
In such a large work some arguments will prove less convincing. Paschoud has already
pointed out (in his review in Antiquité Tardive 20 [2012], 359–93, at 362 n. 5) that a dra-
matic date for Macrobius’ Saturnalia in 382 immediately before Gratian’s disestablishment
of pagan cults only works if that disestablishment took place in precisely the last week of
the year. Better not to seek an exact dramatic date in a work written half a century later. In
the third chapter of the mini-monograph on subscriptions, C. misinterprets a subscription to
Livy’s first decade (emendavi Nicomachus Flavianus v.c. ter praefectus urbis apud
Hennam), though with little harm to the overall argument. Since ter means not ‘for the
third time’ but ‘on three occasions’, this implies that the correction took place not during
Flavian’s third prefecture – as C. argues, while acknowledging the strangeness of a prefect
going as far from the city as Sicily while still in office – but afterwards. These are minor
points. My largest doubt is whether in the period following 395, not too well attested by
narrative sources, C. is overly influenced by the model he has destroyed in Chapter 3, of
the civil war against Eugenius as a religious conflict (esp. pp. 187–95). He is right that the
evidence adduced for widespread paganism among high office holders in the reign of
Honorius is illusory, but his counterargument, essentially that the mere fact of being
high office holders after 395 makes them likely to be Christians (which would certainly
not have been true in 390), seems nearly as presumptuous, and out of kilter with the
undramatic fizzling away of paganism that he persuasively presents elsewhere.

C. has given the thesis of aristocratic pagan resistance the treatment that Hercules gave
the Hydra, though plenty of room for debate remains across the work’s full range, as
already illustrated by a thoughtful collection of essays by distinguished Italian scholars
(R. Lizzi Testa [ed.], The Strange Death of Pagan Rome [2014]). Some forceful responses
have come in areas which might seem tangential, such as the HA or Flavianus’ Annales
(see Paschoud’s review, op. cit., also reprised in Lizzi Testa). This book will stimulate
much more besides in the coming decades. It offers a virtuosic breadth of coverage and
approach that must in the end justify its length. It is also wonderfully readable – a fact
which in part (whatever one might think of this feature otherwise) is down to the polemical
tone.

GAV IN KELLYUniversity of Edinburgh
gavin.kelly@ed.ac.uk

J EWS AND CHR I S T I ANS IN LATE ANT IQU I TY

DO H RM A N N ( N . B . ) , R E E D ( A .Y . ) (edd.) Jews, Christians, and the
Roman Empire. The Poetics of Power in Late Antiquity. Pp. x + 389, ills.
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2013. Cased, £45.50, US
$69.95. ISBN: 978-0-8122-4533-2.
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The Jews refused to disappear from history upon Christian ascendency in Late Antiquity.
Although early Christian historical writing largely interacts with Jews as foils, Jewish vital-
ity can be witnessed. Modern scholars have described scenes of pluralism, mutual influ-
ence and conflict beyond the portraits of Jews in theological debate. The past thirty
years in particular have produced diverse landscapes, even for a general readership.
R. Wilken’s John Chrysostom and the Jews (1983), for example, downplays conflict.
J. Neusner’s several books on Judaism and Christianity (e.g. 1987, 1993, 2009) emphasise
mutual influence. J. Carroll’s Constantine’s Sword (2001) emphasises conflict.
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This collection of thirteen essays historicises further, questioning the emphasis on ‘pas-
sivity, isolation, persecution’ of Jews, of nineteenth-century historiography, and the
twentieth-century’s counter-framing of the study in conflict theory (here consider
M. Simon’s Verus Israel [1948, 1996]). The authors in this collection strive to show
new ways ‘to read the Jews back into the broader history of Late Antiquity’ by removing
the privilege of conflict without constructing an equally deceptive landscape of ‘multicul-
tural or pluralistic coexistence’, featuring rather ‘less dramatic circumstances’ and ‘materi-
als marginalized in grand narratives about the Roman empire’ (pp. 13–14). The essays
address three sub-themes: interactions before the imperial support of Christians in the
fourth century, Constantinian legislation and its aftermath, and miscellaneous topics across
a wider chronology, the second century to the Barbarian Kingdoms.

In Part 1, ‘Rabbis and Other Roman Sub-Elites’, B. Berkowitz describes uses of
Leviticus 18.1–5 by Christians and Jews that offer counter-examples to the simple binary
of Jewish particularism and Christian universalism. She contrasts Philo’s and Paul’s disre-
gard for ethnic separatism in favour of allegory and anti-Law themes with later particularist
references in Clement and Sifra.

W. Adler illustrates a blending of binary categories of pagan and Christian in Julius
Africanus and Bardesanes, two figures living under King Abgar VIII of Edessa. The article
looks at the way the Edessene kings chose to Romanise themselves, while many Edessene
citizens were becoming nominal Christians. While Edessa reveals tenuous acculturation on
the fringes, even Constantine at the centre blended Roman tradition and Christian kerygma.
Now called ‘reinvention’, it is a typical phenomenon.

D.’s ‘Law and Imperial Idioms’ asks, ‘What do wemean when we speak of Jewish Law?’
She argues that Jewish legalism emerges in rabbinic times and was actually ‘a break from
Jewish precedent precisely in its legality’. Underlying that question are ‘Why did rabbinic
legalism emergewhen it did, and doesRoman influence play a role?’The article distinguishes
fromgenuine halakha examples of SecondTemple literature thatmaybe ‘repositories of legal
traditions’ without being legal texts. On Roman influence, the article is less than definitive.
Rome’s efficient legal structure is seen to build an idiom of authority for the rabbis. Readers
may add that Pauline anti-legalism was growing as well.

H. Lapin also discusses Jewish legal culture under the rabbis, here rabbinic texts on the
behaviour of wives and grounds for divorce. Mishnah, Tosefta and the Yerushalmi present
increasingly generic treatment, so that examples of impropriety for married women apply
to women of the Empire, Jewish or not. Lapin thus points to the risks of oversimplification
through the dichotomy of rulers and ruled in the Empire.

Part 2 is devoted to ‘Christianization and Other Modalities of Romanization’ in which
documents are read for what they reveal about the communities marginalised as
Christianity acquired imperial support. The articles examine Jewish reaction to the sharing,
appropriation or loss of their sacred space. J. Levinson’s ‘There’s No Place like Home’
shows how some rabbis found a distorted way to express Palestine’s importance: it was
important to its Roman conquerors. During the Christian palimpsesting of Jewish sites,
Jews appropriated Christian customs, like pilgrimages, or developed the notion of ‘the
placeless Jew’, or relocated sacred spaces. Levinson calls attention both to Jewish denigra-
tion of gullible Christians seeking to identify holy sites and the Jews’ own virtual ‘counter-
pilgrimages’ to an eschatological future.

Jewish resistance to erasure from history, by debate and then violence, is the theme of
the next two chapters. H. Sivan’s ‘Unmaking of Minorities’ examines effects of
Christianisation on pagans and Jews in Gaza and of Jews on the island of Minorca. He
reads conversion accounts for evidence of Christian aggression in communities where
civic leaders and citizens tolerated non-Christian customs.
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Similarly, O. Irshai’s ‘Alexandrian Riots’ posits instances of Christian extremism to
understand the motivation behind Jewish violence. Irshai also suggests that the subsequent
expulsion of Jews from Alexandria anticipated new imperial legislation against pagans or
Jews who commit crimes against the Church. Was this Bishop Cyril’s doing, or did the
historian Socrates reshape the events? Irshai suggests that Socrates portrayed Jews as vil-
lains and instigators but also sought tolerance that would eventually lead to Jewish
conversions.

O. Münz-Manor presents the transition from blood sacrifice to verbal sacrifice in both
the Seder ‘Avodah and Apostolic Constitutions. Here are examples of first-century liturgic-
al texts with sacrificial language replacing animal sacrifice and the physical self-sacrifice of
Jesus. Münz-Manor agrees implicitly with M. Swartz’s description of the purpose of Seder
‘Avodah as not so much recalling Temple sacrifices historically as re-presenting sacrificial
ritual verbally. Readers of the Yerushalmi will be familiar with this substitution of prayer
for Temple sacrifice.

R. Boustan suggests another instance of mutual influence perhaps assumed but not
explored. He discusses how Solomon’s throne in rabbinic literature symbolised either
royal restraint or divine kingship. Rabbinic texts precede Christian appropriation of the
symbol to promote royal power, but later Jewish sources were influenced by Christian
usage to emphasise the cosmic aspects of kingship.

Part 3, ‘Continuity and Rupture’, distinguishes genuine from deceptive parallels in
Jewish and Christian art and architecture as well as writings. M. Swartz explores two
strands of authority for priesthood, wherein paternity contrasts with either pious learning
or divine grace. The argument is that rabbinic departure from earlier emphasis on legitim-
acy by birth occurred under the influence of Christian claims about bishops. Readers
should compare S. Fine’s chapter on priestly authority in his Art, History and the
Historiography of Judaism (2013).

H. Cotton suggests a continuing assimilation of a Palestinian Jewish community into
the Empire from findings that are based on marriage contracts ‘entered into by Jews, as
the names, but not much more, attest’ (p. 209), since the contracts reflect Greek legal trad-
ition instead of ketuboth.

In another article devoted to synagogue liturgy, R. Talgam focuses on images and dec-
orative schemes in synagogues and churches in the Holy Land. The ‘Avodah promoted ver-
bal sacrifice, but there was still longing for the Temple. Some synagogues thus were
decorated with temple motifs, including images of blood sacrifice. In Christian churches
comparable symbols and liturgical prayer reinforced the church as the fulfilment of
Solomon’s temple. By contrast, the synagogue art affirms the propriety of blood sacrifice
after its temporary suspension. Thus, Talgam argues, the same visual elements should not
mislead the observer to overlook the opposing conceptions of worship that the same visual
elements could convey.

P. Fredriksen’s closing article on the contra Iudaeos tradition points out that seeds for
that rhetoric are in Scripture itself but were strengthened by Roman rhetorical and philo-
sophical education adopted by Christian schools. She notes, however, that even when
the anti-Jewish rhetoric increased with Constantine, it was used more in disputes among
Christian factions than against the contemporary Jewish communities. And in spite of
harsh-sounding laws, Christian emperors added to Jewish freedom. To explain the polem-
ical legislation against Jews, Fredriksen cites the need to avert divine wrath. While that
explanation risks oversimplifying complex motivation and the evidence for bitter argu-
ments between Christians and Jews, her effort to mark a gap between words and practice
is sound. She does not ignore anti-Jewish violence but reminds readers that conditions var-
ied, legislation was often local, and the occasional violence was not compelled by the
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government. That was to change in Western Christendom, when the ‘constant’ of ecclesi-
astical contra Iudeos rhetoric unfortunately brought official action.

DAN IEL NODESBaylor University
daniel_nodes@baylor.edu

THEODOS IU S I I

K E L L Y ( C . ) (ed.) Theodosius II. Rethinking the Roman Empire in Late
Antiquity. Pp. xvi + 324, ill. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2013. Cased, £65, US$99. ISBN: 978-1-107-03858-5.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X14001656

As K. rightly emphasises in his introduction, it is high time traditional views of Theodosius
II in modern scholarship, of ‘an ineffective ruler who, careless of matters of state, preferred
his faith, his hobbies and his horses’ (pp. 4–5), be re-assessed. This process has already
begun in recent years, most notably in F. Millar’s A Greek Roman Empire: Power and
Belief under Theodosius II, 408–450 (2006). The aim of this new publication, however,
is expressed not as a total revision of the half-century of Theodosius II’s rule, but rather
a re-evaluation of certain key aspects. The book is divided into four parts: the first com-
prises a substantial introduction by K., followed by ‘Arcana imperii’ (Part 2), ‘Past and
Present’ (Part 3) and ‘Pius Princeps’ (Part 4).

The first chapter of Part 2, by J. Harries, ‘Men without Women: Theodosius’
Consistory and the Business of Government’, presents a clear contrast to the views
which have prevailed since K. Holum’s influential Theodosian Empresses: Women and
Imperial Dominion in Late Antiquity (1982), a study which emphasised the role of
Theodosius’ sister, the Augusta Pulcheria, while minimising that of the emperor himself,
in shaping his realm. Court dynamics under Theodosius II were far more complex than the
traditional picture of domination by the intrigues of eunuchs and women would lead us to
believe, and Harries’ important chapter highlights instead the vital role of the consistory in
stabilising the government of the young emperor for the long duration of his reign – even
though, Harries argues, the emperor himself provided little in the way of consistent lead-
ership. Additionally, Harries asserts that the activities of the Augusta Pulcheria, while at
times radical, were also often rooted in the traditional occupations of Roman imperial
women, not least in religious matters, while in general it should be remembered that
‘her influence . . . stopped at the consistory door’ (p. 73).

This chapter is followed by D. Lee, ‘Theodosius and his Generals’. Lee offers a fascin-
ating study of the emperor’s more influential generals, highlighting that throughout his
very long reign the intrinsically non-military Theodosius seems rarely – if indeed ever –
to have faced any serious military challenges. Lee makes the thought-provoking argument
that while this was due in part to inherited institutional arrangements and judicious dis-
pensing of imperial honours, religious affiliations may have also played a role: since a sur-
prising number of the generals of the era were religious outsiders (non-orthodox or even
pagan), Lee suggests that the selection of such men for high command may have been a
deliberate tactic aimed at limiting the political ambitions of successful generals.

In Chapter 3, ‘Theodosius II and the Politics of the First Council of Ephesus’,
T. Graumann presents a new approach to analysis of the aims of the first Council of
Ephesus (431), focusing on three letters issued by Theodosius II prior to the council, indi-
cating that the emperor was at this point far more interested in the council as an expression
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