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HISTORY - CLASSICAL WORLD

Greek & Roman History: Political &
Social Foundations of the Classical
World

Two real, opposite political paths — Greece's own fragmentation

into over a thousand independent poleis, and Rome's own

expansion of one city's institutions and citizenship across an entire

empire — traced from Athens and Sparta through Augustus's
Principate and Diocletian's Tetrarchy.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION: SCOPE & THE DISTINCTION FROM MILITARY HISTORY, PHILOSOPHY &
ART HISTORY
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Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 1 - Introduction: Scope & the Distinction From Military History, Philosophy & Art History

This course takes a political, social, and institutional lens on ancient Greece and Rome — how
power was actually held, contested, and passed on; who counted as a citizen and who didn't; how
a society organized itself once it grew larger than a single village. That's a genuinely different
question from three others this site already asks about the same two civilizations, and this chapter

exists to draw those lines clearly before the course goes any further.

Two Civilizations, One Political Story — With Real Dates

Greek and Roman history are conventionally divided into named periods, and this course uses
the same real periodization working historians do rather than inventing its own. For Greece,
the standard three-part division runs from the Archaic period through Classical Greece into the
Hellenistic world. For Rome, the standard division runs from a legendary founding through a

genuine republic into an empire in the modern sense of the word.

Greece — Archaic (c. 800-480 BCE)

The era of the polis's own real formation,
colonization across the Mediterranean, and the

first written law codes.

Greece — Hellenistic (c. 323-31 BCE)

The fragmented successor kingdoms following
Alexander's own death, closing with Rome's

real conquest — this course's own Chapter 5.

Rome — Republic (509-27 BCE)
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Greece — Classical (c. 480-323 BCE)

From the Persian Wars' end to Alexander the
Great's death — the era of Athenian democracy
and Sparta's own military society, this course's

own Chapters 2-4.

Rome — Regal (753-509 BCE)

Rome's own traditional founding date and
seven kings, ending with the real overthrow of

Tarquin the Proud.

Rome — Empire (27 BCE onward)
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Rome governed by elected magistrates and the Augustus's real 27 BCE settlement and the
Senate — this course's own Chapters 6-8, Principate — this course's own Chapters 7 and

through its real, gradual collapse. 0.

The Polis: Ancient Greece's Basic Political Unit

Greek political life was never organized as one nation. It was organized as hundreds of
separate, independent poleis (city-states), each with its own laws, its own citizenship rules, and
often its own currency. The real, systematic Copenhagen Polis Project inventory catalogues
1,035 individual poleis across the Archaic and Classical periods, and estimates the true total —
accounting for places the surviving sources never mention — at closer to 1,500. Not all of these
existed at once: the best real estimate for any single year puts the number of active poleis at

somewhere between 850 and roughly 1,200.

WHY THIS NUMBER MATTERS FOR THIS COURSE

Athens and Sparta dominate the surviving sources, and this course spends real time on both — but
they were two poleis among well over a thousand. Political diversity, not one shared Greek system,
is this course's own real starting assumption, worked out in full in Chapter 2's own comparison of

oligarchic Sparta against democratic Athens.

Rome's Own Political Evolution

Rome's own trajectory ran the opposite direction from Greece's fragmentation — one city's
institutions gradually extending outward until they governed a Mediterranean-wide empire.
The Republic's own Senate, consuls, and tribunes; the real, slow erosion of that system through
the Gracchi, Marius and Sulla, and Julius Caesar's real crossing of the Rubicon; and Augustus's
own careful 277 BCE fiction of "restoring the Republic" while genuinely holding autocratic
power — this course covers all of it in Chapters 6 and 7, in real institutional depth rather than

as a battle-by-battle narrative.

Distinct From Three Existing Site Courses
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This site already covers ancient Greece and Rome from three other angles. This course is

deliberately none of them.

COURSE ITS OWN LENS ON GREECE & ROME

Military History: The Real battles, tactics, and military institutions — the hoplite phalanx, the

Greeks / The Romans Roman legion, named campaigns and commanders.

History of Philosophy I What Greek and Roman thinkers actually argued about knowledge,

ethics, and the nature of reality.

Art History I Greek and Roman visual culture — sculpture, architecture, the classical

orders.

This course Who held power, how it was won and lost, who counted as a citizen, and

how each society was actually structured and governed.

A REAL OVERLAP THIS COURSE WON'T REPEAT

Alexander the Great's own campaigns are covered in full, battle by battle, in the separate Military
History: Alexander the Great course. This course's own Chapter 5 covers what happened to Greek
political life after Alexander — the real Hellenistic kingdoms his generals carved out of his empire

— not the conquest itself.

Looking Ahead

Chapter 2 opens with the real political diversity the polis system produced, comparing Sparta's
own unique, full-time-soldier social structure directly against Athenian democracy — two

genuinely different answers, from the same civilization, to the question of who should govern.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Greece fragmented into over a QUESTION 2 This course, the Military History

thousand independent poleis while Rome sub-series, Philosophy I, and Art History I all
expanded one city's own institutions outward study the same two civilizations. Why might it

into an empire. What real political be more useful to split these into separate
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consequences might follow from each of those courses than to fold them into one broader

two starting shapes? survey?

QUESTION 3 Augustus described his own 27

BCE settlement as "restoring the Republic"
while genuinely holding autocratic power.
What does the fact that he needed that fiction

at all suggest about Roman political culture?

CHAPTER 1 QUICK REFERENCE

Greece: Archaic (c. 800-480 BCE) — Classical (c. 480-323 BCE) — Hellenistic (c. 323-31 BCE)
Rome: Regal (753-509 BCE) — Republic (509-27 BCE) — Empire (27 BCE onward)

Polis — an independent Greek city-state; the real Copenhagen Polis Project counts 1,035 known

examples, with 850-1,200 active in any given year

This course's own lens: political/social/institutional history — distinct from Military History's

campaigns, Philosophy I's ideas, and Art History I's visual culture

Alexander's own campaigns are covered elsewhere (Military History: Alexander the Great); this

course picks up with the Hellenistic world he left behind
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CHAPTER 2: THE GREEK POLIS: POLITICAL DIVERSITY ACROSS THE GREEK WORLD

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 2 - The Greek Polis: Political Diversity Across the Greek World

Chapter 1 established that Greece was never one political system — it was over a thousand
independent poleis. This chapter takes the two best-documented examples, Athens and Sparta, and
compares them directly. They sat roughly 150 miles apart, spoke the same language, worshipped
the same gods, and built two of the most genuinely different political systems the ancient world

ever produced.

Athens Before Democracy: Solon's Real Debt Crisis (594 BCE)

Before Athens became a democracy, it was an oligarchy sliding toward real social collapse.
Poorer Athenian farmers had fallen into debt so severe that many had been enslaved by their
own wealthier creditors for non-payment. In 594 BCE, the Athenians gave the statesman Solon

real emergency powers to fix it.

Solon's own reform, the Seisachtheia ("shaking off of burdens"), cancelled existing debts
outright and permanently banned debt-slavery in Athens. He also divided citizens into four
property-based classes that determined which offices a man could hold — wealth-based, not

birth-based, a real and significant break from pure aristocratic privilege.

NOT YET DEMOCRACY

Solon's own reforms didn't create democracy — political office still depended on wealth. What they
did was defuse a real social crisis and open political participation beyond a closed hereditary

aristocracy, laying real groundwork for what came next.

Cleisthenes and the Birth of Athenian Democracy (508/507
BCE)
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Real democracy in Athens is conventionally dated to Cleisthenes' own reforms of 508/507 BCE,

enacted after a further period of unrest. Cleisthenes broke up the old aristocratic power bases

by reorganizing every citizen into ten new tribes, deliberately mixed by residence rather than

by old family lineage.

The Ecclesia (Assembly)

Open to every adult male citizen. This was the

real, final decision-making body — not

representatives voting on citizens' behalf, but

citizens voting directly.

Sortition

Most Athenian public offices were filled by real

random lottery among eligible citizens, not

election — a genuinely different model of

"representation” from anything modern.

WHO "DEMOCRACY" ACTUALLY INCLUDED

The Boule (Council of 500)

Prepared the Assembly's own agenda. Its 500
members were chosen by lot from the ten
tribes, not elected — a real, deliberate check

against any one faction dominating it.

Ostracism

Once a year, Athenians could vote — scratching
a name onto a broken pottery shard — to exile
one citizen for ten years, a real safeguard
Cleisthenes introduced specifically against the

return of tyranny.

Athenian democracy's own real citizen body excluded women, enslaved people, and resident

foreigners (metics) entirely. Estimates put full citizens at a real minority of the total population

living in Attica — direct, participatory democracy for a genuinely narrow slice of the people actually

living under it.

Sparta's Real Oligarchic System

Sparta took a structurally opposite path. Where Athens concentrated power in a mass

Assembly of ordinary citizens, Sparta divided power deliberately among several competing

institutions, none of which could act entirely alone.

Two Kings at Once
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A real, permanent dual kingship — one from A real council of 28 elders, elected for life from
the Agiad family, one from the Eurypontid — age 60 onward, sitting alongside the two kings
each holding office for life, primarily leading in to prepare business for the Assembly.

war and religious ritual.

The Ephors The Apella

Five officials, elected annually, with real formal An assembly of every male Spartan citizen aged
authority to put a king on trial if he was judged 30 and over — narrower than Athens's own
to have overstepped his own power. Ecclesia, and limited to voting yes or no on

proposals the Gerousia had already prepared.

Sparta's Social Pyramid

Spartan citizenship was itself a narrow, real minority position. Full citizens, the Spartiates, are
estimated at fewer than 10,000 people — genuinely under a tenth of the total population living
under Spartan control. Below them sat the Perioikoi, free but non-citizen communities
(roughly eighty of them) who paid taxes and could serve in the army but held no real political
rights. Beneath both sat the Helots — a real, enslaved population, descended from peoples
Sparta had conquered, who worked Spartiate-owned land and, by most real accounts,

significantly outnumbered the Spartiates who ruled over them.

A REAL STRUCTURAL CONSEQUENCE

A citizen body permanently outnumbered by an enslaved population it depended on economically
is a real, specific reason Spartan society organized itself around constant military readiness — a
theme Military History: The Greeks covers in its own full institutional depth (the agoge training
system, Chapter 3 of that course). This course's own concern is the political structure that

readiness sat on top of, not the training itself.

Athens and Sparta, Side by Side
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FEATURE ATHENS SPARTA

Core decision-making Ecclesia — every adult male Apella — votes yes/no on proposals already

body citizen votes directly prepared by the Gerousia

Executive Rotating officials, mostly Two hereditary kings, holding office for life
chosen by lot

Real check on power Ostracism — exile by popular The Ephors — could try a king in court

vote

Labor underpinning Enslaved people, generally not Helots — a conquered, native population,

the system native to Attica outnumbering citizens

Looking Ahead

Chapter 3 puts both systems under real external pressure — the Persian invasions of the early
5th century BCE — and traces how Athens's own leadership of the Greek resistance
transformed a defensive alliance, the Delian League, into something that looked increasingly

like an Athenian empire.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Athens used sortition (random QUESTION 2 Both Athenian and Spartan

lottery) for most offices; Sparta used a fixed citizenship excluded the majority of people
hereditary kingship. What different actually living under each system. Does that
assumptions about who deserves to govern change how "democracy" and "oligarchy"

does each choice reflect? should be understood as labels here?

QUESTION 3 Sparta split power across kings,

Gerousia, Ephors, and Apella specifically so no
single institution could dominate. What might
a society gain, and what might it lose, from

deliberately fragmenting power this way?
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CHAPTER 2 QUICK REFERENCE
594 BCE — Solon's Seisachtheia: debts cancelled, debt-slavery banned, four wealth-based citizen
classes
508/507 BCE — Cleisthenes' reforms: ten new tribes, the Boule of 500, sortition, and ostracism

Ecclesia — Athens's mass citizen Assembly; Apella — Sparta's narrower citizen Assembly, voting

on pre-prepared proposals only

Gerousia (28 elders + 2 kings) and Ephors (5, elected annually) — Sparta's own checks on royal

power

Spartiates (fewer than 10,000), Perioikoi, and Helots — Sparta's three-tier social structure,

with Helots outnumbering citizens
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CHAPTER 3: THE PERSIAN WARS & THE RISE OF ATHENIAN POWER

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 3 - The Persian Wars & the Rise of Athenian Power

The Persian Wars are a genuine turning point for both systems Chapter 2 compared — but this
course's own real interest isn't the battles themselves, which Military History: The Greeks covers
in full tactical depth. It's what came after: how a defensive alliance against Persia quietly, and

then not so quietly, became an Athenian empire.

Two Real Invasions, Briefly

Persia invaded Greece twice. In 490 BCE, an Athenian-led force (with Plataean allies but no
Spartan help, arriving too late) defeated a Persian army at Marathon. In 480-479 BCE, Persia
returned in far greater force under Xerxes: a Spartan-led stand at Thermopylae bought time
before falling, a combined Greek fleet under Athenian command destroyed the Persian navy at

Salamis, and a final land battle at Plataea in 479 BCE ended the invasion for good.

WHERE THE REAL TACTICAL DETAIL LIVES

The formations, commanders, and battlefield decisions behind Marathon, Thermopylae, Salamis,
and Plataea are covered in full in Military History: The Greeks. This course's own concern is what

these victories did to the balance of power between Greek poleis afterward.

The Delian League: A Real Defensive Alliance (478 BCE)

ith the immediate Persian threat defeated but not eliminated, Greek states across the Aegean
formed a real new alliance in 478 BCE to continue the fight and protect against further
invasion. Member states contributed either ships and crews or a direct cash payment into a
shared treasury, kept on the sacred island of Delos — giving the alliance its own real name, the

Delian League.
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Athens led the League from its own founding — its navy, the same one that had won at Salamis,
made it the obvious military anchor. That leadership was initially real, practical, and broadly

accepted. What changed was how permanent it became.

From League to Empire: The Real Treasury Move (c. 454 BCE)

Around 454 BCE, the League's own treasury was moved from Delos to Athens itself — the exact
circumstances are still debated by historians, but the real political effect wasn't. Athens now

directly controlled the combined military funds of every member state.

Tribute, Not Just Contribution No Real Exit

What began as a voluntary alliance payment States that tried to leave the League found
increasingly functioned as a real, compulsory Athens treated withdrawal as rebellion,
tribute owed to Athens, whether or not a enforced with real Athenian military force
member state's own security genuinely against its own supposed allies.

required it.

Funding Athens Itself

League funds financed Pericles' own ambitious
building program in Athens — including the
Parthenon — spending money member states
had contributed for their own collective

defense.

A REAL STRUCTURAL ECHO

A defensive alliance whose leading member gradually converts shared contributions into unilateral
control is a pattern this course will meet again in Chapter 5, when Alexander's own successor
kingdoms fracture the Hellenistic world along remarkably similar lines of who genuinely holds

power versus who formally claims it.

Democracy at Home, Empire Abroad
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The same decades that saw Athens tighten its grip on the Delian League also saw Athenian

democracy itself reach its fullest real form under Pericles — more offices opened to poorer

citizens, pay introduced for jury service and public office so ordinary citizens could actually

afford to participate. Democratic self-government at home and increasingly coercive control

abroad developed side by side, in the same city, under the same leadership, not as a

contradiction Athenians of the time seem to have found troubling.

Looking Ahead

Not every Greek state accepted Athenian dominance quietly. Chapter 4 covers the real,

prolonged conflict this tension eventually produced — the Peloponnesian War between Athens

and a Sparta-led coalition — and its own documented, long-term consequence: a Greek world

too exhausted by internal war to resist outside conquest.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 The Delian League began as a

genuine, voluntary defensive alliance. What
specific real steps turned it into something

closer to an empire?

QUESTION 3 Athenian democracy expanded

at home during the same period Athens
tightened control over the Delian League
abroad. What does that timing suggest about
the real relationship between a state's own

internal politics and its treatment of others?

CHAPTER 3 QUICK REFERENCE

file:///C:/Users/emuba/AppData/Local/Temp/tmpxzoym60l.html

QUESTION 2 Athens used League funds,

contributed by other states for collective

defense, to build the Parthenon at home. Does
that make the League's own original defensive
purpose a pretext, or a genuine goal that later

gave way to something else?
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490 BCE — Battle of Marathon: Athens repels the first Persian invasion

480-479 BCE — Second Persian invasion: Thermopylae, Salamis, and Plataea end the threat
478 BCE — The Delian League founded, treasury on Delos, under Athenian leadership

¢. 454 BCE — Treasury moved from Delos to Athens; voluntary contribution becomes

compulsory tribute

League funds financed Pericles' own Athenian building program, including the Parthenon
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CHAPTER 4: THE PELOPONNESIAN WAR & THE DECLINE OF THE POLEIS

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 4 - The Peloponnesian War & the Decline of the Poleis

Chapter 3 closed on Athenian imperial control tightening over the Delian League. That tension
didn't stay contained. Between 431 and 404 BCE, Athens and a Sparta-led coalition fought a real,
prolonged war that outlasted a generation — and left the entire Greek world genuinely weaker for

it, at exactly the moment a new power was rising to Greece's own north.

The Real Cause, According to Thucydides

The Athenian historian Thucydides, who lived through the war and wrote its own most detailed
contemporary account, named several immediate disputes that triggered fighting — a conflict
over Corcyra, a dispute at Potidaea, the Megarian Decree. But he was explicit that these were
pretexts, not the real cause. His own famous formulation: Sparta went to war "because they

ere afraid of the further growth of Athenian power."

A REAL, LASTING IDEA

Thucydides' own diagnosis — that a rising power's growth can make war with an established power
feel unavoidable to the side losing ground — is still cited today as "Thucydides's Trap" in modern

international relations, one of the genuinely oldest political concepts in continuous real use.

The Plague That Killed Pericles (430-426 BCE)

Early in the war, a devastating epidemic swept through overcrowded, besieged Athens, where
the population had crowded inside the city walls under Pericles' own defensive strategy.
Modern estimates put the real death toll at 75,000-100,000 people — roughly a quarter of the
city's own population. Pericles himself, the architect of Athens's own democratic and imperial
peak, died of the plague in 429 BCE, having already lost his sister and both legitimate sons to
it.
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The Peace of Nicias & the Real Sicilian Disaster (415-413 BCE)

A shaky truce, the Peace of Nicias, paused the fighting in 421 BCE. It didn't hold. In 415 BCE,
Athens launched a genuinely enormous expedition to conquer Syracuse in Sicily — a campaign
championed by the general Alcibiades, who was recalled to face trial mid-campaign, escaped to

Sparta, and advised his own former city's enemy on how to defeat it.

A Real, Total Catastrophe Finances Exhausted

Athens lost roughly two-thirds of its own fleet The expedition's own cost, combined with its
and a third of its hoplite militia. Survivors were losses, left Athens's own treasury and
worked to death in Syracusan stone quarries. manpower genuinely depleted for the rest of

the war.

The War Resumed

The Sicilian disaster shattered the Peace of
Nicias for good — real, direct fighting between
Athens and Sparta continued for another

decade.

Defeat & the Thirty Tyrants (404-403 BCE)

Sparta, with real Persian financial backing, finally destroyed the Athenian fleet at Aegospotami
in 405 BCE. Cut off from both land and sea, Athens was besieged and starved into surrender by
March 404 BCE. Sparta installed a real, brief oligarchy — the Thirty Tyrants — who ruled
Athens for only eight months but were responsible, by real historical account, for killing
roughly 5% of the Athenian citizen population and confiscating property from many more.
Democratic exiles led by Thrasybulus overthrew the Thirty by late 403 BCE, restoring Athenian

democracy — but not Athenian power.

WHAT SPARTA'S OWN VICTORY ACTUALLY COST
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Sparta won the war but never recovered the manpower and institutional stability it had spent

defeating Athens. Within a generation, Sparta itself was decisively beaten by Thebes — a real,

direct consequence this course covers as one root of the political vacuum Macedon would later fill.

Genuinely Weaker Greek World

Twenty-seven years of war between Greece's own two strongest poleis, followed by further

fighting between Sparta and Thebes in the decades after, left no single Greek power capable of

dominating the others — but also left the Greek world as a whole genuinely exhausted, its

manpower depleted and its political rivalries deeper than before. That combination is a real,

direct precondition for what Chapter 9 covers: Philip II of Macedon's own real military and

diplomatic exploitation of a divided, weakened Greece.

Looking Ahead

Chapter 5 leaves Greece's own internal politics behind and follows what happened after

Alexander's later conquests — the real, fractured Hellenistic kingdoms his generals divided

among themselves, applying Chapter 3's own "alliance becomes empire" pattern at a genuinely

larger, continent-spanning scale.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Thucydides distinguished the

war's immediate triggers from its real
underlying cause. Why might that distinction
matter for understanding conflicts beyond this

one specific war?

QUESTION 3 The plague killed roughly a

quarter of Athens's own population, including
Pericles. How much of what followed — the

Sicilian disaster, the eventual defeat — might
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QUESTION 2 Sparta won the Peloponnesian

War but was itself defeated by Thebes within a
generation. What does that suggest about the
real relationship between winning a war and

gaining lasting political strength?
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trace back to the loss of his own specific

leadership?

CHAPTER 4 QUICK REFERENCE

431 BCE — War begins; Thucydides names Sparta's fear of growing Athenian power as the real

cause
430-426 BCE — Plague of Athens kills roughly 75,000-100,000; Pericles dies in 429 BCE

421 BCE — The Peace of Nicias, a shaky truce

415-413 BCE — The Sicilian Expedition: a real, total Athenian catastrophe that reignites the war

404 BCE — Athens surrenders; Sparta installs the Thirty Tyrants, overthrown by late 403 BCE
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CHAPTER 5: ALEXANDER'S SUCCESSORS & THE HELLENISTIC WORLD

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the

Classical World

Chapter 5 - Alexander's Successors & the Hellenistic World

Alexander the Great's own campaigns — the battles, the sieges, the sheer scale of the territory he
conquered — are covered in full in the separate Military History: Alexander the Great course. This

chapter starts where that story ends: Alexander is dead, his empire is real and enormous, and no

one has any idea who is supposed to rule it.

A Death With No Real Plan (323 BCE)

Alexander died in Babylon on 10 June 323 BCE, at age 32, having named no clear heir. His
empire stretched from Greece to India — and his own generals, the men who had actually held

that empire together militarily, were now left to decide what happened next among themselves.

ithin days, a real settlement — the Partition of Babylon — named Alexander's half-brother
Arrhidaeus and his own unborn son as joint kings, with the general Perdiccas as regent, while
the empire's territories were carved into satrapies distributed among Alexander's senior

officers. It was a genuine compromise, and it didn't survive contact with real ambition.

The Wars of the Diadochi (323-281 BCE)

The Diadochi ("successors") spent more than four decades fighting each other for control of
pieces of Alexander's own empire — and, for a time, for the far more ambitious prize of

reuniting the whole thing under one ruler again.

Ipsus, 301 BCE Corupedium, 281 BCE

A real coalition of rival generals — Lysimachus, The real, final battle between the original
Cassander, and Seleucus — defeated and killed Diadochi — Seleucus defeated and killed
Antigonus the One-Eyed, the Diadoch who had Lysimachus, ending the founding generation's

come closest to reuniting Alexander's empire.
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Real historians treat this as the moment own struggle and leaving three durable
reunification stopped being realistically kingdoms standing.

possible.

Three Kingdoms Emerge

Ptolemaic Egypt The Seleucid Empire

Founded by Ptolemy I, ruling from the real Founded by Seleucus I, the real largest of the
new capital of Alexandria — a Greek dynasty three — stretching, at its own peak, from
that governed Egypt for nearly three centuries, Anatolia deep into central Asia.

ending only with Cleopatra VII.

Antigonid Macedon

Ruling Macedon and holding real, contested
influence over mainland Greece itself — the

direct successor to the kingdom Philip IT and
Alexander had built.

NOT JUST THREE

Smaller Hellenistic states carved out their own real, lasting independence too — most notably
Pergamon in Anatolia, which grew from a minor Seleucid holding into a genuinely wealthy,

culturally significant kingdom in its own right.

Ruling a Conquered World: Hellenistic Kingship

These were genuinely new kinds of Greek states — Macedonian dynasties ruling over vast, non-
Greek populations, governing through a real fusion of Greek political forms and local tradition

rather than imposing one wholesale.

Ptolemaic Egypt is the clearest real example: Ptolemaic kings used both the Greek royal title
basileus and the Egyptian title of pharaoh, and Ptolemy I actively promoted the cult of the
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deified Alexander as a real, shared religious focus binding Greek and Egyptian subjects

together under one ruling house. This wasn't cosmetic — it was a genuine political strategy for

governing a population the ruling dynasty was never going to outnumber.

ALEXANDRIA AS A REAL SYMBOL

Ptolemy I proposed, and Ptolemy II built, the real Library of Alexandria — an institution that made

Alexandria the most culturally dominant city in the entire Hellenistic world. A conquered

kingdom's own capital became one of antiquity's genuine centers of learning, a real, physical

monument to Hellenization spreading Greek culture across a non-Greek population, and being

reshaped by contact with it in turn.

Looking Ahead

While Greek political power was fragmenting into these Hellenistic kingdoms, a different city,

far to the west, was quietly building the institutions that would eventually absorb every one of

them. Chapter 6 turns to Rome's own real Republican government — the Senate, the consuls,

the tribunes — and how they actually worked before their own long, gradual collapse.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Alexander's own empire
fractured within a generation of his death,
while Rome's institutions (covered in Chapter

6) endured for centuries. What real structural

difference between the two might explain that

gap?

QUESTION 3 Chapter 3 traced how the Delian

League, a defensive alliance, became an
Athenian empire. Do the Wars of the Diadochi

represent a similar real pattern — allies
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QUESTION 2 Ptolemaic kings ruled as both

Greek basileus and Egyptian pharaoh at once.
What does that dual identity suggest about
how a genuinely small ruling minority governs
a much larger population it doesn't share a

culture with?
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converting shared power into individual

control — playing out at a much larger scale?

CHAPTER 5 QUICK REFERENCE

10 June 323 BCE — Alexander dies in Babylon with no clear heir
323 BCE — Partition of Babylon: the empire divided into satrapies among his generals
323-281 BCE — Wars of the Diadochi, closing at Ipsus (301 BCE) and Corupedium (281 BCE)

Three durable kingdoms: Ptolemaic Egypt, the Seleucid Empire, and Antigonid Macedon

(plus smaller states like Pergamon)

Ptolemaic Egypt's own dual Greek/Egyptian kingship and the Library of Alexandria as real,

deliberate strategies for governing a conquered population
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CHAPTER 6: ROME'S REAL REPUBLICAN INSTITUTIONS & THEIR SLOW COLLAPSE

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 6 - Rome's Real Republican Institutions & Their Slow Collapse

ome never fragmented the way the Greek world did. One city's own institutions, built over
centuries, eventually governed the entire Mediterranean — but those institutions were never as
stable as their own long survival suggests. This chapter traces the Roman Republic's real

structure, and then traces exactly how, and why, it came apart.

The Republic's Real Balance of Power

After expelling its own last king in 509 BCE, Rome built a government deliberately designed to
prevent any single person from holding power the way a king had. No institution in this real

system was ever meant to act entirely alone.

The Senate

A real advisory body of roughly 300 men,
drawn overwhelmingly from Rome's own
wealthiest families. It didn't formally pass laws,
but its own accumulated authority over foreign
policy and finance made it the Republic's real

center of gravity.

The Tribunes of the Plebs

Elected specifically to represent ordinary
citizens (plebeians) against the patrician elite,
tribunes were legally sacrosanct and held real
veto power over Senate decisions and other

magistrates' actions alike.
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The Consuls

Two chief executives, elected annually, each
holding real veto power over the other — a
deliberate structural check ensuring no single

consul could act unopposed.
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The Twelve Tables (449 BCE) & the Real End of the Conflict of
he Orders

Rome's early Republic was split by a real, prolonged class struggle — the Conflict of the Orders

(c. 494-287 BCE) — between the patrician elite, who alone could initially hold political office,

and the plebeian majority, who could not. The Twelve Tables, formally established in 449 BCE,
ere Rome's own first written law code, won specifically because plebeians had been excluded

from law that previously existed only in unwritten form, interpreted solely by patrician priests.

A REAL, DEFINITIVE CLOSE

The Lex Hortensia of 287 BCE finally made resolutions passed by the plebeian assembly binding
on every Roman citizen, patrician and plebeian alike — a real, formal end to over two centuries of

institutional struggle, and the high-water mark of the Republic's own internal stability.

The Gracchi: When Roman Politics Turned Violent (133-121

BCE)

That stability didn't last. In 133 BCE, the tribune Tiberius Gracchus proposed real land reform
— enforcing an existing, widely-ignored legal limit on how much public land any one Roman

could hold, and redistributing the rest to landless citizens. Wealthy senators, who held most of
that land, opposed him fiercely. Tiberius pushed the bill through regardless, including the real,

unprecedented step of having a rival tribune formally deposed.

Tiberius was killed, along with many of his own supporters, in a riot instigated by his senatorial
opponents — Rome's real first major political assassination. His younger brother Gaius took up

the same reform program as tribune in 123 BCE, and met the identical fate in 121 BCE.

WHY THIS CHAPTER TREATS IT AS A TURNING POINT

The Gracchi's own deaths mattered less for the specific reforms they proposed than for what they
normalized: killing a political rival, rather than defeating him through the Republic's own

institutions, was now a real, available option in Roman politics.

file:///C:/Users/emuba/AppData/Local/Temp/tmpxzoym60l.html




07/09/2026, 15:57

Marius's Real Military Reform (107 BCE) & Its Real Cost

In 107 BCE, the general Gaius Marius opened Roman military recruitment to landless citizens
for the first time, abandoning the old requirement that soldiers own property. This solved a
genuine manpower shortage — but it also meant Roman soldiers now depended entirely on
their own commanding general, rather than the state itself, for pay and land on retirement.

Loyalty shifted, in practice, from Rome to whichever general could deliver.

Sulla's March on Rome (88 BCE)

That shift had a real, immediate consequence. In 88 BCE, Marius's own rival Sulla marched his
legions directly against Rome itself to seize back a military command that had been reassigned
away from him — the first time in Roman history any general had led an army against his own
city. Sulla later declared himself dictator, the first Roman to hold that office in 120 years, and
issued real proscriptions — public lists of enemies who could legally be killed on sight, their

property seized.

Caesar and the Rubicon (49 BCE)

Sulla's own precedent — a general willing to turn his army on Rome itself — was not forgotten.
On 10-11 January 49 BCE, Julius Caesar led his own legions across the Rubicon river, the legal
boundary of his province, into Italy proper — a direct act of civil war against the Senate,
reportedly declaring "the die is cast." Caesar defeated his rivals, was named dictator, and by

early 44 BCE held the title dictator perpetuo — dictator for life.

THE REPUBLIC'S REAL, FINAL CRISIS

On 15 March 44 BCE — the Ides of March — a group of roughly sixty senators, led by Brutus and
Cassius, assassinated Caesar in the Senate House itself, believing they were saving the Republic
from permanent one-man rule. They had misjudged the moment badly: Caesar's own death didn't

restore the Republic. It triggered the final civil war that ended it for good.

Looking Ahead
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Chapter 7 picks up exactly where this one ends — with Caesar's own adopted heir, Octavian,

emerging from that final civil war as sole ruler of Rome, and the real, careful political fiction he

built to hold that power while still calling it a Republic.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 The Republic's own institutions

— the Senate, dual consuls, tribunes — were
deliberately designed to prevent any one
person holding power alone. What real

conditions eventually let that design fail

anyway?

QUESTION 3 Caesar's assassins believed

killing him would restore the Republic. Why
might a single act of political violence fail to
reverse a process that had already been

building for nearly a century?

CHAPTER 6 QUICK REFERENCE

QUESTION 2 Marius's 107 BCE reform solved

a real, immediate manpower problem. What
longer-term political cost did it create that

wasn't obvious at the time?

449 BCE — The Twelve Tables, Rome's first written law code

287 BCE — The Lex Hortensia formally ends the Conflict of the Orders

133-121 BCE — Tiberius and Gaius Gracchus, both killed for their own land reform proposals

107 BCE — Marius opens the army to landless citizens; soldiers' loyalty shifts toward individual

generals

88 BCE — Sulla becomes the first Roman general to march an army against Rome itself

49 BCE / 44 BCE — Caesar crosses the Rubicon; assassinated on the Ides of March, 44 BCE
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CHAPTER 7: THE TRANSITION TO EMPIRE: AUGUSTUS & THE REAL PRINCIPATE SYSTEM

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 7 - The Transition to Empire: Augustus & the Real Principate System

Chapter 1 previewed the question this chapter now answers in full: why did Rome's own first
emperor need to describe his real, autocratic power as "restoring the Republic" at all? Caesar's
assassination didn't end the crisis Chapter 6 traced — it simply moved it into its own final, decisive

round.

The Second Triumvirate (43 BCE) & Philippi (42 BCE)

ithin months of Caesar's death, his adopted heir Octavian, his own former lieutenant Mark
Antony, and the general Lepidus formed a real legal alliance — the Second Triumvirate,
formally established by the Lex Titia in 43 BCE, giving all three sweeping emergency powers
over the state. Their combined forces defeated Caesar's own assassins, Brutus and Cassius, at
Philippi in 42 BCE, in what may have been the largest clash of Roman armies ever fought —

both men took their own lives rather than be captured.

Actium (31 BCE): The Real Final Civil War

The Triumvirate didn't survive its own success. Antony, allied with and later married to
Cleopatra VII of Egypt, drifted into open conflict with Octavian. On 2 September 31 BCE,
Octavian's forces decisively defeated Antony and Cleopatra's combined fleet at the naval Battle
of Actium. Both later died by suicide; Octavian was left the sole, undisputed master of the

Roman world.

The First Settlement (27 BCE): "Restoring the Republic"

In 27 BCE, Octavian made a real, deliberate political gesture: he formally returned control of

the state to the Senate and the Roman people. The Senate responded by granting him
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extraordinary powers anyway, and a new title — Augustus, "the revered one." He styled himself
princeps, "first citizen," rather than king or dictator — a title with no formal constitutional
eight of its own, but one that let him hold real, functional supremacy while the Republic's

own institutions kept operating on paper.

WHY HISTORIANS STILL MARK THIS AS THE REPUBLIC'S REAL END

Augustus retained every trapping of a restored Republican leader — the Senate met, consuls were
elected, laws were formally passed by the traditional bodies. What changed permanently was that
one man now held enough real, concentrated power to make every one of those institutions' own

decisions ultimately optional.

The Second Settlement (23 BCE): Real Power Without the Title

In 23 BCE, Augustus resigned the consulship itself — and in exchange, received two real,

specific grants of legal power that made holding any traditional office unnecessary.

Tribunicia Potestas Imperium Proconsulare Maius

The real powers of a tribune of the plebs — A real, superior form of provincial command —
proposing legislation, convening the Senate, outranking every other proconsul, and letting
and vetoing proceedings — held continuously, Augustus enter and act in any province at will.

without ever occupying the office itself, from

23 BCE until his own death in 14 CE.

AUGUSTUS'S OWN WORDS

In his own Res Gestae — a real, first-person account of his reign, inscribed publicly after his death
— Augustus states directly that he "transferred the republic from my own power to the dominion of
the senate and people of Rome." Chapter 1 asked what it meant that he needed that fiction at all.

The answer is these two grants: real, formal power, deliberately dressed in Republican language.

Provinces: Where the Real Power Actually Sat
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Augustus split the empire's own provinces into two real categories. Senatorial provinces —

peaceful, settled, close to Rome — stayed under the Senate's own traditional governors.

Imperial provinces — the newly conquered, the frontier territories, the ones that actually

needed legions stationed in them — answered directly to Augustus himself. The Senate kept a

genuine share of administration. Augustus kept the armies.

Looking Ahead

Chapter 8 turns from how Rome was governed at the top to who actually counted as a citizen

underneath it — the real, evolving line between patrician and plebeian this course has already

traced, and the far larger real transformation that followed: a single Roman citizenship

extended, eventually, to nearly everyone the empire had conquered.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Augustus resigned the

consulship in 23 BCE and gained more real
power, not less. What does that tell you about
where genuine political authority actually lived

in his own system?

QUESTION 3 Chapter 6 traced the Republic's

collapse through real, visible violence — the
Gracchi, Sulla, Caesar. Augustus's own seizure
of power involved no comparable violence
against Roman institutions themselves. Does
that make his settlement more or less of a

genuine break from the Republic?

CHAPTER 7 QUICK REFERENCE
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QUESTION 2 Augustus split provinces so the

Senate governed the peaceful ones and he
personally controlled every province with a
real army in it. Was the Senate's own
remaining role genuine power-sharing, or a

carefully bounded illusion of it?




07/09/2026, 15:57

43 BCE — The Second Triumvirate: Octavian, Antony, and Lepidus
42 BCE — Battle of Philippi: Brutus and Cassius defeated, both die by suicide

31 BCE — Battle of Actium: Octavian defeats Antony and Cleopatra, becomes sole ruler

27 BCE — First Settlement: Octavian becomes "Augustus" and "princeps," formally "restoring"

the Republic

23 BCE — Second Settlement: tribunicia potestas and imperium proconsulare maius, real power

without needing traditional office

Provinces split real: Senate governs peaceful territories; Augustus personally controls every

province with a legion in it
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CHAPTER 8: ROMAN SOCIAL STRUCTURE & CITIZENSHIP

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the

Classical World

Chapter 8 - Roman Social Structure & Citizenship

Chapter 2 established that Athenian and Spartan citizenship were both genuinely narrow — a real

minority of the people actually living under each system. Rome's own social structure was every

bit as unequal at any given moment. What made Rome different was a real, sustained habit of

expanding who counted as a citizen at all, right up to a point neither Greek system ever

approached.

The Real Social Pyramid

Patricians

Rome's own original hereditary aristocracy — a
real, closed group of families whose own status

predated the Republic itself.

Plebeians

The real majority of Roman citizens — farmers,
artisans, tradesmen — whose own long
institutional struggle Chapter 6 already traced
through the Twelve Tables and the Lex

Hortensia.

Slaves

People with no legal rights, treated as property
under Roman law — a real, economically
central institution underpinning the entire

structure above it.
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Equites (Equestrians)

A wealthy commercial class, originally Rome's
own cavalry, who ran banking, tax collection,
and trade — genuinely powerful economically,

but socially ranked beneath the senatorial elite.

Freedmen

Former slaves granted freedom, who became
citizens with real voting rights but couldn't
hold office or join the senatorial class — a
documented, lasting social stigma attached

even after legal freedom.
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Citizenship Was Never All-or-Nothing

Roman citizenship existed in real, graduated tiers rather than one fixed category. Some
communities held full citizenship; others held Latin rights — a genuine intermediate status
ith some but not all of a citizen's legal privileges; others, particularly in the provinces, held no

citizenship at all as peregrini, free but non-citizen subjects of Rome.

The Social War (91-88 BCE): Citizenship Won Through
Rebellion

Rome's own Italian allies had fought alongside Roman legions for generations without
receiving citizenship in return. In 91 BCE, that grievance erupted into real, open war. Rome
on militarily — but responded by granting citizenship anyway, first to communities that
stayed loyal (the Lex Julia, 90 BCE), then to any rebel who laid down arms within sixty days

(the Lex Plautia Papiria, 89 BCE).

A REAL, DELIBERATE PATTERN

Rome consistently chose to absorb defeated or restive populations as citizens rather than rule them
permanently as subjects — a genuinely different strategy from most ancient empires, and one this

chapter traces to its own furthest real extent next.

The Constitutio Antoniniana (212 CE): Citizenship for Nearly

Everyone

In 212 CE, the emperor Caracalla issued a real edict — the Constitutio Antoniniana —
extending Roman citizenship to virtually every free person living within the empire's own
borders. The ancient historian Cassius Dio attributed it directly to revenue: non-citizens were
exempt from certain Roman taxes, and citizenship brought them into the tax base. Modern
historians treat that as a real, genuine factor, but not necessarily the whole explanation — most
of the newly enfranchised were not wealthy, and a purely fiscal motive doesn't fully account for

the edict's own sweeping scope.
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WHAT THE EDICT DIDN'T CHANGE

Universal citizenship didn't flatten Rome's own social pyramid. Patricians, equites, freedmen, and

slaves still existed in real, unequal relation to each other after 212 CE — the edict widened who

counted as Roman, not how equally Romans were actually treated.

Real Contrast With Chapter 2

ATHENS / SPARTA ROME

Citizenship's real Stayed narrow throughout each Extended repeatedly — Italian allies (89
trajectory city's own independent history BCE), then nearly the entire empire (212
CE)

Route to citizenship Essentially none, by design Real, available paths — military service,

for outsiders rebellion followed by concession, imperial

edict

WHY THIS COURSE TRACES CITIZENSHIP SO CLOSELY

Who counts as a citizen is, in a real and direct sense, who a political system considers worth
sharing power with. Rome's own willingness to keep expanding that circle — however unevenly,
however incompletely — is one genuine, measurable difference between it and the Greek poleis this

course opened with.

Looking Ahead

Chapter 9 turns to a real crisis that eventually threatened all of this: the Crisis of the Third
Century, when the empire's own institutions — including the citizenship this chapter just

traced — came close to collapsing entirely, and the real reforms Diocletian used to hold it
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QUESTION 1 Rome extended citizenship to

defeated rebels in the Social War and,
centuries later, to nearly the whole empire
under Caracalla. What real political advantage
might a state gain from repeatedly widening

citizenship rather than keeping it narrow?

QUESTION 3 Universal citizenship in 212 CE

didn't dissolve Rome's own social pyramid.
What does that suggest about the real
difference between legal citizenship and

genuine political or social equality?

CHAPTER 8 QUICK REFERENCE

QUESTION 2 Cassius Dio attributed the

Constitutio Antoniniana to tax revenue. Does a
self-interested motive make the edict's own
real, historical effect — universal citizenship —

any less significant?

Social pyramid: patricians — equites — plebeians — freedmen — slaves

Citizenship tiers: full citizenship, Latin rights, and non-citizen peregrini status

91-88 BCE — the Social War; Italian allies win citizenship via the Lex Julia (9o BCE) and Lex

Plautia Papiria (89 BCE)

212 CE — the Constitutio Antoniniana grants citizenship to nearly every free inhabitant of the

empire

A real, sustained contrast with Athens and Sparta's own permanently narrow citizenship (Chapter

2)
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CHAPTER 9: THE CRISIS OF THE THIRD CENTURY & DIOCLETIAN'S REAL REFORMS

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 9 - The Crisis of the Third Century & Diocletian's Real Reforms

Augustus's real settlement, covered in Chapter 7, held for roughly two centuries. It did not hold
orever. This chapter covers the political and administrative side of the empire's own near-total

collapse in the third century, and the real reforms that pulled it back — the same crisis Military
istory: The Romans covers from its own military-reform angle in that course's own Chapter 9,

cross-referenced there directly rather than repeated.

Real Near-Collapse (235-284 CE)

In 235 CE, the emperor Severus Alexander was assassinated by his own troops — and what
followed was roughly fifty years of real, sustained political chaos. Historians count at least 26
separate claimants to the imperial title in this period, most of them army generals raised to
power, and just as quickly killed, by their own soldiers. These "barracks emperors" held office
for months at a time on average, chosen by military popularity rather than any real

institutional process.

Fragmentation

The empire genuinely split into three separate
political entities at one point — the Gallic
Empire in the west, the core Roman Empire,

and the Palmyrene Empire in the east.

Currency Collapse

To keep funding an endless cycle of civil wars,
emperors debased Rome's own silver coinage

from roughly 50% silver to about 5% over just
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Invasion & Plague

Real, sustained pressure from Germanic tribes
and Sassanid Persia on the frontiers,
compounded by a genuine, empire-wide plague
that further destabilized already-fragile

communities.
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fifty years — triggering real, severe

hyperinflation.

Diocletian's Real Fix: The Tetrarchy (293 CE)

Diocletian became emperor in 284 CE and, over the following decade, built a genuinely new
system of government to prevent the crisis from recurring. In 293 CE, he formalized the
Tetrarchy — "rule of four" — dividing supreme authority between two senior emperors

(Augusti) and two junior emperors (Caesars), each governing a real quarter of the empire.

THE REAL LOGIC BEHIND IT

A single emperor could never personally respond to simultaneous threats on the Rhine, the
Danube, and the eastern frontier — exactly the kind of overstretch that had fed the crisis. Four co-
emperors, each with real regional authority and troops, could respond to a crisis in their own

sector immediately, without waiting on one distant ruler.

Administrative & Economic Reform

Diocletian restructured the empire's own internal administration alongside its leadership.
Provinces were subdivided into smaller units and grouped into new administrative dioceses;
military and civil authority were formally separated, so a provincial governor could no longer

simply raise an army and march on Rome the way Sulla and Caesar once had.

His own economic fix was less successful. The real Edict on Maximum Prices (301 CE) set legal
price ceilings on roughly 1,200 goods and services empire-wide, with severe penalties —
including execution — for violation. It failed on real, documented terms: merchants simply
refused to sell at the enforced prices, genuine shortages followed, and a black market emerged

here gold's own price in the debased currency rose by a real, measured 250%.

A REAL LESSON ABOUT POLITICAL FIXES

Diocletian's administrative and military reforms genuinely worked and outlasted him by centuries.

His own price-control edict, tackling the same crisis from a different angle, failed within his own
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lifetime — a real, direct illustration that not every institutional response to a crisis succeeds

equally.

Genuinely Unprecedented Abdication (305 CE)

In 305 CE, weakened by illness, Diocletian did something no Roman emperor had ever done
before: he voluntarily resigned power, retiring to a real palace on the Dalmatian coast, and
compelled his own co-Augustus Maximian to do the same. It was, by real historical standard,
an extraordinary act — the entire Julio-Claudian and Severan pattern this course has traced
since Chapter 6 had involved emperors dying in office, by illness, murder, or battle, never

simply choosing to stop.

Looking Ahead

This course closes with a capstone comparing the two full political trajectories it has traced —
Greece's own real fragmentation into over a thousand poleis, and Rome's own real expansion o
one city's institutions across an entire empire — and what each civilization's own real political

choices ultimately cost, and bought, its people.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Diocletian's Tetrarchy divided QUESTION 2 The Edict on Maximum Prices

power across four rulers specifically to prevent failed while Diocletian's administrative
the crisis of the third century from recurring. reforms succeeded. What does that gap
What real tradeoff does dividing power this suggest about which kinds of political

way create, compared to Augustus's own problems institutional reform can actually

single-ruler Principate from Chapter 7? solve?

QUESTION 3 Diocletian's own voluntary

abdication was genuinely unprecedented in
Roman history. Why might a ruler who had

just spent two decades building a durable new
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system of government be the one willing to

walk away from power himself?

CHAPTER 9 QUICK REFERENCE

235 CE — Severus Alexander assassinated; the Crisis of the Third Century begins

235-284 CE — At least 26 claimant emperors, imperial fragmentation, currency debased from

~50% to ~5% silver
293 CE — Diocletian formalizes the Tetrarchy: two Augusti, two Caesars, four regional

administrations
301 CE — The Edict on Maximum Prices, a real and documented economic failure

305 CE — Diocletian becomes the first Roman emperor to voluntarily abdicate
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CHAPTER 10: CAPSTONE - COMPARING GREEK & ROMAN POLITICAL EVOLUTION

Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the
Classical World

Chapter 10 - Capstone: Comparing Greek & Roman Political Evolution — Two Real Paths From City-State

to Empire

Chapter 1 opened with two real starting shapes: Greece fragmented into well over a thousand
independent poleis; Rome, one city, gradually extending its own institutions outward. Nine
chapters later, this capstone traces both paths in full — not to declare one "better," but to see what

each civilization's own real political choices actually cost it, and actually bought it.

Greece: Intense Local Experimentation, Chronic Fragility

Chapter 2 showed two poleis, Athens and Sparta, building genuinely different answers to who
should govern — mass direct democracy with sortition and ostracism on one side, a deliberatel
divided oligarchy of dual kings, Gerousia, and Ephors on the other. That real diversity was
Greece's own defining political feature: over a thousand separate poleis meant a thousand

separate real experiments in how to organize power.

It also meant Greece could never speak with one voice for long. Chapter 3 traced the Delian
League's own real transformation from a genuine defensive alliance into an Athenian empire
once its treasury moved to Athens — the same alliance-becomes-empire pattern Chapter 5 later
found repeating at a larger scale in the Wars of the Diadochi. Chapter 4 showed the real cost of
that pattern: a war between Athens and Sparta lasting 27 years, leaving both sides genuinely
exhausted, with no single Greek power able to dominate the others — and no Greek coalition
able to resist Macedon once it rose. Political diversity and political fragility were, in Greece's

own real case, two sides of the same structural coin.

Rome: One City's Institutions, Extended Outward

Rome took the structurally opposite real path. Chapter 6 traced its own Republic's carefully

balanced Senate, dual consuls, and tribunes — genuinely durable for centuries, closing the
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Conflict of the Orders by 287 BCE. But durability wasn't permanence: the same chapter traced
that balance's own real collapse, from the Gracchi's assassinations through Marius, Sulla, and

Caesar's own crossing of the Rubicon.

hat came after collapse is where Rome's own real path diverges most sharply from Greece's.
Rather than fragmenting the way Alexander's empire did, Rome produced Augustus's real
Principate (Chapter 7) — one man holding genuine autocratic power, dressed carefully in
Republican language, but governing one continuous state rather than splitting it among rival
successors. And when that state nearly did collapse, in the real Crisis of the Third Century
(Chapter 9), it was pulled back together by institutional reform — Diocletian's Tetrarchy and
administrative reorganization — not by fragmenting into permanently separate kingdoms the

ay the Hellenistic world had.

The Real, Central Difference: Who Counted as a Citizen

Chapter 8 named the sharpest real contrast in the whole course. Athenian and Spartan
citizenship stayed permanently narrow throughout each city's own independent history — no
real path existed for an outsider to become a full citizen of either. Rome, by contrast, kept
extending its own core political membership outward: to Italian allies after the real Social War
(91-88 BCE), and eventually, under Caracalla's 212 CE Constitutio Antoniniana, to nearly every

free person the empire had ever conquered.

WHY THIS DIFFERENCE MATTERED STRUCTURALLY

A political system that keeps expanding who it considers worth sharing power with can absorb
conquered or rebellious populations as genuine stakeholders rather than permanent subjects. A
system that never does has to hold every non-citizen down by force indefinitely — a real, load-
bearing reason Rome's own empire lasted so much longer than any single Hellenistic kingdom's

own rule over its conquered territory.

Chapter-by-Chapter Attribution

CHAPTER WHAT IT ESTABLISHED

Real periodization for both civilizations; the polis as Greece's basic, fragmented political unit
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CHAPTER WHAT IT ESTABLISHED

Athens's democracy vs. Sparta's oligarchy — two real, opposite answers within the same

civilization

The Delian League's real transformation from alliance into Athenian empire

The Peloponnesian War's real cost, and Greece's resulting vulnerability to Macedon
Alexander's empire fragmenting into real, permanent Hellenistic kingdoms after his death
Rome's Republican institutions, and their real, traceable collapse into civil war

Augustus's real Principate — one man's power, dressed in Republican language

Rome's real, repeated expansion of citizenship, against Greece's permanently narrow version

The empire's real near-collapse, and Diocletian's institutional (not fragmentary) fix

hat This Course Doesn't Cover

Real battles, campaigns, and military institutions — the hoplite phalanx, the Roman legion,

named commanders and their tactics — are covered in full elsewhere on this site, in the

Military History sub-series (The Greeks, Alexander the Great, The Romans). Greek and Roman

philosophical thought lives in History of Philosophy I; their visual culture lives in Art History I.
This course's own real contribution was the question none of those fully answer: who actually

held power, how they got it, and who was allowed to share it.

Reflect

QUESTION 1 Greece's own political diversity QUESTION 2 Rome survived a near-total

produced genuine democratic and oligarchic collapse in the third century through
experiments centuries ahead of most of the institutional reform rather than permanent
ancient world — but also chronic fragmentation. What specifically about Roman
fragmentation. Was that a fair trade, or could political culture, traced across this course,

a less fragmented Greece have kept both?
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made that recovery possible where Alexander's

empire never got the chance?

QUESTION 3 This course traced citizenship as

the real, central difference between the two
civilizations' own political trajectories. Is there
a modern political system you know of that
leans closer to Athens/Sparta's model, or

closer to Rome's?

COURSE COMPLETE

10/10 chapters — Greek & Roman History: Political & Social Foundations of the Classical World

Greece's own real fragmentation into 1,000+ poleis, genuine political diversity, and chronic

external fragility

Rome's own real expansion of one city's institutions, and its repeated widening of citizenship,

across an entire empire

For campaign history: the Military History sub-series (The Greeks, Alexander the Great, The

Romans)

For philosophy and visual culture on the same civilizations: History of Philosophy I and Art

History I
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