
The nal two short chapters cover commercial documents and other minor lead objects, including
glandes, respectively. There is a useful discussion of the lead tablet from Pech Maho in Southern
France, with Greek on one side and an apparently unconnected Etruscan document on the back,
in which the word mataliai may possibly be the locative of the Etruscan name for Marseille,
although it is not clear why it has medial t. The twenty-seven inscribed sling-shots mostly elude
interpretation, but our guesses about the meaning of vraθ or as´θ are probably no worse than
those a Roman legionary might make.

The prohibitive price of this beautifully produced and illustrated book means that it will nd its
way into only a few libraries and I doubt anyone will purchase it for their own use at full price. It is
with reluctance that I pass my review copy back to the Joint Library.

Jesus College, Cambridge James Clackson
jptc1@cam.ac.uk
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New York/Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2014. Pp. xiv + 325, illus., maps. ISBN
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This well organized and highly readable book on the detection of social networks and regional
identity on the basis of archaeological sources is interesting for a broader audience than scholars
interested in the Italian Bronze Age alone. In this sense, its title is slightly misleading. While it
suggests that the aim of the book is to reveal social networks and regional identity in Bronze Age
Italy (which it does), their identication in reality serves — and quite surprisingly — a historical
goal: namely, to formulate hypotheses on the formation of the ancient peoples of ancient Italy
prior to the Roman conquest (ch. 1). However, one can also read the book as a sophisticated
exercise in social network analysis using an important but difcult dataset. At the heart of the
book is the issue of identity and ethnicity of Italy’s Iron Age populations. Indeed the reader, right
from the beginning, is invited to think along with the author to evaluate her idea that it might
well be that Late Bronze Age regional social exchange networks were the precursors of the Veneti,
Etruscans and Latins in north and central Italy, the Oenotrians and Messapians in the south, and
other historically known peoples that we know to have been living scattered across peninsular
Italy in the pre-Roman period.

This is a very challenging hypothesis, and the author puts it to the test using formal computerized
network analysis. Let us start with a brief look at the central premises and methodology of the book,
such as can be distilled from ch. 3. Departing from the concept of path dependence, which postulates
that a trajectory once set in (in this case during the Late Bronze Age) will inuence future
developments (even though past circumstances may no longer be relevant), the author
hypothesizes that Bronze Age networks in Italy may have been at the basis of the geographical
disposition of Italy’s ancient peoples and identity formation. By mapping Late Bronze Age
networks onto the historical regional/ethnic territories, as postulated by classical scholarship for
pre-conquest Italy, the author expects to reveal a path dependent continuity. Where this does not
occur, this requires explanation in terms of specic causes for the perceived discontinuity.

Such patterning can be formally analysed, as Blake does, using computerized social network
analysis (SNA). In ch. 2, B. discusses the categories of objects that she adopts in her network
analysis: forty object types for the Recent Bronze Age (RBA) and twenty-six for the Final Bronze
Age (FBA), all extensively studied and published by specialists. Applying SNA, in ch. 4 the rst
step in the analysis is to construct networks on the basis of the ndspots of the chosen classes of
objects for the RBA and FBA respectively. In carrying out the peninsular-wide analysis, B. works
with a reduced matrix of ndspots from which she removes hoards, ritual deposits and casual or
unknown nd contexts. This she does in order to reveal the impact of long-distance activities on
regions, rather than to analyse regional activities between nodes in the networks, which is her
second step in the analysis. In her initial peninsula-wide analysis, sites with shared objects must
therefore not be further than 50 km apart from each other to qualify as being connected (a
two-day walk or manageable day’s sail) (89). The analyses reveal that during the RBA the
Po-Apennine subgroup (correlating with the famous Palatte/Terramare culture) stands out as a
major northern regional network, with a much smaller but distinct subgroup in Lombardy
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correlating with the very distinct Canegrate culture. In the south, on the Adriatic coast, a network
based on shared Aegean type ceramics shows up in modern-day Apulia and Basilicata.

In chs 5–8, B. then proceeds to analyse the individual networks resulting from the peninsular-wide
analysis, and subsequently deals with the northern networks, those of west-central Italy, those in the
Marche, Umbria and adjacent Apennines, and nally the one in south Italy. B. now includes all
ndspots with reliably dated evidence in her analyses while relaxing the distance parameter in
order to establish intensity of exchange and thus to trace regional cohesion. For each of the
peninsular networks, B.’s analyses result in interesting observations on the scale, integrity and
intensity of the Bronze Age networks, the way the networks map (or do not) onto known Bronze
Age cultures as conventionally dened in protohistoric archaeology, on interaction between
networks where such interaction was not noted before, on continuity and discontinuity between
the RBA and FBA and between the FBA and Early Iron Age, on the vulnerability of those
networks dependent on a few central nodes only, on the dependence of networks on certain types
of objects and so forth. These observations are interesting: at times agreeing with existing ideas, at
times challenging them, but in nearly all cases inviting further research, testing and debate.

While B.’s network analyses appear highly instructive, informative, analytical and stimulating, her
goal to understand the formation of the peoples of Italy on the basis of Late Bronze Age regional
groups is in its current form, as I see it, difcult to attain. One cannot escape the feeling that the
advanced Iron Age and Archaic periods are left orphaned between the book’s interest in the
archaeological detection of Bronze Age networks on the one hand and the wish to see whether
they map onto the literary construct of Italy’s ancient peoples on the other. As a heuristic tool B.’s
SNA approach is, however, successful as it questions why we (think we) see continuity in some
areas and not in others. However, the lack of comparable formal analyses for the Iron Age and
Archaic periods (which would be a veritable Herculean task, far beyond the scope of a single
book and single researcher) results in much — admittedly, highly informed — speculation. In this
sense, the book is an attractive and welcome invitation for researchers, aided and inspired by B.’s
approach, to extend the regional analyses into the early Iron Age and beyond for specic cases.

Groningen Institute of Archaeology / University of Groningen Peter Attema
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F. FULMINANTE, THE URBANIZATION OF ROME AND LATIUM VETUS: FROM THE
BRONZE AGE TO THE ARCHAIC ERA. Cambridge/New York: Cambridge University
Press, 2014. Pp. xx + 411, illus. ISBN 9781107030350. £79.99/US$125.00.

This is a detailed, systematic analysis of Rome’s urbanization. Aiming for a ‘more balanced approach’
to understanding local and external contributions, Francesca Fulminante argues that ‘urbanisation
and state formation in middle Tyrrhenian Italy were probably “entangled with”, but certainly not
“triggered” by, external inuences from the eastern Mediterranean’ (6). The process towards
higher social complexity and the creation of central places is said to have started in the Final
Bronze Age and accelerated by the end of the ninth century, prior to Greek colonization, thus
marginalizing Greek inuence (6).

Ch. 1 provides a methodological overview, describing numerous theoretical approaches from
evolution to chaos theory and Bintliff’s socio-ecological model. Ch. 2 denes the territory of
Latium vetus, showing that many smaller settlements disappeared during the tenth century B.C.
while nucleated centres emerged, later occupied by the ‘Archaic cities’ (46). This gradual
development is contrasted with a more ‘revolutionary’ process in Etruria (217). Ch. 3 traces
Rome’s development from Bronze Age village to ‘the Great City of the Archaic Age’ (66). The
‘proto-urban’ phase is said to begin around 950–875 B.C. (72), the urban phase from the end of
the Iron Age (80). Among others, the uncritical references to Etruscan kings in Rome, and the
long discussion of two separate communities in early Iron Age Rome and of the Septimontium
Festival (74–5) seem problematic.

Ch. 4 denes the ager Romanus antiquus (105–32), even creating a map of ‘pre-Romulean’ and
‘post-Romulean’ territory (g. 32). Though surely only meant to be a working model, the
calculated size, 191 km2, is frequently cited in the book. Based inter alia on the use of now
out-dated ‘Thiessen Polygons’ (115–20), F. concludes that the ‘ager Romanus antiquus would have
been sufcient to feed only the hypothetical population of Rome at a very early stage’ (123). By
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