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He was however, born as an aristocrat and a Sadducee which was the more conservative movement of the
three and largely comprised of wealthy Jews. Josephus has a tendency to twist the truth and we see he likes to
align his interests with those of the prevalent movement at any given time. This is evident as he is not very
fond of the Pharisees in some of his earlier works such as The Jewish War, but he becomes a Pharisee as the
movement becomes popular. Josephus witnesses the beginning of the Jewish revolt against the Roman
governor at the time, Gessius Florus. Contrary to his roots as an aristocrat, he joins the rebels in the revolution
against the Roman oppression of the Jews. The rebel destruction of the Roman garrison in Jerusalem was an
important event in this revolt and shortly after Josephus was assigned by Temple authorities to organize and
lead the resistance in Galilee. In 67 AD while under siege in Jotapata, Josephus surrenders to Vespasian after a
strange twist of fate in which he and his countrymen drew lots to determine who would kill the rest and then
commit suicide, Josephus by the will of God or so it is suggested comes out the lucky one and decides against
suicide. He whom the lot falls to first, let him be killed by him that hath the second lot, and thus fortune shall
make its progress through us all; nor shall any of us perish by his own right hand, for it would be unfair if,
when the rest are gone, somebody should repent and save himself. He who had the first lot laid his neck bare
to him that had the next, as supposing that the general would die among them immediately; for they thought
death, if Josephus might but die with them, was sweeter than life; yet was he with another left to the last,
whether we must say it happened so by chance, or whether by the providence of God. And as he was very
desirous neither to be condemned by the lot, nor, if he had been left to the last, to imbrue his right hand in the
blood of his countrymen, he persuaded him to trust his fidelity to him, and to live as well as himself.
Vespasian likes his idea and decides to keep Josephus under detention instead of crucifying him. In 69 AD,
Vespasian becomes emperor and makes Josephus an advisor to Titus and awards him with Roman citizenship,
a wife, etc. Titus is tasked with ending the war and so begins to lay siege to Jerusalem with Josephus at his
side. From this viewpoint, Josephus sees the war from the Roman perspective while witnessing the atrocities
like the destruction of Jerusalem and the Temple. He then follows Titus back to Rome and lives under the
protection of the house of Vespasian until the murder of Domitian in 98 AD, after which we have no record of
Josephus. The causes of this war are a great example of the greed involved in Roman imperialism as the
Romans had been taxing the Jews for 60 years before the Roman emperor Nero needed money and demanded
Gessius Florus a representative in Judaea to confiscate it from the Temple treasure. This and underlying class
divisions contributed the most to the actual cause of the war. Aside from the connection to greed, this book
also gives an interesting look at conquest from different perspectives. Josephus begins on the side of the Jews
during the revolution against the Romans and then gives us a look at the war from the Roman perspective as
he accompanied Titus on his siege and sacking of Jerusalem. Josephus as both a general elected by temple
authorities and a historian looking with hindsight gives an account of the causes of the war, events of the war,
and the horrific destruction of Jerusalem.
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The Augustus of Prima Porta early 1st century AD The Roman Empire was among the most powerful
economic, cultural, political and military forces in the world of its time. It was one of the largest empires in
world history. At its height under Trajan, it covered 5 million square kilometres. Throughout the European
medieval period , attempts were even made to establish successors to the Roman Empire, including the Empire
of Romania, a Crusader state ; and the Holy Roman Empire. By means of European colonialism following the
Renaissance , and their descendant states, Greco-Roman and Judaeo-Christian culture was exported on a
worldwide scale, playing a crucial role in the development of the modern world. Rome had begun expanding
shortly after the founding of the republic in the 6th century BC, though it did not expand outside the Italian
Peninsula until the 3rd century BC. Then, it was an "empire" long before it had an emperor. It was ruled, not
by emperors , but by annually elected magistrates Roman Consuls above all in conjunction with the senate.
This was the period of the Crisis of the Roman Republic. Towards the end of this era, in 44 BC, Julius Caesar
was briefly perpetual dictator before being assassinated. In 27 BC the Senate and People of Rome made
Octavian princeps "first citizen" with proconsular imperium , thus beginning the Principate the first epoch of
Roman imperial history, usually dated from 27 BC to AD , and gave him the name " Augustus " "the
venerated". Though the old constitutional machinery remained in place, Augustus came to predominate it.
Although the republic stood in name, contemporaries of Augustus knew it was just a veil and that Augustus
had all meaningful authority in Rome. During the years of his rule, a new constitutional order emerged in part
organically and in part by design , so that, upon his death, this new constitutional order operated as before
when Tiberius was accepted as the new emperor. During this period, the cohesion of the empire was furthered
by a degree of social stability and economic prosperity that Rome had never before experienced. Uprisings in
the provinces were infrequent, but put down "mercilessly and swiftly" when they occurred. The success of
Augustus in establishing principles of dynastic succession was limited by his outliving a number of talented
potential heirs. Vespasian became the founder of the brief Flavian dynasty , to be followed by the
Nervaâ€”Antonine dynasty which produced the " Five Good Emperors ": Trajan, unlike all his predecessors,
was not an Italian, but came from a family of Roman settlers in Spain. Aurelian reigned â€” brought the
empire back from the brink and stabilized it. Diocletian completed the work of fully restoring the empire, but
declined the role of princeps and became the first emperor to be addressed regularly as domine, "master" or
"lord". The state of absolute monarchy that began with Diocletian endured until the fall of the Eastern Roman
Empire in Even though northern invasions took place throughout the life of the Empire, this period officially
began in the IV century and lasted for many centuries during which the western territory was under the
dominion of foreign northern rulers, a notable one being Charlemagne. Historically, this event marked the
transition between the ancient world and the medieval ages. Diocletian divided the empire into four regions,
each ruled by a separate emperor , the Tetrarchy. Order was eventually restored by Constantine the Great ,
who became the first emperor to convert to Christianity , and who established Constantinople as the new
capital of the eastern empire. During the decades of the Constantinian and Valentinian dynasties , the empire
was divided along an eastâ€”west axis, with dual power centres in Constantinople and Rome. The reign of
Julian , who under the influence of his adviser Mardonius attempted to restore Classical Roman and
Hellenistic religion , only briefly interrupted the succession of Christian emperors. Theodosius I , the last
emperor to rule over both East and West , died in AD after making Christianity the official religion of the
empire. It survived for almost a millennium after the fall of its Western counterpart and became the most
stable Christian realm during the Middle Ages. The Romans, however, managed to stop further Islamic
expansion into their lands during the 8th century and, beginning in the 9th century, reclaimed parts of the
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conquered lands. Basil II reconquered Bulgaria and Armenia, culture and trade flourished. The aftermath of
this battle sent the empire into a short period of decline. Two decades of internal strife and Turkic invasions
ultimately paved the way for Emperor Alexios I Komnenos to send a call for help to the Western European
kingdoms in In the Sack of Constantinople found place by participants in the Fourth Crusade. The conquest of
Constantinople in fragmented what remained of the Empire into successor states , the ultimate victor being
that of Nicaea. Classical demography The Roman Empire was one of the largest in history, with contiguous
territories throughout Europe, North Africa, and the Middle East. For instance, entire forests were cut down to
provide enough wood resources for an expanding empire. In his book Critias, Plato described that
deforestation: During the reign of Augustus , a "global map of the known world" was displayed for the first
time in public at Rome, coinciding with the composition of the most comprehensive work on political
geography that survives from antiquity, the Geography of the Pontic Greek writer Strabo. The empire
completely circled the Mediterranean Borders fines were marked, and the frontiers limites patrolled. Please
help clarify this article according to any suggestions provided on the talk page. September Main article:
Roman jurists also show a concern for local languages such as Punic , Gaulish , and Aramaic in assuring the
correct understanding and application of laws and oaths. Libyco-Berber and Punic inscriptions appear on
public buildings into the 2nd century, some bilingual with Latin. These papyri , named for a Jewish woman in
the province of Arabia and dating from 93 to AD, mostly employ Aramaic, the local language, written in
Greek characters with Semitic and Latin influences; a petition to the Roman governor , however, was written
in Greek. Commonalities in syntax and vocabulary facilitated the adoption of Latin. Today, more than million
people are native speakers worldwide. As an international language of learning and literature, Latin itself
continued as an active medium of expression for diplomacy and for intellectual developments identified with
Renaissance humanism up to the 17th century, and for law and the Roman Catholic Church to the present. A
Greek-speaking majority lived in the Greek peninsula and islands , western Anatolia , major cities, and some
coastal areas. The international use of Greek, however, was one factor enabling the spread of Christianity, as
indicated for example by the use of Greek for the Epistles of Paul. From the perspective of the lower classes, a
peak was merely added to the social pyramid.
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His analysis of classical antiquity is incomplete, however, and leaves open the argument whether or not
Roman imperialism was historically progressive. Let us start with the positive. This book can be strongly
recommended as an introduction to Roman history at its most turbulent. How about this, for example, as a
condemnation of the Roman ruling class and its apologists past and present? Many latter-day historians are
immersed in this age-old ruling ideological perspective. Such were the steadfast republicans upon whom most
classical historians gaze so admiringly. Much in his account of Roman society is accurate: Even Tom Holland,
whose unconventional and superbly written Rubicon: The Triumph and Tragedy of the Roman Republic has
been highly acclaimed, fails to break out of this dominant paradigm. The conflicts of the Late
Republic-conflicts which repeatedly exploded in civil war and ultimately brought down the old political
system-were not a direct clash between rich and poor. The populist leaders were themselves top senatorial
aristocrats-the minority reform wing of a deeply divided ruling class. The Senate was a self-serving assembly
of some or so millionaires. These factions competed for high office in the state and the opportunities for
enrichment this afforded. New pigs were not welcome at the trough-that was the basic problem. Senators and
equestrians were the grandees of Roman politics. Below them was a class of lesser aristocrats or gentry who
formed the local governing elites in provincial towns. The composition of town councils was regulated by the
census, which ranked people by property ownership, so that Roman towns were safely in the hands of landed
oligarchs decuriones, members of the curial order, the town-council class. Many decurions resented the ceiling
on advancement they encountered in a conservative political order. Some lacked Roman citizenship and
therefore political rights in Rome altogether. Others found their route from local into national politics blocked.
Many were economically disadvantaged by lack of representation at the centre. Why did a coterie of Roman
senators assassinate their fellow aristocrat and celebrated ruler, Julius Caesar? The assassination also marked a
turning point in the history of Rome. It set in motion a civil war, and put an end to whatever democracy there
had been, ushering in an absolutist rule that would prevail over Western Europe for centuries to come. His
immediate successor, Octavian-Augustus 30 BC to AD 14 , who became the first emperor, led a conservative
reaction which largely restored the unity of a Roman ruling class that was now purged, enlarged and more
open to recruitment from below. It was this that distinguished Caesar from Augustus, not that one was a
democrat and the other an absolutist. It was this that destabilised a political system dominated by a narrow and
exclusive elite, and created the opportunity and incentive for some members of the ruling class to mobilise
popular forces. It must be stressed that, in this struggle, the Roman masses took sides, but they never
developed their own independent class organisations. Nor could they have done. To understand why not, we
must place the conflict within the Roman citizen-body in a wider context. But there is a more serious problem:
This is a serious sin of omission. The Romans-that is, the people who, as citizens of the city of Rome, were
entitled to participate in the political process, whether rich or poor, optimate or populist-constituted at this
time a small minority only of those who lived under Roman rule. All Romans were privileged relative to
non-Romans. Citizens did not pay tributum, for example, the principal property tax levied in the empire. They
enjoyed the protection afforded by Roman courts. They received preferential treatment from Roman
administrators. They were the main beneficiaries of land allotments, public works, grain doles and free
entertainments. Such were the privileges of citizenship that, as we noted above, the issue of the franchise
could plunge Italy into civil war. Citizenship, moreover, was closely linked to urban life. But ancient cities
were centres of consumption, not production. The decurions who formed town councils were landowners-not
an independent mercantile elite as in many medieval cities-and the urban masses were linked to them by ties
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of economic dependence and political affiliation. The archaeology of Pompeii is especially instructive. Many
of the working population lived in the grand houses, either as part of the household itself, or renting
workshops and first floor apartments along the street front. There were, of course, no factories-all production
was at the workshop level-but nor, it seems, was there an independent petty bourgeoisie of workshop masters
organised in guilds. Instead, workshops belonged to the owners of grand houses, and guilds were subordinate
to their aristocratic patrons. Urban economic activity was embedded in the power structure. Because cities
were parasitic and citizens privileged, the plebs media could intervene in urban politics in support of a
reformist senator, but it could not break its ties of dependence, forge links with the rural masses, and challenge
the power of the senatorial aristocracy as a whole. Indeed, the corruption and fickleness of the Roman mob-a
conventional stereotype which Parenti challengesdoes contain an element of truth. The mob was bribed by
largesse a share in the spoils of empire and was loyal to the patrons who dispensed it. One example will
suffice: It was a tithe levied on provincial peasants for the benefit of the Roman mob. Dependent for their
privileges on imperialism and the aristocracy, the position of the common citizens of Rome was akin to that of
white workers in apartheid South Africa or Jewish settlers in Zionist Israel. Let us now put the citizens of
Rome into a wider context. What was the dynamic of Roman society? It was a system of competitive military
imperialism. The Roman ruling class accumulated war-making capacity in order to fight wars of conquest
abroad and civil wars at home. The aristocracy and the state it collectively controlled was enriched by booty
and tribute, and the allegiance of the client groups on whom the aristocracy relied for support, essentially the
rest of the Roman citizen-body, and especially those enrolled as soldiers, could be secured with distributions
of land and largesse. Parenti is clear about what lay behind this. Perhaps more so, since foreign conquest
offered ambitious politicians a mechanism of advancement, raising a figure like Caesar to the point where he
threatened the political supremacy of the Senate. Yet it was here that he accumulated the political
capital-soldiers, allies, treasure and military glory-that made him the most powerful man in Rome. Parenti may
be right that Caesar was a sincere popularis. Reform to heal the rifts in Roman society was sound policy. The
very survival of the empire probably depended on it. And he bribed his way to favour and funded his reforms
out of imperial plunder. It has been estimated that a million people were slaughtered, a million more enslaved,
and several hundred settlements torched in the Gallic War. Like other military commanders of his day
including many of the optimates, he [Caesar] was a despoiler of distant lands. It has been argued that his
conquest of Gaul was a blessing in disguise. Deeply divided among themselves, the Gauls could not have
withstood the impending onslaught of the Germanic tribes. In their subjugation to Rome they found peace and
stability. Yet he leaves their argument unanswered. No one, after all, denies the carnage. Niall Ferguson
admits many of the atrocities of the British Empire. The link between Caesarism and imperialism-the
dependence of ancient Roman populism on the spoils of war-has not been made clear. We are left ignorant of
the fact that the principal class contradiction in the Late Republic was not that between Roman senators and
Roman plebs, but that between Roman military imperialism and the mass of rural producers peasants, serfs,
slaves, day-labourers, whatever in subject territory. The state, the senatorial aristocracy and the Roman
citizen-body were organised as an urban civilisation and, though sometimes bitterly divided over the
distribution of burdens and rewards, formed a dominant privileged block. Against them stood dispossessed
native elites, the provincial peasantry, and the slaves working on Italian estates. At no stage did Roman
populists espouse the cause of these subject groups. Never did the plebs media demonstrate in solidarity with
oppressed peoples. The greatest struggles in antiquity were of oppressed people against imperialism, of slaves
against masters, peasants against aristocrats, and country against town. There was, for example, Vercingetorix
who merits only seven lines in Parenti. For two years his improvised revolutionary army marched the length of
Italy plundering aristocratic estates and defeating Roman armies. Or again, the renegade popularis Sertorius
seven lines , who led the Spanish tribes in a ten-year guerrilla war against Roman forces in 81 to 72 BC. But
one should know that this was a struggle between aristocratic factions over the future of empire, in which the
popular forces engaged did not act on their own account, and were anyway corrupted by the privilege and
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largesse available to them as the beneficiaries of an imperial system. This is a bit strong-there is some stiff
competition-but Cicero was certainly a lying, reactionary creep. As above, especially pp The concept was
originally discussed in The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte , in which Marx analysed the failure of
the revolution in France and its culmination in the dictatorship of Louis Bonaparte later styled Napoleon III.
This was an attempt to explain the middle class leadership by army officers, professionals and intellectuals of
various Third World revolutions which succeeded in mobilising popular forces against both imperialism and
the local ruling class. I sometimes feel Parenti sees Caesar as akin to modern-day figures like Salvador
Allende, the left-reformist prime minister of Chile in The Pompeii literature is vast, and many recent studies
explore these issues. The point must be stressed. Unlike midth century London and late 18th century Paris,
Late Republican Rome lacked an independent petty bourgeois revolutionary movement. As above, p5 and
elsewhere. It is clear from this that the fighting in 52 BC was on a different scale from that in earlier
campaigns.
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It happened after ancient Rome wasplunged into civil war and Gaius Julius Caesar emerged victorious.
Military genius, tyrant, brilliant politician, first class orator, sophisticated man of letters - Caesar was all of
these andmore. The text goes well beyond the biographical detailsof his life, however, and examines his career
through a variety ofperspectives - from military conquests and politicalvictories to his relationships with
women and elevation to godlikestatus. Looking at Caesar in the context of Roman society providesus with a
richer portrait of the man whose name has becomesynonymous with the Roman Empire itself. Accessible to
all, Always I Am Caesar is a lively and engaging window into thelife and times of ancient Rome during its
transition from republicto empire. Power and the People in Republican Rome. Caesar and the Ideology of
Roman Imperialism. Caesar and the Manipulation of Civic Religion. Caesar and the Sociology of Roman
Public Building. Cornelia and Pompeia, Calpurnia and Cleopatra. Philosophy, Politics and Assassination.
Index show more Review Text "The clear strengths of the book are its insights and its accessibility. These
twin foci between them generate a considerable energy, which illuminates many areas of Roman life, politics
and culture, as well as the multifaceted personality of Caesar himself. It is a welcome contribution to one of
the most well-tilled corners of Roman history and will hopefully provoke many minds into considering old
questions in new ways. Jeff Tatum s treatment is masterly, with plenty of good solutions to the controversies
of Caesar scholarship, and plenty of modern comparisons to enliven the reader s experience. The prose flows
like that of an engaging professor or storyteller. More than a biography Tatum writes with flair. He has
published extensively on topics in Latin Literature and Roman History. Several chapters in this book
originated from a series of lectures Dr.
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By examining his military and political career, home life and relationships with women, Always I Am Caesar provides a
vivid portrait of Caesar's life and the times of ancient Rome during its transition from republic to empire.
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