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Conclusion

This dissertation began with the aim of demonstrating that monocausal

explanations of Roman annexation were overly simplistic and as such

presented a flawed explanation of causality. By emphasizing a single cause

for a complex action, monocausal explanations fail to examine the multitude

of factors that contributed to the decision to undertake the expensive and

potentially dangerous process of annexation. Only a more holistic method

can hope to present the causes for annexation with some degree of realism.

Presenting the reasons for annexation in the most comprehensive and

accurate manner possible is important for a number of reasons because it

has significant repercussions for the study not only of the empire, but also

of the personalities of the individuals involved. Simplistic explanations

of cause therefore present methodological problems beyond an imprecise

understanding of the cause of annexation. A key issue here is the tendency

for inaccurate assignment of character attributes and/or analysis of personal

motives. Assessments of an emperor's character, which are often influenced

by the perceived motivation for the individual's engagement in a war of
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conquest, cannot be accurate if they are based on an imprecise understanding

of the causes of annexation.

The first chapter of this work demonstrated that the Romans possessed

a conceptual understanding of each of the four key areas used in the

methodology: economic factors, geopolitical factors, systemic frustration

indicators and internal factors. Furthermore, it demonstrated that the Romans

understood that these factors could affect the potential for advantage (or

disadvantage) to be gained from an annexation. There is no extant evidence

that explicitly demonstrates that the Romans considered the factors presented

in this work when deciding whether to engage in an annexation. However,

an examination of the Roman thought processes regarding other matters, for

which there is direct evidence, presents a strong circumstantial case that the

Romans thought about advantage when considering annexation. The evidence

presented also indicates that the decision-making elite were not restricted to

a simple evaluation of advantage based on a single factor, such as monetary

gain or glory, but were capable of thinking about these matters in a complex

multi-causal manner.

The second chapter of this work examined each of the four key areas
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discussed in chapter one and clarified the sub-factors that contribute to a

determination of advantage for that grouping. Although the four key areas

are universal, and would form the basis of this sort of assessment regardless

of the period examined, the sub-factors are specifically focussed on the Roman

imperial period. These would require some revision if this methodology

were to be applied to different time periods. For example, discussions of

democratisation have been excluded, as they would be clearly anachronistic

to the period investigated in this dissertation. This would however be an

important factor in the discussion of annexationist imperialism in more

modern periods. Similarly, a examination of the availability of weapons to

the civilian population has been excluded, although this would undoubtedly

be a significant factor in determinating advantage in the current era.

The third chapter presented a numerical indicator scale and introduced

the visual weight graph, allowing for ready comparison between various

annexations, and facilitating the presentation of the results of a complex

analysis. Additionally, the numerical indicatorscale allows foreasy comparison

of individual groupings which is of particular importance if an anomalous

result is uncovered. Therefore, in the case of an annexation which proceeded

despite presenting serious disadvantages, the question of why it occurred
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anyway is more readily answered. If, for example, the methodology identified

a negative result in three of the four key groupings for an annexation, the

researcher is able to identify this. They can then concentrate on the positive

factors, and look in detail at the reign of the emperor and the conditions

prevalent in the empire specifically examining why those factors might have

been so important to those involved that they were given more weight in the

decision-making process than all the negative factors combined. This has the

potential to reveal important factors that might otherwise remain obsure.

The fourth chapter applies the methodology to an examination ofTrajan's

Dacian annexation of AD 106-107, in order to determine the advantages and

disadvantages associated with this annexation. This examination demonstrates

that the Dacian annexation in fact proved advantageous to Rome and Trajan.

It also clearly illustrates the hazards of assigning singular motivations to acts

of annexation. The causes of this annexation have been variously described

as the result of a need to improve the security of the empire,861 a desire for

861 Webster, The Roman Imperial Army of the First and Second Centuries A.D., p.58; Bennett,

Trajan Optimus Princeps: A Life and Times, p.97; Hanson and Haynes, "An Introduction to

Roman Dacia.", p.lS; Arnold, The Roman System ofProvincial Administration to the Accession

of Constantine the Great, p.160.
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individual glory,862 or an attempt to replenish the ailing coffers of the imperial

treasury.863 Each of these positions is valid, indicating that a monocausal

explanation for this annexation lacks precision. The examination presented

in this thesis clearly demonstrates that Trajan increased the security of the

empire, gained significant glory, and increased the financial reserves of the

empire, demonstrating that assigning a singular motive to Trajan's annexation

is ineffective and flawed. Trajan almost certainly committed significant

resources to the Dacian annexation because an overall assessment of a variety

of factors demonstrated that if he was successful, he and the empire would

benefit significantly.

As noted, overly simple explanations of causality can lead to further

flawed analyses, of the character of an emperor or the state of the empire. A

comprehensive assessment of the Dacian annexation suggests Trajan did not

commit to a potentially dangerous venture in order to satisfy his own ego,

nor does it support arguments that Domitian's reign left the empire in a state

862 MacKendrick, The Dacian Stones Speak, p.71; Longden, "The Wars of Trajan", p.224;

Salmon, "Trajan's Conquest of Dacia,", p.87; and Campbell, War and Society in Imperial

Rome 31 Be - AD 284, p.14.

863 Carcopino, "Les FUchesses des Daces et Ie Redressement De L'Empire Romain, sous

Trajan,", p.28.
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of financial distress. The results of the examination of the Dacian annexation

are summarised and presented in the fifth chapter, utilising the numerical

indicator scale and visual weight graphs.

The sixth chapter of this work presented a preliminary assessment

of the likely outcomes if Trajan had undertaken an annexation of Germany

and demonstrated that this annexation would most probably have

resulted in significant disadvantages to Rome. The potential outcomes of a

German annexation was used as a comparative tool to demonstrate both a

disadvantageous outcome and the use of the methodology as an analytical

tool for assessing possible actions and decisions.

Future work in this area could involve a comparison of several Roman

annexations from different time periods. This could prove valuable in further

fine-tuning the methodology presented to make it applicable to annexations

outside of the imperial period. An examination of the more complex factors

associated with annexation during the republican period would be particularly

interesting. The processes involved in decision-making during this period are

less easily defined, and involved substantially more individuals, on a more

or less equal footing. Additionally, personal advantage and internal political
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competitiveness playing a significantly more prominent role in the decision

to annex an this would have to be accounted for in the methodology.

Further possibilities for future development include the elimination of

the primary limitation of this methodology by expanding to make it possible

to examine non-annexationist imperialism, with particular attention to

examining punitive actions, the creation of client-states, and the application

of policy beyond the frontiers. In order to achieve this goal certain factors

would have to present alternative tables, one for annexation and a different

one for non-annexationist imperial actions.864 Future work might also involve

the modification and application of the methodology to more recent acts of

imperialism.

Additionally, in the future the application of elements of game theory,865

or 'interactive decision theory'866 in order to further develop the methodology

presented might prove fruitful. Although there some issues related to the

864 The economic factors would require significant alteration, as the long-term profitability

of a region outside the empire would be of little concern, and elements of systemic

frustration would no longer be valid considerations

865 A branch of applied mathematics that examines decision-making.

866 R. Swedberg, "Sociology and Game Theory: Contemporary and Historical Perspectives,"

Theory and Society 30 (2001): p.302.
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empirical value of the process, Swedberg suggests that game theory could

perhaps be useful in exploring alternative decisions and their potential pay-

OffS.867 This could prove particularly useful in the examination of Roman

choices regarding the use of non-annexationist frontier policy.

In short, this methodology, with appropriate modification, provides

considerable possibilities for the analysis of imperialism. In its current form it

is particularly suited to the Roman imperial period, but could be extended to

both the republic and to non-Roman and more modern imperial activity.

867 Swedberg, "Sociology and Theory,", p.324.
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