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A. argues fairly ardently that the brief reigns of Carus and Carinus were the touchstone for many of
Diocletian’s reforms.

Clearly, many tetrarchic measures were foreshadowed in the third century, as has been long
recognized. Clearly, also, Diocletian will have continued some of the measures that his direct
predecessors instigated. That is not to say that these predecessors formed the foundation of the
Tetrarchy. Occasionally, A. overstates too much. A main innovation of tetrarchic imperial
appointments and imperial representation, for example, was the ignoring of blood relatives as
possible Caesars, and the exclusion of imperial women from imagery and from obtaining the title
Augusta. This makes it unlikely that Carus’ family, with the appointment of Carinus as Augustus
and Numerian as Caesar, and Magnia Urbica as Augusta, should count as a ‘Vorbild für das
diokletianische Herrschaftssystem’ (320). The emphasis on the period 282–285 as pivotal for later
Roman development feels somewhat forced, and shows one of the pitfalls of focusing on specic
protagonists: the centrality to research of these individuals makes it tempting to make them central
to history as well.

This pitfall applies to the book by Steve Pasek. Its very rst sentence states: ‘Im Rahmen der
Geschichte der römischen Kaiserzeit nehmen die Ereignisse des Jahres 193 n. Chr. eine
Schlüsselrolle ein’ (11). Since the year was ultimately a brief interlude between the Antonine and
Severan dynasties, this seems something of a hyperbole. The reign of Didius Julianus lasted less
than three months, which makes a 450-page volume seem rather excessive, especially in light of
Pasek’s 442-page book on Pertinax which also appeared in 2013 with the same
publisher. P. discusses the events of A.D. 193 in great detail, but with far too little attention to
wider context. He tends to follow the literary sources fairly closely and, in sharp contrast to A.,
almost excludes numismatic material. A brief section on Iulianus’ coins (111–15) does not engage
with any serious literature on the topic. The few maps and images in the volume are mostly scans
from other books and of appalling quality. Use of epigraphic evidence is mainly limited to the
idiosyncratically named section ‘dramatis personae’ (302–400), which is useful, though sometimes
based on outdated material. There are interesting observations in the volume, but it should be
used with care.

The comparison between these two volumes highlights the importance of placing biographical
research in context. Authors should not too easily assume that their object of study is the
beginning of major developments, but rather analyse it as part of a trajectory. In this, A. is
ultimately successful, and his book will be of immense use to anyone working on the third century.
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Julie Langford’s Maternal Megalomania analyses the rôle played by Septimius Severus’ wife, Julia
Domna, in the régime’s image-making policies. L. is not interested in recovering the ‘real’ Julia, an
undertaking which she recognizes is unattainable. Instead, L. examines how the empress’s position
as the biological mother of Caracalla and Geta, and the metaphorical mother of the army, the
Senate and the Roman people, was promulgated by the administration and interpreted throughout
the Empire (3–5). L.’s argument that the empress’s image was largely manipulated by men is
plausible, but many of the conclusions designed to support this over-arching thesis are undermined
by methodological problems.

Ch. 1 examines Domna’s position as Mater Castrorum, a title previously awarded to Faustina the
Younger. L. argues that this title was not directed at the army, but at the civilian population of the
Empire (23–4). The idea that this title, like the honorics of the emperors themselves, was intended
for a wide and diverse audience, is not inherently implausible. However, L.’s use of the epigraphic
evidence to argue that the army was unreceptive to Domna as Mater Castrorum is problematic.
Her research reveals that soldiers dedicated only 6 per cent of inscriptions featuring Domna. We
are provided with no indication as to how this compares with other empresses in order to
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determine whether or not it is exceptional. Furthermore, L. states that 77 per cent of the inscriptions
use the title Mater Castrorum, which she characterizes as ‘hardly an enthusiastic outpouring of
esteem’ (24). This percentage seems to indicate that when soldiers referred to Domna, they did in
fact use her title more often than not. In the latter part of this chapter, L. proposes (42–4) that
Domna was unpopular with the army, based solely on one remark attributed to the tribune Julius
Crispus by Cassius Dio (76.10.2). This relationship is said to have improved after Severus’ death,
since the military was now more willing to honour Domna, particularly her pietas (44–7). In
support of this argument, L. cites only two inscriptions from Britain (RIB 976; AE 1980, 603),
which is insufcient support for such a broad conclusion.

In ch. 2, L. analyses the empress’s maternal image in the city of Rome itself, arguing that she
received a mixed reception (50). L. turns to coin hoards, which Carlos Noreña (Imperial Ideals in
the Roman West (2011)) and Clare Rowan (Under Divine Auspices (2012)) have effectively used
to examine the circulation of imperial ideals throughout the Empire. However, having presented
this methodology, L. largely eschews its potential. She instead focuses on one coin hoard found in
Rome itself, the Via Tritone hoard, which was buried after A.D. 244. There are only seventy-ve
coins of Domna in the hoard, the most common type being PIETAS PVBLICA, with a mere ten
coins. Since the empress’s ‘maternal’ types such as MATER AVGG, with the Magna Mater, do
not feature in this hoard, L. argues that these types ‘were not so well circulated in Rome’ (74). But
can we really make such a broad argument about the reception of the empress’s image on the
basis of only seventy-ve coins, from one hoard buried long after the empress’s death?

L.’s use of the epigraphic evidence is equally problematic. She argues that the ‘administration was
not always consistent in using all the titles the empress had been ofcially awarded’ (79). But this is
based on only three inscriptions, two of which do in fact use Domna’s full titles. L. uncovers variation
in the way in which her titles were recorded in inscriptions erected by other individuals and groups.
This could have been improved by greater discussion of the contexts in which the inscriptions appear.
For example, L. notes that Domna’s titulature is recorded in full on a marble tablet in the schola of
the kalatores (79). But what of the other inscriptions? Were they on statue bases? If so, what was their
size, and how did this affect the amount of room for recording the titles? Without discussion of the
context, it seems unjustied to argue that the Romans had a mixed reaction to Domna’s maternal
image because of the ‘inaccuracy and apparent carelessness’ in the way her titles were recorded (83).

Ch. 3 argues that the ‘maternal propaganda’ about Domna was not positively received by the
Senate. However, after Severus’ death, the curia turned to her as an ‘ally and peacemaker’ in the
conict between Caracalla and Geta (86–7). Some of the evidence for senatorial hostility, such as
Domna’s omission from the Severan arch in the Roman forum, is very tentative (102–3). L. is on
rmer ground in other areas, such as her thought-provoking comparison of Domna’s forceful coin
types with the more ‘intimate’ representations of Faustina the Younger (104–7). The argument
that the award of the Mater Senatus and Mater Patriae titles in 211 was a desperate measure on
the Senate’s part to secure Domna’s support is interesting, though without rm evidence to back it
up (111–12). Indeed, this move need not have represented the dramatic about face that
L. presents. Could it not instead have been a way of showing honour and respect to a grieving
widow? There was certainly precedent for this with Livia, as L. herself notes (136).

Overall, this book represents an ambitious take on the public image of Julia Domna, but the
numismatic and epigraphic evidence does not always support its conclusions.
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A. VALENTINI, MATRONAE TRA NOVITAS E MOS MAIORUM: SPAZI E MODALITÀ
DELL’AZIONE PUBBLICA FEMMINILE NELLA ROMA MEDIO REPUBBLICANA
(Memorie. Classe di scienze morali, lettere ed arti 138). Venice: Istituto veneto di scienze,
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This sizeable study aims to identify and delineate evolving forms of social and political participation
by élite matronae in the Roman Republic, from the late third century through the second century B.C.
Valentini begins by reviewing, in her Introduction, studies of women in antiquity over the last forty
years, both placed in the larger context of women’s history more generally and focused on Roman
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