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Dopo Atri, Todi, Piacenza, Ancona e Venosa, ecco l'atteso volume su Cagliari, Carales nella 
serie Città antiche in Italia, diretta da Paolo Sommella. Il libro si occupa soprattutto dell'età 
antica, senza sorpassare del tutto quella post-antica. Al primo capitolo sulla storia di Cagliari 
nella storiografia sulla Sardegna antica, in cui si raccolgono notizie sulla tradizione erudita e 
antiquaria sulla Sardegna, importanti per lo studio della topografia urbana della romana 
Carales, segue un breve capitolo, il secondo, sui documenti per la storia preurbana del sito. Il 
terzo capitolo tratta della storia urbana della città fenicia e romana, nonché nelle età 
medievale e moderna – ecco l'unica digressione al di là dell'età antica (ma perché questo 
capitolo 3.5 è intestato "L'età moderna", mentre nell'indice a p. 109 è intitolato "La nascita 
del giudicato di Calari"?). Il nucleo del volume è costituito dal quarto capitolo che raccoglie 
e interpreta documenti per la forma urbana e lo studio urbanistico, riproponendo un po' la 
struttura dei volumi della Forma Italiae. I capitoli 5 e 6 portano i titoli "Ipotesi per una 
ricostruzione funzionale" e "Carales e il suo territorio nel quadro della romanizzazione della 
provincia Sardinia: alcune note". Nel complesso, un volume utile per chi voglia studiare la 
storia del capoluogo della provincia Sardinia. Qualche inesattezza e piccole sviste non 
diminuiscono il suo valore (a p. 11 nt. 52 invece di Make scrivi ). L'a. non ha potuto 
utilizzare la recente edizione d'epigrafi cagliaritane: F. Floris, Le iscrizioni funerarie pagane 
di Karales, Cagliari 2005.  

Heikki Solin 
 
 
WERNER ECK: Köln in römischer Zeit. Geschichte einer Stadt im Rahmen des Imperium 
Romanum. Mit einer Einführung in das Gesamtwerk von HUGO STEHKÄMPER. Geschichte der 
Stadt Köln 1. Greven Verlag, Köln 2004. ISBN 3-7743-0357-6. XLVI, 862 S. EUR 75.  
 
Die groß angelegte Darstellung der Geschichte der Stadt Köln hätte kaum einen besseren 
Auftakt erhalten können. Unter den 13 geplanten Bänden nimmt der erste, der dem 
römischen Köln gewidmet ist, eine besondere Stellung ein, denn für ihn gelten ganz andere 
Voraussetzungen als für die übrigen Bände. Und man hätte keinen kompetenteren Bearbeiter 
des römerzeitlichen Köln finden können als Werner Eck, der nicht nur als ein Kölner Bürger 
die Geschichte seiner Stadt ausführlich kennt, sondern auch über die außergewöhnliche Gabe 
verfügt, das disparate Quellenmaterial, das wir besitzen, zum Sprechen zu bringen. Und es 
sei sofort gesagt, dass ein glänzendes Buch zustande gekommen ist, dessen besondere Stärke 
der Blick auf die Eingliederung des römischen Köln, der Colonia Claudia Ara 
Agrippinensium, in die Reichsgeschichte bildet. Leider ist die Quellenlage nicht besonders 
günstig, aber Eck hat aus der lückenhaften Dokumentation all das herausgeholt, was möglich 
ist. Wir bekommen ein anschauliches Bild von Köln als Provinzhauptstadt, deren Statthaltern 
und ihrem Personal, vom Dekurionenrat und ihren Apparitoren, von den Augustalen, von der 
numerischen (Köln zählte etwa 150000 Einwohner), ethnischen und sprachlichen 
Zusammensetzung der Bevölkerung der Stadt. Alles in allem, ein äußerst anregendes Buch 
nicht nur für Kölner, die für die ältere Geschichte ihrer Stadt schwärmen, sondern für alle, 
die sich mit der Geschichte sowohl der Provinz Germania inferior als auch des ganzen 
römischen Reiches beschäftigen.  

Heikki Solin 
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DAVID ROHRBACHER: The Historians of Late Antiquity. Routledge, London – New York 
2002. ISBN 0-415-20458-5 (hb), 0-415-20459-3 (pb). VIII, 324 pp. GBP 60 (hb), 18.99 (pb). 
 
The volume under review here surveys the lives and writings of a selection of Roman 
historians of the fourth and fifth centuries AD. Included are Latin writers as well as Greek, 
pagans as well as Christians. Considering the fact that most monographic overviews of 
Roman historiography accord very little attention to writers later than Ammianus 
Marcellinus, often cutting off in the late fourth century with the so-called division of the 
Roman Empire, Rohrbacher's book undoubtedly constitutes an important addition to the 
standard literature in the field. Hopefully it will also contribute towards shaping a new 
awareness of Roman history and culture beyond AD 395, a purely conventional terminus of 
modern scholarship frequently assigned far too much weight. 

It should be made clear at the very outset of this review that R. has produced a 
carefully researched and very accessible work of scholarship although, in my opinion, he 
takes an overly restricted approach to his subject. In "treating only what seems still to be the 
core of the late antiquity" (p. 1), he has made a large number of very regrettable exclusions. It 
is quite true, as the author himself points out (ibid.), that the very concept of Late Antiquity is 
not always a very precise one with regard to its extension both chronologically and 
geographically, but at least in the Anglo-Saxon world, it has come to denote a reasonably 
well-defined period in a specific area. Since the publication of Peter Brown's seminal and 
highly influential study The World of Late Antiquity. From Marcus Aurelius to Muhammad 
(London 1971; cf. G. W. Bowersock et al. [eds.], Late Antiquity. A Guide to the Post-
Classical World, Cambridge, Mass. – London 1999, ix) the late antique period is usually 
considered a distinct era in the Mediterranean World, extending from about AD 200/250 to at 
least the seventh century in the Late Roman (or Byzantine) Empire and in the western areas 
formerly constituting Roman provinces. As for the book under review here, a consequence of 
its narrow chronological scope is that many important and interesting historians nowadays 
generally associated with Late Antiquity – most notably Cassiodorus, Marcellinus Comes 
and Procopius – are left out of consideration. Whereas the author's disregard of the year AD 
395 is commendable, he still assigns too much weight to the year AD 476 as the end of the 
Roman Empire. Whatever its political implications, which are still a matter for debate, the 
year does not by any means represent a significant cultural break in important areas in the 
West, including Italy. 

It should also be pointed out that, also in dealing with the fourth and fifth centuries, 
i.e., the core of his period, the author makes several curious omissions. First, however, let us 
turn to the organization of the book. In addition to a substantial introduction (pp. 1–13), duly 
contextualizing the historiography of the period dealt with, the book consists of nineteen 
chapters. The first twelve focus on individual historians, each of whom is assigned to one of 
the following categories (see p. 11 ff.): a) classicizing historians, b) authors of breviaria, c) 
ecclesiastical historians and d) apologetic historians; no true historical biographers or writers 
of chronicles are included. Dealt with in separate chapters (1–12, pp. 14–149) are Ammianus 
Marcellinus (category a), Aurelius Victor (b), Eutropius (b), Festus (b), Eunapius (a), 
Olympiodorus (a), Priscus (a), Rufinus (c), Socrates (c), Sozomen (c), Theodoret (c) and 
Orosius (d). As several of these authors are little known to anyone outside the specialist 
community, whereas many well-known exponents of late antique historiography are 




