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    Empire expands even as memory strains to contain the costs of victory, and in that tension Livy’s history finds its enduring power. The later books of The History of Rome, from Book 37 to the end, carry readers into a decisive phase of Roman development, where military success, political rivalry, public morality, and historical remembrance become inseparable. Read together with the epitomes and surviving fragments of the lost books, this portion of Livy’s vast work offers not only a narrative of events but also a meditation on how a state understands itself while it grows. Its scale and seriousness have helped secure its place among the classics of ancient prose.

The classic status of this work rests first on literary achievement. Livy transformed Roman history into an art of sustained narrative, shaping campaigns, debates, reversals, and ceremonies into scenes of moral and civic significance. His prose was admired in antiquity for its amplitude and movement, and later generations have continued to value the way he gives historical writing dramatic coherence without abandoning public purpose. Even where the complete text no longer survives, the architecture of his project remains impressive. Readers encounter not a bare chronicle but a vision of Roman history made memorable through character, pacing, and a constant sense that political decisions carry consequences beyond the moment.

Its importance also lies in the themes that make the work continuously readable. Livy is concerned with power, ambition, law, discipline, fortune, leadership, and the pressure that success places upon inherited institutions. In these later books, Rome is no longer merely struggling to survive; it is dealing with the burdens of authority and the widening reach of conquest. That change gives the narrative a breadth that is both historical and ethical. The result is a work that asks how a republic governs expansion, how communities preserve civic habits under strain, and how public memory turns events into examples for later generations.

The influence of Livy on later writers has been extensive. Roman authors read him as a major interpreter of their past, and his work remained a central source for understanding early and middle Roman history long after his own lifetime. In the Renaissance and after, historians, political thinkers, and literary authors returned to Livy for both substance and method: for accounts of Roman conduct, for reflections on liberty and statecraft, and for models of elevated historical prose. His narratives helped shape European ideas about republican virtue, imperial expansion, and civic decline. Few ancient historians have had a comparably broad afterlife in political and literary culture.

Titus Livius, known in English as Livy, wrote during the age of Augustus. Born in Patavium, the modern Padua, he devoted himself to the monumental history usually known by the title Ab Urbe Condita, a continuous account of Rome from its traditional foundation onward. The work originally extended to 142 books, of which only a portion survives in full. Books 37 to 45 remain extant, while the continuation to the end is known chiefly through ancient summaries called epitomes and through fragments preserved in later sources. This combination of complete books, compressed notices, and remnants gives the closing stretch of Livy’s project a distinctive texture.

The period covered in the surviving Books 37 to 45 belongs to the second century BCE, a time when Rome’s authority was extending across the Mediterranean. Livy’s narrative in these books records wars, diplomatic settlements, domestic disputes, and the interaction between Roman institutions and a larger international world. The central premise is straightforward yet profound: by recounting Rome’s past year by year, magistracy by magistracy, Livy shows how collective power is built through decisions made in councils, assemblies, camps, and courts. He writes history as the record of a political community, and that focus gives even distant events a direct relation to questions of public order and responsibility.

The books that survive in full are especially valuable because they preserve Livy at length during a mature and demanding section of his history. Here readers can observe the balance he seeks between military narrative and civic analysis. Battles matter, but so do embassies, legal controversies, senatorial judgments, religious observances, and the reputations of individuals whose actions affect the commonwealth. The texture of Roman public life emerges through repeated procedures and recurring conflicts, making the narrative more than a sequence of campaigns. Livy’s method allows readers to see history as an accumulation of choices within institutions, where honor, prudence, rivalry, and fear continually intersect.

The epitomes and fragments of the lost books are essential to the experience of this volume because they preserve the outline of a work that otherwise would be broken beyond recognition. The epitomes, though concise, offer a continuous summary of books no longer extant and help situate the surviving sections within Livy’s larger design. The fragments, often brief and mediated by later transmission, remind readers how much ancient literature reaches the present in incomplete form. Together they do not replace the lost books, but they restore perspective. They allow us to see the grand scale of Livy’s undertaking and to follow, however imperfectly, the later course of Roman history in his telling.

Part of the fascination of reading this material lies in the contrast between fullness and loss. In the extant books, Livy’s voice unfolds with detail, rhythm, and interpretive emphasis. In the epitomes, whole years and major developments are compressed into swift summaries. In the fragments, a sentence or phrase can stand as the last trace of an otherwise vanished narrative. This uneven survival teaches readers something about classical literature itself: what comes down to us is not always complete, yet even damaged transmission can preserve intellectual force. The book therefore invites attention both to Roman history and to the history of texts, memory, and preservation.

Livy’s historical art is inseparable from moral inquiry, and that feature has contributed greatly to his permanence. He does not present the past as a neutral accumulation of facts detached from judgment. Instead, he repeatedly places conduct under scrutiny, asking readers to consider the effects of courage, greed, moderation, arrogance, loyalty, and neglect. This moral dimension does not reduce events to simple lessons; rather, it gives the narrative seriousness and tension. Public success can coexist with private corruption, and institutional strength can conceal emerging weakness. Such complexity has made Livy valuable not only to historians but to readers interested in the character of political life under pressure.

For modern readers, the book offers more than information about Rome. It provides a long view of how states manage expansion, confront external threats, distribute honor, and argue over accountability. Questions about leadership, constitutional stress, public trust, and the uses of historical memory remain recognizable across centuries. Livy’s Rome is ancient, but the problems his narrative raises are not confined to antiquity. Readers can approach these books as testimony to a particular civilization and also as a disciplined exploration of recurring political dilemmas. That dual significance helps explain why the work continues to command attention in classrooms, libraries, and translations.

To open The History of Rome, Books 37 to the End with the Epitomes and Fragments of the Lost Books is to enter a history at once expansive and incomplete, richly preserved in part and poignantly reduced in part, yet still unmistakably monumental. Its classic standing rests on the magnitude of Livy’s design, the force of his prose, the durability of his themes, and the generations of writers and thinkers who have learned from his example. Above all, the work endures because it joins narrative energy to civic reflection. It shows how a people remembers itself, and why that memory still matters wherever power, principle, and public life remain contested.
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    Livy’s The History of Rome, Books 37 to the End with the Epitomes and Fragments of the Lost Books carries the narrative of Rome from the aftermath of major eastern wars into the long, uneven expansion of Roman power. In this portion of the surviving and reconstructed tradition, the work moves away from Rome’s earliest legendary beginnings and into a more documentary phase, where magistracies, embassies, campaigns, and senatorial decisions shape the narrative. The volume combines complete surviving books with ancient summaries and surviving fragments, allowing readers to follow both Livy’s detailed history and the outline of sections no longer extant. The result is a continuous, though uneven, account of Rome’s rise and internal strains.

The opening books in this range continue the settlement of Roman affairs in Greece and Asia after victory over powerful monarchies. Livy traces negotiations with allied cities, disputes over territorial arrangements, and the challenge of converting military success into stable political order. Roman commanders and envoys appear not only as conquerors but as administrators and arbiters, while local rivalries repeatedly complicate settlement. The narrative balances triumphal self-presentation with signs of overreach, showing how distant interventions demanded constant oversight. A key concern is whether Rome can preserve its institutions and civic discipline while acting as the decisive power across the Mediterranean.

As the sequence advances, military operations remain central, but Livy gives equal weight to the mechanics of republican government. Elections, legal proceedings, religious observances, and debates over command reveal a state whose authority rests on both arms and procedure. Questions of precedent and legitimacy recur as ambitious individuals seek distinction within a competitive aristocratic system. The narrative therefore treats public office not as background but as one of the main arenas of conflict. Through this method, Livy presents Roman history as the interaction of battlefield decisions, civic ritual, and constitutional habit, each affecting the others in visible ways.

The surviving books also emphasize Rome’s encounters with peoples of the Italian peninsula, the Iberian world, and the Hellenistic East, showing that expansion did not produce a single, uniform frontier. Different regions required different responses, from negotiated alliances to punitive campaigns and administrative oversight. Livy repeatedly notes the burdens of provincial command, the volatility of local politics, and the difficulty of obtaining reliable information at a distance. These episodes develop a broader theme: empire expands Roman reach, but it also multiplies obligations and exposes the republic to fresh military, moral, and political tests that cannot be solved by force alone.

With the loss of many later books, the epitomes become especially important in preserving the broad arc of the narrative. These concise ancient summaries sketch major wars, political crises, and constitutional changes, offering a compressed guide to events that Livy had once narrated at length. Though far less textured than the surviving books, they preserve the sequence by which Rome moved from mid-republican rivalry into periods of sharper internal conflict and wider territorial dominance. The fragments, meanwhile, provide scattered glimpses of Livy’s fuller treatment, suggesting his continuing interest in character, moral judgment, and the consequences of public decisions.

Across these later materials, the pressures within Roman political life become more visible. Competition for office, disputes over military commands, and tensions between senatorial leadership and popular forces intensify as Rome’s resources and responsibilities grow. Livy’s arrangement of events highlights how foreign success can sharpen domestic disagreement, since prestige, wealth, and fear all alter the balance of republican norms. Even in summarized form, the narrative suggests that Rome’s greatest challenges are not only external enemies but also the strains placed on its institutions by prolonged expansion. Public decision-making emerges as both the source of Roman resilience and a field of persistent contest.

Another defining feature of this portion of the work is its moral and civic perspective. Livy is attentive to examples of discipline, moderation, ambition, and negligence, using political and military episodes to raise questions about character in public life. Without turning the history into abstract theory, he invites readers to compare conduct across generations and to consider how private motives influence collective outcomes. The surviving books display this through speeches, judgments, and narrative emphasis, while the epitomes preserve the outline of recurring concerns. The history thus functions not only as a record of events but as a reflection on the habits that sustain or endanger a commonwealth.

Because the collection extends to the end of Livy’s history through summaries and fragments, it offers a panoramic view rather than a uniformly detailed one. Readers move from richly narrated campaigns and debates to briefer notices of later upheavals, witnessing the transition from the earlier republic to a transformed Roman world. This unevenness is part of the book’s significance: it reveals both what survives of Livy’s art and what later tradition considered essential to preserve. The volume therefore serves as a bridge between complete historical narrative and the partial afterlife of a major ancient text, preserving continuity where the original has been broken.

Taken together, Books 37 to the End with the Epitomes and Fragments of the Lost Books presents Rome as a power enlarged by victory yet repeatedly tested by the demands of ruling, remembering, and governing itself. Its central questions concern the relation between expansion and civic stability, the uses of precedent, and the moral responsibilities of leadership. Even where the original text survives only in outline, the work maintains a clear sense of historical momentum and institutional pressure. Its enduring significance lies in showing how a republic’s external achievements can never be separated from the internal character and structures that make those achievements possible.
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    Livy wrote in the late first century BCE and early first century CE, when Rome had expanded from an Italian city-state into a Mediterranean empire and had recently passed through civil wars into the new political order of Augustus. The books from 37 to the end of his history narrate Rome’s middle and later Republic, especially the second century BCE and the crises of the first. Their setting is the Roman commonwealth centered on the Senate, annual magistracies, popular assemblies, and armies raised from citizens and allies. Livy presents these institutions as the framework through which Rome won power, accumulated wealth, and confronted the strains of empire.

Books 37 and following open in the aftermath of Rome’s victory over Antiochus III of the Seleucid kingdom, around 190 to 188 BCE. These events belong to the wider reordering of the eastern Mediterranean after the defeat of Macedon and Seleucid ambitions in Greece and Asia Minor. The peace settlement imposed heavy indemnities and reduced Seleucid influence west of the Taurus Mountains. Livy’s narrative reflects Rome’s growing role as arbiter of interstate affairs beyond Italy, while also showing that Roman leaders justified intervention through alliances, treaty obligations, and the language of defending Greek freedom, even as Roman power became increasingly decisive.

A central political issue in these books is the changing balance between military success abroad and competition at home. Triumphal culture, prosecutions, and debates over commands reveal how aristocratic rivalry shaped policy. Livy’s account of figures such as Scipio Africanus and his family shows both admiration for extraordinary achievement and unease about personal dominance, wealth, and accusations of misconduct. Such episodes echo broader republican anxieties: magistrates won glory through war, but the Senate and people sought to preserve accountability through courts, term limits, and public scrutiny. Livy repeatedly uses these tensions to assess the moral costs of success.

The books also reflect Rome’s complex control over Italy. During the second century BCE, Roman citizens, Latin communities, and Italian allies supplied soldiers and resources, while local elites were increasingly tied to Roman power. Colonization, road building, and military levies linked the peninsula more tightly to Rome. At the same time, burdens were uneven, and grievances persisted, especially among allies lacking full political rights. Livy’s wider history treats Italy as the base of Roman strength, and the surviving summaries and fragments from later books point toward the long-term consequences of this unequal integration, culminating in the Social War of 91 to 88 BCE.

From the 180s BCE onward, Roman involvement in Greece and Macedonia remained intense. The Third Macedonian War against Perseus ended in 168 BCE with Roman victory, and Macedonia was reorganized under Roman supervision before later becoming a province. Livy’s narrative of these campaigns records not only battles and diplomacy but also the symbolic claim that Rome was restraining monarchic aggression. Yet the repeated return of Roman armies to the Greek world suggests a pattern more durable than temporary liberation. His work thus preserves the republic’s official ideals while allowing readers to see how strategic interests, prestige, and fear of rivals drew Rome into lasting domination.

The destruction of Carthage and Corinth in 146 BCE marks a major turning point reflected in the lost later books and their epitomes. Carthage fell at the end of the Third Punic War; Corinth was destroyed after a revolt in Greece. These events coincided with the formation of the province of Africa and firmer Roman control in the Greek east. Ancient writers often viewed 146 BCE as a watershed after which foreign danger diminished and internal moral decline accelerated. Livy, like many Roman historians, connects expansion, booty, and luxury with changes in conduct, suggesting that imperial victory produced new temptations and sharper domestic conflict.

Economic change is essential to the context of these books. Conquest brought indemnities, slaves, precious metal, and opportunities for tax farming, contracting, and land acquisition. Elite households displayed greater wealth, while warfare and estate consolidation could weaken smallholders in some regions. Enslaved labor expanded in agriculture and households, and slave revolts, most notably in Sicily in the later second century BCE, exposed the violence built into this system. Livy’s surviving text and summaries do not offer a modern economic analysis, but they consistently register the political effects of wealth, debt, and competition for office. Material expansion is shown as both the reward of victory and a source of instability.

Cultural contact with the Greek world also shapes the atmosphere of the narrative. By Livy’s time, Romans had long absorbed Greek literature, art, philosophy, and education, even as conservative voices sometimes warned against foreign influence. In the second century BCE, embassies, hostages, teachers, and spoils of war brought Roman elites into closer contact with Hellenistic courts and intellectual life. Livy writes in polished Latin prose but draws heavily on Greek historical models and on Roman traditions of exempla, or morally charged examples. His history reflects this mixed culture: Rome is celebrated as distinct in character, yet its story is told through forms and ideas sharpened by Mediterranean exchange.

Religion remained embedded in public life throughout the periods covered by these books. Magistrates consulted auspices, the Senate ordered prodigy expiations, treaties were sanctified by ritual, and vows connected military success to divine favor. Livy regularly records omens, temple dedications, and priestly actions, not as incidental ornament but as part of the machinery of the republic. At the same time, his work can reveal stress within the system, as new cults, foreign rites, and political emergencies tested traditional controls. This religious framework helps explain how Romans interpreted victory and disaster alike: public order depended not only on arms and laws but on maintaining a proper relationship with the gods.

The period after 146 BCE saw growing tensions over land, citizenship, and the distribution of imperial gains. The reforms attempted by Tiberius Gracchus in 133 BCE and by Gaius Gracchus in the 120s sought to address issues such as public land, grain supply, judicial power, and the position of Italian allies. Both brothers died in political violence, and later Romans often treated their careers as precedents for intensified conflict between senate and popular leadership. Livy’s lost books, known through epitomes and later references, covered these events. His broader outlook, shaped by concern for concord and constitutional balance, made the Gracchan era crucial for explaining the republic’s fracture.

Foreign war continued to interact with domestic unrest. The Jugurthine War in Numidia, roughly 111 to 105 BCE, exposed corruption, failures of command, and the political uses of scandal. At the same time, migrations and invasions by the Cimbri and Teutones threatened Roman armies until Gaius Marius achieved decisive victories near the end of the century. These crises mattered not only militarily but institutionally, because repeated commands and reliance on experienced generals altered political expectations. Livy’s treatment of such episodes, as far as the summaries indicate, belongs to a larger pattern in which external danger tests the republic’s civic virtues and often reveals internal weakness more sharply than peacetime debate.

Military organization itself changed significantly over the periods Livy narrates. Roman armies had long depended on citizen service and allied contingents, but prolonged campaigning overseas increased the burdens of enlistment and enlarged the importance of successful commanders. Marius’ military reforms are difficult to reconstruct in precise detail from surviving evidence, yet the late second century clearly saw changes in recruitment and the professional habits of soldiers. Livy’s history repeatedly links military discipline to civic discipline: armies mirror the moral condition of the commonwealth. As warfare became more continuous and geographically distant, the tie between soldiers, landholding, and the traditional republican order became harder to sustain.

The Social War transformed Rome’s relationship with Italy. Beginning in 91 BCE after the assassination of the reformer M. Livius Drusus, many Italian allies revolted in pursuit of citizenship and political inclusion. Rome ultimately suppressed the revolt but granted citizenship broadly through a series of laws, permanently reshaping the Roman state. The conflict confirmed both the strength of Italian grievances and the impossibility of ruling the peninsula on older terms. Livy’s lost books treated these events as a decisive constitutional crisis. The war stands as the culmination of pressures visible much earlier in his narrative, where allied service underpinned Roman power without equal participation in its rewards.

The first century BCE then brought civil conflict on a scale that altered republican politics fundamentally. The rivalry between Marius and Sulla, Sulla’s march on Rome in 88 BCE, the war against Mithridates in the east, and Sulla’s later dictatorship established violent precedents for using armies in domestic power struggles. Proscriptions, constitutional revisions, and the weakening of civic trust left enduring scars. Livy, writing after these upheavals, could look back on the second century with awareness of where its tensions led. The epitomes of his later books indicate sustained attention to these struggles, which were no longer merely disputes within the republic but contests over the republic’s survival.

The final books moved through the age of Pompey, Crassus, and Julius Caesar, including overseas campaigns, the concentration of extraordinary commands, and the collapse of cooperation among leading men. Caesar’s conquest of Gaul expanded Roman territory and brought immense military prestige; the civil war that followed his break with Pompey ended in his dictatorship and assassination in 44 BCE. These events had immediate significance for Livy’s own lifetime, because they formed the direct prehistory of Augustus’ regime. Although Livy admired Rome’s past greatness, his work necessarily reads these decades through the lens of a state that had failed to contain competition among its most powerful citizens.

After Caesar’s death, the struggles among the liberators, Antony, Octavian, and others ended with Octavian’s victory and the establishment of the principate. Livy composed under Augustus, who publicly honored republican traditions while holding preeminent authority. This setting matters for reading Books 37 to the end because Livy’s account of earlier centuries is shaped by Augustan interest in moral renewal, ancestry, and the restoration of order. Yet Livy is not simply a spokesman for the regime. His history often preserves genuine republican values, especially respect for senatorial deliberation, legal restraint, and civic moderation, while also acknowledging that the old system had repeatedly generated disorder.

Taken together, these books and the surviving epitomes and fragments offer more than a sequence of wars and magistracies. They present Rome’s expansion from Mediterranean supremacy to internal breakdown as a moral and political history in which institutions, customs, and ambition are constantly tested. Livy mirrors his era by asking how a community famed for discipline and shared purpose came to be divided by wealth, violence, and personal power. The work also critiques that era, because the Augustan present stands silently behind the narrative as both remedy and reminder. In tracing the republic’s rise and crisis, Livy turns history into a judgment on the conditions that made empire possible and republican stability fragile.
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    Livy, known in Latin as Titus Livius, was a Roman historian born in Patavium, the modern city of Padua, in 59 BCE and active during the transition from the Roman Republic to the early Roman Empire. He is best known for his monumental history of Rome, usually called Ab Urbe Condita, which traced the city’s story from its legendary beginnings to Livy’s own era. Although only part of this vast work survives, it remains one of the central sources for Roman history and historical imagination. Livy’s importance lies not only in the information he preserved but also in the moral and literary shape he gave to Rome’s past.

Livy came from northern Italy rather than from Rome itself, a background sometimes noted by ancient readers. Publicly documented details of his early education are limited, but his writing shows extensive training in rhetoric, literature, and the traditions of Roman historical prose. He wrote in a period deeply influenced by earlier Roman historians and by Greek historiography, especially the practice of using history to explore character, public virtue, and political change. His work also reflects familiarity with Roman annalistic traditions, in which events were organized year by year, and with the broader Augustan literary culture that valued style, exemplarity, and reflection on Rome’s destiny.

The central project of Livy’s career was Ab Urbe Condita, a history originally composed in 142 books. It appears to have been published in sections over many years, probably from the closing decades of the first century BCE into the early first century CE. The surviving books cover Rome’s foundation legends, the early Republic, parts of the wars against Carthage, and later Republican conflicts, while summaries preserve a broader outline of the lost portions. This work is the only major text securely attributed to Livy. Ancient sources mention other writings, but they do not survive as verifiable works in the way his history does.

Livy wrote in a polished, expansive prose style that distinguished him from more severe or compressed historians. His narrative often highlights speeches, dramatic turning points, and moral examples, presenting history as a record of deeds that could instruct later generations. He was especially interested in the virtues and failures that shaped Rome’s rise, including courage, discipline, ambition, and civic discord. At the same time, he acknowledged the difficulty of recovering the remote past and sometimes signaled uncertainty in his sources. This combination of literary artistry, patriotic scope, and moral reflection helped make his history influential both as literature and as a historical account.

Livy spent at least part of his career in Rome and was associated with the age of Augustus, though he was not primarily a political officeholder or military commander. Ancient testimony indicates that he enjoyed high standing as a man of letters, and later tradition connects him with a wider circle of literary and intellectual life in the early imperial period. His history was widely read in antiquity, admired for its eloquence and grandeur even by readers who questioned particular judgments or methods. As with many ancient historians, his treatment of early periods depends on earlier sources of uneven reliability, but his narrative power ensured lasting authority.

Modern assessments of Livy balance his strengths and limitations. Historians value him as an indispensable witness to Roman traditions, to lost earlier sources, and to the cultural meanings Romans attached to their past. At the same time, scholars note that he was not a modern critical historian in method: he often favored moral interpretation and coherent narrative over source analysis in the strict sense. Even so, his work remains essential for understanding Roman memory, identity, and political thought. Writers, artists, and educators have repeatedly turned to Livy for episodes of civic virtue, conflict, and state formation that resonated far beyond ancient Rome.

Livy likely died in either 17 CE or shortly thereafter, with ancient evidence placing his final years back in Patavium. By that time, his historical project had already secured an enduring place in Roman literature. The incomplete survival of Ab Urbe Condita has only sharpened interest in what remains, and its preserved books continue to be read for both historical content and literary craft. Livy’s legacy endures in classical scholarship, political thought, and the teaching of ancient history, where his vision of Rome’s past still shapes how later ages imagine the republic, empire, and the uses of history itself.
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Lucius Cornelius Scipio the consul, having as lieutenant Publius Scipio Africanus[2], (who had declared that he would be his brother’s lieutenant if the province of Greece was decreed to him, when that province appeared likely to be assigned to Caius Lælius, who had great influence in the senate,) set out to wage war against Antiochus[1], and was the first Roman general that ever passed over into Asia. Æmilius Regillus, with the assistance of the Rhodians, fought successfully against the royal fleet of Antiochus at Myonnesus. The son of Africanus, having been taken by Antiochus, was sent back to his father. Manius Acilius Glabrio triumphed over Antiochus, whom he had driven out of Greece, and over the Ætolians[3]. Antiochus being subsequently conquered by Lucius Cornelius Scipio, with the aid of Eumenes, son of Attalus, and king of Pergamus, peace was granted to him on these terms—that he should evacuate all the provinces on this side Mount Taurus. The kingdom of Eumenes, through whose assistance Antiochus had been conquered, was enlarged. Some states were granted to the Rhodians too, who also had assisted them. The colony of Bononia was founded. Æmilius Regillus, who had conquered the admirals of Antiochus in a naval engagement, triumphed. Lucius Cornelius Scipio, who had brought the war with Antiochus to a conclusion, was called Asiaticus, attaining to an equality with his brother by this surname.



1 Lucius Cornelius Scipio and Caius Lælius being consuls, no business, after the duties of religion, was transacted in the senate prior to that of the Ætolians. Not only their ambassadors were urgent, because they had a truce of a short period, but they were aided by Titus Quinctius also, who had then returned to Rome from Greece. The Ætolians, as being persons to whom there was more hope in the mercy of the senate than in their cause, acted suppliantly, weighing their by-gone services against their recent misconduct. But when  present, they were importuned by questions of the senators, wringing from them an acknowledgment of their guilt rather than replies, and when ordered to depart from the senate, they caused a great contest. Resentment had more power in their case than compassion; for the senate were incensed against them not merely as enemies, but as an uncivilized and unsocial race. After it had been contested several days, it was at last resolved, that peace should neither be granted nor refused. Two conditions were offered them, either that they should yield to the senate unconditional power over them, or pay one thousand talents[4],1 and have the same friends and enemies. To them, desirous to elicit in what things they should give to the senate unconditional power over them, no positive answer is given; but being thus dismissed, without having concluded a peace, they were ordered to quit the city that very day, and Italy within fifteen days. They then began to debate concerning the provinces for the consuls. Both of these wished for Greece. Lælius had a powerful interest in the senate; and when the senate had ordered that the consuls should either cast lots for the provinces, or settle them between themselves, he observed, that they would act with more propriety in leaving that matter to the wisdom of the senators, than to the decision of lot. To this Scipio, an answer being given that he would take advice how he ought to act, having spoken to his brother alone, and having been desired by him to leave it unhesitatingly to the senate, answered his colleague that he would do what he recommended. When this plan, either original or supported by precedents of a record now lost by antiquity, being referred to the senate, had aroused them by the expectation of a contest, Publius Scipio Africanus said, that “if they decreed that province to his brother, Lucius Scipio, he would go along with him, as his lieutenant-general[1q].” This proposal being received with universal approbation, put an end to all dispute. The senate were well pleased to make the trial, whether king Antiochus should have more effectual aid in the vanquished Hannibal, or the Roman consul and legions in his conqueror Africanus; and they almost all voted Greece to Scipio, and Italy to Lælius. The prætors then cast lots for their provinces: Lucius Aurunculeius obtained the city jurisdiction; Cneius Fulvius, the foreign; Lucius Æmilius Regillus,  the fleet; Publius Junius Brutus, the Tuscans; Marcus Tuccius, Apulia and Bruttium; and Caius Atinius, Sicily.

2 Then to the consul to whom the province of Greece had been decreed, in addition to the army which he was about to receive from M. Acilius, (but they were two legions,) three thousand Roman foot and one hundred horse, and of the Latin confederates five thousand foot and two hundred horse, are added as a reinforcement; and it was further ordered, that if, when he arrived in his province, he would judge it conducive to the public interest, he should be at liberty to carry over the army into Asia. To the other consul was decreed an army entirely new; two Roman legions, and of the Latin confederates fifteen thousand foot and six hundred horse. Quintius Minucius was ordered to remove his forces out of Liguria (for he had written, that the province was completely subdued, and that the whole nation of the Ligurians had surrendered) into the country of the Boians, and to give up the command to Publius Cornelius, proconsul. The two city legions, enlisted the year before, about to be brought home from the country in which Cornelius had fined the conquered Boians, were assigned to Marcus Tuccius, prætor, together with fifteen thousand foot and six hundred horse, of the Latin confederates, to occupy Apulia and Bruttium. Orders were given to Aulus Cornelius, a prætor of the preceding year, who occupied Bruttium with an army, that if the consul judged it proper, he should transport his legions into. Ætolia, and give them to Manius Acilius, provided the latter was inclined to remain there; but if Acilius wished to come to Rome, that then Aulus Cornelius should stay in Ætolia with that army. It was resolved that Caius Atinius Labeo should receive from Marcus Æmilius the province of Sicily, and the army there; and should, if he deemed it proper, enlist in the province itself two thousand foot and one hundred horse, for a reinforcement. Publius Junius Brutus was ordered to raise a new army for Tuscany, consisting of one Roman legion, and ten thousand foot of the allies and Latin nation, and four hundred horse. Lucius Æmilius, whose province was the sea, was ordered to receive from Marcus Junius, prætor of the former year, twenty ships of war, with their crews, and himself to enlist one thousand marines and two thousand foot soldiers, with which ships and soldiers he  was to sail to Asia, and receive the command of the fleet from Caius Livius. To the governors of the two Spains and Sardinia, their command is prolonged for a year, and the same armies were decreed them. Sicily and Sardinia were, this year, assessed in two-tenths of their corn. All the corn from Sicily was ordered to be carried into Ætolia, to the army there; of that to be collected from Sardinia, one-half to Rome, and the other half into Ætolia, for the same use as the corn from Sicily.

3 It was judged proper, that, previous to the departure of the consuls for their provinces, the prodigies should be expiated under the direction of the pontiffs. The temple of Juno Lucina, at Rome, was struck by lightning in such a manner, that the summit and the folding-doors were much damaged. At Puteoli, the wall and a gate were struck by lightning in several parts, and two men killed. It was clearly proved, that, at Nursia, in the midst of a calm, a tempest suddenly burst forth; and there also two freemen were killed. The Tusculans reported, that a shower of earth fell in their country; and the Reatines, that a mule brought forth, young in theirs. These prodigies were expiated, and the Latin festival was celebrated a second time, because the flesh-meat, which ought to be given to the Laurentians, had not been given them. There was also a supplication made on account of those religious fears; the decemvirs[5] gave directions from the books, to which of the gods it should be performed. Ten free-born youths, and ten virgins, all of whom had their fathers and mothers living, were employed in that ceremony; and the decemvirs sacrificed sucklings by night. Publius Cornelius Scipio Africanus, before he left the city, erected an arch on the Capitol, facing the road by which we ascend to it, with seven gilded statues and two horses, and placed two marble cisterns in the front of the arch. During that period, forty-three of the principal Ætolians, among whom were Damocritus and his brother, were brought to Rome by two cohorts, sent by Manius Acilius, and were thrown into the prison called Lautumiæ, or the quarry. Lucius Cornelius the consul ordered the cohorts after that to return to the army. Ambassadors came from Ptolemy and Cleopatra, king and queen of Egypt, congratulating the Romans because the consul Manius Acilius had driven king Antiochus out of Greece,  and advising that they should carry over their army into Asia. For “all places, not only in Asia, but also in Syria, were filled with consternation; and the king and queen of Egypt would be prepared to do those things which the senate should direct.” Thanks were returned to the king and queen, and presents were ordered to be made to the ambassadors, four thousand asses2 to each.

4 The consul Lucius Cornelius, having finished what was necessary to be done at Rome, gave public notice, in an assembly of the people, that the soldiers, whom he himself had enlisted for a reinforcement, and those who were in Bruttiurn with Aulus Cornelius, proprætor, should all meet him at Brundusium on the ides of July. He likewise appointed three lieutenants-general, Sextus Digitius, Lucius Apustius, and Caius Fabricius Luscinus; who were to bring together ships from all parts of the sea-coast to Brundusium; and now, every thing being ready, he set out from the city in his military robe of state. About five thousand volunteers of the Romans and allies, who had served out their campaigns, under the command of Publius Africanus, attended the consul at his departure, and gave in their names. At the time in which the consul set out to the war during the celebration of the Apollinarian games, on the fifth day before the ides of July, though the sky was serene, the light was obscured in the middle of the day, when the moon passed beneath the orb of the sun. L. Æmilius Regillus, to whom the sea had fallen as his province, set out at the same time. To Lucius Aurunculeius this business was assigned by the senate, that he should build thirty quinqueremes[6] and twenty triremes, because there was a report that Antiochus, since the engagement at sea, was fitting out a much larger fleet. The Ætolians, after the ambassadors brought back word from Rome that there was no hope of peace, although their whole sea-coast, which was opposite to Peloponnesus, was ravaged by the Achæans, regarding the danger more than their losses, seized on Mount Corax, in order to shut up the pass against the Romans; for they had no doubt that they would return in the beginning of spring to the siege of Naupactum. It appeared better to Acilius, who knew that this was expected, to attempt a thing that was not anticipated, and to lay  siege to Lamia; for the garrison had been reduced by Philip almost to a state of desperation; and being then off their guard, because they feared no such attempt, might be surprised by himself. Marching from Elatia, he formed his first encampment in the enemy’s country, on the banks of the river Sperchius, and decamping thence in the night, he at break of day attacked the town with a line of troops that encircled it.

5 As is usual in an unexpected affair, great consternation and tumult ensued; yet the besieged, with greater resolution than any one could suppose them capable of under such a sudden alarm, when the men fought, and the women brought weapons of every kind, and stones, to the walls, defended the city for that day, although the scaling ladders were raised against the walls. About mid-day, Acilius, the signal for retreat being given, drew off his men to their camp. After their bodies were refreshed by food and rest, before he dismissed the meeting in the Prætorium, he gave them notice, “to be ready and under arms before day; and that they were not to return to their tents until the city should be taken.” Next day, at the same hour as before, having began the assault in a greater number of places, as not only the strength, but also the weapons, and above all, the courage of the garrison began to fail, he took the town in the space of a few hours. One half of the spoil found there was sold in parcels; the other was divided among the soldiers; and a council was held to determine what he should next undertake. No one approved of going against Naupactum, while the pass at Corax was occupied by the Ætolians. That, however, the summer campaign might not be an idle one, and that the Ætolians might not through his supineness possess the peace that they could not obtain from the senate, Acilius resolved to besiege Amphissa; his army was led thither from Heraclea by Œta. Having encamped under the walls, he proceeded to attack the town, not by general assault, as at Lamia, but by regular approaches. The ram was brought up to the walls in many places at once; and though these were shaken by it, yet the townsmen never attempted to provide or contrive any sort of defence against such a description of mechanism. All their hope was in arms and courage. By frequent sallies they much annoyed not only the advanced guards of the Romans, but even those who were employed at the works and machines.

6 However, the wall was broken down in many places, when word was brought, that his successor, having landed his army at Apollonia, was coming through Epirus and Thessaly. The consul came with thirteen thousand foot and five hundred horse. He had already arrived at the Malian bay; and after that, to his messengers sent forward to Hypata, to order a surrender of the city, this response was given, that they would do nothing except by the common consent of the Ætolians: that the siege of Hypata might not detain him while Amphissa was not yet recovered, having sent forward his brother Africanus, he leads his forces to Amphissa. A little before their arrival, the towns-people having abandoned the city, for it was now, for the most part, stripped of its walls; all, armed and unarmed, retired into the citadel, which they deemed an impregnable fortress. The consul pitched his camp at the distance of about six miles from the town; and thither came ambassadors from the Athenians, addressing, first, Publius Scipio, who preceded the main body as before mentioned, and afterwards the consul, with earnest supplications in favour of the Ætolians. They received a milder answer from Africanus, who, wishing for an honourable pretext for relinquishing the Ætolian war, was directing his views towards Asia and king Antiochus, and had recommended to the Athenians to persuade, not only the Romans, but the Ætolians likewise, to prefer peace to war. By the advice of the Athenians a numerous embassy of the Ætolians came speedily from Hypata, and the discourse of Africanus, whom they addressed first, augmented their hopes of peace; for he mentioned, that “many nations and states, first in Spain, and afterwards in Africa, had thrown themselves on his protection; and that, in all of them, he had left greater monuments of clemency and kindness than of military prowess.” The business seemed to be concluded, when the consul, on being applied to, repeated the very same answer with which they had been driven off by the senate. When the Ætolians were thunderstruck at this, as if they had never heard it before, (for they now perceived that no progress was made either from the Athenian embassy or the favourable reply of Africanus,) they said that they wished to consult their countrymen on the affair.

7 They then returned to Hypata, nor were their plans cleared of difficulties. For they had no means of paying the thousand  talents; and, in case of an unconditional submission, they dreaded lest cruelty should be inflicted on their persons. They, therefore, ordered the same ambassadors to return to the consul and Africanus, and to request, that if they meant in reality to grant them peace, and not merely to amuse them with a prospect of it, frustrating the hopes of the wretched, they would either remit some part of the money required to be paid, or order that the unconditional submission should not extend to their persons. Nothing was accomplished whereby the consul might change his resolution; and that embassy, also, was dismissed without effect. The Athenian ambassadors accompanied them. And Echedemus, their principal in the embassy, recalled to hope the Ætolians, dejected by so many repulses, and deploring with unavailing lamentations the hard fate of their nation—by advising them to request a suspension of arms for six months, in order that they might send an embassy to Rome. He urged that “the delay could add nothing to their present calamities, which were already severe in the extreme; but that, if time intervened, their present calamities might be alleviated by many chances. Agreeably to this advice of Echedemus, the same ambassadors were sent again; who, making their first application to Publius Scipio, obtained, through him, from the consul, a suspension of arms for the time they desired: and the siege of Amphissa being raised, Manius Acilius, the army being delivered to the consul, left the province; and the consul returned from Amphissa into Thessaly, with intention of leading his troops into Asia through Macedonia and Thrace. Here Africanus said to his brother, Lucius Scipio, “I also, Lucius Scipio, approve of the route which you adopt. But the whole matter rests on the inclinations of Philip; for if he be faithful to our government, he will afford us a passage, and provisions and all things which support and aid an army on a long march. But if he should fail in this, you will find no safety in any part of Thrace. In my opinion, therefore, the king’s disposition ought in the first place to be discovered. He will be best tested if the person who shall be sent will come suddenly upon him, doing nothing by a preconcerted plan.” Tiberius Sempronius Gracchus, a young man, the most active of all the youths at that time, being selected for this purpose, by means of relays of horses, and travelling with almost incredible  expedition, made good the journey from Amphissa, whence he had been despatched, to Pella, on the third day. The king was sitting at a banquet, and was far gone in his cups: that very relaxation of mind removed all suspicion of any intention of changing his measures. His guest was kindly entertained for the present; and next day he saw provisions in abundance already prepared for the army, bridges made over rivers, and roads fortified where the passage was difficult. As he was bringing back this intelligence, with the same speed which he had used in coming, he met the consul at Thaumaci. From this the army rejoicing, marched with more certain and greater hopes into Macedon, where all things were prepared. On their arrival, the king received them with royal magnificence, and accompanied them on their march. Much pleasantry and good humour appeared in him, which recommended him much to Africanus, a man who, as he was unparalleled in other respects, was not averse to courteousness unaccompanied by luxury. Passing from this not only through Macedon, but also through Thrace, they arrived at the Hellespont, Philip escorting them and making every preparation.

8 Antiochus, after the sea-fight at Corycus, when he had the whole winter disengaged to carry on his preparations by land and water, was chiefly intent on the refitting of his ships, lest he should be entirely excluded from the sea. It occurred to him that he had been defeated when the Rhodian fleet was absent; if this fleet were present in an engagement, (and the Rhodians would certainly not be guilty of being late a second time,) he required a vast number of ships to equal the fleet of the enemy, in the strength of their crews and size of their vessels. For this reason, he sent Hannibal into Syria, to bring in the Phœnician navy, and gave orders to Polyxenidas, that, the more unsuccessfully affairs had been managed before, the more diligently he should now repair the ships which he had, and procure others. He himself passed the winter in Phrygia, calling in auxiliaries from every quarter. He had even sent for that purpose to Gallogræcia. The people of that country were then more warlike than at present, retaining the Gallic spirit, as the generation which had emigrated thither was not yet extinct. He had left his son Seleucus with an army in Æolia, to keep in obedience the maritime cities, which on one side Eumenes from Pergamus,  on the other, the Romans from Phocæa and Erythræ, were soliciting to revolt. The Roman fleet, as mentioned before, wintered at Canæ; thither, about the middle of the season, came king Eumenes, with two thousand foot and one hundred horse. He, when he affirmed that vast quantities of spoil might be brought off from the enemy’s country round Thyatira; by his persuasions, prevailed on Livius to send with him five thousand soldiers. Those that were sent within a few days carried off an immense booty.

9 Meanwhile a sedition broke out at Phocæa, in consequence of some endeavouring to bring over the multitude to the party of Antiochus. The winter quarters of the ships were burdensome: the tribute was burdensome, because five hundred gowns with five hundred tunics were exacted from them: the scarcity of corn was also galling, on account of which the ships also and garrison of Rome evacuated the place. The faction which laboured in their assemblies to draw the commonalty over to Antiochus, was now freed from all apprehension: the senate, and higher ranks, were of opinion that they should persevere in the alliance with Rome. But the advisers of a revolt had greater influence with the multitude. The Rhodians, the earlier in proportion to their having been too late in the former summer, sent in the vernal equinox, as commander of their fleet, with thirty-six ships, the same Pausistratus. At this time Livius, with thirty ships and seven quadriremes, which king Eumenes had brought with him, was on his passage from Canæ to the Hellespont, in order to prepare every thing necessary for the transportation of the army, which he expected to come by land. He first brought his fleet into the harbour called the Achæan; whence he went up to Ilium, and having offered sacrifice to Minerva, gave a kind reception to the embassies from the states in the neighbourhood, from Elæus, Dardanum, and Rhetæum, surrendering their respective states to him. Then he sailed to the entrance of the Hellespont; and, leaving ten ships stationed opposite to Abydos, he crossed over to Europe with the rest of the fleet, to attack Sestos. As the troops were advancing up to the walls, first of all inspired priests of Cybele,3 in their solemn dress, met them before the gate. These said, that, “by order of the mother of the gods, they,  the immediate servants of the goddess, were come to pray the Roman commander to spare the walls and the city.” None of them was injured; and, presently, the whole senate and the magistrates came out to surrender the place. The fleet then sailed over to Abydos; where when, their minds being sounded by conferences, no peaceable answer was given, they prepared themselves for a siege.

10 While these transactions are carried on at the Hellespont, Polyxenidas, the commander of the king’s fleet, (but he was an exile from Rhodes,) having heard that the ships of his countrymen had sailed from home, and that Pausistratus, who commanded them, had, in a public speech, uttered several haughty and contemptuous expressions respecting him, and having conceived a particular jealousy against him, considered nothing else, night or day, than that by his acts he should refute his boastful words. He sent a person, who was known to him, to say, that “if it were allowed, he would be of great service to Pausistratus, and to his native country; and that he might be restored by Pausistratus to his country.” When Pausistratus, in surprise, asked by what means such things could be effected; and pledged his faith to the other, at his request, that he would either concur in the execution of the design, or bury it in silence; the emissary then told him, that “Polyxenidas would deliver into his hands, either the whole of the king’s fleet or the greater part of it; and as a reward, he stipulated for nothing more, than a return to his native country.” The importance of the business had this effect, that he neither believed nor despised his proposition. He sailed to Panormus, in the Samian territory, and stopped there in order to examine thoroughly the business which was proposed to him. Messengers passed rapidly from both parties, nor was confidence inspired into Pausistratus until, in the presence of his messenger, Polyxenidas wrote, with his own hand, an engagement that he would perform all that he had promised, and sent the tablets sealed with his own seal. By such a pledge as this, he thought that the traitor was completely engaged to him. For, “that he who lived under a king would never act so absurdly as to give evidence of guilt against himself, attested by his own signature.” The method of conducting the pretended plot was then settled: Polyxenidas said that “he would neglect every kind of preparation; that  he would not keep any considerable numbers on board, either of rowers or mariners; that he would haul up on land some of the ships, under pretence of refitting them; would send away others into the neighbouring ports, and keep a few at sea before the harbour of Ephesus; which, if circumstances made it necessary to come out, he would expose to a battle.” The negligence which Pausistratus heard that Polyxenidas was about to use in his fleet, he himself immediately practised. Part of his ships he sent to Halicarnassus to bring provisions, another part to the city of Samos, while he himself waited at Panormus, that he might be ready when he should receive the signal of attack from the traitor. Polyxenidas encouraged his mistake by counterfeiting neglect; hauled up some ships, and, as if he intended to haul up others, put the docks in repair; he did not call the rowers from their winter quarters to Ephesus, but assembled them secretly at Magnesia.

11 By chance one of Antiochus’s soldiers, when he had come to Samos on account of private business, being seized as a spy, is brought to Panormus to the admiral. This man, it is uncertain whether through fear or treachery towards his countrymen, disclosed all things to him, inquiring what was going on at Ephesus: that the fleet lay in harbour, fully equipped and ready for sea; that all the rowers had been sent to Magnesia (at Sipylus); that very few of the ships had been hauled on land; that the docks were shut, and that never was the business of the fleet conducted with greater diligence. But the mind of Pausistratus, prepossessed by misplaced confidence and vain hopes, caused these things not to be attended to as true. Polyxenidas, having fully adjusted all his measures, having called in the rowers from Magnesia, and launched hastily the ships that were in dock, by night, after wasting the day not so much in preparation as because he was unwilling that the fleet should be seen going to sea, set sail after sun-set with seventy decked ships, and, the wind being contrary, put into the harbour of Pygelia before daylight. Where when he had rested during the day, for the same reason as before, he passed over, in the night to the nearest part of the Samian territory. From this place, having ordered a certain Nicander, a chief pirate, to sail with five decked ships to Palinurus, and thence to lead his armed men by the shortest road through the fields towards Panormus,  and so to come behind the enemy; he himself, in the mean time, with his fleet in two divisions, in order that it might command the mouth of the harbour on both sides, proceeded to Panormus. Pausistratus was at first confused for a little, as the thing was unexpected; but afterwards, being an old soldier, having quickly regained his courage, and judging that the enemy would be more easily repelled by land than by sea, he marched his armed forces in two bodies to the promontories, which, by their heads projecting into the deep, formed the harbour; under the impression that he could easily repel the enemy by weapons on both sides, from the two promontories. When the sight of Nicander on the land had disconcerted this undertaking, having suddenly changed his design, he ordered all to go on board the ships. Then truly a great confusion arose among soldiers and sailors alike, and a sort of flight to the ships took place, when they perceived themselves surrounded by land and sea at the same time. Pausistratus supposed that the only way of safety was to force through the narrow entrance of the port, and push out into the open sea; and after that he saw his men embarked, ordering the rest to follow, he himself the first, with ship urged vigorously by the oars, pressed to the mouth of the harbour. Just as his ship was clearing the entrance, Polyxenidas, with three quinqueremes, surrounded it. The vessel, shattered by their beaks, sunk; the crew were overwhelmed with weapons, and, among them, Pausistratus, fighting gallantly, was slain. Of the rest of the ships, some were taken outside of the harbour, some within, and others by Nicander, while they were putting off from the shore. Only five Rhodian and two Coan ships effected an escape, a passage being made for them through the thick of the enemy, by the terror of shining flames; for they carried before them, on two poles projecting from their prows, a great quantity of fire contained in iron vessels. The galleys of Erythræ, after meeting not far from Samos the Rhodian ships, then flying, which they were coming to succour, bore away to the Romans in the direction of the Hellespont. About the same time, Seleucus got possession of Phocæa by treachery, one gate being opened by the sentinels. Cyme, with the other cities on that coast, revolted to him through fear.

12 Whilst these events are taking place in Æolis, after  Abydos, which was defended by a garrison of the king’s troops, had sustained a siege of several days, all parties then grew weary of the struggle, and the magistrates, with the permission of Philotas, the commander of the garrison, began to treat with Livius, concerning the terms on which they should surrender the city. Because they could not agree whether the king’s troops should march out with their arms, or without them, this question protracted the matter. When the intelligence of the destruction of the Rhodians interrupted them, treating of these things, the matter was dropped. For Livius, fearing lest Polyxenidas, elated by his recent success in such an important enterprise, might surprise the fleet which lay at Canæ, instantly abandoned the siege of Abydos and the guard of the Hellespont, and drew out the ships that were in dock at Canæ, and Eumenes came to Elæa. Livius, with the whole fleet, to which he had joined two triremes of Mitylene, sailed to Phocæa; but, having learned that this place was held, by a strong garrison of the king’s troops, and that the camp of Seleucus was not far distant, he ravaged the sea-coast, hastily conveying on board the booty, which consisted chiefly of men, and waiting only until Eumenes, with his fleet, came up, he endeavours to reach Samos. Among the Rhodians, the news of their misfortune excited, at first, both consternation, and the greatest grief, at the same time. For, besides the loss of their ships and soldiers, they had lost the flower and strength of their youth; many young men of distinction having been induced, among other motives, by the character of Pausistratus, which was deservedly very high among his countrymen. Afterwards, because they had been circumvented by treachery, and by a countryman of their own, above all men, their grief was changed into anger. They sent out ten ships immediately, and, in a few days, ten more, Eudamus being commander of all; who, though far inferior to Pausistratus in warlike qualifications, they supposed would be a more cautious leader, as he was not of so high a spirit. The Romans, and king Eumenes, put in their fleet, first, at Erythræ; and, having staid there one night, they, on next day, reached Corycus, a promontory in Teios. When they intended to pass over hence, to the nearest part of the Samian territory; not waiting for the rising of the sun, from which the pilots could learn the state of the weather, they exposed themselves to the varying storm. About the middle  of the passage, the wind changing from north-east to north, they began to be tossed about on the sea, stormy with billows.

13 Polyxenidas, taking it for granted that the enemy would go to Samos to join the Rhodian fleet, set sail from Ephesus, and stopped first at Myonnesus, from whence he crossed over to the island which they call Macris; in order that, when the enemy’s fleet should sail by, he might be able to attack, with advantage, either any ships that straggled from the main body, or might attack the rear of the fleet itself. After that he saw the fleet dispersed by the storm, first of all he thought this a good opportunity to attack it; but, in a little time, the wind increasing and raising a heavy sea, because he could not possibly come up with them, he steered to the island of Æthalia, that, from thence, he might next day fall on the ships, as they made for Samos, from the main sea. A small number of Roman vessels, just as it grew dark, got into a desert harbour on the Samian coast; the rest, after being tossed about all night, ran into the same harbour. Then when it was learned from the country people, that the enemy’s fleet lay at Æthalia, a consultation was held whether they should attack them immediately, or wait for that of the Rhodian fleet. The attack being deferred, for so they resolved, they sailed away to Corycus, whence they had come. Polyxenidas also, having kept his station for some time, without effecting any thing, returned to Ephesus. On this the Roman ships, the sea being clear of the enemy, sailed to Samos. The Rhodian fleet came to the same place after a few days. And that it might appear that they were only waiting for this, they immediately sailed away to Ephesus, that they should either decide it in a naval contest, or, in case the enemy should decline a battle, to extort from them a confession of fear, which would have the best effect on the minds of the states of Asia. They lay opposite the entrance of the harbour, with the fleet formed in a line abreast of it, but none came out against them; the fleet being divided, one part lay at anchor before the mouth of the harbour, the other landed a body of soldiers. Andronicus, a Macedonian, who was in garrison at Ephesus, then made a sally against them, driving off great booty from the widely-deserted country; when they came near the walls, he stripped them of the greatest part of their  plunder, and drove them down to the shore and their ships. On the day following, the Romans, having laid an ambuscade about the middle of the way, marched in a body to the city, in order to entice the Macedonians out of the gates. Then, when that same fear had deterred any one from coming out, the Romans returned to their ships. And the enemy avoiding a contest by land or sea, the fleet sailed back to Samos, whence it came. The prætor then detached two Rhodian triremes, and two belonging to the Italian allies, under
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