Wars and conquests
Early wars should be seen in context of 5th century Crisis and stenochoria: Italic migrations, invasions of Latium 500-430's (Fasti).
· Predatory nature of raids, undertaken on ad hoc basis.
· 
· NB Foedus Cassianum reflects this: Latins and Roman can share the spoils.
· 
· Livy: fairly accurate reporting with some heroes thrown in e.g. Coriolanus 488 and Volsci wars were not easy, Romans sometimes won and sometimes lost. 
· 
· Cincinnatus 458: made dictator commanded militia against Aequi paradigm of farmer, soldier senator dictator.

· Wars with Veii:
· Veii nearest Etruscan Town to borders of Latium.

· Long-standing rivaly between Veii and Rome over controll of Fidenae ( on Roman side of Tiber).Tradition of rivaly between Veii and Rome goes back to Romulus.
· Whoever controlled Fidenae controlled the salt flats -Via Saleria NB Salt important commodity.
· Veii was an urbanized sophisticated city with extensive trade connections with Greece and East.
· According to Livy Three main wars: 
· first two over control of Fidenae third over control of Veii. 
· Wars are important because they show that by the third war Romans had developed an imperialistic foreign policy aimed at taking over italy. 
· War 1: 483-74: Etruscans won and got Fidenae.
· War 2: 437-435 Romans won and got Fidenae. 
· 
· War 3: 406-396 Romans go back and under dictator M. Furius Camillus; beseige Veii until it falls after ten years. 
· 
· Is there any historical accuracy in tradition ? The conquest of Veii was a bold act of aggression. Romans already had Fidenae. 
· Results and aftermath are clear:
· Rome gained new ager publicus, and a big city; 
· embarked on agressive foriegn policy: 
· new property war tax imposed military indemnities probably reformed assemblies to make them more timocratic;
· introduced military pay: stipendium.
· Developed "proto-alliances" with Veii, Caere, Massalia. 
· Repealed Foedus Cassianum: 
· no longer saw herself on equal footing with Latins; now she was superior.

· Did new foreign policy influence domestic policies towards plebs and struggle of orders? Probably at this point yes. Romans need plebs military support.

· So-called Gallic Sack of Rome 390.
· A mass of Gauls moved down from Po valley crossed into Etruria moved down to outskirts of Rome and defeated a hastiliy assembled Roman army in Battle of Alia (River).
· Next they entered Rome (their chief was Brennus) and trashed the place; demanded a ransom in return for their departure; 
· Questions: 
· What were Gauls doing so far south? 
· Why did they move into Roman territory?
· Two traditions of story: 
· 1) pro-Roman annalistic: Livy 
· 2) Greek: Diodorus of Sicilus, Polybius, Pompeius Trogus (in epitome of Justin).
· Which is most accurate? 
· Evidence suggests Greek sources are more realistic.
· Livy: face-saving version: 

· Gauls were invited by Etruscan king to settle land. ( and dicipline the man with whom his wife had been having affair) 
· Romans sent out an embassy to check out situation and got ambushed at Alia 
· They got into Rome but were expelled by Furius Camillus before Romans had to hand over ransom Greek: 

· More realistic Greek version: 
· Gauls were mercenaries on way down to work of tyrant iof Syracuse Dionysius. 
· Attack of Rome was predatory in nature.-just a looting raid. 
· Evidence suggests that Romans did pay of Gauls: 
· Even Livy says they had time to evacuate the Vestal Virgins to Lavinium 
· More important: no archaeological evidenc of conflict at 390 i.e. no burn layer, evidence of destruction etc. 
· 
· Romans were humiliated by the truth: i.e. that they had paid the Gauls to leave; so they exaggerated the number of Gauls, severity of event, damage.

· Idea of Gauls roaming around making trouble as mercenaries during this time makes sense. 

· Gauls were no friends of Etruscans: Greeks often hired them to keep Etruscans in check . 

· Recovery was immediate after the "sack" Gauls may have helped Rome develope control over and alliances with other Etruscan and Italic communities.
· I Samnite Wars 
· Samnite wars accelerated the process of Roman domination of Italy.
· Background: Well organized military federation.
· Samnites were the Osco-Umbrians who came to italy in second wave of migrations at beginning of Iron Age.' Osco-Umbrian dialect group.
· Settled in foothills of Apennines 1000 BCE. 
· Moved down into Campania for better farming easier life.
· First landing spot for this group at foothills of Apennines was hard for farming. 
· Samnites start flooding into Campania around 410 BCE. 

· This mass intrusion did not sit well with their fellow Oscan cousins (including Siducini) who had been living there prior.
· Two leagues of Oscan-speaking folks in Campania: 
· North: Capua 
· South Nuceria (near Pompeii) 
· NB Samnites controlled Pompeii; NB also Naples (in Campania) was Greek town. 
· First Samnite War 343-341 BCE.
· Oscans[Siducini] in Northern League at Capua, asked Rome for help when in 343 new Samnites started encroaching on area around Capua. 
· They had mainly stayed down south around Nuceria Pompeii), and southern league. 
· There were rivalries between the northern and southrn leagues. 

· Rome stepped in and routed out Samnites;

· Established (with blessing of Siducini) a puppet oligarchy in Capua. 

· Cause of War: Roman opportunistic foreign policy, aimed at eventual control of Campania and its cities.
· NB 350 Romans had been on good terms with Samnites (mutual bilateral defense treaty against Gauls).

· IILatin War/Revolt 341-338 BCE 
· 
· Samnite wars are interrputed by so-called latin revolt. 
· 
· Cause: Latins were disgusted and threatened by Roman oppotunism and aggressive foreign policy. 
· 
· Resentful Oscans (Siducini) joined in against Rome. 
· 
· Romans win and issue Settlement of 338 
· System of Alliances (Livy) 
· 
· allies 
· Latins 
· citizens 
· partial citizens [sine suffragio]
· Status not based on race. 
· 
· Rights and privileges for everyone 
· connubium (intermarriage) 
· commercium (trade) 
· limted voting (Latins)

· "building blocks:" 
· partial citizenship, 
· Latins, Latin colonies, Latin Rights (limited voting) 
· municipia. 
· 
· We can talk about a "commonwealth" at this time. 

· Second Samnite War 326-304 BCE.
Sources: pro-Roman: 
· report that Samnites provoked Naples to attack Roman possessions in Campania. 
· Romans declared war on Naples Samnites rushed in and set up garrison. 
· There were two factions in Naples: 
· pro-Roman aristocracy.
· anti-Roman/pro Samnite masses (NB Naples is Greek city).
· standard pattern: rich have a lot to loose, and side with "winners"/most stable.

· Aristocracy allowed Roman oligarchy under Q. Publius Philo. 

· Long, on-again-off-again war.
· Rome on offensive invading Samnite territory during early years.
· However this led to disaster: Battle of Caudine Forks 321 BC.
· Battle at Caudine Forks 321 resulted in Defeat and humiliation. 
· Romans went "under the yoke."

· Romans reform military strategies: no more phalanx hoplite sources.
· ( in typical face-saving fashion) maintain Rome repudiated the truce. 
· 321-316: hard times for Romans: Samnites control Samnium;
· Romans take control of all territory around Samnium. 
· Campaign in Apulia, Lucania, and Tyrrhenian coast (Etruscans) forced alliances on these folks in order to fence Samnites in. 

· 311 BCE Law stipulating military tribune of4 legions could be voted by people: NB revealing: 
· 1) army increased from 2 to 4 legions 
· 2) people can vote for military tribunes (keeping plebs happy for the war effort)
· 311 BCE Things are turning around for Rome: startsfocusing on Etruscans and Umbrians (Sutrium Roman ally in Etruria attacked?) 304 BCE Full scale invasion of Samnium.
· Third Samnite War 298-290 BCE.
· Cause: By 300 BCE all populations of Italy realized with alarm that the Romans were taking over Italy: 

· Organize a coalition against Rome: made up of Etruscans, Italic Tribes, Samnites, even Gauls for back-up .

· This constitutes the Third Samnite war 298 BCE.
· 298 BCE event that provoked the conflict: 
· Samnites attacked a Lucanian ally of Rome. 
· Rome declared war. 
· [fetial laws, fetial priests] 
· fetial: divination re: declaration of war. 

· Romans had a hard time: fasti show multiple prorogations(=extension of imperium) from 297-290 BCE. 

· Battle of Sentinum 295 BCE [ Umbria]: another mother of all battles .

· Livy's account is detailed and shows some inconsistencies suggesting he had recourse to eyewitness accounts 
· Rome and allied armies-36,000 men-biggest war so far. Romans won with difficulty. [They had allied armies] 

· Batte of Sentinum sealed fate of Italy.

· Battle of Aquilonia 293 mopping up.

· After 295 Livy narrative ends (end of Book 10) and we rely on epitomes. 

· 290 BCE marks final subjugation of Samnites mopping up dribs and drabs in Umbria and Etruria until 264 BCE
· Third Samnite War Hero 
· Dentatus: 
another paradigm of simple farmer and brave consul and military hero 
· He refused a bribe from the Samnites: 
· Argued that he would rather eat turnips and that it was 
more honourable to conquer those who possessed gold than to own it oneself. 
· Enemy portrayed as greedy, and soft (luxury). 
· Austerity as metaphor of 
moral probity 
· Turnips are to good Roman men are what weaving is to good Roman women. 
· Dentatus helped win Third Samnite War

· Pyrrhic Wars and Unification of Italy Early 3rd c BCE.
· Greek cities of Magna Graecia are in decline 285 BCE Romans became involved here when Greek city of Thurii appealed to Rome for aid against the Lucanians (former allies of Rome).
· Thurii became a protectorate of Rome. 
· War broke out with the Greek city of Tarentum: 
· In coming to the aid of Thurii the Romans had entered Tarentine waters in contravention of an earlier treaty of 303 BCE. 

· The people of Tarentum sank several Roman ships, marched on Thurii and expelled the newly formed Roman garrison. 
· Pattern: aristocracy was on the side of the Romans. 
· People were hostile to Roman intervention. 

· People of Tarentum voted to appeal to King Pyrrhus of Epirus to come over and liberate them from Roman domination. 
· NB Plutarch is our main source Pyrrhus set out with 25,000 men and elephants. 
· Battles: Pyrrhic victories and a then defeat: 
· 280 Heraclea: Romans lost but inflicted heavy losses on the Greeks: Pyrrhic victory Pyrrhus offerred peace terms but Rome refused them. 
· 279 Ausculum another Pyrrhic victory for the Greeks. 
· 278 Pyrrhus goes down to Sicily to "liberate" the greeks from the Carthaginians: 
· Romans renewed treaty with Carthage (Polybius) against Pyrrhus 
· 275 Beneventum Romans defeat Pyrhhus and Greeks.

· Pyrrhus goes back to Greece and is killed when a roof tile falls on his head or (in alternate tradition in Hieronymous of Cardia) a woman drops a flower pot on his head! 
· Pyrhhus' invasion had triggered more rebellions among Samnites Lucanians and Bruttians. 

· Romans completely overrun all of Magna Graecia and subdue rebellions by 263. 

· Romans now ready to take on Carthage and western Mediterranean.

Constitution wrapup 
· Basic features of the Early Republic:
· Did it evolve into a democracy? no. 

· Ancient historians of Rome believed that it did (their idea of libertas versus the common man's idea). 

· 1. Familia: birth determined one's place in society. 

· 2. Status:. Status consciousness, coupled with familia, made social mobility to nobilitas more difficult. For newcomers, military success was the key to entry into elite.

· 3. Patronage: political success depended upon ability of a candidate to organize support. 

· a. Patronage represented a continuous moral commitment over generations. 

· b. Clients voted to achieve success for their patrons. 

· c. Though there were traditional (i.e., inherited) lines of support, the relationship was voluntary: one could find another patron, should the inherited one prove to be unsatisfactory.

4. Families and Patronage. 
· a.The few families that dominated the consulate formed and re-formed alliances with one another, alliances that were frequently cemented by marriage. 

· b.The result is that the leading families were all related to one another and worked together to exclude new-comers. 

· c. It is true that these men did not have any specific legal power beyond the office each held, but they ruled by authority.

· 5. Use of bribery; the function of the gift = "the art of the deal."

· 6. Religious obstruction was used to dissolve assemblies until the until the rural voters had returned home. 
· Used with an eye to the opinions of the masses, the rites and laws of augury and the authority of the college of augurs were manipulated by the senate maintained for the great political usefulness.

· 7. SENATE WAS ALL POWERFUL: 
· Because the assemblies became chaotic as Rome grew, and orbit of Roman world grew, all important issues were debated in the Senate, rather than before the people.

· By Age of Conquest we can define the Republic as a senatorial oligarchy

· Senate passed a series of Laws to arrogate more power and continuity to itself: How? 

· Lex Ovinia 339 gave senate life long membership only a censor induct or expell members Why? practical and ideological reasons senate wanted authority-control senatorial oligarchy but Roman world was more complicated, bigger; having senate do everything was more efficient than plebiscitary system (assembly and magistrate)

· Lex Genucia 342 something for people (consulship) but something for senate: no iteration (repeated tenure of same magistracy).

· The leaders of the plebeians were absorbed into the Senate. They no longer cared about protecting the rights of plebs. They were more concern with political ambitions.

· Senate itself was hierchichal, controlled by the elite of the senate. 
· a. The cursus: Roman politicians began their careers young, when the only thing that they could claim was descent. 

· b.Wealth: Political office was held without pay, but was costly for the office holder. Public benefactions were expected. 

· c. The Senate tried its members in legal disputes Political trials were common. Intruders and radical reformers could be removed from politics [nb by censor]before they became too dangerous.

· d.The Senate itself was controlled from within by a small elite that was able to dominate policymaking. 

· Those who had reached the consulate were the most powerful men in the state by virtue of the dignity they had won and the clients whose loyalty they commanded. They were said to have enobled their families; they were the nobles a plebeian who had done was a novus homo: a new man NOBLES, NEW NOBILITAS, NOVUS HOMO.

· 8. ASSEMBILIES PASSIVE AND CORRUPT. 
· The control of the assemblies was not in the hands of the people; comitiae were passive, not proactice or forums for debate like Greek demos Block voting: comitia centuriata timocratic.
· a. There were 193 blocks in the comitia centuriata (which declared war and elected the consuls: 

· b. The blocks themselves were not of equal size, but the citizens were so distributed through the centuries and tribes so as to favor wealth (timocratic) and age (that is to favor the more conservative elements in society). 

· c. As voting could only take place at Rome, it was difficult for the rural poor to exercise their right to vote. d, Even comitia tributa potential timocratic since less rural (more wealthy) tribes has more voting power.
· 9. Cultural trends: Age of Conquest. 
· 
· Re-exposure to Greek culture; 
· more urbanization 
· Rome on the eve of the Punic wars was more urban than the ancient (and modern) historians of Rome would have us believe. Why? 
· Paradigm of farmer, soldier, senator aristocrat: and who is writing history? 
· agrarian tradition of Rome modern outlooks have tended to believe ancient. 
· Rome was the new kid on the block so compared to other Greek cities.. she was sort of crude.
· New trends: 
· 
· first coinage (from Greeks). 
· latifundia (from Carthage) slave labor plantations, crop specialization for profit imports and exports (excavation Tiber island: black gloss ware). 
· First historiography;(from Greeks). 
· Lots of new cults (from Greeks).
First Punis Wars
  The Punic Wars and Roman Expansion throughout the Mediterranean: 
  Middle period of the Republic (264-133.) 
  Rome succeeds in expanding its power throughout the Mediterranean. 
    By the end of this period, Rome controls seven provinces: 
· Sicily 241 BCE. 
· Corsica/Sardinia 
· Nearer Spain 195 BCE 
· Farther Spain 195 BCE 
· Africa Vetus (i.e., Carthage and environs) 146 BCE 
· Macedonia 148 BCE 
· Asia (Asia Minor) 129 BCE
  These new territories increase Rome's wealth and military power. 
  Provide a base for the further extension of its economic, political, and military "influence" abroad. 
  Good at first but down the road the changes resulting from this rapid growth of Rome's wealth and power lead the Republic to collapse under its own weight. 
  Three wars against Carthage called Punic Wars: Punic Wars Punic= Phoenician in the west 
· 264-241: The First Punic War 
· [240-237 "Truceless" War] 
· 241-218 Events issues inter-bellos 
· Problems with piracy in area of Illyrian coast: 
· Problems with plebeian reformer Flaminius 
· Problems with Gauls north of PO.
· 218-201: The Second Punic War 
· 149-146: The Third Punic War 
· 
· Were the first and second Punic wars were difficult conflicts in which the Romans found themselves entangled against their will? 
· Or were they convenient excuses for the Romans to pursue their imperialistic designs? 
· The Third Punic War was a means for the Romans to wipe out Carthage once and for all, to their own benefit. 
· Who were the Carthaginians? 
· Carthage was economically and militarily a great power of the Hellenistic world; 
· It had not been conquered by Alexander the Great. 
· How had Carthage become an Empire? 
· Carthage was established as a Phoenician trading colony in ca. 816 BC? 
· Carthage had alway retained ties with her mother city Tyre in Phoenicia? 
· As Tyre began to weaken under attacks of Assyrians, Bablylonians and Persians, and to fall to Alexander in 332, Carthage became the new mother city. 
· As leader ot the Phoenician she began to occupy other areas in the western mediterranean in North Africa and Spain (Libya to Portugal). 
· Carthage began to create a powerful navy. 
· As an empire she treated her subjects badly; did not form alliances. Did not offer upward social mobility to subjects. 
· relied on mercenaries had short-sited imperialistic policies; intrusive trade policies. 
· Sources: Polybius scathing account of abuseive treatment of subjects Aristotle glowing account of totalitarian constitution, stability of government, passiveness of population? 
· suffets. 
· hundred (supreme court). 
· thirty (ex-officio hundred, executive branch). 
· no enfranchisement. 
· no manumission. 
· no vote. 
· When Romans began considering themselves worthy of world attention and competition, they began to resent Carthage.

  Long term causes of war: 
· xenophobia, disapproval of Carthaginian civilization; 
· Religion: Baal; Tanit; tophets (burial grounds); ; human sacrifices 
· Roman anti-Carthage pr. Carthaginian 
· disapproval of Phoenician political system; 
· resentment of Carthaginian trade policies: embargoes. 
· Trade Policies proprietary, embargoes Treaties (thanks to Polybius)
· Merchant party (exploration: Hanno) vs. war party (Barcids); 
  As Rome grew, Carthage started to get in the way of her plans; proprietary trade rules; embargos. 
   The First Punic War (264-241 B.C.): 
  Theater of War : Sicily 
  What were the causes of the first punic war? 
· short term: 
· 1. In 285 B.C., a bunch of Samnite mercenaries, the Mamertines, take over the Sicilian Greek city of Messana 
· Mamertine hadbeen working for Agathokles tyrant king of Syracuse 
· When he died in 289 they went on a rampage 
· 2. The Messanian Greeks appeal to Syracuse; 
· 3. In 265 B.C., a Syracusan expedition under Hiero II [aspiring tyrant king of Syracuse] almost dislodges the Mamertines. 
· Hiero wanted to "liberate" Greeks from Mamertines for political gain [elevation to throne]. 
· 4. The Mamertines appeal to Carthage; 
· A Carthaginian garrison is established in Messina 
· 4. The Mamertines panic and switch sides; 
· They fear Carthaginian won't leave Messana. 
· 5. They send an embassy to Rome appealing for help and alliances. 
· 6. In the meantime when they ask Carthaginians to leave they do. 
  Tradition is full of puzzling inconsistencies and unlikely details. 
· The Romans were luke warm about forging an alliance which would lead to war. 
· Conservative oligracy objected, although some senators had vested interest in protecting Mamertines. 
· Some had concerns about Roman authority (and trade rights) in Siciliy (NB Rome's backyard now) with Messana falling out of Roman control to Carthage.
  The sources report: Ambivalent senate put it to the people; 
· People wanted an alliance with the Mamertines and voted for it, which means war. 
· The senate went along with the popular vote in the end(?) 
· Motives for people voting for the alliance? 
· land hunger? 
· grain? 
  264 Rome declared war on Carthage in aiding the Mamertines. 
  Carthage reacted by re-mobilizing into action; 
  More questions: 
· what were Mamertines doing for the 20 yrs between Agathokles death and the attack on Messana? 
· What about tradition of Messanians asking Carthage to leave and then after asking Rome for help, the departure of Carthaginians?
· The War
· 264 At Messana the Romans prevailed. 
· 
· Hiero (by now king of Syracuse)went over to the Roman side. 
· More Questions: 
· Who was the aggressor? 
· Did Rome break the so-called Treaty of Philinus of 306, in entering Sicilian waters? 
· Polybius says the treaty never existed.
· Did Carthage break Treaty of 272 by trying to take over Tarentum? 
· Livy says yes, but there is no evidence that such a treaty existed. 
· 263 Rome takes control of Agrigentum: makes it a subject.
· Corvus : The Invention of Corvus 
· Since they knew that they could never match the skill of the Carthaginian crews and commanders, the Romans turned to technology to even the odds: 
· They equipped their ships with a gang-plank, with hooks attached at the far end. (The device was known as the "raven" [*corvus]. Rather than attempting to match the naval skills of their opponents, the Roman captains would merely ram an enemy ship and send this gangplank crashing down on its deck, where its hook would attach the two vessels firmly together. 
· This allowed the Roman marines to cross over onto the enemy vessel and engage in hand-to-hand combat, at which they were quite adept.
· 259: Roman victories Mylae and Sardinia: 
· The next major engagement occurred in 259 off the coast of Mylae (in northeast Sicily). 
· The Roman fleet of 140 ships confronted a Carthaginian fleet of 130. 
· Thanks to the corvi and in part to overconfidence on the part of the Carthaginians, the Romans emerged victorious, sinking or capturing 50 Carthaginian ships. 
· This victory gave the Romans temporary supremacy at sea and allowed them to consider taking the war into Carthaginian territory. 
· 259 The Romans won a second sea battle near Sardinia.
· 
· 
· Invasion of Africa 256-255:disaster.
· Confident on account of these victories the Romans decided to take the war to Africa and finish things off. 
· In 256 the consul M. Atilius Regulus landed in Carthage with a modest force and defeated the Carthaginians in a land battle. 
· Carthage entered into peace negotiations. 
· However the Romans proposed such unreasonable demands that the Carthaginians resumed hostilities; 
· 
· In 255 With the aid of a Spartan military commander named Xanthippus, and nearly wiped out Regulus' force. 
· 
· Many Roman disasters at sea: thanks to the corvus and incompetant naval commanders A Roman fleet sent to reinforce Regulus' troops won a successful engagement with the Carthaginians and rescued the remainder of his men; but a storm on their return voyage destroyed some 250 of their ships, leaving a mere 80. 
· Regulus became a Roman paradigm of the nobility of failure. 
· According to the tradition he had been captured but was allowed to return to Rome to sue for peace on behalf of the Carthaginians.
· Carthaginians hoped to use Regulus' captured troops ( 500 in number) as hostages to compel the Romans to favorable terms. 
· Rather than act as an agent for the enemy, he marched into the Senate, ignoring his wife and family, declared that peace was never to be negotiated on such terms, then insisted on returning to Carthage to die with his men.
· 
· 255-47 hard times: "War in Sicily." 
· The theater of war from now on is the waters around Sicily; 
· Romans have a series of further set-backs: 
· Appius Claudius Pulcher [cos 254] terrible naval defeat in trying to blockade Lilybaeum. 
· 247 low point for Rome: Hamilcar Barca theatens Roman interests in Sicily 
· But luckily for Rome: 244 Carthaginian navy was caput: Carthaginians had tanked. 
· Carthage under new leadership [Hanno] focused inward on agriculture and growth in Africa 
· 243-242: Romans raise monies, get rid of the corvus. 
· 241 Lutatius Catulus cos. Successfully blockades Lillybaeum around Aegates Islands. 
· Conclusiosn, aftermath: NB War was not won decisively. 
· This is reflected in easy peace terms: 
· Peace: Treaty of Lutatius 241 BC. 
· Peace negotiations were opened and this time the Romans' terms were accepted. 
· The sheer "stick-to-itiveness"of the Romans had won the day ¿ that, and their superior resources (system of alliances: the gift that keeps on giving). 
· Unlike the Carthaginians (who relied on mercenaries), the Romans were repeatedly able to call up fresh troops, despite their numerous losses. 
· The forests of Italy provided them with ready access to the material needed to rebuild their fleets. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]In all, the Romans lost some 600 ships in the course of the war, an enormous number by ancient standards. 
· Peace of Lutatius terms imposed upon Carthage: 
· Withdrawal from Sicily, which now became the first of Rome's provinces: 
· Province: a region of independent city-states, each of which potentially had its own independent government, its own traditions, and its own particular relation with Rome, but all of which were compelled to pay tribute to Rome and to submit to the authority of a Roman provincial administration. 
· A Roman governor was appointed annually to oversee this administration usually one of the consuls or praetors of the previous year, who was invested with imperium and therefore enjoyed the same powers and authority as a military commander in the field. 
· Lex Heironica: tribute (tithe) paid by subjects to Rome. 
· Other treaty terms: indeminity reduce navy.

Truceless Second Punic Wars

· Barcids 
· 1 Hamilcar Barca 
· 2 Hasdrubal (son in law of #1) 
· 3Hannibal 
· 4Hasdrubal Barca 
· Scipionic Circle 
· 1Publius Cornelius Scipio 
· 2 Gnaeus Scipio 
· 3(Publius Cornelius) Scipio Africanus son of #1 
· 4 Lucius Aemilius Paullus Pydna 169 
· 5 Scipio Aemilianus 146 Carthage; 134 Numantia son of #4 and adopted grandson of #3.
· Truceles War 240-237.
· After the truce, mercenaries in Carthage revolted due to lack of pay, further weakening Carthage's position. 
· The mercenaries revolted and the rebellion spread to other subjects; 
· The rebels fled to Sardinia as Hamilcar Barca began to quell the rebellion and asked for Rome's protection. 
· Rome agreed, turning against Carthage but then turned against the rebels, as well. 
· When the rebels on Sardinia became embroiled in a dispute with the local population, the Romans used it as an excuse to seize both Sardinia and Corsica, 
· Islands came to be administered jointly as the second of Rome's provinces: 
· Sardinia 227.
· The Carthaginians were in no condition to contest this action, but it added to their bitterness against Rome.


· 241-218 BC Years between the wars: 3 main problems: 
· #1) agitation for social and political reform on the part of plebeian tribune Gaius Flaminius. 
· Farmers had been hurt hard by Punic wars. 
· Had lost farms and were destitute. 
· Latifundia also put them out of work grievances: debt and land hunger 
· Tribune for 232 Gaius Flaminius: popular reform minded. 
· He forced through concilium plebis without auctoritas patrum: 
· Lex Flaminia: 
· provision for distribution of ager gallicus (public land-ager publicus north of the Po. NB anticipates Gracchi.

· #2) Gaulish aggression north of Po and desire of Romans (Flaminius) to expand there to obtain ager Gallicus for settlement through conquest and annexation. 
225-222: Roman conquest of Northern Italy in face of Gaulish agression. 
· Polybius: caused by Lex Flaminia but Gauls had been making trouble long before this. 
· Romans defeat Gauls at Cape Telemon and Clastidium. 
· Flaminius made cos in 225 
· Censorship of Flaminius 220 Latin colonies in Cremona and Placentia, via Flaminia etc. 
· Reform of Comitia tributa 
· Reform of Comitia Centuriata? 
· even distribution of voting units to all five classes? 
· doesn't look like it 
· 218 Lex Claudia: 
· attempt by people/equestrians to challenge senatorial oligarchy: senators could not operate ships large enough to engage in international trade. 
· It was so easy to circumvent, and trade so beneath senators' dignity in any case (they used clients) that the senate let the law be passed.

· #3) Piracy in eastern Adriatic and Kingdom of Illyria (coastal Croatia, Bosnia, Montenegro and northern Albania): 
· Piracy in eastern Mediterranean and eastern Adriatic was going unchecked because of declining authority of Greek navies. 
· This compromised and threatened Roman trade interests in these areas. 
· 230 Romans send embassy to Illyria to complain. 
· Dismissal by queen Teuta impelled Romans to send fleet to dicipline Illyrians at Corfu. 
· Naval battles (Demetrios of Pharos commanded on behalf of Illyrians) at Corfu, Apollonia and Dyrrhacium; 
· Romans victors. Illyrians sued for peace but broke terms. Romans took Pharos etc. 
· Demetrios fled to Macedonia NB Nothing really resolved when Second Punic War broke out: would lead to 1st Macedonian "War" 
· 
· TIMELINE 
· 218 Seige and Fall of Saguntum 
· Italy 
· 218 Battle of Ticinus 
· 218 BCE Battle of Trebia 
· 217BC: Battle of Trasimene 
· Fabian Tactics 
· 216 BC Cannae defeat 
· 215-209 BCE Wars to retake Magna Graecia & Sicily 
· Macedonia
so-called First Macedonian War 214-205 "victory" 
· Spain 
· 211 Battle of Ilipa (Spain): death of Elder Scipios) defeat 
· 210 Scipio African in Spain victories army reforms 
· Baecula 208 (Hasdrubal escapes to Italy) 
· Baetis 206 
· 208/207 Battle of Metaurus:(death Hasdubal) victory 
· Africa 
· 204 War in Africa (collusion with Numidians) 
· 202 Battle of Zama 
· The Second Punic War (218-201) 
· Long Term cause: 
· Jealousy re: Carthaginian recovery; 
· Hatred of Hannibal (Livy) 
· Carthage began to get back on its feet again. 
· Under the general Hamilcar (238-228) and his son-in-law Hasdrubal (228-221) it turned to Spain in an effort to open a new realm for trade. 
· Nb: (Sicily and the central Mediterranean now being firmly in the Roman sphere). 
· Treaty of Ebro 221 
· In 221, Hamilcar's son Hannibal (246-183) assumed control of the Carthaginian forces in Spain, by which time the territory under Carthaginian control extended north to the river Ebro. Treaty stipulated the Ebro be the dividing line between the Roman and Carthaginian spheres of influence in the region. 
· Barcid dynasty controlled Spain south of Ebro River. 
· Short term cause of Second Punic War: "Saguntum Affair" and misunderstanding of Treaty of Ebro. 
· Again, a local, puzzling dispute prompted the war. 
· 221 BCE: civil discord in Saguntum (on the east coast of Spain) led Hannibal in 219 to lay siege to the city. 
· Saguntum, which was an ally of Rome (but how if it was south of the Ebro?)asked Rome for help. 
· The Romans were too busy in Illyria to respond. 
· When Saguntum fell in 218, the Senate sent an embassy to Carthage demanding that Hannibal be surrendered for punishment. 
· When this demand was rejected, Rome declared war on Carthage
· What do we really know about the circumstances leading up to the war? 
· How could Saguntum, south of Ebro, be an ally of Rome? 
· What was an ally of Rome doing in Carthaginian territory? 
· Who was to blame? 
· Romans or Hannibal?

· Rome sent two legions to Spain under the consul for 218 BCE: 
· P. Cornelius Scipio,
· Two others to Africa under the other consul Sempronius Longus. 
· They expected a repeat of the First Punic War: 
· Keep Hannibal in Spain, take the battle to Carthage and force both an end to the war and a Carthaginian withdrawal from Spain. 
· Instead of waiting to be engaged in Spain, Hannibal made a daring march through the Alps (April-September, 218) and took the war into Italy. 
· Hannibal's success as a general was due to his speed, daring, and surprising tactics. 
· The march was difficult . 
· Hannibal's forces were under constant attack by hostile Celtic tribes and had to deal with wintry conditions (including avalanches) and very rough terrain. 
· The expedition assumed the status of myth, with tales of Hannibal dissolving boulders with vinegar in order to allow his exotic army of elephants to pass, etc. 
· These stories reflect the terror that Hannibal inspired, quite deliberately, among the Romans during the course of the war. 
· It is likely that this maneuver cost Hannibal as many as 20,000 men out of an original 46,000. 
· But he set up HQ in Transpadanian Italy and got lots of Gauls to fight for him 
· Hannibal almost forced the Romans to capitulate, thanks to his skill as a general and overconfidence and incompetence on the part of Rome's military leaders. 
· Hannibal planned destory the Roman system of alliances, get allies over the Carthaginian side;
destroy Roman agricultures etc 
· Hannibal almost forced the Romans to capitulate, thanks to his skill as a general and overconfidence and incompetence on the part of Rome's military leaders 
· Hannibal's Objectives 
· i. Distract Romans from crossing over to Carthage. 
· ii. Get allies over the Carthaginian side 
(hope Rome would be forced to make peace). 
· iii. Destroy Roman agriculture 
· 
· In reponse to Hannibal¹s strategy, Scipio split his troops in two, leaving part of them to maintain order in Spain and cut off any possible line of supply for Hannibal from that end. 
· He himself directed the remaining troops back the way they had come, hoping to intercept Hannibal before he could descend into Italy;
· Scipio also recalled Sempronius and his troops. (Thus Hannibal had achieved his first objective, preventing the Romans' intention to attack Carthage.)
Battles:
· #1 Battle of Ticinus (tributary of Po) 
· Scipio was wounded and rescued on the field son Scipio Africanus 
· 
· #2 218 BC Battle of Trebia: Roman defeat 
· Crossing the river Trebia (in northern Italy), Scipio's and Sempronius' combined forces attacked Hannibal just as he descended from the Alps. 
· They were taken by surprise when Hannibal employed hidden reserves to attack their flanks Cut off by river the Romans lost about 75. 
· The victory gave Hannibal access to Italy and encouraged the Gauls to flock to his cause. 
· The Romans hoped to block Hannibal's path south, but left a key pass unguarded. 
· When they pursued him, he took them by surprise as they were marching along the shore of Lake 
· #3 Battle of Trasimene 217BC: virtually wiped out Romans . 
· NB Flaminius as consul commanded (2nd illegal cos.) and died fighting. 
· 
· Hannibal had hoped to foment an uprising among the allies of Rome. 
· This did not happen: notone Roman ally went over to hiscause. 
· Although unopposed in Italy, Hannibal had no base for supplies and no defensive stronghold to use as a base. 
· With what was still a relatively modest force, and no firm lines of supply, he moved south into Apulia and Campania to begin a war of attrition: 
· 
· If he could continue his military successes, Rome could not mount an expedition against Carthage and would soon be confronted with enough domestic discontent to sue for peace. 
· 

· Fabius Cunctator -the delayer: Fabian Tactics 
· Meanwhile the terrified Romans resorted to a dictatorship: 
· Q. Fabius Maximus assumed the command against Hannibal. 
· He choose the same strategy of attrition, to hound Hannibal's forces and keep them foraging for supplies. 
· At one point he cornered Hannibal, 
· Hannibal is reported to have escaped during the night by sending out a herd of oxen with torches attached to their horns. They mislead the Romans while his forces departed by another route. 
· Fabius' strategy (Fabian tactics) was the way to go , but it was unpopular. 
· It offended the Roman sense of self: to allow an undermanned foreign enemy free rein within Italy itself was disgraceful and smacked of cowardice. 
· 
Fabius was recalled in 216 and replaced by L. Aemilius Paullus and C. Terrentius Varro. 
· NB Fabius is reverse of Regulus: 
· Fabius succeeds but is condemned for being unmanly; 
· Regulus allows his army to be wiped out, but is heriozed for his willingness to face death — and allow his men to die! — with the dignity and honor.
· #5 Battle of Cannae 216 BC 
· Under fresh command, the Roman troops immediately took on Hannibal at Cannae (in Apulia), 
· 50,000 Roman forces against a slightly smaller Carthaginian contingent of 40,000. Again, 
· Hannibal managed to outflank the Romans and virtually annihilated their army.

Critical years 
· Once again Italy was left unprotected. 
· At this point various cities of southern Italy did begin to join Hannibal's cause, the most important being Capua. 
· Worse, other powers began to see the opportunities afforded by the Romans' weakness, raising the specter of a much broader conflict. 
· First Macedonian "War" 215-205 
· A new threat was posed by Philip of Macedon, because he had entered into an alliance with Carthage following the Roman disaster at Cannae. 
· Romans had to send in fleet to prevent him from bringing aid to Hannibal: 
· To ensure that Philip could not look abroad, the Romans conducted a series of raids on Philip's strongholds in Greece proper. Rome made alliance with Aetolian League which helped out. 
· Wars over allegiance of aallies in Magna Graecia Hannibal had taken the city of Tarentum in 212, but soon the allies turned against him and went back over to Rome. 
· Wars were waged by M. Claudius Marcellus 214-210 Capua fell to the Romans in 211; Syracuse 210 Tarentum was recaptured in 209. 
· NB critical years for Rome 215-207 Macedonians, Italian Greeks and Carthaginians versus Rome. Biggest threat was posed by Syracuse. 
· Although the tyrant king Hiero had remained a staunch ally of Rome, his son Hieronymous decided to go with Hannibal following Cannae. Hieronymous was assassinated before he could act on his intentions, but the puppet government in Syracuse refused to help Rome. 
· It took four years to get Syracuse back "on track" (on Rome's side) (Syracuse was inpenatrable, in large part due to the cunning war machinery contrived by the mathematician Archimedes)

· Spain and the Ascendancy of Scipio Africanus: 
· His father, the elder Scipio, had been given the initial command in Spain. 
· NB Following the disaster at Trebia the elder Scipios had had the task of keeping Hasdrubal engaged in battles to make sure that no reinforcements could be provided Hannibal from that region. 
· 211 The elder Scipios were killed in Battle of Ilorci (Spain) 
· 210 Son of Publius Scipio Africanus was given command to reestablish Roman authority finish off Carthaginisns 
and Spanish in Spain 
· Scipio Africanus campaigns in Spain: 
· 208 Battle of Baetica: 
· Scipio Africanus Defeats Carthaginians but Hasrasbul Barca escapes: 
· Africanus is criticized for this
reveals ambivalence of Senate
· Luckily the Romans were able this time to intercept Hasdrubal Barca in itally at the Metaurus River: 
· 207 Battle of Metaurus: 
· Hannibal's brother Hasdrubal was defeated and killed. 
· The Romans had been able to follow his plans thanks to the interception of communication between Hasdrubal and his brother Hannibal. 
· The defeat of Hasdrubal was a serious blow to Carthage. 
· It meant the fall of Spain. 
· It meant the end of support and back-up for Hannibal who was stuck in Apulia 
· It freed Scipio [Africanus] to undertake operations elsewhere. 
· Scipio wanted to command in Africa to finish the war. 
· Senate grudgingly gave him command: people wanted it. 
· He was only 25 at this time and had held no office above that of aedile 
· i.e. a privatus: he had been neither praetor nor consul and therefore did not have proconsular or propraetorian imperium. 
· Reveals: 
· i.the popularity of the Scipios (war heroes) 
· ii. the waning authority of the Senate in the wake of the numerous disasters for which it had borne responsibility in the course of the war. 
· iii. Fact that the people could undertake to ignore tradition in this way anticipate trends of late Republic. 
· Senate gave him permission to campaign in Africa but only gave him what remained of legions which had sat out war in Sicily.
· Wealthy patroness of Scipio was Busa, who had nursed survivors of Cannae back to health. 
· Busa donated money to Scipio's war chest. 
· Africanus' wife Tertia Aemilia raised monies for the war chest through dotal contributions. 
· She also assisted in importation of cult of Magna Mater.
· Scipio had charismatic personality: 
· He promoted himself as a favorite of Jupiter Capitolinus and the savior of Rome's fortunes. 
· He undertook a drastic reform of the troops in Spain 
· Subjected them to rigorous training designed to bring them up to the standard of Hannibal's forces. 
· He also reorganized their methods of fighting 
· He divided his forces into three independent lines in order to give them greater flexibility. 
· Re-outfitted them with Spanish blades of the sort employed by their opponents. 
· After training his forces in 204 Scipio took the war to Africa. 
· The Carthaginians sued for peace in 203 (to buy time) 
· The Romans were more excessive in their terms. 
· Hannibal was recalled to Africa and rejected all terms for peace. 
202 Hannibal defeated in Battle of Zama 
· Peace was established in 201. 
· Subjugation of Carthaginian outposts in Spain led to establishment of two new provinces: 
· Nearer and Farther Spain 
195 BCE. 
· Treaty of Zama 202: 
· Conditions were harsher: 
· i. indemnity 
· ii. get out of Spain (big gain for Rome natural resources) 
· iii. no waging war without Rome's permission 
(Carthage was essentially to be treated like a "hostile ally") 
· iv. reduce navy.
· Outcome of War 
· i.Rome sufferred heavy losses 
· ii.Hannibal had trashed Italy 
· (NB Romans had had to practice scortched-earth policies.) 
· iii. Subsistence farmer really hurting. 
· but...Rome gained: 
· iv. Wealth and Resources (Spain) 
· v. Control of Western Mediterranean 
· vi. She was now ready to take on the eastern mediterranean
  By 206 Spain was under Scipio's control 
NB mimicked Hannibal's tactics. 
  In 205 he was elected consul (by-passed the formality of serving as praetor) and moved to take the war to Africa. 
  He was opposed by Senate: Rome and its allies were exhausted, physically, emotionally, and financially, while Hannibal was still in Italy . 
  When the Senate hesitated, he went before the popular assembly and got the pople to support war: revenge against Carthage. 
  Fearing loss of control, the Senate proposed a compromise: 
  Scipio was given command of two legions stationed in Sicily and the authority to employ them in an expedition against Carthage. 
    After training his forces in 204 Scipio took the war to Africa. 
· Scipio Africanus colluded with Numidian prince Massinisss to support Romans against Carthaginians. 
  The Carthaginians sued for peace in 203 (to buy time) 
  Once again the Romans were excessive in their terms. 
  Hannibal was recalled to Africa and rejected all terms for peace. 
· 202 Hannibal was defeated at the battle of Zama and peace was finally established in 201. 
· 
· The subjugation of the Carthaginian outposts in Spain led to the establishment of two new provinces there 
  Nearer and Farther Spain 195 BCE. 
    Treaty of Zama 202: 
  conditions were harsher: 
  indemnity
get out of Spain (big gain for Rome natural resources) 
  no waging war without Rome's permission and reduce navy. 
  Rome sufferred heavy losses and Hannibal had managed to trash Italy 
  (NB Romans had to practice scortched-earth policies.) 
  Subsistence farmer really hurting. 

