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citizens to pay for their own weapons and equipment;'”’ by the second century BC,
however, the state was providing arms and equipment to soldiers unable to afford the initial

cost, and recouping the money from their stipendium.'**

The Servian Constitution: The Roman People Arranged for War'~’

Wealth | Equites 18 centuries I—» Cavalry

rﬁrﬂ Class: 80 centuries l—b Heavy Infantry + Engineers

I Second Class 20 centuries |—» Heavy Infantry

I "Third Class: 20 centuries ]—b Heavy Infantry

I Fourth Class: 20 centuries |—> Heavy Infantry

I Fifth Class: 30 centuries |—0 Skirmishers + Signalers

Musnssaman o alth
b Ao
et -

I Caprite Censi: 1 century ]—-, Exempt from Army service; served
mnavy & during emergencies

The army and the comitia centuriata were thus inextricably linked: as well as organising
the Roman people militarily, electing the army’s leaders, and deciding if the state should go
1o war, the comitia was considered first and foremost an army of citizens sitting as a civic

150
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assembly,' " and as a result, was not allowed to meet inside the pomerium."”" Instead, the

comitia met outside on the Campus Martius. Through wealth discrimination, the Servian

27 Liv. 1.43: D.H. 4.19; Gabba, 1976, p. 2. For more on the issue of pay, and the introduction of state
financial support for military service, and the implications of this for poor citizens and the demographic
composition of the army, see Chapter Four below.

3% plb. 6.39. Presumably, as Matthew suggests, the money was recouped in instalments (Matthew, 2010(a), p.
2: see also pp. 24 ). For the significance of this fact to the demographic makeup of the late-republican army.
sce Chapter Four below.

" Liv. 1.43: DH. 409

" Forsyth, 2008, p. 26.

1" The ancient religious and geographic line around Rome which scparated the civil from military spheres of
public life (Liv. 24.7). For more on its significance to the emergence of politically interventionist soldiers, see
Chapter Eight below.
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retained the Servian functional distinctions, but age and experience now determined role
and place in the battle line; a residue of Servian wealth discrimination survived, however,
in the practice of placing poorest assidui into the skirmishing velites.'*” The Romans also
changed the equipment of soldiers: they made the gladius and pila the primary weapons of
the legionnaire, and replaced the original round shield with a body-length oval scutum'™" -
although the hoplite origins of the army were still evident in the long spears carried by
older soldiers manning the rear battle line.'* As Rome expanded its hegemony across ltaly,
allied contingents became an important part of the Polybian army:'* the number of their
infantry in a consular army typically equalled the Roman infantry, while the number of
allied cavalry was normally three times that of citizen horse.”"' In theory, each consul
commanded an army of two Roman legions,'* two allied formations of similar size, and
Roman and allied cavalry contingents ~ although armies could be joined together for
specific battles."**

Polybian Consular Army""*

Roman Cavalry  Allied Formation Roman Legion  Roman Legion  Allicd Formation  Allied Cavalry

suggests that, given that Polybius® description of the military system is often described from the point of view
of the military tribune, he may in part have been drawing his information from a “self-help® handbook for the
}r‘l_hunc officer class, responsible for running the difecrus raising the armies (de Ligt, 2012, pp. 92 ).
Pib. 6.21.

" Liv. 8.8; PIb. 6.21 IT.
" Archacological evidence corroborates Polybius™ description of republican weapons and equipment. The
major pictorial source for the mid to late-republican legionnaire is the altar of Domitius Ahenobarbus. The
relief depicts a dilectus or a census, with representations of soldiers in uniform and carrying arms, probably
from the late second century BC (Southern, 2006, p.13. For a facsimile of the altar, see Keppic, 1984, p. 54).
The oval scurom that Livy and Polybius described is clearly shown, as is Polybius® coat of chain-mail (lorica).
The sword and a dagger are also shown, although at vanance with Polybius® description of the sword wom on
the night hip, as the relief shows a dagger on the right hip, and the gladius on the left. Other sculptures,
however, show the gladius clearly worn on the right as Polybius suggests. For example, a relief of an carly
empire soldier belonging to legio XIV Gemina called Flavoleius, shows a sword on the right hip, and dagger
on the left (Keppie. 1984, plate 19: sce also Roth, 2009, p. 89). The sculptors for the Ahenobarbus altar may
simply have got it wrong, or used artistic license to illustrate the symbolism of the sword used by
legionnaires, rather than its exact position. We will never know.
"% For example, in 218 BC, at the start of the Sccond Punic War, the Romans levied six legions totalling
24,000 citizen infantry and 1800 cavalry. and 40000 allied infantry and 4400 horse (Liv. 21.17).
1 PIb. 6. 26. For an extensive discussion of the role and scale of the allied contribution to the Roman military
system, including the implications of this for the emergence of politically interventionist armies in the late
Republic, see Chapter Five below.
"2 pIb. 6.15: Roth, 2009, p. 28. The size of this army was around 18,000 fighting men. See also de Ligt, 2008,

. 116.
B As occurred often during the large. set-piece battles of the Second Punic War, 218 BC - 202 BC (Plb.
3.68).
" Plb. 6.19 11
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likely the gaps between the maniples in the battle line, however, were closed up before the
battle line made contact with the enemy. This was most probably achieved by the rear
century of the maniple moving up to align itself with the front century:'® not to do so
would have allowed an enemy. such as the fluid and fast-moving Gallic battle formation,'’
to infiltrate the battle line through the gaps, get behind the maniples, and thus compromise
the integrity and cohesion of the whole battle line.

Polybian Manipular Legion in Battle Formation: 4200 Fighting Men™*

_!_
W

Manmple

First Batvhe 40 mee
i bostori >

Sevmed Battie S

Line Pravcpes

Thind Bartie 30 mes
Line Treoes >

The manipular army was the basic tactical formation of the Roman military system until the
Marian reforms at the end of the second century BC. Although its structure, tactics,
weapons, and equipment changed, the army of the mid Republic retained continuity with
the principles of the original Servian constitution. The military system, for example, still
relied on its own population, not large numbers of mercenaries: from the second century on,

however, small contingents of specialised troops, such as Balearic slingers and Cretan

2 A maniple was formed by combining two centuries, cach century with its own centurion, standard bearer
and oprio (Plb. 6.24).

I} For example, the Gallic army that overwhelmed the Roman phalanx at Allia in 390 BC was fast-moving
and fNexible, lapping around the lanks of the Roman army (Liv. 5.38),

' Plb. 6.20.
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that Sulla took with him to Rome four years later. = The reformed legion had ten cohorts:

four in the front line and three each in the remaining two posterior lines in guincunx

formation.’

Marian Reformed Legion

Cohort

Cohort

-
il
i

Cohort .

Replacing smaller maniples with larger cohorts meant the legion now had less tactical
I I - -

mancouver clements, but those elements were stronger, and were probably introduced

under the pressure of a series of significant battlefield losses during the campaign to defeat

See Chapters Five and Eight below
For more detail on the formation of
that neatly illustrates the three-lined cohortal army arranged in the guincunx formation, with its signature gaps

the cohortal army, see Matthew, 2010(a), p. 31. For a battle description

in the line for units to pass through, see Sulla’s disposition ol his army 1in 86 BC as be awainted the more
'

numerous infantry of Archelaus (Fron., Ser. 2.3)
! Matthew, 2010(a), pp. 30 and 31
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Set against this background, Chapter Three will now focus the discussion on the central
question of this thesis. I will present the view that has conventionally been advanced to
explain the emergence of politically interventionist armies: soldiers committed sedition and
risked civil war because of what they could gain materially. Pecuniary self-interest is thus
at the heart of the conventional explanation for why Sulla’s soldiers engaged in sedition,

imposed a political solution on the state, and risked civil war.
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lies a more nuanced and accurate understanding of the transition from consensus Republic

to imperial, autocratic state.

Finis































































