Punic Wars Paper 1
Read Sources A to D and answer the questions below. The sources and questions relate to case study Punic Wars and the role of Hannibal Barca.
1.  (a) Question 1. According to source A, what were Hannibal’s strongest features as a general? (3 marks)

     (b) What is the message conveyed by Source B? (2 marks) 
2.  With reference to its origin, purpose and content, analyze the value and limitations of Source A for historians studying the role of Hannibal in the Second Punic War.

3. Compare and contrast the views written by Polybius and Levy and explain how the two sources discuss Hannibal’s cruelty (6 marks)

4. Using the sources and your own knowledge, assess the personality of Hannibal as a general.  (9 marks)

Source A

The Greek historian Polybius played a defined role in the Achaean League, which strove to maintain a friendly but independent policy towards the Romans. After the defeat of Macedonia in 168 B.C. Polybius was removed, under sentence, to Rome. There he met Scipio Aemilianus, a son of Scipio Africanas, and became the young man's friend and advisor. In 150 B.C. His detention ended and he returned to Greece, but he remained closely associated with Scipio and accompanied him to Carthage in the III Punic War. Polybius drew from many sources that are no longer identifiable, as well as employing documentary evidence, such as the treaties between Rome and Carthage. His aim was partially to assess the climb of the Roman domination and partly to write a practical history for future study. In regards to primary sources, commenting on Hannibal's military, political and social aspects, Polybius is considered to be the most reliable of sources, despite having written about Hannibal seventy years after the war commander's death. This is supported by the great lengths of understanding Polybius strove to achieve, including hiking the Alps himself to appreciate the climate Hannibal and his army faced crossing the terrain

Polybius states that though Hannibal was not rash, he often took deliberated risks to gain to achieve his objective in warfare. Though his conquest to march to Italy and through the Alp was considered a ‘frankly ludicrous idea assisted by the good fortune of luck’ [Lewis, pg. 23]; Polybius insists that though it may have been a farfetched idea, he states that Hannibal, ‘pursued his plans with sound common sense’  [Polybius II: 48] Another strong aspect of Hannibal’s that is frequently remarked upon in sources is Hannibal’s niche for psychological warfare.  He pressed upon his enemies’ weaknesses and used them to his advantage. Polybius remarks upon this as: ‘… there is no more a precious asset for a general than a knowledge of his opponents guiding principals and character – a benefit of which Hannibal reaped.’ [Polybius III: 81]

Sources B.  

Reese: “Hannibal’s Crossing of the Alps” 218 BCE
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Sources C (Polybius (Paton, trans.)  The Histories (Loeb Classical Library).  Harvard.
As far as any cruelty was concerned, Polybius believed that if it did occur it was the result of ‘the circumstances he [Hannibal] had to deal with’ which ‘were at once extraordinary and continually changing’ [Polybius, III, pg. 143]. Polybius seems to ignore the accusations of excessive cruelty on Hannibal’s behalf that come from the Roman’s and their allies. He claims that Hannibal’s brutal reputation originated after the battle of Cannae, which he found it difficult to protect the cities he had allied and sworn to protect. Hannibal was forced to leave some of the cities, as he did not have enough reinforcements due to leave many with Hasdrubal.

Source D Titus Livius or Livy (59 BCE - 17 CE): Roman historian, author of the authorized version of the history of the Roman republic.
Livy’s recollections of Hannibal’s deeds are far more dramatic and accusatory. He states Hannibal’s faults to be ‘inhuman cruelty, a more than Punic perfidy, a total disregard for the truth, honour and religion, of the sanctity of an oath and all that other men hold sacred.’ When described the latter half of the II Punic War when Hannibal was finding it difficult to protect his allied cities, Livy described it as ‘avarice and cruelty of temperament inclined him to despoil where he could not protect, so that only ruins might be left to the enemy.’ [Livy, XIV: 3]. However Livy then fails to substantiate his accusations and falls short of his defence.

