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As the title states, this ambitious book aims to cover migration and mobility in ancient Italy. It is
Isayev’s explicit aim to show that the extent of human mobility in antiquity was much greater
than is usually suggested, in scholarship as well as among the general public. As she explains, it is
usually assumed that people in the past mostly lived and died in the same place throughout their
lives, as there were no economic or social reasons to move. Furthermore, views on mobility in
modern society are often negative: migration, especially permanent, is seen as detrimental to the
receiving nation and should be contained. However, migration has been an essential part of life
throughout human history, as I. argues. Although she wisely does not make any direct
comparisons between ancient Rome and the modern world, her message is clear enough.

In order to support her hypothesis, I. examines three main issues. Firstly, the Roman state hardly
ever imposed limits on the number or type of migrants that could move into Roman territory. As
I. rightly emphasises, many episodes in the ancient sources indicate that the Roman state was
often struggling with containing high volumes of mobility, rather than too little, e.g. making sure
that colonists remained in their assigned locations. This shows that mobility was indeed very
common. Furthermore, the approach to strangers in antiquity suggested that there was little
prejudice against them; status and profession were more important than background when it came
to integration into a new home.

Secondly, the political systems of the Roman state themselves created a certain level of mobility, in
particular state-sponsored colonisation and other types of settlement schemes. Other socio-economic
systems, such as the army, trade, labour and cultural development, also presupposed the existence of
high levels of mobility. This mobility was to a certain degree institutionalised by instruments such as
tesserae hospitales, and was managed by means of informal networks, which provided information
about the trustworthiness of individuals.

Finally, a high level of mobility is conrmed by the literary and epigraphic evidence, which show
that migration and mobility, both temporary and permanent, were extremely common. In this regard,
I. provides a detailed analysis of the works of Polybius and Plautus. Polybius’ works show that ofcial
business created high levels of mobility of various kinds, e.g. military service, enslaved
prisoners-of-war, embassies, exile, hostage-taking and settlement of veterans. At the same time,
Plautus shows that mobility was also common in the private sphere, especially for trade, as well as
marriage and leisure.

Although the title mentions ancient Italy, in practice I. focuses mostly on the last two centuries B.C.;
this is inevitable, as most of the available evidence comes from this period. Despite the focus on the late
Republic, the book also gives valuable insights from earlier periods, especially Etruscan mobility within
the Italian peninsula and abroad, as well as Greek colonisation and its effects on southern Italy. Thus,
I. shows that mobility was already very common in the archaic period. Indeed, the varied movements of
Italian businessmen and others throughout the Mediterranean in the later Republic should be seen as a
continuation of these earlier patterns of movement. Importantly, I. shows that many developments in
the Italian economy are closely related to mobility and migration. For example, two transformations
that occurred throughout the peninsula, namely settlement centralisation in the early rst millennium
B.C. and the lling in of the countryside from the early Hellenistic period, have often been seen as
singular phenomena. However, these should be seen in connection with mobility, and especially the
wider developments within and outside the peninsula which motivated people to abandon some sites
and move to others. Similarly, I. shows that mobility also played a role in the Social War;
specically, she displays the difculties of reuniting the multipolar Italian peninsula, with the
emergence of a single focus point in Rome after the war.

I. shows a masterful command of a great variety of evidence, from literary to epigraphic and
archaeological, spanning ve centuries. She argues convincingly that migration and mobility were
indeed large in the period of the Roman Republic; this will perhaps not come as a surprise for
most readers, as recent scholarship on this period has already suggested as much. Nevertheless,
I. is the rst to set out the argument in such a comprehensive and therefore compelling way. In
this regard, Cambridge University Press is to be commended for taking on the publication of a
volume of this length; although it is understandable that many publishers impose strict word limits
due to market considerations, such a complex subject benets from fuller treatment.

Despite the size of the book, a more detailed discussion of some issues would have been welcome.
For example, I. touches upon many relevant theoretical concepts, such as connectivity, network
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theory, hybridity, co-presence and cosmopolitanism. In some cases, it is not quite clear how these
concepts are dened in social studies, so that their relevance for the ancient period does not
always become fully clear in the book. A closer integration of such concepts with the ancient
evidence would have been welcome. In other cases, it is simply impossible to discuss all details, so
that some complicated issues are passed over too quickly, e.g. the laws by which the Roman state
tried to impose xity on Latin colonists.

All in all, however, this is a masterful volume, which again clearly emphasises the importance of
mobility and migration in the ancient world. It shows that mobility was at the heart of society,
politics and the economy in the Roman Republic, and should therefore be required reading for
anyone studying this period.
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In different but complementary ways, these two books excellently show how Roman exempla
demanded interpretation, remediation and contestation from readers. Roman exempla were not to
be ‘slavishly imitated’, as the poet Martial joked in his epigram about the gladiator Mucius
(Ep. 10.25): ‘Recently on display in the morning arena, Mucius, who placed his own hand on the
hearth. If he seemed to you steadfast and hard and brave, you have the soul of an Abderitian
peasant. For when, with the instruments of torture close by, the command is “Burn your hand!” it
is more impressive to say: “I won’t do it”.’ (translation by Rebecca Langlands; 152). As L. argues
(151–4), the gladiator exactly re-enacts the deed of Mucius Scaevola, who famously incinerated his
hand as a terrifying demonstration to the Etruscan king Porsenna of Roman imperturbability —

but such mimicry, literally an act of slavish imitation, is a failed reinstantiation of a Roman
exemplum.

Matthew Roller’s book seeks to illustrate the logic of Roman exemplarity by reference to four
operations. In his model (2–8), there is rst an action (a Roman performs a virtuous deed
embodying the values of the wider community); second, an evaluation, as the audience reects on
the deed and marks it for special attention; third, a commemoration in which the community
monumentalises the deed and transmits its moral value to posterity; and nally, the exemplum sets
a normative standard, becoming part of the mos maiorum and prescribing and inspiring future
moral behaviour. R. discusses the inter-relationships between these operations through seven
case-studies handled in separate chapters: Horatius Cocles, Cloelia, Appius Claudius Caecus,
Gaius Duilius, Fabius Cunctator, Cornelia mother of the Gracchi, and Cicero’s De Domo Sua.
While R. has published on many of these gures previously, his discussion of Cornelia is new, and
his studies of Appius Claudius Caecus and Gaius Duilius are signicantly augmented.

R.’s model is not a rigid framework. In fact, the value of the model is shown most clearly when it
breaks down. Exemplary actions may never have happened; they may have been retrospectively
conjectured from monuments no longer legible or intelligible (such as the putative statue of
Cloelia), a phenomenon also discussed very incisively by L. (ch. 9). Alternatively, an action may
initially be perceived negatively but later be reappraised positively (Fabius Cunctator). Exemplary
gures may also innovate within exemplary paradigms (Appius Claudius Caecus inventing a
notion of urban virtue, Duilius credited with the rst naval victory); conversely, negative traditions
can surround gures as changes over time render their actions less comprehensible (Appius’
supposed blindness due to religious transgression, Duilius’ use of a torch-and-ute escort). Finally,
the application of past exempla to present circumstances can involve rhetorical struggle as
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