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Based on a critical discussion of the available ancient sources, analyse the reasons that resulted in the Second Punic War. 
The Second Punic War, also referred to as the 'War Against Hannibal' by the Romans was a seventeen year long war between the forces of Rome and Carthage. It began in 218BC with the siege of Saguntum and finished in 201BC with Carthage being defeated at the Battle of Zama. There are three primary ancient sources that have survived that discuss the Second Punic War: Livy, Polybius and Appian. Polybius was the only of these men who was alive during the war, although he was only a young child as the war reached it's conclusion. Unfortunately no Carthaginian sources on the war have survived so there is generally a pro-Roman viewpoint with the ancient literature on the Second Punic War. There are two primary areas to discuss in regards to this question. The first being the Siege of Saguntum, it's relevance to the outbreak of the war and the motivating factors behind Hannibal's attack on the city. The second area of interest is if Hannibal was actively seeking war with Rome, as put forward in this essay, what are the reasons for this.
The first potential cause of the Second Punic War to discuss is the siege of Saguntum and it's relevance to the outbreak of the war. There are several areas to analyse here, starting with a decision on whether the siege was the start of the war or a cause. Polybius states that “I could concede that [the siege of Saguntum and the crossing on the river Ebro] might be described as the beginnings of the war, but should by no means agree that they constituted its causes.”
 I am inclined to agree with Polybius here. I would argue that the siege of Saguntum was merely an excuse for Carthage and Rome to go to war and that the war would have occurred with or without the taking of Saguntum occurring. Evidence of this is debated by modern scholars like Dorey who writes that ““It seems clear that by the time of Polybius, it was a fixed article of faith with the Romans that they had been under a definite obligation to defend Saguntum; and that, therefore, in declaring war on Carthage as a result of Hannibal's capture of Saguntum, they had been undertaking a 'iustum bellum'.”
 As such, we can see that use of pro-Roman propaganda had warped the views of other ancient writers, making it harder for modern scholars to ascertain why Rome declared war on Carthage after the fall of Saguntum. Dorey also argues that there was no formal treaty between Rome and Saguntum
 so the reaction of Rome could be considered confusing to those unaware of the other factors behind the declaration of war. Furthermore, the siege of Saguntum didn't break the Ebro Treaty, although Appian hints that it did: “[Hannibal] the next night crossed the Ebro with his whole army, laid waste the Saguntine territory and planted engines against their city.”
 At this juncture I would like to point out that Appian has made numerous mistakes in his analysis of the Second Punic War, not only by placing Saguntum north of the Ebro, as mentioned above, but also by confusing Saguntum with New Carthage in another passage: “[Saguntum] was on the sea and not far from Carthage...he re-populated it and made it a Carthaginian colony, and I think it is now called Spartarian Carthage.”
 Whether these were mistakes due to ignorance or a deliberate act of misinformation to paint the Roman reaction in a good light by implying that the Carthaginians were at fault for breaking the Ebro Treaty is up for debate. 
The motivation behind the taking of Saguntum is an issue that ancient historians seem to disagree on. One argument is that, having already decided to go to war with Rome and with the intention to invade Italy, Hannibal was removing the threat of an enemy force behind him when he marched north. Polybius backs up this argument explicitly: “he would be able to advance in safety towards Italy without leaving an enemy in his rear.”
 While making a judgement on the intentions of Hannibal from this statement alone would be unwise, it would not be ridiculous to accept this as at least a small motivating factor for Hannibal to attack Saguntum. Similarly, a further likely factor behind the taking of Saguntum was to actively provoke Rome to declare war. Cornell et al points out that “When Hannibal attacked Saguntum, he evidently took it for granted that this would lead to war with Rome, and accordingly spent the ensuing winter  in preparations.”
 This is probably the most likely motivating factor behind the taking of Saguntum as, apart from the wealth to be found inside the city, the taking of it was unnecessary to the success and stability of the Carthaginian empire in Spain. To be sure, money and provisions were undoubtedly elements towards pushing Hannibal towards this course of action but, as Cornell et all point out, after Rome sent an embassy to Hannibal in 220BC warning him not to attack Saguntum and not to cross the Ebro
, Hannibal knew exactly what the consequences of his actions would be. Another issue worth mentioning is the refusal of Carthage to hand over Hannibal to Rome for punishment after the fall of Saguntum. This is interesting as it shows that the Carthaginian political establishment supported Hannibal in his desire for war against Rome and it wasn't just the multi-generational force of the Barcid's pushing for it. Caven states that the Carthaginians “had in effect already made their decision and accepted the possibility of war...”
 which supports the view that Carthage was pushing for war with Rome.
Now that the short term triggers for war have been analysed, it's important to look at why Hannibal knowingly put himself into a position in which Rome declared war. One argument put forward by ancient historians is that, from childhood, Hannibal wanted war with Rome. Livy emphasises this with a childhood anecdote: “Hamilcar...led [Hannibal] to the altar and made him solemnly swear, with his hand upon the sacred victim, that as soon as he was old enough he would be the enemy of the Roman people.”
 Although unlikely to be a true account, it does give modern scholars an insight into why ancient historians thought Hannibal went to war with Rome. It is also reasonable to state that Hannibal was brought up with a strict anti-Roman viewpoint and this undoubtedly was a motivating factor behind his provocation of Rome.  Polybius is more aggressive with his statement that Hannibal's incitement of war with Rome was “'spurred on by his long-standing hatred of Rome.”
 These two statements, while based purely on rhetoric that was probably grounded in Roman propaganda, do provide an engaging argument for why Hannibal moved for war. It is also interesting to note that the ancient sources all blame the actions of Hannibal for the beginning of the Second Punic War and insinuate that Rome was simply responding in a suitable way to defend the 'glory' and territories of Rome. I would put forward the argument that the Second Punic War was inevitable, not only due to the actions of Hannibal but also due to the fact that having two major superpowers in the Mediterranean competing for land and resources would unavoidably lead to blows being struck. This being said, it can be argued that the war broke out at that specific time due to Hannibal's actions.
On a similar note, another possible motivation for Hannibal moving for war is that he already had intentions of invading Italy before the siege of Saguntum. Briscoe writes in Astin et al that “Hannibal had probably already resolved on taking the initiative by marching on Italy, whether or not Rome declared war.”
 This is an intriguing argument as it places Rome in a position that they were not usually found in, the potentially conquered rather than the conquerors. This being said, Briscoe does point out that it was apparent that it was not Hannibal's intention to besiege the city of Rome, evidenced by the lack of a Carthaginian march on Rome after the battles at Trasimene and Cannae (217BC and 216BC respectively).
 This presents modern scholars with a problem, if Hannibal had no intention of invading Rome itself, why was he marching on Italy? I would argue that it is highly likely that not only was he seeking vengeance for the shame Carthage experienced after their defeat in the First Punic War, but he also wanted to force Rome into a position where they would return the territories of Corsica, Sardinia and Sicily to Carthage, as they produced vast amounts of wealth and trade opportunities.
The Second Punic War was an inevitable war between the two superpowers of the Mediterranean in the late third century BC. Though inevitable, Hannibal's personal desire to have war with Rome and his aggressive military policy, including the Siege of Saguntum that triggered the outbreak of war, were the primary reasons that the war commenced in 218BC. Vengeance and hate were not the only motivating factors though. As with most wars across history, money, resources and domination were pushing both empires to come to blows. 
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