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CHAPTERII.

CARTHAGE.

OPPOSITE to thefar-spreading peninsulas and deep indented
shores of Europe and her numerous* islands, stretches in a
long and uniform line theystony coast of Africa, the most
ccynpact part of the old as well as of the new world. No
more marked contrast can be found, in such immediate
proximity, upon the surface of the globe, than the two
continents which farm the abodes of the black and white
races of man. The solid mass of land in the sultry south,
the primeval seat of unmitigated barbarism, has remained
closed to the present day against the refinement of a
higher civilisation, whilst Europe early received the seed
of culture and unfolded the richest and most varied forms
of intellectual, social, and political life. On the east of
Africa the narrow valley formed by the Nile is indeed
separated from the heart of the African continent, and
on the north the cheerless wastes of the interior bound a
belt of land of varying breadth along the coast which is
capable of much cultivation. These regions differ, how-
ever, essentially from the sea-girt islands and peninsulas
of Europe, where a milder sun and a greater variety of
climate have brought about gentler manners and richer
forms of social and political life.

The Mediterranean Sea, on whose shores the stream of
migration from east to west was arrested and divided,
turned the Semitic races to the north coast of Africa and
the Indo-Europeansor Aryansto the countries of Europe ;
and although its waters could not prevent the hostile
encounters and alternating invasions of these two radically
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different peoples, still it has formed, during the lapse of
centuries, an immovable barrier between them, dividing
the civilised lands of Christian Europe from those of the
Mohammedan Barbaresks who have again sunk almort
into savagery. o

We have but uncertain information with respect to the
original population of the countries which extend from
Egypt to the Atlantic Ocean and from the desert to the
shores of the Mediterranean Sea. One single race of
people, the Libyans, divided into various branches, of
whichthe Numidians, theMauritanians, and the Gsetulians
are the most important, have had possession of these
regions from the earliest times: and in spite of migrations
and mixing of races, the present Berbers may be considered
the direct descendants of the original population. The
nature of the soil caused considerable difference in the
mode of life and in the character of he population. In
the fruitful border-lands of the sea-coast, the Libyans led
an industrious agricultural life; the shepherd hordes of
the Numidians and Mauritanians ranged through the
steppes and deserts ; and in the recesses of the Atlas, the
Gaetulians dragged on amiserable existence. None of these
tribes possessed in themselves the elements of a higher
cuHivation. This cultivation came tothem fromwithout.
During a period of many centuries, the Phoenicians, a
people distinguished by ingenuity and enterprise, made
the north coast of Africathe object of their voyages, and
there they planted numerous colonies. It would appear
that the course of these earliest explorers and founders of
cities was at first directed more to the north of the Medi-
terranean; but encountering the Greeks on the shores
and islands of the Agean Sea, they retired before the
greater energy of that people, in order to find on the
coast of Africa and the western part of the Mediterranean
an undisturbed territory for the development of their
commercial and colonial policy. Thus numerous Phoeni-
cian settlements were formed on the coast of Africa, in
Spain, and in many of the western islands.
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The Phoenician colonies did not essentially differ from CHAP
the Greek. Unlike the Roman colonies, they were not |
established by the mother country, in order to further hery
political aims, to extend and strengthen her dominion, and
to be kept in dependence upon her. On the contrary,
their foundation was the result of a spirit of enterprise in
the emigrants, of internal quarrels at home, or of com-
mercial projects; and only a weak bond of affection or
interest united them with each other and with the
mother country. ; Nevertheless the isolated and at first
independent Phoenician cities in the west gradually grew
into one powerful united state; and this small Semitic
people succeeded by their concentrated and well-regulated
force in ruling for centuries over numerous populations
composed of differing races, and in stamping upon them
an impression which was recognisable ages after the fall
of the Phoenician dominion.

This union of thewidely-spread Phoenician communities Rapid
into one state was the work of Carthage. No domestic gI]?jW[EQWG’
or foreign historian has explained to us by what happy of Car-
circumstances, by what political or military superiority thage
on the part of the Carthaginians, or by what states-
men or generals, this union of scattered elements was
brought about. The ancient history of Carthage has dis-
appeared even more completely than that of her great rival
Rome, and in its place we find only idle stories and fables.
Dido or Elissa, the Tynan princess, who is said to have
emigrated from her native country in the ninth century
before our era, at the head of a portion of the discontented
nobility, and to have founded Byrsa, the citadel of Car-
thage, appears in the light of historical investigation to be
a goddess. The stories of the purchase of a site for the
new city, of the ox-hide cut into strips, and of the rent
which for many years hadto be paidfor the land to native
princes, are legends of as much worth as those of the
R6man asylum, or the rape of the Sabines. Carthage was
at first, like Rome, an unimportant city, whose foundation
and early history could not have aroused the attention of
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contemporary writers. She was but one among the many-
Phoenician colonies, and not even the oldest Phoenician
settlement on the African coast. But the happy situation
of Carthage appears to have promoted the early and rapid
growth of the city; which, asserting her supremacy oyer
her sister cities, placed herself at the head of all the settle-
ments belonging to the Phoenician race. She made con-
quests and founded colonies, and gained dominion over the
western seas and coasts by her commercial influence and
by the strength of her forces in war.

The Carthaginian empire was in its constitution not
unlike that of Rome. Both had grown out of one city as
their centre; both ruled over allies of alien and of
kindred race; both had sent out numerous colonies, and
through them had spread their nationality. But with all
this resemblance there were causes existing which im-
pressed upon thetwo states widely difbrent characteristics
and determined their several destinies.

We dare not decide whether Eome was richer than
Carthage in political wisdom and warlike spirit. Both
these qualities distinguished the two peoples;in the
highest degree, developed their national strength, and made
the struggle between them the longest and most chequered
that is knownin ancient history. Even we, who draw our
knowledge of the Carthaginiansonly fromthe questionable
statements of Greek and Roman writers, can arrive at a
full conviction that they were at least worthy rivals of
the Romans. The decision inthe great contest did not
depend upon superiority of mind or courage. No Roman
army ever fought more bravely than that under Hamilcar
Barcas on Mount Eryx, or thanthe garrison of Lilybseum,
or than the Carthaginians in their last desperate conflictf
with Scipio the Destroyer. The wisdom of the Soman
senate, which we cannot rate too highly, did not accom-
plish more than the senate of Carthage, which for 600
years governed the greatest commercial state in the old
world without asingle fundamental revolution. What,
then, was the decisive force which, after thelong trembling
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of the balance between Rome and Carthage, trjrned the
scale ? It was the homogeneousness of the material out
of which the Roman state was constructed, as compared
with the varied elements which formed the Cartha-
ginian.! * 'The Romans were Latins, of the same blood as
the Sabines, the Samnites, the Lucanians, and the Cam-
pan ians, and all the other races which formed the prin-
cipal stock of the population of Italy. They were related
inbloodevenwiththeir Grecian allies, andthey harmonised
m a great measure with the Etruscans in their mode of
life, in political thought and religious rites. But the
Carthaginianswere strangers in Africa, and they remained
so to theend. The hard soil of Africa produced an un-
impressible race, and the Semitic Phoenicians were exclu-
sive in their intercourse with strangers. Though the
Carthaginians and Libyans lived together in Africa for
many centuries, the difference between them never dis-
appeared. Withthe Romansit was different. They could
not help growing into one people with their subjects.
Difference of race rendered this impossible to the Cartha-
ginians. If they had been numerous enough to absorb the
Libyans, this fact would have been less prejudicial. But
their mother country, Phoenicia, was too small to send out
ever-fresh supplies of emigrants. Theroots of their power
had not therefore struck deep enough into the soil of their
new home, and the fearful storm which broke upon them
in the Roman wars tore them up.

To tj®is element of national weakness was added a
second/ 'ltaly is a compact, well-defined land. Large
enough to hold a numerous population, itis not broken up
by mountains nor deeply indented by arms of the sea, like
Greece. It is surrounded on almost all sides by water,
and consequently not much exposed to the danger of
foreign encroachments. If we compare this with the
Carthaginian territory we shall find that the long stretch

! Polybms (1 65, § 7) points ovit this contrast by comparing the
dluumra kel BdpBeps of the Carthagimans with those of the Romans, év
weubeinis xea} yduots xal molirueols Edecsy dnredpaupidva,
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of coast from Kyrene to the ocean, her uncertain frontier
towards the interior of the African continent, her scattered
possessions beyond the seg, in Sicily, Sardinia, Malta, the
Balearic Isles and in Spain, formed a very unsafe basis for
the formation of a powerful and durable state.

These were the weak parts of Carthage. It has indeed
been said that the Carthaginians were merely a nation of
traders, bent on gain, animated by no warlike spirit, and
that therefore they were doomed to succumb in the struggle
with Rome! But this assertion is untrue, and the in-
ference is unjust. The Carthaginians were by no means
exclusively a commercial and trading®people. They prac-
tised agriculture no less than the romans. Their system
of tillage was even more rational and more advanced than
the Roman. They had writings on husbandry which the
Roman senate caused to be translated expressly for the
instruction of the Roman people. If, therefore, peasants
possess more than the people of towns the requisite quali-
ties of good soldiers, (which may, however, be doubted),
still this fact would be no argument for denying that the
Carthaginians excelled in war. And indeed how could a
people have been wanting in warlike spirit who braved
the storms and rocks of every sea, who established them-
selves on every coast, and subdued the wildest and boldest
races? If the Carthaginians formed their armies out of
hired foreign troops and not out of citizens, the cause
Is not to be found in their want of courage or deficient
patriotism. The men, and even the women, of Carthage
were ever ready to sacrificetheir lives for the defence of their
homes; but for their foreign wars they counted the blood
of citizens too dear. A mercenary army cost the state less
than an army of citizens, who were much too valuable as
artizans or merchants, as officials or overseers, to serve as

, ' Compare the just remarks of Vncke (Dg zweite punuche Kneg, 1841,
p 94) on the warlike qualities of commercial states 'The merchants of
Carthage were no more mere shopkeepers than those merchants on the Zuydersee
and the Thames who seized the government of India’ Vincke ought to have
added ' and who fought victoriously with the greatest military powers of
Europe—with Spain under Philip| | , and with France under Napoleon.'
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common soldiers. Military service is sought only by rude
and poor nations as a means of subsistence. The Sam-
nites, the lberians, the Gauls, and the Ligurians, and,
amiong the Greeks especially, the Arcadians and the rest
of the Peloponnesians, served for hire, because they were
needy or uncultivated. Love of the military service as a
profession and occupation of life is never foundin the mass
of an advanced people where the value of labour ranks high.
We must not on this account reproach such a nation with
cowardice. The English are surpassed by no people of
Europe in bravery; and yet in England, except the officers,
none but the lowest classes adopt a soldier's life, because
it isthe worst paid. Of coarse m times of national enthu-
siasm or danger it is different. Then every member of a
healthy state willingly takesup arms. So it was among
the Carthaginians, and therefore we are not justified in
crediting them with less capacity for war than the bravest
nations of the old world.

In speaking of the Carthaginian peoplewe must strictly
include only the Punians, that is to say, the population of
pure Phoenician descent. These were to be found only
in the city of Carthage and in the other Phoenician
colonies, and were very few in proportion to the mass of
the remaining population. The aboriginal African race
of the Libyans inhabited the fruitful region south of
Carthage to the lake Tritonis; these the Phoenician
settlers had reduced to complete dependence and made
tributary.! They were now the subjects of Carthage, and
their lot was not enviable. It is true that they were
personally free; but they formed no part of the Carthagi-
nian people, and they had no rights but those which the

Y1t is very improbable that, as Justin states (xix 2), the Carthaginians,
down to the time of Darius Hystaspis, paid a ground-rent to the Libyans for
theland on which their town was built (Compare Heeren, Idem, 11 1-34)
But granted even that this statement were true, it would not follow that (as
Mommsen says, Bom. Gesch |. 493) they were deficient in political capacity
No one will venture to accuse the English people of such a defect Yet
the East India Company continued up to the year 1827 to acknowledge the
Great Mogul as the nominal sovereign of India, ftnd alowed him to keep a
mock court at Delhi until 1857.
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genercfeity or policy of the Carthaginians granted them*
The amount of the services which! they had to render to
the state was not fixed and determined by mutual agree-
ment, by stipulation or law, but depended on the neces-
sities of Carthage; and on this account they were always
ready to join with foreign enemies whenever the soil of
Africa became the theatre of war.

During the 600 years of Carthaginian supremacy, a
certain mingling of the races of the Libyans and Cartha-
ginians naturally took place. A ;numbftr of Carthaginians,
citizens of pure Phoenician blood, settled among the
Libyans, and thus arose the mixed race of the Liby-
Phoenicians, who probably spread Carthaginian customs
and the Phoenician language in Africa in the same way
as the Latin colonies carried the Latin language and
Roman customs over Italy. From these Liby-Phoenicians
were principally taken the colonists who were sent out by
Carthage to form settlements, not only in Africa, but also
in Spain, Sicily, Sardinia, and the other islarfds. We have
no very accurate information about the Liby-Phoenicians.
Whether they were more animated by the Phoenician
spirit, or whether the Libyan nationality prevailed, must
remain undecided. It is, however, probable that, in course
of time, they assumed more and more of the Phoenician
character.

The Carthaginian citizens, the native Libyans, and the
mixed population of the Liby-Phoenicians constituted
therefore, in strictness of speech, the republic of Carthage,
in the same way as Rome, the Roman colonies, and the
subject Italian population formed the body of the Roman
state. Butthe wider Carthaginianempire included three
other elements; the confederate Punic cities, the depen-
dent African nomadic races, and the foreign possessions.

It isa sure sign of the political ability of the Cartha-
ginians that, so far as we know, no wars arising from
jealousy and rivalry took place between the different
Phoenician colonies, like those which ruined the once
flourishing Greek settlements inltaly and Sicily. Itis



CAKTHAGE.

true that the Phoenicians were careful to exclude other
nations from the regions where they had founded their
trading establishments, and Carthage may also have en-
deavoured to concentrate the trade of her African posses
sions in Carthage itself.® But there were no wars of
extermination between different cities and the Phoenician
race. All the Tyrian and Sidoman colonies in Africa,
on the islands of the western Mediterranean Sea, and in
Spain, which had in part been formed before Carthage,
gradually joined t&emselves to her, and acknowledged her
as the head of their nation. How this union was effected
is hiddenin the darkness of the early Carthaginian history.
We may perhaps assume that the common national and
mercantile interests prompted;the isolated settlements of
the far-sighted Phoenicians to a peaceful union and sub-
ordination to the most powerful state? ~ Thus it was
possible for a handful of men of aforeign race® to establish
in a distant part of theworld an extensive dominion over
scattered tracts of land and wild barbarian populations.
The most important city of these Phoenician confederates
was Utica, situated at no great distance north of Carthage
at the mouth of the river Bagradas. In the public
treaties whteh Carthage concluded, Utica was generally
mentioned as one of the contracting parties.* It w$s
therefore rather an ally than a subject of Carthage, holding
to her the same relationship which Prseneste and some
other Italian cities bore to Eome. We have very little
information about the remaining Phoenician cities on the

! Movers, "Phonizier,ii 2, 488. Yet it is not probable that the Cartha-
ginians, as Movers suspects, destroyed the port of Great Leptis If they had
done o, the export of goods from Great Leptis to Carthage would have been
confined to the long and tedious road by land, which of course would have
resulted in aloss to the Carthaginian traders Many of the famous ports of
antiquity were silted up in the course of ages, and among them, no doubt, that
of Great Leptis, without the interference of man

2 At least nothing is known of aforcible subjection of the smaller Phoenician
settlements to Carthage

% The English dominion in India is to some extent analogous, but the
Anglo-Indians have the whole power of the mother country to back them.

* Polybius, iii. 24.
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north coast of Africa. None of them were of such im-
portance as to be placed in the same rank with Carthage
and Utica. They were bound to pay afixed tribute and
to furnish contingents of troops, but they enjoyed self-
government and they retained their own laws. :

On the south and west of the immediate territory of the
Carthaginian republic lived various races of native Libyans,
who are commonly known by the name of Numidians.
But these were in no way, as their Greek name (' Nomads')
would seem to imply, exclusively pastoral races. Several
districts in their possession, especialy in the modern
Algeria, were admirably suited for agriculture. Hence
they had not only fixed and permanent abodes, but a
number of not unimportant cities, of which Hippo gud
Cirta, the residences of the chief Numidian princes, were
the most considerable. Their owninterest, far more than
the superior force of the Carthaginians, bound the chiefs of
several Numidian races as allies to the rich commercial
city. They assisted in great part m carrying on the com-
merce of Carthage with the interior parts of Africa, and
derived a profit fromthis forwarding trade. The military
service in the Carthaginian armies had great attractions
for the needy sons of the desert, who delighted above all
things in robbery and plunder; and the light cavalry of
the Numidians was equalled neither by the Romans nor by
the Greeks. A wise policy on the part of Carthage kept
the princes of Numidia in good humour. Presents, marks
of honour, and intermarriage with noble Carthaginian
ladies, united them with the city, which thus disposed of
them without their suspecting that they were in a state of
dependence. That, however, such an uncertain, fluctuating
alliance was not without danger for Carthage—that the
excitable Numidians, caring only for their own immediate
advantage, would join the enemies of Carthage without
scruple in the hour of need, Carthage was doomed to
experience to her sorrow in her wars with Rome.

Besides her own immediate territory in Africa, the
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allied Phoenician cities, and the Numidian confederates, CHAP
Carthage had also anumber of foreign possessions and <
colonies, extending her name and influence throughout ;
the western parts of the Mediterranean Sea. A line of jggr”tshgge_
colonies had been founded on the north coast of Africa as
far as the Straits of Gibraltar, and even on the western
shore of the continent, i.e. on the coasts of Numidia and
Mauritania; but these were intended to further the com-
merce of Carthage, not in any way to assist her in her
conquests. In like manner, the earliest settlements in
Spain and the islands of the Mediterranean, in Malta, the
Balearic and Lipari Isles, in Sardinia, and especially in
Sicily, were originally trading factories, and not coloniesin
the Eoman sense. But where commerce required the
protection of arms, these establishments were soon changed
into military posts, like those of the English in the East
Indies ; and the conquest of larger or smaller tracts of land
and of entire islands was the consequence. It is evident
that for several centuries the Carthaginians in Sicily were
not bent on conquest. They avoided encountering the
Greeks, they gave up the whole south and east coast,
where at first there had been numerous Phoenician colo-
nies,® and they confined themselves to a few small strong-
holds in the extreme west of the island, which they
required as trading and shipping stations. They appear
only in the fifth century to have made an attempt to get
military possession of the greater part of Sicily. But
after the failure of this attempt by the defeat at Himera
(480 B.C.) we hear of no further similar undertakings till
the time of the Peloponnesian war.

Sardinia, on the other hand, seems early to have come Sardinia.
into the power of the Carthaginians, after the attempt of
the Greeks of Phokaia to make a settlement there had
been thwarted by the Carthaginian fleet. Sardinia was
not, like Sicily, aland that attracted many strangers. It
was not the eternal apple of discord of contending neigh-

1 Movers, Phonizier ii 2, 324 ff Thucydides, vi 2.
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hours, like the richer sister island, and so it seemsthat, as
the Carthaginians found no rival there, it was acquired
without much effort on their part.

Gades, the earliest Phoenician colony in Spain, and 'tYe
other kindred settlements in the valley of the Baetis'the
old land of Tartessus,' appear to have stood in friendly
relations to Carthage. The African and Spanish Phoeni-
cians carried on an active intercourse with each other
without jealousy or mutual injury, and in war they aided
each other. At alater period,, when Carthage was ex-
tending her conquests in Spain, Gades and the other
Punic places seem to have stood to her in the same re-
lationship as Utica.

Thus the Carthaginian state was formed out of elements
differing widely from one another in origin and geogra-
phical position.. The constitution and organisation of the
state were admirably fitted for times of peace, and for
commercial and industrial development. By the activity
of the Carthaginian merchants, the varied productions of
the several districts found their markets. The different
peoples mutually supplied their wants, and could not fail
to recognise their common interest in this intercourse
with one another, and inthe services rendered by Carthage.
But for the strain of a great war such a state was too
slightly framed. Prom the nature of things it was hardly
to be expected that it could undertake any war with suc-
Cess, Or survive a great reverse. But Carthage, notwith-
standing, came out victoriously from many a struggle; and
for centuries she maintained herself as the first state in
the western sea, before she sunk under the hard blows of
the Roman legions. This result was brought about by a
wise political organisation of the state, which bound the
heterogeneous elements into one solid body.

Our information about the constitution of Carthasre

comes to us indirectly through Greek and Roman authors,
and many points with respect to it remain obscure and

1 Movers, Phonizwr, ii. 2, 094 ff.
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unintelligible in conseguence, more especially its origin
and progressive development; but its general character
istolerably clear, and we cannoir hesitate to rank it, on the
authority of Aristotle and Polybius, among the best of
ancient constitutions. A striking phenomenon may here
benoted. In spite of theradically different national charac-
ter of the Semitic Carthaginians, their political institutions,
far from presenting a decided contrast to the Greek
and Italian formsof government, resembled them strongly,
not only m general outline but even in detail. This simi-
larity led Aristotle' to compare the constitution of Car-
thage with that of Spartaand Crete, while Polybius® thinks
that it resembled the Roman. Thislikenessmay bepartly
explained by the fact that these foreign observers were
inclined to discover analogies in Carthage to their own
native institutions, and that they were strengthened inthis
view by the employment of Greek and Roman names, just
as they were constantly recognising the Hellenic deities in
the gods of the barbarians. Butwithout a correspondence
of outline in the constitution of these states, such a com-
parison would not have been possible, and so we are
compelled to infer that in political life the Carthaginians
were not Asiatics but Occidentals, or else had become so
through the force of circumstances.

Carthage had from the very commencement this feature
in common with the Greek and Roman republics, that the
state had grown out of a city and preserved the municipal
form of government. In consequence arepublican adminis-
tration became necessary, that is to say, there took place
a periodical change of elected and responsible magistrates,
the people being acknowledged asthe source of all political
power.

The first officers of state, who were called Kings or
Suffetes (a term identical with the Hebrew Shofetim,
judges), were chosen by the people out of the most dis-
tinguished families. If we had more particulars about

! Aristotle, Polit. ii. 8, 1. Polybius, vi. 51.
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the gradual growth of the constitution of Carthage, we
should probably find that these officers were at first invested
with comprehensive powers, but that in the course of time,
likethe corresponding authoritiesin Athens, Sparta, Rome,
and other places, they became more and more restricted,
and had to resign to other functionaries a part of their
original authority. At alater period, the suffetes appear
to have discharged only religious and other honorary
functions, such as the presidency in the senate ; and per-
haps they also took some part* in th3 administration of
justice. Itis remarkable that we cannot state with cer-
tainty whether one Or two suffetes held office at the same
time; but it would seem probable that there were always
two, as they were compared to the Spartan kings and;the
Roman consuls. Still more uncertain isthe duration of
their term of office. It may perhaps be taken for granted
that, if the dignity was originally conferred for life, it was
afterwaids limited to the period of a year.

The most important office, though perhaps not the
highest in rank, was that of the military commander.
This was not limited to afixed time, and seems generally
to have been endowed with extensive, in fact almost
dictatorial power, though subject to the gra/est responsi-
bility. Inthe organisation and employment of thisim-
portant dignity, the Carthaginians proved their political
wisdom, *nd chiefly to this they owed their great successes
and the spread of their power. While the Romans con-
tinued year after year to place new consuls with divided
powers at the head of their brave legions, even when
fighting against such foes as Hannibal, the Carthaginians
had early arrived at the conviction that vast and distant
wars could be brought to a successful issue only by men
who had uncontrolled and permanent authority in their
ownarmy. No petty jealousy, no republican fear of tyranny,
kept them from intrustingthe whole power of the state to
the most approved generals, even if they belonged, as
repeatedly happened, to an eminent family, and succeeded
to the command as if by hereditary right. For awhole
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century members of the Mago family were at the head of
the Carthaginian armies, and Carthage owed to their
prudence and courage the establishment of her dominion
im Sicily and Sardinia. This feature of the constitution of
Carthage stands out in boldest relief in the war of Hanni-
bal, when, according to the common view, the most
flourishing age of the state was already over. Hamilcar
Barcas, the heroic father, was followed by his heroic son-
in-law, Hasdrubal; and Hamilcar's fame was only sur-
passed by that of his more glorious sons. None of these
men ever attempted to destroy the freedom of the republic,
whilein Greece and Sicily republican institutions were
always in danger of being overthrown by successful
generals, a fate which Rome herself suffered at a later
period. The Carthaginian commanders-in-chief, like the
generals of modern history, were uncontrolled masters
in the field, but always subject to the civil authority of
the state. The statesmen of Carthage sought to obtain
their end by a strict subordination of the military to
the civil power, and by the severe punishment of
offenders; not by splitting up the chief command, or
limitingits duration. They instituted a civil commission,
consisting of members of the select council, who accom-
panied the generals to the field, and superintended any
political measures, such as the conclusion of treaties."
Thus every Carthaginian army represented in a certain
degree the state in miniature; the generals were the
executive, the committee of senators were the senate, and
the Carthaginians serving inthe army were the people.
How far such a control of the generals was unwise or
the punishments unjust, we have no means of deciding
with our scanty means of information. But the fact
that the best citizens were always ready to devote their
energies and their lives to the service of their country
speaks well for the wisdom of the control and the justice
of the sentences.

! Polybms, vii 9.
VOL. I'l. 0
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B(|3\(/3K In addition to the suffetes and generals, other Cartha-
ginian officers are occasionally mentioned, and these are
cartha-  designated by corresponding L atin names, such as praetors
g'r?]f‘.d”aw and quaestors. In a powerful, well-ordered, and compli-
cated political organism, like the Carthaginian republic,
there were of course many officials and many branches of
the administration. To hold an office without salary
was an honour, and consequently the administration
was in the hands of families distinguished by birth and

riches.
tThhaeg i%?;; These families were represented, everywhere among the
senate. ancients, in the senate, which in truth was the soul of the
Carthaginian state, asit was of the Roman, and which really
conducted the whole foreign and domestic policy. In
spite of this conspicuous position, which must always have
attracted the attention of other nations, we have no satis-
factory information about the organisation of the Cartha-
ginian senate. It would seem that it was numerous,
containing one or two special committees, which in the
course of time became established as special boards of
administration and justice. The criminal and political
jurisdictionwasintrustedto abody of 100 or 104 members,
who probably formed a special division of the senate,
though we are by no means certain of it. According to
Aristotle,' they were chosen from the® Pentarchies,’ by
which we are perhaps to understand divisions of the senate
into committees of five members each. At leastit is im-
possible that the Carthaginian senate could have remained
at the head of the administration if thejudicial office had
passed into other hands. But if the Hundred (or Hundred-
and-four) were aportion of the senate, and were periodically
renewed from among the greater body, they could act as
their commissioners. Through these the senate controlled
the entire political life, keeping especially the generalsin
dependence on the civil authority.? The Corporation of

1 Aristotle, Polit ii 8, § 4
% This condtitutes the similarity of the Body of One Hundred with the
Spartan Ephors, mentioned by Aristotle (Polit n 8, § 2)
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the Hundred, which had at first been renewed by the
yearly choice of new members, assumed gradually a more
permanent character by the re-election of the same
mfen, and this may have led to their separating themselves
as a distinct branch of the government from the rest of
the senate.—A second division of the great council is men-
tioned, under the name of select council.® This numbered
thirty members, and seems to have been a supreme board
of administration. No information has come down to us
with respect to the choice of members, the duration of
their office, or their special functions. Our knowledge,
therefore, of the organisation of the Carthaginian senate
taken altogether is very injperfect, though there can be
littie doubt about its general.character and its power in
the state.

The influence of the people seems to hare been of little
moment. It is reported that they had only to give their
votes where a difference of opinion arose between the
senate and the suffetes® The assembly of the people had
the right of electing the magistrates. But that was a
privilege of small importance in a state where birth and
wealth decided the election. The highest offices of state
were, if not exactly purchasable, as Aristotle declares,®
still easily attained by the rich and influential, as in all
countries where public offices conferringinterest and profit
are obtained by popular election.

In the Greek republics the people exercised their sove-
reignty in the popular tribunals still more than in the
election of magistrates. The choice of the magistrates
could, in a fully developed democracy, be effected by lot,
but only the well-considered verdict of the citizens could
give a decision affecting the life and freedom of afellow-
citizen. These popular tribunals, which, as being guided
and influenced by caprice, prejudice, and political passions,
caused unspeakable mischief among the Greek states,

! Sanctius concilium.—Livy, xxx. 16. The ‘yepobarie as distinct from the
oiyrAnreos —Polybms, x. 18, § 1. * Aristotle, Poht. u. 8, § 3.
1 Poht u. 8, § 6.
c.2
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were unknown in Carthage.® The firmness and steadiness
of the Carthaginian constitution was no doubt in a great
measure owing to the circumstance that the judicial
Board of the Hundred (or Hundred-and-four) had in their
own hands the administration of criminal justice.

The Carthaginian state had in truth, as Polybius states,
a mixed constitution like Rome. In other words, it was
neither a pure monarchy nor an exclusive aristocracy nor
yet a perfect democracy; but all three elementswere com-
binedin it. Yet it is clear that one of these elements,
the aristocracy, greatly preponderated. The nobility of
Carthage were not a nobility of blood, like the Roman
patricians; but this honour appears, like the later nobility
in Rome, to have been open to merit and riches, as weshto
be expected in a commercial city. The tendency towards
plutocracy draws downthe greatest censurewhichAristotle
passes upon Carthage. Some familiss were conspicuous
by their hereditary and almost regal influence. But, in
spite of this, monarchy was never established in Carthage,
though the attempt is said to have been made twice. No
complete revolution ever took place, and there was no
breach with the past. Political life therewas in all its
fulness, and consequently also there were political con-
flicts; but these never resulted in revolutions stained
with blood and atrocities, such as took place in most of
the Greek cities, and in none more often than in the
unhappy city of Syracuse. In this respect, therefore,
Carthage may be compared with Rome; in both alike the
internal development of the state advanced slowly with-
out any violent reaction, and on this account Aristotle
bestows on her deserved praise® This steadiness of her
constitution, which lasted for more than 600 years, was
due, according to Aristotle,® to the extent of the Cartha-

1 Amstotle, Polat 11 1,87
* Poltt.n 8, § 1 owudor 3¢ worelas ovvrerayudims vd rdr Sjuor Yxovrey
Biauévesr dv i TdEe Tiis mokirelas kol fifire ordow ¥ re xal By elmety, yeyerfioha:

phyre rbpayroy
4 Poist.nn 8,89,
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ginian dominion over subject territories, whereby the
state was enabled to get rid of malcontent citizens and to
send them as colonists elsewhere.!  But it is mainly due,
dte all, to the firm and wise government of the Cartha-
ginian aristocracy.

! The same advantage is enjoyed at the present time by the United States,
and the Puritan emigrations from England had the same tendency of removing
the elements of discontent away from home.
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CHAPTER I'I.

SICILY.

THE island of Sicily seems destined by its position to
form the connecting link between Europe and Africa.
Whilst almosttouching Italy in the north-east, it stretches
itself westwards towards the great African continent,
which appears to approach it from the south with an out-
stretched arm. Thus thislarge island divides the whole
basin of the Mediterranean sea into an eastern and a
western, a Greek and a barbarian half. Few Greek settlers
ventured westward beyond the narrow straits between
Italy and Sicily. Etruscans and Carthaginians were the
exclusive masters of the western sea, and in those parts
where their power was supreme they allowed no Greek
settlement or Greek commerce. The triangular island
had one of her sides turned towards the country of the
Greeks in the east; while the other two coasts, converging
in a western direction, extended into the sea of the
barbarians, and almost reached the very centre of Cartha-
ginian power. Thus it happened that the east coast of
the island and the nearest portions of the other two coasts
were filled with Greek colonies; while the western part,
with the adjacent islands, remained in possession of the
Phoenicians, who, it seems, before the time of the Greek
immigration, had settlements all round the coast. The
greater energy of the Greeks seemed destined to Hellenise
the wholeisland. No native people could obstruct their
progress. The aborigines of Sicily, the Sikeli or Sikani,* no

! The supposd difference between Sikeli and Sikani, asumed by Thucydides
(vi 2), Strabo (vi. 2, 4), and Dionysius (I 22), is not real. They are clearly
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doubt a people of the same race asthe oldest population of
Italy, were cut off by the seafrom their natural alliesin a
struggle with foreign intruders* and, being confined to
lieir own strength alone, they could never become dan-
gerous, as the Lucanian and Bruttian barbarians were to
the Greeks in Italy. Only once there arose among them
anative leadey, called Duketius, who had the ambition,
but not the ability, to found a national kingdom of Sicily.
On the whole, Sicily was destined, from the beginning of
history to modern, times, to be the battle-field and the
prize of victory for foreign nations.

The origin and the development of the Greek townsin
Sicily belong, properly speaking, to the history of Greece.
Their wars aso with Carthage, for the possession of the
island, have only an indirect relation with the history of
Rome. We cast on them, therefore, only apassing glance.
I't will suffice for usto see how, in consequence of the un-
steady policy of the quarrelsome Greeks and the aimless,
fitful exertioris of the Carthaginians, neither the one nor
the other attained a complete and undisputed sovereignty
over the island, and how each successively had to succumb
to the judicious policy and the persevering energy of the
Romans.

In the west of the island the Carthaginians had ancient
Phoenician colonies in their possession, of which Motye,
Panormus, and Solus were the most important. The
Greeks had ventured on the south side as far as Selinus,
and on the north as far asHimera, and it seemed that, in
course of time, the last remaining Punic fortresses must
fall into their hands. Carthage desired a peaceful pos-
session for the purposes of trade and commerce, and until
the fifth century before our era had not entered upon any
great warlike enterprise. At the time of the Persian war,
however, a great change took place in the policy of Car-
thage. Taking advantage of the internal dissensions of

either one people, or branches of one people, as Sabini and Sabelli, and the
difference in the names is dialectic or accidental. See Forbiger in Pauly's Real-
Encyclopadte, vi. 1159 Lewis, Credibility of Early Roman History, 1. 273.
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the Greeks,' they sent for the first time a considerable
army into Sicily, as if they contemplated the conquest of
thewhole island. This attack on the Greeks in the west
happened at the time when there was every prospect
their mother country falling a victim to the Persians.
But at the very time when Greek freedom came out vic-
torious from the unequal struggle at Salairis, the Sicilian
Greeks, under the command of Gelon, the ruler of Gela
and Syracuse, defeated the great Carthaginian army before
Himera, and thus put an end for a considerable time to the
Carthaginian plans of conquest.?

Syracuse from this time became more and more the
head of the Greek cities. The rulers Gelon and Hiero,
distinguished not less by their military abilities than, by
their wise policy, understood how to curb the excitable,
active, and restless Greeks in Sicily, and to govern them
with that kind of stedfast rule which alone seemed salutary
for them. As soon, however, asthe firm government of
the tyrants gave place to what was called freedom, all
wild passions broke loose within every town in the con-
federacy of the Sicilian Greeks. The empire of Syracuse,
which under princes as vigorous as Gelon and Hiero
might probably have been extended over the whole of

! Himera, Selinus, Messang, and Rhegmm sided with the Carthaginians

2 Gelon's victory at Himerawas afavourite topic for the vainglorious Greeks
The Sicilian colonists naturally wished to rival the great exploits of the
mother country, and they found in the attack of the western barbarians upon
Sicily a welcome pendant to that of the Persians upon Greece proper
(Diodorus, xi 20) If Mardomus led 300,000 men into battle at Platsea, the
Carthaginian army at Himera could not amount to less For the same purpose
the fiction was invented that the battle at Himera took place on the same day
with that of Thermopylae or of Salamis In later times it was even aleged
that the Persians and Pumans made a combined attack m the east and m the
west, for the extinction of the Greek nation  The king of Persia, it was said,
embraced in his schemes of conquest Sicily as well as Greece, and as sovereign
of Phoenicia ordered the Carthaginians, the Phoenician colonists in Africa, to
attack the Sicilian Greeks Herodotus (vii 165) says nothing of such plans
According to him, the war between Greeks and Carthaginians in Sicily arose
from local causes Moreover, Carthage was far too independent, by her
geographical position and by her power, to be determined in her policy by the
wishes of her mother country, or by the dictates of the Persian monarch.
Compare Dahlmann, Forschungen zu Herodot, 186.
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Sicily, was broken up. Every town again became inde-
pendent.  The arbitrary measures of the Syracusan princes
were upset, democracy re-established, the expelled citizens
Wought back, and the friends of thetyrantsbanished. In
spite of these revolutions, involving confiscation of pro-
perty and confusion of all kinds, Sicily enjoyed great
prosperity® for half a century, and the Carthaginians made
no attempt to extend the bounds of their dominion in the
island. It was only after the unhappy termination of the
Athenian expedition against Syracuse, when this town,
victorious but exhausted, and distracted by internal dis-
sensions, continued the war against Athens in the Agean
Sea, that the Carthaginians, seventy years after their great
defeat at Himera, again made a vigorous attack on the
Greek cities of Sicily.

Segesta, which was only partially Greek, and had already
caused the interference of the Athenians in the internal
affairs of the island, invoked Carthaginian aid in a dispute
with the neighbouringtown Selmus. Hamilcar, the grand-
son of the Hannibal who had fallen at Himera, landed in
Sicily with alarge army, and conquered in quick succes-
sion Selmus and Himera, destroying them with all the
horrors of barbarian warfare. But the greatest blow for
the Sicilian Greeks was the fall of Akragas or Agrigentum,
the second town of the island, whose glorious temples and
strong walls were overthrown, and whose rich works of
art were carried away to Carthage. Since the taking of
Miletus by the Persians, such a dreadful misfortune had
happened to no Hellenic town. The Punic conquerors
pushed on irresistibly along the southern coast of the
island towards the east.

The Syracusans had tried in vain to arrest them at
Agrigentum. The failure of their undertaking caused an
internal revolution, which overthrew the republic and
gave monarchical power to the elder Dionysius. But
even Dionysius was not capable of stemming the further

! Curtiua, Griech Gesoh. 11 487 ff
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progress of the Carthaginians. Gela fell into their hands
and Camarina was forsaken by its inhabitants. Thewhdle
of the south coast of the island was now in their power®
and it seemed that Syracuse would experience the same
fate. At length Dionysius succeeded in concluding a
treaty, whereby he gave over to them all the conquered
towns, being himself recognised by them as governor of
Syracuse. The Carthaginians now permitted the exiled
inhabitants and other Greeks to return to the towns that
had been destroyed. It seems never to have occurred to
them that it was desirable to garrison the fortified places
which they had taken, or to colonise them in the manner
of the Romans. Probably they fancied that, having en-
tirely broken and humbled their enemies in thefield, tfyey
would be able, from their maritime stronghold of Motye,
to overawe the conquered districts and to keep them in
subjection.

But they had estimated the energy of the Greeks too
low. Dionysius, establishedin hisdominion oter Syracuse,
prepared himself for a new war against Carthage, and in
897 B.C. suddenly invaded the Carthaginian territory.
His attack was irresistible. Even the island town of
Motye, in the extreme west of Sicily, the chief stronghold
of Carthaginian power, was besieged and finally taken by
means of an artificial dam which connected it with the
mainland.

The conquests of the Greeks, as those of the Carthagi-
nians, in Sicily, were but of short duration. Dionysius
retaliated for the destruction of Greek towns by laying
waste Motye and severely punishing the surviving inhabi-
tants; but when he had done this he withdrew, to occupy
himself with other schemes, as if Carthage had been
thoroughly humbled and expelled from Sicily. In the
following year, however (396 B.C.), the Carthaginians again,
with very littletrouble, retook Motye,* and advanced with

! The dams by which Dionysius hadjomed the isand town with the main-
land of Sicily had probably destroyed the advantages of its insular position.
Consequently the Carthaginians did not restore Motye. They made Lilybaeum
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a large army and fleet towards the east of the island,
where they conquered Messana, and, after driving Diony-
sius back, besieged him in Syracuse.

ASo changeable was the fortune of war in Sicily, and so
dependent on accidental circumstances, that the question
whether the island was to be Greek or Carthaginian was
almost within the space of one year decided in two
opposite ways, and the hopes of each of the two rivals,
after having risen to the highest point, were finally
dashed to the ground. The victorious career of Carthage
was arrested by the walls of Syracuse, just as, twenty
years before, the flower of the Athenian citizens had
perished m the same spot. A malignant distemper broke
out m the army of the besiegers, compelling Himilco, the
Carthaginian general, to a speedy flight and to the dis-
graceful sacrifice of the greater part of his army, which
consisted of foreigu mercenaries. Dionysius was now
again, as with one blow, undisputed master of the whole of
Sicily, and he had leisure to plan the subjection of all the
Greek towns to the west of the lonian Sea. He under-
took now his piratical expeditions against Caulonia, Hip-
ponium, Croton, and Rhegium, which brought unspeak-
able misery on these once-flourishing cities at the very
time when they were being pressed by the Italian nations,
the Lucamans and the Bruttians. The bloody defeat
which the Thunans suffered from the Lucanians, and
the conquest of K hegium by Dionysius,* accompanied with
the most atrocious cruelty, were the saddest events of this
period, so disastrous to the Greek nation. If Dionysius
had pursued a national policy, and, instead of allying him-
self with the Lucanians to attack the Greek cities, had
marshalled the Greeks against Carthage, he would most
probably have become master of all Sicily. But the faint-
hearted manner in which he carried on the war against

their chief stronghold, and changed it from an open and insignificant place
into a fortress of the first magnitude See Schubnng uber Motye-Lilybseum
in Philologus, 1866

! At the time of the burning of Home by the Gauls.
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BOOK the enemies of the Greek race stood oat in strong contrast
with the perseverance which he exhibited in enslaving
his own countrymen. After short hostilities (383 B.C)? he
concluded a peace with Carthage, in which he ceded to her
the western part of Sicily as far as the river Halypus.
Then, after a long pause, he attempted, for the last time,
an attack on the Carthaginian towns, conquering Selinus,
Entella, and Eryx, and laying siege to Lilybseum, which,
after the destruction of Motye, had been strongly fortified
by the Carthaginians and was now the*r principal strong-
hold in Sicily. After he had been driven back from
Lilybaeum, the war ceased, without any treaty of peace.
Dionysius died shortly afterwards.
The The Carthaginians took no advantage either of thein-
younger . . - .
Dionysus capacity of his son, the younger Dionysius, or of the
and Timo- - fechleness of Syracuse in the Dionian revolution, to extend
their dominion further. It was only when Timoleon of
Corinth ventured on the bold scheme of restoring the
freedom of Syracuse that we find a Carthaginian army
and fleet before the town, with the intention of anticipat-
ing Timoleon and of conquering Syracuse for Carthage
after the overthrow of the tyrant Dionysius. Never did
they seem so near the accomplishment of their long-
cherished hope. Beingjoined with Hiketas, the ruler of
Leontini, they had already made themselves masters of the
town of Syracuse. Their ships had taken possession of the
harbour. Only the small fortified island Ortygia, the key
of Syracuse, was still in the hands of Dionysius, who,
when he could no longer maintain his ground, had the
choice to which of his enemies he would surrender, to
Timoleon or to the Carthaginians and Hiketas. The good
fortune' or the wisdom of -Timoleon carried the day. He
obtained by agreement the possession of Ortygia and he
sent Dionysius, with his treasures, as exile to Corinth.
Again the Carthaginians saw the prize of all their efforts
snatched from their hands. They feared treason on the

! The expedition of Timoleon is remarkable for the unusual number of
supernatural events. Plutarch's biography is a continuous story of miracles.
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part of Hiketas, their Greek ally; and their general Mago
sailed back to Africa. There he escaped by a voluntary
death the punishment which the Garthaginian senate in-
sisted only too often on unfortunate generals. His body
was hailed to the cross.

Timoleon crowned his glorious work of the deliverance
of Syracuse and the expulsion of all the tyrants of Sicily
by a brilliant victory over a superior Carthaginian army
on the river Krimesus. This defeat was disastrous to
Carthage because they lost in it a select body consisting
of citizens from the first families. Yet the result of this
much lauded victory was by no means the expulsion of
the Punians from Sicily. It seems not even to have
produced a change in the respective strength of the two
belligerents or an alteration of boundary between the
Greek and Carthaginian territory.

Between the over throw of the second Dionysms and
the dominion of Agathokles, the most noxious and most
hateful of her tyrants, Syracuse enjoyed, for twenty-two
years, democratic government and comparative rest, as well
as peaceful intercourse with the Carthaginians and with
the other Sicilian Greeks. But the worthless Agathokles
had hardly seized the monarchical power which seemed
to have been put down for ever in Syracuse by the noble
Timoleon, than the national war between Greeks and
Punians again broke out, and was carried on with a
violence and animosity hitherto unknown. After one de-
cisive victory over Agathokles, the Carthaginians for the
third time besieged Syracuse with an army and fleet,
and for the third time they seemed on the point of gain-
ing the last stronghold of Greek independence in Sicily.
Agathokles then, with true Greek ingenuity and with
the recklessness of despair, ventured upon an enterprise
which thwarted all the calculations of the Carthaginians.
He burst forth with his ships out of the blockaded har-
bour of Syracuse, and landed an army on the coast oi
Africa. Attacked in their own country, the Carthaginians
were compelled to relinquish all thoughts of conquering
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Syracuse. Tor four years Agathokles conducted the war in
Africawith extraordinary success. He not only conquered
many of the country towns of the Carthaginians, and lived
inluxury from the rich spoils of that fruitful and flourish-
ing land, but he took possession also of the most impor-
tant Phoenician towns under the dominion of Carthage,
such as Thapsus, Hadrumetum, and even Utica and Tunis,
in the immediate neighbourhood of Carthage. Internal
foes joined themselves to the foreign enemy, who attacked
the state in its most vulnerable part. Thetreachery of the
general Bomilcar, and the revolt of subjects and allies,
reduced the proud Punian town almost to ruin. There
was now no longer any trust in the power of money or
their foreign mercenaries. The citizens of the town them-
selves, and the men of the noblest blood, were called out
and courageously sacrificed. The perseverance of Carthage
prevailed. Agathokles escaped with difficulty to Sicily,
and two of his sons, with his whole army, fell as victims to
a recklessness which had not sufficient power to back it.
Thus failed an undertaking on which Begulus ventured
in the first Punic war with a similar result, and which
succeeded only in the second war with Rome after the
strength of Carthage was so completely exhausted that
even a Hannibal could not restore it.

The expedition of Agathokles had no influence on the
relative position of the Carthaginians and Greeks in Sicily.
After many fruitless struggles the treaty of peace left the
Carthaginians in possession of the western portion with
the dominionover Selinus and Himera. Agathokles, like
his predecessors Hiero and Dionysius, now formed other
schemes than that of the conquest of all Sicily. He made
several expeditions into Italy and into the Adriatic Sea,
conquered even the island of Corcyra, causing destruction
and ruin wherever he appeared, without gaining a single
permanent conquest. When at length, at a great age, he
was murdered by his grandson, new dissensions broke out,
as was usually the case after the fall of atyrant. Sicily,
now thoroughly exhausted, and retaining less and less of
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her Greek nationality, sought a protector from Pyrrhus,
king of the semi-barDarous Epirots. How this last
attempt to unite the Sicilian Greeks and to free the island
from Carthaginians failed has been already related,*

The freedom of the Greeks in the mother country had
already perished. In Sicily, too, its days were numbered.
But the prize for which the Carthaginians had contended
so long was not to be gained by them. A new competitor
appeared. The conquerors of Pyrrhus followed in his
footsteps with more energy and success, and, after along
and changeful struggle® gave to the afflicted Sicilians peace
and order, in exchange for their lost independence.

Sevo? 1 ch xvi
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CHAPTERII'I.

THE FIRST PUNIC WAR, 264-241 B.C.

First Period.—To the capture’ of Agrigentum, 262 B.C.

IN no country inhabited by Greeks had the national
prosperity suffered more than in Sicily by violent and de-
structiverevolutions, by a succession of arbitrary rulers and
atrocious tyrants, by the destruction of towns, and by the
transplantation or butchery of their inhabitants. Even
the older and milder rulers of Syracuse, Gelon and his
brother Hiero, practised, with the greatest recklessness, the
Asiatic custom of transporting whole nations into new
settlements, and the confiscation and new division of
land. Their successors—especialy the first Dionysius and
the infamous Agathokles—vied with the Punic barbarians
in cruelties of the most revolting kind. All townsin the
island experienced, one after another, the horrors of con-
quest, plunder, devastation, and the murder or slavery of
their inhabitants. The noble temples and works of art
of aformer age sank in ruins, the walls were repeatedly
pulled down and built up again, and the fruitful fieldslaid
waste. We can scarcely imagine how it was that Greek
civilisation and even a remnant of prosperity could survive
these endless calamities; and we should welcome any
evidence which might tend to prove that historians
depicted intoo glaring colours the troubles which were
experienced intheir owntime. But the gradual decline of
Greek power in all parts of theisland, the growth of bar-
barism, and the helplessness of the people, are too clearly
to be discerned to leave any doubt of the truthfulness of
the picture as a whole.
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There was no town intheislandwhich during three cen-
turies had been visited by greater calamities than Messana.!
Messana had been originally a Chalcidian colony, but was
seized by a band of Samians and Milesians, who, being
expelled from their homes by the Persians, went to Sicily
and drove away or enslaved the old inhabitants of the
town. Shortly.after this the town fell into the hands of
Anaxilaos, the tyrant of Rhegium, who introduced new
colonists, especially exiled Messanians, and changed the
original name of Rankle into Messana. In that devas-
tating war which the Carthaginians carried on with the
elder Dionysius, and inwhich Selmus,Himera, Agrigentum,
Gela, and Camarina were destroyed, Messana suffered the
same fate, and its inhabitants were scattered m all direc-
tions. Rebuilt soon after (396 B.C.), and peopledwith new
inhabitants by Dionysius, the town seemed in some measure
to have recovered, whenit fell (312 B.C.) into the power of
Agathokles. It shared with all the other towns of the
island the fate which this tyrant brought on Sicily ; yet in
spite of the many blows it suffered, it appears to have
reached a certain degree of importance and prosperity,
which must be attributed in part at least to its unrivalled
position in the Sicilian straits. After the fall of Agatho-
kles a new misfortune befell it, and Messana ceased for
ever to be a Greek colony. A band of Campanian mer-
cenaries, who called themselves Mamertines, that is, the
sons of Mars, and who had fought m the service of the
Syracusan tyrants, entered the town, on their way back
to Italy, and were hospitably entertained by the inhabi-
tants. But, instead of crossing over to Rhegium, they fell
upon and murdered the citizens, and took possession of
the place.”

Messana was now an independent barbarian town in
Sicily. Shortly after, a Roman legion, consisting of

! Hermann, Gnech Saatsalterthumer, § 83

2 A similar act of infamous barbarity had been perpetrated before by the
tyrant Dionysius the elder Having taken Catana by treason, and having
plundered and destroyed it, he sold the inhabitants as daves, and handed over
the place to a band of Campanian mercenaries—Diodorus, xiv 15.
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Campanians, fellow-countrymen of the Messanian free-

booters, imitated their example, and by a similar act of

by Roman atrocity took possession of Eheginm on the Italian side of
mutineerse  the straits.” United by relationship and common interests,

Hiero,
tyrant of
Syracuse.

the pirate states of Messana -and Rhegium mutually
defended themselves against their common enemies, and
were for atime the terror of all surrounding countries, and
especially of the Greek towns.

After Rhegium had been conquered by the Romans,” the
day of punishment seemed to be approaching also for the
Mamertines of Messana, Apart from the consideration
that the possession of Messanawould be a great acquisition
to the state of Syracuse, that city, as the foremost Greek
community in Sicily, was called upon to avenge the fate
of the murdered Messamans, and to exterminate that band
of robbers, which made the whole island unsafe. Hiero,
the leader of the Syracusan army, was sent against them.
He began by ridding himself of a number of his mer-
cenaries who were troublesome or whom he suspected of
treason. He placed them in a position where they were
exposed to a hostile attack from the enemy, and left them
without support, sothat they were all cut down.® Hethen
enlisted new mercenaries, equipped the militiaof Syracuse,
and gained a decisive victory over the Mamertines m the
field, after which they gave up their predatory excursions
and retired within the walls of Messana. The success of
Hiero made him master of Syracuse, whose citizens had no
means of keeping a victorious general in subjection to the
laws of the state. Fortunately, Hiero was not atyrant
like Agathokles. On the whole, he governed as amild
and sagacious politician, and succeeded, under the most
difficult circumstances, when placed between the two great
belligerent powers of Rome and Carthage, in maintaining

Vol i p 518 * Vol | p 540.

% It was not the first time that mercenary troops were exposed to such treason
at the hands of Syracusan generals During the siege of Syracuse by the
Carthaginians, the first Dionvsius had acted in the same manner (Diodorus,
xir 72) Afterwards, the Carthaginians, and even the Romans, did the same

—Plutarch, Fab. Max. 22.
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the independence of Syracuse, and in securing for his
native town during his rfign of fifty years a period of
reviving prosperity. Firstof all, heaimed at expellingthe
[talian barbarians from Sicily, and at establishing his
power in the east of theisland by the conquest of Messana.
The Mamertmes had taken the part of the Carthaginians
during the invasion of Pyrrhus in Sicily, and with their
assistance had successfully defended Messana.  The attack
of Hiero, who in some measure was at the head of the
Greeks, asthe successor of Pyrrhus, forced the Mamertines
to seek aid from aforeign power, after their most faithful
confederates, the mutineers of Ehegium, had perished by
the sword of the Romans or the axe of the executioner.
Tluy had only the choice between Carthage and Rome.
Each of these states had its party in Messana The Romans
were further off thai} the Carthaginians, and perhaps the
Mamertines were afraid to ask for protection from those
who had so severely punished the Campanian freebooters
of Rhegium. A troop of Carthaginians under Hanno was
therefore admitted into the citadel of Messana, and thus
the long-cherished wish of Carthage for the dominion over
the whole of Sicily seemed near its fulfilment.

Of the three strongest and most important placesin
Sicily, they had now Lilybceum and Messana in their pos-
session, and thus their communication with Africa and
Italy wassecured. Syracuse, thethird town of importance,
was very much reduced and weakened, and seemed inca-
pable of any protracted resistance. Carthage had |long been
in friendly relations with Rome, and these relations had
during the war of Pyrrhus taken the form of a complete
mihtaiy alliance. Carthage and Rome had, apparently, the
same interests, the same friends, and the same enemies. On
the continent of Italy, Rome had subjected to herself all
the Greek settlements. What could be more natural or
more fair than that the ftuits of the victory over Pyrrhus
in Sicily should be reaped by Carthage? The straits of
Messana were the natural boundary between the commer-
cial city, the mistress of the seas and islands, and the

D2
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continental empire of the Romans, whose dominion seemed
to have found its legitimate termination in Tarentum and
Ehegimn. :

But the friendship between Rome and Carthage, which
had arisen out of their common danger, was weakened
after their common victory and was shaken after the
defeat of Pyrrhus at Beneventum. It was by no means
clear that Carthage was free from all desire of gaining
possessions in Italy. The Romans at least were jealous
of their allies, and had stipulated in the treaty with Car-
thage, in the year 348 B.C.' that the Carthaginians should
not found or hold any fortresses in Latium or indeed
in any part of the Roman dominions. They showed
the same jealousy when in the war with Pyrrhus a Ctar-
thaginian fleet entered the Tiber, ostensibly for the assist-
ance of Rome, by declining the proffered aid. "When a
Carthaginian fleet showed itself before Tarentum in 272 B.C.,
and seemed about to anticipate the Romans in the occupa-
tion of this town, they complained formally of a hostile
intention on the part of the Carthaginians.? The Cartha-
ginians denied having this intention, but the Romans
nevertheless had good reason to be on their guard, and to
entertain fear of Carthaginian interference in the affairs of
Italy as well as jealousy of their powerful neighbour, who
had now got a firm footing in Spam and governed all the
islands of the Sardinian and Tyrrhenian seas® Whilethis
feeling was prevalent in Rome, an embassy came from the
Mamertines, commissioned to deliver over to Rome Messana
and the territory belonging to it,* apresent which indeed
involved the necessity of first clearing the town of the

! This oldest commercial treaty between Rome and Carthage is erroneously
placed by Polybius (in 22) in the year 509 B C See Momnisen's Chronologic,
320 f The treaty was a kind of international navigation act, intended to
keep down foreign competition The second treaty shows this intention still
more clearly

* |t seams that the Romans looked upon or pretended to look upon ihis
interference of the Carthaginian float as a breach of the treaty of friendship
between the two nations, and that they made use of it to justify their war
against Carthage. Livy (xxi 10) makesHanno say, in the Carthaginian senate
* Tarento, id et, Italia non abstmueramus ex foedere'

* Polybius, I. 10, § 8. * Polybius, i 10, § 2.
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Carthaginians and then of defending it against them.*
The Carthaginians, it appears, had made themselves ob-
noxious since they had had possession of the citadel of
'Messana, and the Roman party felt itself strong enotigh
to take the bold step of invoking the aid of the Romans,
But for Rome the decision was a difficult one. There
could hardly be any doubt that to grant the request of
the Mamertmes would be to declare war against Car-
thage and Syracuse, and that such awar would tax the
resources of the nation to the utmost. In addition to
this the proposal of the Mamertmes was by no means
honourable to Rome. A band of robbers offered dominion
over atownwhich they had seized by the most outrageous
act of violence; and this offer was made to the Romans,
who so recently had put to death the accomplices of the
Mamertmes for a similar treachery towards Rhegmm.
Moreover, the assistance of the Romans was called in
against Hiero of Syracuse, to whom they were indebted
for aid in the siege of Rhegmm, and at the same time
against the Carthaginians, their allies in the scarcely ter-
minated war with Pyrrhus. Long and earnest were the
deliberations m the Roman senate; and when at length
the prospect of extension of power outweighed all moral
considerations, the people also voted for an undertaking
which seemed to promise abundant spoils and gam.?

! According to Zonaras (viii 9), the Mamertmes had first applied to the
Romans for aid, and had not received the Carthaginians into their town until
they despaired of assistance being sent from Rome There are great dis-
crepancies in the accounts of Polybius and Zonaras, from which it is evident
that they followed different authorities. Zonaras, or rather Dio Cassms, whom
he copied, perhaps followed Philmus, whilst Polybius made use of thiswriter
chiefly for the purpose of testing the diverging statements of Fabius Pictor The
two historians, Philmus and Fabius, had written the history of the First Punic
War respectively from the Carthaginian and the Roman point of view, and hae?
thereby become one-sided and partial  Polybius was more mdependeut in his
judgment, still we may reasonably doubt that he always succeeded in dis-
entangling the truth from the conflicting evidence which was accessible
tohim

2 polybius (I 11) reports that the senate did not finally resolve upon war
but left the decision to the people This statement is unintelligible, for
according to the constitutional law and practice the final decision always rested
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However, if the decision was not exactly honourable, neither
could it, from the Roman point of view, be condemned.
The surprise of Messana by the Mamertmes was, as far as
Rome was concerned, different from the act of the Cam-
panian legion in Rhegium ; the latter, being in the service
of the Romans, had broken their military oath, and fiad
been guilty of mutiny and open rebellion. On the other
hand, the Mamertines in Sicily were, as regarded the
Romans, an independent foreign people. They had wronged
neither Rome nor Roman allies or subjects. However
atrocious their act had been, the Romans were not entitled
to take them to account for it, nor called upon to forego
any political advantages merely because they disap-
proved of the deed. The unblushing desire foi extension
and conquest needed no excuse or justification in antiquity;
and Rome in particular, by reason of her former history
and organisation, could not stop shoH m her career of
conquest, and pause for moral scruples at the Sicilian
straits.

A new era begins in the history of Rome with the first
crossing of the legionsinto Sicily. The obscurity which
rested on the wars of Rome with Sabellians and Greeks
disappears not gradually but suddenly. The Arcadian
Polybius, one of the most trustworthy of ancient writers,
and at the same time an experienced politician, has left
us a history of the First Punic War drawn from contempo-
rary sources, especially Philinusand Fabius Pictor, written
with so much fulnessthat now, for the first time, we feel a
confidence in the details of Roman history which imparts
true interest to the events related and areal worth to the
narrative.

The first war with Carthage lasted twenty-three years,

with the people In no case could the senate resolve upon war without the
consent of the people Polybius does not say that the majority of the senate
was against the war He wished only to convoy the impression that the
discredit, inseparable from the Roman policy, was attributable not to the
senate, but to the people It is the old*story over,again  The dirty work is
to be done by the lower class of people, not by the nobility. Comparo
vol. 1 p. 229.
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from 264 to 241 B C. The long duration of the struggle
showed that the combatants were not unequally matched.
The strength of Rome lay in the warlike qualities of her
citizens and subjects. Carthage was immeasurably superior
inwealth. If money were the most important thing in war,
Rome would have succumbed. But mthelong war, which
dried up the most abundant resources, the diiference be-
tween rich and poor gradually disappeared, and Carthage
was sooner exhausted than Rome, which had never been
wealthy The difference in the financial position of the
two states was the more important, as the war was
carried on not only by land but also by sea, and the equip-
ment of fleets was more expensive than that of land
armies, especially for a stale like Rome, which now for
the first time appeared as a maritime power. It must
not, however, be forgotten that the naval and financial
strength of all the Greek towns m Italy, and aso of Syra-
cuse, was at the disposal of the Romans. If they are less
frequently mentioned m the course ot the war than might
be expected, it is due to the usual custom of historians,
who, out of national pride, pass over m silence the assist-
ance lendered by subordinate allies. The prize of the
war, the beautiful island of Sicily, was gained by the vic-
tonous Romans. But this was not the only result. The
superiority of Rome over Carthage was shown, and the
war in Sicily, great and important as it was, was only
the prelude to the greater and more important struggle
which established the dominion of Rome on the rums of
Carthage.

The carrying out of the decree to give the Mamertines
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the desired assistance was intrusted to the consul Appius t,\i/lon of
essana

Claudius Caudex, while the second consul was still in
Etruria, bringing to an end the war with Volsnii.
Appius proved himself equal to the task in the council
as well asin the field. Although the war with Carthage
and Syracuse was, by the decision of the Roman people,
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practically begun, no formal declarationwas made." Appius
dispatched to Rhegium hislegate C. Claudius, who crossed
over to Messana, with the ostensible object of settling the
difficulty that had arisen, and invited the commander
of the Carthaginian garrison in the citadel to a conference
with the assembled Mamertines. On this occasion, the
Roman honour did not appear in a very advantageous
light by the side of the much abused Punic faithlessness.
The Carthaginian general, who had come down from the
citadel without a guard, was taken prisoner, and was
weak enough to give orders to his men for evacuating the
fortress. The Roman party had clearly gained the upper
hand in Messana, since they felt assured of the assistance
of Rome. r

Thus Rome obtained possession of Messana, even before
the consul and the two legions had crossed the straits.
It was now the duty of the Carthaginian admiral, who
was in the neighbourhood with afleet, to prevent their
landing in Sicily. But Appius Claudius crossed during
the night without loss or difficulty, and thuc, at the very
beginning of the war, the sea, on which hitherto Carthage
had exercised uncontrolled dominion, favoured the Romans.
The experience of the war throughout was to the same
effect. On the whole, Rome, though a continental power,
showed itself equal to the maritime power of Carthage,
and was in the end enabled by a great naval victory to
dictate peace.

In possession of Messana, and at the head of two legions,
Appius followed up his advantage with ability and bold-
ness. Hiero and the Carthaginians had been obliged, by
the decisive act of the Romans, to make common cause
together. For the first time after 200 years of hostility,
Syracuse entered into a league with her hereditary
enemies the Greeks. But the friendship was not to be of

1 When this was done, we do not know According to the old sacred law
and international practice, it was necessary to declare war in due form  The
Roman fetialis, however, was not obliged to travel all theway to Carthage to
do this He could throw his spear over the hostile frontier in the immediate
vicinity of Borne. Seevol 1. 556.
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long duration, thanks to the rapid success of Rome, No
sooner had Appius landed than he attacked Hiero, and
so terrified him that he immediately* lost courage, and
hurried back to Syracuse. Thus the league was practi-
cally dissolved. Appiusthen attacked the Carthaginians,
and the result was, that they gave up the siege. After
Messana was in this manner placed out of danger,
Appius assumed the offensive. With one blow the whole
of Sicily seemed to have fallen into his power. On the

! Polybius (1 11, 12) minutely examines the contradictions in the reports of
Fabms Pictor and Phihnus Ac ording to the latter, Appius Claudius was
worsted in his encounter with Hiero and also in that with the Carthaginians
Poljbius regjects this statement, because he cannot on this supposition under-
stand the rotieat of the allies According to Zonaras (vni 9), who perhaps
inch ectly reproduces the account of Philmus, the advantage was upon the
whole on the side of the Romans, but their two victories were by no means
decisive or unattended with loss, a fact which is apparent even from Polybius
(i 16, 89) The Roman cavalry was routed by that of the Syracusans, but as
their infantry was victorious, Huro broke up and leturned to Syracuse In
their attack upon the Carthaginians, the Eomans made an attempt to storm
their camp O their repulse, the Carthaginians made a sally, and fol-
lowed up their advantage, but were dmen back into their cam£  Such
battles, in which*gam and loss are divided on both sides, are most naturally-
claimed as victories by both parties The conclusion arrived at by Polybius,
that the Romans must have been decidedly vietoiious, bocause both the
Carthaginians and the Syracusans retreated, does not seem altogether cer-
tain  Wo know what happens in the military operations of allies, especially
when they have not full confidence in one another The Carthaginians and
the Greeks had always been hereditary enemies, and were now for the first
time making common cause to repel a common enemy Hiero could not per-
suade himself that the Romans had crossed the straits without the connivance
or assistance of the Carthaginians (Diodorus, xxin If 4), and when he found
himself unexpectedly attacked by them on the very morning after their landing,
and left without assistance by his alies, helost courage, though for the moment
ho had maintained his position The Carthaginians, on the other hand, could
0 no cause for Hiero's precipitate retreat but treason or cowardice, and they
were not far wrong in such a supposition, for soon after they found Hiero
changed into an ally of the Romans They did not therefore venture to take
the offensive, but remained in their camp in the neighbourhood of Messana,
without however being further molosted by Claudius after hisfirst attack had
failed If Claudius could have boasted of any decided victory during this
campaign, he would no doubt have been rewarded with atriumph But his
mad advance against Syracuse ended in discomfiture and loss, and the Romans
found it necessary to double the strength of their army in Sicily for the ensuing
campaign Al these considerations tend to show that, though Polybius is on
the whole atrustworthy and conscientious guide, we are still far removed from
the historical certainty which can be obtained only from contemporary witnesses.
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one side he penetrated as far as Syracuse, and on the
other to the Carthaginian frontier. The Roman soldiers
were doubtless rewarded with rich spoils ; andthis seemed
to justify the decision of the people, who had consented
to the war partly m the hope of such gain. But Syra-
cuse, which had gloriously resisted so many enemies,
was not to be taken at a run. AppiuR Claudius was
obliged to return to Messana, after experiencing great
dangers, which he could escape only by perfidy and cun-
ning. The conquest of this town, therefore, was the only-
lasting success of the first campaign which Rome had
undertaken beyond the sea

In the following year, the war in Sicily was carried on
with two consular armies, that is, four legions, a force of
at least 36,000 men, consisting in equal parts of Romans
and allies. This army seems small when we compare the
numbers which are reported to have been engaged m the
former wars of Carthaginians and Greeks in Sicily.! It
is said that at Himera (480 B.C) 300,000 Carthaginians
were engaged; Dionysius repeatedly led armies of 100,000
men into the field, and now there was a force of only four
legions against the combined army of Carthaginians and
Greeks. We shall do well to test the huge exaggerations
of the earlier traditions by the more credible account
given by Polybius of the Roman military force. The
Greeks were, it is true, in thethird century much reduced,
and their force was probably only a shadow of their early
armies; but the Carthaginians were now at the very
zenith of their power, and had certainly reason to pursue
the war in Sicily in good earnest.

On the appearance of the Roman army, the Sicilian
cities, one after another, deserted the cause of Hiero and
the Carthaginians, and joined the Romans, so that the
latter, without a struggle, obtained possession of the
greater part of the island,> and now turned against Syra-
cuse. Then Hiero saw that, in concluding an alliance
with Carthage, he had made a great mistake, and that

See above, p 24, note 2 2 Polybius, | 16, § 3, Zonaras, viii 9.
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it was high time to alter his policy. His subjects shared
his desire for peace with Rome, and therefore it could not
be a difficult task to arrive at an agreement, especially as
ifwas in the interest of the Romans to break up the
alliance between Carthage and Syracuse, and, by friend-
ship with Hiero, to have the chief resources of the island
at their disposal. Hiero accordingly concluded a peace
with Rome for fifteen years,' engaged to deliver up the
prisoners of war, to pay the sum of a hundred talents,
and to place himself completely in the position of a de-
pendent ally. The Romans owed a considerable part of
their success to the taithful services, rendered by Hiero
during the whole course of the war. He was never tired
of furnishing supplies of all 'kinds,? and thus he relieved
them of part of their anxiety for the maintenance of their
troops. Nor was the Roman alliance less useful to Hiero.
It is true he reigned over Syracuse only by the per-
mission and protection of Rome, and the city suffered
grievously fiom the long continuation of the war. Never-
theless, it recovered from its declining state; and Hiero,
emulating his predecessors Gelo, Hiero, and Dionysius,
could display before his countrymen all the magnificence
of a Greek prince, and appear as a candidatefor the prizes
in the Gieek national games.®

The Carthaginians could not maintain their advanced
position m the neighbourhood of Messana, in front of the
two Roman consular armies, although no engagement
seems to have taken place* The towns also, which had

! Diodoms, xxiii ff 5 2 Diodorus, xxiii ff 9

3 Polybms, | 16, guheorepavir kat pidodofiy eis Tobs "EAAnras

* Neither Polybms nor Zonaras mention a battle in which the Roman con-
suls engaged the united forces of the Carthaginians and Syracusans  Accord-
ing to the narratne of these historians, the Sicilian townsfell one aftor another
into the hands of the Romans without a struggle On the other hard, Pliny
reports (Hist Nat vii 60), that in the year 263 B C Marcus Valerius Messala
caused a picture to bo put up in the Curia Hostiha, which represented his
victory over Hiero and the Carthaginians We have here an example of the
barefaced and boundless falsification of history of which the noble families of
Rome were guilty Relying on the evidence of Polybius, we can affirm without
hesitation that the alleged victory of Messda Messdaisa fiction Rut
€\en the boldest family panegyrists could not venture to misrepresent events
outright before contemporary witneb&es. It was necessary to wait awhile, until
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hitherto been on their side, joined the Romans. Even
Segesta, the old and faithful aty of Carthage in Sicily,
made use of its alleged Trojan origin, to ask favourable
conditions from Rome, and killed the Carthaginian gar-
rison as a proof of its attachment to its new ally. Thus,
in a short time, and without much exertion, the Eomans
gained a position in Sicily which the Carthaginians had
for centuries aimed at in vain.

Compared with the rapid and successful action of the
Romans in the beginning of the war, the movements
of the Carthaginians appear to have been singularly
slow and weak. Before the breaking out of hostilities,
the advantage had been decidedly on their side. They
had military possession of Messana; with their fleet they
so completely commanded the straits that in the conscious
pride of their superiority their admiral declared that the
Romans should not without his permission even wash their
hands in the sea® The resources of almost the whole of
Sicily were at their disposal, and the communication with
Africawas at all times secure. Whether the important
city of Messana was lost by the incapacity or timidity of
Hanno, who paid with his life for his evacuation of the
citadel, or through an exaggerated fear of P. breach with
Rome, or by confidence in Roman moderation, it is not
possible to decide. Nor do we know how the Romans
the memory of events had faded away, and until fiction had gradually acquired
credence enough, by dint of frequent repetition m the family circle, to venture
into publicity  There cannot be any doubt, therefore, that the date given by
Pliny for the public exhibition of the picture is fdse Pliny thought he could
not go wrong m naming the year of the consulship of Valeriusasthat in which the
picture was painted, and put up in the sonate-house, and he showed here, as
on many other occasions, his want of judgment His statement is of no value
whatever for the history of art Likethe lying epitaph of Scipio Barbatus
(seevol 1 p 459), this aleged historical painting originated many years after
the death of the man whose glory it was intended to perpetuate It is one of
the proofs of the worthlessnefcs of the Capitoline fasti, that they record a
triumph of Valerius o\er the Pumans and Hiero, king of the Sicunh  After
this proof of the unscrupulous vanity of the Valern it is no matter of surprise
that they ascribe the first application of the name Messala to the consul of the
year 263, though he neither took the place nor (as Seneca says De Brevitate

Vita, 13) had the honour of defending it
1 Zonaras, viii. 9.
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were able, in the face of a hostile fleet, to cross the straits

with an army of 10,000 men, and in the year after with

Rouble that number. It seems that this could not have been
easy even with the assistance of the ships of Rhegium,
Tarentum, Neapolis, Locri, and other Greek townsinItaly,
for even the assembling of these ships m the straits might
have been prevented. The small strip of water which
separates Sicily from Italy was sufficient in modern times
to limit the French power to the continent, and, under
the protection of the Englishfleet, to save Sicily for the
Bourbons. How was it that the same straits, even at the
first trial, caused the Romans no greater difficulties than
any broad river? Was the Carthaginian fleet too small
to prevent their crossing by force? Was it the result
simply of negligence, or of one of the innumerable cir-
cumstances which place warlike operations by sea so far
beyond all calculation? Apparently, Carthage did not
expect awar with Rome, and was wholly unprepared for
it. Thismay be inferred with tolerable certainty, not only
from the result of their first encounter with the Romans
in Messgjia, but also from the fact that in the second year
of the war they left Hiero unsupported, and thus com-
pelled him to throw himself into the arms of the Romans.*

The gravity of their position was now apparent, aJ
induced them to make preparations for the third campaign
on a more extensive scale? For the basis of their opera-
tions they chose Agrigentum. Thistown, which since its
conquest and destruction by the Carthaginians in the
year 405, had alternately been under Carthaginian and
Syracusan dominion, had by the aid of Timoleon acquired
a precarious independence, but had never recovered its

! One cause of their weskness we learn accidentally from Zonaras (vm 9)
On the breaking out of hostilities, the Carthaginians caused the Italian merce-
naries who served in their army to be massacred We are not informed of the
strength of this body of troops |If the Punic garrison of Messana consisted
of such men, who, as countrymen of the Mamertmes, were favourably dis-
posed towards them, the loss of Messana is easily explained At any rate, the
position of the Carthaginian generals was very precarious if they had recourse
to such a desperate measure as the massacre of their own troops,

* Polybms, |. 17, § 3.
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former splendour. Situated on a rocky plateau surrounded
by steep precipices at the confluence of the brooks Hypsos
and Akragas, it was naturally so strong as to appear
impregnable at a time when the art of besieging cities
was so little advanced ; but as it was not immediately on
the coast' and had no harbour, it was impossible to supply
it with provisions by sea It is therefore strange that the
Carthaginians should choose just this town for their basis,
instead of their strongest fortress, Lilybseum. Probably,
the choice was determined by the closer vicinity of Syra-
cuse and Messana, the conquest of v*hich they had by no
means ceased to hope for.

The consuls for the year 262, L. Postumius Megellus and
Q. MamiliusVitulus, marched with all their forces’ against
Agrigentum, where Hannibal was stationed for the protec-
tion of the magazines with an army of mercenaries so in-
ferior in numbers that he could not hazard a battle. They
set to work in the slow and tedious mode of attack which
they had learnt in Latium and Samnium, and which, when
they had superior numbers at their command, could not
fail eventually to lead to success® Outside the town they
established two fortified camps in the east and the west,
and united these by a double line of trenches, so that they
were secured against sallies from the besieged as well as
from any attacks of an aimy that might come to relieve
the town. After they had cut off all communications,

! S¢ Haltaus, Rom Gesch | 160 Siefert, Akragas und sein Ghiet,
1845

%2 The army must have consisted of two consular armios or four legions,
athough after the conclusion of the pesce with Hiero- in the preceding year
the Romans had hoped that two legions would suffice for carrying on the war
in Sicily (Polybms, | 17 § 1) Moreover, we may piesumethat all then alien,
especialy the Syracusans and Mamerttnes, sent auxihanes To blockade so
large a town as Agrigentum a much larger force was necessary than four
legions According to the Agngentine historian Philinus (quoted by Dio-
dorus, xxiii ff 7), the army of the Romans and then allies consisted of 100,000
men

% Fours years later, at the siege of Camarina, the Romans tried their own
national mode of attack, and when thisfailed, they employed Greek engines of
siege, supplied by Hiero, and thus succeeded in taking Camarina - Diodorus,
XXII. ff 9,
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they quietly awaited the effects of hunger, which could
not fail soon to show themselves. By the prompt assist-
ance of their Sicilian allies, especially of Hiero, they were
amply supplied with provisions, which were collected by
them in the neighbouring town of Erbessus.

But when, after five months' siege, a Carthaginian army
under Hanno marched from Heracleato relieve the town,
the situation of the Romans began to be serious, especially
after Hanno had succeeded m taking the town of Erbessus
with all the stores init. The besiegers now experienced
almost as much dist"ss as the besieged. They began
to suffer want and privation, although Hiero did all that
was possible to send them new supplies. An attack on
the town promised as little success as one on the army of
Hanno, who had taken up a strong position on a hill in
the immediate neighbouihood of the Romans. The consuls
already thought of raising the siege, which had lasted
almost seven months, when fire signals from the town,
giving notice of the increasing distress of the besieged,
induced Hanno to offer battle. With the courage of
despair, the Romans accepted it, and obtained a decisive
and bulliant victory. The Carthaginians, it appears, now
for the first cime made use of elephants, which they had
learnt to apply to the purposes of war during either the
invasion of Agathokles in Africaor of Pyrrhusin Sicily.
But these animals seem on this occasion, as on many others,
to have done more harm than good. Almost all fell into
the hands of the Romans. The fragments of the Cartha-
ginian army fled to Heraclea, leaving their camp, with
rich spoils, to the victorious army.

In the night following this victory, Hannibal took
advantage of the exhaustion and confusion in the Roman
army secretly to leave Agrigentum and to slip away un-
noticed over the Roman lines. In this manner, he saved
at least a part of his army, after it had been materially
weakened by hunger and desertion. But the miserable
inhabitants of the town, who doubtless had unwillingly
shared in the struggle and in the horrors of a seven
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months® siege, were doomed to pay the penalty for the
escape of the Carthaginians. They wereall' sold as slaves,
and so for the second time the splendid city of Akragas
perished, after it had nearly recovered from the devasta-
tion caused by the Carthaginians. But new settlers soon
gathered again on this favoured spot. Even in the course
of the same war, Agrigentum became again the theatre of
some hardly-contested struggles between Carthaginians
and .Romans; and notuntilit had been conquered and laid
waste in the wars with Hannibal for tjiethird timedid it
ceae to exist as a Greek town. With such persistent
energy did the Greeks cling to the spots where they had
set up their household hearths and their temples, and
where they had intrusted to the mother earth the ashes
of their dead.

The siege of Agrigentum is the first event in the
military history of Rome which is historically authenti-
cated not only in itsfinal result but to some extent also in
the details of its progress.> The earlier descriptions of

1 According to Diodorus (xxiii ff 9), 25,000 m number

2 Nevertheless, much remains obscure, and the numbers especialy are by
no means to be trusted That the Romans employed not one but two consulai
armies is certain beyond dispute, as it is admitted that both consuls took part
in the dege  Yet Polybius does not distinctly state this, and even suggests
the contrary by saying (I 17) that the senate had resolved to carry on the
war in Sicily with only one consular army  He omitted to relate that this re-
solution was subsequently modified He also neglects altogether to mention the
Sicilian auxiliaries of the Romans, who, according to Diodorus (xxm ff 7),
swelled the whole array to 100,000 men Moreover, we cannot ascortam the
strength of the Carthaginian garrison of Agrigentum under Hannibal Poly-
bius (I 18), speaking of the sufferings caused by fammo, says that not less
than 50,000 men were shut up in the town Did heinclude m this number
the inhabitants of Agrigentum, or only the men capable of bearingarms? or did
he estimate the Carthaginian garrison alone at this figure ? Thearmy of Hanno,
which came to the relief of the town, numbered, according to Philinus (quoted
by Diodorus, xxm ff 8), 50,000 foot and 6,000 horse, according to Orosms
(1V 7), only 30,000 foot and 1,500 horse Polybius says that but few escaped
of this army, while according to Diodorus its loss amounted only to 7,200 men
These discrepancies, which betray their origin in the writings of Philinus and.
Fabius Pictor respectively, cannot now be reconciled We should like dso to
be authentically informed of the extent of the Roman losses, which Diodorus
(xxm ff 9) no doubt exaggerates by making them amount to 30,000 foot and
540 horse.
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battles are altogether fancy pictures. Even of the battle cHAP
of Heraclea, the first in the war with Pyrrhus which is 1
related intelligibly, we cannot tell for certain how far the First
ftarrators made use of the notes of Pyrrhus or of other con- o7 a0
temporaries and how much they actually invented. Hence tc¢
we may measure the amount of benefit to be obtained from
studying the details of Roman military operations in the
Samnite or Volscian wars, and the innumerable descrip-

tions of sieges and battles given by Livy.

The Romans had sat down before Agrigentum in the gxtended
early part of summer. At the end of the year the consuls desions
returned to Messana. Their losses in the battles, and Romans
from privations and sickness during a tedious siege, had
been very great; but a glorious success had been gained.

Sicily, with the exception of only a few fortresses, was
entirely subdued; and the Romans, it would seem, now
began for the first time to aim at a higher object than that
which they had had in view at the beginning of the war.
Their ambition was now no longer restrained to keeping
the Carthaginians out of Messana. The prospect was
opening before them of acquirmg the whole of Sicily; and
the prize which after centuries of bloody wars was not
attained by their haughty rival, which the rulers of
Syracuse and lastly the King of Epirus had vainly aimed
at, appeared after a short conflict about to fall into the
hands of the Roman legions asthereward of their courage

and perseverance.

Second Period, 261-255 B.C.

THE FIRST ROMAN FLEET. MYLZ. ECNOMUS.
REGULUSIN AFRICA.

The war in Sicily was, in the following year, pursued Maritime
with all possible vigour. The two consuls of 261, L. RS
Valerius Flaccus and T. Otacilius Crassus (cousin and thage
brother of the consuls of 273), conquered many places in

! Polybius, | 20, §1.
VOL. II. U
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theisland. But the incidents of this campaign proved more
and more that the Romans without alarge fleet could not
defend such an island as Sicily, with its vast extent of
coast, against the Carthaginians who were undisputed
masters of the sea. If the towns in the interior of the
country were at the mercy of the Romans, those on the
coasts, which were far more important, were continually
exposed to the unexpected attacks of the Carthaginians
by sea In addition to this, the Carthaginians made
use of their naval strength to send ships from Sardinia
and other of their possessions, for the purpose of harass-
ing the coast of Italy. It was easy tor them, in this way,
to keep large portions of Roman territory in continual
excitement and serious danger. They would suddenly
land on the undefended coast, plunder the open courftry,
destroy farm-houses and plantations, carry off the in-
habitants into slavery, and retire to their ships before
a force could be collected to march against them,! The
maritime power of the Romans and their Greek allies
was not able to put an end to such proceedings. It
seemed that the war so boldly undertaken, far from lead-
ing to a permanent acquisition of new territory, was
beginning to endanger their old possessions.

Under these circumstances, the Romans boldly resolved
to meet the enemy on his own element; and indeed, there
was no other alternative, if they did not intend to retire
from the contest with disgrace. Rome was obliged to
encounter Carthage at sea, not merely if she wished to
overthrow and humiliate her rival, butif shemeant to hold
her own ground.

The success which attended the first great naval en-
gagement of the Romans, and which surpassed all expec-
tations, inspired them with an enthusiasm which im-
parted fresh strengthtotheir national pride. New honours

! sevol 1 p 421 Toward off such attacks upon the coast the Romans had
established their maritime colonies, which generally consisted of Eoman citizens
These are the forts( ), mentioned by Zonaras (vm. 10), as lining and

protecting the coasts of Italy
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and a permanent monument commemorated the victory
which restored the wavering fortunes of war even on thai
element on which the Eomans had never before ventured
to meet their enemies nor to hope for success. For this
reason the resolution of the Romans to build a large fleet,
and their first naval victory, were favourite topics for the
patriotic historians, and exaggerated accounts were the
consequence. To make the effort of the nation still more
conspicuous, it was asserted that the Romans had nevei
ventured on the sea before,’ that they had not possessed a
single ship of war, and were wholly and entirely ignorant
of the art of building ships, or of fitting them out and
using them for military purposes. That this is a great
error it is hardly necessary to say. Though Rome ori-
ginally had no fleet worth mentioning, and left to the
Etruscans the trade as well asthe dominion at sea, still,
by the conquest of Antium she acquired ships and
a serviceable harbour.  Since the treaty with Naples? in
the second Samnite war, she had Greek seamen and
Greek ship-builders at her disposal. At the same time she
sent out ships to make hostile invasions in Campania.®
In the year 311 two Roman admirals are mentioned,* and,
as we have seen, the war with Tarentum had been caused
by the appearance of a Roman fleet before the harbour of
that town. The assertion that the Romans were utterly
ignorant of maritime affairs becomes thus unintelligible.’
The error is quite evident, and warns us against accepting
without examination the other accounts of the building
and the manning of the first Roman fleet.

The truth which lies at the root of the narrative is this,

! Poly bias, i 20, 8 9 'Then the Romans first undertook to "build ships,
and, without having any appliances for ship-building or having ever thought
of the s they conceived the plan then for the first time, and went to work
with such spirit that, without a previous trial, they ventured to attack the Car-
thaginians at seg, who were of old the first naval power, without arival,' &c

2 Compare Livy, xxxv 16 ' Neapolitam a quibus (vos Romani) naves
ex foedere exigitis' Livy, xxvi 39 'Postremo ipse a socns Rhegimsque et a
Velia et a Peto dehitas ex foedere exigenclo (sc naves) classem vigmti navium
effecit' 3 Sevol.i.p 421 * Sevol | p. 412

* Even Polybius is here guilty of exaggeration.
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that the Romans in the beginning of the war in Sicily-
had neglected their navy. They were never fond of the sea.
While the manners of other nations challenged the dag-
gers of the high seas with enthusiasm, the Romans never
trusted themselves without trembling to that inconstant
element, on which their firm courage did not supply the
want of skill and natural aptitude. They had therefore
failed to take advantage of the opportunity which the
possession of the harbour of Antium offered to them of
keeping up a moderately respectable fleet. They probably
laid the burden of the naval wars as much as they could
on their Greek and Etruscan allies, and they may have
hoped at the beginning of the Punic war that they would
never need a fleet for any other object than for crossing
over to Sicily. Theimpossibility of entertaining such an
idea any longer was now proved, and they were obliged
to make up their minds to meet the masters of the sea on
their own element.

The narrative of the building of the first Eoman fleet is
hardly less a story of wonder than those of the regal
period; and had the incident been recorded a few gene-
rations earlier, benevolent gods would have appeared, to
build ships for the Romans and to guide them on theroll-
ing waves. But Polybius was arationalist. He believed
in no divine interference, and he relates the wonderful
in amanner that excites astonishment, but does not con-
tradict the laws of nature. The decision of the Roman
senate to build afleet was not carried out, it is said, with-
out the greatest difficulty.! The Romans were utterly
unacquaintedwiththe art of building the quinqueremes—
large ships of war with five benches for rowers, one above
the other, which formed the strength of the Carthaginian
fleets. They knew only triremes—smaller ships with three
benches for rowers, such as formerly had been used among
the Greeks. They would, therefore, have been obliged to
give up the idea of building afleet, if a stranded Cartha-
ginian quinquereme had not fallen into their hands, which

! Polybius, 20, 21



THE FIRST PUNIC WAR

they used as a model.> They set to work with such zeal
that, within two months? after the felling of the wood, a
fleet of one hundred quinqueremes and thirty triremes was
ready to be launched. They were manned by Roman
citizens and Italian allies who had never before handled an
oar, and m order to gam time these men were exercised on
the land to make the movements necessary in rowing, to
keep time, and to understand the word of command. After
alittle practice on board the ships, these crews were able
to go out to sea and to challenge the boldest, the most
experienced, and most dreaded seamen of their time.

We cannot help receiving this description with some
hesitation and doubt. That it was utterly impossible to
build within the short .space of sixty days a ship capable of
holding three hundred rowers and one hundred and twenty
soldiers,® we will npt exactly maintain, as we know too
little of the structure of those ships, and as old historians
who did know it thought that the feat was wonderful, and
even hardly credible,* but not positively impossible. It is,
however, surely a different thing when the story asserts
that an entire fleet of one hundred and twenty ships

! Potybius, 1 20, § 15 The same anecdote is repeated with little vanatién
in the narrative of the sege of Lilybaeum in the year 249, the fifteenth year of
the war Zonuras,vin 16 Kiaddios rpifipeis mAnpdoas qveéhaBe 5 abrav*Avvava
by Kapxnbdvior dexidopra wevrhpe xal wopdderypa Tols ‘Pogalns iy xaparkevis
7&v vedy éyévero  Polybius, 1n s later passage (1 59, § 8), tells a smumnlar story
again, referring to the very last y ear of the war. It is difficult to sse how such
a fablecould beinvented, or find credence, for it iswell known that thebuilding
of quinqueremes had been understood and practised m Syracuse for at least a
century and a half (Diodorus, xiv 41, 42) Supposing therefore, what is not
at all probable, that none of the Greek towns in Italy, not even Tarentum, had
become acquainted with the build of these vessls, yet the Romans, if they
wanted a model, could surely get it easily from their allies, the Syracusans,
without waiting for the chance of a stranded Carthaginian vessel

! Pliny, Hut. Nat xvi 39 Florus, n 5

% This was the number on board the Roman vessds in the battle of
Ecnomus.

* Polybius (1. 38, § 6), speaking of theconstruction of a Roman fleet in three
months, in 254 B C, says * that itisnot easy to believeit." Yet the Romans
by this time had considerable experience in shipbuilding, and the time they
took was longer by one-half We may therefore, a forturi apply the expres-
sion of Polybius to thefirst feat of the Romans, and say ' that it is not easy
to believeit’
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was built in so short a time. Extensive dockyards, and
the necessary number of skilled ship-carpenters, might
perhaps be found in a town like Carthage, where ship-
building was practised and carried on on alarge scale all
the year round. These conditions did not exist in Rome;
and we may therefore well ask whether it is probable that
all the ships of the new fleet were now newly built and
built in Rome, and, further, whether in the Etruscan
towns, in Naples, Elea, Rhegium, Tarentum, Locri, and,
above all, in Syracuse and Messana, there were no ships
ready for use, or whether it was impossible to build any
in these places. Surely this would be in the highest
degree surprising. We know that the Romans availed
themselves without scruple of the resources of their allies,’
and we see no reason why they should have done so less
now than at the breaking out of the war, when they made
use of the Greek ships for crossing over to Sicily.

We believe, therefore, in spite of the account of Poly-
bius, that the greater portion of the ships of the Roman
fleet came from Greek and Etruscan towns, and were
manned by Greeks and Etruscans. The latter supposition
is even more forced upon us than the former. A few
rowers may have been drilled in the way indicated, and
mixed up with old, experienced seamen; but how anyone
can possibly imagine that the shipswere entirely manned by
crews who had learnt rowing on land is incomprehensible.
We should have to consider the art of navigation of the
ancients as in the highest degree contemptible; we should
not be able to understand how the historians could speak
of naval powers and of a dominion of the sea; how her

! Next to the naval service, the cavalry service was least congenia to the
Romans, and of this, therefore, they threw by far the greater buiden on their
allies The name for the crewswas ' socn navales,' aterm which shows that
the allies principally had to furnish them The Greek towns were not obliged
to send contingents to the land army, but they had to furnish ships and sailors
instead (Livy xxvi 39, xxxvi 42). As we have previously observed (vol |
p 275), the Roman historians systematically omitted to mention the assistance
of their allies, yet Zonaras (viii 14) reports that Hiero of Syracuse supplied
the consul C Aurelms Cotta (252 B.C ) with ships Compare also Diodorus,
xxiii 9, above, p. 51, note 2
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fleet could be said to constitute the glory, security, and
greatness of Carthage, if it had been possible for a conti-
nental power like Rome, without any preparation or assist-
ance, in two months to find ships, captains, and sailors
who on their first encounter were more than a match for
the oldest naval empire. If we bear in mind that it was a
common practice among the Roman historians to appro-
priate to themselves the merits of their alies,* we shall
with the less hesitation doubt the boastful stories which
tell us how the first fleet was built, and we shall inthe end
venture to suspect that a greater, and perhaps much the
greater, part of the credit belongs to the Etruscans and to
the Italian and Sicilian Greets.

~he first undertaking of the Roman fleet was a failure.
The consul Cn. Cornelius Scipio sailed with a detachment
consisting of seventeen ships to Sicily, and was incautious
enough to enter the harbour of the small island of Lipara,
which had been representedto him as ready to revolt from
Carthage. But a Carthaginian squadron which lay inthe
neighbourhood, and blocked up the harbour in the night,
took the consul's ships and their crews, and, instead of
the expected glory, Scipio obtained only the nickname of
Asma.?

This loss was soon after repaired. The Carthaginian
admiral, Hannibal, the defender of Agrigentum, embol-
dened by this easy success, sailed with a squadron of fifty
ships towards the Roman fleet, which was advancing along
the coast of Italy from the north. But he was suddenly
surprised by it, attacked, and put toflight, withthe loss of

Vol i p 276
2 Polybius, | 21 Macrobius, Sat 1 5 See Niebuhr, Bom Gesch in

677, English translation, in 579. Some Roman writers so represented
this incident as to make the Carthaginians appear guilty of treachery and
perjury (see Zonaras, viii 10). They related that Boodes, the Carthaginian
admiral, fearing to drive the Romans to despair, invited Scipio and his
officers to come on board his ship for the purpose of negotiating, and then
seized them all, whereupon the Roman crews lost courage and surrendered. It
is needless to say that this attempt to clear Scipio of the charge of rashness
and to accuse the Carthaginians of treachery is futile and childish. Polybius
says nothing even of a stratagem of the Carthaginian?
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Blo\?K the greater part of his ships. After this preliminary trial

of strength, the Roman fleet arrived in the harbour of
Messana; and as the consul Scipio, who was to have
taken the command of the fleet, was made prisoner, his
colleague, Caius Duilius, gave the command of the land
army to his subordinate officer, and without delay led the
Roman against the Carthaginian fleet, which was de-
vastating the coast in the neighbourhood of Pelorus, the
north-eastern promontory of Sicily. The enemies met off
Mylae, and here was fought the first battle at sea, which
was to decide whether the Roman state should be confined
to Italy, or whether it should gradually extend itself to all
the islands and coasts of the Mediterranean—a sea which
they were now to prove themselves entitled to speak of as
emphatically "their own." Itis saidthat the Carthaginian
fleet, under the command of Hannibal, consisted of one
hundred and thirty ships. It had therefore ten more ships
than the Roman. Each of these was without doubt far
superior to the Roman ships in the manner of sailing, m
agility and speed, but more especially in the skill of the
captains and sailors, even though, as we suppose, a great
number of the Roman vessels were built and manned by
Greeks. The tactics of ancient naval warfare consisted
chiefly in running the ships against the broadside of the
hostile ships, and either sinking them by the force of the
collision, or brushing away the mass of bristlingoars. For
this purpose the prows had under the water-line sharp iron
prongs called beaks (rostra), which penetrated the timbers
of the enemy's ships. It was, therefore, of the greatest
importance for each captain to have his ship so completely
under his control as to be able to turn about, to advance,
or retreat with the greatest rapidity, and to watch and
seize the favourable moment for the decisive rush. To
fight from the deck with arrows and other missiles could,
inthis species of tactics, be only of subordinate importance,
and therefore there was only a small number of soldiers
on board the ships by the side of the rowers.

1 Mare nostrum.
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The Romans were well aware of the superiority of the
Carthaginians in maritime tactics. They could not hope
to vie with them in this respect. They therefore hit upon
aplan for supplying their want of skill at sea, by a mode of
fighting which should placenot ship against ship, but man
against man, and which in a certain way should make the
sea-fight very much like a battle on land. They invented
the boarding-bridges." On thefore part of the ship, against
a mast twenty-four feet high, a ladder thirty-six feet
long was fixed, twelve feet above the deck, in such a
manner that it could be moved up and down as well as
sideways. This drawing up and down was effected by
means of a rope which passed from the end of the ladder
through a ring at thetop of the mast on to the deck.
How the horizontal movements were produced does not
appear from the account of Polybius, who fails also to
explain how the lower end of the ladder, which was fixed
to the mast twelve feet above the deck, could be reached.
Perhaps there was a second part to the ladder fixed to it
with hinges, leading from the deck up towards the mast,
and serving at the same time to move the ladder all round
the mast. The ladder was so broad that two soldiers
could stand* abreast on it. Railings right and left served
as a protection against missiles and against the danger of
falling. Atthe end of the ladder was a strong pointed
hook bent downwards. |If the enemy approached near
enough, they had only to let go the rope which held the
ladder upright. [Ifit fell on the deck of the hostile ship,
the hook penetrated the timbers and held the two ships
together. Then the soldiers ran from the deck along the
ladder to board, and the sea-fight became a hand-to-hand
engagement.?

When the Carthaginians under Hannibal perceived the

! Itisnot stated who was the real inventor We should like to know whether
it wes a Roman or a Greek

2 The description which Polybius (I 22) gives of the boarding-bridgesis the
only one which we have, and it is not sufficiently clear and complete, so that
doubts remain concerning some parts of the apparatus SeeHaltaus, Gesch der
Romer, Beilage, pp. 607-628.
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Romanfleet, they bore down upon it and began the battle,
confident of an easy victory. But they were sadly dis-
appointed. The boarding-bridges answered perfectly.
Fifty Carthaginian vessels were taken or destroyed, and a
great number of prisoners were made. Hannibal himself
escaped with difficulty and had to abandon his flag-ship,
a huge vessel of seven rows of oars, taken”in the late war
from King Pyrrhus. The remainder of the Carthaginian
vessels took to flight. If the joy at this first glorious
victory was great, it was fully justified. The honour of a
triumph' was awarded to Duilius; and the story goes
that he was permitted to prolong this triumph throughout
his whole life by causing himself to be accompanied by a
flute-player and a torch-bearer whenever he retuiyied
home of an evening from a banquet.” A column, deco-
rated with the beaks of conquered ships and with anin-
scription celebrating the victory,® was erected on the
Forum as a memorial of the battle.

This decisive victory of the Romans happened just in
time to restore the fortune of war, which had seriously
gone against them in Sicily. Most of the towns on the
coast and many in the interior had fallen, as we have
seen, during the preceding year, into the hands of the
enemy. The Carthaginians were now besieging Segesta,
to revenge themselves for the treachery of the Segestans,
who had murdered the Carthaginian garrison and given
the town over to the Romans.* During the consul's
absence from the army the military tribune C. Csecilius
had attempted to assist the town, but was surprised and
suffered much loss.”> Thegreater part of the Roman army
in Sicily lay in Segesta. It was, therefore, very fortunate
that Duilius was able, after his victory at Mylse, to take

Y Livy, epit 17 This was the first tnumphus navalis

2 Cicero, Be Senectute, 13 Valerius Maximus, in 6, 4

! The fragments of this inscription which are stil| extant appear to be parts
of the column restored by Tiberius, and not of the original monument St e
Platner and Urlich's Bom, p 234

4 See above, p 44

* Zonaras, vin 11  Of this defeat no mention is made by Polybius, 1 14.
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the soldiers from the ships and relieve this town. With
the army thus set free, he was able to conquer some
towns, as for instance Macella, and to put other friendly
cities in a state of defence.

Since the fall of Agrigentum, the command of the
Carthaginian troops in Sicily had been in the hands of
Hamilcar—not the celebrated Hamilcar the father of
Hannibal,* but a man not unlike his namesake in enter-
prising spirit and ability. It was probably owing to him
that during these years the Carthaginians did not lose
Sicily. He succeeded in so far counteracting the effect
of the Roman victories at Agrigentum and Mylee as to
make it doubtful to which side the fortune of war was
turning. These exploits of Hamilcar cannot be givenin
detail, as the report of Philinus, who wrote the history of
the war from the Carthaginian point of view, has been lost,?
and as the order of time in which the events succeeded
each other is also doubtful.® Still, the grand form of
Hamilcar stands out m such bold relief that we recognise
in him one of the greatest generals of that period. In
the outset he sacrificed a part of his mutinous mercenaries
after the manner which we have already seen applied by
Dionysius and Hiero. He sent them to attack the town
of Bntella, after having first warned the Roman garrison
of their approach, and thus attained a double advantage,
inasmuch as he got rid of the inconvenient mercenaries,
and, as despair made them fight bravely, he inflicted con-
siderable injury onthe Romans. Thisfaithless proceeding,
which, as we have seen, was by no means unheard of or
exceptional, shows how dangerous for both sides was the
relation between mercenaries and their commanders. On
the one side, instead of patriotism, faithfulness, and devo-
tion, we find among the soldiers a spirit of rapacity,

! Zonaras (viii 10) erroneously supposes him to be the father of the great
Hannibal

! We derive our information chiefly from the confused fragmentsof Diodorus
(xxiii fr 9) Polybius passes over a good deal in silence, either for the
ske of brevity, or from partiality for the Romans

8 Diodorus (loc cit) seams to refer everything to the year after the conquest
of Agrigentum, whichiscertainly amistake
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hardly restrained by military discipline; on the other we
observe cold calculation and heartlessness, which saw m a
soldier no kinsman, citizen, or brother, but an instrument
of war purchasable for a certain sum, and worthy of no
considerations but those which called for the preservation
of valuable property.

Wi ith quite as much harshness, thoughwith less cruelty,
Hamilcar treated the inhabitants of the old town of
Eryx. This town of the jtflymi, at first friendly to the
Punians and then subject to them, appears to have been
exposed to the attacks of the Eomams because it was not
situated immediately on the coast. Hamilcar razed it to
the ground, and sent the inhabitants away to the neigh-
bouring promontory, Drepana, .where he built a «new
fortified town, which, with the neighbouring town of
Lilybseum, formed as it were a common system of defence,
and subsequently proved its strength by a lorig-contmued
resistance to the persevering attacks of the Romans. Of
the venerable town of Eryx there remained only the
temple of Yenus, the building of which was attributed to
iEneas, the son of the goddess.

After Hamilcar had thus covered his retreat, heproceeded
to the attack. We have already heard of the siege of
Segesta. The victory of the Romans at Mylse saved
Segesta, after it had been driven to the utmost distress.
But in the neighbourhood of Thermae,* Hamilcar succeeded
in inflicting a great blow. He surprised a portion of the
Roman army, and killed 4,000 men.? The consequences
of the victory at Mylse appear to have been confined to
the raising of the siege of Segesta. The Romans did not
succeed in taking thelittle fortress of Myttistratum (now

! Thermae was a town built by the Carthaginians near the site of the ancient
city of Himera, which they had destroyed (Djpdorus, xm 59 ff 79)

% According to Diodorus, (xxiii fr 9), 6,000 men Polybius (i 24, §§ 3, 4)
excuses and extenuates the defeat of the Komans He says that the allies
suffered the loss, not the Roman legjons, for adispute had broken out between
these two classes of troops concerning the place of honour, and the allies had
taken up a separate position, where they were surprised and cut to pieces by
the Carthaginians.



THE FIRST PUNIC WAR

called Mistrella) on the northern coast of Sicily. In spite
of the greatest possible exertions, they had to retreat, at
the end of a seven months' siege, with heavy losses!
They lost, further, a number of Siciliantowns, the greater
part of which, it appears, went over voluntarily to the
Carthaginians. Among these is mentioned the important
town of Camarina m the immediate neighbourhood of
Syracuse, and even Enna, m the middle of the island, the
town sacred to Ceres and Proserpina (Demeter and
Persephone) the protecting goddesses of Sicily. The hill
Camicus, where the Cxtadel of Agrigentum stood, fell also
again into the power of the Carthaginians, who would
indeed, according to the report of Zonaras, have again
subdued the whole of Sicdy if the consul of 259, C. Aquilhus
Floras, had not wintered in the island, instead of returning
to Rome with his legions, according to the usual custom
after the end of the summer campaign.

In the following year fortune began once more to smile
on the Romans. Both consuls, A. Atilius Calatinus and
C. Sulpicius Paterculus, went to Sicily. They succeeded
in retaking the most important of the places which had
revolted, especially Camarina? and Enna, together with
Myttistratum,® which had just been so obstinately defended.

! Polybius (I 24, § 11) mentions only the final conquest of Myttistratum
two years later, after it had, as he says, stood a protracted sege Diodorus
aone (xxiii fr 9) states that a previous Sege ended with the retreat of the
Bom an s from the place Poly bins betrays here as elsewhere a partiality for
the Romans, which is no doubt due, at least inpart, to the authorities whom he
consulted

2 At the Siege of Camarina the Roman army ran great risk of being annihi-
lated or captured It was saved by the self-devotion ot a military tribune and
400 men (Livy, epit 17, Zonaras, vm 12, Gelhus, in 7) Cato, who, in his
historical work Ongines, compares the exploit of this tribune to that of
Leonidas at Thermopylae, laments that the Roman hero earned but scanty
praise, while the deed of Leonidas was celebrated all over Greece by historians,
poets, sculptors, and the whole nation  The brave tribune has indeed been
hardly treated, for we do not even know his name. Whilst Cato calls him Q
Csedicius, the annalist Claudius Quadnganus calls him Labenus, and Livy
Marcus Calpurnius Camarina resisted al® the attacks of the Romans until at
length Hiero supplied his alies with engines for the sege (Biodorus, loc at).
It is noteworthy that Polybius says nothing of all this

® Polybius, | 24, §§ 9-12. Littana (Diodorus, xxm. fr 9.)—probably identical
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Atthe conquest of thistown, which had cost them so much,
the resentment among the Roman soldiers was such that,
after the secret retreat of the Carthaginian garrison, they
fell onthe helpless inhabitants, and murdered them without
mercy, until the consul put an end to their ferocity by
promising them, as part of their spoil, all the men whose
lives they would spare- The inhabitants of Camarina
were sold as daves We do not read that this was the
fate of Enna; but thistown could not expect an easier |ot,
unless it redeemed its former treason by now betraying
the Carthaginian garrison into the hands of the Romans.
From these scanty details we can form some idea of the
indescribable misery which this bloody war brought upon
Sicily. .

The successes of Hamilcar in Sicily, in the year 259,
were, it appears, to be attributed in part to the circumstance
that the Romans after the battle of Myla? had sent
L. Cornelius Scipio, one of the consuls of the year 259, to
Corsica, in the hope of driving the Carthaginians quite out
of the Tyrrhenian sea.  On this island the Carthaginians
had, as far aswe know, no settlements or possessions.  Still
they must have had in the town of Aleria a station for their
fleet, whence they could constantly alarm and threaten
Italy- Aleriafell into the hands of the Romans, and thus
the whole island was cleared of the Carthaginians. From
thence Scipio sailed to Sardinia; but here nothing was
done. Both Carthaginians and Romans avoided an en-
counter, and Scipio returned home.* This expedition to
Corsica and Sardinia, which Polybius, probably on account
of its insignificance and its failure, does not even mention,
was for the Cornelian house a sufficient occasion to celebrate
Scipio as a conqueror and hero. They were justified in

with Hippana, mentioned by Polybius, (i. 24, § 10)-~was likewise taken, as
also the hill Camicnsnear Agrigentum, and the town of Erbessus. An attempt
of the consul Atilius to sdze the island of Lipara failed. How little the
later compilers of historical competdiaries are to be trusted may be seen from
the statements of Aurelius Victor (39) and Florae (ii. 2), that Brepana and
Lilybseum were taken by the Romans,

1 Zonarae, viii. 11.
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saying that lie took Aleria; and asthe expulsion of the
Carthaginians from Corsica followed, he might be regarded
as the conqueror of Corsica, though in truth Corsica was
not occupied by the Romans till after the peace with
Carthage. Accordingly these exploits are noticed on the
second grave-stone in the series of monuments belonging
tothe family of the Scipios, with the first of which we have
already become acquainted.' From this modesty, which con-
fined itself to the real facts, we cannot help inferring that
the inscription was composed shortly after the death of
Scipio, when the memory of his deeds was fresh, and a great
exaggeration could hardly be ventured upon. If it had
not been so, and if the inscription had had a later origin,
there is nothing more certain than that in this, as in that
of tne father, great untruths would have been introduced.
This becomes quite evident from the additions which we
find in later authors, and which can have originated only
in the family traditions of the Scipios. Valerius Maximus,
Orosius, and Sihus Italicus® mention a second campaign of
Scipio in Sardinia, in which he besieged and conquered
Olbia, defeated Hanno, the Carthaginian general, and
displayed* his magnanimity by causing his body to be in-
terred with all honours.> He then gained possession with-
out difficulty of a number of hostile towns by a peculiar
stratagem, and finally, as the Capitoline fasti testify,

Y Sevol i p 459 The following is the epitaph (Orelli, Inscript Latm
Select n 552) —
Honc oino ploirume consentiont R(omae)
Duonoro optumo fuise viro
Luciom Scipione Filios Barbati
Consol censor aidihs hie fuet a(pud vos)
Hec cepit Corsica Aleriamque urbe
Dedet terapestatibus aide mento

Compare Ritschl, Ehetnisches Museum, 1854

2 valeriusMaximus, v 1, 2 Orosius, iv 7 SiliusItalicus, vi. 671

3 Traits of generosity and a chivalrous disposition seldom met with among the
Romans we shall frequently find in the history of the Scipios. They are quite
characteristic of this particular family, and their insertion into the history of
Borne ssems to be owing to a writer of poetic imagination. Perhaps we can
here trace the hand of the poet Ennius, who was a client of the Scipios.
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celebrated a magnificent triumph.! These additions, of
which neither the epitaph of Scipio, nor Zonaras, nor
Polybius know anything, are nothing more than empty
inventions. Moreover, we see from Polybius and Zonaras,
that, in the year before Scipio's consulate, Hannibal, not
Hanno, had the command in Sardinia. When the former,
in the year following (258), had been blocked up in a
harbour in Sardinia by the consul Sulpicius, and, after
losing many of his ships, had been murdered by his own
mutinous soldiers, Hanno received the command of the
Carthaginians in Sardinia, and could not therefore have
been conquered, slain, and buried by Scipio the year
before.?

The year 258 had restored the superiority of the Romans
in Sicily. They had conquered Camarina, Enna, Myttis-
tratuin, and many other towns, and driven back Hamilcar
to the west side of the island. The expeditions which
they had undertaken against Corsica and Sardinia had
also been on the whole successful. The power of Carthage
in the Tyrrhenian sea was weakened, and Italy for the
present secure against any hostile fleet. To these suc-
ceses was added in the following year a glorious battle
by sea (257 B.C) at Tyndans, on the northern coast of
Sicily. It was no decisive victory, for both parties
claimed an advantage.  Still it inspired the Romans with
new confidence in their navy. It induced them to enlarge
their fleet, and to prosecute the naval war on alarger scale.
It prompted the bold idea of removing the seat of war into
the enemy's country, and of attacking Africa instead of
protecting Italy against the Carthaginian invasions.
Whether their hopes went further, whether they had

! We have often had occasion to notice the worthlessness of the Capitohne
fasti as historical documents Circumstantial lies engraved on marble dabs are
very imposing, nevertheless thefollowing document must be rejected as entirely
fictitious

CorneliusL f Cn n Scipip Cos.  An CDXCIV
De Poems et Sardinia Corsica V.id Mart.

2 Polybius, |. 24, § 6. Zonaras, vm, 12 Livy, epit. 17.
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already conceived the scheme which Scipio succeeded in
carrying out at the end of the second war with Carthage,
viz. that of aiming a deadly blow at the very centre of
Carthaginian power, and so bringing the struggle to a
conclusion, would be difficult to prove. In that case they
would have estimated the strength of Carthage much too
low, and their own powers too high?

Efforts were now made in Rome to fit out an armament.
A fleet of 330 ships of war sailed to Sicily, took on board
an army of about 40,000 men, consisting of two consular
armies, and sailed along the south coast of Sicily west-
wards, under the command of the two consuls, M. Atilius
Regulus and L. Manlius Vulso. Between the promontory
of Ecnomus and the town of Heraclea the Romans met a
Carthaginian fleet still stronger than their own, under the
command of Hamilcar and Hanno, whose object was to
obstruct their way to Africa. If we may rely on the
accounts of Polybius, there was here an army of 140,000
Romans, opposed to 150.000 Carthaginians. But it is
hardly credible that the Carthaginian ships should have
had an arjny on board equal to that of the Romans, as the
latter intended a descent on Africa, and had their whole
land force, i.e. four double legions, with them. The
Carthaginians would have had no object in encumber-
ing their ships to that extent, especially as their tactics
did not consist so much in boarding as in disabling
their enemies' ships, and as they endeavoured in every
way to avoid the Roman boarding-ladders. We have no
Carthaginian authority to test the report of Roman
witnesses that the fleet of Hamilcar consisted of 350
ships. Thereis, then, no choice left but to follow Polybius,
who has described the battle at Ecnomus with such clear-
ness and accuracy of detail that nothing more can be
desired.

The Carthaginian fleet advanced from the west in a
single long extended front, which stretched from the coast

! Polybius, i 26-28.
VOL. 1. P
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far out into the sea, and only on the left wing formed an
angle, by one detachment being placed rather in advance.
The Roman fleet, consisting of four divisions, formedwith
three of them a hollow triangle, the point of which, headed
by the consuls in person, was directed against the
Carthaginian line. The quinqueremes, which formed the
base of the triangle, had the ships of burden in tow, while
the fourth division formed the rear in one line of war-
ships, which carried the veteran troops, the triarians of
the legions. If this wedge-like form of the Roman fleet
was suited to breaking through the Carthaginian line, the
long line of the latter was on the other hand calculated to
surround the Romans. This disposition determined the
issue of the battle.  The consuls broke through the
line of Carthaginian vessals without trouble. By their
advance the two lines of Roman ships which formed the
sides of the triangle were separated fjom the base. Against
this remainder were now directed the attacks of both the
Carthaginian wings. The great naval battle resolved
itself into threedistinct parts, each of which was sufficiently
important to rank as a battle by itself. The Roman ships
with the transports were hard pressed and obliged to slip
their cables, to sacrifice the transports, and to retreat. The
reserve, with the triarians, was in the same distress. At
length, when the consuls, giving up the pursuit of the
Carthaginian centre, came to the assistance of their
own main body, the victory turned to the side of the
Romans. The boarding-ladders seem again to have
rendered important service. Thirty Carthaginian ships
were destroyed, sixty-four were taken. The loss of the
Romans was at the outside twenty-four ships.

After such a decided victory the way to Carthage was
open to the Romans. But to our