
dismantling the Antigonid monarchy altogether. Aemilius Paullus’ unusually splendid
three-day triumph may have been designed to emphasise the genuine finality of the war.
C. sees the destruction of both Carthage and Corinth in 146, as well as Numantia in
133, as the awful climax of the same phenomenon. The savage turn of Roman imperialism
in the mid-second century has always been a historical problem. There was no reason per-
manently to destroy these cities out of military necessity (although violent sacks had many
precedents and more obvious motivations). C.’s explanation of Rome’s new brutality is
compelling.

C. suggests that the Romans confronted new political problems as their hegemony
became increasingly ensured: they stopped winning, at least the sort of dramatic victories
worthy of a triumph. The Roman people now lacked the triumphant catharsis to undo the
various setbacks and occasional disasters that characterised provincial occupations, particu-
larly in Spain. C. argues that the infrequency of redemptive victory contributed to the poi-
sonous political atmosphere that marred the end of the century. A vindictive accountability
regime for failed commanders emerged. The chummy old days of vanquished commanders
given a second shot to win the day gave way to trials for treason and corruption, increas-
ingly in the emerging system of standing courts. Gaius Marius’ election (and re-elections)
to the consulship, running on the failure of the nobiles to beat either Jugurtha or the
Germans, was the culmination of a frustrated political narrative that seemed to have run
out of triumphs to annul the defeats.

The book maintains a strictly Republican context, from the Second Punic War to the
Cimbric Wars. This time frame is entirely sensible, although I suspect there is sufficient
evidence for Rome’s response to devastating defeats in the First Punic War. But C. is sure-
ly correct when she argues that the military disasters from 218–16 set the tone for the per-
iod that followed. This book represents an important and welcome contribution to both the
history and historiography of the mid-Republic.

M ICHAEL J . TAYLORUniversity of California, Berkeley
mjtaylor@berkeley.edu

THE V I L LA IN CONTEXT

B E C K E R ( J . A . ) , T E R R E N A T O (N . ) (edd.) Roman Republican
Villas. Architecture, Context, and Ideology. (Papers and Monographs of
the American Academy in Rome 32.) Pp. vi + 146, ills, maps. Ann
Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 2012. Cased, US$60. ISBN:
978-0-472-11770-3.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X15000268

This slim volume owes its origins to a joint symposium of the Archaeological Institute of
America and the American Philological Association at San Diego in 2007 and contains
seven chapters, topped and tailed by an introduction and concluding remarks. Given the
volume’s title, the instant reaction is one of almost dismay given the burgeoning corpus
of literature already available on the subject in general. However, this innocuous title belies
a series of essays that go beyond the standard re-presentation of classical sources applied to
archaeological finds in mutual support of each other and the reader should note the subtitle
Architecture, Context and Ideology, for it is this on which the volume focuses.
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Roughly split into two thematic areas, clearly bearing the marks of the original sympo-
sium concerns, Chapters 1, 6 and 7 are primarily concerned with archaeology and Chapters
2–5 with the literary texts associated with the Roman villa. The editors are very clear at the
outset of the introduction to acknowledge both that the term ‘villa’ is too broad, encom-
passing as it does small scale farms to vast high status estate buildings, and that the
term has accrued a certain amount of expectation and presumption, heavily coloured by
the reception of classical texts and the dominance of Imperial architecture/archaeology
over that of Republican and earlier periods making a distinction between the ‘classic’
and ‘classical’ villa.

M. Torelli’s opening chapter sets the tone for the following chapters and attempts both
to delimit the contentious term ‘villa’ within the context of the volume and to establish a
genealogy for the discussion drawing on Greek and other Italic rural building traditions but
shaped by the prevailing socio-political changes and expression of Roman nobilitas of the
third century B.C.

Following on from this compelling examination of the archaeological evidence,
C. Green changes the pace in the second chapter to a much more speculative point of
view based on a close reading of Varro, postulating that the text of De re rustica is as
much a metaphorical analogy of the running of the Roman state as a treatise on the busi-
ness of farming. Green’s hypothesis is well constructed, persuasive and thought-provoking.
It can be argued that reflections on the good management of running a successful, efficient
and profitable farm can be upwardly projected to the macro scale of the model state, and
Green draws parallels between the language and practices of both businesses to support the
argument in a convincing manner.

Expanding on the preceding chapter, J. Bodel broadens the ideological time frame to
encompass Cato and Cicero and examines the contextual culture of the villa in the aptly
named ‘Villaculture’ of Chapter 3. If Varro’s De re rustica can be seen as presenting an
allegory of state management, then Cato’s De agri cultura can be seen as equally allegor-
ical in terms of dignitas, with the lessons of the most honest of work, those learned from
farming, being those moral and ethical ideals seen as necessary for a statesman.

B. Reay continues the themes discussed in regards to Cato in the fourth chapter but sug-
gests that rather than simply stating the qualities to be found in the good farmer and the
good citizen Cato is putting himself (and by implication his family) as first amongst equals
as he has written the guide on how good, traditional Roman virtues are to be cultivated and
maintained (like produce and tools), or problems dealt with (whether the farmer next door,
other members of the political class, or the threat of Hellenism). As Reay puts it, people
had been going about the business of agriculture for many centuries before Cato so why
the need for a manual at all – unless it was a form of self-aggrandisement or the conspicu-
ous conservatism of a novus homo?

Chapter 5, by T., brings us back to the subject of supporting the archaeological evi-
dence surrounding the Republican villa by blending the literary corpus with the archae-
ology. Informed by the earlier chapters, T. attempts to match the advice given by Cato
in De agri cultura to the archaeology of viniculture in a search for a correlation between
these two sources. He concludes that the evidence is not substantive and as such De agri
cultura represents a bucolic ideal by which Cato highlights his rival’s decadence.

In the sixth chapter R. Volpe looks to the city of Rome’s suburbium areas, now under-
going extensive development, to find evidence for Republican structures. By connecting
the presence of remains bearing the hallmarks of Republican building techniques with
the presence of deep agricultural trenches (for the cultivation of vines), this chapter argues
that the proximity of the two strongly suggests the presence of a villa. Further Volpe
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postulates that far more villa sites exist than have been classified as such up until now
(even ignoring those hidden by younger structures) within the vicinity of Rome.

The final chapter by B. details the problem of classifying the enigmatic structures char-
acterised by polygonal masonry platforms that have been termed basis villae. B. argues that
these structures fall outside of the accepted definition of villa but should be considered as
such (on the balance of the argument), or rather, perhaps, emphasises that the current def-
inition of a villa is far too narrow to accommodate new discoveries and interpretations.

At first glance this volume appears to be a quick read, in part due to its length and overall
easy narrative style; however, to appreciate fully the arguments put forward it requires the
reader both to put aside any preconceptions about the term ‘villa’ and to suspend conservative
reception of classical works employed in support of the narrative. Moreover, it demands a
good working knowledge of the cited classical authors or, as in the case of this reviewer,
a rereading of Cato and Varro in order to understand the full implications of the arguments.
That said, the reader who perseveres, and has the cited texts close at hand, will be rewarded
with a novel and compelling set of arguments presented in a well-thought-out structure.

To whom is this book addressed, and does it warrant the regrettably high cover price? This
book should certainly be included in any decent Classics Department’s library stacks, if only
for the fact that it does a very good job of causing one to pause and reflect on the relationship
between the forces of architecture, context and ideology that surround all classical studies but
which it is so easy to forget exist outside one’s own, often narrow, focus of study.

If you are interested in Republican architecture (and the implications it has for the
Imperial period and beyond) or in Roman farming and the metamorphosis of the rural to
the ritual, then you are well advised to add this to your reading list. Dedicated undergraduates,
postgraduates and established scholars, and not just those from Classics but also from aligned
study areas, will undoubtedly find the book stimulating, its content provocative and its con-
clusions frustrating. I say frustrating in the sense of being left with the feeling of witnessing
the original symposium through the texts but without recourse to the post-panel discussions
(save for the concluding remarks by S. Dyson) with questions and contentions that the
authors raise. This, perhaps, is the ultimate goal of this publication, as stated in its introduc-
tion, to act as a gateway to further research, facilitating discussions, debate and discovery, in a
specific area which appears to have been overlooked for too long.

DREW BAKERKing’s College London
drew.baker@kcl.ac.uk

MEMOR IA ROMANA

GA L I N S K Y ( K . ) (ed.) Memoria Romana. Memory in Rome and Rome
in Memory. (Memoirs of the American Academy in Rome Supplement
10.) Pp. xiv + 193, b/w & colour ills, maps. Ann Arbor: The University
of Michigan Press, for the American Academy in Rome, 2014. Cased,
US$85. ISBN: 978-0-472-11943-1.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X15000955

‘Memory defined Roman civilization’ (p. 1). G.’s bold statement opens this collection of
essays exploring how Romans remembered in antiquity and how we today remember ancient
Rome. The volume publishes papers presented at a conference of the same title held at the
American Academy in Rome in October 2011. Memory – or more accurately, the ongoing
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