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Thomas F. Madden is a professor of history and director of the Center for
Medieval and Renaissance Studies at Saint Louis University. His publications
include Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New
World (Dutton, 2008), The New Concise History of the Crusades (Rowman
and Littlefield, 2005), Enrico Dandolo and the Rise of Venice (Johns Hopkins
University Press, 2003), and The Fourth Crusade: The Conquest of
Constantinople (University of Pennsylvania Press, 1997), coauthored with
Donald E. Queller. He is a recognized expert on pre-modern history, fre-
quently appearing in such venues as the New York Times, Washington Post,
USA Today, National Public Radio, the Discovery Channel, and the History
Channel. His scholarly awards include the Haskins Medal of the Medieval
Academy of America and the Otto Gründler Prize of the Medieval Institute.
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Introduction
In this course, professor and author Thomas F. Madden explores the similar-
ities and differences between the ancient Roman Republic and the United
States of America. With keen insight, Professor Madden explores the notion
that Rome was actually not a ruthless empire of conquest built by conquering
legions and vainglorious Caesars, but an agrarian-based republic with an iso-
lationist desire to be left alone by the outside world.

Both states built the rarest form of empire, an empire of trust. This empire,
made up of free states bound together into alliances, was based on the wide-
spread trust that the allies had in the responsible use of military force by the
dominant power. Madden’s lectures lay out the parallel developments in the
histories of both empires that led them first to expansion and then to world
hegemony. He also discusses the problems that both states had with reli-
gious terrorism and the eventual fall of the empires. These lectures not only
describe the ancient past, but make it immediately useful for understanding
the turbulent present.

The following books provide an excellent supplement to the lectures
found in this course:

Thomas F. Madden’s Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World (New York: Dutton, 2008).

H.H. Scullard’s A History of the Roman World, 753 to 146 B.C. (London:
Routledge, 2002 [1935]).



The word “empire” is derived from the Latin “imperium,” which
was a legal authority to command. A Roman military comman-
der, therefore, was known as an imperator. After the first century

A.D., when the supreme military commanders became, in essence,
the rulers of Rome, this title came to be associated with them. That’s

why historians refer to Roman “emperors” and their dominion as the Roman
“empire.” But the ancient Romans themselves did not use those terms in that
way. The word “empire” or its variations would in the Middle Ages continue to
be used to refer to the Roman state. Other medieval rulers who believed they
had some connection to the legitimacy of ancient Rome also donned the
imperial title. For example, the Bulgarian Tsar (a form of “Caesar”) and the
Russian Czar (same thing) referred to their states as empires.

By the end of the Middle Ages the idea of what constituted an empire was
transcending the idea of Rome. During the sixteenth and seventeenth cen-
turies, European states such as England, France, Spain, Portugal, and
Holland founded overseas colonies that they referred to as their empires. So,
the modern definition of the word “empire” can be divided into two broad cat-
egories. The first is simply those states ruled by an emperor. The second—
and the one used most often by people today—is, as the Oxford English
Dictionary puts it, “an aggregate of subject territories ruled over by a sover-
eign state.” That brings in all sorts of modern expansionistic empires that had
no connection to ancient Rome at all: for example, the British Empire, the
Spanish Empire, the Ottoman Empire, and the French Empire. In all of these
empires an established state projected its power beyond its borders, either
conquering new territories outright or establishing colonies.

In this course, we differentiate between three different sorts of these expan-
sionistic empires. The Empire of Conquest is by far the most common.
Although motivated by various factors, all Empires of Conquest seek to
expand by outright military conquest. The dynamic is simple and straightfor-
ward. Although Empires of Conquest are the easiest to build, they are also
generally fragile. Only the continued threat of military force holds them
together. The second form is the Empire of Commerce. This is an empire
that, while it possesses a powerful military capacity, uses it in the pursuit of
commercial profit. Its primary means of expansion is not the soldier, but the
entrepreneur. The ancient Athenian, medieval Venetian, and early modern
Portuguese Empires are examples of these. The third form, the Empire of
Trust, is so rare that it has occurred only twice. The first was in ancient Rome
and the second in modern America.

L
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The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 1.

Lecture 1:
The Varieties of Empire
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1. How does the modern usage of “empire” differ from its meaning in
ancient Rome?

2. What are the three kinds of expansionistic empires?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Ferguson, Niall. Empire: The Rise and Demise of the British World Order and
the Lessons for Global Power. New York: Basic Books, 2004.

Frank, Tenney. Roman Imperialism. Whitefish, MT: Kessinger Publishing, 2007.

Lal, Deepak. In Praise of Empires: Globalization and Order. London:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2004.

Münkler, Herfried. Empires. Malden, MA: Polity Press, 2007.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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The founding of the Roman and American Republics have much
in common that would form the foundation of their later Empires
of Trust. Both were based on a rejection of royal authority.

During the first two centuries of Roman history the people were
ruled by kings. At least the last few kings were Etruscans, powerful

foreigners who lived to the north of Rome. Roman kings were not absolute
monarchs, but their authority was impressive. Sometime late in the sixth cen-
tury B.C., the Romans overthrew the Etruscan monarchy and proclaimed
themselves to be a new sort of government, a republic. The republic kept the
council of elders, known as the Senate, which served only as an advisory
body in any case. But the power of the king was divided among elected offi-
cials, in particular the consuls, who had the authority to command the legions
during their term of office.

Because of the motivation behind their revolution, the Romans would always
distrust concentrated power. Although Greeks celebrated their tyrants, the
Romans considered the practice to be an abuse. Throughout their history
they clung to the idea that a king of Rome was simply impossible. The
Roman state was ruled by the people with the advice of the Senate. This is
what they called their state, Senatus Populusque Romanus (S.P.Q.R.),
the Senate and People of Rome.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 2.

Lecture 2:
The Founding of the Republics
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Cicero Denouncing Catalina Before the Senate
by Cesare Maccari, 1880



The parallels between the Roman and American revolutions are obvious.
Like the Romans, the first Americans rejected not only their foreign king
(George III), but also the very idea of kingship. They crafted a new govern-
ment ruled by the people with advice of learned men. This was no accident.
Men like Thomas Jefferson and John Adams—indeed, all of the Founders—
were well educated in Roman history and the classics. They consciously
modeled their revolution and state after that of Rome. Realizing that the
Roman Republic had, after all, collapsed, they also sought to
avoid the flaws in the Roman system.

9

The opening session of the United States Senate in January 2007.
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1. How are the Roman and American attitudes toward royal authority similar?

2. What are the parallels between the Roman and American revolutions?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Ogilvie, R.M. Early Rome and the Etruscans. 2nd ed. London: Fontana
Press, 1997.

Richard, Carl J. The Founders and the Classics: Greece, Rome, and the
American Enlightenment. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1995.

Sellers, Mortimer. American Republicanism: Roman Ideology in the United
States Constitution. New York: New York University Press, 1994.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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American isolationism represents a powerful influence on its his-
tory. The roots of that isolationism are not difficult to understand.
In the great majority, Americans were people who had made a

decision to reject the old world, seeking something better on the out-
skirts of civilization. The American character was formed on the fron-

tier and the self-sufficient family farm. It was there that traits such as rugged
individualism were honed. This can be seen in their approach to religion as
well as their view of the outside world.

Although the first Romans were not immigrants, they were a people who lived
on the frontiers of their world. Central Italy in the eighth through the fourth cen-
turies B.C. was sparsely populated and relatively poor. It was far from the cen-
ters of civilization in the East. Romans were family farmers, living in modest
huts and working hard to sustain their families. Their religion was modest, cen-
tered on the family. In that environment, the Romans developed the same sort
of individualistic and self-reliant character that would be adopted by the
Americans. They also embraced isolationism. Although they were willing to be
helpful to their neighbors, Romans wanted above all to be left alone.

The national character that developed among both peoples was crucial to the
later creation of their Empires of Trust. Both cultures produced people who
were pious, diligent, and above all trustworthy. Furthermore, their strong isola-
tionism was itself directly opposed to the idea of expansionism. Foreigners
quickly realized that although the Romans were strong and would honor their
commitments to allies, they had no desire to conquer anyone. This made an
alliance more attractive to them, which is one of the factors that would lead to
expansion. The Romans did not want an empire, which is precisely why they
ended up with one. The same would be true for Americans, although at a later
period in their own history.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapters 3 and 4.

Lecture 3:
The Roots of Isolationism



1. What are the similarities and differences between Roman and
American isolationism?

2. What is the relationship between the national character of Rome and
America in relation to the Empires of Trust each created?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Fowler, W. Warde. The Religious Experience of the Roman People. New
York: BiblioBazzar, 2008 [1911].

Kagan, Robert. Dangerous Nation: America’s Foreign Policy from Its Earliest
Days to the Dawn of the Twentieth Century. New York: Vintage, 2007.

Ogilvie, R.M. The Romans and Their Gods. London: Chatto and Windus, 1970.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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Like Americans, the Romans lived in a dangerous world.
Although they would have preferred to have kept to themselves,
they found that they had no choice but to seek friends and allies

to help defend their city and people. Their first enemies were the
Etruscans, who naturally fought to reassert their authority over Rome

after the revolt against King Tarquinius. Having defeated them and captured
Veii, the Romans began organizing alliances with the other nearby towns.
Rome was the major city in a small area of west central Italy known as
Latium, because it was inhabited by Latin-speaking people. Having at least
that in common, the various towns made deals with Rome to support it in war
and to recognize the rights of Roman citizens if Rome would do the same for
them. These treaties bound the Latins to Rome for defensive purposes, yet
they still retained their local independence. Overall the system worked well
enough. The alliance repelled the Aequi and Volsci—hill people from the
south and east who were bent on conquering Latium.

The ultimate purpose of the early Roman system of alliances was to keep
foreigners out of Latium. As a result, it did not look much beyond the borders
of that small region. The basic idea remained isolationist. In 390 B.C., about
thirty-thousand Gauls invaded Latium and made a direct line for Rome. In a
panic, each of the Latin towns closed their gates, refusing to honor the
alliance. Rome fought alone and was conquered and sacked. The Gallic Sack
in 390 B.C. was a turning point for the Romans. They learned a hard lesson
for an isolationist people—ignoring the outside world does not mean that the
outside world will do the same. This is a lesson that Americans learned just
as painfully at Pearl Harbor and on September 11, 2001. Both peoples
believed so strongly that they were safe from the outside world that they had
no compunction about disregarding it. It was only when the outside world
rained fire down on their homes that they learned of their mistake.

The Romans reformed their military, their fortifications, and their alliance
system. A new Latin League was formed and it successfully repelled the
Gauls when they later returned. The Romans concluded that only strong
alliances could repel strong invaders. They therefore sought allies. As their
strength and trustworthiness grew, more and more towns and cities sought
alliances—particularly those that had something to fear from their neighbors.
This was the birth of the Empire of Trust. All of the allies were coming within
the orbit of Rome, yet they remained independent. The Romans did not want
to rule them, only to partner with them.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 4.

Lecture 4:
The First Encounters with a Dangerous World



1. What was the nature of the alliance between Rome and its nearby Latin-
speaking towns and cities?

2. What events in American history could be compared to the Gallic Sack in
390 B.C.?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Heurgon, Jacques. The Rise of Rome to 264 B.C. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1973.

Salmon, Edward Togo. The Making of Roman Italy. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1982.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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The Gallic Sack had convinced the Romans that they must
never again allow an enemy to attack them at home. They were
driven, therefore, to extend the reach of their alliances so as to

push the world of enemies further and further away. Ironically, this
meant that they were involved in more wars, since allies on the fron-

tiers always required assistance, but at least the wars were far from home.
This desire to “secure the horizon” has similarly inspired American expan-
sionism. The attacks of Pearl Harbor and September 11, 2001, led to dramat-
ic changes in the way that the United States approached the outside world. In
each case, though, Americans sought to destroy their enemies while working
with friends. Both the Romans and the Americans were faced with a problem.
What does an Empire of Trust do with conquered foes? Both also hit upon
the same solution—they should be restored to power and turned into allies.
This is an activity unique to Empires of Trust.

The problem with securing the horizon, however, is that there is always
another one just beyond the current one. The Romans convinced themselves
that their horizon need not extend beyond Italy. This made sense. Italy was
surrounded by water on all sides except where the Alps provided a natural
barrier. Yet the expansion of the Roman alliance into southern Italy led to fric-
tion with the affluent and sophisticated Greek cities there. For them, Romans
were barbarians to be kept at arm’s length. The Greek city of Tarentum con-
tracted with the Greek mercenary leader Pyrrhus, who brought a massive
professional army with him to Italy. Pyrrhus defeated the Roman alliance
armies, but he took heavy casualties. He believed that Rome had built an
Empire of Conquest that would shatter when a liberating army arrived. He
was wrong. The alliance held and Pyrrhus was ejected in 275 B.C. Rome’s
horizon was now the shores of Italy.

Like the United States after it had extended its horizon from the Atlantic to
the Pacific, Rome soon discovered other areas of instability nearby. For the
Americans it was the Spanish territories in the Caribbean, for the Romans it
was Sicily. Both empires abandoned earlier principles by projecting their
power slightly beyond their conceptual borders. And both ended up with
much more than they bargained for. Rome found itself in a long war with
Carthage, the other major power in the western Mediterranean. After the
wars, both empires found themselves with something new—offshore hold-
ings. The horizon was expanding for both.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapters 4 and 5.

Lecture 5:
Securing the Horizon



1. How did the Romans’ desire to extend the reach of their alliances result in
more warfare?

2. What were the effects for Rome and America when each projected its
power beyond its conceptual borders?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Dorey, Thomas A., and Donald R. Dudley. Rome Against Carthage. London:
Secker & Warburg, 1971.

Errington, Robert M. The Dawn of Empire: Rome’s Rise to World Power.
Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1972.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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By the end of the First Punic War, Rome was increasingly recog-
nized as one of many great powers in the Western world. In this
respect it was like the United States at the end of the nineteenth

century. Militarily it was still much weaker than the older kingdoms
and empires, but Rome (and the United States) were at least worthy

of notice. Neither Empire of Trust, however, sought that notice. Both remained
deeply suspicious of the outside world, hoping to keep foreign entanglements
to a minimum. In order to do that, Rome made treaties with Carthage defining
their respective spheres of influence in the western Mediterranean. The pur-
pose of the treaties was to avoid any provocations that might again lead to war.
For the Romans, their world was Italy, Sicily, and later Corsica and Sardinia.
Carthage, still prosperous, focused its attention on Numidia and Spain.

It was in Spain that a peculiar situation arose
that would test the survival of Rome’s Empire of
Trust. Saguntum, a town on the Spanish coast,
had held out against the Carthaginians and their
commander, Hannibal. Expecting trouble in the
future, they asked for and received a formal
alliance with Rome. This was far afield for a
Roman alliance, so it is still not clear why the
Romans granted it. However, once the
treaty was ratified it became Roman law.
When Hannibal subsequently attacked
Saguntum the Romans demanded
that he cease, which he refused.
When he finally conquered the city,
Rome declared war against
Carthage. This incident, in which the
Romans had failed to defend their ally,
would plague Roman consciences for cen-
turies. It was in many ways similar to the
feelings that Americans felt when they with-
drew from Vietnam. In both cases the Empire
of Trust had failed to uphold its commitments, abandoning an ally to a merci-
less enemy. Because this struck at the heart of the Empire of Trust, both
events would remain controversial.

The Second Punic War posed a grave threat to the Empire of Trust, for
Hannibal understood the dynamics of that empire perfectly. His invasion of
Italy was designed to peel the allies away from Rome by demonstrating that
the Romans were both ineffectual and untrustworthy. He was successful in

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 5.

Lecture 6:
Superpowers
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many quarters, but the
Romans held a core of
the alliance and contin-
ued to do so year after
year. In order to defeat
Hannibal it became
increasingly clear that the
Romans would have to
fight overseas—some-
thing that they had no
wish to do. However,
defeating Hannibal in
Italy was simply not pos-
sible. Like the American
invasion of Normandy
under Eisenhower, the
Romans under Scipio
invaded North Africa and
threatened Carthage
itself. In 202 B.C., Scipio
defeated Hannibal and
Carthage sued for peace.
By extending their power
beyond the seas, both
Rome and the United
States found themselves
with horizons that
stretched far beyond their
homelands. They had
become superpowers.
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U.S. troops land at Normandy as part of the D-Day Invasion in
June 1944. Inset: General Dwight Eisenhower, Supreme Allied
Commander during World War II.



1. What was the purpose of Rome’s treaties with Carthage?

2. How was Rome’s situation with Saguntum similar to America’s situation
with Vietnam?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Rich, John W. Declaring War in the Roman Republic in the Period of
Transmarine Expansion. Brussels, Belgium: Latomus Publishers, 1976.

Toynbee, Arnold J. Hannibal’s Legacy. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1965.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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The American presence in Europe, first in World War I and then
in World War II, was an extraordinary development. The United
States was a country largely made up of people whose ancestors

or who themselves had fled Europe to avoid all of its problems. Now
they were returning, becoming enmeshed into precisely those same

problems. American involvement in Europe’s wars, however, was also motivat-
ed by a cultural affinity and strong admiration for Europe. America is the cul-
tural child of Europe. While rebellious, it is natural for America to admire its
parent and even to seek its approval. That approval was quick in coming after
the First World War. But in the wake of the Versailles Peace Treaty and the
rapid devolvement of European states into dictatorships, the Americans again
washed their hands of the place. It was only the Japanese attack on Pearl
Harbor that convinced them to return again. They would not leave. After World
War II, the United States maintained a permanent presence in western Europe
with which it would not only keep the Soviet Union at bay, but also enforce a
vision of Europe in which independent states remained free and at peace.

The Romans had much the same experience with their elder culture, the
Greeks. Like Hitler conquering Europe, the independent Greek states were
being conquered by King Philip of Macedon. They appealed to Rome for aid,
not as allies, but as friends. The Romans, who greatly admired Greek culture
and who felt that Greek cities should always be free, agreed to help. In 200
B.C. they arrived in Greece and fought a war with Philip for the next several
years. After defeating Philip and returning him to Macedonia (as a friend, of
course), the Romans then proclaimed the liberty of the Greeks and withdrew
every Roman soldier. It was a thing unprecedented in history.

Like the Americans after World War I, the Romans found that their idealized
vision of their cultural parents did not square with the day-to-day realities of
dealing with them. After the Roman withdrawal various Greek cities bound
themselves into leagues and began to threaten other Greek cities. The
Romans, who had guaranteed the freedom of all Greek cities, were naturally
pulled into these quarrels. They were also responsible for defending the
Greeks against Antiochus of Syria, the great superpower to the east. In return
for all of this the Romans received nothing, save a bit of gratitude and an
increasing number of complaints from the Greeks.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 6.

Lecture 7:
Protecting the Elder Cultures
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1. What was the complex nature of America’s involvement in Europe during
the two World Wars?

2. What was remarkable about Rome’s intervention in Greece when Greece
fell under attack by King Philip of Macedon?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Gruen, Erich S. The Hellenistic World and the Coming of Rome. Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1986.

Hollander, Paul, ed. Understanding Anti-Americanism: Its Origins and Impact
at Home and Abroad. Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, Publisher, 2005.

Shipley, Graham. The Greek World After Alexander, 323–30 B.C. London:
Routledge, 2000.

�
Questions

Suggested Reading

FOR GREATER UNDERSTANDING

Other Books of Interest
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Just as American attempts to defend western Europe from
Soviet invasion were opposed by many western Europeans, so
the Roman attempts to defend Greece from Seleucid invasion

were opposed by many Greeks. Why? In part this was the result of
building resentment in the elder culture against the Empire of Trust.

The resentment was brewed in a potent cocktail of feelings of political impo-
tence, cultural superiority, and military irrelevance. The Greeks and
Europeans remained free because the upstart, barbarian Empire of Trust
made them so. For some, the enemy began to seem appealing—or at least
not very dangerous. Because of the nature of the Cold War, the United
States never went to blows with the Soviet Union. However, an invitation by
disgruntled Greeks to Antiochus to invade Greece would lead to a war
between Rome and the Seleucid Empire. The war did not last long. The
Romans marched into rich Asia Minor and conquered it within a short period.
It was an amazing victory. Even more amazing, after freeing the Greeks, the
Romans withdrew completely. Their purpose—to restore the security and
freedom of the Greeks—had been accomplished.

One might assume that the removal of the last real threat to the Greeks
would have been greeted with joy, but it was not. Peace and prosperity only
led to higher levels of anti-Romanism in Greece itself. However, the Greeks
to the east, in formerly Seleucid-occupied areas, would remain staunchly
pro-Roman. In this respect it was very like the contrast between attitudes
toward the United States among western and eastern Europeans in the
wake of the Cold War.

Western Europe after 1989 and Greece after 189 B.C. became artificial
worlds of security and wealth in which no enemy could strike. Within that
environment resentment grew. Anti-Americanism in western Europe has
expanded as conditions there have improved. As the citizens of the Empire
of Trust became more familiar with this hatred and resentment, they mir-
rored it, albeit in more lighthearted ways. Romans and Americans would
poke fun at elder cultural stereotypes in which the Greeks/Europeans were
immoral, weak, overly cultured, and troublesome. As the decades passed in
Greece these feelings grew more acute. Roman soldiers were dying again in
Greece. Things became so bad that in 146 B.C. the Romans retaliated
against anti-Roman Corinth by destroying it. They then permanently gar-
risoned Greece. The anti-Romanism did not stop, but the bloodshed did.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 6.

Lecture 8:
A Cultural Generation Gap
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1. Why did anti-Romanism thrive in Greece?

2. What led to Rome’s destruction of Corinth?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Kagan, Robert. Of Paradise and Power: America and Europe in the New
World Order. New York: Vintage, 2004.

Petrochilos, Nicholas. Roman Attitudes to the Greeks. Athens: University of
Athens, 1974.

Revel, Jean-François. Anti-Americanism. 1st English language ed. San
Francisco: Encounter Books, 2004.
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When historians make maps of the Roman Empire in 146 B.C.
they color in all of Italy, Sicily, Greece, Spain, and part of North
Africa. This makes sense since those were the territories that

were directly answerable to Rome. Yet a Roman at the time would
have strongly denied the accuracy of such a map. He would insist

that Rome had no empire. Rather, Rome was simply one state with a great
many friends and allies. The fact that Roman forces were permanently sta-
tioned in many of those regions did not constitute an empire. Those forces
were there for the defense of the allies, nothing more. Of course, he would be
right. But for practical purposes, Rome did have an empire—an Empire of
Trust. And one of the most crucial components in that is the denial of the
empire itself.

The visible dynamic that propelled both Empires of Trust was itself split into
two components. The first was the culture’s distrust of concentrated power.
This idea, so rare among human civilizations, not only fashioned the
Republics, but it also governed how they approached other states. For
Romans and Americans no state should have hegemony. All states should be
equal, sharing equally in a common defense and each looking after its own
internal affairs. Of course, both Rome and America achieved hegemony, but
their own cultural distaste for it made both of them strongly deny it. This was
not subterfuge. It was a way of understanding a position and power that they
sincerely did not want, but had anyway. By the same token, this denial and
emphasis on equality made membership in the Empire of Trust palatable to
other states, who could identify themselves as allies rather than subjects. The
second component is isolationism. It was this that led to the Roman and
American desire to secure the horizon, in other words to build a bubble of
perfect security. Such a bubble does not exist, unless it encompasses the
whole world. But forcing the horizon further and further away would at least
remove the threats further from the homeland. Ironically, it was this desire for
security, born of isolationism, that led to the expansion of the empire.

In Rome’s earlier history it pushed to acquire more allies, just as the United
States did in the western hemisphere and later in Europe. However, as the
Empire of Trust became more powerful the push was replaced by a pull. It
was at this point that an increasing number of states actively sought member-
ship within the empire and those already in it sought closer identification with
the core.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 7.

Lecture 9:
The Reluctant Empire of Trust
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1. How was denial of the empire itself a crucial component of Rome’s Empire
of Trust?

2. What two components propelled Roman and American Empires of Trust?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Bacevich, Andrew J., ed. The Imperial Tense: Prospects and Problems of
American Empire. Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, Publisher, 2003.

Kohut, Andrew, and Bruce Stokes. America Against the World: How We Are
Different and Why We Are Disliked. New York: Times Books, 2006.
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After 146 B.C. Rome’s empire grew quickly because the dynam-
ics that led others to seek membership continued to become
more powerful. The “pull” of the Empire of Trust was increasing.

The same has begun to happen with the United States. However, in
both cases, this led to tensions among the citizens of the empire as

they sought to make sense of their new role in the world. In some cases this
required them to make decisions that did not sit well with their essential isola-
tionism. For example, the situation at Saguntum required the Romans to dic-
tate to the Carthaginians about their activities far away in order to defend an
ally. Another controversy arose in 200 B.C. when the Greeks sought military
support against Philip of Macedon. The Senate wished to go to war but the
people did not. This was not Rome’s war, they argued. The Romans had no
treaties with the Greeks. They, therefore, had no legal reason or right to
involve themselves in this fight. But the Roman leaders argued for a preemp-
tive war, insisting that Philip would attack Italy just as Hannibal had done if
they did not move immediately. The concept of preemptive war was just as
controversial among the Romans as it is to Americans today.

Another dynamic of the expansion of the Empire of Trust is that of the per-
manent military presence. This is itself a function of isolationism. When Rome
and the United States conquered enemies they refused to annex them.
Instead, they sought to turn them into allies. This unusual practice can be
seen countless times in Roman history, and it is evident in American history
with the examples of Germany, Japan, or Iraq, to name a few.

The dynamics leading to the Empire of Trust—both the push driven by
a desire for security and a pull caused by the desire of others to share in
that security—are unaffected by domestic politics. In both republics parties
competed for power, but that competition ensured that the march of empire
would continue no matter who won elections. Victory, security, and prosper-
ity win elections.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 7.

Lecture 10:
The Dynamics of Trust
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1. Why did Rome’s empire grow quickly after 146 B.C.?

2. What are the “push” and “pull” associated with the Empires of Trust?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Badian, Ernst. Roman Imperialism in the Late Republic. 2nd ed. Ithaca, NY:
Cornell University Press, 1971.

Kallet-Marx, Robert. Hegemony to Empire: The Development of the Roman
Imperium in the East from 148 to 62 B.C. Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1996.

Mandelbaum, Michael. The Case for Goliath: How America Acts as the
World’s Government in the 21st Century. New York: PublicAffairs, 2006.
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Pax is Latin for “peace.” Historians refer to the period of Rome’s
greatest power, usually judged to be between 27 B.C. and 180
A.D., as the Pax Romana, or Roman peace. If we exclude civil

wars, however, the Pax can be seen to have begun after 146 B.C.
All war did not cease during this period, but within the empire itself

there was an unprecedented level of peace and prosperity. Cities were built
without fortifications, roads were maintained and safe, and piracy was almost
unknown. Pax occurred for two reasons: Rome had clear military superiority
and it was trusted with the possession of that superiority. This trust led allies to
reduce their own military levels, since they were certain that Rome would
defend them and would not allow them to attack others. This demilitarization
only made Rome’s hegemony more complete.

To achieve Pax, therefore, the United States must have achieved more
than just trust with power. It must have a military strength so extraordinary
that no rational leader would ever challenge it. Whether the United States
has achieved this Pax-level power or not, it is the current policy of the
American government to pursue it. That will not change. In the modern world
the effects of a Pax Americana can already be seen. As in ancient Rome,
there is in the world today a rapid drop in warfare and deaths due to warfare
as well as overall troop levels. This is not because the world has moved past
a history of violence, but because of the basic calculus of Pax.

In a world of Pax, real warfare is no longer a viable way to achieve an end.
Since no foreign power has sufficient military assets to threaten the survival
of the Empire of Trust, they must seek their ends within the politics of the
empire itself. Limited warfare can still be used, but its purpose is not con-
quest, but convincing. Jugurtha, for example, waged a long, limited war
against Rome in order to take control of Numidia in North Africa. His aim was
to use the war as a tool to win a political victory in Rome. Allies, too, will
begin to recognize that power resides not in their assemblies, but in the
empire. In ancient Rome, this led to increasing calls for citizenship. Similar
dynamics can be seen today with world interest in American elections.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 8.

Lecture 11:
War and Peace in a Time of Pax
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1. What were the two main reasons behind the Pax Romana?

2. How does the Empire of Trust change the nature of warfare?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Badian, Ernst. Foreign Clientelae, 264–70 B.C. Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1958.

Sheehan, James J. Where Have All the Soldiers Gone? The Transformation
of Modern Europe. New York: Houghton Mifflin, 2008.

Sherwin-White, A.N. The Roman Citizenship. 2nd ed. New York: Oxford
University Press, USA, 1980.
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Peace and security are why the Empire of Trust was fashioned
in the first place. But its achievement is, ironically enough, corro-
sive. Without external enemies, the ties that bound Romans

together began to loosen. Instead, they began to compete against
each other in the political arenas of power more forcefully than ever

before. This can be seen clearly in the strife that accompanied the rise to
power of Tiberius Gracchus and his assassination in 133 B.C. But it contin-
ued throughout the subsequent centuries as well. It was these divisions that
allowed enemies like Jugurtha to use the system to their advantage. The
same dynamics are visible in the United States after the fall of the Soviet
Union. Political divisions have become more acute, as evidenced by the
impeachment of President Bill Clinton, the hatred of President George W.
Bush, and the red state/blue state split. When dangerous enemies appeared
on September 11, 2001, America again united. But as the danger seemed to
pass they divided once again. This is natural.

Internal divisions can harm the empire, to be sure. But they cannot destroy
it. All of these divisions are ultimately keyed to the will of the people.
Grasping politicians or would-be military strongmen cannot achieve their ends
without popular backing. To acquire that they need to deliver something—
usually more victories, greater wealth, or just payouts. In each case, though,
the empire itself remains viable and can even grow in strength.

The turn inward that comes with Pax is also interesting because it elicits an
appetite among the citizens for predictions of the empire’s fall. In part, this is
simply the boredom of a people who have everything. But it also feeds a
human desire for adversity, even if it must be invented. The Romans gobbled
up plenty of books on their fall. And Americans today do much the same.
Indeed, among the large number of books and articles produced every year
predicting the future of the United States, it is almost impossible to find any
that are optimistic. Ironically, these jeremiads are actually evidence of the
strength of the Empire of Trust.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapters 8 and 9.

Lecture 12:
The Turn Inward
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1. How did Rome’s achievement of peace and prosperity become corrosive?

2. How are predictions of America’s fall actually evidence of its strength?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Brunt, P. A. Social Conflicts in the Roman Republic. New York: W.W. Norton
& Company, 1974.

Scullard, H.H. From the Gracchi to Nero: A History of Rome from 133 BC to
AD 68. 5th ed. London: Routledge, 1982.
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The Empire of Trust works because it is based on the assump-
tion that people and states will act rationally and in their own self-
interest. The empire provides peace, security, and prosperity at a

cost far less than the alternative. That is why so many seek to
become part of it. However, this formula does not work in the case

of religious extremism, which can itself be irrational—or at least uses a rea-
soning not of this world. The United States has had to deal with this issue
with increasing frequency since the end of the Cold War. Islamist extremists,
who have an essentially medieval outlook on themselves and their place in
the world, have identified the American Empire of Trust as the enemy of God.
The rise of the empire has disrupted a narrative in which Islam continues to
expand through jihad until it has eliminated the Abode of War and thereby
subjected the whole world to Islamic Law. This, they believe, is God’s plan.
Because the United States stands in the way, it must be the enemy.

The Romans were forced to deal with a similar situation with Jewish extrem-
ists in the first century A.D. Like the Islamists, Jewish radicals believed that
God wanted the past, in which the religion and the state were one, restored.
The Jews were to be given their ancestral lands in Judaea and they were to
be ruled by their High Priests. The Romans, who administered these lands,
stood in the way. Like modern Muslims, Jews lived across the empire. Most
did not condone terrorism. But the terrorists were part of their number. Most
Jewish terrorism, perpetrated by groups like the Zealots and the sicarii,
occurred in Palestine. However, it could also happen elsewhere, such as
Syria, Egypt, or Cyprus. The greatest bloodshed occurred during the Jewish
Revolts, but low-level insurgencies and other terrorist attacks were common
throughout the first and second centuries A.D.

The Romans found a solution only very slowly. In 69 A.D., Jerusalem was
conquered and the Temple was destroyed. This effectively ended the Jewish
priesthood, shifting power to the Pharisees. After subsequent revolts the
Romans refounded Jerusalem as a cosmopolitan, thoroughly Hellenized city
called Aelia Capitolina. By continuing to enforce order and crush rebellion,
while not condemning all Jews, the Romans were able to change Judaism.
It was no longer a kingdom, but one religion among many. The focus of
Judaism went from the Temple to the synagogue and family. By 200 A.D.,
Jewish extremism was fading away. There may be some lessons for the
United States in this example as well.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 10.

Lecture 13:
Religious Terrorism and the Empire of Trust
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1. Why do the assumptions inherent in an Empire of Trust not work with reli-
gious extremism?

2. How did Rome combat Jewish extremism?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Aberbach, Moshe, and David Aberbach. The Roman-Jewish Wars and
Hebrew Cultural Nationalism. London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2000.

Goodman, Martin. Rome and Jerusalem: The Clash of Civilizations. New
York: Penguin, 2007.

Grant, Michael. The Jews in the Roman World. London: Weidenfeld and
Nicolson, 1973.
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Many of the dynamics that led to the rise of Rome’s Empire of
Trust can be seen at work in the similar rise of American power.
Does it follow, then, that we can discern the seeds of America’s

own decline and fall? Probably not. The United States is not Rome
reborn. It is building an empire in much the same way as Rome, but

it does not follow that it would decline in the same way. This has not stopped
those who predict the fall of America for the eager Pax market from pointing
to the fall of Rome as the fate of the United States. When discussing the fall
of Rome, historians refer to three different “falls.” There was the fall of the
Republic in 27 B.C., when Caesar Augustus became emperor and henceforth
the state would be ruled by one man. Then there was the fall of Rome in the
West in 476 A.D., when the last of those emperors in the capital was
deposed by a barbarian leader. And finally, there was the fall of “New Rome,”
the capital of the Roman Empire in the East, which was known as
Constantinople (modern Istanbul).

Most modern observers are warning Americans about the fall of the
Republic. It is said that the “imperial presidency,” the war on terror, or a fear-
ful and ignorant public are shredding the Constitution, creating a dictator-
ship—much the way Roman leaders such as Sulla, Pompey, and Caesar did.
The analogy works, however, only insofar as one is ignorant of Roman histo-
ry. Sulla, Pompey, and Caesar led Roman legions against Rome itself. They
wielded raw military power to overthrow the Republic. Thus far, no American
president has given an order to attack Washington, D.C.—nor would such an
order be obeyed were it issued.

The Roman republican system possessed several flaws that led to its
decline. First, all power resided with the people and their Assemblies. There
was no check on this power, which, as John Adams later remarked, was itself
a form of tyranny. Popular leaders could therefore do as they wished.
Second, there was no effective barrier between civilian politics and military
power. These factors led politicians to seek power among the mobs and the
military and, once acquiring it, to rule as kings. The American system does
not work that way—and that is on purpose.

The Suggested Reading for this lecture is Thomas F. Madden’s Empires
of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is Building—A New World,
chapter 11.

Lecture 14:
Decline and Fall
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1. What were the three “falls” of Rome?

2. What evidence is there that America will not repeat Rome’s fall?

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Irons, Peter. War Powers: How the Imperial Presidency Hijacked the
Constitution. New York: Henry Holt & Company, 2006.

Johnson, Chalmers A. The Sorrows of Empire: Militarism, Secrecy, and the
End of the Republic. New York: Henry Holt & Company, 2004.

Murphy, Cullen. Are We Rome? The Fall of an Empire and the Fate of
America. New York: Mariner Books, 2008.
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Suggested Readings for This Course:

Madden, Thomas F. Empires of Trust: How Rome Built—and America Is
Building—A New World. New York: Dutton, 2008.

Scullard, H.H. A History of the Roman World, 753 to 146 B.C. London:
Routledge, 2002 [1935].

Other Books of Interest:

Aberbach, Moshe, and David Aberbach. The Roman-Jewish Wars and
Hebrew Cultural Nationalism. London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2000.

Bacevich, Andrew J., ed. The Imperial Tense: Prospects and Problems of
American Empire. Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, Publisher, 2003.

Badian, Ernst. Foreign Clientelae, 264–70 B.C. Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1958.

———. Roman Imperialism in the Late Republic. 2nd ed. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1971.

Brunt, P. A. Social Conflicts in the Roman Republic. New York: W.W. Norton
& Company, 1974.

Dorey, Thomas A.. and Donald R. Dudley. Rome Against Carthage. London:
Secker & Warburg, 1971.

Errington, Robert M. The Dawn of Empire: Rome’s Rise to World Power.
Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1972.

Ferguson, Niall. Empire: The Rise and Demise of the British World Order and
the Lessons for Global Power. New York: Basic Books, 2004.

Fowler, W. Warde. The Religious Experience of the Roman People. New
York: BiblioBazzar, 2008 [1911].

Frank, Tenney. Roman Imperialism. Whitefish, MT: Kessinger Publishing, 2007.

Goodman, Martin. Rome and Jerusalem: The Clash of Civilizations. New
York: Penguin, 2007.

Grant, Michael. The Jews in the Roman World. London: Weidenfeld and
Nicolson, 1973.

Gruen, Erich S. The Hellenistic World and the Coming of Rome. Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1986.

Heurgon, Jacques. The Rise of Rome to 264 B.C. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1973.

Hollander, Paul, ed. Understanding Anti-Americanism: Its Origins and Impact
at Home and Abroad. Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, Publisher, 2005.

Irons, Peter. War Powers: How the Imperial Presidency Hijacked the
Constitution. New York: Henry Holt & Company, 2006.
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Other Books of Interest (continued):

Johnson, Chalmers A. The Sorrows of Empire: Militarism, Secrecy, and the
End of the Republic. New York: Henry Holt & Company, 2004.

Kagan, Robert. Dangerous Nation: America’s Foreign Policy from Its Earliest
Days to the Dawn of the Twentieth Century. New York: Vintage, 2007.

———. Of Paradise and Power: America and Europe in the New World
Order. New York: Vintage, 2004.

Kallet-Marx, Robert Morstein. Hegemony to Empire: The Development of the
Roman Imperium in the East from 148 to 62 B.C. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1996.

Kohut, Andrew, and Bruce Stokes. America Against the World: How We Are
Different and Why We Are Disliked. New York: Times Books, 2006.

Lal, Deepak. In Praise of Empires: Globalization and Order. London:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2004.

Mandelbaum, Michael. The Case for Goliath: How America Acts as the
World’s Government in the 21st Century. New York: PublicAffairs, 2006.

Münkler, Herfried. Empires. Malden, MA: Polity Press, 2007.

Murphy, Cullen. Are We Rome? The Fall of an Empire and the Fate of
America. New York: Mariner Books, 2008.

Ogilvie, R.M. Early Rome and the Etruscans. 2nd ed. London: Fontana
Press, 1997.

———. The Romans and Their Gods. London: Chatto and Windus, 1970.

Petrochilos, Nicholas. Roman Attitudes to the Greeks. Athens: University of
Athens, 1974.

Revel, Jean-François. Anti-Americanism. 1st English language ed. San
Francisco: Encounter Books, 2004.

Rich, John W. Declaring War in the Roman Republic in the Period of
Transmarine Expansion. Brussels, Belgium: Latomus Publishers, 1976.

Richard, Carl J. The Founders and the Classics: Greece, Rome, and the
American Enlightenment. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1995.

Salmon, Edward Togo. The Making of Roman Italy. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1982.

Scullard, H.H. From the Gracchi to Nero: A History of Rome from 133 BC to
AD 68. 5th ed. London: Routledge, 1982.

Sellers, Mortimer. American Republicanism: Roman Ideology in the United
States Constitution. New York: New York University Press, 1994.

Sheehan, James J. Where Have All the Soldiers Gone? The Transformation
of Modern Europe. New York: Houghton Mifflin, 2008.
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Other Books of Interest (continued):

Sherwin-White, A.N. The Roman Citizenship. 2nd ed. New York: Oxford
University Press, USA, 1980.

Shipley, Graham. The Greek World After Alexander, 323–30 B.C. London:
Routledge, 2000.

Toynbee, Arnold J. Hannibal’s Legacy. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1965.

These books are available online through www.modernscholar.com
or by calling Recorded Books at 1-800-636-3399.
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RECORDED BOOKS

The Decline and Fall of Rome

Even millennia after its fall, the grand expanse of Roman achievement continues to
affect not only American society, but the entire world as well. What caused a
civilization of such accomplishments to disintegrate? In this informative and lively
series of lectures, renowned history professor Thomas F. Madden serves as the
ultimate guide through the fall of ancient Rome. Professor Madden correlates the
principles of Roman conduct—both governmental and military—that would forever
change the world.

The Catholic Church in the Modern Age

In the nearly two thousand years since its founding, the Catholic Church has provid-
ed a spiritual home for billions of followers. Renowned professor Thomas F. Madden
leads listeners through the events that have helped create the modern church from
the Renaissance period to the twenty-first century. Along the way, the audience will
learn about the people who influenced and guided the church—priests and saints,
laymen and popes—through some of its most difficult times and in some of its most
glorious moments.

Heaven or Heresy: A History of the Inquisition

For many, the Inquisition conjures Gothic images of cloaked figures and barbarous
torture chambers. So enmeshed is this view of the Inquisition in popular culture that
such scenes play out even in comedies such as Mel Brooks’ History of the World and
Monty Python’s Flying Circus. But is this a fair portrayal? And how was the Inquisition
perceived in its own time? Professor Madden delivers a stimulating series of lectures
exploring all facets of the Inquisition, including the religious and political climate of
its time and its relationship to heresy and reformation.

Christianity at the Crossroads:
The Reformations of the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries

Professor Thomas F. Madden explores the reformations that swept across Christen-
dom in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. The impact of these reforms affected
government, popes, and kings as well as commoners, for at this time the Church was
an omnipresent part of European identity. With the panache of a skilled storyteller
and the learned insight of a dedicated historian, Professor Madden explores the tem-
pestuous, high-stakes intrigue of religion and politics being shaped.

One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic: A History of the Church in the Middle Ages

Renowned professor Thomas F. Madden turns his scholarly eye on the intrigue and
politics swirling about the Medieval Church. Professor Madden explores the com-
pelling events that shaped the culture and altered history, from the Monophysite
Controversy to the Inquisition, Black Death, and Great Schism. This is a history
populated with larger-than-life characters such as Charlemagne, Pope Innocent III,
and the Knights Templar. Richly detailed and infused with dramatic intensity,
Professor Madden’s captivating lectures provide a better understanding not only of
the Medieval Church, but of the modern world that followed.

Recorded Books also offers these other courses by Professor Madden.
They are available online at www.modernscholar.com or by calling
Recorded Books at 1-800-636-3399.



Empire of Gold: A History of the Byzantine Empire

In Empire of Gold: A History of the Byzantine Empire, esteemed university professor
Thomas F. Madden offers a fascinating history of the remarkable culture and state
that developed out of the ancient Roman Empire, particularly its eastern portion,
throughout the Middle Ages. The story begins at an ending, that of the Roman
Empire, in the third century AD, and continues over the next one thousand years.
With incisive commentary, Professor Madden leads a discussion covering Justinian’s
reconquest of the West, the great city of Constantinople, and the aftermath and
influence of this extraordinary empire.

Upon This Rock: A History of the Papacy from Peter to John Paul II

In this compelling series of lectures, widely esteemed author and professor Thomas
F. Madden illustrates how the papacy, the world’s oldest institution, gave birth to
the West. With a learned approach and incisive analysis, Professor Madden not
only provides a history of the papacy, but sheds light on the personalities of the
popes and the flavor of their pontificates. Madden demonstrates how the papacy
has survived the tumultuous cauldron of history and offers a studied commentary
on the future of this resilient institution.

From Jesus to Christianity: A History of the Early Church

Entrusting the apostles to continue the work he had started by instructing them to
“Go therefore and make disciples of all nations, baptizing them in the name of the
Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit . . . ,” Jesus kindled the fires of a new religion
in a world largely dominated by polytheism, cult-leader worship, and mysticism.
Christianity was both welcomed and villified throughout the Roman Empire.
Martyrdom, political intrigue, theological beliefs, and finally, adoption as the offi-
cial faith of the Roman state all contributed to the growth of Christianity into one
of the world’s dominant religions.

“God Wills It!”: Understanding the Crusades

For over 400 years, crusaders (“those signed by the cross”), out of Christian zeal, a
declared love for their fellow man, and, in many cases, a simple desire for fortune,
glory, and heavenly reward, marched to the Holy Land to battle both a real and per-
ceived threat to their way of life and their religious beliefs. Renowned scholar Professor
Thomas F. Madden gives the listener not just another historical rendering of the
Crusades, but a detailed understanding of the numerous reasons—religious, political,
personal, and more—for why and how the Crusades were undertaken and their contin-
uing effects on the modern world.
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