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PREFACE 
 
 
 
This volume takes its inspiration from the “Fourth Walter de Gruyter 
Seminar” of the Mommsen Gesellschaft, organised by Kurt Raaflaub and 
Christoph Lundgreen on the topic of “Ancient War’s Impact on the Home 
Front”, held in Wittenberg in October 2014. We are grateful to the 
organizers and to all the participants for the stimulating discussions held in 
Wittenberg. In particular, we would like to thank Kurt Raaflaub for 
introducing us to this interesting and so far rather neglected topic of 
research in the study of ancient war and for guiding us in the presentation 
and discussion of our work. Thanks to his previous work on the ancient 
home front—as well as to the impact of his numerous contributions on the 
cultural aspects of ancient war—we had the opportunity to benefit from 
expert guidance in our first approach to this topic. We owe special thanks 
also to the Mommsen Gesellschaft and to the Walter de Gruyter 
Foundation, who funded the event, and to Christoph Lundgreen for the 
excellent organization. 

The idea of pursuing future work on the topic of the home front in 
antiquity began to mature after the editors attended this stimulating 
workshop. However, this volume is not a publication of the papers 
delivered by workshop participants. Rather, it is part of a broader 
publication project to which many new colleagues have contributed, 
offering papers on topics and historical periods that we did not have the 
chance to consider back in 2014. We hope that this approach will 
contribute to preserving and strengthening the interdisciplinary spirit that 
animated the seminar. Based on the belief that the home front—in 
antiquity as today—is an important and central feature of war, and not 
only a side aspect of it, we hope to offer the reader a collection of papers 
that might encourage further research in the future. 

Lucia Cecchet, Christopher Degelmann, Maik Patzelt 

 



 



INTRODUCTION 

STUDYING THE HOME FRONT IN ANTIQUITY: 
QUESTIONS AND CHALLENGES 

LUCIA CECCHET, CHRISTOPHER DEGELMANN 
AND MAIK PATZELT 

 
 
 

The Home Front in Antiquity 

The concept of the “home front” is commonly considered to be a product 
of modern warfare. The emergence of this notion is intrinsically tied to the 
attempt to mobilize whole societies against external enemies,1 a 
background that has often granted it a significant emotional charge in 
political discourse. However, to historians of war the concept has opened 
up an entirely new field of research.2 The notion of the home front 
overlaps both with the idea of a physical space (i.e. the city and its 
countryside during wartime) that is distinct from the battlefield, and with 
that of a community of individuals (i.e. those not directly involved in the 
fighting). But the home front is not just a physical place or a group. It 
includes the entire variety of war-related experiences lived by the 
community at home. These involve the sphere of human relations and the 
everyday experiences shared by the non-combatant people of a society at 
war. 

The notion of the home front also extends beyond the temporal boundaries 
within which a specific war or battle is fought. It encompasses the time 
before and after, inasmuch as it includes the preparations for war 
undertaken by the community of civilians and prospective fighters, as well 

 
1 Kramer 2011, 16–18. 
2 There is a vast number of studies on the American home front. See, e.g., Winkler 
2012; Smith 2010; Giesberg 2009; De Quesada 2008. 
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as their reactions in the aftermath.3 Indeed, historiographical approaches to 
the modern home front tend to approach the topic from two 
complementary perspectives. On the one hand, scholars focus on topics 
relating to the “pragmatic” and immediate impact of war on the non-
combatant community, such as food shortages,4 embargos, sieges, the 
ubiquitous presence of orphans, widows, and the disabled,5 burial 
practices, motivational campaigns and stagy reports of fighting scenes to 
the civilians.6 On the other, they also study the impact of war on society in 
its aftermath, such as war-related traumas, the position of veterans, the 
construction of a collective memory of war, and the development of 
commemoration practices. 

It is important to stress that a history of home fronts is not a history of 
passive observers or silent audiences. Declaring the supply of food or 
clothes to the troops to be not only an act of support but an act of war itself 
is a fundamental step in overcoming the dichotomy between war front and 
home front, and thus in contributing to the formation of a united 
combatant identity. Several studies have shown that life on the home front 
makes a clear contribution to the generation of a “collective self” as well 
as to the shaping of common values.7 Moreover, the distinction between 
home front and war front becomes less sharp if one considers that the 
soldiers who escape death become part of the home front as civilians. The 
war front and the home front are not, then, two parallel yet separate 
realities but, rather, two “stages” and sides of the same phenomenon: war. 

Unsurprisingly, the home front as such does not have any special place in 
the war narratives of ancient historians, although the works of historians 
such as Thucydides and Livy are rich in information concerning civilians 
and their experiences. Historians of war have generally paid attention to 
extrapolating such pieces of information. The seminal work of W. K. 
Pritchett contains important treatments of “institutional” aspects of war 
that were performed on the home front, such as sacrifices before battles, 
festivals related to war, raids and the treatment of captives, and burials of 

 
3 For a similar approach, see Raaflaub 2016, 39-40. 
4 Winkler 2012, 43–49. 
5 Hausen 1987; Hagemann 2002, 11–12; Giesberg 2009, 143–62; Raaflaub 2016, 
49–52. 
6 Winkler 2012, 37–43; Raaflaub 2016, 39.  
7 Raaflaub 2016, 52–61; Winkler 2012, 31–37. Kramer 2011, 18 speaks about the 
home front’s capacity for “ruling over all individuals” (“Durchherrschung”). 
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the war dead.8 More recently, H. Van Wees’s work has shed light on the 
role of women, the treatment of widows, orphans and those wounded in 
war, and on massacres and the deportation of civilians.9 But it is necessary 
to note that the treatment of these aspects has, in a way, been “at the 
margins” of a broader focus on the activities taking place on the war front. 
It is only recently that scholars have started approaching the home front as 
a specific subject. 

Interest has been stirred up by the rediscovery of J. Shay’s pioneering 
work Achilles in Vietnam (1994) and by the application of its ground-
breaking perspective to ancient texts.10 Shay’s work has been crucial to the 
exploration of two questions: first, the notion of war trauma, already 
deployed in medical studies and psychoanalysis, and, second, the value of 
ancient classical texts in shedding light on this clinical condition. Shay 
focusses on Homer’s Iliad and the effects that reading this work had on 
Vietnam veterans: he notes that, although the majority of veterans were 
not familiar with the text, they could relate at least some of its scenes to 
events they had experienced during war. 

In the wake of Shay’s work, the study of the home front in antiquity has 
been the subject of growing interest. This is particularly evident among 
scholars of the Greek world. L. Tritle’s From Melos to My Lai. War and 
Survival (2000) examines the actual response of society to the integration 
or marginalisation of veterans both in ancient Greece and the modern 
United States.11 Beyond the epics, classicists have also started to look at 
texts such as tragedies as hermeneutical tools that can be used to detect the 
impact of war on veterans and civilians.12 This direction of enquiry 
continues Shay’s work, focussing mainly on evidence relating to post-war 
trauma and on the way in which it was dealt with by Greeks.13 For 
instance, the papers contained in the volume Combat Trauma and the 
Ancient Greeks (2014), edited by P. Meineck and D. Konstan, discuss 
significant cases of reaction to war in the civilian communities of Greek 
cities. In fact, the applicability of the notion of war trauma and, 

 
8 Pritchett 1979–1991, I, 93–100 and V, 363–468 (booty); I, 109–126 (sacrifices 
before the battle); IV, 94–259 (burial of war dead); V, 312–63 (raids) and, 
concerning religious rituals for war, see vol. III. 
9 Van Wees 2004, 32; 39–40; 123; 144; 229–30 (women in war); 131–150 (on 
siege, prisoners and refugees); wounded (146–48; 154). 
10 Shay 1994; cf. Shay 2002. 
11 Cf. Tritle 2009, 195–99. 
12 Meineck 2013; Meineck and Konstan 2014; Raaflaub 2016. 
13 For example, Retief and Cilliers 2005. 
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specifically, of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) to the ancient 
world has also been questioned by those who emphasise the differences 
between the ancient and modern experiences of war.14 Indeed, it seems to 
be universally acknowledged that the ancient Greeks had their own ways 
of coping with past and traumatic experience of war. Tragedies provide 
one example of such approaches. 

Another direction of recent research on war in the Greek world that 
provides a direct link to the home front concerns the commemoration of 
past victories as an instrument for shaping collective identities and a sense 
of belonging. Such processes are deeply intertwined with the purpose of 
constructing polis-identity. This has been shown very well in the case of 
the Persian Wars, which worked as a catalyst not only for the shaping of 
the civic memory of single communities but also in affecting the relations 
between cities.15 

The construction of a collective memory of war is a process that virtually 
any society that has experienced a military conflict will have grappled 
with. This makes the topic particularly susceptible to investigation from 
comparative perspectives, as several recent studies have shown. Thus, the 
volume Cultures of Commemoration. War Memorials, Ancient and 
Modern, edited by P. Low, G. Oliver, and P. J. Rhodes, (2012) draws 
comparisons between selected cases of war commemoration in the ancient 
Graeco-Roman world and examples from modern and contemporary 
history, drawing on World War I and the Vietnam War in particular. 
Similarly, the recent volume Commemorating War and War Dead, Ancient 
and Modern, edited by M. Giangiulio, E. Franchi and G. Proietti (2019) 
brings together ancient and modern cases of social memory related to war. 
However, comparative studies have not been limited to the subject of 
commemoration: the volume Experiencing War. Trauma and Society from 
Ancient Greece to the Iraq War, edited by M. Cosmopoulos, (2007) 
compares a number of aspects of the ancient and modern home fronts, 
including motivational campaigns, civilian knowledge (or ignorance) of 
violence in war, the public preparation for war, and the prevention of 

 
14 Against the applicability of the notion of war trauma to the Greek world, see 
Crawley 2014. 
15 The bibliography on the subject is vast. We refer the reader here to the 
paradigmatic work of Steinbock 2013 on the role of the memory of the Persian 
Wars in shaping the relations between Athens and Thebes.  
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psychological injuries.16 In a recent work, Our Ancient Wars: Rethinking 
War through the Classics (2016), V. Caston and S.-M. Weineck offer an 
excellent example of how the ancient home front can be approached in 
view of our knowledge of the modern home front, and vice versa.17 

As should be clear from this short overview, research on the home front in 
the ancient Greek world has focused more on the social and psychological 
impact of war on the civilian community than on the practical aspects of 
daily life on the home front, such as the role of the civilians in providing 
support to the soldiers, the reactions of the community to sieges, the 
presence of refugees, and so on. This is certainly due, in part at least, to 
the scanty reports from which we can draw in the works of the ancient 
historians. Nonetheless, pieces of evidence can also be found in other 
genres, such as comedies, as shown by K. A. Raaflaub’s exploration of the 
role of women during war, published in the volume edited by Caston and 
Weineck. A recent contribution by L. Rubinstein also discusses the 
presence of war refugees in 4th-century Athens.18 However, much work 
remains to be done in this direction.19 

When looking at the Roman world, it is clear that the Roman home front 
has been explored even less thoroughly than the Greek home front. Studies 
of Roman history are preoccupied with the “pragmatic side” of war, such 
as the technical aspects of warfare and the macro-phenomena pertaining to 
the demographic, economic, and political impact of war on Roman 
society. Over the past two decades, a wide range of detailed studies have 
sought to understand the “nature of ancient battle” by focussing on the 
strategies and techniques of warfare, military equipment, weaponry, 
organisation, and infrastructure, as well as the recruitment and settlements 
of Roman soldiers.20 In this respect, we can note the recent two volumes 
on War and Warfare in Late Antiquity (2013), edited by A. Sarantis and N. 
Christie; The Cambridge History of Greek and Roman Warfare (2007), 
edited by Ph. Sabin, H. van Wees, and M. Whitby; and the earlier volume 

 
16 See especially the papers of Cosmopoulos, Palaima, Collins and Flesher Moon, 
Popov, and Chrissanthos, in Cosmopoulos 2007. 
17 Cf. also Bakogianni and Hope 2015. 
18 Rubinstein 2018, 5–24. 
19 See Wintjes’ paper in this volume. 
20 See e.g. Mann 2013; Sarantis and Christie 2013; Fagan and Trundle 2010; Roth 
2009; Burckhardt 2008; Montagu 2006; Hanson 2000; Rich and Shipley 1993. The 
table of contents of the second volume of the Cambridge History of Greek and 
Roman Warfare is emblematic in this respect; see Sabin, van Wees and Whitby 
2007. Cit. Melchior 2011, 213. 
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on War and Society in the Roman World (1993), edited by J. Rich and G. 
Shipley, all of whom are mainly concerned with military organisation and 
war strategies. 

The results arising from detailed analyses of the “pragmatic side” of war, 
though crucial to our understanding of ancient warfare, have tempted 
scholars to focus more on the similarities than the differences between 
different cultures of warfare. For instance, in his book The Ancient World 
at War: A Global History (2008), P. de Souza compares the military 
structures of ancient European civilisations with those of civilisations in 
South and East Asia, arguing that the Macedonian and Chinese armies 
developed along similar lines during the early Hellenistic period.21 

Archaeologists have provided some support for this comparative research 
agenda: the results of recent surveys suggest that the tactics of the Romans 
did not differ much from those of their opponents, contrary to the 
suggestions we find in our literary sources.22 G. Fagan and M. Trundle 
complement this picture by emphasising the fact that military techniques 
(e.g. during sieges) and military organisation (e.g. growing importance of 
the cavalry) in Roman warfare remained quite consistent over time. There 
might, perhaps, be some novelties or “trends” to detect but, the argument 
goes, no fundamental changes.23 These comparative approaches, however, 
run the risk of obscuring the specificity of certain contexts and approaches 
to war in different societies and in the Roman world in particular. 

Nevertheless, several recent attempts have been made to illuminate the 
social and cultural impact of Roman warfare. Following in the footsteps of 
studies of the Greek world, recent research into Roman history has 
unveiled the social and cultural function of the commemoration of 
victories and defeats.24 Recent studies have highlighted the 
commemoration of war as a means for social integration. It is, for instance, 
commonly acknowledged that creating images of the enemy strengthens 
the sense of belonging and community among the opponents:25 it will 
suffice to mention here the recurring narrative of the metus Gallicus.26 The 
function of commemoration and of the strengthening of the community 

 
21 Souza 2008. 
22 See e.g. Sidebottom 2008 against Hanson 2000; Mandl and Steffelbauer 2007. 
23 Fagan and Trundle 2010. 
24 Franchi and Proietti 2014; see also Lentzsch 2019. 
25 E.g. Ganschow 2007; Faust 2012. 
26 Twyman 1997; Rosenberger 2003. 
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through the evocation of victory, for example, is obvious in the practice of 
the Roman triumph.27 

The function of war as a catalyst for social integration has been 
highlighted in recent studies that focus on the process of identity-making. 
These studies regard early Rome as a community of war servants, bonded 
together by the strains and losses that they experienced on the battlefield 
and beyond.28 Similar approaches to social integration have also been 
taken in the study of the Roman army and veteran settlements, which have 
been recognised as places of social change.29 Whilst is generally 
acknowledged that war favoured social integration in all layers of Roman 
society, mechanisms of social differentiation and stratification also occur. 
This differentiation mainly concerns the role of the gentes, who, from the 
archaic period onwards, had increased their power by accumulating 
resources and strengthening the bonds between fighting fellows.30 

A recently finished research project on defeats and losses, led by O. Stoll, 
has taken a rather different direction. Stoll and his colleagues focused on 
how depictions of and narratives on victories and defeats had an impact on 
the mentality of Roman citizens. As Stoll points out, the way in which 
defeats were depicted, narrated, or even ignored belong to a set of radical 
coping strategies.31 These coping processes are, however, authoritative and 
retrospective depictions. We still lack knowledge about the coping 
processes at moments of severe danger. 

Very recent studies have focussed on the impact that the knowledge 
acquired by soldiers abroad had on the society in the city of Rome. An 
ongoing dissertation project by J. Albrecht points to the impact of foreign 
knowledge that the soldiers carried back home. Albrecht argues that the 
constant growth of the Empire eventually contributed to the enlargement 
of the perception of the world beyond the walls of Rome, because soldiers 
were coming back home filled with stories about an otherwise unknown 
world. This reminds us of the debate about the impact of foreign life styles 

 
27 Itgenshorst 2005, 205–18; Östenberg 2014. In a current research project on 
“invectives”, Martin Jehne analyses the grouping function of the satirical songs 
that were sung by the soldiers during a triumphal procession. In his project “Raum 
und Ritual im römischen Triumph”, Sven Schipporeit prepares another study on 
the Roman triumph as a place of commemoration. 
28 Armstrong, 2016a; 2016b. 
29 Patterson 1993. 
30 Smith 2006, 281–98. 
31 Stoll 2016. 
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on the Roman population. This especially concerns the field of religion—
the religio translata and religio migrantum, as Ch. Auffarth once called 
it.32 The changes at Rome were caused not only by the soldiers who 
brought foreign religious beliefs home and by the Roman generals who 
officially introduced foreign cults to Rome (evocatio). Military expansion 
itself and the inclusion of new communities within the Empire increased 
circulation of people and cultural practices, making the Roman world a 
widely connected world.33 

Studies focusing on the individuals who live at and construct the home 
front are rare but some steps have been taken already. For example, A. 
Melchior, in applying the concept of war trauma and the recent discussion 
of war trauma in the Greek world to the Romans, seeks to unveil the 
invisible side of battle and the hidden fates of the invisible soldiers.34 
From this perspective, it is not an idealised elite competition or a large 
community reunited for festive triumphs that is the subject of investigation 
but, rather, the individuals left to live with post-traumatic stress disorder 
after the battles were done. Even though Melchior argues that we are faced 
with too many methodological obstacles to apply the syndrome of PTSD 
to the experiences of Roman soldiers, his work should encourage 
historians of Roman warfare to widen the scope of investigation and to 
acknowledge the impact of violence and trauma on individuals. Other 
recent studies on the Roman world have focused on war trauma and its 
impact on the community as a collective, rather than an individual 
experience.35 

In the future it may also be worth relating research on the human body to 
the experience of the home front. There have, for instance, been a number 
of recent studies on physical disabilities in Roman society, such as visual 
or speech impairment, and the question of how these disabled bodies 
became indicators of various moral attributions.36 Such topics will likely 
provide further glimpses into the hard lives of Roman veterans. Other 
important areas that still need more exploration include the impact of war 
on gender-related issues, such as work, domestic life, and family life etc. 
So far, only generals and kings have been studied as exemplifying gender 

 
32 Auffarth 2007, 333–63. 
33 Pitts and Versluys 2016; Versluys 2014; Horden and Purcell 2000. 
34 Melchior 2011. 
35 Eckert 2014, 262–274; Thorne 2016, 77–119. 
36 Laes, Goodey and Rose 2013. 
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roles during wartime and in its aftermath.37 The wide scope of gender-
related issues behind these hegemonial masculinities, however, remains 
unknown. 

It is also to these less-explored dimensions of war that this volume is 
dedicated. The present book is an attempt to bring together issues 
concerning the home front in both Greek and Roman antiquity, 
investigating the social and religious impact of ancient war upon the 
sphere of daily life in civilian communities. As mentioned above, the 
notion of the home front is not limited to wartime but also extends to cover 
the actions (and reactions) of the civilian community in the periods before 
and after conflicts. This book therefore thematises topics ranging from 
coping with war on religious and theatrical occasions (Greek tragedies, 
Roman supplications), to caring for the dead, from the ideological 
preparation for war as expressed in military and rhetoric training, to the 
sophisticated discussion of social changes caused by war, as expressed in 
Livy’s narrative on debt bondage. 

Given the fact that ancient authors generally devote no specific attention to 
the home front as such, it follows that any attempt to explore this topic 
needs to collect “glimpses of evidence” from a variety of sources. This 
volume is an attempt to offer the reader an insight into the possibilities of 
this subject and the directions of study that might be pursued. Following 
the discussions held at a “de Gruyter-Workshop” in 2014, we regard this 
volume as a forum for dealing with a field of research that is still rather 
underrepresented in the study of the ancient world. We thus seek to 
provide examples of how the ancient home front can be approached in 
history, philology, and religious studies in the hope of encouraging future 
research on these topics. 

The Thematic Organisation of this Volume 

This volume is organised into three parts according to thematic rather than 
chronological criteria. The first part, “Preparing War at the Home Front”, 
tackles the problem of the ideological and psychological preparation of 
soldiers and, indirectly, civilians. The second part, “Rituals for the Home 
Front”, concerns the religious sphere of prayer, burial, and sacred rituals 
for the war dead and also public non-religious ways, (such as drama), of 
coping with war trauma in the civilian community. The third part, 
“Soldiers and Civilians at the Home Front”, discusses several topics 

 
37 Howe, Müller and Stoneman 2017. 
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related to the interactions of the combatant and the non-combatant 
components of society, including also the formation of local traditions and 
a collective memory concerning specific events of war. 

Preparing War at the Home Front 

Before actually going to war, Greeks and Romans had to prepare 
themselves for combat physically, technically, and, not least, psychologically. 
The first part of this book is devoted to the (mostly) ideological implications 
of war preparations, not only for the combatant community but also for the 
home front. 

A. Busetto addresses the visual and performative aspects of the 
preparation for war in Greek sources between the 4th century B.C. and the 
Imperial period. Military training was not simply a matter of technical 
preparation: far more than this, it provided a psychological preparation for 
war and contributed to the enhancement of war propaganda and public 
rhetoric. The questions Busetto addresses are those surrounding war as 
spectacle and the spectacle as a means for encouraging emulation. She 
analyses these issues from two perspectives: on the one hand, the public 
occasions and contexts in which military training was shown to the 
community and, on the other, the “rhetoric of visibility” deployed by 
ancient authors describing military training. This enacts a system of 
“double spectatorship”, namely the “historical” civilian spectators viewing 
military training and the readers of these texts, who, in a way, “watch the 
ones who are watching”. Both kind of spectators are indirectly encouraged 
to emulate war deeds in a society that, as Busetto argues, had 
progressively detached itself from war, delegating it to professionals, as in 
the case of the mercenaries used from the 4th century B.C. onwards and the 
professional Roman army deployed from the time of the late Republic and 
early Principate. 

Analysing the educational and therefore social significance of declamationes, 
S. Kirsch illustrates the long-lasting impact of the home front in Roman 
society in terms of a formation of male gender roles. Similar to Busetto, 
Kirsch observes that the importance of military training in Roman 
education seems to decline in the Imperial Age, whilst the social value of 
intellectual knowledge about war increases. After an extensive analysis of 
the social background and the context of public speeches, Kirsch 
elaborates her questions, namely, at what point do declamations evoke war 
and which consequences and settings of war are discussed and which are 
neglected. She concludes that military service remained an important 
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instrument for promoting Republican values to members of the Imperial 
aristocracy, even though they were no longer actively engaged in such 
service. Republican wars and their prominent images and descriptions of 
the home front (such as the scene of the successful general returning 
home) were ingrained into the collective Roman identity and thus 
supported the formation of a social and literary trope of the war hero that 
lived on into the Imperial period. 

Rituals for the Home Front 

It is well known that the ancients employed an enormous variety of 
religious practices and institutions to support acts of war and to promote a 
trust in victory, such as public vows, the sibylline books, public funerals, 
and annual festivals. Despite intensive research into these subjects, 
however, the related dimension of daily experience, such as modes of 
coping with war and promoting beliefs about it, remain rather neglected. 
The second part of this volume therefore investigates not merely rituals at 
the home front, but rituals for the home front, spanning the period from 
classical Athens, through Republican Rome, up to late antiquity (4th to 7th 
century A.D.). 

In G. Proietti’s approach, the topic of rituals and memory is deeply bound 
to that of war trauma. After a critical review of trauma research in modern 
scholarship, Proietti investigates the period following the Persian Wars 
through the lens of trauma and the way in which the community deals with 
the collective traumas of war. Proietti treats tragedies as dramatic rituals 
that provide shared means of coping with the suffering caused by a 
collective dramatic event, such as, in this case, the Persian Wars. Against 
this background, she puts Phrynicus’ Sack of Miletus into historical 
context and interprets it as a means of enacting a cultural and 
psychological catharsis. Proietti illustrates the mechanism of this catharsis 
within the imagined post-Persian-war community. 

In his study of public supplicationes in Republican Rome, M. Patzelt seeks 
to emphasise the therapeutic effect of rituals, and particularly of prayers, 
on the individual and collective minds. Patzelt deploys a model for 
explaining psychological processes of coping with war and war traumas 
and its relation to ritual practice to that end. Based on this model, he 
pinpoints ecstatic performances called “body techniques” and the related 
therapeutic effects called “auditory driving”, finding these techniques in 
use on the battle front as well as on the home front. The analysis of these 
different contexts highlights both the similarity of body techniques in these 
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contexts and their therapeutic function in battle and at home. Patzelt 
argues that the performance of prayers served to cure all sorts of stresses 
and anxieties that were caused by situations of danger and distress in war 
and at home. In addition to the therapeutic aspect of coping prayers, these 
ecstatic performances also had a religious meaning, as the arousing effects 
generated by these techniques could be interpreted in terms of a divine 
presence. 

Following these investigations of the psychological and cultural effects of 
public rituals, Ch. Schönburg focuses on cultural and religious belief in a 
very different cultural context, i.e. that of the Christian society of Late 
Antiquity. Schönburg’s contribution on sieges in the Eastern Roman 
Empire examines a scenario of the home front that has, in one respect at 
least, a strong similarity to the modern home front, namely the activation 
of the whole civic community as direct or supporting participants in the 
fighting. As Schönburg points out, in his five case studies looking at the 
sieges of Nisibis, Edessa, Apamea, Thessalonica, and Constantinople, the 
historical and religious background, as well as the context of severe danger 
and the unexpected success of the Byzantine Romans in these cases, 
evoked a belief in divine intervention. People attributed their success to 
miracles caused by the presence of sacred objects (relics). The home front 
therefore serves as a catalyst for the emergence of new forms of belief that 
do not merely help to cope with moments of severe danger or war traumas, 
but that also help citizens to be psychologically, emotionally, and 
strategically prepared for prospective wars that might take place at the 
home front. 

S. Lentzsch’s paper analyses the treatment and commemoration of war 
dead in the Roman Republic and the early Empire. Romans usually 
preferred to bury and to be buried near their homes. But in dealing with 
war dead, Lentzsch does not only find that “home” is transferred to the 
battlefield, but also identifies other flexible religious and social rules that 
the Romans obeyed. By reconstructing these norms and practices, 
Lentzsch is able to deduce Roman attitudes towards treating war dead. 
There was a specific tradition in Rome to take it for granted that soldiers 
would give their life for the greater good of the res publica. Romans thus 
tended to treat the commemorating of the war dead not with excessive 
attention, a mindset that offers a surprising contrast to that of the Greek 
world. Nevertheless, Lentzsch finds some exceptions in the sources that 
enable him to speak of differences in the commemoration of Romans of 
diverse social status, based on an investigation of how practices of 
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commemoration changed over time from the period of the Republic to the 
early Empire. 

Soldiers and Civilians at the Home Front:  
Cultural and Socio-Political Implications 

The home front often served as a catalyst for political, cultural, and social 
change, in some cases only temporary, while in other cases with a long-
lasting impact. For example, at the home front elements of society that 
were traditionally marginalised could take on active and crucial roles for 
the survival of the community and the defence of the city. 

From this perspective, J. Wintjes investigates the role of women at war, in 
contexts in which the boundary between war front and home front breaks 
down, namely when war enters a city by means of siege or capture. In 
these contexts, sources bear witness to women fighting, a fact that should 
help us reject the tendency to consider the role of women at war as limited 
to providing support in terms of food, supplies, or running businesses at 
home. 

L. Cecchet investigates another marginalised component of Athenian 
society that contributed to making the home front a venue for the 
circulation of different sensitivities about war: disabled veterans. The 
scanty evidence of direct references to war wounds in our sources, and the 
fact that the war disabled were not granted any special attention in terms 
of state support, was a choice dictated by the goal of obscuring any 
argument that could possibly undermine the official rhetoric of war. 
Despite this, Athenians, as other Greeks, had to deal with the presence of 
invalid and destitute veterans both in wartime at the home front and in the 
aftermath of wars. The presence of such veterans emerges from several 
plays staged during the Peloponnesian War and comes through particularly 
strongly in Euripides’ tragedies and Aristophanes’ comedies. Far from 
simply being the unfortunate characters of myth or comic caricatures 
played merely for laughs, tragic and comic veterans have much to tell us 
about “the dark side of war” and the “voices” of the war disabled in the 
polis. 

Dealing again with veterans, the paper by Ch. Degelmann analyses a story 
concerned with the end of debt bondage in Rome—a narrative of the 
plebeian resistance against the patrician regime—in the second book of 
Livy’s history. Degelmann’s analysis starts from the striking fact that Livy 
makes use of the image of the mourning and destitute veteran, a casualty 
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of war, in order to explain the end of debt bondage. Since Livy uses bodily 
imagery exhaustively here, Degelmann addresses the question of the 
“readability” of the body, i.e. the body as a symbol of trauma and pain and 
the body as a symbol of the state. In so doing, he asks how bodies built 
and undermined “war communities” and how historiography shapes a 
sense of community. Having reconstructed the historical setting of Livy’s 
scene as a grand narrative of the body of the state, Degelmann provides a 
detailed reconstruction of the cultural taxonomy and polyvalence of 
mourning and scars that enables him to highlight the social significance of 
Livy’s image of the wounded veteran. Degelmann concludes that Livy 
provides his readership with an imaginary that illustrates the violation of 
the body of the state, expressed by reference to the violated human body, 
as a cause for institutional and/or constitutional upheaval. In other words, 
the home front serves as an argument for the urgent need of a social and 
political change. 

While Degelmann takes a qualitative approach, M. Kleu opts instead to 
tackle his subject from a quantitative perspective. Focusing on Hellenistic 
Macedonia, M. Kleu reconstructs the demographic impact of war on the 
home front of several poleis, in particular the significant change of 
population size, caused by human losses or deportations, and the 
modification of a population’s legal status or habitual way of life. Kleu 
explores the demographic impacts of war on various poleis under 
Macedonian control, such as Cius, Dyme, Myrleia, Thasus, Abydus, 
Larissa, Patras. By tentatively extrapolating their war casualties and by 
highlighting the various attempts made by these cities to refill and 
reorganise their citizen bodies, Kleu shows that war had a devastating 
impact on these communities. As he points out, cities enacted strategies to 
compensate for war casualties, for example, through grants of citizenship 
to foreigners and by favouring migration from more populated areas. But 
in some cases, severe demographic decline and changes in urban and rural 
lives could lead to the irreversible decline of the polis. 

E. Pulvirenti explores the home front as a remembering community, 
drawing on the creation and transmission of the tradition of the so-called 
“netting of the islands”, i.e. the punishment inflicted by the Persians on the 
Ionian islands after the failure of their revolt in 499 B.C. Through a 
detailed examination of the imagery contained in Herodotus’ account 
(6.31), Pulvirenti uncovers a multifaceted and layered process underlying 
the construction of a collective memory and narrative concerning this 
episode of Ionian history. However, the remembering community that 
Herodotus’ account provides information on is not the Ionian home front 
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but the Athenian. Arguing that the tradition of the Ionians as weak and 
doomed to fail was consolidated by the Athenians during their political 
and economic domination on the Aegean islands in the 5th century, and 
that it reached a peak during the years of Samos’ revolt in 441 B.C., 
Pulvirenti argues that Herodotus’ account of the netting of the islands 
belongs in the “itinerary of memory” of the Athenians as a home front and 
a remembering community. 

The papers contained in this volume cannot begin to cover the entire scope 
of possible topics related to the home front in antiquity. Future research, it 
is to be hoped, will focus on more specific issues, evoking new fronts 
within the home front. These may concern, for instance, the gender 
conflicts that have been exhaustingly studied in research on modern home 
fronts. In fact, the occupation by women of formerly male-reserved roles 
during wartime (such as factory work, fundraising and so forth) clearly 
involved a re-negotiation of female gender roles as well as a re-definition 
of the related moral codes in society.38 

Future research may also consider other topics, such as, specifically, the 
role of non-citizens, (slaves and foreigners), at the home front. As soon as 
a society unites under the banner of war as a combative unit, every 
individual—be they citizen-warrior, woman, slave, or foreigner—has his 
or her place and role. This new perspective might then help bring about a 
redefinition of the political and social position of some components of 
society. The best example of social outsiders reaching for political 
recognition in the context of national wars happened with ethnic and social 
minorities during the 19th and 20th centuries in Europe and North 
America.39 We do not have any phenomenon that is strictly comparable to 
this in antiquity but it will certainly be worth exploring in future research 
the impact of war on the position and role of minority groups in ancient 
societies. But this is only one of the several possible directions in which 
research on the ancient home front might be expanded. We hope that this 
volume will encourage interested scholars to pursue this challenge further. 

  

 
38 Winkler 2012, 57–65; Hagemann 2002; Kramer 2011, 16–18; Giesberg 2009, 
119–42. 
39 Smith 2010, 143–59; Blobaum 2014; Winkler 2012, 65–84; Giesberg 2009, 92–
118. 
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