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I 

The Government in Rorœ from 88 - 82 B.c. is a political.ly important 

period to students of Roman History ,Binee it is the only period when the 

democratie party was in complete control of affairs. Tœ tra.ditimal 

picture of these years ~ writers, both modern and ancient, is cne be­

spattered with. the blood of proscriptions, the hunger and filth of e:•on­

omi.c distress an:i poverty. In general, complete and utter maladministn.­

ticn. However1 after a caref'ul s"tn<tr of ax:tant srurœs1 me camot help 

but consider the writers sorœwhat biased in their opinions. 

This thesis is an effort to point out and assist readers in visual­

izing wha t Rome was like du ring th ose years. The aim is to alter the 

prevalent opinion, bringing those years into clearer focus and into their 

proper perspective. T'M purpose is not to prove that the men of the times 

like Cinna, Garbo, Flaccus, and M3.rius were rœrely much ma.ligned individ­

uals whose good intentions have since been lost in the brilliant rhetoric 

of Cicero, or in the invective of Velleins 1 but rather tmt their govem­

mmt was an honest effort towards the bettermerrt of the underprivileged 

classes, even though 'they themselves may have been anxiously work:ing to­

wards the solidification of their somewhat precarious positions as dema­

gogues. 

The chief ancient sources fromwhich current opinion concerning 

these years is derived are Plutarch, Cicero, Velleius PatercuJns1 Appian, 

ani Sallust. To better comprehen:l modern historians it is weil to anal­

yze these ancient writers as to their am political opinions and the po­

tentia.l relia bili ty of the sources of e ach. Plll tarch 's Life of Sulla 

furn:i..shes a relatively complete chronological stu<tr of the years 88 to 

82 B.c., since Sulla, though away in the East most of the time, was in 



sone cases directly1 and in ma.ey others, indirectJ;y responsible as an 

infl.uenc:ing factor , in the events of those years. Plutarch' s chief 

source was the memoirs of the dictator himself, which are, unfortunateJ;y, 

now no longer extant. In his Life of Sulla, Plntarch mentions his indebt-

2. 

' ' """' .. , ~ &1 edness to the se memoirs, as for example, e<-t.. y-.p T:o "l """',...VI'}I'-rc. r•r,.+•" cm. • •• 

(Plllt., SuU, 6.5) • Compare also to this 1 a similar type of reference 

in the Life of Sulla, 4.4. 

It is cnly logical to assume that Sulla would not be anxirus to 

gi ve mu ch credit or praise to a government which he actual ~ opposed by 

force, and one whose policies he completely overrurned after the battle 

of the Colline Gate in 82 B.C. ConsequentJ.y, no fair assessment of these 

years shoold be looked fer in Plntarch, for it will naturally be biased 

because of the nature of the source. 

In the works of Cicero the student is presented wi th a totalJ;y 

different approach to these five years -- that of the rhetorlcian, orator 

and philosopher. Since Cicero was not a historian, references to these 

years are s cattered throughout his voluminous writings, and are used as 

examples in illustrating a point, or as rhetorical analogr, or in a var­

iety of other literary ani rhetorical deviees. It is a well-knoon fact 

tha. t Cicero was an extreme ardent admirer of The Ancient Republic. He 

spends ruch space eulogizing the glorirus deeds, valiant courage and 

'pietas• of the Republican man of olden times. An equal amount of verb-

iage is given over to vilifying those types which threateœd the Republic 

and who represented, at least to Cicero•s wey of thinking, the lcwest 

form of character, throttJ.ing the Republic by their power and mi.ght. In 

this respect Cicero appears to be an anomaly, since while an admirer of 

Tœ Ancient Republic, he was also an aristocratie supporter; rut this 



seeming pa.radCllC is easily understood wh en one remembers tha t the Republic 

which Cicero admired was ruled by the aristocrats, or more specifica~, 

the patricia.ns, and Cicero•s lifelang ambition was to 1belong• to the 

best class 1 to becone an accepted member of the aristocracy, and hence 

his au tom tic acceptaœe of the aristocratie view. Consequently, Cinna. 

and his follQVers can hardly be expected to gain Cicero•s praise or adm.ir-

ation, since they had gained their positions throogh force and violence, 

were leaders of the democratie party, and appeared to be well on their 

wav to the establishment of a supreme ani omnipotent dictatorship in Rom. 

Cicero caJ..ls Cinna, cruel-- L. Cinna crudelis ••• (Cie., Phil., 

XI.i.l). A more comprehensive summary of his opinion of Cinna can be 

found in an earlier Philippic (I.xiv.34): Itaque, ut omittam res avi tui 

JXOSperas, acerbissimum eius suprernum cliem ma.lim quam L. Cinnae dom:inatwn, 

a quo ille crudelissime est interfectus. Elsewhere Cicero• s glowing 

rhetoric paints a graphie sumnary of those 5 years. 

en. Octaviu.s consul armis expulit ex urbe conlegam: 
annis hic locus acervis corporum et civium sanguine 
redundavi t. Superavi t postea Cinna cum Mario; tum 
vero clarissimis viris interfectis lumina civitatis 
ex:stincta sunt. Ultus est lnlius victoriae crudeli­
tatem postea Sulla: ne dici quidem o.tns est quanta 
dimirru.ticne civium et quanta ca1a.mi tate rei publicae. 

(Cie., In Gat., iii.lO) 

Obvioosly, Cicero, under his widespread, all-pervading i.Ylfluence, carmot 

be expected to afford to his readers a fair assessment of those years. 

ThirdJ.y, the re is Velleius Pa tercuJ.us, Roman histor:ia.n and son of 

a distinguished Campanian fam:Lly. He was an ardent adrn:irer of Tiberius, 

having served under him in Germany, and his political views are those ,,~f 

an aristocrat, and as auch his opinion of a democratie government in pO«er 

would be biased. He very bluntly characterizes Cinna as a man lacking in 

restraint -- Non erat ?vl"ario Sulpicioque Cinna temperatior (Vell., II • .xx.2). 



Velleius elaborates on this statement further on when he sununarizes C:inna' s 

character. 

Ante adventum L. Sullae Cinna seditione orta ab 
exerci tu interemptus est, vir dignior, cp i ar bi trio 
victorum moreretur quam iracundia mill tum. De quo 
vere dici potest, ausum esse eum quae nemo auderet 
bonus, perfecisse quae a nullo nisi fortissimo per­
i'ici passent, et fuisse eum in consul tando temerariwn, 
in ex:equendo virum. 

(Vell., II.xxiv.5) 

El.se?lhere in his History he describes the fl.ight of the nobles to Sulla, 

the cruelty of the proscriptions, while notably omitting or else cursor-

ily glossing over other events of tha t er a su ch as Fla ecus' de bt law or 

the coinage law of the praetor Gra tidianus. In general, Velleius chooses 

to grasp the highlights of the era, dwell upon them, while leaving the 

other events in abeyance. 

Next, is Appian, a Greek historian from Alex:andria, who lived in 

the middle of the second century A.D. From his Roman Civil Wars arrl 

Mithradatic Wars a great deal of information about the years 88 - 83 B.C. 

is gleaned; the use made of lost authorities lends it considerable worth. 

Just as in the case of the three preceding historians, Awian too presents 

a biased slant on the affairs, and indeed gives quite a gory description 

of the blood baths of the Marian proscriptions in 87 B.C. (Appian, BC, 

I.viii.71-74). Appian's hostile attitude towards a democratie adminis­

tration is to be expected, since he obtained tœ post of imperial pro­

curator in Egypt from Antoninus Pius and was indebted to Livy, who had 

well-known aristrocratic leanings, as the chief source for his histories. 

Consequently, he would have aristocratie leanings and sympathies. Also, 

Appian is largely a mere compila tor ani his wri tings are disfigured by 

oversights and blunders - especially in chronology. 



I.a.stly, there is Sallust. Although his Historiarum Libri Quinque, 

which is supposed to have comprised the period from the death of Sulla in 

78 B.C. to the consulships of L. Vulcantius Tullus and M. AemiJius Lepidus 

in 66 B.c., rema.ins onJy in fragmentary form, nevertheless, it i.s invalu-

able insofar as some of the fragmentary speeches discuss am refer to this 

period. It seems fairl8" safe to assume that this work was probab:cy- a 

source for sorne of the later historians in writing comprehensive histo~ 

of the later republic and civil wars. From the remaining fragments it can 

be assumed that Sallust's attitude, or at least that which he puts into 

the mouths of his speakers was inimical to Cinna and his administration. 

This is quite evident in a fragment from the speech of Philippes: 

Haec si placent, si tanta torpedo animas obrepsit, 
ut obll ti scelerum Cinnae, cuius in urbem redi tu 
decus ordinis huius interuit, nihilo minus vos atque 
coniuges et libera Lepido permissuri sitis, ••• 

(Sail., Speech of Phillipos, 19) 

As is fairly evident from the above samplings from the chief sources 

for the years 88 - 82 B.C., the prevailing opinion was hostile and decidecJ:W 

prejudiced. Consequently, modern au thorities in outlining these years have 

adopted the viewpoints of their ancient authorities, with the result that 

our viewpoint is also prejudiced; and no attempt seems to have been made 

to arrive at a better understanding of these years. To take a swift glanee 

at the opinions of this period set forth qy modern historians it is o~ 

necessary to quickly examine sorœ representative writers. 

Sir Charles Oman in his Seven Roman Statesm.en of the Later Republic 

gives perhaps the most lurid descriptive summary of these years: 

Their three years of rule ha.d been a disastrous failure; 
i t started wi th a bloody massacre which alienated every 
citizen of moderate mi.nd. Then, when constructive maa­
sures were necessary, the famous Democratie progrélllrœ had 
ended in a fiasco. Cirma had no genius in him, and the 
code of laws which he produced tumed out to be no more 
than a rechauffée of the out-of-date expedients of 
Sulpicius and the Gracchi, which had already been tried 
and found wanting. The one startling novelty had been 
the dishonest debt-law of Valerius Flaccus, ••• 



Cirma and his friends, in short, had staked their 
success on their power to satisfY aJ.l ItaJ.y, and to 
provide a purer and a more efficient government than 
that of the old senatorial oligarcy. In this they had 
notorioo.sly failed. So far from being a return to the 
Golden Age, the three years domination of the Democratie 
party had been a time of massacre, bankruptcy, and dis­
content. The chiefs of the dominant faction had proved 
windbags, and dishoP-est windbags too. 

Equally strong in his criticisms of these years is T .M. Taylor who saysa 

Policy it bad none; no attempts at systematic refonn 
were made; a few scattered enactments were passed, • • • 
Beyond the se two measures Ulaccus t debt law and defini te 
extension of the franchise to ali Italian citizensJ • • • 
nothing was done. They gained their position cy c~vil war, 
fortified it by wholesale murder, and used it to establish 
anarchy • • • • Never had there been in Rome such an open 
disregard of all constitutional forms. • • • No sign of 
opposition to their ~inna and Carb~ rule appeared, for 
none dared to give voice to it; the Senate was ignored and 
terrorised, and any suspicion of resistance served to seal 
the doom of the offerrler; the capitalists were exasperated 
cy the lavr of debt, lut they had to bear their spoliation 
without a murmur; the proletariats found one ma.ster as good 
as another and were part;)ered by the full renewal of the corn 
doles, which had been partly suspended in 91 B.C.; the better 
class citizens, intensely though they resented the abrogation 
of all constitutiona.l forms, might weil doubt whether aey­
thing wculd be gained by restoration of Senatorial p~er, 
which could only 'œ achieved cy force of arms ani wo:ùd un­
doubtedly be followed ~ terrible reprisals; the new burg­
esses w·hose addition swelled the citizen list from 493,000 
in 86 B.C. to 910,000 at the next census, alone gave a 
strong support to the party in pcwer •••• ; no steps were 
taken to provide for the gover:nment of the empire; the 
future was left to chance; the old constitution rerrained 
exactJ.y the same, ex:cept of course tha t Sulla' s la.ws of 88 
B.C. ha.d been repealed. In spite of all this utter dis­
organization Rome itself ~ras quiet, but it was the~sh 
of terrer that precedes the breaking of the storm. 

Movi..11g away from Taylor and onan, who were both victoria.ns wi th all the 

prejudices of that cla.ss conscious age of England, one fïnds tha.t G. P. 

Baker is equally el<XJ!.lent and hostile to those years: 

1 Sir Charles 0rna..'1, Seven Roman States men of the la ter Republic, (Landon, 
1902), p. 138. 

2 T.M. Teylor, A Constitutional arrl Political HistO!'IJ of Rome, (London, 
1899), PP• 290=~2 . 

6. 



The three years which follcwred illustrate a character­
istic which often, perbaps usually, marks popular revol­
utions: they proved that t he revol t of the Populares was 
not a bid for a n~N creative effort, but a revolt for 
certain particular reforma. There was nothing to prevent 
them from introduc:i.n.g any millennial id.eas they might 
possess, àrrl of mking the Roman World, if they desired, 
a political paradise. But having extended the franchise 
to the Italians, the Populares colÜd positively think of 
not.h.ing else, except to cancel Sulla's laws, ani return 
to the old system, and t o ar gan ise an aney to fight 
Mithradates •••• This was surely a very small meuse 
for so very great a moontain to produce. Ymen vre look 
back upon the blo<Xished, the damage dena, and t he ha tred 
engendered, we ney well stand astonished at the amount of 
energy- one rarty had expended to prevent, and another had 
expended to achieve, such results. Perhaps nothing illus­
trates better than such an instance the core of truth in 
the creed of the cynics, who thirk the folly and evil of 
humanity larger tban its wisdom or its goodness.3 

Coming down to more modern historians whose viewpoints, while still unfavor-

able, are more terse than their predecessors, one finds A. A. Trever who 

seys: "Roman politics durin g the absence of Sulla present a sordid picture 

of inefficiency, and brutal revenge."4 Nor did the ensuing nine years change 

the opinions of c. E:. Van Sickle who wrote that: "For the next three years, 

Cinna and a small clique of his supporters governed Ita~ ~ietly enough, 

mt corruptly, inefficiently, and in flat defiance of constitutional pre­

cedents.115 

And so the list of historians condemning Cinna and his party contin-

ues, while only the eloquence of each marks the difference between them. 

Perha~ the most striking comparison between all of them is their similarity 

3 G.P. Baker, Sulla the Fortunate: The Great Dictator, (London,1927), pp.216-217. 

4 A.A. Traver, Histary of Ancient Civilizati on, II ( N~.v York, 1939), P• 184. 

5 C.E. Van Sickle, A Political and Cultural His t ory of the Ancient World, 
II (New York, 1948), P• 275. 



s. 

i>'l viP-1'T._oo:int about C:i.nna to the hostile arrl aristocratie ancient sources. 

Nme of the vrri ters seem to have made :Jny conscientious effort to examine 

the reliabillty and credibiJ.i"t{r of their sources, b:tt rather sean to have 

blindly follo:red them, accepting their verdict withœt careful examination 

and review of the case. 

11Lilœ a voice Cl"y-ing in the wilderness 11 is Harold Bennett, l"lhose 

thesis, lfrhich is a sincere effort to s tuqy Cinna and his t:iloos, is rather 

refreshine; to read. He is making an honest effort to SUlDl:18.I'ize these years 

with a fairly positive awroach, when he says: 

{ginna was thi:} least democratie of all leaders of 
senatorial opposition except SUlpicius whose program 
he inherited. He achieved his eni, carried out his 
pledges, and gave Italy a govern'!lent which, if not 
good, must have been at least tolerably free from 
abuse; bl t hLs measures -.vere tempora:ry and his vision 
limi ted. Far from grasping the tremendoo.s issues 
which equaliza ti on of Italy involved, he failed even 
to ma...tœ adequate preparations for the safeguarding of 
his arn positicn. Ambitioo.s, courageous, strong of 
will a.>1d firm of purpose, C:i.nna nevertheless lacked 
those essentials of true statesmanship, political 
insight and c onstr-~ctive itœ.ginaticn. The one per­
manent achievement of hLs career was the equalization of 
t he Italians, but his historical importance rests upon 
his example rather than his performance, ani undoubtedly 
the chief point of his significance in the evolution of 
Roman government lies :i.n his plan of clœ.king absolu~e 
paner beh; nd the forms of consti tutional gwemment. 

Even Mr. Bennett cal"lnot. help but permit the negativism with -VV"hich this per-

iod is surrounded to perva.de his worlc, as he says in rather harsh term.s: 

The merits of Cil'U'l.a's administration, h01vever, are mainly 
negative. Apart from the equalization of the Italia.ns, 
not a single exarnple of constructive statemanship can be 
assigœd to his credit. This may b e due in sane measu.re 
to the hostility of the historians who were the oources of 
the extant records, and to the fa ct tm t all traces of 

6 
Harold Bennett, "Cinna and His Times , 11 University of Chicago The sis, I 
(1923), pp. 68-69. 



Cinl1él1 irm ovation rust ha. ve be en comple tely swept 
awa;r in the Sullan reaction, but it is hard:cy poss­
ible that aey important reform could have been exe­
cuted, or even projected without sorne reference to 
it havi.ng been preserved. A fair conclusion would 
be that certain rninor reforms and adjustments nay 
have been made, but tha t noth:ing on a large s cale or 
of permanent infiuence was attenrpted. From this 
again it is apparent that Cinna made himself naster 
of Rozœ not from dn.Y conviction that the existing 
governzœnt needed remodelling, nor as the representa­
tive of any party of reform, but simply to gratify a 
personal ambition for power.7 

It seems apparent that even :Mr. Bermett in his efforts to reevaluate Cinna 

ani his administration, has placed his stress on the wrong criteria as a 

basis for judgmmt and as ruch ms been unduly harsh in his criticism. 

Rather than assess the government in terms of its own era, he has chosen 

to apply the ideas ani concepts of his age and times as a foundation en 

vdlich to jud:;e Cinna ani his administration. It is as if Mr. Bemett were 

seeking to find in Cinna another "Teddy" Roosevelt or, anachronisticalJ.y 

speaking, a Frarklin D. Roosevelt. 

7 ~·, pp. 67-$ 



10. 

II 

New that a brief survey of the opinions of ancient and modern 

writers ha.s been given, it is best to turn and chronologically review the 

years 88- 82 B.C., themselves and thus set forth the historical facts be­

fore proceeding to a discussion of the events and their influence. 

Rame in 89 B.c., bad come a long way from the little collections 

of mud huts gathered on the Palatine and first ruled orer ~ a series of 

kings of both Latin and Tarquin ctrnasties. She had survived invasions and 

major wars to becorœ rna.ster of Italy and lord of the Mediterranean area 

through the downfall and destruction of Carthage in the Punie Wars. Inter&-

ally she had evolved a Republican fom of gwerruoont whose various orders 

ha.d struggled between themselves - the Pa tri cians t o solidify, strengthe:n 

and gain pcwer, and tœ Plebians to gain equalization of rights and freedoms. 

The period of the struggle between tœse orders from 494 B.C. to 287 B.c., 

saw the formation of the Tribunate and Conti tia Triruta, the codification, 

the wri ting dO\m of laws by a decemvirate in the f orm of the Law of the 

Twelve Tables, the p:t.ssage of important laws such as the Valerio-Horatian 

La.ws in 449 B.c., the FUblilian Law of 471 B.c., the Canuleian Laws of 445 

B.c., the Lic:inio-Sextian La.ws of 367 B.c., and the Laws of Publilius Philo 

in 339 B.c., and the addition of new magistracies such as quaestors, aediles, 

etc. The period 494 B.c. to 89 B.c., was one also of economie upheaval and 

the gradual decline of the small farmer due to the importa ti on of slaves, the 

growth of the massive estate and devastation of wars. Politically the 

Senate and the aristocracy, which composed its body, strengthened their 

stranglehold upon the rest of the citize~ until two reformera, the Gracchi, 

made abortive attempts to alter the status of the aristocratie elemmts witlrln 

the state, and introduce certain reforms to alleviate the p~ht of the small 



11. 

farmer, enfranch:i.se and incorporate into the Ronal"l state the Italian and 

Latin Allies who were crying for equalization with Rome. Of great signif­

icance and importance was t.."le reorganization of the arrqy- under Marius, the 

la test of the reformers. The distinctions created l:zy" Servius Tullius were 

abolished - the legianaire could be placed in any place in the field at the 

discretion of the officers, all carried the 'pilum' and short sword, the 

maniple was abolished as a unit and replaced by the cohort, the full strength 

of the legion was raised from 4,200 ta 61000 divided into 10 cohorts of 600 

each, the different standards of each legion were replaced by the Silver 

Eagle arrl, finaJ..Jy, the property qualification for service was abolished 

with the result that an;r Roman citizen could volunteer. This last innova­

tion result.ed in the growt.h of a large professional soldiering class which 

was loyal to its general, as opposed to the state, and finally gave rise to 

mill tary dictators like Mari us, Sulla, and Julius ca.esar. Dur:ing his six 

consulships, the last of which was reported to have been obtained through 

bribery, Marius defeated Jugurtha, and saved Ita:cy from the Cimbri and 

Teutoni. In his sixth consulship he allied h:imself with Servilius Glaucia 

a.rrl App.lleius Saturninus and this was to spell his dONnfall, as they were 

opposed by the Cens or, Metellus, and driven out of Rorœ, wi th the resul t 

that the year 99 B.c. was marked by a s trong reaction against the Democratie 

party. 

The question of Italian citizenship and the resulting pressure 

bad been increasing and no.v reached f ruition. The Italians had long been 

agitating for citizenship, since they were subject to I!li.li tary service 

without promotion, compelled to quarter and feed troops, and subject to 

many other injustices, ruch as taxation. Abwe all, they wanted a redress 

:l'or theh· .:;rir:Nances before a court of lcnv, and this they would onl;y' get 

through citizenslùp. In the pa.st Italians who visited or who were domiciled 



J2. 

in Rore 1 had sometirnes co~trived to pass as citizens, but i.n 95 B.C. the 

constüs, Lucins Cras s,ls <'\nd !lucius Scaevola carried a law which required an 

inquiry into doubtful cases and the su.bsequent banishment of :residents who 

could not make their clai::ns g ood. This vra.s bitterly resented G..rJ.d t.nrned 

the minds of the It:-ù.ians to civil rmr. In 91 B.G., Drrtsus made himself 

the champion of enfranchise!"lomt. :\fter hLs election as Triblme of the Plebs 

he embarked upon a procr-"'.n of refom which incJuded the debasement of the 

coinage, the enrollment of 300 Knir;hts in to the Sena. te, and the selection 

of juries from a mL">Ced ::;roup of Sem tors and Knights. iii th this program 

he hoped to gain su:)port for proposals to extenO. the Rorr.an citizenship., but 

failed 1 and was then accused of complicity ·:.r.i.t!l. the Allies in a plot to 

mrder the oonsuls at the Latin festival. His death was speedily folle7.•red 

by the Social War. 

So at the dawn of 89 B.G., Rotre frund !l.ereelf torn 1-JIJ internal 

strife, and in a pericxl of civil war and revolt which eventnally 13 d to 

the dissolution of the Republic and the fœ.ncl.a.-'ji.on of the Pri."lcir:a te and 

Empire. Rorre ~v:1s at the bloody close of one era and on the threshold of a 

nelr one. The year 89 B.C. saw the opening gambit ·wh:l.ch led to the Mithradatic 

War. A SEnatorial conmrl.ssion headeà. lJ.J lE'. Aquilins succeeded in restor-

ing the rightful mo!"'.archs, 1'-Ticomedes ani Ariobarzanes, to the Bith;ynfun 

am Gappadocia..n thrones respectiveJ.;r., rut then proceeded to exceed their in­

structions by encouragir..~ Nicomedes to invate Ponills itself in order to 

obtain the mea.ns of pa:,>i'lg bacle the maney vhich they lad lent him. Conse­

quentJ.;r, the Roman Senate ~y be held responsible for the Pontic invasion 

of Bithynia aYJ.d Asia which was to culminate in the .rr.assacre of s aœ so.,ooo 

I talian s the re the foll01·,rin g year • 8 The resuJ.ti."1g c onflict caused by the 

8 
H. Hill, The Roman Middle CJass in the Republican Period, (Oxford, 1952),p.Jl.tl. 



actions of this commission rnade the equestr~ Hiddle Glass deepJ,y anxirus 

about the fate of its investments in Asia, and had the Senate employed a 

bold policy in the East they might have won this pQ'ferful, influential, 

wealthy class over,9 rut they p.trsued a contrary course. Also the Knights 

bad been deprived of their monopoly in the Jaw-courts by the lex Plautia 

Judicaria which had established m:i.xed juries and, in addition, were also 

harassed l:lf financial difficul ties. The combina tion of the se things made 

this group quite unœrtain about its policy.
10 

The year 89 B.c. was also one of financial crisis. Moncy was 

scarce and the number of debtors was increasing. The Lex Papiria Nummaria 

reduced the weight of the cower As to one-half Uncia - max: lege Papiria 

~ciarii asses facti (Pliny, NH, XXX:III.xiii. 46). In any case, it was 

only a token coin and the 'semmcia' was a comrnon weight for the small 

change of Ita:cy-. Perhaps the grea test indica tian of the dire financial 

situation was the murder of the Praetor Urbarru.s, Asellio. Tre creditera 

were pressing for paorments whereupon the debtors, reJ.ying on an obsolete 

law which made usury penal, refused to pay. Consequently, Asellio appai.nted 

arbitrators to settle the dispute. The result of this action is described 

qy Valerius Maximus: 

Creditorum epoque consternatio adversus Semproni. 
Asellionis praetoris urbm i caput intolerabili modo 
exarsit. Q<lem, quia causam debitorum susceperat, 
concitati a L. Cassio tribuno pl. pro aede Concordiae 
sa cri fi cium facientem ab ipais al tari bus fu gere extra 
forum coactum inque taberrula latitantem praetextatum 
discerpserunt. 

(Val. Max. 9.?.4) 

9 
Ibid., p. 140. 

lO Ibid. 



Undoubtedly, the most significant event of 89 B.a. was the passage 

of a series of three laws, Lex Julia, Lex Pla.utia-Papiria1 and Lex Cal-

purnia, gran ting ai tizenship tot he Italian Allies. The pu:t-pose behind 

these laws was 1 of course, to aid in cpelling the rebellion which had broken 

out among most Italian comnunities. The f:i.rst œntioned law, the Lex Julia, 

was actually passed in 90 B.a. by the consul L. Julius Caesar, and it offered 

full ai tizenship not only to the La tins, rut a lso the Italian communi ti es 

who were not actually in arms. The second Jaw, the Lex Plautia-Papiria, 

was carried in a p1tbiscite in 89 B.a. by the 'bNo tribJ.nes, Silva·ms and 

Garbo, and it stated that ail JErsons who were domiciled in Ita:cy- and who 

were enro1led as burgesses by aJ.lied communities m:i.ght obtain Rorran citizen-

ship by applying for it within 60 dqy-s. The third law, the Lex Calpurnia, 

authorized the generals to confer citizenship upoo. Ital:ian soldiers in 

Roman armies as a reward for valour. The fi.rst two laws were probably 

basty war measures designed to reduce the number of insurgents, but it is 

unlikely tbat they provided any final settlement so far as the status of 

the new ci tizens or that the second masure set up a form of procedure en­

tirely different from that emp1oyed both before and after it.11 In the 

same year, Strabo IRSsed a citizenship law regarding urbal coDJm.lllities 

north of the Po, the terms of whichwere as follows: 

Neque illus di ci potest, sic eam coloniam esse 
deductam quemadmodum post plll.res aetates en. 
Pompeios Strabo, p:Lter Cn. Pompei Magni, Trans­
padanas colonias deduxerit. Pompeius enim non 
novis coloo.is eas constituit sed veteribJ.s incolis 
manentibus ius dedit Latii, ut passent habere ius 
quod ceterae Iatiniae coloniae, id est ut petendo 
magistratus civitatem Romanam adipiscerentur. 

(Asconius, 3C) 

11 
A.N. Sherwin-lft.'hite, The Roillél1 Citizenship, (Oxford, 1939), P• 133 



The distribution of these new]Jr nade ci tizens into the already 

established tribes creates a camplex problem for modern scholars, since 

several conflicting versions of their enrollment procedure are found. 

Appian says that the Ronans did not e nroll the new ci tizens into the thirty-

five existing tribes, lest they shmld rutvote the old ones in the electims; 

but rather they v1ere incorporated into ten new tribes which voted last 

(Appian, BC, I.vi.49). Velleius seys tmt they were enrolled into eight 

tri bes so tha t their paver and rrumber would not weaken the prestige of the 

older ci tizens (Vell., II.xx.2). A fragrœnt of Sisenna states tha t L. 

Calpurnius Piso added two new tribes (H. Peter, Hist. Rom. rr., p.179.17). 

T. Rice Hollœs suggests that the authorities can be reconciled on the asswnp­

tion that Velleius omi.tted to state tha t his eight tribes were new and that 

Appian careless]Jr conv~ed the impression that the ten tribes were formed 

si.multaneously, since Appian later says that the Iucanians and Samites 

were enrolled into two tribes.
12 

Heitland offers a s:ilnilar solution to the 

problem ani SéWS: 

It is suèm:i.tted as a proOO.ble solution of the problem 
that, in default of censorial registration, presiding 
rna.gistrates let the new citizens vote in Tribes chosen 
by lot, that the se Tribes were eight in number and last 
in the order of returns, for the reasons given. Further, 
that two new tribes were created, probabl;y to contai n 
seme special batch of new citizens, perhaps the soldiers 
enfranchised under the Calpurnian law. I.e.st~, that 
Appian has con.fused tœ ten Tribes in which the new 
citizens voted with ten new Tribes, whereas there were 
but two. If he did, i t wruld be no more than he has 
done in other passages; certainly he had no clear notion 
of the politics of the Roman Republic. In any case the 
arr an gerœnt was of such short du ration that rrror was 
not easily to be avoided in referring to i t. ' 

However, since this partirular problem is relativeJ;y unimportant insofar as 

12 T. Rice Holmes, The Roman Republic, I (Oxford, 1923), p. 356. 

l3 W.E. Heitlan:l, The Romn Republic, II (cambridge, 1923), P• 449. 



16. 

any discussion of Cinna and his administration is concerned, it is best, 

· now that the certain basic events of 89 B.C. have been set forth, to ccm-

menee a chronological outline of the events from 88 B.c. to 82 B.C. 

The year 88 B.c. was one of violent change and counter-cha.nge. 

The ill-omened opening of the year fore cast well the events to follow. 

The new year cormnenced with the massacre of 801 000 Italians in Asia. by" 

Mithradates - Per ea tempora Mithradates, Ponticus rex, •••• , occupata 

Asia. necatis<pe in ea omnibus civirus Romanis, quos quidam eadem die atque 

hora redditis civitatibus litteris ingenti cum pollicitatione praemiorum 

interimi iusserat, ••• (Vell., II.xviii.l-2). The causes oftmis massacre 

have been rnentioned previously. Siœe Mithradates was now regarded as a 

fonnidable eneiey" of the Roman state, the province of Asia was assigned to 

Sulla, as proconsul for 87 B.c. "While Sulla, as consul in 88 B.C., was 

clearing up the last of the Italian rebels, Sulpicius Rufus, Trirune of 

Plebs, working in conjunction with M:l.rius, promulgated certain Jayrs which 

henceforth became kncwn as the Sulpician Rogations. These rogations were 

a canplete reversal of the policy which had been p.u'Sued for the Jast tw"o 

years and meant the triumph of the rebellion so nearl;y" suppressed. J4 The 

rogations were three in number: a bill to recall those exiled by" the Varian 

commission which had been created to inquire into the treasonable carres-

pondence of Drusus with the Italian Allies; second, a bill to allcrrv new 

citizens and freed men to be distributed throughout all the tribes - Quum 

P. Sulpicius tr. pl. ructore c. M:lrio perniciosas leges promulgasset, ut 

exsules revocarentur et novi cives libertinique in omnes trirus distrib-

uerentur, ••• (Livy, Ep., LXXVII), and third, a law that no senator -
should incur a debt of more 

t-'-~&'~v.-, cruyKÀ'\'t~t<~v 

14 Ibid., P• 452. 

' \ than 2,ooo drachmas: Vo.,.ov df: 
c. \ 1 \ 
U"Tr6p {w-)'c..Àc.<j dp•)t~j 



(Plut., SulJ. ~, viii.2). This was a elever and sir'.istr:3 r triad of proposals, 

since the recall of t.~1e Varian axiles ·mie;ht possibl;'l neutr.:ùi:::e those menP-

17. 

bers of the Opt:Lll'l t.es !_)arty •·;ho belon::;ed +,o 3u1J..a 's fl'G'.tp , while the equal-

ity of t':1e CIJ.stribntion '-'IO~.tld conciJiate the menbers of the PapuJ.ares party 

wi th the Itali al'ls, •·rhere3.s the t.h::rd '.'fOi.l.J.d r.l.estroy t !1.e Se m te, as it was 

then constituted, for there could have been fevv large landlords who had not 

borrcx.'led and incurred debts duri.ns the '.7ar.15 

Be fore the breaking of the storm Sulpicius ma.nat;ed to carry t hrough 

a few more rœasures. The corrunand in Northern Italy was given over to Cn. 

Pompeius, proconsu.l, thus excluding Q. Pornpeins, t.he new consul, who was 

also a partisan of SulJa. There was also a law offering Marius the comma.nd 

in the iJti.thra.datic w-ar (Plut., Sull., ,riii.2). I t is also reported tha t 

Sulpicius brought a bout, thr~1gh e~ssaries in his faction the m1rder of 

a man vrho was not only the son of Q. Pomi'ei11s th8 GOI1S').l, h.~t. also the son-

irPolaw of St.'.lJa (Vell., II ... xvi:ti.6). 

TŒ s e laws met '.vith the violent oppos:i.tim of the Sena.te, and the 

consuls proclairned a 'justit:i.nr.' ''Vhich Sulpicius, relyine on a mob of armed 

supporters, declared illegal, driv:i.ne the consttJ.s f rOL'l Rmœ .:J.n:i passing the 

law·s. Sulla , wh o vras ·:rit~ !lis army a t nearby Nola (Vel l ., II.xvlii.4), 

a sserr.bled h is t.r;:,ops a !ld e !lt3red the ci tv 1 tak:tn::; armed possession of i t 

(Vell., X.X._xix.l) • Once in R ore Sulla declared the twelYe persans exiles, 

who '.'lere responsible for th is , among whom v.rere rori11s, Marius the Yc~me;er, 

and Sulpici11S 1 an d. à~mre them fr om tœ ci -cy- (Vell., II.rl.'-t el). Sulpici us 

was overtaken mrl slain by horsemen in the Ieurentine ma.rshes ani his head 

was brou[J1 t back to Rome a nd exhibi ted on the front of t he rostra (Vell., 

I I.x :Lx .l). 

l5 Baker, p. 178. 



18. 

Sulla, now in complete control of the city, proceeded to put into 

affect a series of laws. The first bas alrea~ been mentioned - the exile 

of the :Marian supporters. Among those outlawed were men who appear to have 

. . 16 
been of eqœstrian rank - Q. and en. Granius, M. LaetorJ.us, and P. Albinovanus. 

It is not stra~e at all that Sulla should have outlawed those of the Equest-

rian order, since nsu.lla. was above all things an aristrocrat: he loathed 

the urban multitude arrl all its wŒks, and 1rhen he put himself forward as 

a candidate for the quaestorship in B.C. 107, itvras as a strict Optimate".
17 

A second law provided that all rœasures receiv-e the previous sanction of 

the Senate before being presented to the Tribes for their approval (App. 

BC. 1.59). This was obviously aimed at the tribunate and tribal assembly. 

A third J.aw which was passed ta strengthen the Senate, added 300 new mem­

bers, 11vho were chosen from the 'best m:m •, to this boqy (App. BC. l.vii.59), 

while a fourth law put sorœ further limitations and restrictions on the 

Tril:unes (Appian, ~· 1.59). Another Jaw vfas passed regarding co1oniest 

exinde co1onias deduxit (Livy, ~., 77). An imperfect reference in Fes1:us 

tells us that a lex Unicaria was passed in that year and that it dealt 

with app1ying interest ~ments on the principal of debts (Fest. 5161). 

It may be supposed that this law on the uncial rate of interests was en-

acted to settJ..e the dispute which had terrrrl.na. ted in the I!Ulrder o:f the 

praetor Asellio.18 It should be here pointed out that in the midst of all 

Sulla •s ne.v laws and reforms no attempt was n:ade ta deal with the outstand-

ing political prob1em of the timœ- the admission of the new citizens into 

tribes and centuries. 

16 Hill, p. 143. 

17 On:an, p. 120. 

18 GeŒge Long, The Decline of the Roman Repub1ic, II (London, 1866) p. 228. 



Sulla then held elections to fill the vacant ma.gistracies for the 

year 87 B.C. It is now that Iucius Cornelius Cinna appears on the scene. 

Clnna, a.lthoneh not a Sullan supporter, was permitted by Sulla to be elected 

to the consulship after he bound him by a solemn oath that he would be favor­

able to his policies (Plut., Sull., X.3-4). Octavius, a recognized supporter 

of Sulla, was elect.ed as his colleague (Plut., Sull., X.3-4). Even a.t this 

time Cinna vras gaining support as opposed to Sulla - dissociatis a.nimis 

civ:inm cum alii Sullanis, alii Cinnanis faverent partibus (Nepos, Atticus, 

2.2), and was be:i.ng associated wi th the Marian faction (Diod. Sic., XXKVii. 

2.14,). Ho.'Te;rer, it is har~ possible that Cinna cculd have taken part in 

the plots and plans of Marius and Sulpicius, for if he had been implicated 

in any way with them, he would surely have fled the city.19 

Plutarch states that even new resentment agcinst runa 1&8 growing and 

this the people shOlfred l:lf their rejection of Nonius, his nephe\'r, a?li Servius, 

who were his candidates (Sull., X.2). However, as Plutarch says, Sulla 

c: ' 1 ""' / pretended pleasure at this: 0 46 "'t:OU'"t'OC.J -re -n-por.,lrCC.Ea."':O ')t•Cf»6C."' 

••• (~., X.2). Sulla, his mission accomplished, then left wi.th his 

arnzy- for the East and opened the Mithradatic war; unfortunate~, he had 

alread;y" set danger eus precedents. Not only was his seizure of Rone the 

first example of the use of a Roman ai'Il'W to drive out politicaJ. opponents, 

rut he had set a far more dm gerous precedent in his use of the proscripticn. 
,, 

Also, nothing had been done tor emwe the genera.; discord and discontent in 

the city, and Sulla had shcwn a complete disregard of constitutional forms 

in the J;X~.ssage of his laws. Scarcely bad he le ft Italy whoo strife and 

dissension commenced. 

19 Bennett, p. 6. 
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The conditions which prevailed in Ital.y now are indescribable. 

The years 88 - 87 B.c. are almost unpa.ralleled in history and as Oman says: 

The conduct of the two p:~.rties w-as absolutely insane: 
there is no parallel for it in history save one: the 
state of France in 1793•94, when foreig1 :invasion, 
domestic insurrection, and bloody proscriptions :in the 
capital were all in progress at once, bears much simil­
arity to the state of Ital y in B.c. 88-87. 

T'hat civil wa.r should arise, when avery n:an and every 
sesterce was still wan ted to preserve the state from 
dangerous externa.l troubles, is all the more astonishing 
because in B.C. 88 both the Optimate and the Democratie 
parties were in a deep state of discredit. No one could 
say that the rule of the Senate during the last thirty 
years ha.d been aeything l:u t fee ble and incompetent. On 
tre other hand, all the main items of the D~~ocratic 
programme had been tried and found wanting • 

C:inna, the new· consul, new be came the man of the heur, and he was 

destined to dominate the Roman political scene until his death in 84 B.C. 

1ike the colossus of Rhodes. What sort of dream arrl ideals Cinna had are 

not kncwn, but his earlier activities shoo no :L11dication of a definite 
21 

goal, but only a general striving after personal advancement. ''He appears 

at this time as a man of no political convictions, rut simp].y as an unprin-

cipled opportunist, reaqy- to serve wherever the reward would be greatest, 

building with broken faith and terjured oath an as cent to pœer but d:i.ml;r 

discerned.1122 Nevertheless, "the Democratie faction fcund a œw leader 

in the consul for B.c. 87, L. Cornelius C1nna, •• • n
23 Hmvever, it doea 

seem safe to assume that at the time of his election Cinna as yet, had not 

aligned hiJnself with the Populares p-:~.rty, since 11he surely woold not have 

done so ~en Sulla•s œtiiJ :lf he had been elected as an anti-Sullan cham.pim, 

20 Orœn, P• 112. 

21 Bennett, P• 62. 
22 Ibid. 

23 Oman, P• 127 



for Cinna was neither a weakling nor a fool, and Srula at this tim.e would 

hardly have ventured to depose a le gally elected consul against whom he 

could allege nothing save that he held democratie views."24 

Shœtly after his election Cinna tried to subvert the existing 

21. 

' ' ' ~ ~ . ' ;. ; ' -order of things:'TI"~~CJIV1 4'• ~V .,.~,V &u&UJ 6~fc..p6'- T" ... We& •• r'C'C.UC41(. 

t<1."&L" , ••• (Plut., Sull., X.), and soon became associatedwith 

Marius and his faction - an association which was probably part of his 

opportunistic policy25 - since he attempted the p::tssage of a bill which 

would bring a bout the recall of Marius and the ether exiles (App., ~·, 

I.viii.64). He als o attempted to carry a bill which would enroll the 

new ci tizens arrl .freedmen in all the tribes (Vell., II.XJC.2). Appian 

states tha t Cinna was bribed by 300 talents to attempt the p::tssage of this 

bill (App., ~' I.viii.64). This led to quarrels between Cinna and his 

colleague, Octavius, and the latter, after a nnssacre of sorne 10,000 of 

Cinna' s supporters (App., !!_:, I.viii.64), drove Cinna from Rome, where­

upoo the deposed consul set out for Campania (Vell., II.n.3). Octavius's 

action in regards to Cinna is wi th cu t precedent. Indeed as Bennett says 

on the subject: 

This step was \Ulconstitutional and is without p::trallel 
in Roman history. • • • , bJ. t in ali these cases ('the 
suspension of Gaesar from the praetorship and Metellus from 
the tribuna te in 62 B.C. and caelius Rufus from the 
praetœship in 48 B.c:J , as certainzy in the last, the 
suspension was probabzy brcught about technically through 
the maius imperium of the consul. In the case of Cinna, 
hawever, the constitutional defect was covered by the 
timely disoovery in the Sibylline books of an oracle 
which made it clear that only in this ~~ could the peace 
and securi tor of the state be restored. 

After Cinna had left Rome, Lucius Cornelius Merula, the Flamen Dialis, was 

chosen consul in Cinna's place (Vell., II.XJC.3). 

24 Bennett, p. 6 
25 ~., P• 63 

26 Ibid., P • 8. 
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Arriving at Nola, Cinna gained tœ support of Appius Cla.udius's 

arnw there - first, by corrupting the cen1nrions and tri00..11.es, an:l, fina)4r, 

even the private soldiers by the promise of largess (Vell., II.xx:.4). Here 

at Nola he gathered together a large follo.ving, after which, hav:i.ng recalled 

lvnrius and his son, he wa.s joined by them as weil as the others who had been 

banished with them (Vell., II.xx:.5). Cinna then divided his a:rmy into tour 

p3.rts, of which r&l.rius comma.nded three legions, Cn. Garbo was placed in 

charge of another part of the troops, while Sertorius, who md also joined 

Cinna, took control of a third party, am the rest follœed Cinna. (Orosius, 

v.19.9). Octavius and Merula forti:t'ying Rome, sent Il'81into the cities which 

adhered to their cause and into Cisalp:ine Gaul (App., ~· I.viii.66). 

Gna.eus Pompey, who was in command of the arnw East of the Apennines, was 

summoned to defend the city (Vell., n.xx:i.l). Cinna and his troops ad­

vanced,surrounded the city, and M:l.rius seized the Janiculum hill on the 

West bal k of the Tiber, while Cinna sent forces to ocœpy Armin:ium so that 

no help might come from the North (App., BC. I.viii.67-67). Cüma. gained 

admittance to ihe city when Appius Claudius, the military tribune, opened 

the gates, but he was soon driven out by Octavius and Pompey (App. ~.I. 

viii.68). To ga:in more support the Sena te granted citizenship to the 

Italian peoples: Italicis pop1lis a senatu civitas data est (Livy, !E.•, 
LXXX), and also nade overtures through the person of Caecilius Metellus, 

far peace to the Samnites, rut these were turned dovm and thereupon Marius, 

having granted the Sanmites all tha.t they asked, won them over to his side 

as allies (App., BC. I.viii.68). Marius then eut off the food supply 

whereupon the Senate became aJarmed and sent envo;vs to C:inna to sue for 

peace (App. !!E,• I.viii.69). Merula, in order to ma.ke the road to peace 

easier, offered to resign his post a s consul, and this Cinna accepted but 



he refused to swear that he would abstain from blocxished, rœrely promising 

that he -would not will:ingly cause the dea th of aeyone (App.BC. I.viii. 70). 

Whereupon Cinna entered the city as consul and the trib.me voted a repeal 

of the de cree of' banishmen t 1rhich bad been directed by Sulla against Marius 

and his followers (App. BC.I.viii.70). 

Once the control of the city was again in Cmna's band a great 

holocaust of death ani murder ensued. The first to suffer was Octavius, 

who, having wi thdrawn to the Jmiculum with the nobility and the remnants 

of his arrrw, was a ttacked there by Censorinus and the cavalry, and his head 

was eut off and sent to Cinna (App.BC. I.viii.71). Navr COIII!!l.enced the famous 

Marian proscriptions, which have been described by Appian as a bloodbath 

in which the heads of the victims were exposed in the forum and spies were 

sent out to search for their anemies of the senatorial and equestrian orders 

who were killed remorselessly without aey reverance for the gods (App.~.I. 

viii. 71). The names of s orœ of tœ r.>roscribed have been given by Appian 

and Florus - Gaius Julius, Lucius Julius 1 A tilius Serran us, Publius Lentulus, 

Gaius Nemetorius, 1Brcus Baebius, and Marcus .Anton:i.us, the elder and younger 

Crassus, Catulus, Fimbria, Ancharius (App.,~.I.viii.72 and Florus, II.9. 

14-17). Merula did not die at the hands of his conquerors, since the old 

priest opened his veins on the altars after charges had been brought against 

him (App.,BC.I.viii. 74). 

Ancient authorities wolld have one believe that the number k±lled 

during the proscriptions was extensive, but, althcugh the list of indiviitual 

victims vhich has come dam is probably far from complete, names of celeb-

ri ties such as Antonius, Crassus, Octavius and the Gaesars are put in juxta-

position with comparative]y obscure individuals such as Ancharius, Baeb:W.s 

and Numitorius {Nemetorius) and it would hard:cy- be likely that arry of the 

more imposing names would have been omitted. 27 Diois quite vague aboot the 

27 Ibid., P• 32. 
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proscriptions, merely saying th at the total rn.mber of those who peri. shed 

is beyond firrling rut, but that the slaughter continued through five whole 

days ani nights (Dio, ~., Frag. xxx:-XlOCV.l02.11). Consequentzy, it dees 

not seem likely that the extent and size of the Marian proscriptions was 

too great, especially when one remembers that the rank and file of the 

Sena.te at the end of Cinna.' s rule still contained a strong Sullan element 

as is clearly seen by the action which this body took upon Sulla's manifesto 

in 84 B.C. Another factor to be cons i.dered in a discussion of the numerical 

proportions of these proscriptions is well analyzed by Harold Bennett who 

says: 

It will be seen, therefore, that the wholesale 
slaughter vaguely described by certain ancient 
writers is not substantiated by a close examiœ.­
tion of the evidence, but that in this matter also 
we have to recognize the invention of a partizan 
historim. Nowhere do we find any actual statis­
tics of the alleged massacres; an omission which 
in itself mi.ght easily be accidental, but ccnsidered 
in connectionwith the other evidence seems more 
likely to mean tha. t the pro-Sullan historians lad 
good reason for preferring to con~~e themselves 
to extravagant figures of speech. 

The many slaves who had joined Marius and had been freed and en-

rolled in the ancy chr:ing the siege of Rorœ, now commenced abusing their 

freedom, and took advantage of this period of lawlessness by breaking into 

and plundering houses and killing the persans whom they net in the street -

their avn ma.sters particularly (App., BC.I.viii. 74). Cinna ordered them 

to cease their murder arrl pillage, but they refused to heed him; therefore, 

he surrounded them one night 1vi th his Gallic soldiery, killing them all 

(App., ~· I.viii.74). This action, as Bennett suggests, throws sone light 

28 
~., pp. 34-35. 



upcn the relations of Marius with the other leaders, show:i.ng that when occa-

sion arose, they did not hesitate to act wi thout his consent and perhaps 

even against his wishes.
29 

This asswnption by Mr. Bennett is borne out by 

Plutarch who seys that Sertorius actually rebuked Marius and made Cinna. 

more moderate through private interviews and entreaties (Plut.,~., V.4). 

The only poli ti cal event of this year was the f orma.l repeat of the 

laws which bad been enacted during Sulla' s consulship (App., ~· I.viii. 73). 

Thus came to a close a year which contained the most bloody internal strife 

that Rorœ had ever known, and it left the democrats in complete control of 

affairs. No consul was elected for 86 B. C. in place of Octavius, and 

Cinna and Marius mere],y declared themselves consuls for the coming year 

without election - Cinna for the second tim.e and Marius for the seventh 

time as the augur,r of the seven eaglets had foretold (App., BC. I.viii.75). 

Marius celebrated the beginning of his seventh consulship 1:zy" order-

ing Sextus Licinius, a senator, to be thrown from the Tarpeian rock (Livy, 

!E_., LXXX). Hcwever, he did not live to e!ljoy his positio!l for long, for 

he died of an illness at the very beginning of it, and Valerius Flaccus was 

chosen consul-suffectus in his place (Vell., II.xxiii.l-2). The exact date 

of Marius' s dea th was the Ides of January (Li vy, Ep •, L.XXX) • The Cinna.n ad­

mi.mstra ti. on was nœ faced wi th the necessi ty of dealing wi th a iïnancial 

crisis which was almost unrr ecedented in the history of the republic. 

Credit was destroyed, ready money was in abnorma.l demarrl and there was a 

panic among the capitalists which bad been caused by the 1\-iithradatic war 

and the sudden stoppage of remittances from Asia. In his role as consul-

suffectus, Flaccus, in an effort to ameliorate the present financial crisis, 

29 
Ibid., p. 30. 
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brought about the passat;e of the Lex Valeria which decreed that one-fourth 

only of a debt shoold be paid to the creditors - In huius locum suffectus 

Valerius Flaccus, turpissirrae legis auctor, qua creditorib.ls quadrantem 

solvi iusserat, ••• (Vell., II.xxiii.2). The fault of this law lies, 

of crurse, in the fact that it relieved the debtor whether solvent or not, 30 

and as such could hardly be expected to gain any favour wi th the equestrian 

order.3l Nevertheless, the Lex Valeria was an honest attempt to restore 

order and to assess the losses where they would be least felt.3
2 

Also, 

during this year Pompey (later called the Great) was brought to trial in 

an effort to recover s orœ of the esta te which his rather had taken in war 

(Val. Max., 5.3.5). It was W1doubtedly due tot he state of the finances 

tha.t he was put on trial, since the financial situation was even further 

complicated by the state of the rurrency, for, ever since the currency bad 

be en tampered wi th by Drusus, the number of bad dena.rii had be en on the in­

crease.33 The youth, hawever, was acquitted. 

Perhaps the most important event in 86 B.c., was the election of 

two censors, L. Ma.rcius Philippus md M. Perperna., which was done prematurely 

because of an urgent need for reorganization in bvo departzœnts which re-

quired the use of exclusively censorial powers - revision of the sena.tor-

ial rester an:l the distribution of the Italians and 1 Libert:i.ni' into 

tribes.34 In their •lectio senatus•, they struck from the roll ail those 

against whom eKile had been legally pronoonced. This list included Appius 

Claudlus F\llcher, an uncle of the Censor Philippus (Cie., Dom. 84) • During 

this year, they also seemed to have carried out the registration of the new 

30 Long, p. 251. 

31 Hill, p. J.46. 

32 Bennett, p. 41. 
33 Heitland, p. 465. 

34 Bennett, p. 43. 



citizens and it is probable, although not clear, that these were distributed 

O'irer al.l the thirty-five tribes, according to the promise of Cinna; but there 

is no reason to assume that they were distributed in equal rnmber. It is 

rather safer to think that local considerations and personal influence had 

more weight than did any notion of symmetr"'J. 
35 

During this period most of the provinces adhered to the Optimtes, 

wi th the exception of Africa which feil easily into the bands of the demo­

cratsJ consequently, the East was to be their next objective.3
6 

It was aD­

doubtedly with this view in mind that Flaccus was sent to the Elst with 

Fimbria as his second-in...command (App., ~· I.viii.75). A plan of campdgn 

had probably been formulated in Rome before their de:ç.e.rture and it appears 

to have been as foJJ.ov1s: they were to make a fornal demand upon Sulla for 

the surrender of his com.lllalld and if he refused they were to summo:n his arnv 

to desert; and if this failed, they were to irrvade Asia and undertalce an 

offensive against Mithradates which wouJd lead to a negotiated peace ani 

coalition against Sulla who was already in fimncial straits and who, if 

deprived of the .fruits of victory ani shut out of Asia, would then have 

little chance, even if he could continue ta command the loyalty of his 

troops, to cru se Cinna and his government any further anx.iety. 37 However, 

Fimbria, the prefect of the Horse, murdered Flaccus and took command of the 

arnw (Vell., II. :xxiv.l). Mr. Bermett gives the probable date for Flaccus•s 

death as December, 86 B.C., since Vellei~s (II, xxiv.l) speaks of him as vir 

consularis at the time of his death)8 

The year 85 B.C. still founi Fimbria :in Asia cont:inuing his nan-

oeuvres against Sulla, l'lhere he defeated the farces of 11ithradates' son 

35 Heitland, p. 466. 

36 Baker, p. 217. 

37 Bennett, pp. 45-46. 

38 Ièd.d., p. 50. 
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a.t Miletopolis and p3rmed in Mithradates hilnself at Pitane in addition to 

sacking Cyzicus and. Ill:i.t1.s (AP., Mith., 52-53). Sulla ma.rched tO\vards 

Fimbria, who was a pproach ing northward, and at Sulla' s a pproach, Fimbria' s 

men began to desert him, whereupon he took his OflTl life (AP., Mith., .59-60). 

Sulla, thereupon qtùckly brought to a close his war with Illitbradates and 

prepa.red to return to Rome to rneet his enemies (App ., BC. I.ix. 76). 

Cinna and Garbo had declared thernselves conru.J.s for this year -

Qu.um L. Cinna et en. Papirius Garbo, a se ipsis consule s per biennium 

creati, ••• (Livy, Ep., LXXXIII). It is highly doubt.ful if they actu~ 

forced the Centuries at word1 s point to vote as directed, as this \fould 

ha.ve been likely to renew the civil war, an event which was not to the in­

terest of the men in pcmer.39 It is more probable, as Mr. Bennett suggests, 

that Cinna and Garbo annamced their candidacy, but raised no formal objec-

tion to ccmpetitors and when there was no opposition to them, they declared 

t.imt th6"J were elected by accla.mation.hO 

The finances at this time were stil.l in a shaky posi ti c.n despite 

the Lex Valeria. There 1vas no Jaw which compelled the acceptance of pJated 

coins as legal tender and this situa ti on bore heavily upon the poorer classes 

while it vras a source of profit tothose who bad reserves for manip.llation.
41 

·l!hereupon Marius Gratidianus issued an edict
42

which restored the denarius 

to i ts standard vreight - igi tur ars facta denarios probare 1 tam iucunda 

plebei lege, ut l1'a.rio Gratidiano vicatim tota statue dicaverit (PJ.iny, NH, 

)3.132). Unfarillnate:cy-, sources do not give too complete an aceount of the 

terms of this edict. It !Ulst have been costly for the govetnment to remove 

the bad denarii from circulation, and re-issue gooo denarii. It is not 

39 Hei tJand, p. 467. 

4° Bennett, p. 60. 

Lit Ibi.d., p. 42. 
42 There is some question concerning the exact date of Marius• praetorship, 

for a discussion of this see T .R. Broughton , 1-ag.istra tes of the Roman 
Republic, II (New York, 1952), p. 59, n. 1. 



stated who bore the expense of this costly reform, but it mst be assumed 

tha t the public treasury did so, and if this is so, those in po.ver mst 

l.t-3 haye been more embarrassed tha.n ever by thei.r lack of funds. Neverthe-

less the government, in this case, must definite}Jr be held free from arv 

suspicion of selfish or ulterior motives. It is clear, ho.vever, by the 

ex:travagant honors raid to Gratid:ianus th:l.t this measure ha.d the approval 

of the nasses, but, œring to the wqr in which he was tortured when Sulla 

returned in 82 B.c., that the Senatorial class disapproved. 

A census was als o held in this year and the figures of this cen-

sus are preserved for us in the chronicles of EUsebius - descriptione 

Roma.e facta inventa sunt homi:mm CCCCLXIII mil:ia ( Jerore, ~· ad ann. 

84, P• 151 Helm) • There is considerable dispute about the exactness of 

this figure since it shcws only a small increase over the 3941336 recorded 

in 115/lJlJ. B.C. Heitla.nd accounts for this fact by suggesting that the 

figures can hardJ;r have been complete as there was no doubt a large aney-

abroad with Sulla and that it \'raS quite likely that full advantages bad 

44 
not as yet been taken of the recent franchise laws. Bennett, however, 

seems to offer a more logical solution to the problem throogh an emenda­

tion: 

The figures for this census are given in the Hiercnynns­
Ehsebins chronicle under Ol;ympiad 173, 4 = 85 B.c., as 
463,000. As this seems too snall an increase over the 
total for 115/114 B.c. of 394,336, Beloch conjectured 
that the D had fallen out, and would read 'DCCCCLXIII 
mili.a.' Others account for the lcw figure by a.sswnirig 
that the census was not complete. There is no reason, 
hOW"ever 1 why it should have been incomplete, except in 
the case of those absent w:i.th Sull a, and as there was 
not another census un til 70 B.c., we must ass1.1ID3 tha t 
the Italians were satisfied at this tiiœ. An emendation, 

43 Heitland, p. 466. 

44 Ibid. 



therefore, seems neœssary, but I shoo.ld prefer to 
think tha t the first let ter of the mmeral has been 
corrupted rather than lost, postulati.ng as the true 
reading •DCCCL."{TII milia.' This is slightly less 
than the figure for 70 B.C., (910,000), and is about 
wha.t we should expect, as the losses of 82 g5c. would 
be offset by the return of the Sullan a mw • 

The rest of the events with:i.n ihe city itself were relatively un-

important with the exception that Velleius notes tmt .in 85 B.c. Publ:ins 

Iaena.s, Trihlne of t.he Plebs, threvr Sextus Lucilius, Tribme of the pre­

vious year, from the Tarpeian rock (Ve~l., n.xx:iv.2). People also can-

m:mced leavirg Rore and fleeing to Sulla, arrl Velleius says that this 

was brought a bout by the indictments of Iaenas - .•• , et cum collegae 

eius (J.aenasJ, quibls diem d.ixerat, metu ad Sullam profugissent, aqua 

ignique iis interdixit (Vell., II.xxiv.2). This is confirrned by Plutarch 

who says that since C:inna and Carbo were nON treating the most eminent 

/ ' ' l< ,/ rœn with injustice they were fleeing to Sulla - ~&.~Ve( l• ~c.. •f110JV01 
,e; -., 1 ~ 1 ~ 1 
ev Pw .... n "t.04.J E:Wc.~v60'"'-c-.eo"'5 cNJp«~r"' 1-P"'-'~"w" ~vof'-w.r 

\ 1 ' \ 1 ./ 
"<4l~ p.t.ll.wj, -,roMoc. "t:~v "'tupr4\/Vt-Od. ~uyov-c.,- ••• (sun., xrli.l). 

Cinna and Carbo were nœ faced wi th the need to make prep3.rations 

to maet Sulla on his return from the East. Consequently, the two ccn-

suls disp3.tched. legates to all parts of Italy to gather sold.iers, money 

ani supplies ; tley made a special. eff ort to gain the friendship of the 

leadi:rg citizens of Rorœ and appealed especial]y to the newly created 

citizens, pretending tha.t it was because of them they were thus threat­

ened (App., ~· I.ix.76).46 Thus, did the year 85 B.c. come to a close 

and it was a year of great uneasiness, for, although the Marian party 

was still dominant, it was preoccupied. with plans for securing the 

45 Bermett, pp. W...-45 - See also footnote 48. 

46 
Appian suggests this as the reason wby Garbo and Cinna did not bother 
to return to Rome to hold t he consular ele ction, but merezy- declared 
themselves consuls for tha.t year (App. BC. I .ix.77). 
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retention of its pœer; nor could Cinna completely trust his newl;r created 

ci tizens and, in addition, there were J.arge numbers of men in both Samn:ium 

and lucania who were either still in anns, gathered in annies or read;r to 

be embod.ied at short notice. 

The year 84 B.c. saw the continued preparations on the part of the 

two consuls, Cirma and Carbo, for the gathering of supplies, moneyr, and 

men to meet Sulla. At this point, Sulla addressed a letter to the Senate 

in which he stressed the plight of those who had fied to him as refugees 

from Cinna, the acticn taken by the government against him in confiscat­

ing his property, and announced that he would soon be back to take ven­

geance on them (A pp.,~· ,I.i.x. 77). The Sena te be came so terrii'ied at this 

that i t ordered Cinna arrl Carbo to cease their bellicose preparations 

until an anS\'fer from Sulla should be received to the messages sent to 

appease him (App., ~· I.ix.77). Despite their promises, both consuls 

contirued the ir a ctivi ti es arrl traversed ItaJ.y collecting soldiers whom 

they sent over the Hadriatic to Liburn:ia. to reet Sulla (App., ~.I.ix.77). 

The .first detachment arri ved safel;r, but the second was overtaken by 

storm and those who retumed to Ital;r safely went off to their homes, 

refusing to fight (App., ~.I.ix. 77). The rest, meanwhile, who were 

awai t:lng transhipment, refused to go, whereupon Cinna, becomi.ng indig­

nant, called an assembJ.;y- in arder to terri.fY them; but one of the lictor~ 

who was clearing a road for Cirma, was struck by a soldier and when C:inna 

ordered the arrest of that soldier, a nmtiny arase in which Cima was 

killed (App., BC.I.ix.78). Garbo, who was now sole consul, recalled the 

rest of the troops from Liturnia and refused to return to Rome, where he 

had been summoned qr the Tritunes in order to hold an election (App., ~· 

I.ix.78). vThen threatened with the reduction of rank to that of private 

ci ti zen, he set a date for the electicns, but postponed them to the foll.-

œing d<w due to unfavorable omens, and., \'fhen on that day light:ing strudt 
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the temple of luna and Geres, the augurs prorogued the comitia beyond the 

summer solstice (App., BC. I.ix.78). 

The conditions and state of the gove·rnment in Rore at this tilœ 

were pa.thetic. Chaos, both mental and plzy"sical, was everywhere and as 

Heitland seys: 

The weakœss of the government in Ital;y' at this juncture 
was probably b~ond our power of imagination to conceive. 
There was the Senate, in which the reactionar,r party was 
reviving, but uncertain how far it might venture to go 
without provoking another massacre on Marian llies. There 
was the consul, rash and insufficient, flustered ani en­
deavouring to Jœke up for lœt time in organizing the 
means of . resistance to Sulla. There was the Assembly, 
consisting mainly of the city poptù..ace~ interested in its 
own food-supply and a.nru.serents, and becoming conscious of 
its own impotence through the bloo~ revolutions of the 
Jast four years. Arrl all over Ita~ were the great mass 
of citizens new and old, who either distrusted the good 
fai.th of the Rom:m governroont or doubted its stabilit,y. 
T're fear of a reaction brought a boo. t by the re'bJ.rn of 
Sulla seems to have been on the whole the predominant 
feeling, tut this feeling could not find effective ax-

47 pression in the lack of a strong and inspir:Lng leader. 

Sulla threw an even greater panic into the Senate by his answer 

in which he declared tha t he would never be on .friendJy terms \Vi th men 

who l:ad camnitted ruch crilœs, mt that he would not prevent the city 

from extending clemency to them; in addi tien to this, he demanded his 

former dignity, his property and the priesthood, and the restoration to 

him in .full measure of whatever ether honors he had previously held (App., 

~· I.ix. 79). Garbo, however, prevented the acceptance of any of SulJa' s 

demands, an:l in an effort to get the support of the Italians he induced 

the House to give them citizenship - Novis civibus sc. su.ffragium datum 

est (Livy, ~., IXXXIV).4
8 

In addition to this, a Senatus consultum 

h7 Heitland, pp. 484-485. 

4'3 This passage from Li vy' s epi tome is subje ct t o considerable dis eus sion. 
Hugh Last suggests that this m:i..ght be the reason for the smaD census 
figure in 85 B.c., while Long, p. 255, says that t're Semte was making 
a Jas t appeal to iP.surgents and promised citizenship to ail who were 

still i n arms. See als o Sherwin-White, p . 131, and texts of footnotes 
1.,4-45. 



>vas carried, through the pressure of Garbo and the Marian faction, which 

stated that all arrües WJ.erever serving shonld be disbanded (Livy, ~., 

Il.XX:IV). This was probab),y a desperate move to bring into clear relief 

the illegality of Sulla's position, for Sulla did not obey this, rot con­

tinued his ovm preparation. At the end of 84 B.c., the newzy elected 

Tribune, M. Iunius Bru tus, carried a bill for the coloniza ti on of Ca pua 

(Cie., Leg. Agr. 2.89, 92-93, & 98), which was doubtless to be used as 

h9 
a military base for operations • · 

Once Sulla la.nded in ItaJ.y at Brundisium the actual fighting com-

m:mced and the year 83 B.C. was one of constarrt rnilitary engagenents. 

The two consuls of that year, Scipio Asiaticus and c. Norbanus, were 

both in the field with arm:i.es, but SuD.a succeeded in defeating Norbanus 

At Mt. Tifata, >'1hile Scipio1 s arrey- deserted him at Teanum (Vell., II. 

JOCV .2-4). Pompey, who meanwhile had succeeded in raising a strong a:rnw 

of his own from the district of Picenum , proceeded to join Sulla (Vell., 

II. xxix.l-2). Garbo, who in 83 B.C. was proconsul in ItaJ;v and Cisalpine 

Gaul, hastened back to Rone, where he effected a decree in which Metellus 

and all the otrer Sena.tors who bad joined Sulla, should be decla.red public 

anemies (App., ~· I. x.86). It was at this time that the capitol was 

burned, rut the doer of this deed is uncertain, for it is variousJ.y att.r~ 

uted to Garbo, the consuls, or sonebody sent by Sulla (App., ..!!2.! I.x.86). 

Dur:ing this year, P. Cornelius Ce the gus >'!e~l j>.1dging of the prospects of 

his faction in 83 B.c. went over to Sulla who pardoned his offences and 

found h:i.m useful. Sulla was also sendine messengers to all parts of Ital({ 

to collect troops either by friendship, money, fear, or promises (App., 

~· I. x.86). The resul ts of the first campaign were defini te:cy- in Sulla.'s 

faveur. 

49 
Hei tland, p. 486. 
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The consuls for 82 B.C. were Papirius Garbo (for the second time) 

and Marius, the nephevr of the great Marius, who was then only 27 years 

old (App., BC. I. x.87). Both sidas were reJa.tively idle during the 

wmter months, but once spring came, there were severe engagements on the 

banks of the ri ver Aesis between Metellus and Carinas, the latter a prae­

tor under Carbo's cor.ntl3Jlèl. (App., BC. I. x.8?). Marius, with his arnzy-, 

was defeated at Praeneste by Su~la and the youth was killed wh.ile try:ing 

to escape (App., ~· I. x.87-88). Garbo, mearnvhile, went to Picenum to 

assist CariP.as, but was checked there ty- Metellus and Pompey, and upon 

hearing of :Ma.rius's defeat, retired t.o Ariminum (App., ~· I.x.87). Garbo 

and Sulla then foo.ght a severB battle near Clus:inm which lasted all day, 

and in tœ plain of Spoletium Pompey and Crassus, t»ro of Sulla's officers, 

killed sorne 3,000 of Carbo's men and besieged Carinas, whereupon Garbo 

sent rein forcements, but these ambushed, were killed by Sulla (App., BC. 

I. x.89-90). At last, after a series of Illal\Y" tragic defeats ani severe 

losses, Garbo completely abandoned hope and fied to Africa with his friends 

(App., BC. I. x.92). Sulla and a cavalry force then hastened to Rome 

where, after a blooqy battle outside the Colljne gates, they took poss-

ession of the city (App., ~· I. Xe93). So the year 82 B.c. came to a 

close and saw once more SulJa in complete control of the city • 

The events which followed SuD.a's victory at the Colline gates are 

a matter of other history and record. Plutarch aptJ.;y- sunuœd up the sit-

uation at this point by say:ing that insofar as tyraney was concerœd, 

there had not bem a deliverance from it because of SuD.a' s victo:cy, but 

""' ' "' 1 rather a mere exchange of control - -routo K4tc. 't.~ f'~-~u""COI."f:'e 

cp.,.~Cwv vo~~c. -n""olpt~, trf:.'+l ~f A.>..)..~ y, "C~ 



III 

Nav that the basic chronoloe:r and certain elementaJ. facts ani da ta 

have been set forth, it is time to turn to a discussion of the effect o~ 

Cinna's rule on the different groups involved with the new government. 

An effort will be made to visualize, through emp:~.thy, the feelings and 

emotions of each group of citizens in respect to this neVf government and 

the government' s effect upon their individual lives. It nust be rerœm-

bered tmt in any discussion in which specificaJ.J~ delineated cla.ssifica-

tions are arbitrari~ used that there is a certain amount of fluidity 

bet\V'een the various ranks and social orders, since no class or social 

group is absolutely static. Consequently, the divisions of the Italians 

and Romans into the classification of •Nobilitas', Equestrians, Prolet-

ariate, farmers, and new citizens is not nearzy so clear-cut as it appears 

to be. 

The Senatorial •Nobllitas•, composed of high-ranking Patricians, 

Knights and Plebians ha.d long been in control of the goverrnnent, rut with 

the advent of the Cirma government, the Roman Republic for the first time 

was completely in the hands of the Democratie p:~.rty, ani the Aristocratie 

party was out of control. In 88 B.c., the Sena.te was controlled by the 

,, 1 1 '~ c.-. 
dicta tes of Marius and Sulpicius -'\ 1• ruytt.>.'\~os '\v t'-4" OU]t à.U"e1t

1 

~ , \' ""' M , ' ~ , , "" ~ 
GtA.I\"'- "tOt J lfll.pt.-OCI t<~c. ~ 6 '-IA"R'&.'CC..Ou Je.~ Ktc,,'I:'O "'ff'f"'ll':'t'tt4.y~fl4.o-C.. J • • • 

(Plut., ~., ix.2). H01rever, becaus e of the brief ret um of SulJ..a. that 

same year, the Senate and the Aristocratie p:~.rty received a momentary 

retum to pOiVer and control, since this was especia.lly guaranteed by the 

addi tian of the 300 new members to the Sena te vmo were chosen from the 

'best men •(App., BC . I . vii.59). Their power and control, hawever, was 

short-lived, for with Sulla•s departure for the East and the advent of 
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Cinna in 87 B.C., the Democrats became firmly entrenched and were not dis-

lodged until the reiurn of Sulla in 82 B.C. During those years in which 

Cinna was in pOHer, the evidence does indicate that the Senate conti!IU.ed 

to exercise authority over those matters whidl feil into its recognized. 

sphere, and it was far from a body forced into a.ny servile acquiescence 

50 
to the will of the consul. Hcwever, senatorial influence in other spheres 

was prooobly at a very loo ebb during this tirœ, for fe\v nevr laws were en-

acted and there can be littJ.e doubt that these new Ja.ws were proposed dir­

ectly to the citizens' assembly by the rœ.gistrates.51 Honever, in provin-

cial affairs, as bas been previously mentioned, the p-ovinces, with the 

exception of Africa, still remained loyal to the Optima.tes, whose member­

ship roll contained marzy- Senators1 so, in that regard, the Aristocrats 

were still supreme. 

Undoubtedly many Aristocrats of the Senatorial order lost their 

lives during the M:lrian proscriptions of 87 B.c., rut as has already been 

po:inted out, the number of these was not sufficient to alter the aristo-

cratic and hence pro-Sullan character of the Senate. Also, it is stated 

that those adherents who fled to Sulla in 84 B.c. were of Senatorial rank. 

(App., BC. I. x.86) . Financially, the nembers of the Sena te were in rather 

dire straits and sorne bad undoubtedly incurred large de bts as is evident 

. ~ ~ ~ , 
by the terms of one of the SulpJ.cian rogations -v~•" a l<t~(H'.,.S ,.'\l•v-. 

\. \ <\ 1 \."" ~YI("'\'I:c.kw t~1f6pl...-l'.l.-...s I',..._,.,...S O+•C:...U...v,·•· (Plut.,~., viii.2). 

It is doubtful if the Senatorial a.ristocracy felt too heavily the stowa,ge 

of the remittances from Asia, si nee they bad been prohibi ted by the lex 

Claudia :in 218 B.C. from entering into any commercial speculation, although 

it is not known to what ex:tent this law was obeyed, for there were certa:irily 

50 
Bennett, p • 65 • 

51 
Ibid., p. 66 
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sorœ Sena tors, such as Crassus a feJJ years Jater, who did engage in commer­

cial speculation. It appears uncertain whether the passage of either the 

Unicaria Lex in 88 B.C. or the I.i3x Valeria in 86 B.C. had any adverse aff­

ect upon the finances of the Senatorial arlstocracy. Qui te the contrary 

was probab1y true, since bath of these laws related to debt, and usury was 

a hlsiœss of the Equestrian Order. Be cause both of these laws did to 

sorne extent allevia te the debtor (this is especially true of the Lex Val­

eria, which made the debtor o~ liable for one-fourth of his debt), they 

were urrloubte~ welcomed by those Senat ors who were in debt. Ha.vever, 

the restoration of the debased coinage by Gratidiams m 85 B.c. was quite 

U11W'8lcome to the Senatorial Order, since, as a deflationary rœasure, it 

wruld reduce priees of farm products of which this Order was the chief 

wholesaler and, consequently, mi.ght reduce sone to a state of relative 

pauperism. 

In sutllr'tary, i t is sa fe to conclu de tha t the Senatorial Order, wh ile 

not pleased wi th the rule of the Democra ts, was not oppressed or harassed 

to any great extent. It is true, of course, that undoubtedzy- most of them 

offered little opposition to any of the bills which were put before them, 

considering i t more prudent and ul t:ina tely safer to accede to the wishes 

of the party in power; blt with tœ exception of a minority who probabJ.y 

were actually politically da:ngerous or had made influential and pcwer.ful 

enemie s , they had little cause to f ear the proscriptions. The Senatorial 

aristocracy must have been on the whole, ho.'fever, relativezy- content (or 

if not content, at least ~ot actively discontent), for none of the ancient 

sources mention any r evolu.tiona:ry plan to overthroo the exi.sting goverrunent, 

and it is quite safe to s::w that had there been al'W, the pro-Sullan hi.stor­

ians would have chanced upon it and œntioned it. It is true, of course, 

that 1vhen Sulla drew near to Itâl..y, cpite a few of t he Senators fied the 



city to join him, b.lt this appears to be indicative more of a show of ac­

tive support for him, than due to any ma.ltreatment at the hands of Cinna' s 

party, since, had there been any ma.ltraatment, the Senators vrould undoubted.ly 

have fle d immedia t.ely ra th er than wai ting un til Sulla drmv near, and also 

there are no references to any crimes committed against this group qr Cinna; 

indeed, the cnly reference to this maltreatment is in a letter of SnD.a.'s 

(A pp., :sc. I. ix.. 77), and this is, of course, to be ex:pect8d. 

P-igh ij_nan ce was in the hands of the Eq.testria.n Order who fonœd 

the fim..11cial class in Rome. In 123 B.c., Gaius Gracchus instituted the 

passage of a Lex Iudicaria by which the control of the law courts, fonn­

erly in the hands of the Senate, pg.ssed over to the f.nights by giving to 

this order the right to sit on juries, and, the:refore, poJ.itical as opposed 

to merely econonù.c significance. A Lex Iudicaria of 98 B.c. pa.rtiall;v 

destroJ.red the Knights' mcnopo:cy of the co1u1 ts by stating that the 1Album 

Iudicum' should c c:ntain the names of all members of the Senate together 

•.vith the rares of 300 Equites and that mixed Jurie s should be chosen from 

t."rl.is list. In 91 E.c. the Lex Uumnaria, which v~as passed by Drusus, de­

ba.sed the c oinage l:c,. t 'he admixture of an alloy of one-eighth copper in the 

silver dena.rius, and this inflationary m~as1U'e was undoubtedl;r a ereat 

blcw to the Eqnes"trians, since this grea.t:cy- d.epreciated the real vat. ue of 

their mone~,r. Consequently, in 89 B.C., as has been alreaey stated, the 

Mid :ile Glass had been depri ved of i t s monopoJ.y of the law courts and ,vas 

h..ar a ssed by financia 1 cli.ffi cu1ti es. 

The Knic;hts fared little better in 88 B.c., for that year saw· the 

rassage of the Lex Unicaria which, although it was a :;reat relief to the 

debtors , struck a bloo a t the Kn:ights, who as the financial cla.ss , were 

prima.ri:cy- the creditors. Also, the return of Sulla in that year was a 

great blœ to them. Since Sulla disliked and distrnsted the Tüddle Glass 
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it was not likely that œ would serve their interests in Asia, and had h:Ls 

rehabilitation of the Senate proved successflll, the Knights could expect 

no h.elp from that body, sc i t ·.·ras only na tural tha t they should support 

C:inna in his efforts to '1.U1.do what Sulla had done.
52 

HO\vever, it is very 

doubtful if the Equites received the support from Cinna that they had 

hoped for, since the lex Valer:i.a was a bad financial blovr to them, althoo.gh 

as advocates of pure money, theywelcomed the restoration of the coinage 

by Gr a tidianuli. De spi te the shortage of meney ''rhich the co:inage res tora-

tien made, Cinna did not arder any ~rescriptions of this wealthy group 

by which to .fïll the state cofîers. Although their forwnes droeped sorne-

11ha. t under the C:innan government, no record has come d Œm of any unrest 

amongst this group and none that we know of left Rome to join Sulla upon 

his retum. Even thOllgh their financial status was impaired by Cinna and 

sorœ of their members undoubtedly died d.uri.l1.g the mrian ~rescriptions, 

nevertheless, they seem to have remained loyal te Cinna and his government 

as a bO.:V, evident);r preferring his rule and administration to that of 

their eneey, Sulla. 

The Proletariate represented the third group or arder in Rome at 

this t inB. Over a period of years the masses of the urbal1. population had 

been sw-elled by the sma. D. farmers, who pou red into Roroo, be cause of the 

contirn.1al ruination of their fanns. The trend had been accelerated by 

the cheap grain doles of Gaius Gracchus and the devastation caused by the 

Soc:ial ~·rar . The urban proletariate bad bad little share in the advantages 

accruing to the Optimates and Knights from Rome's expansion. 

Consequently, at the time of Cinna.'s control the masses in Rorœ 

conta:ined both poor Plebians and ruined fariœrs, and it was of this group 

52 
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that C:inna became the champion. Theix condition and problem was mainl;y" 

an economie one - they were oppressed by the old, severe debtor la\VS and 

the devaluation of the silver denarius under Drusus in 91 B.c. had n:ade 

matters even worse for them. The littJ.e money which they possessed was 

no longer ~rth its real value, arrl priees were going up because of the 

devastation caused by the social wars and the lack of foreign wheat. 

The reviva.l of an antiquated debt law by the Praetor Asellio, was of sorne 

relief to them, tut this was short-lived and ended in the Praetor1s murder. 

As could be expected the Lex Valeria was a great relief to these poor 

debtors, for they fourrl it considerably easier to pey off theix de bts. 

The restoration of t œ debased coinage to i ts full value was an even 

greater boon to them, since, as a deflationazy rœasure, it would. lœer 

priees ani put more real money into circulation; therefore, it would be 

easier for this group to earn and get more money. The Corn doles to the 

urban masses were conti.l'lued, since no source mentions their stoppage, and 

it is safe to assume that if they had been stopped, there would have been 

considerable upheaval and rebellion in this group. Perhaps this group, 

more than any other, was in favour of the Cinnan administration, for the 

govemment had mde an honest effort to ameliorate their condition and 

give them a certain degree of self-respect. Sulla, as the champion of 

the aristocracy, would, of course, be their enenw. In the matter of the 

small farmer who was still left on his farm, noth:ing seems to have been 

doœ in the w a.y of any agrarian refonns, but undoubtedly the financial 

reforms affected him just as mu cil as it did the urban nasses, and, con­

sequent:cy, ney to a certain extent be considered a measure of agraria.n 

relief, for it gave the sma.ll farmer a better opportunity to pay off his 

debts, and the mortgage on his farm. 
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Consequently, the poor citizen in Rome during this ti:ne, found that 

he was on the rœ.d to economie and .financial rehabilitation. He had little 

to fear from the Marian proscriptions, for he was not an important enough 

individual to be of any concern to the leaders. He probably continued to 

receive his corn doles, and althoogh money \vas scarce, he did find that 

the value of his money was rising, the amount of his debt was lessened, 

and y,> ri ces were dropping. He would have ]j_ttle or no interest in foreign 

affairs, or in the political problems which would be confronting the Sen­

ators. There seems to be no cpestion that this group lived in apparent 

contentment - or at least in as much contentment as a.ey group could be 

expected to live in during these troubled tirœs. 

The problern of the libertini and new ci tizens was a completeJ,y 

different one, ani their position and attitude is a difficult one to deter­

mine. The question of the grant of the highJ,y-cherished Roman citizenship 

to new comr.n.mities bad long been a problem for the various parties. Due 

to the political set-up prevalent in Ron:a, principles of mfranchisement 

are closely linked with the creation of tribes and the distribution of the 

new ci tl.zens into tribes. Perhaps the most outstanding principle to remem­

ber in any discuss ion involving enfranchisement is that prior to 89 B.C. 

it was as communities, not as incti.viduals,that the Ital:ian a~1ies were 

incorporated into the Ronan state under vario1s laws.53 

Since 241 B.C., there had been thirty-f ive Tribes organized on a 

geographie basis, but enrollment in these Tribes was another matter. In 

3J2 B.c., Appius Claudius enrolled a.ll the 'Libert:ini' into Tribes and sub­

stituted money for land-qualification and enrolled individuals into the 

Tribes wi thmt distinction. Hœever, i n 30!-1- B.c., Fabius Rullianus, the 

S.3 Sherwin-Hhi te, p . 130. 
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Cens or, removed all non-freeholders into the four city Tribes • 1fembership 

in a Tribe did not constitute full citizenship, as is seen by the fact 

that in 332 B.C. when two :œw Tribes were created, some of the allies en-

rolled in them (I.anuvium, Pedum, and Nomenmm) became 1 cives sine suffragio'. 

Consequently, during this period the classification of Italia.n :i.nhabitants 

may be broken dCJr"m into two main groups - Citizens ( •cives') and Allies 

(' socii'), and the 'cives' IDair be su b-divided still into t;aro further groU.ps 

('cives Romani' or fuJ.l citizens, and •cives sine suffragio• or citizens 

with no public rights), while the 1 socii' nay also be sub-divided into 

two grcups ( tColoniae Latinae• or Latin colonies, and 'civita tes foeder-

atae• or Italian allies) • Until the middl.e of the second century B.c., 

the Latins residing at Rorœ possessed the right of voting in one Tribe 

which was drawn by lot, and could onJ,y gain full 'civitas' in three ways 

(settling at Rone on the condition th.at they left a son in their native 

ta.m, holding a ma.gistracy in a latin tarn, or a ccusing and then procuring 

the conviction of a Roman magistrate on the charge of financial irregular-

ities). Full franchise was g1 ven to all old La tin to;ms wi th the 

result th.at after 200 B.C. full 1 civitas 1 extended all over Latium arrl 

'cives sine suffragio' disappeared. 

HONever, the <pestion of citizenship for a large majority of the 

Italians was still a pending }>roblem. "As long as Rorœ wanted a large 

citizen bc4r, so long was the Roman 'civitas' freely bestœed; it was 

only when the Romans felt their position weil assured, and their strength 

sufficient that they restricted jealouslY the extension of their citizen­

ship.n54 At the close of the I\tnic ·~vars, Rorœ had ceased to be so gener-

ous with the distribution of ci tizenship, and reformers like the Gracchi 

54 Ta;y-lor, p. 146. 



were constantJ.y agitating for an extension of the latin 'civitas'. Those 

allied states who vrere still outside the ci tizenship greN restless and 

discontent because of certain injustices and J.a.ck of legal rights, and 

corrunenced fighting. Soon a full scale social war was under way. It was 

not until then that the Romans sa\V the necessi ty for an extension of their 

franchise. This was done in 89 B.c. by the passage of the three laws 

which related to an extension of the :franchise for the allied states -

the Iex Julia, Lex Plautia Pap:i.ria, and lex Calrm"nia. There is no doo.bt 

that these were emergency rœasures p1ssed to bring a swift conclusion to 

the social wars, and it is evident that the se largely quieted most of the 

uprisings, but, as seen by the provisions of the laws, the franchise bad 

still not been extended to all the Allies, and the se communi ti es were still 

trouble sour ces. 

When Cinna came irrto paver, there was still considerable upheaval 

amidst the new ci tizens, the 'Liberti<'li' , and tho se who had been excluded 

by the laws of 89 B.c. i;Vhatever provisions had been made for the enroll­

ment of the new c:i.tizens into Tri.bes, it apparently was unsatisfacto:ry, 

as the influence ani po.ver of their vote was nullified. The 'Libertini' 

to a large extent were confronted vdth a similar problem, for in 168 B.C. 

all freed. men had been compelled to vote in only one of the city Tribes 

which was chosen by lot. Sulla, had made no effort to deal with this 

pen:ii't'lg problem dur:ing his return in 88 B.C., and, consequerrtzy, it appears 

'Wllikely that he would be looked upon with :favour by the members of these 

groups. Cinna and his faction, an the other hand, did cope with the prob­

lem, alth01~h not withmt ulterior motives . Shortly after his election 

to the co~sulship, Cinna aligned himself with this group when he attempted 

the J:nssage of a bill which would enroll ail the :freed lll3n and nerN citizens 

into ail the Tri.bes (Vell., II.xx:.2) • From this moment on he ga:ined the 

support, militar,y and political, of this large group. 
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Dur:i..P.g the f~t wi th Octavins, his colleague, he and Marius offer­

ed the 'civitas• to the Samnites, a thing which the Sena.te had refused to 

grant them although they ha.d GI'anted it to other Italian peoples. This 

was an obvious means to gain more support in their struggle against Octav:ius 

al'ld the Aristrocrats. .'\.cçordingly, Cinna fulfilled his promise to these 

ne'" ci tizens when they were distributed in 86 B.c. tv PhilipPJ.s and Perperm 

throughout the thirty-five Tribes. This was, of course, another political 

manoeuvre on the part of Cinna by which he hoped to gain a majority of 

leeisJ.ative support in the Tribes. Bath a military and political motive 

must surely have be en in the back of Garbo' s mind whe..'l he persuaded the 

house to grant •suffragium' to these na'f citizens, which might mean that 

they had been enrolled in the Tribes as 'cives sine suffragio' • 55 

Despite the ulterior motives which the party l'l.arbrured, it must be 

admitted that in the equalUy of distribution and in the grant of the 

'ci vi tas', the government was not m:cy fulfilling, as i t were, a 'canpaign 

promise', but, in addition, settJ.ing a question of long standing trouble 

an::l dispute, a= well as accomplishing son>ething which was merited by the 

Italjan Allies and was long overdue. How unwavering was the loyalty and 

support of this neV'l group, is not known, b1t it can be assumed that Cinna 

and his party never completely trusted them or had any confidence in their 

support, for on the return of SuJJ.a, Carbo and Cirl..na. whipped up resentment 

against Sulla in order to gain the support of the new ci tizens (App., BC. 

I. ix. 76). Also, the Ginnan detachment of troops, who were earmarked for 

Liburnia, might easily have been recruited from amongst the new citizens, 

si."lce it is we~l-attested that the coosuJ.s traversed Ita~,. to collect 

troops. If this be tœ case, as seems likely, the Cinnan faction•s lack 

55 See Liv:r, Ep., L.XXXIV, and Footnotes 44 - 45, and 48. 



of ron.fidence in the support of the new· citizens was well-founded, since 

sorne deserted, returning home, while another gronp mtinied and murdered 

Cin.na. It is doubt.fu.l if the new citizens as a whole, wi th the exception, 

of course, of the 1 Ubertini', whose economie problem would be similar to 

that of the other urban rrasses, would be at all influenced by the economie 

refonns in the capito1. Since the Italia.ns bad recently been in rebellion 

against Rorœ, the ir economie problems wouJd not be parallel to those of 

the older Roman Citizens, as there would be no economie intercourse with 

the R0r.1a.n citizens, but would tend to be interna.l cnes which only they 

themselves could settle. 

Nevertheless, the alleg:iance of these 1var-like Italian •novi cives' 

belonged to Cinna, as much as their suwort belonged to arry one faction. 

The average •nows civis' was only concerned to get his 'civitast and, 

consequently, freedom from arbitrary acts of ma.gistrates, freedom from . 
tribute and taxes, the right to p:l.rtake of equal justice, promotion in the 

arnd.es, etc.; rut his real allegiance still belonged first to his ovm small 

comnnnit.;r and did not extend to tlle Roman State as a whole, mtil at a 

later date when he, as an individual, and all the other new 'groups' had 

be come c orrrpletely assimila ted ani synthesized into the larger corpus of 

tœ Roman State. 

The r ole of the Sena te under the C:innan government has already 

been mentioned, and in passing it is well to look briet:zy at the role 

played by bath the comi tia an:i the tribu!1a te under the gove:rnroont. The re 

is no evidence that Cinna attempted to promulgate arbitrary legisJation 

ar substitute a magisterial edict in place of the vote of the people. 

11Itwould appear, • • • J that Cinnats plan \VaSto establish an absoluti3ll 

while appearing t o retain tœ established mazistracies of the republic in 
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strict consti tutional form; • • • • .. 56 ConsequentJ.y, the cami tia was 

certa:inl,y retained as the suprere legislative au thori w of the state, 

although there are few recorded instances of its activity. The tribm­

ate is not heard of, alt.hough, in line with Cinœ's apparent policy, it 

is safe to assume that it ca.rried on its regular function when necessary 

and where œ eded. 

Arry summary of Cinna• s administration is necessarily dif.f'icult 

sin ce sorne of the sources are mereJ.y fragyœntary, others are imper fe ct, 

ani all extant ones are biased. H01rever, this must be said about Cinna: 

namely, that in the short time in which he was in pcwer, he made an honest 

and sincere effort to tidy up the economie situa+...i.on and to satisfy' the 

It.alians. 57 The financial J.aws which were carried in his administration 

relj_eved the oppressed sta te of the ma.ey debtors, and at the same time 

curbed run-away inflation and hi~h ::_:n1.ces through the restoration of the 

denarius. . In no W<Jf! did Cinna !llaY..e any effort to tamper with the machinery 

of tœ government as it had been established, which was, of coorse, a 

characteristic of Sullan tyranny. Unfortuna.te]y, the true worth and value 

of the Cinnan governmerrt:. can never be determined, since i t was faced from 

its incepti.on with tœ task of rutting economie conditions to right and 

assisting the masses to rise above the social and political inferiority 

towhidl they had been :r:ushed by the aristocrats in a few brief years; 

while i t had taken the aristocra ts years of rule - or perhaps i t w ould 

not be improper to say mis rule - to place affairs in this chaotic state. 

No suf.f'icient length of time elapsed in whldl to see whether or not the 

long-term efficiency and worth of Cinna' s policies would be prwen, sin ce 

56 6 Betmet, p. 5. 

57 Hill, p. J~5. 
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as early as 85 B.C., Cinna had to conunence preparations to rœet Sulla, 

and he had only gained a real grip on the govemment by 86 B.c. So, with 

the exception of scarcellf three years, the rernaining time was spent in 

constant war and turmoil, from the battle with Octavius to the battles 

with Sulla, and then, when Sulla returned to paner in 82 B.c., he pro­

ceeded to annul aJ.l Cinnan legisJa tion. Ali tha t can be said is that, 

on the surface, and for the na.jorii{r of the groups and orders, it was a 

period of relative co!ltentment and stability, and quite free from internal 

unrest and dissatisfaction. 

Nor is it fair, as in the case of many modern historians, to !!laa­

sure the worth of a government by the rumber of major reforms which it 

institutes. The fact that Cinna's govemment, althrugh instituting no 

histm:y-ma.k:i.ng reforms, did appa.rently keep the people happy, solve sorne 

of their grievances, and col'll!!l.ence the stabillzation of the econonw, ma.kes 

it a good government. For a goverrune:rrt. under which the people are unhappy 

and discontented, and yet ma.kes no attempt to alleviate the conditions of 

the parsons whom they govern, regardless of its gigantic reforms, IID.lSt be 

termed a bad govei'!llœnt; whereas a:ny government mrler which the large 

majori ty of the people are content and which makes an attempt to remedy 

aey abuses wh..i.ch exi.st, even though it does not institute epoch-making 

reforms, must be termed a good governmoot. According to this definition, 

therefore, the government of Cinna must be terrœd good, and th:l.t of Sulla, 

bad, for what is a govemment, but an abstract concept translated into 

con crete form, which is administered by various individuals, whose sole 

purpose is to guide, care for, and satis~, within certain limitations, 

the people over whom i t has p<Wer. 



APPENDJX I - LIST OF THE MAGISTRATES FROM 89 - 82 B.C. 

(Based on T .R. Broughton, M:lgistrates of the Roman Republic, Vol. II) 

89 B.c. - A.u.c. 665 

Consuls 

Cn. Pompeius Strabo 

L. Porcfu.s Cato 

Cens ors 

P. Lic:inius crassus 

L. Iul:ins Caesar 

Praetors 

Q. Caecilius Metellus P:ins 

Ap. CJaudfu.s Pulcher 

? c. Cosconius 

P. Gabinius 

? Q. Oppius 

? ( Cn. Papirius) Garbo 

A. Senprcnius Asellio - Pr. Urbanus 

? P. Sax:tilius 

Tribunes of the Ple bs. 

L. Calpurnius Piso (Frugi) 

L. Cassius 

L. Memmi.us 

C. Pa.pirius Garbo 

M. Plautius Silvanus 

Qua es tors 

? Q. Minucius (Thermus ?) 



88 B.c. - A.u.c. 666 

Consuls 

L. Cor:œl:hls Sulla 

Q. Pompeius Ru fus 

Pra.etors 

? Q. Ancharius 

M. Iu.nius Brutus 

? L. Licinius Murena 

? c. Norbanus 

Servillus 

? P • SextiJius 

Aedll.es 

? Q. Caecilius Metellus Celer 

Tribunes of the Plebs. 

P. Antistius 

P. Sulpicius Rufus 

87 B.c. - A.u.c. 667 

Consuls 

Cil. Oeta vi us 

L. Cornelius Cinna 

Consul Suffectus 

L. Cornelius :M3rula 

Trib.mes of the Plebs. 

Sex. Iucilius 

P. Magius 

? M. Marius Gra tidiams 

? C. Milanius 

M. Vergilj.us 
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Quaestors 

? C. Clrudius Mn-cellus 

L. Licinius lucullus 

86 B.C. - A.U.C. 668 

Consuls 

L. Cornelius C:inna 

c. Marius 

Cmsuls SUffectus 

L. Valerius Flaccus 

Cens ors 

L. Ma.rcius Philippus 

M. Perperna 

Praetors 

? L. Cornelius Scipio Asiager:us (Asiaticus) 

Aedile ar Iudex Quaestionis 

P. Antist:l.us 

Tribunes of the Pl.ebs. 

P. Popillfu.s Laenas 

Quaestors 

? Hirtule:ill.s 

85 B.C. - A.U.c. 669 

Consuls 

L. Cornelius Cinna 

en. Pap:i..rius Carbo 

Praetors 

? M. Marius Gra tidiarus 

Quaestors 

? M. Terentius Varra 
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84 B.c. - A.u.c. 670 

ConsuJs 

L. Cornelius Cinna 

Cn. Papirius Garbo 

Praetors 

c. Fabius Hadrianus 

? M. l.t:lrius Gra tidiamts 

Qnaetors 

M. F0>1teius 

M. Iunius SiJams 

c. Verres 

83 B.C. - A.U.c. 671 

Consuls 

L. Cornelius Scipio Asiaticu.s (Asiagenus) 

c. ~:orbams 

Praetors 

P. ? Burrienus 

? c. Papirius Garbo (Arvina) 

Q. Sertorius 

Aediles of t!le Plebs. 

? L. Critcnius 

? M. Fannius 

Tribunes of the Plebs . 

1.1. Iunius Bru tus 

Qua es tors 

M. {Pupius ) Pis e (Calpurnius Frugi) 
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82 B.c.- A.u.c. 672 

Consuls 

c. Marius 

en. Papirius Garbo 

Die tatar 

L. Cornelius Sulla Felix 

Ma.ster of Horse 

L. Valerius Flaccus 

Pra.etors 

Q. Antonius Balbl.s 

c. Carrinas 

L. Iunius Brutus Dama.sipp.1s 

? Magius 

M. Perperna ( v:ento) 

Aedil.es, Curule 

? P. Furius Crassipes 

Aediles of the Plebs. 

M. Pomponius 

Tribmes of the Plebs . 

? Q. Valerius Soranus 

Interrax: 

L. Valerius FJaccus 
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APPENDIX II - MA JCR ANCIENT SOORCES FŒ THIS PERIOD 

Ammianus Marcellinus - 30.8.9. 

L. Ampelius - 42.2; 40.1; 42.1. 

Appian - Bellum Civile I.vi.48 - I.x. 

Mithrad.atic wars 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 29-66, 93, 112. 

Appuleius- Apo1ogia 17. 

Asconius (Clark Edition) - P• 3, 11. 5-12; p. 22, 11. 5-8; p. 23; p. 24; 
p. 25; p. 64; p. 73, 11. 25-27; p. 74, 11. 1-4; 
p. 79, 11. 3-4; p. 80; p. 84. 

Aure1ius Victor - De Viris I1lustribus 63.1; 67 • 6; f:$. 2-4; 70. 1-4; 
74. 1-2; 75· 7-8. 

Be1lum Afri~ 22. 21; 56; 67. 6; 68. 2; 69. 1-4; 70. 1; 
75. 8. 

Augustinus - De Civitate Dei 2.22; 2. 24; 3. 7; 3. 27-28. 

Caesar - Bellum Gallicum 1. 47. 4. 

Charisius - 354. 

Cicero - Academicae Quaestiones 2.1; 2.2; 2.11 & 61; 11. 

De Lege Agraria 1.10; 2.38; 3.5 & 6; ll. 89-93, 92-93 & 98. 

De Ami. ci tia 1.2; 2. 

Pro Arch:ia 4. 7; 7; 9-ll. 

53. 

Ad Atticum I. 18.6; VII 7.7; VIII 3.6; IX 10.3; IX 14.2; IX 15.2. 

Pro Balbo 8.21; 9; 21. 

Brums 55; 56; ée-é4; 90; 178-179; 180; 182-183; 203; 223-224; 
226-227; 230; 306-308; 311. 

Pro Caecina 87; 101. 

In Ca tilinam i.4; iii.10.24. 

Pro Clu.entio 11. 

Pro Cornelio Fr.29. 



Cicero - De Oratore i. 25; ii. 274; iii. 2-3; iii. 8-11. 

De Divinatiane 1. 4; 1. 72; 2. 65. 

In caecilium 63. 

Oratio de Domo Sua 31, 83f; 32, 84; 83, 84. 

Ad Familiares IX 21. 3. 

De Finirus 1. 39. 

Pro L. Flacco 14. 32; 25. 61; 52; 55; 57; 57; 77. 

Pro M. Fonteio 1-2; 5-6; 43. 

De Haruspicum Responsis 20; 41; 43; 54. 

Rhetorica ad Herennium 1.25; 2. 45; 4. 31. 

Pro Lege l~ilia 7; 8; ll; 19; 28. 

De Legibus 1. 42; 2. 47; 2. 52-53; 3• 20; 3• 36; 3• 42. 

Pro Murena ll; 15; 32. 

De Deorum Natura 2. 14; 3• 21; 3. 80-81. 

De Officiis 3.20.80; 3• 80-81. 

Philippics 1.14.34; 2.42.108; 5.16.43; 8.2.7; 11.1.1; 11.13.33; 
12.ll.27; 13.1.1-2; 14.8.23 

In Pi.sonem 84. 

Pro Plancio 51; 88. 

Pro P. Quinctio 17; 24; 24-25; 28-30; 63; 65; 69. 

Ad. Q. Fratrem. i.1.33. 

Pro Quinto Roscio .Amerino 12.33; xl.iii.l25. 

Pro Rabirio Postumo 10.27. 

Post Reditum ad Quirites 3.7. 

Pro Sestio 21.48; 36.77; 48; 77. 

Pro Scauro 1-3 (Oxford Text). 

Tusculum Disputations 5.14; Se54f. 

In Va tinium 23. 

In Verrem 1.11; 1. 37-38; 2.1.11; 2.1.34-40; 2.1.89; 2.1.143; 
2.3.117; 2.3.217; 4.60.135; 4.151; 5.8. 

54. 



55. 

Dio Cassius Cocceianus - 102. 5-12; 107-109. 

Diodorus Siculus - 37.2.1; 37.2.8; 37.2.13-ll~; 37.29.2-5; 38.~4; 38.6-10; 38.16. 

:Ellsebius - Chronic1es. ad arm. 84, p.l51 Helm. 

lhtropius -5.4; 5.6-7; 5.3. 

Florus- 1.40.1-13; 2.9. 

Frontinus - Strategema. ti ca 3.17 .5. 

Iulius Exsuperantius- 3.4; 3.15; 4; 7; 8. 

Iustinus- 4.4; 38.3.8. 

Licinian- p.23 Bonn; p .25; p .241'; p.27; p.39. 

Livy - §pi tome 74-89; and Epito~œ 98. 

Iucan- 2.122; 2.119; 2.121; 2.124; 2.126; 2.547f; 2.174. 

Lucian- Zeux 3; ed. Bonn; PP• 23, 25, 27, 29. 

Menncn- 34. 

Nepos - Atticus 2.1-2; 4.1-2. 

Obsequens - 56. 

Orientis Graeci Inscriptiones Selectae- ~o. 

Orosius - 5-6. 

Julius Paulus - Sententiae 5.21. 

Pausanias -1.20.4-7; 9. 7 .4-6; 10.21.6. 

Pl:iny - Na tura1 HistoljT 2.92; 7 .68; 7 .156; 7.158 & 165; ll.252; 13.24; 22.12; 
14.95; 33.13.46; 33.46.132; 33.5.16; 33.14.48; 34.12.27. 

l'Jlltarch- Lives of Caesar, Crassus, lucullus, Marius, Pompey, Sertorius, 
and Sulla. 

Quintillan - Insti'tntiones Oratoriae 6.3.75. 



56. 

Sallust - Catilina 33.2. 

Historia 1.77.7 M; 1.28 M; 164 M; 2.78 M; 3·33; 5.13 M; 4.69.11-12 M; 
Fr I 22 kr : l26 M; 127 M; 1. 77.19 M; 1.64 M. 

Seneca - De Ira ;.18.1. 

Sisenna -Fr. 81; Fr. 129; etc. 

Suetcnius - De Vi ta Julii Gaesaris 5. 

De vi ta. caligulae 60. 

Sylloge Inscriptiœum Graecarum -747. 

Ta ci tus - Annals 1.1; 3.58; 4.56. 

Historia 3.51; 3.72; 3.83. 

Vaxro- De Re Rustica 1.1.10. 

Velleius PatercuJns -n.xvi - II.xx:ix. 

Verrius Flaccus--1.37. 

This list of references of major Ancient Soo.rces, with the exception of 

some epigraphical references, for the years 88 - 82 B.c., is as near co~ 

plete as I have been able to ma.ke it, and is the on]3" one compiled in 

this fashiœ. 
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