Critically consider how accurate the notion is that Rome’s Indian Ocean trade harmed the Empire’s economy.
Indian ocean trade helped link Romans with goods from India, Africa and Arabia.[footnoteRef:1] Indian Ocean trade boomed during the reign of Augustus as trade on such a large scale was not possible due to uneasiness with the east in the Republican period.[footnoteRef:2] Fitzpatrick believes that Rome trading across the Red Sea with Eastern India 'accelerated markedly'.[footnoteRef:3] Indian Ocean trade is well discussed among scholarship.[footnoteRef:4] There is some controversy among scholarship of the use of the word luxury to describe some of the items that were traded, as some of the products such as spices were used for religious purposes and others were used in medicine.[footnoteRef:5] Thorley describes the products exchanged as the 'necessities of life' rather than luxury items suggesting that Roman citizens would not be able to cope without them.[footnoteRef:6] Indian ocean trade was important and India is referred to by Casson as 'Rome's twin lines of trade in the East' with the other line of trade being with east Arica, this suggests it was just as important as trade that happened within the Roman empire.[footnoteRef:7] Fitzpatrick suggests that the relationship between Rome and the East can be seen as an early form of 'globalisation'.[footnoteRef:8]  [1:  Young. 2001:Xiii]  [2:  Strabo. 2.5.12 Thorley. 1969:209;212; Warmington. 2014:5]  [3:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:31]  [4:  Young. 2001:1]  [5:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:33;Warmington. 2014:180]  [6:  Thorley. 1969:209]  [7:  Casson. 1980:21]  [8:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:28] 

There are many debates among scholars about Indian ocean trade, with arguments about if the trade network damaged or improved the economy. Fitzpatrick believes that Indian Ocean trade is well discussed by the ancient writers.[footnoteRef:9] However this is argued against by Young who believes that there were few ancient writings from the time but there is plenty of ‘other material’ such as archaeological evidence.[footnoteRef:10] There are a wide variety of views from scholars about Roman trade with the east. Young presents some of the conflicting opinions about Roman trade with the east. Young has made a detailed study of Rome's international trade and policy from 31BC to Ad305. In His book he looks at Trade with India, Africa and Arabia. He makes some contradictory points but overall, he argues that the Indian Ocean trade, far from harming the Roman economy, in fact boosts it. Young makes statements about taxes and the Roman empire to show and analyse the complicated nature of the roman economy and trade before making a final and overall judgement.[footnoteRef:11] Fitzpatrick comments that Young's work 'neatly foregrounds the role of markets in creating and sustaining transcontinental linkages between Rome, Africa and Asia'.[footnoteRef:12] Pliny and Tactius put forward the arguments that trade with the east harmed the Roman economy due to the overspending on unnecessary luxuries with the riches of Rome being sent to India and Africa. They were worried about a trade deficit because of the vast amounts of gold going to India and the East. However this may have just been against their more stoic lifestyles that disagreed with excess and extravagance.[footnoteRef:13] It is noted that Pliny and Tacitus provide the most credible sources for eastern trade.[footnoteRef:14] Charlesworth and Mclaughlin reason that Pliny makes a good source as he had access to information about trade such as the ‘bullion exports from Roman tax records’ due to his political position.[footnoteRef:15] The Periplus is an anonymous source that details the taxes and imports of Roman trade and Charlesworth believes it was written by Arrian.[footnoteRef:16]Most of the information about export comes from the Periplus, it tells about the exports from Rome to India by sea.[footnoteRef:17]  [9:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:28-29]  [10:  Young. 2001:5]  [11:  Young. 2001:201]  [12:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:30]  [13:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:32; Warmington 2014:180]  [14:  Young. 2001:202]  [15:  McLaughlin. 2014:3; Charlesworth. 2016:XV]  [16: Charlesworth. 2016:XV]  [17:  Warmington. 2014:261] 

The Indian Ocean trade network helped the Roman economy and contributed to it. The words of Pliny and Tacitus are exaggerated, for their own personal gain which was that they disagreed with excessive lifestyles and believed that the money going to the east was a waste. However, the money that was spent on Eastern goods helped to contribute to making the Roman economy powerful. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Roman writers of the period were beginning to show concern about the amount of luxury that was being imported and the amount of coinage leaving the empire. Pliny the Elder was concerned about the amount of money going to the east and remarked that there were fifty million sesterces leaving the empire and going to India.[footnoteRef:18] Fitzpatrick notes that Pliny's writings maybe not be concerned with the economic downfall of the Roman elite for buying such goods but instead about 'the ethical connotations of particular Eastern commodities for adherents to the luxury' in relation to Stoicism from some of the Roman elite. Those who practised Stoicism, such as Pliny, may have had a problem with the extravagant products and not the quantity of trade.[footnoteRef:19] This might explain the stance of Pliny on the import of luxury goods, as they did not believe on the extravagant spending. Even if the Roman writers believed that the Indian Ocean trade would bring about financial ruin, the elite still bought Eastern goods and the economy was strong. Young remarks that he does not believe Pliny's figures fully show the amount of money spent on trade at this time. However, they do show a worry about the volume of Roman trade but Young does not believe there was a real danger to the Roman economy.[footnoteRef:20] There were gold and silver mines in the Roman empire which would have provided more than enough gold and silver to the empire and would have been taxable.[footnoteRef:21] Tiberius, also shared Pliny’s concern and he ‘stated in a letter to the senate that currency was being exported to pay for precious stones’.[footnoteRef:22] There were 'hoards' of Augustan coins discovered in Southern India.  However, Thorley remarks that not all of these coins may be from the time of Augustus and instead suggests that 'coins are used long after the date of minting' as Augustus' coins could be trusted and had a 'standard weight'. [footnoteRef:23] [18:  Plin. Nat. 6.26 ]  [19:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:32; Warmington. 2014:180]  [20:  Young. 2001:203]  [21:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:34]  [22: Dio. 57. I5; Tac. Ann. 3.53; ]  [23:  Thorley. 1969:222] 

The Indian ocean trade network brought in revenue through taxation of goods. This would have helped to make the Roman economy stable, as the money could have been spent on public buildings or on the army.[footnoteRef:24] However it is not clear how much the tax was and how much went to the Imperial government.[footnoteRef:25] McLaughlin remarks that 'Roman authorities knew about the scale and value of eastern trade because it was part of the tax system that sustained their Empire’.[footnoteRef:26] This suggests that the tax was substantial enough for the Roman government to intervene. The Periplus describes the goods that passed through inspections at some points in the year. McLaughlin believes it is easy to calculate the 'revenue' through the amount of money paid in tax through the figures that are given.[footnoteRef:27] Although, those figures may not be accurate.  [24:  McLaughlin. 2014:14]  [25:  Young 2001:204]  [26:  McLaughlin. 2014:2]  [27:  McLaughlin. 2014:3] 

Trade brought in revenue for the merchants, who in turn would buy more eastern goods to sell, this would contribute to a strong Roman economy. Religious incense was imported from Africa and Arabia and spices, silk and ivory were imported from India.[footnoteRef:28] Pliny writes during which months the sailors left India for the return home.[footnoteRef:29] The merchants would have to ensure that they brought enough goods to be sold throughout the year. If these luxury goods were so depended on, then how would Roman citizens cope without them if there was a shortage? It is suggested that people, particularly the elite, within the Roman Empire depended on Indian Ocean trade as it effected several aspects of daily life.[footnoteRef:30] Pliny proposes that items were sold in Rome for higher prices if the demand for the product was high.[footnoteRef:31] However it is remarked that Pliny is exaggerating the figures of these items.[footnoteRef:32] The prices would have fluctuated due to supply and demand.  [28:  Casson. 1980:21; McLaughlin. 2014:14]  [29:  Plin. Nat. 6.26]  [30:  Casson. 1980:21]  [31:  Plin. Nat. 12.42. ]  [32:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:32] 

There was also a concern from the ancient writers, that there was an imbalance of trade in the Roman empire and more eastern goods were imported into Rome and there were less Roman goods exported. However Young points out that the payment of trade may not have been currency and could have been other materials, such as vases, gems or cloth. However according to Young, Southern India liked to be paid in 'cash or bullion' but some trade could possibly be obtained through goods such as wine, metals or other goods [footnoteRef:33].  Thorley calls trade with the east the 'gravest economic mistake' as money was not spent on 'investment' particularly in Rome and was instead used in buying 'luxuries'[footnoteRef:34] Although, Thorley contradicts himself when he refers to goods as necessary items previously in his work. [33:  Young. 2001:203]  [34:  Thorley. 1969:209] 


Gold may not have been the item traded for the eastern products as Roman goods have been found in North India. There were some Roman products that were traded with India. In the reign of Augustus, the 'glass industry in Syria and Alexandria' developed hugely because of new methods. However, there is no glassware that can be directly dated to the reign of Augustus but there was a large quantity traded at a later date. Wine, fabrics, coral and pottery may have been traded, Thorley gives the example of the amphorae that were found at Arikamedu in India.[footnoteRef:35] However there was a larger find at Pattanam, six thousand amphorae and fine ware pottery fragments were found which suggests that there were considerable imports to India.[footnoteRef:36] There have been attempts to date the fragments found at Pattanam, and it is believed that there are some from the first century BCE and even the second century CE.[footnoteRef:37] This suggests that there was a strong trade network in place before Augustus came into power. However, some scholars such as Casson believe that there was imbalance of trade and the worth of exports was not similar to those imported.[footnoteRef:38] Young also seems to agree with this as he writes that there was 'An outflow of coin involved in trade' due to the vast quantity of Roman coins found in India.[footnoteRef:39] Warmington also agrees with Casson that Roman products did not return the same money that was spent out on Indian products as eastern products were so expensive. [footnoteRef:40] [35:  Thorley. 1969:223; Warmington. 2014:265]  [36:  Tomber. 2017:381]  [37:  Tomber. 2017:383]  [38:  Casson. 1980:22]  [39:  Young. 2001:202]  [40:  Warmington. 2014:311] 


Due to the expansion of the Roman empire more money was brought into the Roman economy.[footnoteRef:41] More money was acquired and the Roman economy became stronger by ‘imposing war indemnities and demanding regular tribute’ from defeated regions.[footnoteRef:42] Roman Citizens had a significant amount more money than in previous times and this meant that they were likely to spend more on eastern goods and pay higher prices such as the ones referred to in Pliny and Tacitus which could show signs of a strong economy rather than a crumbling one.[footnoteRef:43] Originally eastern goods would have just been aimed at the elites, who traditionally had more money that they could spend on luxury and more expensive goods.[footnoteRef:44] The price of the ‘final’ product sold may have been higher than that the merchant paid, this could be because of the heavy taxes that the merchants paid on the goods. [footnoteRef:45] [41:  Fitzpatrick. 2011: 34; Thorley. 1969:209]  [42:  McLaughlin. 2014:5]  [43:  Plin. Nat.6.26]  [44:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:32]  [45:  Young. 2001:203] 

The increased spending on eastern goods contributed to the Roman economy and showed other nations that the economy and empire of Rome was powerful and was dominant over others as they could afford to pay higher prices and spend more on luxury exotic goods that were imported from the east. This showed their ‘dominance’ over the Mediterranean and other parts of the world.[footnoteRef:46] This would have helped Rome with their military aspects, which may have been the focus of many Imperial interventions, not trade as suggested.[footnoteRef:47] Pliny and the writer of the periplus, write that Arabian kings and the Roman empire sent regular embassies to do with trade figures. [footnoteRef:48] [46:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:31]  [47:  Young. 2001:2]  [48:  Pliny. 6.31] 

The imperial government may have had influence on the impact of eastern trade on the Roman economy. If the Imperial government had influence on eastern goods in Rome, it can suggest that they did not share the same concern of Pliny and Tacitus who were worried about gold and currency leaving the Roman empire and could suppose that the Indian Ocean trade helped to strengthen the Roman economy. The Imperial government may have built ‘infrastructure projects’ in order to aid the import of Eastern goods.[footnoteRef:49] Fitzpatrick argues that Imperial government of Rome tried to encourage trade in the empire.[footnoteRef:50] One of the ways the government could have encouraged trade would be to give protection along certain roads to preserve the trade routes.[footnoteRef:51] McLaughlin argues that during the first century, the Hadramawt kingdom and the Qataban realm both knew about the incense manufacturing and shared details with the Roman government.[footnoteRef:52] However Young puts forward that there was no ‘trade policy’ and the opinion of the Romans encouraging trade was an older view of Indian Ocean trade.[footnoteRef:53] Young presents a complex argument when he also says that there was an intentional ‘encouragement’ of trade by diverting commerce journeys.[footnoteRef:54] [49:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:30]  [50:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:33]  [51:  Warmington. 2014:310; Thorley. 1969:210]  [52:  McLaughlin. 2014:5; Pliny 12.35]  [53:  Young. 2001:1-2]  [54:  Young. 2001:1] 


The ancient sources may have had their own purpose for writing so poorly about Indian Ocean trade in relation to the Roman economy. It is argued that sometimes the ancient writings were not particularly well listened to as Tacitus demonstrated a negative attitude of men wearing extravagant textiles but this was not followed as.[footnoteRef:55] This is seen were Caligula wore expensive fabrics such as silk that flaunted ‘both legally imposed gender conventions and the more usual ostentations Stoic modesty that characterised the behaviour of earlier emperors’.[footnoteRef:56] It is questionable if Tacitus is representing the Roman citizens with his opinions. Tactius recounts a letter by Tiberius in which he complains about the wealth leaving the Roman empire and believes that women are at fault because of their want of expensive goods.[footnoteRef:57] However, some of ‘luxury’ goods were for religious purposes such as myrrh and some were for medical purposes.[footnoteRef:58] [55:  Dio. 57. I5; Fitzpatrick. 2011:32; Warmington. 2014:264]  [56:  Fitzpatrick. 2011:33; Suet. Cal. 52]  [57:  Tac. Ann. 3.53; Young. 2001: 202]  [58:  Warmington. 2014:180] 

Perhaps the anxiety evident in the Roman writings can be attributed to the fact that India and the east were not a part of the Empire. This can be seen were non-Roman ‘middlemen’ were forced out of trade to try and keep money with the Roman merchants which would keep currency within the Roman empire.[footnoteRef:59] There was some trading with Parthia and goods passing through there, but this was a rocky relationship. Sometimes merchants had go around Parthia if they were having disputes. Parthia would also not allow Roman merchant to travel through their land.[footnoteRef:60] Perhaps if romans were having disputes with other territories, they might not trust goods that had come through there or that were from there originally.  [59:  Young. 2001:1;201]  [60:  Thorley. 1969:214] 


Indian Ocean trade helped the Romans trade goods from India, Africa and Arabia. There are debates from scholars about Roman trade and if it damaged the economy or strengthened it. The ancient sources have negative opinions about eastern trade. Pliny’s concerns about money being wasted on eastern products may be due to his Stoic lifestyle which was against extravagance. The Indian ocean trade brought in revenue through taxation and merchants who would have contributed to a strong economy. It is possible that there was no trade imbalance due to large finds of fragmentary Roman pottery found in India. The expansion of Rome brought more money into the empire so people were willing to spend more on eastern goods. This also showed the strength and power of Rome through their powerful economy. The Imperial government may have influenced the impact of eastern trade on the Roman economy. There may have been anxiety from Roman writers because India and the eat were not part of the empire.  
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