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An Apostolic tomb in Compostela



THOUGHTS WITH REGAROS TO THE ARCHAEOLOGY 

OF THE APOSTOLIC SEPULCHRE 

José Suárcz Otero 

Approaching the problem 

he apostolic sepulchre is the fundamental reason why the Basílica in 
Compostela exisls. ll was cliscowred partly ruins al the start of the 9th 

century in the midcllc of an abandoncd cemetery, and it became the 
backbone far the buiklings that wcre linked to the cult of the relics that it contains. 

The fact that il \\'JS includecl in the suhscquent churches meant that its state of 
prcsen·ation \\'as in sorne way or another affectecl by them. So though al first it does 

not secm to hm-e been substantially altered. the posterior illlen·ention of Gelmírez 
in the 12th century ancl the modifications in the prcsbytery in the Renaissance ami 

Baroque eras altercd ancl hiel the ancicnt funerarr building for ever. 

\'arious ccnturies passed until thc intcn·ention of the canon A. López 

Ferreiro uncoverecl the remains of the tomb ancl thereby allo\\'ecl thc 
investigation of the tomb to come to lighL. From this mornenl 011, complex 
problems begin to arisc, im·oh·ing factors that hm·e more in cornmon with 

passionatc controversy rhan with serene rcílection. T hese factors are, for 
example, the lcgenclary character of much of thc information that has reachccl 
us, the importance of thc failh that the Tomb inspires, the inaccuracy and 

vagucness of the historical sources, the limitation oí the archacolog1cal rernains 
that ha\·e becn presen-ecl, ancl the importance of thc presence and significance 

of the Tomb in 11s immediate surrounclings. 

The final result was the tendency to confuse the different aspects that 

surround this ancicnt an:hitecturc. Ali the picces are valuable and they neccl 

separatc, indi\·idual \'alidation stratcgies and attention. Thc existence of a tomb 
with an ancient origin, thc prescnce oí the relics of the apostle and the whole 

problem rcgarcling his transícr or the preaching of St. James in Roman Hispania 

are three clifferent facts, to which thc moment of the inventio was added -the 

clisco,·e1)' of the sepulchre as pan of a complicatecl series of elements amongst 

which wcre oral traclitions, historical sources, archaeological rcalities, supernatural 

manifestations ancl terrcstrial needs or aspirations. This union has \\'eighed too 

heavily on the imTstigation oí the Tomb, forcing a uni\'ocal answer for ali three 

facts to be searchcd for and, what has been evcn more scrious in my opinion, 

joining togethcr discussions that are very different, concerning philology, history 
ancl archaeology. As wcll as this, these factors are uncler pressure from a strong 

ideological contro\·ersy. A telling example oí the consec¡ucnces of this situation is 

the paradoxical unacceptance of the Romanesque origin of the sepulchral 
building, by the majority oí the Spanish archaeologists clechcatecl to the ancient 

worlcl, clespite the clear C\'iclencc, (though its cxact date ancl ultimatc signif1cance 

coulcl be further im·estigated), ancl despitc the e,·iclence that has been researched 

by known spccialists in this same archaeological field. 
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In the lollo\\'111g pages. we ,\ ill take a sLrictly archaeological approach, 
and \\"e \\·ill joín rogether the conclusions oí sorne of the invest igations carricd 
out on this subject. \Ve are not trying to pro\'e or deny historícal evenrs thm 

ha\-e no archaeological remains as thesc are out of our jurís<líction The same 
goes for relígious feelíngs thar \\'e do not belie\·e to be p,m of the materialism 
and imprecision of archaeological routine. We will only try to 1llustrate sorne of 

the possible contriburions of archaeology as a cogniti\'e strategy for the 

idcnufication and explanation of the saicl rcmains, arniding prejudices that 
elude the limits of this im·cstigation or that quest ion the possibilities of n. This 

is, therefore, a rethinking ul the Tomb from a stnctly archaeologícal point of 
,·ie\\' and a \\'ay of placíng it in íts hístorical-cultural context. 

The tomb and the origin of the apostolic cult 

There wcre two e\'ents that wert: the cletermíning factors in this. The first 
was. ob\·iously, che discovery of the scpulchre at an unknown time in the !"irse 
third of che 9th century. This event, \\'hich \1 e know of thanks mainly to a 

collection of documents or chronicles written in the high "tl-lcclie\'al era in 
Compostela, consisted of the díscovery of a tomb, \\'íth surprising 

characteristícs, forming pan of a collection of ruins which were an expression of 
past life in interior Gallae<.:ia, and that werc abancloned ancl hidden by the 
l'egetation. In this tomb, the presence of the relics of St James the Apostle were 

rccognisecl, which, once o!Ticially accepted, caused the appearance of thc cult as 

well as rhe appearance of ,·arious architcctural cxamples among which che 
r\postolic l\lausoleum \\"as a detennining clcment. This is the first stage, in 

which the Tomb plays a ,·cry important pan in the existence ancl e\·en in the 
continuance of the worship that it created, as at this moment in time, che tomb 

and thc relics seemed to be unseparabk in terms oí faith and religion. 

The second key íncidcnt is the second concealing of the tomb. But this 
time it is not due to forgetfulncss an<l thc complicity of nature, hut instcacl to 
che sanctuary itself in which the veneration oí che r\postlc takes place. We are 

refcrring to the mten·ernion of Diego Gelmírez at the start of the 12th century. 
Bccausc of his opinton on the new R0manesque sanctuary, that substituted the 

first archítectural examples in which the tomb had still playe<l a leading role, he 
destroyecl the top pan of the l\lausoleum ancl concealed its lower pan with the 
rclics of the Apostle heneath the ne,,· presbytery forewr. The Sanctuary, both as 

a clcpository and as the keeper of these relics, substitutes the l\lausolcum as the 
refercnce point of the cult. The emotional effects of this substitution are 

illustrated by the testimonr of the Cathedral',; Chapter's protests againsr the 

changes that were taking place. 

Thc mten·ention of Gelmírez began a long-lasting stage in wh1ch the 

apostolic tomb was no longcr a necessarily imrnediare connection to Faith, 
although it carried on being a final reference in tcnns of relics. lt also 

under\\'ent the consequences of mten-entions that diminished its authenticity, 



such as the work that was carrieu out in thc presbytery to adapt it to the neecls 

or tastes of the different eras, such as the lowering of the íloor around the main 

altar, that affccted the top part of the rcmains that were still preserved in thc 

Mausoleurn. It also suffered the consequences of being the ob_ject of constant 

imTstigation, which bctween the 17th and 19th ccnturies tended to\\·ards 

historical research -the work of Oxea, Bugarín, Castellá, Foyo, etc.- but 

woulcl lack contact with the material realny of the ob¡ect uncler stucly, ancl, in 
the words of Fray Joseph ele Bugarín (1659) " ___ wlwt was C\'idence thcn, is now 

011/y attraction ora faith thal is more lhan human ... " Hmve\·er, these conscqucnccs 

\\'Cre e\·en more scrious, in the scnsc that they c.aused the appcarance of a series 

of mysteries surrounding the tomb ancl what it hiel under the subsoil of the 

Cathcclral. The building becamc full of tunnels ancl passages, anc.l the tornb v\·as 

conwrtecl into a exaggcrated rcality, if not cvcn a subterr,:mcan Catheclral. lt \\'as 

a vision thar surpassed popular iclcology and was convertecl into one more 
cultural clemern. At the encl of thc 19th centur)· ancl in this contcxt, a decision 

was taken to search for thc rclics ancl, ,f possiblc, to rcclisco\'Cr the Tomb. 

The rediscovery and the archacological intcrprctation of the remains 

\\'e do not kno\\' the immediate causes of the decision promotccl by the 

go\-ernor oí thc cl1occse, cardinal Payá, ancl backed by two mcrnbers of thc 
chapter of the Cathedral, Lópcz fcrreiro and Labín Cabel!o, who were also those 

responsible for 1his new task during 1878 ancl 1879. Howen.'.r, il is neccssarr to 

record it in a merely inclicati\'C \\'ay m terms oí the specific trencls in Faith and 

thought that enrichecl thc Catholic Church at that time. The rcne\\'ecl interest in 

the relics oí St. James is linked to thc movcment concerning the rec0\'ery oí thc 

bodies of the principal saints that seemed to begin with the remains oí St. 

Francis oí Assisi at the start oí this ccntury. This is also the case with the 

preoccupation wllh obtaining dctailed knowleclge of the biblical tcxts ancl the 

historical contcxts of the evolut1on oí thc Church -in 1883 thc files belonging 

to thc Vatican became available to the rescarchers-, that hacl a clear effect on 

archacological methods: thc founcling oíl he Frcnch Archaeological School in 

Rome, thc intcnsiíication oí archaeological excanitions and thc role played by the 

Biblical School of Jerusalem This preoccupation is linkcd to the scientific 

dcvelopment o! the time ancl the \\'icle cliffusion oí positi\·ism as a moclel, \\'ith 

an important inf1uence on histoncal research, both of which werc clearly 

rcílectecl in the Compostela case through thc preoccupation oí thc scient1f1c 

recognition of thc iclentification oí the rclics. Ho\\'eYcr, it is not surprising that 

the starting poinl in the scarch íor thc tomb of St. James \\·as at that fantastic 

reality that centuries of concealrncnt had arouscd, and so the !"irst work \\'as 
directecl towards finding tbe entrance oí thc supposcd subterranean structures. 

The first step was guicled b)' the last reliable indication conccrning thc 

Tomb. This was thc cxistencc, accorcling to Ambrosio ele Morales (16th century) 
of a small holc that lec! to thc apostolic crypt from undcrneath the altar. This 
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was the first mistake ancl it was one that was continually repeated, with a stone 

in the ambulatory, with the window of the apsc of the crypt of the Pórtico ele la 

Gloria, ancl in hoth of the im·estigations in thc transept ancl in the presbytery. 

Thcse im·estigations, fruitless in their final goal, \\'ere only able to proYe the 

fantastical character of this starting point and in a few cases, to d1scowr sorne 

information on the basílica of Alfonso Ill. 

The definitiw im·estigation occurrecl when the seareh concentrated on 

sorne stones that were beneath the altar, as once they had been liftcd, the 

remains of the primitivc sepulchral building began to appcar. 1t was not, as was 

expectecl, a subterranean architecture, but instead sorne ancient filled structures, 

with the remains of a '·musi,·ario'' pa\'ed íloor and anothcr with ceramic stones 
These íloors seemecl to indicatc the leve] bet,,-cen thc two bodies, that artieulated 

thc height with a quaclrangular building. There ,,·as harclly no e,·iclence of such 

on the top one, as \\'ell as ha,·ing the proof of also being horizontally fragmented 

into l\\'O different pans by a transversal wall, as well as by the quality of its 

paYing. The lowcr onc hacl a quadrangular shape, and it \\'aS also fragmented 

into r,1·0 by the alreacly mentioned transversal ,,·ali, but three of its sicles were 

encloscd, creating a ty pe of ambulatory around the building. The ins1dc of this 

construction was fillecl ,,·ith diffcrent layers of ruhble, cxcept for the presence of 

t\\'O rectangular niches made of brick againsl the \\'alis of its western side. Later 

on. this complica1ecl structme caused a re-assessmcnt of the architectural 

intcrpretalion -an apostolic crypt uncler thc presbytery- that, no\\'adays. 

allows us to ,·1sit the apostolic Lomb and \\'Orship the relics. 

Despitc the rcdiscovery of the tomb, the fundamental question had not 

yet been answerecl: the recovery of relics that were not where they \\'ere 

supposed to hm·e been. Thc solution appearcd when the rcmains ,,·c1-e mm-ed 

to the space 1mmediatcly behind the main altar, the space would have been 

occupiecl by the confessio of Gclmírez's time and of \\'hich there ,,·as sorne ,·ague 

information. mainly within popular tradnion. This information referrcd t9 the 

concealment of the remains of the apostle and his clisciples, quite probably 

dating back to thc time of the archbishop Sanclamente and causecl by the raíds 

of Francis Drake On the night of the 28th-29th of January 1879, a simple 

stone box was cliscow:recl in this area, ancl insicle there was an urn -ossuary 
containing sorne cl1sorclered human remams. The following stcp \\'aS to carry 

out the analysis that would verify if thcsc rernains could be those that should 

haw been founcl in the tomb ancl certify th1s information. This was a step that 

\\'as ,-ery significant m the attempt to integrare Science ancl Faílh. To do this, a 

Compostela univers1ty committee was sumrnonccl, consisting of Dr. Antonio 

Casares. professor of Chernistry nf the Department of Pharrnacy ancl the then 

uni\'ersity ,·ice-chancellor, ancl Dr. Freire Barreiro, professor of Medicine, and 

Dr. Sánchcz Freire, prolessor of Surgery, both in the Faculty of Medicine. This 

committec issued a report that confirmecl thal the remains, dcspite their 

fragmentation and cleterioration, provided eviclence of antiquity ancl that the 

original presence of the skeletons of three boclies coulcl be detected. as \\'ell as 
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perhaps the rcrnains of others; boclies that corresponded to threc males, which 

was then interpreted as the possiblc presence of the boclies of the apostle ancl 
his t wo clisciples. 

Thc apostolic mausoleum: an inspection 

The excanuions thar \\·ere carriecl out at the ene! of the pn:'\·ious· century 

by A. lópez Ferreiro uncm-ered what can 110\\ be seen in the fom1 of a crypt 
unclerneath rhe main Altar ol the Catheclral. The presen-ecl rernains gave 
testimony of the fitting-out of a space that was more or less quaclrangular on 
sloping ground. This arca was occupied by a clemarc:tted enclosure on at lcast 
three of its sides by a stone wall. This enclosure hacl in its interior a squarc 

building, apparently closed on ali its lour sides. They both appear to be 
constructecl of good quality granite stoncwork, \\'hich is an-anged with alternating 
stones placed at right-angles, the second of which protrucles into the area. 

In the insicle of \\'hat appears to corrcsponcl v.·ith the lov\'er part of a small 

building, it was cl1vided into l\rn hah-es by a masonry wall. The eastern half 
appears fillccl with carth and covered by a surface that preserwcl the remains l)Í a 
mosaic with a type of vegetable clecorauon. lt is in this pan wherc tradition ancl 

the different interprctations of thc area, locate the tomh or the apostle, ancl 
\\'hich today houses the urn that contains the rclics. Thc western half is more 
complicatcJ to define, pcrhaps because it underwent changes throughout its 

ex1stence. In lópe: Ferreiro' s excavations it is presented as another filleJ-111 area 
ending in a brick íloor, that housed two brick tombs in the nnrth ancl south, that 

were built into thc walls of the building. These receptacles have bcen idenllfiecl 
as thr tombs of the two clisciples that, accorcli11g to traclition, brought the body 
of the Apostle to Compostela. But these tombs show traces of not al\\'ays being 
un<ler the ground, and below them, the remains of what would ha\'e been a 
prcvious íloor leYel that is en:n lower to these sepukhral structures seems to 

ha\'e been disco\·crecl in recent excanuion!:>. 

The reconstruction of the top pan of this building presents more problems. 
This is the pan that, according to the sources, would have consisted in the 

primiü\·e altar wherr thc rclics were \,·orshippecl, but the sources are very unclear, 

and it was the part thal was most affc:cted hy the de\'elopment of thc basílica, if it 
was not already very modified when it was discO\-erecl. There are basically t\\"O 
opirnons in tcrms of the recent in\'estigation, both which presume that that \\'hich 

we have just clescribed is the first pan of a more complicatccl building. One 
opinion is that there was a single top room, which was simpler, and the other 
opinion opts for a more complicatecl building \\'ith two íloors, the low one was 

totally closcd ancl \'aulted, ancl the second was bigger and open to the exterior. 

Archaeological aspects 

Whcn dealing with the Tomb of the Apostle, an aspect that undoubtedly 
often forgotten is the archaeological ,·iewpoint. Aftcr years of clescnptions, 
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interpretations ancl revisions of the preserved structures, there are only a fe\\' 
pages \\'ith no in-clepth asscssment regarcling thc archaeological remains that 

\\'CYC exhumcd, both in Lopez Ferreiro' s exca\·ations, as in the expluraLions 

carried out by M. Chamoso Lamas.These remams are not panicularly 

exceptional, but they are rich in a funerary context as thcy ha\'e becn 

considerably modífied ín the1r complicatecl historical clc\·elopment. 

Tlic 1rnmismatic 

The numismatic component is perhaps thc most \\'ell-knO\rn. panicularly 

the collection that was cliscovered by López Fcrreiro, but t his was not due so 

much lo its cliffcrent picccs, buL instead Lo the mistaken identification of t\\'0 of 
them as Carolingian, ancl the possible historical implicatíons oí this ídentilkation. 

It is a collection oí t--leclíeval coins, which, since Lhey were discovered, werc 

interpretccl as belonging Lo a long series rnnging from the 9th cenLUI} to the 16th 
century. Howevcr, cxccpt far one com oí Philip 11, the collcction is quite 

homogenous in terms of their historical date, that spans from the 10th century to 

an uncleterminecl point at Lhe start of the 12th century. lts composilion is 

ho\\'e\·er quite heterogeneous, as it includes a long list of French feudal coins, two 

Anclalusian coins and six pieces belcmging the Alfonso VI of Castile and Leon. 

In the first of these groups. the large amount of "pougeoises·• coins stand 
out. This is becausc of the imponancc of mmtmg in the south of France. It also 

contains two coins Írom Poiticrs. ancl because these are an 1mmobiliscd type 

bclonging to Charles "thc bald", thcy wcrc confused with Carolingian mmting, 
ancl, finally, Jt also consists of a cli\·erse sample of minung from the Southeast of 

France: Toulouse, Narbonne, Alb1 ancl, perhaps, Arles. The chronology of thesc 

pieces is not always \'Cr}' precise gi\·en the cha meter of thc immobilisecl types 
that affects the majority, to which \\'e must acle! a possible use oí these coins 

cluring a longer time. Ho\W\'er, many of thcm seem to date back to the sccond 

half of the 11th century ancl the first few ycars oí rhe 12th century. In terms of 
Hispano-Moslcm money, there are two dirhems from the final years of the 

caliphate, which indicates a post c¡uem date, given that they woulcl hm-e slill 

been in wicle use in the subsequent years: the 11 th century, the period oí the 
first of thc Moorish kings. Lastly, thc Castilian coins bclonging to thc minting of 

Alfonso VI aftcr the conquest of Toledo (1085). These are no\\' being considered 

to be t he stan of the Castille-Lcon currency, which continued to be in use unlil 
around 1109, the year that the aforementionecl monarch cliecL 

This is a samplc of thc money 111 circulation in the em·ironment of the 

"pilgrimage lo Santiago". and the arcas that were affcctccl by il. in the whole of thc 

11th century, though they do seem to be centrecl arouncl the transition bet\\'een 
this ccntury and thc 12th ccntury. Despite the inexistence of Lhe so-called 

Carolingian coins, this collcction offers sorne important implications for acqu1ring 

knowlcdgc on the ernlution of the scpulchral building in the t--ledie\'al times, as 

well as the more that probable accessibility to it until Gelmírez intervenecl. This 
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then concerns a coherent time(] 105-1110) with a .inle qucm date for the 
collccuon of coins. The beginnings of thc European pilgnmage and the circulation 

oí money in the nonh-western Hispanic em·ironment also dates back to these 
times. The contribution of the explorations by Chamoso Lamas was clilkrrnt, as it 
cxclusi,·ely contained pieces from the ene! of the l 6th centmy and the stan of the 
17th century, and therelore, it directly deals with thc changcs that thc Tomb 
unde1went m thc rnodern era: the constrnction ol' the balcbchin. 

Glass and slonc. Riles and umamenl 

Sorne other pieces that are known, though stuclied 111 less detail, consist 
of the small rnllection of ornaments. These are \'arious beads from a necklace, 
maclc of a ,·itreous paste or malachite, as well as a type of prnclant maJc of glass 
ancl difficult to mterprct: all of thesc unclerwent a posterior cletailcd treatment, as 

they lorm part of the anides on exhibition. Thesc beacls are from a late Roman 
íunerary context: a burial ground, that \\'8S in general pre-Christian, and in use 
in the early l\ledie\',\l times: a \'isigothic necr0polis in the Northern Plateau. 111 of 
Galicia, our kno\\'ledge this type or necklace is e\'en more scarce ancl imprecise, 
but its presence in an early Roman necropolis has been ,·enfied, in other words 
arouncl the end of the 3rd century LO thc 5th century AD. lt is harcler to define 
ho\\' the pendant \\'as used. López ferrciro inclicatccl that it was pan of a crystal 
clappcr that, according to him, existed in Roman catacombs, but this has yet to 

be prO\·ed. The pL1ssibility that it was thc Cl'ntral part of thc bead necklace has 
also yet to be pro\'ed. lt is e,·en possible that what is now preser\'ed could ha,·e 
been pan of a more complicarecl onginal p1ece: thc pendant has a small fracturccl 

area in its extreme bonom cnd that could hm·e led to somcthing else \\'hich we 
ha1·c not yet defined. Finally, there are t11·0 fragments oí g(ass vessels in this 
collcction that also belong to ancient works of an, ,,·ith thc Roman tradition, 
hm,c,·er their forms and dates have yet to be defined. 

Ali thesc elements seem to indtcatc the use or re-use of the sepulchral 
building for funernry means in the late Roman Gallaecia, if not in the times 
inm1ecliatdy after this: ca. 4th-6th cenrurics. Thcsc are dates that corresponds 

with, accorcling to some authors, thc íloor mosaic, although thc Christian 
character of this rnosaic contradicts 11·ith sorne of thc objects that woulcl haYe 

formecl pan of the funerar y furnishings, that are far from the official Christian 
rituals. The possible solution is that the building was re-used for dilferent 
reasons, in tenns of the funerary traditions that pen·aded at the time. \\'e know of 
thc existence of burials in the area surrounding the sepukhral building, from the 
3rd LCntury at lcast, from the gravestones thm until the 16th century appearcd, 
re-uscd, in the \\'alis of the Cathcdral or in its immediatc surroundmgs and that 
,,-e kno\\' of thanks to sorne of the most imponant examples of odcpodic 
litcrnture. \\'e also know from the remains that appcared in the excavations in the 
subsoil of the basílica of Compostela, that this funerary use continued until thc 
beginning of the Middle Ages, but ,,·ith consolidated Christian rituals. 



Ceramics 

Lastly, there are thc ceramic remains. that are scarcely represented by six small 

fragments. Three of these m�rc found by López Ferreiro, of which t,,·o are made of 
good quality grey clay despite belongmg to mcdium sized or large containers, \\ith 
polished surfaces ancl humishccl decoration \\'ith gcomettic motifs; the third belongs 
to a rnedium sized rcceptade \\"ith a pot--:bellied shape, macle of a black clay that is 
rougher than the first t,,·o It is difficult to place them into their cultural contcxts, as 
due to their characteristics, they may be long to t\\·o ,·ery different moments. \ \'e rnay 
be dealing with lefHwcrs produccd by the removals of the end of the 16th century 
or of the 17th century, as the black clay belongs to the production of the low l\hddle 
A.ges that lasts into the following centuries, ancl c,·en to popular Galician potterr The
grey clay also has certain Meclie,·al rcsidues. ho\\·ever the p1eccs rd1ect the formulas
of centuries later. \\"e musr not forget that these gre)' pieces present a strong likeness
to certain Yaticties of common Roman ceramics from the first era (lst-3rd cemu1ies),

but ,,·e do not consider this to be the case.

In the explorations carriecl out by 1'-1. Chamoso Lamas, another thrcc 
fragments from vessels appcarccl, as wcll as a series of ceramic remains with a 
constrnctin: character. These remains are significant for the study of the hisrorical 
ernlution of the sepulchral building, as though in the pre,·íous ones we cannot 

know their precise context, no,,· these remains appcar on an archaeological 
horizon that because of their localion is pre\'ious to thc construction of the siclc 

loculi, "·here the tombs of the clisciples of thc Apostle were said to hm·e been. 
HO\vever, again, the remains are not very significant. They are two fragments from 
the bottom of a ,·cssel made of orangc paste and polishecl clay ancl a simple finish. 
This can simply be pan of the traclition of popular Roman ceramics, \\"ithou.t thc 
need 10 specify further The thircl lragmcnt is a small piecc from a \·essel \\·ith an 
unkn0\\11 form, that reílects a clifferent cernmic tradition \\'hich is more clifficult to 

define. il may be a local piece from the bcginning of the Middle Ages (ca. 5th-7th 
centuries) though ,ye cannot discard pre\·ious eras. The rnnstructi\'e ceramics that 
appear to be linkecl to these fragments do not help us to determine the 

chronology of these rcmains, becausc nf thc even smaller amount of dcfinite 
information on them. The appearance of '·musi\'aria" evidence could ho\\"ever 
pro\·e to be more clarifying. This appearecl in the form of a collection of loose 
tcsseras. This is because of the foct that these tiles may ha,·e belongecl to the íloor 
mosaic of the sepulchral building, \\·hich woulcl mean that they date back even 
further as \\'Ould thc sicle tornbs: a posl qucm date \\'hich woulcl be appropriate for 

both of thesc woulcl be al least f rom the end of the 4th century. But thesc tesseras 
may not have belongcd lO the so-callee! "paYimento 11" of the Sepulchral Building, 
as \\"e cannot discard another mosaic, either insicle the building, or its the arca 

arouncl it: the cliscovery of tesseras is not an uncommon e,·ent in the arcas around 
the building, as was pro,·cd in 1he excavations of the Southern Arrn of the 
transept of 1he Catheclrnl or in 1he excanuions in the Quintana squan:::. 

lt ,rnulcl not be right to finish this chapter \\·ithout mcntioning, 1f only 
brícíly, a piece that, although it \\'c\S not found in the sepulchral buildmg, coulcl 
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h,1\'e belongecl to 1t onginally, anJ if consern::d in its archaeological context, 
\rnuld be a key element in discovering the date of this building. \Ve are 
referring to the piece known as "Arn de San Paio de Antealtares", that was 
originally a Rornan funerary plaque of except ionally goocl qualny. lt is rnadc of 
marble and had a cletailecl epigraph, which has unfortunately been lost, ancl it 

rcpresented the confirmation of a funerary monurnent that must hm-e existcc.l al 
some moment 11·ithin the 1st or 2nd centuries. Traclition has linked this piece 

11·ith the prirniLi1-e altar dcclicated LO the ,-\post le, ancl this could h,we indeed 
been its use in the first basílicas of Compostela before being passed on Lo 
Antealtares, perhaps 11·ith the aim of claiming the rights that this monastery hacl 
m·er the cult of the Apostle at a mornenL 1,1·hen, because of the construction of 
the Romanesque Cathedral, both these rights as we\1 as the proper function of 
the altar 11-ere left open to question. ln conclusion then, if we accept that there 
is a link bct 11een this picce ami the sepulchral building, ancl that th1s link could 
be that these two haw a common orig111, we are therdore conlfrming that the 
funerary monumcnt's original date was sorne tin1<: arouncl the 1st century. 

An ancient context for the tomb 

A.11 arclweological conlcxl

Thc opinions on the Romamsm oí the Sepulchral Building werc generally 
centred on Lhe characteristics and concliLions of the actual rnonument, sornetimes 
,,·ith the adcled 1·alue ol the docurnented mfornrntion that exists on this subject. 
Sorne im·estigators have also taken into accoum the immccliate sun-0L111dings, but, 
apan from a few exceptions, this was done in a \'ague way ancl with comfusing, if 
not incorrect information -such as thc case of the supposcd 1henrn1l spnngs­

or 11·ith simply inclefinite infonnation, such as was the clcclaration that sorne 
stnictures were Romancsque when they coulcl well have been high medieval 
structures. However, thc inclirect arguments that are offercd by the clispersed 
remains outsicle of the building, may provide a better guaranree when discovering 
the precise historical context of this architecture that, as we haw already shown, 
has undcrgone many notable changes thrnughout history. \Ve will now set out the 

considerations that hm·e deril'ed from the revistan that \\'e are carrying out of all 
the archaeological inf01mation a,·ailablc 

The oldest remains frorn around the Tornb, with the exception of a few 
possible prehistoric traces, are a collection of ceramic pieces belonging to a high 
imperial Roman enl'ironmem: Hispanic "terra sigillata", popular Roman ccramics 
and, to a lcsser degree, incligenous cernrnICs, belonging to a latt: date in the Celuc 

culture. This mchgcnous scarctty contraclicts the often repcatecl bclief in the 
cxistence of a Celtic archaeological situation, thal was proposecl by the majority of 
the im·estigators that stuclied this subject Howc\'er, they did not ha\'e much success 
in terms of archaeological evidence, given that Lhey were wrong on all the points 
that, accordmg to these authors, were the likely places to house a prc-existent 

Celtic indigenous population The information indicates, therefore, that at the very 

beginning oí the occupmion or the area, a Rornan culture ,rns hrmly established. 



Wc do not knm,\· the morphologICal characteristics, nor the sizc of this 

place, but the information \\'C havc indicatcs that iL could have been a small 

nuclcus located on the south-\\'esterly hillsiclc of thc spur on which the moclcrn 

Compostela is situatecl. 'v\'ith an irnponant presence in thc modcrn Quintana 

square, that could havc thcn unclergonc a first aclaptation in terrns L1f a large-scale 

lc\·clling out, wilh the aim of lessening thc slopc that sccmed to haw bcen avoic\cd 

by placing the remains in arcas \\'hcrc it was less steep; thc areas that are today 

called Rúa do Vi lar ancl Rúa Non1. One encl oí this nucleus \\'as unclcr thc. 
cathcdral, perhaps connectecl \\ith eme of its main access routcs, the one that 

Joinecl it to !ria Flavia, ancl wherc thcrc. was a ccmctcry: a Mausoleum and funerary 
stoncs, a type of public building ancl/or some arca cledicatccl to the cult: the altar of 

Jupiter. This first seulemcnt scems to hm-e datccl from around half way through the 

1st century to the stan oí the 3rd century This coulcl be specifiecl further, though 
only on a basis of hy pothesis, if \\'C bclie,-e that this first occupation is linkcd to ali 

the reformation process of the l1cn-ia era ancl that it had clear inllucnces on !ria. 

The archacological remams from this first settkment point tO\\'ards a 

Romanised em·ironment, 1C-not a strictly Roman settlement, as \\'C can see from 

the style oí the products that have nothing in common with the ind1genous 

\\'Orle!: a lot of Hispanic ''terra sigillata'' and popular Roman pottery, besicle thc 

"thin wall" and a [ew paintecl ccramic objccts, versus a ,-c.ry small amount of 

Celtic pollery or pottery in line \\'ith the Celtic traclition. Th1s scarcity. addecl to 

the fact that there is no n·iclence of imported pollery, that was so irnportant in 

the case of lria, suggests that the Compostela site was foundccl at a later date and 

thus indicares the cliflkulties in dating this in the lirst halr of the 1st century. 

This is confirmed by the procluctions by Tricio that date back to the ene! of this 

ccntury ancl throughout the following one. thc "thin wall" oí the studio of l\klgar 

de Tera or the de\'elopment ol the popular proclucts from Lugo. 

The fact that this scttlernent possibly continued to exist in the lo\\· 

imperial era is supportecl by thc local popular pottery oí th1s era, as ,\·el! as thc 

scarce arnount oí coins or fine ceramics: late Hispanic ''sigillata", late painted 

products, or local fine ceramics, especially platcs ancl red jars. The changes in 

the architeeture also inclicate the time that this settlernent srnYived ancl its 

dynamism: it is possible to attribute the importan\ building that was partially 

re-usecl in the high l\.Iicldle Ages Lo this era. Ho\,·ewr, is does not seern to havc 

]asted past the 4th century, as there is not any physical or material inclicat ions 

from the 5th century or later. To thc scarce amount of late fine ccramics, \\-C can 
acle! the lack oí light sigillates, any local imitations oí th1s or oí the late Spanish 

sigillates, or the fine ash cernmics that was so common in late Roman l'illae. 

Regarcling the popular pottery, there is a cenain balance betwcen the greys of 

thc Roman traclnion and those oí the incligcnous traclition, that. in contrast to 

thc impen·1ousness oí the Íirst years, no\\· becomes more apparent, 

clemonstrating the cultural integrntion process caused by the Romanisation. 

The location ancl characteristics of thc expansion of the settlernent in the 
3rd ancl 4th centuries is harder to describe, clue to the fact that the rcmains 
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seem to ha,·e suffcred badly frorn the 1rnpact of the J\ledien1l re-occupation. 

The ma¡orily of thc remains appear in the area occupied by the MedicYal 
necropolis, where important improvements wcrc carried out, with notable 
changes in thc dispersion oí the eanh. The opposile is the case in the Quintana 

square, where the ancient horizon secmed to be used for l\!cdic,·al strucLUres. 

An essential question, though 1t may be difficult to answer, is the 

interpretation of the signilkance of this settlemcnt. The rnodcrn tendency is to 

idcntify it \\'ith the road\\'ay oí Asseconia, that corresponded to thc XIX 
roadway from Bracara to Lucus, but more information is ncecled on the stretch 
bet,, een !ria to Lucus. Ho\\'e\'er, the doubts surrouncling this theory do not 

im·aliclate thc proposal ora link bet,wen the settlernent in Compostela with the 

road,rny network, as we should not forget the establishment of a secondary 
roaJ net\\'Ork in the control ancl exploitation ol' the lancl. ln this sense it is 

neccssary to remember the strategic position of Santiago in cornmunications in 
western Galicia, and bctween western Galicia with inland Galicia, as \.\'C can see 

frorn the l\!edic,·al placenames of the road net\\'ork that ldt Santiago. This role 

as a possiblc road centre woulcl ha\'e been cssential íor the cle,-elopmenl of !ria 
Flavia as a priYileged access point for maritime cornmerce. as the passageway 

for the clistribution of goods ancl thc possible use of interna! production. 

The histo, ical-wltural context 

The contextual pcrspectiYe for a probable Roman mausoleum is not only 

based on the immecliate area, as the location proposed for the area where the 

mausoleum could be found indicates that the historical reasons for constructing 
the mausoleum were more than simply local. This ,,·as the inclusion of an 

important and relatiYely early culturalising process that \\'as promoted by the 

Roman Empire. Both the crealion of a terrestrial cornmunications systcm adaptecl 
to Roman premiscs, as well as the evcn earlier appearance of a ncw nucleus that 

had a ccnain imponance, pro,·c a high degree of integration of the central-westerly 

area oí Galicia in the Roman times. This is supponecl by archaeological examples 

such as the milestonc of Calígula that appeared in Aixón, or thc prcsence of 
pottery from the Augustus era, if not before, in lria: italic "terra sigillata", paintcd 

pottery in the Hispanic-Roman tradition ancl e,·en a few fragments of late 
"campaniense" pottery. Other examples, sorne of ,,·hich are inclucled in this 

exhibition, are the important silver coin collection -clenarius- of Augustus and 
Tiberio de Ortoño, or the accumulation of epigraphic eviclence in different places 

in this area. Apan from lria Fla\'ia, there art' significant examples in Santa Comba, 

Brandomil, O Pino and A Baña. Sorne of the �pigraphs could date back to an early 
date, as is the case ,,·ith the marblc funeral) plaque found in O Son, an intercsting 

place on the banks of the ria of N01a. They also enjoy the novelty of hming Latin 

ancl e,-en Greek narnes anc! their content or formula presents an important Roman 
or Romanisecl segment within the sucia! enYironment: dr. thc ,·eteran of the Lcgio 

VII who de.dicatecl an altar to thc Pietas not far from th.: modern clay Compostela, 

in a place on the border of the municipal district of Ames. 
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The strictly Roman condition, in lenns of the opposition, not of mixed 

race, but of the incligenous race, of man y of the support of these inscriplions 

consisls of a direct reference for the apostolic building. Through these supports 

the relali\·ely common presence of funerary monuments is \·erified. at least in 
the 1st to the 3rd centuries together with the more simple examples reílected 

in the abund:mt funerary slones. Though \\'e do not know the actual shapes 

-different types of mausoleums, sepulchral buiklings, in the form of an altar,

etc.- the truth is that they are located within a clear funerary and artistic

context in the case of Compostela; a context strengthened by the funerary

plaque that is kno,vn nowaclays as the "Ara Je S Paio de Antealtares".

In conclusion, the Sepulchral Building is part of a collection of funerary 

examples within the Roman traclition, at the same time as and because iL 

belongs to a nucleus that formed part of a territorial rc-organisation proccss 
and a cultural change towards a Roman bias. By analysing ali available 

information, we can see that this process seems to have begun \\·ith the change 

of era, but it intensificcl in the second half of the 1st century ancl lt may 

possibly be relatecl to thc imponant reforms that occurred in thc íla\·ia era. 
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MOSAIC RE1'IAINS rROJ\t TH[ APOSTOLIC EDlrtCE. 
CIRCA 4"'0R 5"' CENTURIES A.O. VARIOUS J\IATERIALS. 
SANTIAGO DE COMPOSl;ELA. CATIIEDRAL l\lUSEUJ\l. 

These remaifü were cliscovcrecl by Lópcz Fcrn:iro ancl Labin cluring the exploration whh:h they 
woulcl carry out in the eclificc du1 ing the years 1878 to '79. more specifically as a n:sult of the 
im-estig.ili,-c probe performecl in 1878 bencath the main :1ltar ancl whid1 woulcl lea<l to the 
re-discowry of the apostolic tomb. They appearecl scattcrccl o,-cr the upper section of what, in 
the cnd, woulcl constitute that "hich remainecl of the ancient sepulchral building which was 
bcginning to be uncoverecl, pro,·ing to he a section corresponcling to the clestroyecl llooring of 
the aforcrncntionc<l building: the lloonng of thc eastern half, of the two hal\'eS into which the 
buildmg was divicled ancl which was supposccl to contain thc tornb of the A.post le. Thanks to 
the emergence of some fragments ,\·hich \\ere locatccl in the \'icinity of the surrounding walls 
-the deteriorations affected the centre oí the structure-, part of the original <lesign rnuld be
reconstructed, that which c.orresponded to thc cdges of the arrangcment.

\Ve are <lealing \\ith a clecoration featuring successivc bands which aclapt themseh·cs to the 
surfacc which 1s to be co,·ered and "·hich can be clelmed, from thc oUJsicle moving in\\'arcls, as: 
strip of intertwined circles. 1rhilc strip, lotus leaf lrieze together ,1ith loosc !caves framed by 
crcnellated edging, íinally a sequence ora clark cdging ancl t wo light ones which would sun-ound 
the centre of the arrangemcnt ancl where it was considcrecl thc tornb of thc Apostlc would be 
placed. Ali of this infom1ation is a,·ailable thanks to those who took pan in the fine!, to a greatcr 
or lesscr ckgrec, especially Lópcz Fcrreiro ancl che mcmbers of thc History Acaclcrny F Fila and A 
Fernándcz Guerra, because \\'hat has actually becn presen·ecl has bcen reduced to this scarcely 
rcwaling sarnple ancl a collection of loose fragments. The cliscovery of ne,1 fragments clunng the 
excm·ations carried out by Don l\lanucl Chamosa in 1950 cannot be dircctly connectccl to this 
mosaic, gi\'en that they werc hrought to light in a supposecl lo\\'t:r levd, ami thcrcfore a pffYious 
one, to the le\'cl dcsignatecl to the mosaic llooring anJ to the ccramic tiles which occupied the 
p1-e,�ous sect1011 of the building: unless these two íloorings ,1-ert: not contemporary and the 
second was constructcd with thc rnosaic which had already been destroyed, a possibility \\'hich 
nccds an inwsligation which we do not have room for in this \\·orle 

Thl' interpretat1on of the mosaic is subject to the \'arious limitauon:; to the information regarding 
its disco,·cry: ,,·e do not know all the precise cletails of thc conclnions in wh1ch the discowry ,1·as 
rnade, and the rernains morcovcr \\'ere already quite deteriorate_cl bccause of pm-ious works in 
thc arca of the main altar. Notwithstancling, cvcry author accepts the arrangement of the ílooring 
in so far as the known architectural contcxt and the funerary e,·en Christian, characteristics of 
the layout, with or \\'Íthout the central sarcophagus menlioncd by López Ferreiro and e,·cn if 
there is doubt or disagr�ement regar<ling thc iclentiltcation of the body \\'hich is buried. Thc 
matter o,·er wh1ch there is the most discrcpancy, leaving to one sicle any questrnn of faith, is the 
chronology of this rnosaic, for "·hich basically three different alternati,-.:s have been put forward. 
The fir�t is the thcsis supportcd by F Acuña Castro,·iejo ancl it can be rcgarded as dcliberation 
which catalogues the \\"Ork as a palco-Christian piecc :mcl suggests dates which lead to the 4th 
century or periods some\\'hat after (5th or 6th ccnturies); this rcasoning is based on a framework 
of stucly of the Roman mosaic r..:mains in the northwcst of Hispania which is strictly 
archaeological. :\nother, define<l by L t\lillán Gonzálcz-Pardo, has SL1me similar references within 
the rest of the Roman context ancl points to an earlicr chronology, around the 2nd cenlllry . .\.D.; 
a point ol 1·iew \\'hich is put together from a detailccl review of the contro\'ersy surrouncling the 
apostoli<.. edifice ancl its possible lunction as thc holder of thc remains of the Apostle St. James. 



Finally, sorne authors, \\'hich rcly more on suggeslion rather than reasoning, raiscd the 
possibility that we could be clealing wilh an upper-meclievil work, a contemporary of the first 
'compostelan' basílicas and built on a par with these, in accordance with the mosaic íloorings of 
the pcriod, not only \\'llhin a Europcan-Christtan framc of refercnce but also Hisparnc-l'·duslim; 
this thircl option is supported by specialists 111 upper-medie\·il art\\'ork ancl with regareis to the 
stucly into ns 'compostelan' expressi\'Cness. 

JS.O. 

Bibliography: ACUÑA C\STROVl�]u, f: Mo,aiws romanos en h1 Expaiia Citc1ior 11. Com'Clltus luccnsis'', 
Studin r\n¡uealagica, nurnber 2-1. tl976): CHA�10S0 l.At,lr\S, H. "Notkia,; ele las excav,1ci,mcs arqueológicas 
en la Catcclrnl ele �antiago". Co111¡x,s1d/w1w11, t.11, numbe1 4. (1957). pp. 225-330. GUER�\ ú\�IPOS,J: fa­
f'loracionr, cm¡u,·oló61ws en lomo al sepulcro cid Apó,1rl Sc111líago; Sanllago de Compostela. 1982: KIRSCHBAUM. 
L Die (;r,1bungcn untcr eler Kathcelralc rnn Sanllago de Compo<tcla", Rri1111.sdH 's]11c11Wiscl1rif1, m1111bn 56, 
(1962), pp. 234-254. lDEM: O. Das Grnb eles Apostelsjakohus in Santiago de Cnmposteh1 . Slimmcn der Zci(, 
CLXX\ l. (l º65). pp. 352-362: LOPEZ FERREIRO .. '\: Hiswlia de lc1 S .. \.M Iglc11c1 de Sw11ic 1go. Sarniago de 
C.0111postela. 1899-1905; �IILL..\N-GONZALEZ PARDO. L: ·'El 111nsaico del p,ivimento superior del edículo 
lle Santiago I su motivo íloral. ,\port,ic1011t�s al estudio de b tradición pcobca". Compos1dlc111u111, \X\'I11, ( 1983). 

ST, Ji\MES 

213 



Sr. J \�lb 

214 

A ROMAN SETTLHIENT IN C01'!POSTELA. 

l" TO 2'"' CENTURIES A. D. PüTTERY. VARIOUS SIZES. 

SANTIAGO. CATHEDRAL Musn;¡,,1. 

Sclt:ction oí Roman potlery írom the upper impcnal pe1iod (1-111 centwics) originally frorn the 

archaeologirnl rcgistry oí 1he Carhedrals subsoil ami surrounclings. The exarnplc which has bcen 

choscn was brought to light by Don Manuel Chamoso dwing a sc1ies of invcstigative snundings 
canied out in the 'Plaza de la Quintana', quite ncar Lo the ·ruena Real' ol the Cathcd ral. Thcy 
rcpresent the most ancicnl perspcctivcs of the Rornan occupation (circa the ene! of the 1st ccnlLtr) 

to the ene! of thc 2nd ccntury) ami they c1rc the besl prcser\'ecl examplcs írorn this pe1iocl. 

Fragments of luxmy crocker y of italic tradition, already procluced on the península more 
spccifically m the pottery workshops of Tricio in La Rioja. \\� are ckaling with crockel)' rn::icle in 

moulcls from selectcd ami purifiecl clays which are cm-erccl in a characte1istic red 1·arnish. or in 
corresponding colours These exampks bcfore us correspond to the borders of thc shapes 

cünwntionally rl'Íered to as Dragenclorf 36, ami a fragmcnt l"rorn a lov,-er section that could 

belong to any of these two examples: the frequent association or the picccs leads us to believe 
thar they lorm pan of a stencilled dinner servio'. ----cup ancl plate- to which onc coulcl aclcl thc 

fragrnenl li·om a lower section of the body of a decoratecl bowl similar to the Dragenclnrr 37 
kincl. Another two grey coloured fragments ,1·ith polished surfaces ancl polished decorations, 
correspond to just as 1mm} cups, small ancl medium in síze respectively, ancl thc first ll"ith a 

closcd fonn similar to a jug, the fo1111 of the seconcl is not as precise. Anothe
r fragrnent or light 

colourecl paste indicares an imitation of the ·terra sig1llm,1' similnr to Dragcnclorl 2T, but 

manufactured according ro simpler procl'clures Finally, a small l"ragment featllling a llexible 
dccoration comprising horizontal brnicls, locatcd on what must ha1·c been the upper scction of 
the belly oí a container with an unknown shape. corresponds to the traditional pouery 01· the 

area, which follows thc examplcs or the indigenous culture l"rom the !ron A.ge. 

\Ve ha1-e before us a small exarnplc oí the wide ranging archaeological eviclcnce of thc Roman 
occupation located in the actual sitc of thc catheclrnl huildings ancl their immecliatc 
surrounclings. The selection is relevant to luxury poue1y, which was fundamental!} basecl on the 
productinn of H1sp,inic tcrrc1 si_�illc!la from the pottery workshops or L1 Rioja, but to which 

examples of paimed H1spanic-Roman ceramic are adcled, possibly 01iginally l"rom the 'meseta' 

region of Castile or examples oí the so-called "paredes finas", which on the whole originate from 
the procluuion canied out in what toclay b the coumy council of tvlelgar de Tera. m Zamora. 

Pottery for rn;ryclay use is also incluclecl. still within the scope of a tradition which can be 

regarcled as being pan of the RL1rnan, ,mcl 11-hich may possibly corresponcl to the earlier pe1iod oí 

introcluctton or said trndition into the pottery or thc urban framnvork in the north-v.-cst, above 
all, on account of its proximity ancl social ami aclmm1stratil"e origin. in Lucus Augusti. Finall); 

we adcl somc of the scarce examples or thc presence of proclucts from the local pottery traclition, 

11·hose roots are deep in the ·castreño' 11·orlcl oí the !ron Age, but the examples oí which \IT hal'e 

here are from a late periocl -lst century B. C. / 1st centu1¡' A. D.- or that style of pouery 

The cnllection is representatiw oí thc picccs which can lx founcl in the archaeological rcgistry of 

the Catheclral; it also corresponcls to the rcquirements brnught about by certain habils ancVor 
tastes wh1ch are classiíicd as bcmg unquestionably Roman, 11-e can thereforc guarantee that they 

se1Ye the needs of a population of Roman 01igm or which has been 1'ery Rornanizecl. These 



circumstances point to a strong ancl early Romanization oí che arca, certiíied by the prcsencc 
oían important centre oí population m ]ria Flavia -the migin of which is slightly earlicr· at 

the end of the 1st century B. C. or at the beginning o[ the 1st cemury r\. D.- or by the 
establishing oí the Roman road network: a mikstone from the times ol Caligula in the vecmity 

oí Compostela. A process of culturnlization during which the arrival of foreign scttlers rnming 

from a Roman cultural background ,rnulcl not be uncornrnon, a fact which ilppcars \\·ell 

documernecl in the insc1iptions of the arca; thesc people woulcl b1ing with them cveryday 
habits, aesthcllc prekrenccs ancl demonstrations of ideology which would neecl to be carried 
out by mcans of practices foreign to those \\hich ·werc available 111 the indigenous way of lile. 

J.S.O. 
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BEADS BHONGING TO A NECKLACE ANO PENDANT. 

C!RCA 4TH AND 6TH CENTURIES. VITREOUS PASTE, GLASS ANO MAu\CHITE. VARIOUS SIZES. 

SANTIAGO DE COMPOSTELA. CATHEDRAL MLISELJM. 

This group of pieces made of vitrcous paste and malachitc makcs up thc collec­
tion of objects which are thc mnst reprcsentatl\-e of thc relativcly scarce archaco­
logical register oí the apostolic Edifice. Thcy were found in most pan cl uring the 

in\'estigative excm·ations carried out by López Ferrc1ro betwcen 1878 ancl 1879. 
'v\le have before us three beads rnade of \'itreous paste. eme of 1hem is cylinclncal 

ancl bear� ovo lo decoration, another is somewhai discoidal in shape ancl with gro­
m·es m·er the outer surface, and thc last is shapecl likc a trunca1ed core c,-cn 
though its definition 1s rathcr irregular. Another two beads made of malachite, 
one being slighly discoidal ancl with a \\·ide central hole ancl the other of a \·ery 
reclucecl size, were aclcled to the previous examples alter they wcre discowrecl clu­

nng the excavations of the edifice by D.M. Chamoso in 1950. To ali these picces 
another curious glass ob_¡ect is adjoinecl. il is shapecl like a penclant (44 mm in 
length) and compríses an arch, from which it is hung, a cyclinclrical body and a 
globular ene! which seems to be somewhat braicl-shapcd. 

The collection seems to correspond, at least in so far as the beads are concernecl, 

to a nccklace, perhaps a unique piece which would hm·c to be relatecl to sorne of 
the uses of the edifice as a funerary space Thc chronology of this type of piece is 

problematic because of JLs cxtcnsiveness, wnh temporal limits which start as of 
the 4th century. ar least, ancl las! until thc 7th, with thc acldecl mcom-cnicnce of 

the scarce informarion rcgarding their introduction ancl ernlution within the Ga­
lician en\'ironrnent. In thc areas ncar Galicia, such as the north of the plateau of 
Castile, they appear in late-Rornan burial cnclosurcs (3rd to 4th centuries) or in 

Hispanic-\'isigothic necropolises. 

Wnh regareis to Lhe pendant, sincc the times of lópcz Ferrciro, it has becn idcnti­

fied as being the clapper of a small glass be\l . This investigawr co1rnbora1ed th1s 

opinion, using kno,\11 examples frnm within the framework of Roman catacombs. 
assigning to il a paleo-Christian spccification and a funrnuy function. Notwiths­
tanding, ils use as a central piece for a necklace rnnnot be dismissed, m this case 

the same nccklace to which the beads belongecl Faccd with this questionable iden­
tification, any chronolog1cal hypothesis secms prccarious, but if one accepts its as­

sociation with the beads, be iL dircctly -as parts of the same nccklacc- or indi­

rectly -offerings or instruments conncctcd to the burial ritual-, wc estímate the 
chronology to include both the late-Rornan and the upper-mcdicvil periocls: an in­

trusion into the eclificc of a funerary nature which is difftcult to idcntify. 

Bibliography: GUERRA Cr\!IIPOS, J.: Explaraci,mt', c11,¡ueolcigicm en lomo al ,epulcro del Ap,hlol 
Sa 111iagú, Santiago de Compostela, 1982; LÓPEZ f'ERRE!Rü, A.: Hi,loria de la S.A.M. lgbiu de 

Scmtiago, Santiago, 18CJ9-1905. 
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CONSTRUCTION CERAMICS FROM ROMAN TIMES :\ND THE HIGH MIDDU: AGES. 

l�IPRECISE CHRONOLOG, BETWEEN THE lsT CENTURY \ND Tli[ 7TH CENTURY A.O. 

FIRED CLAY. SEVERAL SIZES. 

S.\NTIAGO. CATHEDRAI MUSEUM 

Ccramic construction rcmains, whosc tcchnical charaucristi(.;; point to thc 
ancient worlcl ancl, on occasions, the High l\liddlc: Agcs too, ,He írec¡ucntl) 
founcl throughnut the cathcclrnl's subsoil. Practically ali ol thc archacnlogical 
excavarions carriecl out in thc cathcclrnl ami its surrounclings hm-c unco,·crecl 
thc n::mains oí charactenstic llat Roman ti les, gene rally ,·ery fragmented, with 
thcir typical rectangular l"onn ol llangecl longcr sidcs and occasionally \\'ith 
marks or signs. A lot less frequent are the bricks, prismatic but clilTcring in sizc 
and procluction process. Thert' are als,1 sorne paving stoncs, gcnernlly 
square-shapecl ancl not ,·ery thick, but also rectangular ancl thick; thC) werc 
hasically usccl for p,1,·ing purposes but were occasion,11ly uscd insteacl or bricks, 
c.g. in archcs. Thc bst tv,·o kincls mentinnccl are more cliff1L·ult to clelinc 
chronologically, clue to tl1eir cultural ubiquity; this prohlcm is made \\'Orsc in 
thc c:asc o[ the rcmains or curvccl tilcs. somctimcs Roman im/Jriccs but mostly 
the result or the mecl1e,·al introcluction or this system or CO\ cring. 

The appcarnncc of thcse rem¡¡ins mainly takcs place ,, ithin thc archaeological 
horizons reprcsenting thc clestruction. ami occasionally also thc mixture ancl 
1110,·ing, or olcler oncs. This is rellectcd by the dispersiün of thc finclings, as \\ell 
as in thcir consen·ation, gencrnlly vvith irnponant altermions or thcir original 
state. We thercforc fincl thcm in thc digging that to,)k place arouncl thc 
apostolic shrine from thc High t\1iddle A.ges onwarcls, in thc l'illing in of 
Romanesquc cathedral, ol the 12th ccntury, nr cvcn in thc J'illing in or the 
prescnt-clay cloister, built in thc 16th century. Thc rernains un display herc are 
from a tip locatecl in thc lo\\'cr pan of thc clmsters southcrn \.\-ing and probably 
rcpresern the mo,·ing of rnatcrials duc to construuion wurk insiclc thc 
catheclral; these materials ,ven: reclivcrecl in J 987 insidc the prcscnt-clay 
Catheclral l\luscum, in exca\':1tions carriccl out hy C. t\1ti_11clc ,111d E. Rey in thc 
room known as th..: --buche1ia" ancl l'orming pan of an accumulation or rubble 
that arose aftcr the construction of the Rcnaissancc cloistcr: their n:lativcly goucl 
condition sho,\S that thcy are frnm an mm that hacl not previtiusly hcen alterecl 
much ancl ,,ne moved directly to the contcxt in ,,·hich tlwy lin,1lly appcarecl. 

Ho\\'e,·cr, these ccram1cs also appearcd as pan of ancicnt structurcs in thcir 
original location. In such cases, wc are faccd with t,,o possibihtics. Thc first 
onc anses whcn the picccs make up or hclp to make up structurcs that for 
which they wcre not originally clesignccl, hccoming material rc-uscd in a 
dilkrent time frorn tht·ir primary contcxt ancl invoh·ing thc clcstrucuon of 
such. Examplcs of thc re-use of these matc:rials are founcl in thc funeral 
contcxt, in \\'h1ch, on the othcr hand, it is casicr to clistinguish them, 
medic,·al tombs that rc-usecl bricks or ti les 10 builcl walls_ for which othcr 
kincls of 111<1terials werc normally used. íhey \\'él'c appcar as ha\'ing heen 
re-used in constructions, along with stoncs that ha,·e ol'ten also heen re-usccl 



írom pre\·ious structures: this is the case oí \\·alis oí imprecise chronology, but 
also oí füHer channels from the High 1'liddle .-\ges. 

finally, sorne examples scem to have been founcl m their original position, 

forrning pan of' the structures íor \\'hich they were clesigned. lt is not al\\'ays 

easy to correctly clistinguish such cases since thc remains oí d1sappeared 

structurcs could ha\'e been used to makc other ex 110ro ones, in which thesc 

ceramics are usecl in a similar \\'ay: in ¡x1\'ing, an arch, a tomb, etc. 

Funhermorc, thc customary uses oí thesc ceramics, although going back to the 

ancient past, wcre still widesprcad in thc High 1'1idclle Ages, as shO\rn by thc 
pre-Romancsque Asturian architccturc, v,:hich should be takcn \Ydl into 

account clue to its prescnce in Compostela, cxcept for the riles ,,·hose use 

cannot ha,·e been befare thc 7th century :\.D. Exarnples of possible or even 
probable conservation in silu are the remains oí ccrarnic p,1\'ing stoncs in the 

apostolic shrinc, the brick tombs late ancient :md carly medie,·al cemetery, the 

rernains of archcs or paYing of the building structures found belo,,· the southern 
arrn ol the transept in Compostela's prescm-day basílica. 

].S.O. 
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DENARIUS í-EATURING HIPEROR TIBERIUS. 

14-37 A. D. SILVER. 

SANTIAGO DE COMPOSTELA. CATHEDRAL MUSEUM 

This coin was pan of a collection comprising more than Íi\'C hunclred denarii 
featunng Augustus and Tibcrius -accorcling to thc cstimatcs of thosc who founcl it 
between 550 and 600-. lt was cl1scovcrecl in On011ino, a village within the patish 
of S. Juan dL Ono110 (Ames County Council), in thc \'icinny of Santiago. This 

colleclion, hardly recogrnzed because it had practically been lost altogerhcr, was 
brought to light insicle a ceramic container, the characterislics of which secmed to 

distinguish it from rhe indigenous pottel")', hidden in a small pit can·ed out of the 

base rock and covered by a stone slab. The coins are exclusively clenarii anda small 

number are fragmentecl; five \'ariauons are present, two belongmg to Augustus and 
three to Tiberius, bearing images of each of them, as youngster and as adult, 

respectivcly. These last characteristics establish the concealment at a time around the 

years 30 to 50 AD. 

The piece \\'C have before us is pan of the \·a1iations belonging to Tiberius, which 

features the head of the emperor on the front, at a ad\·anced age already, looking to 
the right, ancl on the back is his \\ÍÍe li\ia, sitting v.ith a lance in her right hand. The 

standard of preservation is rather good, cxcept for a certain clete1ioration on the back. 

It comprises the only piecc of this importanr compilation which is available today, for 

according to the information \\'C hm·e aL our disposal, it was scattered among pri\'ate 
collections, either directly or by means of the antique market. 

This treasure-tro\'e coulcl be another good indication of the le\·el of Romamzation 
that the area was submitted to in rhe first century AD .. Such an important 
accumulalion of silver coins from such an early period, has only come about in the 

nonh-\\'est of Spain, in relation to the large urban centres or gold-mining industry in 
eastem Gallaecia, even though there is sorne e\idence to suggest that the coast may 

ha\'e also been inYolved in rhe arrival of this Roman currcncy, for example of the 
hoard of sixty clenarii from Cálogo (\'ilanova de Arousa, Pontevedra). We must not 

forget either that thc presence of coins from the beginnings of the cmpire has also 

been rcgistered in other enda\·es in the vicinily of Ortoño, such as the examplcs from 
Iria and Castro Lupario; these cases, together v.ith the earl, development of lria as a 

Roman style urban centre which gre\\' out of nothing, lead us to the conclusion rhat 
the treasure-trove from Onoño was simply an indicatton of th.: Roman cultural

promulgation in the area and not just an isolatecl incident connected to the tradc 

contact between the local inhabitants and those from the tvlediterranean.



lt is rather more difficult to hypolhesize as to the actual reasons bchincl such an 

importanl accumulation of sih·er coins, as well as whaL brought about their 

concealmenl. Regarding the former, we \\'Oulcl have to understand the key 

economic ancl social com·cntions \\'hich were established in order to coordinate the 

process of Róman culturalization of the arca in question. By this ,,-e mean the type 

of economic activities ,,·hich cbTlopecl and ho\\' the local inhabitants would 

integrate thcmsch'Cs into these. In so far as the actual fact that thc pieces \\'ere 

concealed, it cloes not secm Lo be on account of a pcriod of instability, kecping in 

mine\ thc chronology and the painstaking effort ,,ith which it scems to have bcen 
carried out; ho\\'e\Tr, it docs bear somc similarities to the concealment of objects of 

special quality \\'hich ,,·ere performecl in a ritualistic rnanner, LO\\'ards thc cnd of 

the period of rural culture, in those times in which the iníluence of Romanization 

bcgins to be clearly felt. 

J.5.0.

Bibliography: CAA!vlr\ÑO. B. ,md DflDE.B.: '·Hallaz¡m de monedas romanas en Or101io", Cua­
dernos ele Estudio.\ Gallegos. XX\'l, number 79 (1971), p. J.20-122. 
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FUNER,\RY PLAQUE rnm1 BRANDm!IL. 

C!RCA 2ND CENTURY A.D. GRANITE. 

WIDTH: CIRCA 130 01. (PRESER\'ED 115 CM); IIEIGHT: 66 01; THICKNESS: 20 O!. 

Z,\S (A CORUÑA) 

Funcrary plaque in the shapc o! a ¡xdiment which wt>ulcl han' l'onncd pan da runcr,1ry 

structure, a type of mausoleum or somcthing similar. Unfonunatcly, thc piecc· was 
cliscm-cred seperated from its original archaeologirnl context. ami thercl"ore we do not h,we 
any of its characteristics. not even its cxact loc,nion: it \\'as brought to light as a pan of the 
lilling matenal for a wall of a house which no longer exists. Nonethelcss, we do hal't: at our 
disposal the fact that it \\·as pan of the rich conte,t of Roman incriptions in the 
surmundings of Branclomil, if not in the ,·illagc 1tsclL given that the vast majority of the 

finds had gone on to l'orm pan of the walls of thc houses built there. The pie.:e is 
triangular in shape and bears in a g0t)(I stm,clarcl of presen·ation. exccpt for a small loss of 
its lo\\'er right comer, harclly affecting the inscription, \\'hich is of goocl script and easy to 
rcacl, except for the last letters: D(is) t--.l(anibus) 5\acrurn) / Fabricius / Saturninus / an 

(orum) XV HIC SEP(ultus) EStT), accorcling to the dra,,·ing produced by Luis Monteagudo 
hefore the aforementionecl loss. Establishing a chronology for Lhis picce is somc\\'haL more 
difhcult, but bearing in mincl thc formal and epigrnphical characteristics, onc could put 
forn-arcl a date arouncl Lhc second century A.O .. ,\nothcr fcature which should be taken 
note of is the presence of the L.atin St)'le onomastlCS, in thc content as well as in the 
prescnLation, which indicatc the Roman, or very Rornanized social background. 

ln \\'anting to describe a possible Roman contcxt for thc apostolic mausolcum, ,,-e ha\'C: 
chosen Lhis piecc from BrandL1mil. principally becausc of its prorninent memorial character. 
lts shape ancl dimensions le,\\·c no room for cloubt as to iLs corresponclence to Lhe type of 

tomb ,, hich neecled a spec,fic, although not easily determinable. architectural configuration; 
this separmcs it from thc stmpler and more con\'entional proceclures which wcre propagated 
throughout Lhe nonh-west of Spain, based on thc presence or the runerary stele driven 
,·enically into the ground next to the burial, be it by means of incinerntion or interment, the 
latter being more common cluring the lower Roman pcriod. The absence of other remains 
from 1h1s burial structure, \\'hich may still be m thcir original location, <loes not permit ils 
clcfinition. A cldinition which. moreowr, proves to be more difficult if we bear in mincl the 
\'ariet) of this typc of comple>-. funerar} procedure within the Roman system and \\'hich is 
also reprocluccd in the actual Spanish environment -rnausoleums m the shape of altars or 

,, ith rnrious staggered lc\'els, tm,·er-shaped monuments, tombs in the shape of temples, 
funeral')' enclosures, etc- ancl if. on the other hand, we take into account the fact that up 
to now thcre are no knov,n cletails of the examplcs, which we know to have existecl in 
Gallaecia bccause of the preser\'ecl epigraphic remains In spite of ali this, it 1s possible to 
indicatc in this case, thc existcnce of a tomb insicle a small building, pcrhaps in the style of a 

temple, uf \\'hich \\'e conserve the pediment of its fac;adc 

Ali rhings considered, the funerary plaque in the shape of a pcdiment from Brandomil 
bears witncss to Lhe existencc of funerat-y mausolcums during the upper imperial Roman 

period in thc norrh west of Gallaecia J\1oreover, it achcives this by associaling it to a rypc 
or prerequisite which features a series of invariables -important epigraphic collections, the 
presencc of a foreign population. non-indigenous cultural representaLions- which 

guaranteed its importan! role in the Romanization of the arca ancl its function ,,·1thin the 
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social and economic reorganization oí the same. \\'e are reíering to the secondary centres oí 
population with regareis to thc rnmmunications nctwork which bcgan to be establishccl as 

oí the clefinitiw establishment oí the Roman empire in thc north west oí Spain. abow: ali 

the systcm oí roacls which would sometimes be linked to acti\·ities appropiate to pons. J� 

for example !ria or Brigamium. This possible explanation as a mansio l'iaria is thc basil link 

which exists betwecn Brnndomil. identified \\·nh the "Granclomiro·· oí the \·fo XX per loca 

maritima, and Compostela for which \'arious authors pul íorn-ard its ident1fication with 
Asseconia, on the ria XIX; it is a link \\·hich \1·oulcl �xplain the existrnce oí complex 

íuncrary mausolcums in both places. 

j.$.0. 

Dnw,·n,g ol I h1. p1cc<· b�:íon.· ns rll• 

1Tc11l dc1cnur.itt, 1 �1,11c. Cnuncsv of 
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