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Clustering of residents of similar social status, ethnic or religious identity, or geograph-

ical origin into distinct areas of a city is a “common, but by no means universal, attribute 
of urban neighborhoods”. Different cities within a single culture and era exhibit diversity 
in the occurrence and nature of clustering: “there is no such thing as a ‘typical’ pattern of 
clustering within, say, Medieval cities or Islamic cities”.1 

The existence and nature of clustering in Roman cities have rarely been the object of 
systematic study, and most contributions have focused on textual evidence for clustering 
in the city of Rome.2 A recent consideration of Rome under the Principate finds 

no evidence for strong clustering along social lines. The evidence points rather to the 
reverse: social mixing, at all levels.3 

Similarly, a study of the neighborhoods of Augustan Rome observes that,
although areas of the city might develop reputations as more or less desirable, ancient 
Rome was not generally segregated by class. Apartment buildings for poorer residents 
existed alongside the houses of more affluent residents in almost every quarter of the city.4 

The late-antique “Regionaries” for the city of Rome present a similar picture.5 While dif-
ferent quarters naturally possessed distinct characters, and late-antique élites exhibited a 
growing preference for dwellings on the city’s periphery, élite residences (domus) remained 
present in all regions of the city, following a spatial pattern similar to that of the insulae.6 

By contrast, recent synthetic accounts of the development of late-antique cities across 
the empire assume a growing contrast between monumental splendor and residential 
squalor: 

monumental armature ... screened from view all the squalor and filth that may have pre-
vailed elsewhere, hidden behind the turreted facades of circuit-walls and the porticoes 
lining main thoroughfares;
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