of their death is reduced to merely a sum of
their various roles in society, is too rigid. Parker Pearson (1993; 1999) argues that the
social roles inherent in everyone (i.e. various aspects of identity) are fluid and
changeable throughout life and even beyond death, structured by the social habitus of
both the individual themselves and the community that buried the deceased — as well
as the agency of the corpse (see 11l.1.4). The concept of social habitus had been mainly
developed by Elias and Bourdieu (1977). Bourdieu’s sociological analysis of French
society during the 1970s tried to understand how material and immaterial choices are
shaped by identity and shape identity in return. He identified three groups of assets as
a foundation for identity: (i) material wealth forming an individual’s economic capital;
(ii) education and knowledge contribute to cultural capital; and (iii) the relationships
and communication networks that form a person’s social capital. Bourdieu expanded
this set and distinguished, as a sum of all three, symbolic capital — the quintessence of
status or the concept that certain contexts, agents or fashions can decrease or

increase the value of both material and immaterial goods. Habitus, according to
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Bourdieu, is both the result and the foundation of these assets, the sum of a person’s
nature, their individual taste and style, language and behaviour. Thus, habitus is
structured by personality, but also structures a person’s biography; habitus not only
links the micro level of an individual life to the macro level of society but — especially in
view of mortuary practices — also the culture of the living (biocenosis) to the culture of
death (thanatocenosis). As such, habitus determines how we behave in society, and
how we treat our deceased. Symbolic capital in particular refers to one of the prime
sources in the investigation of past identities and their representation through
mortuary culture: status symbols, their identification and interpretation (Bourdieu

1984; cf. Schreg et al. 2013: 101-112).

Critics of Bourdieu’s habitus concept (Smith 2011 for a concise summary of
archaeological critique and Schreg et al. 2013: 106 for a German perspective) stress
that he hardly concedes the individual any self-determination. Although habitus is fluid
and changes over a lifetime, the initial habitus always determines how the individual,
and thus their habitus, develops. In contemporary society, shaped by an urge for
individualism (Lindstrgm 2015: 211; Fowler 2016: 405-406; see also p. 75), this denial
of self-determination disagrees with the current Zeitgeist. With regard to past
societies and particularly rural communities, where the individual must have been
subordinate to the common good, however, Bourdieu’s rigid understanding of habitus
seems more applicable. Nevertheless, his concept needs to be scrutinised in its
applicability to archaeological study in the correlation of material culture and identity
(see 111.1.2). Although certain material groups (e.g. tools) seem to speak for themselves
and our extensive archaeological knowledge allows us to identify a vast range of status
symbols and other ambivalent items, without an ample informational setting the
categorisation of the material record, in particular mortuary assemblages, into
Bourdieu’s spectrum of capitals remains complicated. In anticipation of the discussion
of material categories, | would like to highlight their partial ambivalence through the

example of BGW (see V.1.4.1).

Whilst the burials of the Lomellina may be poor in metal objects (especially in their
preserved state), they are rich in pottery. It therefore might seem easiest to evaluate

them — and thus establish status, wealth and probably other social identities —
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according to their pottery assemblages. Primarily based on our own perception of
value, we generally assume that ‘exotic’ or imported objects are of higher value than
local products. The limited quantity of imports, the investment in their transport, and
the frequently higher technical quality give this assumption credence. Black-gloss ware
(BGW), although initially an import, was primarily produced locally or regionally. In
equal if not outweighing numbers so-called ‘achromatic imitation ware’, lacking the
eponymous black finish, extended the spectrum. Although imports are rare in the
entire archaeological record of Lombardy, these initial ‘exotic’ goods suggest
communities with a strong economic and social capital. In a similar example, Pitts
(2015) highlights the significance of later Terra Sigillata (TS) for the status
representation of provincial Roman elites. Thus, based on our assumption that
imported goods were more valuable and expensive than local produce, we classify
new objects as evidence of increasing wealth and expanding trade relationships. By
the same token, when we observe growth in local production our default assumption
will be that this is a matter of economic/political necessity rather than choice. In the
present case, this pessimistic approach is strengthened by the technical observation
that the imitation of generic shapes of BGW was accompanied by a qualitative
degradation. Therefore, even if one concedes local potteries a strong cultural capital,
reflected in the adaptation of non-local pottery shapes to local demands, the
decreasing quality and our own perception of value, point to an important change of

the economic and social capital of north-western Italian communities.

A more optimistic approach highlights the possibility of local workshops attempting an
increase of their customer base, especially as achromatic imitation ware was less
durable — and thus probably preferred for burials (Grassi 2008: 24) — or purchased by
less wealthy customers. A similarly positive view is held by Pitts, who interprets the
preference for local produce as a reflection of a strong local self-awareness that
valued tradition and local requirements over novelty. The case of achromatic
imitations of BGW have also been interpreted as a statement of resistance (Knobloch
2013), although one would assume that in this case potters would have given
preference to local shapes while simultaneously maintaining the product’s quality as

was the case with provincial TS.
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This excursus has demonstrated the ambiguity of Bourdieu’s concept. If material
culture and at least partial information about value and significance coincide, a link
between individual material categories and Bourdieu’s capital is possible and can help
to identify an individual’s or community’s habitus and thus identities. In the absence of
adequate data, speculation prevails. Nonetheless, Bourdieu’s approach can be justified
in some contexts as will be demonstrated in this study’s discussion of funerary beds

(see V.5.3).

In the absence of written and oral sources, burials and their assemblages are the
closest archaeologists can get to understand the intentions and beliefs of the
individual (i.e. their social habitus. Berggren and Nilsson Stutz 2010: 172). Visible
change in burial customs and material culture may be considered visible evidence of
cultural changes and changing identities; or as Brandt put it: “What drives a ritual
change? [...] a change is not necessarily related to changes in the belief system [...],
rather to other social and cultural phenomena [...], to tensions between social norms
and individual behaviour [...], to mental stress [...], and other factors [...]” (Brandt et al.
2015: xii; cf. Wells 1998: 284 for a very similar notion regarding the formation and
expression of individual and shared identities). Haussler (Haeussler 2013) points out
that the conquest and subsequent administrative integration of north-west Italy was
accompanied by profound social changes, the loss of status and rise of new
hierarchies, and equally intense social and economic stress triggered by military
recruitment, tax collection and shifting patterns of exchange. Considering the almost
universal validity this observation has for the impact of Roman expansionism on all
regions of the empire, it is even more surprising that mortuary archaeology has played
such an insignificant role in the Romanisation debate (Pearce 2015: 224). Moreover,
studies of burial rites after the Roman conquest tend to focus on the continuity of IA
traditions, frequently interpreted as resistance (ibid. 223-224). “An observed change in
the archaeological material, however, may not necessarily express a change as such, it
may also be an expression of identity. [...] what often appears to be a change may
actually be an expression of the same, only expressed differently” (Brandt et al. 2015:
xii). Briefly returning to the example of BGW, the change from either pottery of local

tradition or imports to local imitations may not necessarily reflect an economic change
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or even a shift towards a Romano-Italic or Mediterranean identity. It is plausible that
the adaptation of shapes and certain technical aspects to local demands and the
amalgamation with local decorations simply expressed the potters’ continued desire
to improve, remain up-to-date with the market and satisfy customer demands.
Technological change thus reflected market stability and a healthy awareness of wider

trends.

1.1. Practice theory and ritual theory
Analysing the funerary tradition, the burial process crystallises into three phases that
may play a significant role in the negotiation of individual and shared identities: (i)
rituals prior to the funeral, (ii) the funeral and deposition of human remains
accompanied by an object assemblage, and (iii) subsequent rituals at the grave that
could continue over a long period (Bell 1992; Gramsch 2013). As the Lomellina
provides no evidence of specific post-interment rituals except for three double burials
that appear to belong to slightly different periods and imply the opening of an existent
grave (e.g. PV_GAR_MdB_018, 022 and 024), the present study must focus on
identification of rituals prior to and during the funeral and the significance of mortuary

assemblages.

Ancient sources (e.g. Suet. Jul. 84 and Dio Cass. 56.42 about the burials of Caesar and
Augustus) describe Rome’s funerary tradition of the late Republic and early Principate
in detail. Funerals were multi-partite events. Frankincense and other essences, as well
as flowers and food created a multi-faceted and highly sensory experience culminating
in the cremation of the corpse (Laneri 2007: 3 for the performative aspect of these
rituals). Pliny’s reference to the cremation of Marcus Lepidus (NH 7.54) implies that
high temperatures during the cremation could result in a gruesome spectacle.
Cremated bone material was subsequently collected in an urn accompanied by further
aromatic essences, highlighting the importance of perfume during the various
mortuary rituals. The silicernium, an elaborate banquet, usually completed the
interment and emphasised the bi- or multi-partite aspect of cremation burials
(Hesberg 1998: 23-24). Notwithstanding the fact that these ostentatious festivities
have hardly left any traces in the archaeological record, identifying rituals in general is

simple — every burial is a ritual. Understanding the importance and significance of
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individual aspects of these rituals is more challenging, especially in a transitional

period such as that of the Roman conquest.

According to Bourdieu’s (1984) approach when reading identity in an individual’s
material culture, mortuary assemblages assume a considerable importance during the
funerary ritual. The selection and deposition of offerings are rituals themselves, and
even more so in the case of double depositions (see IV.2.4.1). They are evidence of a
complex process of selecting items to accompany the deceased on the pyre followed
by another set to be buried in the grave. The deposition of artefacts on the pyre as
part of pre-interment rituals allows a glimpse into the complexity of burial customs.
The process of incinerating the corpse and further artefacts was particularly
destructive and thus their deposition on the pyre “could be an alternative or
complementary stage in the deposition or destruction of objects” (Pearce 2015: 228).
The cases of double deposition suggest that the discrepancy between destructive and
intact deposition was of significance, and the rituals evolving around pyre and grave
goods probably reflect a plethora of concepts of individual and shared identities, and

thus play a dominant role in the analysis of mortuary contexts.

Generally, it is assumed that assemblages were included in a burial to provide for the
afterlife (e.g. Ucko 1969: 264-265). The deposition of food and drink catered to the
basic need of consumption; weapons, tools and personal belongings may have been
included to allow the deceased the retention of their earthly existence beyond death.
As their burial subsequently rendered them inaccessible for the community, their
public display as part of the funeral rites would have communicated a strong message
about status, wealth and identity. The pollen analysis of organic residue attached to
the bronze beak-spouted flagon from the 5 century BC, LT A, Glauberg burial 1
(Glauburg, Wetteraukreis, DE) showed that the honey used in the mead it contained
came from an area within a radius of up to 100 km. The editors suggest that the
ingredients had been provided by dependent communities to pay their respect to the
deceased and thus were a powerful demonstration of his domain (Résch 2002) but
probably also of a shared regional identity. The peculiar case of ‘gold plating’ the
objects accompanying the deceased of the 6™ century BC, Ha D, burial from Hochdorf-

Eberdingen (Lkr. Ludwigsburg, DE) strengthens the hypothesis that public display of
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grave goods may have played a more important role than provision for the afterlife.
Belt plaque, shoes and dagger were covered with a thin sheet of decorated gold for
the burial; the back of the scabbard, however, reveals a big gap in the cover. No more
of the precious metal was used than was necessary to keep up the appearance of
great wealth (Biel and Gauer 1985: 140-142 cat.nr. 15, fig. 160). Admittedly, both
these examples are taken from high status elite graves, involving funerals that must
have been part of highly political events and a negotiation of power relations. On the
other hand, even a small assemblage reflects concepts of identity and belief. Fowler
(2015: 83-84) stresses the transforming and transformative character of objects used
within mortuary rituals. Vessels, in particular, imply a whole range of functions and
symbolism: from their use during the preparation of the corpse containing water,
ointments or food and drink consumed during this stage of the funeral, they
accompany the deceased onto the pyre and into the grave; as grave goods they can
provide the deceased with sustenance for the journey to and/or the existence in the
afterlife, they allow the ancestor to entertain and continue social traditions; and
finally, as a mortuary container, they replace the protective ‘shell’ of the body (see

V.1.5).

Therefore, change within the custom of assemblage deposition raises questions about
evolving identities and beliefs, notwithstanding Brandt’s admonition (see pp. 64).
According to Bourdieu’s concept of social habitus, change in rituals can reflect the
materialisation of changes in society: “[since] practice precedes meaning, every ritual
event becomes a potential opportunity for reproduction or change. The change can be
intentional and clearly break away from the dominating scheme, but it can also be
gradual, almost invisible and unintentional, and only in a long-term perspective
become visible without the participants necessarily being aware of the process as it is
taking place” (Nilsson Stutz 2015: 6. 14-15). The material analysis of the Lomellina will
demonstrate that the disappearance of certain material categories (e.g. weaponry),
the inclusion of new categories (e.g. fine tableware and funerary beds) and the
probable adaption of mundane objects for funerary purposes (as in the case of
achromatic imitations of black-gloss ware) appear to stand in contrast to the

continued use of funerary customs deeply rooted in the area such as the continuation
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of cremation up to the 2" century AD. Nilsson Stutz’s observation about the
significance of change, particularly gradual, almost invisible and unintentional change,
should therefore be perceived as more than a mere observation but also as a warning.
Of similar significance is Pearce’s call for a “re-reading” of mortuary assemblages, as
provincial Roman burials “demonstrate continuity only when considered in isolation”
(Pearce 2015: 224). Can continuity thus be identified as resistance? And are material

culture changes reflections of ritual (and thus social) changes?

Nilsson Stutz (2015) highlights the significance of the ritual — not only as a
demonstration of continuity as previously thought, but as an integral part of the
community’s approach towards death. She gives emphasis to the liminal character of
the deceased between death and burial (ibid. 2-5). The ritual helps to overcome this
liminal state and to transfer the individual from the biocenosis to the thanatocenosis;
through the ritual the corpse is prepared for burial according to the present belief, and
the bereaved are simultaneously preparing themselves and each other for the parting
from their deceased. In their mediating and orchestrating role, rituals function as “the
affirmation of communal unity in contrast to the frictions, constraints, and
competitiveness of social life and organisation” (Bell 1992: 26; cf. Turner 1966).
Mortuary practices thus created images about certain aspects of life (and death) that
reproduced social and cultural structure (Nilsson Stutz 2015: 7). A central role in the
rendering of mortality devolved upon the concept of a ‘good death’ (i.e. the socially
accepted death followed by rites de passage that reassure the community and reduce
the dangers of death and the liminal state of the corpse). The image of the ‘good
death’ reproduced social concepts of identity such as gender, social status and even

ethnicity.

Following Bourdieu’s key message about the structuring and structured character of
habitus, ritual theory describes the ritual as structuring the actions that generate
practices, memories and symbolic representations etc.; at the same time, these
actions also structure the ritual. In order to visualise a ‘good death’, the ritual of
selecting certain offerings must have been structured by actions based on the social
status of the deceased and the bereaved (e.g. selecting a funerary bed) —an

immaterial concept of social identity, which is not inherent in the corpse; at the same
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time this ritual would have also structured the funeral process and thus generated a

display of status — the ritual materialised social identity and made it visible (ibid. 5-6).
1.2. Material culture and identity

1.2.1. Concepts of identity
The challenge to find a balance between assessing the (self-) identity of a deceased
and the identity given to them through the funerary ritual is common to many
archaeological studies. In the introduction to their volume about function and
meaning in ancient funerary practices, Brandt et al. (2015: xiii) highlight “the role of
the living in conveying messages about the dead person, their relation to the deceased
and to other members of the society, [...] or in using the deceased as a medium for
social outcomes in the reconstitution of society”. Similarly, Pearce (2015: 223; my
emphasis) stresses the necessity of “attention [...] given to the identity for the dead
constructed by participants during the funerary ritual from objects placed with the

body or its cremated remains”.

While ‘reading the past’ we therefore need to carefully distinguish between subject

and object, and ask who the addressor was in this message about identity.

1.2.2. Communicating identity through material culture
“Material culture represents the materialisation of the relationships between people
and thus of their identities” (Popa 2014: 109; my emphasis. Cf. DeMarrais et al. 1996).
Understanding objects as a means of communication, we can rephrase this equation:
material language represents the communication of the relationships between people
and thus of their identities. Following the approach of Gell (1998: 21), Popa identifies
material culture and identity as the important link between the primary actor (i.e. the

individual) and the secondary actors (i.e. mortuary assemblages).
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The notion of material culture as a material language is appealing. It makes abstract
concepts such as the communication of identity palpable. Artefacts become words or
symbols, and assemblages represent a phrase. A cemetery in its entirety functions as a
text. The material culture of a region thus turns into the ‘material dialect’ of this

archaeological culture — for example the Lomellina.

primary actor/individual

‘ material culture
identity '

secondary actor/mortuary assemblages

Fig. 12 Identity - material culture relationship based on the concept of social habitus
The primary actor uses material culture to express identity; whereas the secondary actor based on identity is
selected from the range of material culture. Identity and material culture are linked in a fluid process.

As a matter of course, this approach to understanding material culture has been
challenged. Kienlin and Widura (2014: 34) note that “anders als Sprache verfligen
Dinge nicht Uber eine allgemein giltige Syntax” as their meaning is highly dependent
upon their material environment, their spatial arrangement and the context of their
use and perception. Thus, they conclude: “Dinge brauchen einen Empfanger, der sie
als Zeichen wahrnimmt und interpretiert” (ibid.). On the other hand, they stress the
quality of objects in their function as linguistic symbol (“Sprachzeichen”; ibid. 35).
Given that objects not only receive their significance and meaning from their producer,
user or viewer but also influence these people’s perception in return, they become
agents in the construction, communication and transformation of ‘cultural reality’.
Whilst the relationship between the symbol (i.e. the artefact) and the modern
recipient (i.e. the archaeologist) can tamper with the comprehension of the original
‘message’, a change within the meaning of the symbol can also facilitate its

understanding in a manner similar to bilingual texts and code-breaking techniques
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(ibid. 34-35). Barrett (1989: 305) breaks down the definition of the linguistic approach
to understanding material culture as a code: “as such material culture is the medium
of discourse (the code) by which social relations are negotiated and reproduced; it is
meaningful. [...] an understanding of the code is possible if we think through the
specific contexts (i.e. relationships) which the material code structured in a particular

discourse.”

1.2.2.1.  Code-switching
In a similar manner, the concept of code-switching has been applied to material
culture. ‘Code-switching’ describes the intentional choice made by bi- or multilingual
individuals for various uses of speech. In an archaeological context, the material
evidence comprises primarily inscriptions such as early Latin (i.e. ‘Roman’) funerary
inscriptions as discussed by Lomas (2013) for Southern Italy. In a further step, code-
switching can be applied to figurative language such as depictions of the deceased on
a funerary monument but also smaller objects of daily life. The Padane drachma,
minted in Northern Italy during the 4t-3" centuries BC (followed by Padane vittoriati
and quinarii during the 2" and 1%t centuries BC; Arslan 1999: 71 n. 22), highlights a
case of code-switching in the present study area. Modelled on the Massalia drachma,
the first examples depicted a lion and the abbreviation MAZZA. However, the
significance of the denomination apparently changed over time. The image was
subsequently transformed until it mirrored ‘Celtic’ styles more than the Greek
prototype. The lion became a scorpion-like creature and the legend an illegible
combination of lines. What seems to be a cultural decline at first glance, can be
explained as intentional code-switching (Haeussler 2013: 98-108). The Padane
drachma was probably born out of the elites’ demand for a shared currency to pay
political allies. In the wake of the intensifying conflict with Rome, these multicultural
communities transformed the medium of exchange not only into a medium of
resistance but also into a medium that communicated a shared identity. As such, the
Padane drachma fulfils all requirements for a “narrative representation” of power and
a portable — and therefore widely spreadable — materialisation of ideology (DeMarrais

etal. 1996: 18).

71



As is the nature of abstract concepts applied to concrete material, the application of
linguistic concepts to the understanding of material culture change, and the intentions
and decisions behind the selection, have their assets and drawbacks. Cultural
‘bilingualism’ requires the individual to be aware of the existence of various
‘languages’ to switch between (i.e. the individual needs to make a conscious
distinction between their own culture and a ‘Roman’ culture in order to decide which
one to ‘speak’ in a certain context). A critical reading of Lomas’ works (1992; 2012 and
2013) on diverse identities expressed through epigraphy (i.e. the link between
language and material culture) highlights a simplistic model of Roman vs. non-
Roman(ised). The latter comprises local or adapted but ‘non-Roman’ elements or
those that reflect “a continuation of a sense of regional identity” (Lomas 1992: 231).
This implies that an adoption or adaptation of certain ‘Roman’ elements (i.e. in this
case Latin and/or certain epigraphic styles) and the retention of a local identity were
mutually exclusive. This pattern is continued in her study of ‘Italian’ (i.e. non-Roman)
and Roman elite social networks (Lomas 2012). Such bi-polarity might be justified in
linguistic analyses that largely detect either-or situations (although pidgin languages or
the notorious Denglish provide plenty of examples for merged words and/or
grammatical structures), but ‘material language’ draws a different picture. Here ‘being
Roman’ (see Il1.2.1) and ‘being local’ could combine exactly the same elements but the
material and human agency behind this combination distinguishes the messages from

each other.

1.3. Material culture and agency
The agency of material culture undoubtedly plays an important role in the biography
of objects: from their role and function within the production process (i.e. the habitus
of the producer) to those in their primary and eventually secondary use after
purchase, but even beyond in their significance for research. It had been a long way
from the study of empires and cultures to the analysis of societies, and thence to the
post-processual approach of triangulating the individual between material culture,
society and identities (Fowler 2004: 3). The collaboration with and the integration of

other social sciences in(to) archaeological research, has broadened the horizon, but in
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the absence of written or spoken sources, material culture and the agency of objects

rank first.

Gell (1998) was one of the first to employ agency theories in archaeology. These
pioneering studies analysed the relationship between material culture and humans,
the effect of both the objects and their handling on human relationships, and thus the
information about inter-human relationships that we can draw from material culture.
In Art and agency. An anthropological theory, Gell discusses the relevance of material
culture as secondary actor in the interaction with human individuals (primary actors;
Gell 1998: 21). Almost ex cathedra, he enjoins his readers to differentiate between the
human action and material reaction, which is dependent upon the human impulse
and/or reception (Ingold 2011: 26-28). In his actor-network-theory, Latour (1999;
2005), on the other hand, ascribes objects the ability to equally interact and co-act
with humans. Hodder (2012: 216) cedes objects primary agency “in that they act in the
world as a result of processes of material interaction, transformation and decay” (cf.

Hodder and Hutson 2003: 9).

In addition to the primarily Anglo-American debate of agency, criticism of the concept
of material agency has been voiced particularly in academic cultures more sceptical of
theoretical archaeology in general such as Germany; Kienlin and Widura (2014: 37-38)
propose that only ‘magical’ artefacts —i.e. material culture that is supposed to react
endogenously and independent from a human actor — can retain agency. Objects are
less likely agents but rather symbols that require the recipient’s prior knowledge to
understand them. Since this knowledge is individual and cannot be deemed universal,
an analysis of object biographies and object agency remains controversial. Kienlin and
Widura conclude that the common understanding of object agency is indeed a case of
‘material language’. Therefore, the archaeological imputation of agency to objects
whose producers and primary users cannot be interviewed any longer represents a

semantic inadmissibility.

Although one has to agree that certain objects — in particular aids (such as spectacles)
— can have a profound impact on human life, and that the natural lifecycle of an item —

especially organic matter — can align alongside a certain timeline in human life, such
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object agencies rely on the use and perception of the human individual. Especially
within archaeology we are reminded that “archaeologically, agency can be only
assessed by analysing the material outcome of people’s actions, which ultimately
result in the objects and debris recovered on the field” (Perego 2011b: 24). Likewise
harsh criticism of the imputed misapplication of agency concepts to inanimate objects
emerged alongside theoretical discourses (e.g. Dobres and Robb 2000; recently
Lindstrgm 2015). Fowler (2004: 3-4) steps into the middle-ground, emphasising that
certain cultures perceived (or still perceive) some inanimate objects as persons in their
own right. Within the archaeological context, such situations constitute a challenge to
recognise and understand such material agency. Therefore and in particular in the
context of mortuary archaeology, agency plays an important role within archaeological
theory as long as one differentiates between the “agency proper” of animals and
humans and the “secondary’, ‘reactive’ or ‘distributed’ agency” of things: “one can
use ‘agency’ metaphorically as ‘object agency’, ‘inanimate agency’, ‘network agency’
or ‘assemblage agency’, thereby indicating the mixed composition of different entities

in processes” (Lindstrgm 2015: 227-228).

On this note, aspects of object agency can help to understand certain elements of
funerary rituals (i.e. human-object interactions). With the deconstruction of the
Romanisation concept (see 111.2.2), the focus of archaeologists shifted from the ‘Grand
Narrative’ of Roman expansionism to the material culture it helped to distribute.
Woolf observed a trend “towards an assertion of the agency of the individual users of
the items in question, and the consequent diversity of local manifestations of cultural
change” (2003/2004: 158). Material-focussed studies highlighted the varied
approaches of indigenous communities to the consumption of ‘Roman’ objects (e.g.
Pitts 2015) and the agency of the object in expressing change and/or continuity.
Similarly, the interplay between agency and personhood opens a path towards
understanding the relationship between the deceased and their community (i.e.

agency of the corpse).
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1.3.1. Agency and personhood
The surge in agency related approaches towards archaeological cultures since the turn
of the millennium reflects not only the Zeitgeist of individualism in research but also
the emphasis on the individual and personhood. Personhood, according to Fowler
(2004: 4; 2016: 403), is the condition of being a person, both in life and after death. It
is of importance that this ‘being’ is understood as a process of constant change
influenced through relationships not only to other individuals but also to material
culture: “personhood gives a shape to how identities that shift continually throughout
life are mediated through the small interactions between a few people, and in large
community events, through sharing, cooking and eating food, through death and
decomposition and through mortuary exchanges and ancestral ceremonies” (Fowler
2004: 85; my emphasis). The archaeology of personhood investigates the motivations
and strategies individuals and communities employed in the negotiation of identities
through their respective material remains. Within mortuary archaeology, object or
material agency and aspects of personhood are inseparably combined. The
embeddedness of the individual in their society is expressed through the agency of
objects throughout life and beyond death (DeMarrais et al. 1996: 18). As such, the
selection of mortuary assemblages is a ritual that combines aspects of personhood in
the relationship not only between deceased and bereaved, the community and third
parties, but also between the deceased in life and their ancestral identity with the

significance of objects as secondary actors in the communication of said relationships.

The importance of relationships for the emergence of personhood has been
highlighted by Fowler, who describes personhood as exclusively relational (2016: 397).
Following his approach, we can argue that Roman expansionism brought “new
opportunities for relational personhood [...] as the material conditions of existence
changed” (ibid. 401; 2010: 143-144). The cultural changes reflected a broader shift in
the nature of relations and persons involving new practices. Regarding practice and
ritual theories, we can thus argue that a change of funerary practices reflects a change
of personhood and thus identity — or as Fowler (2016: 406) observes: “where

archaeologists make inferences about modes of personhood at a general level, these
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are built from patterns of more specific relations evident from the remains of specific

events”.

1.3.2. Object agency in the archaeological record
This observation leads into the meaning behind object agency, which can be
understood and perceived in two different ways: the object extends the actions and
impact of the human actor beyond its range (e.g. period of use; Godelier 1999);
through the anthropomorphising of objects, on the other hand, the object is perceived
as separate and almost independent from the human actor (Strathern 1988; Gell

1998).

Verzar-Bass observed a particularly interesting aspect of material agency in the display
of individual identity. The 1% century AD cremations along Via Annia, Scofa (UD), had
personal belongings and items of an individual character such as jewellery, smaller
tools (e.g. ornamental knives) and balsamaria exclusively deposited within the
mortuary containers, i.e. together with the cremated remains of the deceased.
Exceptionally rich burials (e.g. t. 4) were provided with a correspondingly larger sized
container. Items of a more standardised or communal character such as serving or
storage vessels were placed around the mortuary container. In a readily observable
way these burials reflect three stages in the ritual selection of grave goods. The
priority was with the individual and their personal belongings. These determined the
size of the mortuary container, which must have been selected in a secondary stage.
Shared or communal rituals involving the deposition of vessels probably containing
‘sustenance’ for the deceased formed the third phase. In their diversity, these two
assemblages become agents within the negotiation of identities and communicate a
strong message about the significance of the individual within their community.
Comparatively poor burials contained at least one oil lamp, a coin and nails from the
funerary bed consistent with the conclusion that these items, which presumably
played an important role in rituals and religious beliefs, were considered as closely

related to the individual (Verzar-Bass 1998: 169).

In a similar way, Heinzelmann demonstrated that the material agency of mortuary

assemblages played a crucial role in the positioning of the individual within wider
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society. His analysis of graves of the late Republic and early Principate from Ostia (RM)
revealed four distinct phases. Whilst the earliest burials had been interred in fairly
simple and unremarkable pits, their assemblages were comprehensive and included
funerary beds which would have turned any cremation into a conspicuous and not
inexpensive event. Over the course of the 1% century BC, tombs became more visible
but assemblages abated. Heinzelmann considers this change a reflection of
abandoning the strict Republican burial rules based on the 5 century BC Leges
Duodecim Tabularum. These had prohibited lavish grave architecture and thus
resulted in status demonstration through portable offerings, whereas the social
changes of the latest Republic rendered architecturally distinct tombs increasingly
appropriate. Likewise, the Augustan promotion of the familia is mirrored in
contemporary burial precincts leading to columbaria that represented either the
clientele system or guilds and other associations as known from Rome (Heinzelmann

1998: 47).

1.4. Agency and identity
The previous considerations of the agency of objects, in particular those involved in
funerary rituals do not take into account the agency of the dead themselves. Williams
(2004) has pointed out that the deceased can retain an agency of their own beyond
their identity in life and the materiality of their corpse and subsequent cremated
remains. He identifies four key aspects of agency in relation to cremation rites: (i) the
“social and mnemonic agency of the dead body”, (ii) the “engagement with the
physicality and materiality of the dead”, (iii) the “effects of fire on the human body”

and (iv) the “cremation and post-cremation rites” (ibid. 263).

Thus, the different phases of a funeral reflect various levels of agency. In preparing the
cremation, four types of agency determine the treatment of the corpse and the
selection of artefacts for the funerary ritual and the assemblage as well as the
selection of a particular grave site and/or specific customs: (i) the mourners and
society, (ii) the past identity of the deceased and provisions they made during life, (iii)
their new ancestral identity and (iv) the agency they retain in the liminal state of a
corpse as Nilsson Stutz (2015: 2-5) described it . Ucko (1969: 273), without using the

term ‘agency’ himself, gives an excellent example of what we can understand as ‘the
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agency of the corpse’ and how it could impact burial rites when describing the

Ashanti’s practice of ‘fooling’ the corpse that was believed to turn in the grave.

The agency of the corpse represents the transitional state between human agency and
object agency. In its human agency it reflects the personhood of the deceased; the
changing identities of the deceased affect the mourning community. In its materiality,
the corpse retains aspects of object identity. Its decay and — in our context —
cremation can only affect the beliefs of the community through their collective
perception. Their agency, their actions during the funeral and especially in handling
the corpse, is dependent on the agency of the corpse as primary actor through the
deceased’s personhood and as secondary actor in its interaction with the fire during

the cremation process.

1.5. Conclusions
The theoretical framework of a study reveals a lot about the researcher. My affinity for
languages drew me immediately to linguistic concepts within theoretical archaeology.
Despite the drawbacks discussed above, | argue that material culture can be perceived
as a material language that can be read and understood with the aid of various tools
such as Bourdieu’s concept of social habitus and agency concepts. At the centre of this
approach is the interplay between ritual and object. In the context of burials, material
culture served certain aspects of rituals and, at the same time, rituals evolved around
the selection of material culture, i.e. mortuary assemblages. Rituals can, therefore, be
understood as a statement within the process of negotiating and expressing identity —

a statement echoed in the material record.

In the absence of other sources, the burials of the Lomellina are the only echo of a
message about changing identities. Reading their object assemblages through the
filter of agency concepts and the concept of social habitus allows us to establish
elements of change. These elements of change are read against the background of the

integration of the Lomellina into the Roman empire.
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2. Romanisation
The past decades have seen a vivid discussion about the use and misuse of the term
‘Romanisation’, its history and respective cultural backgrounds. Evaluation of the term
and the concept behind it developed from a beneficial focus on the ‘Grand Narrative’
offered by the concept of Romanisation (Woolf 2003/2004: 157) to universal rejection
and recently to discussions that either reconsidered the term and opted for a
‘Romanisation 2.0’ (Versluys 2014) or ‘de-Romanised’ both the term itself and the

process it represents (Haeussler 2013: 17-26).

The Romanisation debate appears to rest on three pillars: (i) a general challenging of
traditional concepts and terms (ibid. 24 who went as far as de-constructing ‘culture’),
(ii) the rejection of the imperialist and colonialist aspects of ‘Romanisation’ in
particular and (iii) the discussion of what the cultural label ‘Roman’ actually entails.
Therefore, the following section shall untangle the various strings of ‘Roman-ness’
before giving a short review of the main protagonists involved in the development and

discussion of ‘Romanisation’.

2.1. Whatis Roman?
When we say ‘Romans’, we tend to think of men from
Italy dressed up in togas, orating in the Forum, trampling
over the fields in armour, building bridges and probably
overeating. [...] who were the Romans? And what did it

mean to be Roman?

Beard 2016a

“When we say ‘Romans’...” — no other phrase could sum up the issues around the
classification of ‘Roman’ better and more concisely than this one. ‘Roman’ and
‘provincial Roman’ are terms frequently used as a chronological classification (Fasold
and Witteyer 1998; see 1V.3.3). In addition, ‘Roman-ness’ is a highly debated term
(Haeussler 2013: 22-25) and it comes with the ‘baggage of personal perception’. As
archaeologists and historians, we define what ‘Roman’ is (Hodos 2015: 243). Our
classification is based on material studies, distribution maps and scientific analysis, but

it lacks the perspective of those who made, acquired and used the artefacts. In this
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context a TS fragment presumably from Arezzo should be recalled; listing the names of
slaves who worked in the local workshops, it demonstrates that this ‘quintessentially
Roman tableware’ (see. V.1.4.2) was by no means only made by Italians and thus
entails a distinct ‘non-Roman-ness’ in its object biography (Johnston 1985). Thanks to
comprehensive material studies we have acquired knowledge about the nature and
distribution of ‘Roman’ material culture to an extent unreachable for people in
antiquity. Therefore, we need to raise not one but two questions: what was Roman to
the Romans; what would they have described as typical for their culture? And what
was Roman to Rome’s neighbours; did the ‘Roman-ness’ of new artefacts or ideas

have any significance to them?

If we turn our focus to Rome’s mortuary culture, we soon realise that the preference
for cremation and some of the material culture found within the context of cemeteries
are the only common denominators between Rome and the Lomellina (see 1V.2).
Rome’s burial monuments lining the city approaches were as diverse as her
population. Von Hesberg has described the variations in Rome’s mortuary culture.
Whilst some early Republican graves (4t"-3" centuries BC) from the Via Salaria
cemetery received rich burial assemblages, this tradition generally ceased towards the
late Republic and Principate (Hesberg 1998: 16). Cremations of the 1%t century BC to
2" century AD were commonly buried in small niches that were part of larger
columbaria, mortuary structures resembling dovecotes — hence their name (ibid. 14
figs 1-2). The urns were too small for any items but small pieces of jewellery or
personal belongings. Pottery, in particular tableware, oil lamps and glass as well as
ceramic balsamaria, which were found within the columbaria, may have had less the
character of offerings or donations to the individual deceased, but more a communal
function in post-interment rituals. Personal artefacts that had been deposited with
some burials, on the other hand, reflect a very high level of individualism. In particular
burials of young women and girls were interred with precious items of jewellery,
make-up utensils and miscellaneous figurines (ibid. 19), suggesting that these items
performed a distinct object agency in their significance for (presumably non-married)

females that had died prematurely.
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If we turn our focus away from Rome, there is no doubt that wherever Roman armies
arrived, they were followed by a stream of cultural changes. The soldiers were
accompanied by families, craftsmen and merchants. The cultural influence these
communities had on the indigenous populations went far beyond the military and
administrative boundaries. Amenities of Mediterranean daily life such as bathhouses
can be found all over the Roman Empire, and portable commodities reached regions
far beyond the frontier (Hunter 2013). Whilst material culture has the indubitable
benefit of visibility that allows for distribution studies, quantitative and scientific
analysis, Fasold and Witteyer (1998: 181) emphasise that “inwiefern die Bestattungen
[i.e. burials that have been classified as Roman outside Rome] auch mediterrane
Gebrduche und religiose Vorstellungen widerspiegeln, miifSte nicht nur von Fall zu Fall,
sondern grundsatzlich angesprochen und ausreichend begriindet werden.” As the
definition of ‘Roman’, ‘provincial Roman’ and ‘non-Roman’ is not only biased but also
problematically focussed on material culture, oil lamps, coins and balsamaria are
commonly perceived as Roman with the underlying assumption that their material
adoption reflects also an adaptation of funerary rituals towards the traditions of

Rome.

It is, moreover, open to question whether these and other imported goods were
perceived as Roman. Imports were by no means an alien concept in the material
culture of the Lomellina (see chapter V). Central Italian (i.e. Etruscan) imports had a
long-standing tradition in the area, albeit in lower quantities than at more central
Padane sites. Southern Italian or Greek imports had probably also been a familiar
feature and were traded through Etruscan exchange networks. These had their base in
the central Po valley and goods would have been traded westwards on the river Po
(see 11.2.2.2.2). With the foundation of Cremona and Piacenza as Roman colonies, this
trade route continued. Thus, material cultural changes might have been less perceived
as ‘Roman’ but more as ‘Hellenistic Mediterranean’ and hardly an additional feature.
As the ‘Roman’ elements of the conquest relate more to administrative and legislative
changes as well as infrastructural developments, ‘being Roman’ may have been of
little interest to the communities of the Lomellina until the granting of Latin rights and

Roman citizenship in 89/49 BC or even beyond. As Pearce (2015: 226) pointed out: “It

81



is perhaps not helpful to choose definitely between a Roman and a local aspect, since
the reading may well vary according to the context of the participant, with a
specifically ‘Roman’ value to some objects or ceremonies only being available to
some.” Although his study focuses on elite burials and gift exchange patterns between
local elites and the Roman administration, this observation appears to also apply to
the Lomellina. In addition, he argues that some of the material culture deposited as
grave goods “epitomises ‘Roman’-style savoir faire as much, if not more, than

adherence to local traditions” (ibid. 223).

However, it was not only that the local indigenous populations had no particular desire
to ‘become Roman’; as Santangelo (2016: 116) has pointed out with regard to north-
east Italy, it is questionable whether the Roman administration even attempted to
‘Romanise’ their northern neighbours. He warns that “wider considerations of Caesar’s
desire to Romanise an area that had until then been on the fringes of the Roman
dominions, or the opposite view that the foundation of a colony presupposes a high
level of Romanisation or acculturation in the region, are best left out of account”. An
opposing notion has been posited by Pelgrom (2009: 164), who observes that under
Augustus and the ideology of humanitas there existed indeed a Roman imperial
strategy to bring change to conquered peoples. This impasse between supposed
adherence to local traditions and questionable attempts at acculturation reflect

various aspects of the ‘Romanisation’ debate.
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2.2. ‘Romanisation’ - History of a term
This small ordinary town in the middle of Italy became the centre of an empire
stretching from the fringes of the Sahara to the damp moorlands of northern
Britain. From Spain to Israel, the Nile to the Rhine it has framed the geography of
modern Europe and defined the way we think of empire now, transforming the
Western world through revolutions in trade — this is one of the first examples of

globalisation —, agriculture [...] art, law and architecture.

Beard 2016a

When Beard refers to Rome as the town that shaped our perception of ‘empire’ she
neglects (entirely understandable in the context of a TV documentary) the fact that
our perception of ‘empire’ has changed over the course of generations studying the
rise and decline of this very town. From the epitome of empire (e.g. Mommsen 1854)
to the epitome of its downfall (e.g. MacMullen 1988), Rome and her armies have been
viewed as conqueror and pacifier (e.g. Mommsen 1854; Gibbon 1896), as bearer of

civilisation and the nemesis of indigenous cultures (e.g. Garnsey and Whittaker 1978).

‘Romanisation’ was coined by Haverfield in his 1905-1906 Proceedings of the British
Academy — The Romanization of Roman Britain (Haverfield 1906; 1910). He
understood ‘Romanisation’ as a unilateral process of cultural domination. Contrary to
his late Victorian/Edwardian contemporaries, Haverfield did not parallel the Roman
and the British Empires. Instead, he chose a pan-European outlook on recent political
events such as the rise of the German Empire and preferred to compare Great Britain
to the Roman Republic (Freeman 1996; Hingley 1996: 36). ‘Incorporation’,
‘assimilation” and ‘denationalisation’ (i.e. a loss of indigenous identities) were the key
elements of Haverfield’s understanding of Roman imperialism and Romanisation as a
moral and social process. Although he would attribute Romanisation a voluntary
aspect, it must finally result in a cultural subjugation of the non-Roman population

(Haeussler 2013: 21).

Based on their cultural and political background, the Zeitgeist of their respective
scholarship, the early studies into the nature of the Roman conquest and subsequent

cultural changes focused on the benefits of ‘becoming Roman’. The colonialising
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culture was perceived as the superior and more civilised one that almost exclusively
entailed desirable aspects of life. Up to the 1970s Romanisation was “understood in its
simplest form as the spread of what was Roman at the expense of what was not”

“replacing or marginalising pre-Roman forms in the process” (Woolf 1997: 339).

The political awakening after WWII and the gradual disintegration of the modern
European empires challenged attitudes towards imperialism and the justification of
colonies. Archaeology and ancient history embraced the new direction of post-
colonialism. This paradigm shift also entailed a focal shift from Rome towards the
conquered populations, in particular their elites, exploring aspects of acculturation
and ‘self-Romanisation’ or ‘autoromanizzazione’ (e.g. Zanker 1976; Millett 1990a;
1990b). If local elites adopted Roman lifestyle of their own free will in a “self-
generating process of emulation” through which “others within the society [were
encouraged] to aspire to things Roman, thereby spreading the culture” (Millett 1990b:
38), the changes brought by Roman expansionism and distributed in a trickle-down
effect would still have been primarily beneficial. Despite the criticism of some scholars
(e.g. Pelgrom 2009: 161-163 and Mattingly 2011: 38, who notes that Millett
“reinterpreted Romanisation as primarily a manifestation of elite negotiation and
native agency” and thus avoided the discussion of the negative impact of the Roman
expansion), it is worth evaluating the applicability of Millett’s approach to the
Lomellina. Key element in Millett’s concept of ‘self-Romanisation’ is Rome’s non-
intervention strategy or laissez-faire policy after conquest provided that taxes were
paid and Rome’s dominion unchallenged. The historical and archaeological overview of
the Lomellina has already evinced that such an approach seems to be reflected in the
local conditions in particular with regard to the lack of centuriation, where an
intentional laissez-faire policy may have played as much a role as the local geology

(see l.2.1. and 11.2.2.4-5).

Despite its focal shift towards the indigenous, these studies were still comparatively
centrist (i.e. Rome-focused): a focus that was increasingly abandoned through the next
phase in the search of a better concept for the study and understanding of the Roman
Empire and its emergence. Concepts of imperialism and Roman colonialism and its

impact on indigenous populations enabled scholars to unlink the Empire from 19t and

84



20%-century world politics. Thus, the discussion of imperialism and colonialism
dominated the 1994 symposium Roman Imperialism: Postcolonial Perspectives, which
resulted in the observation that the “study of the provinces of the Roman Empire is
properly the study not of imperialism, but colonialism” (Webster 1996: 2; recent

publications appear to have reversed this verdict — see 111.2.3.1.1).

Although both concepts, together with their associated terminologies, have been and
continue to be used in tandem, they are characterised by fundamental differences.
Whilst concepts of Roman imperialism — or imperialisms as emphasised by Mattingly
(2011: esp. 17) — focus on the process of establishing and maintaining the empire,
colonialism covers the negotiation and execution of power over people, particularly
from a distance. As such, imperialism is a “dynamic and shape-shifting process” (ibid.
6) that develops with each new conquest and is therefore multilateral (even if the
conquered party would most certainly have preferred to be no part of it). In its focus
on the formation of empire, imperialism concepts include its foundation in violence

(ibid. 6-7. 17; see also p. 290).

A common denominator of both concepts was (and still is) their de-centralisation, the
move away from a focus on Rome. Traditional concepts of Romanisation had drawn a
rather simple picture of power and cultural imbalance based on the idea of two
contrasting elements: ‘Rome’ and ‘natives’ / ‘indigenous’. A similarly bipolar approach
had been employed for centre-periphery concepts or studies of domination and
resistance, and thus also for any research into the prior relationship between EIA
cultures and the Mediterranean, particularly the Hallstatt cultures and the Greek
(Thurston 2009: 377-382). In the context of Northern Italy, geographically the very
area that functioned as lynchpin for this network, any concept considered for the
material culture change in the wake of the Roman conquest should include this period

and highlight continuities and breaks.

The “complexities of Roman-native interaction” (Hingley 2017: 2) have dominated
conferences since the 1980s (e.g. the series of Limes Congresses) but only with his
article Beyond Romans and natives (1997) and the subsequent monograph Becoming

Roman (1998), did Woolf establish an approach beyond post- and anti-colonial
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perspectives (Versluys 2014: 2. 6. 13 on the change from post-colonialism to anti-
colonialism). He strengthened the multilateral and multi-layered character of the
integration process foreclosing certain aspects of current globalisation theories in
Roman archaeology. Whilst (post-)colonial scholars had retained the distance of the
20 century (either focusing on Rome or on the indigenous side), Woolf adopted the
perspective of the individuals involved. The transforming character of the integration
process, understood as a ‘cultural revolution’ (Wallace-Hadrill 1989 and 2008; cf.
Woolf 1997: 346; 2001a: esp. 175-176), is essential to his approach —and a very
valuable concept regarding the situation in Northern Italy. The notion acknowledges
the agency of indigenous societies in the making of the Roman Empire, as “the Roman
culture of Gaul [or Transpadane Italy] did not exist before Roman conquest” (Woolf
1997: 347). Thus, the constant change of material culture and its representation of
socio-economic and cultural patterns, on the one hand, as well as the impact imperial
structures had on local populations through administration, legal discourse and the
armies, on the other, are fundamental for Woolf’s understanding of identity (Woolf

1995: 11-12).

The 1990s and the new millennium were characterised by a variety of approaches that
attempted a “broad critical evaluation” (Hingley 1996: 44-45), but were generally still
based on a differentiation between two adverse or even antagonistic cultures
(Versluys 2014; Pitts and Versluys 2015: 6), sometimes revealing only hesitant de-
construction of the ‘Romanisation’ term. At the same time, studies of socio-economic
and cultural developments in ancient Italy increasingly “disconnected [these] from
Roman conquest and expansionism” (Stek 2017: 2) — a scholarly development that has
only recently been reversed. Following this trend, Terrenato (2005) takes the aspect of
‘human agency’ one step further, observing that Rome itself, although the conqueror
and thus undeniably aggressor, played a comparatively unimportant role throughout
the further integration process and cultural transformation. In a major bottom-up
process the local populations (albeit mainly their elites) profited from political change
and utilised the new possibilities to their advantage — a notion adopted by Haussler for

his study of north-west Italy (Haeussler 2013: 217-231).
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The marked differentiation between elites and subaltern classes is also of particular
concern in the work of Mattingly (1996; 1997; 2004; 2006 and 2011) with its focus on
the imperialistic aspect of Roman expansionism. Where post-colonial studies, despite
their renunciation of the superiority of ‘Roman culture’, focused on the elites,
Mattingly (2004: 9-16) pointed out that the concept of an elite self-assimilation and
trickle-down effect ignores more than 90% of the population involved. Depending on
their individual environment —the Roman armies, urban contexts or rural communities
— the inhabitants of the Roman Empire had “discrepant experiences of imperialism”

(Mattingly 1996: 49; 2006: 520).

As much as Woolf appears to have broken the ice for studies that went beyond the
labelling of their subjects and emphasised the importance of the local population, he
seems to have also paved the way for the latest trend in ‘Romanisation’ studies — the
analysis of the impact and reception of the term itself. Almost a decade after his
fundamental work on imperialism, imperial economy and cultural transformation,
Woolf considered the progress of the debate and his own contributions (Woolf
2003/2004: esp. 157; 2004). These recent studies of cultural transformation, as well as
future ones (including my research), are no less tainted by Zeitgeschehen than those of
the 20t century (Witcher 2015 for the impact of current politics on the perception of
‘Roman-ness’ and particularly the significance of the Roman border). When Woolf
observes that the ‘grand theories’ have now been abandoned because their focus on

n u

“impersonal historical forces” “[dehumanised the] subjects” instead of considering the
“agency of the individual” (Woolf 2003/2004: 157-158; cf. Haeussler 2013), he
describes a cultural phenomenon of the 215t century: individualisation (cf. Eckardt

2014: 4; Insoll 2007: 15).
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2.3. ‘Romanisation’ in the present - Between identity crisis and
concepts of identity

This focus on the individual has also been adopted by Haussler for his fundamental
work about the integration of north-west Italy into Rome’s empire, which he expressly
opens with the avowal that his interest in the individual behind the processes of socio-
cultural change and diverging experiences had been the prime incentive for the study
(Haeussler 2013: 15-16). This focus helps him to completely move away from
programmatic concepts and to observe “conceptualising processes of sociocultural
change” (ibid. ch. 1) that are based on a net of psychological aspects, individual
intentions, decisions and actions. These resulted in various forms of individual
participation because “quite independent of Rome and local élites, the individual in
Northwest Italy had to find his/her place in the wider world of the Roman Empire”

(ibid. 321 cf. 20. 27. 307).

The psychological aspect of the process has also been highlighted by Pelgrom (2009).
He emphasises that cultural integration into the Roman empire is a socio-cultural
change based on cognitive-ideological structures and its success is largely dependent
upon a change of the ideological thinking of a group of people. The cognitive-
ideological element describes the process between forms of resistance and
opportunistic integration (ibid. 167-169; cf. Mattingly 2006: 522). Although this bi-
polarity resembles concepts of code-switching and ‘self-Romanisation’, he decidedly

rejects both, stressing the plurality (or discrepancy) of identities.

The increasing focus on the identity-shaping impact of the Roman expansion and the
shift away from the ‘Grand Narrative’ appears to have caused a scholarly identity
crisis. Throughout the Romanisation debate, two trends have been and still are
apparent: (i) the search for feasible terminological substitutes and (ii) the survival of

‘Romanisation’ particularly in non-English scholarship.

2.3.1. Substitutes for ‘Romanisation’
On the one side, there were those — mainly from the Dutch and British schools
(Versluys 2014: 4) — who completely rejected ‘Romanisation’ (and would even go so

far as to admit detesting it; Alcock 2001: 227) and were looking for alternatives. Three
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trends can be observed, each of them again influenced by their period. The first
generation of scholars appears to have created substitutional terms that re-wrapped
the concepts of ‘Romanisation’ in a different terminology. ‘Acculturation’,
‘creolisation’ (Webster 2001: 209-225), ‘hybridisation’ or ‘bricolage’ (Terrenato 1998),
with a slightly more positive approach towards Rome than concepts of resistance (e.g.
Bénabou 1976), unhinged ‘Rome’ from the terminology and focussed on individual
aspects of the integration process. Nevertheless, certain aspects of ‘Romanisation’
survived — for example the imbalance between conquerors and conquered. On this
account Woolf (1998: 22) rejects concepts of resistance for their continued
assumption of a dependency of the indigenous on conquering Rome. At the same
time, however, Fasold et al. describe ‘Romanisierung’ (see p. 93) as the interplay of
resisting indigenous elements and the adoption of Roman role models. They advocate
for individual definitions as the process of ‘Romanisation’ may also include “Reflexe
von allgemein habituellen Anderungen” (Fasold et al. 1998: 10) and thus showed no

signs of uniformity.

With the increased openness of archaeology to other disciplines and the
internationalisation of academia, a major focal shift took place: the universal
interconnectivity of researchers, knowledge exchange and creation, but ultimately also
of events that create ‘new history’ (i.e. politics that entail an increasingly global
impact) prepared the matrix for universal concepts. Mediterraneanisation,
globalisation and glocalisation — to various degrees — continued the trend to move

away from ‘Rome’ and raised the Roman conquest to a universal level (see lII.3).

On the other side ‘Romanisation’ led a second life, although — as already predicted by
Cooper (see p. 96) — manacled in inverted commas (Mattingly 2011: 39; Versluys 2014
5). This second life of ‘Romanisation’ would typically begin with a re-definition of the
term regarding the specific research topic’s material or theoretical basis (Haeussler
2013: 21 lists various works of the previous four decades from studies of material
culture, such as the distribution of pottery or coins, via linguistic treatises to landscape
archaeology projects, which all have the continued use of ‘Romanisation’ in common
and justify this by giving precise, research-related definitions). These re-definitions

have their cause not only in an attempt to avoid certain pitfalls of previous
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perceptions of Romanisation, but also acknowledged a distinct lack of precision

resulting from the deconstruction of the term, as pointed out by Mattingly (2011: 38).

In addition to globalisation theories, which shall be discussed in greater detail below,
two models of concepts appear to dominate current studies of “the process once

124

known as ‘Romanisation’” (Herring and Lomas 2009: 4). (i) Imperialism and the
interplay between provincial Roman settlements and the frontier are compared with
(ii) new approaches towards Roman colonialism, and account for an approach that

brings Rome back into the debate.

Despite (or probably because of) their modernity and continued use in current politics,
imperialism and colonialism appear to have been used contradictorily regarding their
Roman counterparts. By definition we live in a post-colonial world. Imperialism,
however, is still a fundamental element of Zeitgeschehen. ‘Imperialistic’ is frequently
used by a whole generation of young (left-minded) adults to denounce global
businesses that are accused of destroying local culture (e.g. Starbucks and the
American coffeehouse culture), and certain developments of recent global politics
have justifiably been described as markers of imperialism and maintaining power (e.g.
the current involvement of various nations in foreign civil wars or the assassination of
‘terrorist’ leaders). The latter is a key element of imperialism, however, executed from
a distance —in itself an intrinsic element of colonialism. The less than unambiguous
meaning of current imperialism and colonialism may explain some of the confusion

within archaeological theory.

With an emphasis on the military, administrative and political elements of the
integration process, studies of colonialism combine primarily archaeology and ancient
history. Post-colonial approaches in particular resonate aspects of redemption.
Gosden (2004) in his study of the nature and relationship of power between
indigenous communities and the colonialising arm of Rome, however, emphasised the
importance of material culture and its interplay with people for concepts of

colonialism.

Imperialism is completed and opposed by the broad concepts of Mediterraneanisation

and globalisation as well as glocalisation (Mattingly 2011: 15). This semi-universal and
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modern concept has the advantage of a neutral approach without ties to the
Romanisation debate or any valuation of the cultures involved. Although the impact of
the Roman conquest in particular is of less significance to this approach, it
acknowledges the continuation of previous developments (i.e. the increased material
uniformisation of the Hellenisation period) and chooses a more material-culture-based

focus that combines archaeology and various sociological fields.

2.3.1.1. Roman imperialism and the study of frontier zones
Recent publications appear to have moved away from both the painful beating about
the bush of ‘Romanisation” and the almost obsessive-compulsive search for a
programmatic substitute. In this context, ‘Roman imperialism’ is on the rise (e.g.
Gonzalez Sdnchez and Guglielmi 2017: vii). In this instance, ‘colonialism’ seems to be
disregarded in favour of ‘imperialism’ — probably out of an awareness of the large
political baggage tied to the former in a time that has not completely reappraised and
processed the latest wave of violent and exploitative colonialism. The discussion of
Roman imperialism, however, is both less programmatic than ‘Romanisation’,

‘creolisation’ or ‘resistance’, to name but a few, and brings Rome back into the picture.

The various facets of Roman imperialisms have been discussed in depth by Mattingly
(esp. 1996; 1997; 2006 and 2011 — all containing ‘imperialism’ in the publication’s
title). He highlights the dynamic of the imperialistic attitude towards the
establishment and maintenance of the Roman Empire (2011: 6. 17) and points out the
“linkage [...] between imperialism and globalisation” (2011: 15) drawn by many
scholars. At the same time, concepts of imperialism are characterised by a search for
aspects not only of bi- or multilateralism but particularly of ‘barbarian impact’ on
‘Roman culture’ (Gonzalez Sanchez and Guglielmi 2017: vii). Thus, they incorporate
aspects of hybridisation concepts, which in contrast to the concept of bricolage (i.e. a
comparatively quick process, an almost spontaneous integration of available material
and immaterial goods from various classes into an existing set of values, symbols and
objects), refers to a long-term process of deliberately adopting and adapting new

aspects from various cultures (see also 11.3.1).
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2.3.1.2. Roman colonies and the centre-periphery model
The Oxford Dictionary of Sociology (2009) describes the centre-periphery model as “a
spatial metaphor which describes and attempts to explain the structural relationship
between the advanced or metropolitan ‘centre’ and a less developed ‘periphery’”.
With the aim of tracing the origin of cultural changes both of a material and
immaterial nature within Italy, the role of Roman colonies has been emphasised. It
was widely accepted that “[...] their influence on the regions around them was
immense” (Reid 1913: 64) either in an intentional attempt to civilise the indigenous or
“as a secondary and essentially unpremeditated side-effect” (Stek 2017: 9 in

paraphrasing Edward T. Salmon, cf. 10-15).

The establishment of colonies entailed a key feature of concepts of colonialism —the
execution of power from a distance (Mattingly 2011: 7). Gosden (2004) develops a
tripartite general model of colonialism distinguishing between a “colonialism with
shared cultural milieu” (ibid. 41-81), a middle-ground approach with multilateral
change (ibid. 82-113) and the “terra nullius” approach that especially characterised the
colonialism of the European empires of the modern period (ibid. 113-152). The middle-
ground approach, according to Gosden, reflects Roman colonialism, giving agency to
the indigenous people and the coloniser, whereby the latter politically dominates (ibid.
30-32. 82-113). Meanwhile Mattingly (2011: 34) points out that the Roman conquest
of Italy included various aspects of a colonialism with shared cultural milieu: an
observation also valid for Padane Italy, although | would speak less of a shared cultural
milieu — as this includes belief systems and social as well as cultural concepts (e.g. the
pre-existent adoption of the symposium) — but rather of a shared material culture, a
common denominator that had its roots in the preceding Mediterranean

interconnectivity.
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2.3.2. The persistence of ‘Romanisation’
Romanisation was never gone— and it is no surprise that its apparent return (Fig. 13)
was observed in Rome. Italian scholarship, along with other academic cultures that
have not or only recently commenced an academic, social and political reflection of
their colonial past, such as Germany, remained less hostile to the concepts and use of
‘Romanisation’. Pitts and Versluys (2015: 5 n. 5) observe that “[t]he Romanisation
debate has developed very differently within various national and intellectual
traditions.” Therefore, “it is important to note that while debate in and on (Roman)
Britain has been most visible and guiding for the field as

a whole, its conclusions and consensus have not

generally passed into French, German or Italian
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unilaterality of ‘Romanisation’ by using two different

terms: ‘Romanisierung’ and ‘Romanisation’. The two Fig. 13 The return of Romanisation
was observed (and subsequently

terms try to respect the two parties involved in the announced on social media) at (T)RAC
2016 in Rome.

process. ‘Romanisation’ with its adjective-based roots

refers to both the result and the self-Romanisation of the indigenous, meanwhile
‘Romanisierung’ with its grammatically active component describes the Roman
approach to integrate regions into her empire and is thus closer to the traditional
concept of the English ‘Romanisation’. The difference becomes most evident when
comparing the encyclopaedic entries Romanisation (Spickermann 2001) and
Romanisierung (Woolf 2001b) in Der Neue Pauly with their English translation in Brill’s

New Pauly. Spickermann’s entry is here translated with the less frequently used term
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self-Romanisation, highlighting the bipartite concept of the German original edition,

where the two entries are printed right next to each other.

It is indeed tempting to split an unfortunate umbrella term that failed to unite a
diversity of processes into its respective divisions. Thus unsurprisingly, fairly recent
publications such as Romanisierung — Romanisation (Schérner 2005. More recently he
renounced the approach of the publication; pers. comm.) continue to use both terms.
Schorner argues that ‘Romanisierung’ is the only term that names Rome as the
“entscheidende geschichtliche GréRe” (ibid. V) within the process. Where post-colonial
Roman archaeology tried to de-Romanise theoretical approaches, Schorner refocuses
on Rome and calls for a re-definition of the term based on small-scope case studies
avoiding the unilateralism and colonialism of previous generations. He continues that
‘Romanisierung’ can only be a process not the result of the cultural change (ibid. V-XIl),
and thus the volume also includes concepts of bricolage, creolisation and
acculturation. This definition is mirrored in Keay’s and Terrenato’s argument that
‘Romanisation’ could survive in a diluted form by being used to sum up the events that
happened during the integration into the Roman Empire but not used to describe the
sociocultural changes (Keay and Terrenato 2001: ix; Mattingly 2002 and Terrenato

2005 for a critical rejection of this notion).

2.3.2.2. Romanizzazione
Just as Zeitgeist has had an impact on theoretical debates, there can be no doubt that
cultural characteristics continue to play a part in the development and persistence of
concepts. These are also detectable in the continued use of ‘romanizzazione’ in Italian
scholarship. A Romano-centric perspective must appear far less intimidating in a
culture that is naturally Rome-focussed to a great extent by being governed from
Rome (an analysis of publications by scholars from an Italian cultural minority or from
Italy’s border region, would be of great interest in this context). The Romano-centric
perspective can also be found in concepts of early Italian state-formation or
urbanisation (e.g. Carandini 1997; laia 2009-2012: 72). Moreover, ‘romanizzazione’ has
a primarily chronological definition (e.g. Grassi and Frontini 2009). In this context, the
period of Romanisation followed the LIA of 400-222 BC and was subsequently replaced

by the Principate after 41 BC. According to this definition, most of LT C and LT D would

94



fall within the chronological period of Romanisation (see IV.3.3), and the term is

therefore often used inconclusively without prior definition.

In addition, ‘romanizzazione’ is used as a term to describe the cultural change in the
wake of Roman expansionism (e.g. ibid.). Here the emphasis lies on the integration of
conquered regions into the Roman territory. The process is understood as an
intensification of previous developments towards a Mediterraneanisation or
globalisation. Once completed, social structures and material culture displayed a
uniformity that was characteristic of the Roman Empire. Although the various
individual processes are multi-facetted and multi-lateral, they can be detected in all
Roman provinces. At the same time, certain drawbacks of the Romanisation concept
appear to be still accepted by some Italian scholars. For example, the process of
cultural change in Padane Italy might still be described as unilinear with an exclusively
beneficial flow from superior Romano-Italic culture to the inferior one of Gauls and
Celts, which “reinforces an interpretation of material culture change that is simplistic

and narrow” (Mattingly 2011: 38-39).

2.4. Conclusions
A real revolution will not be accomplished by a mere change of terms, nor will it be

held off by modifying older ones.

Bell 1992: 18

Dopo tanto spargimento di sangue, questa volta, gli aristrocrati celti della Cisalpina
seppero capire il limite del proprio assetto socio-economico e scelsero la strada

dell’integrazione.

Torelli 1987: 7

In Thus Spoke Zarathustra Nietzsche (1954: 375 — Vom Lande der Bildung) argues that
teaching and knowledge are incompatible. Teaching and knowledge exchange (such as
a doctoral thesis) require terminology, and terminology inevitably results in
(unintentional) linguistic ‘dedifferentiation’. Consequently, a study on the impact of
the Roman conquest requires a term to describe the processes involved and their
timeframe. To reject ‘Romanisation’ completely would seem comparatively

Anglocentric — but there is more to holding onto it than a desire to acknowledge the
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scholarly traditions of Italy where my research is rooted. As Bell (1992) discussed in
regard to the term 'ritual’ and its potential interpretations, the advantage of a simple,
if sometimes imprecise term lies in its comprehensibility. Rejecting the term purely for
its simplicity, or "housecleaning" as Bell phrased it, is indicative of an elitist
misapprehension of research and knowledge exchange — or as Woolf (2003/2004: 157)
noted for ‘Romanisation’ and other concepts of cultural change (e.g. Hellenisation,
modernisation or globalisation amongst others): “Without being experts in the subject
areas concerned, we understand at once what each of these terms must mean.”
Moreover, Bell continues, "many attempts to produce a paradigm shift end up simply
repacking older problems in new jargon" (Bell 1992: 18). Examining the semantic
biography of 'Romanisation’ has revealed that this verdict also applies to the present

debate.

Possibly unintentionally, but nonetheless accurately, Woolf summed up the advantage
of the term over any of the substitutes: “The success of that mission [i.e. Rome’s
civilisation of the barbarians but also the defence of the Romanisation concept]
seemed confirmed by the ubiquity, on European sites, of artefacts and structures
resembling finds from the Mediterranean world” (Woolf 1997: 339). In accordance
with the Italian interpretation of ‘romanizzazione’ (see p. 95), this proposition
acknowledges that although the Mediterranean had seen prevenient trends towards a
uniformity and standardisation of certain material and immaterial goods, this ubiquity
and uniformity of material culture so characteristic of the Roman Empire had only
been disseminated due to Roman expansionism —and “No convenient term will easily
replace ‘Romanisation’ as it still tells part of the story, but as with the term ‘Celtic’, for

many it will only live on in inverted commas” (Cooper 1996: 95).

Notwithstanding that the present study avoids applying the term ‘Romanisation’
attributively or descriptively, the term is herein regarded as a comprehensible
chronological umbrella term describing the period of integration into Rome’s empire
in particular when referring to Italian studies and their results (Fasold and Witteyer
1998: 181). In this vein, Perego (2011a: 238) “still [maintains] the use of this
problematic term” in describing “the progressive transformation of late Iron Age

Venetic lifestyle and material culture” (ibid.). Analogous to other chronological terms

96



(e.g. ‘Iron Age’), it goes without saying that the period of Romanisation covered
different timeframes in each region of the Empire (this paragraph — and the entire
thesis — intentionally mentions both the Roman empire [i.e. Rome’s empire before the

Principate or Imperial period] and the Roman Empire).

A similar approach was selected in the definition of ‘Roman’. Adding to Eckardt’s
definition of ‘Roman material culture’ as “portable objects current in the Roman
provinces” (Eckardt 2014: 1) this study classifies as ‘Roman’ those portable objects
brought to the Roman provinces (and otherwise classified areas) in the wake of the
Roman conquest. With the aim of including the unifying or ‘Italianising’ effect of
Roman expansionism on material and immaterial culture (i.e. funerary customs),
Italian scholars introduced the term ‘Romano-Italic’ (cf. various contributions in
Spagnolo Garzoli 2009/2010). Typologically ‘Romano-Italic’ falls between ‘Roman’ (i.e.
coming from Rome — ‘stadtrémisch’ — or relating to military, administrative and
political aspects of the Roman Empire) and ‘provincial Roman’. It describes the culture
distributed through the Roman conquest but acknowledges that this ‘Roman’ culture
was already an amalgamation of various Central and Southern Italian traditions
including Etruscan elements and Greek culture made popular through both Magna
Graecia and the general Hellenisation of the Mediterranean. ‘Romano-Italic’ is thus
more appropriate when referring to the discrepant character of ‘Roman’ culture. Both
terms, however, are based upon the current archaeological state of knowledge.
Whether this definition would have been shared by the inhabitants of the Lomellina
must remain of subordinate importance as their perception of ‘Roman’ or ‘Italic’
continues to be obscure. Therefore, the investigation of changing identities through
analyses of material culture has to be based on an identification and selection of

“artefacts that may be of social and cultural significance” (Eckardt’s 2014: 2).
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3. Moving away from Rome - globalisation,
Mediterraneanisation and glocalisation
We believe globalisation theory has the potential to add
significantly to several crucial debates in Roman

archaeology and history.

Pitts and Versluys 2015: 3

Where the Romanisation debate created a theoretical vacuum, new concepts were
needed to fill this gap. Pitts and Versluys (2015) observe how colleagues would
describe the effects of ‘Romanisation’ either without using the term, or by putting it in
inverted commas. Whilst Versluys had previously suggested that consideration be
given to a ‘Romanisation 2.0’ (2014), a revised and modern concept describing the
workings of the Roman conquest and empire, the joint publication of 2015 explores
the suitability of globalisation concepts for the study of Roman archaeology and in
particular material culture. Despite their strong support of the notion, they also call for
caution as “using a term because it is currently fashionable will not suffice” (Pitts and
Versluys 2015: 3; cf. Witcher 2000 and 2015: 200 for a strong reminder not to let
fashion overrule feasibility). Nevertheless, | believe globalisation, including aspects of
Mediterraneanisation and glocalisation, merits discussion as the most suitable concept

to understand the ‘Romanisation’ of the Lomellina.

3.1. Whatis globalisation?
Globalisation theory is rooted in world-system theories but, in the context of Rome’s
empire, it is better suited to describe the processes of change. World-system theories
place importance on connectivity and observe the asymmetrical flow of raw materials,
luxurious goods and taxes between Rome and her empire, which eventually led to
interregional trade and developments to cope with new demands. They
overemphasise politics and economics, whilst neglecting cultural and social relations;
thus, they consequently fail to untangle the dependency between Rome and the
empire. The core of the globalisation concept is the interconnectivity and
interdependency created by the globalising process (Pitts and Versluys 2015: 8-11).

This phenomenon had already been observed by Haussler, who described the
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Transpadane landscape of the 1t century BC as “increasingly interdependent and
interrelated” (Haeussler 2013: 145; see 11.1.1.1 on the impact of centuriation).
Centuriation appears to be one of the key elements of Roman globalisation, which

ultimately resulted in ‘de-territorialisation’ (Pitts and Versluys 2015: 11).

Just as studies of Roman imperialism and the frontier zones (see 111.2.3.1.1) include
concepts of hybridity and cultural mixing, they are part of globalisation theory (Pitts
and Versluys 2015: 7; cf. Mattingly 2011: 15). Hodos (2015: 242) emphasises that the

“development of hybrid practices” is an inevitable result of the globalisation process.

3.2. The benefits of globalisation concepts
As with concepts of colonialism and in particular imperialism (see p. 90), globalisation
theory comes with a negative connotation due to its use in current media — ‘global
terror’, ‘injustice and imbalance between a 1%t and 3" world’ and ‘global capitalism’
are only some of the contexts in which globalisation plays a negative role.
Notwithstanding the justifiably negative perception, the principles of globalisation

theory are neutral (Pitts and Versluys 2015: 10).

According to Pitts and Versluys (ibid. 7) Romanisation theory was flawed in its narrow
focus on conceptual aspects like ‘identity’ or ‘Roman v. native’. To understand the
broad field of interactions between indigenous communities and non-local entities,
concepts of connectivity need to move into the foreground. In this context,
globalisation concepts are not only better suited to material culture studies as they
move beyond national boundaries, but they also investigate the flow of culture that
manifests locally while reaching far beyond local boundaries and connecting the local
with the regional and the global. Used in this way globalisation theory can untangle
some of the patterns observed in north-west Italy far better than concepts of

Romanisation.

Critics of the Romanisation theory and some of its substitutes stressed the diversity of
the cultures involved in the building of the Roman Empire and the variations in their
respective integration process. Howsoever this issue were to be rectified in a
‘Romanisation 2.0’, the engrained unilateralism of Romanisation will always tend to

favour a uniformity of the integration process. Globalisation processes, on the other
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hand, have always been understood as variable through time and space, and with their
“global-local balance” they are multi-centred (Hodos 2015: 242. 244). Globalisation
theory “decentres Rome” (Nederveen Pieterse 2015; cf. Hodos 2015: 252) and thus

circumvents one of the main obstacles inherent in ‘Romanisation’.

3.2.1. Globalisation or glocalisation?
Within globalisation theory the hybrid term ‘glocalisation’ has increasingly gained a
foothold. Glocalisation has been described as ‘global localisation’ (Pitts and Versluys
2015: 14, who sum the concept up as an aid “to emphasise how the homogenising
elements of global culture [...] are differentially incorporated into local cultures, which
in turn are altered in the process”). As such, the idea of glocalisation obviates the
danger of a simplifying uniformisation of various and diverse local cultures involved in
the global process. With regard to specific cultural landscapes within the Roman
empire such as the Lomellina, this concept of glocalisation fits well. The data analysis
(chapter V) and comparison with other sites and areas (chapter VI) will demonstrate
how certain elements of an increasingly interconnected and standardised, if not
homogenous Mediterranean were incorporated differentially and received a distinct

meaning.

3.3. How and why should the concept be applied to Roman
archaeology?

Globalisation theory investigates the economy, social or cultural developments of an
increasingly interconnected and interdependent world; aspects engrained into the
very nature of the Roman Empire (Morley 2015: 52). In the making of the Empire, the
extent of this network transformed Rome both within the empire and beyond. The
balance between global and local, initially highlighted by concepts of Roman
imperialism and colonialism, shaped the empire and frequently resulted in a localised
emphasis of self-identity. Pitts and Versluys (2015; Pitts 2015; Versluys 2015)
demonstrate how material culture studies and those of pottery in particular have
emphasised this unique aspect of Roman hybridisation. The increased uniformity of
global Roman material culture led to the emergence of elite markets with demands for
distinctive products and styles. Imported pottery such as TS was initially acquired to

showcase status but quickly transformed under local demands as the local, individual
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requirements and traditions outweighed the ‘exoticness’. This reflects a strong
awareness of self, of the habitus unique to each community or smaller entity. At the
same time, material analyses of Roman pottery highlight how increased uniformity
renders local elements more obvious — returning us to the danger of constructing
‘Roman-ness’ based on our knowledge of “[t]hings we consider ‘Roman-like’ [because
they] get their meaning through circulation and the specific context of a specific

moment in that system of circulation” (Hodos 2015: 246-247).
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Chapter IV - The Lomellina - archaeology
and methodology

The quantitative and qualitative analysis for this study comprises a total of 488
mortuary contexts from 32 individual burial sites. This dataset includes both actual
graves and ustrina, the latter defined as the detectable sites of the funerary pyre (see
p. 126). Four case study areas have been selected to discuss some patterns in detail:
Gambolo, Garlasco, the various cemeteries of Gropello Cairoli and Dorno as a single
third area, and finally Valeggio Lomellina and Ottobiano as a fourth area. Gropello
Cairoli and Dorno lie within a radius of less than 5 km from each other and were
situated in close proximity to the Roman road leading from the Central Po valley via
Pavia-Ticinum towards Gaul. The removed location of Garlasco from this major Roman
road (c. 7 km) and its unique status within the history of research of the Lomellina (see
.1.) justify separating it as a case study area in its own right although it is close enough
to Gropello Cairoli to be included in this group. Valeggio Lomellina and Ottobiano are
situated 7-13 km west of Gropello Cairoli and Dorno, again less than 5 km from each
other, although their two cemetery sites at localita Cascina Tessera and Cascina

Rotorta respectively were found at the antipodal sides of the two villages.

1. State of documentation
The archaeological investigation of the Lomellina is characterised by a relative lack of
systematic excavations and subsequent publication (see I.1.). Only a small minority of
contexts has been documented by the Soprintendenza of Lombardy (e.g. contexts
PV_GRC_IMen_037-083 at Gropello Cairoli and the cemetery of Dorno, localita Cascina
Grande). The remaining sites have been excavated by either archaeological societies
such as the Associazione Archeologica Lomellina or private individuals. Pearce (1994:
59) described the “Eastern Lomellina between the Terdoppio and the Ticino [as]
certainly the best known zone within [his] study area [i.e. the provinces of Lodi, Milan
and Pavia]” attributing this to the amount of research done within this area. However,
many sites such as Cascina Grande remained unpublished; other sites such as Cascina

Tessera were largely made available only as comparison sites in reference to other
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cemeteries. Only 245 out of 488 mortuary contexts can thus be determined as fairly

complete and suitable for statistical analysis (Fig. 14).

As contexts were rarely classified as either ‘complete’ or ‘incomplete’ in published
records, a list of criteria has had to be developed for this study. ‘Incompleteness’

derives from

e acontext being only mentioned in reference to other contexts and/or certain
material categories — e.g. PV_DOR_cGra_037: published only in reference to
the presence of a funerary bed with an additional mentioning of spindle
whorls.

e acontext not being completely published and certain material categories only
documented in summary — e.g. : PV_GAR_cBar_013a: an unspecified context
with 2 spindle whorls and an unspecified amount of local pottery in addition to
four plates.

e (possibly) disturbed contexts and/or contexts with (possibly) mixed-up
assemblages — e.g. PV_DOR_ISMa_002: the assemblage and cremated remains
were found mixed with the macchia carboniosa; it is uncertain whether all

artefacts belong exclusively to one burial.

incomplete data (i.e.
disturbed contexts,

partially published etc.)
possibly complete data

45

208 complete cremations

198 complete ustrina

/_ 7 B complete inhumations

Fig. 14 Complete and incomplete mortuary data from the Lomellina.
The 30 ‘complete ustrina’ comprise 4 definite and 26 possible ustrina; seven complete inhumation contexts
comprise two definite inhumations and five probably complete inhumations.

In addition, the assignment of graves mentioned in reference to other contexts is

often complicated, and information, although in theory invaluable for the completion
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of the catalogue, has had to remain unused as the burials could not be correlated.
Rare cases where photos or other illustrations had been published have allowed me to
identify some burials through comparison. PV_GRC_IMen_064, a cremation in nuda
terra excavated in 1981 and published by Macchioro Malnati as tomba 23 had initially
been catalogued as 1981, nr. 12 (Macchioro Malnati 1994-1999: 178-182. pl. XII B,1-
21, XIlII,22-27). A photo of the burial in situ (Invernizzi 2005b: 10) taken from a slightly
different angle to the one published by Macchioro Malnati (1994-1999: 147 fig. 6) lists
the same context as tomba 10. Where no photos were available such fortunate

correlation has been impossible.
1.1. Case study areas

1.1.1. Gambolo

Fig. 15 Surroundings of Gambolo.

The map includes the cemeteries of Gambolo, frazioni Garbana and Belcreda triangulated between Vigevano,
Mortara and Tromello. The map shows the vicinity of Garbana to the mortuary sites of Mortara, localita Cascina
Medaglia and Vigevano, frazione Morsella. The detailed map of Belcreda shows the general location of the burials
in the area of via XXV Aprile and via Pascoli.

1.1.1.1.  Gambolo, frazione Belcreda
The 43 mortuary contexts at Gambolo, frazione Belcreda were investigated during the
1980s primarily by Vannacci Lunazzi. Contexts PV_GAM_fBel_001-025 were excavated
between August 28, 1980 and April 12, 1981 in the area of 18-20 via XXV Aprile
(Vannacci Lunazzi 1983b: BE 1-24). PV_GAM_fBel_026, a single grave was found in the

area of 53 via XXV Aprile on February 24, 1982. The following month between March 2
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and 13, 1982 saw the investigation of contexts PV_GAM_fBel _027- 040 in via Pascoli
(15 individual contexts with PV_GAM_fBel_027a and 027b as two associated contexts;
Vannacci Lunazzi 1983b: BEP 1-14). PV_GAM _ fBel_041 was dug up clandestinely in
February 1983, east of the previous graves. The burials of via Pascoli were found on a
dosso to the left of the road leading towards Molino d’Isella. Together with the burials
from via XXV Aprile they belonged to one larger cemetery. It is unlikely that the
complete cemetery has been investigated as only those graves that were in danger of
destruction were excavated. The investigated contexts date to LT C-D (2"-1%t century
BC) with a distinct peak during the 1% century BC; the youngest burial
PV_GAM_fBel 035 was located on the top of the dosso at via Pascoli (Vannacci Lunazzi
1981d; 1982c; 1983b — numerous errata concerning digits [e.g. measurements stated
in the catalogue are inconsistent with the scale of objects reproduced in the plates,
some inventory numbers may be incorrect]; Frontini 1985; Vannacci Lunazzi 1986a;

Piana Agostinetti 1987; Sfredda 1998).

PV_GAM_fBel_042 refers to a burial BE 26 only mentioned referentially (Vannacci

Lunazzi 1986a: 70); there is no further information available about this tomb.

1.1.1.2.  Gambolo, frazione Garbana

In 1988, the Soprintendenza excavated a small cemetery in localita Dosso della
Guardia within the boundaries of frazione Garbana, c. 4.5 km west of Gambolo
towards Mortara. Only two out of 19 or more burials have been published in reference

to the presence of funerary beds (Invernizzi 2005a: 148).
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Fig. 16 Mortuary data from Gambolo, frazioni Belcreda and Garbana.
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Fig. 17 Chronology of mortuary contexts around Gambolo.

The four Augustan-Tiberian contexts include the two incomplete cremation contexts from frazione Garbana, only

published in reference to their funerary beds.
This thesis uses the following colour scheme for all chronological graphs and diagrams:

Undated contexts: grey LT D: u red
Golasecca — LT B: yellow Julio-Claudian: u purple
LTC: u orange Flavian: | blue

Transition phases and sub-phases are highlighted in corresponding shades —e.g. LT D: @ = LT D1: " & LT D2: .
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1.1.2. Gropello Cairoli and Dorno
Seven individual sites around the communes of Gropello Cairoli and Dorno have been

grouped into the second case study area.

10

Fig. 18 Surroundings of Gropello Cairoli.

The map includes the cemetery sites of localita Cascina Miradolo (9), Cascina Guala (10), Cascina Menabrea (8),
Castagnevo (4), Podere Panzarasa (3), Marone-Voghera (2) and Santo Spirito (1). The numbers correspond with
those in Macchioro 1991: 360 fig. 1 and Macchioro Malnati 1994-1999: 138 fig. 1 (see Fig. V).

The archaeological sites around Gropello Cairoli have been investigated since the turn
of the 20™ century. In addition to three substantial cemeteries dating to the IA and
early Principate, numerous other finds ranging from a large scale Golasecca settlement
to a Roman villa have been made. Of particular interest is the site of a Roman kiln in
zone 5, Podere Passerini, on the hilltop of a dosso close to Strada del Morgarolo.
Although Pace (1960) could determine neither an exact date nor function due to a lack
of accompanying finds, it is probable that the kiln was used during the Principate for
the production of brick and tiles — thus adding rare evidence of local industries
(Macchioro 1991: 349; for the kiln in general: Storti 1960; Cuomo di Caprio 1971-
1972).

Early finds (now lost) around the turn of the centuries were of similar chronology (i.e.
IA and early Principate) and location as subsequent ones. In 1927, an unknown
number of disturbed LIA burials was found at proprieta/dosso Fenini followed by the
first properly recorded finds for the commune in 1955-1957. Numerous cremation

burials could be traced through macchie carboniose, the visible stain of carbonised
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material on the bottom of the grave-pit. The material culture (now lost) was dated
between the 1% centuries BC/AD with only two Augustan-Tiberian contexts. In April
1976, a single cremation of the same period was found in Via Zanotti followed by five
disturbed cremation burials in February, April and October 1979. With one cremation
dated to LT D, three burials ranging between the 1% century BC and the beginning 1%
century AD as well as one tomb ‘a cassetta’ classified as Augustan-Tiberian, these finds

fit into the wider mortuary picture of Gropello Cairoli (Caporusso 1981).

1.1.2.1.  Gropello Cairoli, localita Marone-Voghera
Various sites south-east of the modern settlement of Gropello Cairoli have been
previously grouped as archaeological zone B (Fortunati Zuccala 1979a; 1979b; Arata
1984) or zone 2 (Macchioro 1991), and zone C. They encompass primarily localita
Marone-Voghera, also referred to as localita Marrone/Marun or dosso/dossi del
Voghera/Vughera. The sites have been grouped together due to their location along
the road Pavia-Ticinum — Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito — Dorno-Durriae, which
probably had already existed in antiquity connecting these two settlements. Marone-
Voghera covers about 25-30 ha and comprises three estates: Podere Panzarasa,
Castoldi and Lanfranchi. Sites have also been referred to as boschetto Panzarasa and
dosso Lanfranchi without any clear indication of their geographic affiliation. Together
the sites comprised a total of at least 210 contexts, of which 69 have been published.
The burials had been located on a chain of dossi and were excavated in the course of
levelling work for agricultural developments and poplar plantations. Regrettably no
systematic investigations took place. Macchioro (1991: 346-347) highlights the
impediments in the location of different burial groups; in all probability only a minority
of burials has been excavated, and the cemetery originally comprised several hundred
graves — according to the brothers Repetto about a thousand burials can be added to
those that have been excavated over the decades (Repetto and Repetto 1980: 17).
Together with some tombs found during the 1930s in an area of dossi “towards
Cascina Speranza” (ibid.) this chain of graves would have been more than one

kilometre long.

The chronology of finds and excavations is indicative of the complicated nature of the

archaeological record for Marone-Voghera.
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In 1937, and again during the 1950s, mortuary contexts were discovered at
Podere/proprieta G. Negri (not to be confused with porcilaia Negri in zone D, here
listed under localita Menabrea; later C. Castoldi); the contexts were destroyed and the

finds dispersed.

Between 1955 and the early 1960s finds were made in the area of proprieta/dosso
Lanfranchi and proprieta/dosso Panzarasa (zone B sector | = proprieta/dosso
Lanfranchi; zone B sector Il = proprieta/dosso Panzarasa). Both lots of land later
passed to the estate of one Barletta. As many of the contexts including burials and
ustrina were incomplete due to earlier disturbance of the site, it is impossible to say
how many burials were found originally (PV_GRC_IMar_044-069; Fortunati Zuccala
1979b; Macchioro 1991: 362 fig. 5,1-2).

In 1959-1960 a group of LIA tombs were discovered in zone C (dosso/fondo Maronin)
north-west of Marone-Voghera and north of the road connecting Dorno with Santo

Spirito. Except for one assemblage (PV_GRC_IMar_070) they were all lost.

Further finds dateable to LT C-D were made in the area around dosso Lanfranchi in
October 1972, including a rich assemblage dateable to the second half of the 2™
century BC (probably identical with PV_GRC_IMar_074-078). Half a year later, a single
burial — presumably the oldest burial of the Marone-Voghera cemetery was found in

April 1973 at boschetto Panzarasa (PV_GRC_IMar_079; Vannacci Lunazzi 1981a).

The years 1976 and 1977 saw three major excavations. Between summer 1976 and
autumn 1977 a total of 43 mortuary contexts were discovered at Podere Panzarasa. At
the time of excavation, the contexts had been partially disturbed and destroyed,
probably through looting. Only 26 burials could be recovered (Arata 1984;
PV_GRC_IMar_001-043).

At the same time, an unknown number of disturbed 1%t century AD-burials were
discovered at Podere Mantica/Pagani, a few hundred metres north-east of Marone-
Voghera (Caporusso 1984). The recovered artefacts (coins, two iron type Pavese
brooches, ceramica comune, thin-walled ceramics and BGW, terracotta figurines, oil

lamps and spindle whorls; Invernizzi 2002c: 64) may be the same as the material
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described by Arata as coming from a number of destroyed burials found along the

train line Santo Spirito — Gropello Cairoli (Arata 1984: 94-97).

A further 49 burials ranging across the Augustan-Tiberian period and the second half
of the 1t century AD were excavated in spring 1977 at Podere Castoldi with more than
30 additional graves at Podere Lanfranchi. The latter were dated between the

15t century BC and the Flavian period (Macchioro 1991: 362 fig. 5,3-4 [the numbers are
not matching with the description]). These finds appear to have remained largely
unpublished with the exception of three burials, one of them published as a possible
double burial (PV_GRC_IMar_071-073; Repetto and Repetto 1980: 19). A single burial
dated to LT D was recovered in July 1979 at boschetto Panzarasa/proprieta Barletta

(Macchioro 1991: 362 fig. 5,1).

The most recent discoveries comprise 59 burials from Podere Panzarasa excavated in

March 1984 and dated between the 1% century BC and 1%t century AD.

Macchioro (ibid. 346) tried to map the burials as far as possible. The result
demonstrates that the graves were most probably arranged in family groups with
burials of various generations from LT D up until the Neronian period being grouped

together.

1.1.2.2.  Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito
The site of Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito is indubitably one of the most
important archaeological complexes of the Lomellina. The promontory, sitting on the
edge of a terrace about 400 m above the valley, had been created by alluvial river
erosion. Its geological origin resulted in extensive sand extraction activities since the
mid-1950s at Cava Baggini (since 1962 Cava Albani). Local finds and additional

discoveries at Cascina Becca range from the Mesolithic to the Roman period.
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VA
Fig. 19a Map of Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito with superimposed map published as Ruffa 2010: 101 fig.1
(see also Fig. 19b and Figs VIII-IX).

Fig. 19b Satellite image of Gropello Cairoli, localita Santo Spirito.
The photograph suggests that no further changes to the area have occurred. Archaeological structures, however,
have been completely removed previously and are not visible any longer.

The years between 1955 (launch of Cava Baggini) and the 1980s saw the local

landscape changed drastically. Excavations — regrettably unsystematic — accompanied
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the quarry activities since the very beginning under Davide Pace (with the assistance of

Giuseppe Curti) and since 1972 under Arnaldo and Giordano Repetto.

Earliest sporadic finds from Mesolithic to middle FBA include a MBA-LBA bronze hoard
recovered in May 1981. First settlement activity is attested for the 7t"-6' centuries BC
and reached its peak during the EIA. Golasecca Il B-lll A3 finds point to intensive
settlement activity (c. 5 ha) during the 6™-4™ centuries. Due to intercutting finds of
different periods but also the destructive sand mining techniques, the documentation
of these finds is scarce and difficult (Arslan 1984: 112-113; De Caro 1999: 126-131).
Nevertheless, the settlement can be described as the most consistent protohistoric
nucleus of human activity in the Lomellina since the BA (Macchioro 1991: 340. For the
significance as prehistoric industrial site and evidence of a bronze workshop: Ruffa
2010: 99-100). The burial site associated with this settlement had most probably been
situated on the northern edge of the promontory where Pace reported finds in 1963
suggesting Golasecca cremations disturbed by later Roman structures. Due to the lack
of further evidence of burials Macchioro (1991: 343-344) assumes that the Golasecca
cemetery had either been destroyed in antiquity, or due to erosion or modern

quarrying.

With the 4t century BC human activity slowed down and finds dated to the end of the
century are sporadic; De Caro (1999: 131), however, notes that the lack of material
could well be the result of poor documentation rather than a complete hiatus in
human activity (for an opposite view e.g. Macchioro 1991: 335-336; Ruffa 2008; 2010).
Scarce finds including pottery fragments, rare LT I-1l brooches and a LT Il bronze
bracelet attest frequentation of the site at least until the second half of the 4™ century
and beyond (Ruffa 2010: 112-113 fig. 9,75-76; 114 fig. 9,77, 86; 115 fig. 10,130; 117.
123-125)

Settlement activity only increased again from the beginning of the 1%t century BC.
Various find agglomerations imply use of the site until the 1% century AD. First Roman
finds were made in 1904 and subsequently throughout the quarrying period between
1957 and 1983 including the discovery of what may be the pars urbana of a larger villa

estate with an industrial element as evidenced by various finds made up until 1997
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(Caporusso and Invernizzi 1991). Small finds including coins and brooches were dated
between LT D2 and the Augustan period (Ruffa 2010: 113-114 fig. 9,78-80; 115 fig. 10;
117-118. 123-126). Coins minted under Constantinus Ill suggest a use of the site up

until Late Antiquity.

In addition to the settlement, several burials have been reported for Santo Spirito
including some Roman cremations that are no longer identifiable and two early
Imperial inhumations along the nearby train line. In August 1975 a LT D1 burial dating
to the first half of the 1t century BC was discovered at nearby Cascine Gozzola and
Becca. According to the brothers Repetto several ‘Gallic’ tombs had been found in the
vicinity of Cascina Gozzola sometime before 1980 including an incomplete Lepontian
inscription, a vaso a trottola and other pottery as well as a Republican coin. However,
due to previous disturbances no further information is available (Repetto and Repetto
1980: 13; Invernizzi 2002c: 64). Cava Albani, in contrast, has yielded two unusual
inhumation burials found next to each other: a crouched inhumation was found with
flakes of flint, a miniature vase and a spindle whorl (PV_GRC_SSp_002; Ruffa 2010:
113, 118 fig. 11,5-7, 126); the second inhumation with skeletal remains in a prone
position has been dated to the 1% century BC, with a terminus ante quem of 25 BC
(PV_GRC_SSp_001). Whilst the crouched burial was initially described as non-dateable
due to the lack of chronologically significant material, both graves were subsequently
referred to as “due tombe tardo celtiche” (Ruffa 2010: 117; 2014: 169). With no
further evidence of IA or Roman graves at Santo Spirito, these selective burials
aroused scholarly suspicion. De Caro (1999: 135) suggests that the area of Cava Albani
was used for sporadic, probably deviant burials that were excluded from the extensive

burial grounds at localita Marone-Voghera (less than 1 km distance) and Castagnevo.

1.1.2.3.  Gropello Cairoli, localita Castagnevo
A group of more than 39 burials was discovered at localita Castagnevo, north of the
centre of Gropello Cairoli and thus about 1 km north-west of the cemetery at localita
Marone-Voghera and north of Santo Spirito. Also published as archaeological zone
A/4, the area comprises sites referred to as localita Castagnevo/Castagneé and
Frascate/Frasca or vigna Cristiani, Garaldi/proprieta Sassi, Sassi and Repetto

(Macchioro 1991: 348).
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Burials at vigna Cristiani had already been found in the 1970s and 1990s and were
attributed to a cemetery excavated in the 1960s-1970s. The brothers Repetto noted
that ‘Celtic’ (celto-padane) and Roman tombs with a large amount of pottery including
terra nigra, balsamaria and other glass vessels, terracotta figurines and two coins,
mirrors, shears, knives and a small block of wax had been found (Repetto and Repetto
1980: 22; Invernizzi 2002c: 64). A further 19 cremation burials were found between
September and October 2002. The cemetery was classified as a comparatively poor
small cemetery of the Romanisation period with objects of local tradition (Invernizzi

2001-2002).

Regrettably, only one burial excavated on December 17, 1955 has been published
(PV_GRC_ICas_001); followed in 2005 with the publication of an additional tomb in

reference to its terracotta appliqués (PV_GRC_ICas_002).

1.1.2.4.  Gropello Cairoli, localita Menabrea
North-west of the modern centre of Gropello Cairoli towards Garlasco and its frazione
Madonna delle Bozzole, excavations recurred at another large cemetery throughout
the 20™ century. Localitd Menabrea comprises the archaeological zone D or zones 8
(Cascina Menabrea with dosso del Magone/Magon, vigna Marabelli and the porcilaia
Negri [later porcilaia Scuri]), 9 (Cascina Miradolo and Podere Cerri) and 10 (Cascina
Guala). Finds from the area cover a long chronological range from the BA to the
Principate. The site was used for an extensive cremation cemetery, especially during

the Augustan period (Macchioro 1991: 349-352).

Numerous tombs ‘a cassetta’ were first found around 1920. The recovered artefacts
including terracotta figurines were subsequently lost. In 1957 more than 15 cremation
tombs with clearly traceable macchie carboniose were investigated and dated
between the mid-1°t centuries BC/AD (PV_GRC_IMen_028-036). An additional eight
burials with complete assemblages of similar dates were excavated in December 1966
under the auspices of the Soprintendenza (PV_GRC_IMen_037-041). The results of
both excavations were published under the location label zone D (Fortunati Zuccala

1979b).
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Between January and April 1978, an unknown number of cremation burials dated
between LT C and the late 1t century BC were investigated by the Gruppo
Archeologico Lomellina at Cascina Guala/Roberta (PV_GRC_IMen_084-085). The site is
situated on the modern boundary of Gropello Cairoli and Garlasco. Scarce evidence of
settlement activities found in 1952 and 1957 date between the 15t century BC and the
3rd/4t centuries AD. Architectural remains mixed with an abundance of fused glass
fragments point to the existence of a glass workshop and add to the picture of local

industries (Macchioro 1991; Invernizzi 2002c: 64).

In 1978-1981 up to a hundred burials were discovered during preparations for a poplar
plantation. The excavations of 1978 were mainly carried out by non-professional
archaeologists and remain largely unpublished. The graves were located 40-50 cm
below the ground surface and had been profoundly damaged through ploughing; only
two out of 27 contexts contained complete mortuary assemblages expressive of a
certain level of wealth. 40 mortuary contexts — 13 of these with Augustan-Tiberian
assemblages — were excavated at Cascina Miradolo (PV_GRC_IMen_086-125;

Macchioro 1991; Invernizzi 2002c: 64).

Giordano Repetto investigated 47 partially destroyed cremation burials at Cascina
Menabrea in winter 1978/1979 and throughout the following years. The traceable
macchie carboniose and mortuary assemblages (1°t centuries BC/AD) were found 10-
100 cm below the ground surface and consequently were often already damaged. A
further 13 cremation tombs of similar chronology were excavated in 1981 under the
auspices of the Soprintendenza led by Donatella Caporusso. Located approximately
40-50 cm below the modern ground surface, they were partially intact and complete.
However, not all identified mortuary contexts have been excavated

(PV_GRC_IMen_042-083; Macchioro 1991).

South-west of Gropello Cairoli following the assumed chain of cemetery sites of
localita Marone-Voghera the case study area is completed by three sites around
Dorno. Situated along the Roman road that connected the central Transpadana via
Pavia-Ticinum with Gaul, Dorno, the Roman mutatio of Durriae played an important

role in Roman land transport (Tozzi 2002: 17-18).
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Fig. 20 Surroundings of Dorno.
The map includes the cemeteries of localita Cascina Grande (1), San Materno (2) and Cascina Moglia (3).

1.1.2.5. Dorno, localita Cascina Grande
Between January and March 1984 more than 200 mortuary contexts were excavated
at Dorno, localita Cascina Grande. The reference to a brooch found in tomb 47 near
the ice house of Cascina Grande (Vannacci Lunazzi 1983b: 213), however, suggests
that burials had already been discovered previously. The 1984 cemetery was found in
the course of levelling work and initially excavated by the Gruppo Archeologico
Lomellina, subsequently by the Soprintendenza (Allini 1984). Although the
archaeological record was still studied and analysed in 1998 (Invernizzi 1998b), with
the exception of three assemblages on display at the museum of Vigevano and 12
cremations published in reference to funerary beds, none of them have been released

at the time of writing [2018].

1.1.2.6. Dorno, localita Cascina Moglia
On July 4, 1985 four burials were discovered during agricultural work at Cascina
Moglia. Three burials in nuda terra and one tomb ‘a cassetta’ had been partially
destroyed by diggers. The latter had been east-west orientated with tiles forming all
six sides of the box and a seventh tile separating the grave goods and cremated
remains vertically. Apart from a preliminary statement in the Soprintendenza’s
notiziario (Allini 1985) no further publications have been released at the time of

writing [2018].
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1.1.2.7. Dorno, localita San Materno
Between autumn 1972 and spring 1973 preparation work for rice plantations at Dorno,
localita San Materno, Podere Deodato revealed 15 burials dated between a developed
stage of LT D1 and the 1%t century AD. The burial site of approximately 300 m? was
located about 1 km south-south-east of the modern town centre. The local authorities
commissioned the Gruppo Archeologico Pavese to undertake excavations. Due to a
lack of systematic investigation, the correlation between mortuary assemblages and
layers of cremated remains found about 40-60 cm deep in sandy alluvial soil cannot be
traced clearly in all cases. In contrast to the two other sites at Dorno, the small

cemetery of San Materno has been completely published (Antico Gallina 1985).

The small cemetery comprised exclusively cremation burials in simple pits, with
mortuary container and grave goods in ‘nuda terra’ — with the exception of
PV_DOR_ISMa_005, the only tomb ‘a cassetta’. Despite the lack of discernible grave
markers, no intercutting of graves had been observed. Except for PV_DOR_ISMa_002
all burials were located next to the location of the pyre, providing rare evidence for a

consistent funerary custom (indirect cremation).

Gropello Cairoli and Dorno
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Fig. 21 Mortuary data from Gropello Cairoli and Dorno.
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Fig. 22 Chronology of mortuary contexts from Dorno, including 10 complete contexts from localita San Materno
and three from Cascina Grande.

1.1.3. Garlasco

Garlasco and first and foremost the surroundings of frazione Madonna delle Bozzole,
situated on a terrace above the Ticino, are exceptional for the archaeological evidence
of numerous IA sites presented in an uninterrupted sequence. The area is the only one
in the Lomellina that provided mortuary evidence of Golasecca | C: six G | C-1l B burials
(late 7t — early 5" century BC. De Caro 2002: 105) were found along the Ticino, north-
east of Madonna delle Bozzole, at localita Ca’Bassa. Although no settlements are
attested, one can assume that the various burial sites belonged to an agglomeration as
extensive as that of Santo Spirito — if not larger — or possibly to a chain of smaller
nuclei along the edge of the Ticino terrace. An exceptionally rich grave for the region
was found at Cascina Bonifica. Pottery, an iron knife, various bronze objects including
a toilet set, a bronze bead-rimmed plate of Etruscan provenance (probably Orvieto), a
simple situla and a cordoned bronze cist as well as remains of four brooches that date
the burial to G Il B indicate that the local community had a hierarchical social structure
— a societal feature that appears to have vanished towards the later IA. Further
Golasecca finds at Valle del Vignolo and from Campo Altino add to the picture (De Caro
2002: 105-111; cf. Trucco 1983 66-73; Vannacci Lunazzi 1983-84: 229-241; 19853;
Pearce 1994: 53, 110-111; Arslan 1995a).
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Fig. 23 Surroundings of Garlasco and its frazione Madonna delle Bozzole.
The map includes the cemetery sites of localita Cascina Solferina (1), Cascina Baraggia (2) and Cascina Cazzanina (3)
triangulated between Tromello, localita Cascina Stremiana and Gropello Cairoli, localita Cascina Miradolo.

1.1.3.1.  Garlasco, frazione Madonna delle Bozzole
The archaeological investigation of the area began in 1967, when 800 ha land in the
course of road construction work for the provinciale Vigevano — Pavia were excavated
between February and June. The investigated area, situated on a dosso, revealed 35
burials arranged in three slightly separated groups (PV_GAR_MdB_001-035. Arslan
1971). A rare systematic analysis of the assemblages was published by Trucco (1983)
and distinguishes Madonna delle Bozzole from other sites. Trucco’s spatial analysis
revealed several groups that coincide with her chronology (Trucco 1983: 70, pl. LXII
fig. 4). The southernmost graves belong to her phases | and Il. The central group
aligned in a narrow north—south direction comprises burials of all three phases with a
distinct peak during phase Il. The northernmost group is less clear, without any
internal structure and had burials belonging to all three phases. According to Trucco it
is thus possible to interpret the earlier burials as founder tombs with later burials
being arranged around them. This spatial hierarchy is well known from LT cemeteries
of transalpine Gaul, south-western Germany and Switzerland as well as the Boian

cemetery of Monte Bibele (BO; Vitali 1991; Vitali and Verger 2008).

Arslan (1984: 123) identified three chronological phases based on the combination of
mortuary assemblages. With 26 of the 35 assemblages classified as ‘complete’ (and a

further two as ‘probably complete’), he could rely on an exceptionally good data basis.

119



His first phase, ‘prima fase’, encompassed the second half of the 3™ century BC (i.e.
LT C1) although two tombs are dated even earlier. Wedged between this initial phase
and his subsequent ‘seconda fase’, which did not persist beyond the mid-2"¢ century,
he identified a ‘fase di transizione’. The final phase of LT C2 is missing from the

material record (Arslan 1978b: 109-110; 1984: 123-127; 2012).

The spring of 1974 saw the excavation of a Roman cemetery dated to the 1%t century
AD by the Associazione Archeologica Lomellina. The location of the cemetery
comprising 27 cremation burials ranging from the Augustan to the Domitian period
(PV_GAR_MdB_036-062) shows that the pre- and protohistoric settlement could have
moved over time from the Ticino terraces towards modern Garlasco (Vannacci Lunazzi

1980a).

The second half of the 1970s and the following decade were characterised by a series
of smaller discoveries: in May 1976 five cremation burials ‘a fossa’ were excavated in
via Nievo (property of a Mr Gino Pittana; PV_GAR_MdB_093-097). A single LT burial
(PV_GAR_MdB_063) dated to a transitional stage between LT C2 and D and excavated
in August 1976 or 1977 widened the chronological horizon of the LT phase of the
cemetery. A further single grave (PV_GAR_MdB_064) was discovered on November
20/21, 1978 or 1979, followed by three Golasecca burials, dated to the beginning of
the 6™ century BC on August 9-10, 1980 (Vannacci Lunazzi 1982c; Diani et al. 2014: 65
n. 1).

An area of 20 x 40 m comprising 23 burials was excavated between June 14 and
December 1981 (PV_GAR_MdB_065-087). The contexts were situated about 15 m
from the area investigated in 1974 and chronologically range primarily between the 15t
and 3™ centuries AD with numerous burials difficult to date. The inhumation burials of
the 2"d and 3™ centuries were characterised by distinctly poorer mortuary

assemblages (Vannacci Lunazzi 1982c).

A single grave was found in via Ca’Bassa in June 1981 (PV_GAR_MdB_088), followed
by two sporadic cremation burials excavated in via Baraggia 36 (property of a Mr G.
Lucca) on April 16-18, and August 9-10, 1982 (PV_GAR_MdB_098 and 099). In June of

the same year a single Lombard burial was found approximately 10 m from the
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Golasecca burials and revealed the exceptionally long activity of the area as burial site
(Vannacci Lunazzi 1983a: 388-389). The following year brought another LT C1 burial
excavated on February 20 in the vicinity of the 1967 excavations (PV_GAR_MdB_090)
and a further Golasecca burial with GlIl A brooch (5%"-4t™ century BC) on April 9-10
(Vannacci Lunazzi 1983a). Finally, on May 22, 1985 another single grave was
discovered (PV_GAR_MdB_091. Trucco 1983: 66-73; Vannacci Lunazzi 1983-84; 1985a;
Arslan 1995a).

1.1.3.2.  Garlasco, localita Cascina Baraggia
Cascina Baraggia is located to the north-east of Garlasco, about 9 km from Madonna
delle Bozzole along the modern road from Pavia towards Vigevano. The burials
summarised as Cascina Baraggia were found both at the site of the actual farmstead
and in the surrounding vicinity. Excavations had been conducted by members of the
Associazione Archeologica Lomellina over a long period following agricultural and
levelling work. The nucleus of the site was unsystematically investigated between
March 1976 and March 1991. A second nucleus of eight tombs was recorded in 1989,

comprising largely damaged late antique inhumations (Allini 1981; Simone 1988-1989).

IA and Roman burials were located north-west of the farmstead on the edge of a
Ticino terrace with the oldest burials in the west and later ones spreading towards
east. They were found at 50-150 cm depth with some of the macchie carboniose only a
few centimetres below the modern ground surface. A precise delimitation of the
macchia carboniosa was thus not always possible. The area of Cascina Baraggia was
divided into various sectors that gave name to the tombs: BAV = campi Vighi, Vacchelli
and Comelli; BV = campo Vighi; BAO = campo Orsi (also published as settore Orsi); and
BA = campi Grotti and Vighi. Burials from campo Vighi (BA, BAV and BV) could be dated
to a short chronological range between a late LT D and the Augustan period. A similar
date — up to the mid-1°t century AD — was given to burials from campo Grotti (BA).Over
50 burials with an Augustan-Tiberian date were recorded for campo/settore Orsi
(BAO). Although the mortuary record has been intensively studied for several master
theses, published information is scarce and largely available only through annotations.
It is of particular note that whereas LIA mortuary activity at Madonna delle Bozzole

began mainly in LT C (not to forget the singular graves dated to the Golasecca period),
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burials at Cascina Baraggia only appeared during LT D (i.e. with the Roman conquest.

Maccabruni 1999: 46).

1.1.3.3.  Garlasco, localita Cascina Solferina
One of the most recent excavations has been conducted at Cascina Solferina in March
2003 east of Garlasco. The 20 burials investigated were part of a larger cemetery that
had been excavated unsystematically over many years. Found 40-70 cm below the
modern ground surface, all cremations had been more or less damaged. Ploughing, in
particular, had left visible cuts and breaks on many artefacts. The recovered material

culture allows us to date all burials to the 1%t century AD.

The cemetery had been laid out in a south-east — north-west direction and probably
continued towards the north-west presumably in the direction of the modern
settlement. Invernizzi (2003-2004b) distinguishes between four topographical groups

without going into further detail.

1.1.3.4. Garlasco, localita Cazzanina
Excavations in the spring of 1973 and 1975 revealed an unknown number of burials

including several cremations at ‘boschetto dei fratelli Pezzoli’ dated to the Principate.

Garlasco

incomplete data (i.e. disturbed
contexts, partially published
etc.)

B complete cremations

complete ustrina

/ 4 complete inhumations

Fig. 24 Mortuary data from Garlasco. Two complete contexts are undefinable.
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Fig. 25 Chronology of mortuary contexts from Garlasco.

1.1.4. Valeggio Lomellina and Ottobiano

1.1.4.1.  Valeggio Lomellina, localita Cascina Tessera
During the winter of 1976/1977 and the following spring one of the most extensive
excavations of the Lomellina took place. No less than 232 mortuary contexts ranging
between the second half of the 2" century BC and the 2" century AD were excavated
in six neighbouring sectors along the road connecting Dorno via Cascina Tessera with

Valeggio Lomellina.

First finds in the area were made in the course of levelling work using heavy
machinery. The subsequent excavations were conducted by the Associazione
Archeologica Lomellina. Although the cemetery of Cascina Tessera was largely
excavated and recorded, the vast majority of finds remained unpublished. With a peak
during the late Republic and early Principate completed by older burials dating to

LT C2 and D1 the cemetery covers an important stage in the cultural transformation of
the Lomellina in the wake of the Roman conquest (Vannacci Lunazzi 1979a; Frontini

1985: 49; Piana Agostinetti 1987; Vannacci Lunazzi 1992; Panzeri 1999: 16-17).
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1.1.4.2. Ottobiano, localita Cascina Rotorta

The whole area around Cascina Rotorta, north-west of Ottobiano, had long been
known for its archaeological finds: around 1964 about 30 Roman burials had been
found; in the area of a dosso in cavo Angeleri, parallel to the road leading towards
Cascina Rotorta, pottery fragments dated to the 1t century BC and nearby destroyed
burials had been recorded. A bronze type Pavese brooch stored at the Musei Civici di
Pavia has been catalogued as originating from Ottobiano and adds to the pre-Roman
period of the area. Earlier finds date to the BA, and two Roman coin hoards round up

the picture (Vannacci Lunazzi 1986a; Papetti 1987).

In 1976 a Roman cemetery was discovered along the modern road between Ottobiano
and San Giorgio Lomellina in the area of localita Cascina Rotorta, zona San Antonio.
Following levelling work in the vicinity unsystematic excavations were executed by the
Associazione Archeologica Lomellina between October 31 and November 11. Due to
the nature of excavations, burials may have been missed and the cemetery cannot be

classified as complete (Papetti 1987: 19).

38 cremation burials ‘a fossa’ were found at 45-90 cm depth. In some cases the
macchia carboniosa mixed with some fragments of pottery was all that had remained
from the burial as tombs had been affected previously when stumps of poplars had
been removed (Papetti 1987: 19-21). The contexts were dated to the Augustan-
Tiberian period with a distinct peak during the first half of the 15t century AD. The
youngest burials dating to the second half of the century (PV_OTT _cRot_009, 012 and
019) were located towards the north-eastern and north-western edge of the
investigated areas (A and A’; Vannacci Lunazzi 1983b; 1986a). Vannacci Lunazzi
(1986a: 91) stresses the significance of the location of the cemetery and associated
presumed settlement very close to the important trade route from Pavia-Ticinum to
Gaul. The mansio at nearby Lomello-Laumellum could have played an important role in
the trade and exchange patterns of the area and facilitated the acquirement of

stamped and glazed pottery as evidenced at Cascina Rotorta.
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Valeggio Lomellina and Ottobiano

incomplete data (i.e. disturbed
contexts, partially published
etc.)

43 g complete cremations

22 complete ustrina
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Fig. 26 Mortuary data from Valeggio Lomellina and Ottobiano.

2. Character of contexts
Since prehistoric times, the Lomellina has been a farmed landscape subject to
anthropogenic changes (see chapter Il). Agricultural activity such as ploughing,
subsequent erosion and (more recently) large-scale levelling work in preparation for
development projects and rice cultivation have made it difficult to identify the ancient
land surface (Panzeri 1999: 15). A majority of mortuary contexts were found only a
