
importance to the manipular reform, for whose contribution to the eventual Roman victory at Pydna
we have the record of the testimony of L. Aemilius Paullus. It is hard to doubt that the reform had
already contributed to many other victories.

Ch. 6 deals with the consequences of (Roman) expansion; I could not agree more that number of
casualties and volume of booty were regularly exaggerated by our sources, noting however that T. in
the end does not deny considerable redistribution of resources to Rome (202–3). On the impact of
enslavement and manumission (211–15), T. is typically optimistic: I doubt if our evidence is good
enough to say more than that both occurred. Similarly optimistic are pp. 215–19 on the impact of
conscation of land. What T. says of Roman colonisation (219) is simply untrue: ‘the really
problematic areas of the central highlands … were simply avoided’. Sora, Alba Fucens, Aesernia,
Beneuentum? (The accompanying map is on too small a scale to make sense; the maps are in
general dreadful.)

On centuriation, T. rightly draws attention to the general lack of evidence for the chronology of
the various systems that have been identied; but, although the exposition leaves something to be
desired (F. E. Brown, Cosa (1980), 9), it appears that the centuriation grid of Cosa was laid out in
relation to the town. The case exemplies a problem with the book as a whole. T. is enviably
widely read in the secondary literature, and in comparative and theoretical material; the penalty is
a certain detachment from the primary evidence, both for T. and for his reader. On roads,
T. doubts that they served either a military or an economic function, and suggests that they were
designed to facilitate communication between different lineages; this seems to me improbably
abstract, and I wonder whether they were not rather an expression of some sentiment such as
‘We’ve built a road from here to X; that shows it belongs to us!’ What T. has to say on
citizenship and law is relatively unspecic and, perhaps therefore, largely unexceptionable: note
that (contra 240) the rst statute to abrogate earlier statutes was the Lex Iulia de adulteriis. I am
sympathetic to the view that, apart from a ‘few economically hyperactive hotspots’, the Italian
economy changed little and slowly, and more as a result of long-run factors than of the process of
Roman expansion.

Ch. 7, the last, consists of conclusions to the book as a whole, and underlines its claim to
innovativeness: to summarise, I hope fairly, they are that a ‘Roman’ empire in Italy was as much,
if not more, the creation of the elites of Italy as of those of Rome. When in 1978 I wrote that ‘in
return for support against the lower orders, the governing classes (of Italy) were only too happy to
accept Roman overlordship’ (The Roman Republic, 29) or spoke of ‘the strength built upon
consensus both of the Roman political system and of the Italian confederacy’ (The Roman
Republic, 42: I would not now talk of a confederacy), I did not think I was saying anything very
new or surprising.

Michael CrawfordUniversity College London
Imagines.Italicae@sas.ac.uk
doi:10.1017/S0075435820000313

ANNA HELLER, CHRISTEL MÜLLER and ARNAUD SUSPÈNE (EDS), PHILORHÔMAIOS KAI
PHILHELLÈN. HOMMAGE À JEAN-LOUIS FERRARY (Hautes études du monde gréco-
romain 56). Geneva: Droz, 2019. Pp. viii + 607. ISBN 9782600057431. €39.00.

This volume aims to celebrate Jean-Louis Ferrary on his retirement from the École pratique des
hautes études in Paris, where F., who was elected a member of the Académie des inscriptions et
belles-lettres in 2005 and who chaired the Institut de France in 2018, taught the history of Roman
institutions and Roman political thought from 1989 to 2015. Since the publication in 1988 of his
seminal monograph Philhellénisme et impérialisme: Aspects idéologiques de la conquête romaine
du monde hellénistique (revised edition 2014), F. has been, in France as well as worldwide, one of
the most inuential scholars in two historical elds in particular: the political and ideological
background of the Roman conquest of the Greek world, and Roman legislation during the last
two centuries of the Republic. This book brings together thirty-two papers by colleagues and
former students, including many leading scholars, the vast majority of which are in French, but
which also include papers in Italian, English, German and Latin (!). The volume is divided into
four main sections: I. Law and Power in Rome; II. The East and the World of the Cities; III.
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Imperium Romanum; IV. Latin Sources. Due to the large number of papers collected in the book, this
review will primarily focus on the papers dealing with the two topics mentioned above, which are at
the core of F.’s own research.

Most of the papers included in section I address issues closely related to F.’s main interests. F. has
devoted a considerable number of works to the history of Roman legislation, especially for the period
between the second century B.C.E. and the rst century C.E., now conveniently compiled in two
volumes of opera minora (Recherches sur les lois comitiales et sur le droit public romain (2012);
Dall’ordine repubblicano ai poteri di Augusto: Aspetti della legislazione romana (2016)), in
addition to three more books recently edited and authored by him on the topic (ed., Leges
publicae: La legge nell’esperienza giuridica romana (2012); ed. with J. Scheid, Il princeps romano:
Autocrate o magistrato? (2015); with A. Schiavone and E. Stol, Quintus Mucius Scaevola: Opera
(2018)). Six papers t perfectly with the method and approach typically used by F. when
exploring the process of drawing up laws in late republican Rome: Michel Humbert explores how
Roman law responded to magical spells over time, from the Twelve Tables to the lex Cornelia de
sicariis et venecis, and beyond; Philippe Moreau examines the procedure of value assessment of
goods which had been illegally acquired by governors in the context of trials de repetundis; Yann
Rivière shows that the narratives about the origin and duties of the censorship in Dionysius of
Halicarnassus and Livy were inuenced by the civil unrests experienced during the rst century
B.C.E.; and Dario Mantovani studies lawyers’ rhetorical training through the forewords of their
treatises. Relying on a passage of the recently published municipal law of Troesmis referring to a
commentarius by Augustus, Alberto Dalla Rosa emphasises how the emperor deliberately tried to
cooperate with the Senate in order to promote the image of himself acting in a ‘democratic’ way
(Dio 55.4.2). Aldo Schiavone’s stimulating essay on the concept of equality in Greek and Roman
political thought also explores law in its ideological settings and suggests that, unlike in Greek
cities, the concept of ius developed independently from the concept of lex in Rome because of the
oligarchic nature of the Roman constitution.

The other major focus in F.’s research is the establishment of Roman rule in Greece and Asia
Minor during the second and the rst centuries B.C.E., as shown by the studies recently compiled
in another volume of opera minora (Rome et le monde grec: Choix d’écrits (2017)). Several papers
dealing with this issue are included in sections II and III. A rst set of papers focuses on the
relationship between the Greek world and Roman power, in particular through its representatives
in the provinces. Two papers by Maurice Sartre and Glen Bowersock give convenient updates to
the previous research devoted by these authors to the historical geography of two Roman
‘client-kingdoms’ in southern Syria and Arabia (the Herodian and Nabataean kingdoms), based
on recent epigraphic evidence. Relying on the systematic examination of the evidence provided by
dozens of military diplomas mentioning imperial titulature, Werner Eck conrms that, from the
reign of Trajan onwards, Roman emperors typically bore the title proconsul only when outside
Italy or, interestingly, when they were staying in a free city like Athens, which in theory was not
part of the Empire. Christel Müller’s important paper reassesses the scal context of the famous
senatusconsultum de Amphiarai Oropii agris, arguing that publicans had been allowed to collect
taxes in Oropos, not because tribute was imposed on the city, nor because its lands were turned
into ager publicus (as has hitherto been assumed), but because part of the land-tax was assigned
to Rome.

A second, and larger, group of papers deals with the institutional, social and economic history of
Greek cities during the imperial period, especially in Asia Minor, reecting the constant renewal of
our knowledge thanks to numismatic and epigraphic evidence. Two papers by Michel Amandry
and by Antony Hostein and Jérôme Mairat, on the coinage of the city of Colophon during the
second and the third centuries C.E., directly echo F.’s edition of the numerous inscriptions
commemorating visits to the oracular sanctuary of Claros, located in Colophon’s territory, by
delegates from cities all over the Roman East (Les mémoriaux de délégations du sanctuaire
oraculaire de Claros, d’après la documentation conservée dans le Fonds Louis Robert (2014)). F.’s
edition reafrms the long tradition of excellence of French scholarship in the elds of Greek
epigraphy and institutional history, complemented in this case by important remarks on Roman
onomastics in the Greek East and social history. In line with this recent research focus of F.,
Gabrielle Frija gives some interesting thoughts on the category often described as the ‘provincial
aristocracy’ in modern scholarship, corresponding to the people holding ofces in the koinon of
Asia, as opposed to members of civic elites or persons promoted to the equestrian or senatorial
order. Ségolène Demougin deals with the legal implications for women of possessing Roman
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citizenship, an important factor for local elites in the Greek world when looking for family alliances.
In contrast with the predominant discourse of the local elite as benefactors of their homeland,
Anne-Valérie Pont explores nancial wrongdoing by local ofcials and the control over municipal
nances exercised by the Roman state.

Beyond the eclectic variety of topics covered by the papers collected in this book (as is usual for a
Festschrift), the editors have successfully produced a volume which serves both to give an overview of
the main themes of F.’s research over the past four decades and to open new paths for future research
on Roman law and on Roman rule in the East in the late republican and early imperial periods (an
index of ancient sources, however, would have been welcome). Most of the papers recall the main
methodological lesson of F.’s scholarship: the study of the interaction between Rome and the
Greek world requires a deep knowledge of all kinds of sources, an attention to legal issues within
their political and cultural settings, and an equal acquaintance with both Roman and Greek
contexts at one and the same time.

Cédric BrélazUniversité de Fribourg
cedric.brelaz@unifr.ch
doi:10.1017/S0075435820001008

J. ALISON ROSENBLITT, ROME AFTER SULLA. London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2019. Pp. xiv
+ 219, illus., maps. ISBN 9781472580573. £85.00.

ALEXANDRA ECKERT and ALEXANDER THEIN (EDS), SULLA: POLITICS AND
RECEPTION. Berlin/Boston: de Gruyter, 2020. Pp. ix + 207, illus. ISBN 9783110618099.
€79.99.

Lucius Cornelius Sulla has recently seen renewed interest within the study of Roman republican
history. The volumes under review, which feature many of the most prominent voices working on
Sulla today, are representative of emerging trends in the eld. Both volumes focus on the
traumatic aftershocks of Sulla’s regime while questioning the nature, extent and stability of his
control over Rome during his time in power.

J. Alison Rosenblitt’s Rome After Sulla investigates the state of Roman politics after Sulla’s death.
Focusing on a period of late republican history that is often glossed over, and privileging Sallust
rather than Cicero as her main evidence, R. argues that Sulla’s settlement was inherently unstable
because it relied on exclusion as a dening principle. As R. outlines in her rst chapter, she aims
to use Sallust to correct Cicero’s overly consensual view of Roman politics and untangle the
political history of the years 80–77 B.C. The wider goal of the monograph is to understand better
Sulla’s impact upon Roman politics and the fall of the Republic.

The monograph’s rst section sets the scene after the conclusion of Sulla’s dictatorship. Ch. 2 focuses
on the year 80 B.C., in which Sulla laid down the dictatorship and took up the consulship, and argues for
an environment of uncertainty as violence continued in Italy and Sulla’s status remained unclear. Cicero’s
Pro Roscio Amerino was delivered in that year, and R. makes a valuable contribution to scholarship on
the speech by showing how Cicero plays on the uncertainty and imagination of his audience. Ch. 3 then
moves on to the year 79, marked by Sulla’s retirement, which R. argues was already fraught with
questions over the legitimacy of Sulla’s actions. Arguing against the interpretation that fear of Sulla
controlled politics in 79, R. points to the political activity and electoral campaign of Marcus Aemilius
Lepidus, future rebel against the Sullan orthodoxy. R. maintains that Lepidus was clear about his
intentions to restore the children of the proscribed in 79, based on Orosius’ claim that Lepidus’
natural son was one of them. Lepidus’ successful consular canvass under those conditions suggests
that Sulla was not in control of the crowd or the forum. Together, these chapters show that despite
Sulla’s best efforts, his control over Rome after the dictatorship was not strong enough to combat the
instability that his brand of autocracy produced.

The second section of the book covers the Revolt of Lepidus from78–77— or, as R. prefers to call it,
the Lepidan counter-revolution. The fourth chapter examines the three source traditions for the revolt,
namely Appian, Sallust and the Livian tradition, showing that Appian’s tradition, which minimises
Lepidus’ political activity in favour of tting the revolt into a cycle of civil violence, holds too much
sway over our modern picture of the revolutionary. Ch. 5 reconstructs Lepidus’ activities and goals.
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