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When G. De Sanctis referred to the events of 167 BC, the situation after
the Third Illyrian War and the division of Illyria into three districts, he re-
marked that between the Arsia and Narenta Rivers there was an immense la-
cuna, an extensive area none of which had yet been subdued by the Romans.
F. Càssola added that this was true in particular after the campaign of C.
Sempronius Tuditanus in 129 BC, when the Histri definitively came under
Roman control1. No doubt the Romans were aware of it, although for a long
time they never gave priority to the conquest of Illyricum. In general, they
led a pragmatic policy of solving various problems as they came along, and
obviously political and military situations elsewhere required a more imme-
diate action. Thus the conquest of Illyricum was postponed, it was being
conquered gradually, and Octavian’s Illyrian wars were the first systematic
attempt to bring the region under Roman control. Its conquest was accom-
plished as late as 9 AD, after Tiberius quelled the dangerous Pannonian-Dal-
matian revolt, which had broken out in 6 AD. In terms of later Pannonia not
much territory had been under Roman control by the time of Octavian, not
even the area around the important Pannonian emporium of Siscia/Segest
(ic)a. The situation in later Dalmatia was entirely different, since it was af-
fected by the Roman expansion as early as the first Roman intervention
across the Adriatic in the course of the First Illyrian War in 229 BC.

The contents and characteristics of the Illyrike

Appian’s Illyrike contains a short account of the Roman conquests of the
eastern Adriatic and western and central Balkan regions, as well as the east-
ern Alps. It is not an independent book, but an appendix of the 9th book
dealing with the history of Macedonia (Makedonike). This is mentioned by
Appian in the last book of his Civil Wars, in a passage referring to 35 BC
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(5.145.601-602), where he complained that he could not find enough data
about the history of Illyria to fill up an entire book. The fact that he referred
to it in this passage contributed to its preservation, since it was placed in
some manuscripts after the 5th book of the Civil Wars. The Illyrike is the on-
ly narrative from antiquity with such a title, that is, the only continuous Il-
lyrian history that we have, and, as it seems, also the only work that had ever
been written on this subject in antiquity. Although incomplete, unsystemat-
ic, and in places imprecise or even erroneous, it is nonetheless one of the
most important sources for the history of the regions between the Norican
kingdom and Macedonia. Most of the data concern the future provinces of
Dalmatia, Pannonia, and Moesia. These regions had often been known as Il-
lyria or (later) Illyricum; however, the name has not yet been precisely de-
fined2. One of its definitions is offered by Appian in chapter 6 of the
Illyrike, and indeed in his time it approximately corresponded to the coun-
tries in which the Illyrian customs-duty (publicum portorii Illyrici) was
levied. Ca. AD 10, after the division of Illyricum into Superius and Inferius,
it was called publicum portorii Illyrici utriusque. However, in the middle of
the 2nd century, under Antoninus Pius, it became united to the portorium ri-
pae Thraciae; at that time publicum portorii Illyrici actually comprised coun-
tries ‘from the sources of the Danube to the Pontic Sea’, as expressed by Ap-
pian, and also including Dacia3. The historical events narrated by Appian,
however, refer for the most part to the last two centuries BC. The origins of
the Roman Illyricum go back to the period after the fall of Teuta in 228 BC,
when the Romans established a kind of protectorate in one part of the terri-
tory formerly belonging to the Illyrian state, which is not exactly defined.
Polybius said that ‘the Romans subdued the Ardiaei, and received several em-
bassies offering surrender, among others those of the Parthini and Atintanes’
(2.11.10-11), adding in the next chapter that after the treaty Teuta ‘with-
drew from all of Illyria except from a few places’ (2.12.3). Some territory was
given to Demetrius of Pharos, but neither he nor Pinnes held authority 
over those regions and towns, which came under the Roman dominion by
way of having been received into the so-called Roman friendship, that is,
Corcyra, Apollonia, Epidamnus, the Parthini, Atintanes, and Issa, as well as 
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Pharos4. Appian said that ‘the Romans replied that Cercyra, Pharos, Issa, Epi-
damnus and the Illyrian people of the Atintani were already under the control
of Rome, and that Pinnes could retain the remaining part of the kingdom of
Agron and become a friend of the Roman people under the condition that he
should not attempt to seize the above mentioned possessions’ (7.21). This so-
called protectorate should be considered the origin of a Roman concept of
Illyricum (Fig. 1). After the defeat of Perseus the southern part of the Illyri-
an kingdom to the south of Lissus was annexed to the province of Macedo-
nia as a part of its fourth meris5. All subsequent Roman conquests, first of
all the rest of the Illyrian kingdom, and next, of the northern coastal regions
and the Dalmatian hinterland, were gradually added to this original Roman
Illyris/Illyria.

According to the modern division, the Illyrike is divided into thirty chap-
ters, which are only loosely and more or less logically connected with each
other. The structure of the narrative is uneven and disproportionate, be-
cause it depended entirely on Appian’s use of different sources. His narra-
tive is a compilation, which is based on data taken from different historical,
geographical, and other works. Almost half of the Illyrike consists of Octa-
vian’s wars in Illyricum, for which Appian no doubt directly used Augustus’
Commentarii6. Appian’s account is thus of additional importance, since next
to nothing is preserved of Augustus’ writings in the original. In the 6th chap-
ter Appian, in addition to his explanation of the name ‘Illyrian’, remarked
that he could not find in his sources precise data about the causes and pre-
texts for the wars with various Illyrian peoples. This is eo ipso a proof that
no consistent account of the history of Illyricum existed at his time and he
had to excerpt the relevant data from various annalistic sources or histories
such as Livy’s, where the events were narrated under different years. Often
the most important information was the name of a Roman magistrate of
consular or praetorian rank, who conducted a particular campaign, with no
accent on the historical context. The peoples involved had little in common
but the fact that they inhabited the region known as Illyricum. It was not
easy to produce a coherent history of a country, and Appian certainly was
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Fig. 1 - Towns and peoples under the ‘protection’ of Rome after the First Illyrian War.
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not able to do it well, at least not from our point of view. When adapting
data for his own narrative, he neglected to reconstruct the context and did
not concern himself with the details – with the exception of Octavian’s Illyr-
ian Wars.

In the 1st chapter Appian described the geographic extent of Illyria,
which he understood in the broad sense of his own time, the Antonine Em-
pire. More than half of the Illyrike concerns the history of later Dalmatia. In
the 2nd chapter Appian narrated the genealogical story according to which
Polyphaemus and Galatea had three sons, Celtus, Illyrius and Galas. Illyrius
in turn had several sons, daughters, and grandchildren, of which several
were the ancestors of peoples who inhabited the later Dalmatia. These were:
the Encheleis, Autariatae, Taulantii, Parthini, and Daorsi. Several others
that he listed were settled in other regions, while he explicitly added that
there were others whom he did not mention. In the 3rd chapter Appian de-
scribed the struggles between the Scordisci and Triballi, as well as between
the Autariatae and Ardiaei, and mentioned the Liburni and their piracy. The
narrative of the next two chapters mainly concerned the history of the Au-
tariatae and partly that of the Scordisci. In chapters 7-9 he gave a short ac-
count of the three Illyrian wars; several important events in the course of
these wars took place in the area of later Dalmatia. It is significant that in
Appian’s opinion the Illyrian history in the strict sense began with the Illyri-
an Wars, i.e. with the first phase of the Roman conquest of Illyricum. This is
most interesting for his general view about the so-called Roman ‘imperial-
ism’ and Roman foreign policy. In chapters 10 and 11 Appian described the
Roman wars against the Ardiaei, Pleraei and Delmatae.

By the time of Caesar, the Delmatae – the most powerful Roman enemy
on the eastern Adriatic coast after the fall of the Illyrian kingdom(s) – had
already occupied much of the coastal area. In chapters 12-13 and 15, Cae-
sar’s activities in Illyricum are described, followed by the activities of vari-
ous Caesarian generals who fought against the adherents of Pompey, as well
as Vatinius’ governorship in Illyria after Caesar’s assassination. Most of these
events took place in Dalmatia. In chapter 14 the Paeones are described, in
chapter 16 all peoples and tribes are listed against whom Octavian fought in
35-33 BC. This war was described in great detail since the narrative was ta-
ken directly from Augustus’ own report. Octavian made war first on the
Iapodes and Pannonians (Segestani), and afterwards on the Delmatae and
neighbouring peoples. The Dalmatian phase of his wars is described in
chapters 25-28. In the remaining two chapters (29 and 30), which may cor-
respond to the two introductory chapters and may be considered as a con-
clusion, the Raeti, Norici, and Moesi are briefly described.
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The validity of the data for the history of Illyricum

In the course of the last century and a half, the value of Appian’s Roman
History has been variously assessed, oscillating from very negative to quite
positive, depending on the changed methods of the Quellenforschung and
the advanced sociological, economic, and anthropological studies7. Appi-
an’s work has been analyzed under different angles, the starting point being
in particular a more objective approach to the author: what were his inten-
tions and scopes, what did he want to achieve with his History? Assessment
of the Illyrike depended to some extent on the general assessment of Appi-
an’s work. It may be claimed that the value of the Illyrian narrative for the
history of the Balkans in antiquity on the whole is not considerable, be-
cause it offers us so few data from the complex history of the Illyrian re-
gions during the Republican age. If the chapters on Octavian’s wars are not
counted, it may well be claimed that the data Appian chose for the rest of
the Illyrike were arbitrarily selected by the author. He could not produce
an exhaustive and logically structured compilation, because, as he men-
tioned, he could not find adequate sources; possibly a systematic history of
the Balkans was not at all his objective. But no doubt he felt that much was
lacking in his account, and had to admit several times in the course of the
Illyrike that he could not find enough information, not even for certain
events which he mentioned. Thus his work preserves much precious but
often disconnected information, and in general cannot be considered satis-
factory for a modern historian. Certain important peoples were not even
mentioned in the Illyrike, or were merely referred to, such as the Liburni,
Taurisci, Breuci, Daesitiates, Pirustae, and others settled in what is present-
day Bosnia and Herzegovina, while on the other hand, mention is made of
some of the most obscure peoples, defeated in the course of Octavian’s
campaigns, for which no evidence – or almost none – has been preserved
elsewhere.

The history of Illyricum was the sum of histories of each of the several so-
called Illyrian peoples and tribes who were settled in geographically diversi-
fied regions. Their natural resources varied greatly; these, as well as a
greater or lesser distance from centres of higher civilization in the towns of
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the littoral, conditioned the economy, the way of life and the degree of ac-
culturation of different ‘Illyrian’ peoples8. Illyria first came into contact with
Greek civilization through colonisation and merchants; however, by the
time of the rise of Agron’s Illyrian kingdom, there were already many Ro-
man and Italian merchants active in the Adriatic. The First Illyrian War was
the first occasion when the Roman army embarked on the shores of the
eastern Adriatic, and it opened the way for the Romans to conquer Macedo-
nia, Greece, Asia Minor, and the Balkans; the conquest of Illyria seems to
have been of the least importance. However, in the second half of the 2nd

century BC the Romans began to conquer both the central Balkans and the
regions to the east of Cisalpine Gaul, in the direction of Segest(ic)a/Siscia9.
Their expeditions started on the one hand from the north, from Aquileia,
and on the other from the south, from one of the southern Illyrian or Dal-
matian ports, while military campaigns were also conducted from Macedo-
nia against the Dardani and against the tribes who lived in the rest of the
territory of the future province of Moesia. The achievements were often on-
ly temporary and as late as Caesar’s proconsulship of Cisalpine Gaul the Ro-
man sway did not extend beyond the region of Emona10, which may have
been attached to Cisalpina (and later to Italy)11. Extensive conquests in Dal-
matia and Pannonia were carried out by Octavian in 35-33 BC, and com-
pleted later in his reign by Tiberius12. If not earlier, the geo-strategic impor-
tance of Illyricum became clear at least at the time of Caesar, when Pom-
pey’s adherents wanted to consolidate their position in the province with
the support of the Delmatae, not only to gain a direct access to Italy via His-
tria and Cisalpina, but also to prevent a possible passage of Caesarian
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troops across the Adriatic from Italy to Macedonia. Any large-scale insur-
rection in these regions so close to Italy could have been most dangerous for
the safety of Italy; such was, towards the end of Augustus’ reign, the Dalma-
tian-Pannonian rebellion in AD 6-9, called by Suetonius gravissimum omni-
um externorum bellorum post Punica (Tib. 16).

The three Illyrian wars

At the end of chapter 5 Appian claimed that what he wrote in the pre-
ceding five chapters was an introduction to his Illyrian History. Clearly, his
scope was to describe the conquest of Illyricum, which began with the Illyri-
an wars. The Ardiaean dynasty originated from the area of the later Dalma-
tia and their dynasts imposed themselves as the Illyrian kings. The Ardiaei
were one of the most powerful so-called Illyrian people13, originally proba-
bly settled in the interior, as is clear from the sources of the 4th century BC,
but they were known as pirates already in the 3rd century BC. According to
Strabo, they were settled along the river Naro/Narenta opposite the island
of Pharos (Hvar), in the neighbourhood of the Daorsi and Pleraei (7.5.5 c.
315; see also Ptol. 2.16.8); however, Strabo’s data have been disputed by F.
Papazoglu who located the Ardiaei in the southern Illyrian area (Montene-
gro). In the hinterland (the upper Naro?, the area of Labeatis Lacus?) they
bordered on the Autariatae (Appian, Illyr. 3), with whom they were in dis-
pute over salt-springs (Strabo 7.5.11 c. 317); Appian added that the Autari-
atae were the most important inland Illyrian people, while the Ardiaei were
powerful on sea14. It is now no longer considered that Polybius would have
been the best source for the first two Illyrian wars and Livy for the third
one; it has become a general opinion that the narratives of Appian and Cas-
sius Dio offer complementary data for a more precise reconstruction of the
course of events15.
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Appian is the only one to mention that Agron re-conquered certain re-
gions, which had once belonged to the Illyrian kingdom but were con-
quered by Pyrrhus (7.17). After the death of his father, Pyrrhus was reared
at the court of the Illyrian king Glaucias and his Epirote wife Beroea and
was at a later date married, in one of his several political marriages, to the Il-
lyrian princess, Bardylis’ daughter Bircenna. It is not mentioned in the
sources who was to succeed Glaucias in the coastal part of Illyria; it may be
hypothesized that Pyrrhus, as his adopted son, could have even been legally
justified in claiming a part of the kingdom for himself. However, it is certain
that by way of his marriage to Bircenna he maintained a certain influence at
the court of the most powerful Illyrian kingdom during that period.
Pyrrhus’ later contacts with the Illyrians were hostile; around 280 BC, he
held Apollonia, and Justin mentions his military campaigns against the Illyr-
ians. Perhaps he occupied the former Taulantian kingdom. The Illyrian king
Monunius (attested ca. 280 BC), who struck his coins in Epidamnus, may
have theoretically been Glaucias’ son. According to Cassius Dio, the author-
ity of Pyrrhus was acknowledged by the Aetolians, the Macedonian king
Philip and by the dynasts in Illyricum, clearly indicating that no strong
hegemony existed at that period in Illyria, at least not in its south-western
part (40.3, Boiss. I, 117)16. The regions formerly in possession of Pyrrhus
and his descendants must have comprised at least the territories of the
Parthini and Atintani, and this may have been the reason why they were the
first to try to get rid of the Illyrian authority and seek Roman protection,
along with several Greek towns, after the First Illyrian War (Fig. 1). Howev-
er, it is not possible to define other Illyrian territories that had been occu-
pied by Pyrrhus.

The next issue, which is instructively supplemented by Appian’s account,
is that of the causes for the war. Polybius said that Roman and Italian mer-
chant vessels sailing in the Adriatic were imperilled by the Illyrian pirates,
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and many Italian traders had even been killed by them. According to Appi-
an, Roman protection was sought by Issa, and the embassy, sent by the Ro-
mans to investigate the matter, also included an Issaean embassy. The Issaean
envoy Cleemporus and the Roman Coruncanius were killed by the Illyrians;
P.S. Derow analysed these data and proved the historicity of the role of Issa
and consequently the correctness of Appian’s account17. Interestingly, Dio
cited both causes as the reasons for the war, noting that Issa had an alliance
(foedus) with the Romans (12, frg. 49). Minor differences in Appian’s narra-
tive include the date of Agron’s death, Appian’s different treatment of Teuta,
which is much more detached and seems more objective, and the extent of
Demetrius’ dominions given to him by the Romans after the war.

Appian’s account of the Second Illyrian War in chapter 8 also contained
some data, which are elsewhere unattested, and which should be considered
complementary, or corrective, in regard to Polybius’ narrative. Appian men-
tioned neither Scerdilaidas nor Pleuratus in his Illyrian History. Scerdilaidas
was the grandfather of Genthius and was almost certainly not a relative of
Agron, as has been generally believed. This may be confirmed by the data in
Appian who introduced Genthius by saying that he reigned over certain
other Illyrian people, i.e. other than Agron’s (9.25). That they were indeed
not the Ardiaei, is confirmed by Livy, who said that Genthius was the king
of the Labeates (43.19.3: ... in Labeates, ubi Gentius regnabat)18. It is quite
typical of Appian that he omitted to mention most of the individuals who
were not protagonists of the relevant events. Perhaps he wished to preserve
a certain equilibrium in the first part of his narrative, for which, according
to his own words, he often could not find enough data. On the other hand,
he mentioned several times Pinnes, as the Illyrian king; as long as Pinnes
was alive, he seems to have been the most important Illyrian king. Scerdi-
laidas won the main position within the Illyrian kingdom only after his
death. Appian said that after Demetrius’ defeat Pinnes again interceded on
behalf of his kingdom; obviously his policy vis-à-vis the Romans was coop-
erative. It is generally believed that he died ca. 217 BC, since he is no longer
mentioned in the sources19. He is last mentioned by Livy in connection with
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a Roman embassy to the king, to collect tribute he had not paid, or demand
hostages, if he asked for a delay (22.33.5: ad Pinnem quoque regem in Illyrios
legati missi ad stipendium, cuius dies exierat, poscendum aut, si diem proferri
vellet, obsides accipiendos).

According to Appian, Demetrius would have detached the Atintani from
the Romans. Appian is also the only historian who mentioned an alliance
between Demetrius and the Histri, in order to carry out piratical attacks in
the Adriatic against the Greek, Roman and Italian ships. This information is
important to correctly assess the impact of eastern Adriatic alliances and es-
timate the Roman conquest in this light. Eutropius referred to piracy as hav-
ing been the cause for war of the Romans against the Histri, who raided the
Roman ships transporting corn (3.7: quia latrocinati navibus Romanorum
fuerant, quae frumenta exhibebant). The Histri may have obstructed the
corn supply of the Romans who fought against the Celts in northern Italy;
Diodorus mentioned that Hieron of Syracuse sent ships with corn to the
Romans (25.14.1). Perhaps the Histri attacked ships, exporting grain from
the Po valley to Greece20. In any case they, in agreement with Demetrius of
Pharos, caused great damage to various ships, but in particular to the Ro-
man; the Romans defeated first the Histri in 221 BC, and two years later
Demetrius in the Second Illyrian War. Because of the interval of two years F.
Càssola hypothesized that Demetrius only joined the Histri after the First
Histrian War in 221-220. This would mean that the real instigators of these
attacks would have been the Histri, while Demetrius merely participated in
them later, for which he soon received the deserved punishment. Also, the
later period would better correspond to the date of the battle of Sellasia in
222, in which Demetrius fought as an ally of Antigonus Doson21. However,
no argument is decisive, and perhaps Appian’s version should better be re-
tained, in particular, since he is the only source for these events.

In the 9th chapter Appian described the Third Illyrian War, but none of
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the differences in his narrative as compared to that of Livy, which is the
most important source for it, would contribute to a different explanation of
Genthius’ defeat. This war meant the end of the Illyrian kingdom. However,
at the end of his narrative Appian committed an obvious error. He claimed
that seventy towns within the kingdom of Genthius were plundered in one
day by L. Aemilius Paullus after he had defeated Perseus, who allegedly act-
ed upon secret instructions of the Senate. At a given hour the inhabitants of
all the towns were ordered to bring to the main square their silver and gold,
which was confiscated, upon which all the towns were plundered by the Ro-
man army. It is clear from Polybius’ report (his data are preserved in Strabo
7.7.3 c. 322 = Polyb. 30.15), and from Livy (45.34) that these were seventy
Epirote towns, mainly Molossian22. The devastation of Illyria also took
place, but on a much smaller scale; it was also ordered by Aemilius Paullus,
and this may have been the reason that Appian mixed up the two campaigns
taking place almost at the same time. Both were declared punitive expedi-
tions but were organized to enrich the army.

The conquest of Dalmatia in the period between the fall of Genthius
and Caesar

G. Bandelli listed all military campaigns taking place in Illyricum in the
period between the fall of Genthius and Caesar23. These were two cam-
paigns against the Delmatae (156-155); one against the Scordisci (141), re-
constructed on the basis of the Oxyrhynchus papyrus containing summaries
of some ten of Livy’s books; one against the Ardiaei and Pleraei (135); that
of C. Sempronius Tuditanus and his legates against the Carni (?), Taurisci,
Iapodes, Histri, and Liburni (129); an expedition against the Segestani
(119), and one against the Delmati (119). After a long interval, in which no
military actions are known in Illyricum, there are the data concerning L.
Cornelius Cinna and Cn. Papirius who wanted to set up a base in Liburnia
against Sulla (84), and as last the war of C. Cosconius against the Delmatae
(78-76). Those that concern Dalmatia have all been commented by J.J.
Wilkes in his Dalmatia. It is interesting that Appian left out a surprisingly
small number of campaigns in Illyricum attested to date. This is particularly
noteworthy in view of the usual criticism of the Illyrike for its incomplete-
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dišnjak 4 (Centar za balkanološka ispitivanja 2), Sarajevo 1966, 27-92; ID., Ilirsko pleme Delmati II
(The Illyrian Tribe of the Delmatae II), Godišnjak 5 (Centar za balkanološka ispitivanja 3), 1967, 5-101.

ness and general deficiency. Appian did not mention the continuation of the
first war against the Delmatae in 155, conducted by the consul P. Cornelius
Scipio Nasica. That against the Scordisci should not be counted, because
Appian only mentioned them in the introduction, referring to several Ro-
man wars against them (chapter 3). The only other that found no mention in
Appian is Cosconius’ war.

Wars against the Delmatae

Dalmatia in the sense of the future province, as it was formed in the Au-
gustan period, had not existed in the 2nd century BC and not even at the
time of Caesar. Dalmatia was the name of the regions inhabited or con-
quered by the Delmatae. In one of his letters to Cicero from Narona in 45
BC, Vatinius mentioned that he heard that Cicero’s slave, the librarian, was
in the territory of the Vardaei. Vatinius promised to catch him, unless the
servant took refuge in Dalmatia, but even so he had hopes of finding him
(Cic., ad fam. 5.9: Dicitur mihi tuus servus anagnostes fugitivus cum Vardaeis
esse. de quo tu mihi nihil mandasti, ego tamen terra marique ut conquireretur
praemandavi et profecto tibi illum reperiam, nisi si in Dalmatiam aufugerit, et
inde tamen aliquando eruam). Vatinius’ reference to Dalmatia, which is per-
fectly clear in this context and undoubtedly referred to the territory of the
Delmatae at the time of their expansion towards the coast, was understood
by F. Papazoglu as referring to the future province24. Although it was cor-
rectly interpreted by her as a country different from that of the Ardiaei, it
was erroneously equated with the future Dalmatia. This was one of her ar-
guments for not locating the Ardiaei in the coastal regions opposite the is-
land of Pharos, as did Strabo (7.5.5 c. 315), although it is clear from other
passages in Strabo, as well as from other sources, that they were also settled
in present-day Montenegro and even more to the south.

The Delmatae were a powerful and warlike people, settled in central Dal-
matia, with strong tendencies to expand in the direction of the coast (Fig.
2). They were unknown to the Greek writers of the early Hellenistic period,
and are first mentioned by Polybius. According to his short account they
had to acknowledge the authority of the Illyrian kingdom under Pleuratus,
the father of Genthius25. After Pleuratus’ death they revolted and detached
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themselves from Genthius’ kingdom. As early as ten years after the fall of
Genthius, Issa and the Daorsi, who both had an agreement of amicitia with
the Romans, complained in the Senate about the attacks of the Delmatae. In
Polybius’ words, ‘the Senate sent a commission under C. Fannius (in 158-157
BC) to inquire into the state of Illyria and in particular into the conduct of the
Delmatae. This happened because Issa often sent embassies to complain about
their continuous attacks on their territory and the cities in league with it,
Epetium and Tragurium. Similar accusations were brought by the Daorsi. As
long as Pleuratus lived, the Delmatae submitted to him, but when he died and
Genthius succeeded to the throne, they revolted from him making war on the
tribes on their borders. They subdued the neighbouring peoples, some of
whom even paid them tribute in the shape of cattle and corn’ (32.9).

C. Marcius Figulus

Appian mentioned only the unsuccessful embassy, not the name of its
leader; the Romans decided upon the war and, as Polybius noted, this deci-
sion was influenced by the fact that twelve years had passed since the war
with Perseus, and senators were concerned about the lack of military exer-

Fig. 2 - The territories of the Delmatae and their neighbours.
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cise of the Roman youth (32.13). The best description of the first phase of
the war against the Delmatae, conducted in 156 BC by the consul C. Mar-
cius Figulus26, is Appian’s account in his 11th chapter. The initial part of his
campaign ended unsuccessfully for Figulus, whose camp was raided by the
Delmatae; several Roman soldiers must have been killed in the conflict,
while their commander fled with the rest of the army, having been pursued
by the enemy as far as the river Naro/Narenta. Figulus’ base was very likely
situated in Narona, an important, originally Greek, emporium within the
territory of the friendly Daorsi and the hinterland of the Ardiaei who had
been subdued in the course of the Illyrian wars27. As all the generals before
him, he brought his army to Dalmatia across the Adriatic.

The area of Bigeste, the region of Humac near Ljubuški not far from
Narona, was geo-strategically most important, and as early as the first half of
the 1st century AD a Roman auxiliary station is documented there. The
Bigeste area seems to have been in military use at least since Vatinius (45-44
BC), and it is not to be excluded that also the main camp of Figulus may
have been constructed there28. D. Periša recently researched the area topo-
graphically; in his opinion the location of Delminium/Delmium, the capital
of the Delmatae, which Figulus attacked in the next phase of his campaign,
is now no longer problematic29. The Romans reached the Duvanjsko polje
almost certainly across Čapljina and along the valleys of the Trebižat and Ti-
haljina Rivers, across Ljubuški and the Imotsko polje. Appian reported that
Figulus wanted to attack them for the second time because of the approach-
ing winter. With news of his attack the enemies had again assembled in the
well-fortified Delminium. ‘As he could not take the fortified town by storm,
and because of its high position he could not use the siege equipment he had
with him, he attacked and conquered the other towns, which had been partial-
ly deserted on account of the concentration of forces in Delminium. Figulus
then had two-cubit long staffs covered with flax and smeared with pitch and
sulphur, which were shot by catapults into Delminium. They caught fire be-
cause of friction and flew through the air like torches, causing fires wherever
they fell, until most of the town had burnt. Such was the end of the war
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32 K. PATSCH, Prilog topografiji i povjesti Županjca-Delminiuma, Glasnik Zemaljskog muzeja Sa-

rajevo 16, 1904, 307-365; ID., Archäologisch-epigraphische Untersuchungen zur Geschichte der römi-
schen Provinz Dalmatien (Sechster Teil), Wiss. Mitth. Bos. Herz. 9, 1904, 171-174.

fought at that time by Figulus against the Dalmatae.’ This is, apart from Ap-
pian’s account of Octavian’s wars, one of the most detailed and vivid de-
scriptions in the Illyrike. In view of his topographical results, Periša plausi-
bly rejected other hypotheses concerning the location of the Delmataean
Delmium/Delminium30, locating it without any doubt to Gradina at Lib
above Borčani near Duvno (present-day Tomislavgrad). At this locality great
quantities of Roman Republican weapons, mainly weapons for fighting at a
distance, such as pila, javelins, catapult bolts and arrowheads, have been
discovered. Such weapons often cannot be dated precisely, but their date
may have been as early as the 2nd century BC31. It may be added that the
hillfort at Lib was identified as the Delmataean Delminium a hundred years
ago by C. Patsch, who also explored the area very attentively32.

Livy described the same events in his 47th book, of which only a summary
is preserved and thus his account is summarized in two sentences. However,
he did mention that the war was successfully ended by the consul of the
next year, P. Cornelius Scipio Nasica, who is not mentioned by Appian (Per.
47: C. Marcius cos. adversus Dalmatas primum parum prospere, postea fe-
liciter pugnavit. cum quibus bello confligendi causa fuit, quod Illyrios, socios
populi R., vastaverant; eandemque gentem Cornelius Nasica cos. domuit; cf.
Flor. 2.25). Figulus’ stratagem was probably erroneously ascribed to Nasica
by Frontinus, who also mentioned his campaign (Strat. 3.6.2).

L. Caecilius Metellus Delmaticus

At the end of the same chapter 11, Appian preserved an unusual observa-
tion concerning the campaign against the Delmatae conducted by L. Caecil-
ius Metellus in 119-118. In Appian’s words ‘Caecilius Metellus, when he was
consul, decided to attack them as he wanted a triumph, although they had not
caused any offence. They received him as a friend and he spent the winter
with them in the town of Salona, and on return to Rome he celebrated a tri-
umph’ (11.33). According G. Zippel and C. Patsch, Appian’s account would
have been exaggerated; both scholars wrongly believed that Caecilius Metel-
lus, who wintered in Salonae, and Metellus, who fought together with L.
Cotta against the Segestani (Illyr. 10.30), were one and the same person: the
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consul of 119, L. Caecilius Metellus, surnamed Delmaticus after the war
against the Delmatae. It has been generally believed that he first conquered
Siscia together with L. Aurelius Cotta, continuing his way through the lands
of the western Iapodes against the Delmatae. After spending the winter in
Salonae, he celebrated the triumph de Delmateis (Eutrop. 4.23; CIL I2 p.
177; cf. Livy, Per. 62)33. M.G. Morgan questioned this reconstruction of
events, coming to the conclusion that the two Caecilii Metelli could not
have been one and the same man. The Pannonian and the Delmataean wars
were two separate military campaigns that could by no means have been
mutually related, because no roads or tracks existed in the interior between
the Dalmatian coast and the Pannonians that would have allowed for any
major movements of the Roman army. He emphasized that Appian’s ac-
count should be considered as more or less correct, depending on the de-
gree of hostility of his source to the Caecilii Metelli34. Despite some distor-
tion of the facts, the course of events may be considered as being well re-
flected in Appian’s account. The bias may not have been invented out of
nothing, and possibly Metellus’ achievements in the course of his campaign
against the Delmatae were not worthy of a triumph. His wintering at Salon-
ae may be explained by the fact that in addition to a Greek settlement and a
small, but ever growing community of Roman merchants, this may have
most of all been an important harbour and town of the Delmatae35, who
were civilized and probably opposed to the usual policy of aggression and
expansion towards the coast of the Delmatae living inland. 

Perhaps the Salonitans, including the local Delmatae, indeed welcomed
Metellus as a Roman general who would have protected them against the at-
tacks from the inland Dalmatia, i.e. Dalmatia in the sense of the country of
the Delmatae. It is difficult to explain correctly his campaign, as there are
several possibilities of assessment. Metellus may have indeed been received
as a friend at Salonae, which would justify Appian’s biased account. On the
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other hand, however, he may have fought with much success against the
Delmatae of the hinterland, as was supposed by G. Zippel on the basis of
his cognomen Delmaticus, and a large booty, out of which he could rebuild
the sanctuary of Castor in Rome (Cic., Verr. 2.154; pro Scauro 46). In his
opinion it was at that time that Illyria had been organized as an administra-
tively independent province36. This date, however, is far too early, the
province was most probably created as late as Octavian/Augustus37. There
is no doubt, however, that Zippel erroneously assessed the war of Metellus
Delmaticus, since he ascribed to him both military campaigns, i.e. that
against the Segestani, conducted together with L. Aurelius Cotta, and the
war against the Delmatae in the next year. This view, which greatly influ-
enced the subsequent scholarly opinion, has been convincingly rejected by
Morgan, who demonstrated beyond doubt that Metellus only fought the
Delmatae, and only in the years 119-118, while the other Metellus, who
fought against the Segestani, was a subordinate of L. Aurelius Cotta, and
another member of the Caecilii family38. In the opinion of Morgan, the most
likely Metellus for this function would have been Delmaticus’ cousin L.
Caecilius Metellus Diadematus (cos. 117 BC), but this cannot be proved.
One of Morgan’s main arguments as to why Cotta and Metellus could not
have fought jointly as consuls in 119 BC against the Segestani, is the fact
that the Segestani did not represent any real danger to Italy, unlike Carthage
in 149 or the Cimbri and Teutones in 102 BC, when both consuls had to
take charge of the emergency. Other such cases are not attested in the sec-
ond half of the 2nd century BC; Metellus was subordinate to Cotta in the
same manner as was Tiberius Pandusa to Sempronius Tuditanus who, ac-
cording to Appian, fought against the Iapodes (Illyr. 10.30).

C. Cosconius

The last attested conflict in the coastal part of Illyricum before Caesar was
the war of C. Cosconius against the Delmatae in 78 BC. Some time before
that date the Delmatae had captured Salonae which must have been in their
hands already before Metellus’ sojourn there in 119 BC. Appian did not
mention this campaign, although in general he mentioned all the important
campaigns and this one must have been important alone on account of its
duration39. Eutropius mentioned that Cosconius conquered much of Dalma-
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tia, along with Salonae, and returned to Rome after two years of fighting
(6.4: ad Illyricum missus est C. Cosconius pro consule. multam partem Dalma-
tiae subegit, Salonas cepit et composito bello Romam post biennium rediit),
while Orosius particularly stressed the siege of Salonae which would have
lasted two years (5.23.23). It is clear from the notice of Eutropius that the
achievements of Cosconius were significant, and it may even be supposed
that unless an undocumented campaign took place in Dalmatia in the period
between his war and Caesar’s proconsulship, he broke the power of the Del-
matae who had to pay tribute at the time of Caesar40.

The war against the Ardiaei and Pleraei

Appian mentioned this war at the beginning of chapter 10, referring to
these peoples as the ‘Ardei and the Palarii, two other Illyrian peoples’ (10.29),
but the identification with the Ardiaei and Pleraei has never been disputed41.
Appian did not mention the Ardiaei in his account of the Illyrian wars, al-
though Agron was, according to Cassius Dio, a representative of the Ar-
diaean dynasty. He only mentioned them in the 3rd chapter, describing their
conflict with the Autariatae. Appian said that the Ardiaei had attacked Ro-
man Illyria, after which the Romans sent envoys to admonish them. When
the embassy did not achieve anything, the Romans decided to attack them
with an army of 10,000 infantry and 600 cavalry soldiers. On hearing this,
both rebellious peoples who had not yet been prepared for fighting, sent an
embassy in their turn to beg for pardon. As they did not follow the orders of
the Senate to make compensation to those whom they had attacked, Fulvius
Flaccus fought against them. Appian added that he could not find anything
more precise about the end of his campaign, concluding that it must have
been limited to a mere raid.

It is not certain whether the Ardiaei were settled within the borders of
Roman Illyria or outside it; it may be inferred from Appian’s words that
they attacked the Roman Illyria from the outside, but they had been subject-
ed by the Romans and may have legally been within their dominion42. If in-
deed the Narenta River represented the border of the Roman Illyria, as is
currently believed, the Pleraei who inhabited the left bank of the river,
would have been included within it, along with at least some of the Ardiaei
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who had been subdued by the Romans already in the First and Third Illyri-
an Wars. The exact location of these peoples is uncertain, while it is clear
that the Naro/Narenta River played a strategically and economically impor-
tant role in the life of the Daorsi, Pleraei and Ardiaei. Narona was probably
situated in the territory controlled by the Daorsi (Fig. 2)43. According to
Strabo, the Pleraei should be located opposite the island of Black Corcyra,
while the Ardiaei were settled on the coast opposite the island of Pharos
(7.5.5 c. 315; cf. Ptol. 2.16.8). Strabo’s data are corroborated by Cicero’s in-
formation about his fugitive slave, who may have taken refuge from Narona
among the Ardiaei (ad fam. 5.9; 13.77.2-3). However, due to certain other
data in Greek and Roman authors, concerning the Ardiaei, they should also
be located in the south-Illyrian area in present-day Montenegro and in the
broad hinterland of Lissus44, although it is not clear how to interpret these
data in terms of different periods and historical contexts.

According to Appian, the Romans attacked the Ardiaei and Pleraei with
two legions; despite his remark concerning an uncertain end of this cam-
paign, both peoples were actually defeated by Flaccus. In Livy’s summary of
his 56th book it is stated that ‘the Vardaei were subdued by the consul Fulvius
Flaccus’ (Per. 56: Fulvius Flaccus consul Vardaeos in Illyrico subegit); obvi-
ously the Ardiaei were the more important enemy, since the Pleraei are not
mentioned by Livy. Strabo, who did not mention Fulvius Flaccus, reported
about their subsequent decline (7.5.6 c. 315). The Romans deported them
to the interior of Dalmatia, on account of piracy, which had always been se-
verely punished by them. The Ardiaei, then called Vardaei, were con-
strained to tilling land, which was far from suitable for agriculture, and by
the time of Pliny they had no more than twenty decuriae, despite their for-
merly great power (N. h. 3.143: … populatores quondam Italiae Vardaei non
amplius quam XX decuriis). Flaccus’ campaign may not have been decisive
for their decline, since Strabo would have probably mentioned him. The Ar-
diaei may have experienced some defeats in the course of ca. 75 years be-
tween his campaign and Caesar’s proconsulship in Galliae and Illyricum (59
BC), possibly during the war of C. Cosconius in 78 BC.
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The conquest of Dalmatia at the time of Caesar and Octavian

Appian’s short account of the activities of Caesar in Illyricum during his
proconsulship, and, afterwards, of his supporters in the Adriatic is con-
tained in chapters 12 and 13. Appian laid a particular stress on the fact that
Caesar’s authority was limited to those regions of Illyria that had by then
been under Roman control45. Recently, S. Čače has attempted to outline the
boundaries of Roman Illyricum in the period of Caesar; they have been ac-
cepted by S. Bilić-Dujmušić who recently analysed battles between the Cae-
sarian and Pompeian parties in the Adriatic before and after Pharsalus. In
his opinion Illyricum extended from the Timavus River in the northeast to
the Mathis River to the south of Lissus in the southwest. The hinterland
would have included all of Histria and Liburnia, half of the Iapodian terri-
tory with Arupium, most of the Delmatae, the hinterland of Narona, the
Mostar Basin including the Nevesinjsko and Gatačko polje and the old
Montenegro around the Scodra Lake and along the lower course of the
Drilon River. Most of the Pannonian peoples as defined by Strabo would
have remained outside the province (the Ditiones, Daesitiates, and
Pirustae)46. However, the Timavus River was an ancient boundary of His-
tria, no longer relevant after the founding of Aquileia, when the Carni seem
to have occupied some of the formerly Venetic and Histrian territories, in-
cluding Tergeste47. Histria was in one way or another dependent on
Cisalpine Gaul48, as was also Nauportus at the time of Caesar49.

Appian’s Caesarian narrative is completed by some thoughts in his chapter
15, which are interesting, since by revealing his personal point of view they
indirectly indicate that he did not compile his sources as a matter of routine,
but took a certain interest in the subject and tried to find his own solutions
when they had not been offered by the authors he consulted. He expressed
his surprise that so much of Illyricum had not been conquered before Augus-
tus, and in particular that the conquest had not been carried out by Caesar,
who was an excellent general, and, moreover, proconsul in Illyricum. Caesar
was aware of the geo-strategic importance of Illyricum, and according to Sue-
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tonius he would have been willing, towards the end of 50 BC, to renounce all
power until he should be elected consul, except for retaining Cisalpine Gaul
with Illyricum and two legions, or even only Illyricum with one legion (Suet.,
Iul. 29.4: ... ut dimissis octo legionibus Transalpinaque Gallia duae sibi legiones
et Cisalpina provincia vel etiam una legio cum Illyrico concederetur, quoad con-
sul fieret; cf. App., Bell. civ. 2.32.126). However, both in the course of his
proconsulship and afterwards he was prevented by other, for him more im-
portant, events to act accordingly. He never undertook any systematic con-
quest of Illyricum, on the contrary, he neglected it on account of more urgent
Gallic and civil wars. During his proconsulship he only dealt with ad hoc
matters of urgency. The catastrophic situation of the Caesarians in the Adri-
atic, where on the whole the Pompeian party, in particular M. Octavius, had
the upper hand, not least with the aid of the Delmatae, indicated that Caesar
did not do enough to impose his authority in any lasting way50.

In chapter 12 Appian first mentioned that during Caesar’s proconsulship
the Delmatae, with the support of some other people, seized Promona from
the Liburni. The Liburni turned to Caesar for protection. After having sent
envoys to the Delmatae, but without success, he sent a strong military de-
tachment against them, which the ‘Illyrians’ killed to the last man. Due to the
war against Pompey, Caesar did not renew the attack. He sailed in winter
from Brundisium with as much army as he had at the time and fought
against Pompey in Macedonia. The remaining army was in part brought to
Caesar in Macedonia by Antony across the Adriatic in harsh winter, while fif-
teen cohorts of infantry soldiers and 3,000 cavalry were led to him through
Illyria by Gabinius. The Delmatae attacked Gabinius’ army and killed all of
it, except Gabinius himself and a few soldiers who escaped. Appian’s report
requires commentary. The capture of Promona by the Delmatae ended infa-
mously for the Romans. It may be inferred from Appian’s account of Octa-
vian’s wars that Promona had later been recaptured by Gabinius but again
occupied by the Delmatae (25.72); eventually it was re-conquered by Octa-
vian in 34 BC. Gabinius’ defeat was particularly painful for the Romans be-
cause legionary standards had been seized by the Delmatae.

In his short account Appian did not mention the devastations of the
coastal regions during Caesar’s proconsulship by the Pirustae, who delivered
hostages to Caesar when they heard of his imminent attack against them
(Bell. Gall. 5.1.5-6). Appian also made no mention of several important bat-
tles in the Adriatic afterwards, between the Caesarian and Pompeian parties.
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Two took place before Pharsalus; Caesar’s legate in Illyricum, the brother of
the future triumvir, C. Antonius, was besieged at the island of Curicta (Krk)
by the Pompeian navy and forced to surrender to M. Octavius and L. Scribo-
nius Libo with fifteen cohorts in May/June of 49 BC (cf. Livy, Per. 110; Cass.
Dio 41.40; Flor. 2.13[4.2]30-33; Lucan., Phars. 4.402-581; Oros. 6.15.8-9).
This episode has not been preserved in Caesar’s Civil War; at the beginning
of the 3rd book, Caesar described Octavius’ unsuccessful siege of Salonae
that took place later in the year, most probably in the autumn (3.9)51. It is not
mentioned by Appian, but it is described somehow inaccurately by Cassius
Dio, since he probably erroneously ascribed to Octavius two sieges of Salon-
ae (42.11)52. According to Dio, Gabinius would have aided the inhabitants of
the town during the first siege, although this is rejected by recent interpreta-
tions, since it is generally believed that at that time Gabinius had not yet
come to the province53. Finally, Appian does not refer to the sea battle at the
island of Tauris, which took place after Pharsalus. This was Vatinius’ victori-
ous battle in the Adriatic in the first months of 47 BC, described in Bellum
Alexandrinum (44-47). The situation of Caesar’s legate in Illyricum, Q.
Cornificius, was very difficult, because he was attacked both by the Pom-
peians and the Delmatae. He was saved by Vatinius who sailed from Brundi-
sium with a partly improvised fleet, relieved Epidaurum, which was besieged
by M. Octavius, and defeated his superior fleet at the island of Tauris, most
probably off the island of Pharos (Hvar), at one of Pakleni otoci54.

A. Gabinius

According to the account in Bellum Alexandrinum, A. Gabinius came to
Dalmatia in winter in 47 BC, where he was forced to fight the Delmatae in
very bad conditions. His provisions supply by ships was hindered by bad
weather. After he had conquered some of the fortified towns of the Del-
matae, he was attacked by them on the way to Salonae and defeated, losing
2,000 of his men, including 38 centurions and 4 tribunes. He reached Salon-
ae with the rest of his troops, fell ill and died after some months (Bell. Alex.
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43.1-3). His defeat is referred to by Cicero as one of several Caesarian disas-
ters in his letter to Atticus of June 3 of that year (ad Att. 11.16.1). Appian’s
account of Gabinius’ mission is in part different, in part contradictory; it is
narrated in chapters 12, 25 and 27 of the Illyrike. G. Marasco concluded, on
the basis of Appian’s contradictory data, that Gabinius must have twice re-
ceived orders from Caesar to bring troops across the Adriatic. First before
Pharsalus, which corresponds to the first part of Appian’s episode concern-
ing Gabinius in the 12th chapter. Not wishing to cross the sea in winter (as
did Caesar himself and Antony), he decided to march to Macedonia
through Illyricum on foot to bring reinforcements to Caesar (12.35-36); this
data is confirmed by Plutarch (Ant. 7.2-3). It is not preserved in the sources
how this mission ended but almost certainly it never took place. At that pe-
riod it would have been impossible for a Roman army to cross Illyricum
overland and Gabinius must have soon abandoned his march.

Gabinius was sent by Caesar to Illyricum for the second time after Pom-
pey’s defeat, to bring aid to Cornificius. It was on this occasion that he ex-
perienced the defeat, described by the Bellum Alexandrinum and supple-
mented by Appian. The numbers in chapter 12, fifteen cohorts and 3,000
cavalry, refer to the first mission, the defeat to the second. Appian’s refer-
ence to Gabinius’ defeat is also found in his account of Octavian’s military
campaigns in Dalmatia in 34-33 BC, when he was ambushed by the Del-
matae near Synodium. In chapter 25 it is said that five cohorts had been
killed by the Delmatae and military standards seized (25.71), while in chap-
ter 27 the ambush near Synodium is mentioned (27.78)55. Appian misunder-
stood the data in his one or various sources, ascribing everything concerning
Gabinius to his second mission, not noticing the contradiction contained in
the different numbers of troops; fifteen cohorts and 3,000 cavalry in chapter
12, as opposed to five cohorts in chapter 25, corresponding to the numbers
in the Bellum Alexandrinum.

S. Bilić-Dujmušić concluded that the initial phases of Gabinius’ cam-
paign against the Delmatae must have been more successful than it would
appear from the Bellum Alexandrinum; most probably he re-conquered the
formerly Liburnian Promona and several other Delmataean strongholds. He
was defeated most of all because he had to carry out the orders of Caesar,
who took too little account of the extremely difficult situation in Dalmatia56.
As has been mentioned, Cassius Dio preserved data incompatible with the
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other extant evidence that Gabinius helped defend Salonae against M. Oc-
tavius who besieged the city in the period before Pharsalus (42.11). Al-
though some scholars reject it57, Gabinius perhaps nonetheless reached Sa-
lonae by sea in 49 BC, to fight against Octavius and help defend the impor-
tant harbour. In this case it would be excluded that he could have brought
reinforcements to Caesar before the battle at Pharsalus; perhaps he was in-
formed that his arrival would have been too late and was recalled from his
mission, and instead sent by Caesar to Salonae.

P. Vatinius

As has been said, Appian did not mention Vatinius’ naval victory at Tauris,
and there is also no mention of Vatinius’ conquest of six hillforts of the Del-
matae in 45 BC, which ended with the siege and partial conquest of the sev-
enth; the siege was interrupted on account of the winter weather (Cic., ad
fam. 5.10 b). After the death of Gabinius, the Delmatae may have occupied
some of the coastal regions, perhaps including Salonae58, as well as the
Liburnian territory across the Tit(i)us River (Krka) and the regions of the
Daorsi, probably destroying their most important settlement at Ošanići at
that time59. It is significant that Vatinius had his main headquarters in
Narona, not in Salonae. Appian’s account of Vatinius’ activities in Illyricum is
contained in chapter 13. Caesar was occupied with preparations for war
against the Getae and the Parthians. The Delmatae who feared that he would
attack them, sent an embassy to Rome to apologize for their past deeds and
offer him alliance, which Caesar did not accept, but ordered them to pay trib-
ute and deliver hostages. He sent Vatinius there with three legions and a large
number of cavalry soldiers, to carry out the orders, but after Caesar’s murder
the Delmatae no longer recognized Vatinius’ authority and they attacked and
killed five cohorts of his army along with their commander Baebius, a man of
senatorial rank. Vatinius withdrew with the rest of his troops to Epidamnus,
where they were placed by the Senate under the authority of Brutus.
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In the opinion of G. Marasco, who rejected the historicity of the Del-
mataean embassy to Caesar, the data concerning Vatinius’ defeat are most
unlikely, not least because the same number of the cohorts would have been
lost both by Gabinius and by Vatinius; Appian may have mixed up both sto-
ries60. However, the details of either story are different, which would indi-
cate that the Delmatae indeed inflicted two defeats on the Romans. Why
did Appian omit to refer to Vatinius’ largely successful initial campaign
against the Delmatae? It may be supposed that he knew about it, because in
general he was well informed about the entire period of the civil wars, for
which he is one of the best sources. Possibly he was just not aware of it at
the time, when he was composing the Illyrike, or else he decided not to
mention it on purpose, because he left out a great deal of important infor-
mation, concerning the conquest of Illyricum up to Octavian’s Illyrian wars.
Whether or not a systematic history of Illyria had ever been his objective, he
eventually did not strive to achieve it. A minute research into the Illyrike has
shown that Appian merely offered the main points, summarizing the events.
Much of what he included was quite arbitrary, depending on which sources
he used and what he recollected from his readings. 

Octavian

Octavian’s Illyrian wars, in particular their Dalmatian part, have been
thoroughly analysed in a separate study61. Despite the indisputable fact that
they were used by Octavian as a means of political propaganda against
Antony, his actual military achievements should nonetheless not be under-
rated. The second phase of his wars was directed against the rebellious Del-
matae, a constant menace to Italy ever since the Third Illyrian War; they, as
has been seen, did much damage to the Caesarian party during the conflict
between Caesar and Pompey. In addition to several peoples who surren-
dered without fighting, such as the Derbani, or those who offered little re-
sistance, Octavian’s army captured Promona, Sinodium, and Setovia, and re-
gained the military standards lost under Gabinius. For this reason the Dal-
matian part of Octavian’s wars was undoubtedly more significant for him
than his war against the Iapodes and the Pannonian Segestani. Thus it is not
surprising that Suetonius called the wars bellum Delmaticum (Aug. 20; 22);
in the Fasti Barberini Octavian’s triumph is noted de Dalma[t]is (Inscr. It.
XIII 1, p. 345), although Appian and the Fasti Venusini correctly term the
wars as Illyrian.


