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Based on a critical discussion of the available ancient sources, analyse the reasons that resulted in the Second Punic War.
To be able to understand the reasons that resulted from the second Punic war, from ancient sources you must first being to realise that most of ancient sources available to us are not in fact from the exact period. An example of this would be both from the works of Livy and Polybius. Although they are perhaps the most credible sources that we have, they are still going to be giving accounts on events which happened while neither of them were in fact alive. This poses some difficulty, however, it is most likely that both Polybius and Livy used sources from the time which are no longer available. But this does, however, mean that it is impossible to validate the sources which they have used, which in turn again affects the credibility. 
One of the possible reasons which could have contributed to the start of the second Punic War, might have been Hannibal’s outright hatred of Rome.
 A prime example of this hatred can be found in the form of the oath of which Hannibal took at the age of nine.
 Both Livy and Polybius, mention this oath which Hannibal supposedly took.
 Polybius, however, goes into greater detail than Livy. With Livy merely stating that Hannibal almost begged his Father into taking him to Spain with him, upon which he took up the oath “he would show himself the enemy of Rome”.
Whereas Polybius goes into greater detail about the whole ritual, as the account given by Polybius is presented at the least as an actual account from Hannibal himself.
 This, although not certainly known, gives Polybius’ account greater credibility than that of Livy. However, it should also be noted that both Polybius and Livy are giving second hand accounts, as neither of them were alive during this period. But yet again Polybius being the more recent to the time, again is perceived with more credibility. Regardless, both accounts highlight the fact that Hannibal has a strong hatred of Rome from an early age, as both agree that Hannibal was only nine at the time of the alleged oath.
 This deep rooted hatred, almost a form of brainwashing, could have arguably caused Hannibal to act the way he did in terms of aggression towards Roman allies in Spain, such as Saguntum. Which under the peace terms of the ‘First Punic war’ was to remain a free city.
 There is also evidence from modern scholars which references this supposed oath. Hoyos, being one whom although acknowledges that oath is mentioned, he roots it more towards Roman tradition rather than actual fact the event took place.
 However, it could be argued that he doesn’t directly dismiss the possibility of an event such as Hannibal’s oath took place.
 
It could be argued that this oath, one of which caused Hannibal to have a fanatical hate towards Rome, would have caused him to seek war with Rome were ever possible.
 So when presented with the city of Saguntum, a free city under the protection of Rome, it gave Hannibal the perfect opportunity to draw Rome out into another war. The background which surrounds the significance of Saguntum comes from the end of the ‘First Punic war’. By which anything south of the river Ebro, was under the influence of Carthage and anything north was under the influence of Rome.
However, Richardson, believes that the Romans are in fact the only ones who recognise this separation of Spain in terms of the river Ebro.
 Richardson argues that the Carthage, didn’t acknowledge these boundaries as they had not been formally agreed upon by the government which ruled Carthage at the time.
 This would, however, lend favour to Carthage as now in their eyes they have no physical restrictions to stop any further expansion in Spain. So you could argue that the reason Carthage denies the relevance or even the existence of this party of the treaty, is to in fact further its expansion in Spain rather than looking to have a war with Rome. On the other hand, the evidence that suggests that Hannibal was in fact looking to antagonise Rome into war by attacking Saguntum.
 Polybius helps bring to light the intentions of Hannibal in this case, as he suggests that Hannibal wanted to avoid a serious conflict with the people of Saguntum until he was ready for one.
 As Hannibal did not want to give the Romans a just reason for a war whilst the rest of Spain was not securely in the hands of Carthage.
 This does, however, suggest that although at the current time he was not looking for a war with Rome, he was in fact planning for one. Seeking a strategic advantage in Spain before pressing onwards towards Saguntum.
This also suggests that Hannibal saw Saguntum as his next target for expansion, which we subsequently cause Rome to declare war on Carthage to protect its ally.
Livy also highlights the idea that an attack on Saguntum would inevitably draw Rome to arms in the defence of its ally.
But Livy also states that Hannibal understood the strategic importance of making it seem at the very least that Saguntum was not his intended target, as not to draw any attention from Rome.
 The similarities in sauce material between Livy and Polybius here could be because, Livy based some of his work of that of Polybius, taking Polybius as a reliable historian of the period which has been seen in other areas of Livy’s work but not directly referenced by Livy in this section. However, this reason for the similarities might not be the case but it should not be ruled out.
Rome’s initial reaction to the whole Saguntum affair could argue that its relevance to the start of the second Punic war has been overplayed. As Polybius states, even though the people of Saguntum had been sending ambassadors, Rome’s reaction seemed somewhat lacklustre. With Polybius even saying “the Romans disregarded their words” showing that Rome showed very little interest into what was going on in Spain at this time.
However, Livy states that the Roman reaction to pleas of help from Saguntum was received very differently, with Rome sending commissioners to Spain to speak with Hannibal and to warn him that if he continued with his actions in Spain then Rome would act.
But according to Livy before these commissioners could be dispatched the siege of Saguntum had already begun.
This, however, directly contrasts with Polybius’s account. As Polybius states that Rome did in fact dispatch commissioners whom were received in “New Town” or Carthago Nova.
 They had then been able to deliver a message from Rome, warning them to stay away from Saguntum as it fell under the protection of Rome. He then goes on to state Hannibal’s response being fuelled by his “hatred of Rome”.
 Which again shows relevance to the oath that Hannibal had taken, and the way it affected the cause of the Second Punic war. As you could argue that Hannibal’s blind rage and dislike of Rome prevented him from seeking a diplomatic resolution but instead seek only war with Rome.

Overall, will reference to the two most prominent ancient historians of the period, Livy and Polybius, the evidence seems to heavily point towards Hannibal’s personal hatred of Rome and also his general attitude to diplomatic affairs with Rome as the main cause for the Second Punic war. As it can easily be argued that without Hannibal’s aggression towards Saguntum the Second Punic war may not have ever started. You could also argue that if Polybius is correct about the commissioners meeting with Hannibal, then Hannibal’s aggression is in fact the soul factor and cause of the second Punic war, as he was unable to reach any sort of logical diplomatic solution.
 However, you could also argue that even if Hannibal had not sieged Saguntum, Rome with its increasing imperialistic ambitions would have found another reason for war with Carthage, and if you take Livy’s account of the commissioners, this further supports the idea that Rome wanted to bait Hannibal into a war. Welcoming his aggression which gave Rome a ‘just’ reason for war with Carthage as they had both disrespected a treaty and also declared war upon a Roman ally.

Bibliography 

Polybius, Histories. Evelyn, S. (trans.). 1889. London, New York. Macmillan
.
Titus Livius (Livy), The History of Rome, Book 21 Rev. Canon Roberts, Ed.

A Companion to the Punic Wars, 2015, Dexter Hoyos.

Hispaniae : Spain and the development of Roman imperialism, 218-82 BC, 2004, John Stuart Richardson, Cambridge, Cambridge university press Cambridge university press.

� Liv. 21 1, Plb. 3.11


� Liv. 21 1, Plb. 3.11


� Liv. 21 1, Plb. 3.11


� Liv. 21 1


� Plb. 3.11


� Liv. 21 1, Plb. 3.11


� Liv. 21 2


� Hoyos, 2010 233-234


� Hoyos, 2010 233-234


� Liv. 21 1, Plb. 3.11


� Richardson, 2004 25-26


� Richardson, 2004 25


� Richardson, 2004 25


� Plb. 3.14


� Plb. 3.14


� Plb. 3.14


� Plb. 3.14


� Plb. 3.14


� Liv. 21 5


� Liv. 21 5


� Plb. 3.15


� Liv. 21 6


� Liv. 21 6


� Plb. 3.15


� Plb. 3.15


� Plb. 3.11


� Plb. 3.15


� Liv. 21 6






