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Rome."

it interesting coincidence the |
{ ., .'hg\(n_ brought out during the
h volume of the English transla-
80 of The Grealness’ dnd Decline of
g, | by GhaastMmo  FEsrero. . The
eriod cgvered extends from B. C.
3 .‘IIH%I. wifle # campreliends the
2 fon ;of (fe story of JAntony and
feopatra, 2 dapicts <the™ extraordinagy
safoftilion ie the charadter And con- |
Buot of Oetavian and describes his at-
to resuscitate the Roman repub-
. Again, as ig the preceding volumes
this narrative; it will be found that
he deductions drawn by the author from
Sertain data and the interpretation of
Srtals events by him differ materially
fom the opinions expressed by preced-
historians.
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P Fhe last eventful years of Antony’slife,
Snelnding the precise significance of the
3 bf Actiuin (B, C. 81), which has
pherally been misunderstood, will be
sund conoisely but distinctly set forth
‘g“ first 120 pages. A still more con-
edd account is presented in an ap-
gdix. 1t is customary fo impute the
fnous defeat .at Actium to “feminine
ience worthy of an Egyptian
," by which Cleopatra was said
utarch and Dion to have been
in the midst of the conflict. In
p's judgment the explanation
iven by the two historians is legendary.
_the importation of a love romarnoce
ey fiterhpted to simplify an extremely
DR, ted history, in which the motive |
oo wis really one of the most obscuroi
B4 Werrible influences in social life. |
force,” we are told, is the essential
fisstability which “ithposes itsell as |
fiical necessity upon every period
! oh social forces exist in mutual
Blagonism without any immediate poni-!
of wucoess for either. Under such
mdtences every political combination |
Bilet rest upon some partial or temporary |
pmpromise which ~nevér ocan become
oty + this compromise then becomes
siple of policy, but a principle both
le and of death. At the outset it
a ocgndition of success; in the
[ @vent it is the cause of inevitable
" “The historian goes on to explain
i§ Buch temporary political combina-
greated by the bold energy of
pus minds or by the yulgar expedi-
third -rate pelificiana, The battle
m is pronouncéd the final collapse
& policy based, upon inherent antago-

principles. * - '
us note thenithe grounds on which
o dissents from .the current judg-
Bl of history upon Antony. That
Slamlvir committed the great crime of
ng. ultimately and definitely, defeat;
censure of posterity has acoord-
severe. We are reminded,
t Ceesar seems Lo have passed
différent judgment upon. him.
tbok motiee of Antony when the
“gmt.a youth,. gave him en-
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y * been

kg support during the last
W7 H " Gdul and confided to him
} lieutetint difficult tasks during the
| war. - After the battle of Pharsalia |
fony was installed. as Vice-Dictator |
Master of the Horse (Magister Equitum) |
{ "? where, however, his. adminis-
jaly: was not- distinguished by speocial |
»8; in the yean 47:B. C. he allowed |
mocial revolution to break out
which: e thrdupod suppressed
traordinary severity, At the same
[ Fetfero quedtions Whather any 'man’
bk Cmsar himpelf would have been
® SUC ul™in copig with a situa-
difffoult. Cessar himself, not-
ling his first' vexatioh, recog-
g8 the fact and was redonciled to An-
¥, appointing bim consul and over-
» Jhis family with fayvors.
readmission to Cmsar's intimacy
became the confidant of the Dic-
firing the last cight months of the
“life; he had full knowledge of
‘plans, and after his assassination
ible to seize all Cesar’s papers.
fmisthor thinks that probably he was
 man who knew their importance.
denied that “during the political
de and the civil wars which followed
,death Aptony committed many
jed, but he emerged triumphant
gvery contest and on Imany occa-
@ave proof of remarkable energy.
redit for the two vietories at Philippi
salone, for Octavianus gave no
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pd Brutus in the second engagement.

e ancient historians, severe as

are ln,tbq'r,ﬂml judgments of him,

1 il capdcity up to and including

ory of Philippi and place the

APt point of his deterioration in the

Savimer 0f B. (. 41-40, when he met Cleo-

%8 At Tersys, As 4 matter of fact,

. in the year B. C. 41 he spent but

t moniths at Alexandria, and at the

of the year 40, on the first news

¢ an army was marching upon

pria, he quitted the enchantress-queen,

far the next threg years he not only

gimed absent from Cleopatra but, far

absorbed in love, his great

W ‘were wholly occupied with his
the conquest of Persia.

f A | TR
B here directa his attention to
Bott  misyriderstanding of the
! statement has been ocon-
% sesnated and s still advanced
Mixian. afterward to ba known as
as the heir of Julius Cesar
of the world and that he
performed what his adopti ve
#'befun or projected. In ‘our
‘opinion thiis is a serious mistake,
s it prevents full comprehension
fbe action of the two rivals during the |
et oivil war. “Tf the true heir to a |
By I8 the man who pursues the execu- |
“his predecessor's plans it was
Antony and not through Octa-
‘that the spirit of Cesar continued
" During the last two years of |
Cesar had been preoccupied by |
ana economic difficulties rasult-i
the civil war and hoped to find
jon of them'in the conquest of
. Persia, This great enterprise
pestore to his . government the
foroe which it had lost by reason
rjhfolllt'mnnry origin, it was also |
' the wealth necessary to avert l
1 economic crisis under whivhs
otup) was  staggering. At the
Mtasd of B, 0. 44, when he was mui-l
484 by’ Brinus, Caowar was working |
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2 Jgreat energy, not as is generally
Saasumed to reorganize the empire or
o#own the morfarchy but to prepare
“with the Parthians. Antony had
’ 's other papers thy plans
ol ‘the Dictator had drawn up for
amcution of this enterprise. Others
itidherit « wear's name and for-

it Antony had secured his last
Bat iidess. For two years thereafter
i attbotion® had beean concentrated on
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when he defeated Cassius in the )

| sia with sixteen legions and without money
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‘wae » to put the project Into
immediate preparation,

The end economio situation
had been threatening emough in Cesar's
lifetime, and grew more embarrassing after
his death. The foroes of dissolution which
Ceegar, though with great difficulty, had
been able to check were now let loose upon
the empire, It was obvious that the con-
fusion could only end in fearful catastrophe
unless some one man, some party or some
institution could recover some measure of
authority over the masses. Such author-
ity Antony hoped to regain by the Persian
campaign, and in Ferrevo's judgment the |
mere fact that he entertainea such a hope
is a striking proof of his energy. “Can the
man who was ready to contemplate so vast
an enterprise be regarded as nothing more
than a sensualist madly in love with an
Egyptian woman? He might have seized,
like Octavianus, the highest position by
petty intrigue and underhand aggression;
he preferred, however, to secure it by means
of a great and dangerous exploit.”

For two years Antony gathered money,
conoentrated legions in Asia and remod-
elled the political map of the East in order
to secure wholehearted supporters among
the kings and chieftains of Asia Minor.
He made every arrangement for the inva-
sion of Persia by the road which Cesar
had indicated through Armenia and by
which it should be possible to avoid the’
pitfalls in which Crassus had been en-
snared. “What is still more extraordi-
nary,” says Ferrero, “in a man suppoeed
to be hopelessly enamored of Cleopatra,
he even married Octavia, the sister of
Octavianus, to avoid the embarrassment
of political difficulties at home during his
distant campaign.” From B. C. 40 to
B. C. 37 our author finds it impossible to
detect the least influence exerted by Cleo-
patra upon Antony. He does not assert
that all connection between Antony and
the Egyptian Queen was broken off, He
deems it possible that Cleopatra had emis-
saries in his suite and that she maintained
a correspondence with the Triumvir.
“Cleopatra, however, is no longer para-
mount in Antony's life or policy; his at-
tention is now concentrated upon the
execution of Cesar's plans, and it is not
unti! the end of B. C. 37 that an unexpected
event brings Cleopatra baock into his life.”

In the spring of the year last named the |
intrigues of Octavianus had forced An-
tony to return with his fleet to the shores
of southern Italy; there he had wasted at
Tarentum months in negotiations with
his brother-in-law; when these had been
concluded toward the end of Augusat he
could return to Syria. From Corfu, bow-
ever, he sent Octavia back to Italy, de-
spatched one of his lieutenants, Fonteius
Capito, to Alexandria, and then betook
himself to Antioch, where Cleopatra soon
joined him, Ferrero now points out that
“at the beginning of B.C.38an event takes
place at Antioch which was never sus-
pected by Shakespeare, who has depicted
this loving couple for us in such glowing
colors. The lovers who ‘gave a kingdom
for a mirth' are married like two respeci-
able citizens.” Our author gives M.
Letronne the credit of elucidating by the
study of numismatics this matter, which
is left obscure in the narrative of the
classical historians. At the beginning of
B. C. 38 Antony becomes practically
though not avowedly King of Egypt by
hig marriage with the Queen. “Why,*
asks Ferrero, ?did Antony and Clegpatra
resolve to marry? What was the mean-
ing of this strange act? What negotia-
tions preceded its accomplishment?”

1t ia pronounced not likely that the mar-
riage was the result of precipitate deci-
sion, while the complete absence of any
information concerning the preparations
for it praves that it was secretly arranged.
‘Antony did not divorce Octavia, and there-
fore had two wives after the beginning of
B. C. 3. His marriage is celebrated not
at Alexandria, the capital of his future
realm, but at Antioch. He shows an ob-
vious anxiety to hide the consequences
of his act as far as possible. He does not
assume the title of King of Egypt, though
he strikes Egyptian coins with his image.
Finally, no sooner is the marriage con-
cluded than he leaves his new wife and
starts for Persia.
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Ferrero submits that Antony must have
had several reasons for such extraordi-
nary conduct, reasons which we must
attempt to divine by conjecture for want
of documentary evidence. “Dion informs
us, and the whole history of the age con-
firma his statement, that Cleopatra’s
government was by no means popular in
Egypt and that she had everything to fear
from one of those palace revolutions so
frequent under the later Ptolemies.” Our
author deems it quite possible that she
was anxious to protect her power from
secret conspiracy with the help of Antony
and his legions, and that she had invited
him to Alexandria in B. C. 40 in order to
propose the marriage which actually took
place in B. C. 34. At first Antony realized
the incongruity of the proposal; while en-
joying, manlike, the meansof persuasion
employed by the Queen, he listened to her
arguments with intellect unconvinced.
Moreover he was soon recalled to Italy
by disturbances at home, and was en-
tirely preocoupied by his great Persian
scheme, Cleopatra, however, did not
lose courage; her spies and agents would
be ever about the Triumvir; her cor-
respondence with him.was maintained
and she waited her opportunity to advance
her proposal once more. Thanks to the
financial exigencies of the Persian war
she was at last succesaful.

Our author points out that Antony's
political preparations for the Persian
campaign were hampered by a most
serious difMoulty, the soonomic crisis
resulting from the last of the civil wars,
“A kind of universal bankruptcy had
absorbed the stocke of the precious met-
als throughout the empire, had shattered |
public and private credit and depreci-
ated securi of every kind. 'Antony
was in acute want of money, as is shown
by the coins which he struck at this time,
which are-almost all debased.” Egypt
on the other hand was extremely rich,
and the royal family was in possession
of the &nly great treasure in the Medi-
terranean world which Rome had not
yet plundered. = Obvioualy, it would have
been most dangerous to plunge into Per-

for their regular payment. Henos Ab.
tony probably thought that the treasures
of the Ptolemies would be cheaply pur-
chased at the prioe of marriage.
“Whatever,” says Ferrero, “the view
of modern historians may be, the fact
remaits that republican tradition was
still very strong in Italy. Antony was
awarc that a marriage with the Quesn
was not included in those political ex-
pedients to which a representative of
Rome might lawfully resort; Italian
opinion would have regarded him as
mad or criminal if he had proclaimed
his intention of becoming King of Egypt.”
For that reason he strove to hide the
real purport of his act, and therefore
did not divorce Octavia: celobrated his
marriage in a Syrifn lown and avoided
using the title of'King of Egypt on his

|able to eecure any further ‘concession,

B miruggle with the conspirators, and
A4
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The progress of the Persian campaign,
e 4 L ]

which begasi in tie sprisg of B. . 8, |
¢ 25 . 20 3

was with:

Hy Ootavianus and his party  in Italy.
Throughout the summer Octavianus and
his friends-offered great publio sacrifices
to the gods for the of the Roman
arms, but they must have secrat]y longed
that Antony's army might be switllowed
up like that of Crassus. tony's tri-
umph would make him of the

situation. Octavian’s seoret wishes were
but half fulfilied. u%m

escaped dpst !
at the conquest of Persis proved afsily
After a prolonged siege of the
capital he was obliged to'retreat |
touching the actual terrifory of Parthis,
The only clear narratiye |of  the! !‘&.‘
Plutarch’s, is extremely briel add does
not enable our author to decide whether
Cwmsar had been mistaken in his estimate
of the Parthian power or whether Antony
mismanaged the inherited plan of cam-
paign. Oune thing, however. is patent
to Ferrero: “The faot that Octavianus
became Augustus was due much more
to the Parthiana than to his genius. The
retreat from Media meant for Antony
what the retreat from Russia meant for
Napoleon; it marked the beginning of
his downfall.” Antony himself speedily
realized that his reputation could only
be restored by esome brilliant exploit
to counterbalance this initial cheok; but
the inconsistent nature of his policy now
became pronounced and endangered his
position,

v,

Of this fatal inoonsistency Octavianus
took advantage by sending Antony a
detachment of troops for the ostensible
purpose of making good the losses in-
ourred in the Persian war. These troops
he placed under the guidance of his sister
Octavia, Antony's wife. Under the cir-
cumstances Antony would be foreed
to acknowledge which woman was his
legal wife, and the dilemma was the more
embarrassing because at the same time
the demands of Cleopatra became more
urgent. In B. C. 36 Cleopatra had acqui-
esced in an almost clandestine marriage
for the reason that she had not then been

but her intelligence comprehended that
if a second expedition against Persia
should be successful Antony would break
off his alliance with her and become rec-
onciled to Octavia at the expense of
Egypt; he must therefore be forved to
acocept the official position of King of
Egypt and to divorce Octavia. Antony’s
confidence in the success of Cesar's plan
of campaign against the Parthians was
no longer absolute, and the foundadon‘
of a new dynasty in an a

Egyptian empire seemed to him an ex-
ploit which might well compensate for
the conquest of Persia.

In the end Cleopatra had her way.
During the autumn of B. C. 34 Antony
made great territorial concessions to
Egypt, known as the “Donations of Alex-
andria,” and in the spring of B. C. 32 he
sent letters of divorce to Octavia at Rome,
The divorce of Octavia inevitably pfo-
voked war between the two Triumvirs.
In the spring of B. C. 81 their two armies
were encamped upon the shores of the
Bay of Actium and the two fleets nearly
faced one another. The spring and part
of the summer, however, were passed in
an almost complete inactivity, which was
surprising on the part of Antony, who
commanded superior forces and from
whom a vigorous offensive was expected,
At the end of August it was reported that
Antony meant tg withdraw his army to
Egypt without fighting a serious battle;
he would pretend to give battle by sea to
cover his retreat, but he had resolved to
return to Egypt with Cleopatrs. Our
author believes this report to have been
well founded. Repeatod delays, indeed,
had led Octavianus to suspect that An-
tony had no intention of attacking but
wished merely to retreat. Ferrero holds
that Admiral Jurien de la Gravidre and
Herr Kromayer have proved this to have
been really his purpdee. But why should
Antony wish to retire without fighting
when his army and his fleet were more
powerful than those of his rival? The
historian Dion says that the project of
this retreat was inspired by Cleopatra.
But again we are constrained to ask why
Cleopatra, who was with him the preced-
ing year and had then expended her ener-
gles in promoting a war between the
Triumvirs, should have come in the
oourse of 31 B. C. to oppose the continua-
tion of hostilities?

This qugstion is answered by Ferrero
as follows: Cleopatra had insisted upon
the divorce of Octavia in order to com-
promise Antony and make impossible
any repeal of the “Donations of Alex-
andria.” “When this object had been
attained what further interest had she
in the continuation of the war? If An-
tony were distinctly defeated ths down-
fall of the Egyptian empire was inevit-
able. On the other hand, if Antony
were triumphant he would be master
of the Roman world, would have no fur-

ther need of the Egyptian alliance and | Upo

would be obliged to reenter Italy and
establish himself at Rome. Would he
be able to resist the persuasions of his’
Roman friends, over whom Cleopatra’s
influence was small, thé enthusiasm of
the soldiers, the appeals of Italy and the
Senate?”

In a word, while defeat meant Antony's
ruin victory meant the triumph of the
Roman party, and either result was
equally formidable for Cleopatra. -On the
contrary, if she could persuade Antony to
take back his army to Egypt without
fighting Ociavignus would scarcely ven-
ture to attack the royal r in Egypt)
where they could dispose of thirty legions:
Antony could assume the official title
of King of Egypt and found a new dy-
nasty, abandoning Italy and the Euro.
pean provinces to Ooctavianus, to ' the
?:naw. or to any one who cared to take

em.

V.

The realization of Cleopatra's project,
however, encountered one obstacle which
proved insuperable. Antony's Roman
friends required that he' either’ should
be reconciled to Octavignus or should
orush him, Cleopatra’s programme,
which contemplated neither peace nor
war, would be to them disastrous. In
our author's opinion this obstacle ex-
plains the most obsoure points in the
campaign, including the quarrels between
Antony and Cleopatra, whioh must have
been bitter (rom time to time if as Pliny
says Antony sometimes feared that she
would poison him. Ferrero suggests:
“This is in no sort of harmony with the
love story imagined by ancient writars,
but it is entirely consistent with the
struggle of political interests which we
have described.” He goes on to say that
it would be most interesting to know by
what means Cleopatra overcame - the
long hesitation of the Triumvir's Roman
epirit. “The Queen would probably have
proved unsucoessful if Antony had not
been enfesbled by much fatigue, constant
straln and debauchery. Wern out by

Antony, héwever, could not venture to
avow his intentions to the Roman nobles
with his legions and his suite; he feared
the storm of protestation and discussion
which such an announcement would pro-
voke. Cleopatra also dreaded the avowal,
for she foresaw that it would compel her
to sustain a desperate struggle against
the Roman party. Theee feara gave rise
to the acheme of a aham naval nombat to
mask the retreat. Domiinated by Cleo-
patra, Antony seems to have revealed his
purpose to none but his chief lieutenant,
Canidius, who was ordered to explain his
chiel's departure (after the event) to
the army and to lead it back to Egypt.
Then on September 2, 81 B. C., Antony
started to retreat in the height of the sea
battle; with her little red sailed fleet Cleo-
patra carried the Triumvir back to Egypt,
expecting there to become the King of
the country and the successor of the
Ptolemies.

Thiy then is one of the distinguishing
features of this volume, namely, the au-
thor's conclusion that Actium must be
removed from the list of the world's great
naval battles. It was nothing more or
less than a feint, executed to mask one of
the most curious and shortsighted of
political intrigues, What Antony and’
Cleopatra had not foreseen was the en-
suing formidable explosion of national
feeling in the camp of hie soldiers. The
oversight proved their ruin. In the eyes
of his countrymen their General had be-
come a traitor. In irresistible indigna-
tion and fury the legions surrendered to
Octavianus, who became the object of
general admiration and was regarded as
a heaven sent deliverer. In the eyes of
Italy he was thenceforth the glorious
savior of the capital. Some time elapsed,
however, before he himself compre-
hended the opportunity which chance
bad given him, Neither he himself nor
his lieutenant, Agrippa, nor any of his
friends, realized the true importance of
the events that immediately followed
Actium,

I Octavianus and his friends were
thus unable to understand the evenis
in which they had taken part it is obvious
that most contemporaries must have
been still further mystified. In the end
the conquerors turned this universal
ignorance to account, and with the help
of writers who were ready to acocept
false history the Heroic legend of the
battle and its three personages was grad-
ually formed: “Cleopatra, longing to
conquer Rome, to overwhelm Italy with
a flood of Orientals and degrade proud
Senators to the infamous posts of eunuchs;
Antony. intosicated by her caresses and
delirious from her spells, placing his
army and his reputation at the service
of her eriminal ambition; Octavianus,
rising in proud, bold heroism to confront
this formidable ccalition and save Rome
from Oriental servitude.”

As the facts are interpeted in the book
before us the homely truth was very
different. Octavianus had been nothing
more than an inactive spectator of the
first great disaster provoked by the col-
lision between Orientalism and Italian
tradition. He was not even alive to the
real significance of that collision. “When
he returned to Italy, rich with the spoils
of Egypt. he had no suspicion that the
struggle between east and west was to
begin all over again under new forms
throughout ‘the empire, or that it would
fill his household with tragedy and castas-
trophe during the long years of his life
upon the pinnacle of human greatness,
as princepe, president, and as the first
citizen of the great republic to which
he had now returned.”
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In the spring of B. C. 20 Octavianus
came back to Italy, bhaving recovered
all of Rome's eastern provinces, having
beheld the betrayal of Antany by Cleo-
patra, who quickly followed him into
suicide, and having brought about the
downfail of the ancieni kingdom of the
Ptolemies. He seemed once for all to
have united in his person the inheritance
of Alexander and of Rome. Here we
come to the second characteristic feature
of this volume, namely, the author's
conoeption of the aim, nature and effect

Octavianus, to be known presently asc
Augustus; & conception differing funda-
| mentally from that which has been
adopted by most modern expounders
of the epoch. Ferrero holds that un-
limited power was not the ideal of Oc-
tavianus; at the moment when he re-

turned from Egypt he proposed to aban- | promise

don politics. An ancient historian of
high oredibility (Suetonius) asserts the
fact, and our suthor can see no sufficient
reason for disputing it. The statement
has been, he thinks, unduly disregarded,
n the theory that it contradicts the
tradition which represents Octavianus
as the ambitious founder of an absolute
mo . Octavianus himself was well
aware that an infinitely heavy task lay
before the future leader of the republic
—the task of organizing a government
able to secure peace, order and pros-
perity in Italy and throughout the prov-
inces. Whatever after the battle of
Actium may have been the public opinion
of his energy and genius, it would not, in
our author's judgment, have been sur-
prising if Octavianus himsel! had re-
garded Such a task with hesitation or
even with fear. .

“Ootavianus,* says Ferrero, “was an
intellectua! character. A patient worker
and farsighted administrator, his strength
oonsisted rather in the subtlety, lucid-
ity and precision of his mind than in
the greatness of his imagination or the
energy of his ambition.” Though but
85 years of age. he was prematurely old,
sickly, nervous, sated with wealth, glory
and power, while the opportunities now
offered to him required sound health,
tremendous energy and almost unlimited
solf-confidence. Ferrero, therefore, can
see no reason why Octavianus should
not, as Suetonius says, have contemplated
& withdrawal from public life, at any rate
for a time, seeing that the task before
him was difficult in the extreme. “Modern
historidns attempt to simplify the matter
by asserting that the republio was dead,
and that after Actium the empire was
bound to fall under the domination of one
master, who would govern as he pleased.
The immense difficulties of the situation,

however, must have been far to
Octavianus, who had to solve ;Em, than
to his biographers twenty centuried

later.” ‘

The gift to Octavianus of the Dicta-
torship, of the power, authority and even
title of King, would have been but a half

solution of the terrible political problem

empire to be governed, like the Asiatic
mobparchies of Alexander's sucoessors,
by a bureaucracy recruited from every

of the political reforms instituted by | repu

which then confronted Rome. Was the | had

was the urgent question of the
moment, and our author thinks 'that
if Ootavianus did not tremble at his re-
sponsibility he must havebeen a madman,
In the end, he decided for the pecond
alternative, mainly, apparently, beoause
for some time in Italy publio feeling had
been declaring ever more emphatically
in favor of the oki Roman traditions,

It was a movement inspired by racial
and national pride and by admiration for
the majesic past, and it not only tended
to prevent the future government from
choosing officials otitside the pale of the
narrrow Roman citizen oligarchy but
also to confine ali important posts to the
rémnants of the old nobility. The revo-
lution which had been directed to the de-
struction of the aristocracy had been suc-
ceeded in all clasees, especially in the
middle and intellectual classes, by a
rapid change of feeling in favor of the
historical nobility, as the only class capa-
.ble of governing the empire. For more
than a century the Roman aristocracy had
spent ita strength in p| ing the empire
with Generals, officers and diplomatists,
Notwithstanding occasional mistakes and
checks, it had emerged triumphant from
every struggle and bad retained a large
measure of power, in spite of its vicious
corruption and appalling discord.

Ferrero points out that democratic
feeling as it is known to us was almost
inconceivable at Rome. The middle
and lower classes, far from coveting
high political posts, invariably confined
their efforts to securing economic ad
vantages for themselves. They were
entirely convinced that only the noble
\families were capable of conducting
national policy or war, and never even
dreamed that the son of a peasant or
poor citizen could lead an army or govern
& State. Thus we find that in the oivil
wars almost every leader even of the
popular party had hean a noble of the old
stock; and whatever authority Octavi-
anus might exercise in the future reor-
ganization of the Btate, he was bound
to recall the historical aristocracy to
power, to use it in the exercisé of govern-
ment and to conceal his own action
behind its authority.

ViL

At this point 2 new and more serious
difficulty became apparent. The latest
revolution had dealt a crushing blow to
the nobility, Many families had . dis-
appeared, others had been ruined, while
those who survived the disasters of the
last great crisis were utterly despondent.
In short, the aristocracy, the traditional
instrument of government, was eéven
feebler than it had been at the beginning
of the civil war, Yet it seemed to be
more necessary than ever before. Fer-
rero inmists that “notwithstanding the
assertion of modern historians [taly
was by no means ripe for monarchy at
this time; she still needed the old aristoc-
racy, which her fit of madness had nearly
exterminated in B, C. 48 and B. C. 42.
Upon this foundation were based her
military organization and her system
of foreign policy; the destruction of the
nobility implied the collapsa of both.”
Our author also points out with regard
to the subject peoples that the Roman
power had been so long personified in
the Senators that no previnoce would have
submittted meekly to the government
of some Oriental with a ‘sonorous title
and an ostensible commission to 'rpre-
sent the new monarchy of Rome. “If,
then, in the face of these insoluble prob-
lems, Octavianus in a moment of weak-
ness thought of following Sulla’s exam-
ple his intention was neither inoconsistent
with human nature nor derogatory to
himself, so vast was the burden that he

was asked to assume.”
It is certain that on his return from

Egypt he took some notable steps in the
direction of retirement. He forthwith
handed over to the aristocratic party,
for example, the moat ‘coveted object of
the civil war, the imperial treasury. Suc-
cossive renunciations of the kind would
have led him to’ complete resti if
a withdrawal to private life had really
been open to him. As a matter of fact,
bowever, Octavianus was the most im-
portant, the most powerful, the richest,
the most necessary in the
blic. The wish that he should remain
at the head of affairs was widespread and
overwhelming. It is not surprising there-
fore that his friends should have striven
to overcome his hesitation and despondency
throughout the year B. C. 28. Octavianus
yielded evehtually to their entreaties and
their arguments and aoquiesoced il a com-
. He agreed to retain the smallest
amount of authority essential fo secure
the ocontinuance of peace and order. ‘The
ohief menace to the public tranquillity
arose from the division of military com-
mands; Ootavianus therefore consented
to retain the supreme command so that
officers and soldiers could be dependent
on him and responsible to him.

He refused, however, to take the
supreme command by any but . legal
means. He aocoepted a decree from the
Senate conferring upon him the prooon-
sulship of all provinoces where troops must
be maintained for any permanent or tem-
porary reason. Stioch provinoces, for the
moment, were but three, namely, Syria,
Gaul and Spain. The remaining prov-
inces, which were also the wealthiest,
wore to be sdministered by ordinary
republican magistrates, by proconsuls
and propretors, appointed as usual
by the Senate. All ita traditional powers,
moreover, were to be restored to the
Senate, and the Comitia was to resume
the election of magistrates and the rati-
fication of lawe. At the same time some
supreme authority. would be required at
Rome to supervise the city officials and
to rouse or check the activity of the Senate
as might bepsedful. Thisduty Octaviarts
consented to perform and agreed to be-
come an annual candidate for the ocon-
sulship during the ten years of his pro-
consulate. Thus he would be consul and
prooonsul simultaneously, and while re-
siding at Rome as consul he would govern
his three provinoes through legates: if,
on the other hand, he went to the prov-
inces as , he would govern
Italy from a distance as consul.

Ferrero recognizes that this union of
the two magistracies, consulship
and the prooomsulship, which aocord-
ing #o the old Constitution were mu-
tually exclusive, was a revolut
innovation. It was not unprecedented,
however. Pompeius had tried somie-
thing of the kind. In any csase, it wis a
far less revolutionary measure.than the
foundation of a monarchy, for it left the
essentfal of the republic un-
disturbed. “It was in peality a return
to an idea which the conservative party
entertained favorably befcrs the
oivil war; the orestion of & new urique
office entirely republican, known By the
title of prinoeps, a term and idea wholly

terrible anxieties, erhausted by ,vori‘

social class and nationality, at the wﬂll
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The ‘details of this arrangement were
soon settled and the compact embody-
ing them was ratified in a session of the
Senate in January, B. C. 27. At the same

ferred wpon Octavianus as & token of
the gratitude felt by the Benate and the
people; this was a term borrowed from
religion. It was applied in the old ritual
to & ‘temple when duly consecrated; it
now lent both a religious and national
character to the new magistracy of the

trinmphant; the republic had been saved
and as yet, at all events, monarchy was
not to make a triumphal entry into Rome;
& century of change in manners, ideas

transform the esssnce of Italian polit-

emphasis that the modern historians
who persist. in regarding this reform of
B. 0,27 as » fiction intended to hide mo-
narchical substance beneath republican
forme are wholly mistaken, He pro-
nounces :it equally erroneous to regard
the reforms of Augustus as a di vision
of power between the Senate and the
princeps,

It was, on the contrary, a reform in-
tended to revive the unity of the Roman
State which to the great detriment of
Italy had been almost overthrown by
the Triumvirate, It was a reform which
brought the whole empire once more
under senatorial authority though at
the same time placing the Senate itself
under the supervision of a restraining
president and guardian of constitutional
methods. It was meant to reestablish
not so much the form as the essence of
the republic, and to preserve so far as
possible the government of the empire
in the.hands of thedittle Italian oligarchy
under the supervision of the historical
vobility, “Thus the constitutional reform
of B. C. 27 was for the aristocracy a bril-
liant revenge for Philippi, obtained with-
out a struggle by the mere force of cir-
cumstances, and due not to the energy
of the nobles who had survived the revo-
lution but to the glory and merit of their
ancestors.” Our author believes that

and probable to any

opinion which both exaggerates and di-
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time the title of “Augustus” was con-|age

*Thus Cicero's conception was |

* |

and institutions was to be  required to|

ical Jife.” Ferrero goes on (o aver With,

this explanation would seem most simple |
modern historian | the fender;
who could abandon: the preconceived [ comforts—old friends, old books and old

ore
them.
selves by solemn oath from the injuric

‘| suspiocion of being Soots and thesefore

enemies to the realm; and a couple of
erations earlier suspeoted Wchbmm
been under a like necessity.

Not only was the English nationality
forming, but in certain other bearing:
Chauocer's lot was cast in an epoch making
., Then begdn, for instance, Eng
land’s definite claim to the lordship of the
seas: BSluys, her first great maritime
victory, the Trafalgar of the Middie Ages,
was won in the same year in which the
naet is here said to have beea born. Six
years later the English captured Calais,
their first colony, which they were to hold
more than two hundred years. Never
| bafore or since have English armies bees
so upiformly victorious as they wers
duriug the first thirty years of Chaucer's
life; ssldom also have the commerce and
the liberties of the English developed
more rapidly. It is true that the dis.
aslers wilnessed by Chauocer wers Lo iem
phenomenal. The great pestilence of
1349 was more terrible than any other re-
corded in English history; the first pitched
battle between labor and capital, so far
as Eogland is concerned, ocourred in
1881; the first formal deposition of an
English King took place in 1827, to be re.
peated still more solemnly in 1899,

All these events must have affected
the poet almost as deeply as they affected
the State, notwithstanding the persis-
tency with which he generally looked
upon the brighter side. In his verse a
laugh is almost always present, or at
least an easy, good natured smile. Where
his friend Gower sees an England hope-
lessly given over to the devil; where an-
other contemporary, Langland, sees an
impending religious Armageddon, there
Chaucer with irrepressible optimism sees
chiefly a Merry England to which the
borrors of the Hundred Years War and
the Black Death and Tyler's revolt are
but foils. The man seems to have gone
through life in the tranquil comvietion
that this was a pleasant world and his
own land a particularly pleasant spot.
Our author well says that Chaucer “daily
startles us with the eternal freshness of
his youth, With himall springtide is here,
with its green leaves and singing birds.
Aptly we read him stretched at length
in the summer shade, yet almost more
delightfully in winter, with our feet on
for he smacks of all familiar

wine.”

minishes the real significance of the| In this book, which prino.lp.lly is an
political reforms of B. C. 27; “diminishes, | attempt to portray the environment of
because it reduces these reforms to a|the Canterbury Tales—or, in other words,
comedy played by the victor and the | the England of the Iutor half of the lou.r-
Senators in order to delude the Italian |teenth century—there is no systematia
publio; exaggerates, because it regards | endeavor to present a literary disserta-

the reforms as concluding the era of |tion on Chaucer's poetry. Mr. Coulton
beginning of the Roman monarchy.”

had no intention of deceiving his con-
temporaries; much less did he imagine
that even the echoes of his cdnservative
revolution weuld reach our times, He
was gimply attempting to solve the diffi-
culties of the moment by a censtitutional
reform which he considered as likely to
meet a temporary need and as settling
nothing except for the ten years of his
proconsulate; = then, if the situation
changed, his attitude and his plans would
change zlso. He did, in truth, reserve
to himsell ‘the power of resigning bis
species of presidency before the end of
the ten years if he thought his resigna-
tion would not be detrimental to the
republic. - As a matter of factwithin four
years he insisted upon resigning, and the
constitutional system was remodelled.

Even in the most cursory mnotice one
should not entirely pass over still another
distinotive feature of this work, namely the
excursuses in msthetic eriticism, where-
in the author depicts not only the illus-
trious part played in Latin literature by
contemporaries of  Augustus, and espe-
cially Virgil and Horace, but also their
different relations to the national moods,
prepossessions, points of view, aims and
ideals of "their time. These chapters
alone would suffice to place Ferrero’s
parrative on a plane exceptionally high
aside from the %riter's consummate
achievement of presenting a virtually
new reading of a most pregnant and
world moulding e . "

& Ppoch M. W. H.

Chaucer’'s England,

It is an informal historical commentary
on the poet’s writings which is presented
in the book cilled Chaucer and His Eng-
land, by G. G. CourTox (Putnams),
and from 'this point of view it is well
worth reading ‘in oconnection with the
elaborate biographical and critical esti-
mates that recently have ssen the light,
We observe that the author does not
attempt to answer categorically the vexed
question concerning the date of the poet’s
birth, He rather evades it by saying
that Chaucer was “probably” born about
the year 1340 in his father's London dwell-
ing, though he admits in a footnote that
Mr. Walter Rye has collected some evi-
dence to prove that Chaucer was born
at Lynn. As regards the date of the
poet’s death Mr, Coulton accepts October
25, 1400, according to the inscription on
his tomb, the first literary monument in
that part of Westminster Abbey whioch
has sinoe received the name of FRoet's
Corner. . .

Touching the reasons whioh led Chau-
oer to 'gelect the London vernacular the
author of this book may not quite satisfy
tha reader; but that is true of almost
every other writer on the subjeot. It is
doubtlese true that the French language
Jost groumd very rapidly in England
during the latter part of the fourtéenth
century or, in other words, after the
Black Death of 1848-40. In 1362 English
supérseded French as the spoken language
of the 'mw courts and in the following
year the Chancellor opened Parliament
in an English speech. In Parliament,
nevertheless, Frenoh still kept the upper
hand till about fifty years after Chaucer's
death, nor did the statutes cease alto-

 gother to be published in that language

until the reign of Henry VIII. Chaucer's
friend and oontemporary Gower wrote
#as much in French as in English. But
though Frenoch was still the court language
in Chauoer’s time and though we do not
know that Edward III. was capable
of addressing the Commons in their native
tongue, yet Henry IV. in 1309 took care
to olaim the throne before Parliament
in plain English. Even before that date
French seems to have become outside
of court ciroles an exotio, an artificial
dialeot needing hothcuse culture—no
longer “French of Paris,” but “that of
Stratford atte Bowe." Unlike Gower,
Chauger from the very fisst wrote for
the English people in English—that is,
in the mixed Mercian dialect of Anglo-
Baxoh and Norman French which habitu-
ally was spoken in London by the upper
middls classes of a mingled ‘Norman
Teutonio population. It is a truism that
in w0 doing he Inid the foundation of &

national literary language. In Chaucer's

Latin in meaning, and wrongly tnnt-lﬂu. however, national unity was still

Ferrero is convinced that Octavianus |did more

|
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republican government and marking the | does not hesitate to aver, however, what

cannot be disputed, that Chauoer
than any other man to make
that form of the Mercian dialect which
was spoken in London the literary English
tongue—instead of the dialect of Wessex
or the dialect of Northumbria, each of
which had earlier had its hour of literary

indeed

| ascendency. He was the first real master

of style in our language and retained an
unchallenged-supremacy until the Eliza-
bethan age. This supremacy is hero
attributed not only to his natural genius
but also to the happy chances which gave
him an exceptionally wide acquaintance
with contemporary society. “Living in
one of the most brilllant epochs of English
history, he was by turn lover, courtier,
soldier, man of business, student, -Am-
bassador, justice of the peace, member

have been po-o.odbquotb-tmluh
poet except one; and to these natural
;'lrt.onhobornporﬁﬂtp.hmnndmn
painter he added the crowning quality
of perfect diction. When we note with
astonishment the vividness which we feel
in Chancer's charaoters acroes five cen-
turies we must always bear in mind that
his exceptional experiences and powers of
ohsarvation were combined with an equally
extraordinary mastery of expression.

PAY OF FEDERAL JUDGES,

It Compares Unfavorably With the Ssie
aries Given in Great Britain.

At the present time the annual salary
of the Chief Justioce of the Bupreme Court
of the United States is $13,000 and that
of the eight Associate Justioes is $12,500.
The Judges of the United States Circuit
Courts have salaries of $7,000 a year and
the Judges of the United States District
Courts get $6,000 a year.

In an article intended to show that the
salaries of United States Judges are not
adequate a writer in the Independent
com the above figures with the
amounts paid in England to the holders
of corresponding posta.

The Lord Chancellor of Great Britain
has an annual salary of $50,000; the Master
of the Rolls, $30,000; the Justioes of the
King's Bench and the Justices of Pro-
bate and Admiralty, $26,000 each. A
galary of $25,000 a year to each of the
Justices of the United States Supreme
Court, says the writer, would not be in
excess of the fair and just requirements
of the position or beyond the measure
of adequate compensation for services
rendered.

“Thereis a tradition that John Marshall
while Chief Justice was acoustomed in
the early moming to ?ko his markes

basket on his arm an out afoot
to do

for his mhold.
his bas-

in

ues. “The differ-
the whole style and method of
domestio life in our capital city as itexists
now and as it was in the days of Chief
Justice Mars is just as great as the
t method of conduoting the mar-
eting of the household differs from the
gimple way in which the great Chief Jus:

tioe made his household .

“To state the faot plainly, a salary of
$12,500 is insufficient to maintain at Wash-
ington at the present day a house and
uwllxl in a manner com: with
the ty and requirements of oe
judici ition, not to mention the other
expenditures that are required from the
head of a family in the way of educating
children, making provision for the mar-

of daughters and h’in& aside a
sum for the maintenance of dependen!
ones after the death of the family's head

“The salary allowed by Oon'ﬂnas is
entirely insufficient to permit the
usual expenditures for. these purposes.
and as a matter of fact for many years
some of the Jnstices have resorted 0
their private fortunés to supply the de-
ficiency in their ordinary household ex-
penditures and in the maintenance and
education of their children. .

“*Those who have been without privats
fortunes have been compelled to econ.-

is not edifying or
judgment and spirit of fairness ot

rt of our ral rs to ge°

o.t n\‘:t‘)riod Jutlog;oomporl‘l:d ‘00 l'k"
u r salaries loctu n law
echools, coentributing to prios.klb or
delivering miscellaneous addresses L--

fore Chautauqua u.ompﬂ..'

|




