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MaLcorm R. ERRINGTON: Roman Imperial Policy from Julian to Theodosius. Studies in the His-
tory of Greece and Rome. The University of North Carolina Press, Chapel Hill 2006. ISBN
0-8078-3038-0. XII, 336 pp. USD 45.

As the author himself states, since the magnum opus of A. H. M. Jones appeared in 1964, late
antiquity in general has experienced a boom in studies, but relatively little further attention has
been directed to the functioning of the state in the same period, perhaps on the assumption that
Jones had said it all. For his generation, perhaps he did. But Errington's extremely valuable
book shows to what extent new evidence and a fresh approach on, say, legislative matters, can
lead to new insights. It must be said at once: we are dealing with an excellent work. It presents
a detailed investigation of the government and machinery of the late Roman state between
the death of Julian in AD 363 and that of Theodosius I in AD 395. This is the period where
the author sees the first phase of the split of the empire into East and West in AD 364, when
Valentinian and Valens took over their separates spheres, an event that paved the way for the
empire's irreversible division between Honorius and Arcadius on the death of Thedosius I in
395. Apart from an introduction, seven chapters are divided between three main parts. In Part
I, titled 'Actors and Events', E first deals with dynastic successions, and in the next part, the
frontier sectors and their diverse threats (Gaul and the Rhine, Illyricum and the Danube, the
Eastern frontier, Africa). Part II, 'East and West' is dedicated not only to the imperial govern-
ment, but also to the regional nature of imperial legislation. The second chapter looks at Rome
and its varying importance (Valentinian I as a powerful ruler could disregard it, whereas the
weaker Valentinian II listened more to senatorial views), and the next looks at Constantinople,
which emerges as a proper capital city during this period. Part III, 'Religion and the State' deals
with the crucial questions of the development in the relationship of church and empire, with
two separate chapters, one on Valentinian and Valens, and one on Theodosius.

One central thesis in E's narration is that imperial action was guided more by practi-
cality than by ideology — but does he go too far in this? Similarly E defines Valens' orienta-
tion with regard to church policy as pragmatic. And of Theodosius he says (p. 258) that he let
himself be swayed far more by considerations of power and the future of his dynasty than by
his religious beliefs. E's main emphasis is a narrative approach; he only seldom grapples with
previous scholarship. One could point to some gaps in the Bibliography, but they are insignifi-
cant. To sum up, this is a most valuable treatise on a crucial period of the Late Roman Empire.

Heikki Solin

Res publica Veleiatium. Veleia, tra passato e futuro. A cura di NicoLa CRINITI. Seconda edizione
aggiornata. Monte Universita Parma Editore, Parma 2006. ISBN 88-7847-019-8. IX, 380 pp.
EUR 16.

Questo volume raccoglie alcuni testi stesi dai migliori conoscitori dell'Emilia occidentale
antica. Si tratta della seconda edizione aggiornata del libro, nel frattempo giunto alla quinta
edizione (MUP 2009), dedicato all'ager Veleias, un antico centro ligure, poi municipium ro-
mano. L'anima del progetto ¢ Nicola Criniti, benemerito studioso del Veleiate (e di altri cen-
tri come Nursia) e autore, nel presente volume, di due importanti contributi, cio¢ "Oppidum
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Veleiatium: storia e civilta a Veleia", un ben documentato saggio di 73 pagine, corredato da
una ricchissima nota bibliografica, nonché la terza edizione critica, rivista e arricchita, della
famosa Tabula alimentaria veleiate (pp. 259-361), fornita anch'essa da una bibliografia aggior-
nata, e inoltre accompagnata da una versione italiana in parallelo. Gli altri testi, tutti seguiti da
una nota bibliografica ragionata, sono i seguenti: G. Mainino: Veleia e il diritto; L. Lanza: Il
centro urbano di Veleia; P. L. Dall'Aglio: L'uso del suolo nel Veleiate: il saltus; M. Cavalieri:
Arte, committenza e societa: il caso Veleia; T. Albasi — L. Magnani: Veleia: ricerca scientifica e
memoria. Gli indici mi sembrano ben redatti. [l volume indubbiamente rimarra lettura obbliga-
toria per chiunque intenda portare avanti uno studio su qualsiasi aspetto della storia di Veleia.

Mika Kajava

Lucretiu MIHAILESCU-BIRLIBA: Les affranchis dans les provinces romaines de l'lllyricum.
Philippika. Marburger altertumskundliche Abhandlungen 12. Harrassowitz Verlag, Gottingen
2006. ISBN 987-3-447-05380-8. X, 370 pp. EUR 78.

L'ouvrage de Mihailescu-Birliba se compose de deux parties: une premicre, ou sont abordées
différentes questions concernant les affranchis, soit dans I'Empire romain en général, soit
dans I'lllyricum (I'a. n'explique d'ailleurs nulle part 1'idée qu'il se fait de 1'extension du terme
Illyricum, mais il utilise celui-ci dans un sens trés large, comparable a celui qu'il revét au
Bas-Empire, désignant la région qui s'étend de la Dalmatie jusqu'au Pont-Euxin), suivie d'une
¢tude onomastique et d'un catalogue prosopographique comptant 711 numéros. Les sources
sont presque toutes épigraphiques. I1 est donc possible d'établir la qualité de 1'ouvrage en con-
trolant les explications des inscriptions proposées par l'auteur. Prenons un exemple au hasard,
le, n® 498 a la p. 281, provenant de Scarbantia en Pannonie Supérieure; selon 1'a., il s'agit de
la dalle funéraire d'une certaine (Pompeia) Arbania Pompeiae Fuscae l(iberta). Tout d'abord,
on est étonné que 1'a. ne cite l'inscription que d'aprés les RIU, alors qu'elle a été publiée par
Mommsen dans le CIL 111 4245 (les éditeurs des RIU n'ajoutent rien a son explication). Le texte
de l'inscription, disparue et connue de Mommsen uniquement par des copies antérieures, a €té
publié par ce dernier comme suit:

P-POMPEIVS-P'F
VOLT-COLONVS
VIANA-VET-LEG-TII
F'FAN'LXX'H'S'E
T-F I ARB-POMPE
IAE'FVSCAE"L.

L'a. en donne la version suivante: P(ublius) Pompeius P(ublii) f(ilius) Volt(inia tribu) Colonus,
vet(eranus) leg(ionis) IIII, an(norum) LXX, h(ic) s(itus) e(st), t(estamento) f(ieri) i(ussit),
Arb(aniae) Pompeiae Fuscae l(ibertae). Il commence ses explications en disant "Contrairement
a ce qui (sic !) pensent les éditeurs du (sic !) RIU, nous considérons qu'il s'agit d'une affranchie,
et non de trois, puisque Pompeia est un gentilice, qui appartient non seulement au vétéran,
mais aussi a Fusca, sa patronne". On est stupéfi¢ devant de telles affirmations. La lecture du



