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Birgit van der Lans’ work explores the treatment and expulsions of Jews in the early Imperial period, and in particular places this exploration within the context of Roman politics and the reasons why such expulsions occurred. The overarching argument made is that expulsions tended to occur as a result of ‘power politics’ and of the more ‘rhetorical dimension of the expulsion orders’, which was centrally concerned with more immediate political goals and symbolic repression of alien practices within Rome that threatened its own moral programme, but which resulted in expulsions that were not necessarily enforced.[footnoteRef:1] Van der Lans’ approach continues the trend in scholarship on the subject in a movement away from strictly religion-motivated explanations towards one which understands expulsions as a short-term means to an end for Roman emperors to reassert ‘proper’ Roman values with their own self-interest at heart.  [1:  Van der Lans, 2015, p.34-5; ] 


The chapter follows an almost chiastic structure, which begins with a detailed exploration of the senatorial decree of 19 C.E. and the large number of expulsions of specifically Jews and Egyptian worshippers which occurred as a result. The following sections explore other groups which were also evicted from Rome during the period including actors, philosophers and astrologers, setting these expulsions in a moralising framework. Then, van der Lans returns to the expulsions of 19 C.E. taking this framework into account, and as such arguing that the expulsions can be understood largely as a result to an opposition to distinctly un-Roman values that Jewish worship perhaps promoted. Finally, this examination is extended to Claudius’ expulsions in the late 40s, providing further evidence that expulsions of Jews could be explained by the anti-alien agenda of the early principate. The clear structure is put to strong use by allowing van der Lans to set the historical context of the expulsions before examining other phenomena that help to explain them, and by then returning for a deeper exploration of Jewish expulsions with this new information in mind, the arguments made in the introduction are achieved with clarity and concision.

Van der Lans was certainly not the first to recognise that the expulsion of Jews in the period followed Roman policy on groups that were seen as foreign more generally. Rutgers had indeed identified two decades earlier that ‘astrologers formed another group that was chased out of Rome at regular intervals’, and that Isis worshippers were treated in a similar fashion.[footnoteRef:2] Nevertheless, van der Lans does well to expand on the notion of a broad rhetorical stance on alien groups, and the identification of philosophers and actors amongst these goes a way to showing that the basis for expulsions was not necessarily always on religious grounds, or at least that religious expulsions only occurred when there was a perceived threat to Roman values that could be exploited. Expulsions for these groups were based on similar grounds, and so actors for example were linked to creating public disorder and so were accordingly expelled from Italy.[footnoteRef:3] The underlying similarities between all types of expulsions and the benefits for emperors to be seen to stamp out corruption essentially underpins van der Lans’ arguments. [2:  Rutgers, 1994, p.69.]  [3:  Van der Lans, 2015, p.46-7; Tac. Ann. 4.14.] 


[bookmark: _Hlk41589093]Sharon has praised these aspect of van der Lans’ work, noting the ‘enlightening analysis’ which ‘demonstrates that expulsion orders were a rhetorical tool, used in Roman power politics, to indicate the boundaries of ‘proper Romanness’’ whilst not in and of itself suggesting that there was no actual concern about the ‘increasing influence of foreign cults’.[footnoteRef:4] The latter point is particularly important, as van der Lans’ overall argument could quite easily be misconstrued as reductionist and ignorant of Jewish-Roman tensions. It is certainly arguable that whilst these tensions are not altogether ignored, they are perhaps glossed over to some degree. In the introduction, van der Lans notes the Schäfer’s monogram on Judeophobia in the ancient world as being one of the ‘earlier studies’ which views the expulsions as anti-Jewish policy and indicates a movement away from this position. However, Schäfer’s monogram, being contemporary with much of the other scholarship within the chapter, must not be relegated to the position of stepping stone in the journey of scholarship in the field. Schäfer rightly indicates that in terms of Roman reactions to Jewish proselytisers, reactions varied but could be openly hostile, and points to material such as the satires of Horace, which alludes to Jews as a ‘feared, political ‘pressure group’’, thus providing a somewhat different picture of Roman sentiment towards Jews than van der Lans.[footnoteRef:5]  [4:  Sharon, 2017, p.2.]  [5:  Schäfer, 1997, p.107-8.] 


Additionally, van der Lans perhaps misses the opportunity to exploit the ancient sources in full. In the oft cited passage from Tacitus’ Annals regarding the 19 C.E. expulsions, van der Lans ignores Tacitus’ account of new policy on ‘female profligacy’, whereby prostitution was made illegal if a woman’s husband, father or grandfather had been a Roman knight, and the wife of one high profile Roman in particular had been exiled to the island of Seriphos.[footnoteRef:6] The fact that the account of Jewish expulsions formed part of this same section shows that Tacitus’ account of the year was primarily concerned with precisely the more broad-based moralising rhetoric van der Lans identifies throughout the chapter, yet the passage is strangely ignored. This point would have made a strong link between the sources for the 19 C.E. expulsions themselves and the arguments made throughout. [6:  Tac. Ann. 2.85.] 


Despite this, van der Lans is able to use the sources in order to construct a more complete picture of the events of the period, for example by comparing Josephus’ account of the 19 C.E. expulsions with that of Suetonius and Tacitus.[footnoteRef:7] In particular, Josephus’ more detailed (albeit potentially partially invented) account of the exact legal repercussions of foreign worship under Tiberius is used to demonstrate the historian’s attempts at separating Jewish worship from that of the cult of Isis.[footnoteRef:8] This particular narrative furthers the argument by offering a Jewish perspective on the Roman response to foreign worship, given Josephus’ efforts to absolve the majority of the Jewish population of the wrongs attributed to foreign practice. [7:  Van der Lans, 2015, p.36-7.]  [8:  Joseph. AJ. 18.65-84.] 


Ultimately then, the chapter certainly makes a strong case for rhetorical discourse underpinning the expulsions, arguing that despite Rome’s openness, this ‘co-existed with a restrictive discourse that warned against foreign corruptions of Roman morality’.[footnoteRef:9] Nevertheless, van der Lans falls short of identifying the effects of this discourse and the expulsions on public sentiment towards Jewish communities, and indeed Sharon identifies this as a potential area for further study.[footnoteRef:10] In this respect, whilst van der Lans’ arguments do suggest that religious intolerance was not the main cause of expulsions of Jews and similar groups in Rome, we cannot assume from these arguments that intolerance did not exist or even worsen as a result of the expulsions. We must similarly be careful to not assume that the views suggested amongst the early emperors and the senatorial elite in the ancient sources are representative of any widespread sentiment. Van der Lans does well to address this point when concluding that ‘statements about the corruptive or polluting effect of Jewish ways on Roman morals should not be seen as the immediate reason for intervening but rather as the language in which these exclusionary discourses tend to be cast’, by doing so reminding the reader of the fickle nature of rhetoric which was often adapted in extreme forms (whether by a member of the senate or the emperor himself) to serve a particular function in a particular situation, when it was opportune to do so.[footnoteRef:11] For example, van der Lans offers Claudius’ revival of the censorship and widespread purge of un-Roman practises as a reason for his expulsion of Jews in the late 40s, and as such could primarily be viewed as part of his ‘wider political concerns’.[footnoteRef:12] [9:  Van der Lans, 2015, p.61.]  [10:  Sharon, 2017, p.2.]  [11:  Van der Lans, 2015, p.71-2.]  [12:  Ibid. p.69-71.] 


Ultimately, the chapter will serve as a great tool for students and scholars alike, providing both an adequate overview of some of the key issues and source material for the period, whilst also going a way to advancing the field in its application of the often married elements of rhetoric and politics. Whilst it perhaps glosses over or fails to recognise some of the more nuanced textual representations of anti-Jewish sentiment, there is great attention to a number of sources which illuminate van der Lans’ main arguments. It is difficult to find fault with the notion that expulsions could be rhetorical tools and therefore were used for effect (but perhaps not always enforced stringently), but it is of course important not to disregard sentiment towards Jews within the period. Similarly, it would certainly be interesting, as Sharon argued, to see future research into the effects of expulsion on general feeling towards Jews in Roman society. Overall however, van der Lans makes great strides here to improve our understanding of how and why expulsions came about within the imperial period. 
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