The type of work this source is would be a direct account of what happened as its written by the person who committed the genocide or ordered it himself. This source was written as a historical account of what happened but it could’ve been used for political purposes also. Gaius Julius Caesar was the author of this source as it’s a chapter extract from de Bello Gallico book 4 a different writer for example Cicero would likely be less bias as Caesar used this as a way to get himself back as a consul against the senates will. These books were written during his campaign in Gaul between 58BC and 52BC with this one in particular being written in 55BC on his offensive towards the belgae tribes.
“The Germans when, upon hearing a noise behind them, [they looked and] saw that their families were being slain, throwing away their arms and abandoning their standards, fled out of the camp, and when they had arrived at the confluence of the Meuse and the Rhine, the survivors despairing of further escape, as a great number of their countrymen had been killed, threw themselves into the river and there perished, overcome by fear, fatigue, and the violence of the stream. Our soldiers, after the alarm of so great a war, for the number of the enemy amounted to 430,000, returned to their camp, all safe to a man, very few being even wounded. Caesar granted those whom he had detained in the camp liberty of departing. They however, dreading revenge and torture from the Gaul’s, whose lands they had harassed, said that they desired to remain with him. Caesar granted them permission.” http://classics.mit.edu/Caesar/gallic.4.4.html chapter 15
With this extract from Caesar’s gallic accounts he mentions how he slaughtered the Usipetes and the Tenchtheri. The problem with this is that it was written by Caesar so the figure could have been much smaller in reality as him lying about the statistic would in turn benefit him significantly in the senate. He talks about how the Germans after seeing their families slaughtered fled which is understandable due to them not being able to have any sort of coordinated battle against the romans. Although this text shows us how brutal Caesar could be when he wanted too as him ordering the slaughter of 430,000 people shows us the brutal nature of warfare and genocide back nearly 2050 years ago. The motives behind these books were used to show Caesar’s military success during his conquest of Gaul to help him regain consulship once again. This book would’ve helped Caesar a significant amount in proving his abilities as a competent leader with him being able to kill that many tribesmen with possibly 50,000 troops to himself. On the other hand this could be risky as the numbers were written by Caesar himself which could cause people in the senate to believe that this event could be dramatized or even fake possibly if certain prestigious senators like Cato, Cicero and Pompey believed in this it could have had drastic effects on the validity of Caesar’s accounts and could have possibly left a huge stain on his career. The problem with this source is that this is the only primary account that survives today about the massacre of these 430,000 peoples so we have no other choice than to believe Caesars words. With this source talking about the Germans witnessing their families getting slaughtered you would see this as genocide as there was no real reason other than for Caesar’s political purposes. This source was written during his campaign in Gaul when Germanic tribes crossed the rhine in 55BC, although in his book he only briefly goes over this event in the one chapter (my source) and from what is known these accounts didn’t go anywhere else other than in the book and possibly in government documentation. Compared to his other encounters which Caesar usually broadly expands upon he seemed to gloss over this, possibly due to the reason of his slaughter of innocents which could’ve made him seem less merciful as that was a large part of Caesar’s personality and we see this during the last 3 sentences we see how Caesar is like this as he grants them the ability to leave and go home and when they don’t want to leave as they were scared of what would happen with the Gaul’s Caesar let them stay.  Another example of Caesar being merciful would be during his civil war when he planned to pardon those who were involved. Caesar notes in this that the Germans knew that someone was coming to attack them and when they saw their families getting slain, they ran. If you were to look at Caesar’s other works in this book, he has a much more brutal account of the battles rather than with this one. It is possible that Caesar thought that this event wasn’t as important as it would’ve been seen as today due to the fact it would be considered genocide as he slain innocent civilians as well as the Germanic warriors.
In my opinion I would consider this genocide as Caesar ordered the deaths of these tribes due to the fact they were Germanic (and how him and his men were scared of them) as a way of possibly stopping these tribesmen from mobilizing and posing a significant threat to the roman legions in Gaul as they were still in the process of acquiring the entire landmass. I also believe that with this genocide of these peoples he knew politically it would benefit him as in the roman political system military generals were able to become consul where with this act, he could use it as a huge military victory bringing more people in the senate and the people of Rome itself onto his side. The other thing is that I think the source is largely unreliable due to Caesar exaggerating the numbers for his benefit but I do still believe that there was a large amount killed which still would equate to genocide from my view. I think this should be frowned upon by modern historians due to the fact they killed innocents who were fleeing Germany from the Suebi tribe.
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With this source it is written by Ben Kiernan who is the Director of the Genocide Studies Program at Yale University. The extract is taken from a book called “the first genocide: Carthage, 146BC”. The source talks about the genocide in Carthage during the 3rd Punic war and begins to talk about how many were killed. With the tensions lasting between Rome and Carthage lasting an entire century, something like this was bound to happen. With this chapter from his book that was written in late 2004, he would later become a professor in one of the most renown universities on earth. Ben Kiernan, I feel would be a very reliable source of information due to him being the lead director of genocide at yale university. To back this he has had many awards for his books on Pol Pot. The backstory of conflict between the Carthaginians and romans would last a century, bringing the world some of the best generals to ever exist with some still being considered the greatest. 
“The Carthaginian delegates were accorded no right of reply. Rome soon began a three-year siege of the world's wealthiest city.4 Of a population of 2-400,000,5 at least 150,000 Carthaginians perished. Appian described one battle in which '70,000, including non-combatants' were killed, probably an exaggeration. But Polybius, who participated in the campaign, confirmed that 'the number of deaths was incredibly large' and the Carthaginians 'utterly exterminated'. 6 In 146, Roman legions under Scipio Aemilianus, Cato's ally and brother-in-law of his son, razed the city, and dispersed into slavery the 55,000 survivors, including 25,000 women. Plutarch concluded: 'The annihilation of Carthage . . . was primarily due to the advice and counsel of Cato'.7” https://gsp.yale.edu/sites/default/files/first_genocide.pdf 
With the start of this source, Ben proceeds to talk about the siege itself and how Carthage still after being decimated and contained to modern day Tunisia was still a huge and wealthy city. as that alone amassed to a large amount of deaths on the side of the Carthaginians due to the siege itself and starvation.  He then goes to mention that minimum of 150,000 Carthaginians was killed which for the time was an uncomprehend able number same as it is today and half of those being civilians. He then says its possible that these were exaggerated which would be very likely as at the time the numbers could have easily been faked due to the inability to record the actual deaths or it could have been glorified as a way to put fear into the enemies of Rome to show their brutality. Then Ben quotes Polybius about how the deaths were large and how the Carthaginians were “utterly destroyed” and with this we can safely assume that the romans were even more brutal towards them due to the huge rivalry between both republics. In the next sentence ben talks about Scipio africanus’s (africanus being the general who beat Hannibal at Zama) grandson how he was an ally of Cato the elder and supported his “Carthago Delenda Est” policy. Ben says how Aemilianus was his sons brother-in-law which made this the most likely reason with his grandfather being africanus which fueled his hatred to the Carthaginians. He moves on to talk about how Aemilianus razed the city which with what we know from other sources they sacked the city so badly that people said the romans salted the city so it could never come back as a power to rival Rome. Next, he mentions slavery, with 150,000 minimum killed 55,000 people were taken into slavery which is a staggering amount due to the fact that’s ¼ of Carthages possible population. With this number of slaves, he tells us that 25,000 were women but he doesn’t mention how many children were taken as slaves so its safe to assume we don’t have this number. At the end of the extract he mentions how the annihilation of Carthage was due to Cato which is highly likely due to his policy against them although there was still resentment towards Carthage in the populous of the romans themselves due to Hannibal’s rampage over the peninsula for 15 years during the 2nd Punic war. This chapter from the book is very useful due to it giving any person the ability to grasp the brutality of the romans with the deaths of the Carthaginians and gives us an insight on some of the people fighting against the Carthaginians like Cato and Scipio Aemilianus. 
I think that the siege of Carthage could be considered genocide as the romans completely destroyed the city, with what ben has said the 150,000 people who died I think the fact they were killed because they were Carthaginians which is one thing I disagree with Ben on where later in his book he says that they weren’t killed due to this but in my perspective they did. the romans didn’t want them threatening their republic so they exterminated them and enslaved the survivors as a way to further prevent the chance they would rise again. I believe this worked as they are pretty much erased from the history books after this point. Although I’m think that the romans deemed this necessary due to their fear of Hannibal’s reign over Rome happening a second time. Even though this was a terrible thing for them to do back in those days the eradication of a culture was pretty common so I think it should be excused to an extent even though it was a terrible event. 
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