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SUMMARY.—The Romanizationof Spainin theperiodof theRepublicfalís
into threestages—from the outsetof theRomanconquestof Spainto Sertorius,
from Sertorius’smovementto the activitiesof Caesarand,lastly, the activities of
Caesar’ssuccessors.TheRomanisationitself spreadalong thetwo axes—a) the
Hiberusvalley andb) the Baetisvalley. So thatby the endof the RepublicSpain
could be divided into threezones.Ihe first zoneembracedthe largerpart of the
Peninsula.In this enormousareano vestigesof Romanizationaretobefound.The
secondzoneembracedthe Middle andthe Lower Baetisvalley andalsosorneci-
tiesof theMediterraneancoast;it wasentirelyRomanized.Thethird zonewasre-
presentedby the mountainousregionsof theUpperBaetis,the mountainsencir-
cling the valley,thecoastsof BaeticaandHispaniaCiterior,theMiddle andLower
Hiberusvalley. Thisis a mixed zone.The majordriving forcesof the appearance
of thesethreezonesare a) theimmigrationof the Romano-Jtalicpeasants;b) the
amountof theseimmigrantsandc) the similarity or dissimilarityof the economic
andsocialposition of the immigrantsand the natives.

The first impetusto the Romanizationof Spainwasgiven by the Ro-
manconquest~. Thetrendof thedevelopments,their tempoandresultslar-
gely dependedon the levelof the local population’sprogressandthe for-
ceof theRomano-Italicsociety’simpactalike.At first therelationsbetween
the two worlds—RomansandHispanics—werecharacterizedprimarily
by confrontation,for alí fairly long at time spellsof their peacefulcoexis-

1 A. MONTENEGRO DUQUE, «La conquista de Hispania por Roma, in: Historia de Espa-
ña, t. II, vi. Madrid, 1982, p. 5-192

Gerión, II. 1993- Editorial Complutense de Madrid.
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tence.Ihe contradictionsbetweenthe Romausandthe provincialswho
stroveto be free,marked,amongothercontradictions,the impendingcri-
sis of the Republicansystemof Romeandeventuallyled to its falí.

With the successfulmarchof Romanizationthe indigenoussocietygot
moreandmoreblendedwith theRomanone.Thecrustof thelocal society
penetratedinto the ruling layerof thestate,whereasthelower layersuni-
ted andmixed with its lowerstrata.At last in Hispania,as well as in some
otherprovinces,the confrontationbetweenthe Romansandthe aborigi-
nesgayeway to a socialandpolitical struggle,which was a salientfeature
of the Romansocietyat large.

Two conspicuousitemsmaybe pointed out in this process:a) themi-
gration of the RomansandItalics who broughtalongtheir familiar norms
andformsof life, productionandmanagementon theonehand,andb) the
transformationof the correspondingstructuresof thelocalson the other.
AII theseweresuperimposedby the Romanprovincial systemwith alí its
inherentinstitutions —from théomnipotentvicegerentto the emperors’s
cult, with the presenceof the Romanlegions andthe recruitmentof the
aboriginesinto Romanarmy. Shortly aftertSewarsbrokeout tSeprinci-
pal, if not the only sourceof the Romans’revenúein Spainwasmilitary
spoilsandcontributionsbut beforevery long theypassedoverto a regular
extractionof profits ‘. Oraduallythe economyof theSpanishprovincesbe-
ganto be integratedinto the united stateeconomy,becomingits integral
part. At thesametimea socio-political Romanizationwasunderway This
process,all-embracingin the periodof tSeEmpire,germinatedasearlyas
the Republicinvolving not only the indigenesbut alsothe GreekandPho-
enicianresidentsof Spain.

TheforemostOreekcolonyin Spainwasby thattimeEmporion.It was
herethat in 218 B.C. Cn. CorneliusScipi¿ landedandtherebyusheredin
atwo-century-longeraof the Romanconquestof Spain.At the earlyyears
of the conquestEmporionwas the Romans’principal basein theNorthe-
astof tSe Iberian Peninsula.It servedlast in this capacityin 195 B.C. du-
ring the campaignof M. PorciusCato (Liv. XXXIV,S; App. Hisp. 39) ~.

After Cato’scaptureof the surroundingterritory and tSe transferenceof
the hostilifies outsidethe immediateregion thecity lost its strategicsigní-
ficance.

Emporion’spro’Romanpositionwas hardlyaccidental.This important
tradecentrewas verysuspiciousof the Carthaginianswho ~ought to esta-
blish their dominationovertSewholébasinof thewesternMediterranean.

2 J~ M. BLÁZQUEZ, «La economía de Hispania romana>’, in: Historia de España, tAl, vi.

Madrid, 1982, p. 295-363.
‘During the Second Punic War nad up to the year 195 BC. Emporion must have issued

money to finance the Roman warfare in Spain: PP. RIPOLLÉS ALEGRE, La circulación mo-
netaria en la Tarraconense Mediterránea. Valencia, 1982, p. 234, 335.
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Hannibal’ssubordinationof the tribesbetweenthe Hiberusandthe Pyre-
neesthreatenedto leavethe residentsof Emporion without their native
contractors.Undersuchconditionstheemergenceof the Romansmustha-
ve seemedto thema lesserevil. Thetenserelationshipswith neighbouring
IndicetesalsofavouredEmporion’spro-Romanorientation:thecity must
haveseenin the Romanstheirprotectorsfrom the Indicetes’ manacetoo.

The Emporites’calculationsprovedtobecorrect.Theirsupportof the
Romanefforts turnedoutto be,at leastinitially, ablessingin disguise,even
in termsof their territory.It is knownthatin 195 nC. the city hadno rural
areaand was, in fact, pressedto the sea(Liv. XXXI V,9). It was orly some
timelater thatthe Emporitesgot in their possessionluncarianplain anda
segmentof the PyreneesasfarasPompey’Trophy(Strabo111,4,9).Is it pos-
sible,howeverapproximately,to date theseterritorial acquisitions?

Ptolemy(11,6,72)mentionsthe town of Tuncariaamongthe Indicetes’
townsinsidethecountry.Could it possiblymeanthatthe Romanstook the
valley from the Emporitesandgayeit to the Indicetesor, on the contrary,
the Indicetes’landsbegantobe the Emporites’possession?Let usexami-
netheeventsin theyear195 B.C. WhenCatofirst carneto Hispaniahisori-
ginal basewas theOreekcity of Emporion.But the Hispanic Emporites
opposedtheRomans.Livy (XXXI V,8-16) doesnot give thenativenameof
the city — Indica, but saysaboutthe division of the city into two parts. It
is clearthat the HispanicEmporitesarenoneotherthanthe Indicetes ‘.

Moreover,indicabecamethecentrewhereRome’sotherenemiesrallied,
but Catodeliveredhis opponentsa mighty blow, madethe HispanicEm-
poritessurrender,theothercommunities’soldiersrallying at Emporion,
following suit. Since thenthe Indiceteshaveneverbeenmentionedin the
sourcesas Rome’sfoes,besidestheir possibleparticipationin Sertorius’
movement.Absolutelynothingis known aboutthe GreekEmporites’op-
positionandwarfarewith the Romans.Thereforeit is possibleto suppose
thatit wasthe resultof thecampaignof 195 B.C. wbenIhe GreekEmpori-
tes suppliedthe Romaníroopswith shelterandthe Hispanic Emporites,
i.e. Indicetes,stoodout againstthem,that a part of the Indicetes’ lands
could be given to Oreeksasarewardandtakenfrom the Spaniardsin pu-
nishment.

As concernsthe territory in the Pyrenees,thetime of its annexationto
Emporion is evenharderto telí. Pompey’sTrophy waserectedafter thevic-
tory over Sertorius(Plin. 111,8;VIl,96). It looks temptingto associatethe
erectionof this monumentwith ihe timewhenthesurroundinglandswere
given over to Emporion.In bis leiter to theSenatePompeyclaimed to ha-
ve conqueredthe Pyrenees,Lacetaniaandthe Indicetes(FHA IV, 223). It
is plain that theseregionsmusthavesupportedSertoriuswhereasthe Ore-
ek Emporionhadagaintakenthesideof thegeneralwho camebackfrom

A. SCHULTEN, Fontes Hispaniae Antiquae, fil!. Barcelona, 1935, p. 184.
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Italy t Perhapssuchconductof the Oreekcity asopposedtothatof thesu-
rrounding IberiansmusthavemadePompeygive it upon his victory part
of theterritory in thePyrenees.However,alí thesearebut suppositionsun-
corroboratedby the availabiesource.

In anycasethe acquisitionof an agriculturalareatould not but alter
Emporion’seconomy.Previously,as Cato-Livy stated,the Oreekshadgai-
nedthe «fruits of the fields»exclusivelyfrom theneighbouringSpaniards.
Ihe primaryoccupationof thetownsfolk wascommerceandcrafts. In this
respectthePhocaeantown cánbe equalledto Naucratisbut unlikethe lat-
ter the formerwas not governedby the local lords. After the Emporites
hadcometo own luncarianplain part of which was,accordingto Strabo
(111,4,9)arable,they may havestartedto tilí the land too. A mostsignifi-
cantquestionmayarisehere.StrabowritesthattheEmporites«possessed»
(Ejousi) thevalley but he did not specifyof the actuallylived there.The
fact that luncaria,as has beenstatedpreviously,belongedto the Indicetes
may alsomeanthat the aboriginesstill lived there. How thesetwo factors
—thelocal inhabitantsand theHellenespossessingthevalley— correlate
wecannotyettell.

Emporionheldits own asa tradingcentrewell into the Romantimes.
The excavationshaveshownthatit hadestablishedlinks with Italy some
time beforethe Romans’adventto Spain’.Sometime laterthe citizensof
Emporionbeganto imitate Italian vessels,the thenmostfashionableand
widespreadin ihe westernpart of the RomanMediterranean’.Emporion
hadpreservedits links with theAegeanSearegiontoo ~, thoughthe amount
of Oreekfinds at Emporionis lessthanthatof Italian ones.Thepeopleof
Emporionexportedespartousedfor makingship ropes,wine andoil’. So-
me of theseproductstheycould havegot from the surroundingIberians.
Theymadebricks in the city too lO~ Strabo(111,4,9)contendsthat theresi-
dentsof Emporionwerevery goodatmaking linen fabrics.Thepossibility
thoughis that thesourcemeantship sailsratherthanclothes.

And yet the significanceof Emporion eclipsed.PreviouslyEmporion
hadbeenan importantlandmarkin seaandlandjourneysin this part of
Spain. It hasbeenmentionedby the Pseudo-Scylax(2) and thePseudo-
Scymnos(204) andPolyby (111,39,5-8)who haveustedamongthemain legs

‘A. MONTENEGRO DUQUE. Op. cit., p. 141-142.
M. VEGAS, «Dos vasos megáricos de Ampurias», Ampurias, p. 15-16 (1953), 355; J.M.

NOLLA BRUFAU, «Las ánforas romanas de Ampurias’>, Ampurias, p. 36-37 (1974-1975), 184-
188; M. ALMAGRO, N. LAMBOGLIA, «La estratigrafía del decumano A de Ampurias», Am-
punas, 21(1959), p. 19-24; J.M. BLÁZQUEZ. Op. cit., p. 337-339.

‘J.M. BLÁzQUEZ. Op. cit., p. 359, n. 84; E. SANMARTÍ, «Nota acerca de una imitación de
la sigillata aretina detectada en Emporion»,Ampanias, p. 36-37(l974-t975), 261.

‘JM BLÁZQÚEZ. Op. cit., p. 238.
‘ibid., p. 324, fig. 193.
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of the routefrom Gadesto ltaly the stretchesfrom thePillars to Carthago
Nova,from CarthagoNovato the Hiberus,

from the Hiberusto Emporion,from Emporionto the ford acrossthe
Rhodanandthenas far as the Alps. Emporion seemeda moreimportant
landmarkthanthe passesin the Pyrenees.Strabo(111,4,9) thoughdescri-
bing thesituationin the ¡st centuryB.C. consideredas the main routein
EasternSpainthe roadfrom Pompey’Trophy to Tarraco,from thatplace
acrosstheHiberusto Saguntum.This is via Domitia that cameinto being
alreadyin the Romantimes“. Somewhatearlier (111,4,7)thegeographer
writes that Pompey’Trophy is immediatelyfollowed on the routeby Ta-
rraco; thusleavingEmporionasidefrom thebasictrack.

Thepeopleof Emporiontookpainsto masterthatrouteas isclearfrom
Strabo’sinformation(111,4,9) that someof the Emporiteshadsettledon
the Pyrenees’heightsas far asPompey’Trophy. The attemptthoughpro-
vedto be abortive.Certainly thecity did not becomeimpoverished,it did
not loseits tradingsignificancealtogether:judging from the necropoleis’
inventory alí this did not takeplaceuntil the time of the Empire. At this
periodthe necropoleisbespokeEmporion’srelativeaffluencestill “. But
tarracowasalreadyirresistablycoming into thefore.

The diminishingrole of Emporionin theHispano-Italiancommercedro-
vetheresidentsto seekclosercontactswith thelocals.TheconfrontationCa-
to hadwitnessedandLivy describedin biswake,hadbecomea thingof the
past.The archaeologicalexcavationshaverevealeda reiatively homogene-
ousmaterialin thetwo partsof the doublecity “. In the first half of these-
condcenturyB.C. the Greekcity liad ceasedminting,as it seems,its silver
drachmasbut insteadit beganto strike bronzeandcoppercoins,outwardly
resemblingGreekcoinsbut after theRomanstandardandwith the Iberian
iegend«undikesken»,thatis «ofthe Indicetes»24; besidesthese,Emporional-
sostruckthe coinsof othercommunitiesof thisregion “, which,incidentally,
bearswitnessto Emporion’sauthorityamongthe neighbouringIberians.

After 72 B.C. the situationchanged.By wayof punishmentforthepar-
ticipation in Sertorius’smovementmany Spanishcommunitieswere de-
prived of the right to mint their own coinage~ The Indicetescreasedto
strike their own moneytoo. It was probablythe time whenEmporion re-

“M. GOLOBARDES, «Las vías romanas en el Ampurdán», Ampurias. p. 9-10 (1947-1948),
p. 36; A. ARRIBAS, «La Arqueología romana en Cataluña”, in: Problemas de la Prehistoria y
de la Arqueología Catalanas. Barcelona, 1963, p. 193-194

‘R. GRosse, «Emporion», RE, SptBd. 9,1962, Sp. 36.
“Cf: J.M. NOLLA BRUFAU. Op. cii., p 184-190; M. ALMAGRO, N. LAMBOGLIA. Op. ci)?, p.

19-24.4J. UNTERMANN,MOtII,nientaLinguarum Hispanicarum. Bd. 1. Wiesbaden, 1975, 5. 165-
169; PO.RIPOLLÉS PALAU. Op. cii., p. 336-342.

i. UNrERMANN. Op. cit, S. 172-174; J.M. BLAZQUEZ. Op. cit., p. 344.
‘>M.H. CRAWFORD, «Thc Financial Organization of Republican Spain”, Numismatical

Chronicles, 9 (1969), p. 84.
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sumedto issueits own money.Fromthat timeon coinswith theEmporite
legendresumedtheir circulation in boththe cities ‘~. Ihis is anotherillus-
trationof the differing standtheGreekandIndicetecitiestook in thetime
of Sertorius’ war.

We can scarcelyknow what was judicial or legal positionof Emporion
aftertheRomanconquest.Livy (XXXIV») writesthatthe Greekslived un-
dertheprotectionof the Romans’friendship.Thecontextsindicatethatthe
descriptionof the friendship refersto the initial stageof the Romanpre-
sence:the Romans’protectionincreasedthecity’s securityin thefaceof the
Spaniards.WhenCatohadpacifiedthis region in 195 B.C. therewasscar-
cely anymenaceto theGreeks’securityon thepanof their indigenousneigh-
bours.In alí probabilitythis«friendship»betweenthemighty Romeandlit-
tle Emporionmighthaveemergedatthestartof theSecondPunicWarwhen
the Romanshadbadly neededa convenientbridge-headfor the military
operations.Judgingby the vaguewordingof Livy it is morelikely thannot
that no official treatybetweenthe «friends»hadeverbeenachieved.The
term amicitia iii Romanlaw was rathervagueandindefinite. On the one
hand, it spelledthe relationsof practicalsubordinationof a weakercom-
munity, on the other,it admittedalí sortsof interpretationof thissubordi-
nationdependingon theconcretecircumstances“. It essentiallyallowedto
preservetotal internal autonomywith no initiative in foreignaffairs.

Livy comparesthe inhabitantsof Emporionwith the residentsof Mas-
salia: thoughweakerthanthelatter, theformerdisplayedthesameloyalty.
Cicero (Derep. 1,43)puts intoScipio Aemilianus’mouth theassertionthat
the MassaliotswereRome’sclients,andhe goeson sayingabouttheMas-
saliots’ownsystemof managementwhich did not copy the Romanonein
the least“. It looksquitepossiblethatthe Emporitescouid havepreserved
their ancientpolytical systemtoo.This suppositionmaybe corroborated
by Strabo(111,4,8)whoholdsthatupontheemergenceof a unitedstatesys-
tem of the Oreekand Indicetiancommunities,themanagementsystem
combinedHellenic andbarbariannorms:Consequently,prior to this pe-
riod theOreekshadHellenic norms.

As for the Indicetestheyweremostprobably«the subjects»(peregrini
dedititii). Theymusthavefallen into this stateafter their surrenderto Ca-
to (Liv. XXXIV,16,3). Therehasbeenadvancedan ideathatabout100 B.C.
theIndicetesrecievedLatin citizenship20, but we lack anyevidenceto con-
firm this supposition.

“PP. RIPoLLÉS ALEGRE. Op. ch., p. 342-345.
‘S.L. UTCHENKO, Decline and Falí of the Roman Republic. Moscow, 1965, p. 205 (in Rus-

sian).
“On ihe position of Massalia under Rome’s sway see: M. CLAvEL-LEvEQUE, Marseille

grecque. Marseille, 1977, p. 136-137.
20 ~ RIPoLL PERELLÓ, «Notas acerca los orígenes de la ciudad romana de Ampurias’>,

Ampurias, 32-34 <1971-1972), p. 374.
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Strabo(111,4,5)statesthatwith time the Greeksand the Iberiansac-
cepteda commonstateestablishment,but he did not give theexactdateof
theevent.Evidentlytheeventcouldnot havetakenplaceprior to 72 B.C.
becausebothcitiestook, asit seems,differentsidesduringthewar of Ser-
toriusandconsequentlytherewasno placefor themixture of statesystems.
Livy (XXXI V,9) testifiesto the presencein Emporionof Romancolonists
who joined the original populationof the city after Caesarhaddefeated
Pompey’schildren in 45 B.C. Strabo,however,makesno mention of the
Romancolonists.Thereforeit is possibleto concludethat Strabo’snarra-
tion throwslight on the eventsbetweenthe years72 and45 D.C.

The commonmixed laws,though,failed to obliteratethe dissimilarity
of the two cities.The selfsamegeographermaintainsthat Emporion per-
sistedas a «doublecity>’ (dípoiic) divided by awall into Hellenic andmdi-
cetesparts.As we shallseelater,the legalstatusof the two cities in the fa-
ceof Romanpowerwasalsodifferent.

A Romansettlementspranginto existenceatthewalls of Emporion.In
195 B.C. Catopitchedhis campnearthecity. This campgraduallyturned
into a permanentpost.Pie recentdigs haveproventhat it was this outpost
of the first quarterof the secondcenturyD.C. thatformedthe basisof the
Romantown 2) Around 100 WC. on the site of theoutposta town emer-
ged.Sometimepasta templewasrearedthere,probably,the templeof lu-
piter OptimusMaximusthatarchitecturallyresembledItalian templeses-
pecially thoseof Latium and Campania“. Evidently, thatwas the time of
an emigrationfron Italy of a sectionof thepopulation.A fragmentwas
found thatborethenameof aconsulandproconsulM. Tunius.Somerese-
archersbelievethat it is an honoraryinscription to commemorateM. lu-
nius Silanus,aconsulin theyear109andaproconsulin 108B.C. “. It is qui-
te possiblethatSilanuswho previouslybackin 113 or 112 D.C. hadheid
someoffice in Spain,hadpromotedtheimmigrationof a certaingroup of
Italics to the Peninsula.The legal statusof this settlementis unknown.

The year45 B.C. saw somechangeswhenCaesarsettledherehis colo-
nists (Lv. XXXI V,9). It is consideredtobethe colonydeducedby Caesar~
Yet thereis an opinion that at that time a municipiumwas created25 but
the term coloni used by the Romanauthorspeaksin favour of a colony.
Livy assertsthatCaesar«added»(coloni...adiecti)coloniststo theIberians
andGreeks.It looksthatthecolonistsfoundtheir homesin the doubiecity

2) J~ AQUILUÉ, I.M. NOLLA, E. SANMARTÍ, «Das rómische Forum von Ampurias”, Madri-
der Mitteilungen, 27 <1986), 8. 227, 232.

“Ibid., S. 232.

“Ibid., S. 233, Taf. 27b.
‘~ R. GRosse. Op. ciÉ, Sp. 35.

H. GAL5TERER, Untersuchungen zum rómischen Stádtewesen auf der Iberischen Hal-
binsel. Berlin, 1971,8. 26, Anm. 99; E. RIPOLL PERELLÓ. Op. cit., p. 374; 3M. BLÁZQUEZ,
Nuevos estudios sobre la Romanización. Madrid, 1989, p. 36.
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longsinceexistingon thesite.Thisprocesswasaccompaniedby somechan-
gesatIndica. At ieastin onepart of the Hispaniccity oíd houseshadbeen
demolishedand in their steadandplacenew streetsweremadein accor-
dancewith Romancity-building principies,particularlycardo anddecu-
manus”

The reasonswhy theRomancolonycameinto beinghereof ah places,
arenot known.However, it is knownthat thedeductionof the colonyand
thedispossessionof theformerresidentsof partor evenof thewhoieof the
settiementat thattimewas conditionedandpromptedby the hostilestand
thecommunityhadtakenin thecourseof thewarbetweenCaesarandPom-
peyor his chiidren,whereasby way of rewardingfor their supportandlo-
yalty Caesargrantedthe nativesRomancitizenship‘~. That is whywe de-
em it quité soundto infer that the Emporiteshadtakenthe Pompeians’
side~ True, thereis no evidenceto thiseffect in the Commentariidebello
civiii or in theRellumHispaniensebut Livy’s accountandthearchaeologi-
cal dataalikedo not contradictthis supposition.

U this suppositionis correctandgrounded,it follows that theaborigi-
nespatently receivedno Romanrights. On the otherhandLivy’s account
makesit clearthat theSpaniardshadgot RomancitizenshipbeforetheOre-
eks.In alí probability it occurredin that troubledperiodof Romanhistory
which followed Caesar’sdeath.The war of 46-45 B.C. was by far not the
lastoneon Iberiansoil. In 39 B.C. proconsulCn.DomitiusCalvinusfought
againsttheCeretanianscomparativelynearEmporion(Dio Cass.XLIII,41).
Sometime laterhe becamethe first, as far as we know at present,patron
of Emporion.Therewereotherpatronsof Emporion in laterperiods~

It seemssotempting to ascribethe Emporites’Romancitizenshipto Cal-
vinus.

ThoughLivy stressesthattheGreeksreceivedRomancitizenshipafter
theSpaniardshad,it is clearthatby the timeLivy wrote theXXXIV Book
theGreeksof EmporionhadalreadybeenRomancitizens.It hasbeenes-
tablishedthat Livy wrote the third decadeof his work prior to theyear14
B.C. ‘~. ConsequentlyBook XXXIV could not havebeencompleteduntil
10 B.C. It follows thenthat thetwo communitieshadalreadyemergedin-
to onewholeby lO H.C. if our argumentconcerningthe Spaniardsgetting
Romancitizenshipiii the thirties hold waterit mustbe deducedthat the
HellenesacquiredRomancitizenshipbetweenthetwentiesandthe tensof

“M. ALMAGRO, N. LAMBOCLIA. Op. ci)?, p. 19-21.
“E. Vrn’INGHoFF, Rómische Kolonisation —und Bñrgerrechts— politik unter Caesar und

Augustus. Wiesbaden, 1952, S. 75-77.
“M. ALMAGRO, Ampurias. Barcelona, 1951, p. 44-45.29Q ALFÓLDY, «Cnaeus Domitius Calvinus, Patronus von Emporiae».AEArq., 5.50-51

(1977-1958),47-54.
“> History of Roman Literature, 1. Moscow, 1959, p. 475 (in Russian).
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the first centuryB.C. It permits us to sidewith thosehistorianswhohave
datedthecreationof the Romanmunicipiumto Augustus’time”.

Ihe bestsuitedperiodfor theactseemstobetheyears26-25B.C. when
Augustushimself hadlived in Spainandsimultaneousiywith thewarfare
he hadbeenengagedin the reorganizationof theSpanishprovinces“. The
grantingof Romancitizenshipto GreekEmporion maybe interpretedas
asignof gratitudeto the first of Spanishcitiesthatreceivedthe Romansat
the outsetof the war againstCarthaginians.Sucha gesture,especiallyat
thecloseof miiitary operationson the Peninsulacould havebeenquitena-
tural andnormalin Augustus’policies of official conservatism.

As the resultof theseactsthe threesectionsof the Emporionpopula-
tion hadcometo occupyanequalprivilegedposition,followingtheseevents
therewere no reasonsor groundsto havetwo separatecommunitiesand
thus,as Livy put it, they«mergedinto a wholebody». Thisunitedcity got
the statusof a municipiumjudging from the inscription Qn the Emporion
coin. Interestinglyin this legendthereare bothLatin and Iberian letters
usedsideby side~‘. This looksagraphicillustration of a mixednatureof
thebrandnewmunicipium. The coins,the Emporitesbeganto strike now,
reproducedthe ancientGreekmodelwith PegasusChrysaorandAthens
but the new iegendis alreadyLatin, not Greek’”.

Theofficial nameof themunicipiumwas ResPublica Emporitanorum‘t
but the current nameEmporiaewas widespread.As we cansee,the basic
namewas Greekbut usedin the Latin plural form, which is highly indica-
tive of the dualcharacterof the city despitetheir blendingin onemunící-
pium.The sameis confirmedby Pliny (111,22)whocalledthecity geminum.
Ihe generallook of the city, though,becomesat that time morehomoge-
neous,which is especiallywell corroboratedby the coinsundugrecently
which hadbecomeabsolutelyalike in thetwo partsof the city “.

The nameof the city derivedfrom the Oreektown andthepreserva-
tion of theancientimageson thecoinsspeakmuchaboutthe desireof both
the Greeks,and the Spaniards,and the Italian immigrants,to emphasize
the connectionbetweenthenewmunicipiumandtheoíd Phocaeancolony.
Evenmuchlater amongstthe floor mosaicsin the Emporion housesone
could comeacrossOreekinscription”. Yet the coinlegendis in Latin, the
nameof the city is also usedin tlie Latin form. As hasbeenstatedearlier,

H. GALSTERER, Op. ci)?, S.26; A. BALIL, «Algunos aspectos del proceso de la romani-
zación de Cataluña», Ampurias, 17-18 (1955-1956), p. 53

“A. MONTENEGRO DUQUE, Op. cit., p. 178-184.
“3. UNTERMANN. Op. cit., S.167.
‘4 Ibid.. 5. 165.
“A. D’ORs, «Una nueva inscripción ampuritana”, Ampurias 29<1967), p. 293-295.
‘«PP.RIPoLLÉs ALEGRE. Op. dr, p. 345-348.
“A. BLANCO FREIJEIRO, «Artes de la Hispania Romana”, Historia de España, 11.2. Ma-

drid, 1982, p. 590.
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the foremostcontractorsof Emporion’stradeweretheinhabitantsof Italy
ratherthan theOreeksof Aegaeis.N. Lambogliadrawing upon the to-
ponymicalresearchof E Aebincher,pointsout agreatdealof Romano-Ita-
hancolonistsin theregionof Emporion‘~. Ihe concentrationof alot of to-
ponyms-derivativeof theformerestates’names(andthe latterwerederived
from theirfirst owners’námes)on acomparativelysmallareabetraysa re-
latively smallsize of thoseestates.

The Greektown occupiedan insignificant territory andwasby far sma-
ller in size thanthe Spanishtown so thatonly their firm discipline andin-
cessantvigilancecould keepthe Helleneswell protected.Under the Ro-
manssway,however,therewasno necessityto protecttheOreeksanylonger,
themoresothattheinterestsof boththetownsweregrowingmoreandmo-
re alike. Undertheseconditions,given theevermore closecontactswith
Italy, the Oreekcity failed to preserveits original Oreekcharacter.

The legalstatusof thenewmunicipiumwas determinedby a specialmu-
nicipal law. A small fragmentof this law of Augustus’ epochrecentlyex-
cavatedshowsthat the Emporion law wasmadeby the generalstandard
andwas not different from anyotheractsof suchnature“.

The organizationof the municipiumbroughtaboutsomealterationsin
theRomano-Indicetetown.They re-builtthe forum,theyerectednewtem-
plesandso on ~ Thenew municipiumstroveto passfor a smallRome.

Themunicipiumwassureto havehadanagriculturalregion.It goeswit-
houtsayingthat its territory engulfedalsothoselandsof Emporionthat
the town hadreceivedafter the Romanconquest.The finding of threele-
adtabletsbearingthecursesanddamnationsvoicedby thetribeof theOb-
sitansandhurledatthe Romanauthoritiesandthe Indicetesalikepermits
usto holdthattheterritory of Emporiaeincludedalsothelandsof theOb-
sitanswholived westof theIndicetes“‘. N. Lamboghiatendsto behievethat
theOlositansmanagedto preservesomeautonomy,limited asit mightbe ~

Incidentally,the fact that theIndicetespreservedtheir namewell afterthe
municipium was declared,maybearwitnessto a suppositionthatpart of
thistribe too retaineditsnameandits autonomyor thatperhapsnot alí the
Indiceteswereincludedin ResPublica Emporitanorum“.

Thus it wassothat the socio-politicalRomanizationof the seatof Ore-
ek civilization on the IberianPeninsulaoccurred.

“N. LAMBOGLIA, «La formación del municipio de Emporine”, RSL 39(1973), p. 30-31,
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The most importantPhoeniciancolony in Spain was Gades.The pro-
cessof its political Romanizationandits integrationwith the RomanPo-
wermaybe saidto consistof threestages.The first stageis representedby
theagreementwith Marcius (206B.C.)whenbetweenGadesandRomeso-
meveryvagueandindefinite relationsof amicitiawereestablished.These-
condstageis thetreatyof 78 B.C. which heraldeda newtypeof agreements
providingfor a closerlink with Rome.And the third stageis whenGades
turnedinto aRomanmunicipium;thefinal stageseemsto havetakena long
time—from 49 B.C. to 27 B.C.— In theyear49 RC. Caesarwhostayedat
the time in Spain issuedan edict on grantingthe Gaditansfornanciti-
zenshipbut whenhe returnedto Romehe failed to seeto it passingtheco-
mitiae; the Gaditans’Romancitizenshipwas ratifiedonly in 27 B.C. during
the third consulshipof Agrippa who was rewardedby the gratefulcitizens
with the honorarytitie «thefatherof the municipium».The evolution of
Gades’politico-administrativerole within the RornanStatecorresponded
exactlywith theprogressof social, andeconomic,andcultural Romaniza-
tion of this city. Judgingby the official nameof Sexi —Sexi Firrnum Iu-
liurn— this Phoeniciantown alsogot acivil statuseitherunderCaesarhim-
selfor shortly afterhis death,but by thedictator’s iast will “.

CarthagoNova,foundedby Hasdrubal,turnedunderthe republicinto
oneof the largestandmostimportantcities of HispaniaCiterior.Thegeo-
graphicalposition of the city and the wealth of its environsattractedthe
Romansand Italics immediatelyafter its seizure,as hasbeentestifiedby
the findings of Campanianvesselsdatingback to 250-180B.C ~‘. The Ita-
lics werealsodrawnby therichestminesespeciallywhentheyceasedtobe
statemines(Strabo111,2,10).Amongotherthings, it is tobeseenfrom the
stampson theleadingotsfrom CarthagoNova’spits.To theRepublicanti-
mesbelongthe ingotswith the namesof fatherandson Aquini, C. Fidu-
cius, 5. Lucretius,C. Mesius,1’. Nona,L. Planius,C. Utius, Cn. Atelius.
Their Italian origin hasbeenestablishedt

Sorneownersof pitswenton living in ltaly andsentto Spaintheir agents,
primarily libertines.Otherpit-ownerslived atCarthagoNova.Theyoccu-
pied thereapositionof rank andauthority.For instance,we know about
Atelius who occupiedthe office of quinquennalisof CarthagoNovain 57
B.C. In 42 B.C. in this office was Aquinus Mela ~‘. Of the first six quin-
quennalesof this city whom we know of andwhosenamesareconfirmed

For details on the topic see: Ju.B. TSIRKIN, «The Phoenician civilization in Roman
Spain», Gerión 3 (1985), p. 245-270.
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p. 312-313.
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by coins,five (Fabricius,Atellius,Cedius,PopiliusandPollio) undeniably
comefrom Italy, Campaniain particular.

Parfrornalí the immigrantssucceededin making theirway up into the
city’s nobility. Two inscriptionshavecomedownto us;thefirst is datedfrom
about100B.C. (CIL 11,3433)andtheother(CIL 11,5927)datesfrorn a so-
mewhatlater time ~». Theycontainthe narnesof themagistersof collegiae
thatunitedfreeborncitizens(unquestionablyrepresentativesof thelower
strata)as well as freedmenandsiaves.The anaiysisof their namesplainiy
suggeststhe fact that manyof thosepeoplecarneto CartagoNova from
Italy. Perhaps,the samemay besaidaboutthe freedmen’spatronsandthe
síaves’owners;mostof theItalian immigrantsaresornehowconnectedwith
Campania(see,for instance,L. Cervius,M. Cecius,L. Paquius,Qu. Vera-
tius, Ticinius). Many namesarenot to be found anywhereon the Iberian
PeninsularTalepius,Poquius,Veratius,Prosius.It is oniy herethat they
usedsuchancientformsas Poplicius(in placeof Publicius),Puupius(ms-
teadof Pupius),Luucius (insteadof Lucius). Ihesenamesalsotestify to
the non-Hispanicroots of suchpeopleandsuggesta comparativelyearly
immigrationof Italicsto CarthagoNova,prior totheir massinflux to other
regionsof Spain.In the inscriptionsof a later periodonecan alsocome
acrosssuch«common»narnesandformsas ClodiusandPlotiusin placeof
ClaudiusandPlautius‘«, which, it seems,can throwsorneiight on theso-
cial structureof the immigrants.

SowecanconcludethatasearlyasthesecondcenturyB.C. agreatmany
Italian immigrantsflockedto Spain.Comparisonof CarthagoNova’s na-
meswith thedatain the spreadof the samenameson the Italian Peninsu-
lashowsthatthenewsettlerscarnefirst andforemostfrom Campania,Sout-
hernLatinusandthe innerregionsof Italy adjacentwith them—Sabines,
Samnitesandothers.Ihe portof their departurewas CampanianPuteolae
wherenamessimilar to thoseat CarthagoNova wererecordedin abun-
dance.Thistown servedas oneof the centresof liaison betweenItaiy and
Spain(Strabo11,3,4;111,2,6).Another,a lessergroupof thesettlers,inclu-
dedEtruscans,Latins,Romanproper,who departed,mostlikely, not frorn
Puteolae,but from Ostia,alsoclosely linked with Spain (Strabo111,2,6),
particuiarly,with CarthagoNova”.

Sideby sidewith the main, Italian strearnof imrnigrationto this city
therewas another.Among thenamesin the inscriptionsof CarthagoNova
therearetobemet suchnamesasAemilius, Claudius,Fabius,Octaviusand

~‘ Ibid.
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somesuch likes. As hasbeenshownby R. Syme,these«fine» Romanna-
mesbelongedprimarily to the native residents,not Italian immigrants~.

Thereforeone rnaypresumethatthesenamesbelongedto the Spaniards.
Amongstthe Spaniardswe cansingleout somewhowithout doubthadco-
me to settleherefrom otherpartsof the Iberian Peninsula.For instance,
oneof the most ancientinscriptionsmentionedin thepresentpaperear-
lier, hadthename«Tongilius=*.It wasextremelyrareat Rome,but several
timesit was recordedin the Celtic regionsof Spain”. The Celtic origin of
thismanseemshighly probable.Thesameholdstrue aboutthequinquen-
nalisof theRepublicanepochAlbinusby name.His nameis foundin Spain
not only as the cognomenof aRomanor Latin citizen but alsoas theper-
sonalname(withoutagenhlicium) of Spaniardswhohadasyet no Roman
citizenshipandwholargely lived in theCeltic regions(Vives, 64,655,3670,
5355,5361 andothers).Thus we canseethatCarthagoNovawas peopled
sinceearlyyearsbothby theItalics andindigenousHispanicswho musíha-
ve immigratedfrom the innermostpartsof the Peninsula.

Ratherearlysomany immigrantssettledat CarthagoNova that they
morelikely thannot outnumberedthenativetownsfolk.Alreadyin the Re-
publicantimesCarthagoNovaacquiredtheoutwardappearanceof a typi-
calRomano-Italiantown with streetsdecoratedwith porticoes,andanamp-
hitheatre»‘. Undoubtedly,thedescendantsfrom Italy constitutedthe bulk
of thecity residentsalreadyat that time, theyweremostlycity magistrates
andowners(or leaseholders)of the pits in its environs.

Ihe processof migrationmusthavebeenratherspontaneous.Until the
fortiesof thefirst centuryB.C. not asingle legal act regulatingtheposition
of CarthagoNovaandtheimmigrationprocesshascomedown to us. In this
respecttherearisesthe questionof the legal statusof this city. It was E.
Húbnerwho first advancedasuppositionthat prior to the period of Cae-
sarorAugustusCarthagoNovahadbeenapoll-tax payingcity but lately
anothersuppositionhasbeenput forwardthat asearlyas pre-Caesarianti-
mesthecity hadbeenaprivilegedcommunity>‘. In the first partof thepre-
sentpaper,however,we havealreadydemonstratedthat underthe Bar-
quidae CarthagoNova had enjoyedno privileges andpractically no
self-government.Ancient PhoenicianandPunic townshadpersisted in
their ancientlegalstatustheyhadhadbeforemergingwith theRomanPo-
wer long after the Romanconquest.Thereforethereseemsto be little

R. SYME, Tacitas. 11. Oxford, 1958, p. 247, n. 17.
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groundfor thehypothesisto theeffect thatthe Romansgayethiscentreof
the Carthaginians’authority in Spain thatwhat hadbeendeniedby the
Carthaginiangenerals.True,no tracesof Phoenicianlaw havebeenunco-
veredat CarthagoNova.Its quattuorviriandquinquannaleshavenothing
similar to the familiar magistratesof Phoeniciancities.But couldit mean
thatthe city hadacquireda privilegedpositionbesides?

It is welI known thatasearlyas the mid-secondcenturyB.C. the pits
belongedto the state(Strabo111,2,10)andthatin 63 B.C. therewerenear
thecity lands«conqueredby thevalour of the two Scipiones»(Cic. deleg
agr. 1,5; 11,51) and,consequently,not the city’s property.Ls it possiblethat
CarthagoNovabecameaprivilegedcommunityafterthemassimmigration
of ltalics ihere?It mustbe bornein mmd, though,that the first Italic set-
tlérshadappearedheremanifestlywithin thesecondcenturyB.C, thatis,
priorto theSocialWar,sothattherehadbeenno needfor theRomanaut-
horitiesto legalizetheir privilegedpositionthathadalreadyexistedde fac-
to. It mustnot be exeludedthatafterthe SocialWar theItalo-Romanset-
tlersformedan oppidumciviumRomanorumwithin the frameworkof the
city community,as wasperhapsthe casein otherplacesin Spain,Africa or
DalmatiaÑYet thereis no written evidenceof that.

ThepresenceatCarthagoNovaof quattuorviri,who arenot to befound
in otherstipendiarySpanishtowns,hasbeenviewed as the main proof of
its privileged position.We mustbearin mmd,though,that the bulk of the
CarthagoNovapopulationwasconstitutedby Italic imrnigrants,aboyealí,
thosefrom Campania.Campaniais known to havehadquattuorviri who
weresentby the Romanauthoritiesto Capua,Cumae,Puteolaeandother
towns.The true natureof this magistratedefiesspecificationso far but
the fact of theexistenceof quattuorviriat Campaniaboth beforetheSo-
cialWarandafterit, is in itself very important.After theSocialwartheIta-
hancornmunitiesthat receivedRomancivil rigths alsocarneto be gover-
nedlargely by quattuorviri‘t It looksquite probablethatItalian influence,
felt hereundertheRepublicmoreconspicuouslythanin anyotherSpanish
town,resultedin theemergenceof the institutionof Romanlaw. Ibismight
havebeenlegalizedthroughsornejudicial actbut thereis no information
to prove it. It shouldbe notedthatalreadyin thesecondcenturyWC.Cart-
hagoNovahadanothersocialinstitution,namely,collegiae(magistratesof
thecollegiaewerethosepeoplewhoaround100B.C. hadmadeoneof the
mostancientinscription (CIL 11,3433).Ihereforewedo not think thatsuch
Italian institutionsasquattuorviriandcollegiaein themselvesbespokethe
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city’s privileged status.More likely than not, CarthagoNova remaineda
stipendiarytown.

Thelook of thingsbecamedifferentin theperiodof theEmpire. It one
of theinscriptions(CIL 11,3419)arementionedcoloni etlibertini, in anot-
her (CIL 11,3414)—the colony’spatron.It is absolutelyplain thatCartha-
go Novahadbecomeby thena colony. In the processquattuorvirihaddi-
sappeared,quinquennaleswho mintedthecity’s smallcoinshadpersisted
andthereappearedduurnviri (i.g. CIL 11,3429)andaediies(CIL 11,3435).
It was underAugustusthat the city acquiredthe statusof a colonybecau-
se the colony’spatronwasthe~‘icegerentof HispaniaCiterior P. Silius,one
of Augustus’slegates(Vel.Pat.11,90,4),whoisoftenidentifiedwith thecon-
sul in 20 WC. ‘~.

Onthecoinsof CarthagoNovaonecanreadthelegendVINK or CVIN.
TheletterV hasbecomenowadaysinterpretedasUrbs” whichseemsvery
probable,as manytownsof RomanSpainupon receivingthe Romansta-
tusaddedthe word «urbs»to their official narne.The ietter 1 wasalways
decipheredasJulia ‘~. A namelike this permitsusto datethe appearance
of thecolonyto thetime before theyear27 B.C. “. A moreexactdatehas
beenlongdebatedin thehistoricalscience:either45 D.C. (andthentheini-
tiator is Caesar,no doubt), or 42 D.C. (thenthe foundcr is Lepidus)‘~.

Now let usdwell upon theeventsof the forties of the first centuryD.C.
In 47 B.C. at CarthagoNovathe Pompeianpartycameto powerif it was
thiscity thathadstruckthecoinbearingthenamesof Sabinusandevidently
of Cn. Magnusimperator,besidesthequinquennales’names“. Whenin the
following year,though,Cn. Pompeythe Juniorinitiated a warfareagainst
Spainandmany townsjoined in to aid him, CarthagoNova refusedto ta-
ke the Pornpeians’sideandwas besiegedby them(Dio Cass.XLIII,30,1).
Consideringthe significanceof thiscity as the major link betweentheIbe-
rian PeninsulaandItaly, it is easyto assesshowimportantitspositionmust
havebeenfor CaesarNo wonderthat it wasCarthagoNovawhereCaesar
decidedrnanymattersof governingthe provincein 45 D.C.; it is not sur-
prising thatCarthagoNovaaccordedyoungOctaviussucha heartywelco-
me (Nic.Dam. l1ira Aug. 11-12).WhenafterCaesar’sdeparturefrom Spain
andespeciallyafter his assassination,manytownsandmilitary units took
thesideof SextusPompey,thevicegerentof HispaniaUlteriorAsiniusPo-
llio took painsstrivingto hold first andforemostCarthagoNovaalthough
it was situatedin HispaniaCiterior governedby Lepidus.Pollio’s attempt
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turnedout abortive,he was beatenby SextusandCarthagoNovafeil in
Pompey’s handswho stationedthere one of bis legions (Dio Cass.
XLI V,1O.1-4;Cice.adAtt XVI,4,2). Cicerowritesaboutthejoy andtheju-
bilationsreigning on the seizureof this city, andaboutthe changein the
Spaniards’mood thereupon.ThoughSextuswas not herelong, it wasper-
hapsnot until his departureto Galia thatLepidussucceededin establis-
hing hisswayover thecity.

Therearereasonsto supposethatCaesarwasjustiy grateful to the re-
sidentsof CarthagoNovawhereasLepidushadno groundsto feel thank-
ful to them.

Theanalysisof the CarthagoNovanamesof the periodof the Empire
hasshownthaton theborderunebetweenthe Republicand the Empire
no changeshadtakenplacein thestructureof thecity’s population.Among
its residentswe can againfind the Italics (manynamesareagainassocia-
tedwith Campaniaor its environs),theSpaniards’both lberiansandCelts.
A slight numericalincreaseof Spaniards’namesin inscriptionsmaybeex-
plainedeitherby accidentalnatureof thefinds or by the fact that uponthe
appeasementofthe whole of the IberianPeninsulathe migration inside
Spain grewmoreextensiveandCarthagoNovaexperiencedan influx of
new settlersfrom otherregionsof thecountry.Whatis irnportantis thefact
that practicallyno changeswereto be observedin the ruling circle of the
city. For instance,arnongthequattuorviriof the pre-colonialepochwecan
seeL. Bebius,andthe narneof the quinquennalisHebiusPollio appeared
on thecolony’scoins‘«. His colleaguewas AquinusMela, andthe Aquinus
family hadstartedto work the CarthagoNovapits long beforethis time.
To the pre-colonialtimebelongthe ingotswith Cn. Atellius’ stamp,anot-
her Cn:Atelliuswasaqunquennalisin 9 AD. andstill anotherAtelliusoc-
cupiedthe sameoffice 66 yearsbefore “. It follows that the formationof
thecolonywqsin no wayconnectedwith either thenewsettlersor the new
ruling layen Thuswe can insist that the creationof the colonywas by no
meansapenalty.

Romehadtheso-calledtitular coloniesthatreceivedthisstatuswithout
deducingtherecolonists.This practicewas particularlywidespreadat the
timesof TraianusandHadrianusbut actuallyit hadalwaysexisted”.Cae-
saralsoresortedto thepracticeduringhislast campaignin Spain.DioCas-
sius (XLIII,39,5) statesthat thedictator gayethe communities,thatsup-
ported him, lands and freedomfrom taxes;to somehe gayecitizenship
(evidently,amunicipalstatus),to othershegayetheright to considerthem-
selvesRornancolonists.AII this allowsus to proclairnCaesarthe founder
of theRomancolonyof CarthagoNova, themostiikely dateof thecolony’s
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birth seemsto be 45 WC. when Caesarcameto this city after bis victory
over the Pompeians(Nic. Dam. Vita Aug. 11-12).By that timethe city had
beeninhabitedby a greatdealof immigrantsfrorn ltaly who hadoccupied
the ruling poststhere.That is perhapsthe reasonwhy, unlike Gades,Cart-
hagoNovabecamea colony,not amunicipium,Caesar’saction,as it were,
ratified theprocessof colonizationwhichhadstartedal ieastacenturypre-
viously.

So, the socio-politicalRomanizationof theGreekandPhoentcianre-
gionsof Spainhadbeenin the main completedby theendof the Republic
andthe beginningof the Empire.The bulk of the Spanishpopulation,Le.
the nativeethnicsof the IberianPeninsulahadalso begunto feel a com-
parativelypowerfulRomanimpactin the Republicanepoch.Ihe Spanish
Romanizationin the periodof the Republicfalís into threestagesor pha-
ses—from the outsetof the Romanconquestof Spain to Sertorius,frorn
Sertorius’movementto the activitiesof Caesar,andlastly, theactivitiesof
Caesarandhis successors.

Oneof the axesof Romanizationat that time was the Hiberusvalley.
Along this river lay the major traderoutesconnectingtheNorth-Eastern
part of the Peninsulawith Italy. In theUpperHiberusvalleyasearlyas179
WC. theRomanshadfoundedthetown of Grachhurris(Liv. per. XLI; FHA
III, 223-224).An importantcentreof this areawas ContrebiaBelesca.At
leastat thecurrentlevel of archaeologicalinvestigationsthistown hasyiel-
dedthegreatestarnountof thefragmentsof RomanandItalian amphorae
of the late-Republicanperiod ~ The Romanconquesttotally destroyed
that relative isolation in which the indigenousinhabitantshadhitherto Ii-
ved. In this areafrom amongthe Celtiberiansand Iberiansalike soldiers
wererecruitedfor the Romanauxiliary delachrnents.The equestriansof
the Salluvitanaturmaearnedin 89 B.C. the Rornancitizenshipfor their
braveryandcourage‘o. ~ is not knownif Ihis decreeof Cn. PompeyStra-
bo wasa uniqueaffair (asregardsthe Spaniards)or if similar gifts of Ro-
man citizenshipto the valiant Iberian and Ceitiberian warriors havejust
not comedown to us.But in eachcasea rewardwas rneant;it did not seem
to be an establishedpractice.That epochdid not seeyet a masscivil status
of the Spaniards.

An impressiveindicatorof the advancedRornanizationof the Midd-
le Hiberusvalley at the time prior to the Sertoriuscampaignis theTabu-
la Contrebiensisfoundnot long agoanddatedto May 17,87B.C., thatis
two yearsafterStrabo’sdecree.The tabulacontainstheresult of thecourt
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of arbitrationat ContrebiaBelescaconcerningthe disputebetweenthe
neighbouringIberianandVasconiancommunities“. TheSossinestanisold
theSalloiensessomelandin orderto dig acanalbut the Allavonensesdid
not like it. Thereexists an hypothesisthat this affair is indicativeof the
Allavonenses’sovereigntyover the Sossinestani“. But if that hadbeen
so, theformercould havejust forbiddento carry out this transactionor if
it hadalreadytakenplace,theycould haveresortedto force to annul it.
Insteadthematterhadbeentakento court to be tried by the Romanvi-
cegerent.Ihe residentsof Contrebiawho hadbeenvestedwith theaut-
hority of árbitrationby the Rornanvicegerent,decidedthe casein favour
of Salivia,not Alavon.Sincethetwo wereneighbours“ theycouldnot but
knowthetruestateof things.Thereforewefind morereasonableandplau-
sibletheopinion of J.S.Richardsonthatundertheconditionsof aridcli-
mateof theHiberusvalley, the saleof aplot of landto the Salíviensesto
build a canal there,was sureto do sorneharm anddamageto thewater-
supplyof Alavon ‘~. It cannotbe ruledout either thatthe boneof conten-
tion betweenAlavon andSossinestaniwas a certainplot of landandthis
plot —of alí others—the Sossinestanipreferredto selí to anothercorn-
muníty. Anyhow, the RornanvicegerentC. Valerius Flaccuswas obliged
to seeto the matterbut he limited himself to the juridical technicaiities
of thecase“ whereasthedecisionof thecascassuchwasentrustedby him
to the Senators’court of arbitrationof theneighbouringneutralcornmu-
nity andtheSenatorstried undeniablyaccordingto the local, not Roman
law ~

It ought to be pointedout that thethreecommunities(to say nothing,
for the time being,of Contrebia)embarkedupon irnrnediateandvarious
relationsbetweenthemselvesandbetweenthemseivesandRornanautho-
rity. Onemayget an impressionthat therewereno largerpohitico-admi-
nistrativeor ethnico-administrativebodiesof any kind. Yet it is a well-
known fact thatAllavon was the town of the Vasconi(Ptol. 11,6,66)and
Salivia belongedto the Sedetani(Plin. 111,24;Ptol. 11,6,62). It hasnot yet
beenestablishedto whatethnicSosinessabelongedbut sinceat thattime
therewereno otherethnicshiving betweenthe SedetaniandVasconi,the
inhabitantsof Sosinessamusthavebelongedto oneof the two. Judgingby

“G. FATAS, «The Tabula Contrebiensis», Antiquity 57,29 (1983), p. 13.
3’ Ibid., p. 16.
“Ibid., p. 17; idem., «El bronce de Conirebia», in: Bajo Aragón, Prehistoria II. Zarago-

za, 1980, p. 62.
“J.S. RICHARDSON, «The Tabula Contrebiensis: Roman Lnw in Spain in the Early First

century B.C.», JRS 73(1983), p. 39.
3’ Ibid., p. 38. Before Flaccus became a vicegerent in Spain he had been a praetor urba-

nus: F. Mtinzer, «Valerius», RE ISA (1955), Sp. 7-9.
‘«J.5. RICHARDSON. Op. ciÉ, p. 39.
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the inscription the SedetaniandVasconiof thisregionhadaireadydissol-
vedinto separatecommunities.

This ideacan be corroboratedby Strabo’sdecree.The warriors,who
hadbeengrantedthe Romancitizenship,weregroupedaccordingto their
communities,without mentioningtheir ethnicon.Thevery turmawas na-
medafter the city, thatwas oneof thecontendersin the disputeresolved
by the Contrebians—after Salivia”. Unlike this turma, ah auxiliary units
that we know aboutin Spain andthatweremannedin the inner,northern
andnorth-westernregionsof the Peninsula,werecahlednot afterthecom-
rnunitiesbut the tribes—of theAsturians,Celtiberians,Cantabriandot-
hers.The knownexceptionsareteiling onesindeed:five cohortsof Braca-
raugustani,for instance,werenarnedeitherafter the conventurnor after
the city but it wasalreadyaRomancity, no doubthavingno links with any
local ethnic.Trueenough,alí thesetroopsbelongedto arnuch laterepoch,
following Augustus’ reforrnsbut the principIeof naming, mostprobably,
remainedthesame

WhenCaesarlaterrelatedtheeventsof hiscampaignof 49 B.C. hemen-
tioned only civitates(beL cil. 48), whereasdetailinghis adherentswhoto-
ok bis sidehe mentionedthe towndwellersalone(bel. civ. 60). In his des-
cription of Caesaraugustanconventum,a laterperiodaltogether,Pliny
(111,24)mentionedonly cities, althoughin somecaseswe canfind thena-
me of theethnictoo, to which the city belonged.Thelegendson thecoins
alsoconfirmthis speculation.TheIberiancoinsfirst issuedearly in these-
condcenturyB.C. andlast mintedshortly before44 B.C. when Iberian le-
gendshadbeenentirelyoustedby Latin ones,bearthe namesof prirnarily
townsthoughonecanalsomeetsometribenames,as,for example,thena-
mesof theVasconi andtheSedetani“. In alí likelihood,tribal andcity coins
coexistedfor sometime,andthe factcanmeanthat alongsidethecornmu-
nitiesemancipatedfrom «thepeople»,thereexisted,apart of theselfsame
peoplewhowent on living their previouslife. The pointer is alsothemen-
tion of the cohortsof SpaniardsVasconiduringthe Empire’».

Evidently it is possibleto maintainthat the ancienttribal unionswere
disintegrating,thatcertaincommunities,at leastthe mostsignificantones,
hadalreadyshakenoff the tribal fetters,begunto strike their own money,
enteredinto relationswith eachother,on the onehand,andwith the Ro-
manauthoritieson the other,without reckoningwith the tribe in anyway.

FHA IV, p. 156.The finding of the Contrebia tablet with the town of Salivia mentio-
ned there confirms the traditionní opinion.

‘~J.M. ROLDÁN HERvÁS, Hispania y el ejército Romano. Salamanca, 1974, p. 65-158.
“3. CARO BAROJA, «La escritura de la España prerromana», in: Historia de España, ti,

v.3. Madrid, 1963, p. 731-734; J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, La economía..., p. 343-347; A. BELTRÁN, «Pro-
blemática general de la iberización en el valle del Ebro», Ampurias 38-40 (1976-1978), p.
202-203; PP.RIPoLLÉS ALEGRE. Op. cit., passim.

«J.M. ROLDÁN HERvÁs. Op. cii., p. 530.
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As we rernember,at the beginningof the Rornanconquest,the situation
was different: the basicunit of the regionwas the tribe ‘. Ihe emergence
of separatecity communitiesmustbe interpretedasanimportantresult of
the Romanization.

Thingsweredifferent in Contrebia.Its secondname—Belesca—hints
atthe tribe the Contrebiansbelongedto. In Spaintherewereat leastthree
townsof the samename«Contrebia»“so thatthe secondnamewas meant
to specifywhatexactlytown onehad in mmd. But that was not the only
functionof the secondname.This city mintedcoinswith the legend«be-
laiscom»” The flexion «corn»—the flexion of the Celtic, Genitivus¡‘tu-
ralis— indicatesthatthenameis anethnicunit “. ThusContrebiaseemsto
be theBelescicentre.Irrespectiveof thefact if theBelescihadothertowns
or not,Contrebiaregardeditself as the tribal capitalandissuedmoneyon
behalfof the tribe. Obviouslyit was acommunitywithin the Celtiberian
tribal union of theLusoni.

We knowverylittle abouttheinnerstructureof Allavon andSalívia.The
residentsof Salíviadrove in thestakesat publicexpense(publice), in other
wordstheymarkedout the courseof a futurecanal.So we seea wholeco-
llective, acommunitywhichembraced,besidesthetownsfolk,alsovillagers
or town-dwellerswho were engagedin farmingtoo, for it was the farmers
who badly neededthe canal.In this respectSalívia is not unlike alí other
communitiesnot onlyin Spainbut in thewholeancientworld. The sameap-
pliesto theAllavonenseswhojoinedin theargumentover the plot of land.

As for Sosinessatheinscriptionmentionsin plain wordsSosinestanaci-
vitas.Civitas is not just a town. For instance,Livy (XXXI V,16,3) makesa
mentionof sevencastíesof the Bergesitaniancivitas.We do not know the
sizeof the Sosinestanian

territory. The econornicsignificanceof Sosinessawas in ah possibility
not large~ Rutwithout theshadowof a doubt its territory lay beyondthe
city walls.Heretherewasbothprivateland(agerprivatus)andpublic land
(agerpublicus).In theinscription it is specificallystatedthatthetown-dwe-
llersof Sosinessawouldconsiderlegitimatethe constructionof a canalth-
roughprivatelandsoniy ifand whenthe Salíviensespaid(obviously in ad-
dition to the sum theywould haveto pay the whole communityfor the
purchaseof the land) as much rnoneyas theneutraldisinterestedjudges
would say.

No narrativesourcestestify to the existenceof privatelandsin this re-
gion in the epochof the conquest.Certainlyit cannotmeanthat theydid

See our previous paper on the topic.
G. FATAS, «The Tabula Contrebienses», p. 12.

“3. CARO BAROJA. Op. ciÉ, p. 733; PP. RIPOLLÉS ALEGRE. Op. ciÉ, p. 102.1 t7, 441.
“J. CARO BAROJA. Op. ciÉ, p. 742.
“‘G. FATAS, «The Tabula Contrebiensis», p. 13.
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not exist. It canonly meanthatneitherthe generaisnor the authorspaid
anyattentionto suchthings.After theconquest,though,the authorslost
interestin this region. Accordingto the archaeologicalmaterial,it is im-
possibieto singleout prior to the Romans’adventricherhousesor tornbs
in thesettlementsandin thenecropoleisalike‘~. In ah likelihood therewas
no discriminationof the peopleaccordingto their property,not at that ti-
me.This fact mayobliquelybearout the absenceof privateproperty.It se-
ernssafeto presumethatagerprivatus stemmedin the Iberiansoil from
Romanization.

Perhaps,anotherfruit of theRomanizationwasthe structureof thena-
mesof thosepersonswho defendedthe causeof the SailviensesandAlía-
vonenses:the personalname,thepatronymic,theplaceof one’sbirth (for
example,Turibas,sonof TeitabasAllavonensis,—-assius,sonof Eicharus,
Saliviensis).Neitherclan, nortribe of the personis mentioned.It means
that in thesecommunitiestheterritorial andfamily principie replacedthe
clan principIe.

The communityof Contrebiawasof adifferent nature.ContrebiaBe-
lesca,as hasbeenstatedin ourfirst article,was thecentreof thesettlement
of severalgentiliunes.The clan union played a ratherimportantpart: the
Contrebiansarecahlednot only by their personalnamesandtheir fathers’
namesbut alsoby theirgentilitates,that was usedin GenitivusPluralis and
nestedbetweenthe personalnameandthe patronymic“. Consequently,
ContrebiaBelescapreservedthe ancientcharacterto agreaterextentthan
its non Indo-Europeanneighhours.

The namesmentionedin the inscriptionare nativenames,only in one
caseit rnay be supposed,thoughwith very slightground indeed,that the
RornannameCassiuswas restored~‘. But eventhis narnedoesnot betray
his owner’sstatusof a citizen. In Strabo’sdecreethreeIlerdenenseshad
Romannarnes(though indigenouspatronymics)but theyweregiven the
Romancitizenshiponly by this decree.So thatonemay concludethat alí
the participantsof the casein questionwerenot citizens.

The languageof the TabulaContrebiensisis Latin, andit is agood lan-
guage,withoutgrammaticalmistakes.Thespellingof the wordswascurrent
at thattime, for instance,«ci» is regularlyusedto denotelong andsometi-
messhort «i», «ai»is usedinsteadof «ae»,in placeof the conjuction«cum»
«quom»is used.It bespeaksa good commandof the languagein both the
authorsof the inscriptionandthe contendingpartiesconcerned.At thesa-
me time the languageof anotherlargeinscriptionfrom ContrebiaBelesca

“‘A. BELTRÁN, Problemática generaL.. 199-201.
“‘It fully corresponds to the rules of Celtic and Celtiberian onomastic system: cf. M. FAUST,

«Tradición lingtlfstica y estructura social», Actas del II coloquio sobre lenguasy culturas pre-
rromanas. Salamanca, 1979, p. 447-451.

“‘O. FATAS, El bronce de Contrebia, p. 59
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designedfor the homeuse,is Celtiberian~; thelegendson thecoinsof this
city aswell asof theneighbouringcommunities,Salivia andAlavon, arnong
them,aremadewith Iberianlettersin the vernacular~. Onecaninfer that
in the second-firstcenturiesB.C. thesewerestill iiving languages,people
spokethem;besidesonemustbearinmmdthefact thattheselanguagesbe-
longedto differentlanguagegroups.TheSailviensesweretheSederarn,i.e.
the Iberians.Allavon was inhabitedby the Vasconi.Theproblemof the re-
lationshipsbetweentheIberianandpre-Basquelanguagesstill awaitsits fi-
nal solutionbut onethingis absolutelycertainandplain —theyarenot In-
do-Europeanlanguages.Pienamesof theSaliviensisandAllavonensisfrom
the Tabletof Contrebiaare not Indo-European.The BelesciwereCeltibe-
rianswhoselanguagebelongedto theCeltie ones,i.e. lndo-European.AII
thesepeople,to adequatelycommunicatewith eachother,wantedatongue
of inter-ethniccommunication.Therole of suchcommontonguein thefirst
centuryB.C. was playedby Latin, theconquerors’tongue.Insidethecom-
munitieslocal nativelanguageswerestill muchspoken.

To sumup, by theeightiesof the first centuryB.C. at leastsorneSede-
tani andVasconihadexperiencedthesubstitutionof tribal unity for urban
territorial communitythat includedthe town properand its agricultural
area.Family andlocal tiesreplacedtribal ones.TheCeltiberianclan tribal
systemresistedthe Romanordersandpracticeswith greaterstubborness.
Their gentilitareshadpersistedasreal celísof social activities. The struc-
tureof theCeltiberiannameconvincinglyproveshow importantwasaman’s
onenesswith suchacelí. Evidentlytheir representativesoccupiedtheoffi-
ceof magistatesandwereSenators.

Underthemighty impactof theRomansthecommunalpracticesbegan
to radicallychange.Ftom the public commonlandof the Sossinestan¡ca-
lled after Latin fashionagerpublicus,privateland (agerprivatus)beganto
be discriminated;thusthe social compositionof the local nativecommu-
nity begantobelike theRomanone,in which thedistinctionsbetweenpu-
blic andprivatelandswereof greatconsequence.

The Latin language,the only official languageof thewesternpartof the
RomanPower,hadalreadybeenadoptedby theethnicswhousedit in their
official (with the Romanauthorities)and inter-ethniccommunication.

Yet a considerablequantityof local elementshadstiii heidtheir own.
ThecommunitiesthemselveshadneitherRornannor Latin law although
sorneindividualssuchastheequestriansof Sailvitanianturmacould have
alreadygot citizenship.Insidethecommunitiesandperhapsin inter-com-
munalrelationsthe nativecommonlaw hadsurvived.Within thecornrnu-
nitiestheir inhabitantskepton speakingin vernacular

“M. LEJEUNE, «La grande inscription celtibére de Botorrita <Saragosse)». CRAI, 1973,
p. 622-647; J.M. Hoz y L. MICHELENA, La inscripción celtibé rica de Botorrita. Salamanca,
1974.

~J. CARO BAROJA. Op. ch., p. 732-733; M. LEJEUNE. Op. ch., p. 622-647.



Romanization of Spain: socio-political aspect 293

Thesecondaxisof the Romanizationwas the Baetisvalley,the richest
andthereforethemostattractiveregion in Spain.Ihe Romansandthe Ita-
lics beganto makeit theirhornefrom timeoutof mmd.As earlyas thewar
againstthe CarthaginiansScipiofoundedthereItalica (App. His. 38) and
laterGracchusfoundedIliturgi ~. Foralongtimeboththesecities liad neit-
herRomannorLatin lawbut alreadyin thesecondcenturyB.C. hereemer-
gedthe first Latin colony—Carteia(Liv. XLIII,3,1) and then—Corduba
(Strabo111,2,1).Incidentally,aswe shallseefurtheron, the settlersfrom
Rorneand Italy carneto uve in Baeticanot only in thesecities but in the
nativeonesandin the rural areastoo.

TheRornanssubjectedTurdetaniato their rule atanearlyperiod.The
rebellionsof CuichasandLuxinius musthaveresultedin theruin of their
kingdoms.After their defeatwe haveno evidenceabouttheTurdetanians’
monarchies.It wasnot until thetimeof thestruggleof CaesaragainstPom-
pey’ssonsthat we cometo hearaboutthe kinglet Indo (BeLHisp. 10) but
we do know wherehe reignedandwhatauthorityhe was vestedwith. In
placeof formerkingdomswe havenow townsto dealwith. As earlyas 195
B.C. Catohadconnectionswith thetown of Turta(FHA III, p. 189).Early
in the secondcenturyB.C. Carmowas underthe king Luxinius’ sway(Liv.
XXXIII,21 ,6), andin 151 WC. Galbabeatenby the Lusitaniansfled for his
rescueto Uds town (App. Hisp. 58). Carmo’slinks with anylargercommu-
ne havenot beenevidenced.As Appian reports,Carmowas directly su-
bordinateto the Romanvicegerent.In hisnarrationsaboutViriatus’s raids
to TurdetaniaandBaeturiahe rnentionsonly separatetowns(App. Hisp.
62,65,70).In the secondcenturyB.C. thetownsin SouthSpainstartedtheir
own coinage,first with nativeandthenwith Latin legendstoo. It was the-
se cities whowerethe«owners»of the coin ‘~. The appearanceof Latin le-
gendssuggeststhe spreadof the Latin languagein the country.The nasal
twangof the Cordubapoetswho glorified Metellus’ heroicfeats,the ac-
cent,thatdisgustedCiceroandprovokedhissneersandjibes (Arch. 10,26),
indicatesthat thesepoetswerenoneotherstlian nativeresidentswho had
somecornmandof Latin.

Shortiy after that the first citizensappearedon thehistoricalstagein
the Southof Spain too, e. g. the Gaditansmentionedby Cicero (Balb.
XVIII,50-51). In theeraof the Empirein Baeticawerewidelyknown Lu-
cii Aernilii “, whoseancestorcouid havegot the Romancitizenshipfrom
thepraetorof HispaniaUlterior L. Aernilius Paullus(Liv. XXXVI,2,6).
CalpurniusPiso,thevicegerentof this province in 154 B.C.,or another
CalpurniusPisowho took the office in 112 B.C. musthavebegotthenu-
merousCaipurnii of Haetica‘t In theyear82 B.C. SulladelegatedC. An-

“H. GALSTERER. Op. ca., p. 13.
“A. VivEs, La moneda Hispánica. tul. Madrid, 1924, passim.
“C. CASTILLO, Prosopografía Baetica. Pamplona, 1965, p. 11-13, 383.
“Ibid.,p.388.
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niustobevicegerentof theprovinceinsteadof Sertorius(Plut.SerL6) and
C. AnniusdroveSertoriusout of Spain.It iooksprobablethatthe newvt-
cegerent,eagerto gain in Spain a strongerfoothold in his fight with the
Marians,took extrapainsto win over the aboriginesby giving themciti-
zenship.This, maybe,was the way the Annili carneto powerandautho-
rity in Spain.True, if we ought to believePlutarch,C. Anniusheldhis of-
fice in HispaniaCiterior but awide spreadof this family namein Baetica
bearswitnessalsoto a wide spreadof the civic statusover theinhabitants
of SouthSpain ‘~. Nevertheless,for alí the expansionof the Romanciti-
zenship,everysimilar casewas here,aswell as in theHiberusvalley, but
a single act, therewas no Rornancitizenshipen massamongthe indigenes
of this region.Outsidethefew coloniesandotherformsof eitizens’unions,
the nativelaw andnativepolitical andsocialrelationswereunquestionably
dominanthere.

Ihe nextphaseof theRomanizationof Spain was connectedwith the
movementof Sertoriusandits aftermath.During hiscompaignagainstthe
SullagovernmentSertoriusmadeampleuseof boththeRomanemigrants,
who fled to Spain,andtheir armyaswell as of thenon-Romanizedor scar-
cely Romanizedlocaisof Spain.The dual natureof his supportersdeter-
mined alsothe dualcharacterof the power, Sertoriusmanagedto create.
In the first place,it was a legal, in his opinion,Romanpowerin Spain,in
the second,the union of the Spanishcommunitieswith thegeneralhimself
whowas tied with rnany alliesby patron-clientsbonds.

The figure of Sertoriuswas essentiallythc only iink betweenthe two
campsfighting againsttheRomangovernmentaltroops.With thedeathof
the commanderthis link wasno more; thateventuallyresultedin the re-
bels’ defeat.Actually Sertoriusbuilt underextraordinarycircumstancesa
stateof a new type,whichin manyrespectsanticipateda laterbureaucra-
tization of Rome’sstateapparat.UnderSertoriustherecameinto existen-
ce in Spainan allianceof comrnunitiesembracingalmostthe wholeof the
non-Romanizedzoneof thePeninsula.Throughtheirparticipationin wars
underthe commandof SertoriustheSpaniardsoot involvedin Rome’spo-
litical life. In Sertorius’armytheywereorganizedandarmedin the Roman
fashion.Despiteihe tragicoutcomeof theexperimentwith a schoolatOs-
ca, thevery factof the integrationof the Spanisharistocratsin the Roman
way of life was of high significanceand laterit wasrepeated.In sorneca-
sesSertoriusgayethe locais the Romancitizenshipandthe latter was re-
cognizedby the Romangovernment.Uponthedefeatof theinsurgentsthe
Spaniardscameto paytheir taxesprirnariiy in Romanmoney,which pro-
motedtheprocessof integratingtheaboriginesinto thealí-Romanecono-
rn¡c system»‘.

“Ibid., p. ¡8-23, 384.
Por details see: JoB. TsIRKIN, The Movement of Sertorius (la the press).
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The pivotal point in the history of the Romanizationof Spain proved
to be the activitiesof Caesarandhis successors.Caesar’sdeedsin theca-
pacityof a quaestorandpropraetorof HispaniaUlterior did not differ much
frornthoseof otherRomanmagistratesandpromagistrates.Thanksto his
activitiesfor the good of the provincialshe managedto win asubstantial
clientele;in anycaseCaesarhimselfclaimed,if the authorof the Spanish
War (42)ought tobebelieved,thathehadtakentheprovinceunderhis pa-
tronageandprotectedandpromotedits interestin everywaypossiblein
theRomanSenate.But eventhosedeedswerenothingout of theordinary.
Thingstook a different turn during the campaignagainstthe Pompeians.
In 49 WC. after thesurrenderof Varro he summonedto the rally atCor-
dubanot only Romancitizensresidingin the provincebut alsothe Spa-
niards,i. e. provincialswithout acitizenship,andtheGaditanswhowereat
thetimefederates(Caes.beLciv. 11,21).Obviouslyin thesameyear49 B.C.
but somewhatlater, after the Cordubarally Caesarbestowedthestatusof
amunicipiumuponGades.Morelikely thannot it occurredduringthedic-
tator’s stayin this town.True, the municipal statusof Gadeswas not rati-
fied, evidently, until 27 B.C. Thisstepof Caesar’swas essentiallyinnova-
tory: it wasthe first timethatnot individual Spaniardsbutawholecity was
grantedthe Romancitizenship“. PreviouslySpainhadwitnessedthe Ro-
manfoundationof colonieswherecameto settleimmigrantsfrom Italy »~;

now alí citizensof a provincial town becameRomancitizens.
Fromthattime on thenumberof municipia in Spainbeganto grow.Al-

readyCaesarhimself (or someoneof his successorsbut by his order)ma-
deanotherHispano-Phoeniciantown —Sexi—amunicipium.As hasbeen
statedearlier, in 45 B.C. the title «titular colony»was given by Caesarto
CarthagoNova.Possiblyit was alreadyCaesarwhomade27 townsof this
regionLatin municipia “‘, which pavedthe way for their nativenoblemen
tobecomeeventuallyRomancitizens.Ifwe considerthe RomanRepublic
tobeastateof thepolis of Romethatstoodattheheadof an irnrnensepo-
wer, andthe RomanEmpiretobean AII-Mediterraneanstatewith theca-
pital city of Rome,thenwe rnaypresumethatSpainembarkeduponthero-
adto the EmpirepreciselyunderCaesar.It wasunderCaesartoo that the
emigrantsfrom Spainbeganto penetrateinto the «uppercrust’> of the Ro-
mansociety.Whois meantis an equestrianfrom Gades,L. CorneliusBal-
bus,who hadgot acitizenshipmanylongyearsbeforeandthenhadbeco-
meoneof Caesar’sciosestassociatesand,onetimein thedictator’sabsence,
performedin concertwith Oppiusthe dutiesof a plenipotentiaryregent

“G. ALFCLDY, Rómische Sdidwwesen auf der neukastilische Hochebene. Heidelberg, 1987,
S. 104; Ju.B. TsIRKIN, «The Phoenician civilization in Roman Spain», Cerión 3 (1985), p.
262-264.

“‘H. GALSTERER. Op. ciÉ, 5.7-16.
“3M. BLÁZQUEZ, Nuevos estudios..., p. 15.
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(thoughhe hadno official post,whichfact was alsoa salientfeatureof the
on-comingimperialperiod) I0O•

In 45 B.C. duringthe warfarewith Pompey’schildrenandshortlyaf-
ter it Caesar,anxiousto punish the treacheroustownsthathadtakenthe
side of his enemies,deduceda numberof coloniesinto them and dis-
possessedthe formerresidentsof at leastpartof their housesandarable
lands.AII thesecolonies,exceptEmporion,were situatedin the South
of the Peninsula.this not only increasedstill moretheRomano-Italian
elementin thepopulationof the would-beprovinceof Baeticabut also
createdthereaqualitatively new situationof the immigrants’dominion,
if not numerically,thenin their actualpolitical weight.Prior to Caesar,
in the future Baeticatherehadbeenprobablyonly two official colonies
—CarteiaandCorduba—“, whereasin Caesar’sepochat leastasmany
as four colonieswere deduced102 Priorto Caesar,immigrationfrom Italy
hadbeenmostly unofficial, underCaesarit acquireda perfectlyofficial
character.

Thecauseof the assassinateddictatorlived on in his successors’deeds.
Theydeducednewcolonies.For instance,Lepiduscreatedas a colonythe
town of Celsaand,maybe,Ilici; Norbanusmadethecolonyof NorbaCae-
sarina.Sometime earlier,Antonius,by Caesar’swill, deducedthe colony
of Urso (CII. II, 5439,104)203 Simultaneouslytheywentonconqueringthe
not-yet-vanquishedregionsof the Iberian Peninsula.In sornecasesmili-
tary operationsagainstthe aboriginesblendedwith the elementsof acivil
war Suchwas acampaignagainstSextusPompeyuntil he left Spain.By the
timeof Augustus’ autocracythewholeof thePeninsula,excepttheNorth-
WestandtheNorth, hadbeensubordinatedto Rorne.

In termsof Romanizationthewholevastterritory maybedividedatthat
time into threezones.The first zoneembracedthe larger part of thePe-
ninsula:the innerandwesternregionsof HispaniaCiterior andLusitania.
In thisenormousterritory no vestigesof Rornanizationaretobediscerned.
Herein sorneplacesRomanlegionswerestationed,in otherplacesRomans
appearedeverynow andthen.In laterepochsthestationingof the troops
andtheir numerousanddiverselinks with the nativesprovedtobeoneof
the basicmeansandwaysof Romanization.Thingswerea bit different in
the time of the Republieandattlie beginningof the Empire.At this time
the legions’ areaswereseparatedfrom the local surroundingsandisolated
frorn them ‘»~. At first the Romansusedto amassa hugernilitary loot from

“‘JuR. TSIRKIN, Phoenician Culture in Spain. Moscow, 1976, p. 206-215 (in Russian).
“‘ H. GALSTERER. Op. cit., 5. 7-10.
“J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, Nuevos estudios..., p. 15.

“‘ H. Galsterer. Op. cit, 5. 23-26.
“A. Moscy, «Zu den prata legionis», in: fieihefte der BonnerJahrbñcher 19(1967). S.211.
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this regionandthen—taxes~ but we lack informationon their working
theminesin the innerandwesternpartsof Spain “. Thetracesof Roman
importare alsohardto comeby here.

In this vastareathe ancienttribal structurehadsurvived,its remain-
dersstill conspicuousandmuchin evidencewell into theimperialperiod “.

Herereignedlocal law ‘‘‘, evenif it wasnot recognizedofficially by the Ro-
manauthorities.Thepeoplespoketheir rnothertonguesjudgingfrom the
epigraphicinscription in Celtic with the Iberianand lessfrequentlyLatin
script,andalsofrom coin legends“. In thisregionin the Republicantimes
therewas not a single town (except,perhaps,thecoloniesmadeafterCa-
esar’sdeath)of Romanor Latin law. It is possibletosaythat thewholezo-
ne persisted as a totally nativeone,subordinateto Romeonly throughpu-
rely political means.

Thesecondzonewas theveryoppositeto the first, beingentirelyoral-
mostentirelyRomanized.Firstandforemostit is themiddle andlowerBa-
etis valley. Strabo,whosesourceson the whole canbe tracedback to the
late republicantime ‘> maintainsthatthe Turdetaniansadoptednot only
theLatin languagebut alsothe Romanwayof life to the oblivion of their
nativetongue,andbecameas good as Romans(111,2,15).Indeed,thepro-
vinclals understoodLatin, as is clearfrom the fact that Caesartwice ad-
dressedthemwith his orations(Caes.beLciv. 11,21; beLHisp. 42) “‘. The
signsof cultural Romanizationor ratherLatinization arethe coinswhich
boremoreandmoreLatin legendssideby sidewith thelocal onesuntil the
time whenthe Latin legendseventuallysupersededthe local ones.Many
coins in Baeticahada bilingual inseriptionthatafter 45 B.C. comptetely
disappeared,havingbeenoustedby Latin legends~

HereTurdetaniannamesareveryscanty“‘and local religion is scarcely

“‘J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, «Roma y explotación económica de la Península Ibérica», in: Raices
de España. Madrid, 1967, idem., La economía..., p. 301-305; C. GONZÁLEZ ROMÁN, «Econo-
mía e imperialismo», Memorias de Historia Antigua 4 (1980), p. 139-148.

‘“Cf.: D. NONY, «La Péninsule Ibérique», in: Rome et la cónquéte du Monde mediterra-
néen. París, 1978, p. 667.

~ ML. ALBERTOS FIRMAT, «Organizaciones suprafamiliares en la Hispania antigua»,
fiSAA 40-41 (1975), p. 9-31; J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, «El legado indoeuropeo en la Hispania Ro-
mann”, in: ISymposium de Prehistoria Peninsular. Pamplona, 1960, p. 343-345; 3M. MALU-
QUER DE MOTES, «Pueblos celtas», in: Historia de España. ti, v.3, p. 145-148.

008 3M. BLÁZQUEZ, El legado p. 345; idem., Nuevos estudios..., p. 54-56, 67-68.
009 A. TOVAR «Lenguas indoeuropeas», in: Enciclopedia lingíiística hispana, tI. Madrid, 1960,

p. 16; J. CARO BAROJA. Op. ciÉ, p. 761-764; M. LEJEUNE, Celtibérica. Salamanca, 1955, p. 71-74.
History of Greek Literature, v.3. Moscow, 1960, p. 171 (in Russian).

¡00 A. GARCÍA Y BELLIDO, «Die Latinisierung Hispanians», ANRW, Bd. 1. Berlín-Nueva
York, 1972, S. 471.

A. VIVES. Op. ciÉ, t. III, passim.; A. TOvAR, 3M. BLÁZQUEZ, Historia de la Hispania
Romana. Madrid, 1975, p. 236.

ML. ALBERTOS FIRMAT, «Onomastique indigéne de la Péninsule Iberique», ANRW,
Bd. 2,29,2. Berlín-Nueva York, 1983, p. 880-881.
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evidenced.As Cicero (Arch. XXVI) relatesin theseventiesof thefirst cen-
tury B.C. Baeticahadaboriginouspoets.Thereexistedherealsoschools
arrangedafterthe Romanmodel;in oneof thosestudiedSenecatheElder,
who,on accountof the Civil War, couldnot go to Romeandget educated
there

Ihereareno groundsto asserta deeprestructuringof the economyof
this region,since,asin the former times,thepeopleherewereengagedin
grainagriculture,olive growingandmining,andon the coast,in fishing, alí
thosetime-testedoccupationsof the natives “>. Whatmust be stressed,
though,is thefact thatsincethe secondcenturyB.C. closelinks with ltaly
•beganto be established.True,the agricultureof Baeticaof thisperiodhad
not yetachievedthe importantrole it beganto play from the closeof the
first centuryB.C. onwardsbut alreadyduringthefirst centuryB.C. thegre-
atestshipscameto Puteolaefrom Spain(Strabo111,2,6).By far morego-
odswereimportedfrom Italy to Baetica.Archacologicaldatahaveproved
that the Baetisvalleywas literally inundatedwith Italianpottery,particu-
larly with wine amphorae“‘. It is believedthatthe abundanceof imported
vesselsbrought.aboutthecessationof the manufactureof local potteryat
the turnof thefirst centuryB.C. or evenin themid-secondcenturyB.C. “y.

The significantoutcomeof the Romanizationwasa reorganizationof
thesocio-politicalstructures.In thecourseof theconquestvanishedthe lo-
cal pettykingdomsthathadsprungintoexistenceon theruins of Tartessis.
StrabomorethanoncementionstheSpanishetnicsof SouthernSpain:Tur-
detanians,Turduli, Bastetaniandothers,but he meantthe inhabitantsof
thesepartsratherthanactualpolitico-administrativeunits. The sametra-
dition persistedin thegeographyof amuchlaterperiod.Thesameethnics
werementionedby Ptolemy(11,4,4-11)in the secondcenturyAD. when,
no doubt,he couldnot havemeantanytribal leaguesin theSouthof Spain.
Rut Pliny, whosedatacan be tracedbackto the closeof the Republic“‘,

describesonly the towns of Baetica.The majority of the towns weresti-
pendiary,they hadneitherRomannor Latin citizenship,but they were
towns alí the same.The town hadbecomeby thenthe principal politico-
administrativecelíin the Southof the IberianPeninsula,which exactlyco-
rrespondedto the Romansystem.

An importantconstituentof Romanizationwas a spreadof slaverly “‘.

Thereweresomanysíavesin thisregionthatSextusPompeyliberatedthem,

“‘J.F. RODRÍGUEZ NEILA, Historía de Córdoba, ti. Córdoba, 1988, p. 279.
“> A. TOvAR, J.M. BLÁZQUEZ. Op. ciÉ, p. 215-218, 221-224.

Corpus Vasorum Aretinorum, passim.
“‘3. MALUQUER DE MOTES, «Pueblos ibéricos», in: Historia de España, t.I,3, p. 672.
“‘J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, Nuevos estudios..., p. 18; 3:3. TIERNEY, «The Map of Agrippa», in: Pro-

ceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, v.63, section C, New York, 1963. p. 155.
“‘ J.MANGAS MANJARRÉS, Esclavos y libertos de la Hispania Romana. Salamanca, 1971,

p. 76, 499.
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gayethemarmsandattemptedto dcfendCordubafrom Caesar’slegions
with theirhelp (beLHisp.34; Dio Cass.XLJII,39,1).A rich slave-ownerwas
Scapula,a residentof Corduba,the owner of a ramified síavefamily
(beLHis. 33) ‘a’, andsowasVibius Pacianus,the ownerof alargeestatewhe-
reCrassusfound refugein 80 B.C. (Plut. Crass.4).

Thus, themiddle andlower Baetisvalley appearsto havebeendeeply
Romanized;tobecomewholly andentirelyRomanized,it neededonly the
Romancitizenshipfor alí its inhabitants(the minority hadalreadyrecei-
vedit, especiallyin Caesar’time).

To the samezonebelongedalsosometownsof theMediterraneanco-
ast of HispaniaCiterior SuchwasCarthagoNova, alreadystudiedpre-
viously. A purely Roman,or, to be moreexact,Romano-Italiantown was
Tarracofoundedby the Romans.ApparentlyCaesarturnedit, upon hismí-
litary triumphs,into a colony.Tarraco’schieffunctionseemsto havebeen
to tradewith Italy: it was no pureaccidentthatin theRepublicantimesthe
city concentratedits businesslife aroundtheharbourandit was muchla-
terthatit spreadovertheneighbouringhilís (theuppertown). In thistown
they mintedcoins (althoughwith thenameof an Iberianplaceor tribe
—Kesse—).In thistown theyhaveundug18 inscriptionsof the Republican
epoch(the sumtotal of the inscriptionsis 1000,i. e.tenper centof alí Ro-
maninscriptionsin the Peninsula),not oneof them borea nativename,
thoughthe analysisof the namesplainly indicatesIberian origin of some
of thesepeople‘a’.

On the Mediterraneancoasttherewereother Romanor deeplyRo-
manizedtowns,as,for example,Valentia ‘~‘ and,maybe,BarcinoandBac-
tulo (Plin. 111,22).

Thethird zonewasrepresentedby the mountainousregionsof theUp-
per Baetis, the mountainsembracingthe valley,the Atlantic andMedite-
rraneancoastof Baeticaandthe Mediterraneancoastof HispaniaCiterior
(excludingthetownsjust dwelt upon), themiddle andlower Hiberusva-
lley. This zoneoccupiedthe intermediateposition betweenthe first two.
On the onehandthis territory betrayedpatentsympomsof beingRoma-
nized.Aboye alí, it was theeconomicexploitationby RomansandItalies
of mineralresourcesof Baeticathatyieldedfabulousprofits.For instance,
accordingto Strabo(111,2,9),a quarterof thecopperof Baeticawasfine
copper,the ownerof the silverpits extractedeverydayan Eubeantalent,
i. e. 26 Kg. of puresilver. Pliny (XXXIV,165) narratedabout two Haetica
pits, oneof which yielded40.000andtheother—20.000poundsof metals
a year.Theserichesweremainly exportedto Italy andpreciselyfrom the
portsof thesoutherncoast;amongthemGadesstoodout (Strabo111,5,3).

KW. WELWEI, Unfreie im antiken Kriegsdienst, Bd. 3. Stuttgart, 1988.5, 5. 143-144.
G. ALFÓLDY, «Tarraco», RE, SptBd. 15 (1978), Sp. 572-594, 625, 637.
U. GAL5TERER. Op. ciÉ, 5.12.
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Thetownsof the Baeticacoastplayedtherole of the intermediarycentres
connectingSouthSpainwith Italy andAfrica (for instance,Strabo111,4,2)“‘.

Noticeabletracesof thetieswith ítalymaybe alsoobservedin the eastern
part of HispaniaCiterior whenceLacetanianwine wentto Italy; thepre-
senceof Italian ceramiessuggestsits imports ~ A pointerto thereorgani-
zationof the economicsystemis the spreadof the coin struckby the Ro-
manstandard1=5

Pliny (111,19-28)enumeratesaconsiderablenumberof townsin thiszo-
ne, whichspeaksmuchaboutthe developmentof atown system.Coinswc-
re oftenstruckwith Latin or bilingual inscriptions“‘. The pitsweremined
mostlyby síaves(1 gt Strabo11,2,10),thoughfreepeoplewerealsoexploi-
ted there1=7

Sideby sidewith these.manifestsymptomsof Romanization,ancient
institutionsprovedto be viabletoo.The selfsamePliny, enumeratingthe
townsof theeasternpartof HispaniaCiterior namesalso«populi»,among
themsornelargeonessuchas Edetani,Ceretani,Bastetani,etc.On theouts-
kirts of Baetica,i. e. alsoin the intermediatezone,the Romanencyclopa-
edistfinds sorne«populi» (111,8;13).Consequently,despiteits widecurrent
spread,the urbansystemwas not yet theonly andsinglesystemthereun-
like theRomanizedzone.In the mining zoneaconsiderableportionof the
labourerswerefreepeople.Thesewerethe indigeneswho preservedtheir
oíd culture ‘~‘. In GreekandPhoeniciantownsthe localvernacularwas wí-
dely spoken.In a numberof placestherewerein evidencethevestigesof
nativecults,suchasNeto’s cult. Thebowl of Tivisadatingbackto the first
centuryWC. wasornamentedwith mythological scenesandit testifiesto
the tenacityof Iberian mythoiogy ‘~‘. Mythologicai sceneswere also exe-
cutedon Iberian vases,the principal centreof whosemanufacturewas
south-easternSpain ‘3’.

Talkingaboutpotteryit mustbe notedthat insomeareasof EastSpain

‘23 F. LÓPEZ PARDO, «Mauritania Tingitana: tendencias en las relaciones interprovincia-
les”, in: España y el Norte de Africa. Granada, 1984, p. 185-186; P. RODRIGUEZ OLIVA, «Con-
tactos entre las tierras malacitanas y el Norte deAfrica enépocaclásica, in: ibid., p. 195-196.

~ M. BELTRÁN LLoRIS, «El comercio de aceite en el Valle del Ebro a finales de la Re-
pública y comienzos del Imperio Romano>’, in: Producción y comercio del aceite en la Anti-
gliedad. Madrid, 1980, p. 144-219; 3. BARBARÁA, «El impacto comercial itálico», in: Pro ble-
mas de la-prehistoria y de la Arqueología Catalanas. Barcelona, 1963, p. 165-171; J.M.
BLÁZQUEZ, La ecónomía..., p. 332-339.

3M. BLÁZQUEZ, La economía..., p. 343-347; PP. RIr’oLLÉs ALEGRE. Op. cit., passtm.
3. Cano BAROJA. Op. ch., p. 703-778; A. VivEs. Op. ci)?, passim.

“‘TA. RICKARD, «The Mining of the Roman Spain», JRS 18<1928), p. 132; Historia eco-
nómica y social de España, v.I. Madrid, 1975; 3. MANGAS MANJARRÉS. Op. ciÉ, p. 79-80.

=83MANGAS MANJARRÉS, ibid.
‘3’ J. M. BLÁZQUEZ, Religiones prerromanas. Madrid, 1983, p. 189-191, 305.
“4’ Ibid., p. 179-213; D. FLETO-mR VALLS, Problemas de la cultura ibérica. Valencia, 1960,

p. 84
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local and importedvesselsco-existed.In general,the first centuryB.C. is
justly regardedas theheydayof Iberiansculptureandvasepainting “4’. Ah
this bearswitnessto the conclusionthat in this zone,for alí its deepRo-
manization,the nativecivihizationstill heid its own.

Why arethethreezonesof Romanizationtobesingledout?.Certainly,
to begin with, we mustconsiderthe time of the Romanconquestand,co-
rrespondingly,how long this or thatareafound itself underthe Romans’
sway.The subjectedpeoplewerewihly-nilly obliged to get into daily con-
tactwith the Romanauthoritiesandassimilateat least somesurvival La-
tAn, which wasbecorningatthetime atongueof interethniccommunication
in Spain t32~ TheRomangodsmanagedto asserttheirauthorityandto oust
the localdeities,thus thecultsof theRornangodsbeganto establishthem-
selvesandspread.Although the nativecommunitiespreservedtheir oíd
law “4’, the Romanvicegerentsresortedin their activitiesto theRomanju-
ridical normssothatthe aborigineshadto reckonwith themandassimila-
tethemto sorneextent.The maintenanceof the occupationarmyandthen
the necessityto paythetaxesled to the emergenceanda wide spreadof a
monetarysystern(particularyin theEastandSouthof the Peninsula)~

which could not but influencethe Spaniards’economicandsocial life. In
thecourseof the occupationandconquestsomenativesbecamesíavesand,
muchagainsttheirwiii, theywereinvolvedin theRomansocialrelations”4’.
Certainsocio-politicalstructuresweredestroyedin caseof their activere-
sistance.Ahí thesegayebirth to someelementsof Romanizationin Spain.
However,takenas such,theseelementsdid not falí into a singlewhole.So-
mefactorsweretobetheretoo,aboyealí, thereadinessof the localsocie-
tiestotransformthemselves,into antiqueones.Anothermightyfactorhe-
rewas theinteractionof the indigenousandtheRomanworlds.Theformer
factorwasunthinkabiewithout thelattenWithout theinfluenceof theRo-
manworld the transformationof the nativeworld was unthinkable.

Ihe SecondPunicWarsawthe startof the Romano-Italianimmigra-
tion to the Iberian Peninsula.Already the first Romangeneraiswerethe
foundersof the towns, that turnedout to be the seatsof Romanization.
Pliny (111,21)attributesthe foundationof Tarracoto the Scipio brothers.
The future conquerorof Hannibalbecamethe founderof Italicameantas
a hospitalfor his woundedwarriors(App. Hisp. 38). In the Repubhicanti-
mescarneto settlein Spainsuchfamousin thefuture familiesas theAelii,
theAponii, theDasumii,the Ulpii andothers“‘. Quitea numberof settlers

“‘A. ARRIBAS, The Iberians. London, 1963, p. 169-174.
32 A. GARCÍA Y BELLIDO, «Die Latinisierung...», 5. 468-469.

“‘ Fi. FERNÁNDEZ NIETO, «El derecho en la España Romana», in: Historia de España,
t.II,2, p. 160-162.

“4A. VivEs. Op. ciÉ, passim; i.M. BLÁZQUEZ, La economía..., p. 343-347.
“3 MANGAS MANJARRÉS. Op. ch., p. 41-47.
‘»C. CASTILLO, Prosopografía Baetica, tíl. Pamplona, 1965, p. 413; eadem. «Stádte und
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hadalreadylived in Spainby the time whenthe war betweenCaesarand
Pompeybrokeout,andtheybecamestili morenumerousowingto thepur-
posefulpoliciesof Caesarandhis successors.

The studiesof the Romano-Italianimmigrationposea numberof pro-
blems; to begin with, the problemof theimmigrants’ origin. the analysis
of the linguisticandonomasticevidenceleadsto an unambiguousconclu-
sion thatRome itseif was a most insignificantsourceof immigration.The
majorstrearnof immigrantscarnefrom Campaniaandthenearbyareaswith
the predominantiyOscanlanguage.The second,by far a lesserstreamof
¡mrnígrantswas probablyfrorn Etruria “4’. This conclusionis at presentge-
nerally recognized;asto the colonists’socialorigin, it isstihl disputed.The
basicsourceof the italo-Romanpopuhationin Spain is currentlybelieved
tobetheveteranswhohadserveda longtime in thePeninsula,got usedto
the conditionsandcustomsof the countryandwihlingly settledtherewhen
their servicecarneto its end“‘t However,a closerstudyof alí sortsof data
pertainingto the settlernentof the Romansand Itahics in Spain makesus
questionthis opinion. Besidesit mustbe notedthatprior to Marius’ mili-
tary reform therewas no necessityto settletheveteransin speciahplaces
in provincesatah. It goeswithoutsayingthatthe veterans’role shouldnot
be ignoredaltogetherbut it mustbeborne in mmdthat their role was not
the leadingone,at leastduring thegreaterpart of the periodunderconsi-
deration 3’.

It hooksas if the Italian «businessmen»werevery instrumentalin this
process.The focusof their interestswerethe mines.Diodorus(V,36) re-
portsthatmassesof Italicsflockedto the Spanishpits. Ihe analysisof Cart-
hagoNova’ssignatures,in particular,indicates,as hasalreadybeenshown,
thatthe buhk of suchpublicanscamefrom Campaniaandthat at leastso-
meof thernbelongedto the samefamousfamiliesof Campaniawhocarried

Personen der Baetica», ANRW, t.l1,3 (1975), S.649; R. SYME, «The Testamentum Dasu-
mii: Some Novelties», Chiron 15<1985), p. 43. It must be pointed out that according to the
linguists’ data, Spanish Latin reflected both a rather archaic síate of this language and the
fact that the Italian immigrants to Spain had themselves a poor command of Latin —they
had learned it but recently and still relamed many elements of their oíd tongue: MC. DÍAZ
y DÍAZ, «El latín de la Península Ibérica: Rasgos lingúísticos», in: ELH, 1.1. Madrid, 1960, p.
154; V. PIsANI, «Italian Dialecís in their Historical Aspect», in: Voprosiyazikoznania, 1973,
N’ 6, p. 5 <in Russian).

3’ R. MENÉNDEZ PIDAL, «Dos problemas iniciales relativos a los Romances hispánicos”,
in: ELH, tI, CXXXIII-CXXV; MC. DÍAZ y DIAZ, «El latín de la Península Ibérica: Dia-
lectalismos>’, In: ibid., p. 243, 246; D. ALFoNso, «La fragmentación fonética peninsular», in:
ibid., p. 141-142; V. VALERI, «Presenza campana nella toponomastica dell’Hispania’>, in: Li-
neamenti di storia linguisnica della Campania antica. Napoli. 1986, p. 81-82; R. SYME, Taci-
tus, 1.11. Oxford, 1958, p. 784-785.

PA. BRUNT, Italian Manpower 225 fi.C.-14A.D.. Oxford, 1971, p. 217-219.
Ju.B. TSIRK¡N. «The Veterans and the Romanization of Spain», Gerión 7(1989), p. 137-

142,147.
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brisk tradeoperationsin thewholeof theMediterranean,Delosinclusive.
Suchpeoplewere,to namebut a few, Ticinius andVeranius.

Themarkedingotsfound in manypartsof SpainshowthatmanyItalics
becameleasehoidersor (when someof the pits becameprivateproperty)
ownersof the pits or separateshafts.Sometimestheyformed companies
andtogethertheyexploitedthe country’smineralriches,for instance,the
Companyof the SilverMountainatliurco ‘3’. Howeverit doesnot atah me-
an thatalí thesepeoplehadnecessarilyto moveto uvein Spain.Naturalhy,
thereweresornepitownerswho settledin Spain,as hasbeenshownaboye
on the evidenceof CarthagoNova. Mostmineowners,though,undeniably
remainedin Italy anddelegatedtheir agents(asa rule, from amongtheli-
bertines)to supervisethe work in the mines “4’. Diodorus(V,36) describes
how greatnumbersof Italics streamedto Spain,specificallypointing out
their avance.He testifiesthatthesepeopleboughtlotsof síaveswhom they
latersoidto thesuperintendentsandthelatterdiscoverednewgoid andsil-
ver veins in differentareas.So it seemsthat the role of the Italian «busi-
nessmen»in the colonizationof Spainshouldnot be overestimated.

The roleof peasantsappearstobequite different.Ihe secondcentury
B.C. wasthetimewhentheRomanpeasantsbeganto increasinghylosetheir
land. Appian(beLcit 1,7-9) recordstheprocessof the supplantingof Ita-
hanpeasantsby slaveowningfarms; in this connectionthe Romanswere
evenanxiousthat Itahyshouldno longerprovidethem with allies.The ge-
neraldevelopmentof RomeandItaly broughtforth theexpansionof are-
latively hargesenatorialandequestrianlandownershipto the detrimentof
asmallpeasantone. thiswas the reasonof the Gracchusbrothers’upri-
sing. Oneof the itemsof CaiusGracchus’agrarianprogramwas thede-
ductionof colonies.However,the Romanplebshatedto leaveItaly andthe
ideaof Gracchus’rival Livius to deducetwelve coloniesto Italy is known
to haveenhancedhis populanityat the expenseof the former,who inten-
dedto deducea colonyto the siteof formerCarthago(Phut. C.Grac. 9-11).
The casewas quite differentwith the Itahics. In their homelandmanyIta-
lics not only suffereddire povertybut theywerealsosecond-ratepeople:
theyfought sideby sidewith Romansbut did not enjoy the privilegiesof
the Romancitizensandon the wholetheyweredespised.At the sameti-
me in provincestheywereregardedas representativesof the rulingpeople
and,irrespectiveof absenceor presenceof Romanor Latin citizenship,we-
re treatedby theauthoritiesas their support“4’. It mayberecalledapropos
thatSertorius[mdinitiahly intendedto rnakethecolonistshis chiefsupport
in the warwith Sulla (Plut.Sert. 6).

40J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, La economía... p. 312-315.
“‘ G. FABRE, «Libertas». Recherches sur les rapports pa¡ron-affranché a la fin de la Re-

publique Romaine. Lille, 1982, tI, p. 593~608.
IL. MAYAK, The Relationship of Ro.ne and the Italians in the Third and Second Cen-

tunes fi.C. Moscow, 1971, p. 108 (in Russian).
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The economicpositionof the Italian peasantswas rathercomplicated.
The secondcenturyB.C. saw the continuationof confiscationsof Italian
landsanddeductionof RomanandLatin coloniesin ltaly. Theprocesswas
conditionedbothby political aims(the «divide and rule»policy thatpro-
motedandensuredthe Romans’swayin Italy) andby the desireto solve
theacuteagrariancrisisat theItalics’ expense‘a’. Thesepoliciesexcitedthe
Romanplebs’ sympathyandthe Italian peasants’apprehensionanddis-
content.Noteworthyis the Italics’ reactionto TiberiusGracchus’agrarian
law andthe Italics’ addressin the face of it to Scipio the younger(App.
bel.civ. 1,19).EvenwhenLivius Drususstriving to win overhis allies offe-
red to give to Italics civil rightsbut simultaneouslybeganto deducecojo-
niesin Italy andin Sicily, theItalicsgrewsuspiciousof him lest theyshould
losetheir own landsin favourof the colonists(App. beLciv. 1,35-36).

The economicdevelopmentsandthe subjectedpositionof the Itaiians
in their hornecountryalike resultedin the aggravatedlife of theItalian pe-
asants.Campania,Latiurn andSamniumprovedto be theareaswhereas
eariyasthefirst halfof the secondcenturyWC. flourishedslaveowners’vi-
llas of niediurnsize. At the endof the Republictheywere the seatof the
majority of theRomannoblemen ““. Suchestatesat thosetimeswerethe
most profitableandthat was perhapsthe reasonwhy suchestatesousted
the petty peasantfarrns ‘a’. Smailwonderthat it was Campaniaand the
neighbouringterritoriesthatbecamethe main sourcesof the Italian cmi-
gration,to Spainamongotherplaces.In their newhomecountrythe Ita-
hanpeasantsacquiredlandsandpublic respect.

The immigrantsbroughtalongwith them their oid formsof organiza-
tion. Artisansformedcoliegiaandwe havea¡readydescribedtheCartha-
go Novacollegiadatingto around100B.C. Peasantsforrnedpagi.Sincethe
evidenceof Spanishpagi refers to the emperor’stime, we shahldwell on
them in the nextarticle. Herewe mustonly stressthatthe earliesteviden-
ceof Spanishpagi’s existencedatesfrorn Augustus’time (dL II, 5042) (a
juridical formulais meant),andwe appeárjustified in supposingthat apa-
gushadbecomeby that time a familiar institution in the Baetismouth.In
ltaly thebulk of knownpagiweresituatedin Middle Italy andCampaniak4”
and this fact mayattestto the immigrationof peoplefrorn thesepartsof
Italy to Spain.

The Social War andSulla’s subsequentrepressionsandconfiscations
enhancedandpromotedthe Italian emigration. According to Appian
(beLciv. 1,96),thevictoriousdictatordestroyedmanytowns,leviedon thern

Ibid., p. 112-117; E. GABEA, «Rome and lÉaly in the second century B.C.”, CAH 8
(1989), p. 197-207.

‘“VI. RUZISCHIN, Cenesis ofSlaveowning Latifundia in Italy. Moscow, 1976, p. 39-43,96
(in Russian); E. GABBA. Op. ciÉ, p. 202, 234-236.

VI. Kuzischin, Roman Slaveowning Esrate. Moscow, 1973, 130, 248-249 <in Russian).
H. VOLKMANN, «Pagus”, Kleine Pauly 4(1979), Sp. 405.
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finesandheavyrequisitionsandsentcoloniststo thetownsandgayethem
thetowndwellers’iandin ordeñocreatehis supportin the wholeof Italy.
If we takeStraboat hisword (StraboV,4,1l), Samniumbecamea deserted
regionastheresultof Sulla’srepressions.It isa known fact thatmanyEtrus-
cansmovedat thistime to Africa, with which the Etruscanshadmaintai-
nedcloselinks frorn time out of mmd ~ Takinginto accountthe already
existentties betweenCampania,Latium andSamniumandSpain,wemay
presumethat thepeasantsfrom theseregionspartlycametosettlein Spain.
Whatwas the socialcompositionof this waveof immigrantsis difficuit to
say.Appian holds,though,that Sulla not only broughtdown repressions
on the Italian towns but alsodispossessedthernof their landfor the sake
of his veterans.CaesarposinghimselfasSulla’sopposite,alsoemphasized
thefact that the latterhadrobbedthelandownersof their landsin orderto
give thernto his soldiers(App. beLciv. 11,94). In ah fairness,we maystate
that Sulla’s basicvictims werelandownersand,conscquently,it was they
wlio hadto move to the provinces.

Thuswe deemit safeto claim that the social structureof theRomano-
Italian immigrantswas rathermixed, but the majority of themweremost
probablyItalian peasants.

Thefirst Rornano-italiantownswerebuilt eitheron the sitesof the lo-
cal onesalreadyexistingthereor next to them.Thefirst settlementfoun-
dedby the Romansin SouthSpainwas,as we know, Italica. Appian (Hisp.
38)saysthat Scipio settled(sun.kise)his woundedwarriorsin a town he
calledItalica. The verbsunoikxw doesnot meanthatatown was founded
(thoughit rnay havesuchrneaningtoo). The archaeologicaldigs haveth-
rown somelight on this ratherambiguoustext and it is plain nowthat the
Romansettlementhadbeenprecededby a Turdetanianoneof the fourth
or, moreprobably,of the secondhalf of the fifth centuryB.C. It wassitua-
tedon the samehill but previouslyit hadbeenon the neighbouringhill ~

The first Latin colony was deducedby the Romansto Carteiawhich had
existedat leastfrom the third centuryWC. ~‘. Cordubawas foundedon a
hill, nextto the onewherethe nativetown was situated.It seemspossible
thatboth thesettlements,the Romanandthe nativeone,wereimmedia-
telyregardedas partsof onedualcity or, anyway,the two prettysoonmer-
ged,thoughtheir initial separatenesswas reflectedin the existenceof two
vici —the vicus of the Spaniards,andthe vicus of the foreigners,under
whorn the irnmigrantswererneant ~

3. HEURGON, «lnscriptions étrusque de Tunisie», CRAI 1969, p. 547-549.
AM. CANTO, «Dic vetus urbs von Italica», MM26(1985), p. 138; MC. DOMÍNGUEZ DE

LA CONCHA, P. CABRERA BONET, E.i. FERNÁNDEZ JURADO, «Cerro de la Cabeza (Santiponce,
Sevilla)”, Noticiario Arqueológico Hispánico 30 (1988), p. 186.

“‘ DE. Wooos, «Cartela and Tartessos”, in: Tartessos. Barcelona, 1969, p. 252-256.
J.F. RODRÍGUEZ NEILA. Op. ch., p. 216-220.
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The positionof Tarracois moredebatable.Pliny (111,21)calísthis town
opusScipiorurn.Piearchaeologicalexcavationshaveshownthatthe town
wallswereindeederectedaround218-211B.C. “4’. On theotherhand,the
problemof the coinswith legends«kesse»and«Tarraconsalir» is opento
questionyet 52, and theverynameof the town is evidentlyIberian “4’. Now
it is possibleto maintainthata smalipre-Romansettlementatthe bayhad
existedsincethefifth centuryBC. 54 Certainlythereweretownshipsma-
deby theRomansthemselves,as,for instance,Valentia,but it mustbe poin-
tedout thatValentiawasaspecialsettlementbuilt afterthewaragainstVi-
riatus and rneantfor the local inhabitantsratherthan for the Italian
immigrants“4’.

Anotherimportant,althoughnot universal,featureof theRomano-Ita-
hancolonizationis that a numberof townsfoundedby the Romanswere
ratherlong in gettinga colonial status.Tarracoseemstobe thefirst town
of this kind in Spain.It did not takeTarracolongto becorneasignificant
economiccentre,as hasbeenamply evidencedby thepotteryfinds dating
from the mostancienttimesof theexistenceof a Romantown “4’. Already
asearlyas the Republic,Tarracoleft behindGreekEmporionin its deve-
lopment andauthority (cf. Sirabo111,4,7»).Hitherwardscameto settle
the peopleof ltaly, and otherItalians,stayingperhapsbackin thehome-
land,sentheretheir síavesandfreedmenwho hadalsoimbibedalreadyso-
rne of Italian spirit. Here Romantempleswereerected,for example,the
templeof Jupiter“4L Statuesof Romantypewereerectedin thecity ‘3’. Yet
for alongperiodof time thecity hadno Romancivic status.At theheadof
thecommunitythatconsistedof «allies»and«citizens»,mostlikely two ma-
gistersstood.The corruptedinseription of the late-Republicantime, am-
plified by O. Alfñldy, testifiesthatoneof them wasa libertine ‘3’. Sucha
casewasscarceiypossiblein a regularRomancolony.Tarracois generally
believedto havegainedacolonial statuseitheratthe endof Caesar’sreign
or alreadyfollowing his deathbut prior to the year27 B.C., as it follows

“‘ G. ALFÓLDY, «Tarraco», Sp. 581; T. HAU5CHILD, «Ausgrabungen in der rómischen
Stadtmauer von Tarragona», MM 26 (1985), 5. 75-77; J. SÁNCHEZ REAL, «La exploración de
la muralla de Tarragona>’. ibid., p. 91-120.

PP. RIPoLLÉs ALEGRE. Op. ch., p. 374.
“‘O. ALFOLDY, «Tarraco», Sp. 581.
“4«EI pas de la Via Augusta per el mansió de Tárraco», fiutlletíarqueológic 10 iii (1988-

1989), p. 123.
U. GALSTERER. Op.cit , 5. 12.

‘3’ 3. SÁNCHEZ REAL. Op. ch., p. 109,117-119; M. VEGAS, «Auswahl aus der Keramikfun-
den der Stadtmauer von Tarragona», MM 26(1985), S.127-130.

“‘O. ALFOLDY, «Tarraco»Sp. 588-591.
‘3’ A. GARCÍA Y BELLIDo, «Esculturas hispano-romanas de época republicana» in: Mé-

langes cifertes O Géróme Carcopino, Paris,1966, p. 424; E.M. KOPPEL, Die rómische Skulp-
zuren von Tarraco, Berlin, 1985, 5. 143.

“O. AlfÓldy, «Tarraco”, Sp. 590.
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from the city’s official name«Colonia lulia Triumphalis Tarraco»’6”. Ob-
viouslyas well as in the caseof CarthagoNova,the unmistakablyRoma-
no-Italian outwardlook of Tarracocalled forth thegrantingto the town
not of the municipal but of the colonialstatus,althoughno deductionhad
evertakenplace.

Thelegal statusof Italica, a greaterpart of its existenceduringthe Re-
publicanperiod,is not known.The opinion that Italicawas the Romanci-
tizens’ vicus is basedon the supplementto the inscriptionof theRepubli-
canera(CIL II, 1119) andis at presentdoubted”’.The suppositionof the
existenceof theLatin colony‘~‘ is altogetherungrounded.It mustbe taken
into considerationthatLivy (thecorrespondingbooksarein a fair stateof
preservation),who is usuallyveryparticularaboutthedetailsof newcolo-
nies’deduction,doesnot saya wordaboutItalica. Ifwe believebisaccount,
thefirst Latin colonyin SpainwasCarteia(XLIII,3,1-4). Appian (¡-¡isp. 38)
writesthat Scipiocollectedthewoundedin a town calledItalica. We arein
no positionto saypreciselyif thesewoundedwerethe soldiersof the Ro-
manlegionsor their Italian allies.The namechosenby the general,piainiy
speaksin favourof thesecondoption 163 ~ is impossibleto definethecom-
positionof Italica’spopulation,the moresoin theinitial phase.It isaknown
fact thatsincethe timeof Scipiothe town was inhabitedby the Aelii’s des-
cendantsfrom the Piceneantown of Hadria(SHA, Hadr. 1). Hadriawas a
colonyfrom theeightiesof thethird centuryB.C. onwards(Liv. pez-. Xl) “t
But it is beyondusto sayif theAelii belongedto RomancolonistsortoPi-
ceneansettlers.In Italica lived alsothe Ulpii whocamefrom theUmbrian
town of Tuderthat did not becomea Romantown until the time of Ma-
rius I6S~ An Italic by birth was L. Racilius~ a patronof Minucius Silo from
italica (bel. Alex.52,3;55,2), aparticipantof the eventsof theyear47 B.C.
Of Italiandescentwas alsoVasius,a fellow-in-armsof Minucius (ibid.). In
a word, the Itaiics’ namesbetraynot the Romanproper,but Italian roots
of the immigrants,whosestatusprior to theimrnigration is not knownbut
in mostcasesit appearsto be non-citizen.

Undeniably,therelived in Italicaaboriginestoo, for instance,acertain
Marciuswhois reportedto havebeenactivein 162B.C. (App. Hisp. 66) ‘«‘.

We cannotsayhow thesetwo elementsof Italica’s populationcorrelated.
Howeverthearchaeologicaiexcavationshaveindicatedthatthe town had

Ibid., Sp. 593-594.
E. HUBNER-A. SCHULTEN, «Italica», RE, Hbd. 18(1916), Sp. 2284; A. MONTENEGRO

DUQUE. Op. ciÉ, 39; cf. H. GAL5TERER. Op. ch., 5. 12, Bem. 46.
62 AM. CANTO. Op. cit. p. 144

[63 Ibid., p. 138-139.
64 IL. MAYAK. Op. ciÉ, p. 67; 0. RADKE, «Hadria”, Kleine Pauly 2<1979), Sp. 905.

G. RADKE, «Tuder», Kleine Pauly 5(1979). Sp. 905; cf. R. SYME, Tacitus, tíl, p. 786.
HG. GUNDEL, «Racilius», Kleine Pauly 4(1979). Sp. 1329.
Cf.: C. CASTILLO, Prosopographia Baetica, p. 123.
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in the Republicantime aconspicuoslyindigenouscharacter““; thatpermits
usto acknowledgeaconsiderableimpactof the nativepeopleandtheir ro-
le in Italica’s life. For this reasonit doesnot seeman extraordinarilyau-
dacioussuppositionthat Italicawason the wholeaperegrinetown.

Sometime later it musthavebecornea municipium.The Alexandrian
War givesthe first mentionof the Italica municipaisof 47 B,C. (52). Caesar
mentionsItalicain passingin hisdescriptionsof the49 B.C. events(beLciv.
11,20).The fact that the municipialstatusof the town is not mentionedhe-
re,doesnot irnply its absence.Caesar(beLciv. 11,21)narratesthatafter Va-
rro’s surrenderhe convenedat Cordubaa raliy of the province’srepresen-
tatives,at which he extendedhis thanksseparatelyto the Romancitizens
whohadsuccededin keepingthetown in tbeirhands,separatelyto theSpa-
niardswhohaddrivenout Varro’sgarrisons,andseparatelyto theGaditans
whohadrepuisedtheenemy’sattacksandregainedtheir freedom.The ac-
tual basisof Caesar’sgratitudeto the Rornancitizensmayhavebeenonly
the standof Cordubawheretheconventus,i. e. the Romancitizens’ com-
rnunity, hadclosedthe city gatesin Varro’ faceandplacedthe sentrieson
the wallsandtowers(Caes.beL civ. 11,19). Italica couldnot havewon Cae-
sar’sgratitudebecauseVarrohadneveratternptedtostormItalica: hiscom-
panions-in-arrnshadpersuadedhim that the town would neverlet him in
(Caes.beLciv. 11,20).Thereforewecancontendthatin 49 B.C. theresidents
of Italicawerenot yet Romancitizens.If this is thecase,thestatusof a mu-
nicipium mustsurelyhavebeengiven to Italica in 49-47 B.C. The year49
B.C. appearsa morelikely datebecauseCaesar,after his victory startedto
seeto the Spanishmatters.The indigenousnatureof the town,dwelt upon
aboye,explainswhy Italica becamea municipium,not acolony.

Pie townsfoundedby the Romancornmandersin thesecondandfirst
centuriesB.C. gradually,oneby one,roseto aprivilegedposition.The foun-
dationof Graccurisin 179(or 178) B.C. is ascribedtoT. SemproniusGrac-
chusto commemoratehisvictoriesoverthe Celtiberians(Liv. pez-.XLI). It
was built on the siteof the nativetown of Ilurcis (Fest.p. 97M). Its status
is unknownbut theprobabilityis thatmanyyearsafter,it becamea Latin
municipium ‘«‘. But incidentally,thetown was oneof the centresof Roma-
nizationin this region “4’ and it was peopledat leastto a considerableex-
tent,by the Romans(perhaps,tobemoreexact,by the Italics),as becomes
manifestfrom its conductduringthe SertorianWarwhen,unlike theCel-
tiberians,the residentsof GraccurishadopposedSertoriusbecausehe had
devastatedtheir lands(Liv. XCI). It took Pompaelo,foundedby Pompey,
overa centuryto obtain a privilegedposition “. thetown, built without

“’J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, La economía..., p. 358, n.70.
H. GAL5TERER. Op. ciÉ. 5. 13.

“‘J.M. BLÁZQUEZ, Nuevos estudios..., p. 230-231.
H. GALSTERER. Op. ciÉ, S.14.
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doubt duringtheSertorianWar, was listed by Pliny (III, 24) amongsti-
pendiarycommunities.Obviouslyit becamea municipiumwell after the
year57 AD.

As would be expected,not ah Romano-Italiansettlementshadto suf-
fera phaseof anon-privilegedcommunity.Thcreweresometownsof ahig-
her rank thatbecamecoloniesright from their birth. Before Caesar,such
wereundeniablyLatin colonies,thefirst everamongthern—Carteia(Liv.
XLIII,3,1-4) ‘1 True, it washardly acolonyin its propersense.It was built
not for the Italian colonistsbut for the offspringof Romansoldiersandlo-
calwomen.Thefirst authenticcolony, in thetruemeaningof theterm,was,
evidently,Corduba(Strabo111,2,1) “4’. ThoughStrabodescribesCorduba
asaRomancolony, the researcheshaveshownthat it hadthe statusof a
Latin colonyandit did not becomeaRomancolonyuntil Caesar’stimeor,
perhaps,evenAugustus’ time when it receivedthe namePatricia (Plin.
111,10)174.

It looksthat ah pre-Caesarcoloniesin Spainenjoyedthe Latin status.
The coloniesof Romancitizensmust haveappearednot until Caesar’s
time.

The populationof the Romano-Itahiantownswasmixed. As we have
shownaboye,theywerechiefly meantfor Italian settlers,someof whom
hadmost probably no Romancitizenship.Apropés,therelived in them,
evenin Latin colonies,someRomancitizenstoo. In Italy the Romansso-
metimessettledtheir compatriotsin Latin coloniesmaking up for the les-
serstatusby increasingtheir plotsof land “4’. It mustnot be ruledout that
a similarthingwas practisedin Spainas well. A portionof the Romanciti-
zenshadplainly retainedtheir privilegedstatus:within a Latin colonyor a
peregrinetown theylived in theirown community,as,for example,at Cor-
duba.Accordingto Caesar(bel.civ. 11,19), the Rornancitizens’ conventus
of Cordubaplayedtherean extremelyimportantpart: it was its standthat
conditionedthe standof thewholecity in 49 B.C. And thenduringthere-
bellion againstCassius,the treasonof the conventusmadeCordubaone
of thecentresof the anti-Caesar(initially, anti-Cassius)opposition(beL
Alex. 57-58).

Spaniardstoo hivedin thesetowns.We know of aSpanishvicusat Cor-
duba 176 In othercasesthe local inhabitantsdid not apparentlyform a se-
paratedistrict. Someof therncould havereachedahigh positionin thetown
throughgettingaRomancitizenship.For instance,we havealreadygot ac-

“‘Ibid.,S.6.
‘3’ J.F. RODRÍGUEZ NULA. Op.ch., p. 209-214.

Ibid., p. 214-216, 297-304; H. GALSTERER. Op. ch, S. 9-10; R.C. KNAPP, «Thecoinage
of Corduba, Colonia Patricia”, Annali 29 (1982). p. 183-186, 202.

IL. MAYAK. Op. cit., p. 117-118, 123-124.
“63.F. RODRÍGUEZ NEILA. Op. ciÉ, p. 216-220.
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quaintedwith thequinquennalisof CarthagoNova,Albinus, probably,a
SpanishCelt. Among themonetarymagistratesof Carteiawe candiscern
adescendantof Italian immigrantsVibius anda nativeMarcius ~ An im-
portant inscriptionhasbeenundugrecentlynearCorduba.It is datedby
49 B.C. andcontainsthepropraetor’snameOu. CassiusLonginus.What is
of interestfor usaboutthe find is that it hasthe namesof the highestde-
cemvir andaedilisof the community.Theaedilishada purely Italic name
—MarcusCoranus,sonto Acrinus,whereasthe highestdecemvir,on the
contrary,hada purely indigenousname—Binsnes,sonof Vercello ‘y’. He-
re we havea graphicsampleof including into theruiing ¿litedescendants
of both-settlersandnatives.

And yet, in ah likelihood, the Romano-Italianelementwaspredomi-
nantin thecolonies.In anycase,in thetown ¿litethe imrnigrantsandtheir
descendantsoutnumberedthe aborigenes.It is perfectlyclearfrom thems-
criptionsandcoinsof CarthagoNovaas well as frorn Carteia’scoins.

Colonieswereofficially deducedby the Romangovernmentor foun-
dedby the Romangenerals.Parallelto this official colonizationwent on
anunofficial one.SpainattractedmanyItalicswhoof their own accordion-
gedtolive in thiscountryremarkablefor its wealth.Artisans,businessrnen
andtheir agentsflockedto comparativelylargeeconomiecentresandto
the mining regions,whereaspeasantssettledin the rnost fertile areas.Es-
peciallyfabulouslyrich andfertile wasthe BaetisValley ‘3’. The irnmigrants,
eventhosewith Romanor Latin citizenships,werein no hurry to settlein
the Latin or Romancolonies(the moreso that, as hasbeenstatedaboye,
prior to Caesartherewereno Romancolonieson thePeninsula).Theycho-
se also to live in unprivilegedtownsandin rural districtsformingconven-
ti or oppidacivium Romanorum ‘% andthe Rornanauthoritieshadto rec-
kon with themtoo. It is not knownwhatbecameof thoseItalics who had
settledin Spainprior to theSocialWar andhadnot beencitizens.Evidently
theydid not receivethisstatusupon the endof thiswar.Judgingby theex-
tantdata,the first yearsafterthe SocialWar did not seea largeincreasein
thenumberof Romancitizens“4’; theinsignificantgrowth of the Romanci-
tizenscouldhavebeendueentirely to thepopulationof the Italian Penin-
sula,expresslynot the Italic living outsidethePeninsula.So thatin juridi-
cal terms,the descendantsof the Italianswho hadimmigratedto Spain

‘NC. CASTILLO, Prosopographia flaetica, p. 189-202.

“4’ Pi. LACQRT NAVARRO, R. PoRTILLo. AH. STYLow, «Nuevas Inscripciones latinas de
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before88 WC., did not differ from thenatives,thoughin practice,of cour-
se,the differenceswerevery noticeable.And yet, the absenceof a juridi-
cal abyssbetweenthetwo madecontactsof the immigrantswith the mdi-
geneseasy.Perhapsthatcanalsoaccountfor a stronginfluenceof theoíd
irnmigrantsfrom Italy on the locais.

Thedemographicfactormustnot be underestimatedeither,for ah the
precariousfigures of antiquity.The populationof Spain is believedto be
five or six million peopieandabouthalf of them lived in the two relatively
Rornanizedzones.On theotherhand,accordingto sornecalculations,in
thefuture provinceof Baeticatherelivedby theforties about100thousand
Romancitizens.Anyhow, in 49 B.C. Varro managedto manfrom among
themtwo legionsof warriors-citizens“4’. Takinginto accountLatin citizens,
Italics without a citizenship,andalsothe immigrantsin HispaniaCiterior,
we maystatethatby that timethe immigrantsandtheir descendantscons-
tituted not iessthanonetenth of the whole population in the Southand
Eastof Spain.Bearingin mmdtheeconomic,political andcultural role of
thistenth,it is necessaryto acknowledgeits considerableimpactandeffect
on the natives.

This influencevarieddependingon the immigrants’position.In Baeti-
catheysettledin townsandin rural districtsalike, so thattheir economic
positionwas surelyvery muchlike that of the Turdetanians.This promo-
tedmutuallinks. Thestudyof theBaeticaonomasticsshowsthatapproxi-
mately52 percentof narnesof the peoplewho occupiedanyconspicuous
rank in society,wereItalian ‘a’. This canindicatenot only acomparatively
widespreadItaliancolonizationof SouthSpain,but it canprobablysuggest
the fact that the indigenousresidentsacceptedandadoptedtheir Italian
neighbours’names.Ihe samemaybe evidentiy the casein suchlargelit-
toral cities asTarracoandCarthagoNova,whereboththecity nobility and
the rankandfile straturnweremadeup of the immigrantsand thenatives
alike.

The otherregionsof South andEastSpain weredifferent in thisres-
pect.Fewersettlerslived there,it seems.Butwhat is more,thepositionof
the immigrantsandtheindigeneswasdifferent too.The citizensof suchco-
loniesasValentiahadfew contactswith thesurroundingpeople.Theycould
not haveinfluencedthe nativesmuchbecauseoriginally, morehikely than
not, theywereLusitanians,who hadcometo uveon the coast,theythem-
selveswerescarcelyRomanized~ In other places,wherecontactswere
commonandnumerous,the immigrantsfoundthemselvesin a betterposi-
tion. Thus,in the mining areasthe two ethnicelcmentsopposedeachot-
herasmastersor leaseholdersof theminesversustheirmanpower(cf. Stra-

‘<‘D. NoNY. Op. ciÉ, p. 666, 673.
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bo 111,2,10)~ in other regionstheywere alsoopposite—exploiters(ho-
weverindirect)andtheirexploitees.Undersuchconditionsthe immigrants’
influencewas alsopresentbut it was iesspronouncedandmarkedthanin
thosepartsof the countrywherethetwo groupsof the inhabitantsenjoyed
moreor lessequalpositions.

Geographically,thecoloniesandItalian immigrants’settiementswere
denselyclusteredin the Baetisvalleyand the nearbyareas,theywerefe-
wer in numberon theMediterraneancoastandin theHiberusvalley. Out-
sidetheseregions,coloniescameintobeingsporadicallyandonly afterCa-
esar’sdeath186 Thereforewe can be justified in inferring that it was the
imrnigrants’activity thatprovedtobethemajorsourceandimpetusof the-
selands’Romanization.It goeswithoutsaying,thataconducivefactortur-
nedout to be a greaterreadinessof the local populationto assimilateand
imbibeantiquecivilization, ashasbeendemonstratedby theanalysisof the
Spanishsocialstructurein our previousarticle. Rut theforemostfactorof
the RomanizationduringtheRepublicwasthe numberof theimmigrants,
the similarity or differenceof the econornicandsocial positionof theim-
migrantsandnatives.

Things beganto changeunderthe Empire.During onecenturyof the
principateRomanizationmadevasterprogressthanduringthe threecen-
tunesof the Republic,but the way for this progresswas pavedby anddu-
ring the Republicanperiod.

Transiatedfrom the Russianby L. Chistonogova.
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