
and Mary of Hungary, the text subsequently being printed by Christophe Plantin.
For Tibble, this underlines that Mary I was viewed as a full partner in the Habsburg
fight to restore the Catholic faith.

In many ways, Tibble uses Mameranus as a tool through which to shed light on the
Marian reign. Indeed, the reader is thrown into the mix somewhat, and a little more
potted biography of Mameranus may have helped orientation. Overall, though,
Tibble convinces in his approach of using Mameranus as a source to re-position
Mary and her reign. For this reviewer, slightly less persuasive is Tibble’s insinuation
of Mameranus as a Catholic Reformation champion. He instead comes across as
someone with one foot in the past of humanism and another tentative one in the future
of full global Catholic Reformation, a man about to be swept away by history, a sense, to
be fair, Mameranus may have even recognized himself. That being said, such a
consideration should not detract from the very interesting and important argument
of this book and its wider historiographical claims. Tibble hits back at scholars who
only judge Mary through English eyes rather than those of universal Christendom
and the Habsburgs. Ultimately, he makes the much-needed case for putting England
back in the Holy Roman Empire.

James E. Kelly
Durham University, Durham, UK
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The Early Modern Invention of Late Antique Rome. By Nicola
Denzey Lewis. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2020.
xvii + 426 pp. $44.99 hardcover.

The Early Modern Invention of Late Antique Rome tackles two important questions:
how and when did Rome become a singularly sacred space? Rather than take on the
history of the entire city, Nicola Denzey Lewis focuses in on the spaces of the dead,
the catacombs, and martyrial shrines at the edge of the city’s urban core—locations
that would become central to the formation of Rome’s identity as a center of early
Christendom. Although the geographic boundaries are confined to the catacombs
and Saint Peter’s Basilica by necessity and methodology, the book maintains an expan-
sive chronological breadth, first from the third to the sixth century, and then again from
the sixteenth to the nineteenth. Through these periods, Denzey Lewis interrogates both
the events of late antiquity that led to the creation and elevation of these spaces; their
later early modern reception, rediscovery, and re-interpretation following the Counter
Reformation; and the subsequent development of attempts to center Rome in the his-
tory of the early church.

As a whole, Denzey Lewis presents cogent arguments for both the mechanisms of
change and the chronology of Rome’s transformation, in dialogue with current archae-
ological and historical writing, as well as the long historiography of Roman’s sacred ori-
gins. She begins with the first rethinking of Roman’s Christian cemeteries as sacred
places in the fourth and fifth centuries, in which objects and rituals were employed
to transform their meaning. In these periods, pagan temples still demarked the
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urban core of the city, and it was up to authors like Prudentius and Jerome to write a
new sacrality onto Rome’s past, and to project a different type of landscape onto its
spaces. While the catacombs may have attracted graveside commemoration and rituals
in antiquity, it was the work associated with a spiritual renewal beginning in the six-
teenth century that reframed catacombs as places of special significance—and most
importantly associated them with the first generation of Rome’s Christians. The nine-
teenth century continued the process of “reinvention” of these spaces, first as worthy of
visiting for expressions of piety, and second as affirmations of Christian identity at a
time when the political strength of the papacy was in decline.

Beyond the perspectives on the catacombs themselves, the book looks at several
interconnected topics. It examines the development of the topographies of the sacred
spaces of Rome through maps, calendars, and lists, such as the epigrams of Pope
Damasus, credited with creating a sacred topography for the cults of Rome, not for pil-
grims and relics, but connected to place and memory. On the issue of relics, Denzey
Lewis takes on the “cultural work” that holy remains performed not only in Late
Antiquity, but also how they were re-employed in the early modern period—and
importantly, in how the thinking from the latter influenced a contemporary overvaluing
of the bones of Christian saints in the context of late antique Rome. One set of relics,
those of Saint Peter, receive special treatment; they served not just as relics, but as phys-
ical reminders of the power and authority that Rome maintained. Much of this, how-
ever, comes from only recent efforts to uncover the physical remains via modern
excavations, which ultimately found nothing material to corroborate the history of
the first bishop of Rome. This fact, combined with the absence of contemporary positive
evidence for Peter in Rome until the late second century, demonstrates how writers in
different ages worked to “place” the body of Peter and connect it to imperial and later
papal traditions, and sought to promote the apostle in multiple locations and iterations,
often through relics. In fact, because of the ambiguity regarding Peter’s relics, the entire
Basilica of Saint Peter was developed to serve as a both a reliquary and as a site to fuse
together the authority of Rome’s first bishop with that of his successors, created through
shared space and collective commemoration. Beyond the Basilica, Denzy Lewis carefully
examines the authenticity of another site through its excavations and inscriptions, the
so-called Crypt of Popes within catacombs of Callixtus; it is revealed not to be a “a uni-
fied burial complex for the early Church,” but rather a fiction crafted in the nineteenth
century by the archaeologist Giovanni Battista de Rossi “so successful in its emulation of
a fictive past that is has been translated into the category of the factual” (249).

While de Rossi worked to create a singular Christian past in the catacombs of
Callixtus, other spaces were discovered that appeared to offer a parallel tale of Jewish
extra-urban burials in imperial Rome—or at least catacombs that included some
Jewish interments. In both the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, these spaces were
reimagined as those reserved only for Jews, an isolation not rooted in fact but in
loose interpretations of iconography and creative oversights of contradictory evidence
in an effort to deny the existence of exposure of early Christians to other faiths. A sim-
ilar reassessment of burials ad sanctos forces us to re-evaluate the underlying dynamics
in shifting burial practices from outside the city to within the confines of its churches, a
move that also followed the contours of its urbanity.

Denzey Lewis’s excellent study critically engages with the opinions and debates
about space, memory, and materiality of Rome’s early Christian past as understood
by the church leaders and theologians of Late Antiquity, the early modern perspective
of those who sought to discover the past of a Christian Rome in the sixteenth to
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nineteenth century, and contemporary scholarship. Through this intervention, we are
asked to question both how and why we may understand an early Christian past
through the sedimentary processes of deposition, rediscovery, and interpretation. In
the end, Denzey Lewis reveals unacknowledged suppositions within the field by dem-
onstrating the power of the lens of its early modern progenitors, extending not only
to burials in and around the city of Rome, but its effects on our understanding of
the history of the Christian city itself.

Edward M. Schoolman
University of Nevada, Reno, USA
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Making Truth in Early Modern Catholicism. Edited by Andreea
Badea, Bruno Boute, Marco Cavarzere, and Steven Vanden
Broecke. Scientiae Studies 4. Amsterdam: Amsterdam University
Press, 2021. 336 pp. $144.00 cloth.

This volume is a welcome addition to the growing body of scholarly and critical work
being done on forms and practices of early modern Catholicism at the intersection of
intellectual history and cultural materialist methodologies. The ambitious overarching
project traces adventures in the post-Tridentine Church’s complexly held position as
the privileged locus and arbiter of truth in a cultural habitus increasingly marked by
intra- as well as inter-confessional plurality and emerging forms of knowledge produc-
tion. Tellingly, the editors’ introduction makes clear that the assembled case studies and
analytical accounts of theo-political conflict and mitigation (or strategic temporizing)
take a concerted interest in teasing out the manifold ways in which the task at hand
turned not so much on the question of truth per se as on the question of credibility
and finding the optimal means to produce and disseminate engines of credibility
under newfound challenges.

One of the volume’s aims is to amplify critical understanding of the blind spots in
the residual claims of the secularization thesis—the grand narrative that too facilely
identified early modern Catholicism as a unitary and retrograde opponent of the emer-
gent shapes of modernity and consequently gave short shrift to what the abundant
archival evidence suggests: that virtually every level of the post-Tridentine Church’s
scaffolded hierarchy became involved in what the editors call “a deeply praxeological
approach to credibility” (13). This approach, as the wide-ranging contributions to the
volume make clear, entailed not only robust engagement with “the new epistemic ambi-
tions of modern science” (15) but also ingenious repurposing of established concepts in
scholastic thought and moral theology to address evolving conditions of uncertainty.

Mindful of the editors’ caveat not to expect the particular range of topics to present
an exhaustive picture of an avowedly dynamic and often circumspect phenomenon
(the shift from the “what” and “whether” of the magisterium’s purchase on truth to
the “how”—that is, the conditions under which credibility was sought and sustained),
this reader found the ensemble of topics to be satisfyingly anchored to what could be
called a conceptual kinship structure: a coherent interest in examining scenes of
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