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Introduction*

The documentary evidence we have of Catiline 
has "been written chiefly by Sallust, Cicero and 
Plutarch. The last named mentions him in his lives 
of Caesar and Cicero*

All of these men have failed to give us a 
true portrayal of Catiline's character for they were 
not historians in the true sense* Cicero is striving 
to prove the conspiracy and to save the republic, 
Sallust to write a history but he has not annalyaed 
the causes and Plutarch merely mentions Catiline 
where his life crosses the paths of the two above 
mentioned*
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Cicero, Sallust and Plutarch*
Cicero we know teas noted for his desire to 

win popularity and so did not always avoid exaggera
tions, but rather interpreted circumstances to suit 
his needs. True,this may not be a proof that Cicero 
did not fairly estimate Catiline's character but I 
think he made him worse than he really was. Just one 
side of his character is given and it is difficult to 
see the other side. Most of the information is found 
in the four orations against Catiline. Now, in these 
he was trying to prove his guilt as a plotter against 
the government,so naturally he would not use anything 
that would not make him seem Xess criminal*

Why did he not cause his death sooner if he 
was so dangerous? Indeed, he says that he wished not 
only Catiline to leave the city but also his follow
ers, however the real reason was twofold: first, 
because he had no positive proof which he could pro
duce and secondly, because he feared that without it 
the people would sympathize with Catiline.

He makes Catiline a viIlian from the start 
but was he? There is no doubt that he was wicked
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and I can find no proof of his innocence of life 
either as an individual or as a politician but that 
he was always prone to plotting against the republic, 
that all his acts were thus directed, that is not so 
certain. Cicero was indeed striving to save his 
country but in doing so he employed the information 
he received so as to frighten the people at large,the 
senate and Catiline himself though the last named wan 
not easily frightened. He did this by getting powers 
from the senate to fortify the city and guard himself 
so that all thought the danger was imminent.

In fact Catiline's attitude was due to this, 
that he knew that Cicero had no real evidence against 
him but that Cicero had great powers of persuasion is 
shown by the effect of his speech in regard to the 
fate to be meeted out to the conspirators for in this 
instance the Roman law was not followed though the 
circumstances seem to have demanded this treatment. 
This would cause Cicero to be believed even if he had 
no evidence.

Sallust on the other hand was a historian and 
as such should have given the facts as they were. He 
lived at the time of the conspiracy and hence had 
ample opportunity to ascertain the truth of all facts.
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He tells us himself that he will tell the facts of 
this conspiracy as clearly as possible but when ever 
a knotty question appears he leaves it unsolved and 
open for discussion. Even the question of Catiline’s 
position in the first conspiracy is not certain, there 
being some doubt as to whether he was in any way con— 
nected with it. It is even put forth by some that 
since Catiline had been mentioned in connection with 
so many minor misdemeanors he was made the scapegoat 
for the misdeeds of others. Of course, this would 
prove, if true, that long before the conspiracy 
Catiline’s reputation was not of the best.

Yet Sallust is not striving to prove Catiline 
guilty of any crime so he states facts as he saw them, 
though there does seem to be some restraint which 
kept him form mentioning all that he knew. He wrote 
the history of the conspiracy as stated in the first 
part of his history, because of the novelty of the 
crime and the danger to which the state was exposed, 
but there are some who assert that he had another pur
pose in mind, namely to clear Caesar and Antony of 
certain charges that were being made against them.
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The fact that Sallust deals at length with the char
acter of Caesar at the end of the history seems to 
give force to this assertion hut there does not seem 
to he musk material which would help to turn the 
charges from Antony for he mentions that he did not 
take part in the battle of Pistoria which would in
dicate that he was not free from the alliance,for if 
he had been thoroughly separated from it he would have 
fought to show it*

Sallust probably had the intention of writing 
fully about the conspiracy but he digresses so often 
by giving lengthy articles on the conditions of 
society that when he finishes we understand clearly 
how the conspiracy was possible but are not at all cer
tain of the motives which impelled those who took part 
in it, especially Catiline. He gives us hints occa
sionally which lead us to believe that he personally 
did not believe Catiline as bad as others made him, 
but he seems to be deterred from giving his true opin
ion. It may be, however, that if he had told the 
whole state of affairs in each case, he would have had 
to involve the names of men who were respected at that
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"time in Rome. This indeed, seems "to be the true reason 
for it could not have been that he was doing it in 
defference to Cicero for in reading his history, for 
he never speaks in praise of him but rather passes 
sarcastic remarks when he speaks of him.

This lack of detail in Sallust is rather dis
appointing at times. For example, after quoting the 
letter which Catiline wrote to Catullus, he says noth
ing as regards the authenticity of the letter or the 
truth of the statements contained therein. If what 
Catiline wrote in this letter were his true feelings, 
then indeed what has been narrated of him would have 
to be considered from a new point of view for here 
Catiline poses as a patriot who is doing his best to 
better the conditions of his country. Of course, 
this would not change the state of affairs, but it 
would put Catiline in a postion of respectibility 
rather than criminality.

Plutarch gives us very little information 
that is not already foudn in Sallust or Cicero and 
that little seems to be an exaggeration, particularly 
as it is on a point which is most likely to have been
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a source for hlackning the character of Catiline and. 
which would, hawe heen of use to the friends of Cicero, 
when the latter lost his popularity after the death of 
the conspirators.
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Catiline, the man*
Catiline is described, by Sallust as follows 

color ei exsangis, foedi oculi, citus modo,modo 
tardus incessua; propsus in facie voltuque vecordia 
inerat” a good picture of a man harassed by a guilty 
conscience who knows not which way to turn to relieve 
his anxious mind*

He had a character which had great possibilities 
but as he had been in had company from his earliest 
childhood he followed low and disgraceful paths which 
led him to the course of later years* Ho mention is 
made of his parents save that he was of noble birth 
and this leads us to suppose that he was very young 
when left to his own resources*

He had great powers of endurance in the physical 
life for both Sallust and Cicero speak of his ability 
of suffering hunger, cold, and watchings. Cicero shows 
by his word "praeclaram” that these characteristics 
were well known to the people in general and adds that 
he could bear with a lack of all things* Sallust in 
speaking of his “vigiliae“ does not stress his evil in
tentions but Cicero seems to imply that Catiline

1. Sal. Cat. 15



watched late at night merely to plot against the life
and property of the loyal citizens, that is. in other
words to plot against the republic and the virtue of 
its citizens*

He loved wars for he had lived in the camp of 
Sulla when but a mere youth and thus was trained in a 

jf rapine, wariare, robbery, and slaughter. His 
love of blood is mentioned by both Cicero and Sallust. 
In Sallust we read that he delighted in •..i.intestina
bella, caedes and rapinae,» the latter that he "___
exulta impio latronicio" and "....concupit non modo 
otium eed ne bellum nisi nefarium" but Cicero never 
Elves him credit for being a soldier but always leads 
us to infer that Catiline fought only because of hie 
delight in killing with no other purpose in mind. He 
had learned to endure all the privations mentioned 
before because of the service in this army and though 
the individuals of this army were not models of virtue 
I do not think that Catiline then led an immoral and
indecent life. Then too, were all the wars in which 
Catiline took part "nefarium?" Ko, in fact, his in
tentions in the civil war were not even such according

1* Sal* Cat* 58
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to tiie speech which he delivered to his soldiers "be
fore the "battle of Pistoria in which he says ». .1. 
nos pro patris, pro libertate, pro vita certamus."
As regards "vita” we know that Catiline was speaking 
the truth for there was no safety in flight but as 
regards the first two we must take it for what it is 
worth* Ii we consider Catiline as merely rousing his 
soldiers to action we may say that he did not utter 
his own sentiments but why not give him credit for 
really intending to better the conditions of the lower 
classes* In truth they.would not have remained in 
power, as Sallust most emphatically declares that one
who was stronger would have gained control soon.

K\ that in this place he had reference to 
Caesar or Crassus.

Catiline was ".*»»audax subdolus» varius," and 
capable as a "..*.simulator" and "dissimulatorM.
These characteristics are not mentioned in so many 
words by Cicero but he brings them forth in telling 
us the deeds of Catiline. The words "audacia","ausus," 
etc. appear frequently in the orations. He speaks in 
one place of his "effrenata audacia" and is amazed at

1. Sal. Cat. 58
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his boldness in coming to the senate the day after 
he has formed all sorts of plots against the state. 
Again it is mentioned in the passage in which Catiline 
ie accused of coming to Cicero to ask for custody so 
that he may avoid the suspicions under which he finds 
himself after Cicero had told the senate of his fears 
in regard to Catiline. This last also shows his powers 
of dissimulation. To think that he would be able to 
pretend innocence after all his plans had been made l 
However Catiline was not foolishly bold, for he knew 
that Cicero had no proof for his villiany which he 
could give to the senate.

Here the question arises, how did Cicero get 
his information? In his orations he never mentions 
his informants but we know from Sallust that his most 
reliable information was gained from lulvia and Curius. 
This Curius was of noble extraction but as so many 
others, led an immoral life and had squandered his 
money. He had been very lavish toward i'ulvia but for 
a time could not continue his favors because of lack 
of funds. When he heard, however, of the promises of 
Catiline he began to promise to soon continue his
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favors so that Pulvia became suspicious* It seems 
that Curius was generally noted for not being able to 
keep a secret, either in regard to his own affairs or 
those of others, so it is not at all surprising that 
Pulvia soon knew of the plans of the conspirators and 
furthermore, that she pelt herself in touch with their 
movements * Sallust mentions that she began to spread 
this news among the crowd and this is considered the 
cause for the change in the attitude of the aristocracy 
toward Cicero, for before this time they and the knights 
had been divided but now their union secured the neces
sary votes for Cicero. However, this information was 
not sufficient for Cicero to convict Catiline.

As regards the immorality of Catiline, Sallust 
says that he had many shameful intrigues with a maiden 
of noble rank, with a priestess of Vesta and other af
fairs equally unlawful and impious* He also mentions 
his marriage with Orestilla. This woman is mentioned 
as a person who had no qualities to endear her to others 
except her beauty of form and her tact in conversation* 
Since she did not wish to marry Catiline because of his 
son, he xilled the latter* This is mentioned by Cicero 
as another unbelievable crime and he also seems t o imply
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that he killed his first wife for he says "nuper cum 
morte superioris uxoris novis nuptiis domum vacue- 
fecisaes." This lack of humanity in regard to the 
lives of those who should have heen most dear to him 
is shown in yet another instance though neither Sallust 
nor Cicero mention it» He is said to have attached 
the name of his brother to the proscription list al
though he himself had killed him some time before.
This was done in order that he would not receive the 
punishment which was his due. These instances also 
show clearly that Catiline would omit nothing that 
would aid him in gaining his end.

Catiline was very successful in gaining in
fluence over the young. He was a good reader of char
acter, for he studied the passions of those whom he 
wished as companions and then approached them with 
promises which he knew would draw them to himself.
This same ability is mentioned by Cicero in the 
following passage "..i.aliis fructum lubidinum, aliis 
mortem parentum non modo impellendo, verum etiam ad- 
iuvando pollicebatur.M We note from this passage that 
Catiline did not merely incite them to deeds of violence

1. Cic. II-4
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but even aided in these acts. He realized, as Sallust 
relates, that he could not expect to cause men who were 
not accustomed to deeds of violence immediately to com
mit the worst crimes. At first he gradually taught 
them to think little of honor, fortune, and dangers, 
later he called for crimes for which they were then 
prepared. Cicero expressed this quality as follows; 
"-.I.Omnia norat, omnium aditus tenebat, appellare, 
temptare, sollicitare poterat, audebat.” Again we read 
”..£.cui tu adulescentulo quern corruptelarum inlece- 
bris inretisses, non aut ad audaciam ferrum aut ad lu- 
bidinem facem praetulisti." Or as Sallust expresses it 
"*.?.Sed maxume adulescentium familiaritates adpetebat; 
eorum animi molles etiam et fluxi dolis baud difficulter 
capiebantur. ham ut euiusque studium ex aetate flagra- 
bat, aliis scorta praebere, aliis canes, atque equos 
mercari, postremo neque sumptui neque modestiae suae 
parcere, dum illos obnoxios fidosque sibi faceret*"
All of these passages show that the influence which 
Catiline exerted was toward evil, and since we have no 
evidence that he used it for a good cause we must ac
cept this method of attracting his followers. He must

1* Cicero III- 7  

Cic. 1—6
3. Sal. Cat. 14



however have employed other means for those men who 
were older and not so easily led in these directions 
for we know that his followers were not all youths.

Another passage which mentions his influence 
on boys is the following from Cicero ”..l.Hi pueri tarn 
lepidi ac delicati non solum amare et amari neque sal- 
tare et cantare, sed etiam sicas vibrare et spargere 
venena didicerunt. Qui nisi exeunt nisi pereunt, 
etiamsi Catilina perierit, scitote hoc in re publica 
siminarium Catilinarum futurum." This passage dwells 
much more on the evil habits to which Catiline trained 
his followers and the very fact that Cicero calls them 
"Catilines" that is/they were as plants grown from the 
seed of the parent stalk, shows the extent of the hat
red which Cicero bore them but this passage also bids 
us remember Sallust’s remark that Catiline was reported 
to have men of loose morals about arid that they were 
prone to give little thought to chastity. He adds to 
this that it was reported for other reasons and that 
there was little evidence of its truth. Therefore 
these passages of Cicero’s in which he so lowers the 
character of Catiline and his associates do not ring

1* Cic. H-10
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true» X do not think that they would have been able to 
endure the hardships which they underwent in the battle 
of Pistoria for their courage and powers of resistence 
would have been lessened*

These natural tendencies of Catiline nourisned 
and fostered by his evil practices were most fully ex
posed in his attempts to gain power in the Roman state. 
¥e may be justified in saying that at first Catiline was 
not conspiring against the government but was doing what 
any popular leader would do, trying “to get as large a 
following as possible. Had he been a villian, it does 
not seem that he would have been able to gain the offices 
which he had held for he had obtained the praetership in 
68 B. C. without difficulty and went as propraeter to 
africa without having remarks passed about his prev
ious career. The gaining of this last office parti
cularly shows that he must have given no dissatisfaction 
in the former office.

But on his return from Africa he was accused of 
extortion and because of this was debarred from running 
i01 the consulship in 64 B* C. It seems very probable 
that there was some dishonest work done, so that he 
would not have the opportunity of running for office,
Dio Cassius says '’Chiefly at the instigation of Cicero 
a decree was passed by the senate adding a ten years
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"banishment for those convicted of "bribery. This law 
was passed chiefly against Catiline so he collected a 
band to kill Cicero and some of the other foremost men 
on the day of election.” There is nothing here to 
vouch for the truth of this statement but if true, 
Cicero had kept Catiline from the office by unfair 
means and he being a noble though a somewhat degraded 
one, naturally felt the disgrace. Such a complaint 
made to the common people would also gain followers 
for him as even then they were not satisfied with the 
government of the few.



Catiline the Politician.
The first instance of publicity for Catiline 

was his part in the first Conspiracy. About this time 
a plot was formed by Publius Paetus and Publius Corne
lius Sulla who had been accused of bribery immediately 
after their election, convicted and desposed. They 
with Piso, a dissolute noble, formed a conspiracy to 
kill the rival candidates, Cotta and Torquatus, who 
had been elected in their stead on the very day on 
which they were to take the oath. Sallust says that 
Catiline was one of these but though tradition has 
given Catiline this part there is some reason to be
lieve that he was accused of crimes of which he was 
not guilty. It seems that the name given to the con
spiracy is in itself not correct for it was not Cati
line who formed it and besides he would not have been 
benefited by it.

Cicero ways that during the consulship of 
Lepidus and Tullus on the Kalends of January Catiline 
was standing in the comitio with a weapon to kill the 
consul^ and the leaders of the state and that M.J.. 
scelere ac furori tuo non mentem aliquam sed timorem 
tuum sed fortunam populi Romani obstitisse."

1 Cic. 1-6.
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Sallust, gives us a little more detail saying that the 
plot was discovered and therefore post poned to Feb
ruary 5* Sa&lust and Cicero do not agree as to the 
first mentioned date for the latter says that the at
tempt was to be made on the day before the Kalends of 
January. On February 5 Catiline gave the signal before 
a sufficient number of his followers had arrived and 
hence the attempt failed. Another version is that 
Crassus who was to give a hint to Caesar was absent 
and hence Caesar did not give the signal. Cicero as 
mentioned above has attributed this to the good fortune 
of tiie republic. Neither of these however give us 
any proof that this was a conspiracy of Catiline. 
Schuckburg says, "extreme license of abuse indulged in 
by political adversaries at Rome must make us cautious 
of stories in regard to Catiline.“ Indeed iff one were 
to believe all the passages of Cicero Catiline would 
have been a very busy man, for he is there accused of 
having a hand in all the crimes that took place during 
the past few years. It was most natural, however to 
call this his first conspiracy as the second was a 
direct outcome of the first. Besides Catiline was a
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character very prone to deeds of this nature and the 
very fact that his name was included shows that even 
at this time his reputation was not good.

Shortly after this attempt Piso was sent to 
Spain. There was no investigation made which would 
indicate that Piso was not deeply implicated in the 
plot or as Sallust asserts had a friend in Crassus 
sho aided him. Crassus according to this version 
sent him there because he feared Pompey and wanted 
some one in Spain to keep him from gaining control 
there. Then also the senate approved this step be
cause they thought it better to have Piso at a dis
tance. At this point also Sallust mentions that Piso 
was killed supposedly at the instigation of Pompey.
It must have been some time later as he is mentioned 
by Catiline as one of the conspirators in the plans 
made during the time that Cicero was ex-consul.

The true conspiracy of Catiline took place 
during the consulship of Lucius Caesar and Gaius 
Pigulus in 64 B.C. Catiline called together his 
followers to speak to them in regard to the plans for 
txie conspiracy. This date 64 B.C. seems to be incor—
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rect,for Sallust has most probably made a mistake in 
this case. It does not seem probable that Catiline 
who knew human nature so well and especially the char
acter of his followers, would unfold his plans at so 
early a date. His men undoubtly would have lost en
thusiasm in the course of a year.

It is known that at this time the patricians 
were not at all on good terms with the knightB but 
when they heard that Catiline was forming a conspiracy 
they united with the party thus causing him to be el
ected. Sallust hints at this state of affairs, as 
mentioned before, when he has given us the source of 
Cicero’s information saying that Fulvis scattered the 
facts which she had learned from Curius in the crowd 
and that this soon reached the ears of Cicero. The 
apprehensions of the nobles were aroused, whereupon 
they cast aside their pride, deciding to vote for 
Cicero though he was a "'novus homo*.

Cicero after his election tried to cause the 
senate to pass a law which would give him powers to 
act against Catiline but failed to persuade them that 
his information was reliable.
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As mentioned above Catiline called a meeting. 
He had already found out the sort of men he had to 
deal with so that he would be able to formulate his 
promises and deeds to suit the need of his followers. 
This meeting is not mentioned by Cicero but as this 
is but the remote preparation he no doubt did not need 
to mention it in giving his information to the senate 
and the people when the conspiracy reached its height. 
Sallust here gives us a list of the followers of Cati
line. Most of these names are written in the Orations 
of Cicero^but Cicero mentions a few not here noted, 
among these is Tongilius, mentioned as a friend whom 
Catiline had learned to love in boyhood, Publius and 
Minucius who had contracted great debts, nothing 
more isknown of either than this small bit of infor
mation.

Who were the followers of Catiline? Both 
Cicero and Sallust number among them criminals, such 
as murderers, robbers, perjurers cheats, etc; debtors, 
those who had squandered their patrimoney either 
through debauchery, gambling or extravagance; the im
moral, that is those who had led youths into these 
paths of wrong or who themselves were in the state of 
disgrace.
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Some men who were guiltless happened to come 
into the friendship of Catiline. This is very well ex
pressed by the Latin word *incideratw which is used 
by Sallust in speaking of this group. These were 
soon as bad as the rest for as before mentioned Cati* 
line had great influence over those with whom he 
came in contact if he desired to annex them to his 
party. Cicero acids that they were effeminate men 
who used oils, perfumes and dressed in purple. How
ever, in this point Cicero has not been just for the 
courage of these men was tested and not found wanting 
in the battle of Pistoria, their last battle in which 
all of them died facing the enemy that not one had 
been wounded in the back which proves that they were 
not in the least cowards. Cicero had said that they 
could be frightened by the mere presentation of the 
praeters edict but such was not the outcome.

Both Sallust and Cicero agree in respect to 
the debtors many of these men had gained much wealth 
during the devastations of Sulla but had spent it as 
quickly as they had gained it. Others were those of 
the nobles who had become debtors by rictous living.



Among these were Lentulus, Cethegus , Publius Sulla, 
Laeca and Sempronia, one of the women of high station 
hut disgraceful in morals who aided Catiline with 
money and places of meeting.

Were Caesar and Crassus inplicated in this 
conspiracy? Perhaps, hut there is no sure proof of it* 
It is true that Caesar had great debts and that Crassus 
hated Pompey and would therefore he pleased to have 
someone else as the one loved hy the people,hut he 
surely could not expect to gain anything through the 
conspiracy. He would undoubtedly lose all and gain 
nothing. Caesar no dou||t was in favor of this move
ment hut he was too prudent to place his increasing 
popularity in so precarious a position. He might have 
openly sided with them had they been successful^but 
he was farseeing enough to perceive that the time was 
not ready for this movement then. True;he spoke in 
favor of a slighter penalty in favor of the conspira
tors and advised against having them killed as we 
read in both Sallust and Cicer. Cicero does not men
tion the speech hut discusses it when he gives his 
own opinion, Sallust on the other hand gives his
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speech but not in the exact words of Caesar, though 
there is no doubt that the thought is given. This 
does not show that he was a member of the conspiracy 
or even connected with it but he saw that the punish
ment of these men would not be considered just after 
the people had time to think the matter over.

Then, too, when Crassus was accused of having 
taken part in the conspiracy, no one believed the in
formant or at least did not see fit to do so openly. 
Sallust says that those who did not believe were under 
obligation because of business relations. In Cicero 
we read nothing of this though he does say when speak
ing of the conspiracy that there are some who either 
so not see that a conspiracy has been formed or who 
do not wish to sea it and these by doing so are foster
ing the conspiracy by not opposing it. This shows 
tnen that there were some of a better class who were 
not against the principles which Catiline advocated 
and hence his plans at that time must not have been 
as serious as Cicero wishes us to believe. One reason 
for not fostering the belief of Crassusus's complicity 
openly was that these men thought that the city was



already in such a turmoil and this would cause a much 
greater disturbance,hence they passed it over in 
silence.

Ferrero in his history of the Greatness and 
Decline of Rome seems to think that Catiline did at
tempt an agreement with Caesar and Crassus hut that 
he did not succeed. This seems very probable as Caesar 
had many ideas which in a measure were like those of 
Catiline. Re too was a popular leader but he was not 
so violent in his measures nor so impatient so he 
gained for himself the popular support and waited till 
the time for action presented itself. In his case 
then no bloodshed occured.

Anotner of Catiline's followers for a time was 
Antony, the colleague of Cicero, and a weak character 
led by others. He was a member of the conspiracy be
fore his election as consul and even during his consul
ship ior Sallust says that Catiline became a candidate 
for the consulship for 62 B. C. hoping to gain aid for 
his plans from him. When Catiline ran for consulship 
for 63 B. C. he expressly told his followers that he 
intended to gain the consulship with Antony who favor-

128333
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ed the conspiracy. However, Cicero informs us that he 
gave up the richer province which he had drawn hy lot 
"because he wished to serve his country. We find this 
information in his fourth oration in which he asks 
merely to "be remembered for his service among which 
he mentions "l....pro provincia quam neglexi, pro 
triumpho ceterisque laudis insignibus, quae sunt a me 
propter urbis vestraeque salutis custodiara repudiata 
etc* Sallust gives a more detailed account when he 

-writes *2....ad hoc conlegam suum Antonium pactione 
provinciae perpulerat, ne contra rem publicara sentiret;" 
Yet there is no assurance as to which side favored 
at the last but that his attitude aided Cicero is not 
the least bit doubtful. He had been sent with and 
army against Catiline, which Dio says was done be
cause Cicero was ignorant of his part in the conspiracy, 
but when the battle takes place he has the gout 
*aeger pedibus* according to Sallust so he sends 
Petreius in his place. Dio Cassius says that he fiegn- 
ed illness implying that he did not wish to meet Cati
line whose associate he had been. Though this may 
not be true yet it would be very natural for the weak

I. Cic. IV-11
2 Sal. Cat. 26
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Ant ony to act in this way especially now that he was 
under the influence of Cicero and feared that Catiline 
might in some way influence him for we know that 
Catiline fought with him in preference to Metellus be
cause he still thought that Antony would aid him. In 
Plutarch we read that Antony responded to Cicero like 
a hired player.

Apart from these whose part in the conspiracy 
has not been fully discovered or proven there were 
six classes which Cicero enumerates, first those who 
were in great debt but who owned much land. To show 
the people how inconstant these men would be Cicero 
points out that this class had nothing to gain from 
tha conspiracy and much to lose as they would lose 
all their land.

Second those who were in such great debt 
that Sulla himself would have to be called from the 
dead in order to make them solvent. These then do 
not hope to become solvent but to gain control of 
some office but again it is pointed out to the peo
ple that in this case a lower class sould gain con
trol by brute force. This last statement shows that



both Cicero and Sallust realized that such would be 
the the case for Sallust also mentions the fact that 
Cateline would not have long held the power if his 
conspiracy had been successful for soon some other 
would have wrested it from him.

These tv/o classes are listed by Sallust in 
one group that is those who have immense debts. Sal
lust says of the second class that all those who axe 
not in power preferred to see the state overthrown 
rather than be out of power themselves.

The third class were Sulla’s veterans whom 
Manlius, wno was one of them, had collected.

The fourth class the bankrupts were those whom 
Cicero considers as weak characters, who had succeeded 
in evading the laws and who would do the same in the 
conspiracy. These would come under the group which 
Sallust mentions as all who were in danger of disgrace, 
poverty, etc. were the associates of Catiline.

The fifth class were the criminals, paracides, 
murderers, etc. and finally the boon companions of 
Catiline. These wereprobably those whom Catiline had 
as youths trained to the excesses of crime. These



too were the ones whom Cicero referres to when he 
says that Catiline was implicated in every crime per
petrated the last few years for Sallust says *l....Ex 
illis testis signatoresque falsos commodare; * of these 
he says too that if no opportunities presented them
selves for keeping them in practice of crime Catiline 
sought opportunities for them. This is very likely 
one of the many exaggerations of the evil practices 
of Catiline and his associates.

Besides these Sallust mentions that the hulk 
of the common people were in favor of the designs of 
Catiline because they desired a change. This was the 
true state of affairs for Cicero did not find it dif
ficult to turn the channel of their thoughts against 
the conspirators but a short time later by merely 
giving them a persuasive talk on the crimes of Cati
line.

Thus most of the followers had some end in 
view shich according to Cicero would not be fulfilled 
in the event of success but after all it was merely 
a test as to who would have the greater influence 
over these Cicero or Catiline. The majority of these

1. Sal. Cat. 16
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wer e not aware of the real tendency of the conspiracy 
and when thay actually found out from Cicero many of 
them left the ranks but they had remained with him till 
they saw that the plan must fail and only then did 
some of the weaker desist. Sallust complains that the 
state of society is very low to find that though a re
ward was promised yet none of them revealed that there 
was a conspiracy. Yet this also points out the inflw- 
ence which Catiline must have had over his men.

Amony the leaders of this conspiracy were ac
cording to Sallust those of Senatorial rank Lentulus, 
Autronius, Cassius, Longinus, Cathegus, Publius and 
Servius Sulla, Vargunteius, Annius, Laeca, Bestia and 
Curius; of the equestrian order, PulviuB, Statiliua, 
Gabinius and G. Cornelius.

These men we find mentioned by Cicero in the 
course of his orations especially the third in which 
mention is made of the arrest and punishment of the 
chief followers of Catiline. The three who were 
characterized by Cicero in a specidl manner are 
Lentulus, Cassius, s.nd Cethegus, Lentulus as sleepy 
»Somnus* Cassius as fat *adeps* and Cethegus ad rash



*furiusuB.* Because of these characteristics Cicero 
thought that these men would not "be dangerous now 
that Catiline had left the city. Sallust does not men
tion any particular characteristic of any man hut he 
mentions that Cathegus was annoyed by the slowness of 
his comrades and constantly urged them to act, which 
proves that Cicero was correct in his estimate of him.

Catiline strove to arouse the spirits of these 
men to gain their heik.p in the coming election. He 
did this by delivering a short but spirited oration 
in which he clearly brought before their minds the 
advantages to be gained if he and Antonius were made 
consuls, it was clear to Catiline also that Antonius 
would prove a wonderful tool for him and that he 
would succeed in accomplishing all that he desired as 
Antony was too weak to resist the stronger will. So 
it would have been as we know that Cicero was the 
Hconsul* and Antony a mere figure head.

At the close of this meeting it was reported 
that Catiline pledged his associates by having them 
partake of wine mixed with human blood. Dio Cassius 
says that they sacrificed a boy and after administer
ing the oath over the vitals ate these in company
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with tile others; Plutarch, that it was a young man. 
Sallust does not give any decision as regards the truth 
of his assertion.. The two latter are most likely ex
aggerations. That Catiline was inhuman is shown clear
ly by other passages for both Cicero and Sallust com
pare him to an animal. In Sallust we read "Catiline 
with his army is at our throats," and in Cicero "1... 
et retorquet oculos profecto saepe ad hanc urbem e 
suis faucibus ereptem esse luget:* It seems very 
probable that the story of this sacrifice has been 
invented by the opposing party and that such a rite 
was never performed. Since Cicero was so careful 
not to omit any of Catiline’s crimes, it seems to me 
that if there had been any foundation to this it 
would have been used by Cicero tp enhance the wicked
ness of the leader of the plot. Besides no two of 
the authors agree as to just what the rite was, 
another proof of a mere hint as to some sort of an 
oath let fall by Curius and magnified by the others.

Though Catiline was not elected, yet he per
sisted in his frenzy and now really began his plans 
against the republic. Sallust gives as his reason
1. Cic. II-l



for this action that Catiline had. such a guilty con
science on account of the recent crime he had commit
ted in killing his son that in order to deaden thid 
he was committing a still greater one. This may well 
he a reason especially if we are to believe Cicero’s 
statement that this was an added crime, meaning by 
this that he had not only killed hiB son but also his 
first wife, '*l....nuper com rnorte superioris uxoris 
novis nuptiis donum vacuefecisses’* but it Beems more 
probable that Catiline was persisting in his attempts 
because of his wounded pride.

He now collected arms, gained possession of 
the strongholds and in many ways tried to get all 
things ready for violence if necessary. Cicero men
tions a attempt on Catiline’s part to gain control of 
Praeneste which proved unsuccessful on account of 
Cicero’s watchfulness.In the Encyclopedia Britannica 
we read that Praeneste had been forewarned by some 
officials who had entered in with the conspirators. 
This attempt is not mentioned by Sallust. Although he 
was making all these preperations, yet he became a 
candidate for the following year. He plotted much

1. P. 87, 1-6



against the life of Cicero at this time hut on ac
count of Pulvia and Curius all these came to naught. 

However, again Catiline was defeated so now 
he sent Manlius to Faesulae and to the part of 
Eutrutia hordering on thiB, Septimius to the Picene 
district and Gaius Julius to Apulia. During all 
this time he was husy again laying plots against the 
consul* Cicero repeatedly mentions these as attempts 
as for example in his first oration •l.,., hie est in 
nostro numero......qui de nostro onmium interitu....*
cogitent,,t or again tt2....ad mortem te Catiline duci
iusau consulis iam pridem oportehat, in te eo&ferri 
peBtem quam tu in nos machinaris.* How often does 
not Vicero mention that his life had been sought hy 
Catiline hut that he had saved himseld hy making use 
of his friends, hut had at times very narrowly es
caped as he expresses it w3....parva quadam decli-
natione et, ut aiunt, corpore effugi.*

When Catiline saw that all his efforts were 
useless he called a second meeting at the house of 
Laeca. This was the meeting mentioned hy Cicero, 
Sallust gives a full account of this meeting mention-

1. Cic. 1-4
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ing, that Catiline’s reason for Sailing it was he was 
annoyed because his men were not more active. Only one 
obstacle now hindered Catiline according to his own 
statement namely that Cicero lived.

Sallust *1....Igitur perterritis ac dubutanti- 
bus ceteris C. Cornelius eques Romanus operam suam 
pollicitus et cum eo L. Vargunteius senator consti- 
tuere ea nocte paulo post cum armatis hominibus sicuti 
salutatum introire ad Ciceronem ac de improviso domi 
suae imparatum confodere."

Cicero's version is as follows: *2....Fuisti 
igitur apud Laecum ilia nocte, Catilina, distribuistfc 
partes Italiae, statuisti, quo quemque proficisci 
placeret, deligisti, quos Romae relinqueres, quos te- 
cum educeres, disdripsisti urbis partes ad incendia, 
confirmasti te ipsum iam esse exiturum, dixisti palum 
tibi esse etiam nunc morae, quod ego viverem. Reperti 
sunt duo equites Romani, qui te ista cura liberent et 
esse ilia ipsa nocte paulo ante lucem me in meo lec- 
tulo interfecturos pollicerentur.*

In the essentials the narratives do not differ 
thougji we find a few monor differences. In Sallust we

1. Sal. Cat. 23
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read that a knight C. Cornelius and a senator L. Var- 
guntius volunteered while Cicero says that they were 
"duo equites". This is solved "by one author by saying 
that Vargunteius had been a senator and had lost his 
place.

These is also some question as to the time they 
came that is whether it was the same night as the meet
ing or the next night. Sallust says "ea nocte" and 
Cicero "ilia nocte". Both seem to point to the night 
of the meeting. Cicero goes on to say that they came 
whose coming he had foretold to many nobles. This 
last statement gives us the impression that some time 
elapsed ere they came for it seems scarcely possible 
that Cicero after getting word of the plot through 
Fulvia could have procured not only the extra guard 
but also have informed his friends. However Cicero 
says that they came Hid temporis" which according to 
his previous statement means "ilia ipsa nocte* for he 
has given us nothing to infer that he mentioned any 
other time to his friends. It seems much more likely 
considering Cateline's character and that of his as
sociates that it occurred on that night and that
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Cicero somewhat exaggerates matters. He informs some 
of his friends no doubt but the ’’multis” seems an ex
aggeration. The plan was to take place after the meet
ing and neither Cicero nor Sallust say that id did.
Both of them state the fact as it was given in the 
meeting and neither of them tell us that they actually 
came that night. Plutarch says that they were Marcius 
and Cethegus hut he probably confused this with the 
plans of the conspirators made after the departure of 
Catiline, for later they made another attempt to kill 
Cicero. In Sallust we read that during the confusion 
ensuing from the fires which were enkindle* by the 
ether conspirators Cethegus was to go to Cicero’s 
house and kill him. But not Cicero alone was to be 
killed but many nolbes were to kill their fathers at 
this same time.

The same event shows Catiline’s estimate of 
Cicero and Cicero's desire to show the baseness of 

" Cateline. Cateline knows that Cicero is watching him 
carefully and that if he keeps on the will eventually 
discover the full extent of his plot. Cicero is mak-

. I



ing use of the event is not in any way convincing 
Catiline of a plot against the government for this 
could he merely a private quarrel. Cicero too knows 
that as yet he has no proof of Catiline’s villiany 
hut that each crime or attempted crime of his will aid 
in causing thepeople and the senate to see that he was 
not a true and loyal citizen of Rome and incidentally 
Cicero was procuring praise for himself and paving the 
way for the downfall of the conspirators.

About this time Catiline was accused of violence 
and breaches of peace. As at that time citizens often 
chose someone who would promise to see that the prison
er appeared at a certain time, he went to Manius Lep- 
idus, then to Cicero and when neither of these re - 
ceived him, to Marcellus. Cicero uses this as a 
proof that Cateline was conscious of his guilt and 
hence found it necessary to place himself under the 
custody of another.

The day following this meeting Catiline hrâ - 
zenly enters the senate, whereupon Cicero says that all 
the senators left the seats near Catiline vacant. Sal
lust after mentioning the speech of Cicero says *1....

1. Sal. Chap. 31



SedL ubi ille (Cicero) adsedit, Catilina, ut erat 
paratus ad dissimulanda omnia, demisso voltu, voce sup- 
plici postulare a patribus coepit nequid de se temere 
crederent; ea familia ortum, ita se ab adulescentia 
vitam instituisse, ut omnia bona in spe haberet;* and 
more in this strain which was not well received by the 
senators. Then he angered said "Quoniam quidem cir— 
cumventus ab inmicis praeceps agor, incendium meum 
ruina restinguam.n

In Cicero we read wl....Cum ille homo audacis— 
simus conseientia convictus primo reticuisset, pate- 
feci cetera.“

In these two histories we find a great dif
ference, the one showing that Catiline was silent, 
the other that he resented that the accusations of 
Cicero. Which one is the true version? There is no 
way of finding out but Cicero is announcing these af
fairs to the people and he would find it to his pur
pose to represent Catiline as full of fear as possible 
and much overcome by his speech. This would also aid 
in showing that Catiline acknowledged the accusations 
which would blacken his character all the more.

On the other hand if Sallust's narrative is 
true, we would infer that Catiline could have justi

1. Cic. II-6
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fied himself had the senators not been prejudiced by 
the oration of Cicero, for Catiline had begun in the 
course of his speech to deperciate the character of 
Cicero and as the other senators would not hear of 
this he was interrupted by such cries as assassin and 
traitor. His last angry words show plainly that Cati
line was furious when departing. They are just what 
one would expect from one who had been thwarted at 
every turn and who finally decides to employ any 
course to gain his ends. His madness will lend him aid 
in securing that which he wishes or death if the former 
is not possible.

Catiline left *l...nocte tempeatata cum paucis 
in Manliana castra“ and Cicero says in speaking to the 
people *2...licet hinc intellegatis quod etiam illud mol- 
este fero, quod ex urbe parum comitatus exierit.1*

From these two passages it is evident that 
Catiline did not take many with him. The reason for 
this probably was that there was need for these men in 
the city of Rome and that Catiline himself expected to 
gather enough followers outside of the city to make 
the attack.

1. Sal. Cat. 32.
2. Cic. II-2



Cicero well measured, his enemy in feeling so 
sure that when he was outside of the city he w ould be 
able to free Home of this civil strife. Catiline as 
Cicero pictures him not only guided others in the lab
ors to be undertaken but saw to it himself that they 
were performed. The effect of his not being present 
is clearly shwon in the conspirators dealing with the 
Allobroges. in all the time during which Catiline had 
been plotting and planning, Cicero, though he made use 
of many ways and had many spies, had not been able to 
trap him in any of his undertakings. It was this that 
kept Cicero from using measures against the conspir
ators for how did he dare punish them when he had no 
positive prooi of their villianies. it is in Sallust 
that we find the reason for he mentions that so many 
of the people were in sympathy with Catiline.

Cicero’s opportunity came now, for witn the 
absence of Catiline, the most cunning of the conspir
ators was removed. According to Sallust, Publius (1) 
Umbrenus sought out the envoys a fact which Cicero 
does not mention, ‘inis Umbrenus was a personal ac
quaintance of the Gauls and hence could carry on the

1. Chap. 50
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business with them most successfully, ihey were taken 
to the house of Decimus brutus. Cicero says that these 
Gauls were aroused to join the conspiracy by Lentulus.
It is mentioned by Sallust also that they were presented 
to the other conspirators but no mention is made of any 
particular action of Lentulus. jrrom Cicero's account 
one would not at all know of the conference with the 
conspirators as a whole but Sallust mentions that they 
were presented to the leading conspirators. This affair 
was reported to Cicero by the patron of the Gauls, Sanga.

both authors mention the letters sent by Lentulus, 
Cethegus, Statilius and Cassius. The letter of Lentulus 
to Catiline is not worded the same in both but the 
thought is the same, brom the contents of this letter 
we learn that Catiline had not yet acquired the help of 
the slaves and Sallust adds tnat a verbal message was 
sent asking the reason for this. It appears from tnis 
that Catiline was not using these because his plans 
were not to use the lowest. This seems strange if we 
consider Catiline as a mere revolutionist. Why not use 
these? Indeed it seems to point to a purpose in Cat- 
iline's actions which had not been explained. He even 
at the worst period then must have had a point below
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which he did not intend to fall, let even before this 
time Cicero had called him an “evocatorum servorumw. (1) 
Evidently he used some terms which were not true for 
if he had not yet employed them when he had been pub
licly declared an enemy he surely would not use them 
before, Sallust relates in his history that Catiline 
refused to accept the help of slaves who came to him 
in great numbers because he felt that the conspiracy 
was strong enough without the aid of the former. Then 
too Sallust adds that he considered it inconsistent 
with his policy. It is a pity that Sallust did not go 
on to tell us what this policy was» Besides it was not 
necessary for Sallust to use these men before this time 
as he had men of all stations at his command. He prob
ably employed some of the slaves after the full exposi* 
tion of the plot by the Allobroges by means of the 
letters they carried but not before. At least there 
is no proof of it at any time either before or after 
his leaving the city.

However when the news reached the camp in re
gard to the fate of Lentulus, Cethegus and the other 
confederates at Home many began to desert. These of

1. Cic. 1-11
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course were those who had followed on account of the 
love of pillage and plunder. It was after the real 
evidence was brought to light that those who were 
followers of Catiline without knowing all the details, 
fell from the ranks. They had been willing to over
throw the government, desiring a change "but were not 
ready for the wholesale slaughter which seemed to be the 
true purpose. This was true particularly of the commons 
who are always of a fickle nature being swayed from one 
side to another by those who have the greater power of 
persuasion, and who seem for the moment to have the most 
advantageous position. Indeed it was they who praised 
Cicero and again they who were not his followers when 
the darker days came for him. Then they said that he 
put the followers of Catiline to death unjustly but now 
they flatter him with all sorts of praise. Sallust 
mentions nothing at all of the number of conspirators 
which were put to death, Cicero however puts it in his 
oration as especially worthy of mention. It may be that 
Sallust fears that he will have to mention some whom he 
would prefer not to mention.

In Catiline’s speech to the soldiers he shows the
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true spirit of a commander* He sees himself surrounded 
by the enemy* His means of subsistence will not per
mit him to remain longer in the place which is not his 
Ccjnp* He must die lighting or surrender. This latter
he will not do, so he called his men together for a last 
speech.

His motto is to fight for freedom, country and 
life as we read in Sallust. They indeed would have had 
the power to live in exile but they had all preferred to 
fight. He informed them that to 1ry to flee would be 
madness but we know that they did not try, as all of them
were wounded in front and hence faced the enemy to the 

"t »

His condescension is shown in the fact that he 
Dxa.de himself equal to the other soldiers in all, leav
ing his horse and fighting on foot since he had taken 
them from the other soldiers. His bravery too was tested 
m  this battle. If Catiline had been a coward he would 
have had ample opportunity to turn back but he fought tb
the last and when he found that he must give up he went 
into the thick of battle and was killed. This battle is 
not mentioned by Cicero in his orations as it had not 
yet taken place at that time but Sallust’s account is 
quite complete.



Conclusion

In conclusion it may be said that we 
have very little matter which will give us a true 
estimate of Catiline,

Was he a villian or merely a reformer who 
was grossly misjudged? Cicero in his orations leaves 
us with the impression that Catiline was an arch vil
lian and that as such was not worthy of the respect 
of any citizen of Some. This estimate of him seems too 
severe "but it is most likely that Cicero expressed such 
an opinion "because he felt that he must exaggerate some
what in order to impress the people. Sallust in general 
though he has said nothing in favor of Catiline T̂ et aids 
us in modifying the ideas we have formed if Cicero's 
account was the first one read. The other extreme is found 
in Beesley’s Catiline where the arch-villian is made to 
appear in so favorable a light that one wonders at it.

. IIow was it possible to cause such a transformation? Al
though it is well worth reading yet we oannot agree with 
it for even if we decide that Catiline is not a villian yet 
we are not ready to say that he was as free from guilt as 
we find him there. After all each one must form his own 
opinion by carefully reading the accounts of Catiline’s life 
keeping in mind that the writers were not of Catiline's party.
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