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MARJETA SASEL KOS

OCTAVIAN’S CAMPAIGNS (35-33 BC)
IN SOUTHERN ILLYRICUM

An Evaluation of Octavian's lllyrian Wars

Octavian’s military campaigns in Ilyricum may be
considered as perhaps a decisive phase in the conquest of
the future provinces of Pannonia and Dalmatia, decisive
not so much in the sense of conquering extensive new
territories, such as the Pannonian hinterland of the future
province of Dalmatia, i.e. the regions of the Andizetes,
Breuci, Daesitiates, Maezaei, Ditiones, and other peoples
settled in present-day Croatia and Bosnia, but rather in
the sense of a continuation of Caesar’s frontier policy in
Cisalpine Gaul.' and -- unlike Caesar’s policy in Ilyri-
cum ° -- in the sense of the first systematic conquest of
the area. Both, consolidation of the frontier of Cisalpine
Gaul, as well as strengthening the Roman positions in
[lyricum, were indispensable for the protection of nor-
thern Italy. Important and major Pannonian peoples, as
well as Hlyrian peoples of the interior, had most probably
not been directly attacked and conquered at that time,
despite the analyses of Swoboda * and Vuli¢, * who ascri-
bed to Octavian the military conquest of much of pre-

1 - J. Sagel, Lincamenti dell’espansione romana nelle Alpi Orien-
tali ¢ nei Balcani occidentali. in: Aguileia ¢ Uarco alpino orientale
(Antichita Altoadr. 9), Udine 1976, 79-90 (= Opera selecta |Situla 30],
1992, 416-431): idem, Zur Frihgeschichte der XV. Legion und zur
Nordostgrenze der Cisalpina zur Zeit Caesars. in 2 Romische Ges
chichte, Altertumskunde und Epigraphik. Festschrift fiir Artur Betz cur
Vollendung seines 80, Lebensjahres ( Archiiologisch-epigraphische Stu-
dien 1), Wien 1985, 547-555 (= Opera selecta, 1992, 469-477);
M. Sasel Kos, The 15th Legion at Emona -- Some Thoughts, Zeitschr:
Pap. Epigr. 109, 1995, 227-244: see also R, F. Rossi, Cesare tra la Gal-
lia ed Aquileia, in: Aguileia ¢ I'Occidente (Antichiti Altoadr. 19),
Udine 1981, 71-87.

2 - Ph-S. G. Freber, Der hellenistische Osten wnd das Hiyricum
witer Caesar (Palingenesia 42), Stuttgart 1993 M. Sasel Kos, Zgodo
vinska podoba prostora med Akvilejo, Jadranom in Sirmijent pri Kasiju

Dionw in Herodijam, A Historical Quiline of the Region between Agui-
leia, the Adriatic, and Sirmium in Cassius Dio and Herodian, Ljubljana
1986, 102-107, with carlier citations.

3 - E. Swoboda, Octavian wnd Hiveicum (Parer,

a 1), Wien 1932,
4 - N, Vulic, Contributi alla storia della guerra di Ottavio in Hliria

nel 35-33 ¢ della campagna di Tiberio nel 15 a. C., Rivista di Storia
Antica 7. 1903, 489-504; idem, The Hlyrian War of Octavian, Jous:
Rom. Stud. 24,1934, 163-167: ¢f. also 8. Josifovié, Oktavijanovo rato-
vanje u Hiriku (Der illyrische Feldzug Octavians), Ziva antika 6, 1956,

sent-day Bosnia.” Yet it would be strange if Appian, who
had used Augustus’Memoirs and listed thirty peoples
involved in these campaigns, would have omitted to men-
tion the names of these significant Pannonian and Hlyrian
peoples, and even his Daisioi are highly problematic. It is
far from certain whether the name may be considered as
corrupted and actually concealing the name of the Daesi-
tiates, as had already been emended by Schweighiiuser in
his 1785 edition of Appian and widely accepted, or
whether the Daesii should rather be considered yet ano-
ther, elsewhere unattested people. mentioned only by
Appian.

Thus the conclusions of Swoboda and Vuli¢, as well as
all other scholars who postulated extensive military cam-
paigns, were to some extent rightly questioned by Syme,
and especially Schmitthenner, their doubts having been
widely accepted by scholars who subsequently dealt with
the history of these wars. Rather, the significance of Octa-
vian’s campaigns lay in the fact that he reconquered terri-
tories lost during the civil wars, restored Roman authority

138-165. See. however, G. Zippel, Die rimische Herrschaft in Hlvrien
bis auf Awgustus, Leipzig 1877, 225-235, who closely followed
Appian’s and Dio’s narrative,

5 - Opinions pro and contra are cited by W. Schmitthenner, Octa
vians militdrische Unternehmungen in den Jahren 35-33 v. Chr.. Histo-
rig 7. 1958, 189-190, and passim; cf. G, Veith, Die Feldzige des
C. lulius Caesar Octavianus in Hiyeien in den Jahren 35-33 v. Chr.
(Schriften der Balkankommission, Ant. Abt, 7). Wien 1914: R, Syme,
The Campaigns of Octavian : Review of E. Swoboda, "Octavian und
Hlyricum™, Jour. Rom. Stud. 23, 1933, 66 1. (= Danubian Papers, 1971,
135-144): see also idem, Augustus and the South Slav Lands. Revue inr,
des Ewdes balkaniques 3, 1937, 33 {1, (= Danubian Papers, 1971,
15 11.); Sagel Kos (n. 2), 128-145: T, Nagy, Die Okkupation Pannonicns
durch die Romer in der Zeit des Augustus, AdrchHung 43, 1991, 57-74;
E. S. Gruen, The Expansion of the Empire under Augustus, in: The
Cambridee Ancient History, vol. X*: The Augustan Empirve, 43 B.C.-
A.D. 69, Cambridge 1996, 171-174; ¢f. wem, The Imperial Policy of
Augustus, in : Berween Republic and Empire @ erpretations of Augus-
s and His Principare (ed. K. A, Raaflaub, M. Toher), Berkeley, Los
Angeles, Oxford 1990, 401-402: 1. ). Wilkes, The Danubian and Balkan
Provinees, in : The Cambridge Ancient History, vol. X2 @ The Augustan
Empire, 43 B.C.-A.D. 69, Cambridge 1996, 545-550: idem, The Mili-
tary Achievement of Augustus in Europe; with special reference 1o Hly-
vicum, University of Birmingham Historical Jowrnal 1071, 1965, 7-8,
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Figure 1 — Map of northern lllyria.
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in some of the neighbouring areas, and subdued some of

the Pannonian territory in the direction of Moesia and
Macedonia, very likely with the intention of linking, some
time in the future, the Roman northwestern conquests to
the territory conquered from Macedonia. However, in his
latest study, Fitz still believed — probably wrongly — that
ultimately the “subjugation™ of the Pannonian regions did
not mean their annexation to the province of Illyricum. ®
According to Dio (50.24.4). Octavian even claimed before
the battle at Actium that his army had reached the Danube.
which may well be true.

The Motives

In his basic study of Octavian's wars in Illyricum,
Schmitthenner emphasized on the one hand the impor-
tance that should be ascribed to the reasons and motives
for these wars as given by the ancient sources, mainly
Appian and Cassius Dio. and on the other, the signifi-
cance of these wars for Octavian’s struggle for supreme
power. He is one of the rare scholars who refused to reco-
gnize any ultimate motives behind the wars apart from
those given by the two Greek historians. He thus ack-
nowledged as real reasons only those deduced from
Octavian’s claim. noted by Appian, that he reconquered
rebellious peoples and simultaneously conquered some
that had hitherto not yet been subdued, as well as his
announced Dacian campaign, referred to only by Appian
and not by Dio. and used mainly in terms of propaganda.
As one of Octavian’s most important reasons, however.
Schmitthenner accepted Dio’s claim that Octavian wan-
ted to maintain his army at the cost of a foreign country
and exercise it outside Italy. This last motive is well sup-
ported by the statement in Velleius Paterculus (11 78.2).
that Octavian had already begun to train his army in
“Hlyricum and Dalmatia™ in 39 BC (the date is deduced
from the context). The motive is not mentioned by

6 - 1. Fitz, Die Verwaltung Pannoniens in der Rimerzeir 1, Buda-
pest 1993, 13-14.

7-A. Migheli, Le memorie di Augusto in Appiano [llyr. 14-28..
Annali delle Facolta di Lettere Filosofia ¢ Magistero dell’ Universita di
Cagliari 21 (Studi offerti al Prof. B. R. Motzo per il suo LXX genet-
liaco, I Storia), 1953, 199-217.

8 - Cf. Schmitthenner (n. 5), 195-198; Sasel Kos (n. 2). 142-144:
B. Manuwald, Cassius Dio und Augustus. Philologische Untersuchun-
gen zu den Biichern 45-56 des dionischen Geschichtswerkes (Palingene-
sia 14), Wiesbaden 1979, 273 ff.; M. Reinhold, From Republic 1o
Principate. An Historical Commentary on Cassius Dio’s Roman History
Books 49-52 (36-29 B.C.) (American Philological Association 34),

Atlanta 1988, 19; 68 ff.: A. M. Gowing, The Triumviral Narratives of

Appian and Cassius Dio (Michigan Monographs in Classical Antiguity).
Ann Arbor 1992, 39-50.

9 - Schmitthenner (n. 5). 190-200. Sce. however, J. Sa%el, Die
Limes-Entwicklung in llyricum, Actes du IX® Congrés International
d’Etudes sur les Frontieres Romaines. Mamaia, 6 -13 septembre 1972,

Appian. i.e. it did not appear in Augustus’ Memoirs, and
must reflect a source slightly hostile to Octavian, which
Dio at least partly used for his Augustan narrative. ® It
was further stressed by Appian that Octavian’s military
activity, when compared to Antony’s lack of success and
postulated inactivity. would stand out in a sharp light (cf.
Plut., Ant. 55.1), especially Octavian's recovery of the
military standards lost by Gabinius in his war against the
Delmatae, which meant the restoration of Roman honour
and was specifically mentioned on the Monumentum
Ancyranum (29.1 : Signa militaria complur[a per] alios
dlu] ces am{issa] devictils ho] stibus ref cepi] ex Hispa-
nia et [Gallia et a Dalm]ateis/kon Topo ACAUOTOV/).
Schmitthenner saw in Octavian’s wars mainly large-scale
multi-dimensional military manoeuvres. in the course of
which a huge military force was displayed. and which
could be stopped -- if necessary -- at any moment.’ He
would not admit any other explanation of motives,
neither that Octavian would have wanted to secure the
valley of the Sava River to prevent a possible counter-
attack by Antony, ' nor that he would have wanted to use
[llyricum as a military base for a future encounter with
Antony, as had already been postulated by Patsch. '' and
later argued by Mirkovic. '* Gruen’s opinion is also t0o
one-sided when he claims that Octavian needed prima-
rily to enhance his military reputation to match that of
Antony, personally taking part in battles and even suffe-
ring injuries. '* It seems to me no less important to consi-
der that both, the vicinity of Italy and of Antony’s
territories, undoubtedly played an additional. and not
inconspicous, role in Octavian’s choice of enemy.
Mommsen’s explanation of Octavian's wars as the
first phase of great offensive plans to extend the northern
and northeastern frontiers of the Roman state as far as the
Rhine and the Danube seemed rather to have been Augus-
tus’projection of the subsequent achievements of his

Bucuresti. Koln, Wien 1974, 193-199 (= Opera selecta. 1992, 397-
403): 1. J. Wilkes, Augustan Limes in lllyricum?, in : Studien zu den
Militirgrenzen Roms Il. Vortrige des 10, intern. Limeskongresses in
der Germania Inferior (Bonner Jhb. Beiheft 38). Kiln, Bonn, Graz
1977, 245-246. See also J.-M. Roddaz. Marcus Agrippa (Bibl. des Ec.
fr. d"Athenes et de Rome 253), Rome 1984, 140-145.

10 - Swoboda (n. 3). 44 ff.

11 - C. Patsch, Beitriige zur Vilkerkunde von Siidosteuropa, V :
Aus 500 Jahren vorrémischer und rimischer Geschichte Siidostewro-
pas. | Teil : Bis zur Festsetzung der Romer in Transdanuvien (Sitz. Ber.
Akad. Wien, phil.-hist. KI. 214, 1) 1932, 55 ff., especially p. 65: see
also Zippel (n. 4).

12 - M. Mirkovic, Die sudillyrischen Stimme im illyrischen Kriege
Octavians in den Jahren 35-33 v. u. Z.. Ziva antika 18. 1968, 113-127;
cf. C. Pelling. The Triumviral Period. in : The Cambridge Ancient His-
tory, vol. X* @ The Augustan Empire, 43 B.C.-A.D. 69, Cambridge 1996,
46: Syme. Danubian papers (n. 5). 172 137.

13 - Gruen. Benveen Republic (n. 5),401 ;cf. idem, CAH (n. 5).p. 172.
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reign back to the years 35-33 BC. " Although Schmit-
thenner ascribed great importance to the wars as a means
of Octavian’s self-propaganda in terms of his antagonism
with Antony. which has already been pointed out by
Dobids. '* he would not admit the possibility — in my opi-
nion perhaps inconsistently — that Octavian could have
deliberately chosen Illyricum as the scene of the military
actions of his army in order to concentrate discreetly at
least part of it as near Antony’s dominion as possible.
This has been shown by the analyses of Mirkovic. '

Scodra

As is known, the dividing line between the spheres of
influence of the two triumvirs, decided at Brundisium, ran
somewhat illogically across southern Illyricum at Scodra
north of the Drilon. mentioned expressly by Appian (Bell.
civ V65274 : 0 8¢ Kauoop kot 0" Avtovioc v’ Po—
Hoiov obBte apynv £’ E0VTOV EUEPIGUVTO GRUCOY,
Opov pev givan ootat TKO3poy oAy e TAAupidoc,
£V UECMTOU lOVIOU HUYOU UOAOTO S0KOLGOV
elvo...: cf. also Dio, 48.28.4: Plut., Anr. 30.6: Liv., Epit.
127.5). Tt remained unexplained why this demarcation
line had not coincided with the northwestern border of the
province of Macedonia. Scodra was probably chosen by
way of having been the capital — or one of the main for-
tresses — of the last Illvrian king Genthius, deposed after
the third IHlyrian War successfully won by the Romans in
167 BC. As a former capital of a relatively powerful kin-
gdom, it had enjoyed prominence in the 2nd century BC,
and as a royal residence it was not unknown to the
Romans. It cannot thus be claimed to have been given
unprecedented prominence in having been singled out by
the pact of Brundisium as a boundary town: '” it was
merely given renewed prominence. Its choice may be
explained by the fact that it roughly delimited the civilized

14 - Th. Mommsen, Rimische Geschichte, ¥ - Die Provinzen von
Caesar bis Diocletian. Berlin 1894, 8-10: thus also J. Kromayer. Kleine
Forschungen zur Geschichte des zweiten Triumvirats, V¢ Die illyris-
chen Feldzuge Octavians, Hermes 33, 1898, | {1.: T. Rice Holmes, The
Architect of the Roman Empire, 1, Oxford 1928, 130-135: ¢f. R, Syme.
The Roman Revolution, London, Oxford, New York 1956, 240).

15 - ). Dobids. Studie k Appianové knize illvrské (Etudes sur le
livee illvrien d'Appien), Pragae 1930, 287. See also his anticle © K Octa-
vianovym vypravam illveskym v letech 35-33 pi. Kr., Lisrv filologicke
48, 1921, 65-75 and 213-223.

16 - Mirkovié (n. 12): see also Sagel (n. 9). 193 (= Opera selecta,
1992, 397).

17 - Pelling (n. 12), 18

18 - F. Papazoglu, Politicka organizacija llira u vrijeme njihove
samostalnost (L organisation politigue des Hlyriens a |"époque de leur
indépendance). in : Simpozijum o Hirima wanticko doba (Symposium sur
tes llivriens a I'époque antigue ) (Posebnazdanja ANUBIH 5. Centar za
balkan. ispit. 2. Sarajevo 1967, 18 ff. (29 fF.): Wilkes (n. 5). p. 548.

19 - See A. B. Bosworth, Asinius Pollio and Augustus, Historia 21,
1972, 441-473, for a different interpretation of Pollio’s role in these
negotiations that. however, do not seem acceptable to me, since the evi-
dence from ancient sources better supports the personality of Pollio as

southern part of the former Hlyrian kingdom from its less
developed northern areas. '* By having imposed Scodra as
a border town, Antony’s partisans — notably Asinius Pol-
lio, " while Maecenas was negotiating for Octavian — gai-
ned the Lissus area for their general, thus obtaining
possession of all three important southern Ilyrian har-
bours of Apollonia, Dyrrhachium, and Lissus. These
might prove some time in future of vital strategic impor-
tance as army bases and. especially as military supply
bases. Consequently it may be hypothesized that the
choice itself of Scodra as a border town between the triu-
mvirs (which cannot, of course, be considered hapha-
zard), as opposed to a more logical border between the
provinces of Macedonia and Hlyricum, marked a small —
but obviously not negligable — strategic advantage of
Antony’s party over that of Octavian,

How 1o explain the background of the contest
between the triumvirs, and their more or less unpro-
nounced real motives behind appearances, is a matter of
literary criticism and objective interpretation of data con-
tained in historians of the period. combined with other
extant evidence, but it cannot be denied that at least
Appian makes it clear that, as early as Perusia and Brun-
disium, Octavian foresaw the eventual conflict with
Antony and acted entirely to his own advantage, with no
intention of preventing it. "’ A possible military conflict
between the triumvirs was undoubtedly not excluded
also by Asinius Pollio: that he knew the strategic situa-
tion in lllyria well enough is indirectly proven by his
subsequent campaign against the Parthini in 39 BC.
within the dominion assigned to Antony. 2! According to
Pelling. Illyricum would not have been strategically
valuable for Octavian if it came to war with Antony,
unless it could be fully conquered: this. however. could
not be achieved quickly. ** The dividing line at Scodra

outlined by R. Syvme, Pollio, Saloninus and Salonae. The Classical
Quarterly 31, 1937, 30-48.

20 - Gowing (n, 8), p. 86,

21 -See App.. Bell, civ, V 73320, who mentions an expedition sem
by Antony aguinst the Parthini and Dardanians (" Avtenvios] tov 8¢
GTPUTOV. OGO0C EUEAAEY (UTEH GUYLEILOGELY, TEPIOVGLOGHL TE
BouAouevor Kon yuuvoool Touo eV autov ent MlapBnvouc
exeuney, lAlupixov Bvoe’ Eméouven nopoikov, npofupotatou:
yevouevore Bpoutm, Tove & erl Aapdoveos, gtepov’ IAAuptov
TEVOS, ciel Mokedoviay ERTPELOVTUL...)...; ef. Vell, Pat. 11 78.2,
who mentions a campaign in Hlyricum (Dalmatia), conducted at around
the same date by Octavian. There is hardly any doubt that this military
expedition against the Parthini should be considered identical with Pol-
lio's (Dio 4841.7: gyéveto... ev [Ahupore tolg [opnvors
KWvNole, Kol abtv o Hoidlov pdyoe Ercuaev). However, Pol-
lio's political position during those years is disputed, see Syme (n. 19).
and Bosworth (n. 191z see also A. 1. Woodman. Velleius Paterculus. The
Caesarian and Augustan Narrative (2.41-93) (Cambridge Classical
Texts und Commentaries 25), Cambridge 1983, 192-196, on Vell. ad
loe.. with further citations, In my opinion, Pollio’s campaign and that of
Octavian should be considered as two different military actions,

22 - Pelling (n. 121, p. 46.
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gives precisely a clue to this problem : there is no doubt
that southern Illyria, with its three harbours, was highly
relevant geopolitically in any conflict between the trium-
virs, which would have been decided somewhere in the
southern Balkans, or at least outside Italy, towards the
East. It is thus plausible to assume that Octavian would
have attempted to gain control of the area, and this is also
directly confirmed by Appian’s list of conquered peoples
and tribes, which included the Taulantii. Appian’s narra-
tive also reveals that towards the very end of his Illyrian
wars, Octavian concentrated his troops in the southern-
most part of his dominion, which enabled him to make
inroads into Antony's territory.

The Importance Ascribed to Hilyricum by Octavian

There is hardly any doubt that Octavian placed great
importance on his aspiration to attain supreme power,
and that all other reasons for his Illyrian wars were, to a
large extent. subordinated to his attempts to attain it
Although the protection of economically important nor-
thern Italy may have been pressing, he was nonetheless
reluctant to cooperate in 36 BC with Antony in a cam-
paign against the Illyrians (App.. Bell. civ. V 132.549),
which he had announced in the autumn of the same year
(ib. V 128.530), and in which Antony wished to partici-
pate. Octavian ostensibly left for Sicily with the intention
of sailing to Africa (Dio 49.34.1), because he wanted to
operate alone in Illyricum. Yet it is also clear that he was
well aware that the situation in Illyricum was far from
stable and that Roman territory near it and within it was
in great (actual and potential) danger, especially since,
after the battle at Philippi, the army had largely been eva-
cuated from the Balkans. Octavian wanted to strengthen
the eastern border region of northern Italy, across which
the lapodes are known to have twice attacked Aquileia
and Tergeste in the previous twenty years. and have
defeated D. Brutus in 43 BC, seizing his military equip-
ment and siege engines, when the latter attempted to
reach Macedonia from Cisalpine Gaul. * Equally. Octa-
vian intended to protect the Caesarian colonies on the
coast, Salonae, Epidaurum, and Narona, which were
threatened by the Delmatae. Dio began his narrative of
these wars by stating that they were an absolute military
necessity, and listed the Salassi, Taurisci, Liburni, and
lapodes as no longer paying tribute: some rebelled on the
news that Octavian intended to leave for Africa (49.34.2).

23 - See R. F. Rossi. Romani e non romani nell Italia nord-orien-
tale, in : Preistoria ¢ protostoria dell'alto Adriatico ( Antichita Altoadr.
37), Udine 1991, 211-212: Wilkes. CAH (n. 5), 549.

24 - H. Bengtson, Kaiser Augustus. Sein Leben und seine Zeit, Miinchen
1981,47-49; Gruen, Berween Republic (n. 5),401 ;idem, CAH (n.5),p. 172-173.

25 - Incorrect reasoning about the size of Illyricum in the pre-Tibe-
rian period in Vuli¢, The Ilivrian War (n. 4). who maintained that as early

So it does not seem consistent with the extant literary
evidence to claim that the wars were not necessary
because the northern frontier of Italy was not menaced at
the time. >* Dio merely mentioned, after his account of
the fall of Metulum, that the Pannonians (i.e. the Seges-
tani), and only they, gave Octavian no grounds to invade
them (49.36.1).

Schmitthenner is undoubtfully right in claiming that all
previous campaigns in Illyricum only stopped an imme-
diate danger and were never intended to conquer the Bal-
kans systematically. In his opinion, the border line itself at
Scodra, between Octavian’s and Antony’s dominions, tes-
tifies against systematic conquest. also in the case of Octa-
vian’s wars in 35-33 BC. However, it is certainly
tendentious to say that this demarcation line cut across
[lyricum, since it merely split the southernmost Illyrian
regions (those included within Macedonia), and the area
between Scodra and Lissus, from the rest of the province
of Illyricum. It would perhaps have been more logical to
establish the dividing line at Lissus ; however, this decision
was a matter of power confrontation between the triu-
mvirs, but it may still be correctly claimed that most of
Hlyricum was assigned to Octavian. The importance of the
[lyrian wars cannot be measured by the fact that contem-
poraries did not mention them (but see Livy, Per. 131 and
132) — this is an argument ¢ silentio which may be explai-
ned in several ways, all of them hypothetical. When, on the
other hand, Octavian claimed that he had subdued all of
Hlyricum (App., /llyr. 28), he was perfectly correct, since
actually he had even extended the borders of the existing
province. By using the name of Illyricum, he could not
have used it anachronistically, and could not have projec-
ted in it the future conquests of Tiberius. °

Octavian’s military campaigns extended over an enor-
mous area, and it is hard to agree with Schmitthenner and
Gruen that as military manoeuvres they were mainly a
display of power that lacked systematic and strategically
detailed plans, implying future conquests. Battles are
reported to have taken place outside Illyricum against the
Salassi and Carni — that there could be no question of pos-
sible “Tllyrian™ Salassi. has been sufficiently demonstra-
ted. *® The Taurisci are mentioned as a hostile nation : part
of it, living in the Nauportus and Emona areas, must have
been included within Cisalpine Gaul, while the rest
would have been partly more or less dependent on the
Norican kingdom, and partly still independent, mainly

as Octavian’s wars, the word Illyricum had had the meaning of the
whole of the western Balkans. However, the originally small province
grew along with the new conquests and attained its full size only after
the end of the great Pannonian-Delmataean rebellion.

26 - Thus erroneously J. Carcopino, Notes biographiques sur
M. Valerius Messala Corvinus (64. av. I.-C. - 8 ap. 1.-C.). Revue de Phi-
lol. 1946, 96-117, but see Schmitthenner (n. 5), 207-211.
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the tribes living in lower Carniola. later known under the
name of the Latobici. War was waged against the lapodes
and the Segestani and other Pannonians. as well as
against the Delmatae and a large number of peoples and
tribes living in the coastal regions of the future province
of Dalmatia, mainly in its southern section down to Sco-
dra, and even across the dividing line between Octavian’s
and Antony’s dominions. Although Octavian participated
personally in some of the campaigns, which were partly
aimed at pacifying rebellious tribes and partly at conque-
ring new territories, notably against the lapodes, Seges-
tani and Delmatae. a number of them were conducted
solely by his commanders or in collaboration with them.
These were Fufius Geminus *’ and the former freedman
of Sextus Pompey. Menodorus, % both mentioned only by
Dio as having conducted operations in the campaign
against Siscia (49,38.1-3), M. Valerius Messalla Corvi-
nus (consul 31 BC, campaigns against the lapodes, Pan-
nonii, and Salassi), > two enigmatic commanders, Hiero
(perhaps Ti. Claudius Nero?), *’ and Lutus, mentioned by
Appian, as well as M. Helvius (the subjugation of the
Poseni). *' and one of Octavian's best generals,
T. Statilius Taurus (consul 37 BC together with Agrippa.
the siege of Setovia, command in the Dalmatian part of
Ilyricum in 34-33 BC).*2 Moreover, Octavian did not
neglect to appear as imperator, advertising his intended
campaigns against the Dacians, the Bastarnae (//lvr: 22.65
ff.) and Britain (Dio 49.38). According to Dio, prepara-
tions for a campaign in Britain brought him as far as Gal-
lia in 34 BC. from where he had to return because of “an
uprising of several recently pacified peoples™. i.e. peoples
from Illyricum.

Peoples Involved in the Hlvrian Wars

In the 16th chapter. Appian enumerated peoples and/or
tribes which Octavian subdued in one campaign: these
were the Oxyaei. Pertheenatae, Bathiatae, Taulantii. Cam-
baei. Cinambri. Meromenni, and Pyrissaei. With more
effort. he conquered six further peoples. namely the
Docleatae, Carni, Interphrurini, Naresii, Glintidiones, and
Taurisci, while the neighbouring Hippasini and Bessi sur-
rendered of their own accord. The inhabitants of the

27 - Cr. L. Gasperini, G. Paci, Ascesa al senato e rapporti con i ter-
ritori d’origine. ltalia : Regio V (Picenum), in : Epigrafia e ordine sena-
torio 1l (Tituli 5), Roma 1982, 232,

28 - RE XV, | (1931). 896-900 no. | (Miinzer).

29-RE VIIT A 1 (1955), 131-157 no. 261 (R. Hanslik); for the
Hlyrian wars, 141 ff.

30 - Suggested already by Schweighiiuser in his 1785 edition of
Appian, p. 856: cf. Fitz (n. 6). 27 Ti. Claudius Nero. Tiberius'father.
allegedly died in 33 BC (cf. RE 111 [1899]. 2777-2778 n°. 254 [Munzer]).

31 - REVIL(1913), 224-225 no. 5 (Miinzer).

32-REIA 201929), 2195-2197 no. 33 ff. (Nagl). For all see also
Fitz (n. 6). 27-28, with citations.

islands of Melita and Corcyra. who practised piracy and
had withstood him. were totally destroved, partly killed
and partly sold as slaves. Agrippa. who most probably
commanded Octavian's navy, ** sequestrated the ships of
the Liburni, who were also active as pirates. Of the lapo-
des living in the Alps. the Moentini, Avendeatae, and Aru-
pini surrendered to him, the latter after an initial flight
from their stronghold to the woods. Twenty-two peoples
and/or tribes are mentioned in total. all of them in one
chapter, while in the twelve subsequent chapters, Appian
dealt with the group of peoples who offered Octavian the
greatest resistance. The relative unimportance of most of
the peoples listed in the 16th and 17th chapters has often
been emphasized, yet a relatively long catalogue of peo-
ples in itself should not cause surprise. or a priori suggest
the explanation that by listing a large number of names of
conquered peoples, Octavian intentionally wished to
deceive the Senate, Official documents undoubtedly con-
tained relatively long lists of peoples and tribes, including
their several subdivisions and administrative partitions,
which is sufficiently illustrated by Pliny’s catalogues.
Appian has preserved a narrative of these wars directly
taken from the report of the protagonist himself: we have
thus gained a glimpse of the nature of reports submitted to
the Senate after a successful military campaign, and it
may be assumed that Antony and other commanders sub-
mitted similar detailed lists of conquered tribes, as well as
a more or less detailed description of the course of mili-
tary actions. Mirkovic has even suggested that the peoples
mentioned by Augustus should be regarded important
rather than not. since only by listing the known peoples,
possibly already conquered at an earlier date, could he
have impressed the Senate.** However, her suggestion
can certainly not apply to the first group of peoples, some
of which indeed seem to have been rather insignificant.
To what extent the peoples listed in Appian can be con-
sidered important or not, should be established on the
basis of analyses. The last to deal systematically with the
identification of these peoples were Dobids, Mayer.
Schmitthenner and Bojanovski. ** the former three mostly
citing Tomaschek. Patsch. and Krahe for previous
attempts at location and linguistic attribution. ** It would

33 - Roddaz (n. 9), 143.

34 - Mirkovi¢ (n. 123, p. 120,

35 - Dobids, Srudie (n, 15), 182-218 (287-296); A. Mayer, Die
Sprache der alten Hiyrier 1. Wien 1957, 5.2 Schmitthenner (n. 5):
1. Bojanovski, Bosna i Hercegoving w antieko dobalBosnien und Herze-
gowina in der Antike (Djela ANUBIH 66, Cent. balk. ispit. 6/Monogra-
phies, Academie des sciences et des arts de Bosnie-Herzegovine 66,
Centre d"études balk. 6). Sarajevo 1988, passim.

36 - W, Tomaschek. Die vor-slawische Topographie der Bosna.
Herzegowina, Crna-gora und der angrenzenden Gebiete, Mittheilungen
der k. und k. Geographischen Gesellschaft in Wien 23, 1880, 497-528;
545-567; Patsch (n. 1 1), H. Krahe, Die alten batkanillyrischen geogra-
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be interesting to know whether some names were left out
by Appian (and if so, how many), or whether he mentio-
ned all the peoples noted by Octavian? If a historical des-
cription of these wars, as they were viewed by a relatively
unbiased historian such as Dio, is compared with Appian’s
narrative. it may be seen that Dio only mentioned the
Salassi. Taurisci, Liburni, lapodes, Pannonians, and Del-
matae. Dio may have known and used Augustus’ Memoirs.
but he also used a source, in which reminiscences slightly
hostile to Octavian may be discerned, *’ perhaps versions
of the Histories of Asinius Pollio or Cremutius Cordus.
Appian divided the peoples according to the resistance
they had offered to the Roman army, and its efforts to sub-
due them. The exact order — if any — within the first two
groups is not clear, but it is obviously not alphabetical and
certainly not geographic, since the Carni, for instance, are
noted next to the Docleatae ; neither is the order chronolo-
gical, since the distance between the last two mentioned
peoples is enormous. Within the three groups, the peoples
may again be listed according to the degree of resistence
they offered to Octavian, which would have been expected
in an official text such as Octavian's report to the Senate,
reproduced in his Memoirs and copied by Appian.**
However, in any case, the order according to which the
names are noted can be of no help whatsoever in an
attempt to locate those of the peoples which are not known
from other sources.

Of eight peoples belonging to the first group, subdued
with little effort, only the Oxyaei (= Ozuaei, Pliny, N. h.
[T 143) and the Taulantii (known from several Greek and
Latin literary sources from Thucydides [I 24.1] to Pseudo-
Scylax [26], Strabo [VII 7.8 C 326], and Ptolemy [1I112.4,
ed. Nobbe]) may be identified beyond doubt, while for the
Pertheenatae, Bathiatae, Cambaei, Cinambri, Meromeni,
and Pyrissaei, more or less plausible identifications have
been suggested by various scholars, which must ultima-
tely, however, all remain hypothetical. The Pertheenatae
may, or may not, be identified with the Partheni, mentio-
ned by Pliny (N. h. III 143) as living in the Narona
conventus: on the one hand, the identification would seem
to be supported by the manuscript variant of the name in
Pliny, the Parthenavi, on the other. it is complicated by the
fact that two supposedly different Partheni/Parthini are
mentioned by Pliny, their other mention referring to a peo-
ple settled in the hinterland of Lissus (Il 145). In view of
several repetitions in Pliny’s text. however, it is well pos-

phischen Namen. Heidelberg 1925, s.v.

37 - Seen. 8.

38 - Such an order seems to have been followed in listing the peo-
ples and/or tribes in the Tropaewmn Alpium. conquered during the
Alpine campaigns of Drusus and Tiberius in 15 BC. see J. Sasel. Zur
Erkldrung der Inschrift am Tropaeum Alpium (Plin. n.h. 3, 136-137.
CIL N 7817)., Ziva antika 22, 1972, 135-144 (= Opera selecta, 1992,

sible to assume the existence of only one people. In either
case, the identification with Appian’s Pertheenatae cannot
be excluded, * nor can it be proved.

The existence of hypothetical Banthiatae, related to
the toponym of Bantia, by lake Ohrid and identified with,
elsewhere unattested, Appian’s Bathiatae, was postulated
by Mayer.*” Likewise unattested are the Cambaei and
Cinambri, *' the latter possibly connected with the settle-
ment of Cinna. twenty miles north of Scodra towards
Narona. *> Whether the Merromeni may be identified
with the Melcumani mentioned by Pliny (III 143) as one
of the minor tribes in the Narona conventus, and with the
Melcomenii (Melkomenioi) noted by Ptolemy (II 16.8.
ed. Nobbe) as being settled northeast of Salonae. should
remain open to discussion. The enigmatic Pyrissaei
should rather be considered as elsewhere not attested.
especially since it is not even certain if their name should
be regarded as corrupted and should rather be read as the
Issael. contaminated with another name starting in Pyr-,
this latter possibly identified with ~Pliny’s Pyraei
(I1I 144). The proposed identifications all seem to seek
the peoples of Appian’s first group in the Dalmatian part
of Illyricum. although there is no reason that they should
not be sought in the Pannonian part of the province or
even altogether outside Illyricum, such as the Bessi of
the second group and the Salassi of the third group.

However. despite so many uncertainties concerning
Appian’s first group of peoples, which cannot but remain
unsolved. one fact emerges beyond doubt: Octavian
himself. or his generals, did indeed got involved with
peoples settled beyond the demarcation line between the
dominions of the two triumvirs at Scodra, having interve-
ned in the territory assigned to Antony. This is proven by
Appian’s mention of the Taulantii. who are located by all
literary sources (listed above), except Pliny (N. h
111 144), explicitly in the hinterland of Dyrrhachium.
According to the passage in Pliny’s lists, the Taulantii
would have been settled somewhere in the hinterland of
Lissus, since they are mentioned together with other peo-
ples living between Epidaurum and Lissus. However,
Pliny mentioned these peoples as living in “that area” (eo
namgque traciu), by which he may well have meant an
area larger than the Naronitan conventus. As has been
convincingly argued by Mirkovi¢, ** opinions postulating
a migration of the Taulantii should be rejected. especially
because Appian’s data are incorrectly called to their

288-297).
39 - Thus Mayer (n. 35), 258-259, and Mirkovi¢ (n. 12), 120-122.
40 - Mayer (n. 35). 75, s.v. Bantia.
41 - Mayer (n. 35), 177: 190.
42 - Wilkes, CAH (n. 3). p. 577 see, however, RE 111 (1899), 2562
(Patsch).
43 - Mirkovic (n. 12), 117-119.



262 M. SASEL KOS

support. If Appian mentioned them as having been attac-
ked by Octavian’s army, this does not mean that they
should be considered as having necessarily dwelt in that
part of Illyricum which had been assigned to Octavian.
On the contrary, it may be claimed that by having
conquered the Taulantii, Octavian undoubtedly took pos-
sesion of Dyrrhachium, one of the most important har-
bours in southern Adriatic and one of the starting points
of via Egnatia.**

The Hippasini and Bessi

Peoples of Appian’s second group, who offered more
resistence to Octavian's army, extended from the Carni in
the north, the second mentioned within the group, most
of whom were settled in the former Cisalpine Gaul, since
42 BC Italy proper, to the first mentioned Docleatae in
southern Tllyricum. The third mentioned Interphrurini are
elsewhere not attested, ** while the Naresii and Glintidio-
nes are two known peoples, located in the Narona
conventus. The Taurisci, as has been noted above, inhabi-
ted large parts of present-day Slovenia, notably the valley
of the Sava River and Lower Carniola extending in the
direction of Siscia. After having listed the Taurisci,
Appian added that the neighbouring Hippasini and Bessi.
seeing that Octavian had conquered all these peoples.
surrendered to him of their own accord. The Hippasini
are not documented in other sources, while the Bessi are
a well known Thracian people who inhabited the upper
valley of the Strymon River between the Haemus and
Rhodope Mts. *® There is no reason to believe, as did
some scholars, that these peoples are two elsewhere
undocumented Illyrian peoples. the neighbours of the
Taurisci. *” The peoples bordering the Tauriscan regions
are all very well known : the Carni, Norici, lapodes.
Colapiani. and Segestani. Boii. and. at the time of their
greatest expansion. possibly the Scordisci (ct. Pliny,
N. A I 148 1 ... mons Claudius. cuius in fronte Scor-
disci, in tergo Taurisci). The term “neighbouring peo-
ples” refers to the second group of the so-called Illyrian
peoples in general, i.e. the Hippasini and Bessi should
logically be sought outside Illyricum.

Thus the mention of the Bessi should no longer cause
surprise. On the contrary, on a view of Octavian far-sigh-
tedly consolidating the regions along the borders of the
province of Macedonia. it becomes understandable and
strategically significant. Mirkovi¢ has convincingly
argued that the Hippasini may be identified with one of

44 - Mirkovic¢ (n. 12), 122

45 - Mayer (n. 35), 171.

46 - See on the Bessi T. Sarafov, Les Besses et Rome (Les Besses
dans la lutte des tribus thraces contre la pénétration romaine dans les
Balkans), in : Actes du Premier congrés international des Etudes Bal-
kaniques et Sud-Est Européennes 11, Sofia 1970, 144 (1.

the Paeonian tribes who remained outside the borders of
Macedonia, being settled between the southern Illyrian
and Thracian peoples. The fact that they were cut from
the majority of the Paeonian peoples would have favoured
the appearance of the names of single tribes in the ancient
sources, to avoid confusion with the Paeones who were
part of the province of Macedonia. The connection
between the Hippasini and Paeones was first made by
Mayer on the basis of Homer’s flias (XVII 346-350 and
X1 577). where one " Amoamv ‘Innacivoc, a Paconian
hero fighting on the side of the Troians is mentioned. **

Receiving the surrender of one of the Paconian tribes
— if the identification of the Hippasini is correct — and of
the Bessi should not necessarily be regarded as Octavian’s
violation of the pact of Brundisium, first of all since not all
the details of the agreement between the triumvirs are
known to us, and secondly, since the division between
Octavian’s West and Antony’s East actually does not seem
to have been rigorous, This is proven by Octavian’s diplo-
matic dealings with some of the eastern cities, such as
Rhosus. Ephesus, Samos, and probably Aphrodisias. ** In
the case of the Bessi. and possibly the Hippasini, Octavian
merely acted as the nearest representative ol the highest
Roman authority. It has even been claimed that Octavian
may have been in contact with Antony’s enemy, Artavas-
des of Armenia, unless this charge was merely Antony’s
hostile propaganda (Dio, 49.41.5-6). %

The Salassi, lapodes, and Segestani

In chapter 17. mention is made of the peoples of the
third group., who offered Octavian’s army the greatest
resistence. These were the Salassi, lapodes dwelling
across the Alps, Segestani, Delmatae, the enigmatic Dae-
sii, and Paeones (= Pannonians); heavy fighting against
them was described by Appian in chapters 17-28. These.
with the exception of the Daesii. also appear in Dio's
account of Octavian's [llyrian campaigns. As has been
noted above, Dio did not mention any tribes or peoples of
the first group and only the Taurisci, Liburni, and lapodes
of the second, i.e. either the most notorious enemies of
the Romans, such as the Taunsci and lapodes, or the
most well-known league of tribes inhabiting the opposite
coast of the Adnatic. the Liburni. with whom the ltalic
peoples had cultivated contacts of long standing.

In chapter 17, Appian narrates the defeat of the
Salassi by Antistius Vetus and M. Valerius Messalla
Corvinus.”' In chapters 18-21, the conquest of the

47 - Thus Schmitthenner (n. 5), 205-206, who is almost certainly
wrong; his opinion, however, was accepted also by Sagel (n. 9).

48 - Maver (n. 35). 49-50 and 156.

49 - Pelling (n. 12), p. 18, with citations.

50 - See Pelling (n. 12). p. 36.

51 - Gruen, CAH (n, 3), p. 169,
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lapodes is described. which was conducted by Octavian
in person. The account of the fall of their stronghold Ter-
ponus took up one chapter, while the tragic destruction of
Metulum, their main settlement. was related in three
chapters. the 21st ending by the mention of an uprising
of the Poseni. probably one of the more distant lapodian
tribes. ™ against whom Octavian sent his general,
M. Helvius. The defeat of the Segestani and some other
Pannonians who attempted to bring them military aid. as
well as the fall of Segesta. one of the most important epi-
choric emporia along the Sava River, is described in the
subsequent three chapters, while in chapters 25-28 an
account is given of the conquest of the Delmatae.

Both from Appian’s and Dio’s texts. it is clear that
much attention was paid to the conquest of the lapodes,
Segestani and the Delmatae. the three most important
and. at the same time. also most dangerous adversaries in
these wars. To secure the access to the Sava valley, it was
necessary 1o subdue the lapodes, while to gain control of
the valley it was indispensable to hold the Emona basin
and Segesta/Siscia. The Emona basin was conquered
most probably under Caesar’s proconsulship in both Gal-
liae and Hlyricum. Caesar planned to attack the Dacian
state. which had dangerously extended its authority over

part of the Pannonain plain, although after the death of

Burebista, the expansionist tendencies of the Dacian kin-
edom declined. A plan to invade the Dacians and Bastar-
nae was resumed by Octavian. who wished to continue.
mainly for reasons of propaganda. Caesar’s imperialistic
policy and glory. The reasons were also deeper, since

Octavian undoubtedly understood the importance of

securing the overland connection between the Siscia
region and Macedonia. This was strategically obvious,
although at that period still impossible to achieve quickly.
However, attempts in this direction were made by inva-
ding the Segestani. and a campaign against the Dacian
kingdom would further contribute towards attaining this
objective (also Strabo, VII 5.2 C 313, noted the impor-
tance of Segestica as an excellent base in a war against the
Dacians). Considering the overall military situation in
Hlyricum. it had to be postponed in favour of the conquest
of the Dalmatian coast, so any further attempts to gain
control over other Pannonian regions must have been
mainly limited to actions of a diplomatic nature.

Thus also Octavian’s contacts with the Dacians :
allegedly he promised Cotiso his daughter lulia in mar-
riage. and there were even rumours that he suggested
marrying Cotiso’s daughter himself (Suet.. Aug. 63.4).

52 - Thus Mayer (n. 35), 278.

53 - Cf. C. M. Danov, Die Thraker aul dem Ostbalkan von der hel-
lenistischen Zeit bis zur Griindung Konstantinopels, in: ANRW 11 7
(1979), 122-123,

54 - See Mayer (n. 35), 44. Wilkes. CAH (n, 5). 577, however,
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Octavian’s contacts with Cotiso provoked Antony's
alliance with another of Burebista’s successors, Dicomes
(Plut., Ant. 63.7).>* By having captured Siscia and
having garrisoned a strong military force of twenty-five
cohorts (i.e. two and a half legions) in it, Octavian’s
generals must have been rightly convinced that any hos-
tile attack, including a possible invasion of Antony’s
legions, from the direction of Macedonia via ltaly could
have been withstood.

Delmatae and southern Illyvria

Octavian’s attention had to be directed to the rebel-
lious Delmatae, a dangerous enemy even closer to Italy.
He diverted his main army to southern Liburnia where. in
the boundary region between them and the Delmatae. the
capture of Promona was the first major Roman military
success. Octavian's army procecded towards the south,
capturing Sinodium and Setovia and destroving the Del-
matacan force, regaining the military standards lost
under Gabinius. The last mentioned by Appian in the
Dalmatian part of the wars were the Derbani. who sur-
rendered without any fighting. If they are correctly con-
nected with the toponym Anderva/Anderba (present-day
Niksi¢ in Montenegro). > they should be located in
southern Illyria. It seems plausible to assume that. after
their capitulation in the final phase of these wars, various
small communities listed mainly in Appian’s first group
of peoples, and partly in his second group. were subdued
without offering much resistance, if any at all. The
supreme commander after the siege of Setovia. when
Octavian left for Ttaly. was Statilius Taurus, who remai-
ned in the provinee to conduct military actions necessary
to finish the war (App., Illyr. 27.79: Dio 49.38). It was
probably not coincidental that in 31 BC, he commanded
Octavian’s continental army at Actium (Vell. Pat. 11 85.2;
Plut., Ant. 65.3).

Because of the winning back of the lost military stan-
dards, the Dalmatian part of Octavian’s Illyrian wars was
—1in terms of military prestige and glory — more important
than the lapodian-Pannonian part, which is also partly
refiected in the official and non-official denomination of
Octavian’s wars, Although Appian and the Fast Venusini
correctly call it the Hlyrian war, they are noted merely as
bellwm Delmaticum in Suetonius (Aug. 20): the triumph,
awarded to Octavian by the Senate in 33 BC, is called de
Dalma [t] is in the Fasti Barberini (Ins. Ir. X111 1. p. 345)
and Delmatian in Suctonius (Ang. 22: cf. also Servius. ad
Verg., Aen. VIII 714 cf. Mon. Ancyr. 29.1).

identifies them with the Deuri, the Derrioi of Ptolemy. and locates them
around Bugojno i the upper valley of Vrbas, This identification is
almost certainly incorrect. since there is no evidence that Octavian's
army would have advanced at all into the mtentor of present-day
Bosnia.
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The surrender of the Bessi should also be chronolo-
gically assigned towards the end of the Delmatian phase
of the wars, as well as the subjugation of the Taulantii,
which may have brought Dyrrhachium under Octavian’s
control. Actually, none of the three southern Illyrian har-
bours is mentioned in the sources; perhaps it would not
have been easy for Octavian to justify military actions
within the borders of Antony’s dominion, and so he may
have preferred to pass over these facts in silence. It may
not have been difficult to win over Apollonia which had
supported Caesar during the war against Pompey, and
where he and Agrippa had stayed for hall a yvear before

55 - Cabanes. P F. Drini. Inscriptions uf'.’fpfd:mmr-.’_?l\'f'r.’u.ﬂ:'h.-'mr
(Inscriptions o' Epidanme-Dyverhachion et d"Apollonia 1), in: Corpus

Caesar’s death, perfecting both their military and their
higher education (Vell. Pat. 11 59.4: App.. Bell. civ. 111
9.30-32; Suet., Aug. 8.4, cf. 94.17; see also Dio 45.3.1;
Plut., Brutus 22.2).”7 However, the details are not
known to us; it can merely be added that the political
situation and the balance of power between the triumvirs
in 33 BC were definitely different from what they had
been at the time of the pact at Brundisium in 40 BC. It
may well be supposed that by 33 BC, the conflict with
Antony was imminent and the control of southern Illy-
ria, including three harbours opposite Brundisium, was
not irrelevant.

des inscriptions  grecques  d’Hlyvrie mEridionale et f.r"."'r'_:}ir'r' I (ed.
P. Cabanes), Athénes 1995, 44-45,



