A. BAJRIC: Tlirska vladarica Teuta i Iliri u Polibijevom odlomku o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji, VAMZ, 3. s., XLVI (2013) 29

AMELA BAJRIC

Blagovac 1/46, Vogosca
BIH — 71000 Sarajevo
amelal907@yahoo.com

ILIRSKA VLADARICA TEUTA 1
ILIRI U POLIBIJEVOM ODLOM-
KU O RIMSKOM POSLANSTVU U
ILIRIJI

UDK: 94(398:37)

Izvorni znanstveni rad

Polibije, grcki povjesnicar i drzavnik dao
Jje najdetaljniji prikaz rimske diplomatske
misije u Iliriji. To je ujedno i prvi zabilje-
Zeni diplomatski kontakt izmedu Rimljana
i llira uoci 1. ilirskog rata. Za razliku od
drugih starih pisaca, Polibije je jedini koji
je iznio sadrzaj razgovora. Odlomak se
izdvaja visestrukim znacenjem. Posebno
je zanimljiv jer je upravo u njemu Polibi-
Jje iznio stanovit broj istraZivacki atraktiv-
nih biljezaka karakterizacije Ilira i ilirske
viadarice Teute. Momenti iz odlomka koji
dopustaju da se analizira Polibijeva sli-
ka Ilira su: kritika institucije kraljevstva,
razlike izmedu rimskih i ilirskih obicaja
i izravne karakterizacije ilirske viadari-
ce Teute. Polarizacija Rimljani — Iliri na
politickom polju analogna je konceptual-
noj shemi Grci — barbari, prema kojoj je
grcko drustvo demokratsko i ravnoprav-
no, dok je barbarsko tiransko i hijerar-
hijsko. Poput Grka, Rimljani su pred-
stavljeni kao ljubitelji slobode, zastitnici
prava i zakona, a Iliri kao kontrast svim
nacelima ljudskosti i rimskim vrlinama.
Razlike izmedu Ilira i Rimljana, Polibije

ILLYRIAN QUEEN TEUTA AND THE
ILLYRIANS IN POLYBIUS’S PAS-
SAGE ON THE ROMAN MISSION IN
ILLYRIA

UDC: 94(398:37)
Original scientific paper

Polybius, a Greek historian and statesman,
gave the most detailed view of the Roman diplo-
matic mission in Illyria before the First lllyrian
War. This is also the first recorded diplomatic
contact between the Romans and Illyrians. Un-
like other ancient authors, Polybius was the
only one who presented the content of the con-
versation. The passage stands out with its mul-
tiple meanings, but particularly interesting as a
place where Polybius presents a certain num-
ber of the characterization notes of the Illyrians
and their ruler Teuta. The moments in the pas-
sage that allow an analysis of Polybiuss image
of the lllyrians are: the critique of the institution
of the kingdom, the differences between Roman
and Illlyrian customs, and the explicit charac-
terization of the Illlyrian ruler, Teuta. Polariza-
tion between Romans and lllyrians is analogous
with the conceptual scheme of the polarization
of Greeks and barbarians, by which Greek so-
ciety is democratic and equal, while barbaric
society is tyrannical and hierarchical. Like the
Greeks, the Romans are presented as lovers
of liberty and protectors of law, and the Illyr-
ians as a contrast to all principles of human-
ity and Roman virtues. Polybius underlines the
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Jje podcrtao suprotnoscéu izmedu njihovih
obicaja i zakona. llirske radnje definirao
je kao nepravedne i nezakonite, u velikoj
mjeri kao sramotne u kontekstu nacina
stjecanja dobitka. Suprotno tome, rimski
postupci koji su potjecali iz njihovih obi-
¢aja i zakona, bili su pravedni i zakoni-
ti, u skladu s opcepriznatim civiliziranim
normama. Kako bi objasnio vojne i poli-
ticke poteze ilirske viadarice, Polibije je
Teuti izravno pripisao prosudivanje na
Zenski nacin, ukazujuci da je bila politicki
kratkovidna i losa vladarica. Dion Kasije
i Flor prihvatili su rimsku verziju doga-
daja, pronalazeci razlog 1. ilirskog rata
u postupcima ilirske vladarice. Shodno
tomu, Teuta je kod njih negativan lik, a
Apijanova Teuta pozitivan je lik.

Kljucne rijeci: Polibije, rimska diplomat-
ska misija, Teuta, Iliri, barbari, Rimljani

Polibije, povjesnicar i drzavnik iz Mega-
lopolisa u Arkadiji, najdetaljniji je sacu-
vani pisani izvor o rimskoj diplomatskoj
misiji u Iliriji uo¢i 1. ilirskog rata (Polyb.
I1, 8, 1-13)." To je ujedno i prvi zabiljeze-
ni diplomatski kontakt izmedu Rimljana
i Ilira.? Sadrzaj razgovora isklju¢ivo nam
je poznat zahvaljujuéi njemu i nema po-

! Polibije se osvrnuo na dogadaje u Iliriji kako bi
iznio razloge prvog rimskog prelaska s vojskom
na istoénu obalu Jadranskoga mora, §to je, pre-
ma njegovom misljenju, bilo neophodno da bi se
pravilno shvatila: a) tema njegova djela - kako i
zaslugom kojeg uredenja je skoro Citav svijet bio
nadvladan i za manje od pedeset tri godine potpao
pod jedinstvenu vlast Rimljana (Polyb. 1, 1), b)
stvaranje i jaCanje rimske vlasti (Polyb. 11, 2).

2 Valja istaknuti da termine »Iliri« i »ilirski« ko-
ristimo u kontekstu Ilirskog kraljevstva.

differences between the Illyrians and Romans
through the contradictions between their cus-
toms and laws. He defines Illlyrian actions as
unjust and illegal, largely as shameful in the
context of ways of earning income. In con-
trast, the actions of Romans that originate
from their customs and laws are fair and
lawful, in accordance with universally rec-
ognized civilized norms. Polybius directly at-
tributes to Teuta a woman's natural shortness
of view, in order to explain her military and
political moves, saying that she was politically
shortsighted and a bad ruler. Dio Cassius and
Florus embrace the Roman version of events,
finding the cause of the First lllyrian War in the
procedures of the lllyrian ruler, therefore repre-
senting Teuta in a negative light. Appian s Teuta
is a positive figure.

Key words: Polybius, Roman diplomatic mis-
sion, Teuta, Illyrians, barbarians, Romans.

Polybius, a historian and statesman of Mega-
lopolis in Arcadia, is the most detailed sur-
viving written source on the Roman diplo-
matic mission in Illyria before the First Il-
lyrian War (Polyb. 11, 8, 1-13).! This is also
the first recorded diplomatic contact between
the Romans and Illyrians.> Thanks to him,
the content of the conversations is known to

! Polybius refers to the events in Illyria to bring out
the reasons for the first crossing of the Roman army
to the eastern coast of the Adriatic Sea, which was,
in his opinion, necessary to properly understand: a)
the subject of his work — the merits of the unique
Roman political institutions that conquered almost
the whole world in less than fifty-three years (Polyb.
I, 1), b) the creation and strengthening of the Roman
government (Polyb. 11, 2).

2 1t should be noted that the term “Illyrians” and
“Illyrian” are used in the context of the Illyrian
kingdom.
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tvrde u drugim pisanim izvorima.* Polibi-
je gaje iznio u osmom poglavlju 2. knjige
Historije kao posljedicu ilirskog napada
na italske trgovce (Polyb. 11, 8, 1-13).*

Prikaz rimske diplomatske misije u Iliriji
izdvaja se svojim viSestrukim znacenjem.
Pozornost modernih povjesnicara privla-

3 Diplomatsku misiju spominju i drugi stari
pisci koji ne iznose detalje, usp. App. Illyr. 7.,
Dio. Cass. 12, fragm. 49. i Flor 1, 21. Polibije
je najopsirniji izvor za rekonstrukciju dogada-
ja iz ilirske povijesti posljednja dva desetljeca
3. st. pr. Kr. U odnosu na druge anticke pisce,
on je vremenski bio najblizi dogadajima koje
je opisao. Holleaux ga je smatrao najpouzda-
nijim pisanim izvorom (Holleaux 1954, 822).
Derow je ocijenio da je Apijan Aleksandrijski
vjerodostojniji izvor od Polibija (Derow 1973,
118-134). V. i usp. Badian 1952, 72-93; Wal-
ser 1954, 311; Gabricevi¢ 1974, 5-26; Gruen
1984, 259-361; Sagel Kos 1986, 67-83; Sagel
Kos 2005, 249-252; Dzino 2010, 47-48. Za ovaj
rad bitno je re¢i da su se proturje¢nosti u pisa-
nim izvorima odrazile na sliku ilirske vladarice
Teute i da ¢emo u radu po potrebi ukazati na te
momente.

4 8. poglavlje zapoceo je opisom ilirskog napa-
da na italske trgovce, naglaSavajuci da su ih Ili-
ri 1 ranije stalno pljackali (Polyb. 11, 8, 1-2). U
nastavku je napravio usporedbu izmedu ranijih
i tadadnje reakcije Senata prema ovim ilirskim
pothvatima. Ono §to je u posljednjem sluéaju
navodno bilo presudno je da se tada vise ljudi
pojavilo pred Senatom u vezi s ilirskim napa-
dom na italske trgovce, tako su Gaja i Lucija
Korunkanija odredili da kao poslanici odu u Ili-
riju i ispitaju stvar (Polyb. 11, 8, 3). Nakon ove
kratke digresije, Polibije se vraca dogadajima u
Iliriji koji su prethodili dolasku rimskih posla-
nika: zavrSetak ilirskog pohoda u Epiru Teuti-
nim odusevljenjem steCenim plijenom (Polyb.
II, 8, 4), spominje unutarnje nemire koji su
je navodno privremeno zaustavili u daljnjem
pljackanju Helena, u istom paragrafu kaze da
je dovela u red pobunjene Ilire i zapoc¢ela opsa-
du Ise, jedinog grada koji joj se odbio pokoriti
(Polyb. 11, 8, 5). Slijedi dolazak rimskih posla-
nika (Polyb. 11, 8, 6), razgovor s Teutom (Polyb.
II, 8, 7-11), Teutina ljutnja zbog Korunkanijeve
otvorenosti i ubojstvo mladog poslanika (Polyb
I1, 8, 12). Poglavlje je zavrSio rimskom reak-
cijom na zlo¢in i naznakom rata protiv Teute
(Polyb. 11, 8, 13).

us, and there are no other written sources to
confirm it.} Polybius mentions the aforemen-
tioned conversations in the eighth chapter of
the second book of his Histories as a result
of the Illyrian attack on the Italic merchants
(Polyb. 11, 8, 1-13).*

3 This diplomatic mission is also mentioned by
other ancient authors without giving more details,
cf. App. lllyr.7, Dio. Cass. 12, fragm. 49 and Flor 1,
21. Polybius is the most comprehensive source for
the reconstruction of events from Illyrian history in
the last two decades of the 3rd century B.C. Com-
pared to other ancient authors, he was the closest to
the time of the events he described. Holleaux consid-
ers him the most reliable written source (Holleaux
1954, 822). Derow esteems Appian of Alexandria as
a more credible source than Polybius (Derow, 1973,
118-134). See and cf. Badian 1952, 72-93; Walser
1954, 311; Gabricevi¢ 1974, 5-26; Gruen 1984,
259-361; Sasel Kos 1986, 67-83; Sasel Kos 2005,
249-252; Dzino 2010, 47-48.As for this paper, it is
important to say that these contradictions in writ-
ten sources affected the image of the Illyrian queen,
Teuta, and these instances shall be pointed out as
needed.

4 He begins the eighth chapter with the description
of the Illyrian attack on the Italic merchants, stress-
ing that the Illyrians had been constantly perform-
ing raids on them much earlier (Polyb. 11, 8, 1-2).
In his following narrative, he makes a comparison
between the earlier reaction and the current reac-
tion of the Senate to the predatory Illyrian ventures.
What was allegedly crucial in the latter case is that a
few people, at that time, appeared before the Senate
regarding the Illyrian attack on the Italic merchants.
So the Senate elected Gaius and Lucius Coruncaius
legates to go to Illyria and investigate the matter
(Polyb. 11, 8, 3). After this brief digression, Polybius
goes back to the events in Illyria that preceded the
arrival of the Roman legates: the end of the Illyrian
campaign in Epirus after Teuta’s enthusiasm for the
booty (Polyb. 11, 8, 4); he mentions the inner turmoil
that supposedly stopped her further plunder of Hel-
las; in the same paragraph, he states that she settled
the matter with the rebellious Illyrians and began the
siege of Issa, which was the only city that refused to
obey her (Polyb. 11, 8, 5). This was followed by the
arrival of the Roman legates (Polyb. 11, 8, 6); talks
with Teuta (Polyb. 11, 8, 7-11); Teuta’s anger at Co-
runcanius’s openness, and the murder of the young
legate (Polyb. 11, 8, 12). The chapter ends with the
Roman reaction to the crime and an indication of
war against Teuta (Polyb. 11, 8, 13).
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¢io je njegov politicki karakter,” buduci
da se njime objaSnjavao razlog povrede
svetosti poslanstva, Sto je prouzrocilo 1.
ilirski rat, ali i kao pocetak rimskog osva-
janja Gr¢ke i Makedonije.® Odlomak je
kljucan za proucavanje fenomena ilirskog
gusarenja’ i rimskog »imperijalizma«.®
Nesumnjivo je ilustrativan primjer rim-
ske vojne i politicke propagande.’ Govor
koji je Polibije pripisao mladom rimskom
poslaniku Korunkaniju naj¢esce se ocje-
njuje kao nevjerodostojan, izmisljen ili
prenesen iz Polibijevog izvora Fabija Pik-
tora."” Moderni znanstvenici uglavnom
odbacuju govore iz anticke historiografije
kao retori¢ka mjesta, gdje autori naglaSa-
vaju odredene ideje.!! Njihova povijesna
vjerodostojnost vrlo je upitna. Oni najce-
S¢e odstupaju od povijesne zbiljnosti jer
sadrze ono $to nije stvarno receno, nego
korisno 1 primjereno u odredenoj situaci-
ji. Cini se da je i sam Polibije bio toga
svjestan te je trazio da mu bude oproste-
no ako se otkrije da je negdje namjerno
ili zbog koristi iznosio lazne podatke
(Polyb. XXIX, 12, 10-11). Polibije je svoj

5 S obzirom na njegovu politicku vaznost, moder-
ni povjesnicari su ga opravdano naglasavali iz ove
tocke gledista. Neki su, svakako nekriticki, preu-
zeli Polibijevu verziju dogadaja i odgovornost
ilirske vladarice Teute za rat (Holleaux 1920, 97-
129). V. suprotna misljenja: Walbank 1970, 158-
159; Harris 1979, 65, 137, 171, 195-197; Wilkes
1995, 159-162; Cabanes 2002, 144-149.

6 Derow 2003, 51-71.; Gruen 1984, 359-437.

"Dell 1967, 344-358; Ormerod 1997, 169-189;
De Souza 1999, 76-80; Sasel Kos 2002, 137-155.
§ Harris 1979, 195-197.

9 Sagel Kos 1986, 73, 81; 2005, 271; Bajrié¢ 2009,
43-45.

10 pédech 1964, 291; Walbank 1970, 159; Harris
1979, 171; Sacks 1981, 79-96; Sasel Kos 1986,
73ss.; Ricl 1988a, bilj. 23, 598; Marincola 2001,
128-133; Sasel Kos 2002, 140. Prema Walbanku,
govor je najvjerojatnije izmisljen naknadno da bi
se uvecala neduzna zrtva (Walbank 1970, 159;
Ricl 1988a, bilj. 23, 598).

' Marincola 2001, 128-133; Marincola 2007a,
118-132; Adler 2011, 61-63, 79-81.

The representation of the Roman diplomatic
mission in Illyria stands out with its multiple
meanings. The attention of modern historians
has been drawn by his political character,’
since it has explained the cause of the viola-
tion of the sanctity of messengers, and thus
caused the First Illyrian War, as well as the
beginning of the Roman conquest of Greece
and Macedonia.® The fragment is crucial for
studying the phenomenon of Illyrian piracy’
and Roman ‘imperialism’.® Undoubtedly, it
is an illustrative example of Roman military
and political propaganda.’ The speech which
Polybius attributes to the young Roman leg-
ate Coruncanius is commonly assessed as
unsound, invented or transferred from Poly-
bius’s source, Fabius Pictor.' Modern schol-
ars generally dismiss speeches from ancient
historiography as rhetorical places where au-
thors emphasize certain ideas.!! Their histori-
cal authenticity is highly questionable. They
tend to depart from historical reality because
they contain what was not really being said,
except for something useful and appropriate
in a given situation. It seems that Polybius
himself was aware of it, and asked to be for-

5 Given his political importance, modern histo-
rians have justifiably emphasized him from this
point of view. Some of them have uncritically
taken Polybius’s version of events and the respon-
sibility of the Illyrian queen, Teuta, for the war
(Holleaux 1920, 97-129). See oppos. opinion:
Walbank 1970, 158-159; Harris, 1979, 65, 137,
171, 195-197; Wilkes 1995, 159-162; Cabanes,
2002, 144-149.

¢ Derow 2003, 51-71; Gruen 1984, 359-437.

7 Dell 1967, 344-358; Ormerod 1997, 169-189;
De Souza 1999, 76-80; Sasel Kos 2002, 137-155.
8 Harris 1979, 195-197.

? Sasel Kos 1986, 73, 81; 2005, 271; Bajri¢ 2009,
43-45.

10 pédech 1964, 291; Walbank 1970, 159; Harris
1979, 171; Sacks 1981, 79-96; Sasel Kos 1986,
73ff; Ricl 1988a, n. 23, 598; Marincola 2001,
128-133; Sasel Kos 2002, 140. According to Wal-
bank, the speech was probably invented later in
order to emphasize the innocence of victimhood
(Walbank 1970, 159; Ricl 1988a, n. 23, 598).

' Marincola 2001, 128-133; Marincola 2007a,
118-132; Adler 2011, 61-63, 79-81.
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stav 0 iznoSenju govora iznio kritizirajuci
metode 1 nacin sastavljanja govora drugih
povjesnicara, osobito Filarha i Timeja (II,
56, 10; 111, 20, 1-5; XII, 25a; 25b, 1, 251,
4-9; XXIX, 12, 10-11; XXXVI, 1, 1-7).12
Neki od njegovih principa su da povjesni-
¢ar slusateljima treba pruziti dokaz o ono-
me §to im je nepoznato 1 u $to ne vjeruju
(Polyb. XII, 251, 4-9), te da u govorima
treba iznositi ono $to odgovara situaciji i
to samo najvaznije i odlu¢uju¢e momente
(Polyb. XXXVI, 1, 1-7). Njegov prikaz
razgovora izmedu Teute i rimskog posla-
nika pokazuje da je u znatnoj mjeri ostao
dosljedan nekim svojim principima. Ov-
dje je, prije svega, iznio one presudne
momente koji su prouzro€ili napad na
rimsko poslanstvo, $to je dovelo do prvog
rata izmedu Rima i Ilira. Medutim, umet-
nutim »dijalogom« je kroz rije¢i mladeg
poslanika iznio i1 svoj sud o kraljevskoj
vlasti i zakonskom pravu ilirskih kraljeva
1 0 Teuti kao zeni—vladarici.

Odlomak o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji
posebno je zanimljiv jer je upravo u nje-
mu Polibije iznio odreden broj istrazivac-
ki atraktivnih biljezaka karakterizacije
Ilira 1 ilirske vladarice Teute. Potrebno
je ispitati sadrze 1i te biljeske specifi¢ne
stvarne podatke ili ih treba smatrati iz-
dankom opceg grékog videnja »drugog«.
Momenti iz Polibijevoga odlomka koji
nam dopustaju takvu vrstu analize su:
- kritika institucije kraljevstva;
- razlike izmedu rimskih 1 ilirskih obicaja
1 zakona;
- karakterizacije ilirske vladarice Teute.

Polibije je 6. knjigu Historije posvetio dr-
zavnim uredenjima, da bi objasnio kako 1
zahvaljujuéi kojoj vrsti uredenja je skoro
Citav svijet za manje od pedeset i tri go-

12 Marincola smatra da je Polibije ipak priznavao
retoriCki pristup u svojoj zamisli da povjesnicar
mora izabrati »primjerene« 1 »prihvatljive« argu-
mente (Marincola 2007a, 125), usp. Pédech 1964,
255-302; Sacks 1981, 79-96; Adler 2011.

given if it came out that he, on purpose or for
his own self-interest, gave out false information
(Polyb. XXIX, 12, 10-11). Polybius presented
his own attitude to making a speech by criticiz-
ing the methods and manner of other historians
in preparing their speeches, especially Phylar-
chus and Timaeus (11, 56, 10; I1I, 20, 1-5; XII,
25a,25b, 1,251,4-9; XXIX, 12, 10-11; XXX VI,
1, 1-7)."2 Some of his principles suggest that a
historian should provide the evidence for listen-
ers on what is unknown to them and what they
do not believe in (Polyb. X1, 25i, 4-9), and that
the speech should be on what suits the situation
best, citing the most important and decisive mo-
ments (Polyb. XXXVI, 1, 1-7). His representa-
tion of the conversations between Teuta and the
Roman legate indicates that he largely remained
consistent to certain of his principles. Here,
he primarily cites those crucial moments that
caused the attack on the Roman envoy, which
led to the first war between Rome and the II-
lyrians. However, in the inserted “dialogue”
through the words of the younger delegate, he
expressed his opinion on the royal government
and legal rights of the Illyrian kings, and Teuta
as a female ruler.

The fragment of the Roman envoy in Illyria
is particularly interesting because it precisely
presents the excerpt where Polybius presents
a certain number of attractive research notes
on the characterization of the Illyrians and the
Illyrian queen, Teuta. It is necessary to exam-
ine whether the notes contain specific items
of actual information or are to be regarded as
a scion of the general Greek notion of “other-
ness”. Sequences from Polybius’s paragraph
that allow us this kind of analysis are:
- critique of the institution of the kingdom;
- differences between Roman and Illyrian
customs and laws;
- characterization of the Illyrian ruler Teuta.

12 Marincola believes that Polybius nevertheless
acknowledged a rhetorical approach in his con-
ception that the historian must choose “appro-
priate” and ‘“acceptable” arguments (Marincola
2007a, 125), cf. Pédech 1964, 255-302; Sacks
1981, 79-96; Adler 2011.
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dine potpao pod vlast Rima." Iznio je po-
mno razraden model smjenjivanja ustava
(dvokvkAmolg), €iji je vazan izvor bio-
loSka teorija prema kojoj su sva Ziva bica
podlozna promjenama i prolaze kroz sta-
dije rodenja, vrhunca i opadanja. Proces
je zapoceo s primitivnom monarhijom, a
potom slijede kraljevina, tiranija, aristo-
kracija, oligarhija, demokracija i ohlo-
kracija, da bi krug zatvorio vracanjem
na monarhiju gdje je proces i zapoceo.'*
Rimski mjeSoviti ustav drzao je boljim
od drugih, jer je bio ravnoteza izmedu
monarhije, aristokacije i demokracije, i u
vezi s tim, onih pozitivnih znac¢ajki koji-
ma su se odlikovale.'

Govore¢i o Polibijevoj politickoj teoriji,
Walbank pokazuje da je Polibije vjerovao
da drzavna uredenja propadaju uslijed
djelovanja vanjskih i unutarnjih faktora,
napose da je druStveno opadanje poslje-
dica pomanjkanja moralnih.'® Takoder,
ukazuje na ulogu Tyche, koja je u ovim
momentima primjetna, ali ne i1 presudna.
Tako npr. Polibije joj je pripisao klju¢ni
znacaj kada je opisivao pad Makedonije
pod rimsku vlast. Medutim, kada je go-
vorio o Rimljanima, primarno mjesto dao
je obliku ustava smatraju¢i ga najveéim
uzrokom uspjeha i neuspjeha u svakom
drzavnom poslu.'”” Prema Walbanku,
Polibijev stav o kraljevini i tiraniji, po-
kazuje da je prihvatio tradicionalne kri-
terije o razlici izmedu vladavine kralja i
tiranina.'® Sukladno tome, za tiranina je
karakteristi¢no da €ini zlo 1 strahom vla-

13 Polyb. VI, 2, (1); Walbank 2002, 221.

14 Vise o ovome v. Walbank 1970, 635-663;
Walbank 2002, 193-211.

15 Walbank 1970, 659-746; Eckstein 1995, 166-
168; 172-173; Champion 2004, 67-142.

16 Walbank 2002, 193-211.

17 Polyb. 1, 63, 6-1, 64, 2; 111, 2, 6; 118, VI, 10,
13-14; 50; Walbank 1970, 16-26; Walbank 2002,
194-197; 209-216; Walbank 2007, 349-355, usp.
Pédech 1964, 331-354; Gruen 1984, 343-351.

18 Walbank 2002, 217-218.

Polybius devoted Book VI of his Histories to
the order of the state, so as to explain how, and
through what kind of planning, almost an en-
tire world came under the authority of Rome
in less than fifty-three years."* He presented
an elaborate model for changing the constitu-
tion (GvokvKAmolc), whose important source
lies in the biological theory that all living be-
ings are subject to change and go through the
stages of birth, peak and decline. The process
started with primitive monarchy, followed by
kingship, tyranny, aristocracy, oligarchy, de-
mocracy and ochlocracy, to close the circle
by returning to monarchy, where the process
itself had begun.'* He thought that the Roman
mixed constitution was better than any other,
because it was a balance between monarchy,
aristocracy and democracy, as well as all the
positive features that were within its frame-
work."

Speaking of Polybius’s political theory, Wal-
bank shows that Polybius believed that gov-
ernment regulation tended to fail due to exter-
nal and internal factors, and particularly that
social decline is a consequence of moral de-
ficiency.'® He also points to the role of Tyche,
which is noticeable in these moments, yet not
decisive. For example, Polybius attributes
a key role to it when describing the decline
of Macedonia under Roman rule. However,
when speaking of the Romans, Polybius gives
the primary place to the form of constitution,
considering it the greatest cause of success
and failure in any government job.'” Accord-
ing to Walbank, Polybius’s stand on king-
ship and tyranny shows that he accepted the
traditional criteria of the difference between

13 Polyb. VI, 2, (1); Walbank 2002, 221.

14 For more on this topic, see Walbank 1970,
635-663; Walbank 2002, 193-211.

15 Walbank 1970, 659-746; Eckstein 1995, 166-
168; 172-173; Champion 2004, 67-142.

16 Walbank 2002, 193-211.

17 Polyb. 1, 63, 6-1, 64, 2; 111, 2, 6; 118, VI, 10,
13-14; 50; Walbank 1970, 16-26; Walbank 2002,
194-197; 209-216; Walbank 2007, 349-355, cf.
Pédech 1964, 331-354; Gruen 1984, 343-351.
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da protiv volje gradana, da mrzi i da je
sam omrznut od pot¢injenih; kralj, pak,
¢ini svima dobro, voljen je zbog svo-
jih dobrocinstava i ovjecnosti te vodi i
Stiti ljude koji ga rado slijede (Polyb. V,
11). Polibijevog idealnog kralja krasio
je plemenit duh (peyohoyvyia) spojen s
blagos¢éu i umjerenoséu (evyvopooHvn;
petplotg).”” Kod Polibija, prelazak iz
monarhije u kraljevinu usko je povezan
sa samom li¢noS¢u monarha, koji, kada
razum (Aoywopdg) preuzme vodstvo od
sile i snage, neprimjetno postaje kralj.?
Kraljevina se, dakle, rada i1 nastaje s pred-
stavama o dobrom i pravednom, a u svoj
izobliceni oblik tiraniju prelazi uslijed
poroka 1 moralnog opadanja koje se po-
javljuje kod nasljednika.?!

Sestu knjigu Historije, Eckstein pro-
cjenjuje ne samo kljuénom za analizu
politicke i drZzavne postojanosti, nego i
karaktera. On objaSnjava da je Polibije
veli¢ao odlike rimskog mjeSovitog ustava
1 stabilnosti osigurane ravnotezom ravno-
pravne raspodjele vlasti na tri organa - se-
nat, konzul i narod. Zahvalju¢i tome, Ri-
mljani su se odrzali u ratu protiv Haniba-
la. Opis rimskog pogreba smatra mjestom
gdje je Polibije nastojao predociti kako
su rimski obicaji inspirirali ljude da traze
KkaAdv. Polibijev opis rimskog nacina zi-
vota i rimskih politickih institucija imao
je za primarni cilj pokazati sposobnost
da se u potpunim promjenama srece sve
podnosi uzviseno i hrabro (peyoaAoyvymg
Kol yevvaimg), 1 da je upravo ta sposob-
nost drzave proizlazila iz njenih politic-
kih institucija.”> Poput Walbanka, ukazuje
da se Polibijev prikaz kraljevine oslanjao
na teoriju o dobrom kralju.?® Polibije je,
izmedu ostalog, pisanje o ¢asnim i pravic-
nim djelima (t& KaAd kol dikoio) smatrao

19 Walbank 1984, 81-84; Walbank 2002, 218-219.
20 Polyb. VI, 6, 12; 7, 1-3, Walbank 2002, 220-225.
21 Walbank 1970, 655; Walbank 2002, 222.

22 Eckstein 1995, 65-67.

23 Eckstein 1995, 36, 227, 273-274.

the rule of a king and the rule of a tyrant.'
Accordingly, the characteristic of a tyrant is
that he does evil and he uses fear to rule the
government against the will of the citizens,
to hate and to be hated by his subordinates;
the king, in turn, does good to everybody,
is loved because of his charity and human-
ity, and leads and protects his people, who
are happy to follow him (Polyb. V, 11). Po-
lybius’s ideal king is adorned by a generous
spirit (peyadoyuyia) along with gentleness
and moderation (€0yvopociHvr; peTplotng).'?
According to Polybius, the transition from
monarchy to kingship is closely linked to
the very personality of the monarch himself,
who, once reason (Aoyiouog) has taken over
leadership from force and power, seamlessly
becomes a king.? A kingship is thus born and
emerges with the notions of good and right,
but it becomes distorted into the form of tyr-
anny due to the vices and moral decline that
is to befall its successors.?!

For Eckstein, Book VI of the Histories is
crucial for the analysis not only of political
and civil stability, but also of character. He
explains that Polybius praises the qualities of
the Roman mixed constitution and stability
that had ensured the balance of equal distri-
bution of power in three bodies: the Senate,
the Consul and the people. Thanks to this,
the Romans endured the war against Han-
nibal. The description of a Roman funeral,
he thinks, is a place where Polybius tries to
point out how Roman traditions inspired peo-
ple to seek the kaAdv. Polybius’s description
of the Roman way of life and the Roman po-
litical institutions had the primary objective
of demonstrating the ability to endure and
remain noble and brave (peyoloydywg xoi
vevvaimg) in a complete twist of luck, and it
is precisely this ability of the state that result-
ed from its political institutions.”? Like Wal-

18 Walbank 2002, 217-218.

19 Walbank 1984, 81-84; Walbank 2002, 218-219.
20 Polyb. VI, 6, 12; 7, 1-3; Walbank 2002, 220-225.
2 Walbank 1970, 655; Walbank 2002, 222.

22 Eckstein 1995, 65-67.
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obvezom povjesnicara.”* Njegovi nazori
bili su obrazovani tradicionalnim, aristo-
kratskim idealima o moralno lijepom i
dobrom (xaiov).” Eckstein je misljenja
da je Polibijeva percepcija barbara izda-
nak opc¢e grc¢ke predodzbe o »drugom,
shodno tome, barbari, najamnici, mase,
mladez i zene bili su destruktivne snage
koje su konstantno ugrozavale 1 prijetile
civiliziranom, uredenom drustvu.?® Drzao
ih je opasnim zbog njihovih navodnih
urodenih sklonosti nasilju, bijesu i ne-
dostatku samokontrole. Gledano u ovom
kontekstu, Polibije je vjerovao da je gré-
ka i rimska elita (oni kojima je i posvetio
svoje djelo) imala duznost (10 kaffKov)
za$tititi drustvo od sila nereda 1 kaosa
koje su mu prijetile. Zreli aristokratski
muskarac mogao je biti dorastao ovom
izazovu samo hrabro$¢u i razumnim po-
stupcima, dakle, ispravno i ¢asno pona-
Sanje elite trebalo je biti glavna zastita
protiv prijeteceg kaosa.”’

U Cultural Politics in Polybius's Histo-
ries, Champion pokazuje da je Polibijev
stav prema Rimljanima bio dvosmislen,
on ih je prikazivao civiliziranim, pripisu-
juci im helenske vrline, Sto autor naziva
»politics of cultural assimilation of the
Romans to Hellenismg, ali 1 necivilizi-
ranim, kada pokazuje njihovu brutalnost
prema Grcima »politics of culturalaliena-
tion of the Romans to Hellenism«.?® Polo-
zaj Rimljana unutar dva pola, helenizma i
barbarizma analizirao je preko Polibijevih
narativnih prikaza Rimljana, Ahejaca i
drugih. Smatra da je okosnica unutar koje
je Polibije radio bila helensko—barbarski
bipolaritet i da je koristio tri tradicionalna
objasnjenja razlika medu narodima: 1) di-
stinktivne znacajke urodene jednom naro-

24 Eckstein 1995, 22.

23 Eckstein 1995, 28-55.

26 Eckstein 1995, 118-160, usp. Cartledge 1993;
Walbank 2002, 212-213; Champion 2004, 70-71.
27 Eckstein 1995, 119, 158-160.

28 Champion 2004, 4.

bank, he indicates that Polybius’s representa-
tion of kingship relies on the theory of a good
king.? Polybius, among other things, felt that
writing about right and honourable deeds (Tt
koA Koi dikota) was an obligation of histo-
rians.?* Traditional and aristocratic ideals of
moral good and aesthetic properties (KaAov)
educated and influenced his worldview.”
Eckstein believes that Polybius’s perception
of barbarians presents an offshoot of the gen-
eral Greek notion of ‘otherness’. Therefore,
barbarians, mercenaries, the masses, youth
and women were destructive forces that were
constantly jeopardizing and threatening the
civilized, organized society.® He believed
they were dangerous because of their alleged
innate propensity to violence, anger and lack
of self-control. Seen in this context, Polybius
believed that the Greek and Roman elites (to
whom he dedicated his works) had a duty (10
kaffjkov) to protect society from the threat-
ening forces of disorder and chaos. A mature
aristocratic man could be able to cope with
this challenge only if he had courage and
reasonable actions; therefore, a proper and
honourable behaviour of the elite was to be
the main protection against the threatening
chaos.”

In his Cultural Politics in Polybius'’s His-
tories, Champion shows that Polybius’s at-
titude toward the Romans was ambiguous;
he pictured them as civilized, attributing to
them Hellenic virtues, which the author calls
the “politics of cultural assimilation of the
Romans to Hellenism”, but also uncivilized,
showing their brutality toward the Greeks
(“politics of cultural alienation of the Romans
to Hellenism”).?® Using Polybius’s narrative
representation of Romans, Achaeans and oth-
ers, he analyses the Roman position within

23 Eckstein 1995, 36, 227, 273-274.

24 Eckstein 1995, 22.

25 Eckstein 1995, 28-55.

26 BEckstein 1995, 118-160, cf. Cartledge 1993;
Walbank 2002, 212-213; Champion 2004, 70-71.
27 Eckstein 1995, 119, 158-160.

28 Champion 2004, 4.
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du (phusis), 2) klimatski i1 geografski fak-
tori determiniraju grupne karakteristike
i 3) drzavno uredenje.” Medutim, autor
pokazuje da je Polibije vjesto izmanipu-
lirao politicko—kulturni jezik helenizma
kako bi odgovorio na politicke i ideoloske
izazove svoga vremena. Koriste¢i politic-
ke 1 drustvene institucije kao presudne u
povijesnom uzrokovanju op¢ih kolektiv-
nih karakteristika, Polibije nije Rimlja-
nima odredio ¢vrst polozaj unutar helen-
sko—barbarskog bipolariteta, nego se oni
kre¢u izmedu ta dva pola. U Polibijevoj
politi¢koj teoriji, zajednice prolaze kroz
cikli¢ne stadije razvoja, uzivajuéi period
»helenskih« vrlina, kada su bile direktno
vodene razumom (Aoyiouog) i prelazeci u
stanje iracionalnog i razuzdanog nagona
(Bopde), Sto je u osnovi, polje Polibijevih
barbara. Svaki narod moze se pogorsati
od helenskih vrlina do barbarskih poroka
kroz institucionalno propadanje. Svojstva
helenizma — razum, red 1 umjerenost — re-
zultat su dobrih drzavnih struktura. Pro-
tivno tomu, barbarizam kod Polibija po-
sljedica je institucionalnog propadanja i
drustvenog kvarenja. Helenizam 1 barba-
rizam nisu urodeni 1 nepromjenjivi u jed-
nom narodu.** Champion primjeéuje da je
Polibije odbacio zamisao da je Tyche bila
isklju¢ivo odgovorna za rimski uspjeh i
da je razloge uspona Rima vidio u njiho-
vom dobro organiziranom politicCkom su-
stavu.’! Autor takoder konstatira da je ter-
min barbaros kod Polibija u biti negativan
termin koji je imao znacenje samo kada je
stajao u opreci s helenizmom, i kao takav,
da je u Polibijevo vrijeme zazivao sliku
stalne prijetnje civilizaciji. Prihvacajuci
tradicionalni koncept o bipolarnosti Grei
— barbari, za Polibija barbari su bili sve
Sto je bilo suprotno pozeljnim znacajka-
ma uredenog i skladnog drustva.*> Cham-
pion smatra da je za Polibija Aoyioudc bio

2 Champion 2004, 75-84
30 Champion 2004, 68-75.
31 Champion 2004, 84.

32 Champion 2004, 70-71.

the two poles — Hellenism and Barbarism.
He believes that the framework within which
Polybius acted was a Hellenic—barbarian bi-
polarity and that he used three traditional ex-
planations of the differences among peoples:
1) distinctive characteristics inherent to any
people (phusis), 2) climatic and geographical
factors determining the characteristics of the
group, and 3) system of government.” How-
ever, the author shows that Polybius skilfully
manipulated the political-cultural language
of Hellenism in order to respond to the po-
litical and ideological challenges of his time.
Using political and social institutions as cru-
cial in historical causation of general collec-
tive characteristics, Polybius did not fix the
position of the Romans within the Hellen-
ic—barbarian bipolarity, since they move be-
tween these two poles. According to Polybi-
us’s political theory, communities go through
cyclical stages of development, enjoying a
period of “Hellenic” virtue, when they were
directly guided by reason (Aoyiouédg), and
then passing into a state of irrational and
wild instincts (Bvudg), which is basically
the field of Polybius’s barbarians. Each na-
tion can worsen from Hellenic virtues to bar-
baric vices through institutional decay. The
properties of Hellenism — reason, order and
moderation — are the result of good govern-
ment structures. In contrast to this, Polybius’s
barbarism is the result of institutional decline
and social decay. Hellenism and barbarism
are not innate and unchangeable in one na-
tion.’® Champion notes that Polybius rejected
the idea that Tyche itself was solely respon-
sible for the Roman success, and he saw the
reasons for the rise of Rome in their well-
organized political system.*! The author also
notes that the term barbaros used by Polybius
is essentially a negative one that had meaning
only when it stood in contrast to Hellenism.
Therefore, in Polybius’s time, it invoked the
image of the constant threat to their civiliza-
tion. Accepting the traditional concept of the

2 Champion 2004, 75-84.
30 Champion 2004, 68-75.
31 Champion 2004, 84.
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proizvod drzavne strukture i da je Poli-
bije Cesto suprostavljao grcki Aoyiopdc i
barbarski Qupdc. Polibije je najnize i naj-
iskvarenije drzavno uredenje ohlokraciju
opisao istim znacajkama kojima je opisao
i barbare.*® Osobinama pojedinaca Cesto
je podcrtavao karakteristike etnicko—kul-
turne grupe kojoj su pripadali, kao §to je
slu¢aj s Hanibalom, Agronom, Teutom,
Demetrijem Farskim, Etolcem Dorima-
hom i ahejskim drzavnikom Aratom.** U
drugoj i trecoj knjizi gdje su opisani rato-
vi Rimljana protiv Ilira i Gala, Champion
vidi mjesto gdje je Oupdc kod Ilira, Gala i
Etolaca nadvladao Aoyiopog.®

Kfritika institucije kraljevstva

Prema Polibiju, rimsko poslanstvo upuce-
no je ilirskoj kraljici Teuti kao posljedica
gusarskog napada na italske trgovce, pri-
likom ¢ega su neki od njih ubijeni, a neki
odvedeni u ropstvo (Polyb. 11, 8, 1-13).
Pored Zelje da se zastite trgovci, bili su
upleteni 1 drugi faktori, ali prituzbe italskih
trgovaca protiv Ilira bile su ono $to je privu-
klo paznju rimskog Senata, koji je odlucio
poslati poslanike Teuti da ispitaju stvar. Ilir-
ska vladarica primila ih je u isejskim voda-
ma, dok je ilirska vojska opsjedala Isu.*®

Dion Kasije i Apijan Aleksandrijski izni-
jeli su drugaciji slijed dogadaja. Prema
Apijanu, ilirski kralj Agron osvojio je
dio Epira i Kerkiru, a kasnije i Epidamno
1 Far (App. Illlyr. 7), ali kada je napao i
druge, Isa je uputila poziv u pomo¢ Rimu
(App. Illyr. 7). Rimljani su poslali posla-
nike Agronu. Ilirski laki brodovi napali
su ih na putu za Iliriju i ubili Kleempora,
isejskog poslanika i rimskog Korunka-
nija (App. Illyr. 7). Dion Kasije je poput
Apijana istaknuo vaznost Ise koja je, iz

33 Champion 2004, 73, 84-95.

3% Champion 2004, 104.

35 Champion 2004, 111-117.

3¢ Polyb. 11, 8, 5-6, Gabri¢evi¢ 1974, 9; Sasel Kos
1986, 69.

Greeks—barbarians bipolarity, they were, for
Polybius, all that was contrary to the desir-
able features of an ordered and harmonious
society.*> Champion believes that, according
to Polybius, Aoyiopog was a product of the
governmental structure and that Polybius of-
ten contrasted Greek Aoyioudg with barbaric
Bvpodc. Polybius described the lowest and
most corrupted state of polity — ochlocracy
— using the same features he used when de-
scribing barbarians.*® Using characteristics
of individuals, he frequently underlined the
characteristics of the ethnic—cultural group
to which they belonged, as was the case with
Hannibal, Agron, Teuta, Demetrius of Pharos,
Dorimachus Aetolian and the Achaean states-
man Aratus.* In the second and third books,
which describe the Roman wars against the
Illyrians and Gauls, Champion, as for the II-
lyrians, Gauls and Aetolians, sees a place
where 6vudg overwhelmed Aoyiopog. ™

Critique of the institution of the kingdom

According to Polybius, a Roman envoy was
sent to the Illyrian Queen Teuta as a result of
pirate attacks on Italic merchants, during which
some of them were killed and some were taken
captive (Polyb. 11, 8, 1-13). Alongside the de-
sire to protect the merchants, some other factors
were involved, but it was the complaints of Ital-
ic merchants against the Illyrians that drew the
attention of the Roman Senate, which decided
to send their envoys to Teuta in order to investi-
gate the matter. The Illyrian ruler received them
in Issa’s waters, while the Illyrian army was in
the process of besieging Issa.*

Dio Cassius and Appian of Alexandria pre-
sent a different sequence of events. Accord-
ing to Appian, the Illyrian king Agron cap-
tured part of Epirus and also Corcyra, and

32 Champion 2004, 70-71.

33 Champion 2004, 73, 84-95.

3% Champion 2004, 104.

35 Champion 2004, 111-117.

3 Polyb. 11, 8, 5-6; Gabricevi¢ 1974, 9; Sasel Kos
1986, 69.
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straha od Ilira, sklopila savez s Rimljani-
ma, a potom je viSe uzgredno dodao da
su Rimljani namjeravali kazniti Ardijejce
jer su ometali plovidbu lada iz Brundizija
(Dio. Cass. 12. fragm. 49, 1-7). Na isejski
zahtjev Rim je poslao poslanstvo Agronu,
kako bi mu predocili da Isejcima €ini ne-
pravde, ali u meduvremenu on je umro i
poslanike je primila Teuta (Dio. Cass. 12,
fragm. 49, 1-2).

Posljedica gusarskog akta na autoritet ilir-
ske vladarice, 1 uopc¢e na zakonsku snagu
ilirskih vladara, vrlo je dobro ilustrirana
u dijalogu izmedu Teute i rimskog po-
slanika (Polyb. 2, 8, 6-11). Nakon §to je
izlozio razloge dolaska rimskog poslan-
stva u Iliriju, Polibije je opisao drzanje i
ponasanje ilirske vladarice tijekom diplo-
matskog razgovora. Naime, ona je rimske
poslanike slusala vrlo oholo (Polyb. 11, 8,
7). Kada su zavrsili s iznoSenjem zloc¢ina
pocinjenih protiv njih, Teuta im je odgo-
vorila sljedece:

a) da ¢e se pobrinuti da Rimljane ne zade-
si nikakva nepravda od Ilira,

b) da ilirski kraljevi nemaju zakonsko
pravo ometati privatne osobe u pljacka-
nju na moru (Polyb. 11, 8, 8).%

Pocetak Teutina odgovora odnosi se na
autoritet javne vlasti u Iliriji, tj. na zakon-
ska prava ilirskih vladara.*® Drugi dio po-
kazuje da je nadleznost javne vlasti bila
ogranicena na odredene drustvene struk-
ture. To je, po svemu sudeci, bio odraz
drustveno-ekonomskih prilika u Teutinoj

3 katamavcsaviov 88 Tov Adyov, kowf uiv Een
nelpdobat ppovtilew v undev adiknua yivnton
‘Popaiog €€ TAvpidv: idia ye unv od vopipov
glvan 10ig Pociiedot koAvew TAADPIOIC ToC KaTd
Odhattav oeereiog (Polyb. 11, 8, 8).

38 O ustrojstvu Ilirskog kraljevstva v. Holleaux
1954, 826-827; Hammond 1966, 239-253; Pa-
pazoglu 1967, 123-144; Wilkes 1969, 163, 189;
Domié¢-Kuni¢ 1993, 210-212. O drustveno—gos-
podarskim prilikama u Iliriji v. Cabanes 2002,
105-131.

Epidamnus and Pharos in succession (4pp.
lllyr. 7), but when he threatened others, Issa
asked Rome for help (4pp. Illyr. 7). The Ro-
mans sent their ambassadors to Agron. Illyr-
ian light vessels attacked them on the way to
[lyria and killed Cleemporus, the envoy of
Issa and the Roman Coruncanius (4pp. II-
lyr. 7). Dio Cassius, like Appian, stresses the
importance of Issa, which, out of fear of the
Illyrians, surrendered itself voluntarily to the
Romans. More incidentally, he added that the
Romans intended to punish the Ardiaeans,
who were annoying those who sailed from
Brundisium (Dio. Cass. 12. fragm. 49, 1-7).
At the request of Issa, Rome sent a mission to
Agron in order to point out he was doing in-
justice to the Issaeans. He died, however, and
Teuta received the ambassadors (Dio. Cass.
12, fragm. 49, 1-2).

The consequence of pirate acts on the author-
ity of the Illyrian queen and the legal force of
[llyrian kings in general is well illustrated in
the dialogue between Teuta and the Roman
legate (Polyb. 2, 8, 6-11). Having laid out the
reasons for the arrival of the Roman envoys
in Illyria, Polybius describes the attitude and
behaviour of the Illyrian queen during dip-
lomatic talks. She listened arrogantly to the
Roman legates (Polyb. 11, 8, 7). When they
had finished presenting the crimes committed
against them, Teuta responded as follows:

a) That care would be taken that the Illyrians did
not commit any injustice against the Romans,

b) That llyrian kings have no legal right to in-
terfere with privateers in winning booty from
the sea (Polyb. 11, 8, 8).%

The beginning of Teuta’s response refers to
the authority of the public government in Il-
lyria, i.e. the legitimate rights of the Illyrian

3 kotomoawcaviov 8¢ Tov Adyov, Kowifi pév Een
nepdcbot ppovtilew tva undev adiknpo yivntot
‘Popaiog €€ TAvpidv: 1dia ye unyv ov vouov
givan 1oic Pocidedot koAve TAAVPIOIC ThC KaTd
Odhattav deeleiag (Polyb. 11, 8, 8).
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Iliriji.** Teuta je, dakle, ponudila Rimlja-
nima jednu vrstu garancije da im njene
trupe nece Ciniti nikakve nepravde,* i ja-
sno im dala do znanja da nije odgovorna
za gusarski napad na italske trgovce jer
nema zakonskih prava nad privatnim oso-
bama.*! Na osnovi toga moze se reci da je
povijesni lik Teuta postupila korektno, ali
ne i u skladu s rimskim ocekivanjima.*?
Izvjescée Diona Kasija podudara se s Poli-
bijevim po pitanju drzanja ilirske vladari-
ce (Dio. Cass. 12. fragm. 49, 1-7). On je
naveo da Teuta nije dala primjeren odgo-
vor rimskim poslanicima i da je pokazala
tipicnu Zensku prenagljenost i slabost po-
jacanu osje¢ajem moci zbog vlasti koju je
imala (Dio. Cass. 12, fragm. 49).

Poslanikov govor dijametralno je supro-
tan Teutinom odgovoru.* Njime je posla-
nik naglasio da su rimski obicaji praved-
niji od ilirskih. Naime, Rimljani imaju
odli¢an obicaj (kdAAioTov £€006) kojim dr-
zava kaznjava privatna zlodjela i pomaze
oStecenima, ¢ime se sprjecava nepravda
1 zloCin. Nasuprot tome postavio je za-
konska prava kraljeva (Bactiukd vopupa)
prema Ilirima, koja su loSa jer nekaZznja-
vanjem zlodjela podrzavaju i ohrabruju
nepravedne radnje.* Rije¢ima mladeg
poslanika Polibije je potvrdio svoje izne-

39 Za gusarenje kao priznat nadin stjecanja sred-
stava za zivot kod Ilira v. Badian 1952, 75; Wal-
bank 1970, 159; Ormerod 1997, 67, 169-173; de
Souza 1999, 76-78; Sasel Kos 2002, 140-141.

40 Walbank 1970, 159; Badian 1952, 75.

41 U privatnim osobama valja prepoznati lokalne
moc¢nike: Ormerod 1997, 169-176; Domi¢—Kunié¢
1993, 212; Bajri¢ 2009, 39-41.

2 Stipgevi¢ 1989, 41, bilj. 91; Bajri¢ 2009, 44.

+ ginev yap 611 ‘Popoiog pév, ® Tevta, kGAMGTOV
€0og éoti 10 Ko’ 16lov AdUCALLOTO KOWVT] LETouTopeDe-
oBon kot PonBeiv Toig adikovpévolg Telpacopedo o
Beod Povlopévov cdodpa. Kol ToYEMG AVAYKASHL GE
10 Pactukd vopo dopbocacton Tpog TAAwptodg
(Polyb.11, 8, 10-11).

4 Champion sugerira da je Polibije nastojao poka-
zati da su Iliri podredili zajednicko dobro privat-
nim zahtjevima, dok je kod Rimljana opce dobro
bilo iznad svega (Champion 2004, 112).

rulers.® The second part shows that the ju-
risdiction of public authorities was limited
to certain social structures. It most likely
presents a reflection of the socio-economic
conditions in Teuta’s Illyria.* Teuta, there-
fore, offered the Romans a sort of guarantee
that her troops would not do them any in-
justice ¥, and she clearly indicated that she
had not been responsible for the pirate attack
on the Italic merchants, because she had no
legal rights over privateers.*' On this basis,
we can say that the historical figure of Teuta
acted correctly, but not in accordance with
Roman expectations.” Dio Cassius’s report
coincides with Polybius’s in terms of the II-
lyrian queen’s manner (Dio. Cass. 12. fragm.
49, 1-7).

He states that Teuta did not give a respectful
reply to the Roman legates and showed a typ-
ical female temerity and weakness intensified
because of the power she possessed (Dio.
Cass. 12, fragm. 49). The envoy’s speech is
diametrically opposed to Teuta’s response.®
In his speech, he stresses that Roman customs
are fairer than Illyrian ones. In fact, the Ro-
mans have an admirable custom (kdAAioTov
£00¢) by which the government punishes pri-
vate crimes and helps the victims, thus pre-

38 On the organization of the Illyrian Kingdom,
see Holleaux 1954, 826-827; Hammond 1966,
239-253; Papazoglu 1967, 123-144; Wilkes 1969,
163, 189; Domi¢—Kuni¢ 1993, 210-212. On the
socio-economic conditions in Illyria, see Cabanes
2002, 105-131.

3 For piracy as a recognized way of earning a
livelihood for the Illyrians, see Badian 1952, 75;
Walbank 1970, 159; Ormerod 1997, 67, 169-173;
de Souza 1999, 76-78; Sasel Kos 2002, 140-141.
40 Walbank 1970, 159; Badian 1952, 75.

41 Privateers should be recognized as local power
holders: Ormerod 1997, 169-176; Domi¢—Kunié¢
1993, 212; Bajri¢ 2009, 39-41.

42 Stip&evié 1989, 41, n. 91; Bajri¢ 2009, 44.

+ glnev yap 611 Popaiog pév, d Tevta, kGAMGTOV
£00¢ €oTi o Kot 1diov AU LOTa KOWT HETOTopED-
eobon kol BonBeiv toig ddwovpévolg melpacdueda.
o Beod Povropévon chpddpa. Kol ToyEMG GvoryKaoot
o€ T0 Poctiucd vopo Stopfdcactor pog TAAvplong
(Polyb. 11, 8, 10-11).



A. BAJRIC: Tlirska vladarica Teuta i Iliri u Polibijevom odlomku o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji, VAMZ, 3. s., XLVI (2013) 41

sene navode o pljackaskom karakteru ilir-
skih aktivnosti na kopnu 1 moru 1 Teutinu
odgovornost za iste.

Arogantno drzanje i »sloboda« neprimje-
rena diplomatu mogli su biti prouzroceni i
pretpostavkom da se je odnosio prema ne-
kome manje vrijednim. Takvo ponasanje
rimskog poslanika moze se opisati gr¢-
kom rije¢ju 1 vmepndavia, u smislu kako
je istaknuo J. P. V. D. Balsdon »the higher
a Roman’s rank, the worse he suffered
from the disease which the Greeks called
hyperéphania, bossiness, arrogance, the
sense of innate superiority«.* Radi uspo-
redbe, pokazivanje rimske superiornosti
preko predstavnika u stranim zemljama,
uglavnom prema nosiocima kraljevske
vlasti, o¢igledno je u odnosu rimskih po-
slanika prema makedonskom kralju Fili-
pu V. isirijskom kralju Antiohu Epifanu.*

Sam sadrzaj poslanikova govora bio je
poucavanje o obicajima i zakonima ci-
viliziranog drustva u kojem do izrazaja
dolazi poimanje »drugog« i odrazava Po-
libijevu percepciju llira kao barbara.

U nastavku pripovijedanja, Polibije je
iznio Teutinu reakciju na poslanikove ri-
jeci. Naime, ona je Korunkanijevu otvo-
renost primila ljutito i nerazumno kao
zena, 1 toliko se razbjesnila da je zanema-
rila utvrdene ljudske zakone poslavsi lju-
de da ubiju poslanika koji joj se otvoreno
obratio (Polyb. 11, 8, 12). A ovaj Teutin
hybris prouzroCio je rimsku vojnu in-
tervenciju. Time je Polibije, prije svega,
istaknuo odgovornost ilirske vladarice za
rat s Rimljanima, ali i potvrdio svoj stav
da je u vodenju politi¢kih poslova prosu-
divala na Zenski nacin (Polyb. 11, 4, 8).

Polibije je ovdje vrlo jasno prikazao da
je rimski poslanik primjer rimskog slobo-
doumlja, a ilirska vladarica njegova su-
protnost. Jednakost (ionyopia) 1 sloboda

4 Balsdon 1979, 25-26, 170-171.
46 Balsdon 1979, 25-26; Bajri¢ 2009, 39.

venting injustice and crime. Conversely, he
set forth the legal rights of kings (Bactiikd
vouua) upon the Illyrians, which are poor,
given that their impunity supports atrocities
and encourages unfair actions.* Through the
words of the younger messenger, Polybius
confirms his statements on the aggressive
and predatory nature of Illyrian activities on
land and sea and Teuta’s responsibility for
the same. An arrogant posture and “freedom”
that is inappropriate to any diplomat may
have been caused by the assumption that one
treated someone as inferior. Such behaviour
of the Roman legate can be described by the
Greek word 7 vmepnoavia, in terms of how
J.P.V.D. Balsdon pointed out “the higher a
Roman’s rank, the worse he suffered from the
disease which the Greeks called hyperépha-
nia, bossiness, arrogance, the sense of innate
superiority.”* For comparison, the manifes-
tation of Roman superiority over representa-
tives in foreign countries, mainly to the hold-
ers of royal power, is apparently in relation
to the Roman legates sent to the Macedonian
King Philip V and the Syrian king Antiochus
Epiphanes.*®

The content of the envoy’s speech was to teach
about the customs and laws of a civilized soci-
ety in which the understanding of “otherness”
has come to the fore, and reflects Polybius’s
perception of the Illyrians as barbarians.

In the narrative that follows, Polybius pre-
sents Teuta’s reaction to the words of the
envoy. In fact, she receives Coruncanius’s
openness with anger and caprice as a woman,
and is so infuriated that she ignores the es-
tablished human laws by sending her people
to kill the legate who had openly addressed
her (Polyb. 11, 8, 12). This hybris of Teuta’s

44 Champion suggests that Polybius sought to pre-
sent the Illyrians as subjugating the common good
to the benefit of private claims, while the common
good was in first place for the Romans (Champion
2004, 112).

4 Balsdon 1979, 25-26, 170-171.

46 Balsdon 1979, 25-26; Bajri¢ 2009, 39.
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govora (mappnoia) bili su obiljezja prave
demokracije.*’” U ovom je kontekstu po-
larizacija Rimljani — Iliri na politicCkom
polju analogna konceptualnoj shemi Grei
— barbari, prema kojoj je grcko drustvo
demokratsko i1 ravnopravno, dok je bar-
barsko tiransko i hijerarhijsko.* Poput
Grka, Rimljani su predstavljeni kao ljubi-
telji slobode, zastitnici prava i zakona, a
[liri kao kontrast svim nacelima ljudsko-
sti 1 rimskim vrlinama.

Polibijeva konstrukcija dogadaja iz ilirske
proslosti proZeta je ocrnjivanjem rimskog
protivnika i stereotipiziranjem Ilira. To je
bio dio rimske politicke 1 vojne propagan-
de, usko povezan s konceptom pravednog
rata.* Odluka za rat protiv Teute bila je
donesena nakon ubojstva poslanika, ¢ime
je rat dobio moralno opravdanje i imao je
karakter legitimnog odgovora na ilirsko
nasilje 1 zlo¢in (Polyb. 11, 4, 8; Flor. 1,
21; Dio. Cass. 12. fragm. 49, 2-7).

47 Polyb. V1, 9, 4; Walbank 1970, 656-659;
Walbank 2002, 212-216.

8 Salmon 1986, 203-204; Hall 1989; Cartledge
1993, Nippel 2002, 278-310.

4 Rich 1976; Harris 1979, 165-175.

caused the Roman military intervention.
Thereby, Polybius primarily emphasized the
responsibility of the Illyrian queen for the
war with the Romans, but also reaffirmed his
view that her conduct of political affairs was
assessed in a woman’s way (Polyb. 11, 4, 8).

Polybius clearly illustrates here that the Ro-
man ambassador was an example of Roman
broadmindedness, and the Illyrian queen its
opposite. Equality (ionyopia) and freedom
of speech (mappnoin) were the characteris-
tics of true democracy.?’ In this context, the
polarization between the Romans and Illyr-
ians in the field of politics was analogous to
the conceptual scheme of Greeks—barbarians,
according to which Greek society was demo-
cratic and equal, while barbarian society was
tyrannical and hierarchical.*® Like the Greeks,
the Romans were presented as freedom lov-
ers, protectors of law, while the Illyrians were
presented as a contrast to all the principles of
humanity and Roman virtues.

Polybius’s construction of events from the Il-
lyrian past was imbued with denigrating Ro-
man opponents and stereotyping the Illyrians.
It was part of the Roman military and political
propaganda, closely linked to the concept of the
just war.* The decision to wage the war against
Teuta was made after the murder of the mes-
senger. The war thereby won moral justifi-
cation and had the character of a legitimate
response to the Illyrian violence and crime
(Polyb. 11, 4, 8; Flor. 1, 21; Dio. Cass. 12.
fragm. 49, 2-7).

47 Polyb. V1, 9, 4; Walbank 1970, 656-659;
Walbank 2002, 212-216.

48 Salmon 1986, 203-204; Hall 1989; Cartledge
1993; Nippel 2002, 278-310.

4 Rich 1976; Harris 1979, 165-175.
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Razlike izmedu rimskih i ilirskih
obicaja i zakona

U poglavlju gdje je prikazao rimsku di-
plomatsku misiju u Iliriji,® Polibije je
Ilire istaknuo sa dva elementa, to su
adwcio’! i mapavouia,’® ¢ime je sugerirao
da su ilirski obicaji i zakoni bili suprot-
ni opcepriznatim normama. Rije¢ aducio
koristio je u kontekstu ilirskog pohoda u
Epiru (Polyb. 11, 8, 4) 1 napada na italske
trgovce.” U oba primjera nastojao je po-
kazati karakter ilirskih aktivnosti. Cen-
tralno mjesto u ovim prikazima zauzima
sklonost pljacki, osobina koju je Polibi-
je Cesto koristio kao barbarsku znacajku
usko povezanu s pohlepom (mheovein).**

Prema Polibiju, pohodi u Elidi, Meseni-
ji 1 Epiru bili su pljackaski pothvati koje
je organizirala ilirska vladarica Teuta,
poslavsi flotu 1 trupe na more, 1 uputivsi
ih da svaku zemlju smatraju neprijatelj-
skom (Polyb. 11, 4, 9).% Upucene trupe
su kao prvi cilj odabrale Elidu i Meseniju

0y, bilj. 4.

51 Osnovno znalenje rijeéi je nepravda, krivnja,
uvreda, o$tecivanje. Njoj srodna rije¢ 10 ddknuo
oznacava: a) ucinjena nepravda, zloc€in, krivnja,
uvreda; b) nepravdom ste¢eno dobro. Champion
naglaSava da se kod Polibija pojavljuje vrlo Cesto
u raznim kontekstima, izmedu ostalog, ddwcia je
znacajka izrodenih Polibijevih drzavnih urede-
nja, redovno se pojavljuje i u prikazima barbara
(Champion 2004, 241-242).

52 TTapavopia je kod Polibija opéenito bezako-
nje, nezakonito postupanje, preziranje (zakona i
obicaja), zloCin, nepravda i opisuje ohlokraciju i
barbarsko ponasanje Gala, Ilira, Mamertina, kar-
taginskih najamnika, Etolaca (Champion 2004,
243-244 usp. Eckstein 1995, 121-122). Takoder,
mapd-vopog oznacava nezakonit, nedopustiv i
nepravedan cin, ali i bezbozan i kazneni kada se
odnosi na osobu.

53U vezi s ovim dogadajem, pojavljuje se tri puta
u diplomatskom razgovoru (Polyb. 11, 8, 6, 8 1 10).
3% Champion 2004, 242-243.

55 Prema Marjeti Sasel Kos pljacke na moru, kao
Sto je slucaj s ilirskim gusarenjem, bile su uvijek
organizirane na razini »drzave« i dio njene poli-
tike, te naCin stjecanja sredstava za zivot, sasvim
priznat od vladajuce elite (Sasel Kos 2002, 139).

Differences between Roman
and Illyrian customs and laws

In the chapter where he presents the Ro-
man diplomatic mission in Illyria®, Polybius
points out two elements regarding the Illyr-
ians: ddwio’! and nopavopia®, suggesting that
the Illyrian customs and laws were contrary to
generally accepted standards. The ddixio word
was used in the context of the Illyrian military
campaign in Epirus (Polyb. 11, 8, 4), and the
attack on the Italic merchants.> In both cases,
he tried to present the character of the Illyrian
activities. Central to these representations was
a propensity to plunder, which was a character-
istic Polybius often used as a barbaric feature
closely associated with greed (mheove&ia).>*

According to Polybius, the military campaigns
to Elis, Messenia and Epirus were predatory
ventures organized by the Illyrian queen, Teuta,
who sent her fleet and troops to sea, instructing
them to consider each country hostile (Polyb. 11,
4, 9).% The first target chosen by the instructed

¥ seen. 4.

5! The basic meaning of the word is injustice,
culpability, insult, damage. The similar word 70
Gdiknua means: a) committed injustice, crime,
injustice, insult, b) unjustly gained goods. Cham-
pion points out that Polybius, very often and in
various contexts, uses ddixio, which presents a
feature of Polybius’s invented government regu-
lation, and it regularly appears in depictions of
barbarians (Champion 2004, 241-242).

52 For Polybius, mopavopia presents general law-
lessness, illegal actions, contempt (of laws and
customs), crime and injustice, and it describes och-
locracy and the barbaric conduct of the Gauls, Il-
lyrians, Mamertines, Carthaginian mercenaries and
Actolians (Champion, 2004, 243-244, cf. Eckstein
1995, 121-122). Also, mapa-vouos means an illegal,
unacceptable and unfair act. It also means godless
and punishable when referring to a person.

33 In connection with this event, it appears three times in
the diplomatic talks (Polyb. 11, 8, 6, 8 and 10).

3% Champion 2004, 242-243.

55 In Marjeta Sadel Kos’s opinion, depredations at
sea, as is the case with the Illyrian pirates, were al-
ways organized at the state level and were part of
its policy, and the methods of acquisition of live-
lihood were fully recognized by the ruling elite
(Sagel Kos 2002, 139).



44 A. BAJRIC: Tlirska vladarica Teuta i Iliri u Polibijevom odlomku o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji, VAMZ, 3. s., XLVI (2013)

(Polyb. 11, 5, 1).5° Ovo podrucje opisao
je kao zemlje koje su Iliri i inace stalno
(Gel) pljackali.’” Kako bi predocio opseg i
jacinu pothvata usporedio ga je s ranijim
ilirskim aktivnostima: dotada Iliri su uvi-
jek neometano pljackali obalno podrucje
koje je bilo prirodno nezasti¢eno, no tada
su dosli do Fenike (Polyb. 11, 3); osvaja-
nje Fenike, najjaceg i najmocénijeg grada,
izazvalo je medu Helenima uzas 1 strah, i
nisu se vise plasili za prinose sa zemlje,
kao u ranijim vremenima, ve¢ za sebe
same i svoje gradove (Polyb. 11, 6, 8).%

Polibije je 1 Teutinom reakcijom na ste-
¢eni plijen iz Fenike sugerirao da pothvat
nije imao vojno-strateske ciljeve,”® nego
da je bio potaknut isklju¢ivo stjecanjem
plijena, ¢ija ju je veli¢ina i ljepota iznenadi-
la 1 dvostruko ohrabrila za daljnje pljacka-
nje Helena (Polyb. 11, 8, 4). Ovom kratkom
digresijom oslikao je Teutu kao pohlepnu
vladaricu ¢iji su vojni potezi bili motivirani
isklju¢ivo Zeljom za plijenom.®

Pljacka trgovaca koji su plovili iz Italije
drugo je mjesto u Polibijevoj naraciji gdje

3¢ Polyb. 11, 5, 1-2; Dell 1967, 352-353; Salmon
1986, 205-206; Sasel Kos 2002, 140.

57 Prema Dell-u (1967, 352, bilj. 34), »dei with
the imperfect form of the verb seems to connote
persistent action.«

58 Dell smatra da ovaj odlomak pokazuje da su Ili-
ri do 230. god. pr. Kr. bili zainteresirani za pljac-
kanje polja radi hrane i svega onoga §to su njiho-
ve lembi mogle prevoziti, gusarenje je bilo samo
jedan od nacina stjecanja prihoda za zivot i nije
imalo Sire razmjere. U vezi s time, gledanja na
ilirsko gusarenje kao endemsko zlo smatra kon-
strukcijom literarnih izvora. Gusarenje je eska-
liralo s porastom trgovine i posebno s usponom
Ardijejaca (Dell 1967, 356-358). Vidi i: Ormerod
1997, 67, 169-173; de Souza 1999, 76-78; Caba-
nes 2002, 140-142; Sasel Kos 2002, 139-140.

5 0 ilirskom ratovanju u Epiru v. Badian 1952,
73-75; Hammond 1968, 4-9; Gruen 1984, 359-
368; Sasel Kos 1986, 54-83; Wilkes 1995, 158-
159; Cabanes 2002, 142-144; Sasel Kos 2005,
252-267; Bajri¢ 2009, 41-43; Dzino 2010, 45-47.
60 Eckstein 1995, 72; Champion 2004, 242-243.

troops was Elis and Messenia (Polyb. 11, 5,
1).°® He described this area as countries that
were continually (del) looted by the Illyri-
ans.’” To demonstrate the scope and intensity
of this venture, he compared it with earlier
[llyrian activities: until then, the Illyrians had
always freely plundered the coastal area that
was naturally unsafe, and then they came to
Phoenice (Polyb. 11, 3); conquering Phoenice,
the strongest and most powerful city, caused
horror and fear among the Hellenes, and they
no longer feared for yields from the land, as
in earlier times, but for their own safety and
their cities (Polyb. 11, 6, 8).%¢

Polybius, according to Teuta’s reaction to
the spoils taken from Phoenice, suggested
that the venture had no military—strategic
goals®, but was driven specifically to gain
loot, whose size and beauty surprised Teuta
and encouraged her to further plunder the Hel-
lenes (Polyb. 11, 8, 4). With this brief digres-
sion, he depicts Teuta as a greedy ruler whose
military actions were motivated solely by the
desire for plunder.®

The pillage and rapine against the merchants
who sailed from Italy takes second place in Po-

56 Polyb. 11, 5, 1-2; Dell 1967, 352-353; Salmon
1986, 205-206; Sasel Kos 2002, 140.

57 According to Dell (1967, 352, n. 34), “dei with
the imperfect form of the verb seems to connote
persistent action.”

38 Dell believes that this passage shows that the II-
lyrians, until 230 B.C., were interested in looting the
fields for food and everything else they could carry
on their lembi. Piracy was just one way of earning
an income for life and did not have a wider scope.
In connection with this, he believes that regarding
the Illyrian piracy as an endemic evil is a construc-
tion of literary sources. Piracy had escalated with
the increase in trade; especially with the rise of the
Ardiaeans (Dell 1967, 356-358). See also: Ormerod
1997, 67, 169-173; de Souza 1999, 76-78; Cabanes
2002, 140-142; Sasel Kos 2002, 139-140.

59 On Illyrian warfare in Epirus see Badian 1952,
73-75; Hammond 1968, 4-9; Gruen 1984, 359-
368; Sasel Kos 1986, 54-83; Wilkes 1995, 158-
159; Cabanes 2002, 142-144; Sasel Kos 2005,
252-267; Bajri¢ 2009, 41-43; Dzino 2010, 45-47.
60 Eckstein 1995, 72; Champion 2004, 242-243.
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se adwkia pojavljuje kao znacajka Ilira.*!
Kao i u opisu pohoda na Elidu i Meseni-
ju, Polibije je 1 ovdje naglasio da su Iliri
1 ranije stalno pljackali trgovce koji su
plovili iz Italije.®* Time je sugerirao da su
ovi prijestupi bili kontinuirani, $to je kon-
tradiktorno njegovom navodu da je Teuta
bila ta koja je dopustila privatnim osoba-
ma da pljackaju brodove (Polyb. 11, 4, 8).

Prema Polibiju, nacini stjecanja dobitka bili
su u uskoj vezi s drustvenim obicajima i za-
konima. To se jasno vidi iz 6. knjige Histo-
rije, gdje je iznio da su obicaji 1 zakoni (£6n
kol vopoy) bili temelji svake drzave, da su
o njima ovisile njene osobenosti i uredenje,
kao 1 sam karakter ljudi (Polyb. V1,47, 1-2).
Primjenjujuéi ih na privatni i javni Zivot,
Polibije je prihvatljivim smatrao samo one
koji su ljude ¢inili postenim 1 skromnim, a
drzavu miroljubivom i pravednom (Polyb.
VI, 47, 3-4).% Kao primjer utjecaja losih
obi¢aja 1 zakona naveo je Krecane, koje je
smatrao najlazljivijim, a njihove drzavne
postupke najnepravednijim (Polyb. VI, 47,
5). Za njih je karakteristicna prljava zudnja
za dobitkom 1 pohlepa, jer nijedan nacin
stjecanja dobitka kod njih nije sramo-
tan (Polyb. V1, 46, 3). Walbank ukazuje
da su njihovi postupci bili proverbijalno
lo$i jo§ od Homerova vremena, kada su
bili gusari.* Gotovo prema istom obras-
cu istaknuo je 1 Kartazane (Polyb. V1, 56,
1-2) i Etolce (Polyb. 1X, 38, 6).°

61

ol 8" 'IMwptol kol Kot TOUG AvOTEP® UEV
POVOLG cLuVEX®G 18ikovY TOUG TAoilopévoug am’
‘Ttarog (Polyb. 11, 8, 1).

02V, i usp. Holleaux 1954, 822-827; Dell 1967,
353-354; Gruen 1984, 363-364; Wilkes 1995,
158; Ormerod 1997, 67, 169ss; de Souza 1999,
78-80; Cabanes 2002, 140-141; Walser 1954,
310-311; Sagel Kos 2002, 137-155; Sasel Kos
2005, 252ss.; Dzino 2010, 44-45, 49.

% Vige o ovome v. Eckstein 1995; Champion 2004.
%4 Walbank 1970, 733.

65 Kartazanima je to pripisao kako bi pokazao da
su rimski obi¢aji i zakoni o bogaéenju bolji od
njihovih, a Etolcima, kada je govorio o njihovim
pljackama na moru.

lybius’s narration where ddwcio appears as a
feature of the Illyrians.®' As in the descrip-
tion of the invasion of Elis and Messenia,
Polybius emphasizes here that the Illyrians,
much earlier, tended to raid merchants who
sailed from Italy.®> He thereby suggests that
these offenses were frequent and continuous,
which is contradictory to his allegation that
Teuta was the one who allowed privateers to
loot the ships (Polyb. 11, 4, 8).

According to Polybius, ways of earning income
were closely related to social customs and laws.
This is evident from Book VI of the Histories,
where he states that customs and laws (£6n kol
vopuor) were the foundations of every state, and
that the characteristics of a state and its regu-
lation were dependent on them, as well as the
character of its people (Polyb. VI, 47, 1-2).
Applying them to private and public life, Poly-
bius considered acceptable only those customs
that made people honest and humble, and the
country peaceful and just (Polyb. V1,47, 3-4).%
As an example of the impact of bad customs
and laws he cites the Cretans, whom he con-
sidered treacherous, and their government ac-
tions most unjust (Polyb. V1, 47, 5). They are
characterized as having dirty lust for profit and
greed, since no method of earning income was
shameful for them (Polyb. VI, 46, 3). Walbank
suggests that their actions had been initially bad
since Homer’s time, when they were pirates.*
Polybius mentions Carthaginians (Polyb. VI,
56, 1-2) and Aetolians (Polyb. IX, 38, 6)% using
almost the same pattern.

1 ot §" TAlpiol kol xatd TOUG Avotépm pév

xpOVOLG cLVEXRC 1)diKovY TOVg mAoilopévoug G’
TtaAiag (Polyb. 11, 8, 1).

2 See and cf. Holleaux 1954, 822-827; Dell 1967,
353-354; Gruen 1984, 363-364; Wilkes 1995, 158;
Ormerod 1997, 67, 1691f; de Souza 1999, 78-80;
Cabanes 2002, 140-141; Walser 1954, 310-311;
Sagel Kos 2002, 137-155; Sasel Kos 2005, 252ff;
Dzino 2010, 44-45, 49.

% For more on this, see Eckstein 1995; Champion 2004.
% Walbank 1970, 733.

%5 He attributed this to the Carthaginians in order to
demonstrate that Roman customs and laws on enrich-
ment were better. He did the same with the Aetolians
when he spoke of their pirate sea looting adventures.
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Pljackanje na moru i kopnu, kod Tukidi-
da prizivalo je stari helenski nacin Zivota
koji je bio slican barbarskom.% Smatra-
mo zgodnim usporediti Tukididovo i Po-
libijevo videnje istih pojava u razli¢itom
vremenu. [z Tukididova opisa nazire se
da je ove aktivnosti smatrao kao sasvim
normalne pojave u svoje vrijeme. Prema
Tukididu, gusarenje su vodili najmo¢niji
ljudi zbog svoje koristi i prehrane slabih;
napadali su 1 plijenili neutvrdene 1 poput
sela nastanjene gradove 1 od toga Zivjeli
najveci dio zivota. Taj im posao nije do-
nosio sramote nego, Stovise, 1 neku cCast.
To se ocituje joS i sada kod nekih ko-
pnenih stanovnika, kojima je dika, da to
vjesto rade. I na kopnu su plijenili jedni
druge. I dosad se veliki dio Helade rav-
na po starom obicaju, kao kod ozolskih
Lokrana, Etolaca, Akarnanaca 1 onih na
tom dijelu kopna (Thuc. 1, 5). Za razliku
od njega, Polibije ih je percipirao kao ne-
dostojne, sramotne i1 nepravedne radnje,
Sto se jasno nazire iz njegovih opisa Ilira
i Etolaca.®’

Drugi element kojim je Polibije konstrui-
rao ilirski identitet je mapovopia. Time je
Ilirima imputirao sklonost nasilju. Ilirsku
vladaricu Teutu optuzio je za ubojstvo
rimskog poslanika (Polyb. 11, 8, 13). Dok
ga je u prikazu 1. ilirskog rata neposred-

% Thuc. 1, 5; Cabanes 2002, 142.

67 Etolce i Ilire u mnogo ¢emu je prikazao prema
identi¢cnom modelu:

- Etolci stalno vode razbojnicki zivot u kome nemaju
prijatelja, ve¢ svakog drze za neprijatelja (Polyb. 1V,
3, 1) usp. s Teutom koja je poslala trupe uputivsi ih
da svaku zemlju smatraju neprijateljskom (Polyb. 11,
4,9);

- stari obicaj ih je vodio u pljackanje Peloponeza
(Polyb. 1V, 3, 3). Dok su bili slobodni da otimaju i
pljackaju Helene, Zivjeli su na njihov racun i svaku
zemlju smatrali neprijateljskom (Polyb. XXX, 11, 2)
usp. s opisom llira koji stalno pljackaju Elidu i Me-
seniju (Polyb. 11, 5, 1);

- Etolci su stekli naviku da Zive od gusarenja i sli¢nih
nezakonitih radnji (Polyb. XXX, 11, 1) usp. s opisom
ilirskih napada na trgovce (Polyb. 11, 8, 1).

For Thucydides, looting at sea and on land
evoked the old Hellenic way of life that was
similar to barbarians.®® It is opportune to
compare Thucydides’s and Polybius’s views
of the same phenomenon at different times.
From Thucydides’s description of the loot-
ing, he regarded these activities as quite nor-
mal at the time. According to Thucydides,
piracy was led by the most powerful people
for their own gain and to feed the poor; they
attacked and plundered unfortified and vil-
lage-like inhabited cities, and lived that way
most of their lives. These activities did not
bring them shame, but honour. Even today,
this is made evident by some inland residents
that are proud to perform these activities skil-
fully. They also attacked and plundered each
other on the mainland. A large part of Hellas
had been, until then, in compliance with the
old customs of the Ozolian Locrians, Aeto-
lians, Acarnanians, and other inhabitants in
that part of the land (Thuc. 1, 5). Unlike him,
Polybius perceived those customs as dishon-
est, shameful and unfair actions, which can
be clearly discerned from his description of
the Illyrians and Aetolians.®’

Another element which Polybius used to
construct Illyrian identity was mapavopio. He
thereby imputed to the Illyrians a propensity
for violence. He accused Teuta, the Illyrian

% Thuc. 1, 5; Cabanes 2002, 142.

7 In many ways, he presented the Aetolians and
Illyrians in accordance with an identical model:

- The Aetolians permanently lead a predatory way
of life where there are no friends, but each is held
as an enemy (Polyb. 1V, 3, 1), cf. with Teuta, who
sent her troops instructing them to consider each
country hostile (Polyb. 11, 4, 9);

- Old customs led them to plunder the Pelopon-
nese (Polyb. 1V, 3, 3). While they were free to rob
and plunder the Hellenes, they lived at their ex-
pense and considered each country hostile (Polyb.
XXX, 11, 2), cf. the description of the Illyrians
who repeatedly sacked Elis and Messene (Polyb.
1, 5, 1);

- The Aetolians acquired the habit of living off
piracy and related illegal activities (Polyb. XXX,
11, 1), cf. the description of the Illyrian attack on
the merchants (Polyb. 11, 8, 1).
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no pripisao Ilirima, naglaSavaju¢i da su
se Kerkirani stavili pod rimsku zastitu
jer su smatrali da ¢e im u buducnosti to
biti jedina garancija protiv ilirskog nasilja
(Polyb. 11, 11, 5). Sklonost nasilju 1 zlo¢i-
nu kod Polibija mozZe se tumaciti na dva
nacina, kao osobina koja je bila svojstve-
na barbarima 1 kao tipi¢an element koji je
potjecao iz barbarskih obicaja i zakona.
U oba primjera rije¢ je o kulturnim ste-
reotipima kojima su podlijegali uglav-
nom svi narodi koji su prema rimskom
konceptu spadali u kategoriju barbarskog
»drugog«.%®

Sa stajaliSta medunarodnog prava (ius
gentium), napad na trgovce 1 ubojstvo
poslanika smatralo se krSenjem opcepri-
znatth normi. Norme opc¢enarodnog pra-
va izgraduju se, u skladu sa zahtjevima
vremena, na temelju op¢ih obicaja medu-
narodnog trgovackog prometa, iz pravnih
institucija drugih naroda i samog rimskog
gradanskog prava. Zakon o pravu i sve-
tosti poslanika (ius et sacra legationis)
takoder je bio dio medunarodnog prava.
Tim je zakonom i obi¢ajem poslanikova
osoba bila zaSti¢ena, a bilo kakva povre-
da poslanikove li¢nosti vrijedila je kao
zlo¢in 1 neprijateljski akt protiv drzave i
bogova koje je zastupao.®

Polibijevi Iliri i njihova vladarica kao
uzurpatori opcenarodnog prava bili su
stalna prijetnja civiliziranom drustvu.
Takwvu sliku o Ilirima Polibije je pojacao
opisom reakcije Grka na dolazak Rimlja-
na. Kerkirani su im se obradovali, vidjev-
§1 u njima zaStitnika od ilirskog nasilja
(Polyb. 11, 11, 5). U istom kontekstu valja
promatrati i postupke Apolonije, Epida-
mna 1 Ise koji su se takoder stavili pod
rimsku zastitu (Polyb. 11, 11, 8-12). Pri-
V. Dauge 1981. gdje je autor dao iscrpnu
analizu o razli¢itim narodima koje je anticka
historiografija percipirala kao barbare; Eckstein
1995, 118-160; Champion 2004, 243-244.

% O statusu poslanika u medunarodnom pravu
starog vijeka v. Bederman 2001.

queen, of killing a Roman legate (Polyb. 11,
8, 13). Having ascribed the first Illyrian war
to the Illyrians, he pointed out that the Cor-
cyreans were put under Roman protection
because they thought the Romans would in
future be the only guarantee against Illyrian
violence (Polyb. 11, 11, 5). This propensity for
violence and crime in Polybius’s descriptions
can be interpreted in two ways: as a feature
that was inherent to barbarians, and as a typi-
cal element that came from barbaric customs
and laws. In both cases, we are dealing with
cultural stereotypes that were mostly associ-
ated with all the peoples who belonged to the
Roman concept of the category of barbaric
“otherness”.%

From the standpoint of international law (ius
gentium), the attack on the merchants and
murder of the legate was considered a vio-
lation of universally recognized norms. The
norms of international law were developed,
in accordance with the requirements of the
time, on the basis of the general practices of
international commercial transportation, le-
gal institutions of other nations, and Roman
civil law itself. The Law on the Rights and
Sanctity of Legates (ius et sacra legationis)
was also part of international law. This law
and custom protected the personality of a
messenger, and any violation of the mes-
senger’s personality was a crime and hostile
act against the state and the gods he repre-
sented.® Polybius’s Illyrians and their queen
as the usurpers of nation-wide rights were a
constant threat to civilized society. Polybius
heightened such a picture of the Illyrians, de-
scribing Greek reactions to the arrival of the
Romans. The Corcyreans were glad that the
Romans had arrived and saw them as protec-
tors against Illyrian violence (Polyb. 11, 11,
5). In this context, we should also observe the

% See Dauge 1981, where the author gives a de-
tailed analysis of the various nations that ancient
historiography perceived as barbarians; Eckstein
1995, 118-160; Champion 2004, 243-244.

% On the status of delegates in the international
law of the ancient world, see Bederman 2001.
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kaz prvog rimskog vojevanja protiv Ilira
zavrSio je konstatacijom da su Rimljani
oslobodili Helene velikog straha, jer Ili-
ri tada nisu bili neprijatelji samo nekima,
ve¢ svima zajedno (Polyb. 11, 12, 5-6).

Polibije je razliku izmedu Ilira 1 Rimlja-
na podcrtao suprotnos¢u izmedu njiho-
vih obi¢aja 1 zakona, definirajudi ilirske
radnje kao nepravedne i nezakonite,” u
velikoj mjeri kao sramotne u kontekstu
nacina stjecanja dobitka. Suprotno tome,
rimski postupci koji su potjecali iz njiho-
vih obicaja 1 zakona, bili su pravedni i u
skladu s opcepriznatim civiliziranim nor-
mama. Na taj je nain kreirao sliku o Ri-
mljanima kao dostojnim zastitnicima Grka.
Rimljani su provodili zakon i pravo, dok su
Iliri ¢inili nezakonite radnje 1 nasilje.

Karakterizacije ilirske vladarice Teute

Polibijev prikaz 1. ilirskog rata ispunjen
je izravnim karakterizacijama ilirske vla-
darice Teute koje se uglavnom iznose u
kratkim digresijama. Takve digresije Po-
libije je napravio na nekoliko mjesta kako
bi objasnio razloge njenih vojnih 1 poli-
tickih poteza. U njima je iznio osim ka-
raktera 1 neka Teutina emocionalna stanja
1 nacin razmisljanja. Poput iznosenja go-
vora, 1 ovaj dio Polibijeve naracije moze
se smatrati subjektivnim, pristranim i ten-
dencioznim. Na pocetku opisa njene vla-
davine, prikazuju¢i smjenu na ilirskom
prijestolju, u kratkoj digresiji istaknuo je
da je Teuta prosudujuéi na Zenski nacin,
to jest imaju¢i na umu samo Agronovu
pobjedu kod Mediona, dopustila onima
koji plove za svoj racun da pljackaju
brodove na koje naidu 1 uputila trupe u

0 Polyb. 11, 5, 1-2; 11, 8, 1-4; Ormerod 1997, 67,
169-189; Bederman 2001, 125; Sagel Kos 2002,
137-155.

actions of Apollonia, Epidamnus and Issa,
which also put themselves under Roman pro-
tection (Polyb. 11, 11, 8-12). The presentation
of the first Roman warfare against the Illyr-
ians ends with the statement that the Romans
had liberated the people of Hellas from great
fear, because the Illyrians, at the time, were
enemies not to some people, but to all of
them (Polyb. 11, 12, 5-6).

Polybius underlined the difference between
the Illyrians and Romans using a contradic-
tion between their customs and laws, thus
defining Illyrian actions as unjust and ille-
gal™, largely as shameful in the context of
their methods to acquire gains. By contrast,
the Roman actions originating from their cus-
toms and laws were fair and in accordance
with universally civilized and recognized
norms. In this way, he created an image of the
Romans as worthy guardians of the Greeks.
The Romans practised the law, while the II-
lyrians did unlawful acts and violence.

Characterization of the Illyrian queenTeuta

Polybius’s representation of the First Illyr-
ian War is filled with random characteriza-
tions of the Illyrian queen, Teuta, mostly
reduced to brief digressions. Polybius makes
such digressions in several places in order to
explain the reasons for her military and po-
litical moves. Besides her character, he also
presents some of Teuta’s emotional states
and her way of thinking. Like the presenta-
tion speech, this part of Polybius’s narration
can also be considered subjective, partial and
tendentious. At the beginning of the descrip-
tion of her reign, showing the shift in the II-
lyrian throne, in a brief digression, he notes
that Teuta, judging in a woman’s way, that is,
keeping in mind only Agron’s victory at Me-
dion, had permitted those who sailed as pri-
vate persons to loot ships they encountered,

0 Polyb. 11, 5, 1-2; 11, 8, 1-4; Ormerod 1997, 67,
169-189; Bederman 2001, 125; Sasel Kos 2002,
137-155.
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grcke oblasti (Polyb. 11, 4, 8-9).”" Kako
bi objasnio njen odnos prema podanici-
ma 1 prema Helenima, Polibije je ilirskoj
vladarici pripisao kratkovidnost tipic-
nu za zZenski spol, rijeCima ypouévn 0
hoyopoig yovaikeiog (Polyb. 11, 4, 8). Za
shodno opravdanje ovakvog stava uzeo je
primjerenim usporediti njene vojno—poli-
ticke poteze s onim kralja Agrona. Prvim
navodom nesumnjivo joj je imputirao kri-
vicu za nasilje nad trgovcima (Polyb. 11,
8, 1). Dok je drugim nastojao pokazati da
je ilirska vladarica poslala trupe na more,
uputivsi ih da svaku zemlju smatraju ne-
prijateljskom (Polyb. 11, 4, 9).

Polibijeva ocjena Teutinih politi¢kih po-
teza kao nepromisljenih i kratkovidnih
kontradiktorna je njegovom prikazu ilir-
skog rata u Epiru, ¢iji su rezultati bili
osvajanje Fenike, tada najjaceg i najmoc-
nijeg grada u Epiru, sklapanje saveza iz-
medu llira s jedne i Epiraca i Akarnanaca
s druge strane, u ¢emu se moZe vidjeti
Sirenje ilirskog utjecaja i mo¢i na ova po-
dru¢ja (Polyb. 5, 1-8; 6, 1-11).”> Moze se
pretpostaviti da se povijesni lik Teuta u
vodenju pojedinacnih poslova oslanjala
na pomo¢ povjerljivih prijatelja. Polibije
je to spomenuo na pocetku prikaza njene
vladavine (Polyb. 11, 4, 7). Medutim, on
se u nastavku nije viSe osvrnuo na ovu in-
stituciju i njen moguci utjecaj na ilirsku

"I Polibijev prikaz podetka Teutine vladavine
omogucava videnje Teute u odnosu prema Agro-
nu (Polyb. 11, 4, 7-8). Usporedujuci njihovu poli-
tiku on je istaknuo da je Teuta dopustila privatnim
osobama gusarenje, §to bi u danom kontekstu mo-
glo implicirati da je kralj Agron to bio zabranio
(vise v. Bajri¢ 2009, 39-43).

72 Prema ugovoru o savezu, Iliri su od Akarnanaca
primili sedam ratnih brodova i izvojevali pobjedu
nad Ahejcima u pomorskoj bici kod Paksa (Polyb.
II, 10, 1-9). V. Badian 1952, 73-75; Hammond
1968, 4-9; Gruen 1984, 359-368; Sasel Kos 1986,
54-83; Wilkes 1995, 158-159; Cabanes 2002,
142-144; Sasel Kos 2005, 252-267; Bajri¢ 2009,
41-43; Dzino 2010, 45-47.

and sent her troops into Greek areas (Polyb.
I1, 4, 8-9).7! In order to explain her relation-
ship towards her subjects and the Hellenes,
Polybius attributes short-sightedness, typical
of the female sex, to the Illyrian queen using
the following words: ypopévn 6& Aoylopoig
yovaukeiolg (Polyb. 11, 4, 8). In order to prop-
erly justify this attitude, he found it appropri-
ate to compare her military-political moves
with those of King Agron. The first allega-
tion was undoubtedly an insinuating blaming
of her for the violence against the merchants
(Polyb. 11, 8, 1). The second allegation he
makes is to present the Illyrian queen as hav-
ing sent her troops to sea, instructing them to
consider each country hostile (Polyb. 11, 4, 9).

Polybius’s assessment of Teuta’s political
moves as hasty and short-sighted is con-
tradictory to his description of the Illyrian
war in Epirus, which led to the conquest of
Phoenice, the strongest and most powerful
city in Epirus, and the forming of an alliance
between the Illyrians, on one hand, and the
Epirots and Acarnanians on the other. This
can be seen as spreading Illyrian influence
and power in these areas (Polyb. 5, 1-8; 6,
1-11). It can be assumed that the historical
figure of Teuta, in the conduct of some in-
dividual affairs, relied on the help of trusted
friends. Polybius mentions it at the begin-
ning of his description of her rule (Polyb. 11,
4, 7). However, in his following narrative he

" Polybius’s representation of the beginning of
Teuta’s rule allows us to see Teuta in relation
to Agron (Polyb. 11, 4, 7-8). In comparing their
politics, he notes that Teuta permitted private in-
dividuals to perform piracy, which, in the given
context, may imply that King Agron had banned
it. (For more, see Bajri¢ 2009, 39-43).

2 According to the contract of alliance, the Illyr-
ians accepted seven warships from the Acarnani-
ans, and thereby scored a victory over the Achae-
ans in the battle of Paxi (Polyb. 11, 10, 1-9). See
Badian 1952, 73-75; Hammond 1968, 4-9; Gruen
1984, 359-368; Sasel Kos 1986, 54-83; Wilkes
1995, 158-159; Cabanes 2002, 142-144; Sasel
Kos 2005, 252-267; Bajri¢ 2009, 41-43; Dzino
2010, 45-47.
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vladaricu.” Institucija prijatelja, ¢@iiot,
postojala je na dvoru helenskih vladara 1
imala je veliki znacaj u kreiranju vladar-
ske politike.

Takoder, kratkom digresijom opisao je
Teutino oduSevljenje velicinom 1 ljepo-
tom plijena iz Fenike (Polyb. 11, 8, 4),
kako bi objasnio razloge njenih pohoda
na Isu, Kerkiru i Epidamno (Polyb. 11, 8,
5;9,1-2).

Polibije je iznio izravne biljeske karakte-
rizacije Teute koje su bile determinirane
Zenskim osobinama 1 u odlomku o rim-
skom poslanstvu. Istaknuo ju je snaznim
emocijama. Opisujuci njenu reakciju na
govor mladog poslanika Korunkanija,
iznio je da je Teuta njegove rije¢i primila
»ljutito i nerazumno kao zena«.”* Vodena
ovim osobinama pocinila je hybris, nare-
divsi da se ubije poslanik koji joj se otvo-
reno obratio (Polyb. 11, 8, 12). Pouzdano
je, da ovakva slika ilirske vladarice dje-
lomi¢no odrazava stavove helenisticke
povijesne tradicije, koja je stvorila jedan
stanovit model anticke zene koju karakte-
riziraju slabost, nedostatak razuma, stra-
stvenost i tastina.”

Polibije je Teutinu pripadnost Zenskom
spolu naglasio i kada je prikazivao kako
su Rimljani prihvatili vijest o ubojstvu
poslanika, isti¢u¢i da je Rimljane razbje-
snio zlo¢in koji je ta zena pocCinila (Polyb.
11, 8, 13).

Dion Kasije (12. fragm. 49, 2-7) 1 Flor (1,
21) prihvatili su rimsku verziju dogada-
ja, pronalaze¢i razlog rata u postupcima
ilirske vladarice. Kod Flora postoje goto-
vo istovjetne konstrukcije, $to je oCito u

73 Radi usporedbe, instituciju »kraljevi prijatelji«
spomenuo je i Tit Livije u prikazu Gencijeve vla-
davine. Prema Liviju, ilirski kralj Gencije ubio je
brata Platora i svoja dva prijatelja, Etrita i Epika-
da, da bi §to sigurnije vladao (Liv. 44. 30, 2-4).

4 Polyb. 11; 8, 12; Eckstein 1995, 154-155;
Champion 2004, 112-113.

75 Walbank 1970, 156; Sasel Kos 1986, 81.

no longer refers to this institution and its pos-
sible influence on the Illyrian queen.” The
institution of friends, @ilwt, is found in the
courts of Hellenic rulers and played a big role
in creating royal policy.

Also, in his short digression he describes
Teuta’s enthusiasm at the sight of the size and
beauty of the booty from Phoenice (Polyb. 11,
8, 4) in order to explain the reasons for her
military campaigns to Issa, Corcyra and Epi-
damnus (Polyb. 11, 8, 5, 9, 1-2).

Polybius presents direct notes on the charac-
terization of Teuta, which were determined
by female characteristics, even in the section
on the Roman mission. He emphasizes her
strong emotions. Describing her reaction to
the speech of the young legate Coruncanius,
he states that Teuta had received his words
“with anger and caprice, as a woman.””
Guided by these properties, she committed
hybris and ordered the killing of the mes-
senger who had openly addressed her (Polyb.
I1, 8, 12). What is for sure is that this image
of the Illyrian queen partly reflects the views
of Hellenistic historical tradition, which has
created a certain model of an ancient woman,
characterized by weakness and lack of rea-
son, full of passion and vanity.”

Polybius emphasizes Teuta’s affiliation to
femininity when describing how the Romans
accepted the news of the murder of the mes-
senger, and points out that the Romans were
infuriated by the crime this woman had com-
mitted (Polyb. 11, 8, 13).

Dio Cassius (12. fragm. 49, 2-7) and Florus
(1, 21) accept the Roman version of events,
finding the reason for the war in the actions of
the Illyrian queen. Florus comprises almost

3 For comparison, the institution of “the king’s
friends” was mentioned by Livy in his descrip-
tion of Gentius’s rule. According to Livy, the II-
lyrian king Gentius killed his brother Plator and
two friends of his, Ettritus and Epicadus, for the
greater security of his reign (Liv. 44. 30, 2-4).

" Polyb. 11; 8, 12; Eckstein 1995, 154-155;
Champion 2004, 112-113.

7S Walbank 1970, 156; Sagel Kos 1986, 81.
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njegovom stavu da je ubojstvo poslanika
bio zlo¢in koji su Iliri po€inili, a poCinje-
ni zloCin je tim veci 1 stravicniji jer ga je
naredila zena (Flor. 1, 21). Dion Kasije
iznio je izravne karakterizacije u kojima
je mnaglasio njenu pripadnost Zenskom
spolu (Dio. Cass. 12, fragm. 49, 2-7).
Poput Polibija, Dion je doti€ne osobine
istaknuo u vezi s njenim vojno—politic-
kim postupcima, najprije u opisu smjene
na ilirskom prijestolju (Tevta &€ 1) yovi)
avtod, puntpuld 6¢ tod Ilivvov, gkpdret
v Apdunimv) 1 dva puta u epizodi s rim-
skim poslanicima (gdje je dodana i opaska
koja se tice generalno zenskog roda). Po-
sredne karakterizacije (kod Zonare nepo-
sredne) mogu se izluciti iz prikaza rimske
vojne i odnosa prema Demetriju Farskom.
Prema Dionu Kasiju ona je pokazala Zen-
sku slabost 1 prenagljenost (Dio. Cass.
12. fragm. 49, 2-7). Kao uzrok krSenja
svetosti poslanstva Dion Kasije je naveo
Teutinu tipicnu zensku naglost, §to se u
ovom kontekstu, prije svega, treba shva-
titi kao nerazuman 1 nagonski potez. Pri-
pisao joj je slabost tipi¢nu za Zenski spol,
zensku prenagljenost i tastinu koja ometa
rasudivanje zbog osje¢aja nadmoci zaradi
vlasti koju je posjedovala (Dio. Cass. 12.
fragm. 49, 2-7). Dionov navod o Teutinoj
politici podsje¢a na onaj Polibijev da je
ilirska vladarica imala isklju¢ivo na umu
Agronovu pobjedu nad Etolcima (Polyb.
I1, 4, 8-9). U nastavku, Dion je bio joS oS-
triji kada je karakterizirao Teutu rije€ima
da je u kratkom vremenu pokazala slabost
zenskog spola, koji brzo plane zbog po-
manjkanja prosudivanja i brzo je se pre-
strasila zbog kukavicluka (Dio. Cass. 12.
fragm. 49, 2-7). Takav stav iznio je kada
je prikazivao njen odnos prema Rimu, na-
kon napada na poslanstvo 1 vijesti da su
Rimljani glasali za rat protiv nje. Apijan
Aleksandrijski, ¢iji se prikaz 1. ilirskog
rata razlikuje od gore navedenih, Teutu
je prikazao u sasvim drugom svjetlu. Ilir-
ska vladarica, poslala je izaslanike u Rim

1dentical structure, which is evident in his at-
titude that the murder of the ambassador was
a crime committed by the Illyrians, which
was far greater and terrifying, for it was or-
dered by a woman (Flor. 1, 21). Dio Cassius
presents direct characterization which em-
phasizes her affiliation with femininity (Dio.
Cass. 12, fragm. 49, 2-7). Like Polybius, Dio
points out these specific characteristics in
connection with her military-political actions,
once when describing the shift in the Illyr-
ian throne (Tevta 6¢ 1| yovn avTOD, UnTPLIL
6¢ 1o¥ Ilivvov, ékpdatel TV Apduwiwv), and
twice in the episode with the Roman legates
(where a remark on womanhood was added).
Indirect characterization (for Zonaras it is
direct) can be extracted from the description
of the Roman military and the relationship
towards Demetrius of Pharos. According to
Dio Cassius, she showed feminine weakness
and temerity (Dio. Cass. 12. fragm. 49, 2-7).
As the cause of violating the holiness of the
mission, Dio Cassius cites Teuta’s typical
feminine impetuosity, which, in this context,
should be seen as an irrational and instinc-
tive move. He attributes her with weakness
that was typically female, feminine temerity
and vanity that interferes with sound judg-
ment because of the sense of superiority due
to the power she possessed (Dio. Cass. 12.
fragm. 49, 2-7). Dio’s allegation on Teuta’s
policy resembles that of Polybius, that is, the
[llyrian queen had in mind only Agron’s vic-
tory over the Aetolians (Polyb. 11, 4, 8-9). In
addition, Dio is even sharper when he charac-
terizes Teuta by saying that, in a short period
of time, she manifested the weakness of a
woman, who quickly became furious due to a
lack of judgment and quickly became fright-
ened out of cowardice (Dio. Cass. 12. fragm.
49, 2-7). He expresses this attitude when de-
scribing her relationship towards Rome, after
the attack on the envoys and the news that
the Romans had voted for the war against her.
Appian of Alexandria, whose representation
of the First Illyrian War differs from those
aforementioned, presents Teuta in a com-
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kako bi im predala zarobljenike i dezer-
tere. Molila je 1 oprost za ono §to je uci-
njeno ne za njene, nego Agronove vlada-
vine (App. Illyr. 7). Apijanova Teuta bila
je savjesna i oStroumna vladarica, svjesna
posljedica 1 moguceg rata s Rimljanima,
te je diplomatskim putem pokusala uredi-
ti odnose s Rimom.

Uskladena izvjeS¢a Polibija, Flora 1 Di-
ona Kasija istovjetna su po pitanju ka-
rakterizacije Teute, i ona je predstavljena
kao loSa 1 nesposobna vladarica, jer je
bila Zena. Klju¢no je re¢i da oni nisu bili
zainteresirani za dublju analizu prilika u
Iliriji za vrijeme Teutine vladavine i da su
njihovi prikazi bili jedna vrsta opravdanja
prve rimske vojne intervencije na istoc¢-
noj obali Jadranskog mora, ali i prilika da
se Rimljani istaknu 1 prikazu kao dostojni
zaStitnici Grka.

Osobine ilirske kraljice u potpunom su
kontrastu s osobinama dobrog drzavni-
ka, Aratom, kojeg je Polibije u Cetvrtoj
knjizi istaknuo kao savrSenog drzavnika
1 uzora svakome tko se bavi politikom
(Polyb. 1V, 8, 1-12). To su bile i osobi-
ne vladara koji nije upravljao razumom,
nego strahom i nasiljem. Po principima
koje je Polibije postavio u Sestoj knjizi
Historije (Polyb. V1, 4), Teutina bi se
vladavina mogla okarakterizirati kao ti-
ranska. U vezi s tim, stari su pisci iznijeli
poteze Demetrija Farskog, ¢ime su zelje-
li pokazati njezin odnos prema podani-
cima (Polyb. 11, 11, 2-5; Dio. Cass. 12,
fragm. 49, 1-7; 12, Zon. 8, 19, 3-7). Pre-
ma Polibiju, Demetrije Farski bojao se
Teute pa je Rimljanima predao Kerkiru
1 presao na njihovu stranu (Polyb. 11, 11,
2-5). U diskursu kojim je Zonara prenio
Dionovo kazivanje, takoder se osuduje
Teutino loSe 1 nerazumno vladanje, pro-
uzroceno zenskom nestabilnoscu, §to je
dovelo do dezerterstva njenih podanika
na ¢elu s Demetrijem Farskim i potpu-

pletely different light. The Illyrian queen sent
her envoy to Rome in order to return the pris-
oners and deserters. She also prayed for for-
giveness for what had been done only during
Agron’s reign, but not hers (App. Illyr. 7). Ap-
pian’s Teuta was a conscientious and shrewd
ruler, aware of the consequences and possible
war with the Romans, who tried to settle the
relationship with Rome through diplomacy.

The adjusted reports of Polybius, Florus and
Dio Cassius are identical in terms of their
characterization of Teuta, who is presented
as a poor and incompetent ruler, because she
was a woman. It is important to say that they
were not interested in any deeper analysis of
the situation in Illyria during Teuta’s reign.
Their views were a kind of justification of
the first Roman military intervention on the
eastern coast of the Adriatic Sea, and also an
opportunity to highlight and present the Ro-
mans as worthy protectors of the Greeks.

The characteristics of the Illyrian queen are
in complete contrast to the characteristics of
the good statesman Aratus of Sicyon, whom
Polybius mentioned in his Book IV as a per-
fect statesman and role model for anyone
who was involved in politics (Polyb. 1V, 8,
1-12). These are the characteristics of a ruler
who is not driven by reason, but by fear and
violence. According to the principles that Po-
lybius sets forth in Book VI of his Histories
(Polyb. V1, 4), Teuta’s reign could be charac-
terized as tyrannical. In this regard, the an-
cient writers showcased the moves of Dem-
etrius of Pharos in order to present her rela-
tionship towards her subjects (Polyb. 11, 11,
2-5; Dio. Cass. 12, fragm. 49, 1-7; 12, Zon.
8, 19, 3-7). According to Polybius, Demetrius
of Pharos was afraid of Teuta, so he handed
Corcyra to the Romans and crossed over to
their side (Polyb. 11, 11, 2-5). The discourse
by which Zonaras presents Dio’s narratives
also condemns Teuta’s bad and unreasonable
behaviour, caused by woman’s instability,
which led to the desertion of her subjects, led
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nog poraza u ratu protiv Rimljana (Dio.
Cass. 12, fragm. 49, 1-7; 12, Zon. 8, 19,
3-7).

Polibije se ¢esto u danim situacijama po-
zivao na Tyche, ali su njegove izjave o
njenoj ulozi u povijesnim procesima vrlo
proturje¢ne.”® Medutim, sudeci prema 17.
poglavlju 36. knjige, gdje je kritizirao one
koji odgovornost za svjetske dogadaje i
privatne nevolje pripisuju Tyche i Usu-
du, moze se re¢i da je Polibije vjerovao
da su povijesni dogadaji rezultat ljudskih
djela. Gledano u ovom kontekstu, prikaz
i sudbinu ilirske vladarice Teute ne moze-
mo vidjeti kroz prizmu Tyche. Polibije je
kroz cijeli opis njene vladavine prikazuje
kao nepromisljenu i naglu zenu, koja je
svojim potezima prouzrocila rat s Rimlja-
nima $to je dovelo do kraja njene vlada-
vine.

Polibijev odlomak o rimskoj diplomatskoj
misiji u Iliriji nesumnjivo govori u prilog
da se slika rimskog neprijatelja kreirala
pod utjecajem op¢ih rimskih predodzbi o
kraljevskoj vlasti 1 barbarima. Polibije je
Ilire 1 Teutu istaknuo negativnim osobina-
ma. U njegovom prikazu najizraZenije su
ilirske navodne mentalne karakteristike
¢iji su izvor ilirski obi¢aji 1 nain Zivota.
Polibijeva slika ilirske vladarice podlijeze
dvostrukom odrugovljenju, budu¢i da je
determinirana barbarskim i zenskim oso-
binama. [lustrativni je primjer prijenosa
op¢ih kulturnih i drustvenih stereotipa.

76 Walbank 1970, 16-26; Walbank 2002, 194-197,
212-216.

by Demetrius of Pharos, and complete defeat
in the war against the Romans (Dio. Cass. 12,
fragm. 49, 1-7; 12, Zon. 8, 19, 3-7).

In a given situation, Polybius often calls for
Tyche, but his statements about its role in the
historical process are very contradictory.”
However, according to Chapter XVII, Book
XXXVI, where he criticizes those who cast
responsibility for world events and private
troubles on 7yche and Fate, we can say that
Polybius believed that historical events were
the result of human actions. Seen in this con-
text, the representation and fate of the Illyr-
ian queen, Teuta, cannot be seen through the
prism of Tyche. In the full description of her
rule, Polybius portrays Teuta as a reckless
and abrupt woman whose actions caused the
war with the Romans, which eventually led to
the end of her reign.

Polibius’s section on the Roman diplomatic
mission in Illyria undoubtedly speaks to the fact
that the image of the Roman enemy was created
under the influence of the general Roman idea
of the royal government and the barbarians. Po-
lybius uses negative characteristics to describe
the Illyrians and Teuta. His description abounds
with allegedly Illyrian mental characteristics
whose source was to be found in Illyrian cus-
toms and their way of living. Polybius’s image
of the Illyrian queen is subject to a double per-
spective, since he uses both barbaric and female
traits to define her personality. She is an illus-
trative example of a transfer of general cultural
and social stereotypes.

76 Walbank 1970, 16-26; Walbank 2002, 194-197,
212-216.



54 A. BAJRIC: Tlirska vladarica Teuta i Iliri u Polibijevom odlomku o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji, VAMZ, 3. s., XLVI (2013)

Izvori / Sources

Appian 1982 — Appians Roman history I, with
an English translation by Horace White, Loeb
classical library 2, 1982.

Appian 2005 — M. Sasel Kos, Appian and Illyri-
cum, Situla: razprave Narodnega muzeja Slo-
venije 43, Ljubljana, Narodni muzej Slovenije,
2005, 52-81.

Dio 1986 — M. Sasel Kos, Zgodovinska podoba
prostora med Akvilejo, Jadranom in Sirmijem
pri Kasiju Dionu in Herodijanu, Ljubljana, Slo-
venska akademija znanosti in umetnosti Lju-
bljana, 1986, 50-273.

Dio 1989 — Dios Roman history II: books XII-
XXXV (fragments), with an English translati-
on by Earnest Cary, Loeb classical library 37,
1989.

Florus 1995 — Epitome of Roman history, with
an English translation by Edward Seymour
Foster, Loeb classical library 231, 1995.

Flor 2005 — Dvije knjige izvadaka iz Tita Livija
o svim ratovima u sedam stotina godina/Epito-
mae de Tito Livio bellorvm omnivm annorvm
DCC libri dvo, preveo 1 priredio Josip Mikli¢,
Biblioteka Latina et Graeca knj. 53, Zagreb, 1z-
danja Antibarbarus, 2005.

Livy 1989 — Livy, History of Rome XIII, bo-
oks XLIII-XLV, with an English translation by
Alfred C. Schlesinger, Loeb classical library
396, 1989.

Polybii 1859 — Polybii, Historiarum reliquiae,
Graece et Latine cum indicibus, Parisiis , A. F.
Didot, 1859.

Polibije 1988 — Polibije, Istorije 1, knj. I-VIII,
predgovor, prevod i komentar Marijana Ricl,
Novi Sad, Matica srpska, 1988.

Polibije 1988a — Polibije, Istorije 11, knj. IX-
XXXIX, prevod i komentar Marijana Ricl,
Novi Sad, Matica srpska, 1988.

Polybius 2000 — Polybius, The Histories I, with
an English translation by W. R. Paton, Loeb cla-
ssical library 128, 2000.

Tukidid 1991 — Tukidid, Povijest peloponeskog

rata, preveo Stjepan Telar, Beograd, Dereta,
1991.

Bibliografija / Bibliography

Adler 2011 — E. Adler, Valorizing the Barbari-
ans: enemy speeches in Roman historiography,
Ashley and Peter Larkin series in Greek and
Roman culture, Austin, University of Texas
Press, 2011.

Badian 1952 — E. Badian, »Notes on roman
policy in Illyria (230-201 B.C.)«, Papers of the
British School at Rome, London, Rome, 20,
1952, 72-93.

Badian 1997 — E. Badian, Foreign Clientelae
(264-70 B.C.), Amsterdam, Hakkert, 1997.
Bajri¢ 2009 — A. Bajri¢, Lik protivnickog vode u
rimskoj povijesnoj predaji: (primjeri iz Ilirika),
magistarski rad, Zagreb, Sveuciliste u Zagrebu,
Filozofski fakultet, 2009.

Balsdon 1979 — J. P. V. D. Balsdon, Romans
and Aliens, London, Duckworth, 1979.

Bederman 2001 — D. J. Bederman, Internatio-
nal Law in Antiquity, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 2001.

Cabanes 1988 — P. Cabanes, Les lllyriens de
Bardylis a Genthios (IVe - lle siecles avant J.-
C.), Regards sur I’histoire: histoire ancienne 65,
Pariz, Sedes, 1988.

Cabanes 2002 — P. Cabanes, /liri od Bardileja
do Gencija (IV. — 1. stoljece prije Krista), Za-
greb, Svitava, 2002.

Cartledge 1993 — P. Cartledge, The Greeks:
a portrait of self and others, OPUS, Oxford,
Oxford University Press, 1993.

Champion 2004 — B. C. Champion, Cultural
Politics in Polybius's Histories, Hellenistic cul-
ture and society 41, Berkeley, London, Univer-
sity of California Press, 2004.

Champion 2007 — B. C. Champion, »Polybius
and Aetolia: A Historiographical Approach«, in
Marincola, J. (ed.), 4 companion to Greek and
Roman historiography, vol. 1, Blackwell com-
panions to the ancient world, Malden, Oxford,
Blackwell Publishing, 2007, 356-362.

De Souza 1999 — P. de Souza, Piracy in the

Graeco—Roman world, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 1999.

Dauge 1981 —Y. A. Dauge, Le Barbare: recher-
ches sur la conception romaine de la barbarie
et de la civilisation, Collection Latomus 176,
Bruxelles, Latomus, 1981.



A. BAJRIC: Tlirska vladarica Teuta i Iliri u Polibijevom odlomku o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji, VAMZ, 3. s., XLVI (2013) 55

Dell 1967 — H. J. Dell, »The Origin and Nature
of lllyrian Piracy«, Historia: Zeitschrift fiir Alte
Geschichte, Wiesbaden, 16, 1967, 344-358.

Derow 1973 — P. S. Derow, »Kleemporos,
Phoenix: the journal of the Classical Associati-
on of Canada, Toronto, 27, 1973, 118-134.

Derow 2003 — P. Derow, »The arival of Rome:
from the Illyrian wars to the fall of Macedong,
in Erskine, A. (ed.), A companion to the Helle-
nistic world, Blackwell companions to the an-
cient world. Ancient history, Malden, Oxford,
Blackwell Publishing, 2003, 51-70.

Domié¢-Kuni¢ 1993 — A. Domi¢-Kunié, »Genti-
je — medunarodni odnosi izmedu Ilirije, Rima i
Makedonije uoci i za vrijeme treceg makedon-
skog i treceg ilirskog rata«, Opuscula archaeo-
logica, Zagreb, 17, 1993, 205-251.

Dzino 2010 — D. Dzino, Illyricum in Roman po-
litics: 229 BC-AD 68, Cambridge, New York,
Cambridge University Press, 2010.

Eckstein 1995 — A. M. Eckstein, Moral vision
in the Histories of Polybius, Berkeley, Univer-
sity of California Press, 1995.

Erskine 2003 — A. Erskine (ed.), A companion
to the Hellenistic world, Blackwell companions
to the ancient world. Ancient history, Malden,
Oxford, Blackwell Publishing, 2003,
Gabricevi¢ 1974 — B. Gabricevié, »Biljeske uz
prvi ilirski rat: (s posebnim obzirom na nasu
historiografiju)«, Radovi. Filozofski fakultet u
Zadru, Zadar, 12, 1974, 5-26.

Grant 1995 — M. Grant, Greek and Roman hi-
storians: information and misinformation, Lon-
don, Routledge, 1995.

Gruen 1984 — E. S. Gruen, The Hellenistic
world and the coming of Rome, Berkeley, Lon-
don, University of California Press, 1984.

Hall 1989 — E. Hall, Inventing the barbarian:
Greek self-definition through tragedy, Oxford,
Clarendon Press, 1989.

Hammond 1948 — M. Hammond, » Ancient im-
perialism: contemporary justifications«, Har-
vard studies in classical philology, Boston, 58-
59, 1948, 105-161.

Hammond 1966 — N. G. L. Hammond, »The
Kingdoms in Illyria circa 400-167 B.C.q,
Annual of the British School at Athens, London,
61, 1966, 239-254.

Hammond 1968 — N. G. L. Hammond, »lllyris,
Rome and Macedon in 229-205 B.C.«, Journal
of Roman studies, London, 58, 1968, 1-21.

Hammond, Walbank 1988 —N. G. L. Hammond
and F. W. Walbank, 4 history of Macedonia,
vol. III: 336-167 B.C., Oxford, Clarendon Pre-
ss, 1988.

Harris 1979 — W. V. Harris, War and imperiali-
sm in Republican Rome 327-70 B.C., Oxford,
Clarendon Press, 1979.

Harrison 2002 — T. Harrison (ed.), Greeks and
Barbarians, Edinburgh readings on the ancient
world, Edinburgh, Edinburgh University Press,
2002.

Holleaux 1920 — M. Holleaux, Rome, la Grece
et les monarchies hellénistiques au Ille siecle
avant J. C. (273-205), Paris, E. de Boccard,
1920.

Holleaux 1954 — M. Holleaux, »The Romans
in Illyria«, u Cook, S. A., Adcock, F. E., Char-
lesworth, M. P. (eds.), The Cambridge Ancient
History, vol. VII: The Hellenistic monarchies
and the rise of Rome, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 1954, 822-857.

Marincola 2001 — J. Marincola, Greek Histo-
rians, Greece & Rome. New surveys in the
classics 31, Oxford, Oxford University Press,
2001.

Marincola 2007 — J. Marincola (ed.), A compa-
nion to Greek and Roman historiography, vol.
1, Blackwell companions to the ancient world,
Malden, Oxford, Blackwell Publishing, 2007.

Marincola 2007a — J. Marincola, »Speeches
in Classical Historiography«, in Marincola, J.
(ed.), A companion to Greek and Roman histo-
riography, vol. 1, Blackwell companions to the
ancient world, Malden, Oxford, Blackwell Pu-
blishing, 2007, 118-133.

Nippel 2002 — W. Nippel, »The Construction
of the »Other, in T. Harrison (ed.), Greeks and
Barbarians, Edinburgh readings on the ancient
world, Edinburgh, Edinburgh University Press,
2002, 278-310.

Ormerod 1997 — H. A. Ormerod, Piracy in the
ancient world: an essay in Mediterranean hi-

story, Baltimore, The Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity Press, 1997.



56 A. BAJRIC: Tlirska vladarica Teuta i Iliri u Polibijevom odlomku o rimskom poslanstvu u Iliriji, VAMZ, 3. s., XLVI (2013)

Papazoglu 1967 — F. Papazoglu, »Poreklo i
razvoj ilirske drzave«, Godisnjak. Centar za
balkanoloska ispitivanja, Sarajevo, V/3, 1967,
123-144.

Pédech 1964 — P. Pédech, La méthode histo-
rique de Polybe, Collection d'études anciennes,
Paris, Les Belles lettres, 1964.

Petzold 1971 — K.-E. Petzold, »Rom und Illyri-
en: Ein Beitrag zur rdomischen Auf3enpolitik im
3. Jahrhundert«, Historia: Zeitschrift fiir Alte
Geschichte, Wiesbaden, 20, 1971, 199-223.

Rich 1976 — J. W. Rich, Declaring war in the
Roman Republic in the period of transmarine
expansion, Collection Latomus 149, Bruxelles,
Latomus, 1976.

Ricl 1988 — M. Ricl, »Polibije — vrhunac heleni-
sticke istoriografije«, u Polibije, Istorije I, Novi
Sad, Matica srpska, 1988, 7-34.

Ricl 1988a — M. Ricl, »Komentar«, u Polibije,
Istorije 1, Novi Sad, Matica srpska, 1988, 583-
648.

Sacks 1981 — K. S. Sacks, Polybius on the wri-
ting of history, University of California publica-
tions in classical studies 24, Berkeley, Univer-
sity of California Press, 1981.

Salmon 1986 — P. Salmon, »L'image des Illyri-
ens a Rome: étude de mentalité«, Iliria, Tirane,
16, 1,203-214.

Stipcevic¢ 1989 — A. StipCevié, Iliri: povijest, Zi-
vot, kultura, Zagreb, Skolska knjiga, 1989.
Sasel Kos 1986 — M. Sasel Kos, Zgodovinska
podoba prostora med Akvilejo, Jadranom in
Sirmijem pri Kasiju Dionu in Herodijanu, Lju-
bljana, Slovenska akademija znanosti in umet-
nosti Ljubljana, 1986

Sasel Kos 2002 — M. Sasel Kos, »From Agron
to Genthius: large scale piracy in the Adria-
tic«, in Braccesi, L., Luni, M. (eds.), I Greci
in Adriatico, Hesperia 15, Roma, »[’Erma« di
Bretschneider, 2002, 137-155.

Sasel Kos 2005 — M. Sasel Kos, Appian and
1llyricum, Situla: razprave Narodnega muzeja
Slovenije 43, Ljubljana, Narodni muzej Slove-
nije, 2005.

Walbank 1984 — F. W. Walbank, »Monarchies
and monarchic ideas«, in Walbank, F. W. et al.
(eds.), The Cambridge Ancient History, vol.

VII/1: The Hellenistic world, Cambridge, Cam-
bridge University Press, 1984, 62-100.

Walbank 1970 — F. W. Walbank, A historical
commentary on Polybius, vol. I: Commentary
on books I-VI, Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1970.

Walbank 2002 — F. W. Walbank, Polybius,
Rome and the Hellenistic world: essays and
reflections, Cambridge, Cambridge University
Press, 2002.

Walbank 2007 — F. W. Walbank, »Fortune
(tychg) in Polybius«, in Marincola, J. (ed.),
A companion to Greek and Roman historio-
graphy, vol. 1, Blackwell companions to the
ancient world, Malden, Oxford, Blackwell Pu-
blishing, 2007, 349-355.

Walser 1953/1954 — G. Walser, »Die Ursachen
des ersten romisch-illyrischen Krieges«, Histo-
ria: Zeitschrift fiir Alte Geschichte, Wiesbaden,
2,1953/4,308-318.

Wilkes 1969 — J. Wilkes, Dalmatia, History of
the provinces of the Roman empire 2, London,
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1969.

Wilkes 1995 —J. Wilkes, The lllyrians, The Pe-
oples of Europe, Oxford, Blackwell, 1995.
Zippel 1877 — G. Zippel, Die Romische Herr-
schaft in lllyrien bis auf Augustus, Leipzig, Te-
ubner, 1877.



