LIVY

SUMMARIES

LIVY’S  PREFACE:
This extract forms the introduction of Livy’s monumental work, The History of Rome from its very Foundations (Ab Urbe Condita) which was written in142 books of which 35 survive.
· Livy’s opens by saying that if he succeeds in writing a history of the Romans, that he is by no means sure that the achievement will be worth the trouble, and even if he were sure, he would not admit it.

· Livy is aware how common such boasts are. Every person who produces such a work, thinks he is going to produce some new information or that his style will be different.

· Despite all this Livy declares that it will give him ‘satisfaction to have done my part, to the best of my ability, in contributing to the record of the greatest people in the world’.
· He feels that even if he does not become a famous historian, he will take comfort in the knowledge that he is still in illustrious company. 

· He knows that his subject (ie. the history of Rome) is enormous as it goes back more than 700 years.

· Livy claims that ‘from small beginnings it has grown to a vastness which threatens to be its ruin’.
· Livy is aware that many people will not be very interested in Rome’s origins and early history but will be more interested in contemporary events which shows ‘our nation suicidally eating up its own mighty resources’.
· Livy claims he will feel rewarded for his efforts because he will be given a chance to ‘rest my eyes from the miseries which for so long have beset this generation of ours’. He claims that he will have the chance to ’rest my eyes just for so long as I concentrate on reconstructing the remote past’.
· Livy feels that it will be easier to write about the remote past as the events of that time are no longer controversial.
· He intends to write about the traditions relating to the time before the foundation of Rome without attempting to prove or disprove their truth. He accepts that they are ‘poetic fiction’ and claims that prehistory is ‘allowed the indulgence of blending the doings of men and gods in order to make the origins of cities more impressive’.
· He declares that ‘if any country is entitled to sanctify its beginnings by attributing them to divine action, that is true of the Romans’. The reason for this is that ‘so tremendous is their military glory that, when they claim their father, their Founder’s Father, to be none other than Mars, the nations of the earth must needs endure it patiently – as they endure Roman rule’. Despite all this, he does not intend to attach much importance to such stories.

· The matters in which he wants every reader to be absorbed are: ’how did people live? how did they behave? what were the men and the methods, in peace and in war, that won and expanded the empire?’
· Then readers will realise ‘how the moral rot started, how standards were gradually sapped, then crumbled more and more ominously, and finally began to collapse into utter ruin. That is the stage we have now reached’.
· Livy also believes that his contemporaries are aware of this – but unwilling to do anything about it: our defects are unendurable to us – and so are their cures’.
· He claims that history is a very effective teacher and provides us with models for individuals and for the country as a whole so that future mistakes may be avoided: ‘History possesses the outstandingly beneficial merit of setting all its varied lessons luminously on record for our attention. From these, one may select models for oneself and one’s country; and causes that turned out as evilly as they began may be avoided’.
· He fully admits his patriotism and enthusiasm for his undertaking: ’unless my passion for the task I have undertaken is blinding me’ but claims that ‘No State was invaded by meanness and extravagance so late in its development. No State honoured simplicity and frugality so signally and so long, during that epoch when men were as lacking in greed as they were lacking in wealth’.  
· He believes that wealth had encouraged greed: ‘In recent years, riches have imported avarice’.
· People have become so self-indulgent that they are destroying themselves and the whole empire: ‘from unlimited self-indulgence has come a longing to pursue vicious extravagance to the point of personal and universal annihilation’.
· He declares that these criticisms, although it is necessary to make them, will be unacceptable to his readers so he will not mention them, at least in the beginning of his history.

· He concludes his Preface with expressing a desire to begin his enterprise with good omens and says that if historians had the same custom as poets, that he would invoke the gods and goddesses to bring his project to a successful conclusion.   
THE  SABINE  WOMEN:
· The city of Rome, founded by Romulus and Remus, was now expanding in size but not in inhabitants.
· Romulus built defences with an eye to the size of the population which he hoped they would have.
· In order to increase the population, Romulus opened a sanctuary in the city and it was filled with people from all around who wanted who wanted a new start – ‘a miscellaneous rabble’.
· From these he appointed 100 senators whose descendants were all called patricians.
· Rome was now strong but there was a shortage of women.
· Romulus sent envoys to neighbouring states to look for an alliance and a right of intermarriage. The envoys argued that all states had to start from small beginnings and that the signs from the gods were favourable that Rome would become powerful.
· However, the embassy did not receive a friendly hearing anywhere. The envoys were insulted and asked if Rome intended to open a sanctuary for women as it was the only way in which they would get wives.
· The Romans were angry and Romulus thought up a plan: he organised games in honour of Equestrian Neptune (Consualia) and invited all the neighbouring peoples. All were curious to see the new city and came, including the Sabines.
· They were hospitably entertained and very impressed.
· During the show, while everyone’s attention was on the spectacle, a prearranged attack began; at a given signal, Roman youths carried off  the Sabine maidens – some ‘of exceptional beauty’ were ‘marked out’ for senators but most were taken indiscriminately.
· The sports broke off in panic and the parents of the girls went home, grieving.
· They charged the Romans with sacrilege and prayed to the gods for revenge.
· The girls themselves were most indignant but Romulus went among them and explained that it was the pride of their parents which had caused this deed.
·  He promised the girls that they would marry and would be co-partners in all the possessions of the Romans, in their citizenship and, in due course, their children.
·  He urged them ‘to moderate their anger and to give their hearts to those whom fortune had given their persons’.
·  He promised that the men would be good husbands and would take account of the manner in which they had acquired their wives and make up for the loss of their home and parents.
· The men seconded this sentiment and said that their deeds should be excused on the grounds of passion and love – ‘the most moving of all pleas to a woman’s heart’, and thus won the girls over.
· Thus the brides’ resentment was already much diminished when the parents were attempting their states to take action.
HORATIUS  ON  THE  BRIDGE:

· In 510/09 BC, the Etruscan king of Rome, Tarquinius Superbus, was overthrown when the Roman nobility conspired against him. 

· Tarquinius sought help from Lars Porsenna king of Clusium, a kinsman of a neighbouring state, and begged him for help to prevent the end of monarchy.

· Lars Porsenna marched on Rome at the head of his army in an effort to have Tarquinius reinstated.

· The Romans feared that their citizens would admit Tarquinius and Porsenna to the city and so they took measures to encourage them to withstand the assault.
      Corn was bought from neighbouring states and shared out.
      The monopoly of salt, the price of which was very high, was taken from the few elite,       
and taken over by the government.

       Taxes were more evenly spread from the poor to the rich, as the main burden of the poor 
      was the raising of children.
· Thanks to this generosity, even the siege and famine which followed was unable to break the loyalty of the plebeians to the Senate and they remained steadfast in their resolve to reject monarchy as a form of government.
· When the enemy appeared, the Romans left their fields and fled inside the city walls.
· The city was protected by the walls and by the River Tiber.
· There was a wooden bridge which would have let the enemy in had it not been for the bravery of one man, Horatius Cocles – ‘he was the bulwark of defence on which that day depended the fortune of the city of Rome’. 
· He happened to be on guard at the bridge when the enemy captured the Janiculum Hill while the Romans panicked and ran.
· He tried to stop them running wildly and called on the gods and men to witness how futile it was to flee, leaving the bridge open to the enemy.
·  He shouted to them to break down the bridge any way they could while he stalled the enemy.
· ‘Striding to the head of the bridge’, in contrast to those who were fleeing (‘conspicuous among the fugitives’), he made ready to meet the Etruscans who were astonished at his bravery.
· Two men stayed with him, Spurius Larcius and Titus Herminius – ‘both famous for their birth and their deeds’.
· These three held the enemy off but eventually Horatius sent the other two off to save themselves before the bridge collapsed.
· Horatius, ‘darting glances of defiance around at the Etruscan nobles’, challenged them to fight  and taunted them for being the slaves of haughty kings who ‘heedless of their own liberty, were come to overthrow the liberty of others’.
· They hesitated at first but were shamed into attacking ‘their solitary foe’.
· Horatius successfully fended off their javelins with his shield and ‘bestrode the bridge and held his ground’.
· Just as the enemy were about to charge, the bridge crashed into the Tiber and the cheer which the Romans raised, stopped them in their tracks.
· Horatius then prayed to the god of the Tiber to accept him and jumped into the river. He managed, under fire and weighed down by armour to swim across to safety ‘having given proof of valour which was destined to obtain more fame than credence with posterity’.
CLASS  WARFARE:

This is an account of a dispute between the plebeians and the patricians which arose as a result of discontent among the plebeians with regard to their role in society. This particular dispute resulted in constitutional change in Rome as for the first time Tribunes of the People were elected to represent the plebeians
.
· The senators became alarmed and did not want to disband the army for they feared that there would again be ‘gatherings and conspiracies’ ie the plebeians who were in the army would meet and plot against them.
· The consuls pretended that there was a danger of attack from a local tribe, the Aequi, and gave orders that the army should be led out of the city.
· This brought the revolt to a head.
· The plebeians contemplated killing the consuls (who had sworn them in to the army) so that they could withdraw from the army, but it was explained to them that committing a crime did not dissolve their oath.
· The plebeians took the advice of  a man called Sicinius and without consulting the consuls, withdrew to the Sacred Mount, across the River Anio, about three miles from the city. This is the more usual version of the story, the other being that the Aventine was the place of their secession.
· There they built a camp and remained there, taking only what food they needed, neither provoking nor being provoked.
· There was great panic in the city; the plebeians feared retribution at the hands of the senators and vice versa; there was fear that the ‘seceding multitude’ would not remain peaceful for  long; there was also the fear that if local tribes discovered that Rome was undefended, that they might take advantage of the situation and attack.
· The Senate concluded that the issue must be resolved as soon as possible and therefore decided to send as an ambassador to the seceding plebeians, a certain Menenius Agrippa, who was also of that class and therefore would be trusted by them.
· When he was admitted to the camp he simply related a parable to them; this concerned a dispute which arose among all the parts of the body who thought that the belly was doing nothing but accepting the food that they provided for it and so they conspired to starve it but, of course in doing so, they weakened themselves also. 
· When the seceding plebeians realised that their situation was like that in the story, they were persuaded to end their protest.
· ‘Steps were taken towards harmony, and a compromise was effected’ (achieved). The plebeians were to have magistrates of their own, who would be inviolable and of the plebeian class. So they chose two ‘tribunes of the people’, Gaius Licinus and Lucius Albinus. These appointed three others to be their colleagues.
THE  ROMANS  DEFEATED  BY  HANNIBAL  AT  CANNAE:
· Hannibal hoped that the consuls would give him ‘an opportunity for fighting at a place which was formed by nature for a cavalry action in which arm he was invincible’.
· ‘He therefore drew out his men in battle array and ordered the Numidians to make a sally in order to provoke the enemy’.
· This caused dissension between the soldiers and especially the two Roman consuls, Paulus and Varro.
      Paulus reminded Varro of ‘the recklessness of Sempronius and Flaminius’ - two previous 
      consuls in dealing with Hannibal 

     Varro retorted that Fabius (another general) was a coward and that it was due to him that  
      Hannibal had been able roam all over Italy, almost unchecked.
      Paulus retorted that if the Roman army suffered another defeat that ‘he would himself be 
      guiltless of all blame, but would share in all the consequences’.
· ‘While they wasted time, quarrelling rather than consulting, Hannibal withdrew the rest of his troops -  whom he had kept in line till late in the day – into his camp, and sent the Numidians across the river to attack the men from the smaller Roman camp who were fetching water’.
· The Numidians then continued on to the camp itself – ‘almost to the very gates’.
· The only thing that stopped the Romans from giving battle at that very moment was that Paulus was in command that day.
· The next day Varro was chosen by lot to be commander for the day and he hung out the signal for battle without saying anything to Paulus and led his troops across the river.
· Paulus followed for ’he could more easily disapprove of the plan than deprive it of his help’.
· Once across the river they joined up with the troops in the smaller Roman camp and deployed them as follows:
       On the right wing, nearest the river, they placed the Roman cavalry under the command 
       of Paulus.

       On the left wing was the cavalry of the allies, under the command of Varro.
       In the centre was the infantry, under the command of Servilius Geminus.


In front of the infantry were the slingers and other light-armed auxiliaries.
· Hannibal crossed the river at daybreak. After sending the slingers and light-armed troops ahead, he brought his troops across in the order in which he intended to deploy them:

On the left wing, next to the river, he placed the Gallic and Spanish cavalry under his brother Hasdrubal.

On the right wing was the Numidian cavalry under Maharbal.

The centre was composed of Gallic and Spanish infantry which were drawn up in a crescent    

formation which protruded. On their wings were African infantry commanded by Hannibal 
      himself and his brother, Mago.

· The Africans would have passed for an array of Romans because they were equipped with weapons which they had captured from their two previous victories against the Romans at the Trebia and Lake Trasimene.
· The Gauls and Spaniards were terrifying to look at because of their physique. The Gauls were naked from the navel up; the Spaniards had crimson-bordered white linen tunics.

· The total number of infantry was 40,000 and the cavalry 10,000.
· The sun was on their flanks so neither side had an advantage.

· The wind, called the Volturnus, was blowing right into the faces of the Romans.

THE  BATTLE:
· The auxiliaries rushed forward and the battle began between the light-armed troops.

· The Gallic and Spanish cavalry on the Carthaginian left wing engaged with the Roman right wing in a combat very unlike a cavalry action, for they had to charge front to front, because there was no room to move out around the flank (side) as they were shut in by the river in one side and the infantry on the other. Both parties pushed straight ahead and as te horses came to a standstill, the riders dragged the enemy from their seats and there was much fighting on foot. This engagement was short and sharp – the defeated Roman cavalry turned and fled.
· Towards the end of the cavalry engagement, the infantry came into action. The Romans pushed back the Gallic and Spanish infantry whose crescent-shaped line was deliberately weak; as the Romans advanced further, the line straightened and then became concave. At this stage the Africans began a flanking movement and the Romans were surrounded. The Romans, who were now tiring were forced to face a second attack from the Africans who were fresh and strong.
· The cavalry engagement on the left wing of the Romans began with a Catthaginian trick. About 500 Numidians, who had swords hidden beneath their breastplates, pretended to desert. They rode over from their own side, suddenly dismounted and threw down their bucklers and javelins at the feet of their enemies. They were ordered to fall in behind the Roman left wing and while the battle was getting underway, they kept quite still. However, as soon as everyone’s attention was occupied, they snatched up the shields that lay strewn about everywhere and attacked the Romans from behind, slashing at their backs and hamstrings.
· All over the battlefield the Romans were either routed or facing a hopeless struggle. 

· At this point Hasdrubal withdrew the Numidians from the centre and dispatched them in pursuit of the scattered fugitives and sent in the Spanish and Gallic cavalry to help the Africans who were by now exhausted, though more with slaying than with fighting.

THE  AFTERMATH
· In the centre of the field, Paulus, although he had been wounded seriously at the outset of the battle, continued fighting and ‘at several points restored the situation’. He was guarded by Roman cavalry who finally let their horses go as the consul was growing to weak to control his horse. Hannibal’s comment on hearing this was ‘How much better if he had handed them over to me in fetters’ (ie. they were easier to capture as they could only escape on foot). They chose rather to die rather than run away. Elsewhere the survivors escaped as best they could.
· Meanwhile, Gnaeus Cornelius Lentulus, a military tribune happened to ride by and saw Paulus. He offered him his horse and thus a chance of escape: ‘the only man without guilt in this day’s disaster’; ‘Do not make this battle calamitous by a consul’s death’.

· Paulus refused the offer and instead urged Lentulus to go to Rome and warn the Senate to fortify and garrison the city.  He also asked him to give a personal message to Quintus Fabius – ‘that Lucius Aemilius Paulus has lived until this hour and now dies remembering his precepts’. He also said that he preferred to die so that ‘I shall not stand forth as the accuser of my colleague, blaming another in defence of my own innocence’. At that moment, a group of fleeing Romans ran up, pursued by some of the enemy who killed the consul, not knowing who he was. Lentulus escaped on his horse.
· 7,000 Romans escaped into the smaller Roman camp, 10,000 into the larger one and about 2,000 into the village of Cannae. These last were immediately cut off since the village was not fortified.

· Varro (Livy merely refers to him as ‘the other consul’) fled to Venusia with c. 50 horsemen.

· An enormous number was slain – 45,200 infantry and 2,700 made up of almost equal numbers of citizens and allies (more killed in one day at Cannae than the Americans in the entire Vietnam War!).There were many people of high political and social rank – quaestors, military tribunes, former consuls, praetors and aediles and 80 senators or men who had held offices which would have entitled them to be elected to the Senate. The prisoners numbered 3,500 infantry and 1,500 cavalry.
· In the two Roman camps there was a lack of weapons and leadership. During the night, those in the larger camp sent a message to the ones in the smaller one to come and join them while  the Carthaginians were still exhausted by fighting and feasting so that they might all set out together for Canusium. This plan was rejected by those in the smaller camp partly because of the danger and also because of lack of capability on making a decision. 
· Eventually, a military tribune, Publius Sempronius Tuditanus, took command of the situation:’So you would prefer to be captured by the greediest and most cruel of foes…..Never! each man will answer, if you are indeed fellow citizens of Lucius Aemilius Paulus the consul, who preferred an honourable death to life with ignominy, and of all those heroes who lie heaped around him!...Follow me, then, as many of you as desire safety for yourselves and for the commonwealth!’ He led the group of about 600 safely, under a hail of missiles from the Numidians, to the larger camp and they all made their way at once without loss to Canusium.
· Hannibal was congratulated by his officers on his victory and was urged by the others to rest for the next couple of days. However, Maharbal, the commander of the cavalry declared that no time should be lost. He urged him to press on to Rome – ‘Realise what has been accomplished by this battle: in five days you shall banquet in the Capitol!’. He himself would go on ahead of Hannibal ‘so that the Romans may know that you are there before they know that you are coming!’  However, as Livy says:’To Hannibal the idea was too joyous and too vast for his mind at once to grasp it’. And so Hannibal decided that he needed time to consider Maharbal’s advice. Maharbal retorted; ‘you know how to gain a victory, Hannibal: you know not how to use one!’
· Livy’s final sentence is typically dramatic:’That day’s delay is generally believed to have saved the city and the empire’.
THE  DEFEAT  OF  HANNIBAL:
This extract centres on the aftermath of Hannibal’s eventual defeat by the Romans at the battle of Zama in North Africa in 202 BC.
· Hannibal escaped with a few horsemen to Hadrumentum.
· Livy comments on his bravery and tenacity in battle:‘He had tried every expedient both before and during the engagement before he withdrew from the fray’.
· Livy also comments on his capabilities as a military genius:’even by Scipio’s (the Roman general and therefore Hannibal’s opponent) admission and that of all the military experts he had achieved this distinction, that he had drawn up his line that day with extraordinary skill’ -  Hannibal had placed elephants at the front of his line of infantry in order to threaten both the Roman infantry by ‘their haphazard charge and irresistible strength’ and the cavalry because the horses would be terrified of them. 

· Next he placed a line of auxiliaries in front of a line of Carthaginians and Africans so that the auxiliaries would have no escape as they were not held together by loyalty but by their pay. Their purpose was to exhaust the Romans in the initial attack and also might ‘blunt the enemy’s swords by their own wounds.’
· In the last line and removed by an open space as well, Hannibal placed the Italian troops ‘uncertain whether they were allies or enemies’. The purpose of leaving a space was presumably to ensure that if the Italians changed sides during the battle that they would be unable to easily attack the Carthaginians from the rear.
· Livy refers to this deployment of troops as Hannibal’s ‘last masterpiece’.

· In the Senate House at Carthage , Hannibal ‘admitted that he had been defeated not only in battle but also in the war, and that there was no hope of safety except in successfully suing for peace’. The implication here is that Hannibal is behaving honourably in admitting final defeat.
