The Influence of the Myth of Romulus and Remus on Augustan Writers

[bookmark: _GoBack]The last century of the Roman republic was a century of turmoil, death, uncertainty, and hardship and it was not until 29BC when the civil wars were over, the death and backstabbing had come to a halt, and new era of peace and prosperity were promised. However, those turbulent years, especially those from 44 BC to 29 BC, impacted the people and this is reflected within the writing of the historians and poets who wrote their works in what we now call the Augustan Age. Referencing the moral decline of Rome, disgusted by behavior and actions of the people, these authors reflect back to the glory of Rome, the foundation of Rome, the story of Romulus and Remus. The purpose of this paper is to see how the period of civil wars affected those who we call Augustan writers and how they look back on the foundation of Rome as a reflection of Rome’s recent and current political climate and state of affairs. First, we will map out the moral decline of Rome, how different authors interpret this decline in different ways. Secondly, looking at a selection of Augustan authors, we will see how their reflection of the story of Romulus and Remus projects onto the political climate of Rome. 

Parameters for discussion
During this period of decline of the republic and then the establishment of the Roman Empire, the world of literature seemed to explode with a wealth of authors. To provide direction in this study, specific parameters had to be put in place to create a focus for the discussion. Therefore, I have chosen to focus on Roman authors that were born either just before or during the civil wars and whose main body of work was published during the reign of Augustus. This allowed for a focused review of how these authors were shaped by the uncertain times they lived in during the civil wars and the recovery they experience under the reign of Augustus. While these parameters help to focus the argument, it does means that key authors of Roman literature and history are omitted, specifically Cicero and Dionysius of Halicarnassus, who both focused heavily on the decline of Rome and the story of Romulus and Remus. While Cicero’s writing are invaluable for understanding the decline of the Roman Empire and provides a detailed account into the myth of Romulus and Remus, his assignation in 43 BC means that he died only one year into the civil wars.  Therefore, his life span and body of work fall outside the parameters of the discussion. However, Dionysius, whose life and work fall into the time parameter, is a Greek historian, not Roman, therefore omitted from the discussion. 
Decline
To begin, we look to the overall arching theme in Augustine writing, the decline of the Roman Republic, from which writers saw the virtuous and uncorrupted Roman community slide into decline, decay, and corruption.[footnoteRef:1] The story of decline was the story of corruption of Roman virtue. The belief was that Roman citizens needed to maintain certain attitudes towards each other and to the public in pursuit of the common good, the Roman Republic.[footnoteRef:2] As individuals of the republic began to decline, it allowed for the collective whole to decline, resulting in the loss of all political liberty and virtue.[footnoteRef:3] Modern day republicans, such as Skinnar, Pettit, and Viroti believe that corruption leads individuals to turn away from the common good to their own good. While individual good could be compatible with the common good, it could also be incompatible with the common good. With that said, individual pursuit of glory amongst the Roman people could be sought, but only if that that glory was in line and of the same values as the good of all.[footnoteRef:4] The decline of begins to take focus when those pursuits of glory fall outside the goals of the common good.  [1:  Kapust 2011: 28]  [2:  Kapust 2011: 28]  [3:  Edwards 1993: 11]  [4:  Kupust 2011: 29] 

Romulus and Remus
A shining light in the darkness that was the Roman decline, the story of the foundation of Rome was held in many minds as the ideal Rome. However, there are many variations of the story, each serving their own particular agenda. While I will not outline every variation of the myth, I would like to address the more common retelling to help paint the picture that the different writers are expressing. 
In early days of kings in Alba Longa, as descendants of Aeneas, the brothers Amulius and Numitor struggle for kingship. Eventually Numitor is deposed by Amulius who sends Numitor’s daughter, Ilia, to become a Vesta to prevent any offspring who could challenge Amulius for the throne. Four years later, Ilia is approached by Mars who impregnants her. Amulius is enraged when he discovers her pregnancy, and when her twins are born, they are taken away to be put in a box and placed in the river Tiber. It eventually washes up on the shores of Palatine hill where the twins cries attract the attention of a she-wolf who allows the boys to suckle her. Eventually the boys are found by Faustulus who rescues the twin and raises them in secret with the names Romulus and Remus. Upon reaching manhood, Romulus and Remus are shepherds upon Palatine Hill and through a series of confrontations, Numitor discovers who they really are and ask them to help him remove Amulius from power. They do, and in return Numitor grants them permission to found a new city in the place they were raised, Palatine hill.[footnoteRef:5] It is at this point that different accounts of the tale begin to diverge. Who founded the city, how the city was given its name, and the death of Remus are all subject to each author’s interpretation of the story and what message they are trying to convey. The most traditional model of the story is that a fight broke out between Romulus and Remus, in which Remus ends up dead by the hands of his brother. But even then, versions of that particular strand vary. However, for the sake of simplicity, this will be the version of the story that I will be working from, unless an author directly specifies an alternative version.  [5:  Wiseman 1995: 2-5] 

Livy
In looking at the Augustan historian Livy, his views on the decline of Rome are due to the self-indulgence and extravagance that the success and prosperity of the Roman Republic provided. While many historians from Roman history agree that the decline was due to greed and corruption[footnoteRef:6], Livy’s argument blames the decline due to the Romans developed taste of luxuria.[footnoteRef:7]  Roman’s need for luxury and greed reduced the population to one of hopelessness which they were unable to recover from.  [6:  See Polybius Elegies: 18.34-35; 31.25.3-7; 39.1.10; Sallust Cat. 11.4-5, Hist. 2.70.]  [7:  Miles 1997: 78] 

However G.B. Miles argues that Livy provides hope to the reader about Rome’s condition, that by looking to the past, it may help undo some of the damage, but people must understand the lessons to be learned from the past to bring about this recovery. A lesson that Livy particular focused on in this first pentad of his Ab Urbe Condita Libbri, is the story of Romulus and Remus. It is a story of the foundation Rome with a rise, decline, and then recovery much the same as the political climate Livy was experiencing in his lifetime. Miles argues that this cycle of rise, decline, and recovery is found through out the first pentad. Opening his work, in Book 1, Livy features the rise of Rome under Romulus, the decline under the tyranny of the Tarquinius, and then the recovery with the foundation of the Republic. To conclude the pentad, in Book 5, Livy recounts the loss of liberty through Gallic invasions, but the recovery under the leadership of Camillus.[footnoteRef:8] These stories reflect Livy’s belief that the simplicity of life, not the luxuries of life, bring about success, for the greed of luxuria was the cause of the decline in the first place. Using the original story of the rise of Rome, that of Romulus and Remus, Livy looks to this period of Roman history to showcase how the rise, decline, and recovery of Rome can be possible through the greatness of simplicity. [8:  Vasaly 2002: 278. For the whole argument see Miles 1997: 75-109.] 

Livy builds the greatness of Rome on the pretense of Romulus’s self sufficiency and rustic life.[footnoteRef:9] His up bringing was one of simplicity, abandoned as a baby, raised in secrecy by a farming family; he becomes a simple, but successful shepherd. Fed up with the injustice of the ruling king Amulius, he takes his own initiative and overthrows him, from which he returns to his original roots upon Palatine hill to found a city without any assistance.  [9:  Miles 1997: 138] 

The foundation story of Rome was not without its dark moments and depending on your view, how Livy deals with the death of Remus can take on multiple interpretations. However, interestingly enough, all interpretations link to the theme of Livy rise, decline, and rebirth. Miles argues the death of Remus was an aspect of the story that Livy did skim over and tried to downplay. To do this Livy paints Romulus in the light of a classical tyrant, loved by the people, hated by the men in power. Livy highlights Romulus’s faults, but explains them away with the explanation that Remus challenged his ability, and therefor, Romulus treatment of Remus is justified, “So perish, then, whoever else will jump over my walls.”[footnoteRef:10] Romulus plays to the people, as strong, confident, and to those with power, a threat to their ability to defy and manipulate. This lends itself to Livy’s theme of Rome on the rise.  [10:  Miles 1997 148; Livy 1.7.2] 

Neel treats Livy’s account of the death of Remus as a link to the political violence that had taken hold of Rome at the end of the Republic, in essence, the decline. She argues that Livy’s quote of the death of Remus, which is more often linked to Homer, is actually a near exact quotation from Gracchi. If this is so, than Remus’s death can be associated with the murder of Tiberius Gracchus and the beginning of urban violence that followed his death.[footnoteRef:11] However, in this interpretation we are seeing Livy using this incident in the foundation story to highlight the decline of Rome.  [11:  Neel 2014: 76] 

Livy continues to paint the picture of utopian Rome, Romulus’s rule enforces the idea that Romans are self-made. When the city of Rome needed women to maintain or grow the population, the Romans took their women with the rape of the Sabine women. Their continued rustic, simplistic lives allowed them to flourish, which fed into the Roman tradition of self-independence.[footnoteRef:12]  [12:  Miles 1997: 149] 

Livy’s theme of rise, decline, and rebuilding continues with the language he uses.[footnoteRef:13] He uses language that paints a picture of Amulius and Numitor’s rules as corrupt, weak.  [13:  Miles 1997: 155-160] 

“He begat Numitor and Amulius; to Numitor, the elder, he bequeathed the ancient realm, of the Silvian family. Yet violence proved more potent than a father’s wishes or respect of seniority. Amulius drove out his brother and ruled in his stead. Adding crime to crime, he destroyed Numitor’s male issue.” [footnoteRef:14]   [14:  Livy 1.3.10-11] 


We can see the confrontational languaged used to describe Numitor and AMulius; violence, crime, destroyed. All incredible negative connotations.  
Where the language of Romulus is that of respect, strength, and just. 
 “When Romulus had duly attended to the worship of the gods, he called the people together and gave them the rules of law, since nothing else but law could unite them into a single body politic. But these, he was persuaded, would only appear binding in the eyes of a rustic people in case he should invest his own person with majesty, by adopting emblems of authority.”[footnoteRef:15]  [15:  Livy 1.8.1-2] 


Romulus’s strong rule continues and that the border line tyrant king is necessary for the establishment of a strong Rome. Romulus must be responsible for establishing a city and his rule was necessary for the development of the Roman people, to bring them to a stage where they could rule themselves.[footnoteRef:16] Ann Vasaly views Livy’s treatment of Romulus is that Romulus’s more questionable decisions, such as the death of Remus, should not cloud the reader’s overall interpretation of Romulus’s rule, “Although he has not ignored the moral complexities inherent in the tradition stories, he has told them in such a way as to allow the reader to maintain the belief in Romulus as a strongly positive exemplar of kingship. “[footnoteRef:17]  [16:  Fox 1995: 96-141]  [17:  Vaslay2015: 37] 

It is no coincidence that Livy’s writing reflects the age in which he lived in. Living through the decline of Rome, through the civil wars and then the rebuilding brought on by Augustus has influenced and shape many. The Roman poet Tibullus is another that touched upon the fall of Rome and the longing for better days, however, Tibullus differs in the aspect that the story of Romulus and Remus is not necessarily of story of rise, decline, and then rebirth, but the story of a time when Rome was pure and uncorrupt. 
Tibullus
Born in 55 BC, not much is known about his life, but as all writers in this period, he lived through the civil wars and was part of the new Roman Empire. In his fourth elegy, Tibullus writes about the idealic setting that becomes Rome, the sweeping hills and grazing cattle, reflecting on a time of peace and tranquility.[footnoteRef:18] However, scholars differ in the underlying meaning of Tibullus’s serenity. Classen and Burkowski argue that Tibullus is longing for the simple times of Rome. Classen takes a more general view that Tibullus is not necessarily attributing this setting to Rome itself, but the general “happy prehistoric days” of old.[footnoteRef:19] However, since Tibullus does specifically speak about the landscape of Rome in his fourth elegy, more credit should be attributed to him for discussing Roman history specifically. Some historian’s argue even further that Tibullus is actually getting distracted in describing his vision.[footnoteRef:20] But his vision is tying the site to the greatness that will be Rome. Upon that hill where Romulus’s humble hut once stood, one day the palace of Augustus will be erected right beside it. Tibullus references how the location will serve the future Romans- constructions of walls, the cattle grazing, and crossing the Velabrum all provide a glance into “Rome’s glorious future.”[footnoteRef:21]  [18:  Classen 2002: 2, Burkowski 2016: 163-169]  [19:  Classen 2002: 2]  [20:  Ball 1983: 190 ]  [21:  Burkowski 2016: 163] 

However, this future if far from certain and Tibullus’s tone is one of uncertainty. How will the tranquility of these hills progress through time? While this will be the site of an imperial nation, this idyllic countryside will be replaced with urbanization and with that bring a cycle of warfare through a series of questionable moral dilemmas such as the death of Remus and Ilia’s abandonment of the Vesta shrine.[footnoteRef:22] And Tibullus has a right be uncertain about the future of Rome, for poem the speaks about the prophecy of Rome to be one of war, which as far as Tibullus is concerned, that prophecy came true. So he asks Apollo to replace the prophecy of war with a prophecy of peace and plenty for the future. [footnoteRef:23] This request stems from Tibullus desire to reconcile his vision of life and love with the harsh realities he grew up with during the civil wars.[footnoteRef:24]  [22:  Ball 1983: 190]  [23:  Burkowski 2016: 164, Tibullus 2.5.79-82]  [24:  Knox 2009: 4-5] 

Propertius
The Roman poet Propertius differs from his contemporary Tibullus, as he sees Rome’s foundation story as something to be celebrated and that Romans today are doing the foundation story of Rome injustice, “The Roman of today has nothing from his ancestor but his name: he would never imagine that she-wolfnatured the blood which he sprang.”[footnoteRef:25]  [25:  Propertius 4.1.35-36] 

Much of Propertius poetry is looking to the past and all the great deeds that had happened. Propertius divides Roman history into parts, the legendary era which is the foundation of Rome to the death of Romulus, then the contemporary history which is from the death of Caesar to his present day, the rule of Augustus.[footnoteRef:26] The act of not naming the period between these two time frames is telling, for him it highlights Rome’s decline, not worthy of a title. Propertius references to the legendary era are mostly linking with the achievements of Augustus, but he also uses the that era to assure the Roman people that they need not fear, for Rome has always had heroes to protect them, Marcellus with Romulus and A. Cornelius Cossus who slew the Roman enemies.[footnoteRef:27]  Likewise, his language used to describe the legendary era is that it was simplistic times, where there was no corruption or greed, unlike the government of previous years:  [26:  Classen 2002: 5]  [27:  Classen 2002: 7] 

Where upon a flight of steps yonder house rears itself, once did that of Remus: a single hearth was the total realm of the brothers. The Curia, which now stands high and resplendent with its hem-frocked senate, then housed a rustic company of Fathers clad in skins. A horn summoned the old-time citizens to parley: a hundred of them in an enclosure of the meadow formed the senate. Nor did billowing drapes hang over the hollow theatre or the stage reek of ceremonial saffron.[footnoteRef:28] [28:  Propertius 4.1.9-16] 


Rome’s decline worries him, for him, basic Roman values are Rome’s military might and the respect for others are disappearing.[footnoteRef:29] These values began to slide as he see once pure house being decorated with lewd paintings and temples began to be abandoned.[footnoteRef:30] While Porpertius does not directly mention the foundation myth of Romulus and Remus except for his remark on the hearth the two share, his writing references time and again, the foundation of Rome and its purity of spirit. [29:  Classus 2002: 9]  [30:  Propertius 2.627-36] 

Horace
	Horace’s view of the decline of Rome is very prominent. He suffered greatly during the civil wars, not only being on the side of the losing army, but returned to Italy to find his land confiscated.  Horace knew better than most the strife the civil wars caused. In pieces of his earlier works, Horace is not shy in ridiculing the decline of Rome and pointing out the reasons for it. In Epode 7, Horace lays the blame for the political discord firmly at the feet of Romulus. That the founder of Rome sowed the seeds of political discord when he killed his brother. Watson declares that Epode 7 is a wholly pessimistic piece of work, which one cannot deny with the opening line, “Where, where are you rushing to in this evil madness?”[footnoteRef:31] She argues that Horace believes Rome’s destiny is set in stone due to Romulus murder of his brother Remus. This begins a cycle of decline and strife for Rome, which can all be traced back to Romulus on how he committed ancestral sin.[footnoteRef:32]  [31:  Horace Epode 7.1]  [32:  Watson 2003: 268] 

	While Romulus is painted as the cause for the discord that has occurred, it is interesting to see that while Romulus is regarded as a poor leader, he is not tyrannical.[footnoteRef:33] His method of rule or the decisions he made while ruling are not part of the methodology, which caused Rome’s decline. In fact, Romulus acts as king are not even mention, which is in stark contrast with Livy, who quite openingly talked of Livy’s tyrannical powers.  One would think that to paint Romulus in tyrannical light would further the argument that he is cause of the decline of Rome, he set the standard for ruling Rome. Neel claims that it is Romulus moral failings, not political ones that doomed Rome.[footnoteRef:34]  [33:  Neel 2014: 86]  [34:  Neel 2014: 86] 

	However, Horace does present a dramatic shift in thinking in his later works. In his work of Odes, Horace praises Romulus and places him within the limelight of the greats in Roman history. 
“What would the son of Ilia and Mars be today if a churlish silence stood in the way of Romulus’ just deserts? His own valour, combined with the favour and eloquence of mighty bards, has snatched Aeacus from the Stygian waves, giving him a hallowed place in the Isles of the Blest. If a man is worthy of praise, the Muse does not let him die; the Muse bestows the bliss of heaven.”[footnoteRef:35]  [35:  Horace Odes 4.8.25-29] 


Romulus becomes the model for a one-man rule, the model in which Rome should be based off of.[footnoteRef:36] What is the cause for such a dramatic shift? Time and Augustus. While the date of creation for Epode 7 is a cause for debate, it is more widely accepted that it dates from 39-37BC, which is a period of considerable misery for both sides of the civil wars. This would explain Horace’s overall feeling of doom, that the evils of war, and the fight amongst the people would never stop. Brother turning on brother, ruler against ruler, citizen verse citizen.  Moving forward to the close of the wars and the victory of Augustus, Horace’s Odes date to 23BC, well into the rule of Augustus and his Pax Romana. There is no more cycle of destruction, but actually a single ruler, leading Rome back to her former glory, which is exactly the path that Romulus carved out.   [36:  Neel 2014: 87] 


Ovid
To dramatically go in another direction, Ovid writes the story of Romulus and Remus with a particularly interesting twist in his work Fasti. It was not Romulus that struck his brother and killed him, but a third character, Celer. Celer, was under directions from Romulus that no man was breach the walls and when Remus attempted to do so, he was only following Romulus order when he killed Remus. 
Urging on this work is Celer, whom Romulus himself had called. ‘Celer,’ he had said, ‘let this be your concern: let no one cross either the walls or the trench made with the plough. Put to death whoever dares such things.’ Unaware of that, Remus began to scorn the low walls and say, ‘With these will the People be safe?’ No delay, he leapt across. He has dared, but Celer gets him first with a spade. Covered in blood, he hits the ground hard.[footnoteRef:37] [37: Ovid Fasti 4.837-41] 


What Ovid does here is original and shifts the blame away from Romulus, which allows Romulus to continue to be a positive character in the development of Rome. He is no longer the cause of his brother’s death, this dark cloud, or shadow of doubt to his rule, for he is just the grieving brother. Romulus actions after the death, not punishing Celer, reinforcing the order about protecting the walls, and then giving his brother a religious funeral are all actions of a fair and just king.[footnoteRef:38] While a comparison could be drawn here that Ovid is trying to draw parallels between Romulus and Augustus, Tissol argues that Ovid seems to pull away from the comparison by offering too few details. He argues this was an opportunity for Ovid to clearly compare Augustus and Romulus, but instead provides too a few details to draw just comparisons and perhaps, he does this on purpose, ensuring that the nefarious deeds of Romulus’s mythic past are not imposed on the rule of Augustus.[footnoteRef:39] The argument could be that Ovid is outlining the actions of a what a fair king should be, Augustus or not. Since Ovid’s early work can be considered anti-Augustan, this could be Ovid ensuring that there is considerable distance between the two rulers. [38:  Deremetz 2016: 241. It should be noted that much of the work done on that particular point is of Van Eecke: 2008, however, it is written in French, so direct access to the source is not possible. ]  [39:  Tissol 2001: 331, Gosling 2002: 53] 

Williams puts forth the argument that Ovid was a poet in isolation. While Williams’s argument is more directed around Ovid’s growth as a poet stylistically, I think this could also be applied to Ovid’s view of the political climate as well. While he falls within the parameters for discussion, he is almost a generation behind the other authors in the Augustan period. [footnoteRef:40]  Born in 43BC, just a year before the assassination of Julius Caesar, his childhood and upbringing during the civil war could not have had as dramatic of an impact upon his life, for the innocence of childhood surround it. For many of the other authors in this discussion, they suffered through the civil wars as adults, the realities and consequences of the political climate shaped many of their lives. In consequence, we see their views of the establishment of the empire as something that is favorable, or at least better than war. By the time Ovid was 24 years old and beginning his career in 19BC, while the civil wars were not forgotten, Ovid would not have had the personal experience of hardship from them, he would be relating to the rule of Augustus, possibly questioning the validity of an emperor. The reflection of Augustus’s actions against what once was the Roman republic could evoke a longing for “the good old days”, days that Ovid did not particularly experience firsthand.  [40:  Williams 1978: 55] 

The question of timing can also be applied to Ovid’s relationship with the Augustus/Romulus parallels or lack of parallels by focusing on the time in which the Fasti and Metamorphoses were written. It is believed that Ovid worked on both works simultaneously up until 8AD, at which point he was exiled from Rome.  Both poems, when eventually published are believed to be incomplete, being so far from Rome, he lost his resources and his muse. That is to say that Ovid do not stop writing, but his poetry shows a dramatic shift from his Roman work.[footnoteRef:41] What is interesting to point out here, is that Ovid was banished from Rome due to his work Ars Amatoria that was published six to eight years earlier. For the purpose of our discussion, what was Ovid’s mindset in the six to eight years after the publication and the displeasure of Augustus was known? Could the radically different death of Remus’s and the distancing of a comparison between Romulus and Augustus be to ensure that no other fervor from the Emperor could come?  Ovid could be attempting to rectify his position with Augustus by writing a neutral view of Romulus.  [41:  Williams 1978: 56] 

Conclusion
	The themes of Augustan authors are many, but the decline of Rome and its once glorious history, seem to be at the forefront for many. While not all authors viewed the foundation of Rome and Rome’s founder Romulus, as the untainted leader, the story of Romulus tugs at the minds of Romans. The decline of Rome which led to the long and never ending civil wars shaped the authors of this period. Reflecting back, the foundation of Rome does sound like the utopian state that they all wished to have and in some cases, such as Livy, Tibullus, and Propertius, they did find it in Augustus. However, others view the decline and the days of old were no so ideal, that perhaps, distance and space from the strife shed a different light on events such as Ovid’s interpretation. Horace probably displays the most realistic view, where time has gone on, people, situations, and attitudes continue to develop and change, so too will the views and perceptions of the writers. What is most striking about his period of literature, is no matter what the authors’ opinion on the decline of Rome or the role that foundation story of Romulus actually played in the saga of Roman history, it is the fact they all agree that it had a role to play in Roman history. That Rome is not a standalone entity, that the people and events of the past shaped the Rome they lived it. Whether those people or events were detrimental or powerful in shaping Rome is irrelevant, for it is agreed that history made Rome and the foundation story was a key part of that story.  
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