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Marcwus Junius Brutus is chiefly known for his
assassination of Julius Cassar. The consegueneces of this
descd forced hion and Cassius to leave [taly and defend
themzelves in the Bast against their enemies, the
Triuwmvirate., This thesis focuses on all those who supported
Brutus from the time of the Ides of March until the battle
nfd Philippi. These men are collected and analyred in terms
of their interrelationships, and their relations to Brutus
against the background of the society and history of Rome.
It is argued thalt Brutus was the leader of a political
Fompeius at the beginning of his career in 70 BC. Also many
individuals of various former political alliances joined
Brutus because the political circumstances of the last
decade made it necessary for them to unite against the
Triumvirate. In this way., Brutus’® associates were motiveted
by traditional socio-political motives and by situations
characteristic of the end of the Republic. 411 dates arse

BE.C. wunless otherwige nobtod.
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INTRODUCTION

thuiod errare me putas, qul rem publicem pulsm pendere

in Brutp, sic se res habet. Aut nulla erit aut ab isto

istisve servabltur.

Cig. Ad _Atr. 14,20 (S8 I74)

Dicero, writing two months atter the assassination
LCagzar, beslieved the survival of the Republic depended on

Junius Brutus and his associates. These men held various

palitical views and came {from varisd social backgroun

Frevious supporters of Caesar, Fompeius, the young so
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Catn’s supporters, those proscribed by the Triumvirats ang

others all found themselves in Brutus’® camp. MNevertheles

the formation of suwh a diversified faction cannoh e
te be surprising in the final davs of the Republic,

considaring the previous political upheavala. Soms of
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rolativies of Brutus’ companinns wers lecs

¥
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oppoasition to Fompsiuws and Cassar in
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Fidties. Under the leadership of 0. Lutativs Datulus

amnrd



Porcius Cato, these men strugoled o maintain their stature
in the serate. While the semnate was still the central power
imn Roms, CDatulus hed to combat FPompelius i the cuwria and 16
the forum. Later, when the Triumvirate had vsuwrped the powse
of the sanate, Brubtus had to contend Witk Dassar®s helrs on
the battlefield of Philippi. The difierencs betwesen the
positions of Catulus and Brotus 15 veary greast, vet 1t came
abput within pne generation. The cauzes of the fall of the
Repubilic and its ruling factions are numerous, bubt Sulla’s
forcetul ascendancy is of primary importance., Fatal
precedents were created. It became all too apparent that an
adventurous dux could control the government., Thus the
Republic, which existed only through the lovalty of her
gengrals, perished atter a succession of civil wars. The
oligarchy, for canturies using the structure of the Republic
to glorify and perpetuate itself, perished as well.*

£ is the plan of this work to investigate the
supporters of Brubtus drawn from the orders of the senate
armd saguites from the assassination of Cassar in March of 44
untii the final battle of Fhilippi in November 43. A
proasopography of the men who furtherasd the cause of Brutus
during thiz period may be found at end of this work. The
sramination of such a wide variety of different men and
their backgrounds will show how an association or political
interest group was composed in the last davs of the

Republic as well as explain the political and social



reasons which brought it together.

The +iret chapiter will sstablish the existence of an
associstion of senators, linked by marriage and polities,
whose sons, nephews and friends formed the core of Brutus”
association. Brutus® political predecessors can ba
coherently linked to the rise of Fompeius and Cassar, and
the subseguent peolitical reaction to them. The multipls
relationships which bound together the Lutatii, the Servilii
Cagpiones, the Licinii Luculli, the Forcii Catones, the
Domitii and others will be noted as well as their attitudes
and activities which would later influence Bruotus and his
e o

The second chapter will investigate the ties
betwean Cato’s political friends and fthair relations with

B

the companions of Brutus. BPrutus’ carzer up to ths

asgassination of Cassar will nhe eramined in order b

with Catn as wall as to

Hi
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oomprehend his special relation
understand soms of the motives which prompisd him fo lesd =
conspiracy ageinst Cassar. Brutus® charactesr and political
vigws are oftan misinterpreted, not least because of his
Bitoic raputation which grew in the Imperial period and
cuiminatad in Plutaroh’s Life. A discussion of ths asroblams

wiich arise in dealing with the Brutus legend is found in

the appendix,

Thie third chapter will deal with the small group o

man wha at one btime were found closely allisd with Caesac



during the Gallic and civil wars. 6 fow of these men such as
C. Treboniws and L, Tilliws Cimber zars among the assassins
of their bensfactor whils obthers associated with Bruobus
aftter the deed. Further, seversl men who held or were abouot
to hold military commands at the time of the assassination
played a crucial role in berinoing the East over to the
Liberators.

The fourth chapter will deal with all other
individuals who aided Brubus bubt cannnt be strictly
separated into further groups because the reasons behind
their allegiance are too varied or unknown. This will
imclude those forced to escape to the sastern provinces
because of the proscriptions of the Second Triumvirate. The
thesis, as mentioned, will conclude with a prosopographical
list and commenfary on all these men and a discussion of

Flutarchs Brutus.

Prosopography iz emphasized in this thesis. The
formation of Brutus® following from its antecedents is
studied here in regard to an individual’s relationships and
cornactions in the context of Roman socisty and history.
Modern historians of amtiquity are hindered by the use of
this method. First, lack of evidence about even the most vital
spcial information brings aboub generalized conclusions.
Frecious little is known about the sixty men in the

prosopography, some being no more than merse names. Any attempt



to digeover their political tendenciss from their family
background 1s always tenuous and sometimes resulis in

sd conclusions about their politics and family tirees.

[l T ol AR

HBuoch guesswork is avoided here, and assumpitions are doly
Aoted, For example, Brutus’® friend Atilius may be safely
said to be a relative but anvihing more precise is
speciltlative. As wall, the appellationsg, Cassarian, Catonian
and Fompeian, given to denote a man’s political attitudes,
are broad terms covering any action on behald of a leader.
It must be remembered that a Roman primarily worked for his
own palitical advancement, and any.political cooperation
between men or factiones was often temporary, depending on a
varigty of circumstances. Visionaries, like Caesar, who had
views on the state they desired and the means to implement
their wishes, were few. Secondly, as L. Stone has shown,
personal mobtivations remain the unknown gquantities in
historical research. Romans can he =aid to act in such ways
as areg congenial to our understanding of their society. Bufb
wher war or political upheaval occurred men acted for quite
parsonal reasons, reasons which often remain closed from a
historian™s scrutiny. Such are the conclusions of Shackleton
Bailey® s "The Roman Nobility in the Second Civil War".

#till, the merits of prosopography out-weigh its
drawbacks. It i=s established that Roman pelitics operated
along the lines of +luid groups linked by family

connections, clientage, amigitia and the like. Frosopography




is ideally suwited to this tvype of asvidence. Examinations of
these relationships provide a solid foundstion for studies
af political and social groups in the Roman world, their
changing natures and how they affected the course of
history. In this way, Lthe reasons why Brutus® men cane
togethar may be more important for an uwnderstanding of the

late Republic tham what they in the end accomplishes.™



CHofPTER DME s THE PRED&EESSOWS TO BRUTLS

Marcus Brutus claimed descent +trom L. Brutus, who
drove the Targuin kings from Rome, and £, Servilius Ahala,
murdaerer of a potential ftyrant. When Caesar came to power,
Brubug found his ftribunal littered with messenges reminding
fiim of his ancestry. After Caesar’s assassination, (Clcero
sald he had o need to promplt Cicero into the deed; tThe
imaqines of Brutus advised him of his duty. In Brutus® case,
the maiorss could potentially be influential. But perhaps
more immetliately persuasive for Brutus and his aristocratic
followers were their fathers, uncles and cousins who had
held power in Rome and who had fought both in ecivic life andg
on the battlefield to retain their preeminence Just as
Brutus, M. Lucullus, L. Calpuwrnius Bibulus, young M
Forcius Cato, G. HMortensius and others found themselves
fighting against the Triumvirate gf Octavianus, Antonius
and lLepidus, their predecessors had struggled against
Pompeius and Caesar. An examination of the workings
and structures of the family in Roman politics as well as
the activities and the attitudes of Brutus® forebears will
he instructive for understanding the formation of his

associliation at Philippidc?



& father”s o grandfather’s achisvemesnts could
determine bthe course and success of a man’s politicsl
carger. To maintain prominencs in politics, powerful
families allied with each other by means of marriage or
adoption ftor mutual political self-interest. Alliances
hound by family linkes or amigitia promoted candidates for
office, military commands and prestigious priesthoods all
tryving to frustrate the designs of opposing factiongs, thelr
enemnies” alliances. The predominate families formed the
governing oligarchy, the optimates., and only accepted
newcomers of particular talent who cowld aid in
perpetuating their dignitas and their line. Over the
centuriess, some dynastic olans became axtinct or faded into
obscurity, others survived in minor branches of the
family while still others rose to prominence after
decades of decline. In the late Republic the process
became acc2larated. Larger families found themmelves at a
disadvantage becauss political upheavals and wars foroed men
to chonse sides, often in disregard of family loyvalty. A
gens trying to remain at the politicral center by means of a
great host of different alliances became fragmented, and
antagonism arose evern itself. In addition, men like
Fompeius, larsar and Cato attracted a following through
their own activities and personal magnetism leading to the
preakdown of kraditional family lovalty. In crises, men

lirked through amicitia, intermarriage or patronage could no




longer be relisd upon. Instead of feuds and reconciliation
between individuals and ruling families taking placs over
genaerationz, the late Republic saw ths process happen over
years and sven months. Still, the traditional means of
conducting politics through the family continuesd,

although strained, and it i in this context that the

forerunnaers to Brutus? asassociation will be discussed. ™

Brutus® own father {(tribume 83) had aided the
revolt of M. Asmilius Lepidus in 7%, showing a lack of
concern for the family tradition of preserving the
Republic.®™ Despite this, the antecedents of Brutus®
azsholation can be traced to thizs time. Among all the
political manoeuverings and alliances during the vears
bafore the civil war, a number of men consistently tried
to preserve the control of the government which Scllsa had
placed in their hands and trisd to prevent the accumulaltion
ef politeoal powesr by Pompeius Magnus and Julius Cassar.
Q. Lutatious Catulus, L. Licinius Lucullus and 4.
Hortensius Hortalus came to power undar Sulla and were in
the forefront of activitiazs during the severnties and

sixties. Beginning in the late sivsties and continuwing &o tha

o

eve of the civil war, M. Forcius Oato. L. Domitius
fGhanobarbus, M. Calpurnios Bibulus and M. Favoniug waErs
prominent ocpponents of Pompeius, and later, Ceesair.

Blthough these men ware in the forefront of



activities they did not provide the only mppmﬁ{timﬁ o
Fompeius, Cassar and their associates. Withogpt the aid
atf the other dymnastic families in Roms they woold haees
achieved little. Nor were associations of Dstulus, Cato
and evan Brutus sugloasive to fheir familiss. For
instance, . Calpurniuve Flso {(cos. 57) workeg along with
Catulus, Hortensius, Lucuellus as well as Bibulus but no
apparent family relations between them can be detectad.
Also, caution must be used in assuming that family Llinks
can automatically sxplain the political outlook of
individuals, When oivil wars forced men o take up a
stance, families became= divided as men often chose a
leader or a cause in disregard of old lovalties,
sometimes becauss of personal and uwndiscernible
reasons. During the late Republic family loyalties counted
less and less. The fact that a prominent Roman family
was related to every other important  family,
including their snemies is significant and fregusntly
overloskaed. This is normal considering the natuwre of
palitical and social life in Rome. In a later chapter, the
many assoriates of Caesar who jeined Brutus will be
discussed. But the assopciation of men from Catulus to
Brutus was more clogsely related, and it is because of
this that Brutus® predecessors warrant attention.#
CGatulus, bLucullus and Hortensius all emgrged

from the dominatico of Sulla to become consuls within a



decade of the dictator’s death. Catulus and Lucullus
sarvad under Sulla during The mivil ware of the BOs ang
it was during Catulus’® consulship that the Suillan
constitution was first defended ageinst the revolt of
tepidus, Lucullus successfully comtinued Sulla’s
war against Mithridates and the oratory of Hortensius
was esgseantial for the control of the senatse and lawcourts.
Catulus and Hortensiug were prominent in their opposition
to Fompeius, whils Lucullus and pis brother later allied
with them, breaking with the Clauvdio-Metellan faction whish
supported Fomoeius., Ths Metelli, like othsr ganibes,
followed no one political coursse other than the
promotion of their interests. Such & large, politicslly
conscious family naturally attached itself to the leading
figures of the day, bhut also guite easily became
independent of them when the time was right. Still it iz
quite plain that Pompeiue” links to the Metalli at thig
point were a source of his power and 1t is5 significant
that his alliss among them ware all of the younger
nerneration.®

he irtricate relationships between Brutus?
oredenessoiTs appear more complicated when their
connactians with  ths companions of Cato are aramined. A
Domitia, sister of the consul of 25, Ch Domitiuvs

-

Ahanobarbus, was the first wife of Latuliuas’

1

father. Catulus

mothar was a Servilia, daughter of Q. Servilius Casgio

11



4. Serviliue Caspio
(cos. 140)

|

Q. Servilive Lo H, Ldvive Drusus (coe, 112)
(eos. 106)
Nam. Aemilius Livianus
{com. 17}
Ssrviliswy, Lljim Drusus Q. Servillus={1)Livia(2)sH, Porciue Cata
(er. pl. o) Caepio {(+ek.a0

{pr. 91}

X, Lvius Drusus Claudianua
(pr. or judex 30)

_}

. Junluew(2}Servidia(l}=H, Junioe:

*
[ tius Shencbarbus (cos, 1I1)

Cu. Domitius Domitin={1} Q. Lurstiua{2¥eServilin
Abanotecbus Catulus
{cos, 96} {cos. 202}

1
9, Sarviltuelortenste  Sarviltall, Lictased® Silenus Lrurue  (er. pl. 8D)
Caspla Llucullus {con. 62) i
{eow. 74
H. Licisiua Atitia={1)H Posclue Cato{2)*Marcia T -
Lucullus Veicenais Poreda~ L. mﬁ:uu
Cory 34 {con, 54}
[ s
O Domicion Arilive Sexyangs
Abanobarbus Ahanobarbus
(cos. 32)
I 1
H. Cslpumius
M. Porcius L, Porcius $ibules 4(1) Porein{2)eg.
Cato Caxo {eos, 5%
(Leg. Lisur, 43) b
L. Calpurmive
Juois~ K. hemilioe .!-L-!'. Servilive Junia= C. Camkios Looginoe {pr. &)
Leptdue teon Nibulus (pr. desig.
(con. b} (cow. 48)

Q.Servilim=Bortensia
Caenis Harcalve 4,
{pr. 45 1}

Narciue{?} #. Horrensfua{X)efucarla

floseslup
{coe. 69)

M |

Serviline Caspic Brutusipr. A4)

36}

Stemma 1.

{Adapted from R. Syme,

The Roman Revolution,

Table 2, p. 512.)

Q. Horcenstus

Q. Lutatiue
Catulos
{cos. 78)

<l



(pr. 21) whose daughters (or nieces) became wives to
Lucallus arnd M, Junius BEroutus (tribure BE). Catulus® own
sister married his friend Hortensius. In addition,
Hortensius® daughter married a further 8. SBervilius Caspio,
Frutus® adoptive father, who was sither Qato’s half-bhrother
or another unattested son of the prastor of Fl. Luoullus and
Hortensiuos were acguainted in heir youth and along with
Catulus and Lucullus® brother, M. Terentius Varro Lucullus,
ware patrons of the Greek ppet Archias whom they defended
in &2, As well, these men were notoricowus for the
lusuriousness of Lthelr villas, =sarning them tha nickname

piscinarii and of their care for their fishponds. Rot

only wers these men firmly related by politics snd Yamily

connactions but it can be ascsumed that thsy fostersd the

intimate connections of their younger contemporarigs.®

P

By the conszulships of Fompeius and Crassdus in the
year 70, the Sulilan constitution had already begun to ke
dismantled. Fompeius had arrived in Rome with his army
fresh from the war with Sertorius and the disturbance with
Spartacus. Me refused to digband his army until his triumph
Wit Metellus Fius. In fact he wished to bscomse cohnswl
wikhoul having held amy previous offics. The senats

graciously digregarded the ley anpalis of Solla for

Fompeius and he was subssgquently electaed. The making of

J

ooz of the generals who would plunmge the Republic into
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civil war had started.”
As well, the rights of the tribunate, curtailsd by
Sulla, were restorad in 70 at the prompting of Fompeius.

Under the lex Auresliia the eguites became iudices,

participating fully with the senators in the law courts.
Censprs were elected, who rid the senate of sixty-—four of
its members, probably msn who entered the guria when Sulla
en]larged its membership. The reform of the courts did not
meet with great opposition. Cicero relates that even Catuwlus
felt the inclusion of the sguites would be morally
beneficial. But Catulus and his associlates were active in
their opposition to the restoration of the traditional
rights of bthe tribunate. As intendaed, the tribunate Ccould
arscuse popular resentment against the sehats and seriously
Aaffect its traditional powsr.®™ B8ulla in his reforms had
rendered the office powsrless. But the struggle for the
restoration of the btribunate continuesd., In 73 thes tribunes I,
Ppimius tried to exercise an illagal wveto. The conseguences
provid severe. He was successfully prosecuted by Datulus and
Hortensius, and suffared a fine and confiscation of soms
properfty. In the next vears Latulus, the Loucwlli and Mam.
Lepidus {(Cato’s wunele and Brutus® great-uncle? were invol ved
in suppressing the agitation of the tvribunes. EBut fthe
resistancs was not continusd. In 71, Fompeius returned

From Zpain and promised the reinstatemsnt of the tribunate

1v he was slected. IL was duly restored. Catulus and his
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friends are nowhere in evidence. E. S. Gruen has suggested
that the restored tribunate posed no threst te their faction
of the senate and the iszue had become more & symbol ot the
Sullan establishment, to be preserved or destroyed. But the
acguiescence of Catuwlus and his friends reveals weaknesses
in their political thinking.®

The senate gave Fompeius a special command ho
fight Sertorius. It also permitted him exemption from thes

lex annalis, and alliowed him to pass legislation,

previously vigorously opposed by Catulus and others,

which nad the potemntial of seriously weakening tha

Aullan constitution, and eventually did. Many new senators
who could be counted on to follow the line of the Sullan
principes had besen puwrged from the senate. The

supporters of the Sullan constitution had not tried o stog
Pompeius. True, they could not foregsee Pompaius’
gxtraordinary commands which were still to come, but their

inactivity at this point nesds to be explainaed.?©

Zir Ronald Syme balisves that Pompeius used fores o

procurs his consulship.?*?* Although this opinien hasz had

rotable detractors, it finds modified support. Datulas,

Hortensius and their collesagues, it is argued, fearsd a

military takeover by Fompgius. His consulship as well

as many other ‘bdopular’ programnes were sxbhorted oul of

thes by threat of Yorce or by the implications which ths

adulescentulus carnlifer with a loval army would pressnt.




Unforfunately the svidence does not support the theorwy.
The bslied that Pompeius was a revolutionary is
ursubstantiated. Hr o sxamination of hig early caresr proves
that although his situation was unusual, he had always
worked with the approval of the senate. His tiss wilh the
Metelll, his co-operation with the ssnate previousiy, and
fhis beshaviour wupon his return to Rome in 71 make this
gvident. The reasons for the compliant behavior of Catulus
and his asscooiates must be found slsewhere. 2

The antagonism bstween Pompsius and the associates
of Tatulus before 70 is not well documented. It is recorded
that Fompeius was at odds with Catulus because of an
incident which ocowrred during the conflict with Lepidus.
After their victory, Fompeius refused Catulus® order to
dishand his army. They appear in confrontation yvears later
whern Fompeius is given the sxtraordinary command against
the pirates. It has been assumed that their enmity continued
from 77 to A7. Evidence forr this is lacking., and the quarrel
about Fompeius® refusal can be regarded as exaocgerated due
to their later animosity. There is abundant evidence in
Flepublican history that generals were uncooperative both
with sach other and their legates. Also the gquestion of
whether Fompeius was a legate of Catulus or whether he held
an independent comnand is not settled.*™ If there was no
npen hostility between Fompeius and the leaders of the

senate, the events of 71-70 bhecome more easily understood.



In fact, farly in their careers, Hortensius had spolken

in thes courts on behalf of FPompeius soon aftter the death of

Fompeius’Strabho father.*? The senate continusd to be

indebted to Pompeiuz who sesemed to bhe the only general

willing to undaertake the difficult task of contending witn

Sertorius in Epain. His success proved his value. As

mentionad, Fompeius’ predicament was not typical. In 73

A

=

was thirty-five yvears old, he had celebrated a triumph and

was abouwt to celebrate another, yet he had not held a
wivil magistracy as he had spent most of his adult life
fighting for the senate. The popular agitation aboubt the

harns on the tribunate made the issue an sasy one for

Fompa2ius to promota. Had Catoulus and the rest realized what

the return of the tribumate would entail, they would have

surely provided steong opposzition.

The reforms of the tribunate proved Lo be fatal.
Three vears later, in 47. the full ewltent af thess newly
restored powers becams apparent. The fribune A, JSabinius
proposed that Fompeius receive an unprecedenteod command

rid the Mediterranean of pirates. Those oppossd tn ths

moticon were led by the consul Q. Calpuwrnius Pise, lifalong

snemy oOf Pompeius and later of Cagsar. The consul,
publicly ocriticiring Pompeius, was nearly killed oy the
parils and Mortensius vigorously voiged his dizanproval.

Deapite this tne programme was adopted. Had the

watulus wrged Lhe pzople not to expose Fompaius to furthar



tribunicial powers not been restored and had the vots been
taken in the ssnate, the result would have been otherwise.
As it happened, two weapmns which Catulus and his
friends wers powerless to oppose, were used fto pass the
law, Fompeius® popular support and the tribunate.?*™

The next yvear proved no better for the fortunes of
the men opposed to Fompeiws., The tribunes C. Manilius
proposed that Fompeius be given the provinces of Cilicia,

Bithynia and Fontus, and the command against Mithridates.

L. Lucullus had gradually lost parts of his provinciay fAsia

in &9, and Cilicia in &8 by decree of the senate, and

Bithynia and Fontuz in &7 by the motion of Sabinius. Again

12

oppesition to the law was fierge with Catulus and Hortensius

leading the resistance. But, as with the pirate coomand,
the law was passed by the people’s assembly.1®

Pompeius had capitalized on Lucwllus® bad lurchk.
Lucullius™ harsh discipline and the activites ofFf his
brother-in~law, F. Clodius, caussd a mutiny among his
troops, enabling Mithridates and Tigranss to recover theilr
territorv. ' Fompsius, fresh from his spectacular victory
over the pirates, was the only choice as his sucoessar.
fAlthough he had previcusly obtained his commands with the
approval of the ssnate, he now bhad snemiss in the par=ons
of Datualus and Hortensius. The antagonism betwesn Lucuilus
and Fompeius ssgems Lo have had its roots in this situatien.

Mo friction is recorded before this tima, and Lucullos



evien alded Fompesius with funds during the piratse campaign,
s mentioned Lucullus may have been involved in a Claudio-
Matellan factic which weas sympathetic te FPompeius. The
Manilian law changed this. Pompeius retused to recognize
the edicts which Lucwllus had decreed in the East as well
as those of the commission of his brother which was
agtablished to reorganize the territory of Fontus. In
addition, Lucullus believed that Fompeius was wnfairly
robbing him of his glgria in & long and arducus war. In
disgrace he retuwrned to Fome in &4 to find his brother
facing prosscution and his own triumph delayed, all by the
word of & follower of Fompeius, the tribune C. Memmius. The
reaction was swift., Lucullus divorced his wife Claudia and
married a sistsr (or nieca) of Cato. Cato then aidad the
Luzulli in the confrontation with Memmius., Later, ancthear
follower of Fompeius, C. Corneliuvs, tribuns in &7, was
prosecuted for najeshas by Tabtulus, Hortermsius, O.
Metellus Fius, Mam. Lepidus Livianus and M. Lucullus. The
Luouili were now to be sounted among the opponents of

Fompeius. @

Intricatsly connected with the rize of Fompeius
1g the almost passive resistence of Catulus, Hortensius and
the Luculli. Thess men emarged as leaders afliser the
Bullan regime and, wuntil 79, mo hostility with Pompeiugs is

documented. Indesd 1t is understandable why they tosk the



actiaon they did, and did not oppose Pompeilus mora
strenunusly or garlier in his career. Their pesitiocn as
principes in the senate was secursa. They hsd all lived
through the Marian terror and subseguent civil waer, and

they may have bheen more than a bit hesitant to agoressively

oppose 4 young general who found great popularity both among

the Roman mob and bthe army.

I the political activitiez of Catulus and others
are to be regarded as ‘conservative’, that is, protecting
the status of the Sullan cunstitutimn, it is because they
themselves werg products of the regime. Any diminution of
the constitutiopn would result in a weaker politigal
position. This necessarily entailed an alliance of those
with.similar backgrounds, particularly those with whom they
were related. Similarly, as we shall see, their vounger
relatives took up a consearvative stance te try and regaln

the influsence which their predecgssors had logt. Thus the

alliance functioned both politically and socially because of

gsimilar interests.

The composition of this group began to change
gradually at the end af the &40s, Catulus, Lucullus and
Hortensius grew olderi Catulus died about &1,
tucullos in 5o, atter several years of retiremesnt.

Hortensius lived until the eve of the civil war but mainly



kept himself to the courts. This allowed for the emergence
of L. Domitius Ahenobarbus, M. Calpurnius Bibulus, ™.
Favonius and sspecially M. Porcius Cato.

The politics changed as well asz the participants
not least because of C, Julius Caesar. His groawing
importante heilghtensed the battles between Fompeius and his
opponents. As & yvoung man Caesar had maintained his Marian
connhections and by the late sivties was one of many Wwho
tried to further their careers by attaching thamselvaes
to Fompeivs. Although his determination amd ambition had
yet to be made known before his consulship, his time in
Gaul prezsented him with prestige and power nearly sqgual to
Fompeids and he became as grezat an enamy to Cato.*®

The legsnd of Catg, like that of Brutws., greaw
considerably after his death. Undeservedly labellsd the
*prig’ of Roman politics, Cato spent the decade bhefore
the civil war grappling with Fompeiug, Caesar. Urassus,
Clodius and others, using strategies didfferent from his
predecessors, as his abilitises dictatsd. When Chesar
resorted to shrong-arm tactics, 1t was Cabtn who stoond
againat him and was for a time surocessful. Cultivating an
image of a stern, conservative, uncompromising Roman
politician 10 the meodel of his grest-grandfathers, he
was nobt above bribery, wsEing the tribunate fo dizsrap:
legislation o distributing grain to the Roman pisgks. He wasz

ot afraid to use violenoe when it was called foar. Suh
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his obstinmancy must not be seen as a negating factor at this
time, It haz bean said that he brought change to every
mifice e held and ke was genginely concernsd with
electaral corruption. Cato was at home with the agoressive
pRplitics af the S0s, and was perhaps at his best during
these ripts. He physically obstructed the tribune Metellius
Nepns from delivering legislation in &2 and was wounded
twice in the gritty campaigns ofBibulus and Domitius. He
was more than once threatened with prison by a presiding
magistrate and encountered mob violence daily as he made
his way to fthe prastorian tribunal inm S4. The change in
political style from his elder contemporaires was vasht,®©
Cato's political assogiates are well known although
not blessed with his integrity or determination. L. Domitius
Ahaenobarbus had a distinguished ancestry, and Cicero even
labglled him a conswl from Dirih. His brother had been a
Marian supporter and had been among the young aristocrats
executed by Fompeius, providing Domitiuws with a blood feud
against the gensral. Also, despite an early family link to
Caesar, Domitius was ét oddes with him, a situat:ion which
increased when Caesar robbed him of hig hereditary
clisntelas in Gallia Narbonensis. Invelved in eslectoral
bribery during his conswlship, he clearly did not try te
emulate Cato. During the civil war his doggedness at
Corfinium may have bheen a deliberate snub to Fompeius.®?

o Lalpurnius Bibhulus had the mistortuns of sharing



his magistracies with Caessar and bhis accunulated frustration
no doubt brought about his "iracundiam summam. " During the
worst of the viclance of his consulship he was forced to
remain within his house and issue edicts condemning
Casgar and his actions. Taking the province of Syria in 3G
for his proconsulship, it is recorded that he was not
conperative with Cicero in neighbouring Cilicia. While
there, his two older sons were murdered in Egypt;: his
youngest survived to fight with Bruatus. At the beginning of
the rivil war he deliberately was absent from the peace
mestings lest his temper upset the negotiationsg.==

Of a different sort was M. Favonius. Althaough naot
related to his frisnds by marriage, perhaps because of his
novitas, he is the only member of this group to swurvive the
civil war. Little is known about his background bhub he
modelled his caregr on Cato’s and often tried to competa
with Catp in his refusal to succumb to the dvnasts. An
evample of his stubbarnness was the occasion when he

-

refused to take the oath to uphold Cagsar’s agrarian 1aw
1though ﬁatm had acgui=ecsd. He nevertheless achigvaed

the prastorship in the fateful year of 49, showing his
importance during that timae. He sscaped frem Italy with

many other senators during Tessar’s invasion but

cantinuad to be a thorn in Fompeius® side. He lived guietly

dnder the dictatorship of Cassar but was active wish Drutus

during the eastern campaigns. =



The ties between these men and their predecessors
were very close. Sato’s half-sister (or niece) mareiad
Lol ius, and Dato was the guardian of their son Plarcus.
Forcia, Cate’s sister, married Domitiuve, and his dauvghter
Forcia married Bibulus. In addition, Catao divorced his
second wife Marcia who in turn married Hortensius in order
0 produce more heirs. Aftter Hortensius died, Marcia
remarvied Cato. Uato’s first wife was an Atilia, dauvghter of
the consul of 104, Atiliuws Derranus. Her brother adopteﬂ &
soan of Domitiua’ who died in November S4. As will bhe

ohserved in the following chepter, all these connections

produced the aristocratic core of Brutus® {following.®4

The Datilinarian conspiracy showed the different
personnel who had emerged in Roman politics and who played
crucial reoles in Rome until the civil war. Catulus had
disgracefully lost the election for Fontifex Marimus to
Cassar who had bribed his way into the prestigiocus
priesthood. In revengs Datulus and O. FPiso sought to
implicate him in the conspiracy of Catiline and Cicero
harely saved him from a mob of equites. During the
debate on the fate of the captured conspirators, it was not
the speech of the pringeps Catulus who turned the senate
against the proposal of Cassar but that of the tribune-elect
Cato. The speech seems to have made Cato's reputation.

Flutarch says that ashout this time Cato assumed the



leadership against Pompeivs and Dassar from Locwllos, Boab from
the start he was in & weaker position than his cldar
contemporaries sinoe the dvnasts began bo use an Iince@asing

amount of violence to bring about their designs. =

The years £2 and 5% illusirate well the opposition
Cato led and the reaction they encountered. In &2, with
the Mithridatic wars at an end and the Catilimarian
conspiracy recently put down, the prastor Cassar and the
tribune PMetellus Nepos sought o recall Pompeiuvs on the
excuse that the state was still in danger. The situation
general as well as his gratitude to Nepos and Caesar.
Cét99 having stood as tribune specifically to frustrate
Nepos, exercised his tribunicial powers by vetoing the
moation of Nepos., Duwing the mesting in the people’s
assembrly, wundaunted, Uato, in the midst of Nepos”™ armed gang
struggled to the tribunal and physically grappled with
MNepos to prevent the law from being read out. A rict ensued
and the law seesms to have been successfully vetoed when
Nepos® armed bands could neot intimidate Cato, and & force
from the consul Murena appeared. Both MNepos and Cassar
weres suspended feom office thouwgh CRaessar was eventually
reinstated. In this instance, in a direct confrontation
with tribunicial viclence. Cato was victorious. =

The significance of this incident is not to be
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ynderestimated, Pompeius and his adhesrents so far had been
sucressful at forcing their leges in the people’s assembly.
Al though the faction of Catulus relisd on its own tribunes
to combat Gabinius, Cornelius and Manilius in the &0s, they
wiere unsuccessful. Ferhaps they lacked resolution as they
were employed on behald of Catulus and nis friends rather
than having their own vital stake in the activities. Cato
changed this. He was prepared to take up the ftribunate
spaecifically to frustrate the designs of Nepos. Couwrage and
determination, with the timely aid of Murena blocked MNepos’®
bill and effectively defeated an attempt to add to the
gloria of Pompeius. Cato knew how to deal with his snemis=sg
and the foarmation of ths alliance between FPompeias, Cassar,
and Crassus shows that they acknowledgsd his powsr .27

Two years later in 39, Caesar was prepared to
prevent Cato from pgrevailing ageain. Cato and his associates
planned ta make Qassar’s consular yezar a difficwlt one.
Catn’s gson-in~law Bibulus was elected by means of bribary 0
be fellow consul, and no lucrative pravinces available
afterwards; Cassar was to receive the maintenance pf the
"gilvas wallesque." Cacsar was undeterrad. His new pact with

Pompeius allowed him to use the general s clientelae as he

wishaed., Viclence and intimidation would be vital far his

Caesar s first confrontation with Bibulus arnd Sato

concerned the agrarian law for Pompeiuas® veterans. The bill



was presented in the senate and Cato carefully planned to
ohastruct it. Damssr saw through this and tried to have Cato

led taken Lo prison by virtuwe of his powar Of oo

seams to have been what Caeto wanted., Led off to prison, he
was accompanied by the majority of the senate and a part of
the populous. Lest he lose the support of the Roman mob,
Cassar had Dato relsased and the bill was brought to the
people’s assemblyv. Daesar called in arceed mobs to help psss
the legislation and although Bibulus and three Dribunes
tried to disrupt the proceedings by the tactic of

ghnuntiatiao and the declaration that the rest of the year

wias to be dies comitigles, they were ignorsd. The next day
Bibulus fried again but armed bands prevented Lato and
Bibulus from even reaching the Rostra, and Cato and the
three tribunes suffered wounds for their sfforts. Bibulus

-

retired to his home, ostensibly to “watch the skies®™ but
probahly because he was powerless o ﬁﬁmp Cawsar without
risking his life. A1l Caesar’s leggislation wag passed for
the yvear including the ratification of Pompeius’acts in the
East and the atquiﬁitian of Cisalpine Gaul and Illyvricum as
his own proconsular provinces. Cassar had learned in éﬁ that
gxtreme tactics were needed to deteat Lato and his
assoriates, and that only the strongest would prevail . ®%
Although olmarly defeated by the tactics of the
Triumvirate, the associates of Cato did not despair. Theay

continuaed their attacks on Fompeius and Cavsar despite

This
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Capsar™s nine year absenoe and although troops were used for
intimidation purposes as The gangs were in 59, In 57, as
tribuns, Clodius propossed that Cato ftabks wup o a special
commission and annex the islantg of Dyprus. The office was &
sly trick, perhaps promnpted by FPompeius to kesp Cato out of
Rome for a period of tims. His refusal of such an office,
snacted by the people, would have done him greater political
Farm. But he made the best of this bad situation and
pvaentually returned Lo a hero’ s welcomse. As far as his
friends® abilities and resouwrrces wolld allow, they did what
they could in his absence, which 5bm9timeﬁ amounted to
little. On his return the battle with the dynasts
continued. =9

Fome in the S0s was plagued with mob violence so
that the traditional political activities were disrupted.
Still., one of the main weapons Cato could use wazs his
reputation in Rome for integrity and uprightness. These
gualities were fostered so that the use of force against
him and his friends was sesn as tvrannical. Cato, 1t is
said, fought for the ﬁepublic, not for his own designs. This
situation naturally has parallels with the case of Brutus
who, atter the assassination, cultivated his image as the
liberator of the Republic against the despotism of
Casmsar. Natwrally in Roman politics it was crucial Lo
appear to work on bhehaltd of the state and to show that

one’*s political antagonists were enemies of the state.
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Sallust' s observation on lake Republican politics is
noteworthy; =2
post illa tempora quicumgue rem publicam
agitavere honestis nominibus, alii sicuti
populi iuwra defsnderent, pars gquo senatus
auctoritas maxuma forst, bonum publicum simelantes
pro sua guisogue potentia certabant. Negue illis
moadestia negue modus contanticnis erat; atriguea
victoriam crudeliter exercebant.
In 52, Cato and hiz asseociates nomimated Pompeius
for the sole consulship. This activity is not to be
linked wikth their uneasy alliance with bhim during the
civil war. Mob violence continued in Rome, culminating
in tha murder of F. Clodius FPulcher. Order had to be
restored by someone and Pompeius was the only man with
the capabilities to end the turbulence. The generous
offer by Cato and company shouwld be regarded only as a
measwre to prevent him from sbtaining the dictatorship. As
the zivil war neared, the =vidence for LCatonian activitiess
hercomes l@es abundant, while the actions of 4the Claudii
Mareselli and the tribune C. Soribomius Curio, all trying
to detach Caessar from Fompeios for thelr own various
reascns, come to the forefront. But scne kind of dthaw
betwsen FPompsius and Cato can be detectad. Ap. Ulaodics, &
senator of independent visws and politics, was accused of
misbhehavior in his province of Cilicia. Through bhim Cato
and Fompelun wers related (Brutus and the 2idest son of

Fonpeiuns married iz daughters) and abt his trial hs had



the support of Pompeius while Hortensius and Brutus spobke
on his behald. Moreover, Dlaudius and Bomitius had bacome
good friends during their consulship. These avents show
that the Catonians could be flexible, as were all Roman
political associations. =

When the war did come, the positions of Oato
and his friends were firm. When Cagsar was declared a
hostis, PDomitius recsived Cassar’s province, no doubt
with great pleasure. Plutarch records that whan the crisis
came, all turned to Cato and Fompeius, and Cato advocated
that Fompeius become sale commandsr of the senate’ s foroes.
Unfortunately, Cate’s friend’s attacks an the dynasts i=ft
Ehem in the embarrassing situation of choosing which side
to fight on. A tie with Pompeius ssemsd less Compromising
and the general could be controlled by the other
promimnent men who sguaht his company. Morg vntfortunate
pErhaps was thak thelr aggressive stance in the S0s
shncouraged the Marcelli and others to force the issue of
Camsar®s terminal date of command in Gaul gnto FPompeius.
He could not allow any more concessions to Cassar at thea
gxpense of his dignitas. But sven when Capsar was on the
march, Cato still entertained hopes of negetiation. Favonius
was adamant and would not allow the chancz of a
peacaful setilement. Whnen L. Marcellus offered the command

of armims of Rome to Fompeius, he accepied. T
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The history of Brutus® predecessors is one of a
gradual decline in power from the dominatig of Sulla wuntil
the civil war. Faced with the rise of Fompeius and Cassar,
the retuwn of tribunicial powsr, and the growing use of
violence to pass legislation, the group lsd by Catulus and
Cato had lost its ascendancy. The traditiomnal oppositign in
the 40w had proved ineffective and prompted asssrtive
tzctics on behald of Cato in the S0Os. His work only incited
mare vionlence. When Caesar was victorious in the civil war
he gave Brutus and his friends honouresed offices but sven
less power in affairs, which resulted in even more agoressive
actions on their behalt. Atter the assassinatiorn, the szong,
nephews amd other associataes of the statesmen of the &Gs and
S0s would wontinue the struggle against a new set of

dynasts.



CHAPTER TWO
BRUTUS® YOUNE NDPILES:
THE _REFORMATION OF THE CATONIANS

The more prominent and enduring a Roman politician
was, the more enemies he was likely to have. Such is the
rase with Daesar who found himselt contending with
surcessive generations of meny he defegated Fompeius in 43
only to fight his sons Iin 45; Cato was his greatest
political ernemy, Cato’s nephew his murderer. The links
betwesn generations were strong. Although L. Lucullus, M.
Cato, L. Domitius Ahencobarbus and M. Calpurnius Bibulus wers
2ll dsad by 446, their struggles in the semate and on the
battlefield with Cassar were remembered by their sons,
nephewns and couwusins. M. Brutus, the young M. Cato, Cn.
Domitius Ahenobarbus, M. Lucullus and L. Calpwrnius Bibulus
were all alive and awake to the fact thalt they would not bs
able to emulate the powsr of their predeceasscrs bhsoause of
Caesar’ s domination.

Al though most wers not involved in the murder of
Caszar, these men atierwards formed a cohsrent and
identifiakble group within Brutus’® following in fthe East, For
them, Cato’s indomitable spirit wes raeaplaced by Brutus’
leadarship. With Caessr desd, the fagtionsg could in theory

k]
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exist on a more even basiasi the sons of Ceesar’s enemiss had
to contend with Cagsar's legal and political heirs, C.
Dctavianus and M. Antonius. M. Brutus, guite surprisingly in
view of his caresr previous to the Ides of March 44, had a
following of voung aristocrats, all hoping to have a

prominent place in the res publica, through the policies of

their leader. The important factor to consider is nobt that
BErutus was the lzader of a group of family members, but that
this association of men was s interrelated by politics and
spcial connections that it was almost fated to become
praminent, given the proper cause and leadsr. Brutus
provided both., This is the difference between these man and
the others who followed Brutus. For an adeguate study of the
connections and political traditions which Brutus’
aristocratic following inherited from Cato and his friends,
e and his group must be examined to explain their place in

the politics of the dav.

Ferhaps the most important influsnce on Brutus was

e memory of LDato. The links weres very strong between the

rt

two men both politically and by Ffamily tiss. Brutas® fathar

B

was murdered by Pompelus in 77, and abt some point later
Erutus was adopted by his vhacle, . Servilius Ceepicoc, who
was prooably Tato™s half-brother. From this time anwaerd
Brutus® official name was 0. Servilius Caspio Brutus. When

im owas skill a voung man, he accompanied his uncle washt to

i



annax the island of Cyprus. Brutus’ second wife was FPorcia,
Catp’s daughter. After Coato’s suicide at Utica, Brutus
conposed & panegyrio in his honowe. Later, when Brutos was
in control of Greaecs, Catp’s son fought with distincotion
under the banner of the Liberators. Together, Dato and
Broutus ware regarded as the last leaders of the Republic.?

In comnection with Brutus® relations with Date, a
word must be said abouwt his mother Servilia, Cate’s half-
sister. Bhe was one of the more praminent women in the late
Republic, famous for the political power she couwld muster,
Being the mother of Brutws and the mistress of Capsar. She
could even exert influence over Cato. She suctessfully
intervenaed to prevent her brother from prosecuting her
second husband D. Tunius Silanus. During the Catilinparian
conspiracy she infuriated Cato, who was debating with
Caegar, by sending her paramour lovenotes during the
procaeedings. The relationship proved advantageous for
Erutus. Caesar protected him when he had no other cause to,
and even promoted Servilie’s son and son-in—-law Cassiue
although they were former enemies. The marriages of her
daughters were politically practical; one married M.
Serviliusg Isauwricus, consul of 48, orne married Cassius, and
the third married the triumvie, M. fAemilius Lepidus. She
alsn apparently had the influence to secure a cancelation of
& decree of the senate concerning her son and son—in-law.

Such a woman must have had a considerable control over



Brutus and her guarrel with his gsscond wife Porcisa shows (L
being exercisad. With such people as Cateo, Servilia and
Dassar looking after Brutus® welfare, his political oubloghk
must have been romplicated and clouded with gersonal

relationships.®

Folitics makes strange bedfallows and the civil war
which followsd the grisis of 49 produced very uwnusual and
aven hypocoritical alliances to the modern historian.
Fompeius, now commancder of the Republican forces, had M.
Calpurnius Bibulus as one of his admirals and placed L.
Domitius Ahenobarbuz  in command of the forces at Corfinium.

2

Romitiue” brother bhad been murdered.by Fompeioas and this
fact may hava bheen a deterrent to cooperation bhetwsen them.
Pomitius® proud mature grevented him from obeyving Pompsius’s
grders and the legions al Corfinium ware subseguently loast.
Aftter the defeat at Dyrrhachium, Bibulus and Domitius disd,
Bibulus from the strain of his paval command and Domitius ab
Frarsalus. Brutus® pressnce in FPomnpeius’ camp was also
unusual « Like Domitius he carried a blood feud with Fompelus
over the tregachercus murder of nis father.™=

Brutus’ actions gave him a subsequent rzputation for
Pigh principles angd integrity which warramt a discossion
about his character arnd 1ifes. He was mors of a scholar and

philaosopher than a man of actign although as avents show

when he baelieved in a cause he could act effectively. In the
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Brutus, Cicero mentions that Brutus was cut off from publicg
life by civil war and should have been one of the leading
man at Rome sven though he was deeply dedicated to study and
thought., He wrote a couple of philosophical waorks including

the de Yirtute and was an accomplished orator, perhaps even

Cicero™s heir in that category. Elaborats discussion of
Brutus® motives and character is hampered by Plutarch®s well
bnown but idealized portrait of him. An attempt to clarity
this problem is found in the appendix.=

Brutus was born about B89 and was six vears old at
the time of his father’s death. After that, 1t is uncartain
with whom he ard his mother lived. It may have b=een with
Cato™s family or that of Bervilia®™s brother B. Servilius
Caspio. The intarest which Brutus had in philosophy may have
stemmad from his early and long relationship with Dato who
was an avid Stoic and patron to philosophers.® The first
refersnce to Brubus was during the neotorious Vettius affair.

The details and meaning of thae affsir are sketchy.
In 39, an informer, L. Vettivs, claimsd that some nobles,
including Fibrwlus, Aesmilius Paullas, the younger Dwio and
Drufus, ware invalved in a conspiracy to murder Fompsius,
Vettius® testimony was confused as Bibulus himssi+ had
informed Pompeius about a plabh which endangersd his Lide
arnd Aemilius Faullus wag in Macedonia at the time. Tha ns:t
day, Vettius was called before bhe conswl Cassar. The

intervening night caused him to changes his testimony. Brufus



was not mentionad, and a number of enemiss of Dassar and
Fompeius were annbunced as belng conspirators, L. luculius,
Le Domitive Ahenobarbus and O, Plao. The trihune Yatinius
sought an investigation into the whole affair hut no one was
canvineced that a plot really existed. Vettiuvs wazs imprisoned
and was later found stramgled.®

Moders scholarship is divided on the guestion of who
was Behind the affair.? It i35 assumed that Vettius was put
up to intorming on o variows enemies of Fompeius but that hea
bungled his role by not being consistent with the names he
gave. Hrubtus, Domitios and Aemilivse Paullus wers obviously
included in the plot because their relatives bhad all died at
the hands of Fompeius. Caesar and Clodius have been touwted
as heing behind the aftfair for various reasons. The
inclusion and then removal of Brutus® name from Vettius
testimony is important. Digero wites "ut apparesret noctem
gt noctuwrnam deprgocationem intercessisse."® This hag been
interpreted as m=2aning that Cassar had influence gver
Vaettius and in the night between his two testimonizs Caesar
induced him to drop Brutus® name from the Alleged plot.
Servilia, Brutus’' mother, probably instigated Lassar’s
action. Although Brutus was Cato’s nephew, it did not
prevent Cagzar from looking after the young man because OF
Servilia, a relaticonship which was to aid Brutus in the
future.,

The attempts by F. Minzer and others to link Brutus



tg Cassar by a proposed marriage to hils deughter Julia ars
urrealistic. Bustonius records that Caesar’™s daughter was
hetrothed to & certain Servilius Caepio., To identify this
Serviliuz Caepio with Brutus {(who was also known by that |
nama) would bhe to disregard the fact that the proposed son-
in-law wes an active supporter of Caesar against Bibulus.
Brutus would hardly have campaigned against Bibulus who was
an ally of his uncle Cato. This connettion with Cassar,
although intriguing, must be absndoned.®

In 58, Brutus helped Cato annex Cyprus. He was given
the task of appropriating Ftolemy Auletes’ propsrity when
Cato was detained in FRhodes. His fierst official appoiniment

was in 54 as pne of the mint masters {(Iresviri monestales) of

Rome. L. Brubtus, Bervilius Ahala and a personificaticon of

N

‘Libertas’ appeared on his coins. In 3%, Ap. Gléudiuﬁ
Ffulocher took Brutus, his son—in—law, to Cilicia as guaestor,
Erutus had apparently refused Caesar’™s invitation to join
him in Gaul. When Claudius relturnsd in 31, he was tried for

gutortion. Brutus, who had returnsd a yvear esarlisr,

suceessfully defended him acocompanisd by the agin
i

Fig
W

HMortansius., Abcut this time, Brutus was paining guite

-
it

reputation in the courts for his spsaking abillities.
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specifio cases arg not known bub Cicero claims that Brufus

was on Ris way to becaming the foramost orator

ALt smome time in the mid Fiftries, Brutus

Pompeius with a speech De Dictatuweras Fompei. The




circumstances of the speech were probably the propossd
dictatorship of Pompeiuws due to the increased politizal
violence after hils sscond consulsnip. Brobus continued hils
feud with Fompeius. In the yvear of Pompeius” conazsulehip,
there was the sensational murder of Clodius and the trial of
Milo., A defence of Milo was published by Beutys and it
staltad that the murder should e ganctioned since Clodios
was harmflul to the reg publica. This line of argumesnt of
COUrSe appears once again in Brutus® later life.?

Whern the civil war broke ouk, Brutus joined bis
unele in opposing Laesar, but did not accompany him to
Sicily or Africa. He at first was a legate of Sestius in
Filicia but then made his way to Pompeius® camp at
Pharsalus. Fompeius greelted him warmly although Brutus’® own
emptions at the meeting with his father’'s murderer are
urnknown., He took an active part im the Ffighting and survived
pertaps due to the fact that Caesar had given orders that he
should not be killed. Servilia’s presence was again
felt,+=

At the defeat of Fompeius® armiez, Brutus retreated
to larissa where he wrote o Caesar. It would be interesting
to speculate on the comntents of this letter but in any case
Brutus was fully pardoned and was accepted as part of
Caesar’s company.*™ In view of his relationship teo Cato his
acceptance of Cassar’s mercy must be understood. In 468,

while Cato tried in vain to resist the Caesarian armies in
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Africa, taking his own life rather than submit, Caesar
appointed Brutus governor of Cisalpine Baul. One wonders
what Hrutus thought about the switch in his political
allegiances at thisz time. Perhbaps Brutus® fajilure to rasigst
Cagsar further was a contributing factor in the
assassinationy disillusioned at Caesar’™ political programme
and remembiering his uncle’s death, it is understandable that
he murdered Caesar to allay his guilt. But without
emphasizing his actions in March 44, it is perhaps
conceivable that Brutus swrrendered and received Caesar’s
glementia simply because he was able to, and the only
alternative was to +ight on and die like Cato. Buch an
action for Brutus the azsassin is hard to believ@, bt the
man of 45 was like many Romans who had followed Fompeius,
Far them, the political game betwesn Fompeius and Caesar had
gnded, and Cagsar was the vichtor. In the company =f such
recipients of Cassar’™s pardon Cicern, Lassius and others,
Prutus had nothing to feel shameful abouvt and perhaps had
mach ta hope for as he snjoyved a political carzer under the
dynamic ard merciful Cassar.

Affer Fharsalus, Casssr pursued Pompeius o Zgypt on
the advice of Brutus. Bubt three davs baefore Caesar arrived
Fompeius was murdered by order of Fiolemy Aulstezs {I1I.

Instaliling C1

H

opatra on the throne of Egyph, Cassar guichly
defrated Fharnaces at Zgla in August of 47, He retuwned to

Foms and daalt with the pressing sconomic situation and with
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fis own dissatistied troops. As well, he pardonsd many
followaers of Fompeius including Cicero. In December of 47,
ha proceeded tg Africa to contend with the Republican
armies. By the spring he was victorious at Thapsus, and his
political rival, Cato, died by his own hand. A ten yvear
dictatorship was given to Caesar for this victory. The
Republican cause thern rose again in Spain under the
leadership of Fompeius® sons. Caesar made his way Lo that
province and by the fall of 4% retwned to Rome oncs again
victorious. He planned to put Rome in order before
procesding to the East for a campaign against the Parthians
in the new year,

Honours gf an unprecsdented nature were hesaped upon
Lagsar. He was given, among ohther trappings of his superior
status, & goldern throne to be used inm the senate and at the
gamas. M. Antonius was made a {lamepn Yo the deity Divus

Julius. Only C. Cassius Longinus is said to have wvotsd

1
i)

agjainst the proposals. Bumours that Caessar wished to be bi

-~

I

flourished and Antonius tried to crown him at the

Lupsrcalia. &t this time he was made dictatgr perpetucs. The

increasing hostility among men who resented Cassar’™s power
could mot ke contained and the congspivacy against him was
formed, 4

Even whan Daszar was tcampaliagning, Rome f2li his
presence thrawagh his friends, ag Laesar controllad the

glactions for the magistragiess. In 48, he made F. Servilius



Isauricus, Brutus® brother—in-law, his fellow consul and M.

Aritonius his magister eguitum for the years 48 and 47. M.

Acmilius Lepidus shared the consulship with Caesar in 46 as

well as being his magister eguitum in that year and for the
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next twa. From the yvear 48 onwards, the consgls wers all men

who had been approved by Caesar including those who woul
hold office during his absence in Parthia. P. Dolabella

would replace him as consul on his departure in 44, C.

d

Vibius Fanza and A. Hirtius were scheduled for 43, D. Iunius

Frutus and L. Munatius FPlancus for 42 and Brutus and perhaps

Cassius for 41, Although Cassar was more than merciful %
the pardoned Fompeians, with the exception of Brutus and
Caszssiuws his government was stacked with his clossst

supporters. Men could not hope for political promimence

without 2 close agssociation with Caesar, S

As mentioned, Bruhus was the proconsul of Caesar’
old province, ECisalpine Gaul, where he is reported to

have been popular. In 45, he szems to have besn willing

o
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lezt Capsar govern now that the war was over. Hg may =wvan

Nave professed a cartain loyalty to him despite Cizero’ s
belief that the end of the Republic had come. In Jung of

Brutus bad written to Dicero sronerating Cassar of the

e

sunpicious death of M, Marcellus., Later, Brotus, atior
meeting Laesar on his return from Spain and the battle a

Munda, wrote srthusiastically, claiming that Cassar was

45,

t



Joining the "bomos viros." Dicerg found this unbeliegvable,
but understood Brutus®™ positiony "Eegd guid faciat 7" From
Cicero’s letters to Atticus it is clear that he thought
Brutus was firmly in Caesar’s camp.?*®

Had Brutuws any hostility towards Cassar it would
cartainly have come out in his eulogy of Cato. Both he and
Cicero completed works on Cato soon after his death at
Utica. Although it has begen suggested that Cigero’s worl was
nat totally favourable to the mamory of Cato, the works were
swfficiently disturbing for Ceaesar to reply with an Anti-
Eato as did his liesutenant, Hirtius. These Catos were
eertainly opportunities to attack Caesar’™s regime and Uicsro
saw probplems in weiting his Cato. Even if he did not include
any of Cato’s political views, a discussion of his character
would be enaugh tn offend the Cassarians.

Brutus® predicament was even more serious. HBs
Cats’s nephew enjoving the favour of Casgsasr his writing had
to be more delicate, lest he Jjsopardize his new relations
with Cagsar or the memory of his wuncle. Ferbaps this 13 why
-

Eato tuwrned out =0 badly. Cicerno said that DBrutus had

o

B
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gotten some cf the facts wrong about Lato™s sgart in the
dehate concerning the Catilinarian priscners, and Cassar was
critical of its lifterary stvle. In reftrospect, it is easy to
belisve thal Brutus asant to ewlogize his great uncle and
Lhen avengs him by murdaring Caesasr. Bub considering Brutus?

pmlitical position, 1% may be more likely that the work was
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a simpls memorial to Cato without any obvious palitical
implications. Brutus was not penalized by Caesar but
continuaed to be promoted and Daesar®s criticism of the work
was only stylistic.*™

Much has been made of Brutus’® divorcs of Clauwdia
and his marriage to Porcia at this time. Cicero says that
the divorte was unpopular, but from whose point of view is
uncertain. Servilia was at odds with Porcie during the
marriage and this could be what Cicero meant. As Claudia
was the sister—in-law of Fompeius® elder son, a divoroe
would please the followsers of Daessar. Yet marrying Forcia,
Cato’'s daughter and Bibulus® widow, made his ties to Cato
even stronger. Some believe that this marriage to Porcia
sigrnalled the time when Brutus twned against Cassar. This
cannot be true as the marriage took place in the summer of
4% and Brubtus had intentlions of gresting Caesar on his
Journey from Spain in August. Perhaps Brutus was only
marrying his childhood swestheart now that she was a widow.
In any case the marriage seemed not to have offsnded

Cassar,.*®

Over his more senior colleague Cassius, Brutus was

chosen praetor urbanus in 44, another exampls of SDrutus’

poptlarity with Cassar. [t was of course during this
prastarship that Brutus and Cassius formed their conspiracy

and assaszsinated Caesar. The causes of the assassination can



not be discussed in grealt detall here bub it is clear thael
there was a wide variety of reasons for it. Superficially,

wnder Dassar’s new regime Frutus bad domne well and would

continue to have a fine career, grashbor urbanus far 44 and

consul designate in 41 during Cassar’™s absencs, But as
Bruftus was appointed to these offices by a superior instead
of winning them by virtue of his own adctgritas any glory
reveived wouwld be given by the hand of the dictator. As a
YOUNMGg man growing up among the violent, agoressive
politicians of Rome, Brutus would not be satisfied with
ampty honours and offices bestowed by a benevolent but
pmnipotent dictator. Nor would Brutus sver be included among
Camsar’'s close advisars and supporters. The real power in
Rome was shared among Caesar’s able and long-time partisans;
M. Antonius, M. Aemilius Lepidus, P, Cornalius Dolabella, L.
Munatius Flancus, A, Hirtius, C. Vibiwus Fansa, L. Cornelius
Balbus and others. Brutus had these and other resasons for
the assagsimation and, although Cassius was & totally
different man in character from Brutus, he also found himsesls

in the same situation.®*™

The sarliest references to Cassius say that he
merved as proguasstor to Crassus in his Syrian campaign. His
+ather was consul in 72 and the Cassii had a large glientela

in Transpadana, by way of the father’s proconsulship thers,

Cassius® brother was a partisan of Caessar during the civil
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wars, presumably bringing the two brothsrs into conflict,
although there is not any animosity reacorded betw=en theam.
Luciug Cassius prossouted Plancius in oppasition to Cicere
in 92, and in 44 he was a tribune, antagonizing M. Antorius
and speaking against hMis own brother’ s command in Syria. He
zeams ko have been quite popular that year, but later had o
beg marcy from Antonius. His son, Lucius, joined his uncle
Baius when he went gast and fought at Philippi.=°

Gaitus Caszcsius longinus himsaltd is often contrasted
with Brutus. His fiery temper and his allegyed greed make kim
a much more sasily understond assassin, and his abilities as
a general made him a formidable opponent. His friendship
with Brutus is certainly odd but then again they had bhoth
fought against Laesar and were friends of Cicero. Most of
all, they were brothers—in-law as Cassius married chs of
Brutus® half-sisters. It was Brutus who helped Cazsius gain
a pardon fraom Cassar.#1

Cassius’ abllities as a spldiar were well known
because he brought back the remnants of Crazsus® army inho
Byria after the defeat at Carrbae and with great skilil
manzged to repsl the Parthians from the province. Brotus, in

icmia at the times, knew this better than mosh. LUk
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Hibulus took the province in 30, Cassiug remained in Antiocch
Fighting off the invadsrs and plundering ths inhabitants.
When he retuwrned home to face possible extorition chargss,

civil war had broken out. Liks Brutus, Cassius ghoses to



fight for Fompeius although whethsr he was pro-Fompeius or
anti—-Caesar cannot be discerned. As mentiocned previously, he
maryied ons of the daughters of Servilia and in this way
becams related to Brutus. From the letters he and Cicero
exchangad in the East and after the war, thsy sssm to have
been well acouainted. He served as a tribune for Poampeius
pnatrolling the sast coast of Italy but on tha news of ths=
defeat of Pharsalus he made his peace with Dassar and
campaignad in the East with him. Hers again we ses that
Cassius, like Brutus and others, abandoned the cause. Cicsro
wrrites to him in fAugust of 47 saving that the caontinuec
fighting after Fharsalus was uzseless and it would only lead
Lo maore bloodshed. Cassiuvs sums up his feelings about the
domination of Caesar in a letter to Cicercoc about a year and
& half later saying that "malo veterem et clementem dominam
habere, "=2=

Still, Cascius resented Caesar and in tuwrn Cassar
mistrusted him. Az well, as the agbviowus discomfort of living
under the dictator’s sway, Dassius had a more pearsonal
pirudge against Caesar. Laesar had appropriated soms liocns of
Cassius”™ which h2 had prepared for his asdileskip and had
also passed him up in favouwr of Brutus for the office of
urban praetor. In addition, he was perhaps irritated oy the
fact that Cassar had not thowght o take him along for the
Farthian campaigr although he was the oost superienced man

in tnat area. hase may seem petty but for one with such a
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temprrament as Cassius these slights, along with Caesar®s
absolute domination may have been enough to provoke him into
murdsr. Cassius had spent three years fighting in Svria and
no doubt had hoped his reputation wowld earn him more
political prominance. But the intervention of the givil war
prevanted this. In fact, Cassius’® achievements caussd vary
little sensation in Roame and Caelius Rufus sven doubied that
Cassius was sver at war, raferring to Cassiug’® enemies as
Arabs dressed as Parthians. In this way Cassius? glory was
denied him. True he was prastor in 44 and was perhaps
schaduled to be consul in 41 bub thess ware all aifices
given by Caesar, perhaps to placate him. Like Brutus, he
would be overshadowsd by Caesar’s men. Dassius, though not
arsociated with the party of Cato, organizsd with Brutus
the assassination of CDaesar which gave nim control of his

owWn destiny and the prestige hg scught.®=

Irn 47 Gaius Trebonius, ong wheo owed his caresr o
Lagsar, had approached Antonius with the proposition of
removing Cassar. Some had psrsonal grudges against Uaegsar
like Cazsius and L. Minucius Bazsilus whom Qaesar refussd a
provincial command and tried to bribe instead. Others liks
0. Ligarius, the pardoned Fompeian, were just revenglng
Lthemzelves on their greal snemy. For the majority in tha
sznate, Cassar had risen too high tom quickly and they wera

not vet complacent enough Lo accepht changes which cut of4
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thaem off from traditional souwrces of power. In February of

44, Uapzar took the title digiagtor perpebuus. Acquiring a

short term dictatorship to reform the constitubion wam
perhaps acceptable and even had a precedent in Sulla. But to
have a permanent hold on the government wss an insult to
all aristocratic Roman values. Belzer callis the right of
inrdsr which the conspiracy performed "die ungeschriebens
Vertassung der Republik,” as traditional and predictable as
the murders of Ti. BGracchuws and M. Livius Drusus. Although
e had more than rewarded his supporters and honoured his
enemnies, Dagsar miscaloculated when he belisved that the

Romans would accept him as master. Novi homines, who owed

their antire caresers to Caesar, such as Trebonius and L.
Tillius Cimber cowld not tolerate his new status and turned
against him. With such a reaction by Cassar’s close
supporters, it is not surprising that Brutus, heir to the
Catomian opposition to Caesat, planned to strike bhim down.
On the Ides of March 44 Caesar was assassinated in the Curia
Pompei.=4

I+ Brutus had blans to take control of the
government after Caesar’s death, he never implemented them,
Brutus had met with Antonius and an amnesty was granted to
the tyrannicides. In a show of goodwill, the assassins
disbanded their beodyguards. But distuwrbances among the
populus, angered at the death of Caesar, {forced Brutus and

fassius to flee from Rome. Brutus had supporters outside the
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city but did not use them. Cicero complainsd of his
inactivity, In May, Cicero reported to Atticus that Brutus
was considering exile. The sgnate, at the instigation of
Antonius, prepared a special commission for Bratus and
Cassius, to superintend the gollection of grain, hoping that
they would remove themselves from Italy. The similarities
petwean this gestuwe and the commission devised by Clodius
for Cato in 58 is interesting. Three days after the cffer
was madaE, a conference ook place in Antium o discuss the
situation. Brutus, Cassius, their wives, Servilia, Favonious,
and Cicero were all present. Cassius considered the
commission an insult and intended to go to Greece Lo prepare
far war. Brutus wished to return to Rome to see owlt his
prastorship, if only he could guarantee his own satety.
Bervilia said she would get the commission rescinded. Even
two months befors leaving for GBreece, RPrutus still wishad
for a conpromise with Amtonios. =S
Near the end of July, Antonius published arn sdict

favorable to Brutus and Cassius, allowing them to retu-n La
Rome. But in the meantime Sntoniuws® troops forced Kias Lo

@rongile himself with Octavianus, LDassar’s heir. Relations
batween Arntonius and the Liberators deteriorated, and ths two
m2n raplied with a strong edict threatening dntonios.
antomiue publicly accused the bwo of collecting *roops andg
mongy, testing the lovalty of the army and sending

MTESENgers Ovarseas, presumably to Greece and dfAzia. Ferhasps



Antonius was right although the charge was denied. It is
hard to believe that Brutus and Cassius were inactive at
this time considering the rapid military build up in the
East. About this time, the senate awarded Brutus and Cassiuvs
the harmless provinces of Crate and Cyrens. Brutus finally
lett for Greece in late August and Cassius followed him soon

afterwards.=s

It will never be known whether the assassins could
have worked together as a political graup under normal
political circumstances. BEvents in the years following
Cagsar’s death prevented this. Many, such as Trebonius,
Tillius Cimber and 0. Brutus, took up provincial oftices
assigned by the dictator and because aof this, they becams
separated from esach other as well as from Rome. Althowgh the
names of the majority of the monspirators have not survived
many probably fought with the Republican armies against
fAntonius either with D. Brutus or with the consuls Hirtius
ang FPansa. Some found themsslves in the East after Caesar’s
death and subseguently aided Brutus and Cassius out of
lovalty or nacessity. O0Ff the eighteen conspirators whose
nanes survive, 2ight alded RBrutus and Cassius in the East.
OFf the anen who assassinated Cessar, wiih the exception of
Bratus, nAons can be sald to have hesn related to the group
e men wht sided with Cato in the D07=. Lack of resolution

on the part of Dato’™ s suoccessors. judging from their later



activities in the East, does not seem likely. The relatives
of Cato were unable to attend Brutus on the Ides of March
for various reasons,. On. Domitius Ahenobarbus had probably
lost his status as a senator, L. Calpurnius Bibulus and M.
Licinius Lucullus were not yet members of the order and M.
Favorius, in semi-retirement, was not enthusiastic about the
tople of tyrannicide. Brutus and Cassius formed the
conspiracy out of disgruntled Cassarians, FPompelans and
others while the faormation of their own following was vel Lo

come., 27

The Catornians had not fared well in the ciwvil
war, with only Favanius surviving from the group. After
losing one election Favonius finally became prastor in 4%,
when the friends of Caesar, Pompeius as well as others tried
to win the coveted office. Although playing an aciiwve rols
in the civil war, he contipued to attack Fompeius,
griticizing the delays and lemsnting his separation from ths
figs hack home in Tusculum, When Fompesius escaped sast,
Favonius accompanied him, probably l2ss oubl of loyality than
concern for his own life. His whereabouts afteer Fharsalus
are Jnknown.#9

Im the second pssudo-8allustian lettsr to Capsar
Favonius is ragarded as having no place in Caszar’s
reconstruction of the Roman state. Although the lstter iz

cErtailnly nobt genuins, 1t arcwrately represenits Favyonius as



being unwelcome among the Caesarians aftter the war. Although
he resided in Italy there is no evidence that he was fully
pardonged by Caesar. Favonius® absence from political life
under Caessar suggests this. On the othsr hand, like Cicero,
Cata™s agmulator could have found political life under
Capsar distasteful as well as unwelcoma. After the defeat of
Fompeius and the desaths of hiz friends, Favonius probably
settled down to political obscurity wnder Caesar, perhaps
thankful to be alive and to have gained the prominence he

did as & novus homo without any family connections teo the

aristocracy. Brutus, testing if he was interested in the
ronspiracy, gquestioned him whether civil war or an illsgal
monarchy was the grgater svil, and Favonius replisd civil
war, apparently relatively complacent under Cassar.
Nevertheless he claimaed to have been part of the conspiracy
after i1t had been completed and quickly assoslated himsslf
with Brutus and Caszius after the Ides of March., He is next
heatrd of in their company at the gonfersnce at Antium in the
summer of 44, and later was with Brutus in Gresce. =7

A marn who was less than complacent undsr Cagsar was
the son of his old enemy, Ch. Domitius Ahenobarbus. His
mather was Lato’™s sistezr and he was & cousin to Brutos?
second wite. In S0, he made hiz first public appsarancz in
court charging Dn. Seatwninus, who was instrumsntal in
Bringing about his father’s defsat in the election ta the

aiiqurate. Latar he accompanied the elder Domitius i thes



ampaigns during the ocivil war. He was bhesieged bv naar atb
Corfinium and was captured but later releasesd. Separating
froam his Father who went o Massalis, young Domitios
continued into ltaly to Formiae and then to Naples where he
meat his mother, Forcia. & letter to him from Cicsro ssems Lo
hint about hiz activities after this. It has Deen
conirctured that he fought with his father at Dyrrhachium
ang Pharsalus arnd may even have been with ths Mepublican
army in Africa. In sny case, hig activities atfter Corfinium
zeemncd to have displeased Uaesar whe did not see fi1t to
pardon him a second time. Back im Italy, Cicero, in a letter
dated to the beginning of the year 46, conscled him on the
loss of his father and uncle and advisesd him not to carry an
the Fight in Bpain. Whether Cicero convinced him or not, he
decided to remain in Italy. Cn. Domitiuvus’ pelitical outlook
car be surmised as being much like his father’s although he
was Emown to be much more even—tempered than bthe older
Romitivs., After the war, fhizs relations with his cousin
Brubus continueed, In the summegr of 45 Porcia, Domitius?
mother died and Cicero sent a eulogy to bhoth men.

Domitius certainly had good reasons far joining the
conspirary to slay Caesar but his involvement in the
assassination is controversial. Although Cicero names him as

a conspirator in his Philippics, like many others, he

assoclated with the conspirators only atter the deed.

Suetonius in the life of Domitius” great-great-grandson,



Mero, mentions that bhe had no part in The murder. Cleacly,
it he hat been deprived of his status by Cassar he would not
Mawver boen parmlbied in Rome,let alonse in the sanahs,  lihens
the opportunity did come after the assassination, O,
Doomitins united with his kinsman Bruhus. Cicero, planning to
legave for Greece 1n July 44, found Domitivs in Fubecll along
witlth RBroutus and Bucilianus preparing a fleet for theilr own
Yrip to the East. ™

Arother man whose father died in the civil war was L.
Calpwrniuvs Bibulus., Like Un., Domitius, e was waell connect=d
with Cato and Brutusz, as the elder.Bibulus married Cato’s
daughter Forcia, and atter his death Brutus became Lucius
step~father, He was Cato’s only grandehild to survive into
adulthnod. In addition, the youmnger Bitnalus married a
Dmmifia, probably the sister of Cn. Domitius. The elder
Fibulus had asked Cicero teo lend his support o Lucius in
the election to the augurate in 5C0. L. Bibulus did not fight
in the civil war because of his age; as late azs 44 he was
studying in Athens. Mo doubt he and Domitius shared the same
outleook, that the prospects for the sons of Caesar’s great
enemies ware bleak. When Brutus arrived in Athens to
arganize his army, the yvounger Bibulus was continuing his
studies like several opther young Romansi; such as Marous
Tullius Cicere, the son of the grator and G. Horatius
Flaccus, the poet. Like them, he did not hesitate to join

the cause. His biography of Brutus was a main gource for
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Fiutarch,.=?

A& young man who also had family connections with
Cato and Brutus was M. Licinius Lucullus, son of .
Luculius, the old enemy of Fompeiuvs. His father had married
one of Cato’s half-sisters and in this way the vounger
Lucullus was a cousin to Brutus. When his father died in
about 37, the wyoung Lucullus came undar the guardianship of
his uncle Cato, and during the civil war remained in Rhodes
with his mather. After Cato’™s death, Cicero becamse his new
guardian, although contact with the orator zeems o havs
bwen limited, as the young Lucullus had come of age by 44,
Cicero saw Lucullius in the company of Brutus aft Mesis while
they were making their final prepsrations for their journey
to GBreece. A% he is listed among those who fought as
Fhilippi, Lucullus must have accompanied Brutus from this
point onwards. 7=

M. Cato desarves to be mentioned, the son of Cato
Hticensis., He was old encugh to accompany his father +
Africa in 46 and was pardoned by Caessar aftterwards. Little
more 15 known about him wuntil May 4% when h2 turns up in
Brutus’ company in the East, Fighting bravely, hs died at
Philippi. His presence thers with hiz closea relatives
Erutus, Bibulus and Domitivs, need rnot be explainesd furthare.
A future under Dapzar was an disheartening =25 that of the
sons of Fompeius, and like them he continued the +ight of his

fFatheyr, ="



One further associate and relative of Brutus’® remains
to be discussed. Plutarch writes of z2n Atilius who
participated in Brutus® war counsel on the sve of the battle
of Philippi. MNogthing further iz known about him but an
investigation into the family of Cato shows that he was
certainly a relative of Brutus, perhaps a close cne. Tt will
be recalled that Cato’s first wife was Atilia, granddaughtar
of the consul of 10&. One of L, Domitius Ahencharbus’ sons
was adophad by the ALtilii Berrani. Minzer conjsctures that
some arrangement was made between the families to kmep the
old and noble Ati1lii Berrani from dyving out. Eato’s father~
in-law would have adopted one of Cato™s soms, had he had mors
than one by Atilia. As Catp’s sister had two sons by L.
Domitius, one was given to the Atilii. & gratt on to the
prosperous and prolific Domitii Ahencobarbi would be sven
more advantageous. But this adopted son died voung. The
Atiliug who was at Philippi could nobt have been Cato’™s
father—-in-law nor the =@gon of Atilius Serranus Domitianus. He
may hawve been the tribune of 57 but this san was an enaay of
ficero’s and had neo discernible connection with Cato and nis

followers., Brutus’ Atilius remains unkrnown. That he was &

+=
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ralative and a minor political associate is probabls but

is not able to b proven,=2

Cato, Lucullus, Domitius Ahenobarbus, Bibulus,

Favonius, the names are all reminiscent of the last decads



ofF the Republic before Caesar’s ascendancy, an honour roll

of those mern whose values were not compatible with thoss of

the dynasts who trisd to momopolize the Roman qovernmani.
The same ramses, bul, for the mpst part, didfferent men
Fenewsd their political ties now that Caesar was desd,
Unlike the majority of Brutus® men in the East, if Cagsar
had not heen assassinated, these voung nobilss would
continue to be closely related. The ties belwzen Roman
family members were strong, and under any circumstances,
even during a civil war in the prmviﬁcmgﬁ the clan of Cato
continued hto aperate as rormally as peossible. Through the
guidance of BErutus, the sons of Cato’s companions came
together and re~formead into & political wunit. Powerless
under Caessr’s domination, they had a chance to battle
Cagsar™s heirs for the power they balieved they rightfully
owned and which their Jorefathers enjoyed. Brutus turned
fraom being the lzader of a conspiracy to the leader of the
resurrpcted Catonian factio. His association of men would

continue to arow in the coming years, although with more

diverse, less traditional elements.

=8



BRUTUS IN GREECE: CAETAR™E OFFICERS

In 4%, M. Antonius accused Cicero of representing &
revived Fompeian factio on whom he wished Lo avenags
Capsar™s death. The appellation "FPompeiani’™ is used for
effect. Antonius wished his audienca to beligve that
diggruntled and jgalous followers of Fompsius had murdersd
the dictatar. Antonius feared otherwise; the corspiracy
had come from the heart of Caessar’®s own partisans. D,
Brutus, L. Trebonius and others were Caesar’s lieutenants in
war and peacs, vet, led by Brutus and Cassius, they
contrived to kill him. Additional individuals who served
Caesar fell in with the conspirators in the days after the
Ides of March and still more aided Brutus amd Cassius while
in the East.

The political turnabout is striking to
modsrn historians, and, even ameong the ancisnts, tha men who
betrayed Cassar are damned as often as they are praised. A
profile of these men is necessary to discover thae nature
of thelr relatipnship with Brutus and his overall
toilowing, While investiagating some individuals,
previous lovaltias have besn haicrd to deteroine. Any of

Brutus® associates who held or was =2leactsd to an nffice



during Cassar s dictatorship or who is described as an
assnciate of Carzaer’™s has been included in this
chapter, although withouwt supporting evidence they can
be regarded as political partisans of Caesar’'s only
tenuously. Obviously, & partisan turned assassin like
Trebonius broke with Caesar at zome point. This
gensralization may oversimplify the politics of these
individuals about whom there is little evidence, but it

gives an overall view of them as a group.

The mosi important factor which led to the
strong military poszsition of Brutus and Cassius was the
number of their supporters who held magistracies in Greece
and fAsia subsequent teo Cassar's assassinaticon. Four
aswassins ook up promagisterial offices in the East; C.
Trebonius and L. Minucius Basilus in fAsia, and L.

Tillius Cimber and D. Turullius in Bithynia amnd Pontus,
latar, many morse man stationed in Hsis Minor wha had
littlie or no confact with Brutus and Cassius previousiy,
joined their company, often supplying funds and legiocns.
Their loyalty is not suspecct, even though many ioingd the
campaign only after confronting the legions of Tassius. Mo
ong needed to Jjoim wunder duresz. Stalas Murcus, Marcius

Crispus and ohthers enthusiastically nave themselvss and

their Lrooops over to the cause. Further, their appearancs



in the East at the same time is not coincidental. It is
probable that Caesar promoted many of his followsrs and
former officers to these eastern posts for his forthcaming
Farthian campaign. They would be involwved directly in

this campaign or waould advance suppliss, monagy and
manpower to their commander. Cassar’s death amd the rise
of Brutus and Cassius pravented this monumental expedition,
and the rescources of the =sastern provinces went to

another cause. Before these men are examined in

relation to the following of Brutus, a bhrief historical
froursus will provide the background foar the events

which led these Caesarians to murder their chief and

unite with Brutus and Cassius.

Brutus has often been accused of lachk aof foresiaht,
AFlthough he casrrised out one of the most spectacul ar
assassinations in history, he was content to let evenis
force him out of Rome, out of Italy and finally onto the
pattlefield at Philippi. Cicero condemns him for not killing
Emtonius, ftor not attempting to seize the goveroment and for
nat rousing the papu}ﬁaa to nis gide with his famed oratory. ‘2
Brutus hed a firm advantage over Antonius on ths Ides of
March and he let it slip from his grasp. The charge has
mheen repeated by maderns historians.?

The activities in the East prove that mors long rangs
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planmning went into the conspiracy than is uswally admitted.
Three of the conspirators (Trebonius, Tillius Cimber, and D.
Turullius) knew that they were to take up offices in the
East in the new year, while three others (Murcus, Lentuius
Spinther, and Fatiscus) sided with Brutus after ithe
aseassination and likewlise went sast to their posts. [t was
abviows to Brutus shartly after the Ides of March or aven akb
the beginning of the conspiracy that it was in the East
where he would find a strong faollowing. Cassius had made a
reputation for himseld at Carrhae and Brutus was also
familiar with the area. [+ war was to coms, Brutus® stand
would have to be taken in the eastern Mediterransan, where
allies and resources were abundant.

Brutus and Cassius departed from Italy in ths late
gummer of 44 and proceeded to Athens. Casszius then made his
way to Asia Minor to arrange for war while Brutus lingesred
N Athens, attending philosophical lectures and gecretlv
making preaparations. By March of the next year, Brutus had
gnough resources for Cicero to boast aof his "legionum,
equl tatus, auxiliorum, magnae ot firmae copia=." As well, .
Hortansius, the son of the orator and proconsul of
Macedonia, gave his forces to Brutus who now claimed o have
the province, Illyria and Greece under his conteeol. Ot this
time his commarnd of the area was legitimized by the senate

i Roma.=



In the meantime, a complicated gseries of svents was

taking place in Syria., After Caegar?

s death,

the assassins

Trebonius and Tillius Cimber advanced to their allotted

provinces of Asia and Bithynia and Pentus.

pastward at the same time was L. Staius Murcus.

others he had associated himself wit

Capitol and laft Rome for his province of Syria.

h the ass

assing

Like

proguaestor, C. Antistiuse Vetus, was struggling with

renejade legion under the command of the Fompeilan,

Bassus. The legion had been assigned to a relative of

Capsar®s, Sex. Julius Caesar, but Bassus had persuaded the

soldiers to mutiny, and the commander was murdered.

Lo defeat Bassus, Antistius asked for aid from ths nawly

arrived Murcus and the retiring proconsul of Bithynia and

Proceeding

on the

many

al

Tharea,

the

Caepcilius

ilnable

Fontus, (. Marcigs Crispes. Togsther these thres men managed

to force Rassus into the town of dpamea on the Orontes,

e eluded final capture and a sieges

Cassius made his way through Asia collecting

began.™

funds and men from the proconsul Trebomius., W

Apamaz, he won over the gombined armies of antistius Velus,

Marcius Crispus, and Staius Murcus as well as

nen hs

those of

sUpplies,

But

Bagssus. Mo doubt Lassius’ reputation at Carrhae and promised

donatives brought many Lroopzs over.
bw the sarly spring nf 47,9

While this was happening, F.
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Cornelius

was complete
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the proconsul of Swvicia for the year 43, had arrived sarly i

the vear. & favowits of Caesar’ s, who promoted his bevond

his age, ke reatfirmed bies Cassarian connechtions with an
unegasy aliliance with P, Antonius,. When Dolabella resched
Asta, bthe proconsul Trebonius was cautious but nok
hostile towards him. Dolabkella had guarrelled with Antonius
et ore and might be a potential ally. Dolabella was
harred from the citiss of fAzia but Trebonius caontinuesd to
fmed amd supply his armies. Perhaps wishing to stop the
military bulld-up before it could get too strong, be
attacked Trebonlus at Emyrna and killed him, after
reportedly torturing him for two days. Two legates of
Trebonius, F. Cornslius Lentulus Spinthsr and C.
M@ﬂucius Bazilus managed to flee while Dolabella’s
officer, A. Allisnus was sent to Egypt to bring bhack
four legions. On Allismus’® returm he met Cassius in
Falestine and thg faur legions fram Egypt swelled
Dassiug® growing forces. Dolabella tried to strenothen his
position but was defeated at sea by Lentulus Spinther and
turned toward Syria. Repulsed from Antioch he was besisged
at Laodiceia by Cassius amd then committed suicide in late
July or sarly fugust of 42,5

Cassius was building wup his position, anmd Brutus had
raraived funds for his own army from Antistius and WM.

Fppuleiug, the guaestor in Asia. Crossing the

&d
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Bosphorus, Brutbus made his way down the coast of Asia
raising money and Lroops. A meeting was convened with
Cassius in Smyrna near the end of 43 and the two planned
their strategies for the forthooming confrontation with
the Triumvirs. In Rome, Antonius had broksn with the
senate and along with Dctavianuz and M. Aemilius
Lepidus had taken control of the governmant. The
proscriptions followed, money was taken ta pay the armies
in the West whils many of those proscribed escaped from
Italy and augmented the followers of Brubus and Cassius.
Al though these men were forced to flee to the East undar
the threat of death, the Caesarian following of Brutus was
loyvally committed to him.=

The lives and activities of Caesar’'s supporters
wha joined Brutus’ company arg not easy to reconstruct dus
to the lack of evidence. But one fact stands out
distinctiy. For Trebonius, Tillius Cimber. Basilus and
nthers, Cassar was general and patron; they owed their
careers to him. Yet, as his assassins, they decided that
they did not need or could not tolerate their
benefactor any further.s A new champion was better suited
to thelir political visws,

C. Treboniuz was typical of how fully a naves homo

could achieve success wunder Caesar. The soan of a3 well-

known sgues, he was elected guasstor in about &2 and then
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hacame attached to Caesar’s following. As tribune he showed
his talents by procuring a five year sxtension on the
commands of Cassar, Foapeius, and Crassus. Celteo, Brutus?®
uncle, actively opposed the law, Trebonius retaliated and
fearly had him thrown into prison. After this term in affice
Trebonius became Capsar’s legate in the Gallic and ciwvil
wars, continuing to support Caesar as praetor in 48 and in
hizs proconsulship in Spain during the next two vears.

Cagsar made him pragtor urbanus ovar the nobilis M.

Caelius Rufus and his crowning achievement was the
consulship in 45, Caesar had used Trebonius? talants
and rewarded him with the comsulship, one of eleven
men gf non-sanatoarial origins to g2in the office betwesn
100 BL and Caesar’s death. 7

Yat as sarly as 446 Trebornius had plans for tha
removal of Caesar, seeking out Antonius as an accomplice.®
When the conspiracy of 44 was formed, he was ong of its
leading members. No personal grudges against Caesar are

recorded, but, although he was one of the few novi homines

to reach the consulship the honour tuwrned ocut Yo he less
than glorious; Cassar laid down his sole consulship 10

Cotober of 45 and Trebonius and Fabiuas Maximus were chosen

-

to praside for the rest of the year. In fact whan Fabius
diwd on the last day of his term, Cassar appointed a consul

o seas oul the rest af the day. a flagrant violatian of



custom and law. It has been shown that, although Cassar

welcomed many more novi homines into the consulate, the

conditions with which they took up the office were less than
ideal . ¥ Like the other conspirators, including Brutus, who
had received benefits from Caesar, Trebonius dalaved lzaving
for his provines of Azsia long enough to take part in the
azsassination in March of the new year.

After the assassination, Trebonius made his way sast
where he lost his life defending his province and advancing
the cause of Brutus, the first caswualty on the side of ths
Liberators. He was acgquainted with Brutus by at least 464 and
perhaps earlier but how closely they knew pach othear before
the conspiracy is neot clear. The events of Treboniug’
tribunate brought him into direct confromtation with Cato,
but no animosity is recordsed between him and Brutus, Cato’s
nephnew. Caio’s death and Brutus® defection to Caesar™s sides
prevented an ongoing faud. By 48 Trebonius and Brutas wers
an tihe same side in the civil war and Cicero could ask
Treboniue about their mutual friend by December of 46,
Exactly one year later the two men were co—-conspirators.
Fertaps rememhering the time he soundgd Antonius about

.

Camgar®s murder, Trabonius refused to allow his comrades ho
invite Antonids into the plot. A3 proconsul in Asia, e kept

wp his commitment Lo Brutus by supplying him wikth ares  anc

money to the Liberators. When he was murdered by Dolabella,



Cicero mourned the loszs of the Yoptimus civig

mesdesratl ssimusagus homo, e

The caresrs of L., Tillius Dimber and L. Minpucius
Basilus are similar te that of Trebanius’ althaough
not as well substantiated or as successful. Zoth men were

novi homines and show gsoms Caesarian connactions.

Tillius Cimber iz not mentioned in Daesar™s war
commentaries but was pragtor in 45 and Cicero mentioned
that he had received benefits Ffrom Caesar. Seneca calls

Cimbher a fellow soldisr of Cagsar, a traltor who was

previpusly the tiercest defender of Caesar’s cause (de lra

- =y

I.E0, 5Y. After being an accdmplica to Cassar’s myrder,

he left for his province nof Bithynia and Pontus where he
Melpad to defzat Dolabella and raised a flazet for Brutus.
Baéilum’ original nems was M. Setrius hefore his adoption.
# legate of Caesar and prastor in 45 along with Tillius
Cimber, Staius Muwrcus and Hortensius, he had a private
disagreement with Caesar. He tried to placate Basilus with
a bribe for not having received a province after his
magistracy. Unfortunately this gesture worsened thelr
ralaticons, as the former Caesarian was counted among

the conspirators. He later appeared as a legahts of
Trebonius and then served Brotus, 2

lee Staius Murcus and & certain Patiscus zlsn Fall

&8
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intg this category of Caesarians. Although they werse not
participants in the assassination, they, like Favorius and
othevs, associated with the conspirators afterwards, hopning
to partake in the glory of tyrannicide. Both men served with
Cassar during the civil war, Murcus in Illyria and Fatiscus
in Cilicia. Murcus became praetor in 43 and received the
province of Syria the next year. After the atfair in Apames,
Murcus helped Cassius defeat Dolabella and later
successfully patrolled the Adriatic for Brutus, destroving
the supply line of the triumvirs. In 473, Fatigscus is Tound
in the company of Brutus® admirals Cassius Farmensis and
Lentulus Spinther.*=

Other men had similar loyalties, B. Marcius Crispus
was a veteran of Caesar®s African wars while C. 4ntistiusg

Vatus was a guaestor of Caesar’s perhaps dating from his

L1}

gavernarship in Spain, and had been sent out by him in 43 fo

L

contend with the insurgent Cascilius Bassus. Antistius in
particular had close ties with Caesar. Cassar had ssrved
under Antistius® father in Spain during his own
quaestarghip. Marcius Crispus zame to help at the siszge at
Apamea  when his term as proceonsul of Bithyvnia and Pontus
conzluded. BEoth men joined Sassiuws, and Antistiue presanted
Brutus with his tribute money when he paszsed through Sraoca.
Errutus wrote to Cicero that fAntistius bad expressed his

willingness Lo join the campaion but wished to stamd as
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praetor in Rome in the @lections of 43 i+ possible.
Unsuccessful in his attempt, he returned to serve as Brutusg’
leggate. Cassius wrote that Marcius Crispus joined him after
Apamea although Dio records that he retired after the sisge.
In any case Marcius is not heard of again.=

Other men’s loyvalties are hardsr to determine.
D, Turullius amd M. Appuleius both enjoyed guasstorships
under Caesar; Appul=ius in 45 and Turulliovs in 44, Therse
iz no other evidence to support the notion that they
wazre Capsarians but any political offices given in these
yvears tan be regarded as rewards for Lagsar’s
supporters. Turullius took part in the assassination, and, as
srogquagstor in Bithynia and Fontus, commanded a fleet ralsed
by Tillius Cimber. He later gave his flest and servicss to
Cassius at Rhodes. Appuleius also furnished Brutus with
troops and funds but it is unclear whether he joined
Hrutus® company. In a letier to Cicero, Brutus speaks of
the hopes of Bibuius, Domitius and Sppuleius in the
forthcoming augural elections. Wheither Appuleius
returned to Rome to stand or not is unknown sinos hes
drops out of sight at this time. Ribulus and Domitius
did mot return to Rome and perhaps neither did
fAppuleius.

Amorng all these promagistrates in the Easz,

H. Hortensius and the brodthers Gaius and Fublius



Servilius Casca deserve mention. B. Hortensius was not
ctharacteristic of Casmsar’s officers. The son of the famous
oratar had family connections with Cato and Brutus, but his
family hackground proves that prosopography cannot always
determineg &2 man’s political visws., He was the brother—in-—
law of Brutus® adoptive father Caepio, and Cato’s wife Marcia
was marrigd to the elder Hortensius for a pariod of tims,
I+ his relations shaped his political allegiances, they
did naot do so until later. A disaffected vouth, he
was estranged from his father who considered
digintheriting him. When his father died in S0 all parentsl
influence was gone and HMortensius did not Join his kin
in siding with FPompeius but was with Cassar when he Zraossed
the Rubicon in 49, Cicero believed a corrupht life led
Mim, like many others, to join Caesar. later, Hortensius
Meld & naval commisgslion on the Tuscan sea. Prastor in 3%,
Hortenzius was rewarded with the proconsulship of Macedonia
i the next yesr .=

Why Hortersius joined Caesar iz open to speoulation.
His poor relations wiih his father may have caussd him Lo
rebel and Join Dagsar™s more attractive side, Dassar
eyiploited anyons with abkility, and walocomed them rogardliess
of any praviouws relaticsns o allisnces, Maving the son of
ore of Rome’ s venerable old politicians on Cassar’™s sids

wirdld certainly help legitimize Mis cause, just as 1% would



for Brutus® years later. Advancemant in paolitics may have
beern quicker and esasier with Caeggar, and Hortensius® echoice
in joining Laesar in the war was bemsficial. An important
promagistracy was the reward for Hortensius®™ sfforts and
perhaps a pasition on Caesar's statf in the Parthian
campaign. 1®

When Cagcsar was assassirated, Hortensius was in
Macadornia having had no part in the plobt or gontact with thas
conspirators. Although there 1s no recorded contact betwssn
Brutus and Hortensius up to this point, their family links
ware recalled by thelir contemporaries. When Brutus came to
Greece, Antonius was pruadent enough to relieve Macedonia of
its crack legions lest Hortensius be persuaded to join
Brutus’® cause, as he eventually did. Hortensius aided Brutus
in ralsing troops in Greece, and with the capturs of C.
Arnftonius, brother of the triumvier, who tried to take the
province, Like many other officers of Caesar, Hortenzius had
gong over to Brutuas but his gcase is not typical. The fack
that Brutus was a relative and Hortensius was in a crucial
position to aid him may hava deterained his choice less than
any hostility to antonius or Octavianus. Although turning
his hack on the family tradition in his youth, by attaching
himself to the growing army of Brutus, Hortensius had
raturned to the fraditional faghio of his familv.?

Th2 brothers Cascas need to ke discussed at this



paint. While both were assassinsg and faius is mentioned

among the friesnds of Caesar, neither were novi homines

or held positions in the East immediately after the death
of Caesar. Evidence is scanty and confusing but it seems
that Publius remained in Rome until Octavianus marched

arn the ity in 42, The brothers probably fled to

Greece where Publius became a legate of Brutus® at
Philippi. After the battle bhoth brothers are reporied to

Have committed suicide.®

The Caesarlian supporters of Brutus fall into
different categories. Most were sither involved in the plot
to kill Caesar and joined Brutus and Cassius in the East
or thasy became allied with the Liberators once they wers
there. What is interesting is how whole-heartedly the
Foman aofficials in the East went over to Brutus, many
without having had previous contact with him, The prestige
ot having murdered Caesar was very great and may have bzen
the deciding factor for some in choosing an alliance. With
the sxcepiion of Daltanslla and C. Antonius there was
ro armed rasgistance on the part of Roman officers,
alithough many cities of Asia Miner were uncooperative.

The leaders and even the armies at Apamea approached
Lassius and offered Lthelr services Lo him. Only the

ltovalty of the lepate of Dolabella, A. Allienus,
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remain guestionabls. Like many officers in the Eazst at
that time he was a new man who had served Cassar in the
civil wars. After handing oaver his Egyptian lagions to
Cassius peacefully he disappears from view. Liks the
othars he may have fought at Fhilippi but as a legate of
Dolabeglla he may not have wished te join Brutus and Cassius
and preferred to return to Rome. If he did nmot wish to
become part of the campaign he is the only officer in the
East at the time who did so.'%®

For the most part, ambitipn and cpportunity impellad
thaese men ta Follow Brutus., The assassins (Trebonius,
Tillius Cimber, Basilus, Turuwllius, and the Cascae) saw the
military build up in the East as the necessary conclusion o
the murder of Cagsar and the political twrmoil in Rome, The
othars who rallied %o the cause (Murgus, Antistius,
Fatiscus, Marcius Crispus and Appuleius) believed that
their careers would be more sucoessful under Brutus than his
opponents. Most were in positions to help Brutus and no
doubt they thought Brutus was as necessary a stepping shone
in their caresers as Caesar.

The particular position of the povi homines in

this group warvrants athtentiaon. 8Six men (Trebonius,
Tillius Cimber, Basilus, Murcus, Turwlliuas and Fabtiscus)
came from non-ssnatorial families and weres acdherents of

Caesar. The evidence available shaws their lives procesding
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in the usual manner of tew men. Early in the tursus hoagrum

they attached themselves to a sucrcessful politician or
genaeral (Casgar, in this case) and from thers a reciprocal

relationship began. A novus homo helped his leadsr in

the forum and on the battlefield, and the leads+ in
turn advanced his man’s career. Caesar’s legates fought
with him during the Gallic and civil wars and were eduly
Fewarded with offices, honows and confiscated land.

But as T.F. Wigeman®s study shows, new men were
respurceful by nature and had no gualms about disendaging
themeselves from a cause or patron 1f a better opportunity
came by. Of course none went to the extreme of murdering
their patron, but the relationship between Caesar and his
murderers was exceptional. The careers of Marius and Cicero
show that an individual Ffrom an obscure background could
wasily abandon hiz former policies ocnce he felt himselSf
gztanlished. Evidently the new men among the Casgsarians
helisved that Cassar had furthered their careers as far as
possible. I+ Caesar was to fall, they did not wish to
Fall with him. Better opportunities were o be souoht
in the political atmeosphere after his death., Civil war and

political wupheaval had bensfitted fthe novus hooo before.

For those who joined Brutus immediately aftesr the
assassination or onos e was in the East, the officos and

resouress thaey had wers able to make a vital conbeibubion



to the cause, for which they hoped they would bs

rewarded. Since the position of the aovus homo was

tenuous such chances had to be seized. when the nephew
of Cato and the hers of Carrhaes came to the esastern
provinces sseking aid, it was not to be denied by the
lenates, guasstors, and proconsuls. Their break with
Capsar is not uvrnusual. "The new man was on his own, Jgetting
support from wherever he could; comsistency was moreg than he
could afford,"Fe

That being sald, the former friends of Lassar look
unscruptlous in thelir decision to ally wiih Brutus. Were
they political cpportunists or merely sseking their own
survival ¥ To believe that they wished a return  to
traditional Republican government is naive: that era was
hostile to political newcomsrs. They counted on the
ascendancy of Brutus armd Cassius, not the Republic. #hen
Brutus wrote that he wouwld never stop trving to bring
liherty to his fellow citigzens ke is undoubtedly spesbking on
fis own bshalf.=2r Although little avidence of their
political views survives, the sentiments of the formsr
Cawsarian ofticerg arg likely to have bpeen less than noble.
In the summsr of 4%, Brutus had to severely punish & legion
whno had mutinisd at the imstigation of Brutus® prisonse, G

o spaculares about whather any

i

Antornivus. It is unprotiftable

of BHegbus® ex-Dassarian agfficers wars involved as eywidencs



is fragmemntary, but if an army could be swayved by a sole
priimoner, 50 might Broutus® assocliates. 14 bthey survived
Philipoi, thoss who murdered Cassar did not live much
longer, bubt their colleagues continueg to show their
political versatility., Murcus served Sex. FPompeius for a
time, . Twullius fought for Antonius and Antistius Vetus
was consul wrider Oetavianuws. Like Brutus after Pharsalus,
these new alliances werse made with old enemies and frisnds.
Survival and the pursult of status were forampst to thess
men. Their devotion to Cassar and even to Brutus was

transitory. ==

The importance of the Caesarians to Brutus’™ following
is nmot to be undersstimated. For the most part the Eastern
provinces were in the hands of Brutus before he left Italy.
While Decimus Brutus was destroyed because of the snemy
legions surrounding him, M. Brutus® gnterprise thrived
herause of the abundance of allies in the areza. fs well, the
acguisition 6% these men by Brutus shows how the composition
of a political association was changing. Fompeius had

arquired & following amorng the nohiles and from the new men

af his native Picenum. Caesar had also attracted his share
of the aristocracy and his nine year term in Bauwl gave him
the opportunity to draw men to his side in constant military

sgrvice. As long as they thought the dictator could pronots



them, their lovalty was assuyred. But the Cassarians who

allied with EBrutus were neither his family gligntelas nor

loyval supportaes through yvears of association. The late
republic affected the normal growth of his factioc. Like
Ooctavianus, who also had to guickly build a following
through splicitation, Brutus had a cause hefore he had
military backers. Octaviamus had the name of Caesar to  work
with, Brutus the reputatiom of being & tyrannicides. Men had
to be brought together gquickly. Desire for promotion and
power brought some men to his =ide, the wealth of Greece and
the East brought others.

In the short period from Bryptus®™ and Cassius” arriwval
in Athens in August 44 to the defeat of Dolabeila in July
4%, the ex~Caesarian commanders had consolidated and proved
themselves loval and successful. Their formation in such a
brief time is wunusual and can only be compared, as
mentioned, with Octavianus® regsurrection of the Caessarian
factio in Jtaly. Without his own supporters among the
Cassarians, Bruatus® plans in the Eastern provinces would
haver been short—lived. While his relatives supplied the
illustricus names of the Republic, the Lamsarians hrought

the means with which they might succeed.



LHOFTER FOUR
THE EORMATION OF & F&cTIn

In Trucvoides® digression aboul the stasis that
gripped the Uresk world during the FPeloponnesian war, he
speaks of the citizens of the cities bescoming less
idealistic about politics now £hat war arnd civil strife had
descsnded wpon them., Family raelationships. ance the bhasis
for political cooperation, mattered little in comparizson
with party membership. Thoge who came together did so
because of their complicity in unconstitutional activities.?

Rome in 44 BL was similar te a Greek city during
that war. Leaders scrambled to consolidate power through
arms and the solicitation of eminent and powerful
individuasls. When war bhecame a certainty, men had to choose
gides., MNeubrality and moderation were dangerous and
suspicious. Antonius and Octavianus put away their
differences to combat a common foe. The snemy was not only
Brutus, his cmllactimn of young nobijles and the rensgads
Cassarian officers but also 3 wide aszsortment of men who were
alienated from those in power in Rome, LCaesar’s assassing,
the proscribed, farmef supporters of FPompeius and others.
Every Roman east pf the Adriatic had to be regarded as a

79
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potential enmemy by the Caesarians. In this way many of
Brutus® supporters came together by reason of mutual security
and fear of the Triumvirate. Different circumstances would
have placed many of these men on the pther side of
hostilities.

The lull between the civil war of Fompeilius and
Cagsar, and ths war of Brutus and Cassius in 44-42 was
short, Hostilities against the Fompeians had ceased at the
end of 43 and Caesear had precious few months to implement
his political programme. One of his prime tasks for healing
the Roman state had been his amnesty for his old enemias,
his famous clementia. But by the time of Caesar’s
assassination there were still men who professed lovalty to
Fompeius, ip apite of Cassar’s attempt to reconcile them.
Fompeiuws Magnus had been a formidable figure in Roman
palitics for decades and many men regarded Brutus as

Fampeius’ successor. Albthoush Pompelus died after Fharsalus,

3

animosity towards Cagsar or his peolitical heirs caussd the
tor continue Fighting in Spain and Africa. With Caesar now
tead, the civil war that followed was not, for some, a new
palitical uphsaval hut a contirnuation of a previous war. Tha
Fompeian old guard locked to Brutus and Cassius, former
associatas themselves of Fompeius, Lo champion their cauvss
agajinst the Cassarians once again.

Hmong those who saw action againast Cassar on 3

nuagber of occasions was the patrician Ssx. Luinctilius
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Varug., He was caphtured at Corfiniwn by Camsar whan L,
Domitius Ahenobsrbus refused to abandon the cifty im the
openlng menths of the war, In his capacity as gquasstor,
Bdipctilius was responsible for the funde given up to Dasmsnar
at the siege of the city. &2 with marny nobiles. he fled from
Italy and pursued the war in another land. Two yzars atter
the fall of Corfinium, he fought against Curieo in Africa and
tampered with his troops to gelt them to switch zides.®

From this paint his status and whareabouts ars not
krown for certain. At some point he must hawe been pardoned
by Caesar as he was probably made a praeftor between the
battle of Thapsus and Caesar®s death. Cassar’s glementis was
a useful political tool for the incorporation of enemies
5u¢h as fuinctilivs Yarwus back into Roman socisty. But
Yarus® allegiance to Caesar was short-lived. Whemn civil war
grupited again, Guinctilios did neot choose to fight along
with Antonius amnd Octavianus but took up the cause of BErutus
Cassiug. Whether he was their strong supporter or just anti-
Cassarian is unknown. Foarmer supporters of Poppeius musht
have'felt unwelcome in the rnew regime of Caesar’s heirs,
even though officaes had been granted to them by Cassar. Many
other Fompelians like fOuinctilius Varus found their way into
Brutus® camp for this reason.™

The Calpurnii FPisones have been shown o be one of

rhe most politically flexible families of the late Republic.

and



of family coopesrabtion, the Pizsones had the political sense
to worry about their own perzonal survival rather than the
fragoantation of thse family.e It was noted sarlise how O
Fiso (cos. &7 allied with Catuwlus and Hortensius o fry o
put an end to the sxtraordinary commands of Pompeilus. A
Felative, Cn. Qalpurnius Piso gained the raputation for
Being opposed to Fompeius and ih is said he was murdered in
Epain on Pompeius’ orders. Buh this man’s son had Fompeilan
sympathies for much of his careser, and an uncanny sense of
Liming for switohing sides. Slthough his father was involved
in anti-Fompeian activities, the yvounger Ln. Fiso took up
the general’ s cause in the civil war., Fiso fought in Spain
as a progquasstor in 49, and later in 44 commanded native
cavalry under Metellus Scipio in Africa. His activities untal
affer Capsar’s death are unknown. He may have been pardoned
by Cagsar, but he may also have kept out of affairs in Italy
and retired. In any case he twrns up in the company of
Brutus in Gresce although his actual designatiorn is uniinown,
His anti-Caesarian sympathies did not end at Philippi. Fiso
renswed his old allegiance by joining Fompeius’s son in
Sicily until Dctavianus overran the island in 36,7

The sons of Caesar’s enemies belong in this category
of Fompeians also, none more than &, Labienus. He was the
son of T. Labienus. & native oFf Fompeius® hose country of
Figenum. The elder Labienus had been promoted by Fompeius

and in twn aided his patronus and Cassar as praeior. Laesar
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used Pompeius® friaend all through his campaigns in Gaul and
Labienus proved to be his mogst effective lisutenant. Whean
civil war did broke out, Labienus followsd his old conmander
arnd disd fighting for the Pompeian cause. MNothing at all is
knawn about his son Ouintus until Brutus and Cassius
entrusted him with an important mission in 43, Any attempth
to justify his choice of sides in this war iz speculative.
FEut not having & desire to fight for his Tathar®s snemies
may have heen reason enough for . Lablienus to accompany
Brutus to the East. Ferhaps recognizing his talents, Bratus
sent him to the borders of Syria to solicit ald, or at least
cooperation, from the Farthians. When Labienus heard of the
defmat at Philippi, he remained in Parthia.®=

A more shadowy figure is a certain A. Manlius
Torguatus. Atticus, after Philippi, saved the lives of a
number of refugees from the bhattle including an A,
Torquatus, It is kEnown that & Torgquatus was the guaestor of
the consul Fansa at Matina in 43, That these two are the
same man seems likely. This Torguatus slipped away after
FPansa®s death to Brutus. IFf this man’s father was tha consul
of &5, L. Manlius Torguatus, and brother of tha prastor of
479, then his label az Fompeian is justifisd. The father was

-

Pompeius’ lzgate in Miletus in &7 and A. Torguatus’ brothsr
served Fompeius 1 the gcivil war. fs well, other branchss of

the Torguati had close ties to Pompeius. Allthough we have no

evidences Lo prove that this A Manlius Torguatus was a
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Fompelan, we gan infer 1f with raasonabple caation from his
family background, As well, he fits the pattern of those nen
who fought against Capsar in 4945 and continued o ssrve
agalrnst the Cassarians with Brutus.®

L. FH. Shackleton-Bailey notes that voung szons ofien
accompanied their fFathers in war.? Thers ie no doubt that
the parent’™s influencs decided for many their smarly
political opinions. The younrg P. Cornelius Lentuluas Spinther
was officially his own man (e had received his toga
vipilis) in 57, and he iz found, along with his father, on
Pompelus® side in the hostilities of 49, after Pharzmalus,
the elder Lentulus Spinther, consul of 57, was srecuted for
his continged aggressive behavior, having beesn pardonsd once
by Cassar, while his zon fled to Alerandria. Accepting
Cassar®s amnesty, the young SBpinther came back to Ttaly and
gstablished relations with BErutus and Cicero. He had no part
im the assassination of Cassar but, like manv others, tried
to treap the gloria of the deed by claiming fto have boen a
conspirator. Before lesaving Italy to take up his post as
guaesstor under Trebonius in Asia, he visited Cicero, his
father’s friend. It is likely they discussed the situation
of Brutus and hiszs friends. Lantulus Spinther proceeded to
the East where he actively tried to retake the province
after Dolabella murdered Trebonius.® Two communigués, one to
LCicero and ancther to the senate, surviva in which the

aquaestor sets out the situvation in Asia Minor. He was



unbesnding in his reseclve to fight for the senate and Brutus.

Although Dolabella was his kinsman, as he says: ™

" r‘,of,TFI’SD‘ 'Eﬁ\yr H%\UV /6’/\'.:"/ "

omnibus mels bellum primus indixi.

After Dolasbella’s army was destroved Lentulus
Spinther linked up with Cassius and continued the fight
againsgt the latronms — as he called them - until the
conclusion af ths war.

Various other men with previous affiliations with
Pompeius, o who fought for him in the war, also made their
way sast to side with the Tyrannicides. The M. Aguinive who
in 4& fought against Caesar in Africa, and alsoc a certain
Agquinius who associated with Brutus and Camsius atter the
assassination, are identified with the M. Agquinus who was a
legate of Cassius.*® C. Qichorius believes that L. Lslla,.
another soldier who took wup arms against Deesar in Africea,
is to be identified with & L. Pella and & L. Tulius Mocilla
dus to manuzcript readings. L. Pella was an associate of
Cassius in Rhodes and Iulius Mocilla was shelt=red by
Atticus aftier Philippi. If these three omen ars to be zquatesd
with ope man, L. Livius Ogella, then the pattern, which has
een ssen previously, matches., 8 Fompeilan was pardonsd by
Caasar, Jjoinad Brotus and then Spught Sttigcus’mrotection
from the Triumvirs ~ like Torauatus, Gelliuws Canus, and

Valumnius. ** Men from rumbler backoraunds alsgo wers {nvolved
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with both Pompeius and Brutus. The grandfather of the sarly
imperial historian, £ Velleius, fought against the

Caesarians in both civil wars as a prasefsctus fabrum. =

A couple of the assassins whose lovalties prior to
their participation in the conspiracy are unknown also
appear as legates and officers under Brutus and Cassius in
Bresce and Asia Minor. E. Cassius Parmensis probably took up
a guaestorship in the East after he participated in the
murder of Cassar, but his exact magistracy and provincia are
uncertain. With Trebonius dead and Gsia in tuwrmoil, he
engaged Dolabella s fleet successtully and chased them to
Coryous an the coaght of Cilicia. Like Lentulus Spinther, he
sent news of the military operations home o Cicero. ™ He
wWas alse responsible for cerbtain invechivaes about
Drtavianus: 34

Materna tibi Ffarina ezt ex crudissimo

Ariciae pistrino; hanco fingit manibus

collybo decoloratis NMerulonensis mensarids!

FParmensis continued to command his fleet aftar
preparing infartry for Brutus and Gassios. During ths batilse
of Fhilippi be commandad troops in Asia. After kakinmg part

in the conspiracy, Facuvius (Antistius) Labsn, a noves homs,

b

ala=g went to Oresose with Brutus and he fought at FPhilippi.*®

Sarious obther miscellaneons friends andg

acquaintances of Brutus Jjeoirmsd him atter the formation of



the Triumvirate. M. Terentius VYarro Gibba served with him
during the his magistracy in Cisalpine Gaul. Although
Shackleton-Bailey labels Varrg Gibba a Caesarian for his
role as Cicero’messenger to Caesar, what little we know of
him suwggests that he was more of a pupil and friasnd of
Cicero’ s, and became linked to Brutus by his interest in
oratory and by his term as quaestor in Gauwl. In 52 he
apprared as a young man along wWwith Cicero in defense of M.
Saufeius, a partisan of Milo. A3 Lribune in 43 he probably
realized that the office was particuwlarly dangerous fTor one
who harboured svympathies for Brutus. About this ftime he
fled from ltaly and joined his formsr superior in
Fhilippi.=®

M, Tullius Cicero, son of the orator, was alsoc a
natural follower aof EBrutus and distinguished himgelf in his
service. At the age of twenty-one he was continuing his
studies in Athens at the time of Cassar’s death. Trebonius
vigited him when he was passing through Greece on his way to
Asia and invited Cicerc to accampany him, an offer which he
fortunately declined., When Brutus began to raise troops in
GBreagce, Dicero joinad his company and took conteol of one of
legions. Brutus wrote to the elder Cicero back in Ttalw:?i?

mihi @8 prebat industiria, patizntia,

labore, animi magnitudine omni denigus
officic.



The voung Cicero was placed on the proscription list
along with his father in 43 and at Philippi he tumﬁanded
some cavalry for Brutus,?*®

The grator himself almost made his way East in the
summer of 47 and would have probably Jjoined Brutus had he
reached Gresce. This jowney, oddly enough, was in
conjunction with his son-in-law, Dolabella. Dolabella teook
up the consulship aftier Caesar®s death as he was designated
for that office when Cagsar was to leave +or Farthia.
Dolabella’s activities at this time gave Cicero hope; he
might be a wuseful tool against Antonius. Earning his
approval for the destruction of & spontaneous cult mf
Camsar, Polabella appointed the =lder man to a libera
lenatip, when he proceesded to his appointed province of Azia
in late 44. Ciczro togk up the post because it gave him the
freedom to visit his son in Athens. Contrary winds kept him
in Leucopetra though wntil he heard of a possible
reconciliation between Antonius and Brutus. Cicero turned
baclk in hopes of peace bulbl these thoughts were pramaturs.
Mevertheless he stayed in Italy thinking that he would be of
more use to the state in the senate rather thas on campaign
with Brutus,

L. Cassius Longinus, nephew of Lassius, was anohher
voung man who was with the Liberators in Gresce. He was the
son OFf a Cassarian supportsr and although little slas is

kamwen about him, he may alseo have beegn a student in Athens
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when his uncle passed through Breece on his way fo Asia
Minor. At one point he held a legion in Asia when the elder
Cazsius went to confer with Brutus on the coast.®° Two
Volumnii also weres at the battle of Fhilippi. Publius was
with Brutus wuntil the end and later wrote his biography.
Gaiuws {aor Tiberius) Volumnius was a friend of young M.
Lucullus.®* Luciliusy another friend of Brutus, was with him
atter the battle and aided his escape by pretending to be
Brutus.®2 & certain Statilius was with Cato before

hig suicide at Utiga. The same man was with Brutus at

Fhilippi.==

One of the mors interesting aspects of the formation
of Brubus® following is that many of his followers wara
actually forced into choosing Brutus under threat of death.
in late 47, the Triumvirabte, in an effort to raise money and
purge Italy of their enemies, poasted the names pf those
condaemned as hgstes. Thres hundred senators and two thousand
gquites were proscribed in this manmer. Al though many,
including Cicaro, wers nurdersd, sgme fled and joingsd Sew.
Fompelus in Sicily or M. Brutus in Greece.®% Those billiad in
the proscriptions were mostly abscurea and minocr senators,
with notable exceptions, whose wealth would fiil the war
chests of the Triumvirate. The names which are racocded by
Appilan dlsappear thereafiec. Those proscoribed who are Hnown

are usually Thosg who had the means o survive and save



themselves. Many were pardoned in later vears and went on to

serve Augustusy Messalla, young Dilosero, Aemilius Paullus and

H

Lol rins. Hep it o ism clearer Lhar in obther sibtuations that

peresonal lovalty often plaved & small.role ino a man’s
alleglannes, Survival and hope for vichory must have besen 1n
the minds of those who jeoined Brutus.

Little is konown abouwt M., Liviwas Drusus Claudianus. &
distant relative of Brutus., In 54 he was charged with

prasvaricatio and was reluctantly defsoded by Cliocera.

Shackleton Bailey suggests that he was a Caesarian supporter
hecausse he gave his dauwghter to Ti; Claudius MNero, an active
partisan of Oaesar’s and father of the emperor Tiberius,
Drusus was & pragtor in 50 and in 43 made himself unpopular
with the triumvirs when, a&long with .. femilius Lepidus
Pmuliusg he propossd that D, Brutus should retain certain
legionz., During the proscripiions he escaped to Gresce and
fought at FPhilippi for Brutus. =™

As mentionad, Drusus’ supporter in the proposal
about the legions was L. Paullus, another man who found
himself proscribed. Faullus was the son of the rebel consul
of 78, and like his fathér joined a M. Hrutus in ciwvil
contlict. In b& he tried to prosecute Catiline bubt lacked
support for the charge deg vi. As has been mentioned, he was
one of the young men accused, along with Brutus, of being
involved in a scheme to murdsr FPompeius in the notorious

Vettius affair. Both mens fathers had besn killed as a
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result of the young Fompeius® actions. As consul in the vear
S0, Paullus carried on his blood feud with Pompeius but he
was not a follower of Casgar sither. It was a surprise to
his contemporaries that when war did break out Paulluz was
devoted to Cassar. But like many of Caesar’s supporters, the
money from Baul was able to buy Paull&s’ support; he nesded
the funds to renovate the Basilica Aemilia. Although Paullus
was a supporter of Caesar and brother to the Triumvir, M.
Aemilius Lepidus, hae was nevertheless proscoribed. His
participation as envey of the senate teo Sex. Fompeius in
order to receive aid for Mutina angered Antonius. Plutarch
suggests that Marcuz ARemilius was not in a strong position
to defend his brother against Antonius and Octavianus, to
whom Paullus was hostile. In any caze, Paullus fled along
with his sor to Brutus and served at Philippi. His son of
the same name capltursd the island of Cyprus for the
Liberators. =

another patrician who was proscribed was L, Valarius
Messalla Corvinus. His father was Messalla Miger, consul of
&1, th opposed his colleague M. Fiso, at the trial of
Clodius. He spoke out against Clodius who was acoussd of
sacrilege and was supported by the predecessors of Brutusg
Catulus, Hortensius and Lucullus, as well as Cato, Favonius
and C. Fiso. His son’s career actually starts at Philipp:.
On his way to Brutus in 47 Messalla delivered letters to

him From Cicero, and the orator highly rezcommendesd his
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pupil to Brutwus. In his absence he was proscribed bub his
name was rapidly taken off the list of the condemned.
Velleius Paterculus records that Messalla was next fto Brutus
and Cassius in guctoritas. This is certainly questionable
and may only be flattery directed toward his descendants.
There were many other men of higher ranlk than Messalla at
Fhilippi, many other sons of consuls. After ths battle of
Fhilippi, the remnants of Brutus® following looked to
Messalla to lead them. Along with Messalla came his haldf
hrother L. Gellius Foplicola. Dio records that the yvounger
Gellius planned to murder Brutus in his sarly campaigns in
Macedonia, perhaps in conjunction with a scheme of M.
Antonius to rescue his brothar Galus. Although his plan was
foiled, Brutus did not punish him and only sent hiam away.
Gellius latear tuwrned up as a partisan of Antonius.*7

Like Messalla, ansther man who was to play an
important part in affairs at and aftter Actium was M.
ibollius. Appian writes that he was with Brutus at Philippi,
but, disguising himself as a slave aftesr the battle, was
snld Lo the man who evantually became his colleagus in the
consulship, Aemilius Barbula.®® The story may be doubtful,
but 1t i3 an example of the information collecied by Appian,

characterizing ths great soclal :turmnil of the period.

in civil war desertions were nol uncommon, fficers

who were Serving in some military capacity were prone to
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+ind themsglves, once a contlict had begun, fighting for
someone they would rather not. A case in point is T.
Labisnus, Uaesar’s marshal who switched do Pompeious in 49,
Az dndicated by the enthusiastic responzse of the Cassarian
lagions of Apamea, who invited Cassius to lsad tham,
desertion in the wars of 42-42 must have been freqgquent. Two

legates of Dolabeslla, C. Tittius and Sex. Marius, bobh

otherwise unknown, jumped ship to join bLentulus Spinther,. =%

Little is known about a faw men excepht that they
fought for Brutus and Cassius. Some such as L. Gestius
QBuirinus or the post Horace appeared at Fhilippi and then
went on bt live diverse but successful lives under
Augustus, Sestius in the summer of 44 aided Brutus when he
was preparing a fleet in Campania and was a proguasstor in
the East afterwards. Fubt on the proscriphtion list, he was
later pardoned by Augustus and made consul in 33 despite his
continued public devoltion to Brutus.,=e

Horace, the son of a freedman and an goues, joined
Brutus in Athens, probably while he was thers continuing his
education. Horace himself tells us that he was made a
military tribune but it was probably because there was a
lack of men with proper military sxperience., Brutus may have
looked for surh a group of young enthusiastic men to lead a
lagion in lisu of a legate. Horace s supposed behavior on

the battlefield is not to be taken sericusly. Throwing away



Mis sehield in the thick of battle was a lifsrary refarasnce
to Archilochus and others. Along with Horace came his friend

Fompeiugs, perhaps also an

-

i Flavius whom Flutarch reports diegd trving to save

Brutus’ life at Philippil has been idsntified with the .

Flavius {cognomen-Memic...?) whose ooins have confirmed hisg support

of Brotusm., Flavioes trisd to persuade Htticus to organize &
fund for Brutus® campaign, which he declined to do, ™%
Another amquaintance of Atticus was 0. Gellius Canus @hom e
shel tered atter Fhilippi. He may have been the father-—in-law
of yourng Q. Cicero’™s prospective bride.™

A tribune of 4%, M. Servilius, was among those
whose activities after 44 made them unpopular with Antonius
and Octavianus., He organized a meebting in the senate bea
proftected from Artonius® mob tactics. This roused Dicero bo
attend and deliver his first Philippic. Servilius also
proposed in the senate thait Cassius be given the command
anainst Dolabella in 43, Working for the Liberators in this
capacity, Antonius probably forced him to leave Italy. His
coins attest his service with Brutus.,™® Two other men are
known only from their coins, Pedanius Costa and L.
Flaetorius Cestianus. =

Other pfficers are known to have fought for Brutus.
A Clodius guarded and then executed C. Antonius.®® Another
Clodius was sent to Rhodes with a fleet of thirteen ships.

After Fhilippi he esscaped with Cassius Farmensis and joined



Staius Murcus and Domitius Shenobarbus.®” L. Sextilius Rufus
commanded a fleet against Dolabella and later occupied
Tarsus. =@ L. Varus was ordered to occupy Rheodes, after it
very reluctantly opened its gates and coffers to LCassius.=7
A Fahius was left in charge of Damascus while a P. Licinpius
took Cyrene.**® Each man was a component in the operations
which saw Brutus and Cassius take control of the entirs East

with the exception of Egypt.

I¥ Brutus® following of young nobiles recalls the
palitical battles of the late Republic, his other supporters
stand out for their own variety of political attitudes,. Many
followsd Brutus out of necessity, some from ambition, others
perhaps from apathy. More than a guarter gentuwry of intenss
political activity had eslapsed before the civil war betwesn
Cagsar and Fompeius. The latest civil conflict only
aggravated hostilities in old and new alliances. Fersonal
gnmity and party politics merged. These factors forceosd many
to chooese Brutus in a war that they did not wish to fight or
follow a leader in whom they put littleilmyalty, bellius
Poplicola, it must be remembered, tried to kill Brutus; the
commandsr himselfd had waited until the last hope for a
peraceful settlement vanished before being forced to take up
EITMS W

Many who filled Brutwus® ranks were opporiunists,

like Caesar’s formper officers, throwing in their iob with
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the senator who slew LCapsar and rallied the Eastern
provinces arocwund him. Qthers under the thrasat of death flec
Italy; the proscribsd and those whose politiecal intrigues
made their stay in Rome impossible. Octavianus and Antonius
forced them into service with Brutus. He did not draw these
meEn to himself for his cause. Those Pompelans who nursed
grudges against Caesar and his successors may have thought
similarly. Lentulus Spinther and §. Labienus lost their
fathers in that war.

However, Brutus, as a prominent 4igure. also
attracted many men to himsel$, and thess brought their own
companions. The vouwng Lucullus joined his cousin Bruatus
bringing Yolumnius., Young Cato, another cousin, was perhaps
accompanied by Statilius, his father’s close companion.
Brutus himself kad gsome frigmnds and acqguaintancss to take up
arms for him. Yarro Gibba, hisg ftormer guasstor, fought

beside him as did Cicero’s son,. Bellius Canus was a friend

t

of Cicerg and Atticus. One of Cicero’™s pupils. Messalla,
Joined Brutus, perhaps at Cicero’s request. Clcero may havea
personally recommended many men to Brutus. & lstter of
recommendation to Brutus for & centurion, C. Nassnnius, s
@xtant.?! s well, his fellow assassins must have looked for
Frutus” leadership in the forthcoming war as they did during
their plans to assassinat2 the dictator. & few men, such as
C. Velleius, may have been caraer saldiers who hoped to find

in Broutus a winning general to promote them in their
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military or civilian lives. Other legates, C. Tittius, Sex.
Marius and even perhaps A. Allienus switched to the
Repuhlican side when Dolabella sesmed doomed. All tvpes of
men were welcome in the crusade of Brutus and Cassius. less
dedicated o Brutus, they, mnevertheless, through choice ar
necessity, felt egual animosity te the Triumvirate. The
palicies at Antoniuwsz, Octavianus and Lepidus had mores to do
with the formation of this particular group of men than
Brutus’® war against tyranny. Like many political
associations, these men were not attracted to each other by
similar political visws but stood together under ths command

of Brutus in CGreece and Asia Minor for self-preseervacion.

Atter consolidating in Adsia Minor, Brutus and

Cassins met at Sardis and marched north at the hMead of

-3

nineteen legions, crogsing the Hellegpont in August of 402,
Faollowing them on the cpast were the fleets of Tillius
Cimber, Staius Murcus and Domitius Ahenabarbus. C. MNorbannus

Flarcus and L. Decidius Saxa, s2nt by the Triumvirs to stop

thair advance, had to retreat across northern Greece. Near

e

Fhilippi, the Libsrators set up their camps, and the {flest
anchored at nesrby Mespeolis. Antonius marched quickly to
meet them, aszs did Octavianus, whose illness hampered
noetatinons. The Triumviers® fwentyv-eight legions cul-numbsred

Brutus® but they had a much weaker supply line.

O Detober 23, the first batitle was fought. With



skirmishes ocourring during the bullding of tresnches and
palisades, Brutus attacked fntonius® forces and then btwrned
on Octavianus. All fouwr armies fell into the battle. Brutus
stormed Octavianus®™ camp, and the young Caesar barely
escaped. But Antonius took Cassiusa’™ camp and and the latter,
helisving that all wasg lost, commitited suicide.

Brutus united his army with Cassius’, and at first
refused a second battle, hoping that he could weaken the
2nemy, whoss supolies wers2 running out. News reached him
that the convoys of the Triumvirate had been destroved Ly
Mureus and Domitius Ahenobarbus. But it is said that Bratus
was implored to offer battle by his officers. He finally
gave in. 0On Novembest 14 he led out his fLroops, and was
swiftly defeated by AGntonius. Brutus and the survivors
scattered to the nearby mountains, and a night later, amid
his friends’ desperate attempts to save his lifs, Brutus
also commitiaed suwicide. Velleius Faterculus writes "Huno

exitum M. Bruti partiaom...forturna esse voluit., 2=

Although the majority of the men of Fhilippi wers
billed in the battle or disappear from history afterwards,
nevertheless an eramination of Brutus’ factio wounld mnot bDe
complete withowt a brief excursus on those who survived.
This is not only enlightening for the ceEriod before and
afier Actium, but also puts into perspective the formaticon

of political asssociations.
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After FPhilippi, some men, such as Messallas, macie
their peace with the Triumvirs while others fled to continus
the fight elsewhere. Atticus sheltered C. Volumnius, Livius
Decella, Torguatus and Gellius Canus.*T Murcus and Domitius
cantinued to patrol the Adriatic, harassing Dckavianmus when
possible, and even attacgking Brundisium.<4 C. Velleius found
his way baclk to Italy to serve Ti. Claudius Nerg, but
committed suwicide when age no longer permitted him to
accompany Mero abroad. Domitius Ahenobarbus was eventually
welcomed into Antﬁniuﬁ’ camp while Murcus allisd with Sews,
Fompeius®. In the East, Bibulus, Gellius Foplicola and the
assassin Turulliug served Antoniuvs. The younag Dicero, along
with Calpurnius Piso Frugi, Jjoinsd FPompsius in the West.,s™
@. Labienus led the Parthians to overrun parts of the
2astern provinces, styling himseld “Parthicus Imperator?’,. He
continued to trouble fHntonius until 32 when he was killed by
Ventidius.2% In the same vaear Staius Murcue was sxecuted by
Sex. Pompeius. Before Actium, Calpwnivs Eibulus, proconsul
of Syria, died in office. His brother—-ia-law, Domitius
Arencobarbus, switched to Dcoctavianus adfter his consulship in
Z2 and likewise passed away.?” In the vear of Actium,
Meesalla was consul. He reminded Octavianus that he himseld
frad always fought on the bettesr side, whethasr at Philippi or
Aotium. Turullius was executed by orders of Dotavianus. Soon

after this, the last surviving assassin, . Cassius

HH

Farmensl s, was aurdered in Athens,4®
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It is perhaps ironic that although Brutus died in 42
kis followsrs continued to be influential well into
Octavianus’® reign. The first emperor was as anxious for
political reconciliation as his father Caesar. Ten men, who
were with Brutus at Fhilippi, became consuls six under
Doctavianus: Marcius Crispus and Bellius Foplicola in 356,
Aemilius Paullus in 24, Domitius Ahenobarbus in T2, Messalla
in 21, Cicero and aAntistius Vetus in 30, Calpurnius FPiso and
Sestius Buirimalis in 23, and M. Lollius in 21. In 23, when
Avgustus was 111, he bestowed documents concerning the state
of the Republic on the consul, Calpurnius Fiso, his onetime
snemy.*® M, Llolliug became & close associate of Auoustus-
one of his ‘*hard-hesaded, hard-faced men. ' He served as an
important legalte all over the empire and supervisasd ths
yvoung L. Casgar. The role Brutus® men played in imparial
affairs culminated in 2 BC. Messalla Corvinus, friend of
Brutus and Cicero, stood in the segrnate and propossd that
Augustus include among his honowrs the fitle pater

patrias.=?
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The formation of Brutus® groug conformed o the
traditions of Roman society but was influencsd by the uniqus

characteristic

ut

of the late Republic. fAs illustrated by the
groups of men led by Datulus and Cato, relatives cooperabed

in their political affairs. Once the lsaders of the ssnate

Brubus® predec

o had been wsakened by the rise of
Fompeius and Laesar, and were powerlsss against their
violent tactics. Brutus, atter hiavaﬁsaﬁsiﬂatian nt Caesar,
took up the sons and surviving members of a political factio
which had itz roots in the Sullan regime. Most of these men
were the relatives of those who had provided opposition in
the émmate o Pompeius and Caesar, and later foughi against
the latter irn the civil war, Young Cato, Bibulus, Domitius
and Lucwllus had close ties with Brutus by politics and by
family., Unreconciled under Caesar or hig successors, they
rangwed their fathers™ association wunder Brutus. fAs well,
Brutus brought with him miscellanepus supporters, fris=nds
and contacts who regarded him as their patron. They varied
in social status and rank, and included Favonius, the orator
Terentius Varro Gipba, Cicern’s son, and frignds Volumnius,
Btatilius and Lurilius. In this way & noraal Roman factio

101
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operated, bonded by tiess of kinship and clientage, led by
pepular and powerful Roman aristocrat, in a manner typical
of the Roman Republic.

In contrast to this normal social phenomenon, many
of the men who fought at Fhilippi were directly affecied by
the past three years of Roman polities, which motiveted them
£ join Brutus. The end of the Republic was a pariod of
politieral and social disruption. In the previous centuries,
the factienalism between political families and groups could
be put away in a grisis, such as a war with a foreign
nation. Bur the emgrgencies of the late Republic were for
the most part civil disturbances, and the fagtionalism was
noat lessened but heightensed. Politics, which in other timess
fostered political associations based on the family,
patronage and othsr sosial relationships, now seriously
damaged thess institutions. The various groups of men
discussed here did nob operate together in the ssnate to
achieve mutual bengfits. They were forced to band together.

many under war—time conditions.

i]

Some of thoze who sided with the Liberators did sco

Y

only hecaduse the alternatives wers wirse. 8 few who servad
Fompaeilus renewed the fight against Caesar’s successors. Thay
did not find in Brutus a common leader but found common
enemies in Antonius, Octavianus, and sven Dolabella. For the
late Republic, where so many interest groups ackted in

variouws combinations, this process doss not sesm unusual.



The senate, with the conscls Hirtious and Fansa, worksd with
Do Brutus arnd Doctavianus against Gntoniuvs in 4750 Later,
Artonioug and DBotavianws worked in combination againzi the
senate and Brutus and Cassius. The alliances many men had
with Brutus can only be judged as transitorv; their
conswlships in the period aftter Fhilippi: show how sasily
Famans could take up other causes if political advantage was
to bhe had. Further, those who were proscribed had no
alternative but teo join Brutus or S9ex. Pompeius, and, for
some, Lhe cholice of Brutus may have been arbitrary. Many
fled en masse to the Hast regardless of family connections or
former political activities. Obligatory membership of this
type in a palitical following 15 cuite wnuswal and can be
only paralleled with the refugees Sulla collected from the
terror of Marius and Cinna.

Froconsul s, proguasstors and legates in the Last,
former officers of Caesar, who participated in or approvead of
the assassination of Caesar, were with Brutus. Their break
with Caessar shows how weak traditional political patronage
had become in the latE—Hepublic. These men wers noh driven
by love of Brutus either; ambition and hopes for advancement
encouraged them. Around them, Brutus and Cassius made a
foundation for their military operations. Like Dctavianus,

Brutus had his share of noyvi booines among his supporters.

Most were those who had risen under the patronship of

Lasgar. Others, like Favoniuws and Statilius stayved loval to
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their previous political following and chose to side with

their old patron’s nephew, Brutus. A few nowvi honines are

likely to have been conducting business in the East when
hostilities broke out and then joined Brutus. This is likelwy
in the cass of Fatiscus, most of whose caresr as & civilian

and magiszstrate was spent in the East. In all, like their

senatorial counter-parts, the novi-pomings brought varied
pelitical attitudes to Brutus® camp. They are distinguished
fraom the senior order though by their opportunism and
political obscurity.

The breakdown of traditional socio-politiral gmors

ln

in the late Republic is illustrated by this side of Brutus’®
following. The stakes in Roman politics had been raised to
an axtremely high level, and the outcome of this was some
very disturbing political behavior. Only one symptom of the
charnging political atmosphere was the various politieal hues
which the men who supportsd Brutus had. Under the stimelus
of victory or destruction, a da2sperate and diverse group

followed Brutus to the battlefield at Philippi.



FROSOPOGRAFHY :
THE ASEOCIATES OF BRUTUS 44-47

This prosppography covers the men who aided Brutus
from Qaesar’s death wntil +the battle of Fhilippi. Only
with caution may some bhe termed ’supporters’: their degres
of enthusiasm or lovality for Brutus’ cause is discussed in
the text. Offices which sach man held are listed in
chronological order, as well as references to rank and

social standing. Each entry is classifised as a senator or an

eques, patricians and novi homines are noted, the latter
with references where possible. Senator’s sons who had vet
to obtain & magistracy, while technically sguites are also
noted, A separate list (B) is included for the men who were
likely, but cannot be positively proven, to have been with
Brutus, Qppfmpriate citations are made to T.R.S5. EBEroughton,

Magistrates of the Roman Republic, T.F. Wiseman, New Men in

The Boman Senatz, the FPauly Wissowa Real Encycloniddiag, and

the Prosopographia Ioperili Romani.
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f. ATTESTED SUPFPORTERE OF BRUTUS

1. L. AEMILIUS (81 LEFIDUS PAULLUS

Fatrician Senator

Fraetor 53 (Ciec. Mil, 242
Consul 50 (Ciec. Ad Fam. B.4, 13 8B B1:

Froscribed by his brother Marcus the triumvir (Appian BC
4.12; and I7; Flut.ant. 193 Vell. 2.567), he escaped and
Joined Brutus im Greece (Appian BLC 4.37), and after
Fhilippi retired to Miletus (Bio 47.8,1).

F-W I, 5&5, von Rohden.

2. ko AEMILIUS (82) LEFIDUS POAULLUS

Senator
Froguasstor Cyprus 42 {appian BE S5.2:
Conswl Swifectus (July 1) 24 {(Diow 49.42, 13

Censor 22 (Dio 54,2, ¥



San of the above, Paullus is almost certainly the F.

whose coins have been found in Cyprus. The initial F. has

been shown to stand for Paullus by R.D. Weigel in

On P. Lepidus" CPH 73 (19278)

P~ A

42435,

Brutus {(fppian BLC 3.5, 27 and survived Fhilippi.

probably proscribed with his father,

Dctavianus, fought against Sex.

attaingd the consulship and censorship.

Fompeius,

wordk begun by his father on the Basilica Gemilia

49. 42,17,
Grant Imperium I5-34;
Broughton, MRR" CPh SG

von Rohdeng IR 1, 372

E.0.0 ANTISTIUS (47) VETUS

Senator

GOuaestor Spain

Tribune

Huasstor proprastor Syria

lLegatus

Fraomagistrate (or Legatus)
Consul Suffertus July tn Semt.

Legatus

R'

"Review of

Pl d

Cags.

K

"4 Note

{Dia

Al though
he was pardoned by
and sventually

He compleated the

565,

Sa 0

(Cic. Ad GLF.

2.1,3

(Rio 47.47,.2-42

(Cic. fg Brut. 1.11,

(Ropian, Ili:

Syme,

(1735 1Z25;
7 (Flut.
Y
45473
47

58 14
I8
0 {Vesll.
25 (ibid.}

z. 90,

£

LT LN W

)

4%

147

Lepidus

He capturesd Lyprus for

LA
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His guaestorship in 61 is contested (Broughton, MRRE 214,
n.2.). Sent in 4% to destroy the Fompeian Cascilius Bassus in
the city of Apamea in Syria by Caesar(lic. Ad. Att, 14.%, I3
8SE Z46; Dio 47 2,7), he was unsuccessful wuntil relieved by
Staius Muwrcus. On his way to Rome he gave his tribute money
to Brutus (Flut., Brut, 29), and eventually retuwrned to serve
as a legate (Cic. Ad, Brut, 1.11.2; SE 14 1.1Z.137 8B Z1).

Hm was pardoned by Octavianus and served him in some

capacity in Gaul by attacking the Ealassi in 35 (Appian
Illvr, 17). He later bescame consul with Dctavianus.

P-W I, 2558, Klebs; PIR I, 770.

4. M. AFULEIUS (13, cf. 14)

Senator

Buaestor Azia 45-47 (Cic. Phil. 10,2430

In his capacity as quasstor he gave troops (Appian BC I.
&%y Cic.Phil. 10.24) and money (Appian BC #4.73; Cic.Phil.
1Z2.22) Fraom Gsia Lo Brutus. See alzso CTiec. Ad Brut. 1.7,3:
Sk 1%, Probably not the consul of Z0 who was & distant

realative of Qortavianus (G. V. Sumner, “"The Loy Annalizn Under

Cagsar," Phoenix 28 (1271) 3&1-3630.
Gyma RRE 128, n.4; P-W II, 258, HKlebs and

von Robdeny PIR I, 959,



5. M. ARUINUS (35 cf. Aguinius 2

SGenator MNovus Homg (B. Afr. 373 {(Yhominem novum parvumoue

sanataram')

Legatus 44 (B, Afr. 57, BY.3)
l.egatus 4542 (Crawford, RRC S13)

Broughton makes the identification of the Aguinius who

109

fought agsinst Caesar in Africa and the fAguinus whose coins

cite bim as a legatus of Cassius at Rhodes. Probably also
the man who joined the assassins after Caesar®s death.
(Appian BL Z.11%),

Broughton M. R.R. suppl. 73 P-W II, 334, Klebs.

& Atilius (5) Serranus (7}

With Brutus at Philippi (Plut. Brut. 39.46) he was psrhaps a

relative. See chapter two, p. 37.

P-lW II, 2076, Hlebs.

7. i CALPURNIUS <273 BIBULLUS

Senator

Legatus 42 Gppian BC 4,104
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Fragtor Designate s (Bramt Imperium 43,32
Legatus Tb {MHor. Sat. 1.10.86)
Proconsul Syria Z4-X2  {(Appian BL 4.738)

fs a youth he Jjoined Brutus while still studying in Athens
{Cic. Ad Att., 12.32, 27 5B 271) and was praoascribead
(Appian BC 4.728). He was Brutus® step—son as his mother had
been married to M. Bibulus previously. In the =sast (Cic. Ad
Brut. I 7,1: 14,1: SR 19, 22}, he led the march to Fhilipp:
(Rppian BL IV 104) and later surrendersd to Antony (Applan
BC 5.38, 136). He was an envoy for Antonius (Horace
Sat. I, 10, 86) and proconsul of Byria in 32 whare he
digd (Appian BL 4.38). He wrote a pamphlet book on Brutus

(Flut. _Brut., 273,

F—W 111, 1367, Cichorius.

8. CN., CALPURNIUS (235 FISO FRUGT

Senator

Froguasshor 49 (Crawford RRE 597
Legatus 44 (B. Afr, E.1, 18,1
Legatus (7 4724 (Tan, bnnalsg 2. 4350
Ruasshor (7 a47-Z& (Grant, Impsriuem 510
Consul Suffectus =5 (Dio SZ.30, 10

from Juns 14
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Having fought against Caesar in the civil war he later served
with Brutus at FPhilippi (Tacitus Ann. 2.43) and later

became an officer with Sex. Pompey (Grant, Imperium 313
until the Triumvirs tock Sicily in 36. He was asked to be
gonsul in 27 by Augustus, and was responsible for documents

on the state of the empire when Augustus was near death.

P-W ITI, 13%91, Minzer; FIR II, 286.

9. T. CASSIUS (5% LLONGINUS

Senator

)
)i
n
ok

[huaestor Syria (Vell., 2.44,4)

Froquasstor Syria S52-51 (Cic. Ad Fam. 1%5.14;
SBO106)
Tribune 49 (Bic. Ad_Att. 7.2;
ER 145)
Frasfectus 49—-45 {(Camss. BC 3.1013
Leagatus 47-446 (Cic. Ad Fam. bh. &, 105
SE 1217
Frastor Ferzgrinus 44 (Cic. Ad Fam. 11,27 5B 22
Froconsul Cyvrene 44 (Cic. Phil. =2.371)
Froconsal Syria 43~-42 (Cic. Ad Fam. 12.11y
with majius imperium SR I&b6; Fhil. 11303202

in the East

3
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Eonsul Designate (7?7) 43 (Cic. Ad Fam. 12,223

funtull+illed? 5B 344

Early in his career Cassius accompanied Crassus o Hyria in
his unsuccessful attempt to invade Parthia. After the
annihilation at Carrhae, Cassius took control of the
province and fought off & Farthian advance. On his return
to Rome he sided with Fompeius during the civil war but
with Brutus’ aid, made hiszs peace with Caesar after
Frharsalus., Praetar in 44 and perhaps consul designate in 41

(see H. Bruhns, Cassar und die rémische Oberschict in den

dahren A%-44 v, Cher., 147-148), Cassius, along with Brutus,

formed a conspiracy against Cassar and murdered him  in
March 44. Forced to Flee Italy, Cassius went to the East
where he won over many commanders in a short period of time
and formed a large force. He marched with Brutus to
Fhilippi where he committed suicide after the first
engagemant.

G. V. Bumner Fhoenix, 25, (1971) Z&5; P-W III,

1727, Frohlich.

10. L. CAESIUS {15) LOMGINUE

Senator™s san

l.egatus AZT~47 {Appian BLC 4.&730
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The nephew of Cassius (above), he was in command of 2 legion
whern his uncle visited Brutus in Asia. (Apoian BC 4.863). He
fell at Fhilippi.

F-W TII, 1&7%, Minzer.

11. C. CASSIUS (80) FARMENSIS

Senator Novus Homo

Cuaestor Asia M) 4% (Ciec. Ad Fam. 12.13:
SEr 413)
Proguaestor fsia (7} 42 (ibid.)

Assassing he came east and was in command of a fleset

which fought against Dolabella’s shipe {(Cic. Ad_Fam.
12,132 Appian BL S5.2). After Philippi he joined Domitiuas
ard Staius Murcus and was later murdersd in Athens ather
ABoctium (Vell, 2.87). On his novifas see Wiseman,

New Men, noa. 108,

P-W 111, 1743, Skutsch.

12, CLODIWUS ()

Eques

Framfectus ‘42 (Appian BC S5.2

A



Sent to Rhodes by Brutus with thirieen shipo,

after Philippi with Cassius Parmenzis to join Staius

Domitius (Appian B S.2).

o8- H

FP-W 1V, &4, Minzer.

Z. CLODIUS (&)

Eques

He supervised the execution of C. Antonius

P-4 IV, &4, Minzer.

14, F. CORNELIUS (23%) LENTULUS SFINTHER

he escaped

(Dio 47.24,2;

Senator
Duasstor 44 {(Cic. Ag Att., 14,11,
Proguaestor Gzia 47 (Ciec. fd Fam, 120143

Legatus (7 4Z-4Z (Hppian

Having fought for Pompsius during the oiwvil

pardoned by Caesar and claimed to have bheen

conspiracy (Appian BL 2. 1193 Plut. Cass.

BC 4, 72)

ii4

and

D
bl

war he was soparently

part of

L7 =3

g

Fam. 12.14,6; SR 405). He probably went esast with Trebonius,

st

where he wrote bto Cicero (Ad Fam. 12.14: 3B

405y and the
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senate {(Ad Fam. 12.15; 8B 19on the conditions in fAsia after
Trebonius’ death. He then escaped to Brutus and returned to
Asia. He fought against the Rhodians (Appian BE 4.72) and
since nothing is heard of him after 42 it is asswumed that

he died at Fhilippi. On his adoption to the Manlii Torquatii

see Shackleton Bailey Two Studies 1173,

P~W IV, 1398, Minzer.

15. CN, DOMITIUS (27 AHEMNMDBAREBUS

Senator

Prasfectus Classis (M) 44 (Cic. Ad Att, 14.4,4:
SE 411)

Legatus (7)) 4% (Cig. Ad Brut., 1.9,3
Sk %)

Legatus (7 42 (Appian BLC 4.842

Fromagistrate 41 {Appian 35.24)

Framagistrate Bithynia and Pontus 40-24 (Appian BL 35.4&67)

Consul 32 (Appian BLC %.75

Legatus =1 {Buet. Nerog 3.27

Atter fighting alonoside his father during the civil war,
he was probably not pardoned by Caesar. He Joinsd his
cousin  Brutus after the assassination (Cic. Af &tt,

16.4.4; BB 411) and was later proscribed. He fought  against
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Dolabella in Azia (Cie. PLOil. 10, 13} and helped Murcus
blopckade the triumvirs (Appian BE 4.86). Surviving Fhilippi
he held an independent command in the Adriatic, and attacked
Brundisium (Appian BC 3.50). Asinius Pollio convinced him to
join Antonius (Appian BC 5.30). He governed Bithynia and
Fontus for Antonius and participated in the Parthian
campaign. Consul in 32 he switched to Octavianus on the eve

of the battle of Actium and died shortly afterwards (Dio

F-W vV, 1328, Minzer.

16, FABIUS (3

Eques

Fraefectus F~42 (Jossphus A 14,295-7:

B 127690

He governed Damascus for Cassius.

P-w VI, 1743, Minzer.

17, M. FAVOMIUS (1)

Senator Novus Hamo

M

Duaestor before 39 (Plut. Cat. Min. T3



fedile 52 (Plut. Cat, Min, 44&)
Frastor 472 (Vell., 2.97.12
Proquasstor Magedonia 48 (Dio 41.43.2-3)

A close associate of Cato he served Pompeiwns in the civil
war {Caes. BC ZI.36) and then retired perhaps unpardoned by
Cagsar. He joined Brutus after the conspiracy (Flut. Brut.
T4, 2-4) and was put to death at Philippi (Buet. Aug. 1Z.2).
On his novitas ses Wiseman, New Men. no. 173

Pe-W VI, 2074, Minzer.

ig. C. FLAVIUES (11) HEMIC... (™

Senator

lL.egatus propraetore A3-42 (Crawford RRLC Tié:

Flutarch (Brut. 51.1) believes him +to be Brutus® chief
of engineers, but according fto His Coins he was a lesgatus
pro pragtore. He tried unsuccessfully to persuade Atticus
to contribute funds to the Libgrators’™ cauge (Cic. &d

Brut, 1.4.4;8R 12 17.3; BB 26 Nepos Atticus S.1).  On



his coins and cognomen see Crawford RLR,C 51& no. S04 and
note 1.

P-W VI, 252&, Minzer.

19. L. GELLIUS <18) POPLICOLA

Quaestor proprastores : 41 (Crawford RRC 52350
Consul 36 (Dio 49.1,1)
Legatus I1 (Vell. Z.8B5,2)

Son of the Fompeian general and half-brother to Messalla hs
was with Brutus in Macedonia. He tried to murder Brutus but
was detected (Dio 47.24,3). He becams a partisan of Antonius
and probably died at Actium. Almost certainly Catullus’
Gellius in poems B8-%1.

P-W VII, 1003, Minzer.

J0. B HORATIWUE (103 FLACZTUS

Eques

Military Tribune 4342 (Buet. Yit, Hor, 1)
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A military tribune of Brutus at Fhilippi, he was pardoned

after the battle. He became s scriba guasstorius in Rome and

in about IE his poetry brought him to the attsgntion of

Maecenas. He eventually received Augustus’™ patronage.

F~W VMITII, 2336, Stemplinger.

21, B, HORTENSIUS (8) HORTALUS

Senator

Legatus/Praefectus Classis 49 (Suet, Jul. 31.1)
{(Appian B 2.47)

Frastor (9 43 (Cic. FPhil 10.24)

Froconsul Macedeonia 44-4% (ibid.)

A Cassarian during the civil war he was in  charge

of Caesar™s FParthianm legions in Macedonia, Instead of
stepping down to his successor, L. Antonius, in 43, he
Joined his relative Brutus, capturad Antonius and latsr

executed him.s (Cic. Phil, 10.12,175,24,26; FPlut. Bruyt. S5.23



Dio 47.21.45.

fAfter Philippi Antony had him exscubesd

2.71. 023,
G. V. Sumner FPhoenix 25 (1971 2583 P~W VIII,
2448, Minzer.

22. 8. LABIENUS (5)

Senator’s Son

Legatus 42 (Vell. 2.78B,1)

He was sant by Brutus to soliclit

after Philippi led them against Antonius,

raid Syria and Asia Minor until
killed inm 39 by Ventidius (Vell.
IR.I ATL19FF.

P-W XII, 2828, Minzer.

2. M. LIDINIUG (110) LUCULLUE

Sgnator’=s Son

The son of

with him shortly before he l2ft ITihaly

aid Froam the Parthians,

Lucullus Paonticus and a cousin of

and
He continued fo
he was defesated and

2.78.1; Dio 48.19.4,

Brutuz, he was

(Cic. Ad_Htt, 1h.1,1;



5B 409y, and fought at Fhilippi (Vell. 2.71.2).

F-W XTI, 418, Miltiner.

24, P. LICINIUS (not in P-W)

Semnator

Proguaestor Cyrene 4% (Branmt, Imperium I35
Otherwise unknown, his coins show his proguasstorship under

Erutus and Cassius.

25. M, LIVIUS (19 DRUSUS CLAUDIANUS

Senator
- S0 (Cic. Ad Fam. 8.14,4;

Sg 97)

Father of Octavianus’® wife Livia, he was among the deacd
at Fhilippi (Vell. 2.72.2).

F~-W XIII, 2Bl, HMinz=ir.
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2&, L. LIVIUS (25 OCELLA

Senator

Frastor late republic (Plut. Brut. 35

Manuscript readings suggest that Ocella is to be identifisd
with 1. the L.Cella pardomn=d by Caeser at Ukica (B,
Afr. 92.1)3 2.} the L. Pella, an aszociate of Cassius at
Sardis (FPlut. Brut. Z5: and 3.) the L. Julius Mogilla

wham Atticus sheltered after FPhilippi (Mepos Att. 11.2%.

C. Cichorius Rimische Studien 257-7: Broughton,

MRR Vol. II, 4&4, suppl. 343 and F-W XIII, 887,

LEVLEL LSS

Minzer.

27. Moo LOLLTUE (1)

Senator

Legatus {(7) 4Z-42 (Applian L 4.49}
Froconsul Galatia and Famphylia 28 (Yell, 2.97,1
Consul 21 {(Dio B4, &, 12
Froconsul Macedonia 17-18 (Diog S54.20,3)

Froconsul Gallia Comata 1716 (Dip T4.050, 43



After being proscribed,
capacity under Brutus.

was sold as a slavas.

former master {(Appian 4.4%). As a member

inneEr circle he played an important role in imperial

in 2 AD.

until he was disgraced

Syme, KRR T42, 429; P-W XITT,

EIR Y, 3i1.

28. A. MANLIUS (72) TORBUATUE

Senator

Quasstor

An A. Torgquatus was sheltered after the

15.3) this could

{Nepos Att., 11.323 and

127
it

he was in some sort of military
Appian writes that after Fhilippi he

He later became consul along with his

of Dctavianus’

affairs

1277, Groag;:

{7

war by Atticus

vary well be the

gquaestar of the same name who fought with FPansa against

Antony (Cic. Ad Brut., 14 (1.4); 5B

12

Appilan Z.748).

I thim

is 80 he is the only recorded person to fight for the sanate

in Italy, pscape to Greece

Linerators in Greece, wsomething whisch

impussible. He could also he the

addresses in a coupls of poems

J. Mitchell, "The Toroguati®.

(12&& Z26-27; F-W XTIV, 1192

iy

Torguatus

(Ep. I 5.3;

and then fight for the

not

i
whom Horacs

e

Garm. IV 70275,

Histgria 15

Milnzer.
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29, 8. MARCIUS (82 CRISFUS

Senator

Aedile by 5B (Cic. Fiszp &)

Legatus Macedonia 57~530 {(ibid.?

Prastor between S4—4b

Procaonsul Bithynia and Pontus 45 » (Cic. Phil, 11.307

Consul Suffectus (7) b (Fast. Cap. Degrassi 231.)

A Cassarian partisan he brought his legions to Staius
Murcus +for the siege against Caecilius Bassus and then
gave them to Cagsiueg (Cic., Phil, 9.30; Ad Fam. (2.11.13
Vell., 2.69.2; Appian BC T.77, 4.38). Although Cassius
says that Marcius Crispus gave himself and his troops over
to hig authority, Dio writes that immediately after the
death of Dolabella he retired (47.28.4). He may be the
mysterious consul Marcius of J&6. On the confusion concerning
his magistracies gsee Broughton PRR suppl. 39,

G. Y. Sumner Phoenix, 25, {(1971) 246%; P-4 XI¥,

1555, Minzer.

20, BEX. MARIUB (273

Senatar (7
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Legatus 43 (Cic. Ad Fam. 12.15,3;

SB 4067

One of Dolabella’s officers who deserted to Lentulus

Spinther’s fleget.

P-lW XIV, 1820, Minzer.

I1. L. MINUCIUB (3B) BASILUS

Senator Ngvuz Homo

Frastor 45 {(Digo 47.47,5)
lLegatus 44-47 (Cic. Ad Brut., 1.6,3;
SB 123

Azssassin: originally M. Satrius (Cic. de Q4+, Z.74), by
which name Brutus refers to him. A disgruntled partisan of
Cassar’s, he became Trebonius’® lsgate after the Ides of March
and continued his service under Brutus (Caes. BE 7.%0.35;

s

Dio I« 47.3; Appian BL IZ.113). After Fhilippi he
was murdersd by his slaves (Appian BL 2,98, 4097 . R.
Syme, "Genators, Tribes and Towns" Hist., 13 (1944)  121-2,

arguss persuasively for the identification of Bssilus with

Gatrius. Shackleton Bailey Two Studies 334 denies thig. On
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his novitas see Wiseman, New Men, no. I79.
&. V. Sumner, Fhoenix, 25 {(1971) I58; F-W XV,

1948, Minzer.

L

2. FACUVIUS (ANTISTIUS Z5) LARBED

Senator Novus Homo

Legatus Oreece 472 (Plut. Brut., 51

Asisassing little is known about Facuvius except his role as
a conspirator and later legate of Brutus. After Fhilippi he
had & slave kill him (Appian BC 4.133). E. Badian "The

fAttempt to Try Caesar,"” Folis and Imperiums Studigs in

Honouwr of E.T. Salmon 152 attempts an identifigcation. He is

mistakenly named Antistius in confusion wiith his son’s

adoption ses SPB Twg Studiss 11. 8n his novita

H]

-y

Wiseman, New Men, ng.3Z.

F-W I, 2338, Klebs.

IT. 0. PATISCUS/PATISIUS (1)

Senator  Novus Homo

Legatus 48 (2 (B, Alesx. 34,57



Proquasstor fsia 4.5 (Cic. Ad_Fam, 12.19;

SO 40480

An envoy of Caesar’s to Cilicia he is probably to be
identified with the officer of Trebonius and Lentulus
Spinther as well as the businessman who dealt in panthers in
Cilicia in the S30s (Cic. Ad. Fam. B.9.3y SB 82, On his
novitas see Wiseman pNew Men no. 310,

Shackleteon Bailey, Epigstulae ad Fampiliares

Vol.1l, ZI93; P-W XVIII, 2170, Minzer.

4, PEDANMIUS (2} COETA

Senator Novus Homo

Legatus 4%-42 (Crawford RRC 5173

Otherwise wunknown, his coins identify him as Brutus’™ legats.

Cichorius Rimizche Studien 1745: P—id XIX,

19, Milnzer.

0. L. PLAETDRIUES (13) CESTIANUS

Senator

Duassior (Froguaestor 7) 42 ACrawford, RRC 35183



Frown only from his coins,.

F-W XX, 1930, Minzer.

I6.  FOMPEIUS (G0 (VARUS 7

Eques (™)

Horace's friend, he fought at Fhilippi (Qde

F-W XXI, 2262, Fiessling-Heinze.

7. M. FDRCIWUS (12} CATO

Senator’s son

Lagatus 42-42 (Plut.

Cata

2.7

fd

128

Som of Cato Uticensis, he was envov to Cappadocia of Brutus

and Cassius and later died at Philippi (Vell.

Flut. Brut., 49.5; Appian BC  4.135).

F-W XXII, 1&&, Miltner,

bl
e



8. SEX. QUINCTILIUS (8,17 VARUS

Fatrician Senator
Quaestor 4% (Caes. BC 1.23,2)

Fraetor 44 (7Y

Although little iz Known about him, he fought for FPompeius
in the previouws civil war and was probably pardonsd by
Caesar. He fought at Fhilippi (Vell. 2.71.2).

Broughton, M.R.B. suppl. 923 P-W X1V,

02, 05, bundel.

I9. L. (RUINCTILIUS 11) VARUS

Senator (7

legatus 42 {(Appiar BC 4.74:,

Otherwise unknown Cassius left him in charge of a garrison
at Rhodes.

R. Byme "Missing Fersons,' Hist. 9 (195&)

208, Broughton, MRR Suppl. 32; F-W XXIV,

0o, Gundel.



40, Q. SERVILIUS CAEPIO BRUTUS [M.

Senator

fuaestor Cilicia

l.egatus

lLegatus proprasgtore Cisalpine Gaul

Frastor Urbanus

Fraoconsul Macedonia and East
Consul Designatus

(umful Filled)

1750

TUNIUS (53) BRUTUSI

i

(auet. Vire. I11.

m

2.7-4)
49~48 (Flut. Brut. 4.2
46~4% (Cic. Ad _Fam.

b6, 10 SBy 2T4)
44 {Cic. Ad Fam. 7.21;

SE 145)

43-42 (Cic. Phil. 10.29-26)
41 (Cic. Ad_Fam. 12.2,2:

SE I44)

The nephew of Cato accompanied him to Cyprus and his

father—-in~law &. Claudius Pulcher fto Cilicia. In the oivil

war Brutus sided with Pompeius but was pardoned by Caesar.

Hrder him Brutus served as governor of Gaul in 46~-4% and

pragtor in 44. At +this timg he

against Caesar with Cassius.

formed & conspiracy

Ofter the Ides of March he and

Cassius were eventually forced to fles Italy., Drutus went

to Gregoe, and ralsed an army and funds for the forthcoming

war. After his detsst at Fhilippi he committed suicide.

5. V. ESumner Phoenix,

(1971) 345-Téb;

M. L. Clarke, The Noblegt Roman: Mo Fadin

Marcus Beragtum; P-W

Iy Gelzer.
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41, (C.) SERVILIUS (52) CABCH

Senator

Tribune (7)) 44 (Dio 44.52,2)

Assassing he fought at Philippi along with his brother (Dio

44,52.2; Cic. Phil.2. 273 anth. Lat., 457), On the possible

confusion between him and another Casca who was tribums in
44 see Broughton M.E.R, suppl. 3598.

F-W A, II, 1788, Minzer.

42, P. SERVILIUS (53) CASCA LONGUS

Ssnator
Tribune 47 (Cic. Ad_Att. 145.1%)
l.2gatus 42 ACrawford, RRL 35177

Assassin: forced to leave when Octavian marched on Rome

(Dio 45.4%,1), he became an officer of Brutus’ Fflest (Flut.

Brut, 45.5-6). He fought at Fhilippi (Anth. Lat. 4357).
Broughton ML.R.B. suppl. %58y P-W &, 11,

1788, Minzer.



4%. M. SBERVILIUS (21

Senator
Tribune 44 {(Cig. Phil, 4.16)
Legatus 43T~-42 {(Crawford, RRL 51&)

Having made a proposal in favor of Cassius’®™ command against
Dolabellia (Cic. Ad Fam. 12.7.13 SR 34&7), he later served
Brutus as a legate.

F~W II, A, 17&b&, Minzer.

44. L. SESTIUS (I QRUIRINUS

Senator

Duaestor 44  {(Appian EBC 4.3
Froguaestor Macesdonia 4% (ibid.:

Consul Suffectus 23 (Mo 33.32,4

He raiged a Ffleet +or Brutus and Cassius (Cic Ad Atb.
1&.4. 4y 88 411, Crawford R.R,.E. S15 np. 3502) and

followsd him to Greece.He later became consul suffect under
fiugustus. Perhaps the Sestius of Horace Dde 1.4,

Broughton M.R.R. supplehent 3%9; P-W II, &,

168, Minzer.



4%5. L. SEXTILIUS (24 CF.23) RUFUS

Eques

Fraefaectus Classis 4% (Cic. Ad Fam. 12.13,4;

SB 419).

He commanded the fleet of Cassius against Dolabells

arnd oceupied Tarsug for him (Dio 47.751.3).

P-W II, A, 2037, Minzer.

46, L. STARIUE (Z) MURCUS

Senator NMovus Homo

lagatus 48~44H (Caes. EBLC T.42,32)
Fraetor 435 7)

Froconsul Syria 4447 (Cie. Phii. 11,7507
Legatus A42-39 (Vell. 2,777,373

Formerly a partisan of Caesar he became a proconsul of Svria
hasieged Caexilius HBassus with Marcius Crispus (Dic.Ad Fam.
12.11.1, SB 24%9; Vell. 2.4%9.2: Appian BC Z.77; Rip 47.27,%).
He then became an admiral and helped defeat Dolabella (Dio

47,20.4) . Under Brutus he blogkaded the triumvirs {(dppian EC

4,115, S.8; Flut. éAnt., 47.2-7), and continuaed to harass

and



Fob
i
e

them after FPhilippi (Vell. 2.72.4; fppilan 5.2y Dig 47.18.3~
4). Later he joined Sextus Pompey who put him to death in

29 (Appian 5.50, 70). Dn his novitas see Wiseman,

New Men, no. 411.
B. V. Sumner Fhoenix, 25, (1971) I&6t; P-W III, A,

21Z&, Minzer.

47, Statilius (2)

Senator Novus Homo

A follower of Cato Uticensis, he was with Brutus at Philippi

{

(Plut. Cat, Min., 65,43 &&6,3; 73,73 HBrut, 12,23 51,3). For

e

his Epicureanism sze A, Momigliano, review of B. Farrington,

Scignce and Politics in the Ancient World, JRE Z1 (1941) 149~

157. On his novitas see Wisemarn New Men rno. 412.

P~ TIIIl, A, 2184, Minzer.

48, M. TERENTIUS (8% VARRO GIBRA

Ganator

fluaestor Disalpine Gaul 44 (Cic. Ad Fam. 13,100

Trihune 4% {Dio 47.11,3)



Having servad Brutus in Cisalpine Gaul he joined him in
Gresce (Vell., 2.71.2) when he was proscribed.

F-W Y, &, 704, Minzer.

49, L. TILLIUS (5) CIMEER

Senator Novys Hpmo

Fraetor 45 ()
Froconsul Bithvynia and Pontus 44-43% (dAppian BE T.2%
Legatus 42 (Appian REC 4.102)

Assassing formerly a partisan of Cassar, he suceeded Marcius

Crispus in Bithynias and Fontus, and raised men, money and

flest far Brutus (Appian BC 2.463 Cic. Ad Fam. 12, 1203

S 25%). He sent a3 fleet against Deolabella and marchsd
against him in Asia (Cic., Ad Fam. 12.13.7%; BB 28%; Cic.
Brut, 1.6.%; Lo 47.31.1-2). He then joined Brutus at
Fhilippi {(Appian 4,102-3}. On his novitas see
Wiseman, New Men, no. 430,

G. V. Sumner Fhoesnix, 25, (1971) 3Ti&l; F-KW VI, &,

1028, Minzer.

A

Ad
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IG. T TITIUS (9

Legatus 43 (Cic. Ad Fam, 12.18.5%

SR 40&)

One of Dolabella’s legates who deserted to the fleet of F.

Cornelius Lentulus Spinther.

P-W VI, A, 135354, Minzer

1. C. TREBONIUS (&)

Senator Ngvus Homo (Cic. Phil, .23
Buasstar &0 (7Y (Ciec. Ad Fam., 15.21,23%
Tribune oo (Flut. Cat. Min, 43I
lL.egatus Gaul 94-49 (Caes. RGE S.17,D
Frastor 48 {(Caes, BL T.20,11
Froconsul Hispania Ulterior 47~45 (B, Alex. &4.2)

Consul Suffectus 435 (Die 473.446,2)

(O=t. 1}

Froconsul  Asia 44-47  (Appian BL 5.0

Amsassing formaerly a legate of Caesar, he made his way to
the province of fisia afisr the Ides of March, and thers aided

Brutus and Cassius {(Cic. Ad Att. 14.13.1; 88 T4H4 &d



Fam.12.165 SB 328; fppian BLC 3.2,6; Dio 47.21.3, 256.1).
While trying to contain Dolabella he was captured and
executed (Cic. Phil. 11 passimy 12.21, 2853 13.22, I&6-9,
14.8; Ad _Brut, Z.7.1, 53 Sk T; Appian 3.26, 613 Dio 47.2%;
Vell, 2.6%9. 1y Josephus Ad 14, 225). On his novitas

see Wiseman, New Men, no.444,

P-W VI, A, 2274, Murmzer

wae M, TULLIUS (20 CICERD

Frasfectus Eguitum 49-48 (Cic. de OFff, 2,45
Legatus 4742 (Flut. Brut. 26,3
Consul Suffectus 30 {PFppian BC 4.51)

{(from Nov. 1)

FProconsul Asia 2725

Froconsul Syria 7 {Appian BC 4.51)

Interrupting his studies in &thens to join Brutus he became
an effective cavalry commander {(Flut. Cic, 45.2; Brub.
24.2: Appian BC 4.20; Cic. Ad Brut., 1.5; SR 2). He was
nroscribed (Appian 4.19, 200 and aftter FPhilippi joined
Cassiuse Farmensgis, Murcuas and Domitius dhenobarbus (Appian
BG 4.2). He escaped to Sex. Pompeius but later bhecams
allied with Dctavianus after the amnesty of I9. He bscame
consul suffect in T,

F-W VII, A, 1281, Hanslik.
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5Z. D.  TURULLIUE (133

Senator Novus Homo

thuaestor 44 (Cic, Ad Fam. 12.13,7
EB 419}

Proguaestor (%) 4% {ibid.?

Fragfectus Classig 42 {(fippian BC 35.2)

Pragfectus 3231 (Val Mawx. 1.1,19)

Assassing he was a guaestor of Tillius Cimber and fought
against Dolabella. After Philippi he fled with Cassius
FParmensis, and joined Antonius but was executed by Uctavianus
after the battle of Actium (Dio S1.8.2). For his povitas
gencris see Wiseman, New Men, no. 450,

Erowghton, M.R.R. supplement &4; P-W VII, A.

1451, Goessler.

S4. M. VALERIUS (2461) MESSALLA CORVINUS

Senator Patrician

Legatus I3 (Vell, 2.71,1:
Frastor Suffectus 40 (Jossphus AJ 14.384)
Frasfectus Classis I {(Appian EBL 5.1035
Donzul Suffectus A (Tacz. Ann. 13,34, 13

until Maw 19
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He followed Brutus to the sast (Cic. Ad Brut. 1.12.1; SB
21 1.15,1; BB 23 and was proscribed but was quickly
removed from the list (App 4.38, 5.11%; Dio 47.11.4-5,
49,16, 1). Velleius says he was in auctoritas next to
Brutus and Cassius at Philippi (2.71,1) and commanded
Brutus’left wing but refused to lsgad the suvivors and
jained Antony {(Appian 4.3B, 136, $.113). He later {(after &)
hecame allied with Octavianus and bescame vary prominsnt
during the Augustan age, as an orator and gatron to a

literary circle. In 4 BC he proposed the title Pategr Patriae

for Augustus (Suet. Aug. S8,2).

F-Ww WVIII, &, 131 Hanslik.

295. L. VELLEIUS (2) (PATERCULUS)

Eques
Frapfectus Fabrum 40 (Vell. Z.76&, 1)
He served wnder FPompsius  and Brubtus, probably as an

gnginesr, For his npvitas sge Wissman, Mew Men., no.

4732.

P-W VIII, A, 437, Dinie.
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BhH., Do (or T.) VOLUMNIUS (93

Egues

Hilled by Antony at Fhilippi, he was a friend of M. Lucullus

{(Val. Maw. IV.VII, 4).

F-W IX, A, 876, Gundel

57. P. VOLUMNIUS (2}

Eques

A philosopher and historian who accompanied Brutus sast and

was with him &t his suicide at Fhilippi. He wrote a

bioggraphy of Brutus (Flat,.Bruat., 48, 5S1) and was perhaps

the man who was later sheltersd by Atticus (Nepos Gtt.
2,10, if¥ he was not Volumnius Flaccus. It seems unlikely
that he can be identified with Flaccus wha was an envoy of
D, Brutus in Gawl (Cic Ad Fap. 11.18,1; 8B 3970 or vVolumnius
Enterpulus as Wiseman suguests (MNew Men no.Z07).

F-W IX, A. 1, B74, Sundel.
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B, LIEKELY SUFPFORTERS OF BRUTLS

This lists those who probably were with Brutus but

information about their involveont remains wnclesar.

S8. A. ALLIENUS

Senator Novdas Homo

Legatus &1-3%9 (Cie. Ad O.f. 1.1.10
SB 1)
Tribune 55 (7)) {(Lachmann, Rémishe

Feldmessar

1.2863)
Frastor 49 (Cic. fAd _Att. 10.13,3;
SB 207
Froconsul Sicily 43-446 (B, Afr, =4}
Legatus 47z (Cic. Phil, 11.303

& partisan of Caesar, he was a legate of Dolabella and was
=ent to Egvpt to procure three legions. On his way back he

met Cassius and these legions were ftaken fram him (Cic. Ad

U

Fam, 12.11,13 SB I566312.12,1; BB IB7; Appian BD T.789; 4.59-

S1). He may have jonined the campaign but no mention of him
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is made afterwards., On his npovites sce Wiseman New
Men no. 21.

F-W I, 1585, Klebs.

39. CAECILIUS (1) BUCILIANUS
Senator

Along with his breother he participated in the
assassination of Caesar (Appian 2.114). Latesr, he aided
Brutus in preparing a fleet in Campania (Cic Ad. Art.
16.2,4; SB 41i1). Whether he followed Brutus to Greece is
wnknown.

F—W 111, 986, Klebs

&0. [, GELLIUS (13 CANUS
Eques (73

Sheltersed Dy Atticus atter the proscriptions (Nepos ALt.
10}, there is no evidence to confirm he was at Philipni but
may have been part of the group along with Ocella and
Molumnius  to which Atticus gave aid  after the battlis. He

may also have been the same man who betropthed his daughter to
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Cicero’s nephew (Cic. Ad_Att. 15.21; 8B 3I98), and was the
brother to L. Gellius Poplicola. See Shackleton Bailey

Letters to Atticus Vol., 11, p. 174,

F-W VII, 1001, Minzesr.



APPENDIX ONE: PLUTARDH? S BRUTLS

In & prosopographical study of a group of men it i=
crucial to delfermine thaeir mobives which made them different
From other individuals. The emphasis of this work is on the
composition and workings of Brﬁtus’ supporters. Bub 1t is
also important to evalwuate their leader. Without an
acgurate estimation of the reasons which encowragad Droatus in
the course of his political life, a study of his followers
would be deceptive. The problem is recogrizing that
Flutarch, one of the main sowrces of information about him,
is highly biased and to interpret what Flutarch is trying fo
achieve.

Flutarch™ s account was written almost a centuwry and
a half atter Philippi. Floutarch is not primarily
concerned with historicel accuracy but is content to
instruct his readers by illustrations of noble characters.
Moreover, by the time Flutarch came to write about Brutus,
the reputation of the Tyrannicide had grown to bes a
symhol for those opposed to imperial rule. In Flutarch’™s
time men exhibited, aibeit privately, busts of Bruotus
and Cazzsius and celebrated them in verse.* Flutarch®s
work had a wide appeal and his portrayval of the philosophar

144



in action is all too familiar. A modern bioqrapﬁer mpaaks
of Brutus® virtus as a philozophically ftempersd teait
which shaped his life.® Donversely, in view of the

Mistory of the late Republic, Brutus can be comfortabiy
sEEn as ons of a number of Romarn oligerchse who, frustrated
in his attempts to acquire his proper status. rebeiled
anainst the existing govarnment and was foroed to

detend thamsalves by arms. It the historical Erotus is
Fetrievable, his motives for murdering Caesar and
participating in the armed contlict that followed must be

recognired and understaood.

Flutarch relates the life of a philosophically-minded

Roman who resists an egasy servitude under a3 tyrant and,
maﬁing good his own spiritual beliefs, slays himo GQuiest,
contemplative and gcholarly, Frutus had a reputation as a
young man for virtue and fairmindedness, a reputation
which foreshadows hiz  foture activities. The man
portrayed is not to be farnished. Flutarch illustrates his
subject by contrasting him with Cassius, who had pestty or
privéte reasons for mﬁrdering Cassar. Brutus neither gave
any thought to personal gain nor o his relationship as a
beneficiary of Caesar’si a tyrant was harming the state,
Brutus would thersfore remove him withowht malice. The

conspirators wished that Antonius should also be made =

target of the plot but Brutus insisted that they only muwder

the tyrant; Antonius would see the nobility of the

JuN
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gnterperise (18). Brutus® humanity is illustrated later

when he treats the cities of Asia Minor with compassion
while seeking funds for his campaign, and grieves when
destruction befalls the city of Xanthus (Z1-32). In the

end however, fate had decreed that Rome would be ruled by
orne man and Brutus® campaign was wltimately doomsd to
failuwre (47). In the preface to his Life of Dign, with whonm
the Brutus is paired in the collection, Plutarch states that
for a noble soul to succeed, wisdom and justice must be
paired with power and good fortune. Brutus lacked the
latter guality to achieve his goals.

Brutus and Dion are attractive personalities for
Flutarch to chronicle. Unlike most of his figures in the
Lives, Flutarch has two men whose characters were enriched
by the philasophy of Flatae; Dion at first hand, and
Brutus by devoted study. As Flutarch™s purpose is te
teach virtue by example, thzse two men should be presented
a3 paragons. In his account Flutarch explicitly siates
that the Academy was the driving force in Brutus® lite.=

The EBrutus of Cicero’™s letters is a differsnt
man. Brutus was hawghty and cuwt with Cicero, and the social

relationship between the venerable old novus homo and the

voung aristocrat is immediately clear. As with his other
friends among the ngbiles, Ticero wished to plessse and be
friends with Brutus but he was plainly irritated at having

to compromise himself for the other®s financial interaostis.*



Althaugh Flutarch had access to Cicero’s lethters,
he does not mention the motorious incident with the
Salaminians in Cyprus. Brutus had asked Cicers in his

capacity as proconsul of Cilicia teo look into the matter o©
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one of his associates, Scaptius, who had given a loan to the

city and was having troubkle collecting the interest. When
Cicero did look inte the matter he was surprised to lgarn
that the interest rate was 487 and Scaptius had tried to
extort the monsy by bgsieging the city fathers in their

curia and starving five of them to death. Further, Cicero

eventually found out that Brutus was not acting on behalf of

Ecaptius but had loaned the money himself and set the

conditians for it. Although the senate had limited intersst

rates to 12%, Brutus, through his influence had procured two

senatorial decrees sxempiing himself from the provisions
of the earlier law. "The whole business stank of
carruption. "=

Similar philosaphical interessts brought Ergtus and
Cicero together through Gtticus. They dedicated treatises
to each other on philosophy as well as being students of
oratory. How large an intlusnce philosophy plaved in
Brutus® life is impossible to answer. Romans took up
philosophy as a pastims and kept philosephers in their
houselolds alona with pogts, historianms and, it may bhe
éaid, prizs norses and hounds., Stoicism was compatible

with traditional Foman bonae artes but a casual adharzsnt
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could pick and choose concepts as he wished. An Epicursan
like Atticus could kesp to his doctrine and shun public
life, while another such as Julius Laesar could disregard
dogma completely and still have a reputation as being an
Epicurean. But when political crises threatsned,
philosaophical played a small role in Roman affairs.

The discrepancies between M. Junius Brutus and
Plutarch®™s portraval of him are wide but understandable.
Flutarch inherited a history of Brutus® achisvements which
had grown more splendid and noble as the years went by,
Brutus® memory was cherished by those who lived in an
oppressive political atmosphere, and idealized svents and

men who tried to save the res publica. Brutus is given lofty

reasons for murdering Caesar and taking control of the
Eastern Mediterranean and Plutarch®s characterization is
the product of a GBrsek philosopher after one hundred years
of imperial rulea.

That being said, Brutus hecomes more sasily
understood in the context of the society of his time. The
reasons behind his actions lay in the history of the late
Republic. Like his asseoiates in nis later career, Brutus
tried to rely on the traditional family wvalues while he
pursued his career,. But since he lived in & time when lLife
or death depsnded on one’s politics, his life becamne
complicated. His bresak with Cateo in 47, bhis assassination of

Cawsar, and the civil war ha subseguently waged, ars all
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cogenial to a Roman®s values; political swrvival and, 14
poesiblie, political ascendancy. His philosophy and his
patrictiam cowld Iegitimize his cause, bub Brutus was only
trying to regain his traditional placs in society. Plutsrch,
as said, would have Brutus assassinating Cassar on purely
moral arounds, to bring Libertas baclk to the Republic. But
for Brotus and Mis asssociates “Freedon from tyranny’ only
meant the traditional dominances of a tiny minority over the
meoples of the Mediterranesan basin. As G, K. M. de Ste.
Croix shows, the Roman aristocracy thrived not on
philosophy but on peace, prosperity, position, patronage,
and power.® RBecause Bruius was denied the last privilege,
he simply acted in the only way he thought possible to
retrieve it. The loss of Libertas was merely "something
that corrupted the free epssence of pligarchic political
Life."” Further, when Caesar was dead, Brutus held an
erxtracordinary command and displayed his image on his coing
-~ haoth in imitation of Cagsar.® FPerhaps if Brutus had been

vigtorioovs at Philippi he would have found, like Dion,

that power was top irresistible to lay down.
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FOOTNOTES: INTERODUCTION

ipages &}

(a1l abbreviations, except where noted, follow those
of the Uuwford Classical Dictionary, 2nd sdition, 19703,

1y For discussions on the fall of the Republic see
. Byme BR 1-9; id., YA Roman Fost~Mortem:; An Inguest on
the Fall of the Republic,” The Todd Memorial Lecture no. 3
{(Bydnay, 1250, {(Reprinted in BRoman Papere I, 2057, E,5.

Gruen LGRR 498--507,

) For a literature about the merits and uses of
orosopography sese L. Stone, "Frosopography?, in Da 11 1485,
100,01, (1971) 44-7%9y T. F. Carnesy, "Frosopography: Payotfs
and Pitfalls”, Phoenix 27 (1973) 185&6-179; T. R. S,
Eroughton, "Senate and Serators of the Roman Republic: The
Prosopoagraphical Approach,” AMRW 1 (1972 2502646 and E,
Badian on R, Syme’ s work in the introduction to Roman

Pagers.




FOOTNGOTES CHAPTER ONE

(pages 7~11)

1} Brutus and his ancestorsy Flut. Brut. 1,93 Caes.
62; Suest. Jul. 805 Cic. Phil. 26. Brutus commemorated his
ancestor on his coins; M. H. Crawford, BRRC, 445 No.l and
2. For the story of C, Servilius fAhala see Livy, 4.14. On
the influence of Brutus® ancestors; T. Africa, "The Mask
of an Assassin: A& Psychohistorical Study of Marcus Ionius
Brutus, " Jouwrnal of Interdiseciplinary History 8, (1978)
SFP-&24.

2) For more detailed discussions about the family im
Roman politics; F. Mingsr, Rom. Adels,., Svme BR especially
chap. 2, L. R. Taylor, PP 3Z2-28, E.5. Gruen, LBRR 47-5C.
The puhilss; M. Gelzer The Rgman Nobility, translated by R.
Seager (12&4%), especially 4-52, For the term optimates;
Taylor, PP 11, 140, Factio: R. Seager, "Fagtlo: Soms
Dbservations" JRS 52, (19272) 83, Other political and social
terminonlogy is discussed in Sir Frank Adcock®s Roman
Faglitical Ideas and Fracticve, 1964, For Amicitia; sse Syme
RRE  12~13 and P.4&. Brunt" Amicitia in the Late Republic,”
Froceedings of the Cambridoe Fhilologigal Society, 11,
(19&%) ., 1-Z. Kelth Heopkins and Graham Burton examine the
succession of the family in the late Republic inm Death and
Renewal 1997, Chapter 2. The statistics show that
succession of dynastic families and therefore the
opporfunities for new men ware affacted by the high
mortality rate.

Z) PBrutus® father; Flut. Brut. 4.1-2; Fomp.
14.2-5. Brutus said he would not tolerate the tyranny of
his own father if he had lived (Cic. Ad Brut., 24.% or .14
(BB 251,

&3 A cadtious warning about stringent
separations of families inte political parties is  given
By T.F. Wiseman, "Factions and Family Trees” Liverpgel

Llassical Monthly 1, (1974&) 1-73,

5) The association of these mens Syme RRE 21,
Taylor BF 119-134, OGruen, LERR 49-032. Briggs Twyman in
"The Metelli, Fompeius and Frosopography!" AMRW I, Yo Blé--
874, arguss that Luycullus was a close member of a Clauvdico-
Metellan factio wuntil his recall from the sast. The
157



(pages 11-14)

guesstion of whether the Metelli were allied with
Catulus, Hortensius and the Luculli or with Pompeius is
Rignly controversial. Syme RRE 26, sgeg relations bstween
Fompeius and the Metellil gredually diminishing through the
vears. H. Twyman {(above) believes that Fompeius® alliance
with the Metelli was pivotal for his rise to powar, and
includes the Luculli in  the factiog. Thig in particular i3
vigorously rebuffed by K. Seager Pomnpey: A Political
Bicgraphy 1979, 19 note 94, but no counter—argument i3
offered. On the other side of the argument, T.P. Wiseman in
"Factions and Family Trees” L.C.M 1 (1976 emphasizes the
gxlistence of Catonian-Metellan relations and EB.A. Marshall,
"o Cicero, Hortenmius and the Lex Aurelia" Rheinizches
Museun 68 (1975 140142, apparently unaware af
FPompeius® marriage +to Mucia, makes a case for the
Metelli (incluading Lucullus) siding with Catulus arnd
Hortensius against Pompeius. Concentration on some and
not other connections, political activities and ftrials
can lead to wvaried results, a hazard not always avoided
in prosopography.

& Ese stemma p.ll for the interrelationships of these
men. For additional discussion on this clan; Minzer Rom.
Adels,. T28-347, Gruen LERR 32-57. For a view of the the
role of women and wmarriage in this family:; J.P. Hallestt,
Fathers and Dauahters in Roman Society 49-82, 57-8%, 157-
158, Brutus’® adoptive father note 1 chapter two. The name of
Catulus® wife iz not preserved. From Catiline’s letter to
him it is  known that he had ¢hildren (Sall. Cat.
ML) . NHo saons are recorded but see P-W X111, Z0%6, Minzer,
Lutatiug” (E35). On the piscinarii Cic. ad art. 1 1w, &
(SR 19} and also M., Jaczynowska, "The Ecoromic
RDitferentiation of the Roman Nability at the End of the
Republic," Hist., i1, (1962), 48B6-499. It is notable

that Marcius Philippus was included among the iscinaril

{(Macrob. 2.15.46) but had no relations with the other men.
Cicero, af course, is speaking of these men in relation to
their lucuriousness, not their politics.

73 Pompeius® retwn and his triumphy Vell. 2,350;
Cic. leg. Man. 673 Flut. Fomp. 21 Crassus; Liv. Per. 97 and

-

alan K. Seager Pompev: A Felitical Biography 1979, 23.

8) The restoration of the tribunater Cic. 2Ver
S.16%, Vell. 2.30.4: Flut. Fomp. 22. The lex Aurslias; Cic.
2Verr, 2.174-5F., ZL223F., S.1774. Catulus®comments; Cic.
Varr. 1.3144, The trial of VYerres also tonk place in 70.
Lo R. Tayvior, FF 1024, and E. Badian Foresign Clisntelae




{pages 14-13)

(1958) 282 believe that the Metelli, Fompeius and
Hortensius united to defend him. Catulus was one of the
Jurors,

?r The activities of the tribunss and thse reactiong
Cice Yerr. 2.1.1535-154, Fs. fAscon. 285 Stangl; Pluat. Luc.
Sudy Cic. PBro Cluent. 110, 134 Fs. Ascon,. 189 Stangls
Eall. Hist. ZF.48.11, 23; Asc. 79, C. n the question of
whether the renewal of the tribunate was pot harmful to
Pompeius’ esnemieg see Gruen LERR 24-27.

1) The command against Sertorius; Flut. Pomp,. 17.1-
4y PAppian B, Civ. 1,108 Cic. leag. Man.30, &27 Ppoil. 11.:18.

1i) RR 29.

12y M. lLast, CAH, 2, 332, agrees with Syme as
does D. Stockton, "The First Consulship of Fompey," Hist.
22 (1973) Z0oSFf., with certain gualifications. AN
Sherwin-White, " Viplence in Roman Politics" JRE 445 (195&)

12, {reprinted in The Crisis of the Roman Republic 1969,
gc. R. Seager, p.151) and Gruen “"Fompey, The Roman

Aristocracy and the Caonference at Luca" Higt. 18 {19&2)
72, believe Fompeius did not have any revolutionary
intentions when he returned to Rome and remained a

canservative politician. The epithet Tadulescentulus

carnifex™; Val. Max. 46,2,8. For Fompeius as a conservative
s@g also Sherwin-White and Gruen {(above) as well as A
Marshall, " Q. Cicero, Hortensius and the Ler Surelia®
Eh.M. &3 (1973) 1348F., and R. Seager, FPompey: A Foliftical

Biography (1279).

13 Pompeius® rafusal; Flot. Fgmp. 17. The nature
of Fompeius’®™ command; #.E.R. Boak, “"Tha Extraardinary
Commands from BO to 48 B.C.," A M. R.., 24, (1918719, 1ff.
B. Twyman, "The Metelli, Fompeius, and Prosgpography, ™ ANEW
In 1, Bié6-874 and R.E. Smith, "Pompey’'s Cenduct in B0 ans
77y" Phoenix., 14, (1924602, 1ff.

o=

(A8

14) Cic. Brut. 230,

153} The proposal of Babinius and the reaction to
ity Flut. Pomp, 28-27, Cic. legg, Man 51; Dia 56.24.73-4,
S0Wl-2, I7.2-7. The importance of the tribunate in regard
ta Fompeins”™ rise to power 1n spite of the sfforis of
Catulus and Hortensiys; D. Stoockton "The First Tonsulship
of Pompey" Hisk, 22 1973 2125+, When Catulus asked the
populws who they would have take Fompeius® place,



(pages 18-22)

should he be killed, they answered with a resounding
"You'; Plut, Poop. 25.3. Two tribunes, F. SBervilius
Bleobulus and L. Trebellius tried to block the
legislation of Gabinius. Trebellius sxercised his veto,
but, in the fashion of Ti. Gracchus, Gabinius attempted to
have Trebellius expelled from office, by & vote in the
tribal assembly. Trebellius withdrew his motion before he
was spiected (Cic. Corn. 1, fr.30; Asc. 72 C.; Dio 36.24.4,
0120

16) The Manilian law; Cic. leg. Man. passim; Flut.
Fomp. 203 Luc. 33, 73 Appian Mith. 973 Dio 36.42-44.
The loss of Lucullus’® provincia Dig 36.2.2 (Asia and
Cilicia) and Cic, leg. Man 5, 2% (Bithynia and Fontus).
The opposition of Catulus and Hortensius Cic. leg. Manm., 51—
&1,

17) Clodius in the Easty Plut., Lug 34.1-2; Dio
Z6H.14.3-4, 17.2; fAppilan, Mith. 87

18y Lucullus® fimancial aid to Pompeiusy Flut.
Luce 7.4, Lucullus as a memnber of the Clauwdio-Metellan
tfactio; note 5 above. Pompeius rejection of the enactments
of the Luculli; Flut. Pomp., Z1, 28.1; Lug. 363 Dio
36,43.2, 46.1-2. Memmius and the Lucullisz Plut. Luc. 27,
Cat, Min., 2%9.37. Pompeius had some ties with the Mammii as
his sister married another C. Memmius (Flut. Pgmp, 11).
Lucullus® divorce; Plut. Luc. 38. The trial of Cornelius;
ARsc,., S5B8-61 L. and G.V. Suaner, "Manius or Mamercus 7Y
JRS 54, (1944) 41-48 who believes the M. Lepidus of Asc.
&0 L, to be Mam. Livianus.

19} Caesar’s early attachment to Fompeiusg
M., Gelzer, Cavsar: FPoliticianm fnd Stateszman htrans. by
F. Nesdham, 24 and Gruen LERR 79-31.

20 J.P.V.D. Balsdon labels Dato a prig, Julius
Capsar and Rome (1247 64. Cato’ s approval of bribery to get
Hibulus elected consul; Sust. Juwl. 8.4, FPilut. Gat. Min,
26.31. These allegations may have their roots in the anti-
Catonian literature promoted by Caesar in the middles 40s.
His fight with Mepeos Flut. Cat. Min 26-2%9. Mis aid bo
Bibulus and Domitius Plut. Cat., HMin, 22, 22, The ifhreats o
have Cato sent to prisong Flut. Cat. Min, 41, 47 and for his
year s pracetor; Flubt. Cat. Min, 44. Cato as  an innovator
during his magistracies; A, Dragstedt, Cato’s Politsuma’,
ABapn I (194 7i-7%, His progamme for limiting corcuption
consisted of his reorganization of the ftrsasury during
his queasstorship, including the progecution  of one




(pages 22-24)

af his clerks (Flut. Cat. Min 14-18), as prastor, holding
deposits of tribunicial candidates, +to be forfeited in
case f improper condugt {(Ad Att. 5 15,7 C[ER 1081, Flut.
Cat. Min. 44,2-7) and discovering that Favonius was nearly
the victim of forged election ballots (Filut. Cat. Min. 46).

21) Cicero describes Domitius as "gqui  tot  annos,
guot habet, designatus conswul fuerit" (Ad Atd. 4,88,2; BB
B2 . In 70 he calls Domitius “"princeps iuventutis" (In
Verr 2, 1, 13%). The activities and death of his brother:
Flut. Fomp., 11-12, Gall. Ad Cassarem 1,4,1, WYVal.
Max.,&,2,8. Domitius®™ brother Bnasus and Caesar both
martried daughters of Cinnay Minzer, Rim. Adels. T30,
Domitius and his relations with Gallia MNarbonensis; Syme
R.E 444 n. 4. Domitius® scandal during his consulshipy Cic.
Ad Att, 4 17.2 (8B P1}) and his action early in the civil
wary A. Burng "Fompey’s Strategy and Domitius Stand at
Corfinium" Hist, 15, (1244&) 74~95.

22 For the guotation sse Caes. BO 3.146.7%. Bibulus’
life; J.H. Collins,"Porcia’s First Husband® G.J. 530 (19855
2E1-270.

22 Favonius® possible familyy; R, Syme, "Fseudo-
Sallust" M.H., 15 (1958) 33. His refusal to take the oarh
Flut. Cat. Min., IZ.6.

243 M. lLucullus and Cato; Plut. Cat, Min., 34.1.
Cato’s divorce and remarriage to Marcia FPlut., Cat. Min.
285.2-%, Appian RB.C. 2.9%9. For the Atilii Serrani s=se
Cic., Q. Fr. Z.6.9 (8B 2&), Minzer Rim, Adels., 332, LB.R.

Shackleton Bailey, Two Studies, 25.

235) The intrigues of Catulus and FPiso; Sall.
Eat,.49, also L.R. Tavior, "The Rlection of the Fontitax
Maximus in the bLate Republic" C.Ph. 57, (1942), 421-434,
The mob’s attack on Caessar; FPlut. ELaes, 8, Suet. Jul, 4.
Catulus’ first motion; Flur. Dic. 21.3, Cags, 5.1, Cic. Ad
Att., 12.21.1 (SBE Z60) ., For bucullus handing the leadership
to Catoy FPlut. buc., 42.75-4.

=56y Cata’s actions and the events of that neeting:
Plut. Lat. Min. 26-2%, Suet, Jul. 19-20, Cic. Sash. &2,
Dio 37.43. For the violence in this yeariy R.E. Smith "The
bUze of Force in Passing legislation in the Late Ranpublic,”
Athenasum, o (1977), 162 who believes that Zateo’s cowage

was crucial to  the thwarting of Nepos and Cassar.




158

270 The uwse of force and
S 19770 SO (above

boe wvictory: Smith
{ «wd " The }m%f;my et
Republican Politios" dpoienk mimty and
Studiss proasentad g Y. Errenbara, PRT R E,
t, Dato’s FPoliteuma iy Sy (AFARy, VIE-T4A.

Instibutions:
and &. Dragster

28 The only mention of the "silvae ocallesgue”
appears 1n Suetonius  Jul. 19.4  For modern scholsrship on
this curiosityy; John C. le$e. "Beyme Nafpr on Buetonius", TAEA
44 117175 wlvii and " The Bo-Called Callium Provincia, AJF
FHOUIPIEY I34; DoAH. wol. %0 BLE, J“F“JuDK Balasdon
"CDonsular Frovinoes wrder the Republic 1I: Capsar’s
Gallic Dommandg® 29 (1939 1BO-183%, and P.J. Rhodes
"Silvae dezmaqaa st. 27 {(1978) 617-&30, The term seems
ty  have bespn a phrnns which specifies Italia as a provinces
which the consuls were perigdically given. ‘

29) The vear of Caesar’s consulship and especially
avents concerning the first agrarian lawy Cic. Ad Att, 2.4
24 (8B 24-44), Vat, 22, Har, Resp. 48, Dom,, 39-40, Flanc.
35 fAd Fam. 1.9, 13.4 (8B 20, 31i8), Vell. 2.44, Suet. Jul.

9-20, FPlut. Fomp. 47~48, Caes. 14, Cat. Min., Fi-37,

ﬂppian B.C. 2.30-13, Dio 38.1.1--7.2. also M. Gelzer
Caesar: Folitician and Statessman (19268) 70-78, R.E. Smith,
"The Significance of Caesar 53 consulship in 5% B.C®
Phoeniy 18, {17464) 303, and "The Use of Farce in Passing
t.egislation in the Late Republic" Athenasum DS (1977
163-168, L.R. Taylor “"The Dating of Major Legislation
Elpctions in Camsar’s First Consulship," Hist. 17, (19248
17%.  Bibulus® use of obnuntiatic and its implications T.N.
Mitchell "The Leges Clodiae and Obnuntiatico” CE Z3é&, (1984
172178,

S0 Lato and his friends worked against the dynasts
during the vears atter the Catilinarian conspiracy. UCato
and Lucullus blocked Fompeius®™ eastern settlement in &0
(Dip 3I7.50.1, Pluwbt. Popp. 46.3%3, Lug. 42.46, Lak, Min.
21.1) and Cato made Caesar forfeit his triumph the next
year (Suet. Jul. 18, Flut., Caes. 13, also Versnel Triuamphus
IE2-IBA Leiden 1970, and R. Payne The Roman Iriuveph london
1262). Cato and the special commission: FPlut. GCab., Min. 40,
Cie. pro Bestio 52-63 and Tayleor FF 128 and Dragstadt Agon
T {1969 79--81. Favonius attacked Fompeius over the
sl aughter of the Alexandrian envoys and believing that the
general was involved on behalf of Ftolemy Auletes asked for
an investigation (Dio 29.14.1). Cato retwned and aided
Domitiuws in his election for the consulship, 1osing in his
firet attempt in 96 and winning in 25 (Plut. Pomp, 52, Cat.
Min. 41,42, Cic. Ad _Att. 4 17.2; SB 21). In the trial of




{(pages 28-I0)

T- Annius Milo, Hortensius spoke on his behalf az well as
Cicerog. Cato sat among the judges and Favomius appesred as
a witness (Asc. 41, 24 L.y Cic. pro Mil., 1-3). Cagsar’s
lieutenant M. Antonius became a member of the augurate
over Domitius in 51; Lig, Ad Fam. 8 14.1; EB 97. In the
late 30s Cato also annaunced that he would prosecute

Cassar under the lex Cornglia de maiestate after his resturn
to Rome (Suet. Jul, J40,.3).

31 On Caesar using his soldiers to influesnce
elections at Aome; Dio 39.31.2, Lintott (abovel 7473,
Gruen LORR 444-445, and Smith Athenaeum 95 (1977 163-1&5.
A soldier could not enter the pooerium of the ity and
thus Dio’s statement is suspect. When Fompeius was elected
s0le consul he was allowed to ernroll soldiers for wuse within
the city walls (Cic. pro Milpne passim; Asc. ITO-33, 35,
42-4% €.y Plut. Pomp. 54, Eat, Min.47). The use of mobs,
vaterans and soldiers for intimidation in the late Sis
seems to have been the natuwral result of the svents of o9
and can be traced back to the tribunate of Babinius in &
and to the Bracchi. Brutus regarding himnself as the
defender of the Republic; Cic. Ad Brut, 209.&6 or 1.17 L[SR
171. On the quotation from Sallust, sse Cab. 38.3.

I2) The Catonians’® support of FPompeius™ sole
consulship; Asc. 535, 346, C.i Flut. Pomp. S54.4, Cat.,
Min., 47.2-%. Claudius and his political views; Grusn
"Fompey, the Roman Aristocracy and the Conference abt luca®
Hist, 18, (12&4%9) 102-103Z, The trial of Elaudius: Cic.

grut. 230, IF24.

335y Domitius receiving Gallia Tramsalpinay Caes.
B.C. 1.6.5~6, Sust. Jul. 34, Appian B, C.2.32., Cato and
Fompeius on the eve of the civil war:; FPlut. Cat, Min. 32,
Catc®s and Favonius® opinions of the situation in January
4%y Cie. Ad Att, 7.19,2 (8B 1739). The svents which led ap to
the civil war; Gruen LORR 449-497. The tarminal date of
Cassar’s command; Gruen LGRR 475-477.



FOOTMDTES: CHAPTER TWO

{pages 24-30)

1) The guestion of who was the adoptive father of
EBrutus is open to controversy. His adoptive father was a 0.
Serviliuns Caepio, but just who this Caspio was is dispubted.
Milnzer (Rdm. Adels 3ZF37FF.) claims that he was Cato’s
half~brother, and Servilia’s brother, while J. Geiger, "The
Last Servilil Caespiones of the Republic®" A8 4 (1973} 1355,
favars identifying him with an otherwise unattested son of
the prastor of 21 by a previous marriage. Gizsger’s theorvy
involves identifying the adoptive father with the
bridegroom of Caegar’s daughter in 59 (Suet. Jul. 217, which
is itself a problem. It is certainly curious that a
relative of Cato’s should have come close to being a son—-in-
law of Casgsar, but someone certainly was and Gleger may well
he right. Conversely, Brutus® close ties to Cato would he
explained if Cato’s half-brother Caspio adopted him. To
complicate matters further, an inscription (Homolle,
Bulletin de carrespondonce hellenique, 3, 18792, 159 has
been found on Delos mentioning Hortensiusz, son of the
orator. It is dated to 47 when Hortensius and Brutus were
both in the area. Hortensius is described asz a ©dr ot
Caspio (Brutus), the adoptive mother’s brother.
Therefore, Brutus® adoptive father, Caepip, married the
Hortensia, daughter of the orator and Brutus had the
voungesr Hortensius a&as his  adoptive uncle.

Brutus? trip to Cyprusy; Plut. Beut. =,
His marriage to Forcia; Plut. Brut. 2. His Catog
Cice Ad Htt. 13.4& (B8R IZ3BY. The yvounger Cato with
Brutus; Flut. Brut. 492.85,

2y Bervilias; J. P, Hallett Fathers amnd Daughtesrs in
Roman Society (1984 4G 2 T Africa in "The Mashk
of  an Assassin: A Psychohistorical Study of M. Junius
Brutus" Jowrnal of Interdiciplinary History B (1278) 412
swggests the Freudian interpretation that since his
mother"s laver was Caesar, Brutus regarded the dictator
as an unconsciows rival, something which promoted hostility
against him. This hostility toward Caesar continued to grow
as Brutus become more reliant on him,

]

Y

2} Domitius at Corfinium: Cic. Ad Attt B

1Z5). Bibulus’ death; Caes. BC 5.7. The dea:tn  of
Brutus® father; Flut. Brut, 4.

r3
ot
¢
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(pages I46~182
4) His speaking abilities; Cic., Brutus IE2.

a recent discussion on  the posthumous reputation of
Brutus and Lassiusy Elizabeth Rawson, "Caszsius and Brutus:
the Memory of the Liberators,” in Past Ferspectives, 101,
Cambridge University Press, (1984) eds. I.5. Moxon, J. D.
Bmart, A.J. Woodman,

53 For a discussion on the vear of Brutus® birth
see M. L. Clarke, Thes hNoblest Roman (1981F 11.
Brutus®and Cato’s philosophical interests; Plut. Drutus 2,
4: Bat. Min., 10.

&) Ancient sources for the affair; Cic. 4d_Htt
2.24,2 (SR 44); In Vat, 24-263; FPro Seght. 1323 Sust. Jul.
20.3; Dio Z8.9.2-4; Plut., Luc. 42.7-8B.

71 Madern scholarship on the Vettius affzir includes
L. 8. Pocock, & Commentary on Cicerc, In Vabtinum, Appendix
&y 1927, Amsterdam; Rice Holmes, Roman Republig T, I235-
24, 479-482; W.C. HMcDmrmott, "Vettius ille, ille noster
index" TAPAH 80 (19493, L.R. Tavlor "The Date and Meaning
of the Vettius Affair® Hist. 1 (1950} '45-%5i; W. Allen
"The “Vettius Affair” Onee More” TAPA 1, (1930 153-14%;
R. Seager "Clodius, Pompeius, and the Exile of Cicero
Latomus 24 {(1965) 519-531, Taylor beglieves that Lassar
concocted the imaginary scheme to discredit the younaer
Curin who was active against Caesar’s candidates in thea
elections. Seager seesg LClodius as the manm behind the ploh.
By inventing an assassination attempt he would prevent an
alliance of Pompeius and the leading nobles from Forming
againzst him.

8) Ad Atr, Z.24,F (8B 43).

9) fAncient references to the incident; Suet. Jul.
213y Flut. Cass. 14.7, Ponp. 47.4; Appian BC 2.50; F.
Minzer Rim. Adsls IZ8F., R. Syme RR 58, T. Africa "The Mask
of an Assassin® 409-10 believes that Brutus was Julia™ s
sltor. ML, Clarke The MNoblest Roman (1981) 15+, Labkes
the opposite view. The fullest discussion of the problem
(but without conclusive findings) is J. Geilger “The last
Servilii Caspiones of the Republic,” aN 4 (1973) 14353-854. Tha
problem seems unsolvable.

1Y His jowney with Catoy Pluk, Bruat, 3, L
coinss Crawford REE 4456, His guaestorship; Auch. Vi
Il1l. 82.7~4. HMis oratory; Cic. Brutus 22, 192, IZ24,

P as DRt -



{pages I9-435)

11y Brutus® speech against Fompeius; Suintilian
Inst. 9.3-5, {(H. Malcovati, Oratorum Romanorum Fragmenta=
1955 4460F), The proposed dictatorship; Flut. FPomp. S54. His
work on the trial of Milo, Asc. 246 C. His appearances in
court with Cicero; Cic. Brutus 324,

12y Plut. Brut. 4,3. Brutus, whils on campaign in
the East, tortursd and exscuted Theodotus who had persuaded
Ftolemy to murder Fompeius (Flut. Brut. 3%, Foop. B80.353).

13y FPluk, Brut. &

14}y For these honours and Cassius’ dissent; Dio 44,
I-73 7,13 8,1.

1%) For a full account of Caesar’s activities,
honours and legislation after Pharsalus ses Gelzer Lagsar
chapts. 35 and &.

14) Brutus® governorship in Gawls; Plut. Brut. &. The
corragspondence betwesn Brutus, Cicero and Atticus at hhis
time; Cic. Ad _Att. 13,10,37; (8B 3iRy, 39,27 (8B I42) 40 (SE

343 .

17) The Catos and AntiCatos: Cic. Ad Att.
12,.4.2 (BB 240), 21 (5B 2&60), 12.40 (5B 281), 44 (SR Z28BI:.
M Fabius Gallus also wrote a Cato Cie. Ad Fam. « 24--h25 (BB
Z2H0~-241). On Cicero™s work being less thanm favourable to
Cato see L.F. Jones "Cicero's Cato," BEheinishes Museum 113
{1270 188-124. Ses also H.Jd. Tschisdel Cassars Anti-Cato,
Darmstadt, 1981 and Taylor BF 170,

18  The uppopularity of the divores; Cic. Ad
Agtt. tE.2,3 (8B Z17). The +feuds between Forcia and Zervilis;
Cic. Ad Att, 13.22 (BB I29). The marriage to Porcia as tha
turning point of Brutus® political views; J.F.V.D. BEalsdon
"The Ides of March" Hist. 7,  (1938), %3. Porcia as Brutus’
ehildhood sweetheart: W. Sfewens Brutus als Foiitiker
(196 146. Bhackleton Bailey (Cicercs’™s Letters tg Atticus
Vole 7, p. 362-32) sugyests that divoreing Claudia, a
relation Lo Pompeius, may have been regardsd as an atiempt
to please Cassar and =0 Cicero hoped that he would guickly

marry Forgia.

1%) Brutus teino chosen over Cassius; Flut.
Brrut. 7. For a discussion of QCaesar’s inner circle s2e

Syme AR chap. 5.
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20 Cassius in Svrial
{: 1 e E:!,‘"j,..m
l 4‘. » “’y A j

18 His family
Hia brobhars

Flamo Bl fppian

BL S,7. His nephew; Appian BL 4. 135,43,

21 Oassius’ pardon by Caesary Plut. EBrut, &,

22 His +eelings on the civil war and Tassary
Cic. Af Fam. 15,15 (8 174;; 19 (21&). Hiz activitiss in the
Fasty Lic, Hd Fam. B.10 (8B 87). The charges brought
against him Auct. Mir, Iliuste, 83,735,

wEy

2% Caegsar™s favoritism, mistrust of Cassius
and the aifalr with the liopns: Pluat. Brub. 7.8. The opinion
of Casliuvs Rufuszs; Cic. Ad

m. B.10 (SBE §57°.

24 Treboniusplans in 473 Cie. Phil 2.73%4; PFlut.

Ant. 11.2, 12,2, Rasilusy DRDio 47, 47.%5. Belzer’s asssssment
of the motives for the assassinationy Caesar S00, For other

»

views of the comspirators® motives: J. H. Collins "Caesar:
The Corruption of Fower,” Hist., 4, (19385 455, R.E. Bmith
"The Conspiracy and the Conspirators, "breece and Rome 4,
(1957, 88-70, J.F.V.D. Balsdon, “"The Ides of March," Hist,
8, 1938), 80-94, V. Ehrenberg, "Dasgsar’s Aims" Harv.
Stud., 6B, 17964, 149%5.., and N. Horefall “The Ides of March®
Greece and Roms, 21, (1374} 191199,

P A SRR 2 TR S A D A A Lo

25) Brutus® following: Cic. Fhil 10.7. His
inactivity and contemplated exile; Cic. Ad_Att. 14.14G, 1: SB
Z64 and 14019, 1 8B Z72. The conference at Bntium; Cico. Ad
Att, 15.11 (8B 38%:). Brutus’® policy of peace at this time:

E. Wistrand, The Folicy of Brutus the Tyramnicide. Giteborg,

e e e o

, 26) fAntonius® edict; Cic., Phil. 18; Ad Att,
16.7, 1 (8B 415). Hiszs charges and Brutus® and Cassius’ reply
are contained in Cic. Ad Fam. 11.3 (8B X3&6). Brutus’
departure from Italy; Flut. Bruat., 235014,

27 For a list of the assassins sss P-W 10, 2854,

Also Syms RR 59-60, The eight assassins who became allisd
with Brutus after the assassination were Pacuvius fdntistius
Labeo, U, Cassius ParmernsiS. l.. Minucius Basilus, F.
Servilius Casca, T, Sgrvilius Casca, L. Tillius Cimber,
C. Trebonius  and DL Turullius.

28) Favonius: Vell, 2.53%; Caes. BC %, 2463-8;
Filut., Pomp. &7.4;
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{pages 33-5&)

29 Favonius is included in the letter to the

Caesar among the "inertissisml nobiles” (Fseudo-Sall.
2.%,4), It is this very reference which marks the letter as
being counterfeit. M. Favonius was the first man from his
family to become a senator and so in no way can he be
regarded as a nobilis. This point is made by R. Syme in
"Damaging Names in Fseudo-Sallust® Museum Helveticum 19
(1962) 177-9, but see Shackleton Bailey, "The Roman
Nobility in the Second Civil War, CG 10, (19600 256,
Far gther literatwe on the authenticity of the
Fespudo~Sallust collection see R, Syme "Fseudo-Sallust®
Museuwm Helveticum 135 (1958 463 EBallust Appendix Two L.R.
Taylor FE 154, 185, 2323 F. Adcock, JRE 40 (1950) 13%; E.
Fraenkel JRS 41 (1931) 192.

Favomius at the conference at Antium; Cic.
Ad  Att. 15,11 (SE 389). Favonius with Brutus in the East;
Flut, Brut. ZI4.2.

30) His appearance against Saturninue: Cic. fd Fam,
8.14 (SB ?7y. His stand wikth his father at Corfinium:
Cass.,BC L23,4. His activities after Corfinium; Cic. Ad
atLt, 9.5, 188 170); Ad___Fam. é.&g (8B 221)  and Tvrresll
and Furser’s commentary on Cicero’s letters Vol. 4,
p.luviii-luix. Shackleton Bailey dateg this letter to the
spring of 446 so that it is possible that Domitius had
fought in Africa. His loss of status and invelvement in
the conspiracy:y Cic. Phil. 2.27. The sulogy to Forciag Cic.
Ad Att, 13.48, 2 (B8R Z446,340); 37, 3 (8B 3435). Sustonius”®
evidencey Nero I, The preparation of the fleet Jic. Ad
Atk., 14.2, 4 (5B 411,

1y Bibulus® attempt to bhave his son elected
augury Ciec. Ad Fam. Z.17 (SB 117). His studiss in
Athens: Cic. &d Att, 2.32,2 (BB 271). F. Miltnar
(P-W XXII 216.67) believes Bibulus was absub seventesn when
Erutus arvived thers.

32 Lucullus® activities during the civil war of
Fompeius and Caesar; Plut., Cat. Min., 34.1. His relations
with Diceros Cic. de Finibus Z.7-9, His meetings with
Brutus at Nesis; Cic. Phil 10, 8; Ad Att. 1401, 1 (SB 409),
His appearance at Philippi Vell. 2,71, 2.

ZIZ) The saon of Cato at Uticay Plut. Cab., Min, 532,

23 EB.pfr. B2, ©. His appearence with Brutus and his death;
Cic, fAd I Brnt. 12 o 1.5 (88 9y, Plut. Gat. Min. 73,2;

o e S SO AT

Brut, 4%.4: Vell. 2.71, 2; Appian BC 4,135,

alder
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{page 37}

54 Brutus® Atilius; Plutarch Brut, 39, &:
Atilia the wite of Catoy FPlut. Cat. Min. 7.2. The son
of Domitius who was adopted by the Atilii Serrani; Cic. Ad
Qef. T.6,5, (BB 26). Minzer’'s reconstructicon Rom. Adels..




CHAFTER THREE: FOOTMOTES

{pages &l-6&)

1} For example, Syme BR 98-99 and Erik Wistrand,
The Pglicy of Brutus the Tyrannicids, (1981). Syme RE 184
sees HErutus® enrollment of the army as a way to negotiate
with Antonius from a strong position. Cicero™s
condemnations: Ad Fam. 10,28, (8B 3464 Ad Brut. 25.4 or 1.135
(8p 24y, Ad_AtE. 135, ta, Z. (8B I7/8).

2) Brutus in Athens; Flut., Brut., 24, For a
commentary of the sgvents from the time of the assassination
until]l beginnnings of the military build up in the East see
A. E. Raubitschek, "Brutus in Athens,” Fhoemnix, 11 (1937 1-
11. Licero’s description of the legions of Brutus; Cic.
Fril, 10.24. The legaliration of Brutus" sastern command;
Cic. BEhil, 10.25-26.

I) Btaius Murcus on the Ides of March: fAppian BC
2.119. The events in Apamea; Dio 47.2&4; Appian BC 3,773 4.59;
also R. Syme "Observations on thes FProvince of Cilicia,”
Arnatplian Studies Presented to William Hepbuirn Bucklser
(193%9) 320~-Z2%, (Reprinted in Roman Fapsrs (19279 Vol. I,
1203 .

4y Trebonius aiding Cassiusy Dio 47.21.37 J24.1.
the acguisition of the legions at Apamea; Cic. Ad Fam. 1Z2.11
(BB Z&b)y 12,12 (EB 287).

5) Dolabella™s quarrel with Antonius; Plut. Ant.
Dolabella and the death of Trebomniusy Cic. Phil. 11.%, 7-9
12,21, 28; 13.22; 14.8. dppian BC Z.24, &1, &4; Dio
47.29.1-3, 30.46. Allienus” trip teo Egypt and tths capturs  of
his legions by Cassius; Cic., Ad Fam 12.11.1 (EB ZT4b6s
12.12,1 (SR E87). Dolabellas movements after the dsath of
Treboniusg; Cie. Ad Fam., 12.14 (SE 405, 1Z.15 (SR 405),
12,13 (8RB 41i9).

-

ws Wf)

&) The aid given Brutus by fAntistius and Appulsiusg
Flut. Brut. Z53; fAppian BLC Z.463; 4.73; Ciec. Bhil. 10,3243
T.A2y Ad Brut., 1.7, 2, For those proscribed see fppian ED
4,1 1-350.

Ty Trebonius was the son of a eqgues; Tic, Fhil.
3.0, Mis tribumate; Plut, Pomp, 32.43 Cat. Mim, 42.9: Dig
ITR.ED, 134, HMis prastorship and strugdgles with Caelius
Rufusy Caes. BL %, 20.01-22.3, and his proconsulship in Spain
B, Alex, &4.2

1hé
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{pages L5-70)

B8) His alleged plans to kill Caesar in 463 Cic.
Phil. 2.74.

?) H. Bruhns, Eassar und die romische Oberschicht in
den Jdahren 492-44 v,.Chr. 149-150, notes that Caesar’s ngvi
homines were at a disadvantage when they held the
consuslship because they were in office for the shortest
pericd of time, and because they were subordinate to the
dictator and his magister sguitum.

10Y His role in the conspiracy was to keep aAntonius
out of the senate house (Appiam BC 2.117). Flutarch says
that D. Brutus detained Antonius and not Trebonius (Cass.
&46)Y. On his way to Spain, Cicero asked him for any news on M.
Brutus who was then in Cisalpine Gaul (Cic. Ad Fam.
19.20,3; 8k 208). His insistence on keeping Antonius out of
the plan;y Flut. Ant. 13.2, Civero’s eulogy of him; Cic., Fhil,
11 passim.

11) Tillius Cimber as a supporter of Caesar} Cie.
Phil. 2.27. His role in the conspiracy; Appian BL 2.117%.
Hig activitises in the East: Cic. Hd _Fam, 12.13,3 (8B 41i9).
Basilus® adoption; Cic. de 0OFff. 3.73, R. Syne, "Sanators,
Tribes and Towns," Hist. 17, (1964} 105-125 (Reprinted in
Roman Papers Yol. 1T, S8Zff), and T. F. Wiseman New Man 259
make this identification. Shackleton Eailey Two Studigs 122
does not believe that the man adopted was an assassin and
therefore was probably not the M. Satrius who served
Brutus. Basilus® guarrel with Cassar; Dico 43.47, S. His
service with Cassar Caes. BG 4.29, and with Brutus: Cic.
Brut. 1.6, 3 (SB 12).

12) Murcus® and Fatiscus® activities after the
murder: Appian BE 2.11%2. Murcus in Caesar’s company; Cass.
BL Z.6. Patiscus; B. Alex, 74.5, Fatiscus is usually
identified with the Patisius of Caesar’s commentariss and
the Roman businessman Fatiscus who dealt in panthers. ESee
the prosapography for the identitication.

13 Marcius Crispus in the civil warsy Cass. B, Afre,

77,3 Bntistius Vetus® guaestaorship and his relationship to
Cagsar; Plut. Caess. 9.7%; Broughton MRER Vol.2, 214, note 2
believes that because cof the wording of Flutarch {abowve!
Antistius? guasstorship must be moved to a later date. His
tribunatey Cic., Ad B. Fr. 2.1,7 (8B S). Antistius in Syria;
Cic. fAd Att, 14.9, 3, (BB Z&%). His contact with Bratus
and his service as a legate; Plut. Brut. 25; Cic. ad Brut.
1.1, 2y 1012, 3 i SB 14, 21, Marcius Crispus’® iocuwnsy b
Swriay Appian BL G047 4.58. His inclusion in the armiss
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(pages 70-74)

of Cassiusy Cic. Ad Fam. 12.11, 1 (SB T&&46). Dio™s
interpretation of events concerning him; 47.28,4.

14) Turulliuys® participation in the assassination;
Dio ul B, 2. His activities in the East; Cic. Ad Fam.
1%, 2, 4;(SE 41%9); Appian BC 9.2. Appuleius in the East;
Cxc. Phil. 152.32y Plut. Brut. 243 aAppian BL F.63, 4.735.
Brutus speaks to Cicereo about the augural elections in  Ad
Brut. 13 (aor 1.7):; Sk 20.

13 The relations between Hortensius and his father;
Yal. Max. 5.9, 2. His behaviour as a vouth Cic. Ad &tt., &.3,
7, (EB 117}). His service with Caesar; Plut. Cass. 72.1%
Appian BE 2.47. Cicero sevaluating Hortensius; Ad _Att, 10,4,

by (BB 195). The guestion of his proconsulship; Broughton
MRR VYol. II, 206. In Macedomniaj Cic. Phil. 10G.26.

16 Caesar®s Farthian campaign; Collins "Caesar
and the Corruption of Paower," Hist. 4 (1935) 458, Caeszar’s
following; Syme RR 5%-%4, Gruen, LBERR 112-119, and
Shackleton Bailey, "The Roman Nobility in the Second Civil
War™ " CO 10, (19&60) ZSE~-247.

17) Antonius and the legions of Macedonia; Appian EBC
Z.27. Hortensius® role in Grescey Cic. Phil. 3.24; 10.11,

18} The participation of the Servilii Cascae in the
assassination; Cic. Fhil. 2.27. Gaius is mentioned by Appian
{(BC 2.113) as being a friend of Cassar and is traditionally
regarded as the tribune for 44, His brother’s ftribunatey; Dio
47.49, 1. Their suicide; Anthol., lat. 457, It has bzen
sitggested by T. J. Cadoux (Broughton MER, supplement S8)
that there were three Cazecas, not two, which has confused
bhoth ancient and modern commentators. His evidence for this
is that the tribune surnamed Casca in 44 escaped a lynoching
by convincing the crowd that he was not one of the Cascas
involved in the comspiracy (Dio 44.32, 2}, Cadoux’s
suggestion is attractive, but can not be proven. The only
evidence for a third Casca is late and the tribune of 44
could have understandably lied fto save himseld from the
crowd, had he actually bsen a conspirator,

i?) Allienuws’® services to Caesar; B.ffr. 2.70. Hi
troops and Cassiws; Cic. Ad_Fama. 12,11, (SR J&&), Brought
MRE Yol., II, 3532, believes that Alliesnus was at first a
legate of Trebonius and then of Dolabella, but this iz not
mads clear by the evidence he cites (Cic. Phil., 11.32),
I+ he was Trebonius”™ legate, he was under ro compulsion o

-
EE]
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(pages 74-77)

follow Dolabella. Appian’s interpretation of the avents
concerning Allienus; BC 3.78. Shackletan Bailey, discussing
the letters above, interprets Cic. Phil, 11.30-22 as
Allienus being an original legate of Dolabella and not
Trabonius.

20) Wiseman, New Men 175-4&, See also 173-181. For
mther studies about the pnovi homines of Cassar Syme RR
BOfT., Gruen, LGRR 115F+.

21) Ciec. Ad Brut. 24.%9 or 1.1&; BB 23.

22y BrutusTarmies® mutinyy Cic. Ad Brut. 7 or 1.2

(8B 14); Dio 47.22, 43 .23, 1:; Legio guarta decima mutinied
under Brutus, the legion which had fought at Fharsalus and
in Africa under Caesar (L. Keppie. The_Makipng of the FRoman
Army, (1984), 299, 111). Cassius alsc had to deal with
rebtallious troops, Dio 47,35 &3 Appian S346.64. On army
revolts im this period see W, 5. Messer, CPFh 15 (19200 158-
175,




FOOTNQTES: CHAFTER FOUR

(pages 79-83)

1) Thucydides 3.82.
2y Buinctilius at Corfiniumi; Caes. BC 1, 23,
His actions in Africa; Caes. BC 2.28,1-Z.

2y The reading of Vell. 2.71, 2i "Varus auten
liberti, quem id facere cosgerat, manu, cum se insignibus
honorum velasset, iugulatus sst" suggests to Broughton (HRR
suppl. 52 that Ouinctilius Varus must have held an offics
other than a guaestorship, probably a prastorship. If this
is 850, it presupposes a pardon from Caesar as Quinctilius
was fighting against Caesar as late as 46 and was a
prastorius in 42. Sge algpo R. Syme “"Migsing FPersons” Hist, 5
(19064 208. J. Suolahti, Junior Officers of the Roman
Republic 228 wrongly identifies this man with the L. Varus
who was a praefectus under Cassius (Appian BC 4.74).

4} For & description of the Calpuwrnii Pisones of the
late Republic ;3 E.S. Gruen, "Pompey and the Fisones", L3SL0A 1
(19468) 135-170. Cn. Fiso guasstor propraetore; Sal. Cat.
1?.1. This is the man who was posthumously involved in the
allaeged tirst Catilinarian conspriracy. The sxistence of
this conspiracy has now been refuted. See F. MocGushing
Bellum Catilinae, Appendix IV; The relationship hetween the
quaestor of 65 and the proguaesstor of 493 Gruen {(abovel! 1é61.

D the nama& Ch. Calpuwrnius Fise Frugi; DBroughton

MER suppl.13. Piso in Spaini Crawford, RREC 4473, and in
Africa EB. Afr. Z.1; 18.1. Tacitus {(Ann. 2.43) later names
him as an associate of Brutus and Cassius.

S T. Labisnus’® career and his relations with
Fompeius and Caesar; R. Byme, “"The Allegiance of Labienus,
JRE 2 (19=8) 11I3-2% (Rogman Fapers Val.l, 62). 0. Labiesnus’
career with Brutus and Bassius § Vell. 2.78, 1: Dio 48.24,
5.

11

&)y Torguatus the guaestor of Pansar Cice., 6d
Brut.l.6, JF3 EB 12. fAppian BC Z.4%. The Torguatus shelitared
by Stticus; Nepos, AtLt. 11.23 15.4. The identification of
these two men; J. Mitchell, "The Torguati,”

-
P

Mist,, 15 (1%9&6)

The conz=wl of &5 had besn in Miletus during bh= pirate
wars (Brouwghton MRR VYol. 11, 242). Ses alspo 180-151, notes 11
170
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(pages B4-871

and 14, On the relations of the Torgqusti with Fompeius: Gruen,

LBRA 103,

7) "The Roman Nobility in the Second Eivil War", CO
10 {1960) 25H-284.

8) The date of Lentulus’® coming of age; Cic. Fro
Sestipg 1443 Dio 39.17. The elder Lentulus Spinther’s death;
Auct. Vir. I11. 78.%. His son in Alexandria; Cic. Ad _fitt.
11,13, 1 (5B 224). Young Lentulus Spinther’s acquaintance
with Brutus and Cicero; Cic. Ad Att, 13.10, T (8B 318), His
association with the assassins; Plut. Cags., 67.2; Appian BC
2.11%, His visit to lirero; Cic. Ad _Att. 14.11, 2 (BB Z&5).

?) His letters to Cicero and the sepate; Cic. Ad
Fam. 12.14; 133 (SB 405, 406). The quotation is from  Ad
Fam. 1Z2.14.7 (8B 403).

10y M, Aguinius; B. Ofr. T7.253 B?:; Appian EC
2.119, M. Aguinus as a lggats of Lassius; CDrawford BRRE 313.

11 L. Cella; EB. _Afr., BF.1. L. Fella; Flut. Brukt.
I0. L. Iulius Mocilla; Nepos, Att. 11.2. Cichorius
identification; Romische Studien 2535~7

12) Vell. Z.76, 1.

123y Farticipation in the conspiracy: Vell. 2.79
His letter to Cicero and his activities in the Easty i
Ad _Att. 12,13 (8B 419:.

14) His comments about Doctavianus®™ family; Guet.
Aug. 4,2,

13) FPacuviwus labeo; Flut. Bruk., 12.3; 51.,2:
Appian BC 4.135. He has been mistakenly named Facuvius
Antistius Labeo in confusion with his son who was adopted by
the Antistii; Shackleton RBailey, Two Studies 11, 103

1&) Shackleton Baileyv’s estimation of Yarro
Gibbay C& 10 (19&60) 2460 note 7. Hig role as a messeEnger;
Cicero’s letter of recommendation of him to Erutusy; Cic. Ad
Fam. 13.10, T (8 277), His appeatrance in thes courts; Asc,
oo C.; Dio 47,11, 3. At Philippi; Vell. 271, T

17 The year of young Cicero’s birth: Cic. Ad
gtt. 1.2 (GB 11). Stuwdiess in Athens: Cic. Ad Akt 12.332, 2
(EF 271). Trebhonius® lettery Cic. Ad Fam. 12.14 (8B F28:).
Farticipation in the campaign with Brutus; Flat. Zic. 24.
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(pages 87-72}

Brutus®™ letter to Cicero about his son; Cic. Ad Brut. 3.6
(or 2.3} (BB 2).

18) His addition to the lists of the proscribed
and his action at Fhilippis Appian BC 4.1%9, and 73; 4,.351.

12 Dolabella’s consulship and his activities
after Caesar’s deathy Cic. Phil 2,79-80; ad_Att. 14.20, 2,43
(6B 274), Cicero’s letter of approval of him; Cic., Ad Fam,,
F.14; (8B I24). Cicero's post with Dolabella; Cic. Ad _Att.
1%.11, 43 (8B 78%). In his consulship, Cicero had trisd to
abolish the liberge legationes: Cic. de leg. %.18. See alsa
Gruen LGRE. His journeys Cic. Ad Att. 1&6.46 (SR 414).

20) Appian BL 4. 14867,

21) Publius; Flut. Brut. 48; Z1-32. Gaius
or Tiberius; Val. Max. 4.7, 4,

220 Plut. Pruyut, 30.1-3; Ant. &%,13 Appian BL 4. 129,

23y Flut. Cat, Min., 65.4; &6.3; 72.3; Brut. 12,72

91,3

24) On a detailed description of the proscriptionsg
Appian BC 4.3-31.

25) Shackleton Bailey®s opiniong CQ (1960) 242 note
2. Drusus® adoptive uncle was Brutus® grandfather on his
mother’s side. Hig trial; Dic. Ad Att. 4.1&, S 19, 8; 17,
D3 (BB 89,70,%1). hNero’s marriage to Liviai; Vell .70
Buet. Tib., 4. Nero’s support of Caesar; Cass. BL 25,
Drusus being proscribedy Dio 48.44, 1. His appearancs at
FhRilippi; Vell, 2.71, 3.

% A

id

.

24) Faullus®™ attempts to charge Catiliney Sal,. Cat.
Zi.4. For a discussion of the Vettius affair; chap. two,
PuSé=37. Cicern’s opinion about Paullus with Cassar: Cic. Ad
Att., &.3, 4 (8B 117). Baesar s bribe and the Basilica
fiemiliag Plut. Cags, 29.2-3F. His activities in 473 Ciec. Fhil
1513, With Brutus 3 bBio 47.8, 1. In general; L. Hayne, "i..
Faullus and his Attitude to Fompey"™, Antiguite Classious 41
(1272} 148-185. His =mon; Appian BC 3.5, 2. Far the
identification of the youngsr Paullus see the prozopogeraphy.

27) Messalla Niger's consulship and the trial o
Clodius in &1; Cic. Ad Aty. 1,13, 53 SB 13 1.14, =
14; 1.4, 2-5; SB 163 Pro Milone 733 Dio 37.46, =
27,4, &. Messalla with Brutus; Cic. Ad Brut., 20




(pages F2-P5)

TalSry WE 24, Vell. 2.71,1. Hiz proscriphions

Dig 47 ! fGpplan BC 4,738, Gellius’ nlaot
Hrutus: FLEALEr With Antoniuwsy Vell., ZUES.Z.

28 Lolliuvs at Philippiy Appian BZ 4.49.
Hism carser with Sugustus: R. Syee, HR A4, 452,

2%2) T. Labiemnus; note 4 above. Tittius and
Marius; Clo. fd _Fam. 12. 19, %3 (SB 404, Manzer (F-W

ATV 1820 identities Marius with a native of Dalmatia butl
this is wunlikely.

I0) Sestius: Cic. Ad Att. 16.4, 4; (SE 4117y

-y

His proscripiiong fAppian BC 4.351. See also Dio 53,32, 4:
Grawfors RRE S19.

31 Horace as a military tribune; Bat. l.b,47—

R il

483 and L. R. Taylor “Horace's BEgquestrian Carser', AJPh 44&

(19325 141~14&9. FHorace and FPompeius at Philippi; Ode 2.7.

The Archilochian imageryi; Stesle Commanger The Odes_of
Horgoe (1963 128,

E2)Y Flavius: Plut. Brut. S1.13 Nepos Att. 8.7
Dic. Ad Brut, 1.6, 4 (BB 12): 17.3 (or 1.8); (8B 26);

Crawford RRE 3l1é6. Cicero recomended him and his brother to

SrntdpdennZe

M. Amlius in 46 (Cic. Ad Fam. 13,31 ;8B 209,

I3 Gellius Canus is not explicitly stated as
having been with Brutus; See prosopography (B no. 59.

34) Cic. Fhil. 4.16; Ad Fam. 12,

A .. b 5. SOV L LS AN

(8B 247, Servilius® coins: Orawford, BR

25Y Pedanius and Flastorius; Oreawford RRC I.
%lé, no. 509 and 518 no. S0B respectively. This Flaetorius
and M. Plasgtorius Cestianus, praetor of 64, wers related buk
not closely. Sse Wiseman, New Men no. 320,

6y Dio 47.24, Z-4.
E7Y Appian BC 5.2,

38y Cic, Ad _Fam. 12,13, 4 (8B 41913 Diop 47.31, 3. He

is not to be confused with the gquaestor of Oyvprus in 47 as

Shackleton Railey believes. See Broughton, PMRER, suppl. &0,
59 L. Varusi Appian RC 4.74; this Varus is

not to be confused with Sex. Quinctilius Varus who diesd at

Fhilippi. See naote 2.



(pages FS-100)

40 Fabiuss; Josephus AJ 14,.295-7; BJ 1.236-%%

Ficiniusy Grant Impsrium T3
41y Ad Brut. 16 (or 1.8); SB 15,
42y Vell. 2.72, 1
43%) Nepos Att. 10,27 11.2 ,

44) VEI].- 2- ?:u 3_"4'-

45) Velleius; Vell., 2.76, 1. Bibulusy fAppian 5.58;

Poplicola; Vell., 2.8%, 27 Turullius; Appian 3.2
Appian 4.51; Ealpurnius Fisoy; Grant, Imperium 51.

44y Vell 2.78, 13 Crawford RRC 529.

Cicera:

473 Bibulus; Appian 4.38; Domitiusy; Dio 90,13

48) Messallar Plut. Bruk. 53; Parmensisg

49y Dip TI.30,

f-J

"
L]

50) Suet. Tib 12; Syme RR 4527

—_—

k3

51y Buet. Aug,. BB,Z.



FOOTNOTES: AFFENDIX

FLUTARCH™S BRUTUS

{pages 140-1435)
1Y Fliny Epist. 1.17

2) M. L. Clarke, Thg Mobliest Roman, 19?81, 75-77.

2y Plut., DRion 2

4) For the other side of Brutus see Cic. Ad _Fam.
4.1, 7 (8B 113).

5) D. Stockton, Cicero: A Political Biography Z240.
The Salaminian affairy Cic. Ad_Att. ety 10-17Z7 &Lol, S-b;
&.2y, 7=%; &6£.3,5; 8B 114~117. For discussions of the sconomics
of the incident see R. Y. Tyrrell and L. L. Purssr The
Correspondence of M., Tullius Cicerp, Yol. 3%, Appendix 9 and
E. Badian, Roman Imperialism in the Late Republig, (1943)

84-85.

6) G.E.M. de Ste. Croix, The Class Strugals in
the Ancient Gresk Warld T&3-4.

7) de Ste. Croix, IZb6b.

8 V. Ehrenkerg, "Caesar’s Fimal Aims, "HEPRS.
58, (1964) 139,



FODTNOTES: STEMMA
(page_{§)

1)  Brutus® adoptive father was a 0. Serviliusg
Caspio, husband of Hortensia. Whether this Caepio was Cato’s
half-brother or not is disputed. J. Geiger "The Last
Bervilii Caepiones of the Republic,” AS 4 (19732 143-13&,
belisves that Brutus®™ adoptive father may have been the
gon of 6G. Servilius Caepioc (pr. 91) by a previous
martiage.

2) Beiger (185 above) belisves that Lucullus
married a Servilia who was a niece of Cato’™s half-
brother, not Cateo’s sister. J. Hallettt Fathers and
Danghters in Roman Society 1984, I31 n. 22 challenges this
on the basis that Cato’s half-brother would not have been
old enough to have had a dauwghter of marriagable age in
the mid-sixties. also M.K. Hopkins “The Age of Roman
Girls at Marriage,” Fopulation Studies 18 (19485) IJ09-327.

3) The son of the consul of 54 was adopted by an
Atilius Serranus. D.R. Shackleton-Bailey Two
Studies _ _in Roman Nomenclature 1976 35.

43  As the younger Hortensius held a province in 44 he
was likely a prastor in 43, Cic. Phil. 10.24; Dio
47.21,.4-4.
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