Critically discuss whether Nero had any coherent military or diplomatic objectives in the East.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]This essay will discuss the military objectives Emperor Nero had in the East in the period of 55AD until the end of his reign in 68AD. By focusing on the Roman-Parthian conflict of 55AD, the brief annex of the Bosphoran Kingdom in approximately 63AD, the annex of Pontus in 64AD and the Great Revolt in Judea that began in 66AD and continued beyond the end of Nero’s reign. The purpose of this discussion will be to determine if the objectives possessed a logical, coherent justification. 
The essay will present the viewpoint that, for the most part, the conflicts shared a coherent military objective although a lot of the reasoning can be attributed to the geographical location of the territories as well as the role they played within the Roman Empire suggesting that the actions taken by Nero and the empire were to maintain the empires stability.
The first conflict this essay will discuss is the Roman-Parthian War of 55AD in which Hammond comments that “with the accession of the powerful Vologaeses, in 51AD, more vigorous action became necessary for the protection of Armenia”[footnoteRef:1]. The state of Armenia was a kingdom that while autonomous internally was ruled over in some way by the Roman Empire[footnoteRef:2], that existed between the eastern border of the Roman Empire and the northern border of the Parthian empire, functioning as a buffer state of sorts. The emperor Nero was only one year into his reign at this stage and it has been questioned by modern historians as to whether at approximately seventeen he would be competent enough to manage this in a mature manner, with some concern about the proximity to his mother potentially hindering his ability to lead effectively being expressed by other authors[footnoteRef:3]. This led to the reliance Nero placed upon his subordinates, in this case the key example is Corbulo[footnoteRef:4]. Hammond suggests  that many of the difficulties Rome faced in the East were as much a result of Corbulo’s character as they were anything else[footnoteRef:5]. There is some debate around the identity of Corbulo however most scholarship is in agreement that his first campaign of note was against Gannascus not so much for the battle itself more the precedent he set for the rest of his military career, as commented on in the work of Hammond, for “the restoration of discipline among the legions”[footnoteRef:6].aside from what appears to be devoted service to Nero and the Empire while maintaining his own reputation as well as furthering his career the interesting aspect of this general’s life is also in the manner of his death. Primarily he was very supportive of enforcing a nominal suzerainty over Armenia while the fellow general Paetus, preferred the idea of annexing Armenia and fully absorbing it into the Roman empire[footnoteRef:7]. While he was respected by both the Romans and Parthians, the latter of which entrusted hostages to Corbulo’s representatives[footnoteRef:8], the man himself was prone to what appeared to be jealousy, drawing parallels to his emperor. His jelousy can be seen in Tacitus’ recordings of the incident in Armenia where Corbulo delayed his assistance to Paetus for reasons that don’t seem overly apparent[footnoteRef:9] yet Hammond considers the idea that he simply enjoyed leaving his ally to squirm under the pressure of potential defeat[footnoteRef:10]. Further, upon capturing the old Armenian capital Artaxata[footnoteRef:11], Tacitus has recorded Corbulo ending the campaign. Corbulo received his death warrant from Nero in Cenchreae[footnoteRef:12], and promptly stabbed himself which Henderson suggests “posterity will admit that Corbulo was too loyal to an ungrateful master”[footnoteRef:13]. This essay would be inclined to agree with that assessment due to Corbulo’s leadership resolving the Armenian conflict in a manner that enabled Rome to potentially save face[footnoteRef:14], an idea that is explored in the works of Hammond[footnoteRef:15]. The primary issue that the geographical location of Armenia presented was in direct correlation with the succession in its monarchy, where if a ‘pro-Parthian’ monarch was to take the throne, based on the position of Armenia there was a longer stretch of border territory outside of the Roman Empire’s direct control in which the Parthians could then exploit as a weakness of the Empire. The result of this would have been a significant reduction to the stability of the territory by creating a larger potential entrance point should the Parthian empire decide to invade Roman territory. To conclude, the Roman-Parthian conflict in Armenia was an example of logical action and objective in the prevention of militaristic complications on the eastern border of the empire. [1:  (Hammond, 1934)]  [2:  (Hammond, 1934)]  [3:  (Buckley and Dinter, 2013) ]  [4:  (Hammond, 1934)]  [5:  (Hammond, 1934)]  [6:  (Hammond, 1934)]  [7:  (Hammond, 1934)]  [8:  Ann.13.9.4-7]  [9:  Ann.15.3.2]  [10: (Hammond, 1934)]  [11:  Ann.13.41.4]  [12: (Hammond, 1934)]  [13:  (Henderson 1903)]  [14:  Suet.Nero.13]  [15: (Hammond, 1934)] 

Secondly this essay will look at the deposition of Cotys I and the brief annex of the Bosphoran Kingdom incorporating this into Moesia Inferior. Initially as a client Kingdom that acted as “the linchpin of Roman policy in the Black Sea”[footnoteRef:16] the parent kingdom would want revolts quelled quickly to prevent the loss of territory as well as to maintain the dominance the empire had over its clients. Mithridates, the older brother of Cotys I earlier used the connections he had from the Bosphoran kingdom to negotiate surrender to the Emperor Claudius[footnoteRef:17] and later, after appearing to have lived on in Rome until around 68AD, Galba had him executed[footnoteRef:18]. For no reason that is found by Tacitus in the Annuls, Cotys I was deposed from power by Nero[footnoteRef:19] and the territory absorbed by Moesia Inferior. Now this would make sense in the attempt to quell a revolt, it has also been observed that the absorption of client kingdoms into allied nearby provinces was common after the death of the client king especially in events where there are not clear successors. Furthermore, after the civil war between the two brothers, removing the need to have a client king on the throne would reduce the chance of something of this nature reoccurring.  [16:  (Buckley and Dinter, 2013)]  [17: (Conole and Milns, 1983) ]  [18:  (Buckley and Dinter, 2013)]  [19:  (Colledge, 1967)] 

On the other hand, the territory that was the Bosphoran Kingdom was then separated from Moesia Inferior and restored by the Emperor Galba to Rhescupons; the son of Cotys I and Eunice[footnoteRef:20], a Greek noblewoman. As mentioned beforehand, Tacitus hadn’t mentioned a reason for Nero’s actions here[footnoteRef:21] and the fact it was returned by Galba not long later with what appears to be little to no incentive it begs the question as to whether there was a logical reason for his doing so in the first instance. The geographical position of the Bosphoran Kingdom is an interesting discussion as it comprised of the northern shore of the Black sea[footnoteRef:22] while this would be an isolated choice alone, by considering Nero’s attempted expedition into Caucasus[footnoteRef:23] the idea becomes more coherent. To summarise, Nero’s annex of the Bosphoran Kingdom appears to have little military justification beyond preventing issues of succession such as what arose between Mithridates and Cotys I yet after the resolution of this issue it seems unnecessary.  [20: (Conole and Milns, 1983)]  [21:  Ann.XII.18]  [22:  (Buckley and Dinter, 2013)]  [23:  (Buckley and Dinter, 2013)] 

The Caucasus was the name of the mountain range to the North East of the Armenian territory it provided a second point of entry to the area via Sarmatian territory. This coincided with the annexation of Polemo’s Kingdom in approximately 64AD[footnoteRef:24], the interesting aspect of this instance is Nero’s expeditions, both here and in wider Ethiopia, highlight his need to emulate Alexander the Great, creating a new legion for the excursion to the Caspian Gates[footnoteRef:25] in which the legion was named “phalanx of Alexander the Great” and its troops drawn nearly entirely from Italy, with supplementary units being drawn in from Britain and Germany[footnoteRef:26]. The purpose of this expedition was to replicate the feats of Alexander the Great which provided next to no militaristic advantage to the Empire nor defended it from direct threat, however it can be argued that due to the expectation that Iberian Kings, who held a strong interest in the Kingdom of Armenia, were expected to control the tribes of Sarmatia, the removal of Polemo held true to both the agreements reached at Rhandeia as well as remaining coherent to the rest of the Nero’s projected interests in the area. The expedition into Caucasus never took place due to rebellion against Nero within his own Empire[footnoteRef:27] and his need to redeploy the troops elsewhere.  [24:  (Conole and Milns, 1983)]  [25:   (Conole and Milns, 1983)]  [26:  (Conole and Milns, 1983)]  [27:  Tacitus annuls ] 

The Balkans to the north of Armenia represented the land of tribes of warlike people that by the Neronian age practised domestic arts such as agriculture in a manner that led them to a more sedentary lifestyle. The primary concern presented in the works of Conole and Milns is that the reason for Nero’s expansion was at its core to maintain the secure hold over the territory they had conquered as well as where possible, Romanize it[footnoteRef:28]. By the time Nero took power in 54AD the tribes were subservient. By ensuring this was held securely Nero’s military issues would be significantly reduced, suggesting coherent intent, especially when considering the fact, he would be able to move his forces to combat the more semi-nomadic Sarmatian tribes that were spreading west to the fringes of what was considered the known world[footnoteRef:29]. [28: (Conole and Milns, 1983)]  [29: (Conole and Milns, 1983)] 

Next, this essay will briefly consider the annex of the client Kingdom Pontus in 64AD. The interesting aspect of this is Nero did this while the King was still alive[footnoteRef:30], contradicting the earlier observation that it was usually done after the death of the client king. This territory shared a border with Armenia and the actions taken by Nero at this point ensured that the territory was available for him to move troops freely should the need arise in the face of the potential threat and conflict with Parthia over Armenia. Thus, the geographical location provides a coherent justification for Nero’s actions towards both Pontus and Armenia by adapting the surrounding territories to support the intention he had for the Armenian monarch to be in favour of Roman policies and supporting them in the East. [30:  Tac.histories.1.6.] 

Finally, this essay will look at the early actions Nero took to resolve the Great Revolt of Judea in 66AD which continued until after the end of his reign. Judea was a Roman Province in which Nero would not want to have revolts, combine this with the fondness the imperial family had for Eastern soothsayers as well as the sympathies Poppaea had towards the Jewish faith[footnoteRef:31], it is an acceptable assumption Nero would like this dealt with quickly, however Nero also appeared to treat the Jewish people harshly as often or more so often than with kindness. Appointing Vespasian to resolve the situation, he defeated the revolting forces which were a combination of extremists and those who were pious that also resulted in the destruction of Jerusalem and its temple by the end of 73AD. Due to the conspiracy that ultimately removed Nero from power in June 68AD[footnoteRef:32] Vespasian was recalled to Rome and made Emperor as Nero’s successor[footnoteRef:33]. This shows the way in which Nero relied upon his subordinates similarly to how he did with Corbulo with the Roman-Parthian conflict and the resulting image portrayed to the rest of the Roman Empire.  [31: (Ball, 2000)]  [32:  Tacitus Annuls]  [33:  Tacitus Annuls] 

To conclude, it can be argued that Nero did have some coherent ideas towards his military objectives in the East during the time of his reign, by maintaining the state borders and absorbing the client kingdoms where fit to do so he was able to maintain the integrity and stability of these borders, this primarily assisted with both governing the Empire and providing stability in the attempts to further expand. However, it is important to note he rarely did the enforcement himself, preferring to rely on men such as Corbulo and Vespasian to function as a leader while he was able to claim a majority of the pride and acclaim that came with defeating opposing forces such as those of the Parthian Empire. While baring this in mind; the objectives Nero had in the East of the Empire and beyond its immediate borders were logical in maintaining the stability of the Roman Empire.
(2,039)
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