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Doe of the more rewmarkable aspects of

the aneient Fomans was thelir highly
developed sense of history. Apparently
aware that Fome was destined to leave an
indelible mark on huzan history, the
Bomans, both individually and collectively,
sought to ensure the survival in =emory

of great men and deeds. AL L[irst such
efforts centered eround the individual
fsmilvy: the domuz would commonly be
adorned with realistic pertrait busts of
the fatily‘ﬁ ancestors as a comstant
rveminder of past achievements and doubtless
a5 a spur to future glories.

Ag timwe passed, however, and Rome came
mare and more to deminate the Mediterranean
wordd, new and mere monumentzl Eorms of
commesoration developed. One such [orm
was the triumphal arch, designed to record
in stone, for all time o come, outstanding
military achievements. 50 many and so
impressive were these strustures that the
triumphal arch has becoms today symbolic of the imperial might thet once wss Rome's.

Military triumphs had always been appropriately celebrated st Rome. During the
Eepubklic, a general whoe had achieved a notable victory over some foreipgn foe could
laok forward te & triumphus, or precesslon, vpen his veturn to Rome. Elaborate
ag such processions mipght be (with their parading of war captives, enemy spolls,
sacrificial victims, etc.), they were noenctheless ephemeral and impermancent, Ic
was ne wondey, then, that one L. Stertiniuvs i 196 B.C. uscd spoils gained in
Spain to set up two arches in the Forum Eoarium at Rome: now there would be
lasting physical monuments to greatness long after sll the shouting and parading
were over and forgotten. The arch, which had always been wital to Romen engineering
{ez., in sewers, agueducts, and vridges), now was to be sdepted from the realm of
practical architecture to serve a purely symboliec purpose. 2By the time of the
early Impire, the triumphal arch bhad become 2 well-established convention.

Az the sccompanving sketches show, Che criuwmphal arch was @ Lree-=sztanding architectura
unit: it conveved no water, drained ao swamps, supported no structures, but slmply
stopd 25 & memarial to somecne (most commonly an emperor} wie had disticgudsbed
himgelf militarily, leading one historian to deseribe the arch as a "monumental
Koman commercial.  Abt first having just a single opeaing, che triumphal arch
evantually came te coatain three peeseges; the fagade was uwsually made of expensive
matble, and sculptured relicfs were added to depict the actwal vietery boing
comnmpenoratad. A typical arch would also have engaged columns, and an impressive
"zttic™ ztory which bore the commesarative inscriplicn. On top of this would be

a etatue of the vietor himeelf, uwsually deplcted in o chariort drawn by four hovses
fag 1n the real=life triumphal procession). In facc, iC has besn argued that the
sole "functicn'" of cthe entire arch was te provide a mopumental base Lor these
statuas,

Examples of imperial srches include the famous Avch of Tites at the eastern end of
the Forum Bemanem, the Avch of Beptimius Severus asar the western end of the Forum
Romanum, and che Areh of Constantine near the Colessewm. The Arch of Titus was built



in 8L A.D. to commerorate the takimg of Jerusalem by the woung future emperor in
F0 AD.: sculptured rellefzs within che =ingle passzpe show the spoils czken from
the holv temple of the Jews. The Arch ¢f Septimiuvs Severus dates teo 203 A.D., and
honourz thet emperor's wictory over the Parchians; the veliefs cr this criple
arch are guite extensive, and provide a zich narrative sccount of the struggle.
Another triple arch is that of Constantine: erected in 312 A.D., this arch
commemerates the victory of Constantine ¢over his rival Mexentius; what iz worthy
of zpecial note is the fact that this areh iz "recyeled", that iz, it incorporstes
pieces of sculpture taken from earliecr imperial meosnumentsz. For example, eighe
round plaguss, known as tondl, were taken from a huncing monument erected in
honcur of che smperor Hadrian, who, fortumately, was no loager argound Lo wichess

thiz desecracion!

DElher imperial arches ance exlsted, but are now lost:  eae. orected in hooour of
Aggustus Ln the Forum Romanum, had the distinctlon of belag ac [ivst a single

ateh, which was later expanded by the additicn of Cwe "gatewaws™, ome on each side.
There were alsa many arches set up cutside Bome, such as che so-called Arch of
Tiberiuvs still standing at Orange in Frasce. As Mercimer Wheeler has written, in
hisz Roman Art and Architecture, ''the Arc de Tricuphe and the Marble Arch of

ME]

Londen have indeed a teeming ancestry .

Another scetement of Wheeler's may alse gpive us pause; "It iz & thought that

a greatc people, who could drain msrshes and make roads thabt esre stili cur roads,
build preat aqueducts and shape lsws that are wrictcen into our modern civilization,
and afcer trawail giwve a grest religiom and ethical code co the world, could

alse pause to express and impose their gelf-pracification in idle contrivances of
such grand but ponsensical Irvelevanes , , . The Cheught adds interest and piquancy
to any atbtempted uvnderstanding of the Zoman mind,"
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