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PREFACE.
N

A HisTORY OF ROME, upon a new plan, is now offered to the public, in a
series of volumes expressly written for family use. This work will embrace
ancient Rome in all its stages of conquest, civilisation, literature, and art,
exhibiting its struggles for constitutionary liberty, its ages of national virtue
—the gradual growth of luxury, its passage to absolute despotism, its revival
with Christianity, and its decay and final fall.

The series, of which the first volume is now presented to the reader, will
contain the early history of the Christian Church, and will faithfully
delineate its trials, struggles, moral and civilising influence, charity, final
triumphs, and unfortunate declension from its pristine purity of doctrine and
simplicity of practice. In order to render the serial volumes more useful and
interesting, the private biography of the most celebrated men of the
successive periods, whether distinguished for their talents in war, legislature,
patriotism, eloquence, literature, or piety, will be included therein. Thus the
most eminent individuals in every age, whether they be heathen or Christian,
will be exhibited just as they played their important part in the eventful
drama of life.

The four eras being not only designed for the family library, but also for
the mighty mass of the British people, to the unlearned portion of which the
classic originals are utterly unknown, much care has been taken to render the
study of Roman history a source of pure and profitable information,
deprived of all those pernicious details that render heathen authors unfit for
perusal.

In distinguishing between true liberty and its masked and false
resemblance faction, some caution on the part of the reader is absolutely
required; who, if he suffer eloquence to fix his standard in respect to public
privileges will inevitably form erroneous views of civic rights. Facts are the
only true criterion by which he can arrive at any just conclusion respecting
the conduct of public men or measures, for no self-interested and ambitious
person can ever deserve the name of a patriot. He will find that the rapacious
idea of equalising property never was entertained by the ancient citizens of
Rome at all; who, while contending, and that fiercely too, for their own
rights, did not seek to violate the sacred ones of their own community.

Sensible that a History of Rome, including within it that of the Christian
Church, was an actual want, the author has devoted a considerable portion of
her life to supply it, and she trusts that the result of her labours will tend to
fix this important fact upon the mind of the reader, that a minute research



into the records of ancient Rome is but another method of investigating and
elucidating scriptural truth, to which chain of evidence they afford many
important links—Ilinks drawn from heathen writers themselves, who were
not aware that their works would bear witness to the integrity of the sacred
books of prophesy.

This volume, which forms the first of a series, will, if successful, be
followed by others upon the same subject, and arranged upon the same plan.

ReyDpON HALL, SUFFOLK.



INTRODUCTION.
N

THE History of Rome comprises four remarkable eras, or epochs,
essentially different from each other in political government, and indeed in
all features of national resemblance. These may be classed into the heads
which form the title of this work. First in the order we have Rome regal, an
era involved it is true in mythic fable and heroic tradition, indistinct and
shadowy, yet not more so than the early records of any other state, with the
solitary exception of the ecclesiastical history of the Jews, whose origin as a
people for wise purposes was left distinct and clear, while that of the world
in general was obscure and unknown. But however interwoven with
superstition and romance the early history of Rome regal may be, she
possessed a free constitution from her very dawn, not indeed one without
defects, but a constitution admirably suited for the times in which it was
framed, since its faults did not affect the present but the far-off future alone.
The election of a sovereign was common to that age, when the votes of the
senate and people were supposed to be given to the worthiest individual of
the state, when the poverty of all necessarily precluded the corrupting
influence of gold. Such an order of things, however, never has lasted and
never can last, for the experience of history teaches us that in a free state
monarchy must be hereditary to be secure, or in the struggle for power that
takes place upon the demise of each sovereign civil wars ensue, the right of
the strongest prevails, and public liberty is annihilated by a military
despotism. Poland in our own times affords an example in her fall of the
consequences contingent on such elective sovereignty; though freedom
being confined to the aristocracy alone while the people remained in feudal
slavery, led to foreign not to civic conquest. Rome regal enjoyed a
constitution which conferred certain privileges upon the different orders of
which the state was composed, but while she possessed an hereditary
nobility she also contained a number of free citizens incapable of rising
beyond their own degree, yet invested with certain legislative rights, which
Servius Tullius enlarged, but of which their last king, Tarquin the Proud,
entirely deprived them.

Some struggles for hereditary power took place even in the short space
of time during which Rome was ruled by kings. For the idea of hereditary
right being a natural and patriarchal one was not easily eradicated from the
bosoms of those whose fathers had worn the elective diadem, or even from
the people they had governed. The fate of Tarquin Priscus, slain by the sons
of Ancus Marcius, and the murder of Servius Tullius by Tarquin the Proud,



prove this, and show that monarchies, in order to be free from such
disorders, ought to be hereditary, not elective.

In the revolution that displaced Servius Tullius the Romans lost their
liberty entirely, for, by means of the mercenary army he raised, Tarquin
tyrannised over the aristocracy who had elevated, and oppressed the
commons who had permitted his elevation, and he made himself completely
independent of the senate and people of Rome, till the tragic fate of Lucretia
combined against his dynasty the moral indignation of a virtuous nation, and
it fell.

Few records of the regal era remained in those ages when the Romans
became sufficiently civilised to collect documents for their own history. The
foundation of Rome, the life and actions of Romulus, the tragic story of
Lucretia, the expulsion of Tarquin, and the change of government which
then took place were preserved in the national lays of a simple people, who
inconsistently worshipped their first king as a god, but who hated regality
for the sake of the only bad sovereign they had found among their seven
royal rulers. Many oral traditions, a few obsolete laws, some treaties painted
on wooden shields, and those noble architectural works which have survived
to be the wonder of our own times, were all the evidences left in the time of
Livy of the first Roman Era.

The second Roman Era, or epoch, commenced with the name of a
republican form of government, which was less advantageous to the
commons, or free citizens who composed the middle class of Rome, than the
regal constitution it had displaced. The reason is obvious, it had not
originated with them but with the aristocracy themselves, who, in revenging
the insult done to their own order, had no intention of restoring to the people
those privileges granted to them by Servius Tullius, in whose time little was
wanting to perfect the monarchical form but a legal hereditary head bound
by certain restrictions to observe and maintain the constitutionary laws, and
a people rendered capable by those laws of attaining under him to those
honours and privileges which are the essential rights of subjects in a free
state. Montesquieu, in his “Spirit of the Laws,” a work full of profound
research and close reasoning, considers the early monarchical government of
Rome infinitely better than that which succeeded it, because under the first
the power was divided between the king, the nobility, and the people.

Servius Tullius, by inclining the balance towards the popular side,
prepared for a democracy, since what he took from the nobility he gave to
the people—but under the consular government the commons certainly did
not regain what Servius had given and Tarquin had taken away. In the
natural order of things, the banishment of Tarquin ought to have been



followed either by a democracy or an hereditary monarchy, under which the
people would have been admitted to the same privileges now enjoyed by
every British subject, in which case Rome would have been happier, freer,
and more full of internal prosperity than with the consular government with
which her second stage of political power commenced. The aristocracy,
however, dreading to find another Tarquin, devised a constitution which
afforded every member of it in turn an opportunity of exercising for a time
the regal functions, this limitation apparently securing them from the people
and from themselves. If the Romans had then conceived the idea of
conquering the world they could not have chosen a better school for training
up statesmen and generals, than the consular government, which naturally
inspired each person while in office with a laudable ambition to surpass his
predecessor. Several states of Italy were under this form, which seems to
have been peculiar to that country. The Volscians and Samnites, both warlike
races, were governed by consuls.

The Roman people ought to have secured their own liberty before they
engaged in a long and arduous struggle with the exiled dynasty, but the
patrician grant of seven jugers of land to the impoverished plebeians, from
the royal demesnes, was so acceptable to them that they overlooked all other
advantages for the sake of that benefit. The policy of the inter-reges had
foreseen that this bribe would bind the commons fast to their party, since the
restoration of Tarquin would, as a matter of course, involve that of the crown
lands, a serious consequence to these poor citizens. The struggle with the
banished family becoming, therefore, the individual interest of the whole
mass, ensured its success, and it was gallantly maintained and gloriously
won; but the commons had afterwards a far more difficult task to achieve,
that of winning back their own liberty, of which the consular government
had left them only the shadow. In order to understand the cause of the civic
contests between the patrician and plebeian orders, we must consider the
actual wants of the Roman people, and what means they possessed of
satisfying them. Rome was even then a great city, with an increasing
population and a territory too small to find her citizens with bread, the
plebeians were all compelled to serve in war without pay and to find
themselves in provisions during their period of service. Surrounded by
warlike enemies at her very gates, Rome must win the lands of her
neighbours, or her people must starve. She had no resources in commerce,
her situation was disadvantageous for trade, and she had no convenient port,
every craft or calling was engrossed by foreigners and libertini, who were
the members of the nine Roman guilds, in whose privileges the plebeian
citizens were not permitted to share. They were small landholders or



agriculturists, either possessing allotments of their own or hiring others of
the state, the cultivation of these lands and the care of their flocks occupying
all their time not spent in war. The increase of their families decreased their
means of support, and when they served in the army, if they received any
share at all of the lands they won, it was a very inadequate one, by no means
proportioned to the danger and toils they had incurred. To obtain a remedy
for this increasing evil was the more difficult, because all the magistracies
were engrossed by the patrician order, who enriched themselves at the
expense of the middle class, which they were determined to keep down, but
this important class never can be kept down, for it forms the life, the heart,
the vital energy of every free state; it must eventually achieve its liberty, and
the Roman middle class did achieve its emancipation and maintained it
during many centuries. Some attempts had been made to redress the wrongs
of the plebs by persons belonging to the privileged orders, but these
disinterested persons had been accused of aspiring to the sovereignty of
Rome, and this charge had made the people abandon them to a fate from
which they could and ought to have delivered them. The tyranny of the
decemviri was a tyranny the people had imposed upon themselves, a yoke
which the immolation of Virginia broke, but it was not till after the
dissensions of both orders and the banishment of Camillus, the sack of the
city by the Gauls, its resuscitation from its ashes, and the destruction of one
of its best champions in the person of Manlius Capitolinus, that the people
made good their claim to a share in the consulate. The attempt made by
them to destroy their second founder originated in his arbitrary measures,
but it was the glory of Camillus to give a fine example in the closing days of
his career by throwing his weight into the popular side, and redeeming the
pride which had sullied his character by according to the commons their
long-contested rights. He died in full possession of the affections of the
Roman people, who had more than once forgotten in the arbitrary magistrate
their great and patriotic deliverer.

Several ages of public virtue followed the admission of the plebeians
into the participation of the high offices of the Roman state. In these ages
pure examples of exalted patriotism were given by both orders, which have
never been surpassed by any nation in the world. The isolated and
necessitous condition of the republic first taught her to conquer, and Pyrrhus
and Hannibal were her masters in that destructive science, in which she
afterwards excelled every nation upon earth. Never, indeed, did Rome
appear greater than in her contest with these distinguished warriors. When
the Epirot prince found his dear-bought victories were scarcely less ruinous
than defeats would have been, he tried the effect of crafty diplomacy, on



which occasion one blind and aged senator ordered himself to be borne into
the senate-house to protest against any treaty made with an invading power.
That senator was Appius Claudius, whose middle life had been passed in the
construction of those magnificent roads and public works which form his
imperishable monument, and whose closing hours were spent in convincing
his countrymen of their folly and short-sightedness. They looked upon the
blind and bed-ridden censor as upon one risen from the grave, and listened
to his powerful and patriotic eloquence as to the voice of inspiration and
prophecy. The treaty was broken off, and Pyrrhus was not permitted to
establish himself upon the Italian shore. Here we admire the Roman spirit of
the censor, who had been formerly distinguished for unbending hatred to the
people, and that arrogant pride which had ever been the characteristic of his
tyrannical house; but he loved his country; his energies, his affections, his
ambition were for Rome; he curbed the democracy, nay he would have
crushed it beneath his feet, but only his last breath could divorce his soul
from its patriotic devotion to his country. This feeling was not confined to
the blind old censor who by his iron determination then laid the foundation
of his country’s glory; it was the spirit of the middle ages of the republic
implanted by virtuous Roman matrons in the sons they reared—it was a
nobler species of idolatry of which Rome was the object. In the contest with
Hannibal, at a later period, we find this grand principle continually
developed—defeated in almost every battle, her colonies destroyed, her
allies subdued or fallen from her, little was left to Rome but the invincible
nationality of her indomitable people. The war had found the Romans at
strife among themselves, and the plebeians had chosen Terentius Varro to
head the army for no other reason than the meanness of his birth, unless that
demagogue really had persuaded them that he possessed military talents
equal to the emergency in which he was placed. This mistake or wilfulness
of the commons lost the battle of Canne, and gave to the slaughtering
Carthaginian host the flower of the republic, but it did not crush the spirit of
resistance in the Roman people, who never for a single moment entertained
the idea of submission. The women sacrificed their jewels, the men gave
their substance, loans were negotiated, and in order to repel the foreign
invader from her sacred soil, Rome burdened herself with a national debt; a
debt, however, which her conquests enabled her afterwards to pay off. The
maintenance of this war cost Rome some of her greatest and noblest sons,
but it was not only a school for military tactics but a school for public virtue,
in which Scipio grew up to be the avenger of his country.

The evacuation of Italy by Hannibal sealed the downfall of that
ungrateful and avaricious senate, whose vices and intrigues had retarded her



noblest son in his career of conquest, and had denounced his bold invasion
of Italy—the very measure which, if followed up by their co-operation,
would have saved them—as an act of foolish hardihood. Hannibal,
compelled to defend his own country from the invasive war in which his
youthful antagonist had only copied him, reluctantly consented to stake the
fate of Carthage on a battle-field, and then not without a personal attempt at
negotiation. The victory of Zama opened to Rome at once that vast extent of
foreign conquest which identified her with the mighty fourth monarchy of
Daniel and made her the mistress of the civilised world. It is a remarkable
fact that Polybius, the historian, a man admirably skilled in the military
tactics of that period, upon reviewing the dispositions of both armies, and
the talents of the generals who led them, gives his opinion that Hannibal did
not lose the battle through any error of his own, nor through any want of
courage in his soldiers; nor, on the contrary, does he adjudge the victory to
any superiority upon the part of Scipio. He ascribes it “to a Divine Power
which had decreed that the Romans should rule over all the nations of the
earth,” and indeed if Polybius had actually seen the scriptural prophecies
respecting the future domination of Rome, he could not have arrived at a
more certain conclusion. The Romans, from this precise point of their
history, went onward conquering and to conquer, and the fall of Carthage
and the subversion of the Macedonian dynasty proved the truth of the
remark already cited from Polybius; but foreign conquests of any great
extent always prove fatal to the freedom of that republic which has made
them. Riches are not favourable to the growth and continuance of public
virtue, and Rome, full of luxury and gold, underwent a corrupting change,
and the fall of the democracy was only delayed by two remarkable men,
who united in themselves the blood of the Semproniuses and Scipios. These
were two distinguished brothers, whose bright names, though stolen by
venal orators to adorn and gild the cause of faction, ought never to have
been mixed up with the unholy ones of anarchy and rebellion. Tiberius
Gracchus first, and Caius afterwards, stood forth as champions of their own
order, and took the leading part in that political struggle between the rival
parties by which each sought to gain the ascendancy in the state. We must
not suppose that equality of degree, still less of property, was the object the
democracy had in view; such a state of things was never contemplated for a
single moment by the Romans. We find such principles advocated by the
factious citizens of Florence, and fearfully exemplified in republican France
of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, but the Romans were wiser
because they were more virtuous; and that democracy of which the patriotic
brothers were the advocates was recognised as the constitutional order of the
government, which, however, was not its original one, but that which



successive contests had won from the aristocracy. The Gracchi therefore
only sought the restitution of certain privileges, and the administration of
laws which, though passed in favour of the commons, had fallen into disuse.
Nothing indeed could be worse than the situation of the poor citizens of
Rome at this time, who were tied to one calling, that of agriculture, and
forestalled in the free-labour market by foreign slaves. Can we wonder then
that free men who could obtain no employment from the rich were urgent in
claiming their share of those conquered lands which they had won by their
valour, and were willing to cultivate by their individual industry.

In their patriotic and disinterested attempt to maintain the rights of the
poor against the rich and noble, both Tiberius, and afterwards his greater
brother Caius Gracchus, found themselves opposed by the wealthy and
corrupt among their own order as well as by their own near relations, who
were the leaders of the aristocracy. They were deserted too by the very
people whose cause they had espoused, a result which might not have
occurred if they had started into public life together. They fell within ten
years of each other, and public virtue and public spirit perished with them.
The inviduous praises of factious writers and the censures of the historians
who flourished under the rule of imperial despotism have left a stain on their
bright and glorious names which only a candid examination into facts can
remove; but when the Gracchi are tried by this criterion we shall find them
the champions of the laws and constitutionary freedom of their country. The
results of the contest which both brothers had separately maintained were
equally unfortunate, and almost for the first time we find Rome guilty of the
blood of her citizens, of which till then she had been remarkably tender. In
fact the conquests of Rome were gradually undermining her republican
constitution, for foreign intercourse and the introduction of foreign luxury
corrupted her manners, while the necessity of keeping regular standing
armies to protect the frontiers of provinces torn by force from other states,
was subversive of national freedom. The close of this era of the republic left
Rome in her full career of military glory, but deprived of her boasted public
liberty.
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HISTORY OF ROME.

CHAPTER L

A.U.C. 1-244. B.C. 753-510.

Foundation of Rome, B.C. 753. (Varro.)—Roman constitution.—Rape of the Sabine Virgins.
—Latin war.—Victory of Romulus—Spolia opima borne by him at his first triumph.—
Sabine war—Treachery of Tarpeia—her reward.—Affecting appeal of the Sabine
daughters.—Union of Rome and Sabinia.—Death of Tatius.—Roman tribes named and
divided into curies and decuries.—Comitia.—The calling of the Plebeians—Tyranny of
Romulus—his disappearance and pretended message. Accession of Numa Pompilius.—His
benevolence—wise laws.—Poetical fable of the Nymph Egeria—her cave.—Temple of
Janus.—Numa’s nine guilds.—His priesthoods.—Institution of the Vestal Order—Numa’s
calendar—his lunar year—His death and burial—Election of Tullus Hostilius.—His gift
of the Crown lands.—His quarrel with Alba.—National combat.—Horatii and Curiatii.—
Stratagem of Horatius—his barbarity to his sister—Expiates the murder.—Combination
against Rome.—Doubtful conduct of Fuffetius—his execution.—Alba demolished.—The
Albans become Roman citizens.—Shower of stones on the Alban mount.—Mysterious
death of Tullus Hostilius.—Election of Ancus Martius.—Manner of proclaiming war.—
Victories over the Latins.—Latin colonists.—His public works.—His port at Ostia.—His
prison and bridge.—Admits Lucius Tarquinius into the Senate.—Death of Ancus Marcius.
—Accession of Tarquinius Priscus.—His idolatry—His Latin and Sabine wars.—His
conquests in Etruria.—Capitoline temple.—His mighty works.—His games.—His quarrel
with Neevius.—Accused of his death.—Assassinated by the Marcii.—Accession of Servius
Tullius.—His origin.—His constitution.—Census.—Lustrum.—Manumission of slaves
when well-conducted.—His pagi.—Coinage.—Commentaries.—Marries his daughters to
the Tarquins.—Conspiracy of the younger Tullia and Tarquinius.—Murder of Servius
Tullius.—Unnatural conduct of Tullia.—Accession of Tarquinius Superbus.—His tyranny
—unpopularity—military talents.—Wars.—Takes Gabii by storm.—Advice to his son.—
Great public works.—Capitoline Temple.—Sibylline books.—Murders Marcus Brutus.—
Visit of his sons to Delphi.—Siege of Ardea.—The passion of Sextus Tarquinius for
Lucretia.—His violence.—Domestic tribunal—Death of Lucretia.—Oration of Junius
Brutus.—Expulsion of the Tarquins.—End of Rome Regal.

Frowm her very foundation, Rome, according to her mystical description
in the Book of Daniel, “was diverse from all nations;”!"! even the singularly
romantic history of her founder being a part of that distinctive difference by
which the mighty Fourth Monarchy was to be distinguished from every
other people upon the face of the earth.



Rome was founded by Romulus, a chief of unknown parentage, to
whom in later times, tradition assigned a regal origin, superstition—a divine

onel?—the supposed royal ancestry of the Latin foundling being as difficult
to estabhsh upon the solid basis of historic truth, as his mythic descent from
a vestal priestess and the god Mars, or his nurture by a wolf.

The early history of Romulus appears to have been a national lay"*'—the
popular legend being perpetuated afterwards by sculpture; for art seized
upon the poetical idea and transmitted it to posterity, though perhaps in ruder

forms than the celebrated bronze group still in existence at Rome.!

In the place of fact we are reduced to take the most probable part of the
tradition, and presume, that for some services performed for Numitor, King
of Alba, by Romulus and Remus, foundlings reared by Faustulus, a
shepherd, that sovereign bestowed upon the brothers some waste lands lying

about the Tiber for the site of a city and colony.” Each brother being equally
desirous of giving his name to the new settlement which both were to rule in
concert, the dispute was referred to the King of Alba, who recommended
them to decide it by augury. The augurs determining that he who should first
discover a flight of vultures should become the founder of the new city,
Remus watched from Mount Aventine, Romulus from Mount Palatine. The
younger brother, however, soon despatched a messenger to inform the elder
that he had seen six vultures, claiming, in consequence, the benefit of his
good fortune. Romulus, who had not then discovered a single bird, sent
word that he had seen twelve before his brother’s message had been

received. At that moment he really saw that number I"and confidently

__________________

share on a plough, and yoking to it a bullock and a heifer,

drawing a furrow round the Palatine Hill, which he enclosed a considerable
way below, taking care, according to the custom on such occasions, that all
the clods should fall inwards, being followed by others, who were to leave

none turned the other way.! The Comitium enclosed a vault built under
ground, filled with the firstlings of all the natural productions of the earth, to
which was added by each foreign settler a portion of his own native soil. To
this spot was given the name of Mundus; it represented the door of the world
below, and was opened thrice a year for the spirits of the departed.” “A line
drawn between one to two hundred paces to the south, and parallel with one
running from Santa Maria Liberatrice to the Temple of Concord, now
supposed to be the Basilica of the Casars, would pass through the

Comitium.”!""



By the custom of the age, the violation of the consecrated bounds by any
person would be followed by his instant death, as an atonement to the deities
to whom it had been dedicated. A wall and a ditch enclosed the site of the
city on the line of the Pomcerium, which had been thus consecrated by
heathen superstition. Remus, who had watched with scorn the progress of
his brother’s work, leaped the sacred boundary, upon which he was
immediately slain by Romulus, or Celer, in revenge for the act of sacrilege
he had rashly and impiously committed, Faustulus and his brother being

killed in a vain attempt to part the rival brothers.!""

Romulus lamented the fratricidal act, rejecting food and consolation, till
persuaded by his foster-mother to attempt the propitiation of the manes by
the institution of a festival called the Lemuria, in commemoration of Remus.
A vacant throne, adorned with the insignia of royalty, and placed by the side

of Romulus, was supposed a sufficient atonement to the injured spirit.!'?!

The quarrel between the brothers presents no difficulty; it agrees but too
well with the lawless customs and uncivilised manners of barbarous times,
which rarely are influenced and softened by natural affection. Such is the
outline of one of the old heroic lays which were proudly transmitted from
sire to son from the mythic ages of Rome to the period of her meridian glory
and splendour. It is difficult, and perhaps impossible, to reduce to anything

resembling fact the legendary and mythic history of the founder of Rome.!"!

Rome was not advantageously situated for trade, having no port and
possessing no facilities for commerce. Nor indeed was it fitted for the
habitation of an agricultural population; for the soil was poor and the water
bad, but the locality was suited well to the predatory habits of a people at the
period when they were about to pass from the pastoral to the warrior state.
Such changes are natural to every nation in the world, and always precede
civilisation; the shepherd becoming a hunter from necessity, and a warrior
by choice. The gradation is easily traced—the mighty empires of Asia in
ancient and the European kingdoms of modern times having passed through
the same nomadic and pastoral stages.

The site of the city destined to become the future mistress of the world
occupied the hollow of an extinct volcano—a conclusion at which the

survey of the ground has enabled modern geologists to arrive;!'*! the
appearance of the hills, and the immense deposit of pozzolana still
underlying the foundations of ancient Rome, sufficiently establishing a fact
which throws some light upon one of the picturesque traditions of the old

Republic.!!



The foundation day of Rome was kept upon the 21st of April, at the
same time as the festival of Pales, which was held by the country people to

------------------

preservation and increase of their flocks.!'?! bommosmooeoooees :

The extent of Roma or Rome, the city destined in future ages to rule the
civilised world, was confined to Mount Palatine at first, and consisted of a

thousand huts, lying square, and being about a mile in compass;!'’”! the whole
extent of the infant colony not exceeding eight miles.

The colony was composed of a mixed multitude of Tuscans, Italians,
Latins, Greeks, Trojans, slaves, criminals, besides the inhabitants of
Pallantium and Saturnia, who united with Romulus in an enterprise, whose
success in after ages not only became instrumental in civilising the world,
but aided in bringing to pass events connected with its redemption.

Two peculiar features distinguished Rome from every other city or state.
It possessed a temple before its foundations were laid, and it boasted a free
constitution, not indeed without many imperfections, but as perfect as that
age and the rude state of society would admit. The temple, however, reared
to the Asylean Jupiter, owed its origin more to policy than piety. It was
opened as an asylum to runaway slaves, criminals, and debtors, who might
here be safe from the claims of their masters, judges, and creditors, and form

a part of the new colony.!""! “In regard to the constitution, it is absurd to
impute that to Romulus, which must have been the work of those leading

persons who joined him in his new settlement and formed his senate.”"” The
Roman constitution, of which Romulus was the elected head, was the
security of free persons against the possibility of tyranny or oppression, on
the part of their prince or chief, who combined in his own person the offices
of Sovereign and Prime-minister in times of peace, and of General in those
of war. Some of its distinguishing features must have had a later origin than
others, springing out of circumstances which afterwards occurred.

In its first infancy, the Roman state was most probably composed of two
classes only—freemen, who afterwards represented the patrician order, and
slaves; but of the first Romulus selected a hundred persons to form the
Senate, called Patres Conscripti, or Conscript Fathers, whose privileges were
inviolable. The proper business of the Senate was to debate and resolve
upon any public affairs proposed by the King or chief, as well as to inspect
all matters he referred to their examination. The people or freemen had the
power of creating magistrates, making laws, and determining upon any war
proposed by their regal head.



To the King was left the direction of all religious rites; the guardianship
of the laws and customs, the decision of all private causes between man and
man, as their judge. He possessed the privilege of summoning the Senate,
and calling the assembly of the people to consider his propositions, and

afterwards to ratify them by a majority of voices."*"
In the field, the King possessed absolute power, similar to that of the

Dictator in a later age.”"! The division of the people into tribes probably did
not take place till the plebeian order was formed. To each of his followers he

assigned two jugers of land”” as inheritable property. The privilege of
feeding their cattle within the enclosure of the Pomcerium appears to have
been common to them all.

The constitution, or code of legislative laws, for the government of the
infant state having been settled, the increase of the colony by --eeeeeeeee- \
marriage was the next thing that engaged the attention of i B.C.753-717. |
Romulus. The founder himself and most of his followers

being unmarried men, whose unsettled habits made the women of Italy

unwilling to form alliances with them,'**! the enterprising spirit of Romulus
soon found a remedy for this evil by seizing upon the persons of the young
Latin and Sabine virgins who came with their parents to the games given by
him in honour of the Equestrian Neptune. Only one married woman was

carried off by the Roman ravishers upon this occasion.*! This was Hersilia,
whose maternal anxiety for her young daughter occasioned her own

detention.®’ Romulus married himself to this lady with the formula used
afterwards in the Roman marriages, “Take thou of thy husband’s fire and
water.” He officiated as priest to his robber-followers, whom he united to
their stolen brides with the same sentence. In memory of their descent from
these forced nuptials, newly-wedded Roman wives were lifted over the
threshold of their husbands’ houses. Their hair was also parted with a spear
to denote that their female ancestors were won by force of arms by their
forefathers. No part of Roman history rests on stronger foundations than this
incident, which is inseparably blended with the laws and institutions of
Rome.

In the attempt to avenge the insult offered to them in the abduction of
their young women, the Latins were foremost. Three cities, Antemne,
Cenina, and Crustumerium took up arms singly against the Romans, while
the Sabines lingered until all three had fallen singly before Romulus, and he
had won the royal spoils of Acron, king of Cenina, whom he slew in single
combat, instituting upon that occasion a sort of pageant or triumph, in which
the armour and garments of the vanquished monarch formed the most



interesting part of the show. The spolia opima of Acron were fastened to a
trophy, fashioned in the shape of an armed man. This effigy was fixed to the
trunk of a young oak and borne on the right shoulder of Romulus, who
entered Rome on foot, having his head crowned with laurel, and being
preceded and followed by his victorious army. He marched to the Hill
Saturnius—the eminence afterwards called the Capitoline Mount, where, in
pursuance of a vow made by him to Jupiter Feretrius, he dedicated the spoils
of Acron, depositing them in a miniature temple erected for the occasion.

This fane, we are told, was only ten feet in length and about five in width.**

With humane and enlightened policy, the conqueror not only spared the
inhabitants of the vanquished cities, but rendered them free colonists and
citizens of Rome. “Thus he made those fellow-citizens at night,” remarks
the Emperor Claudius, “whom in the morning he had encountered as

enemies in the field.”?”)

These captives, it is supposed, afterwards formed the plebeian order. The
Sabines, after the fall of Acron, king of Canina, advanced on Rome with an
army of five-and-twenty thousand men, headed by their king, Tatius.
Romulus, unable to maintain the field against such a body of men, retired
into his city, whose capability of defence rested upon the maintenance of the
citadel, which stood on Mount Saturnius, and commanded Rome.

Before commencing hostilities, the Sabines despatched a herald to the
gates of Rome, demanding the restoration of their young women. This was
peremptorily refused by Romulus, and the war commenced in form. At that
remote period, the space between the hills—afterwards occupied by the
Forum Romanum—was a swampy valley. Tatius encamped between the
Saturnian and Quirinal Mounts, which he found too strongly guarded to
carry by assault.

Romulus had entrusted the important fortress that crowned the Saturnian
Hill® to Tarpeius, a brave man, who, unfortunately for himself and the
Romans, had a daughter named Tarpeia; who, dazzled by the sight of the
golden bracelets worn by the Sabines on their left arms, ,.--coccoo...__. .
offered to admit these foes into the citadel, provided the | B.C.753-717. |
ornaments she coveted were given to her.” Tatius agreed to
the propositions, whereupon Tarpeia opened a private door to the Sabines,
who, with the bracelets she had purchased by her treason, flung down upon
her the bucklers they likewise carried upon their left arms,” and crushed
the traitress to death.

The treason of the covetous Tarpeia and the possession of the citadel
would have been followed soon after by the capture of Rome and the



recovery of the Sabine daughters, if Hersilia and the captured females, now
become Roman mothers as well as Roman matrons, had not interposed
between their husbands and fathers. For Romulus and his followers, when
on the point of being vanquished, were succoured by their Sabine wives,
who, rushing forth with their infants in their arms, their hair hanging loose
upon their shoulders, and their eyes filled with tears, interposed their
persons between their incensed parents’ vengeance and their beloved
consorts, whom they sought to defend in the unequal contest.

Moved by the grief of their daughters, and touched with the sight of their
grandchildren, the Sabines relented, and peace was made upon certain
conditions very advantageous to the Romans. The union of the two nations
under the joint sway of Romulus and Tatius was proposed and accepted, the
city retaining still the name of Rome from its founder, while the inhabitants
took that of Quirites from Cures, the native town of Tatius, the Sabines

becoming free citizens of Rome."

Romulus chose from their nobility a hundred senators, and added a
thousand men to that select part of his army, to which he had given the name
of Legionaries.

The union between Rome and Sabinia gave rise to the festivals of the
Matronalia, Carmentalia, and many others, founded to commemorate the

peace mediated by the Sabine women.*?)

The Roman tribes at this time received the name of Ramnenses,
Tatienses, and Luceres. The two first were called after the two sovereigns, or
chiefs; the third was derived from Lucus, or grove, in which the temple of

the Asylum stood."**! The subdivision of the tribes, or wards, into ten curiz

—an arrangement not unlike the modern English parishes—probably**! took
place after this union with Sabinia. Each curia had its temple and officiating
priest, though no image of the presiding deity occupied the fane. A high
priest called Curio Maximus was the supreme director of these heathen
ministers. Each curia was subdivided into ten decurie, governed by civil
officers appointed for that purpose. The curiee had votes in all important
public matters. Their resolutions were carried by a majority of voices, each
individual being entitled to a vote. Their assembly was called Comitia

Curiata.”’™ Some analogy will be found between the early Roman
constitution and our own, with this essential difference, that the Commons
could not acquire the privileges of the patrician order, a defect afterwards
productive of much mischief in the state.

The plebeians were either the inhabitants of towns, who surrendered
upon certain conditions, by which they retained their freedom and civic



rights, or were those fugitives who took refuge in the asylum opened by
Romulus. They were agriculturists on a small scale; a body of landowners,
or farmers, who were not permitted the exercise of any other calling or trade,
the ancients considering that of agriculture to be the proper business of the
free citizen, as well as the best school for soldiers. Besides the two jugers of
land assigned to each Roman citizen by Romulus, these men hired certain
proportions of the public lands, much in the same manner as persons now
rent the corporation lands of towns or cities at this day in England. Many of
the plebeians had patrons among the patricians appointed by Romulus to
take care of their interests, and to defend them from aggression; to assist
them on all occasions in which the poor and weak might need the help of the

rich and strong.”® The plebeians receiving this patronage were called
clients; but as the whole body did not either claim or receive this assistance,
there is some reason for believing that it had been accorded to persons not

always possessed of the Roman franchise.””! The lands were ¢----------------
divided into as many parts as there were curie, which were e
thirty in number, with a reservation of two allotments for

public exigencies, and the maintenance and support of religion. The
patrician order engrossed the whole of the magisterial, and, with one
exception, all the sacerdotal offices; no share in the government of the
country being permitted by the ancient constitution to the plebeians.

The celeres or body guard of Romulus were a band of young men
furnished by the curie, ten from each curia, whose proper office was to
defend the king’s person in battle with their spears. The celeres fought on
horseback or on foot, and usually began the attack on the day of battle. They
were three hundred in number, and obtained their name from the swiftness

of their motions.*®

The equestrian order was not founded according to Livy till after the
union of the two nations. The equites or knights were all men of noble birth,
and formed the Roman cavalry. They were possessed of remarkable
privileges, and wore a gold ring as a symbol of their rank. Besides the
celeres who attended him in war, Romulus was always followed by twelve
lictors or serjeants, bearing bundles of rods, with axes in the centre of the
rods. These bundles were called fasces. These fasces represented the power

of Romulus to punish offenders according to their degrees of guilt.*”!
Romulus and Tatius took the city of Cameria, transferring the inhabitants
to Rome, and replacing them with a Roman colony. Soon after this exploit,
Tatius was slain by the Lavinians, in return for the protection he had
afforded some persons who had plundered their territories, and his murder of



the ambassadors they had sent to remonstrate with him on the subject.
Romulus made no attempt to revenge his colleague, but he gave him a
sumptuous funeral. The Camerians took the opportunity afforded them by a
famine to assert their ancient freedom, but the revolt was soon put down by
Romulus. He obtained a triumph for the conquest of Fidene, a city which
had seized upon a convoy of corn on its way to Rome during the famine.
The Crustumarians were severely punished for their slaughter of his
colonists, and for this successful enterprise he claimed a third triumph. Upon
the Veientines resenting his conduct to the Fidenatans, Romulus made war
upon them, and after defeating them in two battles, granted them peace for

the term of one hundred years.'*” The Veientines purchased the pacification
by the sacrifice of their salt-pits near the river, and the evacuation of the
seventh part of their territories. They also gave Romulus fifty hostages of
noble birth. The king of Rome did not incorporate the captives taken in these
wars with his own people according to his usual custom, but sold them for

slaves.!*!

These wars terminate the records of Romulus, whose attempts to render
his government despotic and independent of the senate ended with his
unaccountable disappearance, which the superstition of after ages regarded
as a translation to heaven. According to the general testimony afforded by
the ancient Latin authorities, Romulus was holding a religious festival in the
meadow called Capra, when the sun became totally eclipsed, attended by a
thunder storm, which dispersed the people, who left the king alone with the

senate on the spot. From that day the founder of Rome was seen no more.*?!

Valerius Maximus, though he has not given a more probable account of
the disappearance of the first king of Rome, has afforded a clue for the
elucidation of the mystery by stating, “that he had convoked the senate to
the temple of Vulcan for the arrangement of the public business, when he

suddenly vanished from among them.”*! He was no doubt murdered by the
disaffected senators, and buried upon the spot. Nor is the fact more unlikely
than the assassination of Julius Caesar, whose body perhaps might have been
disposed of secretly, if he had not had friends as well as enemies near his
person.

The loss of Romulus was afflicting to the people at large, who charged

the patricians with murder and falsehood.*" Julius Proculus, an old friend
and companion of the missing sovereign, took upon himself the task of
pacifying the plebeians, by assuring them in full comitia  oooooooooooo,
“that Romulus had appeared to him, and accounted for his i B.C.753-717. .
own disappearance by informing him that the gods from *



whom he originally came had recalled him to heaven, and that he was to
assure the Romans, that by the exercise of temperance and fortitude the city

he had founded should become the mightiest upon earth.”™*! This mythic
fable was doubtless the invention of later times, and it is not unlikely that a
breach in the Roman annals has been filled up in this manner by some
imaginative hand, and that Romulus died a natural death. If he founded
Rome some centuries earlier than history assigns for that event, oral
tradition may have heaped upon fact a mass of fable. It seems indeed almost
incredible that at the end of his reign the city of Rome should possess a
standing army of forty-five thousand men, and a thousand cavalry soldiers.
Romulus is said to have reigned thirty-seven years. He was surnamed
Quirinus, one of the appellations of the god Mars, either from his skill in
war, or from his fabulous relation to that heathen deity. He afterwards
received divine honours under that name, and a temple was erected to him,
in which, in after ages, his statue was placed.

Although the history of Romulus, as related by Livy, is evidently a sort
of rude poem, one too of which a fragment alone has been preserved, yet the
supposition that an uncivilised people is capable of composing a tale in
verse purely imaginative is quite as improbable as the fable itself. Truth has
been the groundwork upon which the ideality of the poet has worked, just as
we find in our own early chronicles real history mixed up with fiction, and
recorded in rugged verse. Romulus left a daughter by Hersilia, but the city
he founded has continued his name to posterity. He was addicted to magic,
and many virtues were afterwards ascribed to his staff. The religious rites he
instituted were of Tuscan origin, derived from Ccelius, a Tuscan chief, one
of the early colonists of Rome, who built upon the Ccelian hill. To attempt to
give the chronology of Rome during the regal period, beyond stating the

extent of each reign, would be useless.*!

NUMA POMPILIUS.

It is uncertain how many months or years elapsed between the
disappearance of Romulus and the accession of Numa. The senators ruled by
turns under the titles of Inter-reges, till the people by whom their late
sovereign had been beloved insisted upon having once more a regal head.

Their choice fell upon Numa Pompilius.*” The new king was the son-in-law
of Tatius, the Sabine, colleague of Romulus. This prince united in his own
person the character of high-priest and legislator. To civilise the people and
encourage the arts of peace appeared to him more worthy of a sovereign
than the devastating art of war. To improve the morals of the Romans—to



render them humane, industrious, and pious, was his chief aim. All his
institutions were designed to make them wiser and better. He softened the
severity of the paternal law, by which fathers could sell or otherwise dispose
of their unmarried daughters. He divided the lands Romulus had acquired
from the neighbouring states by right of conquest among the most indigent

of the Roman people.'** To defend the weak from the robbery of the strong
and covetous, he deified the stones which marked the boundaries under the

name of the god Terminus. This consecration of the boundary stones'*” he
imagined would secure the land to its possessors, since the violation would

add the crime of sacrilege to that of theft.”” As the lands thus divided had
been left open before for general occupancy, the violation of the lines
marking the divisions was very likely to occur; but the  oooooooeeeee \
wisdom of Numa should have prevented the aggression by i B.C.753-717. |
inculcating a principle of honour and honesty, not by °

introducing the grossness of idolatry.

There is reason to believe that he possessed a juster notion of the
Supreme Being than he thought proper to impart to the people he governed;

5 he saw the advantage of religion as a great political agent in civilising
and reforming men, but preferred enslaving them by superstition to
enlightening their minds with the truth.

“If Romulus founded a city and colony, Numa became its supreme
legislator.” His laws he ascribed to “divine agency,” in order to make them
received and obeyed by the people. “They were dictated to him,” he said,

“by the nymph Egeria, by whom he gave out he was beloved.” The cave
and fountain of his imaginary love are still shown to travellers, who find the
lovely spot well suited to the elegant poetical allegory under which Numa
veiled his policy. The austerely virtuous life of the prince—his reputation for
sanctity and frequent retirement to the place where he stated he held
converse with Egeria—impressed his subjects with veneration for his person
and reverence for his laws. The temple of Janus was built by Numa in the
first year of his reign. Janus was supposed by some to personify Time. He
was represented with two faces, one looking forward, the other backward, as
if to observe the past and future. His temple had two brazen gates, which
were shut in time of peace, but remained open during war.”*! These gates
were shut during the peaceful reign of Numa, but through the long centuries
that succeeded it they were only closed thrice, so fiercely warlike grew the
Roman people.

Numa was the founder of the nine guilds into which the corporations of
the city were divided. Pipers, goldsmiths, carpenters, dyers, curriers, tanners,



copper-smiths, potters, and a ninth, common to the other trades,”"

completed the number of these guilds. The trades were chiefly exercised by
the libertini, (slaves, who had been made free by their masters,) or fugitives
from neighbouring states who had fled from slavery to exercise some craft
or calling in Rome. Poor colonists, free but unable to maintain themselves at
home, were glad to exercise their craft under the protection of these

companies or guilds.”* The guilds or companies yet exist in our own civic
corporations. Much of Rome may still be found in our regulations respecting
the exercise of trades and crafts—in our jurisprudence and in our free and
noble constitution. Rome, in fact, can hardly be said to be extinct while her
language, laws, and many of her customs linger thus among us.

Numa instituted various orders of priesthood, as the Salii®® and Feciales:
it is not very clear what was the proper office of the Salii, but their dances
were of a warlike character, calculated to please a martial people. The
Feciales were the arbitrators of peace or war, and the Roman state was not
allowed to take up arms against another till they had decided upon the

justice of the quarrel.’”)

The augural and pontifical colleges were founded by him, and he
regulated the time of mourning. He also revived the worship of Vesta, and
consecrated Gegania and Verania, the first female priestesses of this order at

Rome."®! The vestals were chosen from the patrician and plebeian orders,
from the ages of six to ten years: their persons must be without blemish, and
their birth derived from virtuous and honourable families. If a sufficient
number were not voluntarily offered by their parents for this priesthood
twenty young virgins were selected, and those upon whom the lot fell
became vestals. To console the Roman maiden for the loss of the endearing
conjugal and maternal ties she was almost deified by the people, who
believed their glory and national existence depended upon oo .
her personal chastity as much as on her vigilance in watching B.C. 715-673.
the sacred fire. The privileges of the wvestals were "~~~
exceedingly great. They had the fasces borne before them whenever they
went abroad, and when they pleased rode in a chariot drawn by white
horses, followed by their numerous attendants, clad like themselves in
white. Whosoever pressed upon their chariot, chair, or litter was
immediately punished by their attendant lictor with death. They might
snatch from punishment the condemned criminal on his way to execution,
provided they declared that the meeting was accidental, for the affirmation
of a vestal was considered equivalent to an oath, and was equally binding in

a court of justice.”” This unbounded privilege of mercy must have been very



precious to females, whose tender feelings of compassion lead them
naturally to be more merciful than just. The vestals were sedulously guarded
from every insult painful to the modesty of women; the slightest infraction
of which was punished with death. Their vow of chastity was binding upon
them for thirty years, after which they might quit their college and marry.
The vestals, however, seldom or never claimed their exemption from the
vow of celibacy made in their childhood, since with it they must have also

given up the honours accorded them by the Roman people.[” They were
assigned at all games and festivals the chief place, they arbitrated the
disputes respecting wills, and every man they met made way for them. Nor
in the Republican age were they treated with less reverence, for the consuls
observed the same rule, causing the lictors to lower the fasces reverently
before them. In the latter days of the Commonwealth, and throughout the
rule of the heathen emperors, they took charge of the wills of distinguished

persons, and that of the Emperor Augustus was left in their keeping.[®’! The
privileges of the vestals remained till the reign of Theodosius the Great,
when their sacred fire was extinguished and their order suppressed. The
dress of these sacerdotal females consisted of a white vest with purple
borders, a white linen surplice, a large purple mantle, whose ample folds
descended to the ground, and a close fitting head-dress, decorated with
ribbons, hanging from it like the modern cap. They lived in a sumptuous
style, being maintained at the public charge in a luxurious manner. If a vestal
were sick she was given into the charge of two noble Roman matrons, who
nursed her alternately in their own houses. Even death added to their
privileges, for the vestal virgin was allowed the rare one of intramural

interment.'*? But if these honours were lavished upon the vestals the
penalties to which she was exposed were equally proportioned to them. Her
negligence in the case of the sacred fire exposed her to severe scourgings,
and its extinction to death. “If she broke her vow by the law of Rome she
was stoned; but in the reign of Tarquin this punishment was altered to living

interment, attended with circumstances of peculiar horror.”**

So many mythic stories are related of Numa, that his formation of the
Roman Calendar alone separates his reign from the world of fable. The year
of Numa was not a solar but a lunar one, and therefore his useful work was
still imperfect.!*!

In the eighth year of Numa a great plague devastated Italy. The legend of
a sacred shield falling down from heaven, and of his intrusting it to the care
of the Salian priesthood, is related in connexion with this pestilence,®
which was the only calamity that occurred in his long and peaceful reign.



Numa gave names to the months, some of which are still retained. He
built temples and altars, instituted festivals, and turned all his attention to the
civilisation of his people. He did not, however, provide for their education.
Great resemblance was discovered by Plutarch between the ooooooeeeo,
philosophy of Numa and that taught by Pythagoras. i B.C.672-641. !

Numa built himself a palace near the temple of Vesta, )
which was long called Regium, where he passed his time in giving the

priests instruction and in regulating the services proper to religion.*!

Numa dismissed the guards of Romulus, trusting to the affection and
veneration of the people more than to their swords, deeming their love the

only safeguards of the prince.”!

This king lived eighty years, and died of natural decay after a long
peaceful reign of nine-and-thirty years. He left one daughter, by his wife
Julia, named Pompilia, who was the mother of Ancus Marcius, the fourth

King of Rome.'”®! He was buried by his own desire under the hill Janiculum,
in a stone coffin, and by his side was placed another containing his writings.

The records of this ancient king and legislator are so mystified by
superstition that but for his code of laws and his calendar we might suppose
the lover of Egeria to be, like the nymph who loved him, the creation of a
vivid poetical fancy. His lunar year is, however, solid ground upon which we
may safely rest our faith in Numa’s personal identity, though much of his
history is involved in mythic gloom. An interregnum occurred between this
and the succeeding one.

TULLUS HOSTILIUS.

The regal government of Rome still remained purely elective, a state of
things frequently found when a people are just emerging from a savage state,
whose choice naturally falls upon the man best calculated to govern them in
peace and lead them in war. Tired of the wars and fatigued with the
conquests of Romulus, the Romans selected a legislator and pontiff in
Numa; “and if they had been destined to remain in obscurity such kings
would have been best suited to their condition, but in order to become
powerful they needed sovereigns like Tullus Hostilius.”®) Numa was
distinguished for piety, and Tullus for arms, “religion and war being the
characteristics of their reigns.”’” Both these attributes grew out of necessity.
Numa could not control a number of uncivilised men without a code of
sacred laws, and Tullus could not feed an increasing population without
adding to the territorial possessions of Rome. He gave up the lands held by



the late sovereigns'’!! to meet this exigency, remarking “that his own
patrimony was sufficient for his personal expenses.” The promised gift of
these lands most likely placed Hostilius on the vacant throne, for we are

assured he owed his elevation to the Roman people.’” The grandfather of
Tullus was a citizen of Medullia, who had fought against the Sabines under

the command of Romulus.”” Tullus despised alike the superstition
inculcated by Numa and his pacific temper. He commenced exercising the
youth of Rome in arms in preparation for the wars he was meditating. These
exercises provoked Cluilius, the dictator or governor of Alba, to make a
predatory incursion on the Roman territory, which being revenged by Tullus

Hostilius, led to a war between these neighbouring states,’* a fact that is
alone sufficient to prove that the descent of Romulus from the royal line of

Alba was a fable,!™ Alba, after the death of Numitor, having changed from
the regal to the popular form of government.

The war with Alba being determined upon, both armies took the field

and encamped within five miles of Rome.” The sudden death or murder of
Cluilius in his tent, and the intelligence that the Veientines ,.--........._.__,
and Fidenatans were about to fall upon the belligerent parties B.C. 672-641.
as soon as they had weakened themselves by a battle,

compelled them to give over the contest.””? The Albans elected Metius
Fuffetius for their dictator, and proposed a union between their rival states as

the best means of defending themselves against their common enemies.!
The proposal appeared advantageous to the Romans, who spoke the same
language and were closely allied by the ties of blood to the Alban people.
Instead of arranging the union of the two states peaceably, the contracting
parties mutually agreed to refer it to what would have been styled in the
nomenclature of modern chivalry a passage of arms. A beautiful but
romantic poetical episode narrates the contest between three Roman and
three Alban champions, by whose valour the momentous question of
national superiority was to be decided. To pass over the legend, which
sufficiently boasts celebrated ancient authorities to justify its insertion here,
would be unwise; but the reader must not attach too much importance to it,
though we are assured by Livy that the form of the treaty was extant at the
time he quoted it, and that he took it from an existing document which had
been attested by Tullus Hostilius and Metius Fuffetius, and confirmed by
sacrifices.””! The senate and people of Rome chose for their champions the
three Horatii, who had been born by an Alban mother at one birth to
Valerius Horatius. The Albans selected the three Curiatii, who boasted the
same natal distinction, being also the offspring of a single birth, and the sons



of the maternal aunt of the Horatii. We are told that Sequinius, an illustrious

Alban, was the grandfather of the six champions.® Till the war occurred
between Rome and Alba the combatants had been as closely allied in
friendship as by relationship, and Horatia, the daughter of Valerius Horatius,

was actually betrothed to one of the sons of Curiatius.®! Before the
commencement of the combat the champions embraced each other with
tears and lively demonstrations of attachment, and the people, moved by
their mutual affection, lamented that the choice of their rulers should change
the tender ties of friendship into blows and hatred. The champions,
nevertheless, fought valiantly and well, and two of the Horatii fell beneath

the swords of the Curiatii.**! Publius Horatius, after the fall of his brothers,
fled, to the horror and consternation of the Romans, but his flight was the
result of a well-planned stratagem, for when pursued by the Curiatii, he
successively killed them all. While hailed as the deliverer of his country on
every side, and loaded with the praises of his Sovereign, his sister Horatia
rushed forth to meet the slayer of her lover, and passionately reproached and
upbraided him. The victorious brother, moved with indignation, plunged his
sword into her bosom, and tarnished, by the death of an unfortunate and

distracted female, the laurels he had won for his country.™ Valerius
Horatius, far from blaming his son, refused his daughter the rites of burial in
the family sepulchre, because she had valued her lover more than her

country.”® The homicide remained unpunished, though by the laws of Rome
he ought to have been hanged on a tree near the pomcerium; but his father
and the people of Rome delivered their fratricidal champion, with the

permission of the Sovereign, who allowed the murder to be expiated.”® That
the victorious Roman champion slew his sister seems not unlikely, for the
ties of natural affection are not usually held sacred in semi-barbarous states.
Poetry has, however, adorned the tale with some romantic touches which
have thrown discredit upon the whole. The tragic muse, in later ages, loved
to paint the conflicting feelings of the unfortunate Roman daughter, and the
stern patriotism of her father. Hostilius, for this victory over the Albans,
demanded and obtained a triumph—a circumstance not very likely to

promote the union between the Romans and the vanquished people.™
Fuffetius, dissatisfied with the result of the national combat, ,.........._.__. .
privately invited the Veientines and Fidenatans against B.C. 672-641.
Rome, though Rome and Alba, by the terms of the treaty, "~~~
were become nominally one people.*” In the battle fought between the
Veientines, Fidenatans, and the Romans he took no part, remaining, with the
Albans under his command, a mere spectator of the hostile scene. The



Romans, discouraged and fearful of treachery, were unwilling to continue
the engagement till assured by Tullus Hostilius that the separation of the
Albans was a manceuvre of his own planning. This ruse saved the Roman
army, nor were the allied troops better satisfied with the conduct of

Fuffetius, whom they imagined to be laying a snare to entrap them.® As
soon as the Romans had gained the victory, Fuffetius joined them, when
Tullus Hostilius, enraged at his treachery, obliged the Albans to give up their
dictator to his vengeance. Fuffetius was torn to pieces by horses, while Alba

was razed to the ground, and its inhabitants transplanted to Rome,®” where
they were admitted to the Roman franchise. The Alban nobility were
enrolled in the Senate. Particular mention is made of the Tullii, Servilii,
Quintii, Geganii, Curiatii, and Cleelii in the list. Ten troops of horse were

selected from the Alban cavalry,” and the incorporation became complete.
Mount Cecelius was the spot appointed to receive the Albans, and the

desolation of Alba conduced greatly to the aggrandisement of Rome."!
Tullus Hostilius gained a second triumph for the success of his arms against

the Veientines and Fidenatans,"”” and also gained a victory over the Sabines,

for which he obtained his third triumph.”?! He maintained a war with the
Latins, in the course of which he stormed and plundered Medullia, which
had received formerly a Roman colony, and had revolted from its allegiance.
The Sabine war, still carried on by the brave and ambitious Hostilius, was
discontinued from the superstitious dread inspired by the fall of a shower of
stones on the Alban Mount, for which the volcanic nature of the adjacent
country sufficiently accounted without the necessity of seeking for a
supernatural cause. This eruption of stones was succeeded by the plague—a
calamity frequently following, and supposed to originate from, such
subterranean agency. Both were referred to the decay of piety. “The King,
whose failing health rendered him more open to this superstitious idea,
sought to obtain from the offended deities themselves an answer respecting
the manner in which the atonement of their displeasure was to be made.
Tullus Hostilius, while invoking the offended powers at the altar of Jupiter
Elicius, was slain by a thunderbolt through some mistake in the performance
of the mysterious rites of Numa, the King and his whole house becoming the

victims of the lightning. He is said to have reigned thirty-two years.”*

The warlike character of this prince has gained him the admiration of the
Roman historians and poets, for he gave the first impetus to that career of
conquest which afterwards rendered the city he ruled the mistress of the
world. His reign was not, however, free from the calamities of pestilence
and famine. In fact, the territorial acquisitions of Rome did not increase in



proportion to her population; and if the plague affected the cattle, want
immediately ensued, for the lands under cultivation were not ... .
sufficient to provide food for her citizens. The wars of Tullus : B.C. 672-641. 1
Hostilius began to open with the sword a way into the "~~~
harvest-fields of her neighbours—the only method by which the Romans
could hope to obtain food for their increasing numbers.

ANCUS MARCIUS.

The successor, and perhaps murderer, of Tullus Hostilius, Ancus
Marcius, was a Sabine by birth, and the grandson of Numa. He was elected
by the Senate and people of Rome to fill the vacant throne. If the
commencement of his reign was marked by treason and regicide, its general
character was peaceful and prosperous. The warlike neighbours of the
Romans, conceiving a mean idea of his military talents, gave him an
opportunity for displaying them to advantage. He despatched an
ambassador, wearing the woollen sash and peculiar costume proper to his
office, to the Latins, complaining of their aggressions on the Roman
territory. This functionary remained three-and-thirty days endeavouring to
arrange the differences between the two nations. His negotiations failing to
effect the object, the feciales, or sacred heralds, followed the embassy
arrayed in their proper habits, carrying javelins headed with iron, but burnt
and stained with blood at the ends; when in the presence of three young
men, as the Roman custom required, they threw their javelins into the
borders of the inimical country after making a solemn declaration of war

against it in the name of the gods and the people of Rome."

Ancus Marcius commenced the Latin war by the storm of Politorium,
sparing the inhabitants whom he carried off to Rome, not as slaves but
colonists. The Aventine Mount was the place assigned by him to these men,

to whom he immediately granted the Roman franchise.”® This town lay
fifteen miles south-east of Rome. The expatriated Latins were, of course,
only admitted into the plebeian order; but this traditional fact confirms the
opinion “that that order originally rose out of a body of freemen thus
incorporated with the state; the Aventine Mount being the peculiar focus of

the plebeian city in a later age.”” Each of the hills then included in the
growing city was peopled by a distinct colony. The Romans occupied their
first station on Mount Palatine; the Sabines remained in possession of the
Capitoline, or Saturnian, as it was then called, which they had won in their
war with the husbands of their daughters. The Tuscans and Albans dwelt on
the Ceelian, and the Latin colony occupied the Aventine. Ancus captured



Tellene, Ficania, and Medullia, transplanting the people to the other Latin

colony on the Aventine, retaking and demolishing Politorium.” The second
campaign he made against the Latins was equally fortunate, for he forced
them to sue for peace, obtaining a triumph for his successful conclusion of

the war.””! He also subdued the Veientines, Fidenatans, and Volscians; for
which victories and the advantages he gained over the Sabines, he was

allowed a second triumph.!®"!

Ancus Marcius having established peace by the sword, maintained it by
his wisdom; the internal improvement of the Roman state henceforth
becoming his peculiar care. In the old historic lays he is styled “the good,”

because he distributed the conquered lands in shares to the people.l'’! He
had in the course of his wars extended the Roman frontier to Veii, won the
forests upon the sea-coast and the salt-marshes, besides opening the mouth
of the Tiber to the Romans. He founded the town of Ostia, which he peopled
with a colony, depriving the revolted colonies of Fidena, Crustumerium, and

Medullia of their privileges, as a punishment due to their rebellion.!"”
“Ostia became the harbour of Rome; indeed ships of considerable size could
in those days run into the Tiber, which has since, partly from neglect, and
partly from ill-judged erections, become more inaccessible than any other

river discharging its waters into the Mediterranean.”!'"*!

The oldest monument of Rome, the prison formed out of ... .
a quarry opened in the Capitoline Hill, is the work of Ancus. B.C. 640-617.
He likewise built the first bridge over the Tiber, and a fort "~~~
before it upon the Janiculum, as a bulwark against Etruria. On the other side,
he protected the newly-settled district, the valley of the Temple of Murcia,

by a ditch called Fossa Quiritium.!*"

Ancus Marcius, mindful of the ritual taught by Numa, transcribed the
ceremonial law upon tables, and fixed them up in the market-place; for at
that time the whole mystery of the national religion was not engrossed by

the Pontifical College.!'”” He rebuilt the Temple of Jupiter Feretrius, and
enlarged the pomeerium of the city, whose frontiers he had considerably
extended by his conquests. He gave great encouragement to foreigners, and
particularly to the remarkable man who succeeded him on the throne, whose
surprising works have survived by centuries the city they adorned. Lucius
Tarquinius, so called from Tarquinii in Etruria, where his father Damaratus,
a Corinthian exile, had settled,"'*” came to Rome with Tanaquil, his wife,!"""
bringing with him a considerable patrimony. This stranger was a person of
taste and talent, combining with general knowledge much skill in
architecture and the fine arts, in which Rome—a vast collection of wooden



huts—was yet deficient. Tarquinius became a favourite with Ancus Marcius,
who not only admitted him into the Senate but committed to him the
guardianship of his sons; and it is to him that Rome was mainly indebted for

her rise in civilisation and importance.!'*®

Ancus Marcius reigned twenty-four years,'” and the manner of his
death is uncertain, some imputing it to the treachery of his friend and Prime
Minister, Tarquinius. He is described by Livy as being “great alike in peace
and war,” and is commended for his justice, wisdom, piety, and foresight.
He was much beloved by his subjects, who regretted his death. He had
added to the Roman state a considerable part of Etruria and Latium through
his success in wars, not undertaken for the sake of conquest, but to ensure
peace.

L. TARQUINIUS PRISCUS.

An interregnum again occurred in the government of Rome; during
which Tarquin employed his influence with the Senate and people to procure
his own election. A foolish story is related about his sending the young sons
of Ancus Marcius to the chase while he assembled the people, and by an
eloquent and insinuating oration, induced them to confer the regal dignity

upon him, as the fittest person for the office.!"'”’ But in an elective monarchy,
in which nothing like hereditary descent had been either claimed or
accorded, such a mean subterfuge would neither have been required nor
adopted, the descendants of Ancus Marcius having no legal right, even if
their childish years had not formed a sufficient bar of exclusion. Tarquinius
Priscus was a sovereign reigning by the joint concurrence of the Senate and
people of Rome. He made an important concession to the Commons, by
admitting a hundred persons from the plebeians into the Senate. Had the
succeeding sovereigns and the patrician rulers of the Commonwealth
adopted the same wise and enlightened policy, the fierce contests between
the two orders would never have distracted and torn the state.

Tarquinius Priscus is supposed by modern authors to have been the
conqueror of Rome, not her adopted citizen, as the ancient Roman historians

have affirmed."'! His honourable reception at Rome has already been
recorded, and it is worthy of remark, that Florus and other Latin writers give

the same account of his origin.!""? His title of Lucumo, or lord, was changed
into the prenomen of Lucius, and he assumed the surname of Tarquinius,

from the place of his nativity.!""*!



Tarquinius having gained the good will of the plebeians by granting the
senatorial dignity to many of them, proceeded to ingratiate
himself with the people at large by his care for religion, {~===""="====1
which till his time retained its ancient simplicity. He added BC616579

four to the number of the Vestal College. He was the ﬁrst who offered
victims to the gods, and placed their statues in the temples, where, under a

human form, they received the worship of the Roman people.!"¥ The
reverence with which the Romans regarded the gods to whom they had

erected temples had not yet become gross idolatry.'"'”) Even this was
rendering undue honour to deceased heroes rather than idol worship.
Tarquinius, however, naturally adopted the faith of his father, Damaratus,
and adored with him the deified forms of Greece, where false piety ennobled
sculpture while it debased the man; for the superiority we still accord to
Grecian art undoubtedly emanated from the ideal beauty with which the
sculptor’s imagination had clothed his gods.

Tarquinius made war with the Latins, from whom he took Collatia, a
town lying five miles north-east of Rome. He gave the government of the
conquered place to his nephew, Egerius, who assumed the surname of

Collatinus from that office.[""®! This war with the Latins was a territorial one;
in which Tarquinius took several towns, and forced the Latins,
notwithstanding the assistance they received from their Etruscan allies, to

sue for peace.''” He next turned his arms against the Sabines, over whom,
by means of a stratagem, he gained a complete victory. This he effected by
throwing a quantity of brushwood into the Anio, and setting it on fire, which
being driven against the bridge, ignited it. The Sabines, seeing themselves
cut off by this ruse from all hope of retreat, could not maintain the contest.
Many perished in attempting to cross the river, and more were slain. The
floating corses of their foes being carried forward by the current to Rome,
proclaimed the victory gained by the king before the tidings reached the

citizens.""® A second victory concluded Tarquinius’ Sabine campaign, and
obtained for him his first triumph.!""! He built the Circus Maximus out of the
spoils acquired in these successful wars.!'*"!

The Etruscans, alarmed at his rapid conquests, combined their tribes
against him. They took Fidenz, and ravaged the Roman territories. As soon
as Tarquinius could raise an army, he defeated them in several battles,
forcing them to resign Fidene, and other conquests.!'*"! After his victory at
Eretum—a place about ten miles’ distance from Rome,—the Etruscan
nations submitted to him, and sent him very costly regalia, consisting of an
ivory chair, an embroidered tunic wrought with golden flowers and palm-



leaves, royal purple robes, and a sceptre adorned with an eagle.['” For this
wonderful people, who have left enduring monuments in architecture,
sculpture, and painting in Italy, were far advanced in civilisation when the
Romans were yet ignorant and barbarous, their works still surviving their

states and the empire of their conquerors.!'>! Tarquinius consulted the senate
respecting the propriety of his acceptance of the regalia. By the advice of the
Conscript Fathers they were accepted; and we are told, “that the Etruscans

became his tributaries and vassals.”'"*) We may, however, if we follow the
old customs of Rome, suppose, that Tarquinius was not the lord but the
vassal of Etruria, of whom he was content to hold the crown. The royal
robes resembled those of the Lydian and Persian kings, the purple gown
being pinked in a similar manner, though in shape it differed; these being cut
four-square, while the outer one of Tarquinius was of a semi- roooooeeeeeeeeo,
circular form. The Etruscan fashions were, after this period, i B.C.616-579. .

copied for the robes and coats of the augurs and heralds.”!'*”!

Rome, if she possessed little territorial advantages, had that within
herself which always obtains them—men, courage, necessity. Her
sovereigns hitherto had been furnished by semi-barbaric nations. In
Tarquinius Priscus she had chosen a man comprising in his own person the
civilisation proper to Greece and Etruria—a man of talent, capable of
turning the martial temper of the Romans into a channel by which he could
obtain gold to execute those works necessary for the improvement and
ornament of his capital. The state that possesses steel will win gold, was the
remark of a Grecian sage. Tarquinius was, of course, well acquainted with
this aphorism: his wars gave him wealth; but he borrowed from Etruria her
customs, her civilisation, and her worship, to enrich the state that had
adopted him for her citizen, and chosen him for her king. Whenever Niebuhr
traces the footsteps of the Roman kings through the misty shadows of the
mighty past, he fixes the attention of the reader by bringing before his eyes
the very antiquities he describes. He speaks thus of the fifth king of Rome:
—“What has made the name of Tarquinius Priscus ever memorable is, that
with him begins the greatness and the splendour of the city. Often the legend
fluctuates in ascribing a work or an exploit to him or to his son; but the
vaulted sewers by which the Velabrum, the forums, the country down to the
lower Subura, and the valley of the Circus, till then swamps and lakes or
bays in the bed of the river, were drained,—are most of them called the work
of the elder king; and coupled with this undertaking must have been the

embanking of the Tiber.”!"*! The Cloaca, the most useful and enduring of his
works, is still in existence.!"””’ Much of the interest with which we regard



these mighty monuments of the past is diminished upon reflection. They
rarely were the fruits of free-hired labour; but were constructed by a
sacrifice of human happiness and human life. The captive mingled his bread
with tears, and gave out his strength beneath the lash of the taskmaster. Even
the Roman citizen might have found his portion of labour a heavy burden;
though, in order to lighten its weight, Tarquin commenced those public
amusements which formed the delight of the Roman people to the latest

moment of their national existence.!"”®! Niebuhr comments upon this fact in
that lucid and animated manner which occasionally lightens the weight of
his learned history. He says: “Works that rival the greatest of the Etruscan
cannot have been accomplished without oppressive taskwork any more than
those of the Pharaohs. The king cheered his people during their hard service
with games, which from his time forward were celebrated annually in
September, under the name of the Roman or great games. Among the
contests which drew the Greeks to Olympia, only the chariot-race and
boxing were practised by the Etruscans. The spectacle was a source of
delight to the people of Italy; but the contests were the business of hirelings
or slaves.” Indeed, no Roman citizen would ever have degraded himself so
low as to exhibit his skill or talents for the public amusement; for, however
admired the Roman games might be, the freeman who engaged in them,
instead of being immortalised by sculpture or song, and becoming the pride
of his family, forfeited his honour and his civic rights. The charioteer and the
player were in no higher estimation than the gladiator. Not that the Romans
clung to their spectacles of all kinds with less vehemence than the Greeks;
but if, like the Greeks, they could have honoured the object -—rroooooooo.
that excited their passions, they would not have lost i B.C.616-579. .
themselves in that extravagant fury which, even in early °

times, maddened the factions of the Circus in behalf of their despicable

favourites.'”! “But the chariot-race was not the only enjoyment of the
Circensia; there were also processions, the images of the gods borne along,
robed in kingly garments, the armed boys, the war dances, and the ludicrous

imitations of them.”*”! In these national entertainments, in a delightful
climate whose bright blue sky and brilliant sunshine afforded a cheering
influence alike to the free citizen and the slave, the captive might, for a few
brief hours, forget his chain, and the plebeian labourer his taskwork, while
the body reposed from its fatigues and the mind was diverted from its cares.
In providing rest and diversion for his people, Tarquinius proved himself an
able governor, who knew how to ensure the loyalty and affection of those he
governed. Not that the amusements he provided for a heathen people will
bear the scrutiny of the Christian reader; for they were such as delighted



pagan men in a dark, remote, and idolatrous age. The morality of Rome was
never apparent in her holydays and recreations. "

Tarquinius, in the heat of the Sabine war, had vowed a temple to Jupiter,
Juno, and Minerva, in pursuance of which he levelled the rugged crest of the

Capitoline rock for the foundation of the building.!"* The temple, however,
was the work of Tarquinius Superbus, his son or grandson. This last design
he did not live to complete, b