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In "The Catiline Conspiracy," Sallust presents a meticulously crafted account of the political turmoil in late Republican Rome ignited by the machinations of Lucius Sergius Catilina. Written in a terse and evocative prose style, the work encapsulates themes of moral decay, ambition, and the battle between corrupt aristocrats and virtuous patriots. Sallust's historical narrative intertwines rhetorical sophistication with a strong moral stance, reflecting the turbulent landscape of Roman politics in the 1st century BCE. Through vivid character portrayals and incisive commentary, he exposes the failings of both individuals and the state, providing a profound critique of an era marked by ethical decline and civic strife. Sallust, a politician turned historian, drew on his experiences in the tumultuous environment of Roman politics to write this influential work. His disillusionment with the political elite and shifting allegiances profoundly shaped his perspective, imbuing his narrative with a sense of urgency and moral gravity. As one of the earliest historians to prioritize the moral dimension of history, Sallust's insights into human behavior and societal collapse remain timeless, echoing the moral dilemmas that resonate throughout history. "The Catiline Conspiracy" is essential reading for anyone seeking to understand the intricate relationship between power and morality. Sallust's keen observations and engaging style invite readers to reflect on the dangers of unchecked ambition and the complexities of governance. This seminal text not only enriches our understanding of Roman history but also offers timeless lessons relevant to contemporary political discourses.
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In "Roman Life in the Days of Cicero," Alfred John Church delivers a vivid portrayal of the intricacies of Roman society during a pivotal era of its history. The book, written in a lucid yet engaging narrative style, synthesizes historical facts with anecdotal evidence, providing readers with a comprehensive understanding of the cultural, political, and social dynamics of Rome in the late Republic. Church's meticulous attention to detail brings to life the daily experiences of Roman citizens—from the grandeur of public life to the intimacy of domestic scenes—while also situating these vignettes in the broader context of Cicero's political and philosophical landscape. Alfred John Church was an esteemed scholar and classical historian, deeply influenced by his own educational background and fascination with Roman history. His dedication to bringing ancient cultures to life is evident in his extensive writings, which often feature a thematic focus on moral and philosophical questions. Church's insights, coupled with his profound understanding of classical literature, enrich this work, making it not just an exploration of Roman life but also a reflection on the values and ideas that emerged during Cicero's time. For readers interested in classical history, "Roman Life in the Days of Cicero" stands as an essential text that merges academic rigor with accessible narrative. Church's work invites us to reflect on the historical relevance of Cicero's thoughts and actions, making it a compelling read for anyone seeking to understand the roots of modern civilization.
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In "Conspiracy of Catiline," Gaius Sallustius Crispus, a prominent Roman historian and politician, delves into one of the most infamous political conspiracies of the Roman Republic. Written in a vivid and engaging prose style, the text employs a dynamic narrative that captures the tension and moral decay surrounding Lucius Sergius Catilina's plot to overthrow the government in 63 BCE. Sallust's work is noteworthy for its use of psychological insight into the motives of its characters, as well as for highlighting the contrasts between the virtues of the past and the vices of contemporary Roman society. The historical context of the late Republic, marked by corruption and social unrest, serves as a backdrop that enriches the text's exploration of power, ambition, and betrayal. Sallust's background as both a soldier and politician influenced his writing, shaping his perspectives on morality and governance. His experiences, including his later detachment from political life due to disillusionment with the corruption prevalent in Roman politics, imbue the narrative with an authenticity and urgency, making it a critical commentary on the psychology of power. His focus on characters like Cicero, and the moral repercussions of their actions, reveals a profound understanding of human nature amid political tumult. "Conspiracy of Catiline" is essential reading for students of history, literature, or political science, offering timeless insights into political ambition and ethical responsibility. Readers will find a compelling tale that resonates with contemporary issues, making it a relevant text for anyone interested in the complexities of leadership and the consequences of conspiracy. Bask in Sallust's enlightening examination of ambition and morality, and discover the intricate interplay of power in one of history's pivotal moments. In this enriched edition, we have carefully created added value for your reading experience: - A succinct Introduction situates the work's timeless appeal and themes. - The Synopsis outlines the central plot, highlighting key developments without spoiling critical twists. - A detailed Historical Context immerses you in the era's events and influences that shaped the writing. - An Author Biography reveals milestones in the author's life, illuminating the personal insights behind the text. - A thorough Analysis dissects symbols, motifs, and character arcs to unearth underlying meanings. - Reflection questions prompt you to engage personally with the work's messages, connecting them to modern life. - Hand‐picked Memorable Quotes shine a spotlight on moments of literary brilliance. - Interactive footnotes clarify unusual references, historical allusions, and archaic phrases for an effortless, more informed read.
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    Zosimus charts how an empire’s strength withers when its gods, institutions, and memories are traded for novelty. Composed in Greek in the Eastern Roman Empire during the early sixth century, New History is a work of late antique historiography that revisits Rome’s past from the vantage of a pagan critic. Also known by its Latin title Historia Nova, it surveys imperial affairs from the emergence of the principate into the age of systemic crisis. Written after Christianity had reshaped political life, the book situates statecraft, military fortune, and civic order within a story of decline, offering a rare counterpoint to Christian narratives that framed the same centuries as providential renewal.

At its core, the narrative tracks the consolidation of imperial power and the long, uneven transformations that follow, focusing on decisions that, in the author’s judgment, loosen the bonds that once held the state together. The pace is brisk in early periods and increasingly detailed as the chronology nears late antiquity, generating a cumulative sense of pressure rather than a single climactic turn. Zosimus writes in a severe, admonitory voice, favoring moral diagnosis and institutional critique over celebration. Readers encounter concise summaries, sharp character sketches, and pointed digressions, all marshaled to illuminate how policy, belief, and administrative change can reconfigure an entire political world.

In publication context, New History belongs to a moment when Greek-language historians of the Eastern Roman Empire reappraised the recent past from divergent confessional standpoints. Zosimus writes as an avowed pagan, and that standpoint shapes his causal explanations, his assessments of emperors, and his interest in traditional rites and laws. The work draws heavily on earlier historians, preserving episodes and viewpoints that would otherwise be lost, yet it also compresses and rearranges material to serve its argument. The result is both source-rich and polemical: a book that invites disagreement while insisting that religion, policy, and fortune are inseparable in explaining imperial change.

Key themes surface with striking clarity. Tradition stands against innovation as institutions are repurposed, religious practices recast, and long-familiar checks on power erode. The balance between civil administration and the army tilts repeatedly, exposing how staffing, pay, and prestige can decide strategic outcomes as surely as battles. Fiscal policy pierces daily life, and the shifting status of cities reframes what citizenship means. Underneath, memory itself becomes a political instrument: to remember Rome one way is to govern one way. New History endures because it shows how explanations of decline are built, contested, and weaponized whenever states redefine their ideals.

The structure spans multiple books that move from compressed early summaries to expansive treatment of late antique decades, and the surviving text is uneven, with gaps and abrupt transitions. Zosimus alternates narrative with speeches, documents, and administrative notices, producing a texture that feels archival as well as literary. His prose is lucid yet insistent, returning to motifs of piety, discipline, and prudent counsel. Readers may notice the author’s preference for institutional causation over sensational episodes, and a habit of drawing lessons at moments of transition. The effect is cumulative: a chronicle that doubles as a sustained argument about stewardship and loss.

For contemporary readers, the book’s value lies less in its verdicts than in its method of linking belief, governance, and security. It models how grand narratives are constructed from administrative detail, how religious commitments can redirect resources, and how institutional reforms reverberate through culture. In an era concerned with state capacity, pluralism, and the politics of memory, Zosimus offers a disciplined, if partial, anatomy of systemic stress. Reading him alongside other late antique accounts sharpens critical habits: to weigh sources, to separate report from judgment, and to see how explanations of decline can mirror the anxieties of their authors and audiences.

Approached with attention to its perspective and to the fragmentary state of its transmission, New History rewards patient reading. It invites us to watch institutions change in slow motion, to observe how faith and policy intertwine, and to recognize that interpretations of the past are themselves historical actors. Zosimus writes against the grain of triumphal stories, not to shock, but to insist that choices have consequences and that forgetting has a cost. That insistence, expressed in austere, purposeful prose, is what makes this late antique chronicle feel urgent: it is a study of a world remade, and of what was lost in the remaking.
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    Zosimus’s New History (Historia Nova) is a six-book narrative written in Greek in the early Byzantine era, commonly dated to the early sixth century. A former official and an avowed pagan, Zosimus recounts the Roman Empire’s trajectory from Augustus to events of the early fifth century. He frames imperial fortune as rising or failing according to fidelity to ancestral practices and sound governance, offering a deliberate counterpoint to contemporary Christian histories. The work combines chronological narrative with moral interpretation, seeking to explain how policies, religious change, and institutional choices shaped imperial strength. Its surviving text ends abruptly, but its organizing thesis is unmistakable.

Book One surveys the establishment of the principate and the consolidation of Roman rule under Augustus and his successors. Zosimus emphasizes administrative arrangements, military discipline, and the calibrated balance between Senate, army, and emperor. He highlights how prosperity depended on competent rulers respecting inherited norms, while misrule disturbed that equilibrium. Without lengthy digressions, he charts provincial management, frontier oversight, and the gradual concentration of power in the imperial court. The narrative establishes benchmarks of stability against which later decline will be measured, foreshadowing stresses in finances, recruitment, and political legitimacy that, in his view, first appear as minor fissures but steadily widen.

Subsequent chapters move through the empire’s crises and attempted repairs, notably the late third-century turmoil and Diocletian’s comprehensive reorganization. Zosimus credits systemic reform for restoring order, yet he regards later shifts under Constantine as corrosive. He criticizes the dissolution of the praetorian guard, the transfer of immense resources to a new capital in the East, and the elevation of a new religion into imperial favor. For Zosimus, these measures weakened Rome’s traditional supports and reordered loyalties around court and clergy. His account links administrative innovation to unintended strategic costs, preparing his sustained critique of fourth-century politics and the vulnerabilities they fostered.

With Constantine’s heirs, Zosimus traces recurrent civil conflicts, contentious successions, and pressure along the Danubian and eastern frontiers. He treats diplomatic settlements and resettlements of foreign groups as expedients that, mishandled, eroded autonomy and discipline. The disaster at Adrianople exemplifies for him how misjudgment compounded structural strain, yet he insists that policy errors preceded battlefield outcomes. Court favoritism, corruption in appointments, and dependence on auxiliary forces become central motifs. Religious transformation remains a constant backdrop: the abandonment of ancestral rites, he argues, deprived the state of divine favor and social cohesion, amplifying the consequences of administrative negligence and short-term political calculations.

Zosimus narrates Theodosius I’s ascent, accommodation with Gothic groups, and attempts to stabilize the imperial household. He views treaties that embedded federate contingents within the empire as both necessary and perilous, heightening reliance on leaders whose interests did not always align with the court. Simultaneously, the curtailment of traditional cults, expansion of ecclesiastical privilege, and heavy fiscal exactions figure in his diagnosis of fragility. Portraits of powerful ministers and eunuchs frame imperial authority as captive to intrigue. For Zosimus, the permanent division of administrative spheres between East and West risks strategic incoherence, inviting rivalries that compromise coordinated defense and reform.

In the early fifth century, Zosimus concentrates on the embattled Western court under Honorius, the prominence of Stilicho, and the maneuvers of Gothic forces under Alaric. He presents a sequence of campaigns, negotiations, and court reversals in which opportunities for stabilization are repeatedly undercut by suspicion and faction. Some commanders receive a more favorable assessment as pragmatic defenders obstructed by politics. The narrative follows sieges, shifting alliances, and contested policies toward military settlers and tribute, all portrayed as symptoms of prior mismanagement. Zosimus moves toward a portrait of Italy under acute strain, with iconic urban centers exposed to unprecedented pressures.

Throughout, Zosimus signals his debts to earlier historians and to official material, while recasting their reports within a moralizing explanation of decline. His work is openly polemical toward policies associated with Christianization, yet it preserves otherwise lost details about offices, campaigns, and personalities. The extant books conclude amid early fifth-century turmoil, leaving his intended endpoint uncertain. As a rare late antique pagan synthesis, New History endures less for impartiality than for its coherent, dissenting framework and its preservation of source traditions now fragmentary. It remains a touchstone for debates about causation in Roman collapse and the risks of state reconfiguration.
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    Zosimus, a Byzantine Greek historian and former advocatus fisci who attained the rank of comes, composed the New History in Constantinople in the early sixth century. Writing in six books of classicizing Greek, he surveyed the Roman Empire from the age of Augustus through the crises of late antiquity, with particular attention to the fourth and early fifth centuries. His vantage point was the Eastern Roman court, whose bureaucracy, law, and ceremonial framed elite life. The work’s scope and erudition reflect a literate administrative milieu that preserved archives and earlier histories, enabling him to compile, excerpt, and critique narratives about imperial policy and decline.

His canvas spans the transformation from Principate to Dominate, when emperors centralized authority and restructured institutions. Diocletian’s and Constantine’s reforms created larger bureaucracies, new taxation, and mobile field armies alongside frontier troops. Constantine founded Constantinople as a Christian-leaning imperial capital, shifting political gravity eastward while maintaining senatorial prestige in Rome. Offices such as the praetorian prefecture, masters of soldiers, and comites coordinated administration and defense across dioceses and provinces. Zosimus situates decisions within these frameworks, observing how court politics, legal edicts, and the fiscal system affected provincial cities, military recruitment, and the cohesion of a vast, multilingual empire increasingly governed through written law.

The New History unfolds amid accelerating Christianization. From Constantine’s patronage and the Council of Nicaea (325) to Theodosius I’s Edict of Thessalonica (380) and subsequent prohibitions of public sacrifice, imperial policy recalibrated the relationship between state and cult. Bishops and ecclesiastical courts gained visibility, while pagan temples and rituals lost legal standing. Zosimus, a declared pagan, interprets these shifts as corrosive to civic virtue and traditional protections. His narrative therefore assesses rulers in light of religious policy as well as military success, contrasting pre-Constantinian precedents with later customs to argue that abandoning ancestral rites undermined discipline, unity, and prudent governance.

Military and migratory pressures form a central backdrop. The crossing of Gothic groups over the Danube in 376, mishandled settlement, and the Roman defeat at Adrianople (378) exposed vulnerabilities in command and provisioning. Foederati arrangements bound allied peoples to imperial service yet complicated discipline and loyalty. In the West, court rivalries and strategic missteps, combined with Gothic demands under Alaric, culminated in the sack of Rome in 410. Zosimus tracks these developments to illustrate how leadership choices, troop financing, and the treatment of allied forces influenced outcomes on campaign and in diplomacy, shaping the trajectory of imperial authority.

The administrative split after Theodosius I’s death (395) left Arcadius in the East and Honorius in the West, creating parallel courts with divergent resources and priorities. Italian and Gallic frontiers strained as revenue shrank and commanders competed for influence. The Rhine crossing of 406 by Vandals, Alans, and Suebi, and subsequent realignments, destabilized western provinces. Zosimus relies on witnesses like Olympiodorus of Thebes for these tumultuous years, integrating diplomatic missions, senatorial politics, and the use of usurpers into his account. Against this backdrop, he probes whether central decisions supported or undermined regional resilience, and whether the East’s stability owed to contrasting strategies.

Zosimus wrote within a robust tradition of Greek classicizing historiography. He drew extensively on Eunapius of Sardis for fourth‑century narratives and on Olympiodorus for early fifth‑century Western affairs, supplementing them with official materials when available. His style invokes Fortune (Tyche) and moral causation, yet he anchors episodes in dates, offices, and embassies familiar to late antique readers. The work’s title, New History, signals a fresh retelling rather than novelty of subject. It stands in sharp contrast to contemporary Christian histories, including Eusebius–Jerome chronicles and Orosius, offering a divergent causal account for imperial troubles and a different set of exempla.

Social and fiscal strains loom large in his perspective. City councils (curiae) grappled with hereditary obligations to collect taxes and fund civic services, even as wealthy landowners and clergy accumulated privileges. Military pay, annona supplies, and court ceremonial demanded steady revenue; the gold solidus provided stability, yet administrative expansion persisted. Zosimus underscores how exemptions, favoritism, and the diversion of resources weakened municipal life and recruitment. His emphasis resonates with eastern administrative debates about burdensome levies and the erosion of local elites, themes familiar to readers under emperors who sought balanced budgets, codified law, and reliable provisioning in the fifth and sixth centuries.

Composed after the western imperial title lapsed in 476 yet amid a resilient Eastern empire, the New History reads as both chronicle and indictment. Zosimus measures rulers by adherence to ancestral customs, fiscal restraint, and competence in war and diplomacy. The disasters he recounts—from court intrigues to the sack of Rome—serve as exempla for what he considered misguided innovations. His Constantinopolitan vantage point and pagan conviction sharpen a critique of Christian imperial ideology without obscuring administrative detail. The result is a late antique history that mirrors its era’s debates and offers a counter‑narrative to triumphalist accounts of Christian empire.
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When Polybius of Megalopolis[1] proposed to write the history of all the remarkable occurrences of his own times, he thought it proper to demonstrate by facts, that the Romans, who were continually at war with the neighbouring states, for six hundred years after the building of their city, acquired in that space of time no considerable extent of dominion.  But after they had subdued a small part of Italy, which upon the invasion of Hannibal they lost at the battle of Cannae[2], and viewed their enemies under their own walls; they made so great a progress in good fortune, that in less than fifty-three years, they became masters, not only of all Italy and Africa, but likewise of Spain.  And being still desirous to enlarge their empire, they crossed the Ionian sea, conquered Greece, and ruined the Macedonians, whose king they carried to Rome in chains.  No person can therefore suppose that all this proceeded from causes merely human, but either from fatal necessity, the influence of the planets, or the will of the Deity, which regards with favour all our actions, while they are just and virtuous.  For these provide for future contingencies by such a train of apparent causes, that thinking persons must conclude the administration of human affairs to be in the hands of a divine Providence[1q]; so that when the energy of nations by the divine influence is roused and alert, they flourish in prosperity; and on the contrary, when they becoming displeasing to the gods, their affairs decline to a state resembling that which now exists.


But it being my design to demonstrate by actual circumstances the truth of my observations, I shall begin by stating, that from the Trojan war to the battle of Marathon the Greeks performed no exploits worthy of being mentioned either against each other or any foreign power.  But when Darius with his prefects brought against them an army of immense magnitude, eight thousand Athenians, as if inspired from Heaven, and armed by mere chance, advanced to oppose him, and met with such success as to kill ninety thousand, and compel the remainder to fly from their country.  And it was this engagement that enabled the Greeks to improve their condition[2q].  But Xerxes, after the death of Darius, invaded Greece with a force so much more considerable, that he appeared to carry all Asia along with him into Greece; for the sea was covered with his ships, and the land with his soldiers.  Finding it necessary to cross from Asia into Europe, he constructed a bridge over the Hellespont[3] for the passage of his foot soldiers, and, as if the two elements of earth and water were not capable of receiving his army without depriving them of their natural use, cut a channel through Mount Athos, in which his ships rode as in the sea.  In the mean time the Greeks, though terrified at the bare report of the approach of such an enemy, prepared to oppose him with their utmost strength.  In a naval engagement at Artemisium, and another at Salamis, they so far exceeded their former victory, that Xerxes was glad to escape with his life, having lost the greater part of his army; and the destruction of the remainder of them at Plateae gave such a completion to the renown of the Greeks, that, by the force of the reputation they had acquired, they not only liberated the Greeks that were settled in Asia, but possessed themselves of almost all the islands.


And indeed, had they continued amicable with each other, and contented with the condition they then stood in, and had the Athenians and Lacedemonians not quarrelled for the government of Greece, they would never have had to submit to any foreign power.  But the strength of Greece being exhausted by the Peloponnesian war, and its cities impoverished, Philip found opportunity to enlarge the kingdom left him by his father, by arts and stratagems, though in strength inferior to all his neighbours.  For by his money he so bound to him his own soldiers, and all others that would fight under his banners, that he became sufficiently powerful to contend with the Athenians at Cheronea, and after that victory by his courtesy and affability insinuated himself so much into the regard of all, that he thought himself able to march against the king of Persia, but died before he could levy a competent force.


Alexander, who succeeded to the throne, having settled the affairs of Greece, crossed into Asia with a considerable army.  Having there conquered the Satrapes who opposed him, he advanced towards Darius himself, who had fixed himself with an innumerable host in all the places near to Issus.  There he gained in an engagement with the Persians an incredible victory, routed Darius, and proceeded through Phoenicia and Syria into Palestine.  His actions at Tyre, and Gaza may be read in the historians of his life.  From thence he marched into Egypt, and having paid his devotions to Jupiter Ammon[4], and ordered Alexandria to be erected, he returned to finish the Persian war.  On his march, finding that he was esteemed by all people, he proceeded into Mesopotamia; and though he heard that Darius was prepared to receive him with a greater army than before, yet he advanced with the force he then had, and engaged at Arbela; where he gained so important a victory, as to destroy all the troops of Darius, and overturn the Persian monarchy, although the king himself escaped.  Darius being murdered by Bessus, Alexander, after performing great achievements in India, returned to Babylon, where he died.  After his decease, the dominion of the Macedonians being divided into several principalities, which were enfeebled by continual wars against each other, the remaining part of Europe was subdued by the Romans.  Crossing afterwards into Asia, they contended with the king of Pontus and Antiochus, then with the Dynastes or sovereigns of Egypt; thus enlarging their empire every year, so long as their senate retained its authority, because their consuls were ambitious of emulating each other.  But the commonwealth being ruined by the civil wars between Sulla and Marius, and between Julius Caesar and Pompey, the aristocracy, or government of the nobles, was set aside, without the consideration, that it was like throwing the hopes and interests of all the people on the hazard of a die, and placing that vast empire at the risk of the inclination and authority of a single ruler.  For were it the inclination of such a ruler to govern according to justice and moderation, he could not hope to give satisfaction to all, not being able to protect such as were at a considerable distance in any convenient time, nor to select so many officers, that would fear the disgrace of not performing their duty; nor could he suit his own disposition to the different humours of so many.  But if he should wish to break through the bonds of imperial and regal government, and exercise absolute tyranny, by subverting the existing establishments, conniving at great crimes, selling of justice, and regarding his subjects as slaves (as most, and indeed with few exceptions, almost all the emperors have done), it must of necessity follow, that his unbounded savage authority would prove a common calamity.  It is the very nature of such a despotism, that fawning miscreants and parasites are preferred to situations of the greatest trust, whilst modest quiet men, who are averse to so base a manner of living, resent with justice that they themselves cannot enjoy similar benefits.  Hence cities are filled with sedition and tumult; for when all offices, both civil and military, are conferred upon ill disposes magistrates, it both renders the citizens restless in peace, and discourages the soldiers in war.


That this is the case has been plainly shewn by experience, and the train of events that took place soon afterwards, in the reign of Octavianus.  For the dance called Pantomimus[6], which signifies a dance in imitation of every one, was introduced into Rome at that period; it never having before been in use in Italy, being invented by Pylades and Bathyllus; besides many other innovations, that still are productive of great evil.  Octavianus however appears to have ruled with great moderation, more particularly after he listened to the counsel of Athenodorus the stoic, and when compared to Tiberius his successor.  The tyranny of the latter was so severe as to be intolerable to his subjects, who expelled him to an island, where he secreted himself for some time and then died.  To him succeeded Caius Caligula, who far exceeded Tiberius in every species of wickedness, and was slain by Chaereas, who resolved by that bold action to deliver the state from his cruel tyranny.  The next emperor was Claudius, who intrusted the management of all his affairs to Libertini[5] (the sons of those who had been slaves) that were eunuchs, and his end was disgraceful.  Nero and his successors were then raised to the imperial throne.  Of whom I shall not state any thing, in order that the world may not be pained by the repetition of the impious and monstrous enormities of which they were guilty.  But Vespasian, and Titus his son, acted during their reigns with greater moderation[3q].  On the contrary, Domitian exceeded all his predecessors in cruelty, luxury, and avarice; for which reason, after he had for fifteen successive years tormented the commonwealth, he was put to death by Stephanus, one of his freed men; thus receiving the punishment which his actions merited.


After him several worthy sovereigns succeeded to the empire:  Nerva, Trajan, and afterwards Adrian, Antoninus Pius, and the brothers Verus and Lucius, who reformed many abuses in the state, and not only recovered what their predecessors had lost, but made likewise some new additions.  But Commodus, the son of Marcus, on becoming emperor, addicted himself not only to tyranny, but to other monstrous vices, until his concubine Marcia assumed the courage of a man and put him to death, and the empire was conferred on Pertinax.  But the imperial guards being unable to submit to the strictness of his discipline, which caused them to mutiny and to murder him, Rome was on the point of becoming a seat of anarchy and disorder, while the pretorian soldiers, who were intended for the protection of the palace, attempted to deprive the senate of the power of appointing a sole ruler.  And the empire being now put up as it were to sale, Didius Julianus, at the instigation of his wife, assisted by his own folly, produced a sum of money with which he purchased the empire; and exhibited such a spectacle as the people had never before witnessed.  The soldiers who raised him to the dignity, by violence put him in possession of the palace and all that it contained.  But he was called to account and deprived of life by the very men who were the means of his exaltation, nor was his life more than a momentary golden dream.


At his removal, the Senate consulted whom to elect Emperor, and fixed on Severus.  But Albinus and Niger pretending a right to the throne at the same time, a furious civil war broke out between the competitors; the cities being divided between the different parties.  On this great commotions were excited in Egypt and the eastern parts of the empire, and the Byzantines, who espoused the cause of Niger, and entertained him, were ready for the most dangerous enterprizes, until he was vanquished by Severus and killed.  After him Albinus likewise took leave of the empire and the world together, and thus the sole power now devolved on Severus.  He therefore applied himself to the correction of the enormities that had sprung up, punishing severely the soldiers that had murdered Pertinax, and delivered the empire to Julianus.  Having done this, and regulated the army, he marched against the Persians, and in this expedition took Ctesiphon[7] and Babylon, over-ran the Arabians, called Scenites from their dwelling in tents, conquered the principal part of Arabia, and performed many other great achievements.  He was besides inexorable to delinquents, and made public distribution of the property of those who were guilty of any heinous offence.


Having adorned many cities with sumptuous edifices, he declared his son Antoninus emperor, but at his death left his other son Geta co-heir with him in the government, appointing for their guardian Papinianus, a person eminent for his strict justice, and for his ability in the knowledge and interpretation of the law, in which he excelled every Roman either before or since his time.  But this worthy man in a short time, became odious to Antoninus, because he used his utmost endeavours to frustrate a design which he had discovered, formed by Antoninus against his brother Geta.  He resolved therefore to remove this obstacle, and concerted with the soldiers the destruction of Papinianus.  This being effected, and his hands at liberty, he slew his brother, whom his own mother could not save, though he fled to her for protection.


But not long after Antoninus was remunerated for the murder of his brother, and it was never known who was the person that killed him.  The soldiers at Rome then chose for emperor Macrinus, the prefect of the court; while those in the east set up Emisenus, who was related to the mother of Antoninus.  Each army was now so tenacious of its choice, that a civil disturbance arose between them, and while the supporters of Emisenus Antoninus were bringing him to Rome, those of Macrinus advanced from Italy.  The two armies engaging at Antioch in Syria, Macrinus was so completely routed, that he was compelled to fly from the camp, and was taken and put to death between Byzantium and Chalcedon.


Antoninus, after his victory, punished all that had espoused the cause of Macrinus as enemies, and led so dissolute and shameful a life, and held such frequent communication with magicians and jugglers, that the Romans, unable to endure his excessive luxury, murdered him, tore his body in pieces, and proclaimed Alexander emperor, who likewise was of the family of Severus.  He, though very young, gave such signs of a good disposition, as inspired the people with hope that he would prove a mild ruler.  He made Flavianus and Chrestus prefects of his court, men not only well acquainted with military affairs, but excelling in the management of civil business.  But Mamaea, the emperor’s mother, placed over them Ulpianus, as an inspector of their conduct, and indeed as a partner in their office, he being an excellent lawyer, and knowing not only how to regulate present affairs, but to provide prudently for the future.  This gave such offence to the two soldiers, that they secretly planned his destruction.  When Mamaea understood this, she prevented their design by putting aside the conspirators, and making Ulpianus the sole prefect of the court.  But afterwards becoming suspected by the army, for reasons which I am unable to state, there being many various reports concerning his inclination, he lost his life in a tumult, which the emperor himself could not prevent.


The soldiers after this event, forgetting by degrees their former regard for Alexander, appeared unwilling to put his commands in execution, and in order to prevent being punished for their negligence, excited public commotions, in which they promoted a person, named Antoninus, to the empire.  But he, being incapable of sustaining so weighty a charge, declined it.  They chose in his stead Uranius, a man of low and servile condition, whom they immediately placed before Alexander, drest in purple, by which they intended to express more strongly their contempt for the emperor.  Alexander, finding himself surrounded with so many difficulties, became changed, both in bodily constitution, and in disposition; and was infected with an insatiable avarice, amassing riches with the utmost solicitude, which he confided to the care of his mother.
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