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Based on a critical discussion of the available ancient sources, analyse the reasons that resulted in the Second Punic War.


In order to understand why The Second Punic war took place it would first make sense to understand why The First Punic war happened in the first place. Arguably The First Punic war took place for economic gain. The Romans wanted to conquer Sicily because of its availably to expand their economy, as well as for the sake of starting a war, which the Romans seem to have had a penchant for. Sicily is a relatively flat island compared to the rest of Italy, which meant agriculture there would be more successful, and with a blooming agriculture the Romans would be able to conquer more places and trade freely. Sicily also had known trade links with Athens, something that the Romans dearly desired. Modern scholars have argued that The Second Punic war broke out because of Spain being conquered by the Carthagians , especially after The First Punic war when the Carthaginians attempted to extend their power within the peninsula[footnoteRef:1], whereas ancient scholars such as Polybius claimed that Hamilcar conducting military operations in Spain was the first act of war rather than the cause of the actual war itself[footnoteRef:2], and in fact there were multiple reasons as to why The Second Punic War took place one, of which being the Carthagian’s success in Iberia[footnoteRef:3]. However, the topic of this debate is not on modern scholarship vs ancient but rather a critical discussion on what the ancient scholars believed the cause of The second Punic war actually was.  [1:  Boatwight, Gargola, Tarbot, The Romans: From Village to Empire, First Edition, pg. 105 – 111, Published by Oxford University Press, February 2004.]  [2:  Histories. Polybius. Book 3. Causes of the Second Punic War, Translated by Evelyn S. Shuckburgh, London, New York. Macmillan. 1889. Reprint Bloomington 1962.
3 Histories. Polybius. Book 3. Second Cause of the War Translated by Evelyn S. Shuckburgh,London, New York. Macmillan. 1889. Reprint Bloomington 1962.]  [3: ] 

 
The Second Punic war is also known as the Hannibalic War, and scholars such as Polybius believe that one the events that triggered the Second Punic War was because of the father of Hannibal who is known as Barcas. He considered himself an undefeated leader and craved revenge for the previous wars and if it had not been for the rebelling of soldiers at Carthage he would’ve just looked-for war somewhere else. Therefore the Second Punic War was bound to happen eventually at least in the eyes of Polybius[footnoteRef:4]. However, while Polybius believes the this war was bound to happen Livy argues that the war could be a result of a treaty that the Romans had in 226 BC (?) coincided with the Carthagians, and because Hannibal decided to surround this neutral area known as Saguntum in troops this led to a large debate between the Romans and Carthaginians over who invaded who first, this would eventually lead to the argument of who made the first move within the war. The Carthaginians argued it was the Saguntines who started this war and therefore the Romans had no right to blame Hannibal and then after the town of Saguntum fell in 219 BC the Romans sent another round of Embassies to the Carthaginians declaring war. However, Livy argues the Romans already knew war was going to break out so they only sent the embassies to make it official[footnoteRef:5] to avoid the consequences of an ‘illegal’ war. This breaking of the treaty in Livy’s eyes was the main cause and the start of the Second Punic War unlike what Polybius argued which was that this was the first act of war and not the sole cause of The Second Punic war.  [4:  Histories. Polybius. Book 3. First Cause of the War Translated by Evelyn S. Shuckburgh,London, New York. Macmillan. 1889. Reprint Bloomington 1962.]  [5:  Livy. History of Rome by Titus Livius, books nine to twenty-six. Chapter 41, Section 13. literally translated, with notes and illustrations, by. D. Spillan. and. Cyrus Edmonds. York Street, Covent Garden, London. Henry G. Bohn. John Child and son, printers. 1849. 2.] 


Polybius argues that the cause of this Second Punic War was Hamilcar having faced public humiliation in previous wars so once he had secured his country’s safety he set about securing the Carthaginian power within Iberia to use it as a base against Rome in later Wars[footnoteRef:6]. This supports the earlier argument that the Carthaginians and Romans knew there was going to be another war despite the Ebro Treaty. The supports the idea the suggestion from modern scholars that there was really no point in having this treaty as both sides knew someone was going to break the it, which would just lead to the war. However, while ancient scholars like to focus on the small-scale reasons as to why The Second Punic War took place, they also like to ignore a lot of what has happened shortly after. The First Punic War and the aftermath of the Mercenary War like modern scholars do, and it is still important to consider what modern scholars believe is the reason as to why The Second Punic War took place; Some modern scholars believe that this war took place mainly for economic gain much like the First Punic War, something that the ancient scholars tend to avoid pinning as a cause, but it was clear that after the First Punic War and the Mercenary War the Carthaginians were in a dire state, without a significant fleet and having lost their strategically important fortresses in Sicily, Corsica and Sardinia. They needed a new source of income in order for them to fund their armies in case of another war or invasion. The chances of another war were very high as the everything was practically solved with a war in the period of history no matter how many treaties there were.  [6:  Histories. Polybius. Evelyn S. Shuckburgh. translator. London, New York. Macmillan. 1889. Reprint Bloomington 1962.] 


The Carthagians decided that their new source of income would come from Spain. They already had control of the old Phoenician colonies of which there was a rich source of silver[footnoteRef:7], so it would help fund their armies and their overall economy. The Carthagians allegedly sent Hamilcar Barca in 237 BC to expand their own territory, of which he did. He established a base at Gades and founded a new city known as Acra Leuce. This would cause a ripple effect and the Carthagians would hugely expand their empire, up until the point of Hannibal’s existence within history. He would later establish himself as the greatest foe of the Romans by ‘breaking’ the Ebro Treaty, so while ancient scholars like to ignore the important aspect of the economy within the causes of wars their reasons still do link up with them as this modern scholar known as Mark Cartwright’s argument does link well with Livy’s. [7:  Mark Cartwright. Second Punic War. Ancient Encyclopaedia. 29th May 2016. Accessed 7th December 2017. < https://www.ancient.eu/Second_Punic_War/ >  ] 


While it seems there are for sure more than the two reasons Polybius outlined in this book the histories, a lot of ancient historians seem to argue the same point that the breaking of the Ebro Treaty was the main cause for this war, Polybius especially argues that at no point was there a major event that caused this war just like people could say that the Hitler invading Poland was the major cause of World War Two, many events people have called the causes of this war have actually been an act of war and therefore should not be considered a reason as to why the war actually happened. To answer the major question, you cannot just use the ancient sources to determine the reasons for the Second Punic War, as while these were being written certain things were unknown at the time and obviously because the world was not connected at all back then in comparison to now, Modern scholars are a necessity to flat out argue the cause of this Hannibalic War as they look at these wars at a non-bias large scale unlike the ancient scholars who tend to focus more so in favour of the side they support. 


Bibliography: 
· The Romans from Village to Empire Written By M.Boatwight, D.Gargola and R. Tarbot.
First Edition, Febuary 2004 Published By Oxford University Press
Pages 105 to 111.
· Rome in the Ancient World : From Romulus to Justinian. Written by David Potter
Second Edition, 2014. Published By Thames and Hudson ltd London.
Pages 65 to 81 


Polybius : Histories Translation 

<http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.01.0234%3Abook%3D3%3Achapter%3D10 >  Book 3, Second Cause of the war.
<http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.01.0234%3Abook%3D3%3Achapter%3D6 > Book 3 , Causes of the Second Punic War.
<http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.01.0234%3Abook%3D3%3Achapter%3D9 > Book 3, First Cause of the Second Punic War.

Livy: The History of Rome Book 21 
[bookmark: _GoBack]<http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.02.0147%3Abook%3D21%3Achapter%3D41 >

 
image1.png
PRIFYSGOL CYMRU ——
Y Drindod Dewi Sant

UNIVERSITY OF WALES

Trinity Saint David





