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"A man’s character is his fate." This profound statement from Julius Caesar encapsulates the essence of his military campaigns chronicled in The Gallic War, where the valor and strategic decisions of leaders significantly shape their destinies. The narrative not only reveals the fate of tribes and territories but also immerses the reader into Caesar's own character as a ruler and general. Herein lies the heart of the text: an exploration of the interplay between leadership, duty, and the relentless pursuit of power, reminding us that choices trail behind consequences, setting a tone that resonates across centuries.

The Gallic War is regarded as a classic of historical literature, intertwining Rome’s monumental military exploits with personal insight from one of its most notable figures. It offers a vivid portrayal of a critical period when the Roman Republic expanded aggressively into Gallic territories, thus influencing the course of Western civilization. Its literary prowess and historical authenticity have not only informed countless historians but also inspired writers, playwrights, and poets throughout the ages, establishing it as a pillar in the canon of Western literature.

Written during the latter part of the 1st century BCE, The Gallic War is attributed to Julius Caesar himself, who provides a firsthand account of his military campaigns against the tribes of Gaul. This work is a unique blend of military report, political narrative, and reflective memoir. Caesar’s precise and incisive prose reveals his strategic acumen while also serving to bolster his political legitimacy at home in Rome. It paints a detailed picture of the geopolitical dynamics of the time without losing sight of the human aspects that underlie them.

Caesar's initial objective in this monumental work was to document his martial exploits and to communicate the complexities of his interactions with various Gallic tribes. His intention was twofold: to present a transparent record of his military achievements and to garner support for his political ambitions in Rome. By presenting himself as a formidable leader who managed the intricacies of command and diplomacy, Caesar sought to enshrine his legacy within the annals of history, emphasizing the significance of his role in shaping the Roman Empire.

The Gallic War stands out not only for its military themes but also for its exploration of leadership and ethics in governance. Through operational narratives, Caesar reflects on the morality of warfare and the responsibilities that come with power. His nuanced portrayal of rival tribes challenges the notion of the ‘barbarian’ and positions native leaders as formidable opponents, thus prompting readers to reflect on the constructs of civilization and savagery. The relevance of these themes extends into modern discussions on imperialism, identity, and human behavior.

The text is structured as a series of books, each chronicling different campaigns and skirmishes, such as the well-known battles against the Helvetii, the Belgae, and the infamous Vercingetorix. This organized approach allows readers to grasp not only the chronological progression of events but also the strategic mindset required in military leadership. As each campaign unfolds, Caesar’s tactical innovations and adaptability come to light, underscoring the importance of foresight and critical thinking in overcoming obstacles.

In translating complex military engagements into relatable narratives, Caesar employs a blend of vivid descriptions and rhetoric that remains accessible to a wide audience. This linguistic precision has had an enduring impact, inspiring a host of writers across genres to emulate his clarity and persuasive style. It reflects a keen understanding of audience engagement, wherein narrative choices both inform and entertain. The Gallic War highlights the significance of storytelling as a mechanism for not just recounting events but for rallying support and consensus.

The themes of ambition, valor, and the costs of warfare resonate through the pages, offering modern readers vital insights into the human condition. Caesar's exploration of personal and collective struggle elevates the text beyond mere military history. Instead, it becomes a reflection on the complexities of leadership and the moral dilemmas faced by those in power. This depth confers upon the work a multidimensional quality that continues to provoke thought and discussion, ensuring its relevance in contemporary discourse about leadership and ethics.

Additionally, the relationships between Caesar and various Gallic tribes illustrate the intricate balance of conflict, negotiation, and loyalty. Throughout The Gallic War, we see a strategic interplay of alliances shaped by social and political pressures. Caesar navigates these waters with calculated precision, employing both force and diplomacy. His ability to adapt to shifting dynamics serves as a crucial lesson in the importance of flexibility and understanding in leadership, a timeless concept for readers of all ages.

The Gallic War also engages with the theme of identity, wherein tribal affiliations and cultural distinctions play significant roles in the unfolding events. Caesar's examination of the Gallic peoples’ customs and tactics humanizes his adversaries, presenting them not merely as obstacles to Roman expansion but as societies with their own values and richness. This nuanced portrayal fosters a deeper understanding of the era's complexities and invites readers to contemplate the implications of cultural encounters in their own historical contexts.

An intriguing feature of The Gallic War is its use of firsthand reporting, which provides a sense of immediacy and authenticity that is often lacking in historical accounts. By chronicling his own experiences, Caesar positions himself as both the historian and the subject, merging observation with action. This dual perspective allows readers to engage with the text from a variety of angles, prompting reflection on the biases inherent in any narrative and the influence of personal experience on the interpretation of history.

Moreover, the historical context in which The Gallic War was written cannot be overlooked. The late Republic was rife with political tensions, and Caesar's writing serves as a vehicle for his larger political objectives. Understanding the interplay between his military conquests and Roman politics adds layers that enrich our reading experience. As readers delve into the text, they are reminded of the ever-relevant consequences of military decisions and political maneuvering, bridging the past and present.

The Gallic War’s impact can be seen not only in its literary merits but also in its educational value. The work is frequently included in academic curricula as a means to study Latin language, Roman history, and the intricacies of rhetoric. Its accessibility and engaging narrative have allowed it to endure as a cornerstone for students and scholars alike, facilitating discussions on war ethics, leadership, and cross-cultural engagement through the lens of history.

In a world increasingly characterized by complex interdependencies, the themes explored in The Gallic War continue to resonate. Caesar's reflections on the nature of power and the intricate web of human relationships provide insights into contemporary geopolitical landscapes. His lessons on strategy, both military and political, remain relevant to leaders facing multifaceted challenges today, illustrating the timeless relevance of the principles laid out in his text.

Ultimately, The Gallic War invites readers to confront not just the calculations of battle but the ethical landscapes that leaders must navigate. Caesar's engagement with the moral implications of conquest sparks conversations about the responsibilities that accompany power. As we grapple with these themes, the work serves as both a historical account and a philosophical inquiry into what it means to lead in times of conflict, making it an enduring source of reflection.

The Gallic War, through its rich tapestry of historical narrative, strategic insight, and ethical contemplation, transcends the boundaries of genre and time. Its classic status is not only the result of its literary qualities but also its enduring ability to provoke debate and encourage reflection among its readers. The text stands as a legacy, illustrating how the struggles of the past inform our understanding of the present and shape our visions for the future.

In conclusion, The Gallic War remains a vital work, not only for its historical significance but for the multitude of themes it encapsulates. Its exploration of power dynamics, cultural identity, and the ethics of leadership speaks to both ancient and modern audiences. Engaging with this classic offers readers an opportunity to reflect on the timeless puzzles of human ambition and the quest for meaning within the narratives we construct, ensuring its place as a cherished text in the canon of literary greatness.
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The Gallic War is a firsthand account written by Julius Caesar, covering his military campaigns against various Gallic tribes from 58 to 50 BCE. The work is structured as a series of commentaries that combine narrative events with his strategic decisions. Caesar's writing serves not only as a military record but also as a form of propaganda, aimed at showcasing his leadership and the might of Rome. Through detailed descriptions, Caesar presents the complexities of Gallic society, highlighting their customs and political structures while illustrating the challenges he faced during his campaigns.

The narrative begins with an overview of the political climate in Gaul, particularly the tensions between the tribes and their interactions with the Roman Republic. The Helvetii tribe, seeking to migrate through Roman territories, becomes one of the first significant challenges Caesar must confront. He skillfully recounts how he mobilizes his forces and leverages diplomacy to counter the Helvetii threat, ultimately leading to their defeat at the Battle of Bibracte. This event establishes his authority and sets the stage for further military engagements.

Following the Helvetii, Caesar encounters the Germanic leader Ariovistus, who poses a significant threat to Roman supremacy in the region. Through a mix of strategic planning and tactical prowess, he engages Ariovistus in battle, successfully asserting Roman control over the area. The victory not only consolidates his position but also sends a clear message to other tribes regarding Roman strength. This chapter illustrates Caesar's adeptness at both warfare and psychological manipulation of his adversaries, emphasizing Rome's burgeoning power.

Caesar's campaign continues with the war against the Belgae, a coalition of tribes in northern Gaul. His tactics vary, employing ambushes and frontal assaults to break their formidable unity. The decisive Battle of the Sabis showcases his ability to adapt to varying combat situations. He meticulously accounts for the geography and troop movements, illustrating the complex nature of warfare during this era. The defeat of the Belgae marks a critical turning point, enhancing Roman control and demonstrating the effectiveness of Caesar's military strategies.

In subsequent campaigns, Caesar faces the fierce resistance of the Nervii, whose surprise attack nearly overcomes Roman forces. Nonetheless, through rapid strategic redeployment and leadership, Caesar manages to rally his troops and secure victory. This encounter highlights the high stakes of the conflict and the unpredictability of warfare. The stubbornness and resilience of the Nervii reflect the broader theme of Gallic resistance against Roman encroachment, underscoring the cultural and political ramifications of Caesar’s conquests.

The latter half of The Gallic War shifts focus to the internal divisions among the Gallic tribes, as well as Caesar’s cunning diplomatic maneuvers to exploit these fractures. The accounts of alliances and betrayals reveal the complexities of tribal politics in Gaul. Notably, he details the roles of influential leaders such as Vercingetorix, who emerges as a pivotal figure against Roman dominance. This narrative illustrates the escalating tensions that eventually lead to the larger conflict, emphasizing the significance of leadership and coalition-building in resistance efforts.

The culmination of Caesar’s campaigns occurs with the siege of Alesia, where he confronts Vercingetorix’s forces. The intense standoff showcases both military ingenuity and psychological warfare. Caesar’s strategic encirclement of Alesia, complemented by fortifications and tactical maneuvers, leads to a climactic confrontation that ultimately results in Vercingetorix's surrender. This pivotal moment encapsulates the essence of Roman military strategy and serves as a testament to Caesar’s leadership, dramatically shifting the balance of power in Gaul.

The final passages of The Gallic War reflect on the aftermath of conquests, including the social and economic implications for Gaul. Caesar not only recounts the military successes but also the establishment of Roman governance structures, emphasizing the integration of conquered peoples into the Roman world. His portrayal of the Gallic tribes shifts from adversaries to subjects under Roman law, demonstrating a transition from war to governance. This is a crucial element in understanding the broader historical significance of his campaigns.

In summary, The Gallic War serves as both a military narrative and a political tool that illustrates Julius Caesar’s military genius and ambition. His account not only narrates his triumphs but also provides insight into the societies he encountered. The work emphasizes themes of leadership, strategy, and the consequences of warfare, ultimately revealing the complexities of the Roman conquest of Gaul. Caesar’s commentary remains a significant historical document, marking the transition of Gaul from autonomy to incorporation within the Roman Empire.
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Julius Caesar’s Commentaries on the Gallic War, composed shortly after 50 BCE, recount campaigns waged between 58 and 50 BCE across territories corresponding to modern France, Belgium, Switzerland and northern Italy. These lands were occupied by diverse Celtic groups collectively called Gauls, whose societies were divided among numerous tribal polities. Confronted with domestic political rivalries and a strategic imperative to secure frontier provinces, Rome pursued expansion into Gaul. Caesar’s narrative presents his military operations as both a means of subduing these tribes and of advancing his standing within the Republic, reflecting themes of ambition, command and the complexity of leadership in wartime.

In 58 BCE the Helvetii announced plans to migrate from their homeland (in present-day Switzerland) toward western Gaul. According to Caesar, factors such as population pressure and competition for arable land prompted their departure. Intercepting them near Bibracte, he defeated their forces and compelled their return, demonstrating Roman military organization and mark­ing the start of his extended involvement in Gallic affairs.

The following year a coalition of Belgic tribes resisted Roman advances. Among them the Nervii earned particular notice for their fierce readiness to confront the invaders. At the river Sabis, disciplined legionaries repelled a surprise assault, yet the clash illustrated the capacity of Gallic peoples to unite when faced with an external threat. Caesar uses this episode to contrast Roman tactics with the martial traditions and valor of his adversaries.

In 52 BCE the chieftain Vercingetorix emerged as a unifying figure, rallying several Gallic factions and employing tactics such as scorched-earth withdrawals and ambushes. His stronghold at Alesia fell after Roman engineers completed both inner and outer lines of fortification, and his subsequent surrender signaled the collapse of large-scale resistance. This sequence underscores the difficulties of sustained alliance among tribal groups and the reach of Roman military engineering.

These operations unfolded amid intense political maneuvering in Rome. The alliance of Caesar, Pompey and Crassus, formalized in 60 BCE, reshaped power relations within the Republic. Successes in Gaul enhanced Caesar’s prestige but alarmed many senators, who viewed his growing authority as a threat. His commentaries, presented in a clear and matter-of-fact style, served to explain and justify his actions to a Roman audience.

In early 49 BCE Caesar’s decision to cross the Rubicon River precipitated civil war, breaking the uneasy standoff with his rivals. Legions forged on Gallic battlefields provided the backbone of his forces, enabling him to secure control of Italy and challenge the traditional republican order. The narrative thus illustrates how battlefield victories could translate into political leverage.

Although the main focus lies on Roman legions, Italian allies (socii) also contributed troops under existing treaties. The obligations of these communities highlight questions of loyalty and support that arose as Rome’s demands for manpower and resources increased during protracted campaigns.

Throughout the text, Caesar comments on Gallic beliefs and customs. He notes their polytheistic religion, the importance of oral tradition, and the role of Druids as religious specialists. These descriptions reflect Roman interest in—and occasional exoticizing of—foreign institutions, offering insights into the social frameworks encountered by Rome.

He likewise records brief references to women’s participation in certain rituals and, in rare instances, direct involvement in defensive actions. While evidence for female leadership remains limited in his account, these mentions suggest social variations that contrasted with conventional Roman gender roles.

Economic considerations—acquisition of land, capture of slaves, and collection of tribute—appear repeatedly. Caesar details the distribution of spoils among his troops and the levying of payments on subdued communities, illustrating how material gain and state objectives were intertwined in his campaigns.

Seasonal planning governed the conduct of operations: legions quartered in winter, marched in spring, and completed sieges before the onset of autumn rains. Familiarity with local terrain, whether held by Romans or by Gallic tribes, often proved decisive in engagements.

Engineering and logistics feature prominently: fortified camps, siegeworks and bridge-building are described with technical precision. Such measures secured supply lines and protected forces, exemplifying the Roman approach to sustained warfare.

The status of conquered populations evolved as Rome founded colonies and allocated lands to veterans. While full citizenship was rarely granted immediately, some communities obtained Latin rights or special treaties preserving limited self-governance. Debates in Rome concerning the extension of such privileges to provincial peoples continued throughout the late Republic.

In the aftermath of his Gallic command, Caesar’s augmented prestige and model of centralized military leadership intensified strains on republican institutions. The episodes he records contributed indirectly to the eventual transformation of Rome’s political system.

Questions of wartime conduct—treatment of captives, clemency versus punishment—run through the narrative. Caesar’s decisions, at times harsh and at times magnanimous, reveal the tension between discipline, deterrence and political considerations in Roman military ethics.

Leadership emerges as a key concern: episodes of negotiation, rapid decision-making and bold maneuvers illustrate the interplay of personal judgement and collective duty. The qualities he admires—resilience, strategic foresight and adaptability—define the profile of effective command in his view.

Ultimately, the work documents how Roman expansion reshaped tribal societies, exposed internal divisions and introduced new administrative arrangements. By recording these events in a concise, firsthand style, Caesar provides both a military chronicle and a window into the broader social and political transformations of his time.
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    Introduction
Gaius Julius Caesar (born in 100 BCE) was a Roman statesman, general, and author whose writings and actions reshaped the Roman world. His Commentarii de Bello Gallico and Commentarii de Bello Civili remain foundational texts for understanding the late Roman Republic, combining military narrative with political self-justification. A master of concise Latin prose, Caesar wrote to inform, persuade, and legitimize his leadership. His literary output is inseparable from his public life: the books record campaigns in Gaul and the bitter civil war that followed. As both actor and historian of his age, Caesar’s works helped define classical Latin style and have influenced historical writing for centuries.
Education and Literary Influences
Raised in a patrician family, Caesar received the education typical of Rome’s elite: training in grammar, rhetoric, and law, alongside immersion in Roman history and Greek literature. Early exposure to public pleading and civic responsibilities honed his oratorical skills and sense of political timing. He cultivated memory, style, and delivery—the core arts of Roman persuasion—within a culture that valued clarity and control of language. This groundwork prepared him not only for the senate and the courts but also for the disciplined prose visible in his commentaries, where narrative restraint, technical vocabulary, and careful self-presentation serve political and military aims.
In the 70s BCE, Caesar studied oratory at Rhodes under Apollonius Molon, a renowned teacher whose pupils included leading Roman speakers. This training reinforced a preference for measured, lucid expression over florid display. Ancient critics such as Cicero and Quintilian later praised Caesar’s prose for its purity and economy, qualities reflected in his third-person narrative stance and disciplined sentence structure. His now-lost treatise De Analogia shows his concern for correctness and consistency in Latin. Caesar also stands within a Greco-Roman historiographical tradition that favored factual narration and strategic analysis, aligning his commentaries with pragmatic, instructive models of historical writing.
Literary Career
The Commentarii de Bello Gallico recount Caesar’s campaigns in Gaul during the late 50s BCE. Written in direct, unadorned Latin and in the third person, they present operations, logistics, and diplomacy with notable clarity. Ethnographic passages on Gaul, Britain, and Germany combine observation with political messaging. The work’s studied restraint—eschewing overt self-praise—magnifies credibility while quietly justifying policy. Circulated at Rome during or shortly after the campaigns, the Gallic War became both a public report and a carefully crafted self-portrait of a commander whose success required civic endorsement, senatorial acquiescence, and the goodwill of the wider Roman audience.
The Commentarii de Bello Civili narrate the collapse of political compromise and the ensuing conflict between Caesar and his rivals. The work explains controversial decisions, frames opponents’ actions, and insists on legal and moral legitimacy for Caesar’s cause. As in the Gallic War, the style remains spare and controlled, foregrounding marches, councils, and battle dispositions. The Civil War breaks off before the end of the struggle; later continuations covering campaigns in Alexandria, Africa, and Spain were written by associates, not by Caesar. Taken together, the commentaries became central documents for interpreting the Republic’s final crisis from the victor’s perspective.
Beyond the commentaries, Caesar authored De Analogia, a linguistic treatise now lost but cited in antiquity. Concerned with analogical regularity and precise usage, it sheds light on his broader intellectual program: bringing order, uniformity, and clarity to language just as he sought it in administration and command. Although we cannot read the work directly, reports by ancient writers confirm its existence and importance. De Analogia complements the practical lucidity of the commentaries by articulating principles for correct expression, revealing Caesar’s reflective engagement with the foundations of Latin prose at a moment when style carried political and cultural weight.
Caesar’s writing was widely admired in antiquity. Cicero commended the clarity and purity of the commentaries, while Quintilian treated them as models for historians and orators. Over time, the texts became staples of education, prized for syntax that balances simplicity with precision. In modern scholarship, the commentaries are studied both as sources for events and as sophisticated political communication. Translated into many languages, they serve as entry points into Roman military practice, provincial administration, and late republican politics. Their disciplined narrative has influenced memoirs and campaign histories, establishing a standard for strategic exposition and authorial self-fashioning in historical prose.
Beliefs and Advocacy
Caesar aligned with populares reformers who sought to address social and political imbalances within the Republic. His program emphasized land distribution for veterans, limited debt measures, public works, and the extension of citizenship to broader constituencies, aiming to integrate Italy and provincial communities more fully into Roman civic life. In his writings, he frames actions as necessary for the safety and dignity of the state, presenting his leadership as a stabilizing force against factional excess. The commentaries carefully record legalities, senatorial decrees, and oaths, underscoring his insistence that extraordinary undertakings could still be justified within republican norms.
A hallmark of Caesar’s public stance was clementia—clemency toward defeated foes—used both as principle and policy. He often pardoned opponents to restore order and reduce cycles of retaliation, a posture reflected in the calm tone of his narratives and their emphasis on reconciliation after victory. His reforms likewise display a preference for administrative regularity and predictable procedures, most famously in the overhaul of the Roman calendar, which stabilized civic timekeeping. These measures, together with colonization initiatives and citizenship grants, illustrate a consistent drive to impose coherence on a fractious polity while projecting authority tempered by measured, pragmatic mercy.
Caesar’s views on language illuminate his wider advocacy. De Analogia, as reported by ancient authors, defended disciplined, rule-governed Latin, mirroring his administrative standardization. His commentaries demonstrate the same ethos: precise terminology for ranks, formations, and offices; restrained rhetoric suited to command; and a narrative that invites verification. He understood communication as a civic instrument—circulating dispatches and public reports to shape opinion and secure mandates. By coupling linguistic clarity with procedural transparency, Caesar modeled a form of leadership that linked persuasion to order, and style to statecraft, leaving a literary record that argues for policy through demonstration rather than ornament.
Final Years & Legacy
In his final years, Caesar consolidated power, enacted sweeping reforms, and prepared further campaigns to secure Rome’s frontiers and prestige. The Civil War remained his last major literary work; subsequent narratives of later campaigns were produced by others. His assassination in 44 BCE on the Ides of March provoked shock and turmoil in Rome, swiftly followed by renewed civil conflict. Immediate reactions ranged from denunciation of tyranny to public mourning for a leader credited with restoring stability. Even amid political upheaval, his writings retained authority as records of intent and action, becoming primary texts in the struggle over his memory.
Caesar’s long-term legacy spans language, literature, and political culture. His prose set enduring standards for clarity in Latin and served as a model for historical narrative and military memoir. Generations of students learned syntax and rhetoric from his pages, while historians adopted his strategic, observational method. His name became a symbol of rulership, and his commentaries shaped perceptions of Gaul, Britain, and the Roman army. Modern readers continue to scrutinize his works for insight into power, propaganda, and leadership under stress. As author and statesman, Caesar left a corpus that still anchors debates about narrative authority and public responsibility.
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I.—All Gaul is divided into three parts[1q], one of which the Belgae[1] inhabit, the Aquitani another, those who in their own language are called Celts, in ours Gauls, the third. All these differ from each other in language, customs and laws. The river Garonne separates the Gauls from the Aquitani; the Marne and the Seine separate them from the Belgae. Of all these, the Belgae are the bravest[2q], because they are farthest from the civilisation and refinement of (our) Province, and merchants least frequently resort to them and import those things which tend to effeminate the mind; and they are the nearest to the Germans, who dwell beyond the Rhine, with whom they are continually waging war; for which reason the Helvetii also surpass the rest of the Gauls in valour, as they contend with the Germans in almost daily battles, when they either repel them from their own territories, or themselves wage war on their frontiers. One part of these, which it has been said that the Gauls occupy, takes its beginning at the river Rhone: it is bounded by the river Garonne, the ocean, and the territories of the Belgae: it borders, too, on the side of the Sequani and the Helvetii, upon the river Rhine, and stretches towards the north. The Belgae rise from the extreme frontier of Gaul, extend to the lower part of the river Rhine; and look towards the north and the rising sun. Aquitania extends from the river Garonne to the Pyrenaean mountains and to that part of the ocean which is near Spain: it looks between the setting of the sun and the north star.

II.—Among the Helvetii, Orgetorix[2] was by far the most distinguished and wealthy. He, when Marcus Messala and Marcus Piso were consuls[3], incited by lust of sovereignty, formed a conspiracy among the nobility, and persuaded the people to go forth from their territories with all their possessions, (saying) that it would be very easy, since they excelled all in valour, to acquire the supremacy of the whole of Gaul. To this he the more easily persuaded them, because the Helvetii are confined on every side by the nature of their situation; on one side by the Rhine, a very broad and deep river, which separates the Helvetian territory from the Germans; on a second side by the Jura, a very high mountain which is (situated) between the Sequani and the Helvetii; on a third by the Lake of Geneva, and by the river Rhone, which separates our Province from the Helvetii. From these circumstances it resulted that they could range less widely, and could less easily make war upon their neighbours; for which reason men fond of war (as they were) were affected with great regret. They thought, that considering the extent of their population, and their renown for warfare and bravery, they had but narrow limits, although they extended in length 240, and in breadth 180 (Roman) miles.

III.—Induced by these considerations, and influenced by the authority of Orgetorix, they determined to provide such things as were necessary for their expedition—to buy up as great a number as possible of beasts of burden and waggons—to make their sowings[6] as large as possible, so that on their march plenty of corn might be in store—and to establish peace and friendship with the neighbouring states. They reckoned that a term of two years would be sufficient for them to execute their designs; they fix by decree their departure for the third year. Orgetorix is chosen to complete these arrangements. He took upon himself the office of ambassador to the states: on this journey he persuades Casticus, the son of Catamantaledes (one of the Sequani, whose father had possessed the sovereignty among the people for many years, and had been styled "friend" by the senate of the Roman people), to seize upon the sovereignty in his own state, which his father had held before him, and he likewise persuades Dumnorix, an Aeduan, the brother of Divitiacus, who at that time possessed the chief authority in the state, and was exceedingly beloved by the people, to attempt the same, and gives him his daughter in marriage. He proves to them that to accomplish their attempts was a thing very easy to be done, because he himself would obtain the government of his own state; that there was no doubt that the Helvetii were the most powerful of the whole of Gaul; he assures them that he will, with his own forces and his own army, acquire the sovereignty for them. Incited by this speech, they give a pledge and oath to one another, and hope that, when they have seized the sovereignty, they will, by means of the three most powerful and valiant nations, be enabled to obtain possession of the whole of Gaul.

IV.—When this scheme was disclosed to the Helvetii by informers, they, according to their custom, compelled Orgetorix to plead his cause in chains; it was the law that the penalty of being burned by fire should await him if condemned. On the day appointed for the pleading of his cause, Orgetorix drew together from all quarters to the court all his vassals to the number of ten thousand persons; and led together to the same place, and all his dependants and debtor-bondsmen, of whom he had a great number; by means of these he rescued himself from (the necessity of) pleading his cause. While the state, incensed at this act, was endeavouring to assert its right by arms, and the magistrates were mustering a large body of men from the country, Orgetorix died; and there is not wanting a suspicion, as the Helvetii think, of his having committed suicide.

V.—After his death, the Helvetii nevertheless attempt to do that which they had resolved on, namely, to go forth from their territories. When they thought that they were at length prepared for this undertaking, they set fire to all their towns, in number about twelve—to their villages about four hundred—and to the private dwellings that remained; they burn up all the corn, except what they intend to carry with them; that after destroying the hope of a return home, they might be the more ready for undergoing all dangers. They order every one to carry forth from home for himself provisions for three months, ready ground. They persuade the Rauraci, and the Tulingi, and the Latobrigi, their neighbours, to adopt the same plan, and after burning down their towns and villages, to set out with them: and they admit to their party and unite to themselves as confederates the Boii, who had dwelt on the other side of the Rhine, and had crossed over into the Norican territory, and assaulted Noreia.

VI.—There were in all two routes by which they could go forth from their country—one through the Sequani, narrow and difficult, between Mount Jura and the river Rhone (by which scarcely one waggon at a time could be led; there was, moreover, a very high mountain overhanging, so that a very few might easily intercept them); the other, through our Province, much easier and freer from obstacles, because the Rhone flows between the boundaries of the Helvetii and those of the Allobroges, who had lately been subdued, and is in some places crossed by a ford. The furthest town of the Allobroges, and the nearest to the territories of the Helvetii, is Geneva. From this town a bridge extends to the Helvetii. They thought that they should either persuade the Allobroges, because they did not seem as yet well-affected towards the Roman people, or compel them by force to allow them to pass through their territories. Having provided everything for the expedition, they appoint a day on which they should all meet on the bank of the Rhone. This day was the fifth before the kalends of April (i.e. the 28th of March), in the consulship of Lucius Piso and Aulus Gabinius (B.C. 58).

VII.—When it was reported to Caesar that they were attempting to make their route through our Province, he hastens to set out from the city, and, by as great marches as he can, proceeds to Further Gaul, and arrives at Geneva. He orders the whole Province (to furnish) as great a number of soldiers as possible, as there was in all only one legion in Further Gaul: he orders the bridge at Geneva to be broken down. When the Helvetii are apprised of his arrival, they send to him, as ambassadors, the most illustrious men of their state (in which embassy Numeius and Verudoctius held the chief place), to say "that it was their intention to march through the Province without doing any harm, because they had" (according to their own representations) "no other route:—that they requested they might be allowed to do so with his consent." Caesar, inasmuch as he kept in remembrance that Lucius Cassius, the consul, had been slain, and his army routed and made to pass under the yoke by the Helvetii, did not think that (their request) ought to be granted; nor was he of opinion that men of hostile disposition, if an opportunity of marching through the Province were given them, would abstain from outrage and mischief. Yet, in order that a period might intervene, until the soldiers whom he had ordered (to be furnished) should assemble, he replied to the ambassadors, that he would take time to deliberate; if they wanted anything, they might return on the day before the ides of April (on April 12th).

VIII.—Meanwhile, with the legion which he had with him and the soldiers who had assembled from the Province, he carries along for nineteen (Roman, not quite eighteen English) miles a wall, to the height of sixteen feet, and a trench, from the lake of Geneva, which flows into the river Rhone, to Mount Jura, which separates the territories of the Sequani from those of the Helvetii. When that work was finished, he distributes garrisons, and closely fortifies redoubts, in order that he may the more easily intercept them, if they should attempt to cross over against his will. When the day which he had appointed with the ambassadors came, and they returned to him, he says that he cannot, consistently with the custom and precedent of the Roman people, grant any one a passage through the Province; and he gives them to understand that, if they should attempt to use violence, he would oppose them. The Helvetii, disappointed in this hope, tried if they could force a passage (some by means of a bridge of boats and numerous rafts constructed for the purpose; others, by the fords of the Rhone, where the depth of the river was least, sometimes by day, but more frequently by night), but being kept at bay by the strength of our works, and by the concourse of the soldiers, and by the missiles, they desisted from this attempt.

IX.—There was left one way, (namely) through the Sequani, by which, on account of its narrowness, they could not pass without the consent of the Sequani. As they could not of themselves prevail on them, they send ambassadors to Dumnorix the Aeduan, that through his intercession they might obtain their request from the Sequani. Dumnorix, by his popularity and liberality, had great influence among the Sequani, and was friendly to the Helvetii, because out of that state he had married the daughter of Orgetorix; and, incited by lust of sovereignty, was anxious for a revolution, and wished to have as many states as possible attached to him by his kindness towards them. He, therefore, undertakes the affair, and prevails upon the Sequani to allow the Helvetii to march through their territories, and arranges that they should give hostages to each other—the Sequani not to obstruct the Helvetii in their march—the Helvetii, to pass without mischief and outrage.

X.—It-is again told Caesar that the Helvetii intend to march through the country of the Sequani and the Aedui into the territories of the Santones, which are not far distant from those boundaries of the Tolosates, which (viz. Tolosa, Toulouse) is a state in the Province. If this took place, he saw that it would be attended with great danger to the Province to have warlike men, enemies of the Roman people, bordering upon an open and very fertile tract of country. For these reasons he appointed Titus Labienus, his lieutenant, to the command of the fortification which he had made. He himself proceeds to Italy by forced marches, and there levies two legions, and leads out from winter-quarters three which were wintering around Aquileia, and with these five legions marches rapidly by the nearest route across the Alps into Further Gaul. Here the Centrones and the Graioceli and the Caturiges, having taken possession of the higher parts, attempt to obstruct the army in their march. After having routed these in several battles, he arrives in the territories of the Vocontii in the Further Province on the seventh day from Ocelum, which is the most remote town of the Hither Province; thence he leads his army into the country of the Allobroges, and from the Allobroges to the Segusiani. These people are the first beyond the Province on the opposite side of the Rhone.

XI.—The Helvetii had by this time led their forces over through the narrow defile and the territories of the Sequani, and had arrived at the territories of the Aedui, and were ravaging their lands. The Aedui, as they could not defend themselves and their possessions against them, send ambassadors to Caesar to ask assistance, (pleading) that they had at all times so well deserved of the Roman people, that their fields ought not to have been laid waste—their children carried off into slavery—their towns stormed, almost within sight of our army. At the same time the Ambarri, the friends and kinsmen of the Aedui, apprise Caesar that it was not easy for them, now that their fields had been devastated, to ward off the violence of the enemy from their towns: the Allobroges likewise, who had villages and possessions on the other side of the Rhone, betake themselves in flight to Caesar and assure him that they had nothing remaining, except the soil of their land. Caesar, induced by these circumstances, decides that he ought not to wait until the Helvetii, after destroying all the property of his allies, should arrive among the Santones.

XII.—There is a river (called) the Saone, which flows through the territories of the Aedui and Sequani into the Rhone with such incredible slowness, that it cannot be determined by the eye in which direction it flows. This the Helvetii were crossing by rafts and boats joined together. When Caesar was informed by spies that the Helvetii had already conveyed three parts of their forces across that river, but that the fourth part was left behind on this side of the Saone, he set out from the camp with three legions during the third watch, and came up with that division which had not yet crossed the river. Attacking them, encumbered with baggage, and not expecting him, he cut to pieces a great part of them; the rest betook themselves to flight, and concealed themselves in the nearest woods. That canton (which was cut down) was called the Tigurine; for the whole Helvetian state is divided into four cantons. This single canton having left their country, within the recollection of our fathers, had slain Lucius Cassius the consul, and had made his army pass under the yoke (B.C. 107). Thus, whether by chance, or by the design of the immortal gods, that part of the Helvetian state which had brought a signal calamity upon the Roman people was the first to pay the penalty. In this Caesar avenged not only the public, but also his own personal wrongs, because the Tigurini[5] had slain Lucius Piso the lieutenant (of Cassius), the grandfather of Lucius Calpurnius Piso, his (Caesar's) father-in-law, in the same battle as Cassius himself.

XIII.—This battle ended, that he might be able to come up with the remaining forces of the Helvetii, he procures a bridge to be made across the Saone, and thus leads his army over. The Helvetii, confused by his sudden arrival, when they found that he had effected in one day what they themselves had with the utmost difficulty accomplished in twenty, namely, the crossing of the river, send ambassadors to him; at the head of which embassy was Divico, who had been commander of the Helvetii in the war against Cassius. He thus treats with Caesar:—that, "if the Roman people would make peace with the Helvetii they would go to that part and there remain, where Caesar might appoint and desire them to be; but if he should persist in persecuting them with war, that he ought to remember both the ancient disgrace of the Roman people and the characteristic valour of the Helvetii. As to his having attacked one canton by surprise, (at a time) when those who had crossed the river could not bring assistance to their friends, that he ought not on that account to ascribe very much to his own valour, or despise them; that they had so learned from their sires and ancestors, as to rely more on valour than on artifice or stratagem. Wherefore let him not bring it to pass that the place, where they were standing, should acquire a name, from the disaster of the Roman people and the destruction of their army or transmit the remembrance (of such an event to posterity)."

XIV.—To these words Caesar thus replied:—that "on that very account he felt less hesitation, because he kept in remembrance those circumstances which the Helvetian ambassadors had mentioned, and that he felt the more indignant at them, in proportion as they had happened undeservedly to the Roman people: for if they had been conscious of having done any wrong it would not have been difficult to be on their guard, but for that very reason had they been deceived, because neither were they aware that any offence had been given by them, on account of which they should be afraid, nor did they think that they ought to be afraid without cause. But even if he were willing to forget their former outrage, could he also lay aside the remembrance of the late wrongs, in that they had against his will attempted a route through the Province by force, in that they had molested the Aedui, the Ambarri, and the Allobroges? That as to their so insolently boasting of their victory, and as to their being astonished that they had so long committed their outrages with impunity, (both these things) tended to the same point; for the immortal gods are wont to allow those persons whom they wish to punish for their guilt[3q] sometimes a greater prosperity and longer impunity, in order that they may suffer the more severely from a reverse of circumstances. Although these things are so, yet, if hostages were to be given him by them in order that he may be assured they will do what they promise, and provided they will give satisfaction to the Aedui for the outrages which they had committed against them and their allies, and likewise to the Allobroges, he (Caesar) will make peace with them." Divico replied, that "the Helvetii had been so trained by their ancestors that they were accustomed to receive, not to give, hostages; of that fact the Roman people were witness." Having given this reply, he withdrew.

XV.—On the following day they move their camp from that place; Caesar does the same, and sends forward all his cavalry, to the number of four thousand (which he had drawn together from all parts of the Province and from the Aedui and their allies), to observe towards what parts the enemy are directing their march. These, having too eagerly pursued the enemy's rear, come to a battle with the cavalry of the Helvetii in a disadvantageous place, and a few of our men fall. The Helvetii, elated with this battle because they had with five hundred horse repulsed so large a body of horse, began to face us more boldly, sometimes too from their rear to provoke our men by an attack. Caesar (however) restrained his men from battle, deeming it sufficient for the present to prevent the enemy from rapine, forage, and depredation. They marched for about fifteen days in such a manner that there was not more than five or six miles between the enemy's rear and our van.

XVI.—Meanwhile, Caesar kept daily importuning the Aedui for the corn which they had promised in the name of their state; for, in consequence of the coldness (Gaul being, as before said, situated towards the north), not only was the corn in the fields not ripe, but there was not in store a sufficiently large quantity even of fodder: besides he was unable to use the corn which he had conveyed in ships up the river Saone, because the Helvetii, from whom he was unwilling to retire, had diverted their march from the Saone. The Aedui kept deferring from day to day, and saying that it was being "collected—brought in—on the road." When he saw that he was put off too long, and that the day was close at hand on which he ought to serve out the corn to his soldiers,— having called together their chiefs, of whom he had a great number in his camp, among them Divitiacus, and Liscus who was invested with the chief magistracy (whom the Aedui style the Vergobretus, and who is elected annually, and has power of life and death over his countrymen), he severely reprimands them, because he is not assisted by them on so urgent an occasion, when the enemy were so close at hand, and when (corn) could neither be bought nor taken from the fields, particularly as, in a great measure urged by their prayers, he had undertaken the war; much more bitterly, therefore, does he complain of his being forsaken.

XVII.—Then at length Liscus, moved by Caesar's speech, discloses what he had hitherto kept secret:—that "there are some whose influence with the people is very great, who, though private men, have more power than the magistrates themselves: that these by seditious and violent language are deterring the populace from contributing the corn which they ought to supply; (by telling them) that, if they cannot any longer retain the supremacy of Gaul, it were better to submit to the government of Gauls than of Romans, nor ought they to doubt that, if the Romans should overpower the Helvetii, they would wrest their freedom from the Aedui together with the remainder of Gaul. By these very men (said he) are our plans, and whatever is done in the camp, disclosed to the enemy; that they could not be restrained by him: nay more, he was well aware that, though compelled by necessity, he had disclosed the matter to Caesar, at how great a risk he had done it; and for that reason, he had been silent as long as he could."

XVIII.—Caesar perceived that, by this speech of Liscus, Dumnorix, the brother of Divitiacus, was indicated; but, as he was unwilling that these matters should be discussed while so many were present, he speedily dismisses the council, but detains Liscus: he inquires from him when alone, about those things which he had said in the meeting. He (Liscus) speaks more unreservedly and boldly. He (Caesar) makes inquiries on the same points privately of others, and discovers that it is all true; that "Dumnorix is the person, a man of the highest daring, in great favour with the people on account of his liberality, a man eager for a revolution: that for a great many years he has been in the habit of contracting for the customs and all the other taxes of the Aedui at a small cost, because when he bids, no one dares to bid against him. By these means he has both increased his own private property and amassed great means for giving largesses; that he maintains constantly at his own expense and keeps about his own person a great number of cavalry, and that not only at home, but even among the neighbouring states, he has great influence, and for the sake of strengthening this influence has given his mother in marriage among the Bituriges to a man the most noble and most influential there; that he has himself taken a wife from among the Helvetii, and has given his sister by the mother's side and his female relations in marriage into other states; that he favours and wishes well to the Helvetii on account of this connection; and that he hates Caesar and the Romans, on his own account, because by their arrival his power was weakened, and his brother, Divitiacus, restored to his former position of influence and dignity: that, if anything should happen to the Romans, he entertains the highest hope of gaining the sovereignty by means of the Helvetii, but that under the government of the Roman people he despairs not only of royalty but even of that influence which he already has." Caesar discovered too, on inquiring into the unsuccessful cavalry engagement which had taken place a few days before, that the commencement of that flight had been made by Dumnorix and his cavalry (for Dumnorix was in command of the cavalry which the Aedui had sent for aid to Caesar); that by their flight the rest of the cavalry was dismayed.

XIX.—After learning these circumstances, since to these suspicions the most unequivocal facts were added, viz., that he had led the Helvetii through the territories of the Sequani; that he had provided that hostages should be mutually given; that he had done all these things, not only without any orders of his (Caesar's) and of his own state's, but even without their (the Aedui) knowing anything of it themselves; that he (Dumnorix) was reprimanded by the (chief) magistrate of the Aedui; he (Caesar) considered that there was sufficient reason why he should either punish him himself, or order the state to do so. One thing (however) stood in the way of all this—that he had learned by experience his brother Divitiacus's very high regard for the Roman people, his great affection towards him, his distinguished faithfulness, justice, and moderation; for he was afraid lest by the punishment of this man, he should hurt the feelings of Divitiacus. Therefore, before he attempted anything, he orders Divitiacus to be summoned to him, and when the ordinary interpreters had been withdrawn, converses with him through Caius Valerius Procillus, chief of the province of Gaul, an intimate friend of his, in whom he reposed the highest confidence in everything; at the same time he reminds him of what was said about Dumnorix in the council of the Gauls, when he himself was present, and shows what each had said of him privately in his (Caesar's) own presence; he begs and exhorts him, that, without offence to his feelings, he may either himself pass judgment on him (Dumnorix) after trying the case, or else order the (Aeduan) state to do so.

XX.-Divitiacus, embracing Caesar, begins to implore him, with many tears, that "he would not pass any very severe sentence upon his brother; saying, that he knows that those (charges) are true, and that nobody suffered more pain on that account than he himself did; for when he himself could effect a very great deal by his influence at home and in the rest of Gaul, and he (Dumnorix) very little on account of his youth, the latter had become powerful through his means, which power and strength he used not only to the lessening of his (Divitiacus) popularity, but almost to his ruin; that he, however, was influenced both by fraternal affection and by public opinion. But if anything very severe from Caesar should befall him (Dumnorix), no one would think that it had been done without his consent, since he himself held such a place in Caesar's friendship; from which circumstance it would arise that
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