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Preface to Western Civilization

This is the syllabus and course outline for a five-year study of the history, literature and arts of Western Civilization from creation through the present.  The study is suitable for serious high school, college and adult students.  Once complete the student will understand the record of God’s providence in the West from a biblical worldview.  The course outline follows:

Year I: 
Ancient and Old Testament



Creation to 500 BC

Year II:
Classical and Early Church 



500 BC to 750

Year III:
Middle Ages through Scientific Revolution 

750-1715 

Year IV:
Modern Western and Economics


1715 to present

Year V:
American





1492 to present







The finest works available have been gathered and meticulously coordinated with each other.  Jackson Spielvogel’s college level Western Civilization textbook forms a spine for chronological treatment of the major dates, people, events, thoughts, publications, literature and arts of each period. This best-selling work includes hundreds of excerpts from original documents, color maps, paintings, photographs, timelines, commentary and extensive references.  Great works of literature parallel Spielvogel’s chronology in the renowned Norton’s Anthology of World Masterpieces for Western Civilization Volumes I & II. The Reformation Study Bible provides the text of scripture in the English Standard Version complete with faithful commentary and a plethora of study helps, maps and historical context for the Old and New Testaments. The Coram Deo Press Guides provide more extensive selections from the Greek historians Herodotus and Thucydides and early Roman histories by Julius Caesar, Livy, Tacitus and Pliny.  Eusebius’ History of the Early Church is the original fourth century work from the Apostles to Constantine, while the incomparable Augustine provides detailed commentary on the fall of Rome and universal history in City of God.  The main text for American history is America; A Concise History.  Additionally, a unique collection of original American historical and political documents designed for dispute and debate are contained in Opposing Viewpoints in American History while various sources provide a multi-media survey of the art, architecture and music from the Classical period through the present. 

Course administration has been thought through and written to satisfy the need for incremental guided study.  A study guide and schedule will accompany the coursework for each year of study.  This guide provides a specific book list to make purchasing as easy as possible.  Study guide questions and course pacing assure student understanding and progress.  Commentary and grading of specified assignments by qualified educators assure development of deepening thinking and expression about great ideas and questions that arise from the study. Exams will be forwarded to correspondence students and administered to classroom students to coincide with the schedule.  

Primary Resources for Five Year Study

· Western Civilization, Fourth Edition, Spielvogel, Jackson

· The Reformation Study Bible, Thompson
· The Drama of Scripture: Finding Our Place in the Biblical Story, Bartholomew, Craig G., Goheen, Michael W. 
· America: A Concise History, Third Edition, Henretta, James A.  
· And many other sources related to each specific year of study

Western Civilization Course Outline for Five Year Study

Detailed syllabi and course outlines accompany each year of study.

	Course Year
	Text Chapters

Western Civilization
	Additional Historical Sources
	Literature 

	Ancient & Old Testament Creation to 500 BC
	
	
	Summer Reading: 

To Kill a Mockingbird

Mara, Daughter of the Nile

King Solomon’s Mines

The Bronze Bow

	1st Quarter
	1. The Ancient Near East: The First Civilizations

2. The Ancient Near East: Peoples and Empires 
	Genesis 

Handouts on creation, evolution and the flood
	Job, Psalms, Proverbs, Ecclesiastes, Lamentations

	2nd and 3rd Quarters
	
	Ex, Nu, Dt, Js, Jd, Ru, Sam, K, Ez, Ne, Es,  Dn
	Bulfinch’s Mythology Age of Fables

	4th Quarter
	3. The Civilization of the Early Greeks to 500 BC
	The Greeks, PBS Video, Herodotus Bks 7 & 8
	The Iliad and Odyssey, Homer

	Classical and Early Church 

500 BC– AD 750


	
	
	Summer Reading:

The Ancient City 

Till We Have Faces, Lewis

Julius Caesar, Shakespeare

Ben Hur, Wallace

	1st Quarter
	3. The Civilization of Classical Greece from 500 BC

4. The Hellenistic World
	The Greeks, PBS Video, Thucydides,

History through Art of the Greeks CD-ROM
	Edith Hamilton’s Mythology, Oedipus the King and Antigone, The Apology of Socrates, Poetics of Aristotle

	2nd Quarter
	5. The Roman Republic

6. The Roman Empire
	Excerpts from Roman Historians, History through Art of the Romans CD-ROM
	The Aeneid of Virgil, and other Roman writers

	3rd Quarter
	
	I Maccabees, Luke, Acts, History of the Early Church, Eusebius
	Selected Pauline Epistles

	4th Quarter
	7. The Passing of the Roman World and the Emergence of Medieval Civilization
	City of God, Augustine

HSWTL I, Schaefer
	Augustine’s Confessions

	10th Grade

The Middle Ages through the Scientific Revolution 

750 – 1715  
	
	
	Summer Reading: 

Hamlet, Shakespeare 

Lord of the Rings Trilogy, Tolkien

	1st Quarter
	8. European Civilization in the Middle Ages, 750-1000

9. The Recovery and Growth of European Society in the High Middle Ages, 1000-1300
	HSWTL II, Schaefer

Art and Music  of the Middle Ages CD-ROMs Invitation to the Classics
	World Masterpieces for the Middle Ages

	2nd Quarter
	10. A New World of Cities and Kingdoms

11. The Late Middle Ages: Crisis and Disintegration in the Fourteenth Century
	
	

	3rd Quarter
	12. Recovery and Rebirth: The Age of the Renaissance

13. The Age of Reformation


	HSWTL III, Schaefer

Art and Music of the Renaissance CD-ROMs
	“

	4th Quarter
	14. Discovery and Crisis in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries

15. Response to Crisis: State Building and the Search for Order in the Seventeenth Century

16. Toward a New Heaven and a New Earth: The Scientific Revolution and the Emergence of Modern Science
	HSWTL IV

Art and Music of the Baroque Period 

Invitation to the Classics
	“

	11th Grade 

Modern History and Economics
	
	
	Summer Reading: 

A Tale of Two Cities, Dickens

Les Miserables, Hugo

Importance of Being Earnest, Wilde

Pride and Prejudice, Austen

	1st Quarter

European History to 1850
	17. The Eighteenth Century: An Age of Enlightenment

18. The Eighteenth Century: European States, International Wars and Social Change

19. A Revolution in Politics: The Era of the French Revolution and Napoleon

20. The Industrial Revolution and Its Impact on European Society


	Art and Music CDs 

HSWTL , Invitation to the Classics,  Original Sources and Documents.
	World Masterpieces Volume II A



	2nd Quarter
	21. Reaction, Revolution, and Romanticism

22. Nationalism and Realism

23. Mass Society in an “Age of Progress”

24. Modernity, Anxiety, and Imperialsim


	Original Sources and Documents.
	Modern European Literature

	3rd Quarter
	25. World War I and Revolution

26. Europe Between the Wars

27. World War II

28. Cold War and a New Western World)
	Original Sources and Documents.
	

	4th Quarter


	The Contemporary Western World , Economics
	Economics in One Lesson & 

Video Series on the Austrian School of Economics
	

	U. S. History History
	
	· James A. Henretta, America: A Concise History, 3rd ed..
· Online materials: http://www.bedfordstmartins.com/henrettaconcise2e/

	Summer Reading:

1776, McCullough

The Scarlet Letter, Hawthorne

The Great Gatsby, Fitzgerald

Grapes of Wrath, Steinbeck

	1st Quarter


	--The Creation of the American Society, 1450-1775.

--The New Republic, 1775-1820.


	Original Sources and Documents.
	World Masterpieces Volume IIB

American Literature Anthology

	2nd Quarter


	--The New Republic, 1775-1820 (continued).

--Economic Revolution and Sectional Strife, 1820-1877.


	Original Sources and Documents.
	

	3rd Quarter


	--A Maturing Industrial Society, 1877-1914.

--The Modern State and Society, 1914-1945.


	Original Sources and Documents.
	

	4th Quarter


	--The Modern State and Society, 1914-1945 (continued).

--America and the World, 1945 to the Present.
	Original Sources and Documents.
	


Ninth Grade History Classical and Early Church Syllabus         

Course Description

Coram Deo Academy History 9 students will study the history of Western Civilization from approximately 500 B.C. through approximately 750 A.D.  Special focus will be given to the cultures that most significantly shaped Western Civilization during this period, including Classical Greece, the Hellenistic world, the Roman Republic, the Roman Empire, the early Church--from its birthing through the spread of Christianity across the Near East and Europe—and the emerging Medieval civilization.  Students will read and learn from both Jackson Spielvogel’s textbook Western Civilization and the classic, Christian worldview writings of Luke (the biblical books of Luke and the Acts of the Apostles), Eusebius (The History of the Early Church), and Augustine of Hippo (City of God).  Students will learn the key dates of this period; the major individuals, nations, and events that shaped it; and the social, geographic, economic, political, and philosophical underpinnings of the era.

World-view perspectives will be addressed as students develop their ability to discern and discuss reality as the peoples of this time period--both Christian and non-Christian--saw it, including their perception of the nature of the external world, human nature, the good that occurred in the world around them, and their outlook regarding the meaning of history.  Students will also develop the ability to apply the knowledge and lessons of the Classical and Early Church to the challenges and issues of their own lives and world.

Course Prerequisites

Students need to demonstrate knowledge of ancient and Old Testament history, including creation, early mankind, old Israel from the Patriarchs through the Prophets, and the ancient Near East kingdoms, including the Hittites, Philistia, Assyria, Babylon, and Persia.

Course Objectives

· To learn the basic background, chronology, and history of Classical Greece, the Hellenistic world, the Roman Republic and Empire, the early Church, and the emerging Medieval European civilization from Spielvogel’s Western Civilization.

· To learn the history of the Jewish wars from I Maccabees. 

· To learn the history of Christ and the Early Church from its original historians, Luke and Eusebius.

· To learn a providential view of Universal and Roman history from Augustine of Hippo.

Student Materials

· Western Civilization, current edition, Spielvogel.

· Thucydides History of the Peloponnesian  War
· Excerpts from Roman Histories

· The Reformation Study Bible, New English Standard Version

· The History of the Early Church, Eusebius

· City of God, Augustine
· Coram Deo Press History/Literature Guide, including maps
· Coram Deo Press Online History Study Guide
Teacher Materials


All student texts, including the various handouts and articles in the Study Guide, and the CDA Online Study Guide.

Classroom Material

Overhead maps and illustrations of Classical Greece, the Hellenistic World, the Roman Republic and Empire, and the Early Church

DVDs/Videos:  The Greeks (PBS Documentary), Alexander the Great, Spartacus, St. Patrick, Augustine.

Primary Teaching Methods

Reading, followed by Study Guide assignments and discussion, Socratic interaction, debate, reading passages together and teacher or student explaining them, team presentations and skits, viewing and discussing pertinent works of arts, music and poetry, overhead visuals including maps and illustrations, lecture, individual and team review contests.

Assessment and Evaluative Methods

Discussion, demonstrations, debate, fill in the blank quizzes, mapping exercises, and tests that include timeline identification, identification of key terms and concepts, fill in the blank, matching of key terms and concepts, and both short and long essay.

Grading

Tests





50%


Other Assignments (including quizzes,
40%

maps, and debates)

Class Participation



10%

Approximate time per week

Two classes a week, 55 minutes per class and approximately 120 minutes of homework per classroom hour or four hours/week.
Course Sequence
	Quarter 1
	Quarter 2
	Quarter 3
	Quarter 4

	Reading & Discussion

Summer Reading  (The Ancient City)   

Spielvogel, Chapter. 3 (Classical Greece)

Spielvogel, Chapter 4

(Hellenistic World)

Thucydides

Aristotle 
	Reading & Discussion

Spielvogel, Chapter 5

(The Roman Republic)

Roman Historians I

(Livy, Chesterton, Cato, Tacitus,)

Spielvogel, Chapter 6

(The Roman Empire)

Roman Historians II

(Tacitus, Pliny the Younger, Baron deMontesquieu)

 
	Reading & Discussion

1Maccabees

The Gospel of Luke

The Acts of the Apostles

Eusebius (The History of the Church)


	Reading & Discussion

Spielvogel, Chapter 7

(The Passing of the Roman Empire and the Emergence of Medieval Civilization)

Augustine (The City of God)



	Study Guide Questions

CDA Online Study Guide

CDA History/Lit. Guide
	Study Guide Questions CDA Online Study Guide

CDA History/Lit. Guide


	Study Guide Questions CDA Online Study Guide

CDA History/Lit. Guide


	Study Guide Questions CDA Online Study Guide

CDA History/Lit. Guide



	Debates:

Classical Greece-Good or Bad?

Classical vs. Hellenistic Greece
	Debates:

Roman Empire-Good or Bad?

Roman Republic vs. Roman Empire
	Debates:

Early Church Pacifism vs. Violence

1st Century Jews vs. Romans
	Debates:

Did Christians Cause the Fall of Rome?

Eastern vs. Western Roman Empire

	Additional 

Video-The Greeks

Video-Alexander
	Additional
Roman Timeline

Video-Spartacus
	Additional

Early Church Timeline

Debate Tournament

Video-St. Patrick
	Additional

City of God Essay

Comprehensive Final Exam

Video-Augustine


Study Guide for sources and materials not found in Western Civilization
First Quarter Guide for Thucydides’ Histories of the Peloponnesian War

Read the section in Western Civilization pertaining to the Peloponnesian War and then read and study a few referenced excerpts as indicated below.  

Pericles’s War Speech
1. How does Pericles characterize the Athenians and the Peloponnesians? 

2. What assumptions does Pericles make (about history, values, ethics) in his justification of war? 

3. Compare and contrast Pericles's justification for war with the way the United States justified incursions in Vietnam, Panama, the Persian Gulf, and Iraq. Are their conventional patterns for war speeches that must be invoked to win popular support for a war? Does it make a difference if one is attacked or is initiating the conflict? 

Pericles’s Funeral Oration
4. How would you characterize the relationship between the Funeral Oration for war casualties and the Periclean building program? 
5. Paragraph 37: In what way did Athenian democracy provide equal justice for Socrates? Socrates broke with the will of the majority by corrupting the minds of Athenians-especially children- spurring their minds to question the state of the city-state’s affairs.  For this was he justly directed to self-banishment or hemlock? If women, non-citizens, and slaves are excluded from democratic participation, how will their rights hold up as the few against the many?
6. Paragraph 37: Although unwritten law, such as the English common law, has high value as a store of the values of the many, is it Athenian strength is it not more dependent on human application than the unique revealed law of the Hebrews?
7. Paragraph 39: Was Athenian openness a sign of a healthy free democracy?
8. Paragraph 39: Why did Athens choose education as they pleased yet still achieved manliness when Sparta’s training was so militarized?
9. Paragraph 39: Why did Athens find it necessary to advance unsupported into the territory of a neighbor, and fighting upon a foreign soil usually vanquish with ease men who are defending their homes.  Why advance on someone else’s homeland? The statement seems proud, independent, and aggressive.
10. Paragraph 39: Was pursuit of empire the cause of their downfall?
11. Paragraph 40: Was Athens’ democracy and system of public-private representatives successful?  
12. Paragraph 41: ”In short, I say that as a city we are the school of Hellas, while I doubt if the world can produce a man who, were he has only himself to depend upon, is equal to so many emergencies, and graced by so happy a versatility, as the Athenian.” Is this a description of an ideal citizen, or just a citizen happier then a Spartan?
13. Paragraph 41: Is Pericles encomium of Athenian society true or just a political puff speech?  What was his telos or central objection for the delivery of the speech?  

14. Paragraph 43: Did the men of war die in a just defensive war or because Pericles and others sent them to expand empire and in so doing they fell?
15. Paragraph 43: When similar language described the Spartan 300 at Thermopylae a generation earlier did it mean the same thing?      
16. Paragraph 43: If Athens has listened to Socrates could she have averted plague, war and defeat?
17. Paragraph 44: Was the American public policy to repopulate after WWII laden with similar goals as that of Pericles call to the Athenians?
18. Compare/contrast Periclean idealism and patriotism towards democratic Athens with our idealism and patriotism towards America. 

Pericles’s Last Speech
19. Compare/contrast the Funeral Oration with Pericles' last speech. How does Pericles differ in the values he affirms in each? How are these values related to understanding the war? 

20. How do you respond to Pericles' assumption that ". . .Anyone who is active will want to be like us, and those who do not succeed will envy us" (p. 55)? How does Pericles respond to complaints against Athenian actions? 

Some questions from Herodotus derived from http://www.willamette.edu/cla/wviews/thucydides.html#9. 

Second Quarter Study Guide for Roman Histories

Read the Roman Historian section at the end of this study guide and answer the following questions.  

Livy
1. Who was Livy?  When did he live and die and what distinguished him? 

Horatius Cocles at the Bridge
2. Who as Horatius and what was the subject of this piece? 

3. What do you admire about Horatius character?  Why do you think Livy recorded this legend in his collection? 

4. For what do you have similar passion that would cause you to take a stand like Horatius? 
Hannibal’s Crossing of the Alps
5. Who was Hannibal?  

6. When did the Crossing of the Alps take place and why? 

7. What unique obstacles did Hannibal face in this historic mountain crossing? 

8. What do you respect about Hannibal’s ability as a leader? 

Hannibal and Scipio at Zama
9. Who as Scipio and why were Hannibal and Scipio at war?

10. What was the result of their meeting and who prevailed?

11. Why do you think it would have been especially difficult for Hannibal to lose to Scipio? 

The War of the Gods and Demons, from Everlasting Man by G. K. Chesterton
12. What were the three to five most important points Chesterton makes in this treatment of the Punic Wars. 

Of Work on a Roman Farm, Cato, the Censor
13. Compare and contrast “Work on a Roman Farm” with work on a modern American farm.  

The Building of the Bridge across the Rhine

14. Who was Julius Caesar, when did he live and why is it important he wrote accounts of his military achievements?

15. What was Caesar seeking to accomplish by crossing the Rhine? 

16. What do you think of the Germanic people as a result of reading this piece? 

The Invasion of Britain and Overcoming the Nervii

17. After reading of the invasion of Britain, why would you like to serve under Julius Caesar’s command? Give specific examples of Caesar’s character and activities that support your answer. 

The Battle of Pharsalia and the Death of Pompey

18. Why did Caesar prevail over Pompey?  Give specific examples to support your answer. 

Tacitus
19. Who was Tacitus?

From Republican to Imperial Rome
20. Describe the transition from a republic to an empire. 

21. Who was Germanicus and what was important about the funeral? 

22. Was the death of Seneca just?  Why or why not? 

23. Would you have delivered the message to Seneca?  Why or why not? 

24. Why did Nero burn Rome?  Why did he blame the Christians?  Why do you think he could get away with these things? 

25. How could the method of payment to soldiers influence the prosecution of the siege of Cremona? 

26. What does this description tell you about the nature of man?

27. What do you think of Agricola? 

28. Were you surprised at the description of the Christians in Pliny’s province?  Why or why not?  

29. List and briefly describe the causes which destroyed Rome as described by Baron de Montesquieu in the 18th century AD.  Which do you consider to be the most important?

Roman Historians

LIVY
Born in Padua in 50 B.C.; died in 17 A.D.; one of the most famous of the Roman historians; his work, embracing the period from the founding of the city, comprised one hundred an forty-two books, of which early thirty-five have come down to us; he spent over forty years in writing the history; he wrote also philosophical dialogs and a work on rhetorical training.

I

HORATIUS COCLES AT THE BRIDGE

(About 510 B.C.)

  The Sublician bridge
 well-nigh afforded a passage to the enemy, had it not been for one man, Horatius Cocles, given by fortune on that day as a defense of Rome. He happened to be posted on guard at the bridge and when he saw the Janiculum taken by a sudden assault, and that the enemy were pouring down thence in full speed, and that his own party in terror and confusion were abandoning their arms and ranks – laying hold of them one by one, standing in their way, and appealing to the faith of gods and men, he declared “that their flight would avail them nothing if they deserted their post; if they passed the bridge and left it behind them, there would soon be more of the enemy in the Palatium and Capitol than in the Janiculum; for that reason he advised and charged them to demolish the bridge, by their sword, by fire, or by any means whatever; that he would stand the shock of the enemy as far as could be done by one man.”

  He then advanced to the first entrance of the bridge, and being easily distinguished among those who showed their backs in retreating from the fight, facing about to engage the foe hand to hand, by his surprizing bravery he terrified the enemy. Two indeed a sense of shame kept with him – Spurius Lartius and Titus Herminius – men eminent for their birth, and renowned for their gallant exploits. With them he for a short time stood the first storm of the danger, and the severest brunt of the battle. But as they who demolished the bridge called upon them to retire, he obliged them also to withdraw to a place of safety on a small portion of the bridge still left. Then casting his stern eyes round all the officers of the Etrurians in a threatening manner, he sometimes challenged them singly, sometimes reproached them all: “the slaves of haughty tyrants, who, regardless of their own freedom, came to oppress the liberty of others.” They hesitated for a considerable time, looking round one at the other, to commence the fight; shame then put the army in motion, and a shout being raised, they hurled their weapons from all sides on their single adversary; and when they all stuck in the shield held before him and he with no less obstinacy kept possession of the bridge with firm step, they now endeavored to thrust him down from it by one push, when at once the crash of the falling bridge, at the same time a shout of the Romans raised for joy at having completed their purpose, checked their ardor with sudden panic. Then Cocles says, “Holy father Tiberinus, I pray that thou wouldst receive these arms and this thy soldier in they propitious stream.” Armed as he was, he leapt into the Tiber, and, amid showers of darts hurled on him, swam across safe to his party, having dared an act which is likely to obtain more fame than belief with posterity. The state was grateful toward such valor; a statue was erected to him in the Comitium, and as much land was given to him as he plowed around in one day. The zeal of private individuals also was conspicuous among the public honors. For amid the great scarcity, each person contributed something to him according to his supply at home, depriving himself of his own support.

II

HANNIBAL’S CROSSING OF THE ALPS

(218 B.C.)

From the Druentia, by a road that lay principally through plains. Hannibal arrived at the Alps without molestation from the Gauls who inhabit those regions. Then, tho the scene had been previously anticipated from report (by which uncertainties are wont to be exaggerated), yet the height of the mountains when viewed so near, and the snows almost mingling with the sky, the shapeless huts situated on the cliffs, the cattle and beasts of burden withered by the cold, the men unshorn and wildly drest, all things, animate and inanimate, stiffened with frost, and other objects more terrible to be seen than described, renewed their alarm.

  To them, marching up the first acclivities, the mountaineers appeared occupying the heights overhead, who, if they had occupied the more concealed valleys, might, by running out suddenly to the attack, have occasioned great flight and havoc. Hannibal orders them to halt, and having sent forward Gauls to view the ground, when he found there was no passage that way, he pitches his camp in the widest valley he could find, among places all rugged and precipitous. Then, having learned from the same Gauls, when they had mixed in conversation with the mountaineers, from whom they differed little in language and manners, that the pass was only beset during the day, and that at night each withdrew to his own dwelling, he advanced at the dawn to the heights, as if designing openly and by day to force his way through the defile. The day then being passed in feigning a different attempt from that which was in preparation, when they had fortified the camp in the same place where they had halted, as soon as he perceived that the mountaineers had descended from the heights, and that the guards were withdrawn, having lighted for show a greater number of fires than was proportioned to the number that remained, and having left the baggage in the camp, with the cavalry and the principal part of the infantry, he himself with a party of light-armed soldiers, consisting of all the most courageous of his troops, rapidly cleared the defile, and took posts on those very heights which the enemy had occupied.

  At dawn of light the next day the camp broke up, and the rest of the army began to move forward. The mountaineers, on a signal being given, were now assembling from their forts to their usual station, when they suddenly behold part of the enemy overhanging them from above, in possession of their former position, and the others passing along the road. Both these objects, presented at the same time to the eye and the mind, made them stand motionless for a little while; but when they afterward saw the confusion in the pass, and that the marching body was thrown into disorder by the tumult which itself created, principally from the horses being terrified, thinking that whatever terror they added would suffice for the destruction of the enemy, they scramble along the dangerous rocks, as being accustomed alike to pathless and circuitous ways. Then indeed the Carthaginians were opposed at once by the enemy and by the difficulties of the ground; and each striving to escape first from the danger, there was more fighting among themselves than with their opponents. The horses, in particular, created danger in the lines, which being terrified by the discordant clamors that the groves and reechoing valleys augmented, fell into confusion; and if by chance struck or wounded, they were so dismayed that they occasioned a great loss both of men and baggage of every description; and as the pass on both sides was broken and precipitous, this tumult threw many down to an immense depth, some even of the armed men; but the beasts of burden, with their loads, were rolled down like the fall of some vast fabric.

  Tho these disasters were shocking to view, Hannibal, however, held his place for a little, and kept his men together, lest he might augment the tumult an disorder; but afterward, when he saw the line broken, and that there was danger that he should bring over his army preserved to no purpose if deprived of their baggage, he hastened down from the higher ground; and tho he had routed the enemy by the first onset alone, he at the same time increased the disorder in his own army; but that tumult was composed in a moment, after the roads were cleared by the flight of the mountaineers, and presently the whole army was conducted through, not only without being disturbed, but almost in silence. He then took a fortified place, which was the capital of that district, and the little villages that lay around it and fed his army for three days with the corn and cattle he had taken; and during these three days, as the soldiers were neither obstructed by the mountaineers, who had been daunted by the first engagement nor yet much by the ground, he made considerable way.

  He then came to another state, abounding, for a mountainous country, with inhabitants, where he was nearly overcome, not by open war, but by his own arts of treachery and ambuscade. Some old men, governors of forts, came as deputies to the Carthaginian, professing, “that having been warned by the useful example of the calamities of others, they wished rather to experience the friendship than the hostilities of the Carthaginians; they would, therefore, obediently execute his commands, and begged that he would accept of a supply of provisions, guides of his march, and hostages for the sincerity of their promises.” Hannibal, when he had answered them in a friendly manner, thinking that they should neither be rashly trusted nor yet rejected, lest if repulsed they might openly become enemies, having received the hostages whom they proffered, and made use of the provisions which they of their own accord brought down to the road, followed their guides, by no means as among a people with whom he was at peace, but with his line of march in close order. The elephants and cavalry formed the van of the marching body; he himself, examining everything around, and intent on every circumstance, followed with the choices; of his infantry. When they came into a narrower pass, lying on one side beneath an overhanging eminence, the barbarians, rising at once on all sides from their ambush, assail them in front and rear, both at close quarters and from a distance, and roll down huge stones on the army. The most numerous body of men prest on the rear; against whom the infantry facing about and directing their attack made it very obvious that had not the rear of the army been well supported, a great loss must have been sustained in that pass. Even as it was, they came to the extremity of danger, and almost to destruction; for while Hannibal hesitated to lead down his division into the defile, because, tho he himself was a protection to the cavalry, he had not in the same way left any aid to the infantry in the rear; the mountaineers, charging obliquely, and on having broken through the middle of the army, took possession of the road; and one night was spent by Hannibal without his cavalry and baggage. 

  On the standards being moved forward at daybreak, when the army proceeded slowly over all places entirely blocked up with snow, and languor and despair strongly appeared in the countenances of all. Hannibal, having advanced before the standards, and ordered the soldiers to half on a certain eminence, whence here was a prospect far and wide, pointed out to them Italy and the plains of the Po, extending themselves beneath the Alpine mountains; and said “that they were now surmounting not only the ramparts of Italy, but also of the city of Rome; that the rest of the journey would be smooth and down-hill; that after one, or, at most, a second battle, they would have the citadel and capital of Italy in their power and possession.” The army then began to advance, the enemy now making no attempts beyond petty thefts, as opportunity offered. But the journey proved much more difficult than it had been in the ascent, as the declivity of the Alps, being generally shorter on the side of Italy, is consequently steeper; for nearly all the road was precipitous, narrow, and slippery, so that neither those who made the least stumble could prevent themselves from falling, nor, when fallen, remain in the same place, but rolled, both men and beasts of burden, one upon another.

  They then came to a rock much more narrow, and formed of such perpendicular ledges that a light-armed soldier, carefully making the attempt, and clinging with his hands to the bushes and roots around, could with difficult lower himself down. The ground, even before very steep by nature, had been broken by a recent falling away of the earth into a precipice of nearly a thousand feet in depth. Here when the cavalry halted, as if at the end of their journey, it was announced to Hannibal, wondering what obstructed the march, that the rock was impassable.

  Having then gone himself to view the place, it seemed clear to him that he must lead his army, by however great a circuit, through the pathless and untrodden regions around it. But this route also proved impracticable; for while the new snow of a moderate depth remained on the old, which had not been removed, their footsteps were planted with ease as they walked upon the new snow, which was soft and not too deep; but when it was dissolved by the trampling of so many men and beasts of burden, they then walked on the bare ice below, and through the dirty fluid formed by the melting snow. Here there was a wretched struggle, both on account of the slippery ice not affording any hold to the step, and giving way beneath the foot more readily by reason of the slope; and whether they assisted themselves in rising by their hands or their knees, their supports themselves giving way, they would tumble again; nor were there any stumps or roots near by pressing against which one might with hand or foot support oneself; so that they only floundered on the smooth ice and amidst the melted snow. The beasts of burden sometimes also cut into this lower ice by merely treading upon it, at others they broke it completely through, by the violence with which they struck in their hoofs in their struggling, so that most of the, as if taken in a trap, stuck in the hardened and deeply frozen ice.

  At length, after the men and beasts of burden had been fatigued to no purpose, the camp was pitched on the summit, the ground being cleared for that purpose with great difficulty, so much snow was there to be dug out and carried away. The soldiers being then set to make a way down the cliff, by which alone a passage could be effected, and it being necessary that they should cut through the rocks, having felled and lopped a number of large trees which grew around, they make a huge pile of timber; and as soon as a strong wind fit for exciting the flames arose, they set fire to it, and pouring vinegar on the heated stones, they render them soft and crumbling. They then open a way with iron instruments through the rock thus heated by the fire, and soften its declivities by gentle windings, so that not only the beasts of burden, but also the elephants, could be led down it. Four days were spent about this rock, the beasts nearly perishing through hunger; for the summits of the mountains are for the most part bare, and if there is any pasture the snows bury it. The lower parts contain valleys, and some sunny hills, and rivulets flowing beside woods, and scenes more worthy of the abode of man. There the beasts of burden were sent out to pasture, and rest given for three days to the men, fatigued with forming the passage; they then descended into the plains, the country and the dispositions of the inhabitants being now less rugged.

  In this manner chiefly they came to Italy, in the fifth month (as some authors relate) after leaving New Carthage, having crossed the Alps in fifteen days. What number of forces Hannibal had when he had passed into Italy is by no means agreed upon by authors. Those who state them at the highest make mention of a hundred thousand foot and twenty thousand  horse; those who state them at the lowest of twenty thousand foot and six thousand horse. Lucius Cincius Alimentus, who relates that he was made prisoner by Hannibal, would influence me most as an authority did he not confound the number by adding the Gauls and Ligurians. Including these (who, it is more probably, flocked to him afterward, as some authors assert), he says that eighty thousand foot and ten thousand horse were brought into Italy; and that he had heard from Hannibal himself that, after crossing the Rhone, he had lost thirty-six thousand men, and an immense number of horses and other beasts of burden among the Taurini,
 the next nation to the Gauls, as he descended into Italy.

III

HANNIBAL AND SCIPIO AT ZAMA

(202 B.C.)

  Hannibal had by this time arrived at Adrumentum,
 from which place, after employing a few days there in refreshing his soldiers, who had suffered from the motion by sea, he proceeded by forced marches to Zama, roused by the alarming statements of messengers, who brought word that all the country round Carthage was filled with armed troops. Zama is distant from Carthage a five days’ journey. Some spies, whom he had sent out from this place, being intercepted by the Roman guard, and brought before Scipio, he directed that they should be handed over to the military tribunes, and after having been desired fearlessly to survey everything, he conducted them through the camp wherever they chose; then, asking them whether they had examined everything to their satisfaction, he assigned them an escort, and sent them back to Hannibal. Hannibal received none of the circumstances which were reported to him with feelings of joy; for they brought word that as it happened, ‘Masinissa’ had joined the enemy that very day, with six thousand infantry and four thousand horse; but he was principally dispirited by the confidence of his enemy, which doubtless, was not conceived without some ground. Accordingly, tho he himself was the originator of the war, and by his coming had upset the truce which had been entered into, and cut off all hopes of a treaty, yet, concluding that more favorable terms might be obtained if he solicited peace while his strength was unimpaired than when vanquished, he sent a message to Scipio requesting permission to confer with him.

  Their armed attendants having retired to an equal distance, they met, each attended by one interpreter, being the greatest generals not only of their own times, but of any to be found in the records of the times preceding them, and equal to any of the kings or generals of any nation whatever. When they came within sight of each other they remained silent for short time, thunderstruck, as it were, with mutual admiration. At length Hannibal thus began:

  “Since fate hath so ordained it, that I, who was the first to wage war upon the Romans, and who have so often had victory almost within my reach, should voluntarily come to sue for peace, I rejoice that it is you, above all others, from whom it is my lot to solicit it. To you, also, amidst the many distinguished events of your life, it will not be esteemed one of the least glorious that Hannibal, to whom the gods had so often granted victory over the Roman generals, should have yielded to you; and that you should have put an end to this war, which has been rendered remarkable by your calamities before it was by ours. In this, also, fortune would seem to have exhibited a disposition to sport with events, for it was when your father was Consul that I first took up arms; he was the first Roman general with whom I engaged in a pitched battle; and it is to his son that I now come unarmed to solicit peace. It were, indeed, most to have been desired that the gods should have put such dispositions into the minds of our fathers, that you should have been content with the empire of Italy and we with that of Africa; nor, indeed, even to you, are Sicily and Sardinia of sufficient value to compensate you for the loss of so many fleets, so many armies, so many and such distinguished generals.

  “But what is past may be more easily censured than retrieved. In our attempts to acquire the possessions of others, we have been compelled to fight for our own; and not only have you had a war in Italy, and we also in Africa, but you have beheld the standards and arms of your enemies almost in your gates and on your walls, and we now, from the walls of Carthage, distinctly hear the din of a Roman camp. What, therefore, we should most earnestly deprecate, and you should most devoutly wish for is now the case: peace is proposed at a time when you have the advantage. We who negotiate it are the persons whom it most concerns to obtain it, and we are persons whose arrangements, be they what they will, our states will ratify. All we want is a disposition not averse from peaceful counsels. So far as relates to myself, time (for I am returning to that country an old man which I left a boy),
 and prosperity, and adversity, have so schooled me that I am more inclined to follow reason than fortune. But I fear your youth and uninterrupted good fortune, both of which are apt to inspire a degree of confidence ill comporting with pacific counsels. Rarely does that man consider the uncertainly of events whom fortune hath never deceived. What I was at Trasimenus and at Cannae that you are this day. Invested with command when you had scarcely yet attained the military age, tho all your enterprises were of the boldest description, in no instance has fortune deserted you. Avenging the death of your father and uncle, you have derived from the calamity of your house the high honor of distinguished valor and filial duty. You have recovered Spain, which had been lost, after driving thence four Carthaginian armies. When elected Consul, tho all others wanted courage to defend Italy, you crossed over into Africa, where, having cut to pieces two armies, having at once captured and burned two camps in the same hour, having made prisoner Syphax, a most powerful king, and seized so many towns of his dominions and so many of ours, you have dragged me from Italy, the possession of which I had firmly held for now sixteen years. . . .

  “Formerly, in this same country, Marcus Atilius would have formed one among the few instances of good fortune and valor, if, when victorious, he had granted a peace to our fathers when they requested it; but by not setting any bounds to his success, and not checking good fortune, which was elating him, he fell with a degree of ignominy proportioned to his elevation. It is, indeed, the right of him who grants, and not of him who solicits it, to dictate the terms of peace; but perhaps we may not be unworthy to impose upon ourselves the fine. We do not refuse that all those possessions on account of which the war was begun should be yours – Sicily, Sardinia, Spain, with all the islands lying in any part of the sea, between Africa and Italy. Let us Carthaginians, confined within the shores of Africa, behold you, since such is the pleasure of the gods, extending your empire over foreign nations, both by sea and land. I can not deny that you have reason to suspect the Carthaginian faith, in consequence of their insincerity lately in soliciting a peace and while awaiting the decision. The sincerity with which a peace will be observed depends much, Scipio, on the person by whom it is sought. Your Senate, as I hear, refused to grant a peace, in some measure, because the deputies were deficient in respectability. It is I, Hannibal, who now solicit peace, who would neither ask for it unless I believed it expedient, nor will I fail to observe it for the same reason of expedience on account of which I have solicited it. And in the same manner as I, because the war was commenced by me, brought it to pass that no one regretted it till the gods began to regard mm with displeasure, so will I also exert myself that no one may regret the peace procured by my means.”

  In answer to these things the  Roman general spoke nearly to the following effect:

  “I was aware that it was in consequence of the expectation of your arrival that the Carthaginians violated the existing faith of the truce and broke off all hope of a peace. Nor, indeed, do you conceal the fact; inasmuch as you artfully withdraw from the former conditions of peace every concession except what relates to those things which have for a long time been in our own power. But as it is your object that your countrymen should be sensible how great a burden they are relieved from by your means, so it is incumbent upon me to endeavor that they may not receive, as the reward of their perfidy, the concessions which they formerly stipulated, by expunging them now from the conditions of the peace. Tho you do not deserve to be allowed the same conditions as before, you now request even to be benefited by your treachery. Neither did our fathers first make war respecting Sicily, nor did we respecting Spain. In the former case, the danger which threatened our allies, the Mamertines, and in the present the destruction of Saguntum, girded us with just and pious arms. That you were the aggressors, both you yourselves confess and the gods are witnesses, who determined the issue of the former wars, and who are now determining, and will determine the issue of the present according to right and justice. As to myself, I am not forgetful of the instability of human affairs, but consider the influence of fortune, and am well aware that all our measures are liable to a thousand casualties. But as I should acknowledge that my conduct would savor of insolence and oppression if I rejected you on your coming in person to solicit peace, before I crossed over into Africa, you voluntarily retiring from Italy and after you had embarked your troops, so now, when I have dragged you into Africa almost by manual force, notwithstanding your resistance and evasions. I am not bound to treat you with any respect. Wherefore, if in addition to those stipulations on which it was considered that a peace would at that time have been agreed upon, and what they are you are informed, a compensation is proposed for having seized our ships, together with their stores, during a truce, and for the violence offered to our ambassadors. I shall then have matter to lay before my council. But if these things also appear oppressive, prepare for war, since you could not brook the conditions of peace.”

  Thus, without effecting an accommodation, when they had returned from the conference to their armies, they informed them that words had been bandied to no purpose, that the question must be decided by arms, and that they must accept that fortune which the gods assigned them.

  When they had arrived at their camps, they both issued orders that their soldiers should get their arms in readiness and prepare their minds for the final contest; in which, if fortune should favor them, they would continue victorious, not for a single day, but forever. “Before tomorrow night,” they said, “they would know whether Rome or Carthage should give laws to the world; and that neither Africa nor Italy, but the whole world would be the prize of victory; that the dangers which threatened those who had the misfortune to be defeated were proportioned to the rewards of the victors.” For the Romans had not any place of refuge in an unknown and foreign land, and immediate destruction seemed to await Carthage if the troops which formed her last reliance were defeated. To this important contest, the day following two generals, by far the most renowned of any, and belonging to two of the most powerful nations in the world, advanced either to crown of overthrow, on that day, the many honors they had previously acquired. . . . 

  While the general was busily employed among the Carthaginians, and the captains of the respective nations among their countrymen, most of them employing interpreters among troops intermixed with those of different nations, the trumpets and cornets of the Romans sounded; and such a clamor arose that the elephants, especially those in the left wing turned round upon their own party, the Moors and Numidians. Masinissa had no difficulty in increasing the alarm of the terrified enemy, and deprived them of the aid of their cavalry in that wing. A few, however, of the beasts which were driven against the enemy, and were not turned back through fear, made great havoc among the ranks of the velites, tho not without receiving many wounds themselves; for when the velites, retiring to the companies, had made way for the elephants, that they might not be trampled down; they discharged their darts as the beasts, exposed as they were to wounds on both sides, those in the van also keeping up a continual discharge of javelins; until, driven out of the Roman line by the weapons which fell upon them from all quarters these elephants also put to flight even the cavalry of the Carthaginians posted in their right wing. Laelius, when he saw the enemy in disorder, struck additional terror into them in their confusion.

  The Carthaginian line was deprived of the cavalry on both sides, when the infantry who were now not a match for the Romans in confidence or strength, engaged. In addition to this there was one circumstance, trifling in itself, but at the same time producing important consequences in the action. On the part of the Romans the shout was uniform, and on that account louder and more terrific; while the voices of the enemy, consisting as they did of many nations of different languages, were dissonant. The Romans used the stationary kind of fight, pressing upon the enemy with their own weight and that of their arms; but on the other side there was more of skirmishing and rapid movement than force.

  Accordingly, on the first charge, the Romans immediately drove back the line of their opponents: then pushing them with their elbows and the bosses of their shields, and pressing forward into the places from which they had pushed them, they advanced a considerable space, as tho there had been no one to resist them, those who formed the rear urging forward those in front when they perceived the line of the enemy giving way, which circumstance itself gave great additional force in repelling them. On the side of the enemy, the second line, consisting of the Africans and Carthaginians, were so far from supporting the first line when giving ground, that on the contrary, they are retired, lest their enemy, by slaying those who made a firm resistance, should penetrate to themselves also. Accordingly, the auxiliaries suddenly turned their backs, and facing about upon their own party, fled some of them into the second line, while others slew those who did not receive them into their ranks, since before they did not support them, and now refused to receive them.

  And now there were , in a manner, two contests going on together, the Carthaginians being compelled to fight at once with the enemy and with their own party. Now even then, however, did they receive into their line the terrified and exasperated troops; but closing their ranks, drove them out of the scene of action to the wings, and soldiers, terrified with defeat and wounds, with that part of their line which was firm and fresh. But such a help of men and arms had filled the space in which the auxiliaries a little while ago had stood that it was almost more difficult to pass through it than through a close line of troops. The spearman, therefore, who formed the front line, pursuing the enemy as each could find a way through the heap of arms and men, and streams of blood, threw into complete disorder the battalions and companies. The standards, also, of the principes had begun to waver when they saw the line before them driven from their ground. Scipio, perceiving this, promptly ordered the signal to be given for the spearmen to retreat, and, having taken his wounded into the rear, brought the principes and triarii to the wings, in order that the line of spearmen in the center might be more strong and secure. thus a fresh and renewed battle commenced, inasmuch as they had penetrated to their real antagonists, men equal to them in the nature of their arms, in their experience in war, in the fame of their achievements, and the greatness of their hopes and fears. But the Romans were superior both in numbers and courage, for they had now routed both the cavalry and the elephants, and, having already defeated the front line, were fighting against the second.

  Hannibal, after performing this, as it were, his last work of valor, fled to Adrumetum, whence, having been summoned to Carthage, he returned thither in the six and thirtieth year after he had left it when a boy, and confest in the senate house that he was defeated, not only in the battle, but in the way, and that there was ho hope of safety in anything but obtaining peace.

VII

THE WAR OF THE GODS AND THE DEMONS

  The materialist theory of history, that all politics and ethics are the expression of economics, is a very simple fallacy indeed. It consists simply of confusing the necessary conditions of life with the normal preoccupations of life, that are quite a different thing. It is like saying that because a man can only walk about on two legs, therefore he never walks about except to buy shoes and stockings. Man can not live without the two props of food and drink, which support him like two legs; but to suggest that they have been the motives of all his movements in history is like saying that the goal of all his military marches on religious pilgrimages must have been the Golden Leg of Miss Kilmansegg or the ideal and perfect leg of Sir Willoughby Patterne. But it is such movements that make up the story of mankind and without them there would practically be no story al all. Cows may be purely economic, in the sense that we can not see that they do much beyond grazing and seeking better grazing grounds; and that is why a history of cows in twelve volumes would not be very lively reading. Sheep and goats may be pure economists in their external action at least; but that is why the sheep has hardly been a hero of epic wars and empires thought worthy of detailed narration; and even the more active quadruped has not inspired a book for boys called Golden Deeds of Gallant Goats or any similar title. But so far from the movements that make up the story of man being economic, we may say that the story only begins where the motive of the cows and sheep leaves off. It will be hard to maintain that the Crusaders went from their homes into a howling wilderness because cows go from a wilderness to a more comfortable grazing ground. It will be hard to maintain that the Arctic explorers went north with the same material motive that made the swallows go south. And if you leave things like all the religious wars and all the merely adventurous explorations out of the human story, it will not only cease to be human at all but cease to be a story at all. The outline of history is made of these decisive curves and angles determined by the will of man. Economic history would not even be history.

   But there is a deeper fallacy besides this obvious fact; that men need not live for food merely because they cannot live without food. The truth is that the things most present to the mind of man is not the economic machinery necessary to this existence; but rather that existence itself; the world which he sees when he wakes every morning and the nature of his general position in it. There is something that is nearer to him than livelihood, and that is life. For once that he remembers exactly what work produces his wages and exactly what wages produce his meals, he reflects ten times that it is a fine day or it is a queer world, or wonders whether life is worth living, or wonders whether marriage is a failure, or is pleased and puzzled with his won children, or remembers his own youth, or in any such fashion vaguely reviews the mysterious lot of man. This is true of the majority even of the wage slaves of our morbid modern industrialism, which by its hideousness and inhumanity has really forced the economic issue to the front. It is immeasurably more true of the multitude of peasants or hunters or fishers who make up the real mass of mankind. Even those dry pedants who thin that ethics depend on economics must admit that economics depend on existence. And any number of normal doubts and day-dreams are about existence; not about how we can live, but about why we do. And the proof of it is simple, as simple as suicide. Turn the universe upside down in the mind and you turn all the political economists upside down with it. Suppose that a man wishes to die, and the professor of political economy becomes rather a bore with his elaborate explanations of how he is to live. And all the departures and decisions that make our human past into a story have this character of diverting the direct course of pure economics. As the economist may be excused from calculating the future salary of a suicide, so he may be excused from providing an old age pension for a martyr. As he need not provide for the future of a martyr, so he need not provide for the family of a monk. His plan is modified in lesser and varying degrees by a man being a soldier and dying for his own country, by a man being a peasant and specially loving his own land, by a man being more or less affected by any religion of that forbids or allows him to do this or that. But all these come back not to an economic calculation about livelihood but to an elemental outlook upon life. They all come back to what a man fundamentally fell, when he looks forth from those strange windows which we call the eyes, upon that strange vision that we call the world.

  No wise man will wish to bring more long words into the world. But it may be allowable to say that we need a new thing: which may be called psychological history. I mean the consideration of what things meant in the mind of a man, especially an ordinary man; as distinct from what is defined or deduced merely from official forms or political pronouncements. I have already touched on it in such a case as the totem or indeed any other popular myth. It is not enough to be told that a tom-cat was called a totem; especially when it was not called a totem. We want to know what it felt like. Was it like Whittington’s cat or like a witch’s cat? Was its real name Pasht
 or Puss-In-Boots? That is the sort of thing we need touching the nature of political and social relations. We want to know the real sentiment that was the social bond of many common men, as sane and as selfish as we are. What did soldiers feel when they saw splendid in the sky that strange totem that we call the Golden Eagle of the Legions: What did vassals feel about those other totems the lions or the leopards upon the shield of their lord? So long as we neglect this subjective side of history, which may more simply be called the inside of history, there will always be a certain limitation on that science which can be better transcended by art. So long as the historian cannot do that, fiction will be truer than fact. There will be more reality in a novel; yes, even in a historical novel.

  In nothing is this new history needed so much as in the psychology of war. Our history is stiff with official documents, public or private, which tell us nothing of the things itself. At the worst we only have the official posters, which could not have been spontaneous precisely because they were official. At the best we have only the secret diplomacy, which could not have been popular precisely because it was secret. Upon one or other of these is based the historical judgment about the real reasons that sustained the struggle. Governments fight for colonies or commercial rights; governments fight about harbors or high tariffs; governments fight for a gold mine or a pearl fishery. It seems sufficient to answer that governments do not fight at all. Why do the fighters fight? What is the psychology that sustains the terrible and wonderful thing called a war? Nobody who knows anything of soldiers believes the silly notion of the dons, that millions of men can be ruled by force. If they were all to slack, it would be impossible to punish all the slackers. And the least little touch of slacking would lose a whole campaign in half a day. What did men rally feel abut the policy? If it be said that they accepted the policy from the politician, what did they feel about the politician? If the vassals warred blindly for their prince, what did those blind men see in their prince?

  There is something we all know which can only be rendered, in an appropriate language, as realpolitik. As a matter of fact, it is an almost insanely unreal politik. It is always stubbornly and stupidly repeating that men fight for material ends, without reflecting for a moment that the material ends are hardly ever material to the men who fight. In any case no man will die for practical politics, just as no one will die for pay. Nero could not hire a hundred Christians to be eaten by lions at a shilling an hour; for men will not be martyred for money. But the vision called up by real politik, or realistic politics, is beyond example crazy and incredible. Does anybody in the world believe that a soldier says, ‘My leg is nearly dropping off, but I shall go on till it drops; for after all I shall enjoy fall the advantages of my government obtaining a warm-water port in the Gulf o Finland.’ Can anybody suppose that a clerk turned conscript says, ‘If I am gassed I shall probably die in torments; but it is a comfort to reflect that should I ever decide to become a pearl –diver in the South Seas, that career is now open to me and my countrymen.” Materialist history is the most madly incredible of all histories, or even of all romances. Whatever starts wars, the thing that sustains wars is something in the soul; that is something akin to religion. It is what men feel about life and about death. A man near to death is dealing directly with an absolute: it is nonsense to say he is concerned only with relative and remote complications that death in any case will end. If he is sustained by certain loyalties, they must be loyalties as simple as death. They are generally two ideas, which are only two sides of one idea. The first is the love of something said to be threatened, if it be only vaguely known as home; the second is dislike and defiance of some strange thing that threatens it. The first is far more philosophical than it sounds, though we need not discuss it here. A man does not want his national house destroyed or even changed, because he cannot even remember all the good things that go with it; just as he does not want hi house burnt down, because he can hardly count all the things he would miss. Therefore he fights for what sounds like a hazy abstraction, but is really a house. But the negative side of it is quite as noble as well as quite as strong. Men fight hardest when they feel that the foe is at once an old enemy and an eternal stranger, that his atmosphere is alien and antagonistic; as the French feel about the Prussian or the Eastern Christians about the Turk. If we say it is a difference of religion, people will drift into dreary bickerings about sects and dogmas. We will pity them and say it is a difference about death and daylight; a difference that does really come like a dark shadow between our eyes and the day. Men can think of this difference even at the point of death; for it is a difference about the meaning of life.     

  Men are moved in these things by something far higher and holier than policy; by hatred. When men hung on in the darkest days of the Great war, suffering either in their bodies or in their souls for those they loved, they were long past caring about details of diplomatic objects as motives for their refusal to surrender. Of myself and those I knew best I can answer for the vision that made surrender impossible. It was the vision of the German emperor’s face as he rode into Paris. This is not the sentiment which some of my idealistic friends describe as Love. I am quite content to call it hatred; the hatred of hell and all its works, and to agree that as they do not believe in hell they need not believe in hatred. But in the face of this prevalent prejudice, this long introduction has been unfortunately necessary, to ensure an understanding of what is meant by a religious war. There is a religious war when two worlds meet; that is, when two visions of the world meet; or in more modern language when two moral atmospheres meet. What is the one man’s breath in the other man’s poison; and it is vain to talk of giving a pestilence a place in the sun. And this is what we must understand, even at the expense of digression, if we would see what really happened in the Mediterranean; when right athwart the rising of the Republic on the Tiber, a thing overtopping and disdaining it, dark with all the riddles of Asia and trailing all the tribes and dependencies of imperialism, came Carthage riding on the sea.

  The ancient religion of Italy was on the whole that mixture which we have considered under the head of mythology; save that where the Greeks had a natural turn for the mythology, the Latins seem to have had a real turn for religion. Both multiplied gods, yet they sometimes seem to have multiplied them for almost opposite reasons. It would seem sometimes as if the Greek polytheism branched and blossomed upwards like the boughs of a tree, while the Italian polytheism ramified downward like the roots. Perhaps it would be truer to say that the former branches lifted themselves lightly, bearing flowers; while the latter hung down, being heavy with fruit. I mean that the Latins seem to multiply gods to bring them nearer to men, while the Greek gods rose and radiated outwards into the morning sky. What strikes us in the Italian cults is their local and especially their domestic character. We gain the impression of divinities swarming about the house like flies; of deities clustering and clinging like bats about the pillars or building like birds under the eaves. We have a vision of a god of roofs and a god of gate-posts, of a god of doors and even a god of drains. It has been suggested that all mythology was a sort of fairy-tale; but this was a particular sort of fairy-tale which may truly be called a fireside tale, or a nursery-tale; because it was a tale of the interior of the home; like those which make chairs and tables talk like elves. The old household gods of the Italian peasants seem to have been great, clumsy, wooden images, more featureless than the figure –head which Quilp
 battered with the poker. This religion of the home was very homely. Of course there were other less human elements in the tangle of Italian mythology. There were Greek deities superimposed on the Roman; there were here and there uglier things underneath, experiments in the cruel kind of paganism, like the Arician rite of the priest slaying the slayer. But these things were always potential in paganism; they are certainly not the peculiar character of Latin paganism. The peculiarity of that may be roughly covered by saying that if mythology personified the forces of nature, this mythology personified nature as transformed by the forces of man. It was the god of the corn and not of the grass, of the cattle and not the wild things of the forest; in short the cult was literally a culture; as when we speak of it as agriculture.

  With this there was a paradox which is still for many the puzzle or riddle of the Latins. With religion running through every domestic detail like a climbing plant, there went what seems to many the very opposite spirit; the spirit of revolt. Imperialists and reactionaries often invoke Rome as the very model of order and obedience; but Rome was the very reverse. The real history of ancient  Rome is much more like the history of modern Paris. It might be called in modern language a city built out of barricades. It is said that the gate of Janus was never closed because there was an eternal war without; it is almost as true that there was an eternal revolution within. From the first Plebeian riots to the last Servile Wars, the state that imposed peace on the world was never really at peace. The rulers were themselves rebels.

  There is a real relation between this religion in private and this revolution in public life. Stories none the less heroic for being hackneyed remind us that the Republic was founded on a tyrannicide that avenged an insult to a wife; that the Tribunes of the people were re-established after another which avenged an insult to a daughter. The truth is that only men to whom the family is sacred will ever have a standard or a status by which to criticize the state. They alone can appeal to something more holy than the gods of the city; the gods of the hearth. That is why men are mystified in seeing that the same nations that are thought rigid in domesticity are also thought restless in politics; for instance the Irish and the French. It is worth while to dwell on this domestic point because it is an exact example of what is meant here by the inside of history, like the inside of houses. Merely political histories of Rome may be right enough in saying that this or that was a cynical cruel act of the Roman politicians; but the spirit that lifted Rome from beneath as the spirit of all the Romans; and it is not a cant to call it the ideal of Cincinnatus passing form the senate to the plough. Men of that sort had strengthened their village on every side, had extended its victories already over Italians and even over Greeks, when they found themselves confronted with a war that changed the world. I have called it here the war of the gods and demons.

  There was established on the opposite coast of the inland sea a city that bore the name of the New Town. It was already much older, more powerful, and more prosperous than the Italian town; but there still remained about it an atmosphere that made the name not inappropriate. It had been called new because it was a colony like New York or New Zealand. It was an outpost or settlement of the energy and expansion of the great commercial cities of Tyre and Sidon. There was a note of the new countries and colonies about it; a confident and commercial outlook. It was fond of saying things that rang with a certain metallic assurance; as that nobody could wash his hands in the sea without the leave of the New Town. For it depended almost entirely on the greatness of its ships, as did the two great ports and markets form which its people came. It brought from Tyre and Sidon a prodigious talent for trade and considerable experience of travel. It brought other things as well.

  In a previous chapter I have hinted at something of the psychology that lied behind a certain type of religion. There was a tendency in those hungry for practical results, apart from poetical results, to call upon spirits of terror and compulsion; to move Acheron in despair of bending the gods. There was always a sort of dim idea that these darker powers will really do things, with no nonsense about it. In the interior psychology of the Punic peoples this strange sort of pessimistic practicality had grown to great proportions. In the New Town, which the Romans called Carthage, as in the parent cities of Phoenicia, the god who got things done bore the name of Moloch, who was perhaps identical with the other deity whom we know as Baal, the Lord. The Romans did not at first quite know what to call him or what to make of him; they had to go back to the grossest myth of Greek or Roman origins and compare him to Saturn devouring his children. But the worshippers of Moloch were not gross or primitive. They were members of a mature and polished civilization, abounding in refinements and luxuries; they were probably far more civilized than the Romans. And Moloch was not a myth; or at any rate his meal was not a myth. These highly civilized people really met together to invoke the blessing of heaven on their empire by throwing hundreds of their infants into a large furnace. We can only realize the combinations by imagining a number of Manchester merchants with chimney-pot hats and mutton-chop whiskers, going to church every Sunday at eleven o’clock to see a baby roasted alive.

  The first stages of the political or commercial quarrel can be followed in far too much detail, precisely because it is merely political or commercial. The Punic Wars looked at one time as if they would never end; and it is not easy to say when they ever began. The Greeks and the Sicilians had already been fighting vaguely on the European side against the African city. Carthage had defeated Greece nod conquered Sicily. Carthage had also planted herself firmly in Spain; and between Spain and Sicily the Latin city was contained and would have been crushed; if the Romans had been of the sort to b easily crushed. Yet the interest of the story really consists in the fact that Rome was crushed. If there had not been certain moral elements as well as the material elements, the story would have ended where Carthage certainly thought it had ended. It is common enough to blame Rome for not making peace. But it was a true popular instinct that here could be no peace with that sort of people. It is common enough to blame the Roman for his Delenda est Carthago; Carthage must be destroyed. It is commoner to forge that, to all appearance, Rome itself was destroyed. The sacred savor that hung round Rome for ever, it is too often forgotten, clung to her partly because she had risen suddenly from the dead 

  Carthage was an aristocracy, as are most of such mercantile states. The pressure of the rich on the poor was impersonal as well as irresistible. For such aristocracies never permit personal government, which is perhaps why this one was jealous of personal talent. But genius can turn up anywhere, even in a governing class. As if to make the world’s supreme test as terrible as possible, it was ordained that one of the great houses of Carthage should produce a man who came out of those gilded palaces with all the energy and originality of Napoleon coming from nowhere. At the worst crisis of the war Rome learned that Italy itself, by a military miracle, was invaded from the north. Hannibal, the Grace of Baal as his name ran in his own tongue, had dragged a ponderous chain of armaments over the starry solitudes of the  Alps; and pointed southward to the city which he had bee pledged by all his dreadful gods to destroy.

  Hannibal marched own the road to Rome, and the  Romans who rushed to war with him felt as if they were fighting with a magician. Two great armies sank to right and left of him into the swamps of the Trebia; more and more were sucked into the horrible whirlpool of Cannae; more and more went forth only to fall in ruin at his touch. The supreme sign of all disasters, which is treason, turned tribe after tribe against the falling cause of Rome, and still the unconquerable enemy rolled nearer and nearer to the city; and following their great leader the swelling cosmopolitan army of Carthage passed like a pageant of the whole world; the elephants shaking the earth like marching mountains and the gigantic Gauls with their barbaric panoply and the dark Spaniards girt in gold and the brown Numidians on their unbridled desert horses wheeling and darting like hawks, and whole mobs of deserters and mercenaries and miscellaneous peoples; and the grace of Baal went before them.

  The Roman augurs and scribes who said in that hour that it brought forth unearthly prodigies, that a child was born with the head of an elephant or that stars fell down like hailstones, had a far more philosophical grasp of what had really happened than the modern historian who can see nothing in it but a success of strategy concluding a rivalry in commerce. Something far different was felt at the time and on the spot, as it is always felt by those who experience a foreign atmosphere entering their own like a fog or a foul savor. ‘it was no mere military defeat, it was certainly no mere mercantile rivalry, that filled the Roman imagination with such hideous omens of nature herself becoming unnatural. It was Moloch upon the mountain of the Latins, looking with his appalling face across the plain; it was Baal who trampled the vineyards with his feet of stone; it was the voice of Tanit the invisible, behind her trailing veils, whispering of the love that is more horrible than hate. The burning of the Italian cornfields, the ruin of the Italian vines, were something more than actual; they were allegorical. They were the destruction of domestic and fruitful things the withering of what was human before that inhumanity that is far beyond the human things called cruelty. The household gods bowed low in darkness under their lowly roofs; and above them went the demons upon a wind from beyond all walls, blowing the trumpet of the Tramontane. The door of the Alps was broken down; and in no vulgar but a very solemn sense, it was Hell let loose. The war of the gods and demons seemed already to have ended; and the gods were dead. The eagles were lost, the legions were broken; and in Rome nothing remained but honor and the cold courage of despair.

  In the whole world one thing still threatened Carthage, and that was Carthage. There still remained the inner working of an element strong in all successful commercial states, and the presence of a spirit that we know. There was still the solid sense and shrewdness of the men who manage big enterprises; there was still the advice of the best financial experts; there was still business government; there was still the broad and sane outlook of practical men of affairs; and in these things could the Romans hope. As the war trailed on to what seemed its tragic end, there grew gradually a faint and strange possibility that even now they might not hope in vain. The plain business men of Carthage, thinking as such men do in terms of living an dying races, saw clearly that Rome was not only dying but dead. The war was over; it was obviously hopeless for the Italian city to resist any longer, and inconceivable that anybody should resist when it was hopeless. Under these circumstances, another set of broad, sound business principles remained to be considered. Wars were wages with money, and consequently cost money; perhaps they felt in their hearts, as do so many of their kind, that after all war must be a little wicked because it costs money. The time had now come for peace; and still more for economy. The messages sent by Hannibal from time to time asking for reinforcements were a ridiculous anachronism; there were much more important things to attend to now. It might be true that some consul or other had made a last dash to the Metaurus, had killed Hannibal’s brother and flung his head, with Latin fury, into Hannibal’s camp; and mad actions of that sort showed how utterly hopeless the Latins felt about their cause. But even excitable Latins could not be so mad as to cling to a lost cause for ever. So argued the best financial experts; and tossed aside more and more letters, full of rather queer alarmist reports. So argue and acted the great Carthaginian Empire. That meaningless prejudice, the curse of commercial states, that stupidity is in some way practical and that genius is in some way futile, led them to starve and abandon that great artist in the school of arms, whom the gods had given them in vain.

  Why do men entertain this queer idea that what is sordid must always overthrow what is magnanimous; that there is some dim connection between brains and brutality, or that it does not matter if a man is dull so long as he is also mean? Why do they vaguely think of all chivalry as sentiment and all sentiment as weakness? They do it because they are, like all men, primarily inspired by religion. For them, as for all men, the first fact is their notion of the nature of things; their idea about what world they are living in. And it is their faith that the only ultimate thing is fear and therefore that the very heart of the world is evil. They believe that death is stronger than life, and therefore dead things must be stronger than living things; whether those dead things are gold and iron and machinery or rocks and river sand forces of nature. It may sound fanciful to say that men we meet at tea-tables or talk to at garden parties are secretly worshippers of Baal or Moloch. But this sort of commercial mind has its own cosmic vision and it is the vision of Carthage. It has in it the brutal blunder that was the ruin of Carthage. The Punic power fell. . . . By disbelieving in the soul, it comes to disbelieving in the mind. Being too practical to be moral, it denies what every practical soldier calls the morale of an army. It fancies that money will fight when men will no longer fight. So it was with the Punic merchant princes. Their religion was a religion of despair, even when their practical fortunes were hopeful. How could they understand that the Romans could hope even when their fortunes were hopeless? Their religion was a religion of force and fear; how could they understand that men can still despise fear even when they submit to force? Their philosophy of the world had weariness in its very heart; above all they were weary of warfare; how should they understand those who still wage war even when they are weary of it? In a word, how should they understand the mind of Man, who had so long bowed down before mindless things, money and brute force and gods who had the hearts of beasts? They awoke suddenly to the news that the embers they had disdained too much even to tread out were again breaking everywhere into flames; that Hasdrubal was defeated, that Hannibal was outnumbered, that Scipio had carried the war into Spain; that he had carried it into Africa. Before the very gates of the golden city Hannibal fought his last fight for it and lost: and Carthage fell as nothing has fallen since Satan. The name of the New City remains only as a name. There is no stone of it left upon the sand. Another war was indeed waged before the final destruction: but the destruction was final. Only men digging in its deep foundation centuries after found a heap of hundreds of little skeletons, the holy relics of that religion. For Carthage fell because she was faithful to her own philosophy and had followed out to its logical conclusion her own vision of the universe. Moloch had eaten his children.

  The gods had risen again, and the demons had been defeated after all. But they had been defeated by the defeated, and almost defeated by the dead. Nobody understands the romance of Rome, and why she rose afterwards to a representative leadership that seemed almost fated and fundamentally natural who does not keep in mind that agony of sorrow and humiliation through which she had continued to testify to the sanity that is the soul of Europe. She came to stand ... in the midst of a ruin and a waste. After that all men knew in their hearts that she had been representative of mankind, even when she was rejected of men. And there fell on her the shadow from a shining and as yet invisible light and the burden of things to be. It is not for us to guess in what manner or moment the mercy of God might in any case have rescued the world; but it is certain that the struggle which established Christendom would have been very different if there had been an empire of Carthage instead of an empire of Rome. We have to thank the patience of the Punic wars if, in after ages, divine things descended at least upon human things and not inhuman. Europe evolved into its own vices and its own impotence, as will be suggested on another page; but he worst into which it evolved was not like what it had escaped. Can any man in his senses compare the great wooden doll, whom the children expected to eat a little bit of the dinner, with the great idol who would have been expected to eat the children? That is the measure of how far the world went astray, compared with how far it might have gone astray. If the Romans were ruthless, it was in a true sense to an enemy, and certainly not merely a rival. They remembered not trade routes and regulations, but the faces of sneering men; and hated the hateful soul of Carthage. And we owe them something if we never needed to cut down the groves of Venus exactly as men cut down the groves of Baal. We owe it partly to their harshness that our thoughts of our human past are not wholly harsh. If the passage from heathenry to Christianity was a bridge as well as a breach, we owe it to those who kept that heathenry human. If, after all these ages, we are in some sense at peace with paganism, and can think more kindly of our fathers, it is well to remember the things that were and the things that might have been. For this reason alone we can take lightly the load of antiquity and need not shudder at a nymph on a fountain or a cupid on a valentine. Laughter and sadness link us with things long past away and remembered without dishonor; and we can see not altogether without tenderness the twilight sinking around the Sabine farm and hear the household gods rejoice when Catullus comes home to Sirmio. Deleta est Carthago.

CATO, THE CENSOR

Born in Tusculum, Italy in 234 B.C., died in 149; celebrated as statesman, general, and writer; questor under Scipio in 204; Consul in 195; served in Spain in 194; censor in 184; ambassador to Carthage in 150; one of the chief instigators of the third Punic war; among his writings are “De Re Rustica” and “Origines.” 

OF WORK ON A ROMAN FARM

  When the owner of the farm and slaves visits his country villa, after saluting the household god, he should the same day, if possible, go round the farm; if not the same day, he should do so the day after. On seeing how the farm is being cultivated, and what work has been done or left undone, he should call for his steward and inquire for his account of what work has been done and what remains to be done. He should ask whether the work has been completed in good time and whether what is left uncompleted can be finished. He should find what wine has been made, and what wheat stored. When he has gone into these particulars, he should ask for an account of the days spent in accomplishing the work.

  If the work does  not seem satisfactory and the steward should excuse himself by declaring that he has done his best, that the slaves were good for nothing, that the weather was bad, that some slaves had run away, that he himself had been called off on public service, and should allege other such excuses, he should still be strictly called to account. He should be asked if on rainy or tempestuous days he had seen that indoor operations had been carried on. Had the wine-casks been scoured and lined with pitch; had the house-cleaning been done; had the grain been taken from the thrashing-floor to the granary; had manure been thrown from the stables and cow-houses and piled into heaps; had the seen been winnowed; had any rope been made; had the old rope been repaired, and had he seen that the slaves mended their coats and caps. He should be reminded that on religious festivals old ditches might have been cleared out, the public road mended, briers cut down, the garden dug over, the meadow cleared, the trees trimmed, thorns pulled up by the roots, the grain ground and a general clearing up carried through. He should also be told that when slaves were sick their rations should be cut down.

  When the matters have been settled to the master’s satisfaction, he should take measures to see that what has not been done be at once accomplished. He should then proceed to consider the account of the farm, and a consideration of the amount of grain which has been prepared for fodder. He should have returns made of wine and olive-oil, and learn how much has been consumed, how much sold, how much is left over and may be put on sale. If there is a deficit any year, he should order it to be made up from the outside, and whatever is above the needs of the farm sold. If there is anything to let out on contract, he should order this to be done, and concerning the work which he wishes to be thus accomplished he should give his order in writing. As regards the cattle he should order them to be sold by auction, and in the same way should sell the oil, if the price of oil has risen; likewise the superfluous wine and corn of the estate. He should also order to be sold worn-out bulls, blemished cattle, blemished sheep, wool, hides, any plow that is old, old tools, old slaves, slaves who are diseased, or anything else which is useless, for the owner of a farm must be a seller and not a purchaser.

  The owner of a farm and of slaves must begin to study in early manhood the cultivation and sowing of the land. He should, however, think a long time before building his villa, but not about farming his property, which he should set about at once. Let him wait until his thirty-sixth year and then build, provided his whole property is under cultivation. So build that neither the villa be disproportionately small in comparison with the farm nor the farm in comparison with the villa. It behooves a slave-owner to have a well0built country house, containing a wine-cellar, a place for storing olive-oil, and casks in such numbers that he may look forward with delight to a time of scarcity and high prices, and this will add not only to his wealth, but to his influence and reputation. He must have wine-presses of the first order, that his wine may be well made. when the olives have been picked, let oil be at once made or it will turn out rancid. Recollect that every year the olives are shaken from the trees in great number by violent storms. If you gather them up quickly and have vessels ready to receive them, the storm will have done them no harm and the oil will be all the greener and better. If the olives be on the round or even on the barn floor too long, the oil made form them will be fetid. Olive-oil will be always good and sweet if it be promptly made.

  The following are the duties of a steward: He must maintain strict discipline, and see that the festivals are observed. While he keeps his hands off the property of a neighbor, let him look well to his own. The slaves are to be kept from quarreling. If any of them commits a fault, he should be punished in a kindly manner. The steward must see that the slaves are comfortable and suffer neither from cold nor hunger. By keeping them busy he will prevent them from running into mischief or stealing. If the steward sets his face against evil doing, evil will not be done by them. His master must call him to task if he let evil doing go unpunished. If one slave do him any service, he should show gratitude that the others may be encouraged to do right. The steward must not be a gadder or a diner-out, but must give all his attention to working the slaves, and considering how best to carry out his master’s instructions. . . .

  It is at times worth while to gain wealth by commerce, were it not so perilous; or by usury, were it equally honorable. Our ancestors, however, held, and fixt by law, that a thief should be condemned to restore double, a usurer quadruple. We thus see how much worse they thought it for a citizen to be a money-lender than a thief. Again, when they praised a good man, they praised him as a good farmer or a good husband-man.  Men so praised were held to have received the highest praise. For myself, I think well of a merchant as a man of energy and studious of gain; but it is a career, as I have said, that leads to danger and ruin. However, farming makes the bravest men and the sturdiest soldiers, and of all sources of gain is the surest, the most natural, and the least invidious, and those who are busy with it have the fewest bad thoughts.

JULIUS CAESAR

Born in 100 B.C.; assassinated in 44; famous as general, statesman, orator, and writer; served in Mitylene in 80; captured by pirates in 76; questor in 68; pontifex maximus in 63; propretor in Spain in 61; member of the First Triumvirate in 60; Consul in 59; defeated the Helvetii in 58; invaded Britain in 55 and 54; crossed the Rhine in 55; crossed the Rubicon and began the Civil war in 49; dictator from 49 to 45; defeated Pompey in 48; reformed the calendar in 46; refused the diadem in 44; assassinated in the senate house in 44.

I

THE BUILDING OF THE BRIDGE ACROSS THE RHINE

Caesar, for those reasons which I have mentioned, had resolved to cross the Rhine; but to cross by ships he neither deemed to be sufficiently safe nor considered consistent with his own dignity or that of the Roman people. Therefore, altho the greatest difficulty in forming a bridge was presented to him, on account of the breadth, rapidity, and depth of the river, he nevertheless considered that it ought to be attempted by him, or that his army ought not otherwise to be led over. He devised this plan of a bridge; he joined together, at the distance of two feet, two piles, each a foot and half thick, sharpened a little at the lower end, and proportioned in length to the depth of the river.

  After he had, by means of engines, sunk these into the river, and fixt them at the bottom, and then driven them in with rammers, not quite perpendicularly, like a stake, but bending forward and sloping, so as to incline in the direction of the current of the river; he also placed two [other piles] opposite to these, at the distance of forty feet lower down, fastened together in the same manner, but directed against the force and current of the river. Both these, moreover, were kept firmly apart by beams two feet thick (the space which the binding of the piles occupied), laid in at their extremities between two braces on each side; and in consequence of these being in different directions and fastened on sides the one opposite to the other, so great was the strength of the work, and such the arrangement of the materials, that in proportion as the greater body of water dashed against the bridge, so much the closer were its parts held fastened together. these beams were bound together by timber laid over them in the direction of the length of the bridge, and were [then] covered with laths and hurdles; and, in addition to this, piles were driven into the water obliquely, at the lower side of the bridge, and these serving as buttresses, and being connected with every portion of the work, sustained the force of the stream; and there were others also above the bridge, at a moderate distance, that if trunks of trees or vessels were floated down the river by the barbarians for the purpose of destroying the work, the violence of such things might be diminished by these defenses, and might not injure the bridge.

  within ten days after the timber began to be collected, the whole work was completed, and the whole army led over. Caesar, leaving a strong guard at each end of the bridge, hastens into the territories of the Sigambri. In the mean time, ambassadors from several nations come to him, whom, on their suing for peace and alliance, he answers in a courteous manner, and orders hostages to be brought to him. But the Sigambri, at the very time the bridge was begun to be built, made preparations for a flight (by the advice of such of the Tenchtheri and Usipĕtes as they had among them), and quitted their territories and conveyed away all their possessions, and concealed themselves in deserts and woods.

  Caesar, having remained in their territories a few days, and burned all their villages and houses, and cut down their corn, proceeded into the territories of the Ubii; and having promised them his assistance, if they were ever harassed by the Suevi,
 he learned from them these particulars; that the Suevi, after they had by means of their scouts found that the bridge was being built, had called a council according to their customs, and sent orders to all parts of their state to remove from the towns and convey their children, wives, and all their possessions into the woods, and that all who could bear arms should assemble in one place; that the place thus chosen was nearly the center of those regions which the Suevi possest; that in this spot they had resolved to await the arrival of the Romans, and give them battle there. When Caesar discovered this, having already accomplished all these tings on account of which he had resolved to lead his army over – namely, to strike fear into the Germans, take vengeance on the Sigambri, and free the Ubii from the invasion of the Suevi, having spent altogether eighteen days beyond the Rhine, and thinking he had advanced far enough to serve both honor and interest – he returned into Gaul, and cut down the bridge.

II

THE INVASION OF BRITAIN

  The interior portion of Britain is inhabited by those of whom they say that it is handed down by tradition that they were born in the island itself; the maritime portion by those who had passed over from the country of the Belgae
 for the purpose of plunder and making war; almost all of whom are called by the names of those states from which being sprung they went thither, and having waged war, continued there and began to cultivate the lands. The number of the people is countless, and their buildings exceedingly numerous, for the most part very like those of the Gauls; the number of cattle is great. They use either brass or iron rings, determined at a certain weight, as their money. tin is produced in the midland regions; in the maritime, iron; but the quantity of it is small; they employ brass, which is imported. There, as in Gaul, is timber of every description, except beech and fir. They do not regard it lawful to eat the hare and the cock and the goose; they, however, breed them for amusement and pleasure. The climate is more temperate than in Gaul, the cold being less severe.

  The island is triangular in its form, and one of its sides is opposite to Gaul. One angle of this side, which is in Kent, whither almost all ships from Gaul are directed, [looks] to the east; the lower looks to the south. This side extends about 500 miles. Another side lies toward Spain,
 and the west, on which part is Ireland, less, as is reckoned, than Britain, by one half; but the passage [from it] into Britain is of equal distance with that from Gaul. In the middle of this voyage is an island which is called Mona;
 many smaller islands besides are supposed to lie [there], of which islands some have written that at the time of the winter solstice it is night there for thirty consecutive days. We, in our inquiries about that matter, ascertained nothing, except that, by accurate measurements with water, we perceived the nights to be shorter there than on the continent. The length of this side, as their account states, is 700 miles. The third side is toward the  north, to which portion of the island no land is opposite; but an angle of that side looks principally toward Germany. This side is considered to be 800 miles in length. Thus the whole island is [about] 2,000 miles in circumference.

  The most civilized of all those nations are they who inhabit Kent, which is entirely a maritime district, nor do their customs differ much from the Gallic. Most of the inland inhabitants do not sow corn but live on milk and flesh, and are clad with skins. All the Britains, indeed dye themselves with wood, which occasions a bluish color, and thereby have a more terrible appearance in fight. They wear their hair long, and have every part of their body shaved except their head and upper lip. Ten and even twelve have wives common to them, and particularly brothers among brothers, and parents among their children; but if there be any issue by these wives, they are reputed to be the children of those by who respectively each was first espoused when a virgin.

  The horse and charioteers of the enemy contended vigorously in a skirmish with our cavalry on the march; yet so that our men were conquerors in all parts, an drove them to their woods and hills; but, having slain a great many, they pursued too eagerly, and lost some of their men. However, the enemy, after some time had elapsed, when our men were off their guard, and occupied in the fortification of the camp, rushed out of the woods, and making an attack upon those who were placed on duty before the camp, fought in a determined manner; and two cohorts being sent by Caesar to their relief, and these severally the first of two legions, when these had taken up their position at a very small distance form each other, as our men were disconcerted by the unusual mode of battle, the enemy broke through the middle of them most courageously, and retreated thence in safety. That day, Q. Laberius Durus, a tribune of the soldiers, was slain. The enemy, since more cohorts were sent against them, were repulsed.

  In the whole of this method of fighting since the engagement took place under the eyes of all and before the camp, it was perceived that our men, on account of the weight of their arms, inasmuch as they could neither pursue [the enemy when] retreating, nor dare quit their standards, were little suited to this kind of enemy; that the horse also fought with great danger, because they [the Britons] generally retreated even designedly, and, when they had drawn off our men a short distance from the legions, leapt from their chariots and fought on foot in unequal [and to them advantageous] battle. But the system of cavalry engagement is wont to produce equal danger, and indeed the same, both to those who retreat and those who pursue. To this was added, that they never fought in close order, but in small parties and at great distances, and had detachments placed [in different parts], and then the one relieved the other, and the vigorous and fresh succeeded the wearied.

  The following day the enemy halted on the hills, a distance from our camp and presented themselves in small parties, and began to challenge our horse to battle with less spirit than the day before. But at noon, when Caesar had sent three legions, and all the cavalry with C. Trebonius, the lieutenant, for the purpose of foraging, they flew upon the foragers suddenly from all quarters, so that they did not keep off [even] from the standards and the legions. Our men, making an attack on them vigorously, repulsed them; nor did they cease to pursue them until the horse, relying on relief, as they saw the legions behind them, drove the enemy precipitately before them, and slaying a great number of them, did not give them the opportunity either of rallying, or halting, or leaping from their chariots. After this retreat the auxiliaries departed; nor after that time did the enemy ever engage with us in very large numbers.

  Caesar, discovering their design, leads his army into the territories of Cassivelaunus
 to the river Thames, which river can be forded in one place only, and that with difficulty. when he had arrived there, he perceives that numerous forces of the enemy were marshaled on the other bank of the river; the bank also was defended by sharp stakes
 fixt in front, and stakes of the same kind fixt under the water covered by the river. These things being discovered from [some] prisoners and deserters, Caesar, sending forward the cavalry, ordered the legions to follow them immediately. But the soldiers advanced with such speed and such ardor, tho they stood above the water by their heads only, that the enemy could not sustain the attack of the legions and of the horse, and quitted the banks, and committed themselves to flight.

  Cassivelaunus, as we have stated, above, all hope [rising out] of battle being laid aside, the greater part of his forces being dismissed, and about 4,000 charioteers only being left, used to observe our marches and retire a little from the road, and conceal himself in intricate and woody places, and in those neighborhoods in which he had discovered we were about to march, he used to drive the cattle and the inhabitants from the fields into the woods; and when our cavalry, for the sake of plundering an ravaging the more freely, scattered themselves among the fields, he used to send our charioteers from the woods by tall the well-known roads and paths, and, to the great danger of our horse, engaged with them; and this source of fear hindered them from straggling very extensively. The result was that Caesar did not allow excursions to be made to a great distance form the main body of the legions and ordered that damage should be done to the enemy in ravaging their lands and kindling fires only so far as the legionary soldiers could, by their own exertion and marching, accomplish it.

  In the mean time the Trinobantes,
 almost the most powerful state of those parts, from which the young man Mandubratius, embracing the protection of Caesar, had come to the continent of Gaul to [meet]  him (whose father, Imanuentius, had possest the sovereignty in that state, and had been killed by Cassivelaunus; he himself had escaped death by flight) send ambassadors to Caesar, and promise that they will surrender themselves to him and perform his command; they entreat him to protect Mandubratius from the violence of Cassivelaunus, and send to their state some one to preside over it, and possess the government. Caesar demands forty hostages from them, and corn for his army, and sends Mandubratius to them They speedily performed the things demanded, and sent hostages to the number appointed, and the corn.

  the Trinobantes, being protected and secured from any violence of the soldiers, the Cenimagni, the Segontăci, the Ancalites, the Bibrǒci, and the Cassi, sending embassies, surrender themselves to Caesar.
 From them he learns that the capital town of Cassivelaunus was not far from that place, and was defended by woods and morasses, and a very large number of men and of cattle had been collected in it. (Now the Britons, when they have fortified the intricate woods, in which they are wont to assemble for the purpose of avoiding the incursion of an enemy with an entrenchment and a rampart, call them a town.) Thither he proceeds with his legions; he finds the place admirably fortified by nature and art; he, however, undertakes to attack it in two directions The enemy, having remained only a short time, did not sustain the attack of our soldiers, and hurried away on the other side of the town. A great amount of cattle was found there, and many of the enemy were taken and slain in their flight. . . . 

III

OVERCOMING THE NERVII

  Caesar, having sent his cavalry on before, followed closely after them with all his forces; but the plan and order of the march were different from that which the Belgae had reported to the Nervii.
 For as he was approaching the enemy, Caesar, according to his custom, led on [as the van] six legions unencumbered by baggage; behind them he had placed the baggage-trains of the whole army; then the two legions which had been last raised closed the rear, and were a guard for the baggage-train. Our horse, with the slingers and archers, having passed the river, commenced action with the cavalry of the enemy. While they from time to time betook themselves into the woods to their companions, and again made an assault out of the wood upon our men, who did not dare to follow them in their retreat further than the limit to which the plain and open parts extended; in the mean time the six legions which had arrived first, having measured out the work, began to fortify the camp. When the first part of the baggage-train of our army was seen by those tho lay hidden in the woods, which had been agreed on among them as the time for commencing action, as soon as they had arranged their line of battle and formed their ranks within the woods, and had encouraged one another, they rushed out suddenly with all their forces and made an attack upon our horse. The latter being easily routed and thrown into confusion, the Nervii ran down to the river with such incredible speed that they seemed to be in the woods, the river, and close upon us almost at the same time. And with the same speed they hastened up the hill to our camp and to those who were employed in the works.

  Caesar had everything to do at one time: the standard to be displayed, which was the sign when it was necessary to run to arms; the signal to be given by the trumpet; the soldiers to be called off from the works; those tho had proceeded some distance for the purpose of seeking materials for the rampart, to be summoned; the order of battle to be formed; the soldiers to be encouraged; the watchword to be given. A great part of these arrangements was prevented by the shortness of time and the sudden approach and charge of the enemy. Under these difficulties two things proved of advantage; [first] the skill and experience of the soldiers, because, having been trained by former engagements, they could suggest to themselves what ought to be done as conveniently as receive information from others; and [secondly] that Caesar had forbidden his several lieutenants to depart from the works and their respective legions before the camp was fortified. These, on account of the near approach and the speed of the enemy, did not then wait for any command from Caesar, but of themselves executed whatever appeared proper.

  Caesar, having given the necessary orders, hastened to and fro into whatever quarter fortune carried him to animate the troops, and came to the tenth legion. Having encouraged the soldiers with no further speech than that “they should keep up the remembrance of their wonted valor, and not be confused in mind, but valiantly sustain the assault of the enemy”; as the latter were not farther from them than the distance to which a dart could be cast, he gave the signal for commencing battle. And having gone to another quarter for the purpose of encouraging [the soldiers], he finds them fighting. Such was the shortness of the time, and so determined was the mind of the enemy on fighting, that time was wanting not only for affixing the military insignia, but even for putting on the helmets and drawing off the covers from the shields. to whatever part any one by chance came from the works (in which he had been employed), and whatever standards he saw first, at these he stood, lest in seeking his own company he should lose the time for fighting.

  The army having been marshaled, rather as the nature of the ground and the declivity of the hill and the exigency of the time than as the method and order of military matters required, while the legions in the different places were withstanding the enemy, some in one quarter, some in another, and the view was obstructed by the very thick hedges intervening, as we have before remarked, neither could proper reserves be posted, nor could the necessary measures be taken in each part, nor could all the commands be issued by one person. Therefore, in such an unfavorable state of affairs, various events of fortune followed. . . .

  At the same time, our horsemen, and light-armed infantry, who had been with those who, as I have related, were routed by the first assault of the enemy, as they were betaking themselves into the camp, met the enemy face to face, and again sought flight into another quarter; and the camp-followers, who from the Decuman Gate, and from the highest ridge of the hill had seen our men pass the river as victors, when, after going out for the purposes of plundering, they looked back and saw the enemy parading in our camp, committed themselves precipitately to flight; at the same time there arose the cry and shout of those who came with the baggage-train; and they (affrighted) were carried some one way, some another. by all these circumstances the cavalry of the Trevirit were much alarmed (whose reputation for courage is extraordinary among the Gauls, and who had come to Caesar, being sent by their state as auxiliaries), and, when they saw our camp filled with a large number of the enemy, the legions hard prest and almost  held surrounded, the camp-retainers, horsemen, slingers, and Numidians fleeing on all sides divided and scattered, they, despairing of our affairs, hastened home, and related to their state that the Romans were routed and conquered, [and] that the enemy were in possession of their camp and baggage-train.

  Caesar proceeded, after encouraging the tenth legion, to the right wing, where he perceived that his men were hard prest, and that in consequence of the standards of the twelfth legion being collected together in one place, the crowded soldiers were a hindrance to themselves in the fight; that all the centurions of the fourth cohort were slain, and the standard-bearer killed, the standard itself lost, almost all the centurions of the other cohorts either wounded or slain, and among them the chief centurion of the legion, P. Sextius Baculus, a very valiant man, who was so exhausted by many and severe wounds that he was already unable to support himself; he likewise perceived that the rest were slackening their efforts, and that some, deserted by those in the rear, were retiring from the battle and avoiding the weapons; that the enemy [on the other hand], tho advancing from the lower round, were not relaxing in front, and were [at the same time] pressing hard on both flanks; he perceived also that the affair was at a crisis; and that there was not any reserve which could be brought up; having therefore snatched a shield from one of the soldiers in the rear (for he himself had come without a shield), he advanced to the front of the line, and addressing the centurions by name, and encouraging the rest of the soldiers, he ordered them to carry forward the standards, and extend the companies, that they might the more easily use their swords. On his arrival, as hope was brought to the soldiers and their courage restored, while every one for his own part, in the sight of his general, desired to exert his utmost energy, the impetuosity of the enemy was a little checked.

  Caesar, when he perceived that the seventh legion, which stood close b him, was also hard prest by the enemy, directed the tribunes of the soldiers to effect a junction of the legions gradually, and make their charge upon the enemy with a double front, which having been done since they brought assistance the one to the other, nor feared lest their rear should be surrounded by the enemy, they began to stand their ground more boldly, and to fight more courageously. In the mean time, the soldiers of the two legions which had been in the rear of the arm, as a guard for the baggage-train, upon the battle being reported to them quickened their pace, and were seen by the enemy on the top of the hill; and Titus Labienus, having gained possession of the camp of the enemy, and observed form the higher ground what was going on in our camp, sent the tenth legion as a relief to our men, who, when they had learned from the flight of the horse and the sutlers in what position the affair was, and in how great danger the camp and the legion and the commander were involved, left undone nothing [which tended] to despatch.

  By their arrival, so great a change of matters was made that our men, even those who had fallen down exhausted with wounds, leaned on their shields, and renewed the fight; then the camp-retainers, tho unarmed, seeing the enemy completely dismayed, attacked [them tho] armed; the horsemen too, that they might by their valor blot out the disgrace of their flight, thrust themselves before the legionary soldiers in all parts of the battle. But the enemy, even in the last hope of safely, displayed such great courage that when the foremost of them had fallen, the next stood upon them prostrate, and fought from their bodies; when these were overthrown, and their corpses heaped up together, those who survived east their weapons against our men [thence] as from a mound, and returned our darts which had fallen short between [the armies]; so that it ought not to be concluded that men of such great courage had injudiciously dared to pass a very broad river, ascend very high banks, and come up to a very disadvantageous place; since their greatness of spirit had rendered these actions easy, altho in themselves very difficult.

  This battle being ended, and the nation and name of the Nervii being almost reduced to annihilation, their old men, who together with the boys and women we have stated to have been collected together in the fenny places and marshes, on this battle having been reported to them, since they were convinced that nothing was an obstacle to the conquerors, and nothing safe to the conquered, sent ambassadors to Caesar by the consent of all who remained, and surrendered themselves to him; and in recounting the calamity of their state said that their senators were reduced from 600 to three; that from 60,000 men they [were reduced] to scarcely 500 who could bear arms, whom Caesar, that he might appear to use compassion toward the wretched and the suppliant, most carefully spared, and ordered them to enjoy their own territories and towns, and commanded their neighbors that they should restrain themselves and their dependents from offering injury or outrage [to them]. . . .

IV

THE BATTLE OF PHARSALIA AND THE DEATH OF POMPEY

(48 B.C.)

Pompey, because he was encamped on a hill, drew up his army at the very foot of it, ever in expectation, as may be conjectured, that Caesar would expose himself to this disadvantageous situation. Caesar, seeing no likelihood of being able to bring Pompey to an action, judged it the most expedient method of  conducting the war to decamp from that post, and to be always in motion; with this hope, that by shifting his camp and removing from place to place, he might be more conveniently supplied with corn, and also that by being in motion, he might get some opportunity of forcing them to battle, and might by constant marches harass Pompey’s army, which was not accustomed to fatigue.
 These matters being settled, when the signal for marching was given, and the tents struck, it was observed that shortly before, contrary to his daily practise, Pompey’s army had advanced farther than usual from his entrenchments, so that it appeared possible to come to an action on equal ground. Then Caesar addrest himself to his soldiers, when they were at the gates of the camp, ready to march out. “We must defer,” says he, “our march at present, and set our thoughts on battle, which has been our constant wish; let us then meet the foe with resolute souls. We shall not hereafter easily find such an opportunity.” He immediately marched out at the head of his troops.

  Pompey also, as was afterward known, at the unanimous solicitation of his friends, had determined to try the fate of a battle. For he had even declared in council in a few days before that, before the battalions came to battle, Caesar’s army would be put to the rout. When most people exprest their surprize at it, “I know,” says he, “that I promise a thing almost incredible; but hear the plan on which I proceed, that you may march to battle with more confidence and resolution. I have persuaded our cavalry, and they have engaged to execute it, as soon as the two armies have met, to attack Caesar’s right wing on the flank, and enclosing their army on the rear throw them into disorder, and put them to the rout, before we shall throw a weapon against the enemy. by this means we shall put an end to the war, without endangering the legions, and almost without a blow. Nor is this a difficult matter, as we far outnumber them in cavalry.” At the same time, he gave them notice to be ready for battle on the day following, and since the opportunity which they had so often wished fro was now arrived, not to disappoint the opinion generally entertained of their experience and valor. . . .

  Caesar, observing his former custom, had placed the tenth legion on the right, the ninth on the left, altho it was very much weakened by the battles at Dyrrachium.
 He placed the eighth legion so close to the ninth as almost to make one of the two, and ordered them to support each other. He drew up on the field eighty cohorts, making a total of twenty-two thousand men. He left two cohorts to guard the camp. He gave the command of the left wing to Antonius, of the right to P. Sulla, and of the center to Cn. Domitius; he himself took his post opposite Pompey. At the same time, fearing from the disposition of the enemy which we have previously mentioned, lest his right wing might be surrounded by their numerous cavalry, he rapidly drafted a single cohort from each of the legions composing the third line, formed of them a fourth line, and opposed them to Pompey’s cavalry , and acquainting them with his wishes, admonished them that the success of that day depended on their courage. At the same time, he ordered the third line and the entire army not to charge without his command; that he would give the signal whenever he wished them to do so. . . .

  But our men, when the signal was given, rushed forward with their javelins ready to be launched, but perceiving that Pompey’s men did not run to meet their charge, having acquired experience by custom, and being practised in former battles, they of their own accord repressed their speed, and halted almost midway, that they might not come up with the enemy when their strength was exhausted, and after a short respite they again renewed their course, and threw their javelins, and instantly drew their swords, as Caesar had ordered them. nor did Pompey’s men fail in this crisis, for they received our javelins, stood our charge, and maintained their ranks; and having launched their javelins, had recourse to their swords. At the same time, Pompey's horse, according to their orders, rushed out at once form his left wing, and his whole host of archers poured after them. Our cavalry did not withstand their charge; but gave ground a little, upon which Pompey's horse prest them more vigorously, and began to file off in troops, and flank our army. When Caesar perceived this, he gave the signal to his fourth line, which he had formed of the six cohorts. They instantly rushed forward and charged Pompey’s horse with such fury that not a man of them stood; but all wheeling about, not only quitted their post, but galloped forward to seek a refuge in the highest mountains. By their retreat the archers and slingers, being left destitute and defenseless, were all cut to pieces. The cohorts, pursuing their success, wheeled about upon Pompey's left wing, while his infantry still continued to make battle, and attacked them in the rear.

  At the same time, Caesar ordered his third line to advance, which till then had not been engaged, but had kept their post. Thus, new and fresh troops having come to the assistance of the fatigued, and others having made an attack on their rear, Pompey’s men were not able to maintain their ground, but all fled,
 nor was Caesar deceived in his opinion that the victory, as he had declared in his speech to his soldiers, must have its beginning from those six cohorts, which he had placed as a fourth line to oppose the horse. For by them the cavalry were routed; by them the archers and slingers were cut to pieces; by them the left wing of Pompey’s army was surrounded, and obliged to be the first to flee. But when Pompey saw his cavalry routed, and that part of his army on which he reposed his greatest hopes thrown into confusion, despairing of the rest, he quitted the field, and retreated straightway on horseback to his camp, and calling to the centurions, whom he had placed to guard the praetorian gate, with a loud voice, that the soldiers might hear: “Secure the camp,” says he, “defend it with diligence, if any danger should threaten it; I will visit the other gates, and encourage the guards of the camp.” Having thus said, he retired into his tent in utter despair, yet anxiously awaiting the issue.

  Caesar, having forced the Pompeians to flee into their entrenchment, and thinking that he ought not to allow them any respite to recover from their fright, exhorted his soldiers to take advantage of fortune’s kindness, and to attack the camp. Tho they were fatigued by the intense heat, for the battle had continued till midday, yet, being prepared to undergo any labor, they cheerfully obeyed his command. The camp was bravely defended by the cohorts which had been left to guard it, but with much more spirit by the Thracians and foreign auxiliaries. For the soldiers who had fled from refuge to it from the field of battle, affrighted and exhausted by fatigue, having thrown away their arms and military standards, had their thoughts more engaged on their further escape than on the defense of the camp Nor could the troops who were posted on the battlements long withstand the immense number of our darts, but fainting under their wounds quitted the place, and  under

the conduct of their centurions and tribunes fled, without stopping, to the high mountains which adjoined the camp.

  In Pompey’s camp you might see arbors in which tables were laid, a large quantity of place set out, the floors of the tents covered with fresh sods, the tents of Lucius Lentulus and others shaded with ivy, and many other things which were proofs of excessive luxury, and a confidence of victory, so that it might readily be inferred that they had no apprehensions of the issue of the day, as they indulged themselves in unnecessary pleasures, and yet upbraided with luxury Caesar’s army, distrest and suffering troops, who had always been in want of common necessaries. Pompey, as soon as our men had forced the trenches, mounting his horse, and stripping off his general’s habit, went hastily out of the back gate of the camp, and galloped with all speed to Larissa. Nor did he stop there, but with the same despatch, collecting a few of his flying troops, and halting neither day nor night, he arrived at the seaside, attended by only thirty horse, and went on board a victualing bark, often complaining, as we have been told, that he had been so deceived in his expectation that he was almost persuaded that he had been betrayed by those from whom he had expected victory, as they began the flight.

  Caesar, having possest himself of Pompey’s camp, urged his soldiers not be to too intent on plunder, and lose the opportunity of completing their conquest. Having obtained their consent, he began to draw lines round the mountain. The Pompeians distrusting the position, as there was no water on the mountain, abandoned it, an all began to retreat toward Larissa, which Caesar perceiving divided his troops, and ordering part of his legions to remain in Pompey’s camp, sent back a part to his own camp, and, taking four legions with him went by a shorter road to intercept the enemy; and having marched six miles, drew up his army. But the Pompeians, observing this, took a post on a mountain, whose foot was washed by a river. Caesar having encouraged his troops, tho they were greatly exhausted by incessant labor the whole day and night was no approaching, by throwing up works cut off the communication between the river and the mountain, that the enemy might not get water in the night. As soon as the work was finished, they sent ambassadors to treat about a capitulation. A few senators who had espoused that party made their escape by night.

  At break of day, Caesar order all those who had taken post on the mountain to come down from the higher grounds into the plain and pile their arms. When they did this without refusal, and, with outstretched arms, prostrating themselves on the ground, with tears, implored his mercy, he comforted them and bade them rise, and having spoken a few words of his own clemency to alleviate their fears, he pardoned them all, and gave orders to his soldiers that no injury should be done to them, and nothing taken form them. Having used this diligence, he ordered the legions in his camp to come and met him and those which were with him to take their turn of rest, and go back to the camp and the same day went to Larissa.

  In that battle, no more than two hundred privates were missing, but Caesar lost about thirty centurions, valiant officers. Crastinus, also, of whom mention was made before, fighting most courageously, lost his life by the wound of a sword in the mouth, nor was that false which he declared when marching to battle; for Caesar entertained the highest opinion of his behavior in that battle, and thought him highly deserving of his approbation. Of Pompey's army, there fell about fifteen thousand; but upward of twenty-four thousand were made prisoners; for even the cohorts which were stationed in the forts surrendered to Sulla. Several others took shelter in the neighboring states. One hundred and eighty stands of colors and nine eagles were brought to Caesar. Lucius Domitius, fleeing form the camp to the mountains, his strength being exhausted by fatigue, was killed. . . . 

  Caesar thought he ought to postpone all business and pursue Pompey, whithersoever he should retreat, that he might not be able to provide fresh forces, and renew the war; he therefore marched on every day, as far as his cavalry were able to advance, and ordered one legion to follow him by shorter journeys. A proclamation was issued by Pompey at Amphipolis
 that all the young men of that province, Grecians and Roman citizens, should take the military oath; but whether he issued it with an intention of preventing suspicion, and to conceal as long as possible his design of fleeing farther, or to endeavor to keep possession of  Macedonia by new levies, if nobody pursued him, it is impossible to judge. He lay at anchor one night, and calling together his friends in Amphipolis, and collecting a sum of money for his necessary expenses, upon advice of Caesar’s approach, set sail from that place, and arrived in a few days at Mitylene.
 Here he was detained two days, and having added a few galleys to his fleet he went to Cilicia, and thence to Cyprus. there he is informed that, by the consent of all the inhabitants of Antioch
 and Roman citizens who traded there, the castle had been seized to shut him out of the town; and that messengers had been dispatched to all those who were reported to have taken refuge in the neighboring states, that they should not come to Antioch; that if they did so, it would be attended with imminent danger to their lives. The same thing had happened to Lucius Lentulus, who had been Consul the year before, and to Publius Lentulus, a consular senator, and to several others at Rhodes,
 who having followed Pompey in his flight, and arrived at the island, were not admitted into the town or port; and having received a message to leave that neighborhood, set sail much against their will; for the rumor of Caesar’s approach had now reached those states.

  Pompey, being informed of these proceedings, laid aside his design of going to Syria, and having taken the public money from the farmers of the revenue, and borrowed more from some private friends, and having put on board his ships a large quantity of brass for military purposes, and two thousand armed men, whom he partly selected from the slaves of the tax farmers, and partly collected from the merchants, and such persons as each of his friends thought fit on this occasion, he sailed for Pelusium.
 It happened that King Ptolemy,
 a minor, was there with a considerable army, engaged in war with his sister Cleopatra, whom a few months before, by the assistance of his relatives and friends, he had expelled from the kingdom; and her camp lay at a small distance from his. To him Pompey applied to be permitted to take refuge in Alexandria, and to be protected in his calamity by his powerful assistance, in consideration of the friendship and amity which had subsisted between his father and him. But Pompey’s deputies, having executed their commission, began to converse with less restraint with the king’s troops , and to advise them to act with friendship to Pompey, and not to think meanly of his bad fortune. In Ptolemy’s army were several of Pompey’s soldiers, of whom, Gabinius
 had received the command in Syria, and had brought them over to Alexandria, and at the conclusion of the war had left with Ptolemy the father of the young king.

  The king’s friends, who were regents of the kingdom during the minority, being informed of these things, either induced by fear, as they afterward declared, lest Pompey should corrupt the king’s army, and seize on Alexandria
 and Egypt, or despising his bad fortune, as in adversity friends commonly change to enemies, in public gave a favorable answer to his deputies, and desired him to come to the king; but secretly laid a plot against him, and dispatched Achillas, captain of the king’s guards, a man of singular boldness, and Lucius Septimius, a military tribune, to assassinate him. Being kindly addrest by them, and deluded by an acquaintance with Septimius, because in the war with the pirates the latter had commanded a company under him, he embarked in a small boat with a few attendants, and was there murdered by Achillas and  Septimius. In like manner, Lucius Lentulus was seized by the king’s order, and put to death in prison. . . . 

Roman Historians 2
TACITUS

Born about 55 A.D.; died about 117; celebrated as historian and orator; praetor in 88; Consul in 97; a friend of the younger Pliny; son-in-law of Agricola; his extant works include a dialog of oratory, a biography of Agricola, “Germania,”, a history of Rome from Galba to Domitian, and his “Annals,” which are a history of the Julian dynasty.

I

FROM REPUBLICAN TO IMPERIAL ROME

  Kings held dominion in the city of Rome from its foundation:  Lucius Brutus instituted liberty and the consulate. Dictatorships were resorted to in temporary emergencies: neither the power of the decemvirs continued in force beyond two years, nor the consular authority of the military tribunes for any length of time. The domination of Cinna did not continue long, nor that of Sulla: the influence of Pompey and Crassus quickly merged in Caesar: the arms of Lepidus and Antony in Augustus, who, with the title of prince, took under his command the commonwealth, exhausted with civil dissensions. But the affairs of the ancient Roman people, whether prosperous or adverse, have been recorded by writers of renown. Nor were there wanting authors of distinguished genius to have composed the history of the times of Augustus, till by the spirit of flattery, which became prevalent, they were deterred. As to Tiberius, Caligula, Claudius, and Nero, whilst they yet reigned the histories of their times were falsified through fear; and after they had fallen, they were written under the influence of recent detestation. Thence my own design of recounting a few incidents respecting Augustus, and those toward the latter part of his life; and, after that, of giving a history of the reign of Tiberius and the rest; uninfluenced by resentment and partiality, as I stand aloof from the causes of them.
  When, after the fall of Brutus and Cassius, there remained none to fight for the commonwealth; when Sextus Pompeius was utterly defeated at Sicily; and Lepidus being deprived of his command, and Mark Antony slain, there remained no leader even to the Julian party but Octavius; having put off the name of Triumvir, styling himself Consul, and pretending that all he aimed at was the jurisdiction attached to the tribuneship for the protection of the commons; when he had cajoled the soldiery by donations, the people by distribution of corn, and men in general by the charms of peace, he (Octavius) began by gradations to exalt himself over them; to draw to himself the functions of the senate and of the magistrate, and the framing of the laws; in which he was thwarted by no man: the boldest spirits having fallen in some or other of the regular battles, or by proscription; and the surviving nobility being distinguished by wealth and public honors, according to the measure of their promptness to bondage; and as these innovations had been the cause of aggrandizement to them, preferring the present state of things with safely to the revival of ancient liberty with personal peril. Neither were the provinces averse to that condition of affairs; since they mistrusted the government of the senate and people, on account of the contentions among the great and the avarice of the magistrates; while the protection of the laws was enfeebles and borne down by violence, intrigue, and bribery.

  Moreover, Augustus, as supports to his domination, raised his sister’s son, Claudius Marcellus,
 a mere youth, to the dignity of pontiff and curule aedile; aggrandized by two successive counsulships Marcus Agrippa,
 a man meanly born, but an accomplished soldier, and the companion of his victories; and soon, on the death of Marcellus, chose him for his son-in-law. The sons of his wife, Tiberius Neo and Claudius Drusus, he dignified with the title of Imperator, tho there had been no diminution in the members of his house. For into the family of the Casesars he had already adopted Lucius and Caius, the sons of Agrippa; and tho they had not yet laid aside the puerile garment, vehement had been his ambition to see them declared princes of the Roman youth, and even designed to the consulship; while he affected to decline the honors for them. Upon the decease of Agrippa, they were cut off, either by a death premature but natural, or by the arts of their stepmother Livia; Lucius on his journey to the armies in Spain, Caius on his return from Armenia, ill of a wound; and as Drusus had been long since dead, Tiberius Nero was the only survivor of his stepsons. On him every honor was accumulated (to that quarter all things inclined); he was by Augustus adopted for his sons, assumed colleague in the empire, partner in the tribunitian authority, and presented to the several armies; not from the secret machinations of his mother, as heretofore, but as her pursuit. For over Augustus, now very aged, she had obtained such absolute sway, that he banished into the isle of Planasia his only surviving grandson, Agrippa Posthumus; a person destitute indeed of liberal accomplishments, and a man of clownish brutality with great bodily strength, but convicted of no heinous offense. The emperor, strange to say, set Germanicus, the son of Drusus, over eight legions quartered upon the Rhine, and ordered that he should be engrafted into his family by Tiberius by adoption, tho Tiberius had then a son of his own on the verge of manhood; but the object was that he might stand firm by having many to support and protect him. War at that time there remained none, except that in Germany, kept on foot rather to blot out the disgrace sustained by the loss of Quintilius Varus, with his army, than from any ambition to enlarge the empire, or for any advantage worth contending for. In profound tranquility were affairs at Rome. The magistrates retained their wonted names; of the Romans, the younger sort had been born since the battle of Actium, and even most of the old during the civil wars: how few were then living who had seen the ancient free state!

  The character of the government thus totally changed; no traces were to be found of the spirit of ancient institutions. The system by which every citizen shared in the government being thrown aside, all men regarded the orders of the prince as the only rule of conduct and obedience; nor felt they any anxiety for the present, while Augustus, yet in the vigor of life, maintained the credit of himself and house, and the peace of the state. But when old age had crept over him, and he was sinking under bodily infirmities—when his end was at hand, and thence a new source of hopes and views was presented—some few there were who began to talk idly about the blessings of liberty: many dreaded a civil war—others long for one; while far the greatest part were occupied in circulating various surmises reflecting upon those who seemed likely to be their masters: “That Agrippa was naturally stern and savage, and exasperated by contumely; and neither in age nor experience equal to a task of such magnitude. Tiberius, indeed had arrived at fulness of years, and was a distinguished captain, but possest the inveterate and inherent pride of the Claudian family and many indications of cruel nature escaped  him, in spite of all his arts to disguise it; that even from his early infancy he had been trained up in an imperial house; that consulships and triumphs had been accumulated upon him while but a youth. Not even during the years of his abode at Rhodes, where under the plausible name of retirement, he was in fact an exile, did he employ himself otherwise than in meditating future vengeance, studying the arts of simulation, and practising secret and abominable sensualities. That to those considerations was added that of his mother, a woman with the ungovernable spirit peculiar to her sex; that the Romans must be under bondage to a woman, and moreover to two youths, who would meanwhile oppress the state, and, at one time or other, rend it piecemeal.”

  While the public mind was agitated by these and similar discussions, the illness of Augustus grew daily more serious, and some suspected nefarious practices on the part of his wife. For some months before, a rumor had gone abroad that Augustus, having singled out a few to whom he communicated h is purpose, had taken Fabius Maximus for his only companion, had sailed over to the island of Planasia, to visit Agrippa; that many tears were shed on both sides, many tokens of mutual tenderness shown, and hopes from thence conceived that the youth would be restores to the household gods of his grandfather. That Maximus had disclosed this to Martia, his wife—she to Livia; and that the emperor was informed of it: and that Maximus, not long after, dying (it is doubtful whether naturally or by means sought for the purpose), Martia was observed, in her lamentations at his funeral, to upbraid herself as the cause of her husband’s destruction. Howsoever that matter might have been Tiberius was scarce entered Illyrium when he was summoned by a letter from his mother, forwarded with speed, nor is it fully known whether, at his return to Nola,
 he found Augustus yet breathing, or already lifeless. For Livia had carefully beset the palace, and all the avenues to it, with vigilant guards; and favorable bulletins were from time to time given out, until the provisions which the conjuncture required being completed, in one and the same moment were published the departure of Augustus, and the accession of Tiberius.

II

THE FUNERAL OF GERMANICUS

(19 A.D.)

  Agrippina,
 continuing her course without the least intermission through all the perils and rigors of a sea-voyage in the winter, arrived at the island of Coreyra, situated over against the shores of Calabria. Unable to moderate her grief, and impatient from inexperience of affliction, she spent a few days there to tranquilize her troubled spirit; when, on hearing of her arrival, all the intimate friends of her family, and most of the officers who had served under Germanicus, with a number of strangers from the neighboring municipal towns, some thinking it due as a mark of respect to the prince, but the greater part carried along with the current, rushed to the city of Brundusium, the readiest port in her way, and the safest landing. As soon as the fleet appeared in the deep, instantly were filled, not the port alone and adjacent pats of the sea, but the walls and roofs, and wherever the most distant prospect could be obtained, with a sorrowing multitude, earnestly asking each other “whether they should receive her on landing in silence, or with some expression of feeling?” Nor was it clearly determined what course would be most suitable to the occasion, when the fleet came slowly in, not as usual in sprightly trim, but all wearing the impress of sadness. When she descended from the ship, accompanied by her two infants,
 and bearing in her hand the funeral urn, her eyes fixt stedfastly upon the earth, one simultaneous groan burst from the whole assemblage; nor could you distinguish relations from strangers, now the wailings of men from those of women; now could any difference be discerned, except that those who came to meet her, in the vehemence  of recent grief, surpassed the attendants of Agrippina, who were exhausted with continued mourning.

  Tiberius had dispatched two praetorian cohorts, with directions that the magistrates of Calabria, with Apulians and Campanians, should pay their last offices of respect to the memory of his son; upon the shoulders, therefore, of the tribunes and centurions his ashes were borne; before them were carried the ensigns unadorned, and the fasces reversed. As they passed through the colonies, the populace in black, the knights in their purple robes, burned precious raiment, perfumes, and whatever else is used in funeral solemnities, according to the ability of the place; even they whose cities lay remote form the route, came forth, offered victims, and erected altars to the gods of the departed, and with tears and ejaculations testified their sorrow. Drusus came as far as Terracina, with Claudius the brother of Germanicus, and those of his children who had been left at Rome.
 The Consuls, Marcus Valerius and Marcus Aurelius
 (for they had now entered upon their office), the senate, and great part of the people, filled the road—a scattered procession, each walking and expressing his grief as inclination led him; in sooth, flattery was an utter stranger here, for all knew how real was the joy, how hollow the grief, of Tiberius for the death of Germanicus.

  Tiberius and Livia
 avoided appearing abroad—public lamentation they thought below their dignity—or perhaps they apprehended that if their countenances were examined by all eyes their hypocrisy would be detected. That Antonia, mother to the deceased, bore any part in the funeral, I do not find either in the historians or in the journals, tho, besides Agrippina, and Drusus, and Claudius, his other relations are likewise there recorded by name; whether by sickness she was prevented, or whether her soul, vanquished by sorrow, could not bear to go through the representation of such an over-powering calamity. I would rather believe her constrained by Tiberius and Livia, who left not the palace, that they might seem to grieve alike, and that the grandmother and uncle might appear to have followed her example in staying at home.

  The day on which his remains were deposited in the tomb of Augustus, at one time exhibited the silence of perfect desolation; at another, the uproar of vociferous lamentation; the streets of the city were crowded, one general blaze of torches glared throughout the Campus Martius; there the soldiers under arms, the magistrates without the insignia of office, and the people ranged according to their tribes, passionately exclaimed, “that the commonwealth was utterly lost, that henceforth there remained no hope,” so openly and so boldly that you would have believed they had forgotten those who ruled them. But nothing pierced Tiberius more deeply than the warm interest excited in favor of Agrippina, while they gave her such titles as “the ornament of her country, the only blood of Augustus, an unparalleled example of primitive virtue”; and, looking up to heaven and the gods, they implored “the preservation of her issue, and that they might outlive their oppressors.”

  There were those who missed the pomp of a public funeral, and compared with this the superior honors and magnificence displayed by Augustus in that of Drusus, the father of Germanicus; observing, “that he himself had traveled, in the depth of winter, as far as Ticinus, and continuing by the corpse, had with it entered the city; around his bier were crowded the images of the Claudii and Julii; he was mourned in the forum; his encomium pronounced on the rostra; all the honors invented by our ancestors, or added by their posterity, were heaped upon him. But to Germanicus were denied the ordinary solemnities, and such as were due to every distinguished Roman. Certainly his corpse was burned in a foreign country because of the long journey, in such a manner as it was, but afterward it was but just to have compensated the scantiness of the first ceremony by the increased solemnity of the last; his brother met him but one day’s journey, his uncle not even at the gate. Where were those observances of the ancients, the effigies of the dead laid in state on a bed, hymns composed in memory of departed virtue, with encomiums and tears? Where at least the ceremonial of sorrow?”

  All this was known to Tiberius, and to suppress the reflections of the populace, he admonished them in an edict, “that many illustrious Romans had died for the commonwealth, but none so universally and vehemently regretted; and that it was to the honor of himself and all others, if bounds were observed. The same things which became private families and small states became not princes and an imperial people; that it was not unseemly to lament in the first transport of sorrow, nay, relief, was afforded by weeping, but it was now time to recover and compose their minds. Thus the deified Julius, upon the loss of an only daughter;
 thus the deified Augustus, upon the premature death of his grandsons, had both concealed their sorrow. More ancient examples were unnecessary; how often had the Roman people sustained with equanimity the slaughter of their armies, the death of their generals, and entire destruction of illustrious families—princes were mortal, the commonwealth was eternal—they should therefore resume their customary vocations.” And because the spectacle of the Megalesian games was at hand, he added, “that they should even lay aside their grief for amusements.”

  The vacation ended, public affairs were resumed; Drusus departed for the army in Illyricum, the minds of all men impatiently looking for vengeance upon Piso; and amidst many complaints, that while he was roaming at large through the delightful regions of Asia an Greece, he was undermining by contemptuous and artful delay the evidences of his crimes; for it was generally known that Martina, that notorious trafficker in sorceries, and sent, as I have above related, by Cneius Sentius to Rome, had died suddenly at Brundusium; that poison lay concealed in a knot of her hair.

III

THE  DEATH OF SENECA

(65 A.D.)

  The next death added by Nero was that of Plautius Lateranus, consul elect; and with such precipitation, that he would not allow him to embrace his children, nor the usual brief interval to choose his mode of death. He was dragged to the place allotted for the execution of slaves, and there, by the hand of Statius the tribune, slaughtered. In his death he maintained the most invincible silence, not charging his executioner with participation in the design for which he suffered. The destruction of Seneca followed to the infinite joy of the prince; not because he had ascertained that he was a party to the conspiracy, but that he might assail him with the sword, since poison had failed: for Natalis only had named him; and his disclosure amounted but to this, “that he had been sent by Piso
 to visit Seneca, then indisposed, to complain that he was refused admittance; and to represent, that it would be better if they maintained their friendship by intercourse: that to this Seneca replied, that talking to each other and frequent interviews were to the service of neither; but upon the safety of Piso his own security rested.” Granius Silvanus, tribune of a pretorian cohort, was ordered to represent this to Seneca, and to demand of him, “whether he admitted the words of Natalis, and his own answers.” Seneca had that very day, either from chance or design, returned fro Campanula, and rested at a villa of his, four miles from Rome: thither arrived the tribune toward evening, and beset the villa with his men; and then, as he sat at table with Pauline his wife, and two friends, delivered his orders from the emperor.

  Seneca replied, “that Natalis had in truth been sent to him, and in the name of Piso complained, that he was debarred from visiting him; and that he had excused himself on the score of illness and his love of retirement; but he had no motive to declare that he preferred the safety of a private man to his own security; nor was his disposition prone to flattery; as no man better knew than Nero, who had experienced more frequent proofs of the freedom than the servility of Seneca.”

  When this answer was by the tribune reported to Nero, in presence of Poppaea
 and Tigellinus, who composed the cabinet council, the raging tyrant asked, whether Seneca meditated a voluntary death? The tribune averred “that he had manifested no symptoms of fear; and neither in his words nor looks did he detect any indication of regret.” He was therefore commanded to return, and tell him he was doomed to die. Fabius Rusticus writes, “that the tribune did not return by the road he went, but turning off went to Fenius, captain of the guards, and stating to him the emperor’s orders, asked whether he should obey him; and was by him admonished to execute them:; thus displaying that want of spirit which by some fatality prevailed universally; for Silvanus too was on of the conspirators; and yet was contributing to multiply the atrocities he had conspired to avenge. He avoided, however, seeing and speaking to Seneca; but sent in a centurion to apprize him of his final doom.

  Seneca undismayed, called for tables to make his will; and, as this was prohibited by the centurion, turning to his friends, he told them, “that since he was debarred from requiting their services, he bequeathed them that which alone was now left him, but which yet was the fairest legacy he had to leave them—the example of his life: and if they kept it in view, they would reap the fame due to honorable acquirements and inviolable friendship.” At the same time he endeavored to repress their tears and restore their fortitude, now by soothing language, and now in a more animated strain and in a tone of rebuke, asking them, “where were the precepts of philosophy? Where the rules of conduct under impending evils, studies for so many years? For who was unapprized of the ferocious disposition of Nero? Nor could anything else be expected after he had murdered his mother and brother, than that he should proceed to destroy his nursing father and preceptor.”

  After these and similar reasonings addrest to the company in general, he embraced his wife; and after a brief but vigorous effort to get the better of the apprehensions that prest upon him at that moment, he besought and implored her “to refrain from surrendering herself to endless grief; but endeavor to mitigate her regret for her husband by means of those honorable consolations which she would experience in the contemplation of his virtuous life.” Paulina, on the contrary, urged her purpose to die with him, and called for the hand of the executioner. When Seneca, unwilling to impede her glory, and also from affection, as he was anxious not to leave one who was dear to him above everything, exposed to the hard usage of the world thus addrest her: “I had pointed out to you how to soften the ills of life; but you prefer the renown of dying: I will not envy you the honor of the example. Tho both display the same unflinching fortitude in encountering death; still the glory of your exit will be superior to mine.” After this, both had the veins of their arms opened with the same stroke. As the blood flowed slowly form the aged body of Seneca, attenuated as it was too by scanty sustenance, he had the veins of his legs and hams also cut; and unable to bear up under the excessive torture lest by his own sufferings he should overpower the resolution of his wife, and by witnessing her anguish be betrayed in to impatience himself, he advised her to retire into another chamber. His eloquence continued to flow during the latest moments of his existence, and summoning his secretaries, he dictated many things, which, as they have been published in his own words, I forbear to exhibit in other language.

IV

THE BURNING OF ROME BY ORDER OF NERO

(64 A.D.)

There followed a dreadful disaster; whether fortuitously, or by the wicked contrivance of the prince,
 is not determined, for both are asserted by historians: but of all the calamities which ever befell this city from the rage of fire, this was the most terrible and severe. It broke out in that part of the Circus which is contiguous to mounts Palatine and Caelius; where, by reason of shops in which were kept such goods as minister aliment to fire, the moment it commenced it acquired strength, and being accelerated by the wind, it spread at once through the whole extent of the Circus: for neither were the houses secured by enclosures, nor the temples environed with walls, nor was there any other obstacle to intercept its progress; but the flame, spreading every way impetuously invaded first the lower regions of the city, then mounted to the higher; then again ravaging the lower, it baffled every effort to extinguish it, by the rapidity of its destructive course, and from the liability of the city to conflagration, in consequence of the narrow and intricate alleys, and the irregularity of the streets in ancient Rome.
 Add to this, the wailings of terrified women, the infirm condition of the aged, and the helplessness of childhood: such as strove to provide for themselves, and those who labored to assist others; these dragging the feeble, those waiting for them; some hurrying, others lingering; altogether created a scene of universal confusion and embarrassment: and while they looked back upon the danger in their rear, they often found themselves beset before, and on their sides: or if they had escaped into the quarters adjoining, these too were already seized by the devouring flames; even the parts which they believed remote and exempt, were found to be in the same distress. At last, not knowing what to shun, or where to seek sanctuary, they crowded the streets, and lay along in the open fields. Some, from the loss of their whole substance, even the means of their daily sustenance, others, from affection for their relations, whom they had not been able to snatch from the flames, suffered themselves to perish in them, tho they had opportunity to escape. Neither dared any man offer to check the fire: so repeated were the menaces of many who forbade to extinguish it; and because others openly threw firebrands, with loud declarations “that they had one who authorized them”; whether they did it that they might plunder with the less restraint, or in consequence of orders given.

  Nero, who was at that juncture sojourning at Antium,
 did not return to the city till the fire approached that quarter of his house which connected the palace with the gardens of Maecenas;
 nor could it, however, be prevented from devouring the house and palace, and everything around. But for the relief of the people, thus destitute, and driven from their dwellings, he opened the fields of Mars and the monumental edifices erected by Agrippa,
 and even his own gardens. He likewise reared temporary houses for the reception of the forlorn multitude: and from Ostia and the neighboring cities were brought, up the river, household necessaries; and the price of grain was reduced to three sesterces the measure. All which proceedings, tho of a popular character, were thrown away, because a rumor had become universally current, “that the very time when the city was in flames, Nero, going on the stage of his private theater, sang ‘The Destruction of Troy,’ assimilating the present disaster to that catastrophe of ancient times.”

  At length, on the sixth day, the conflagration was stayed at the foot of Esquilliae, by pulling down an immense quantity of buildings, so that an open space, and as it were, void air, might check the raging element by breaking the continuity. But ere the consternation had subsided the fire broke out afresh, with no little violence, but in regions more spacious, and therefore with less destruction of human life; but more extensive havoc was made of the temples, and the porticoes dedicated to amusement. This conflagration, too was the subject of more censorious remark, as it arose in the Aemilian possessions of Tigellinus: and Nero seemed to aim at the glory of building a new city, and calling it by his own name: for, of the fourteen sections into which Rome is divided, four were still standing entire, three were leveled with the ground, and in the seven others there remained only here and there a few remnants of houses, shattered and half-consumed.

  It were no easy task to recount the number of tenements and temples which were lost: but the following, most venerable for antiquity and sanctity, were consumed: that dedicated by Servius Tullius to the Moon; the temple and great altar consecrated by Evander the Arcadian to Hercules while present; the chapel vowed by Romulus to Jupiter Stator; the palace of Numa,
 with the temple of Vesta, and in it the tutelar gods of Tome. Moreover, the treasures accumulated by so many victories, the beautiful productions of Greek artists, ancient writings of authors celebrated for genius, and till then preserved entire, were consumed: and tho great was the beauty of the city, in its renovated form, the older inhabitants remembered many decorations of the ancient which could not be replaced in the modern city. There were some who remarked that the commencement of this fire showed itself on the fourteenth before the calends of July the day on which the Senones set fire to the captured city. Others carried their investigation so far as to determine that an equal number of years, months, and days intervened between the two fires.

  To proceed: Nero appropriated to his own purposes the ruins of his country, and founded upon them a palace; in which the old-fashioned, and, in those luxurious times, common ornaments of gold and precious stones, were not so much the objects of attraction as lands and lakes; in one part, woods like vast deserts; in another part, open spaces and expansive prospects. The projectors and superintendents of this plan were Severus and Celer, men of such ingenuity and daring enterprise as to attempt to conquer by art the obstacles of nature, and fool away the treasures of the prince: they had even undertaken to sink a navigable canal from the lake Avernus to the mouth of the Tiber, over an arid shore, or through opposing mountains: nor indeed does there occur anything of a humid nature for supplying water, except the Pomptine marshes; the rest is either craggy rock or a parched soil: and had it even been possible to break through these obstructions, the toil had been intolerable, and disproportioned to the object. Nero, however, who longed to achieve things that exceeded credibility, exerted all his might to perforate the mountains adjoining to Avernus: and to this day there remain traces of his abortive project.

  But the rest of the old site not occupied by his palace, was laid out, not as after the Gallic fire, without discrimination and regularity but with the lines of streets measured out, broad spaces left for transit, the height of the buildings limited, open areas left, and porticoes added to protect the front of the clustered dwellings: these porticoes Nero engaged to rear at his own expense, and then to deliver to each proprietor the areas about them cleared. He moreover proposed rewards proportioned to every man’s rank and private substance, and fixt a day within which, if their houses, single or clustered, were finished, they should receive them: He appointed the marshes of Ostia for a receptacle of the rubbish, and that the vessels which had conveyed grain up the Tiber should return laden with rubbish; that the buildings themselves should be raised to a certain portion of their height without beams, and arched with stone form the quarried of Gabii or Alba, that stone being proof against fire: that over the water springs, which had been improperly intercepted by private individuals, overseers should be placed, to provide for their flowing in greater abundance, and in a greater number of places, for the supply of the public; that every housekeeper should have in his yard means of extinguishing fire neither should there by party-walls, but every house should be enclosed by its own walls. These regulations, which were favorably received, in consideration of their utility, were also a source of beauty to the new city: yet some there were who believed that the ancient form was more conducive to health, as from the narrowness of the streets and the height of the buildings the rays of the sun were more excluded; whereas now, the spacious breadth of the streets, without any shade to protect it, was more intensely heated in warm weather.

  Such were the provisions made by human counsels. The gods were next addrest with expiations; and recourse had to the Sibyl’s books. By admonition from them to Vulcan, Ceres, and Proserpina, supplicatory sacrifices were made, and Juno propitiated by the matrons, first in the Capitol, then upon the nearest shore, where, by water drawn from the sea, the temple and image of the goddess were besprinkled; and the ceremony of placing the goddess in her sacred chair, and her vigil, were celebrated by ladies who had husbands. But not all the relief that could come from man, not all the bounties that the prince could bestow, nor all the atonements which could be presented to the gods, availed to relieve Nero from the infamy of being believed to have ordered the conflagration.

  Hence, to suppress the rumor, he falsely charged with the guilt, and punished with the most exquisite tortures, the persons commonly called Christians,
 who were hated for their enormities. Christus, the founder of that name, was put to death as a criminal by Pontius Pilate; procurator of Judea, in the reign of Tiberius: but the pernicious superstition, represt for a time, broke out again, not only through Judea, where the mischief originated, but through the city of Rome also, whither all things horrible and disgraceful flow, from all quarters, as to a common receptacle, and where they are encouraged. Accordingly, first those were seized who confest they were Christians; next, on their information, a vast multitude were convicted, not so much on the charge of burning the city, as of hating the human race. And in their deaths they were covered with the hides of wild beasts, and worried to death by dogs, or nailed to crosses, or set fire to, and when day declined, burned to serve for nocturnal lights. Nero offered his own gardens for that spectacle, and exhibited a Circensian game, indiscriminately mingling with the common people in the habit of a charioteer, or else standing in his chariot. Whence a feeling of compassion arose toward the sufferers, the guilty and deserving to be made examples of by capital punishment, because they seemed not to be cut off for the public good, but victims to the ferocity of one man.

  In the mean time, in order to supply money, all Italy was pillaged, the provinces ruined: both the people in alliance with us, and the states which are called free. Even the gods were not exempt from plunder on this occasion, their temples in the city being despoiled, and all their gold conveyed away, which the Roman people, in every age, wither in gratitude for triumphs, or in fulfillment of vows, had consecrated, in times of prosperity, or in seasons of dismay. Through Greece and Asia, indeed, the gifts and oblations, and even the statues of the deities were carried off; Acratus and Secundus Carinas being sent into those provinces for the purpose: the former Nero’s freedman, a prompt instrument in any iniquity; the other, acquainted with Greek learning, as far as related to lip-knowledge, but unadorned with virtuous accomplishments. Of Seneca it was reported, “that to avert from himself the odium of this sacrilege, he prayed to retire to a seat of his, remote from Rome, and being refused, feigned indisposition, as tho his nerves were affected, and confined himself to his chamber.” Some authors have recorded, “that a freedman of his, named Cleonicus, had, by the command of Nero, prepared poison for his master, who escaped it, either from the discovery made by the freedman, or from the caution inspired by his own apprehensions, as he supported nature by a diet perfectly simple, satisfying the cravings of hunger by wild fruits, and the solicitations of thirst from the running brook.”

V

THE BURNING OF THE CAPITOL AT ROME

(69 A.D.)

  Martialis had scarcely reentered the Capitol, when the furious soldiers appeared before it, without a general, and each man acting on his own suggestions. Having rapidly passed the forum, and the temples that overlook it, they marched up the opposite hill, as far as the first gates of the citadel. On the right side of the ascent, a range of porticoes had been built in ancient times. Going out upon the roof of those, the besieged threw a shower of stones and tiles. The assailants had no weapons but their swords, and to fetch engines and missiles seemed a tedious delay. They threw brands into the portico that jutted near them. They followed up the fire, and would have forced their way through the gate of the Capitol, which the fire had laid hold of, if Sabinus had not placed as a barrier in the very approach, in lieu of a wall, the statues, those honorable monuments of our ancestors, which were pulled down wherever they could be found. They then assaulted the Capitol in two different quarters near the grove of the asylum, and where the Tarpeian rock is ascended by a hundred steps. Both attacks were unforeseen. That by the asylum was the nearer and most vigorous. Nor could they be stopt from climbing up the contiguous buildings, which being raised high under the idea of undisturbed peace, reach the basement of the Capitol. Here a doubt exists whether the fire was thrown upon the roofs by the storming party or the besieged, the latter being more generally supposed to have done it, to repulse those who were climbing up, and had advanced some way. The fire extended itself thence to the porticoes adjoining the temples; soon the eagles that supported the cupola caught fire, and as the timber was old they fed the flame. Thus the Capitol, with its gates shut, neither stormed, nor defended, was burned to the ground.

  From the foundation of the city to that hour, the Roman republic had felt no calamity so deplorable, so shocking, as that, unassailed by a foreign enemy, and, were it not for the vices of the age, with the deities propitious, the temple of Jupiter supremely good and great, built by our ancestors with solemn auspices, the pledge of empire, which neither Porsena,
 when Rome surrendered to his arms, nor the Gauls,
 when they captured the city, were permitted to violate, should be now demolished by the madness of the rulers of the state. The Capitol was once before destroyed by fire during a civil war; but it was from the guilty machinations of private individuals. Now it was besieged publicly, publicly set fire to and what were the motives for the war? What was the object to be gained, that so severe a calamity was incurred?  Warred we in our country’s cause?—Tarquinius Priscus, during the war with the Sabines, built it in fulfillment of a vow, and laid the foundations more in conformity with his anticipations of the future grandeur of the empire, than the limited extent of the Roman means at that time. Servius Tullius, assisted by the zeal of the allies of Rome and after him Tarquin the Proud, with the spoils of Suessa Pometia, added to the building. But the glory of completing the design was reserved for the era liberty When tyrants were swept away, Horatius Pulvilus, in his second consulship, dedicated the temple, finished with such magnificence that the wealth of after ages graced it with new embellishments, but added nothing to its dimensions. Four hundred and fifteen years afterward, in the consulship of Lucius Scipio and Caius Norbanus, it was burned to the ground, and again rebuilt on the old foundation. Sulla having now triumphed over his opponents, undertook to build it, but nevertheless did not dedicate it; the only thing reserved for Lutatius Catulus, whose name, amidst so many works of the Caesars, remained legible till the days of Vitellius. Such was the sacred building which was at this time reduced to ashes.

VI

THE SIEGE OF CREMONA

(69 A.D.)

  When they came to Cremona, they found a new and enormous difficulty. In the war with Otho, with German legions had formed a camp round the walls of the town, and fortified it with lines of circumvallation. New works were added afterward. The victors stood astonished at the sight, and even the generals were at a stand, undecided what orders to give. With troops harassed by exertions through the night and day, to carry the place by storm was difficult, and, without succors at hand, might be dangerous; but if they marched to Bedriacum, the fatigue would be insupportable, and the victory would end in nothing. To throw up intrenchments was dangerous, in the face of an enemy, who might suddenly sally forth and put them to the rout, while employed on the work in detached parties. A difficulty still greater than all arose form the temper of the men, more patient of danger than delay: inasmuch as a state of security afforded no excitement, while hope grew out of enterprise, however perilous; and carnage, wounds and blood, to whatever extent, were counterbalanced by the insatiable desire of plunder.

  Antonius
 determined upon the latter course, and ordered the rampart to be invested. The attack began at a distance with a volley of stones and darts, with the greater loss to the Flavians, on whom the enemy’s weapons were thrown with advantage from above. Antonius presently assigned portions of the rampart and the gates to the legions that by this mode of attack in different quarters, valor and cowardice might be distinguished, and a spirit of emulation  in honor animate the army. The third and seventh legions took their station nearest the road to Bedriacum; the seventh and eighth Claudian, a portion more to the right hand of the rampart; the thirteenth were carried by their own impetuosity to the gate that looked toward Brixia.

  Severe in the extreme was the conflict maintained by the third and the seventh  legions. Antonius in person led on a select body of auxiliaries to the same quarter. The Vitellians were no longer able to maintain the shock of men all bent on victory, and seeing their darts fall on the military shell, and glide off without effect, at last they rolled own their battering –engine on the heads of the besiegers. For the moment, it dispersed and overwhelmed the party among which it fell; but it also drew after it, in its fall, the battlements and upper parts of the rampart. An adjoining tower, at the same time, yielded to the effect of stones which struck it, and left a breach, at which the seventh legion, in the form of a wedge, endeavored to force their way, while the third hewed down the gate with axes and swords. The first man that entered, according to all historians, was Caius Volusius, a common soldier of the third legion. He gained the summit of the rampart, and, bearing down all resistance, in the view of all beckoned with his hand, and cried aloud that the camp was captured. The rest of the legion followed him with resistless fury, the Vitellians being panic-struck, and throwing themselves headlong form the woks. The whole space between the camp and the walls of Cremona was filled with slain.

  And now a new form of difficulty was presented by the high walls of the city, and towers of stone, the gates secured by iron bars, and troops brandishing their arms; the inhabitants, a large and numerous body, all devoted to Vitellius; and a conflux of people from all parts of Italy at the stated fair which was then held. The latter was regarded by the garrison as an aid, from the increase of numbers; but inflamed the ardor of the besiegers on the score of booty. Antonius ordered his men to take combustibles, and set fire to the most elegant edifices without the city; if, peradventure, the inhabitants, seeing their mansion destroyed, would be induced to abandon the adverse cause. In the houses that stood near the walls, of a height to overlook the works, he placed the bravest of his troops; and from those stations beams, tiles and firebrands were thrown down to drive the defenders of the walls from their posts.

  The legions under Antonius now formed a military shell, while the rest poured in a volley of stones and darts; when the spirit of the besieged gradually gave way. The men highest in rank were willing to make terms for themselves, lest, if Cremona was taken by storm, they should receive no quarter, and the conquerors, disdaining vulgar lives, should fall on the tribunes and centurions, from whom the largest booty was to be expected. The common men, as usual, careless about future events, and safe in their obscurity, still held out. Roaming about the streets, or lurking in private houses, they did not sue for peace even when they had given up the contest. The principal officers took down the name and images of Vitellius. Caecina, for he was still in confinement, they released from his fetters, and desired his aid in pleading their cause with the conqueror. He heard their petition with disdain, swelling with insolence, while they importuned him with tears; the last stage of human misery, when so many brace and gallant men were obliged to sue to a traitor for protection! They then hung out form the walls the fillets and badges of supplicants. When Antonius ordered a cessation of hostilities, the garrison brought out their eagles and standards; a mournful train of soldiers without their arms, their eyes riveted to the ground followed them. The conquerors gathered round them, and first heaped reproaches upon them, and threatened violence to their persons; but afterward, when they saw the passiveness with which they received the insults, and that the vanquished, abandoning all their former pride, submitted to every indignity, the thought occurred that these very men lately conquered at Bedriacum, and used their victory with moderation. But when Caecina came forth, decorated with his robes, and preceded by his lictors, who opened a way for him through the crowd, the indignation of the victors burst into a flame. They reproached him for his pride, his cruelty, and even for his treachery: so detested is villainy. Antonius opposed the fury of his men and sent him under escort to Vespasian.

  Meanwhile, the common people of Cremona, in the midst of so many soldiers, were subjected to grievous oppressions, and were in danger of being all put to the sword, if the rage of the soldiery had not been assuaged by the entreaties of their leaders. Antonius called them to an assembly, when he spoke of the conquerors in lofty terms, and of the vanquished with humanity; of Cremona he said nothing either way. But the army, adding to their love of plunder an inveterate aversion to the people, were bent on the extirpation of the inhabitants. In the war against Otho they were deemed the abettors of Vitellius; and afterward, when the thirteenth legion was left among them to build as amphitheater, with the usual insolence of the lower orders in towns, they had assailed them with offensive ribaldry. The spectacle of gladiators exhibited there by Caecina inflamed the animosity against the people. Their city, too, was now against the people. Their city, too, was now for the second time the seat of war; and, in the heat of the last engagement, the Vitellians were thence supplied with refreshments; and some of their women led into the field of battle by their zeal for the cause, were slain. The period, too, of the fair had given to a colony otherwise affluent an imposing appearance of accumulated wealth. Antonius, by his fame and brilliant success, eclipsed all the other commanders; the attention of all was fixt on him alone. He hastened to the baths to wash off the blood; and on observing that the water was not hot enough, he said that they would soon grow hotter. The expression was caught up: a casual word among slaves had the effect of throwing upon him the whole odium of having given a signal for setting fire to Cremona, which was already in flames.

  Forty thousand armed men had poured into it. The number of drudges and camp-followers was still greater, and more abandoned to lust and cruelty. Neither age nor dignity served as a protection; deeds of lust were perpetrated amidst scenes of carnage, and murder was added to rape. Aged men and women that had passed their prime, and who were useless as booty, were made the objects of brutal sport. If a mature maiden, or any one of comely appearance, fell in their way, after being torn piecemeal by the rude hands of contending ruffians, they at last were the occasion of their turning their swords against each other. While eagerly carrying off money or massy god from the temples, they were butchered by others stronger than themselves. Not content with the treasures that lay open to their view, some forced the owners to discover their hidden wealth, and dig up their buried riches. Numbers carried flaming torches, and , as soon as they had brought forth their booty, in their wanton sport set the gutted houses and plundered temples on fore, In an army differing in language and manners, composed of Roman citizens, allies, and foreign auxiliaries, all the diversities of passions were exhibited. Each had his separate notions of right and wrong; nor was anything unlawful. Four days did Cremona minister to their rapacity. When everything else, sacred and profane, was leveled in the conflagration, the temple of Memphitis alone remained standing, outside of the walls; saved either by its situation, or the influence of the deity.

  Such was the fate of Cremona, two hundred and eighty-six years from its foundation. It was build during the consulship of Tiberius Dempronius and Publius Cornelius, at the time when Hannibal threatened an irruption into Italy, as a bulwark against the Gauls inhabiting beyond the Po, or any other power that might break in over the Alps. The colony, as might be expected, grew and flourished in the number of its settlers, from the contiguity of rivers, the fertility of hits soil, from alliances and intermarriages with the neighboring people; never having suffered from foreign wars, but a sad sufferer from civil dissensions. Antonius, shrinking form the infamy of this horrible transaction (for the detestation it excited was increasing), issued an edict forbidding all manner of persons to detain the citizens of Cremona as prisoners of war. At the same time the booty was rendered valueless by a resolution adopted throughout Italy, not to purchase the captives taken on that occasion. The soldiers then began to murder them. However, when this was known, the prisoners were eagerly ransomed by their friends and relations. The survivors in a short time returned to Cremona. The temples and public places were rebuilt, at the recommendation of Vespasian, by the munificence of the burgesses.

VII

AGRICOLA

  Cnaeus Julius Agricola was born at the ancient and illustrious colony of Forum Julii. Both his grandfathers were imperial procurators, an office which confers the rank of equestrian nobility. His father, Julius Graecinus, of the senatorian order, was famous for the study of eloquence and philosophy; and by these accomplishments he drew on himself the displeasure of Caius Caesar,
 for, being commanded to undertake the accusation of Marcus Silanus—on his refusal, he was put to death. His mother was Julia Procilla, a lady of exemplary chastity. Educated with tenderness in her bosom, he passed his childhood and youth in the attainment of every liberal art. He was preserved from the allurements of vice, not only by a naturally good disposition, but by being sent very early to pursue his studies at Massilia:
 a place where Grecian politeness and provincial frugality are happily united. I remember he was used to relate, that in his early youth he should have engaged with more ardor in philosophical speculation than was suitable to a Roman and a senator, had not the prudence of his mother restrained the warmth and vehemence of his disposition; for his lofty and upright spirit, inflamed by the charms of glory and exalted reputation, led him to the pursuit with ore eagerness than discretion. Reason and riper years tempered his warmth; and from the study of wisdom, he retained what is most difficult to compass—moderation.

  He learned the rudiments of war in Britain, under Suetonius Paulinus, an active and prudent commander, who chose him for his tent companion, in order to form an estimate of his merit. Nor did Agricola, like many young men, who convert military service into wanton pastime, avail himself licentiously or slothfully of his tribunitial title, or his inexperience, to spend his time in pleasures and absences from duty; but he employed himself in gaining a knowledge of the country, making himself known to the army, learning from the experienced, and imitating the best; neither pressing to be employed through vainglory, nor declining it through timidity; and performing his duty with equal solitude and spirit. At no other time in truth was Britain more agitated or in a state of greater uncertainty. Our veterans slaughtered, our colonies burned, our armies cut off—we were then contending for safety, afterward for victory. During this period, altho all things were transacted under the conduct an direction of another, and the stress of the whole, as well as the glory of recovering the province, fell to the general’s share, yet they imparted to the young Agricola skill, experience, and incentives; and the passion for military glory entered his soul; a passion ungrateful to the times, in which eminence was unfavorably construed, and a great reputation was no less dangerous than a bad one.

  Departing thence to undertake the offices of magistracy in Rome, he married Domitia Decidiana, a lady of illustrious descent, from which connection he derived credit and support in his pursuit of greater things. They lived together in admirable harmony and mutual affection; each giving the preference to the other; a conduct equally laudable in both, except that a greater degree of praise is due to a good wife, in proportion as a bad one deserves the greater censure. The lot of questorship gave him Asia for his province, and the proconsul Salvius Titianus
 for his superior; by neither of which circumstances was he corrupted, altho the province was wealthy and open to plunder, and the proconsul, form his rapacious disposition, would readily have agreed to a mutual concealment of guilt. His family was there increased by the birth of a daughter, who was both the support of his house, and his consolation; for he lost an elder-born son in infancy. . . .

  On his return from commanding the legion he was raised by Vespasian to the patrician order, and then invested with the government of Aquitania, a distinguished promotion, both in respect to the office itself, and the hopes of the consulate to which it destined him. It is a common supposition that military men, habituated to the unscrupulous and summary processes of camps, where things are carried with a strong hand, are deficient in the address and subtlety of genius requisite in civil jurisdiction. Agricola, however, by his natural prudence, was enabled to act with facility and precision even among civilians. He distinguished the hours of business from those of relaxation. When the court or tribunal demanded his presence, as grave, intent, awful, yet general inclined to lenity.  When the duties of his office were over, the man of power was instantly laid aside. Nothing of sternness, arrogance, or rapaciousness appeared; and, what was a singular felicity, his affability did not impair his authority, nor his severity render him less beloved. To mention integrity and freedom from corruption in such a man, would be an affront to his virtues. He did not even court reputation, an object to which men of worth frequently sacrifice, by ostentation or artifice; equally avoiding competition with his colleagues, and contention with the procurators. To overcome in such a contest he thought inglorious; and to be put down, a disgrace. Somewhat less than three years were spent in this office, when he was recalled to the immediate prospect of the consulate; while at the same time a popular opinion prevailed that the government of Britain would be conferred upon him; an opinion not founded upon any suggestions of his own, but upon his being thought equal to the station. Common fame does not always err, sometimes it even directs a choice. When Consul,
 he contracted his daughter, a lady already of the happiest promise, to myself, then a very young man; and after this office was expired I received her in marriage. He was immediately appointed governor of Britain, and the pontificate was added to his other dignities. . . .

  His decease was a severe affliction to his family, a grief to his friends, and a subject of regret even to foreigners, and those who had no personal knowledge of him. The common people too and the class who little interest themselves about public concerns, were frequent in their inquiries at his house during his sickness, and made him the subject of conversation at the forum and in private circles; nor did any person either rejoice at the news of his death, or speedily forget it. Their commiseration was aggravated by a prevailing report that he was taken off by poison. I can not venture to affirm anything certain of this matter; yet, during the whole course of his illness, the principal of the imperial freedmen and the most confidential of the physicians was sent much more frequently than was customary with a court who visits were chiefly paid by messages; whether that was done out of real solicitude, or for the purposes of state inquisition. On the day of his decease, it is certain that accounts of his approaching dissolution were every instant transmitted to the emperor by couriers stationed for the purpose; and no one believed that the information, which so much pains was taken to accelerate, could be received with regret.  He put on, however, in his countenance and demeanor, the semblance of grief; for he was now secured from an object of hatred, and could more easily conceal his joy than his fear. It was well known that on reading the will, in which he was nominated co-heir with the excellent wife and most dutiful daughter of Agricola, he exprest great satisfaction, as if it had been a voluntary testimony of honor and esteem: so blind and corrupt had his mind been rendered by continual adulation that he was ignorant none but a bad prince could be nominated heir to a good father.

PLINY THE YOUNGER

Born at Como, in 63A.D.; died in 113; nephew of the elder Pliny; Consul in 100; governor of Bithynia and Pontus in 111; friend of Trajan and Tacitus; his letters and a eulogy of Trajan alone among his writings have survived.

I

OF THE CHRISTIANS IN HIS PROVINCE

  It is my invariable rule, Sir, to refer to you in all matters where I feel doubtful; for who is more capable of removing my scruples, or informing my ignorance? Having never been present at any trials concerning those who profess Christianity, I am unacquainted not only with the nature of their crimes, or the measure of their punishment, but how far it is proper to enter into an examination concerning them. Whether, therefore, any difference is usually made with respect to ages, or no distinction is to be observed between the young and the adult; whether repentance entitles them to a pardon; or if a man has been once a Christian, it avails nothing to desist from his error; whether the very profession of Christianity, unattended with any criminal act, or only the crimes themselves inherent in the profession are punishable; on all these points I am in great doubt. In the meanwhile, the method I have observed toward those who have been brought before me as Christians I this: I asked them whether they were Christians; if they admitted it, I repeated the question twice, and threatened them with punishment; if they persisted, I ordered them to be at once punished: for I was persuaded whatever the nature of their opinions might be, a contumacious and inflexible obstinacy certainly deserved correction. There were others also brought before me possest with the same infatuation, but being Roman citizens I directed them to be sent to Rome.

  But this crime spreading (as is usually the case) while it was actually under prosecution, several instances of the same nature occurred. An anonymous information was laid before me, containing a charge against several persons, who upon examination denied they were Christians, or had ever been so. They repeated after me an invocation to the gods, and offered religious rites with wine and incense before your statue (which for that purpose I had ordered to be brought, together with those of the gods), and even reviled the name of Christ: whereas there is no forcing, it is said, those who are really Christians into any of these compliances: I thought it proper, therefore, to discharge them. Some among those who were accused by a witness in person at first confest themselves Christians but immediately after denied it; the rest owned indeed that they had been of that number formerly, but had now (some above three, others more, and a few above twenty year ago) renounced that error. They all worshiped your statue and the images of the gods, uttering imprecations at the same time against the name of Christ. They affirmed the whole of their guilt, of their error, was, that they met on a stated day before it was light, and addrest a form of prayer to Christ, as to a divinity, binding themselves by a solemn oath, not for the purposes of any wicked design, but never to commit any fraud, theft, or adultery, never to falsify their word, nor deny a trust when they should be called upon to deliver it up; after which it was their custom to separate, and then reassemble, to eat in common a harmless meal. From this custom, however, they desisted after the publication of my edict, by which, according to your commands, I forbad the meeting of any assemblies.

  After receiving this account, I judged it so much the more necessary to endeavor to extort the real truth by putting two female slaves to the torture, who were said to officiate in their religious rites; but all I could discover was evidence of an absurd and extravagant superstition. I deemed it expedient, therefore, to adjourn all further proceedings, in order to consult you. For it appears to be a matter highly deserving your consideration, more especially as great numbers must be involved in the danger of these prosecutions, which have already extended, and are still likely to extend, to persons of all ranks and ages, and even of both sexes.  In fact, this contagious superstition is not confined to the cities only, but has spread its infection among the neighboring villages and country. Nevertheless, it still seems possible to restrain its progress. The temples, at least, which were once almost deserted, begin now to be frequented; and the sacred rites, after a long intermission, are again revived; while there is a general demand for the victims, which till lately found very few purchasers. From all this it is easy to conjecture what numbers might be reclaimed if a general pardon were granted to those who shall repent of their error.

BARON DE MONTESQUIEU

Born near Bordeaux in 1689, died in Paris in 1755; studied law and became a councilor in 1716; president of the Bordeaux Parliament: devoted himself to a study of literature and jurisprudence; published “Persian Letters” in 1721, which secured him an election in the Academy in 1728; traveled in Austria, Italy, Germany, Holland and England; published “Grandeur and Decadence of the Romans” in 1734, and “Spirit of the Laws” in 1748.

I

OF THE CAUSES WHICH DESTROYED ROME

  While the sovereignty of Rome was confined to Italy, it was easy for the commonwealth to subsist: every soldier was at the same time a citizen; every consul raised an army, and other citizens marched into the field under his successor: as their forces were not very numerous, such persons only were received among the troops as had possessions considerable enough to make them interested in the preservation of the city; the Senate kept a watchful eye over the conduct of the generals, and did not give them an opportunity of machinating anything to the prejudice of their country.

  But after the legions had passed the Alps and crossed the sea, the soldiers whom the Romans had been obliged to leave during several campaigns in the countries they were subduing lost insensibly that genius and turn of mind which characterized a Roman citizen: and the generals having armies and kingdoms at their disposal were sensible of their own strength, and would no longer obey.

  The soldiers therefore began to acknowledge no superior but their general; to found their hopes on him only, and to view the city as from a great distance: they were no longer the soldiers of the republic, but of Sulla, of Marius, of Pompey, and of Caesar. The Romans could no longer tell whether the person who headed an army in a province was their general or their enemy.

  So long as the people of Rome were corrupted by their tribunes only, on whom they could bestow nothing but their power, the Senate could easily defend themselves, because they acted consistently and with one regular tenor, whereas the common people were continually shifting from the extremes of fury to the extremes of cowardice; but when they were enabled to invest their favorites with a formidable exterior authority, the whole wisdom of the Senate was baffled, and the commonwealth was undone.

  The reason why free states are not so permanent as other forms of government is because the misfortunes and successes which happen to them generally occasion the loss of liberty; whereas the successes and misfortunes of an  arbitrary government contribute equally to the enslaving of the people. A wise republic ought not to run any hazard which may expose it to good or ill fortune: the only happiness the several individuals of it should aspire after is to give perpetuity to their state.

  If the unbounded extent of the Roman empire proved the ruin of the republic, the vast compass of the city was no less fatal to it.

  The Romans had subdued the whole universe by the assistance of the nations of Italy, on whom they had bestowed various privileges at different times. Most of those nations did not at first set any great value on the freedom of the city of Rome, and some chose rather to preserve their ancient usages; but when this privilege became that of universal sovereignty—when a man who was not a Roman citizen was considered as nothing, and with this title was everything—the people of Italy resolved either to be Romans or die: not being able to obtain this by cabals and entreaties, they had recourse to arms; and rising in  all that part of Italy opposite to the Ionian Sea, the rest of the allies were going to follow their example. Rome, being now forced to combat against those who were, if I may be allowed the figure, the bands with which they shackled the universe, was upon the brink of ruin; the Romans were going to be confined merely to their walls: they therefore granted this so much wished-for privilege to the allies who had not yet been wanting in fidelity: and they indulged it, by insensible degrees, to all other nations.

  But now Rome was no longer that city the inhabitants of which had breathed one and the same spirit, the same love for liberty, the same hatred of tyranny; a city in which a jealousy of the power of the Senate and of the prerogatives of the great (ever accompanied with respect) was only a love of equality. The nations of Italy being made citizens of Rome, every city brought thither its genius, its particular interests, and its dependence on some mighty protector: Rome, being now rest and divided, no longer formed one entire body, and men were no longer citizens of it but in a kind of fictitious way; as there were no longer the same magistrates, the same walls, the same gods, the same temples, the same burying-places. Rome was no longer beheld with the same eyes: the citizens were no longer fired with the same love for their country; and the Roman sentiments were obliterated.

  Cities and nations were now invited to Rome by the ambitious, to disconcert the suffrages, or influence them in their own favor; the public assemblies were so many conspiracies against the state, and a tumultuous crowd of seditious wretches was dignified with the title of Comitia. The authority of the people and their laws—nay, that people themselves—were no more than so many chimeras; and so universal was the anarchy of those times that it was not possible to determine whether the people had made a law or not.

  Authors enlarge very copiously on the divisions which proved the destruction of Rome: but their readers seldom discover those divisions to have been always necessary and inevitable. The grandeur of the republic was the only source of that calamity, and exasperated popular tumults into civil wars. Dissensions were not to be prevented; and those martial spirits which were so fierce and formidable abroad could not be habituated to any considerable moderation at home. Those who expect in a free state to see the people undaunted in war and pusillanimous in peace, are certainly desirous of impossibilities; and it may be advanced as a general rule that whenever a perfect calm is visible, in a state that calls itself a republic, the spirit of liberty no longer subsists.

  Union, in a body politic, is a very equivocal term: true union is such a harmony as makes all the particular parts as opposite as they may seem to us, concur to the general welfare of the society, in the same manner as discords in music contribute to the general melody of sound. Union may prevail in a state full of seeming commotions; or in other words, there may be a harmony from whence results prosperity, which alone is true peace; and may be considered in the same view as the various parts of this universe, which are eternally connected by the action of some and the reaction of others.

  In a despotic state, indeed, which is every government where the power is immoderately exerted, a real division is perpetually kindled. The peasant, the soldier, the merchant, the magistrate, and the grandee, have no other conjunction than what arises from the ability of the one to oppress the other without resistance; and if at any time a union happens to be introduced, citizens are not then united, but dead bodies are laid in the grave contiguous to each other.

  It must be acknowledged that the Roman law were too weak to govern the republic; but experience has proved it to be an invariable fact that good laws, which raise the reputation and power of a small republic, become incommodious to it when their natural effect to make a great people but not to govern them.

  The difference is very considerable between good laws and those which may be called convenient; between such laws as give a people dominion over others, and such as continue them in the possession of power when they have once acquired it.

  There is at this time a republic in the world (the Canton of Berne), of which few persons have any knowledge, and which, by plans accomplished in silence and secrecy, is daily enlarging its power. And certain it is that if it ever rises to that height of grandeur for which it seems preordained by its wisdom, it must inevitably change its laws; and the necessary innovations will not be effected by any legislator, but must spring from corruption itself.

  Rome was founded for grandeur, and her laws had an admirable tendency to bestow it; for which reason, in all the variations of her government, whether monarchy, aristocracy, or popular, she constantly engaged in enterprises which required conduct to accomplish them, and always succeeded. The experience of a day did not furnish  her with more wisdom than all other nations, but she obtained it by a long succession of events. She sustained a small , a moderate, and an immense fortune with the same superiority, derived true welfare from the whole train of her prosperities, and refined every instance of calamity into beneficial instructions.

  She lost her liberty because she completed her work too soon.

Classical and Early Church History

Third and Fourth Quarter Study Guides: The Jews, the advent of Jesus Christ and the Early Church

During the third and fourth quarters of this study of Classical and Early Church History, the student transitions from dependence on Spielvogel’s Western Civilization text to an intensive study of applicable great books.  The quarter begins with a study of the Jewish revolt of the second century BC as recorded in Maccabees. The study continues with the life and ministry of Christ in the Gospel according to Luke, the Acts of the Apostles and the early Church in Eusebius’ History of the Early Church.  Of course all of these studies are within the context of the Roman world.  In the fourth quarter the student is introduced to the idea of universal history, the origin of Christian worldview and the fall of Rome according to Augustine’s seminal work, City of God.

Following please find a description of the various requirements for reading, writing and testing.  

Homework Folio development

Every item listed below must be represented in the student’s homework folio when it is turned in at the time of the test.  The content of the folio and the assignments listed below represent the entire body of material that may be included in one 3rd Quarter Test.  The folio will be graded on this basis: 

Grading Category



Max Points

Points Awarded

Timely completion of all items

25


____________

Neatness, orderliness and appeal

25


____________

Clarity





25


____________

Thoroughness and depth


25


____________

Total Grade







____________

Testing

Students will also be tested on the contents at the end of the quarter.  Students should begin work on their folio at the beginning of the quarter for completion by the end of the quarter.  The student will then study from the contents to maximize comprehension for the test.

Timeline Studies

Develop a timeline beginning with the Ptolemaic domination of Palestine through the birth of Christ and the development of the early Church through the Council at Chalcedon. Memorize the dates and events that follow.  Then use The Reformation Study Bible introductions and notes, Luke, Acts, Eusebius and other resources as you desire, to describe each event and answer the questions below.  

	Date
	Event
	Brief Description

	1. 270 BC
	Ptolemaic domination of Palestine
	

	2. 190 BC
	Seleucid domination of Palestine
	

	3. 167-164 BC
	Revolt of the Maccabees
	

	4. 4 BC 
	Birth of Christ
	

	5. AD 8
	Christ at age twelve
	

	6. 26
	Baptism and temptation of Christ
	

	7. 26-29
	The earthly ministry of Christ
	

	8. 30
	The crucifixion, death, burial, resurrection and ascension of Christ
	

	9. 30
	Pentecost and the birth of the Church
	

	10. @ 30-67
	The ministry of Peter
	

	11. @ 46-62
	The ministry of Paul
	

	12. 64
	The fire in Rome
	

	13. 70
	The destruction of Jerusalem
	

	14. 150
	Justin Martyr writes the Apology
	

	15. 156
	The martyrdom of Polycarp
	

	16. 177
	Irenaeus becomes Bishop of Lyons
	

	17. 196
	Tertullian begins to write Christian books
	

	18. 205
	Origen
	

	19. 251 
	Cyprian
	

	20. 270
	Anthony begins life as a hermit
	

	21. 303
	Great persecution under the Emperor Diocletian
	

	22. 312
	Conversion of Constantine and the Edict of Milan
	

	23. 325
	The Council of Nicea
	

	24. 367
	Athanasius recognizes the New Testament canon
	

	25. 385
	Ambrose defies the Empress
	

	26. 387
	Conversion of Augustine
	

	27. 398
	Chrysostom becomes Bishop of Constantinople
	

	28. 405
	Jerome completes the Latin Vulgate
	

	29. 432
	Patrick goes as a missionary to Ireland
	

	30. 451
	The Council of Chalcedon
	

	31. 410/ 455/476
	The Fall of the Western Roman Empire
	


I Maccabees
1. Read from the Reformation Study Bible pp. 1346, 1352, 1353, 1497 and 1498. What was the origin and importance of the Ptolemaic (270 BC) and Seleucid (190 BC) control of Palestine?   Who were the rulers?  What kind of people were they?  Which rule was more tolerant of the Jewish religion?

2. Describe Antiochus’ sacrifice of swine on the altar in the temple.  When did this happen?  Why did Antiochus’ do this?  What would any Jew think of this action?

3. Read I Maccabees from a bible including the Apocrypha or online.  Write a Non-Fiction Book Report using the form or the format provided.  

4. What was life like for the Jews under Seleucid control?  

5. Explain what caused the Jews to revolt.  (especially refer to the Seleucid laws regarding the Law of God)  Do you think they were right to revolt?  Do you think they had a duty to revolt?  

6. What foreign power did the Jews ask to help them in their struggle against the Seleucids?  How did this request influence the political freedom of the Jews?

7. In what way do you think the circumstances of this time period influenced the attitude of the Jews to the foreign rule of the Romans at the time of the birth and life of Christ?

The Gospels; especially the Gospel According to Luke

8. Read the RSB Introduction to the Gospels, the Introduction to and the Gospel according to Luke.  Be familiar with the general narrative of the life of Christ from his infancy to his ascension.  Write a Non-Fiction book report on the book of Luke. 

9. 4 BC
Birth of Christ.  What foreign power ruled Palestine at the birth of Christ?  Who was the chief Roman ruler in Rome?  In Palestine?  What was exceptional about and accompanied the birth of Christ?

10. The Visit of the Magi.  Read The Revelation of Jesus Christ to the World in the appendix.  What is the significance of the visit of the non-Hebrew Magi to worship the Christ? 

11. 8 AD
Christ at age twelve.  In what way did Jesus demonstrate knowledge of his calling?  What do you sense you are called to do?

12. 26 AD
Baptism and temptation of Christ.  Who baptized Christ?  How was the Trinity represented at the baptism of Christ?  What did Christ use to overcome Satan in the temptation?

13. 26-29 AD
The earthly ministry of Christ.  What characterized the earthly ministry of Christ?  Give examples of miracles performed by Christ that verified his Divinity.

14. 30 AD
The crucifixion, death, burial, resurrection and ascension of Christ.  Who called for the crucifixion of Christ?  Who ordered his death?  What was his position?  Why didn’t the Jews kill Christ themselves?

15. A simple search of the Gospel According to Luke reveals dozens of references to his central theme, the kingdom of God.  What is the kingdom of God?  Where is the kingdom of God?  When is the kingdom of God?

16. Why does Luke focus so intently on the kingdom of God as supported by the references?

17. How does this metanarrative differ from the more common treatment of the Gospels describing Jesus meek and mild quietly dieing so we can be happy in the future? 

18. N. T. Wright in The Challenge of Jesus calls describes Jesus ministry as a double revolutionary overthrow of the entire existing religious and political order redefining the whole world in terms of himself as King.  R. J. Rushdoony in his works on Biblical Law describe the same metanarrative as counter revolutionary because God was and is simply taking back that which always belonged to him.  Could they both be correct?  If so, what are the implications for the totally of the life of the believer.  

19. Referring to The Revelation of Jesus Christ to the World in the appendix, what did Jesus announce and inaugurate at His fist coming?  In what way was Jesus ministry a double revolutionary work?  What other orders did He overthrow?  Who is ruling as King of this world now?  

20. Draw or color a map of Palestine at the time of Christ.  Locate the Sea of Galilee, the Jordan River, the Dead Sea and the Mediterranean Sea.  Locate Galilee, Samaria, Decapolis, Perea, Judea, and Idumea.  Locate Capernaum, Nazareth, Jerusalem, Bethany, Jericho, Caesarea and Ptolemais.

The Acts of the Apostles
21. Read the Reformation Study Bible Introduction to Acts. Write a Non-Fiction book report on Acts. 

22. 30 AD
Pentecost and the birth of the Church.  

· Describe the event that birthed the church.  

· Where did this occur?  

· Why was it birthed this way?

· What were the names of the twelve Apostles?

23. @ 30-67 AD The ministry of Peter.  Describe the ministry of Peter giving examples.  

· Who was he primarily sent to reach?  

· Describe the opening of the Gospel to the Gentiles.  

· Why is it so important that Peter preached to and God sovereignly baptized the Gentiles?

24. @ 46-62 AD The ministry of Paul.  Describe the ministry of Paul giving examples.  

· Who was he primarily sent to reach?  

· What did he spend much of his time doing?  

· How many churches did he help to plant?  

· What size did these churches seem to be in numbers?  

· What were the primary methods Paul used to communicate with the churches?  

25. List the Pauline Epistles and the approximate date of the writing of each book.

26. Acts Chapter 17. 

· To whom was Paul preaching in his sermon on Mars Hill?  

· What evidence does the sermon provide for the unsatisfied spiritual hunger of the Greeks?

· Why did he address them the way he did using figures of speech and references from Greek history and culture?  

· Do you think he emphasized things from Greek culture too much?  How does his address differ from the contemporary liberal minister who tolerates sin in the vise of reaching out, or the celebrity minister connecting with an audience through low culture? 

· How did Paul’s education prepare him, a Hebrew of Hebrews as calls himself in Philippians, to reach across the cultural divide to the Greeks?

· Does this chapter and the life and preparation of Paul provide the classical-Christian educator with an answer to Tertullian’s question “What hath Athens to do with Jerusalem?”  Does it defend the reading curriculum that includes Homer, Plato, Virgil and even Walter Whitman?  Does it not even fuel the mission to prepare youth to engage the great ideas of other cultures for the sake of the Gospel?  

27. Draw the approximate route of Paul’s four journeys on a map of the Roman Empire.  Locate the main cities on the route of his travels.  Locate the cities that became the main centers of Christianity: Jerusalem, Antioch, Alexandria and Rome.

Eusebius: The History of the Early Church

28. Read the introduction to Eusebius.  Write a Non-Fiction book report on Eusebius: The History of the Early Church.  

Read each book and use the Who’s Who in Eusebius following the bibliography and the detailed online table of contents and text of Eusebius is available at http://www.ccel.org/ccel/schaff/npnf201.toc.html to answer the study guide questions that follow.   

Book One

29. Christ and His Contemporaries.  What were the five main points Eusebius planned to cover in The History of the Church?

30. Was Christ Pre-Existent?  How had he appeared prior to His appearance as recorded in the Gospels?  Give a few examples.

31. What was the nature of the work of Christ?  What were his three primary offices?  See page 11 and following.

32. Who and what is a Christian according to Eusebius?  See page 15ff.

33. When did Christ appear to man?  What Roman was ruling?

34. Why did Herod die the way he did according to Eusebius?  What had he done to deserve such an end?  See page 23ff.

35. What do you think of the correspondence Eusebius records between Abgar and Christ?

36. How did Christ open the way for the inclusion of the Gentiles (Greeks) as His covenant people?

37. How did Jesus disappoint the expectations of the Jews?  

Book Two

38. Eusebius indicates whom as his sources for this book?

39. What does Eusebius mean by the statement, “Thus with the powerful cooperation of Heaven the whole world was suddenly lit by the sunshine of the saving word”?  Use examples from the chapter to support your answer.  What is meant by “whole world”?

40. Describe the treatment of the Jews by the Romans.

41. Describe the martyrdom of James the Righteous.  

42. Who was James? Who killed him and why?  

43. Why did the sensible Jews relate the martyrdom of James with the siege of Jerusalem as recorded in Eusebius Ecclesiastical History? 
Chapter XXIII paragraph 19. These things are related at length by Hegesippus, who is in agreement with Clement.515 James was so admirable a man and so celebrated among all for his justice, that the more sensible even of the Jews were of the opinion that this was the cause of the siege of Jerusalem, which happened to them immediately after his martyrdom for no other reason than their daring act against him.  20. Josephus, at least, has not hesitated to testify this in his writings, where he says,516 “These things happened to the Jews to avenge James the Just, who was a brother of Jesus, that is called the Christ. For the Jews slew him, although he was a most just man.”
Chapter V paragraph 7. But passing by the particular calamities which they suffered from the attempts made upon them by the sword and by other means, I think it necessary to relate only the misfortunes which the famine caused, that those who read this work may have some means of knowing that God was not long in executing vengeance upon them for their wickedness against the Christ of God.
Chapter VI paragraph 19. After speaking of some other things, Josephus proceeds as follows:638 “I cannot hesitate to declare what my feelings compel me to. I suppose, if the Romans had longer delayed in coming against these guilty wretches, the city would have been swallowed up by a chasm, or overwhelmed with a flood, or struck with such thunderbolts as destroyed Sodom. For it had brought forth a generation of men much more godless than were those that suffered such punishment. By their madness indeed was the whole people brought to destruction.”
Chapter VI paragraph 32. Such was the reward which the Jews received for their wickedness and impiety, against the Christ of God.
44. Why do many modern Christians relate the word of Christ in Matthew 24.19-21 to some future eschatological event when Eusebius relates it to the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 AD.  If Eusebius is correct how does this influence thoughts about the last things?

Chapter VII paragraph 1. It is fitting to add to these accounts the true prediction of our Saviour in which he foretold these very events.  2. His words are as follows:644 “Woe unto them that are with child, and to them that give suck in those days! But pray ye that your flight be not in the winter, neither on the Sabbath day. For there shall be great tribulation, such as was not since the beginning of the world to this time, no, nor ever shall be.”  3. The historian, reckoning the whole number of the slain, says that eleven hundred thousand persons perished by famine and sword,645  and that the rest of the rioters and robbers, being betrayed by each other after the taking of the city, were slain.646  But the tallest of the youths and those that were distinguished for beauty were preserved for the triumph. Of the rest of the multitude, those that were over seventeen years of age were sent as prisoners to labor in the works of Egypt,647  while still more were scattered through the provinces to meet their death in the theaters by the sword and by beasts. Those under seventeen years of age were carried away to be sold as slaves, and of these alone the number reached ninety thousand.648  4. These things took place in this manner in the second year of the reign of Vespasian,  in accordance with the prophecies of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, who by divine power saw them beforehand as if they were already present, and wept and mourned according to the statement of the holy evangelists, who give the very words which he uttered, when, as if addressing Jerusalem herself, he said:650  Luke xix. 42–445. “If thou hadst known, even thou, in this day, the things which belong unto thy peace! But now they are hid from thine eyes. For the days shall come upon thee, that thine enemies shall cast a rampart about thee, and compass thee round, and keep thee in on every side, and shall lay thee and thy children even with the ground.”  6. And then, as if speaking concerning the people, he says,651  Ibid. xxi. 23, 24. “For there shall be great distress in the land, and wrath upon this people. And they shall fall by the edge of the sword, and shall be led away captive into all nations. And Jerusalem shall be trodden down of the Gentiles, until the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled.” And again:652  “When ye shall see Jerusalem compassed with armies, then know that the desolation thereof is nigh.”  7. If any one compares the words of our Saviour with the other accounts of the historian concerning the whole war, how can one fail to wonder, and to admit that the foreknowledge and the prophecy of our Saviour were truly divine and marvellously strange.
45. Who does Eusebius describe and what does he mean by the statement, “So it came about that this man, the first to be heralded as a conspicuous fighter against God, was led on to murder the apostles”?  See before and after page 62.

Use Eusebius and other resources such as Spielvogel and www.churchtimeline.com to describe the following people and events.  Indicate the page where you found the answer in Eusebius.  Most of the events up to the Council of Nicea can be found in Eusebius.  

46. 64 AD 
The fire in Rome.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Who set the blaze and why?  Who was blamed?

47. 70 AD
The destruction of Jerusalem. Three paragraphs.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Using material from Books Two, Three and Four, describe the last of the Jewish wars, the final siege and the destruction of Jerusalem.  Describe Eusebius’ position that the Lord was formally done with the Jews after the destruction of Jerusalem.

48. 150 AD
Justin Martyr writes the Apology.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Who was Justin Martyr?  What was the apology and why was it important?

49. 156 AD
The martyrdom of Polycarp. Three paragraphs.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Describe the martyrdom of Polycarp using material from Books Three and Four.  Who was Polycarp?  Why did the Romans murder him?  How was this typical of the Roman persecutions?  

50. 177 AD
Irenaeus becomes Bishop of Lyons.  Who was Emperor at this time? Who was Irenaeus and why was he important in early church history?

51. 196 AD
Tertullian begins to write Christian books.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Who was Tertullian?  What book (s) did he write?  Why is this important?

52. 205 AD
Origen.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Who was Origen?  What was his life goal?  How was he prevented from achieving this same end as his father? Why was he important in church history? 

53. 251 AD
Cyprian.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Who was he and why was he so important to the development of the church?

54. 270 AD
Anthony begins life as a hermit.  Who was Emperor at this time?  Why did Anthony become a hermit?  In what way was this a good thing?  In what way did this avoid some aspects of the Christian life?

55. 303 AD
Great persecution under the Emperor Diocletian.  Describe the persecution.  Why did Diocletian renew the persecutions?  Were these persecutions similar to or different than those in early Roman times?

56. 312 AD
Conversion of Constantine and the Edict of Milan.  Who was Constantine?  Describe his conversion to Christianity.  What was the Edict of Milan?  Why would it have been important to you if you were a Christian in that day?

57. Three paragraphs.  What do you think of Eusebius’ emphasis on apostolic succession? Why did the early church use this Episcopalian system of church government?  How did it compare with the administrative system of the Roman Empire?  Why were certain centers of Christianity so important during these formative years of the church?

58. 325 AD
The Council of Nicea.  Three paragraphs. Who was Emperor?  What was a Church Council.  What heresy were the Church Fathers seeking to thwart?  The Council produced what document? Read the Nicene Creed.  Does your church doctrine still agree with this document?  

59. 367 AD
Athanasius recognizes the New Testament Canon.  Who was Emperor?  What books made up the Canon and why was it necessary for the health of the Church.

60. 385 AD
Ambrose defies the Empress.  Who was the Empress?  Who was Ambrose and how did he defy her?  Why was this a milestone in church history?

61. 387 AD
Conversion of Augustine.  Who was Emperor?  Who was Augustine?  Describe his conversion and the list some of his Christian writings.

62. 398 AD
Chrysostom becomes Bishop of Constantinople.  Who was Emperor?  What was the importance of Chrysostom’s position?

63. 405 AD
Jerome completes the Latin Vulgate. Who was Emperor?  What was the Vulgate and why was it so important?

64. 432 AD
Patrick goes as a missionary to Ireland.  Who was Emperor?  Describe Patrick’s mission.

65. 451 AD
The Council of Chalcedon.  Who was Emperor?  Describe the Council and the heresy it dealt with.

66. 410/455/476 AD
Fall of the Western Roman Empire. Reference.

Classical and Early Church History 

Fourth Quarter Folio & Study Exercises: City of God, Augustine

For the student’s ease and simplicity of learning, each student should use the following version of City of God.  City of God, Augustine, Image, with introduction by Etienne Gilson.

Homework Folio development
Every item listed below must be represented in the student’s homework folio when it is turned in at the time of the test.  The content of the folio and the assignments listed below represent the entire body of material that may be included in one 3rd Quarter Test.  The folio will be graded on this basis: 

Grading Category



Max Points

Points Awarded

Timely completion of all items

25


____________

Neatness, orderliness and appeal

25


____________

Clarity





25


____________

Thoroughness and depth


25


____________

Total Grade







____________

Testing

The final essay at the end of this study guide serves as the test for Fourth Quarter. Keep this in mind as you study.  The question is: Can the ideal of the City of God be achieved on the earth?  What would be necessary for this achievement?  Should Christians work toward the fulfillment of this ideal even if it cannot be fully realized?  Give specific examples of what Christians have done, are doing and should do to develop the City of God.  (500 word essay)

Study Guide and Exercises for City of God, Augustine
Complete the exercises below as described.  These exercises are arranged for completion in chronological order.  They also move sequentially through the introduction and foreword to City of God and through several of the Books of City of God.  Answer the questions and perform the exercises in the light of the study of the ancient world and contemporary life.  The student should begin a document that will develop during the several weeks in the fourth quarter.

1. Read the back jacket, biography of Augustine, Table of Contents, Introduction (pp. 1-12) and Forward (pp. 13-35) of City of God.  

2. Write a Non-Fiction book report on City of God, including a one hundred word biography of Augustine.

3. On a map of the Roman Empire show:

· The birth place of Augustine

· The location of Milan, where Augustine taught rhetoric and was converted to Christianity under the preaching of Ambrose

· Rome

· Hippo

· The route of Alaric when he sacked Rome.

· The route of those that attacked Hippo

· The route of those that accounted for the fall of the Roman Empire in 476 AD

Introduction and Forward by Etienne Gilson

4. What is the true object of the study of history?

5. What dominates the family and the ancient city?

6. What was the ancient Roman family?

7. Explain what Gilson means by, “Society developed only so fast as religion enlarged its sphere.” 

8. One Paragraph. What is meant by universal history?

9. When Rome fell the church did not fall with it.  Why not?

Book I: In addition to Gilson’s forward, read and study Book I to thoroughly answer the following questions.  Write a paragraph or more as needed for each.

10. Why was City of God written?  Include the event that spurred the monumental question.  Include the question Augustine sought to answer with City of God, and the person who asked it with his position. See p. 17 and other places from pp. 1-35. (one paragraph)

11. What is the City of God as Augustine describes it in Book I?  Who is its founder?  What is it like and what is its purpose?  How does it contrast with the City of Man.?  

12. “The Empire had become Christian and it was during the reign of a Christian emperor that Rome, for the first time in her long history, was conquered and sacked.”  What were the two simple pagan arguments that supported the idea that the Christians were the cause of the fall of Rome?  How did Augustine answer the accusation?

13. How does Divine Providence use warfare?  

14. How does Augustine refute the claim that the Christian church’s banning pagan worship caused the fall of Rome?  Where was safety found during the attack of Alaric?

15. How does Book I show that Christianity was Rome’s—and mankind’s—only hope?

Books II, III and the Forward

16. How does Augustine disprove the claim that pagan gods helped the material prosperity of the Roman Empire?  

17. What does Augustine think of the Roman gods?  What does Augustine think of Virgil’s use of the gods of Troy as the founding gods of Rome?

18. On what does Augustine blame the fall of Rome? Did these causes antedate the advent of Christianity? 

Book IV and the Forward

19. What was an ancient city?  What was its dominant feature?  

20. What is meant by this statement on page 23: “Without concord, there is no city; but, without justice there is no concord”?

21. When did Rome begin to be a city?  When did it fail to fulfill the requirements of a city?  What is meant by this statement of page 25, “There had never been a true Roman society, because true justice had never reigned in Rome”? 

22. What was the source of man’s original bond of concord? 

Book V and the Forward

23. How did Augustine see Roman prosperity as the sign of God’s providential plan? 

24. What does Augustine think of the reliability of astrologers?

25. Compare and contrast some Roman civic virtues with Christian virtues.  Use Augustine’s treatment in paragraphs 12-21 and the list included in this document.  What specific virtues reflect, and which differ from the virtues of Christianity?

26. One paragraph each. Can Christians serve as high quality citizens of the state?  Are Christian virtues useful to the state?  Explain you answer in light of the ancient Roman Empire as well as contemporary society.

27. Show how Rome began to decline when it became ambitious for glory and domination.

28. What kind of Emperors does God help according to Augustine in 24-26?

Book XI and the Forward. (You may skip Books VI-X)

29. What is the origin of the Two Cities?

30. One sentence each. What two kinds of men appear early in human history?  Who were they?  What were they like?

31. What was the reason for the incarnation of Christ?

Book XV-XVII and the Forward. (You may skip Books XII-XIV)

32. Briefly trace the history of the Two Cities in early Biblical history from Book XV.

33. Briefly trace the history of the Two Cities from Noah to David from Book XVI.

34. Briefly trace the history of the Two Cities from the Prophets to Christ from Book XVII.

Summarize

35. What two cities did Augustine describe?

36. In two side by side columns list as many contrasting terms used to label the two cities.  For example:

City of God


City of Man

Where God is King

Where the Devil reigns

37. What does Gilson mean by this statement found on page 21, “…the whole world, from its beginning until its final term, has as its unique end the constitution of a holy society, in view of which everything has been made, even the universe itself”?  

38. What is meant by the statement on page 34, “To his successors, St. Augustine bequeathed the ideal of a society whose bond of union is the Divine Wisdom”? 

39. Gilson ends his masterful foreword to City of God stating, “One World is impossible without One God and One Church.  In this truth lies the timely message conveyed to man by St. Augustine’s City of God.”  What does this mean?  Use the Apostles Creed as a source for the meaning of one church.

Final Take Home Essay Test

40. What would be necessary for the establishment of a society closer to the ideal of the City of God on this earth?  Should Christians work toward the fulfillment of this ideal even if it cannot be fully realized?  Give specific examples of what Christians have done, are doing and should do to develop the City of God.  (500 word essay using the standard CDA format).

Appendices

Primary and Secondary Source Evaluation: History
The following criteria are applicable to the primary sources (such as those found in your literary guide), the textbook, daily newspapers, and secondary readings you encounter in this course.  You should get into the practice of reading critically–that is, go beyond the story and/or the words on the page...and definitely do not believe everything you read without evaluating it.  Get to the meaning, nuances, and ideas behind the superficial prose.  Decide whether or not you agree with the author, and be able to articulate why.  Finally, use examples from the document to support whatever position you plan to take; it will make your argument much stronger.
How to Examine Historical Documents
Who/What/When/Where/Why
1. Who wrote it? To whom was it written (the intended audience)? When was it written? Where was it written?  What is the historical context surrounding the document?

2. What is the purpose of the document?  Was it meant to persuade or convince?  Was it meant to inform?  Was it a public or private document? 

3. Is there any sort of bias in the document?  Why or why not?  How can you tell?  The factual details can be useful in making this sort of determination.

4. Read between the lines–what is the tone of the document?  How is it structured?  Do not take anything at face value.  You need to go beyond simply reading the words and critically analyze what is said and implied in the document.

Taking Notes

As you analyze the primary sources, take careful notes. Make it easier on yourself by putting all notes on the same sized note card or sheet and by using the same format for all notes. At the top center of the card put a brief heading that tells you what information it contains. Carefully include the author, title, volume, and page numbers of the work from which the information has been taken. Then write the body of the note.

Most of your notes should be your paraphrases of the original material. Put most of the information in your own words. Keep direct quotations to a minimum, and make them brief, never longer than four lines. Take direct quotations when it seems especially important to be precise about what someone said or wrote. Other quotations will be useful if a striking phrase or colorful expression can be used to good effect in the final paper. Clearly mark the direct quotations in your notes and double-check them for accuracy.

The most important rule in note taking is this: put only one idea or bit of information in each note. When you analyze Jane Addams’s own account of her role at Hull House, for example, you will take not one long note, but a number of shorter notes, each recording her account of a particular incident, activity, or decision.

If you store your notes in a word processor, make sure it will print out each note on a separate sheet. You must be able to move your notes around so that you can combine information on the same subject from a variety of sources. Notes that can be shuffled make it easy to experiment with different organizational schemes and easier to provide footnotes in the final paper. 

Sometimes the most difficult decision in a research project is when to stop taking notes and start writing. The deadline for the paper may settle that for you. If you are allowed to make the decision for yourself, stop taking notes when you are not learning anything new. There usually comes a point where the materials you are examining provide additional confirmation of matters your research has already established. This is the time to stop taking notes and to start writing.[1]
Ten Commandments of Good Historical Writing

by Theron F. Schlabach
With apologies to the Author of the original ten

I. Thou shalt begin with an outline that buildeth thy entire paper around thy central ideas. 

An outline built around a THESIS AND SUBTHESES will do the job much better than one that only categorizes information or puts it into chronological order--although topical analysis and narrative also have their uses. In any case, whether you organize by thesis-subthesis, topic, or narrative, your central task is to ask penetrating, interpretive questions of your sources. Therefore structure your outline to let incidental facts recede as supporting evidence, and to emphasize answers to intelligent questions. 

Facts and details should always support the main ideas in evident ways. 

Do not relegate the real point (or points) of the paper to the conclusion. 

II. Thou shalt avoid self-conscious discussion of thy intended purposes, thy strategy, thy sources, and thy research methodology. 

Draw your reader's attention to the points you are making, not to yourself and all the misery and sweat of your process of research and writing. Keep the focus on what you have to say, not on the question of how you hope to develop and say it. Do not parade around in your mental underwear. Show only the well-pressed and well-shined final product. 

Avoid self-conscious-sounding phrases such as: "now let us turn to"; "I will demonstrate that"; "now we see that"; even "I think that", or (even worse) "I feel that". 

Avoid use of first person. 

If you must discuss methodology, do it in a preface; discussing sources is fine, but in a bibliographical essay. 

Phrases that tell your reader explicitly what you intend to do or to do next, or that tell explicitly where to see emphasis, are crutches. They indicate weaknesses in your paper's implicit development and emphasis. 

The above does not mean that you offer the reader no cues and clues. Yes, it is important, in the opening paragraph or two of a paper or a section, to lay out the essential question(s) you will address and often to hint at the answers you may find. But do it artistically, not with a heavy hand. 

In the cases of historiographical papers and book reviews you may of course discuss sources. Those cases are exceptions. There may be other exceptions. 

III. Thou mayest covet other writers' ideas but thou shalt not steal them. 

Document EVERY quotation, paraphrase, or crucial idea that you borrow from a source. 

Document those facts which you cannot consider common textbook knowledge--especially those which could be controversial or which are crucial to the development of your argument, analysis, or narrative. 

If there get to be too many footnotes, combine some or all that refer to a given paragraph. However, never make one footnote cover material in more than one paragraph. When in doubt, footnote. 

IV. Thou shalt strive for clarity above cuteness; thou shalt not use jargon when common language will serve, nor a large word when a small one will serve, nor a foreign term when an English one will serve, nor an abstract term where a vivid one is possible. 

Learn first of all to write lean, tough, logical, precise prose. After you have learned that, you may begin to experiment with metaphors, allusions, and fancily turned phrases. But use these only if they add to communication and do not clutter it up. 

Never use more words when you can make the point with fewer. 

Trying to impress your reader with obscure vocabulary, erudition in foreign or specialized verbiage, and all such pretension, is absolutely out. 

Take special care to keep verbs in their active, verb form, rather than changing them into abstract nouns, usually with "tion" endings. ("She helped organize." Not: "She helped in the organization of." "He was one who used Marx's ideas." Not: "He participated in the utilization of the ideas of Marx.") 



V. Remember thy paragraph to keep it a significant unity; thou shalt not fragment thy discussion into one short paragraph after another, and neither shalt thou write a paragraph that fails to develop a topical idea. 

Think of the paragraph as an instrument to develop an idea. The paragraph should have a recognizable idea, usually as a topic sentence. 

Usually, three sentences are minimum for a good paragraph, and most paragraphs should have more. Short paragraphs seldom develop ideas or nuances. They are for people with very short attention spans (which partly explains why journalists use them). 

Maximum length for a good paragraph is roughly one typed, double-spaced page, although a paper full of such long paragraphs will be tiring. A good length for most is 1/2 to 3/4 page. 

There are times to violate the no-one-or-two-sentence-paragraph rule, especially: to make a succinct statement stand out sharply for emphasis; or, to make a transition to a new section of the paper. 

VI. Thou shalt write as if thy reader is intelligent--but totally uninformed on any particular subject: hence, thou shalt identify all persons, organizations, etc., and shalt in every way try to make thy paper a self-sufficient unit. 

Here, the chief temptations are: to plunge into a subject without adequately establishing time, place, and context; and, to refer to authors and to obscure historical events as if everyone knew of them. The motive may even be snobbery, showing off one's esoteric knowledge. 

So, do not refer to facts in language that implies that the reader is already familiar with them, unless you have first established the facts. To do so may make the reader feel dumb. Often this rule means: using "a" or no article at all instead of using "the" or a possessive pronoun; and, not putting the reference in a subordinate clause. 

In the first reference to a person, organization, or whatever, give the complete name (not only initials). Thereafter, unless a long space has elapsed, you may refer to a person only by last name (seldom the familiarity of only the first name). In the case of an organization, after the first reference you may use an acronym (e.g., CIA for Central Intelligence Agency) if you have made the meaning of the acronym clear. 

VII. Thou shalt use quotations sparingly and judiciously, only for color and clarity; if thou must quote, quotations should not break the flow of thine own language and logic, and thy text should make clear whom thou art quoting. 

Effective quotation is a literary device--not a way to transfer information unprocessed and undigested from your sources to your reader. 

Quoting does NOT add authority, unless you have already established that the source carries authority. Even then, paraphrasing may do as well or better. (Often, you should be able to write better than did the original author!) 

Usually, for art's sake, do not quote whole sentences. Your language will flow better, without strange sentence structure and abrupt shifts in style, if you quote only short phrases and merge them nicely into your own stream of language. 

Indented block quotations are out! If a quotation gets beyond about four lines (heaven forbid!), break it up, paraphrase, do something--but do not make notches at the edge of your paper that signal a coming mass of undigested material. 

VIII. Thou shalt not relegate essential information to thy footnotes 

Normally, discursive footnotes should be very few. If the information is important enough to print, get it into the text; if not, save the paper. 

IX. Thou shalt write consistently in past tense, and in other ways keep thy reader firmly anchored in time. 

The "historical present" causes more confusion than it is worth. Sense of time and context is first among the historian's contributions. Writing of past events in the present tense is usually evidence that the author lacked appreciation for historical setting. 

Historical essays and book reviews present special problems. But even the author's act of writing a book took place in the past, even if only a year or two ago. Thus, Hofstadter ARGUED, not "argues", in his Age of Reform. Hofstadter is now dead, and presumably cannot argue (present tense). Even if he were still living, we do not know that he has not changed his mind; authors do change their minds. On the other hand, the book, if it is the subject of the verb, does always continue to make the same point, so that you do use present tense. Thus, Hofstadter's Age of Reform "argues," not "argued". 

As you write, frequently intersperse time phrases: "in 1907", "two years later", whatever. If the date is the more important, state the date; if time elapsed is the more important, use a phrase such as "two years later". 

Perfect tense is very helpful, indeed often necessary, for keeping the time line clear--especially when you shift or flash forward or backward from some reference point in time. ("In August, 1893 Smith met Jones at the World's Exhibition in Chicago. Three years earlier they had met in London. Now they met as old friends.") Note "had met". 
X. Thou shalt not use passive voice. 

Passive voice destroys clarity because often it does not make clear who did the acting. ("The order was given.") In such cases, it fails to give complete information. Or even if it does give the information ("The order was given by Lincoln.") it gives it back-end-forward. Why not: "Lincoln gave the order."? 

If you write many sentences in passive voice, check whether your language is not generally abstract and colorless. Passive voice almost always goes with a style that lacks vigor and clear, direct statement. 

Some people have the notion that passive, colorless writing shows scholarly objectivity. The idea is pure rot. 
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The Roman Virtues

Personal Virtues 

These are the qualities of life to which every Citizen (and, ideally, everyone else) should aspire. They are the heart of the Via Romana — the Roman Way — and are thought to be those qualities which gave the Roman Republic the moral strength to conquer and civilize the world. Today, they are the rods against which we can measure our own behavior and character, and we can strive to better understand and practice them in our everyday lives. 

· Auctoritas: “Spiritual Authority” The sense of one’s social standing, built up through experience, Pietas, and Industria. 

· Comitias: “Humor” Ease of manner, courtesy, openness, and friendliness. 

· Clementia: “Mercy” Mildness and gentleness. 

· Dignitas: “Dignity” A sense of self-worth, personal pride. 

· Firmitas: “Tenacity” Strength of mind, the ability to stick to one’s purpose. 

· Frugalitas: “Frugalness” Economy and simplicity of style, without being miserly. 

· Gravitas: “Gravity” A sense of the importance of the matter at hand, responsibility and earnestness. 

· Honestas: “Respectability” The image that one presents as a respectable member of society. 

· Humanitas: “Humanity” Refinement, civilization, learning, and being cultured. 

· Industria: “Industriousness” Hard work. 

· Pietas: “Dutifulness” More than religious piety; a respect for the natural order socially, politically, and religiously. Includes the ideas of patriotism and devotion to others. 

· Prudentia: “Prudence” Foresight, wisdom, and personal discretion. 

· Salubritas: “Wholesomeness” Health and cleanliness. 

· Severitas: “Sternness” Gravity, self-control. 

· Veritas: “Truthfulness” Honesty in dealing with others. 

Public Virtues 

In addition to the private virtues, which were aspired to by individuals, Roman culture also strove to uphold Virtues, which were shared by all of society in common. Note that some of the virtues to which individuals were expected to aspire are also public virtues to be sought by society as a whole. These virtues were often expressed by minting them on coinage; in this way, their message would be shared by all the Classical world. In many cases, these Virtues were personified as deities. 

Abundantia: “Abundance, Plenty” The ideal of there being enough food and prosperity for all segments of society. 

· Aequitas: “Equity” Fair dealing both within government and among the people. 

· Bonus Eventus: “Good fortune” Remembrance of important positive events. 

· Clementia: “Clemency” Mercy, shown to other nations. 

· Concordia: “Concord” Harmony among the Roman people, and also between Rome and other nations. 

· Felicitas: “Happiness, prosperity” A celebration of the best aspects of Roman society. 

· Fides: “Confidence” Good faith in all commercial and governmental dealings. 

· Fortuna: “Fortune” An acknowledgement of positive events. 

· Genius: “Spirit of Rome” Acknowledgement of the combined spirit of Rome, and its people. 

· Hilaritas: “Mirth, rejoicing” An expression of happy times. 

· Justica: “Justice” As expressed by sensible laws and governance. 

· Laetitia: “Joy, Gladness” The celebration of thanksgiving, often of the resolution of crisis. 

· Liberalitas: “Liberality” Generous giving. 

· Libertas: “Freedom” A Virtue which has been subsequently aspired to by all cultures. 

· Nobilitas: “Nobility” Noble action within the public sphere. 

· Ops: “Wealth” Acknowledgement of the prosperity of the Roman world. 

· Patientia: “Endurance, Patience” The ability to weather storms and crisis. 

· Pax: “Peace” A celebration of peace among society and between nations. 

· Pietas: “Piety, Dutifulness” People paying honor to the gods. 

· Providentia: “Providence, Forethought” The ability of Roman society to survive trials and manifest a greater destiny. 

· Pudicita: “Modesty, Chastity.” A public expression which belies the accusation of “moral corruptness” in ancient Rome. 

· Salus: “Safety” Concern for public health and welfare. 

· Securitas: “Confidence, Security” Brought by peace and efficient governance. 

· Spes: “Hope” Especially during times of difficulty. 

· Uberitas: “Fertility” Particularly concerning agriculture. 

· Virtus: “Courage” Especially of leaders within society and government. 
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The Drama of Scripture - The Story-Line of the Bible   In The Drama of Scripture, Craig Bartholomew and Michael Goheen provide an engaging overview of the story line and theology of the Bible. As the authors suggest in their introduction, it is only as we read and appropriate the Bible "as our story" that we fully understand it and allow it to have authority over us. As we enter into the story of the Bible, we find God revealed there and are called to participate in his continuing activity. The biblical story, then, is foundational to Christian thinking and living.

Working from this perspective, the authors survey the story in Scripture. Their work is part introduction, part commentary, part theology, and thoroughly engaging. They suggest two over-arching themes running throughout the story--"covenant" in the Old Testament and "the kingdom of God" in the New Testament. These two themes effectively summarize the activity of God throughout human history. They are ways of looking at the story in order to gain an understanding of God's purposes and to let them claim us.

Bartholomew and Goheen work their way through the Bible as a drama with six acts-creation, sin, Israel, Jesus, mission, and new creation. Their study provides an introduction to the Bible and a commentary on important passages, but it is more than that. It is also a theological reflection on the ongoing story and a call for participation in God's grand narrative. It will be a useful work for students who study Scripture and a helpful resource for pastors and teachers looking for assistance in developing a compelling presentation of the biblical story.

ACT ONE: GOD ESTABLISHES HIS KINGDOM (CREATION)

The curtain opens on the Biblical drama—its first act is God’s creation of the

universe. As a supreme ruler, God calls all things into being by His sovereign decree.

Each creature plays a part in this grand symphony of creation, and every part is declared

“good.” God’s creative work climaxes in His creation of human beings to be like himself

and to rule the world as His stewards. These first human beings, Adam and Eve, enjoy

warm and close fellowship with God in the garden as they carry out their task of looking

after the world, delighting in and developing its rich potentials, and thanking God. By

the end of act one, the curtain closes on a ‘very good’ world.

ACT TWO: REBELLION IN THE KINGDOM (FALL)

Bright anticipation characterises the opening of act two. God gives Adam and Eve

everything they need; their lives are rich and full as they delight in God and the gifts He

has given. God places one restriction on them: they are not to eat from the tree that is in

the middle of the garden or everything will be ruined. By submitting to God’s word,

Adam and Eve learn the joy of living as trustful and dependant creatures. But Satan

offers another word, a lie, by which Adam and Eve can live. In a tragic twist, they listen

to the lie of Satan and contravene God’s command.

This treasonous act of rebellion sends shock-waves throughout the whole

creation. Adam’s and Eve’s rebellion corrupts the warm friendship they had enjoyed

with God as they walked together in the garden, delighting in God’s presence and gifts.

They find themselves estranged from God and hide from His presence. Their revolt also

damages relations between human beings. Adam’s and Eve’s relationship to each other

becomes one of selfish mastery. The effects are soon seen as their son Cain murders his

brother, Abel, and as violence and evil spreads among the earth’s growing population.

Their apostasy further ravages the harmonious relationship enjoyed previously between

humanity and the non-human creation. Every relationship and every part of human life

is now defiled by their betrayal. Already, even death has entered the world. As the

curtain closes on act two, Adam and Eve are in the middle of a mess. The whole world is

now befouled by their rebellion.

ACT THREE: THE KING CHOOSES ISRAEL (REDEMPTION INITIATED)

Scene One: A People for the King

Rising Tide of Sin and God’s Faithfulness

As the curtain rises in act three, one burning question remains: how will God

respond to a world that has chosen to go its own way and that continues to ignore his

good plans? To start, God brings judgement; He expels Adam and Eve from the garden.

But God also brings hope when He promises to crush all the evil forces that Adam and

Eve have unleashed in their foolish mutiny (Gen. 3:15). The next few millennia, recorded

for us in a few brief chapters (Gen. 3-11), are the story of two interwoven developments:

the increasing darkness of sin and God’s faithfulness to His promise to banish that

darkness.

The tide of wrongdoing continues to rise. It reaches a peak in Noah’s time, and

God decides to destroy the earth with a great flood and start over again with one family.

God saves Noah from the great flood on a large boat. After the flood, Noah’s descendants

turn out to be no different from their predecessors (cf. Gen. 6:5 and 8:21). Like the

previous generation, they ignore God and go their own way. This continued rebellion

climaxes in the building of the tower at Babel, a monument to humanity’s treasonous

revolt (Gen. 9:18-11:1-9).

But amidst sin’s forward march, God has remained faithful to His promise. When

the righteous Abel was killed God raised up Seth and a godly line that would remain

faithful to Himself (Gen.4:25-5:32). When the whole world became wicked, God

preserved Noah through His judgement (Gen.6:8). After the flood, when Noah set foot

on dry ground, God promised that He would protect the world from disaster and recover

it again from the ravages of human rebellion. Yet this long period of human sinfulness

and God’s faithfulness ends on a sour note. In the story of Babel the whole world turns

against God.

Recovery Plan for Creation: Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob

In spite of human rebellion, God does not abandon His plans for His world.

About two thousand years before Jesus, God sets into motion a plan that will lead to the

recovery of the world. This promised plan has two parts: First, out of this mass of

rebellious humanity, God will choose one man (Josh. 24:2). God will make this man into

a great nation and give that nation a land and bless them. Second, God will extend that

blessing to all nations (Gen. 12:1-3; 18:18).

The rest of the book of Genesis traces the ups and downs of this two-fold

promise. The promise is given not only to Abraham but also to his son Isaac (Gen. 26:3-

4) and his grandson Jacob (Gen. 28:13-15). Many dangers threaten God’s promised plan

along the way: impotence and barrenness, foreign kings and their harems, natural

disasters, hostility with surrounding people, and the unbelief of Abraham, Isaac, and

Jacob, themselves. Through it all, God shows Himself to be ‘God Almighty’ (Gen. 17:1;

Ex. 6:3), the One who has the power to carry out his plan.

Nearing the end of his life, Jacob moves his twelve sons and all their families to

Egypt in order to escape a famine. The riveting story of his eleventh-born son, Joseph,

shows God’s faithfulness and control of history as He manages to preserve a people

through whom He will bring salvation to the world (Gen. 45:5; 50:20).

Freed from Slavery and Formed as a People

Four hundred years elapse before the story resumes. Abraham’s descendants,

now known as Israel (the name God gives to Jacob), grow numerous in Egypt. But

success brings its own problems. Egypt’s king begins to perceive this expanding racial

minority as a threat. To stamp out the perceived danger, Pharaoh reduces Israel to

slavery. The book of Exodus opens at the height of Israel’s oppression under Egypt. Into

this scenario of intense pain and tyranny God chooses Moses to liberate Israel from the

brutal rule of Egypt so that Israel can return to God.

In a series of amazing incidents, ten plagues bring God’s judgement on Egypt’s

gods (Ex. 12:12), and Israel is miraculously saved from the powerful Egyptian army as

they cross the Red Sea. Finally Israel arrives at the place where they will meet God—Mt.

Sinai. There God meets Israel in an awesome display of lightning and fire. Why has God

done all of this for Israel? God has a job for them to do. They are to be a nation and

kingdom that function like priests. Their task is to mediate God’s blessing to the nations

and to act as a model people attracting all peoples to God (Ex. 19:3-6). This is the calling

that will shape Israel from this point on: they are to be a showcase people and model

before the nations that embody the beauty of God’s original design for human life. After

giving them this task, God gives them the law to guide their lives, and the people of

Israel commit themselves to living as God’s faithful people. God then commands them to

build a tent where he will take up residence. From now on, wherever they go, God will

live visibly among them.

In Leviticus we see how Israel is to live in communion with a holy God. The book

of Numbers contains the story of Israel’s journey from Sinai to Canaan. Unfortunately

Israel’s unbelief requires that they spend forty years in the wilderness before arriving at

Moab, on the threshold of the promised land. In Deuteronomy, Israel’s leader, Moses,

instructs Israel on how they should live when they arrive in the land. Israel is poised to

enter the land—they are committed to being God’s people and showing the nations

around who God is and the wisdom of His original creational design for human life. As

Israel sits poised for entry, Moses dies and the leadership is passed on to Joshua.

Scene Two: A Land for the People

Entering the Land: Joshua and Judges

The book of Joshua tells us how God keeps his promise to give Israel the land.

The Lord leads Israel in conquering the land and judging its wicked inhabitants, and

then he distributes the land among the twelve tribes. The book ends with Joshua’s pleas

for Israel to remain faithful as God’s people. Judges opens with Israel’s disobedience:

they refuse to wage war with unbelief and to purge idolatry from the land (Ju. 1). God

comes in covenant judgement and tells Israel that they will now have to live among the

Canaanites (Ju. 2). Judges tells a sad story of how Israel turns from God and continually

succumbs to the Canaanite pagan worship and lifestyle. God finally lets the Canaanite

and neighbouring peoples rule and oppress them until Israel cries to Him for help. And

He responds in mercy, raising up military leaders, known as judges, to rescue them.

With each cycle of rebellion, though, the situation gets worse. The book ends with two

stories that illustrate Israel’s foul rebellion and with Israel’s repeated cry for a king to

deliver them from this mess (Ju. 21:25).

Kings and Prophets

Samuel is the last great judge, as well as a priest and prophet. The books of

Samuel, named after him, tell of a time of great change within the Israelite nation. Israel

asks God to give them a king so they can be like the other nations (1 Sam. 8:5, 19-20). So

God uses Samuel to appoint Saul, and then David, as the first kings over His people. Saul

is a failure as a king, but David serves God as a faithful king, defeating Israel’s pagan

neighbours, enforcing God’s law, and moving God’s residence to Jerusalem. Here, at the

hub of the nation, God’s presence is a constant reminder that God is Israel’s real king.

Solomon, David’s son and successor, builds the temple as a more permanent place for

God to live and hear the praise and prayers of His people.

Despite being given great wisdom from God, Solomon’s marriages to foreign

women lead him to worship other gods, and his ambitious building projects earn him a

reputation as an oppressor. During the reign of his son Rehoboam, this oppressive spirit

results in the splitting of the nation. The majority of the tribes break away in the north

(Israel), leaving behind a few southern tribes (Judah).

From this time on, the two halves have their own kings. The books of 1 and 2

Kings and 1 and 2 Chronicles tell their stories. The story is of a downhill slide into

rebellion led by unfaithful kings. Far from being a showcase to the nations, God’s people

push his patience to the point at which He expels them from the land. God seeks to halt

their deadly course by raising up prophets to call them back to repentance. Elijah and

Elisha are the prophets who feature most prominently in 1 and 2 Kings. Through these

prophets, God promises that if Israel will return to him He will be gracious and continue

to work with them. He also warns that if Israel continues to rebel He will bring

judgement and finally send them into exile. As Israel’s situation becomes more

incurable, the prophets promise that God has not given up. In fact, He promises He will

send a future king who will usher in a reign of peace and justice. This promised king will

achieve God’s purposes for His creation.

The words of the prophets fall on deaf ears. And so, first the citizens of the

northern kingdom (722 B.C.), and then the citizens of the southern kingdom (586 B.C.)

are captured as prisoners by the ruling empires of the day.

Exile and Return

The ten tribes of the northern kingdom are scattered to the corners of the earth.

The two tribes of the south go into exile in Babylon. ‘Beside the rivers of Babylon we

thought about Jerusalem, and we sat down and cried’, says the writer of Psalm 137.

‘Here is a foreign land, how can we sing about the LORD?’ (137:1, 4). Exile is a

devastating experience for the Israelites. What happed to God’s promises and purposes?

Had he given them up for good? During this exile, God continues to speak to them

through prophets like Ezekiel, explaining why this crisis has come and assuring them

that they still have a future. After over a half decade in exile, the way is opened for Israel

to return to Jerusalem. Some return; but most do not. In time, under the leadership of

Zerubbabel, Ezra, and Nehemiah, Jerusalem and the temple, which had been burnt by

Judah’s invaders, are rebuilt. But Israel, Jerusalem, and the temple are only shadows of

their former selves.

The Old Testament ends with Israel resettling in the land, but resettling on a

small scale and facing huge threats. They live in the shadow of the super-powers of their

day. With the promises of the prophets echoing in their ears they wait for the day when

God will act to deliver them and complete His redemptive work. As the curtain falls on

act three, Israel has failed to carry out the task God gave them at Sinai, but hope remains

because God has made promises.

INTERLUDE: A KINGDOM STORY WAITING FOR AN ENDING

(INTERTESTAMENTAL PERIOD)

Between the end of act three (Old Testament) and the beginning of act four (New

Testament) there is an interlude of four hundred years. This period is called the

intertestamental period. During this time, Israel continues to believe that they are God’s

chosen people and that God will act in the very near future to bring His kingdom. Under

the oppression of the Persians, Greeks, and, especially, the Syrians and Romans, the

flame of hope ignited in Jewish hearts is fanned into a raging inferno. How God’s

kingdom will come, who will bring it in, and what way to live until it comes—on these

things there is much difference among the Pharisees, Sadducees, Zealots, and Essenes.

But all of Israel agrees: their story is waiting for an ending. The kingdom will come soon.

And so they wait in hope.

ACT FOUR: THE COMING OF THE KINGDOM (REDEMPTION

ACCOMPLISHED)

Act four. The curtain rises. Into this setting of feverish anticipation for God’s

kingdom steps a young Jewish man, Jesus of Nazareth. He announces the kingdom has

come—in him! God is now acting in love and power to restore the creation and humanity

to live again under the kind rule of God, the way God designed it all in the beginning.

The gospels, Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, tell the story of this man Jesus, who

claims to be sent by God to accomplish the renewal of the creation. Jesus, however, is

not the kind of king Israel is expecting. He is not the freedom fighter who will throw off

the Roman yoke and make Israel great again. In fact, he seems more like a wandering

teacher or prophet. Though he announces the arrival of God’s final entry into history,

nothing seems to happen. Jesus goes about gathering a small community of insignificant

followers around him and calls them the new vanguard of God’s coming new world.

God’s power to restore is evident as Jesus heals people and frees them from evil spirits.

His invitation extends beyond the ‘washed’ and acceptable: he welcomes religious and

social outcasts into his new community. As he challenges the customs and expectations

of the day, he arouses growing opposition among the leaders. Jesus teaches his followers

to live lives steeped in love, forgiveness, and righteousness. He tells them stories to help

them understand the unusual way in which God’s new rule was coming. The kingdom is

coming, not by destroying your enemies but by loving them, not by using force but by

suffering, not by revenging but by forgiving, not by retreating from the ‘unwashed’ but

by compassionately involving yourselves in their lives.

Jesus does not meet the expectations of his contemporaries for what the coming

king will look like. So, who is he? Jesus poses this very question to his followers. Peter

answers in faith: ‘You are the Christ, anointed king, the Son of the living God’ (Matt.

16:16). Indeed, his followers believe Jesus is present to reveal who God is and what He is

doing to recover the world.

But the majority of Jesus’ fellow Jews do not recognise him. Opposition to his

work mounts until they arrest him, put him on a mock trial, and take him to the Roman

governor for execution. Jesus is handed over to suffer the most appalling of all deaths—

Roman crucifixion. Surely no king would die such a disgraceful death! Yet his followers

declare weeks later that it is at that very moment—in the shame and pain of the cross—

that God accomplishes his plan to recover his lost and broken world. Here Jesus takes

the sin and brokenness of the world on himself so that the world might be healed. He

dies, nailed to a cross, to take the punishment that a guilty humanity rightly deserves. It

is now possible for the world, and all people in it, to be made right with God.

How can his followers make such a preposterous claim? Because of the

resurrection! They believe Jesus walked out of the grave and is alive from the dead.

What astonishing news! Many people, even a crowd of 500, see Jesus alive. His

resurrection is the sign of his victory over evil; it is the first evidence of a new world

dawning. But before that new world comes fully Jesus gathers his followers and gives

them a task: ‘You are to continue doing what you saw me doing’ (John 20:21). ‘You are

to make known God’s coming rule in your lives, your deeds and your words. God’s new

world will come in time. When that happens, everything that resists that rule will be

destroyed. But until then, announce its coming and show by the way you live that it is a

reality. I limited my work,’ Jesus says, ‘to Israel. Now you are to spread this good news of

God’s coming world through the whole world.’ After these instructions Jesus takes his

rightful throne, in heaven at the right hand of God.

ACT FIVE: SPREADING THE NEWS OF THE KINGDOM (THE CHURCH’S

MISSION)

Scene One: From Jerusalem to Rome

The book of Acts begins with the sudden and explosive coming of the Holy Spirit,

whose coming the prophets and Jesus, himself, had promised (Acts 2). He comes, intent

on bringing the new life of God’s kingdom to all who turn from sin, believe renewal has

come in Jesus, and are baptised into the emerging kingdom community. This new

community is established and commits itself to doing those things that God promises to

use to renew in them the life of the resurrection: the Word of God, prayer, fellowship

with one another, and the Lord’s Supper (Acts 2:42). As they do this, the life of God’s

kingdom more and more shows itself in Jerusalem, and the church begins to grow. The

church spreads from Jerusalem to Judea and into Samaria. Then a new centre is

established in Antioch (Acts 11:19-28). Here too, Jesus’ followers embody the life of the

kingdom, like the Jerusalem community does. But the church at Antioch also catches a

vision for taking this good news to places where it has not been heard. And so they

commission two men, Paul and Barnabas, for this task (Acts 13:1-3).

Paul plays the biggest role in the spread of the good news throughout the Roman

Empire. He was once a militant enemy of the church, but a dramatic encounter with

Jesus turns him into a leading missionary to the non-Jewish world. On three separate

journeys he travels throughout the Roman Empire establishing churches. He writes

thirteen letters to these newly founded churches to encourage them and instruct them

about how to live as followers of the risen Jesus. These letters, along with others,

eventually are collected into the New Testament. Each of these letters continues today,

in the twenty-first century, to give valuable instruction on what to believe about the good

news and how to live faithfully under God’s rule in our daily lives.

Getting back to Acts, Paul is finally arrested and shuffled from one official to

another, from one hearing to the next. The book of Acts ends with Paul being

transported to Rome and living there under house arrest. Not a very satisfying ending to

a dramatic story of the spread of the gospel! But Acts ends without finality for a reason.

The story is not finished. It must continue to unfold until Jesus returns again.

Scene Two: And Into the Entire World

This is our place in the story! The story of God’s people, growing in numbers and

gathering from every nation into one community, has continued for 2000 years, and it

continues today. Any who hear the call of Jesus to follow him must centre their lives in

him and commit themselves to living the life of God’s kingdom. Faith in Jesus brings the

gift of the Spirit, a foretaste of the full kingdom meal that is yet to come. To use a

different metaphor, the church is now a preview of the coming kingdom. The church

picks up Israel’s task of being a showcase of what God intends for human life (Ex. 19:3-

6; cf. 1 Pet. 2:9-12). The church is to continue the kingdom mission that Jesus began

among the Jews, a kingdom established now among all the people of the earth. The

church today is guided by the stories of the church in Acts as it faces new and very

different contexts for its mission. The mission of God’s people is to make known the

good news of the kingdom. This is what gives the contemporary time period its meaning.

And since the rule of Jesus covers the whole earth, the mission of God’s people is as

broad as creation. In effect, God’s people are to live lives that say, ‘This is how the whole

world will be some day when Jesus returns!’

ACT SIX: THE RETURN OF THE KING (REDEMPTION COMPLETED)

Jesus promised that one day he would return and complete the work he had

begun. And so his people live in the confident expectation that every challenge to his

loving rule will be crushed and that the His kingdom will come fully. When he returns,

the dead will be raised and all people will appear before him in judgement. God’s

opponents will be overthrown, earth and heaven will be renewed, and God’s rule will be

complete.

The last book in the Bible is Revelation. In that book John is ushered into God’s

throne room to see how things really are. He is shown that, whatever evidence exists to

the contrary, Jesus, whom the church follows, is in control of world events. He is moving

history toward its appointed end. At that end, the old world dominated by evil, pain,

suffering, and death will be overthrown. God will again dwell among humanity as He did

in the beginning. He will wipe away tears. There will be no more death, mourning, pain,

suffering, or evil. With joy, those of us who have followed this story anticipate hearing

God’s own voice: ‘I am making everything new!’ (Rev. 21:5) The marvellous imagery of

the last chapters of Revelation directs the reader’s gaze to the end of history and to the

restoration of the whole of God’s creation. He invites all the thirsty to come even now

and to drink the waters of life but warns all those who remain outside the kingdom. The

Bible ends with a promise repeated three times—‘I am coming soon’ (Rev. 22:7, 12, 20).

And we echo the response of the author of Revelation: ‘Yes! Come Lord Jesus.’

The Revelation of Jesus Christ to the World

A Sermon for Epiphany Sunday

Rodney J. Marshall, President and Headmaster, Coram Deo Academy 

The Visit of the Wise Men, English Standard Version

Matthew 2:1 Now after Jesus was born in Bethlehem of Judea in the days of Herod the king, behold, wise men [1] from the east came to Jerusalem, 2 saying, “Where is he who has been born king of the Jews? For we saw his star when it rose [2] and have come to worship him.” 3 When Herod the king heard this, he was troubled, and all Jerusalem with him; 4 and assembling all the chief priests and scribes of the people, he inquired of them where the Christ was to be born. 5 They told him, “In Bethlehem of Judea, for so it is written by the prophet:

6 “‘And you, O Bethlehem, in the land of Judah,
are by no means least among the rulers of Judah;
for from you shall come a ruler
who will shepherd my people Israel.’”

7 Then Herod summoned the wise men secretly and ascertained from them what time the star had appeared. 8 And he sent them to Bethlehem, saying, “Go and search diligently for the child, and when you have found him, bring me word, that I too may come and worship him.” 9 After listening to the king, they went on their way. And behold, the star that they had seen when it rose went before them until it came to rest over the place where the child was. 10 When they saw the star, they rejoiced exceedingly with great joy. 11 And going into the house they saw the child with Mary his mother and they fell down and worshiped him. Then, opening their treasures, they offered him gifts, gold and frankincense and myrrh. 12 And being warned in a dream not to return to Herod, they departed to their own country by another way.

Epiphany

The revelation of Jesus Christ.  The festival of the conspicuous manifestation or striking appearance of Christ to the gentiles celebrated on the sixth day of January, the twelfth day after Christmas, in commemoration of the appearance of our Savior to the magi or philosophers of the East, who came to adore him with presents; or as others maintain, to commemorate the appearance of the star to the magis, or the manifestation of Christ to the Gentiles. Jerome and Chrysostom take the epiphany to be the day of our Savior's baptism, when a voice from heaven declared, "This is my beloved son, in whom I am well pleased." The Greek fathers use the word for the appearance of Christ in the world, the sense in which Paul used the word. 2 Tim. 1.10. Webster’s 1828 Dictionary of the American English Language
I would like to unpack the story of the magi and the meaning of Epiphany in three major points 

· The revelation of Jesus Christ to the gentiles

· The coming of the Gospel of the Kingdom to the whole world 

· The call for all Christians to press the crown rights of Jesus Christ the King of Kings in all of life

1. The Revelation of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles

a. Who were the Magi?

i. They were wise men from the east-probably Persian or Arabian.  Job was considered to be a man of the east.  They were not Jews, but gentiles; they were not the descendants of Abraham to whom were given first the law and the promises.  

ii. They were magi or magicians, sorcerers, astrologers, philosophers or wizards-wise men in the context of communities with mystical beliefs.  

iii. They were those awaiting the rise of a great King because they recognized the star as an announcement of his coming. Though this sounds unusual to westerners, steeped in a scientific view of life, the historical record of the time shows many references to this expectation and astrological confirmation would have been normal.   

b. What did they do?

i. They followed the star; when it no longer guided them they asked for directions from the chief magistrate in the capital city (Jerusalem) and being undeterred traveled to Bethlehem to find the star reappear over the place where the child Jesus dwelt with Joseph and Mary.  Where were the representatives of Herod’s court or of the Temple?  Why didn’t they join the magi?  These gentile wise men were more interested in finding the king in Bethlehem than they.  

ii. They “fell down and worshipped Him.”  They presented gifts of real monetary value, welcome to the impoverished family of the Christ child and of symbolic meaning:

1. Gold - as tribute to a king

2. Frankincense – as an offering of the smoke of incense to God 

3. Myrrh - as for the embalming of Christ the man upon his death

iii. Being warned in a dream they did not reveal the location of the child to Herod, as he had requested of them, but returned to their own country by another route

c. What does this symbolize?

i. Although a fictional formation, I like how Lew Wallace in Ben Hur, shows three Magi as representative of all the populations of the whole world coming together by divine appointment to worship the King.  It was the Year of Rome 747,(the legendary founding of Rome including the story of Romulus and Remus was 753 BC) when three wise men, guided by a star met in the Arabian Desert before continuing to Jerusalem.  The first man to arrive was of admirable proportions, not so tall as powerful. Loosening the silken rope which held the kufiyeh (ku-fe’ u) on his head, his strong face, almost black in color; yet the low, broad forehead, aquiline nose, the outer corners of the eyes turned slightly upward, the hair profuse, straight, harsh, of metallic lustre, and falling to the shoulder in many plaits, were signs of origin impossible to disguise. So looked the Pharaohs and the later Ptolemies; so looked Mizraim, father of the Egyptian race.  He represented all the populations of Africa 
ii. Tall, with lean face, the next man with white hair and beard, and a complexion between the hue of cinnamon and bronze; over the skull-cap a shawl was wound in great folds, forming a turban; his body garments included flowing breeches gathered at the ankles, his feet were clad in half-slippers of red leather, pointed at the toes. Save the slippers, the costume from head to foot was of white linen.  He represented the populations of Asia-who also originally populated the Americas. 

iii. The last comer was slighter; his complexion white; a mass of waving light hair a perfect crown; under the folds of the Tyrian blanket appeared a tunic, short-sleeved and low-necked, gathered to the waist by a band, and reaching nearly to the knee; sandals guarded his feet. If he came not himself from the groves of Athens, his ancestry did, representing the populations of Europe.  
iv. "…so [after introductions] the Egyptian proceeded [to say], "He we go to find was called 'King of the Jews;' by that name we are bidden to ask for Him. But we may know Him to be the Redeemer, not of the Jews alone, but of all the nations of the earth. The patriarch who survived the Flood [Noah] had with him three sons, and their families, by whom the world was repeopled. From the Region of Delight in the heart of Asia, they parted. India and the far East received the children of the first; the descendants of the youngest, through the North, streamed into Europe; those of the second overflowed the deserts about the Red Sea, passing into Africa."
v. Symbolically in the Magi, Wallace shows us the populations of the world streaming back to worship the newborn King of Kings and Lord of Lords. 
2. What of the coming of the Gospel of the Kingdom to the whole world 

a. Who is this Jesus?

i. Emmanuel; God with us

ii. A Savior, Christ the Lord

iii. The King of the tribe of Judah, the son of David, the inheritor of the royal throne and he who arrived to deliver the Jews from their long exile.  He who fulfilled the long held expectation of a messiah to deliver.  He is the reigning King of the whole earth, Jew and gentile, the Son of God:

1. Isaiah 9:6 “For to us a child is born,
to us a son is given;
and the government shall be upon [4] his shoulder,
and his name shall be called [5]
Wonderful Counselor, Mighty God,
Everlasting Father, Prince of Peace.
7 Of the increase of his government and of peace
there will be no end,
on the throne of David and over his kingdom,
to establish it and to uphold it” with justice and with righteousness
from this time forth and forevermore.
The zeal of the Lord of hosts will do this.

2. Luke 1:31…you shall call his name Jesus. 32 He will be great and will be called the Son of the Most High. And the Lord God will give to him the throne of his father David, 33 and he will reign over the house of Jacob forever, and of his kingdom there will be no end.” 

3. Psalm 24…the earth is the Lord’s and the fullness thereof, the world and [all] they that dwell therein. [both Jew and Gentile]

b. What is the nature of His coming and the Gospel of the Kingdom of God?

i. Jesus announced, introduced and inaugurated the Kingdom of God on earth:

1. Matthew 4:23 And he went throughout all Galilee, teaching in their synagogues and proclaiming the gospel of the kingdom and healing every disease and every affliction among the people.

2. Mark 1:15 and saying, “The time is fulfilled, and the kingdom of God is at hand; repent and believe in the gospel. [the good news that the long anticipated King has arrived to establish His rule]
3. Matthew 24:144 And this gospel of the kingdom will be proclaimed throughout the whole world as a testimony to all nations, and then the end will come. [the kingdom will spread around the world until He returns to consummate that Kingdom at the end of the age]

ii. Jesus displaced all other kingdoms; both the pagan and the prevailing Jewish order redefining the kingdom with himself as king.  

1. N. T. Wright, a luminary of the Anglican Church, and the foremost scholar of Jesus in the English speaking world says this best in The Challenge of Jesus: Rediscovering Who Jesus Was and Is.  Intervarsity Press, 1999. 202 pages.  “N. T. Wright is Canon Theologian of Westminster Abbey and was formerly Dean of Lichfield Cathedral.  He taught New Testament studies at Cambridge, McGill and Oxford Universities.  The author of many works, his full-scale work Jesus and the Victory of God is widely regarded as one of the most significant studies in the contemporary “Third Quest” of the historical Jesus.
2. The key thing was that the in breaking kingdom Jesus was announcing created a new world, a new context, and he was challenging his hearers to become the new people that this new context demanded, the citizens of this new world.  He was offering a challenge to his contemporaries to a way of life, a way of forgiveness and prayer, a way of jubilee, which they could practice in their own villages, right where they were.   (Page 46)

3. Jesus announced the kingdom, He told the story of the kingdom in such a way as to indicate that Israel’s long exile was finally coming to its close.  His retelling of the story was deeply subversive, with sharp polemic reserved for alternative tellings of Israel’s story.  He was, in short announcing the kingdom of God – not the simple revolutionary message of hard-liners but the doubly revolutionary message of a kingdom that would overturn all agendas.  It is because he inaugurated the kingdom that we can live the kingdom…we can now implement that work today.  (Pages 52-53)

4. He [Jesus] believed that Israel’s God was in the process of judging and redeeming his people, not just as one such incident among many but as the climax of Israel’s history.  This judgment would take the form of destruction by Rome. [AD 70]  It would not be followed by the rebuilding of a new physical Temple.  It would be followed by the establishment of the messianic community focused on Jesus himself that would replace the Temple once and for all.  His aim was to reconstitute the people of God around himself, to accomplish the real return from exile, to inaugurate the kingdom of God. (Pages 65, 66 and 73)

5. Salvation is of the Jews, and from the King of the Jews it has come.  God’s covenant faithfulness has been revealed in the good news of Jesus, bringing salvation for the whole cosmos.  (Page 124)

6. Early Christianity thought of itself as a kingdom-of-God movement.  When Paul said “Jesus is Lord,” it is clear that he meant that Caesar was not.  This is not Gnostic escapism (the Jewish Essenes, who with drew to Qumran by the Dead Sea) but Jewish-style no-king-but-God theology with Jesus in the middle of it.  And this theology generated and sustained not a group of Gnostic-style conventicles but a Jewish-style new-covenant community.  

7. …within Judaism the coming kingdom of God meant…the end of Israel’s exile, the overthrow of the pagan empire and the exaltation of Israel, and the return of YHWH to Zion to judge and save.  Looking wider it meant the renewal of the world, the establishment of God’s justice for the cosmos.  It was not about private existentialist or Gnostic experience but about public events.  

8. Paul explained that the kingdom was coming in a two-stage process, so that the Jewish hope-for God to be all in all-would be realized fully in the future, following its decisive inauguration in the events concerning Jesus.  [The resurrection] was the central driving force, informing the whole movement.   [Jesus] is not in an intermediate state, awaiting a time when he will finally be raised from the dead.  He is already risen; he is already, as a human being, fulfilling the destiny marked out for the human race from the sixth day of creation.  (Pages 131-133 and 143)

c. This is the Gospel of the Kingdom of God ruled by the King the Magi came to worship, the King of the whole earth revealed for the whole world to see and celebrated on this day we call Epiphany.

d. But, as Wright says, “So what?”  What is incumbent upon us now as followers of Jesus Christ, as those who are now part of this messianic Kingdom?  Since Jesus is currently reigning now what? As Francis Schaefer said, “How Should We Then Live?”  

3. The Call for All Christians to Press the Crown Rights of Jesus Christ the King of Kings in all of life; That’s How W Should Live

a. We must understand we live in the presence of a renewed and reinvigorated story of life and of the world, the big picture, the metanarrative of a world in which Jesus Christ the Lord, the creative Word made flesh, the redeemer worshipped by the magi who purchased us not only as individuals or even as humankind for some future state of disembodied bliss, but the redeemer of the cosmos, the very world in which we live incarnate and our job is to bring that world under His feet.  As Abraham Kuyper, the great Dutch theologian and statesman articulated a century ago, “There is not one square inch of this world over which Jesus Christ does not say, “that is mine, that belongs to me.”

b. We should labor with Him to establish the Kingdom in all of life; in church and family life, in public life, in vocational life, as well as in all aspects of entertainment, leisure, academic and civil life; everyday in every way

c. We should retell the story of life, the metanarrative of creation, fall and redemption; the fact that Jesus Christ came to inaugurate the Kingdom, and is the currently reigning King.  We must reject a sappy, thin, ineffective gospel and preach the whole counsel of God to the whole world in old and new ways.  

d. We should reject the crumbling overarching modern explanation that all of life is material and economic and the meaning of life is to find one’s place in that system as cog in the modern wheel where only the cold-hard-facts rule, where there is no faith, no belief in those things outside of, bigger than and transcendent over life.  We should care about and deliver those still trapped in this dehumanizing kind of a life.  

e. We should listen to the heartbeat of a modern world in the agony of its own demise, where most people are now more post-modern than modern.  A world where people care about transcendence but don’t know what to believe so as echoed by Chesterton, they will believe in anything.  Penn Jillette of Penn & Teller, eccentric magicians with a psychotic twist, whose stage show played Broadway and played to packed houses all over the country, said, “Believing there is no God gives me more room for belief in family, people, love, truth, beauty, sex, Jell-O and all the other things I can prove and that makes this life the best life I will ever have.”  If someone does not believe in something he will believe in anything.

f. We should understand many post-moderns are suspicious of institutions, they don’t trust the government, the church, the family or the business corporation.  They unconsciously reject the modernist metanarrative but replace it with a confusing individualized hodgepodge.  They are the prophets of whom Simon and Garfunkle sang who wrote of their longing on the subway walls.   They know Eisengard fell, they know Frodo still lives but may not know where to find him.  Since they do not possess an organizing system of belief they believe in anything, feeling lonely and adrift they long for something but know not what it is.   

g. We should tell a hopeful story for them, one of a God who cares, who is merciful and just, sovereign and can be trusted, who is the reigning King establishing his benevolent rule over time.  

h. We should also strategize to carry the reign of Christ into every arena of life in the most practical of ways.  

i. We should support or become poets, musicians, film makers, artists, ministers, educators and journalists that tell the redeeming story, that seek to recontextualize human beings with in the true hopeful metanarrative.  

1. No wonder men went away with their blood up for liberty when they heard Wallace cry “freedom.” There is a time to pick a fight; to wisely strategize how to liberate our families, practice our faith in all of life, and defend our homeland and communities, this is part of maleness. 

2. How interesting the movie pundits predicted Lord of the Rings would fail, while its wild success tells us of those that long for identifiable right and wrong, good and evil, nobility and ignobility, who love heroes and do not need antiheroes, who long for a world of transcendent values, of hope and are willing to rise up and work for it!  

3. I say go, tell the story, find a way to bring it to every people group and every arena of life!

ii. In business we should profit yet gain motivation from the higher principles of mercy and justice, love of neighbor.  My own son has risked his personal capital to build entry level housing, with intelligently designed lease/buy arrangements so those with little means or a past riddled with credit mistakes can start over and raise their families in their own homes, in safe neighborhoods.  Hopefully he will also profit so he can go out and do it again for more people.  

iii. We should build communities within communities that place people back in relationship with neighbors.

iv. We should assure tranquility in these communities both as law enforcement professionals and as those that watch out continually for the welfare of our neighbors in our own neighborhoods. 

v. We should seek and accept responsible positions in civil government holding these positions in trust for God the great governor of all and for those in the community refusing the corruption that so commonly entraps those in positions of authority.  

vi. We should build and plant churches that enact the whole counsel of God.  

vii. We should marry and remain married in covenant each of us in relationship as the husband of one wife and a wife that stays with one husband

viii. We should bear and rear children seeking to train them up in the way.

ix. We should educate them to think well, to think broadly and feely, to think Christianly so that they will never become enslaved to their culture but influencers thereof.  We should agree with R. L. Dabney, Southern Presbyterian minister of the 18th century and the first President of what is now the University of Texas when he said, “The education of children for God is the most important business on earth.”

We should not live as thoughtless consumers, or in wimpy withdrawal, but in thoughtful engagement with our culture loving our neighbors and bringing the reign of Christ in every possible way.  

Yes, this is Epiphany, the revelation of Jesus Christ and the coming of the Gospel of the Kingdom of God to the whole world.  

On the Christian Theory of Just War

For the Christian any act of war must be an act of love.

Matthew 22:37 “And he said to him, “You shall love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your mind. 38 This is the great and first commandment. 39 And a second is like it: You shall love your neighbor as yourself. 40 On these two commandments depend all the Law and the Prophets.”
In discussing the natural law, this author argues from individual rights to those of the State. Since an individual can defend himself against unjust aggression so can the State. An individual is allowed to seek justice for an injury or loss therefore the State can use force to compel another nation to make reparation. Brother John Raymond

1. War exists because of sin.  List the seven deadly sins and a litany of unjust reasons for war illuminates the moral (immoral) landscape.  

2. War is defined as a state of conflict between two or more sovereign nations carried on by force of arms.  

3. Theories of War

a. Pacifism – Only applicable to an individual-by-individual choice.  National rulers are duty bound to protect the peace of citizens.  

b. Realism – The idea that war is always evil but necessary is an incorrect justification for the Christian.  A Christian is prohibited from committing evil deeds.  If war is always evil then it is always prohibited.  It is not evil for a nation to defend its citizens by force of arms – in fact it is the responsibility of rulers to defend the peace of its citizens and their lawful endeavors. 

c. Just War – When is war just?  How can warfare be prosecuted justly?  The just war tradition was developed by Augustine based on the thinking of Cicero and others in conjunction with Christian ideas about justice and charity.  To Augustine, war needed to be an act of charity.   Just war tradition was not developed as a tool of statecraft, a checklist for justifying predetermined aims, but as an aid to moral reasoning for Christian grappling with serious matters of violence and coercion.  It informs the prophetic voice of Christians.  

Just War Theory Practically Applied to Wars Past, Present and Future

	Just War Questions
	Scale

0 – 10

0 = no

10 = yes
	Explain your answer

	1. Is there a just cause for warfare?


	
	Only an injury so grave that it outweighs the risks of war is justification for making war

· To defend a nation’s peace

· Unprovoked attack

· Prevention from immanent attack

· To defend the peace of an ally or a weak neighboring nation

· To avenge wrongs – seek retribution for refusal to make amends for injuries caused

· Injury to people 

· Restoration of what was seized or destroyed

· Grave injury to the honor or natural right of a nation

· Grave injury under positive law (international law and treaties)

· Not conquest

· Not cruel thirst for blood, power or vengeance 

	2. Is the intention just?


	
	· Restoration of a just (fair) peace

· Not territorial expansion through conquest

· Not cruel subjugation 

	3. Is warfare the means of last resort? 


	
	· Diplomacy

· Economic pressure

· Patience

	4. Is the war lawfully declared by a legitimate authority?
	
	· Formal declaration by constituted authority

· Not individuals, militias etc. 

· The difficulty of terrorists 

	5. Is the means of war a proportionate response the wrong done?
	
	· To destroy a nation for refusing to provide fair trade practices would not be proportionate

· Enemy combatants must not be subjected to greater harm than is necessary to secure victory and peace

	6. Will the immunity of non-combatants be protected?


	
	· Combatants include all those who are engaged in the actual promotion of war.  

· Direct combatants are the fighters themselves

· Indirect combatants are the unarmed helpers of the soldiers in military ways such as transporters of supplies and weapons producers 

· Military property can be confiscated or destroyed

· Public property can be occupied or movable property appropriated 

· Noncombatants are

· Those people who are members of the enemy nation that are chaplains, medical personnel and civilians

· Neutrals who are not part of either warring party not involved in hostilities

· The indirect unintentional, unavoidable killing of noncombatants or neutrals is permissible

· The direct killing of such is murder 

· Private property must be respected

	7. Is there a reasonable probability of success?


	
	· War is not justified when self-annihilation is assured

	Total


	
	A low total mitigates against and a high for a just war finding


Just War Theory Practically Applied to Wars Past, Present and Future

	Just War Questions
	Scale

0 – 10

0 = no

10 = yes
	Explain your answer

	8. Is there a just cause for warfare?


	
	

	9. Is the intention just?


	
	

	10. Is warfare the means of last resort? 


	
	

	11. Is the war lawfully declared by a legitimate authority?
	
	

	12. Is the means of war a proportionate response to the wrong done?
	
	

	13. Will the immunity of non-combatants be protected?


	
	

	14. Is there a reasonable probability of success?


	
	

	Total


	
	A low total mitigates against and a high for a just war finding
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� “The most eloquent of all historians,” says Cruttwell. Livy understood the spirit of ancient times, making it real to modern minds because he possessed “antiquity of soul.” In his own day Livy’s popularity was almost limitless. Pliny the Younger recalled that a man once traveled to Rome from Cadis with the express purpose of seeing Livy. Having seen him he returned home at once, caring for nothing else in Rome.


� From Book II of the “History of Rome.” Translated by D. Spillan and Cyrus Edmonds. “Cocles” was a nickname meaning the “one-eyed.” With this story every schoolboy has been made familiar through Macaulay’s “Lay,” beginning:


“Lars Porsena of Clusium


By the Nine Gods  he swore


That the great house of Tarquin


Should suffer wrong no more.”


� Authorities differ as to the site of this bridge. “Larousse” has a map which identifies it as the site now occupied by the Aemilian bridge, as the base of the Palatine, near the mouth of the Cloaca Maxima; but the “Encyclopedia Britannica,” in a map of ancient Rome, places it farther down the Tiber near the center of the base of the Aventine. Murray’s “Handbook of Rome” agrees with the “Britannica.” This bridge was the first one built at Rome, and is ascribed to King Ancus Martius.


� From Book XXI of the “History of Rome.” Translated by d. Spillan and Cyrus Edmonds. The identity of the pass through which Hannibal crossed has been the subject of much controversy. A writer in Smith’s “Dictionary” says the account in Polybius “will be found, on the whole, to agree best with the supposition that Hannibal crossed by the Little St. Bernard.” At the same time, “there are some difficulties” attending this inference.


� A tribe living in the upper valley of the Po, near Turin.


� From Book XXX of the “History of Rome.” Transcribed by D. Spillan and Cyrus Edmonds.


� Adrumentum lay in what is now Tunis and was originally a Phenician city. It was older than Carthage. For many centuries it was a chief seaport for northern Africa. It is now known as Susa.


� Hannibal, who when a boy of nine had left Carthage for Spain with his father, Hamilcar Barca, at that time took an oath upon an altar declaring eternal hostility to Rome. In the year of Zama he was forty-five years old.


� An Egyptian goddess who was represented as a woman with the head of a lioness or cat.


� A malicious and cunning dwarf in Charles Dickens’ Old Curiosity Shop.


� Cato was Rome’s first thoroughly national author. He is usually classed as the creator of Latin prose. Other Roman authors of his time wrote in Greek. Cato bitterly opposed Greek learning, declaring that, when Greece should give Rome her literature, she would “corrupt everything.” On Cato’s mind no outside literary influence ever prevailed. He has been called “the most original writer that Rome ever produced.”


� The translation of this paragraph is taken from Cruttwell’s “History of Roman Literature.”


� Cicero, whose praise of Caesar as a writer has been shared by many readers since his time, described Caesar’s works as “unadorned, straightforward, and elegant, their ornament being stript off as it were a garment.” Caesar did his work so well that “he has deterred all men of sound taste from touching him.”


� From Book IV of the “Commentaries on the Gallic War.” Translated by McDivett and W. S. Bohn. The site of this bridge is believed to be in the neighborhood of Cologne.


� the Suevi were migratory Germans who, in Caesar’s time, occupied the eastern banks of the Rhine in and about the present country of Baden.


� From Book V of the “Commentaries on the Gallic War.”


� The Belgae comprised various tribes that lived between the Seine and the Rhine and were the most warlike of the Gauls.


� Caesar’s error here has often been commented on, Spain lying to the south, rather than to the west, of Britain.


� Now known as the Isle of Man.


� Cassivelaunus was a chieftain of the Britons who had been entrusted with the supreme command against Caesar. His own territory lay north of the Thames.


� Bede, the learned Benedictine, who lived in the eighth century, says that, in his time, remains of these stakes were still to be seen.


� These people occupied what are now the counties of Essex and Middlesex


� The translator notes that Tacitus has remarked that Britain was surveyed, rather than conquered, by Caesar. He gives the honor of its real conquest to his own father-in-law, Agricola. While the Roman armies “owe much to the military virtues of Agricola as displayed in England, Caesar,” adds the translator, “did hat no on had done before him; he levied tribute upon the Britons and effectually paved the way, for all that Rome subsequently accomplished in this island.”


� From Book II of the “Commentaries on the Gallic War.”


� the Nervii were one of the Belgic tribes and are understood to have been the most warlike of them all.


� From Book III of the “Commentaries on the Civil War.” Pharsalia is a district of Thessaly in Greece.  Caesar’s army numbered 22,000 legionaries and 1,000 cavalry; Pompey’s 45,000 legionaries and 7,000 cavalry.


� Pompey’s army having been recruited from aristocratic families and their dependents, was not so much accustomed to the severities of war as were the soldiers of Caesar, recruited largely from the populace.


� The modern Durazzo, a seaport on the Adriatic in Albania. It was founded by colonies from Corfu about 625 B.C. and became important afterward as a terminus of one of the great Roman roads. Pompey here defeated Caesar a short time before he was himself defeated at Pharsalia.


� Caesar on this occasion is said to have advised his soldiers to aim at the faces of Pompey’s cavalry, who being composed principally of the young noblemen of Rome, dreaded a scar in the face more than death itself.


� Amphipolis, a city of Macedonia, originally Thracian, but colonized from Athens. It was situated three miles inland from the Aegean Sea.


� Mitylene was the capital of the island of Lesbos, and an important maritime power in ancient times.


� Arrowsmith describes Antioch as, not only the capital of Syria, but at one time of Western Asia. It was for years the third city of the world in beauty, size, and population. It was here that the followers of Christ first received the name of Christians (in A.D 89), having before been called Nazarenes and Galileans. In a neighboring grove stood a famous temple to Apollo and Diana.


� Rhodes is the largest island in the Aegean Sea after Crete and Euboea. Its capital, having the same name and situated near the northern of the island, was famous for a bronze statue of the sun called the Colossus, which was one of the “seven wonders of the world.”


� Pelusium was an ancient city of Egypt, situated in the delta of the Nile, strongly fortified and regarded as the gate to Egypt, on its eastern frontier. It lay in the midst of marshes formed by the overflow of the river, and continued its importance, in a military sense, until the waters of the river found their way into the Damietta branch.


� Ptolemy XII, who came to the throne of Egypt conjointly with his sister Cleopatra in 51 B.C. He expelled Cleopatra in 49, and in 48 Caesar reinstated her. In the war which ensued, he was defeated and drowned in the Nile.


� Gabinius was a Roman tribune who had proposed the statute bearing his name which gave to Pompey command of the Mediterranean coast for the suppression of pirates.


� Alexandria was founded in 331 B.C. by Alexander the Great. Its principal street, 2,00 feet wide, was adorned with “some of the most costly edifices and structures of marble which perhaps the world ever saw.” Many of these marbles were subsequently taken to  Rome and Constantinople. Alexandria for a long period was the center of commerce for all merchandise passing between Europe and the East. As a city of learning it possest a famous library, which at one period comprized 700,000 volumes.


� “If by eloquence if meant the ability to persuade, then Tacitus,” according to Cruttwell, “is the most eloquent historian that ever existed.” His portraits, especially those of Tiberius and Nero, have been severely criticized by French and English writers, but while his verdicts have been shaken, they have not been reversed. The world still fails to doubt their substantial reality. Tacitus, adds Cruttwell, has probably exercised upon readers a greater power than any other writer of prose whom Rome produced.


� From Book I of the “Annals.” The Oxford translation revised.


� Marcellus was the son of Octavia by her husband C. Claudius Marcellus. He married Julia, a daughter of Augustus.


� Agrippa was the leading administrative mind under Augustus, with whom he had served in the Civil War and in the battle Actium. The Pantheon, the only complete building of Imperial Rome that still survives, was finished and dedicated by him. He married as his third wife Julia, the widow of Marcellus.


� Nola lay sixteen miles northeast of Naples. The reference is to Drusus, son of Tiberius, and to Germanicus, at that time commanding on the Rhine.


� From Book III of the “Annals.” The Oxford translation revised.


� This Agrippina was the daughter of Agrippa and Julia. She married Germanicus, became the mother of Caligula, and was a woman of lofty character, who died by voluntary starvation after having been exiled by Tiberius.


� It has been conjectured that the two children of Germanicus here referred to were Caligula, who had gone to the East with his father, and Julia, who was born in Lesbos.


� These children were Nero, Drusus, Agrippina and Drusilla.


� Not the Emperor of that name, who was not born until 121 A.D.


� Mother of Tiberius by a husband whom she had married before she married Augustus.


� Julia, daughter of Julius Caesar by his wife Cornelia.


� From Book XV or the “annals.” The Oxford translation revised.


� Caius Piso, leader of an unsuccessful conspiracy against Nero in 65. Other famous Romans of the name of Piso are Lucius, censor, consul and author; another Lucius whose daughter was married to Julius Caesar; and Cneius, governor of Syria, who was accused of murdering Germanicus.


� Poppeae Sabina, who once was the wife of Otho and mistress of Nero. She was afterward divorced from Otho and married to Nero in 62 A.D. She died from the effects of a kick given by Nero.


� From Book XV of the “Annals.” The Oxford translation revised.


� Nero


� Suetonius relates that, when some one repeated to Nero the line “When I am dead, let fire devour the world,” he replied, “Let it be whilst I am living.” That author asserts that Nero’s purpose sprung in part from his dislike of old buildings and narrow streets. During the progress of the fire several men of consular rank met Nero’s domestic servants with torches and combustibles which they were using to start fires, but did not dare to stay their hands. Livy asserts that, after it was destroyed by the Gauls, Rome had been rebuilt with narrow winding streets.


� A city in the central Apennines, six miles from Lake Fucinus.


� Near the Esquiline.


� The house, gardens, baths and the Pantheon of Agrippa are here referred to. Nero’s gardens were near the Vatican.


� The palace of Numa, on the Palatine hill, had been the mansion of Augustus.  





� Carlyle, in his essay on Voltaire, refers to this passage as having been “inserted as a small, transitory, altogether trifling circumstance, in the history of such a potentate as Nero”; but it has become “to us the most earnest, sad and sternly significant passage that we know to exist in writing.”


� Claudius already had expelled the Jews from Rome and included in their number the followers of Christ. But his edict was not specifically directed against the Christians. Nero was the first emperor who persecuted them as professors of a new faith.


� From Book III of the “History.” The Oxford translation revised. Pliny, Jesephus and Dio all agree that the Capitol was set on fire by the followers of Vitellius.


� Porsena did not actually get into Rome, being induced to raise the siege when only at its gate.


� The capture of Rome by the Gauls under Brennus took place in 390 B.C.  The destruction of the Capitol in the first Civil War occurred in 83 B.C., during the consulship of Lucius Scipio and Caius Norbaius. The fire was not started as an act of open violence, however, but by clandestine incendiaries.





� From Book III of the “History.” The Oxford translation revised. Near Cremona had been fought the first battle of Bedriacum by the armies of Vitellius and Otho, rivals for the imperial throne, Otho being defeated. A few months later on the same field the army of Vitellius was overthrown by Vespasian, who succeeded him as emperor. Vitellius retired to Cremona, which was then placed under siege by Vespasian, and altho strongly fortified, captured.


� Antonius Primus, the chief commander of Vespasian’s forces.


� The modern Brescia.


� According to Josephus 30,000 of the Vitellians perished and 4,500 of the followers of Vespasian.


� From the Oxford translation revised.


� Caligula, not Caius Julius Caesar, is here referred to, he also having borne the name of Caius.


� Now Marseilles, founded by Phoenicians, who introduced there a degree of Greek culture which long made the city famous.


� A brother of the Emperor Otho.


� Agricola was Consul in 77 A.D., and had for colleague Domitian, afterward Emperor.


� Addrest to the Emperor Trajan while proconsul in Pontus and Bithynia. The Melmoth translation revised by elsewhere in this volume, are the only genuine contemporary references to the early Christians to be found in ancient writings. Pliny’s letter was preserved by the Christians themselves as evidence of the purity of their faith and practices. Early writers of the Church frequently appeal to it against calumniators. It was written within forty years of the death of St. Paul.


� Trajan’s reply to this letter was as follows:  “You have adopted the right course, my dearest Secundus, in investigating the charges against the Christians who were brought before you. It is not possible to lay down any general rule for all such cases. Do not go out of your way to look for them. If indeed they should be brought before you, and the crime is proved, they must e punished; with the restriction, however, that where the party denies he is a Christian, and shall make it evident that he is not, by invoking our gods, let him (notwithstanding any former suspicion) be pardoned upon his repentance. Anonymous information ought not to be received in any sort of prosecution. It is introducing a very dangerous precedent and is quite foreign to the spirit of our age.”


� Montesquieu is declared by Mr. Saintsbury to deserve the title of “the greater man of letters of the French eighteenth century.” He places him above Voltaire because “of his far greater originality and depth of thought.”


� From the “Grandeur and Decadence of the Romans,” of which an English translation was issued as early as 1751.


[1] Henretta, James A., America: A Concise History, 3rd ed. (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 2006).
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