
romano en Hispania’, in: J. Santos Yanguas et al. [edd.], Romanización, fronteras y etnias
en la Roma Antigua [2012], p. 213), but an opportunity to reassert one’s ethnic identity
with the inhabitants of Falerii Novi recreating elements of Falerii Veteres (M. Millett,
‘Urban Topography and Social Identity in the Tiber Valley’, in: R. Roth and J. Keller
[edd.], Roman by Integration [2007], pp. 77–81; S. Keay, M. Millett, ‘Republican and
Early Imperial Towns in the Tiber Valley’, in: A. Cooley [ed.], A Companion to Roman
Italy [2016], pp. 364–5). The Romans would exploit internal divisions and reward those
who displayed loyalty to Rome, for example, at Falerii, where several families attested
before 241 BCE (the Egnatii, Hirmii, Latrii, Neronii, Tirrii and Vecilii) monopolised control
after the relocation to Falerii Novi (p. 202). Relocations could be initiated by the
indigenous peoples, so the Ligures Apuani petitioned Rome in 182 BCE for permission
to settle in Gaul (Liv. 40.16.5) and again took the initiative in negotiating with the
proconsuls P. Cornelius Cethegus and M. Baebius Tamphilus two years later
(Liv. 40.38.3–5). The Apuani had been defeated by the consul C. Flaminius in 187 BCE

(Liv. 39.2.6) and may have been amongst the Ligures who sent ambassadors to Rome
in 181 BCE to seek a perpetual peace (Liv. 40.34.8). The proconsuls’ decision is caused
by their desire to bring the war to an end (Liv. 40.38.2): nullium alium ante finem rati
fore Ligustini belli. By showing that the Romans alternated military intervention with
treaties and displacements S.R. gives us a more pragmatic Rome that was prepared to
use whatever means necessary to achieve its goals.

Scholarship builds on what has gone before, and S.R.’s work does not hide its debt to
the groundbreaking article of Pina Polo, but it goes far further in the breadth and depth of
its analysis. The result is an authoritative and thought-provoking study that should be read
by anyone interested in the mechanics of Roman Imperialism during the Middle and Late
Republic.

BENED ICT LOWEUniversity of North Alabama
blowe1@una.edu

A FARM OF THE I R OWN

ML AM B O (O . B . ) Land Expropriation in Ancient Rome and
Contemporary Zimbabwe. Veterans, Masculinity and War. Pp. xxvi +
239, ills. London and New York: Bloomsbury Academic, 2022. Cased,
£85, US$115. ISBN: 978-1-350-29185-0.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X23000124

The history of the final century of the Roman Republic cannot be told without the story of
veterans and land expropriation. Following the military reforms of Marius in 107 BCE,
soldiers were much more attached to their commanders. This meant that at the conclusion
of their time of service, these soldiers, now bona fide client armies, were expecting their
commanders to provide a hefty retirement bonus for them, preferably in the form of
land. Available farmland in Italy by this point, however, was in short supply. As anywhere
else in world history, after all, fertile land did not just sit idle and ownerless. And so, the
practice of land expropriation – confiscating land from individuals in order to reallocate it
to veterans – was born. Or, rather, as W. Broadhead terms it, a second phase of Roman
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colonisation was born (Broadhead, ‘Colonization, Land Distribution, and Veteran
Settlement’, in: P. Erdkamp [ed.], A Companion to the Roman Army [2007]).

The above story has been well documented (e.g. L. Keppie [1984]), but as M. shows in
this innovative book, this practice is not just ancient history. Through an investigation of
the parallels between land expropriation for distribution to veterans in both ancient Rome
and his own homeland of contemporary Zimbabwe, M. shows the value of comparative
studies in shedding new light on difficult topics in ancient and modern history alike. In
this case, some of that value comes, in particular, from bringing veterans’ own voices
and perspectives to the fore – a type of evidence that we do not possess from the
Roman Republic. In the process, M. navigates such challenging topics as the place of
veterans in society, and the nuanced views of masculinity and male power in a society
that glorifies certain types of violence while condemning others.

M. rightly allots a significant amount of space up front to explaining his methodology
and premises. Rightly foreseeing criticism of the worth of his comparative approach, he
explains: ‘Concerns might be raised that African and ancient Roman particularities
could be lost in a comparison of Africa and Rome, as there exists the risk of merging of
African masculinities with those of ancient Rome. Yet what I have discovered . . . is that
there is something similar to ancient Roman masculinity in Africa’ (p. xv). And so, ‘seeing
a recognition of patterns that emerge within the two societies’, M. is open that his cultural
background and intimate knowledge of his own society is a key strength for this study:
‘Since I use my own social location, first and foremost as a Black African, and then as
a Roman historian, the nature of the questions that I ask can be meaningfully addressed
by a transcultural-comparative analysis of historical phenomena’ (p. xvi).

The book’s argument, divided into eight chapters, opens with three chapters of stage
setting. While, perhaps, this level of theoretical background may normally be seen as
excessive, it is essential for this study – or so I found to be the case for myself, as a military
historian of the ancient world, but with no knowledge of modern Zimbabwe. Chapter 1
provides an in-depth methodological overview of the book’s approach, showing M.’s
mastery not only of military history and theories of violence, but also theories of gender,
necessary for considering the issues of masculinity that the study encompasses. Chapter 2
then provides key historical background for both societies involved in the study, with
special attention to the cultural and historical differences between them, especially as
these differences inform the definition of the term ‘veteran’ and the function of veterans in
both societies. Concluding the more theoretical background portion of the book, Chapter 3
examines in detail the perceptions of masculinity and honour in both societies. We see, in
particular, that, while war was essential in both Rome and Zimbabwe in endowing a man
with a sense of heroic masculinity, ‘after the end of wars in which they fought, war
veterans still felt unmanly as long as they did not own a piece of land or a means of
livelihood’ (pp. 91–2).

The four chapters that follow form the ‘meat’ of the book’s argument. Chapter 4
examines the violence of veterans, as they struggle to transition from their state as active
soldiers, committing justified acts of violence in wartime, to their tendency to violence
afterwards, even in peacetime. As M. notes, references to ‘madness’ of war abound in
the Roman historical sources when they describe veterans. Parallels to similar madness
can be seen in the acts of Zimbabwe’s guerrilla fighters, who experienced significant
trauma during the wars of independence in the 1960s and 1970s. That trauma, in turn,
led to a desire to dominate other people and land, even in times of peace.

Chapter 5 turns to the relationships of veterans to each other and to their commanders,
and the changes that these relationships undergo from times of war to times of peace.
M. sees a clear dependence on the commanders on the part of the veterans when it
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comes to acquiring material rewards, whether those be pay or land. At the same time,
bonds of friendship with fellow veterans and the commander continue to be integral for
constructions of healthy masculinity for veterans in times of peace.

Chapter 6 considers the physical bodies of veterans and the stories these bodies tell,
especially through their frequent scars. Such traces of past violence that veterans bear
on their bodies, testify to their continued danger to self and others. Veterans and their
exaggerated martial masculinity are forever a potentially destructive force for the society
in which they live. Building on these themes, Chapter 7 considers the role of veterans
in politics, especially as those pertain to uses of land. Commanders, M. notes, in both
Rome and Zimbabwe have sometimes mobilised their client veterans’ destructive potential
for their own political aims.

In the brief concluding Chapter 8 M. expresses a confidence that I share, that ‘such
comparison also allows us to see how such remote societies may speak to the realities
of today, and help shed light on many present-day phenomena’ (p. 195). The book’s
premise, but especially this conclusion, reminded me of Jonathan Shay’s now classic
Odysseus in America: Combat Trauma and the Trials of Homecoming (2003).

M.’s book, interweaving ancient Roman primary sources with interviews of veterans
from modern Zimbabwe, shows that the interpersonal and economic elements of war
and its aftermath are remarkably timeless for veterans from both societies. While there
are invariably key differences between societies, whether those that exist in the same
time period or those separated by thousands of years, the similarities outweigh those
differences and point forward to further value of comparative studies to come. It is studies
like this present book that provide the path forward to more groundbreaking research in the
field of military history of all societies and periods. Indeed, such work is already in
progress. In particular, Kelly Nguyen’s groundbreaking comparative work on ancient
Rome and modern Vietnam readily comes to mind, and I look forward to seeing more.

NADYA WILL IAMSUniversity of West Georgia
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S P EC IAL COMMANDS IN THE EARLY PR INC I PATE

S AW I Ń S K I ( P . ) Holders of Extraordinary Imperium under Augustus
and Tiberius. A Study into the Beginnings of the Principate. Translated
by M. Jarczyk. Pp. xiv + 152, ills, map. London and New York:
Routledge, 2021 (originally published as Specjalni wysłannicy cesarscy
w okresie od Augusta do Tyberiusza: studium nad początkami pryncypatu,
2005). Cased, £96, US$128. ISBN: 978-0-367-72533-4.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X23000197

Given the tendency among scholars to write overly voluminous monographs, it is
pleasantly surprising to find such a synthetic study in today’s publishing scene. This
short and concise book of just over 150 pages is devoted to the study of the grants of
special commands to certain members of the domus Augusta (Agrippa, Drusus the
Elder, Tiberius, Gaius Caesar, Germanicus and Drusus the Younger) during the reigns
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