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			Series Foreword

			Stretching back to the oral traditions of thousands of years ago, tales of heroes and disaster, creation and conquest have been told by many different civilizations in many different ways. Their impact sits deep within our culture even though the detail in the tales themselves are a loose mix of historical record, transformed narrative and the distortions of hundreds of storytellers. 

			Today the language of mythology lives with us: our mood is jovial, our countenance is saturnine, we are narcissistic and our modern life is hermetically sealed from others. The nuances of myths and legends form part of our daily routines and help us navigate the world around us, with its half truths and biased reported facts.

			The nature of a myth is that its story is already known by most of those who hear it, or read it. Every generation brings a new emphasis, but the fundamentals remain the same: a desire to understand and describe the events and relationships of the world. Many of the great stories are archetypes that help us find our own place, equipping us with tools for self-understanding, both individually and as part of a broader culture.

			For Western societies it is Greek mythology that speaks to us most clearly. It greatly influenced the mythological heritage of the ancient Roman civilization and is the lens through which we still see the Celts, the Norse and many of the other great peoples and religions. The Greeks themselves learned much from their neighbours, the Egyptians, an older culture that became weak with age and incestuous leadership.

			It is important to understand that what we perceive now as mythology had its own origins in perceptions of the divine and the rituals of the sacred. The earliest civilizations, in the crucible of the Middle East, in the Sumer of the third millennium bc, are the source to which many of the mythic archetypes can be traced. As humankind collected together in cities for the first time, developed writing and industrial scale agriculture, started to irrigate the rivers and attempted to control rather than be at the mercy of its environment, humanity began to write down its tentative explanations of natural events, of floods and plagues, of disease. 

			Early stories tell of Gods (or god-like animals in the case of tribal societies such as African, Native American or Aboriginal cultures) who are crafty and use their wits to survive, and it is reasonable to suggest that these were the first rulers of the gathering peoples of the earth, later elevated to god-like status with the distance of time. Such tales became more political as cities vied with each other for supremacy, creating new Gods, new hierarchies for their pantheons. The older Gods took on primordial roles and became the preserve of creation and destruction, leaving the new gods to deal with more current, everyday affairs. Empires rose and fell, with Babylon assuming the mantle from Sumeria in the 1800s bc, then in turn to be swept away by the Assyrians of the 1200s bc; then the Assyrians and the Egyptians were subjugated by the Greeks, the Greeks by the Romans and so on, leading to the spread and assimilation of common themes, ideas and stories throughout the world. 

			The survival of history is dependent on the telling of good tales, but each one must have the ‘feeling’ of truth, otherwise it will be ignored. Around the firesides, or embedded in a book or a computer, the myths and legends of the past are still the living materials of retold myth, not restricted to an exploration of origins. Now we have devices and global communications that give us unparalleled access to a diversity of traditions. We can find out about Indigenous American, Indian, Chinese and tribal African mythology in a way that was denied to our ancestors, we can find connections, match the archaeology, religion and the mythologies of the world to build a comprehensive image of the human adventure.

			The great leaders of history and heroes of  literature have also adopted the mantle of mythic experience, because the stories of historical figures – Cyrus the Great, Alexander, Genghis Khan – and mytho-poetic warriors such as Beowulf achieve a cultural significance that transcends their moment in the chronicles of humankind. Myth, history and literature have become powerful, intwined instruments of perception, with echoes of reported fact and symbolic truths that convey the sweep of human experience. In this series of books we are glad to share with you the wonderful traditions of the past.

			Jake Jackson

			General Editor

		

	
		
			Introduction to Julius Caesar 

			Caius Julius Caesar (c. 100–44 bce) was a phenomenon in his lifetime, but in death he became a god. His immediate successors took the name of Caesar which, with repeated use, came to be a moniker for the supreme head of the Roman Commonwealth (Res Publica). After Caesar’s assassination on 15 March 44 bce (the date which was known by the Romans as the now-infamous ‘Ides of March’), a man could not rule the Roman world without the name of Caesar in his titles. He evoked extreme passions then, and even today stirs strong opinions. Political and military leaders for the last two millennia have sought to gain some of the famous Roman’s aura, even adapting his name to suit their own eras and cultures – to ‘czar’ in Imperial Russia and to ‘Kaiser’ in Imperial Germany. The extraordinary life and achievements of Julius Caesar, which came to inspire generations of ambitious and powerful men, is the subject of this re-issued biography.

			This book is a lightly edited, corrected version of the classic History of Julius Caesar by Jacob Abbott, published in 1904. Abbott’s work drew upon contemporary scholarship, which was already vast, and his personal study of extant works by Roman historians writing in Latin and Greek. Extracts from those ancient texts describing key events are also included in this book.

			The Ancient Sources and Historians

			In researching his History of Julius Caesar, Abbott had access to good English translations of the ancient sources, and he mentions some of the authors by name in the text.

			Foremost of the writings about Julius Caesar to have come down to us from the ancient world are Caesar’s own, as Abbott notes in Chapter IV. These are our primary sources: the Commentaries on the Gallic War in eight books (the last one written by his legate Aulus Hirtius) covering his campaigns of 58 to 50 bce; and the Commentaries on the Civil War in three books covering his struggle with Pompey the Great (Cnaeus Pompeius Magnus, 106–48 bce) from 49 to 45 bce. Released in instalments at the end of each season in the field, they are the authentic words of the man himself. (He may have also composed accounts of his campaigns in Africa, Egypt and the Iberian Peninsula which survive, but their authorship is disputed.) Caesar wrote in terse, matter-of-fact Latin. Cicero remarked that: ‘He wrote memoirs which deserve the highest praise; they are naked in their simplicity, straightforward yet graceful, stripped of all rhetorical adornment, as of a garment; but while his purpose was to supply material to others, on which those who wished to write history might draw, he happily gratified silly folk, who will try to use the curling-irons on his narrative, but he has kept men of any sense from touching the subject.’ Notably, Caesar always referred to himself in the third person. The overall effect is to create a sense of independent, objective reporting.

			His apparent objectivity, however, was a contrived illusion. Caesar was a master of self-promotion. In reality, he had an agenda in publishing his after-action reports: to raise his profile and win support from voters in Rome who could elect him to high political office. We cannot now be entirely sure what details he omitted, or how accurate are the ones he did include. Even his contemporaries remarked on this: ‘Asinius Pollio thinks that they were put together somewhat carelessly and without strict regard for truth; since in many cases Caesar was too ready to believe the accounts which others gave of their actions, and gave a perverted account of his own, either designedly or perhaps from forgetfulness,’ according to historian Caius Suetonius Tranquillus (c. 69–after c. 122 ce) in his Life of Divus Caesar. The Commentaries are eyewitness testimony and, as with any deposition, they offer important evidence of the matters under investigation, but they should also be read with care. Caesar was not an unbiased reporter.

			Away from the battlefield, Caesar wrote letters, speeches, books of literary technique, a treatise against his political rival Cato, poetry and even a tragic play for the stage. By accident or by design, these have been lost. One reason may be the decision of his adopted son and heir to suppress them: ‘Augustus forbade the publication of all these minor works in a very brief and frank letter sent to Pompeius Macer, whom he had selected to set his libraries in order,’ as Suetonius stated. All that survives of Caesar’s body of work today are his military commentaries.

			The other written sources we have about Julius Caesar are secondary, published decades or even centuries after he died. Of these, the works of four men stand out:

			Plutarch of Chaeronea (c. 46–after 119 ce) wrote the Life of Caesar in his book Parallel Lives in Greek. Among 48 famous men, Plutarch offered 22 pairings in which he compared a famous Roman with a famous Greek. In one of his most famous entries, Plutarch paired Caesar with Alexander the Great. Modern scholars regard Plutarch’s work highly. In his biography, he reports events fairly and quotes Caesar’s original writings – even his wisecracks. He describes Caesar’s political and military adventures, his affair with Queen Cleopatra VII of Egypt and gives a dramatic account of Caesar’s assassination – probably the most accurate of any that have come down to us. 

			Suetonius, who is quoted above, was a personal secretary to Emperor Hadrian (r. 117–138 ce). He wrote Lives of the Caesars, a collection of biographies of the first 12 autocrats who ruled Rome, starting with Julius. A man known to be somewhat quiet but studious and dedicated to his writing, Suetonius had special access to Roman public records. He was able to read works actually penned by Caesar, as well as other contemporary documents by other authors. From them, he composed a lively biographical account of the Roman leader. Though the first few chapters are missing, what remains tells us a great deal about Caesar’s ancestry, his early life and his political and military achievements, as well as his appearance, foibles and peccadilloes. 

			Appian of Alexandria (c. 95–c. 165 ce) wrote The Histories in 24 books. Books 13 to 17 are called Civil Wars, and it is in these that the struggle between Julius Caesar and Pompey the Great is described. Appian gives some of the most complete information about the Battle of Pharsalus, drawing on Caesar’s own writings, and offers the most dramatic account of the murder of Caesar and its immediate aftermath.

			Dio (Lucius Cassius Dio, c. 155–c. 235 ce) chronicled the thousand-year history of Rome, from its origins to his own day under the Severan emperors. Caesar’s life in politics and war are detailed in Books 36 to 44. The conquest of Gaul, the fateful rivalry between Caesar and Pompey, Caesar’s civil accomplishments (such as building works, reform of the calendar and progressive law programme) and the conspiracy to murder him, are recorded in detail.

			There are other – mostly derivative – secondary sources too, but Caesar, Plutarch, Suetonius, Appian and Cassius Dio provided Abbot a rich body of material with which to research his subject’s fascinating life and deeds.

			Caesar’s Birthday

			Abbott states in Chapter I that Caesar ‘was born just one hundred years before the Christian era.’ Since the consensus of historians today is that Jesus of Nazareth was born sometime between 6 and 4 bce, that would place Caesar’s birth year to 106–104 bce. In actuality, the exact year and day is not known with certainty: it might have been 101 or 100 bce. The problem is the way Roman historians cite dates. We are told by Suetonius that Caesar died ‘in the 56th year of his age.’ Romans counted dates inclusively. Some think that his day of birth was 12 July, others 13 July; but this is also uncertain. Thus, Suetonius might be referring to the fact that in 44 bce he was going to turn 56 but, as he died in March, he was actually still 55. Counting backwards thus produces alternative dates for his birth year.

			Caesar’s Appearance

			Abbott describes what is known of Caesar’s physical appearance in Chapter II. Ever one to push against tradition, Julius Caesar was the first Roman to put his portrait on the coinage while he was still alive. In so doing, he left us contemporary evidence of his actual face. The side profile is quite distinct, with his high forehead, large nose and pronounced lines in the neck. The receding hair and its styling – often obscured by a laurel crown – seem to corroborate Plutarch’s and Suetonius’s descriptions. 

			Many statues and portrait busts have been found, which art historians and museum curators claim to be likenesses of Caesar. To make the identification they just compare the artworks with the image on the coins. The result is that a large number are labelled as Caesar, yet they can look quite different from each other. While some may have been carved during his lifetime, many were made well after 44 bce; others are not Roman at all. 

			In 2007, divers from the French Department of Subaquatic Archaeological Research working in the Rhône River near Arles, southern France, found a life-size marble bust of a man dated to the first century bce. Immediately it was declared to be a likeness of Julius Caesar and attracted extensive media attention. The identification was as quickly disputed, notably by classicists Dame Mary Beard and Paul Zanker. It is now in the collections of the Musée de l’Arles antique where visitors can make their own determinations. 

			Caesar’s Political Career

			Julius Caesar was a man of his times. He aspired to succeed in terms his fellow countrymen understood. For aspirational Romans that meant becoming one of the two consuls, the highest-ranked elected magistrates after whom the year was named (for example, the Romans knew 59 bce as ‘Year of Consuls C. Julius Caesar and M. Calpurnius Bibulus’). To achieve this status, a freeborn Roman progressed up a public service career ladder (cursus honorum), serving in a series of designated official positions. Qualifications – based on age and social class – applied and the time in office was term-limited, usually to a single year. 

			In the Res Publica, magistrates were authorized by the Roman people with a ‘special command’ (imperium). It granted elected magistrates the legal power to employ armed men, lictores, for capital punishment. It is the root of the English word ‘empire’. Each magistrate was expected to exercise his imperium responsibly within the defined limits of his ‘duty’ (provincia), from which we derive the word ‘province’. Surrendering his imperium at the end of the last day, he was accountable for any misdemeanours incurred while in office. Roman officials could be, and indeed frequently were, prosecuted for abuses.

			Throughout his book, Abbott eschews dates when discussing events in Caesar’s life in Chapters II and III, which can be disorienting to a reader. To clarify his career progression: from 81–79 bce, Caesar served as a junior administrator in Asia Minor on the staff of Marcus Minucius Thermus, who was the province’s governor (praetor). Returning to the Italian Peninsula at the start of 78 bce, he became a criminal trial lawyer in Rome. In 68, he relocated to Hispania Ulterior (‘Further Spain’) in the Iberian Peninsula, where he worked as quaestor, serving as a public accountant and auditor. In 65, Caesar was elected aedile in Rome, responsible for the upkeep of public buildings, the supply of water and grain and for organizing public entertainments. Two years later, he was elected praetor, responsible for administering justice in the city. In 61 bce, he was appointed to govern Hispania Ulterior.

			As Abbott notes in Chapter III, Caesar had financed his early election campaigns with money borrowed from family, friends and famous men, notably Marcus Licinius Crassus (115–55 bce), then the richest Roman alive. The most senior positions to which Caesar was elected eventually made him an immensely wealthy man, but only after he cleared his financial debts.

			Julius Caesar desperately wanted the consulship. To this point, his career was quite normal, but Caesar was ambitious, willing to take great risks for personal advancement. He enjoyed wielding imperium. Thereafter, he engaged in legally questionable practices. He entered into an agreement to form a commission of three men (trimviri), comprising Crassus, Pompey and himself, known as the ‘First Triumvirate’ (60–53 bce), what Abbott calls a ‘triple league’. In 59 bce, Caesar finally achieved the high office of consul. He negotiated a law on provincial commands, which assigned him the provinces Cisalpine Gaul, Transalpine Gaul and Illyricum for 58–54 bce as proconsul. Many saw his military campaigns in Gaul (58–50 bce) as going well beyond the terms of his mandate, which put him at odds with the Senate. Exasperated, the body finally asked Caesar to surrender his legions and answer to his peers in Rome. 

			But when Caesar crossed the Rubicon with his soldiers on 10 January 49 bce, described by Abbott in Chapter VI, he broke the time-honoured rule of respecting Italy as a demilitarized zone. Scholars still debate where that river, which marked the northern boundary of Italy, flowed. A conference in 2013 considered three rivers in north-eastern Italy – the Rubicone (Fiumicino), Pisciatello and Uso – each with claims to be the historical Rubicon. There was no consensus. The question of its location remains open.

			Civil war (49–45 bce) ensued, pitting Caesar against the Senate’s champion, Pompey. Caesar’s victory made him the pre-eminent man in the Res Publica. In 44 bce, he was granted powers of a dictator. A dictator was a man appointed during an emergency to deal with an existential threat, and he was expected to resign the office upon completion of the task, or after six months. The award of the unchecked power of dictator ‘for life’ (dictator perpetuo) on 26 January (or 15 February) 44 bce effectively made Caesar king (rex) in all but name. That was anathema to many Romans, as Abbott explains in Chapter XI. It was the primary reason for Caesar’s assassination by conspirators led by Caius Cassius Longinus and Marcus Junius Brutus (whose ancestor, Lucius Junius Brutus, was a celebrated dictator killer). On 15 March, Caesar was lying in a pool of his own blood. After this horrific event, the position of dictator was abolished.

			Caesar’s Genius at Warfighting

			Julius Caesar is widely regarded as a military genius, both as a strategist and as a tactician. Based on analysis of his Commentaries, the secrets to his success in warfare were his boldness, his speed in action and the close relationship he enjoyed with his elite troops.

			In Caesar’s lifetime, in response to fighting many enemies in different theatres of war, the format of the Roman legion had transmuted from one based on maniples to one based on cohorts. A legion had 10 cohorts. Each cohort comprised six centuria, the smallest unit in the Roman army, of about 80 men. The centuria was the backbone of the legion; the centurio (centurion) in charge was the key to its operational success. Caesar knew many centurions by name. Abbott’s understanding of the Roman army is flawed, however. In Chapter II, he writes ‘A centurion was a commander of a hundred men’; in practice the number was 80 men, and it has been corrected in this edition. 

			Caesar’s legion was commanded by a legate (legatus legionis), hand-picked by him, with a team of military tribunes, an engineer-in-chief (praefectus fabrum) and an eagle standard bearer (aquilifer). Each cohort and centuria had officers who carried unit ensigns (signa) and musical instruments to relay commands. A full legion with its complement of officers would be around 5,200 men-at-arms. On campaign, such as in the Gallic War, allowing for battle casualties and sickness, the actual fighting strength of a legion might be reduced to as low as 3,500 men.  

			Arms and equipment were being standardized at this time. Each legionary wore protective gear comprising a bronze helmet (galea), a shirt of chain mail (lorica hamata) and a curved, oval shield (scutum). Offensive weapons included two javelins (pila), a short sword (gladius) and a dagger (pugio). Each legionary was trained to a high professional standard and served for 16 years. 

			Each man swore an oath of service to Caesar. He paid their stipends, but their earnings were supplemented by war spoils. The bond between commander and commanded was tight: his soldiers would follow him anywhere – be it the remote island of what is now Great Britain or the dense forests of (present) Germany (described by Abbott in Chapter IV) – and faithfully execute his orders. Above all he respected his men, willingly sharing in their privations (Chapter IV) or listening to their complaints (Chapter X), and they gave him their loyalty in return. Little wonder that Napoleon Bonaparte and Douglas MacArthur (dubbed the ‘American Caesar’) sought to understand how he achieved it.

			Professional non-Roman troops, called auxiliaries, supplemented the manpower at Caesar’s disposal with infantry and cavalry. They were recruited from allies and conquered nations. They fought with their native equipment and combat doctrines.

			Caesar began the Gallic War in 58 bce with six legions, plus cavalry auxiliaries, for a total of around 30,000 men. By 52 bce, he was leading 11 legions, many specially recruited, augmented with dozens of auxiliary units, for a total of around 75,000 men. By the standards of the day, these were huge numbers of troops.

			Caesar’s Relationships

			Marriage was rarely for life in upper-class Roman society. It was a means by which powerful families aligned their political and financial interests for best advantage. Divorce was commonplace. Caesar himself was married three times: to Cornelia (m. 84 bce; d. 69 bce) with whom he had a daughter, Julia; to Pompeia (m. 67 bce; div. 61 bce); and lastly to Calpurnia (m. 59 bce). 

			In 47 bce, Caesar began an adulterous relationship with Cleopatra VII, Queen of Egypt, who appears in Chapters VIII, IX and X. She needed to ensure the support of Caesar in protecting Egypt’s national interests. It was politically advantageous for him too. Cleopatra visited Rome on several occasions, staying in Caesar’s villa in the city. They had a son, named Caesarion.

			In his will, Caesar adopted his great-nephew, Caius Octavius Thurinus, who took his adopted father’s name as his own. To block any claims Caesarion might have to Caesar’s legacy, Octavius saw to it that the Egyptian was murdered in 30 bce, after his mother’s apparent suicide.

			There were allegations of a homosexual relationship in Julius Caesar’s youth, which Abbott fails to mention. In 80 bce, on a mission to Bithynia, it was said the 20/21-year-old Caesar spent so much time at the royal court of Nicomedes IV that rumours arose of an affair between the two men. Caesar denied the allegation for the rest of his life.

			Caesar’s Health

			In later life, Julius Caesar was not a well man, a fact alluded to by Abbott in Chapter XI. Suetonius reports ‘sudden fainting fits’ and that he ‘was twice attacked by the falling sickness during campaigns.’ Appian mentions ‘convulsions, which came upon him suddenly and especially when he was inactive.’ Plutarch states that Caesar ‘suffered from distemper in the head, and was subject to epileptic fits, a trouble which first attacked him, we are told, in Corduba’ in 46 bce. 

			The long-accepted explanation has been that Caesar suffered with epilepsy. However, a new diagnosis has been suggested. In 2018, doctors Francesco M. Galassi and Hutan Ashrafian of Imperial College London made the case that Caesar may have been afflicted with cerebrovascular disease. They argued that Caesar’s symptoms were actually caused by ‘mini-strokes’.

			Caesar’s Murder

			In Chapter XII, Abbott describes Caesar’s assassination. This actually occurred in the Curia Pompeia, which was in the complex of grand buildings adjoining the Theatre of Pompey. From 52 bce, it was a designated venue for official meetings of the Senate, which then numbered some 900 men in a full sitting. This is why the statue of Pompey figures in the story. The Curia Julia in the Roman Forum, which was being constructed at the time of the assassination, was finally inaugurated by Augustus in 29 bce. It was named in honour of the fallen dictator. 

			Abbott asserts that Caesar’s last words were: ‘And you too, Brutus?’ There is no evidence in the extant sources that he said them. Suetonius reports that Caesar said nothing at all as he lay dying, ‘but merely a groan at the first stroke’, though some have written that when Marcus Brutus rushed at him, he said in Greek, ‘Και συ τέκνον’, which means ‘You too, child’ or ‘You too, young man’. The anachronistic phrase ‘Et tu, Brute!’ was popularized by William Shakespeare in Act 3, scene 1 of his play, The Tragedy of Julius Caesar.

			The Curia Pompeia was a crime scene and considered a cursed place, so much so that ‘It was voted that the hall in which he was slain be walled up, that the Ides of March be called the Day of Parricide, and that a meeting of the Senate should never be called on that day,’ according to Suetonius. Excavations conducted between 2013 and 2017, and subsequent analysis of the mortar used to build brick walls in Roman times, have confirmed that the Curia Pompeia was, indeed, sealed up around 19 bce. 

			Modern devotees of Caesar often leave flowers and lit candles on the excavated ruins in the Largo di Torre Argentina. Each year on the Ides of March, the assassination is solemnly re-enacted by men in tunics and togas. Stray cats make the site their home throughout the year.

			Caesar’s Legend

			Caesar carefully crafted his own legend during his lifetime. As a member of the gens Julia, Caesar claimed that he was descended from Aeneas (the mythical hero who fled Troy and whose descendants founded Rome). Aeneas’s mother was Venus. Thus, Caesar’s lineage was both intricately bound up with the foundation of the city of Rome itself and had an Olympian goddess to protect it. 

			Octavius (who became Caesar Augustus in 27 bce) then strongly influenced how the world would remember him. As the inheritor of Caesar’s legacy, he was keen to assume the mantle of the legendary commander and understood the emotive power imbued in the name. It was as the angry young avenger of his deceased adoptive father that he promoted Caesar’s deification in 42 bce – an event which helpfully coincided with the appearance for seven days of the ‘Julian Star’ (Sidus Iulium); arguably the most famous comet of the ancient world (today it has the astronomical designation C/−43 K1). Thereafter, the words Divus Iulius (‘Divine Julius’) often appeared on one side of silver coins, with his heir’s head on the other. As Imperator Caesar Divi Filius Augustus, it was difficult for anyone to argue with the ‘son of a god’ – and win.

			All male members of Augustus’s family by blood or adoption each took the name Julius Caesar. Even the dynasties which followed the Julio-Claudians (which ended with Nero) were careful to incorporate the name of Caesar into their own to emphasize continuity and legitimacy with the imperial line going back to the deified commander. To be a Caesar was a prerequisite to ruling the Roman world.

			Long after the fall of the Roman Empire in the West, great men of the modern age looked to back to Caesar as a role model. For centuries, Caesar’s Commentaries was a standard text through which schoolboys learned Latin and the arts of war. As an artillery cadet at Brienne-le-Château, France, Napoleon Bonaparte also read Plutarch’s Life of Caesar. He was deeply inspired by the exploits of the ancient commander. Later, while held in captivity by the British on St. Helena (1815–21), Napoleon wrote a critical commentary of his Roman idol entitled Caesar’s Wars. Where Plutarch compared Caesar to Alexander, Napoleon compared Caesar to himself, with his own valiant Grande Armée analogous to the victorious Roman legions. 

			Theatregoers have thrilled to William Shakespeare’s Tragedy of Julius Caesar since it was first performed in London in 1599. ‘The Bard’s’ portrayal of a haughty and deeply flawed leader has since shaped how English-speaking audiences remember the ancient dictator in profound ways, every bit as much as Augustus’s attempts to do so with the Roman public. In Act I, scene 2, Shakespeare has Julius Caesar tell Marc Antony: ‘I rather tell thee what is to be fear’d / Than what I fear; for always I am Caesar.’ Shakespeare’s characterization is so compelling that getting back to the historical Julius Caesar is made much more difficult. Jacob Abbott’s account was an attempt at the end of the nineteenth century to help the general reader to understand the real Julius Caesar – and republished in the twenty-first century, it is still a biography worth reading.

			Lindsay Powell (Introduction) is a historian and author. He writes about conflicts, commanders and campaigns of the Late Roman Republic and Early Roman Empire. His critically acclaimed books include Augustus at War, Marcus Agrippa, Germanicus and Bar Kokhba, and Roman Soldier versus Germanic Warrior, 1st Century AD and The Bar Kokhba War, AD 132-136. He is news editor of Ancient History and Ancient Warfare magazines. His articles have also appeared in Military History, Strategy and Tactics and Desperta Ferro magazines. Lindsay is a regular guest on the Ancient Warfare and History Hit podcasts. He is a 10-year veteran of the Ermine Street Guard, the world’s leading Roman army re-enactment society. He has taught at the University of Texas at Austin, presented at the University of Durham and lectured at the University of Reading. Lindsay has a BSc (Hons) in managerial and administrative studies from Aston University, England. He lives in Austin, Texas.

		

	
		
		

	
		
			History of Julius Caesar

			What follows is the text of the History of Julius Caesar by Jacob Abbott in the edition published in 1904. It was one of 22 historical biographies he wrote over a busy career. Each is a complete account of the life and deeds of his famous subject, brim full of enthralling stories of growing up, and of an extraordinary career in adulthood, which often established a legend that persisted after death. Spanning the ancient world to the Renaissance, his biographical studies included Alexander the Great, Cleopatra, Genghis Khan, Hannibal, Nero, Peter the Great and William the Conqueror.

			Jacob Abbott was born on 14 November 1803 in Hallowell, Maine in the United States of America. Graduating from Bowdoin College in 1820, he went on to study at Andover Theological Seminary, and then taught at Portland Academy. From 1825 he was a professor at Amhurst College, teaching mathematics and natural philosophy. Over the next 20 years he moved to other schools, becoming principal of the Mount Vernon School for Boys in New York City (1845–48).

			A prolific author, Abbott wrote some 180 books and co-authored or edited 31 more. His Rollo books about a fictional boy, his associates and their escapades were his most popular works. Abbott’s books of history and biography helped educate and inform generations of Americans. They provided his young readers with studies not just of history, but into the lives of people of character. Abbott’s work is didactic: having related an episode in his subject’s story, he often added a moralizing comment as a life lesson to his reader – a practice modern biographers refrain from. 

			Abbott’s biography of Caius Julius Caesar is essentially sound and conforms to the known facts. He places Caesar among the men of the ancient world he considers to be heroes. He sets Caesar in his times beginning with the political struggle between Marius and Sulla. He tells his subject’s life story chronologically, drawing upon the ancient sources – primarily Julius Caesar’s own works, Plutarch and Suetonius – to share anecdotes and interesting details, which make Caesar human and compelling. 

			Jacob Abbott died on 31 October 1879 in Farmington, Maine, aged 75. During his lifetime he had been a witness to profound changes in the world. As the British Empire reached its zenith, the fledgling United States went through its own growing pains: surviving the War of 1812, then suffering a wrenching Civil War (1861–65) and negotiating a fraught Reconstruction (1865–77) to address the inequities of slavery, while its people migrated from the East Coast to the West in search of farmland and gold, upending the lives of Native Americans in the process. The Union had developed into a wealthy industrial nation able to compete with the Europeans. Abbott’s writings are part of the American story too.

		

	
		
			Chapter I: Marius and Sulla, c. 100–86 bce

			[image: ]

			Three Great European Nations of Antiquity

			There were three great European nations in ancient days, each of which furnished history with a hero: the Greeks, the Carthaginians and the Romans.

			Alexander

			Alexander was the hero of the Greeks. He was King of Macedon, a country lying north of Greece proper. He headed an army of his countrymen and made an excursion for conquest and glory into Asia. He made himself master of all that quarter of the globe, and reigned over it in Babylon, till he brought himself to an early grave by the excesses into which his boundless prosperity allured him. His fame rests on his triumphant success in building up for himself so vast an empire, and the admiration which his career has always excited among mankind is heightened by the consideration of his youth, and of the noble and generous impulses which strongly marked his character.

			Hannibal – His Terrible Energy

			The Carthaginian hero was Hannibal. We class the Carthaginians among the European nations of antiquity; for, in respect to their origin, their civilization, and all their commercial and political relations, they belonged to the European race, though it is true that their capital was on the African side of the Mediterranean Sea. Hannibal was the great Carthaginian hero. He earned his fame by the energy and implacableness of his hate. The work of his life was to keep a vast empire in a state of continual anxiety and terror for 50 years, so that his claim to greatness and glory rests on the determination, the perseverance and the success with which he fulfilled his function of being, while he lived, the terror of the world.

			Julius Caesar

			The Roman hero was Caesar. He was born just 100 years before the Christian era. His renown does not depend, like that of Alexander, on foreign conquests, nor, like that of Hannibal, on the terrible energy of his aggressions upon foreign foes, but upon his protracted and dreadful contests with, and ultimate triumphs over, his rivals and competitors at home. When he appeared upon the stage, the Roman empire already included nearly all of the world that was worth possessing. There were no more conquests to be made. Caesar did, indeed, enlarge, in some degree, the boundaries of the empire; but the main question in his day was, who should possess the power which preceding conquerors had acquired.

			The Ancient Roman Empire – The Provinces

			The Roman empire, as it existed in those days, must not be conceived of by the reader as united together under one compact and consolidated government. It was, on the other hand, a vast congeries of nations, widely dissimilar in every respect from each other, speaking various languages, and having various customs and laws. They were all, however, more or less dependent upon, and connected with, the great central power. Some of these countries were provinces and were governed by officers appointed and sent out by the authorities at Rome. These governors had to collect the taxes of their provinces, and to preside over and direct, in many important respects, the administration of justice. They had, accordingly, abundant opportunities to enrich themselves while thus in office, by collecting more money than they paid over to the government at home, and by taking bribes to favour the rich man’s cause in court. Thus, the more wealthy and prosperous provinces were objects of great competition among aspirants for office at Rome. Leading men would get these appointments, and, after remaining long enough in their provinces to acquire a fortune, would come back to Rome, and expend it in intrigues and manoeuvres to obtain higher offices still.

			Foreign Wars – The Victorious General

			Whenever there was any foreign war to be carried on with a distant nation or tribe, there was always a great eagerness among all the military officers of the state to be appointed to the command. They each felt sure that they should conquer in the contest, and they could enrich themselves still more rapidly by the spoils of victory in war than by extortion and bribes in the government of a province in peace. Then, besides, a victorious general coming back to Rome always found that his military renown added vastly to his influence and power in the city. He was welcomed with celebrations and triumphs; the people flocked to see him and to shout his praise. He placed his trophies of victory in the temples, and entertained the populace with games and shows, and with combats of gladiators or of wild beasts, which he had brought home with him for this purpose in the train of his army. While he was thus enjoying his triumph, his political enemies would be thrown into the background and into the shade; unless, indeed, some one of them might himself be earning the same honours in some other field, to come back in due time, and claim his share of power and celebrity in his turn. In this case, Rome would be sometimes distracted and rent by the conflicts and contentions of military rivals, who had acquired powers too vast for all the civil influences of the Republic to regulate or control.

			Marius and Sulla – Quarrel About the Command of the Army – Sulla’s Violence

			There had been two such rivals just before the time of Caesar, who had filled the world with their quarrels. They were Marius and Sulla. Their very names have been, in all ages of the world, since their day, the symbols of rivalry and hate. They were the representatives respectively of the two great parties into which the Roman state, like every other community in which the population at large have any voice in governing, always has been, and probably always will be divided, the upper and the lower; or, as they were called in those days, the patrician and the plebeian. Sulla was the patrician; the higher and more aristocratic portions of the community were on his side. Marius was the favourite of the plebeian masses. In the contests, however, which they waged with each other, they did not trust to the mere influence of votes. They relied much more upon the soldiers they could gather under their respective standards and upon their power of intimidating, by means of them, the Roman assemblies. 

			There was a war to be waged with Mithridates, a very powerful Asiatic monarch, which promised great opportunities for acquiring fame and plunder. Sulla was appointed to the command. While he was absent, however, upon some campaign in Italy, Marius contrived to have the decision reversed, and the command transferred to him two officers, called tribunes, were sent to Sulla’s camp to inform him of the change. Sulla killed the officers for daring to bring him such a message and began immediately to march towards Rome. In retaliation for the murder of the tribunes, the party of Marius in the city killed some of Sulla’s prominent friends there, and a general alarm spread itself throughout the population. 

			The Senate, which was a sort of House of Lords, embodying mainly the power and influence of the patrician party, and was, of course, on Sulla’s side, sent out to him, when he had arrived within a few miles of the city, urging him to come no further. He pretended to comply; he marked out the ground for a camp; but he did not, on that account, materially delay his march. The next morning, he was in possession of the city. The friends of Marius attempted to resist him, by throwing stones upon his troops from the roofs of the houses. Sulla ordered every house from which these symptoms of resistance appeared to be set on fire. Thus, the whole population of a vast and wealthy city were thrown into a condition of extreme danger and terror, by the conflicts of two great bands of armed men, each claiming to be their friends.

			Defeat of Marius

			Marius was conquered in this struggle and fled for his life. Many of the friends whom he left behind him were killed. The Senate was assembled, and, at Sulla’s orders, a decree was passed declaring Marius a public enemy, and offering a reward to anyone who would bring his head back to Rome.

			His Flight

			Marius fled, friendless and alone, to the southward, hunted everywhere by men who were eager to get the reward offered for his head. After various romantic adventures and narrow escapes, he succeeded in making his way across the Mediterranean Sea and found at last a refuge in a hut among the ruins of Carthage. He was an old man, being now over 70 years of age.

			Return of Marius – He Marches Against Rome

			Of course, Sulla thought that his great rival and enemy was now finally disposed of, and he accordingly began to make preparations for his Asiatic campaign. He raised his army, built and equipped a fleet, and went away. As soon as he was gone, Marius’s friends in the city began to come forth, and to take measures for reinstating themselves in power. Marius returned, too, from Africa, and soon gathered about him a large army. Being the friend, as he pretended, of the lower classes of society, he collected vast multitudes of revolted slaves, outlaws and other desperadoes, and advanced towards Rome. He assumed, himself, the dress, and air, and savage demeanour of his followers. His countenance had been rendered haggard and cadaverous partly by the influence of exposures, hardships and suffering upon his advanced age, and partly by the stern and moody plans and determinations of revenge which his mind was perpetually revolving. He listened to the deputations which the Roman Senate sent out to him from time to time, as he advanced towards the city, but refused to make any terms. He moved forward with all the outward deliberation and calmness suitable to his years, while all the ferocity of a tiger was burning within.

			Executions by Order of Marius

			As soon as he had gained possession of the city, he began his work of destruction. He first beheaded one of the consuls, and ordered his head to be set up, as a public spectacle, in the most conspicuous place in the city. This was the beginning. All the prominent friends of Sulla, men of the highest rank and station, were then killed, wherever they could be found, without sentence, without trial, without any other accusation, even, than the military decision of Marius that they were his enemies and must die. For those against whom he felt any special animosity, he contrived some special mode of execution. One, whose fate he wished particularly to signalize, was thrown down from the Tarpeian Rock.

			The Tarpeian Rock

			The Tarpeian Rock was a precipice about 50 feet high, which is still to be seen in Rome, from which the worst of state criminals were sometimes thrown. They were taken up to the top by a stair and were then hurled from the summit to die miserably, writhing in agony after their fall upon the rocks below.

			The Story of Tarpeia – Subterranean Passages

			The Tarpeian Rock received its name from the ancient story of Tarpeia. The tale is that Tarpeia was a Roman girl, who lived at a time in the earliest periods of the Roman history, when the city was besieged by an army from are of the neighbouring nations. Besides their shields, the story is that the soldiers had golden bracelets upon their arms. They wished Tarpeia to open the gates and let them in. She promised to do so if they would give her their bracelets; but, as she did not know the name of the shining ornaments, the language she used to designate them was, ‘Those things you have upon your arms.’ The soldiers acceded to her terms; she opened the gates, and they, instead of giving her the bracelets, threw their shields upon her as they passed, until the poor girl was crushed down with them and destroyed. This was near the Tarpeian Rock, which afterward took her name. The rock is now found to be perforated by a great many subterranean passages, the remains, probably, of ancient quarries. Some of these galleries are now walled up; others are open; and the people who live around the spot believe, it is said, to this day, that Tarpeia herself sits, enchanted, far in the interior of these caverns, covered with gold and jewels, but that whoever attempts to find her is fated by an irresistible destiny to lose his way, and he never returns. The last story is probably as true as the other.

			Escape of Sulla’s Wife

			Marius continued his executions and massacres until the whole of Sulla’s party had been slain or put to flight. He made every effort to discover Sulla’s wife and child, with a view to destroying them also, but they could not be found. Some friends of Sulla, taking compassion on their innocence and helplessness, concealed them, and thus saved Marius from the commission of one intended crime. Marius was disappointed, too, in some other cases, where men whom he had intended to kill destroyed themselves to baffle his vengeance. One shut himself up in a room with burning charcoal and was suffocated with the fumes. Another bled himself to death upon a public altar, calling down the judgments of the god to whom he offered this dreadful sacrifice upon the head of the tyrant whose atrocious cruelty he was thus attempting to evade.

			Illness of Marius – Sulla Outlawed

			By the time that Marius had got fairly established in his new position, and was completely master of Rome, and the city had begun to recover a little from the shock and consternation produced by his executions, he fell sick. He was attacked with an acute disease of great violence. The attack was perhaps produced, and was certainly aggravated by, the great mental excitements through which he had passed during his exile, and in the entire change of fortune which had attended his return. From being a wretched fugitive, hiding for his life among gloomy and desolate ruins, he found himself suddenly transferred to the mastery of the world. His mind was excited, too, in respect to Sulla, whom he had not yet reached or subdued, but who was still prosecuting his war against Mithridates. Marius had had him pronounced by the Senate an enemy to his country and was meditating plans to reach him in his distant province, considering his triumph incomplete as long as his great rival was at liberty and alive. The sickness cut short these plans, but it only inflamed to double violence the excitement and the agitations which attended them.

			Marius Delirious – Death of Marius

			As the dying tyrant tossed restlessly upon his bed, it was plain that the delirious ravings which he began soon to utter were excited by the same sentiments of insatiable ambition and ferocious hate whose calmer dictates he had obeyed when well. He imagined that he had succeeded in supplanting Sulla in his command, and that he was himself in Asia at the head of his armies. Impressed with this idea, he stared wildly around; he called aloud the name of Mithridates; he shouted orders to imaginary troops; he struggled to break away from the restraints which the attendants about his bedside imposed, to attack the phantom foes which haunted him in his dreams. This continued for several days, and when at last nature was exhausted by the violence of these paroxysms of frenzy, the vital powers which had been for 70 long years spending their strength in deeds of selfishness, cruelty and hatred, found their work done, and sunk to revive no more.

			Return of Sulla – Marius’s Son – Proscriptions and Massacres of Sulla

			Marius left a son, of the same name with himself, who attempted to retain his father’s power; but Sulla, having brought his war with Mithridates to a conclusion, was now on his return from Asia, and it was very evident that a terrible conflict was about to ensue. Sulla advanced triumphantly through the country, while Marius the younger and his partisans concentrated their forces about the city and prepared for defence. The people of the city were divided, the aristocratic faction adhering to the cause of Sulla, while the democratic influences sided with Marius. 

			Political parties rise and fall, in almost all ages of the world, in alternate fluctuations, like those of the tides. The faction of Marius had been for some time in the ascendency, and it was now its turn to fall. Sulla found, therefore, as he advanced, everything favourable to the restoration of his own party to power. He destroyed the armies which came out to oppose him. He shut up the young Marius in a city not far from Rome, where he had endeavoured to find shelter and protection, and then advanced himself and took possession of the city. There he caused to be enacted again the horrid scenes of massacre and murder which Marius had perpetrated before, going, however, as much beyond the example which he followed as men usually do in the commission of crime. He gave out lists of the names of men whom he wished to have destroyed, and these unhappy victims of his revenge were to be hunted out by bands of reckless soldiers in their dwellings or in the places of public resort in the city, and dispatched by the sword wherever they could be found. The scenes which these deeds created in a vast and populous city can scarcely be conceived of by those who have never witnessed the horrors produced by the massacres of civil war. 

			Sulla himself went through with this work in the most cool and unconcerned manner, as if he were performing the most ordinary duties of an officer of state. He called the Senate together one day, and, while he was addressing them, the attention of the Assembly was suddenly distracted by the noise of outcries and screams in the neighbouring streets from those who were suffering military execution there. The senators started with horror at the sound. Sulla, with an air of great composure and unconcern, directed the members to listen to him, and to pay no attention to what was passing elsewhere. The sounds that they heard were, he said, only some correction which was bestowed by his orders on certain disturbers of the public peace.

			Executions – Extent of Sulla’s Proscriptions – Man’s Nature

			Sulla’s orders for the execution of those who had taken an active part against him were not confined to Rome. They went to the neighbouring cities and to distant provinces, carrying terror and distress everywhere. Still, dreadful as these evils were, it is possible for us, in the conceptions which we form, to overrate the extent of them. In reading the history of the Roman empire during the civil wars of Marius and Sulla, one might easily imagine that the whole population of the country was organized into the two contending armies and were employed wholly in the work of fighting with and massacring each other. But nothing like this can be true. It is obviously but a small part, after all, of an extended community that can be ever actively and personally engaged in these deeds of violence and blood. 

			Man is not naturally a ferocious wild beast. On the contrary, he loves, ordinarily, to live in peace and quietness, to till his lands and tend his flocks, and to enjoy the blessings of peace and repose. It is comparatively but a small number in any age of the world, and in any nation, whose passions of ambition, hatred or revenge become so strong as that they love bloodshed and war. But these few, when they once get weapons into their hands, trample recklessly and mercilessly upon the rest. One ferocious human tiger, with a spear or a bayonet to brandish, will tyrannize as he pleases over 100 quiet men, who are armed only with shepherds’ crooks, and whose only desire is to live in peace with their wives and their children.

			Husbandmen – How the Roman Edifices Were Built – Standing Armies

			Thus, while Marius and Sulla, with some hundred thousand armed and reckless followers, were carrying terror and dismay wherever they went, there were many millions of herdsmen and husbandmen in the Roman world who were dwelling in all the peace and quietness they could command, improving with their peaceful industry every acre where corn would ripen or grass grow. It was by taxing and plundering the proceeds of this industry that the generals and soldiers, the consuls and praetors, and proconsuls and propraetors, filled their treasuries, fed their troops and paid the artisans for fabricating their arms. With these avails they built the magnificent edifices of Rome and adorned its environs with sumptuous villas. As they had the power and the arms in their hands, the peaceful and the industrious had no alternative but to submit. They went on as well as they could with their labours, bearing patiently every interruption, returning again to till their fields after the desolating march of the army had passed away, and repairing the injuries of violence, and the losses sustained by plunder, without useless repining. They looked upon an armed government as a necessary and inevitable affliction of humanity and submitted to its destructive violence as they would submit to an earthquake or a pestilence. The tillers of the soil manage better in this country at the present day. They have the power in their own hands, and they watch very narrowly to prevent the organization of such hordes of armed desperadoes as have held the peaceful inhabitants of Europe in terror from the earliest periods down to the present day.

			Julius Caesar – Sulla’s Animosity Against Him – Caesar Refuses to Repudiate His Wife – His Flight

			When Sulla returned to Rome and took possession of the supreme power there, in looking over the lists of public men, there was one whom he did not know at first what to do with. It was the young Julius Caesar, the subject of this history. Caesar was, by birth, patrician, having descended from a long line of noble ancestors. There had been, before his day, a great many Caesars who had held the highest offices of the state, and many of them had been celebrated in history. He naturally, therefore, belonged to Sulla’s side, as Sulla was the representative of the patrician interest. But then Caesar had personally been inclined towards the party of Marius. The elder Marius had married his aunt, and, besides, Caesar himself had married the daughter of Cinna, who had been the most efficient and powerful of Marius’s co-adjutors and friends. 

			Caesar was at this time a very young man, and he was of an ardent and reckless character, though he had, thus far, taken no active part in public affairs. Sulla overlooked him for a time, but at length was about to put his name on the list of the proscribed. Some of the nobles, who were friends both of Sulla and of Caesar too, interceded for the young man; Sulla yielded to their request, or, rather, suspended his decision, and sent orders to Caesar to repudiate his wife, the daughter of Cinna. Her name was Cornelia. Caesar absolutely refused to repudiate his wife. He was influenced in this decision partly by affection for Cornelia and partly by a sort of stern and indomitable insubmissiveness, which formed, from his earliest years, a prominent trait in his character, and which led him, during all his life, to brave every possible danger rather than allow himself to be controlled. Caesar knew very well that, when this his refusal should be reported to Sulla, the next order would be for his destruction. He accordingly fled. 

			Sulla deprived him of his titles and offices, confiscated his wife’s fortune and his own patrimonial estate, and put his name upon the list of the public enemies. Thus, Caesar became a fugitive and an exile. The adventures which befell him in his wanderings will be described in the following chapter.

			Sulla Made Dictator – He Resigns His Power

			Sulla was now in the possession of absolute power. He was master of Rome and of all the countries over which Rome held sway. Still, he was nominally not a magistrate, but only a general returning victoriously from his Asiatic campaign, and putting to death, somewhat irregularly, it is true, by a sort of martial law persons whom he found, as he said, disturbing the public peace. After having thus effectually disposed of the power of his enemies, he laid aside, ostensibly, the government of the sword, and submitted himself and his future measures to the control of law. He placed himself ostensibly at the disposition of the city. They chose him dictator, which was investing him with absolute and unlimited power. He remained on this, the highest pinnacle of worldly ambition, a short time, and then resigned his power, and devoted the remainder of his days to literary pursuits and pleasures. Monster as he was in the cruelties which he inflicted upon his political foes, he was intellectually of a refined and cultivated mind, and felt an ardent interest in the promotion of literature and the arts.

			Opinion of Mankind in Regard to Marius and Sulla

			The quarrel between Marius and Sulla, in respect to everything which can make such a contest great, stands in the estimation of mankind as the greatest personal quarrel which the history of the world has ever recorded. Its origin was in the simple personal rivalry of two ambitious men. It involved, in its consequences, the peace and happiness of the world. In their reckless struggles, the fierce combatants trampled on everything that came in their way, and destroyed mercilessly, each in his turn, all that opposed them. Mankind have always execrated their crimes but have never ceased to admire the frightful and almost superhuman energy with which they committed them.
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