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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 reasons that the Second Punic War started will be discuss' in this essay through the use of modern and ancient Historians. It’s clear both sides had to play a part in the causes of the Second Punic War. Firstly, the first Punic War plays the strongest and realistic reasons as to why war eventually came around. Secondly the views on Hannibal and if he was the aggressor and the man the sources make him to be. Then the activities of Spain and how they all link together and then the viewpoint of Rome wanting war with Carthage.


The first logical reason that caused the Second Punic War is the treaty that was established at the end of the First Punic War in 241 B.C. with Rome giving a harsh treaty regarding war reparations against Carthage, in which Polybius tells us that “They reduced… the time allowed for the payment of the indemnity to ten years, added 1,000 talents to the total demanded”.[footnoteRef:1] This passage explains that the Romans wanted to damage Carthage economically and put a thriving nation into a state of economic strife and pressure, allowing the Romans to have little worry for Carthage to expand or rise up in arms as any state that is damaged financially can never really be an offensive one. The first Punic war may have been a simple treaty however it is reflected in modern history that a treaty too harsh can cause a desire for vengeance. [1:  Polyb 1. 63] 


The second logical reason for the cause of the Second Punic war was the events in Sardinia, in which Dexter Hoyos defines “the lasting impact of the Sardinia crisis was to kill off the fragile chance of the two states building friendly relations…”[footnoteRef:2] the effects of the First Punic war had been damaging and degrading enough but after the tensions at Carthage with mercenaries and the robbery of Sicily under Rome, Carthage had been made a mockery of as it was only after the first Punic War had Rome made Carthage, “evacuate all the islands lying between Sicily and Italy”.[footnoteRef:3] Most of all, as well as stealing Sardinia the Romans decreed the Carthaginians pay “1,200 talents”[footnoteRef:4] immediately Hoyos tells us and that is why the statement first mentioned by Hoyos is the second main cause for the Second Punic War, as Rome had handled Carthage in a belittling manner which would no doubt leave the desire for revenge in many Carthage. [2:  Hoyos 2017: 77]  [3:  Polyb 1. 63]  [4:  Hoyos 2017: 77] 


Many of the ancient authors define Hannibal as the aggressor, and the key reason for the Second Punic War, the main example is Polybius who refers to Hannibal having “his long-standing hatred of Rome”[footnoteRef:5] and gives us detail of the origin of this outward hatred earlier in his works. Yet, John F. Lazenby argues otherwise that “A boy does not necessarily carry childish promises into adult life.”[footnoteRef:6] Accepting that Hannibal’s father may have instilled hatred of the Romans into Hannibal’s life. This manipulated Hannibal’s views, then further to support this statement, Lazenby uses the example of Hannibal at the end of his campaign in Italy, as he states Hannibal “insisted Carthage had to make peace”.[footnoteRef:7] This knowledge gives insight that if Hannibal was the fanatic his father had made him to be, through Polybius’ history, Hannibal would have died in Italy. [5:  Polyb 3. 14]  [6:  Lazenby 2004: 231]  [7:  Lazenby 2004: 231; Polyb. 15. 19] 


The “Barcid empire in Spain”[footnoteRef:8] is how Hoyos describes the inter war period of the First Punic war and the Second Punic War and Lazenby supports the statement of Hoyos as he states, “Carthage had used the intervening years to build up its empire in Spain…”[footnoteRef:9] after the events of Sardinia the Barcid family conquered much of Spain gaining Carthage wealth and a new founded military. The way in which the Barcid empire rose is easily characterised by the work of Virgil, as the nation that lost its islands due to the First Punic War, this expansion and development in a land force was something of an evolution for the Carthaginian state.[footnoteRef:10] Rome however had noticed the growing influence the Carthaginians where having in Spain and sent envoys to delegate a ‘boundary’ to halt the Carthaginian expansion, as Rome was having issue with the Celts, with Polybius saying, “As long as they had an enemy such as the Celts threatening their frontier… they would not even be able to live in safety of Rome itself.”.[footnoteRef:11] So, the Romans made a treaty with Hasdrubal allowing a cap in the rise of this newfound empire, as Hoyos states “what mattered was… that Hasdrubal and Carthage would keep well away from the crisis with the Gauls”.[footnoteRef:12] This Ebro treaty allowed Rome security in that Carthage and Rome could both afford to stay their distances and not have Carthage advance and form an alliance with the Celts to march on Rome. However, while there is a clear link with the rise in Spain and the Ebro treaty, what’s hard to understand is Saguntum, Brain Caven describes the relation perfectly in saying how “it must have been abundantly clear to the most insensitive Senator that to do so… was to offend Punic susceptibilities and provide a bone of contention for the future?”[footnoteRef:13] and that even though it is South of the Ebro meaning, it is within the Carthaginian sphere it must have been placed there to be caused an inevitable war. Livy tells us that “The whole of Spain south of the Ebro, with the exception of Saguntum, was now in Carthaginian hands.”[footnoteRef:14] Yet due to Rome and Saguntum’s alliance Caven’s statement supports that Rome was creating a scapegoat to go to war. Appian talks about how Hannibal “crossed the Iberus and destroyed the city of Saguntum”.[footnoteRef:15] However, all other sources modern and ancient, clearly say the city was South of the river and therefor meaning Hannibal did not break the treaty, and that Rome was the main cause of the Second Punic War. [8:  Hoyos 2017: 77]  [9:  Lazenby 2004: 225]  [10:  Virg. Aen. 1. 430-431]  [11:  Polyb 2. 13]  [12:  Hoyos 2017: 85]  [13:  Caven 1992: 89]  [14:  Livy. 21.5]  [15:  App. Hann. 1.3] 


Hoyos’ statement on Carthage and Rome shows us that although the ancient sources, such as Livy and Polybius, depict Hannibal as the main cause of the Punic war, it was also Carthaginian aggression that was a catalyst for the war. Yet he takes an entirely different view stating, “Neither state showed either sign of wanting a war with the other, still less of needing one.”[footnoteRef:16]. The evidence would be that Carthage was expanding into Spain and had financial stability and an empire to develop. For Rome, they had the Illyrian war to handle with the pressing threat and a successful campaign season the Romans had no need to go to war. However, the ancient sources are prone to write a pro-Roman side on everything as there are no Carthaginian sources to support the other side of the political world and that Hoyos’ statement is a side that few Historians take into consideration. [16:  Hoyos 2017: 88] 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Rome has been portrayed by Appian, Polybius and Livy as the ‘victim’ of the Second war between the two states. Some modern authors can argue otherwise. William V. Harris explains how the financial benefits of warmongering had vastly benefitted the state explaining that “War had greatly increased public revenues without a comparable increase in regular liabilities.”[footnoteRef:17] And therefore, the Senators of Rome may have seen the second war as a profiteering scheme to help the state flourish. As Harris also says to further his point “War and expansion were profitable to the state”[footnoteRef:18] and it would not be a reason to not focus on as the Hispanic lands were rich with silver and gold mines which would vastly benefit the state in addition to the war booty and slaves that would be brought in by fighting Carthage. Within all of this as earlier discussed the use of Saguntum was a clear stratagem of the Senate, Caven states that “Rome could hardly turn down the offer of an alliance that would materially weaken her enemy’s key features”[footnoteRef:19] as the alliance with the two peoples is more arguably the catalyst waiting to spark a war with two nations. However, it can be argued Rome saw the rising expansion of Carthage, in Spain, as a rising threat in which the Carthaginians would inevitably use Spain as a ‘springboard’ to launch an attack on Rome. [17:  Harris 2006: 68]  [18:  Harris 2006: 68-69]  [19:  Caven 1992: 89] 

The ancient sources are pivotal to how we regard the events of the causes to the Second Punic war. Although we see many ways in how the Carthaginians are shown as the antagonists in events prior this is because Appian and especially Livy are writing later after the events many years later and our closest source being contemplated as a contemporary is Polybius who was himself present during the 3rd Punic war. The main issue with the sources is that they are all pro-Roman. All three wrote to show Rome as the victim under the Carthaginian aggressors and it has shaped the role of modern day views but Modern Historians also see the reasons as to why Rome may have been the aggressor. Polybius is the closest to any source being regarded as reliable even though he “Often condemned Rome’s enemies for engaging in military conflict against the stronger power”[footnoteRef:20] according to Donald W. Baronowski. The other ancient Historians are no way in sense as reliable as they rely on other writings from hundreds of years prior to their time. [20:  Baronowski 2011: 127] 


In conclusion, the causes of the Second Punic war derive from many factors. The events of the inter war period, especially Sardinia are the most pivotal and realistic to why war broke out again. The factors involving Rome’s fear of a growing Carthage and Hannibal with his armies, all have a part to play on both sides of the factors discussed and the cause of the Second Punic war.
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