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I 

The Phoenicians, ancestors of the Carthaginians, first appear in early Greek 
sources. Homer refers to them as Sidonians in the Iliad and Phoenicians 
in the Odyssey. The term Phoenicians was invented by the Greeks} as 
a collective denomination for the inhabitants of the Syrian coastal towns 
such as Tyre, Sidon, Biblos and Berytus. This term has become common 
usage. 

The Phoenicians are represented as merchants who are brave and 
successful,2 but also shrewd and eager for profit.3 The sources do not 
provide much evidence of social and political structures and our knowledge 
about early Phoenicia is based on only a few remarks offering us no more 
than a rough outline.4 The state of our information increases in accor
dance with the growth of power of Carthage, the most important Western 
Phoenician colony. When this city, on the coast of North Africa, became 
increasingly important during the 6th century BC, a number of clashing 
opinions about Phoenicians bear witness to the interest which they aroused 
in Greek historiography. The Carthage depicted by the authors of the Clas
sical Period is of primary interest to us, since their perception is not yet 
influenced by the negative image of the 'interpretatio Romana' which later 
conditioned documented political opinions about Carthage. After three 
bloody wars against Carthage, the main competitor in the West, the Ro
mans were not only responsible for the material destruction of her commu
nity, but also projected a malicious and distorted view of their vanquished 
enemies.5 

Evidence of the extent to which the view of Carthage became distorted 
abounds in various sources: Plautus' representation of the greed of Hanno, 
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a cartoon-like Punic merchant in Poenulus, Livy's depiction of Hannibal's 
atrocity,6 Diodorus Siculus' description of the inhuman cruelty of Punic re
ligious practices,7 influencing the view later presented by Gustave Flaubert 
in his masterful novel Salambo, and, finally, the proverbial 'fides Punica', 
an invention of the Romans. 8 

It is clearly necessary to obtain an objective assessment of the picture 
promoted by Roman propaganda. Moreover, when attempting both to 
attain historical justice and to analyse Roman ideology, one needs to inquire 
which contemporary sources describe Carthage before the interference of 
Roman malevolence. 

The tension between the facts and their perception in the treatment of 
Carthage demands that we attempt to explain and supplement the frag
mentary evidence reflected in the existing sources. The first Greek sources, 
Herodotus, Thucydides, Xenophon and Aristotle, already provide some 
answers to this problem. But before looking at these authors, we briefly 
consider the general conception of the beginning of the Carthaginian state, 
particularly the history of the foundation of Carthage, as depicted in the 
works of Pompeius Trogus. 

In contrast with early Roman history which was written mainly by later 
Roman authors, the initial stages of Carthaginian society were recorded by 
non-Carthaginian historians, both Greek and Roman. According to Pom
peius Trogus9 the foundation myth of Carthage consists of three parts. The 
first part focuses on the city of Tyre and the conflicts among the reigning 
aristocracy as reflected in the story of Elissa and her companions leaving 
Tyre. The second part concerns an odyssey along the Mediterranean coasts 
with special emphasis on the foundation of a city on Cyprus.!o The final 
part relates the arrival of the Phoenician colonists in northern Africa, the 
actual founding of Carthage and the death of Elissa. 

If we reduce the various versions of the foundation story to a single, basic 
account, this runs as follows: Elissa, sister of the king of Tyre, fled from 
her home town because her brother Pygmalion had, through avarice, killed 
her rich husband, the priest of Melkart. After stopping at Cyprus, Elissa 
(better known as Dido from Vergil's Aeneid) and her companions sailed 
to the coast of northern Africa. Having obtained a piece of land from the 
native inhabitants they built a new city, which is the literal meaning of 
Carthage. They had to pay tribute to the Lybian landowners. When a 
native chief wanted to marry Elissa, she committed suicide. 

It is both difficult and unrewarding to distinguish various historical layers 
in this outline and to relate individual traits of the founding legend to 
history or literary fiction since only a few facts are historically verifiable'!! 
The names of some of the protagonists occur also in other sources. We 
know, for example, of a king of Tyre named Pygmalion (this at least is 
the Greek form of a Phoenician name), and the name Elissa, in contrast 
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with Dido, is Phoenician. However. the main framework of the narrative 
and some stereotyped situations are composed according to the tradition 
of t.he Greek novel. The plot outline for this composition may be found in 
the culture of the Sicilian Greeks who from the end of the 6th century BC 
onwards were closely related to Carthage. 12 From the works of Philistus of 
Syracnse,13 Eudoxus of Cnidos14 and Timaens of Tauromenium15 we know 
that they wrote down Carthage's founding history. 

Some historical truth may indeed be derived from the Carthaginian 
founding legend. The later political importance of Carthage demanded 
a rather long preliminary history which had to be ennobled through the 
importance of its protagonists. This was meant to emphasize the excep
tional significance of the city. The massive emigration of a part of the 
Tyrian nobility, together with their consorts, turned the newly built city 
of Carthage into more than a mere emporium. Thus the conditions of 
its founding made Carthage structurally different from most Phoenician 
colonies of the Western Mediterranean. 16 

From the 6th century BC onwards Carthage emerges as a fully au
tonomous community comparable to Greek 'poleis' such as Syracuse or 
Massalia. This is the historical situation to which the notes of the Greek 
classical authors refer and which I would now like to analyse and evaluate. 

II 

Herodotus collected a whole series of notes on Carthage. We owe to him 
our knowledge about the first unattested historical facts of Carthaginian 
history. I am referring to the battle of Alalia (ca. 520 BC), when the joint 
forces of Carthaginians and Etruscans fought against the Phocaean pirates, 
who operated from the island of Corsica as their naval base. Here we are 
informed about the considerable military potential of the Punic side, which 
included about 60 ships.17 

Herodotus relates another very interesting incident in book 3, chapters 
17 and 19. After invading Egypt (525 BC), the Persian king intended to 
campaign against Carthage. His intention failed, since the Phoenician fleet 
was not willing to co-operate in a hostile act against their relatives, and 
Cambyses had to abandon his plan. Steadfastness and loyalty to tribal 
relations on the part of the Phoenicians proved to be more powerful than 
the intentions of the Persian king. 

In book 4, chapter 196, a Carthaginian claim is reported which shows 
that Carthage had trade connections with a land beyond the Pillars of 
Heracles on the African continent. The passage reads as follows: 

Etval 1:~e; AtpuYJe; xwpov 1:E xal eXv6ptmoue; E~W e HpaxAEwv o-1:YJAEWV xa
1:0lXYJ[J.EVOUe;· 1:0Ue; E1tECtV eX1clXWV1:at xal E~EAWV1:at 1:& t:pop1:La, 6EV1:Ee; alJ1:Ct 
EiCE~~e; 1tapCt 1:~V xU[J.a1:wyYJv, Eo-pavne; 1:Ct 1tAOt<X "CUt:pEtV xa1tvov. "Coue; 8' 
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Hanno's periplns along the West African coast may be placed in this 
context. A large inscription to glorify Hanno's achievement, erected in 
Carthage and preserved in a Greek translation, underlines the significance 
of maritime expeditions for the Carthaginian state.lf) These passages not 
only prove the importance of commerce for Carthage, but also reveal some
thing about its conditions.2o Of course, such a pattern of trade was only 
possible with tribes far inferior to Carthaginian civilization. Peoples sim
ilar or comparable to the Carthaginians demanded a different approach. 
Political and diplomatic measures helped organize the trade with Etruscan 
and Greek cities. 

In book 7 chapter 165 f. we hear that the Carthaginians failed to secure 
political and economic influence over Sicily. Herodotus' description of the 
events of the battle of Himera (480 BC)21 reveals the position of Carthage 
in the central1-'lediterranean region. Both Punic and Greek interest focused 
on the personality of Hamilcar. Asked for assistance by the rulers of Himera 
and Rhegion, the Carthaginians, acting under Hamilcar's leadership, tried 
to prevent the formation of a strong power under the rulers of Acragas 
and Syracuse. The Carthaginian Hamilcar is an example of the extent to 
which the Carthaginian nobility was integrated into the Sicilian aristoc
racy. His mother was a Syracusan princess and he himself was a relative or 
friend of the most important aristocratic families of the island. 22 The close 
links between Greek and Carthaginian aristocrats bear witness to both in
dividual interests and existing relationships between states.23 These links 
were further developed into close commercial contacts, which were useful 
to the Carthaginians as well as to their Greek business partners. An exam
ple of this situation is the close economic relationship between Carthage 
and Selinus.24 A dramatic change in the political situation of Sicily could 
endanger the stability of this economic system which was particularly im
portant for Carthage. This explains the Carthaginians' willingness to par
ticipate in the Sicilian undertaking. It is probable that Hamilcar gained 
the military leadership because Carthage provided the largest military con
tingent. How carefully the Greek public registered the course of events is 
proved by the fact that Greek writers deal with the battle of Salamis, so 
important for Greek freedom, in the same way as they deal with the vic
tory of the combined forces of Theron of Acragas and Gelon of Syracuse 
over the Carthaginians at Himera (480 BC).25 Ephorus even mentions a 
treaty between the Persians and Carthage which in all probability is not 
historical, but nevertheless illustrates subsequent views on Carthage.26 

therefore cannot agree with C.R. Whittaker when he assumes, on the basis 
of Herodotus 7. 158 and 166, 'a powerful and early historiographic tradition 
of Carthaginian imperialism which derives its strength from the supposed 
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ambition of Punic barbarians to dominate the civilized Greeks,.27 As far as 
we can judge from the existing fragments,28 even Ephorus, who is a later 
writer than Herodotus and is influenced by pan-Hellenic ideas, does not 
mention the motive for the Phoenician threat. 

Most of Herodotus' references to Carthage have to be seen in the context 
of her powerful role in the western :tY1editerranean. There is hardly any 
difference between the political behaviour of Carthage on the one hand and 
the Greek 'poleis' on the other. We cannot detect any negative depiction 
or prejudice. The Carthaginians are described in the very same way as any 
of the other seafaring nations of the Nlediterranean world. 

III 

Thucydides also mentions Carthage several times, but his remarks are by 
far shorter than those of Herodotus, and he deals with Carthage through 
minor references. 

In Thucydides 1.13 we find the first reference to Carthage when he in
forms us of the defeat of the Carthaginian fleet by the Phocaeans. This 
short reference seems to present a condensed version of the naval battle of 
Alalia which had been described in detail by Herodotus.29 Further obser
vations are made in the context of the second phase of the Peloponnesian 
,;Var or, to be more accurate, of the Athenian campaign against Sicily. In 
hook 6, chapter 2, Thucydides, dealing with the Phoenician settlements of 
Skily, mentions the strategically important position of the city of Carthage. 
Here Carthage appears as the naval base of the West Phoenician colonies. 30 

There was an alliance between the Elymian cities, Eryx and Egesta, on the 
one hand, and the Phoenicians and Carthage on the other. Since Athens, 
the leading Greek power of the time, is known to have been on friendly 
terms with Egesta (458/457 and 426 BC respectively), it may be assumed 
that the relation between Athens and Carthage was also by no means hos
tile. In 416 BC Selinus put pressure on Egesta; as the Carthaginians refused 
to become involved in this conflict, the Egestans, like most democratic 
regimes under aristocratic dominance, turned to Athens for help. From 
415 BC on, the general situation in the western Mediterranean changed 
completely when the Athenians decided to intervene in Sicilian affairs. 31 

In book 6, chapt~r 15, Thucydides tells us about the political contro
versy between Nicias and Alcibiades, who were the most prominent figures 
in Athenian politics during the crucial phase of the Peloponnesian war af
ter Pericles' death. A1cibiades, the primary protagonist of the war party, 
formulated the purpose of the Athenian expedition: the conquest of Sicily 
and Carthage. This point of view is confirmed once again in chapter 91. 32 

In the next reference we read that Carthage was threatened by an Athenian 
attack. In book 6, chapter 34, the Syracusan, Hermocrates, is said to have 
tried to gain the support of Carthage in view of Athens' impending attack 
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on Syracuse. The main argument in his plea for help is the acknowledp;e
ment of the great resources of Carthage. In the assembly of the Syracusans 
Hermocrates said: 

ovvcn:ol. O€ Elm t-1<XAlcn:et "LWV vuv, povAr/:1€V"Lec;' XPVOOV yap xetl. &pyupov 
TCAetO"LOV X€XH)V"Letl, oOev 0 "Le TCOAq.lOC; Xetl. "L&AAet e\~mopel. 33 

The support of the Carthaginians was, however, of equal importance to 
both the Athenian and the Syracusan contestants.34 Therefore the Atheni
ans had tried to gain the friendship of the Carthaginians during the winter 
of 415/414 BC, before the decisive battle for Syracuse began. In book 
6, chapter 88, Thucydides describes how the Athenians sent a ship from 
their quarters in Catane to Carthage in order to gain the alliance of the 
North African metropolis. However, the Carthaginians, not supporting ei
ther of the two adversaries, remained neutral. They preserved their forces 
and intervened in Sicily after the Athenians had been defeated and the 
Syracusans weakened. This is related by Xenophon. 

IV 

While Herodotus and Thucydides tell us about Carthage as a sea power, 
Xenophon describes the Carthaginians as a land power which gained major 
victories in Sicily. Xenophon's account, not unlike the brief references of 
Thucydides, is related to his reports on the last years of the Peloponnesian 
War. The weakening of Syracuse, as a result of the Sicilian campaign of the 
Athenians, offered Carthage an opportunity to create a power-zone of her 
own on this island. Unlike in 416 BC, when they had hesitated to intervene, 
the Carthaginians were now willing to grasp the opportunity and decided 
to send their general, Hannibal, to Sicily.35 Then the Carthaginians sent an 
enormous number of troops~Xenophon talks of about 100,000 soldiers~to 
Sicily in 410/9 BC, eventually conquering the Greek cities of Selinus and 
Himera and installing an overseas province in western Sicily. Two years 
later the Carthaginians besieged Acragas, the most important Greek city 
on the island after Syracuse, for seven months, and were able to conquer 
the city by famine: 

Kett a EVl(XV"LOC; EAYJYEV, EV 4> KetPXYJOOVlOl EtC; I:lXEALetV o"rpet"LEUOetV"LEC; 
c:lXom Xett EXet"LOV "Lpl~pEm Xett TCe~~c; o"tpetnCic; owoeXet [lvpl<xmv dAOV 
'Axp<xyetvtet Al(.l~, (.l<XXTl (.lEv ~t"LYJetv"tec;, TCpOOXeteE~O(.lEVOl of; ETC"L<X (.l~VetC;. 
(Xen. Hell. 1. 5, 21).36 

The fact that Syracuse persuaded the Greeks in Sicily to undertake a 
concerted effort against the Carthaginians when they faced a Carthaginian 
army on the island does not signify that an antagonism existed between 
Greeks and Barbarians. Stroheker also recognized this in his time. 37 Syra
cuse appealed to the willingness of anyone to defend her against an aggres
sor whether Greek or not (Diod. 13. 81. 2), just like Hermocrates in 424 
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Be. when he spoke against the Athenians during the congress of Gela. The 
successes of the Carthaginians and the failure of the people of Syracuse led 
to enthusiasm in Athens. Evidence that the Carthaginians were not hostile 
towards the Greeks per se during these conflicts, is the fact that in the 
peace treaty of 405 BC the Carthaginians claimed the autonomy of the 
Greek towns of Leontinoi and Ivlessana (Diod. 13. 114. 1). 

Carthaginian strategy was apparently inspired by the occasion of Greek 
discord, rather than by the decision to implement a well-directed policy of 
conquest. 38 Xenophon also points to further conflicts that resulted from 
the competition between Carthage and Syracuse, since both powers aimed 
at hegemony. This becomes evident in his reports about the hostilities 
between Dionysius, tyrant of Syracuse, and Carthage.39 

The thesis that Dionysius of Syracuse had been agitating against the 
Carthaginians from a pan-Hellenic perspective has been corrected and 
abandoned. 4o It should be sufficient to point out some incidents that can 
illustrate the real political situation. In a speech Theodorus, who was a 
fighter for Syracuse, compared Greek rule (the rule of Dionysius) with, for 
example, that of Carthage. In this speech Timaeus, who is the source of 
Diodorus, to whom we owe this passage, must admit: 

KClPXy)OOvtol !:lEv YeXp, xCiv TCOAE!:l<P XpCl1:~OWO'l, cpopov WptO!:lEVOV ACl~OV1:E:C; 
00x Civ ~[-La.C; £XWAVOClV 'Wtc; TCCl1:plOlC; VO[-LOlC; OtOlXElV 1:~V TCOAlV.41 

We gain even more evidence from Lysias when he judges Dionysius who 
stylizes himself as the champion of 'Greek freedom', This testimony is very 
valuable, because Lysias' family came from Syracuse and had exact knowl
edge of the situation there. In his 33rd Olympic speech of 388 BC he draws 
a parallel between Dionysius' threatening behaviour and the dangerous at
titude of the king of Persia. Lysias defines the struggle against the tyrant 
of Syracuse as a pan-Hellenic challenge. 

By the beginning of the fourth century BC the Carthaginians had gained 
a position of superior power in the western Mediterranean. The Numidian 
tribes in the hinterland of Carthage were beaten, and the Carthaginian 
fleet sailed without hindrance from Spain to Greece, and from northern 
Africa to Gaul and Italy where one half of Sicily formed a Carthaginian 
province. This was a powerful fleet which made trade with all countries 
possi ble, and the North African and overseas possessions formed a further 
source of wealth for the city.42 

v 
The view of the city of Carthage offered by Aristotle is very different. 
The works of this Greek philosopher contain the most detailed information 
about the institutions of Carthage.43 In his Politika he mainly points out 
the advantages of its constitution (Pol. 2. 11).44 
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It is note\vorthy that Aristotle ascribes to Carthage a position among 
the Greek states, because the Greeks firmly believed that they alone had 
the ability to found 'poleis', whereas the barbarians used to live in tribal 
societies Cethne'}. It is therefore remarkable that Aristotle maintained 
that the Carthaginians were the only non-Greek people who had created a 
'polis'. 

Like Crete and Sparta, Aristotle considers Carthage as an outstanding 
example of an ideal society. In his comparison of Carthage with 
we read that a number of Carthaginian political institutions correspond 
to Greek institutions. 46 There are in Carthage, similar to the 
magistracy of the ephoroi in Sparta, and a council of elders, comparable 
to the The institution of a royal office existed in Carthage as 
well as in Sparta, but with one difference: the kings of the 
Spartans their status from to a particular aristocratic 
royal family,<17 whereas the Carthaginians royal office by election. 
This was to great men, due to their outstanding achievements. 
Aristotle confirms the report of Herodotus, as quoted above, who 
informs us that Hamilcar became king on the basis of his special merits 
(Hdt. 7. 166). To summarize, Aristotle has a very high opinion of the 
political institutions of Carthage. Their constitution fulfils all needs of 
moderation and justice: 

Kcxt TCOAA& 1WV 1e"CCXY[lEVWV EXEt 1tCXp' CXI)"('O[<;; XCXAW<;;' aY)[lElov Of: 1tOAt1ElCX<;; 

aUV"CE1CXY[lEVY)<;; 10 10',1 Oi'j[l0V EXOUatOV OtCX[lEVEtv EV 1f/ 1ci~Et 1i'j<;; 1tOAt1Elct<;;, 

xed. [l~"'CE a"'CcXatv 0 n xcxt &~toV El1tElV YEYEvi'jaectt [l~1E 1Upcxvvov.48 

The positive view concerning the quality of the Carthaginian constitu
tion expressed in Aristotle's works is by no means an isolated opinion. In 
Isocrates (Nicocles 24) we read: 

En oe KcxPXy)OOVlOU<;; xcti ACXXEOctt[l0VlOU<;;, 10U<;; CXpta1ct 1WV CXAAWV 1tOAt

1EU[lEVOU<;;, olXOt [lEV OAtYCXPXOU[lEVOU<;;, 1tctp& OE 10',1 1tOAE[l0V ~ctatAEUO[lE
VOU<;;. EXOt 0' &',1 1t<;; E1ttOEl~CXt Xctt 1~V 1tOAtV, 1~V [lcXAta1ct 1&<;; "'CUpctVVlOct<;; 

[ltaouacxv, chcxv [lev 1tOAAOU<;; EX1tE[lc¥Yl a1pcx"'Cy)yOU<;;, (huxouactV, o"'CctV oe Ot' 

EVO<;; 1tot~aY)"'Ccxt "COU<;; XtVOUVOU<;;, xcx"Copeouacxv.49 

We may conclude that Aristotle's positive assessment of the political 
institutions of was not restricted to his personal conviction but 
that it reflected a communis opinio. 

Another facet of the Carthaginian state is emphasized by Aristotle in 
book 3, chapter 9. Here he deals with the close contractual relations be
tween the Carthaginians and the Etruscans. Treaties concerning trade, 
mutual esteem and assistance, and the obligation of reciprocal military 
assistance were the three main aspects of this alliance.5o Aristotle's state
ments on this matter are impressively confirmed by the latest archaeological 
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evidence for the Etruscan-Carthaginian entente. 51 Here Carthage repre
sents herself as a community well acknowledged and respected in the family 
of nations of the western 1VIediterranean. 

Considering all the examples quoted above, one may draw the follow
ing picture of the Carthaginian state of the 5th and 4th century BC. By 
means of a powerful fleet and supported by their Greek, Italian 
and other allies, Carthage was able to gain access to and free trade with 
Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily, Italy, Gaul, Spain, and the North African coast 
which was her natural sphere of interest. Like most seafaring peoples the 
Carthaginians defended themselves against foreign competitors energeti
cally or even as a note by Eratosthenes illustrates: 
Ka.pXy)ooVtO\)<;; oe xa.ta.rcOVtOUV, d n<;; tWV ~tvwv :Ea.pow rca.pa.rcAEum:tEV ~ 
tId :E1'~Aa.<;;· Ol& O€: 1'a.U1" a.m(HEla6a.l1'Ct rcOAACt 1'WV earcEptWv' xa.l1'ou<;; TItpaa.<;; 
OE: xa.xw<;; ~yEla6a.t 1'Ol<;; rcptapEal 1'&<;; ooou<;; XUXACP xa.i OtCt 0\)aXOAwv. 52 

VI 

Notwithstanding the positive and partly envious recognition of the politi
cal achievements of the Carthaginians, criticism is not entirely absent from 
the sources. Its most important proponent was Timaeus of Tauromenium. 
For patriotic reasons (as a Sicilian Greek he chafed under the Carthaginian 
sovereignty in Sicily), he composed anti-Carthaginian tirades, the trans
mission of which permits however only the most general impression.53 In 
this respect Timaeus became a precursor of partisan historiography bi
ased by subjective involvement-the kind of writing which, in the hands 
of Roman historians, led to the most consummately distorted image of the 
Carthaginians. 

There are two different opinions about Carthage. Herodotus, Thucy
dides, Xenophon and Aristotle report on the events in the western Mediter
ranean from a geographical distance. 54 They were not directly affected by 
the results of Carthaginian politics. Although this assures a high degree of 
objectivity, it lacks a close involvement with the subject. This group of au
thors represents the oldest written records, whose perspective represents a 
definitely positive picture of Carthage. By contrast, Timaeus embodies the 
anti-Carthaginian position. As a Sicilian Greek he had closely experienced 
the Carthaginian development of power.55 He surely had reservations about 
the Carthaginians because they leaned heavily upon the Sicilian Greeks, at 
least from time to time. Considering the polarized opinions we may now 
ask which of these traditions was propagated and considered credible and, 
as a consequence, which of them became important for the perception of 
Carthage. Moreover, we need to take note of the fact that too schematic a 
differentiation between a neutral group of authors from the home country 
and an anti-Carthaginian western Greek tradition could hardly correspond 
to reality. It is doubtful that Timaeus' picture of Carthage was valid as 
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a rule for a opinio communis. 56 The experience of the wars of 
Pyrrhus taught the western Greek world that the most dangerous future 
enemies were by no means the Carthaginians, but the Italian peoples. The 
long-lasting Carthaginian coexistence with the Greeks of Sicily and Italy 
had resulted in a state of stability and balance.57 Not surprisingly the 
Greek historian Philinus of Acragas describes the First Punic War from 
the Carthaginian point of view.58 

If we reconstruct the beginning of Roman historiography, we realize 
that Fabius Pictor wrote the history of the Roman-Carthaginian conflicts 
in Greek to convince the Hellenic audience of the legitimacy of Rome's 
action.59 Would this have been necessary if the animosity against the 
Carthaginians had represented the general opinion of the western Greeks? 
Apparently the sympathies of the Greek public lay by no means with the 
Romans. This is confirmed by the fact that the Carthaginians received 
much support from the Greek side: at the beginning of the First Punic War, 
Hiero of Syracuse supported the Carthaginians60 who had the sympathies 
of most Greek towns after Acragas was conquered by the Romans. In one of 
the most critical phases of the war for Carthage, the Spartan Xanthippus, 
who was at the head of a Greek mercenary force, beat the Roman consul 
Regulus and saved Carthage from a Roman conquest.61 Until its conquest 
by Claudius Marcellus in the Second Punic War, Syracuse supported the 
Carthaginians.62 Philip V, the king of Macedonia, was the most prominent 
ally of Carthage.63 Numerous scholars stayed at Hannibal's court, among 
them the historians Silenus of Caleacte, Sosylus of Sparta and Chaireas, 
who wrote the history of that time from a Carthaginian perspective. Fi
nally, after the war was lost, Hannibal had to go into exile and found refuge 
at the court of the Hellenistic ruler Antiochus. 

The above considerations support the thesis that the positive view of 
Carthage emerging from Aristotle was the dominant one in Greek writ
ing. Seen from the Greek point of view at the time of Pericles and Plato, 
Carthage was a wealthy and important community, holding a key position 
in the western Mediterranean. In addition, the remarks of Aristotle on 
the public organization of the Carthaginians clearly show how highly this 
community was valued. Their constitutional achievements were consid
ered exemplary by the Greeks of the classical period. Except for Timaeus, 
we find no negative judgements such as those in the 3rd, 2nd and 1st 
centuries BC, when all authors wrote under the influence of malevolent 
Roman propaganda and prejudice. Undoubtedly the Carthaginians were 
not infallible-just like any other society-but they certainly were not as 
perfidious as Roman historiography wished them to be perceived! 
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