Describe and analyse, with evidence from the text, one or two strategies which Cicero uses in the portrayal of Caelius in Cicero’s Pro Caelio. Then, from the point of view of a prosecutor, outline what arguments you would use as counters.
In the Pro Caelio, Cicero successfully employs various rhetorical techniques in order to secure the acquittal of Marcus Caelius Rufus who had been charged with political violence and immorality. To influence the jury’s decision, Cicero uses various methods to depict Caelius, including the rehabilitation of his image and the representation of him as a victim of political conspiracy. He represents Caelius as a promising and enthusiastic young man who has been prosecuted undeservedly due to political jealousy. Using humour, rhetorical questions, references to the ideals of youth and virtue in the Roman society, Cicero attempts to downplay the charges. Instead of denying the charges directly, he creates a positive image of Caelius as a decent Roman citizen, whose supposed vices are either overemphasized or simply invented by his political foes. Furthermore, this case can be used as an example of how the rhetoric and public perception could affect the judicial decisions in the Roman Republic (Craig, 2004). Cicero also positions the case in the wider cultural context of the fears about youth and morality. Thus, he appeals to traditional Roman virtues in order to present Caelius as a young man who should be given a chance rather than punished for his alleged crimes. His speech reveals the struggle between individual liberty and the requirements of the Roman elite, and he places this struggle in the courtroom. For that reason, Pro Caelio is not merely a legal speech, but also a comment on Roman society where personal behaviour was inextricably linked with political ambition and public reputation (May, 1988).
One of the main aims for Cicero is to change the perception of Caelius in the eyes of the jury and present him as a young Roman who has done wrong but is a good person. He stresses that Caelius was taught by the most influential and best Roman’s, such as Crassus, in order to highlight his potential and noble background (Pro Caelio 9). Cicero argues that youth is sometimes irresponsible but does not imply that Caelius is a criminal (Pro Caelio 41-42). This is in conformity with the Roman notions of ambition and personal development among the young. Furthermore, he contrasts Caelius with other notorious corrupt individuals in order to make Caelius look moderate in comparison (Pro Caelio 32-34). According to May (1988), this technique corresponds to the general Roman concerns about the generation issue and the moral character of young politicians. In addition, Cicero uses the Virtus argument to argue that Caelius’s achievements and potential as a politician are greater than his shortcomings. Cicero presents his client as an asset to Rome, not as a threat in a society that values public service and military glory. He asks the jury to remember the contributions Caelius has made and the services he can still render to the state, thereby redirecting their attention from the past errors to the future potential (Pro Caelio 45). In this way, Cicero transforms the argument from a legal issue to a question of what will happen to this talented Roman citizen.
Cicero also makes Caelius sound like a victim of political conspiracy. He tells the court that Caelius has been a law-abiding citizen in the past and that the charges brought against him are completely unjust (Pro Caelio 12). Thus, Cicero transforms the attention from the political struggle to the individualized case of Caelius, implying that he is being used as a sacrifice for the political feud between the parties. He uses rhetorical questions and irony to emphasize the implausibility of the charges and, therefore, the idea that they are the result of the rivalry of the enemies (Pro Caelio 30). In this regard, Cicero also uses the concept of invidia to argue that Caelius’s success has made him a target. By telling the jurors that Caelius’s enemies are jealous and political rivals of Caelius rather than fair people, Cicero makes the jurors feel for Caelius and not against him. This strategy not only keeps the attention from the allegations but also speaks to the jury’s own experience of political fights and social mobility.
Another part of Cicero’s defence is his use of wit and humour to reduce the seriousness of the charges. He ridicules the prosecution’s case, using sarcasm and rhetorical exaggeration to make the charges seem ridiculous (Pro Caelio 49). Thus, he makes the trial seem like a farce and, therefore, the jury is unlikely to focus on the gravity of the charges and is more likely to look at the proceedings with a critical eye. Vasaly (1993) notes that Cicero’s humour is a deliberate tactic employed by Cicero to neutralize his opponents and to shape the narrative of the trial. 
Under the Roman law, the Lex Julia de vi explicitly prohibited acts of political violence and conspiracy. The prosecution could argue that no matter how noble or politically connected Caelius is, the acts he has been accused of are a direct violation of this law. Cicero’s rhetorical strategies do not abolish the legal principle that those who incite violence or engage in criminal activities must be brought to justice. According to Dyck (2013), it is commonplace for Cicero to employ linguistic vagueness in order to divert the attention from legal infractions, which is evident in Pro Caelio.
The charge of attempted poisoning is a serious offence according to the Lex Cornelia de sicariis et veneficis which covered murder, assassination and poisoning. It could be pointed out that, according to this statute, intention and conspiracy are enough to justify a conviction. Thus, even if Caelius did not give the poison to drink himself, his implication in the conspiracy to administer the poison is punishable under the law. The character-based defences of Cicero does not rule out the legal effects of the actions alleged to have been done by Caelius. Riggsby (1999) argues that forensic oratory of Cicero often favours persuasive storytelling over strict adherence to the law, which made his orations convincing yet legally dubious.
Cicero’s defence of Caelius in Pro Caelio is based on very effective rhetorical tools that help to present Caelius as a promising but misunderstood young man and to shift the attention from the actual charges to Caelius’s character. In terms of Roman law, the Lex Julia and the Lex Cornelia provide a definition of who can be classified as political violence and who can be  prosecuted for attempted poisoning. In the end, Cicero’s ability to secure Caelius’s acquittal is a testament to his oratorical skills. As well as this, the case also shows how, in Rome, the courts could be influenced much more by oratory skills and public opinion than by the actual truth. In addition to that, the speech provides valuable information about the Roman legal culture, including the law, evidence, and advocacy (Craig, 2004; May, 1988).
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