
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Dionysius of Halicarnassus’ Roman Constitution: the unity of Book 2 of the Roman Antiquities

It has long been understood that in Book 2, chapters 7-29 of his Roman Antiquities, Dionysius of Halicarnassus “gave an analytic account of the ordinances of Romulus, painting him in the character of a Greek nomothetes, responsible for nearly everything that was fundamental in Romanità.” (Balsdon, p. 17) But this paper demonstrates that there is more to the Roman constitution than Romulus’ ordinances, and Dionysius’ description of that constitution extends to the whole of the book, embracing not only the ordinances but the deeds of Romulus and the legislation of Numa. The second book of the Antiquities is a highly-structured and unified account, hitherto unrecognized, of the constitution of the Roman people.


A clue to the book’s unity is found in the preface to the Antiquities (1.1-8). Amidst the usual remarks about predecessors and sources, the proper task of history, choice of subject, purpose and method is a brief statement about the content of the work, noteworthy in that Dionysius mentions only the first two books: he says in the first book he will demonstrate, by investigating the various peoples that preceded the Romans, that the Romans were not barbarians, but in fact descended from Greeks; beginning with the second book he will tell of the “deeds they performed immediately after their founding of the city (μετὰ τὸν οἰκισμὸν εὐθύς) and of the customs (ἐπιτηδεύματα) by which their descendants advanced to so great a dominion.” (AR 1.5.2) By ἐπιτηδεύματα he means what we understand as the Roman constitution, that is, a set of principles and institutions that provide an enduring foundation for further legislation. In asserting that the Roman supremacy was not bestowed by Fortune upon an undeserving city, he reiterates his interest in these earliest events, for he repeats the qualifier: Rome from the very beginning (εὐθὺς ἐξ ἀρχῆς μετὰ τὸν οἰκισμόν) excelled in piety, justice, self-control and courage, recalling with minor variation the four cardinal virtues of Plato’s Republic (σοφή τ’...καὶ ἀνδρεία καὶ σώφρων καὶ δικαία, Rep.427e)


The paper uses a careful analysis of the text to demonstrate that these virtues permeate Dionysius’ second book, undergird many of the customs and institutions set in place there by Romulus and Numa,  and bind its various parts together in one unified conception. They buttress other evidences of the book’s unity as a comprehensive account of the Roman constitution. 


Many authors over the last century (such as Martin, Balsdon, Hill and, more recently, Gabba, Fox and Schultze) have found Dionysius’ Antiquities a fruitful field for scholarship; recognition of his achievement here helps dispel any lingering conception of him as a  "pitiful fellow"  (Wilamowitz, p. 51) with an  "an uncritical and unhistorical mind." (Christ/Schmid/Stählin, p. 473)
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