Arles’ Forum and Cryptoporticus

By Helen Douglas (1700383)

Arles’ Unusual Forum
According to Heijmans (2006), the
forum of Arles was built during the
first major urbanisation of the town
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Forum was in a central location on the intersection of the two main roads Cardo and Decumanus
(see Figure 2; Droste, 2003, p.33). It was the central location for religious, administrative and civil

buildings (Heijmans & Sintés, 1994, pp. 160-1; Droste, 2003, p. 34).

Various reconstructions of the forum have been attempted (see Figure 5), however, there are only
two fragments remaining (see Figure 3), so reproductions are based solely on the subterranean
Cryptoporticus and on the model of Rome’s Forum Romanum, which was dated to the 4" century BC
(Hocker, et al., 2006). Our surviving literary description of the forum comes from one of Sidoine
Apollinaire’s letters in AD 461 where he describes it as being “cluttered with columns and

statues” (Epistulae. 1.11.7-8; Heijmans & Sintés, 1994, p. 160). Droste argues that the Forum mostly
follows the ideal plan of a Roman market place, and was 60m wide and ¢c.190m long (Droste, 2003,
p. 34). However, the surrounding forum complex has some peculiarities, notably the lack of basilica,
and there is also an oval space connecting the main forum to the temple complex (see Figure 5 & 6;
Droste, 2003, p. 36). Additionally, there is a smaller forum square to the North of the main forum
and down a flight of stairs (see Figure 5), which is unique to compared to other examples of forums

(Droste, 2003, p. 36).
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The two interpretations
of what the facade
inscription may have
been. Top is Séguier
(1778) and Benoi’s
(1951) interpretation.
Bottom is

Heijmans’ (2008)
interpretation.

Figure 6. Arles Forum plan. From: Cambridge University Press.




