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Excerpt. I should like to express very fully my great.

He belonged to the tribus Cornelia. However, being a semi-invalid, he could not enter public life and studied
extensively to compensate. The famous family names of Fabius , Lentulus , and Piso come from the Latin
names of beans, lentils, and peas, respectively. Plutarch writes that Cicero was urged to change this
deprecatory name when he entered politics, but refused, saying that he would make Cicero more glorious than
Scaurus "Swollen-ankled" and Catulus "Puppy". Cicero was therefore educated in the teachings of the ancient
Greek philosophers, poets and historians; as he obtained much of his understanding of the theory and practice
of rhetoric from the Greek poet Archias [17] and from the Greek rhetorician Apollonius. It was precisely his
broad education that tied him to the traditional Roman elite. In 90â€”88 BC, he served both Pompeius Strabo
and Lucius Cornelius Sulla as they campaigned in the Social War , though he had no taste for military life,
being an intellectual first and foremost. Cicero started his career as a lawyer around 83â€”81 BC. His first
major case, of which a written record is still extant, was his 80 BC defense of Sextus Roscius on the charge of
patricide. At this time it would have been easy for Sulla to have the unknown Cicero murdered. The first part
detailed exactly the charge brought by Ericius. The second part concerned the boldness and greed of two of the
accusers, Magnus and Capito. Cicero told the jury that they were the more likely perpetrators of murder
because the two were greedy, both for conspiring together against a fellow kinsman and, in particular,
Magnus, for his boldness and for being unashamed to appear in court to support the false charges. The third
part explained that Chrysogonus had immense political power, and the accusation was successfully made due
to that power. Even though Chrysogonus may not have been what Cicero said he was, through rhetoric Cicero
successfully made him appear to be a foreign freed man who prospered by devious means in the aftermath of
the civil war. Cicero surmised that it showed what kind of a person he was and that something like murder was
not beneath him. This was perhaps to avoid the potential wrath of Sulla, [30] though Cicero himself says it
was to hone his skills and improve his physical fitness. Cicero then journeyed to Rhodes to meet his former
teacher, Apollonius Molon , who had previously taught him in Rome. Molon helped Cicero hone the excesses
in his style, as well as train his body and lungs for the demands of public speaking. According to the upper
class mores of the day it was a marriage of convenience, but lasted harmoniously for nearly 30 years. She had
a half-sister named Fabia, who as a child had become a Vestal Virgin , a very great honour. He complained to
his friends that Terentia had betrayed him but did not specify in which sense. The divorce appears to have
taken place in 51 BC or shortly before. It is thought that Cicero needed her money, particularly after having to
repay the dowry of Terentia, who came from a wealthy family. Although his marriage to Terentia was one of
convenience, it is commonly known that Cicero held great love for his daughter Tullia. He became an augur ,
and was nominated consul in 30 BC together with Augustus. As such, he was responsible for revoking the
honors of Mark Antony , who was responsible for the proscription, and could in this way take revenge. Later
he was appointed proconsul of Syria and the province of Asia. Political career of Cicero Early political career[
edit ] His first office was as one of the twenty annual quaestors , a training post for serious public
administration in a diversity of areas, but with a traditional emphasis on administration and rigorous
accounting of public monies under the guidance of a senior magistrate or provincial commander. Cicero
served as quaestor in western Sicily in 75 BC and demonstrated honesty and integrity in his dealings with the
inhabitants. As a result, the grateful Sicilians asked Cicero to prosecute Gaius Verres , a governor of Sicily,
who had badly plundered the province. His prosecution of Gaius Verres was a great forensic success [46] for
Cicero. After a lengthy period in Sicily collecting testimonials and evidence and persuading witnesses to come
forward, Cicero returned to Rome and won the case in a series of dramatic court battles. His unique style of
oratory set him apart from the flamboyant Hortensius. On the conclusion of this case, Cicero came to be
considered the greatest orator in Rome. The view that Cicero may have taken the case for reasons of his own is
viable. Hortensius was, at this point, known as the best lawyer in Rome; to beat him would guarantee much
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success and the prestige that Cicero needed to start his career. One such example is found in the speech
Against Verres I , where he states "with you on this bench, gentlemen, with Marcus Acilius Glabrio as your
president, I do not understand what Verres can hope to achieve". Cicero was neither a patrician nor a plebeian
noble ; his rise to political office despite his relatively humble origins has traditionally been attributed to his
brilliance as an orator. Cicero was both an Italian eques and a novus homo , but more importantly he was a
Roman constitutionalist. His social class and loyalty to the Republic ensured that he would "command the
support and confidence of the people as well as the Italian middle classes". The optimates faction never truly
accepted Cicero; and this undermined his efforts to reform the Republic while preserving the constitution.
Nevertheless, he successfully ascended the cursus honorum , holding each magistracy at or near the youngest
possible age: He was then elected consul at age His co-consul for the year, Gaius Antonius Hybrida , played a
minor role. During his year in office, he thwarted a conspiracy centered on assassinating him and
overthrowing the Roman Republic with the help of foreign armed forces, led by Lucius Sergius Catilina.
Cicero demanded that Catiline and his followers leave the city. At the conclusion of his first speech, Catiline
hurriedly left the Senate, which was being held in the Temple of Jupiter Stator. In his following speeches,
Cicero did not directly address Catiline. He delivered the second and third orations before the people , and the
last one again before the Senate. By these speeches, Cicero wanted to prepare the Senate for the worst possible
case; he also delivered more evidence against Catiline. Catiline had attempted to involve the Allobroges , a
tribe of Transalpine Gaul , in their plot, but Cicero, working with the Gauls, was able to seize letters that
incriminated the five conspirators and forced them to confess in front of the Senate. At first Decimus Silanus
spoke for the "extreme penalty"; many were swayed by Julius Caesar, who decried the precedent it would set
and argued in favor of life imprisonment in various Italian towns. Cato the Younger rose in defence of the
death penalty and the entire Senate finally agreed on the matter. Cicero had the conspirators taken to the
Tullianum , the notorious Roman prison, where they were strangled. Cicero himself accompanied the former
consul Publius Cornelius Lentulus Sura , one of the conspirators, to the Tullianum. Cicero received the
honorific " Pater Patriae " for his efforts to suppress the conspiracy, but lived thereafter in fear of trial or exile
for having put Roman citizens to death without trial. After the conspirators were put to death, Cicero was
proud of his accomplishment. Some of his political enemies argued that though the act gained Cicero
popularity, he exaggerated the extent of his success. He overestimated his popularity again several years later
after being exiled from Italy and then allowed back from exile. At this time, he claimed that the Republic
would be restored along with him. It cost an exorbitant sum, 3. Cicero, having executed members of the
Catiline Conspiracy four years previously without formal trial, and having had a public falling out with
Clodius, was clearly the intended target of the law. Cicero argued that the senatus consultum ultimum
indemnified him from punishment, and he attempted to gain the support of the senators and consuls, especially
of Pompey. When help was not forthcoming, he went into exile. He wrote to Atticus: But what is there to live
for? My afflictions surpass any you ever heard of earlier". Clodius cast the single vote against the decree.
After this, a cowed Cicero concentrated on his literary works. It is uncertain whether he was directly involved
in politics for the following few years. Cicero restored calm by his mild system of government. He discovered
that much of public property had been embezzled by corrupt previous governors and their staffs, and did his
utmost to restore it. Thus he greatly improved the condition of the cities. Besides his activity in ameliorating
the hard pecuniary situation of the province, Cicero was also creditably active in the military sphere. Cicero
next defeated some robbers who were based on Mount Amanus and was hailed by his soldiers as imperator on
the field of battle. Afterwards he led his army against the independent Cilcian mountain tribes, besieging their
fortress of Pindenissum. It took him 47 days to reduce the place, which fell in December. He then spent some
time in Athens , where he caught up with an old friend from his previous stay there and met men of great
learning. Cicero favoured Pompey, seeing him as a defender of the senate and Republican tradition, but at that
time avoided openly alienating Caesar. Eventually, he provoked the hostility of his fellow senator Cato , who
told him that he would have been of more use to the cause of the optimates if he had stayed in Rome. Caesar
pardoned him and Cicero tried to adjust to the situation and maintain his political work, hoping that Caesar
might revive the Republic and its institutions. In a letter to Varro on c. Cicero, however, was taken completely
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by surprise when the Liberatores assassinated Caesar on the ides of March , 44 BC. Cicero was not included in
the conspiracy, even though the conspirators were sure of his sympathy. After he returned to Italy, Cicero
began to play him against Antony. He praised Octavian, declaring he would not make the same mistakes as his
father. Antony was later declared an enemy of the state when he refused to lift the siege of Mutina , which was
in the hands of Decimus Brutus. Antony and Octavian reconciled and allied with Lepidus to form the Second
Triumvirate after the successive battles of Forum Gallorum and Mutina. The Triumvirate began proscribing
their enemies and potential rivals immediately after legislating the alliance into official existence for a term of
five years with consular imperium. Cicero and all of his contacts and supporters were numbered among the
enemies of the state, even though Octavian argued for two days against Cicero being added to the list. He was
viewed with sympathy by a large segment of the public and many people refused to report that they had seen
him. According to Plutarch , Herennius first slew him, then cut off his head. Cicero was the only victim of the
proscriptions who was displayed in that manner. Octavian is reported to have praised Cicero as a patriot and a
scholar of meaning in later times, within the circle of his family. His indecision may be attributed to his
sensitive and impressionable personality; he was prone to overreaction in the face of political and private
change. Asinius Pollio , a contemporary Roman statesman and historian.
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Mayor in the Cambridge University Press. Words bracketed in that text have not been translated. In some few
cases they have been indicated in a footnote. I should like to express very fully my great obligations to Mr. My
best thanks are also due to him for the personal kindness which he has shown in reading through my
translation, and enabling me to profit by his criticisms and suggestions. The introduction prefixed to the
translation makes no pretence to originality, and is scarcely more than an abstract of the introductions in Mr.
Both in the introduction and notes, references to passages in theDe Naturaare made by means of books and
chapters. The circumstances under which they were undertaken he indicates himself in his preface to the
present work i. He felt, too, that for the sake of the national credit it was right that the philosophy of Greece
should be brought before his countrymen in their own tongue, and in the case of the special branch of
philosophy discussed in theDe Naturahe had another and more pressing motive. For it was necessary there to
consider those theological questions the answers to which determined the character and even the possibility of
religion, and therefore, in his opinion, of morality as well. If the very existence of divine beings were denied,
as some philosophers had denied it, clearly religion, and with it morality, at once disappeared i. Nor was the
case much improved if the view of the Epicureans were adopted. It was true that they had released mankind
from a superstitious fear of the gods, but only by holding out deities who were absolutelyEdition: Religious
worship as directed to such beings could only be an empty form, and it was impossible for morality to flourish
upon a basis of insincerity. The Stoics gave a noble account of the divine government of the universe and care
for man, but their excessive dogmatism exposed them to the criticisms of the Academy. It is of this latter
school that Cicero in i. Its original founder was Plato, but in its later development it had come to neglect the
positive side of his teaching, and to base itself solely upon the negative dialectic which always played so
important a part in his system. By means of this weapon Carneades b. He was also a formidable critic of the
argument from design employed by the Stoics, and of their conception of God as a living, rational being. A
much stronger tendency towards eclecticism was shown by his disciple Antiochus ob. Cicero himself should
really be ranked as an eclectic. He was a Stoic in regarding theconsensus gentiumas valid testimony to the
existence of a supreme being, and as a statesman and patriot was convinced that it was the duty of a good
citizen to accept and maintain the national religion. As a student of philosophy Cicero held a foremost place
among his contemporaries. He remained in touch with it during the whole of a busy life, not only, as his letters
show, as a reader, but also as a writer of translations and adaptations, of which he left a large number behind.
In his youth he had known as teachers the chief representatives of three schools. Diodotus the Stoic was for
some years an inmate of his house. The Stoics most frequently quoted in this dialogue are Zeno, the founder of
the school circ. Posidonius, who died about 50b. The Peripatetic school is only referred to once in theDe
Natura i. Cicero himself speaks of it elsewhere with respect, but without enthusiasm. The dialogue is supposed
to take place in Rome at the house of Caius Aurelius Cotta. Cotta was born in b. The murder of Drusus in 91b.
In this dialogue he appears as pontiff, but not as consul. We know that he was made pontiff soon after 82b. He
was a distinguished orator, and appears as one of the speakers in theDe Oratore,where he is represented as
saying De Orat. It is interesting to note that while an Academic in opinion, he is as pontiff the champion of
orthodoxy i. The Epicureans are represented by Caius Velleius, and the Stoics by Quintus Lucilius Balbus, of
both of whom scarcely anything is known beyond what is gathered from the dialogue itself. Cicero had also
introduced Balbus as a speaker in the lost dialogueHortensius,which was an appeal for the study of
philosophy. He was a man of considerable philosophical attainments, an adherent of the Stoicised Academy of
Antiochus, and himself an author. Cicero, who was twenty-one years his senior, must have thought highly of
him, as he dedicated to him four of his other treatises, and named after him the dialogueDe Claris
Oratoribus,in which he takes part. This is shown, apart from various obscurities and inconsistencies which
occur in it, by the allusions made to the time which the dialogue occupies. It is really supposed to take up one
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day, but in ii. Philodemus was a leading Epicurean, a disciple of Zeno, and a contemporary of Cicero, who
mentions him with praise, and it is generally supposed that he borrowed directly from him. But Mayor points
out that the divergences are even more striking, and thinks that they both copied from an earlier authority. It is
a strong argument in support of this that in both cases the list of philosophers criticised stops at the middle of
the second centuryb. The rest of book i. The Academic criticism of the Stoics, which comes in book iii. The
speech of Velleius, which opens the discussion, begins with a criticism of the Platonic and Stoic theologies i.
The style is rather blustering, in accordance with the Epicurean reputation for arrogance and self-sufficiency,
and the questions asked may in more than one case be answered out of the very writer criticised. The best
points made are those which deal with the difficulty of supposing the creation of the universe to have taken
place at a particular period of time, and with the question of what were the motives of the Creator in
undertaking the work. These points, unfortunately, are not directly met by subsequent speakers, a fault
observable through the entire work,Edition: The critical section is succeeded by the historical i. It is an
undeniable blot upon the book, being throughout full of inaccuracies and mis-statements, of which it is
probable that Cicero himself was to a great extent unconscious; if they were intended to illustrate the
ignorance, upon which the Epicureans prided themselves, of any writings besides their own, one would have
expected a hint to that effect, if not a correction of blunders. Cotta, moreover, is made to compliment Velleius
afterwards upon the accuracy of his sketch. The principle upon which the criticism proceeds is that the
Epicurean idea of God as a perfectly happy, eternal being, possessed of reason, and in human form, is the only
tenable one, and the mere statement of different opinions is regarded as a sufficient proof of their
worthlessness. There is much more positive value in the Epicurean exposition which follows i. The Academic
criticism, which takes up the rest of the book, is flippant, amusing, often obviously unjust, but often acute and
to the point. The objections to endowing God with a human form i. The second book will always rank as one
of the chief attempts made in ancient literature to prove the divine existence, the providential ordering of the
universe, and the providential care for man. In discussing the second of these points a number of
detailsEdition: The verses are spirited, and have received the honour of several imitations by Lucretius, but
they might well have been spared in exchange for a fuller treatment of the dealings of Providence with the
individual, such as would in all probability be contained in the original from which Cicero was borrowing. As
it is, the problem of how to account for the presence of misery and disaster in a world providentially governed
is only hurriedly touched upon at the end of the book. Though we may be sure that Cicero would have been in
sympathy with the main outlines of the Stoic exposition, we know from his other writings that he would not
have agreed in the identification of heat with intelligence ii. In this last connection chapters are noticeable for
their etymological explanations of the names of divinities. Of the last book a large portion, probably more than
one third, has been lost. This includes the whole of the section on the providential government of the universe,
and part of that on the care of the gods for men. The Academic criticism here has the same general faults and
merits as that in book i. There is force in the objections brought in chapters Edition: Chapter 15 is interesting
as an attempt to show that virtue, as it is understood by man, is incompatible with the divine nature. The ten
chapters following are devoted to a tedious and disproportionably lengthy discussion of the Stoic mythology.
The arguments underlying it have a logical and philosophical value, but instances are multiplied to an
inordinate extent. Chapters contain a descriptive list of deities bearing the same name, and are designed to
show that though the Stoics may wish to retain, by means of their allegorical explanations, the gods believed
in by the people, it is impossible to decide out of so many claimants to a title which is the true god. The
mythology in these three chapters is throughout eccentric; many of the particulars given are opposed to the
ordinary account, and many are found nowhere else. At the same time it is singularly incomplete, deities so
well known as Juno, Ceres, Neptune, Mars, Pluto, Hecate, and Proserpina being omitted. The original author
of this part of the mythological section was probably one of the learned antiquaries of Alexandria, of whose
labour Carneades or Clitomachus availed themselves for polemical purposes. The remainder of the book is
devoted to a vigorous attack upon the Stoic doctrine of the providential care for man. Two statements in it may
be noted as inconsistent with statements already made in book ii. In both cases it is probable that the earlier
Stoics did hold the beliefs in question, and the discrepancy illustrates the difficulty under which Cicero lay in
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answering a later Stoic treatise out of an earlier Academic one. We find that when speaking in his own person
he inclines rather to the Stoic view of the misfortunes of the good and prosperity of the bad, and in ascribing a
divine origin to virtue and conscience he is again at variance with the Academics. The impression sometimes
produced by this third book may be seen from the statement of Arnobius circ. On the other hand, the Stoic
exposition, and passages of a similar tendency in other works, led to Christians recognising in Cicero an
element of positive Christianity. Besides Arnobius, the Christian writers Tertullian, Minucius Felix,
Lactantius, and Augustine were acquainted with theDe Natura,and their arguments against polytheism are
largely borrowed from it. Nor can the dialogue be regarded as without considerable claims upon our own
attention. It possesses a unique historical interest as summing up, in the generation preceding the birth of
Christ, the religious opinions of the chief schools of ancient thought, and though much in it has been
superseded, the main topics with which it is concerned are still the subjects of inquiry and controversy in the
modern world. Whilethere are many questions in philosophy which have not as yet been by any means
satisfactorily cleared up, there is in particular, as you, Brutus, are well aware, much difficulty and much
obscurity attaching to the inquiry with reference to the nature of the gods, an inquiry which is ennobling in the
recognition which it affords of the nature of the soul, and also necessary for the regulation of religious
practices. The opinions of the greatest thinkers with regard to it conflict and vary to an extent which should be
taken as strong evidence that the cause of their doing so is ignorance, and that the Academics were wise in
refusing to make positive assertions upon uncertain data. Is there anything, indeed, so discreditable as
rashness, and is there anything rasher and more unworthy of the dignity and strength of character of a wise
man than the holding of a false opinion, or the unhesitating defence of what has not been grasped and realised
with proper thoroughness? In this inquiry, to give an instance of the diversity of opinion, the greater number of
authorities have affirmed the existence of the gods; it is the most likely conclusion, and one to which we are
all led by the guidance of nature; but Protagoras said that he was doubtful, and Diagoras the Melian and
Theodorus of Cyrene thought that there were no such beings at all. Those, further, who have asserted their
existenceEdition: For a great deal is said about the forms of the gods, and about their locality, dwelling-places,
and mode of life, and these points are disputed with the utmost difference of opinion among philosophers;
while upon the question in which our subject of discussion is mainly comprised, the question whether the gods
do nothing, project nothing, and are free from all charge and administration of affairs, or whether, on the other
hand, all things were from the beginning formed and established by them, and are throughout infinity ruled
and directed by them,â€”on this question, especially, there are great differences of opinion, and it is inevitable,
unless these are decided, that mankind should be involved in the greatest uncertainty, and in ignorance of
things which are of supreme importance. For there are and have been philosophers who thought that the gods
had absolutely no direction of human affairs, and if their opinion is true, what piety can there be, and what
holiness, and what obligation of religion? It is right that these should be accorded, in purity and innocence of
heart, to the divinity of the gods, but only if the offering is observed by them, and if something has been
accorded by the immortal gods to humanity. But if they have neither the power nor the wish to aid us, if they
have no care at all for us and take no notice of what we do, if there is nothing that can find its way from them
to human life, what reason is there for our rendering to them any worship, or honour, or prayers? On the other
hand, in an empty and artificial pretence of faith piety cannot find a place any more than the other virtues;
withEdition: But there is another school of philosophers, and a great and high-minded one it is, who hold that
the entire universe is ordered and ruled by the mind and the intelligence of the gods, and, more than this, that
the gods also take counsel and forethought for the life of men; for they think that the crops and other produce
of the earth, the variations in the weather, the succession of the seasons, and the changing phenomena of the
sky, by means of which everything that the earth bears is ripened and comes to maturity, are gifts bestowed by
the immortal gods upon mankind, and they adduce many instances which will be mentioned in the course of
these books, and which are of such a kind as to almost make it seem that the immortal gods manufactured
these precise things for the benefit of man! Against this school Carneades advanced many arguments, with the
result of rousing men of intelligence to a desire for investigating the truth; for there is no question on which
there is such marked disagreement, not only amongst the unlearned, but the learned as well, and the fact of
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their opinions being so various and so mutually opposed makes it of course possible, upon the one hand, that
not one of them is true, and certainly impossible, upon the other, that more than one should be true. Now, with
regard to my own works, which within a short space of time I have put forth in considerableEdition: I have
also been conscious that many regarded it as strange that that philosophy, rather than others, should commend
itself to me, which, as they would say, robs us of the light and casts a kind of darkness over things, and that
the defence of an abandoned and long-neglected system should have been unexpectedly undertaken by me.
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