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Introduction
Caesar’s relationship with Cleopatra VII Philopator would have had strong political advantages for his career and it is possible that their association, rather than being a romantic union, was solely a benefactor for maintaining control and power within and indeed beyond their ruling realms. It is certain that ambition was important to Caesar but perhaps the idea of a romantic exchange between himself and the Egyptian queen cannot be ruled out. To decide upon the extent of the liaison being one of mere political convenience cannot be determined without analyzing examples of what is written about Caesar, his character, his time in Egypt, his relationship with Cleopatra, as well as potential motivations his actions may have aimed for regarding his campaigns and his association with Cleopatra.
The intention of this paper therefore is to analyze examples of Caesar’s political and personal moves throughout his life and during his involvement with Egypt. Ancient source material and modern scholarship will be referenced regarding Caesar and the affair in order to decide upon the potential motivations for Caesar’s close acquaintance with Cleopatra. Cleopatra’s own potential motivations in her relationship with Caesar as described by sources and scholarship will also be discussed to aid this study’s argument concerning she and Caesar’s affair.







Caesar’s early life
As noted in the Introduction of this study, it appears certain that ambition was a crucial condition for Caesar in forming his behavior. When one analyzes examples of his professional and personal life, his early days in Rome, campaigning, the decisions and actions he took, even the supposed romantic conquests long before his initial meeting with Cleopatra, one gathers that his level of aspiration cannot be underestimated. From his rivalry with Sulla, to his determination to conquer Gaul, his marriages, the Civil War, etc., they all brought him advantage in one way or another. 
As a professional conqueror of places like Gaul, he would’ve, according to Gardner in her introduction to Caesar’s Commentarii de Bello Gallico, “...had the credit of adding a large new province to the Roman empire. Nothing succeeds like success.” (Gardner, 1982, p.19). But in his personal life he achieved too. His first marriage to Cornelia in 84 BC, at the start of his early political career, brought with it a considerable dowry and alliance with her father Cinna, a high-flying senior official. Such increase in riches and connections would’ve been an advantage for any ambitious man. Now, it may be argued that such a marriage would’ve been made as a result of pressure upon Caesar to advertise his loyalty to his own family line rather than achieve any ambitions: Cinna was in league with Caesar’s uncle Gaius Marius’s political faction in Rome. Even after the dictator Sulla ordered him to divorce Cornelia, he refused. This is all referenced in Plutarch (Plut. Caes. 1),
Once Sulla was in power he tried to persuade Casesar...to divorce Cornelia, the daughter of the former autocrat, Cinna, and when this attempt failed, he confiscated her dowry and turned it over to the public treasury.
(Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.302).
With his funds taken away by the dictator as well as the likelihood of disfavor from Sulla, Caesar still refused to divorce her. With Sulla’s faction in power during this request, it would’ve been wise to do as the dictator ordered. Caesar would’ve been aware of the importance of success and ambition within the competitive world of Roman politics, moreover, he would also have been aware of the dangers such a world brought amongst corrupt members who opposed each other. He would’ve been born into what Wyke describes as “...a period when Rome herself was dominated by a succession of determined, enterprising politicians who bent or broke the rules...in accordance with their own ideas.” (Wyke, 2007, p.10).
If Caesar’s actions throughout his life were indeed based upon aspiration and little else, then his behavior during this time contradicts that idea. Surely Caesar would’ve thought that to divorce Cornelia and win favor with the Sullan faction (the ruling and most powerful compared to the Marian) would have had better benefits. Plutarch states (Plut. Caes. 6) that “Of the two political groups in Rome, the Sullan party was very powerful, while...the Marians were so discouraged and divided that they had no prominence whatsoever.” (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.305).
On the other hand, his boldness to refuse the dictator’s order also suggests an arrogance and ambitious determination of his own. The level of success that Caesar strived for was high, or at least was his arrogance in thinking that he could conquer and achieve all.  His capture by pirates, as stated in Plutarch (Plut. Caes. 2)., is another example of his insatiable need for success. While this may have been a case of revenge rather than ambition, it shows the level of determination he had to get what he wanted. Though it would’ve brought him little to no political benefit, Caesar did what he wanted for principle matters. 
It must be considered, however, whether Caesar wasn’t simply a mere ruthless tyrannical individual who cared only for ambition, but instead capable of emotion and making decisions based on sentiment. If believed, then he was capable of an affair with Cleopatra based on love rather than ambition. It seems however unlikely, especially considering that his relationships prior to Cleopatra may had been based upon the ambitious advantages that they would bring him. Marriage to Cornelia, as previously stated, brought a handsome dowry and connections to Cinna. His rumoured dalliances with royals would’ve brought him favour. In around 82 BC, Caesar became involved with Nicomedes IV of Bithynia. From this association formed a supposed sexual relationship between the two. Suetonius states (Suet, Jul. 49) “the only charge ever brought against him regarding his sexual tastes was that he has been King Nicomedes’ bedmate...” (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.23).
However, Dio stated, (Dio. Roman History, XLIII) “he denied the affair upon oath,” (Dio and Cary, 1916, p. 249). The scholar Gartland also insists that “there is no evidence that he had any homosexual inclinations,” (Gartland, 2004, p.2), and if there was then it may have been a sexually charged educational bond similar to the Pederast tradition, “...it may have been the kind of homosexual relationship between an older and younger man, entered into partly for educational purposes,” (Gartland, 2004, p.25). If this is considered, then it would suggest that any sexual relationship Caesar had with the king was merely the partaking of tradition rather than a scandalous attempt on Caesar’s part to exploit his favor for the sake of cold ambition.
On the other hand, the rumor of a homosexual affair with the king did indeed cause scandal. Suetonius states (Suet. Jul. 49) that “Bibulus...described him...as ‘the Queen of Bithynia...’ (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.23). If a homosexual affair outside of educational purpose is believed, one is compelled to question the motivations behind a relationship that would bring him so much humiliation. One wonders if Caesar indeed would do anything for ambition’s sake and if it was the same motivation for his dalliance with Cleopatra. Caesar it seems was not shy of seducing royalty. Suetonius states (Suet. Jul. 52) that “among his mistresses... Eunoe, wife of Bogud of Mauretania...” (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.24) though it is unknown for sure what benefits this brought Caesar. Despite there being no evidence to confirm the romance of Caesar with these two figures, to associate himself with them so closely as to gain favor, even platonically, could emphasize Caesar’s probable desire for status, power, connection and favor within his career and therefore suggest that these were fundamental above all in his decision-making.
Caesar’s second marriage to Pompeia also could’ve simply been a calculated political move and beneficial. Suetonius stated (Suet. Jul. 6) that she had been “...Sulla’s granddaughter...” (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.3) and despite Sulla’s death years prior to the marriage, it’s fair to suggest that Caesar wanted to form a relationship with any remaining supporters of Sulla and thus increasing his popularity and limiting enemies with as many citizens as possible in his rise to fame and glory. He would even model himself on enemies like Sulla to achieve success. “Caesar used Sulla as his model...like Sulla, Caesar marched on Rome...initiated a civil war; and like Sulla he was proclaimed dictator perpetuo.” (Gartland, 2004, p.5).
Caesar’s ambition therefore was indeed high. Even Sulla himself recognized the potential of Caesar as a rival. Plutarch stated (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p. 302) that in response to others declaring that Caesar was not a threat “...Sulla replied that they were stupid if they could not see that this boy had the potential to be Marius many times over.” (Plut. Caes. 1). For such a powerful figure as Sulla to declare such a thing would’ve been effective in displaying the potential of Caesar as a scrupulous, insatiable force, even at such an early point in his career. Suppose that Caesar was indeed solely focused on ambitious advancing, there is little wonder why he wouldn’t be. Caesar came from the patrician family gens Julia, and would’ve been aware of the nobility of his status as well as the pressures to maintain the family’s prestige by seeking an important career. His father, Gaius Julius III, though not particularly of high status had died in 85 BC after which Caesar would’ve most likely had needed to become head of his family and perhaps secure the high-flying status that his father and other previous family members had failed to do.  Mitchell, in her introduction to Caesar’s Commentarii de Bello Civili, agrees that besides ancestral claims, 
The Julii Caesares seem to have had little else to boast about.... they do not figure largely in Roman Republican history and when Caesar was born it was some considerable time since any of the family had risen beyond praetorship.
(Mitchell, 1967, p.19).
The family’s claimed descendancy from Iulus, Aeneas the Trojan and therefore Venus would’ve brought a sense of pride and aspiration amongst the family. Though the scholar Gartland argues that “Caesar probably did not believe in the gods,” (Gartland, 2004, p.3), any claimed religious connection within a Roman family would’ve been beneficial in displaying status and value of the family amongst the Roman people. According to Wyke, “the touch of divinity would enable a Roman ruler to share in the continuous and permanent authority of the gods...” (Wyke, 2007, p239). The family certainly would’ve needed prestige, due to the history of low-rate successes amongst its family members. 
The details listed in the previous paragraphs are all examples of motivations for Caesar’s cunning ambition by suggesting the lengths he possibly took to achieve it. From them, one learns of the crucial value and role ambition had within his career and therefore evidence is provided in suggesting the theory that Caesar’s relationship with Cleopatra was heavily politically motivated. The next point of focus in this study will be Caesar’s time in Egypt, suggesting his probable motivations for staying there, as well as the reasons why he may have formed the alliance with her. These probable motivations will provide alternative reasons besides infatuation for his decision to stay and form a connection with Cleopatra, thus aiding this study’s argument.









Caesar’s time in Egypt
Caesar’s alliance with Cleopatra cannot be placed as one of mere romanticism or infatuation. There are many motivations that he may have had for their union, as well as for his extended stay and interest in Egypt, many of which include reasons of aspiration. Egypt was a country of vast resources and wealth and this fact did not go unnoticed by Rome. Alexandria in the time of Cleopatra VII could boast of a modern culture. Foreman writes that the Library and Museum of Alexandria “were compelling both as structures and as symbols signifying that Alexandria was not only the commercial center of the world but also its cultural heart.” (Foreman, 1999, p.46). A booming trade importing goods through an efficient harbor from the Nile. 
Foreman also writes:
Alexandria was the hub of caravan routes stretching from Africa eastward to China and India...Rome could not begin to match the volume and variety of goods flowing in and out of Alexandria’s great port.
(Foreman, 1999, p.43)
From Caesar’s own words within Commentarii de Bello Civili, (Caes. Civil War, 112) it is understood that he was in awe of the lighthouse. He states, “The Pharos is a tower of great height, a work of marvelous construction,” (Caesar and Mitchell, 1967, p.163). Caesar no doubt would’ve been aware of the profit of ruling dominance over such a kingdom and consuming the bounty to be had. 
In contrast to Egypt, Rome had no kings. Traditional Republicanism was now valued and enduring, with the view of kingship received with lukewarm response among the Roman people. Scholar Gartland suggests that Caesar was assassinated indeed “...because he was bent on destroying the Republic and setting up regnum (kingship) in its place.” (Gartland, 2004, p.7). Caesar would’ve been aware of the dangers of striving to such heights as kingship to Rome and was sure to publicly declare his distance from the idea- as documented by Suetonius (Suet. Jul. 79) “...at the Lupercalia Mark Antony, the consul, made several attempts to crown him in front of the Rostra he refused the offer each time...” (Suetonius and Graves 2007, p.36).
Regardless of his true feelings toward the idea, it is fair to suggest that for such an ambitious, power-hungry figure as Caesar, the opportunity to be a potential puppet-master to a queen of a wealthy kingdom would’ve been tempting. With a partnership would come a position to rule through the queen, as close to a king’s role as he could get. If the renowned luxury-loving depiction of Caesar within Suetonius (Suet. Jul. 46-47), as illustrated by his purchases in Rome, then it would be fair to suggest that Caesar enjoyed Cleopatra’s indulgences. Suetonius stated “...he carried tessellated mosaic pavements...Pearls seem to have been the lure that prompted his invasion of Britain...he was also a keen collector of gems, carvings, statues and paintings...” (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.22). 
These points allow one to gather that Caesar had other uses for Cleopatra other than a love interest. Besides reasons of materialistic or financial gain and physical pleasures, Caesar would’ve had many other intentions for his involvement with the queen, involvement in Egyptian affairs and for his extended stay in Egypt. For example, Egypt had for many years prior been an ally to Rome; an alliance which mounted debts owed to Rome by the time of Caesar’s arrival in 48 BC. Plutarch states (Plut. Caes. 48) that “...the father of the present king had owed 17,500,000 drachmas to Caesar...” (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.341). Caesar’s extended stay simply could’ve been his attempt to collect the debt rather than any interest in Cleopatra. He also needed money to pay his army, as Plutarch also states (Plut. Caes. 48) “...he was now demanding a payment of 100,000,000 to maintain his army.” (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.341). And though, according to Wyke he “chose to stay...under the pretext that he was collecting debts...” (Wyke, 2007, p.81), there is no evidence to support that.
Conflict in Egypt had also rose at this time amongst the Ptolemy siblings. It is likely therefore that Caesar, as consul and dictator, would have stayed in order to intervene with the unrest and order a reconciliation, simply to protect Rome’s investment in the country. Whether Caesar forced his intervention upon the dispute among the Ptolemy siblings or not, Dio states (Dio. Roman History. XLII) that Auletes’ will “...directed that they [Ptolemy and Cleopatra] should live together...and rule in common, and that the Roman people should exercise guardianship over them.” (Dio and Cary, 1916, p171). This would’ve been a great opportunity for Caesar. He “...seized the opportunity to prove to the world that he was now the legitimate authority in Rome by offering his mediation in Egyptian affairs.” (Sheppard, 2006, p.85). This would certainly have been another reason for Caesar’s interest in the matter, not necessarily for love of Cleopatra.
Caesar would have been aware of other matters that would require his long stay in Egypt such as the maintenance of Rome’s power within the country. Ptolemy XIII’s advisers; mainly Pothinus, Dio reports (Dio, Roman History, XLII), were corrupt: “Pothinus, a eunuch who was charged with the management of Ptolemy’s funds...had taken a leading part in stirring up the Egyptians.” (Dio and Cary, 1916, p.171.) Caesar also feared another rebellion amongst the Egyptian people after the Alexandrian War and perhaps his extended stay was to ensure peace. The Egyptians, and even the Roman people, may have rebelled against the idea of a woman [Cleopatra] ruling, at all. Dio states (Dio, Roman History, XLII) Caesar “...being afraid that the Egyptians might rebel again, because they were delivered over to a woman to rule, and that the Romans might be angry...” (Dio and Cary, 1916, p.185). Caesar would’ve needed to ensure his chosen ally’s rule was not threatened or frowned upon too much.
Caesar was treated with disrespect during his visit by court and Ptolemy’s advisers, mainly the the eunuch Pothinus. Plutarch states (Plut. Caes. 48) “Pothinus was...openly disagreeable...and both his words and behavior towards Caesar were often rude and offensive.” (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.341). This treatment of Caesar from a member of Ptolemy’s regency council would have emphasized the apparent lukewarm opinion amongst the court regarding the idea of Roman rule within the country. Perhaps Caesar extended his stay in Egypt to highlight his authority. He had every reason to be, for, as Plutarch states (Plut. Caes. 49) “.... there was a plot being hatched against Caesar by the general, Achillas, and the eunuch Pothinus...” (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.342). Caesar reportedly thought that he, like Pompey, would be assassinated by the Egyptians, as stated in Suetonius (Suet. Jul. 35) “...when he found out that King Ptolemy had murdered Pompey and was planning to murder him as well, declared war.” (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.17).
Such tensions therefore perhaps would’ve also obliged Caesar to assert his power and dominance over the people. In Caesar’s eyes, the Egyptian people were not to be trusted. Caesar himself said (Caes. Civil War. 24) that he was “...well aware that this was a deceitful nation, always given to dissimulating their real intentions.” (Caesar and Mitchell, 1967, p.179). Foreman states that “He had no reason to prefer Ptolemy; after all, the regency council had backed Pompey in the war.” (Foreman, 1999, p,86). The backing of, and later assassination of Pompey too no doubt would’ve allowed Caesar to distrust Ptolemy XIII and therefore perhaps served as a reason for his backing of Cleopatra rather than a reason of infatuation for her.
Caesar’s favor of Cleopatra therefore would appear to be a political advantage for Caesar who would’ve concentrated upon the importance of a successfully ruled country under Roman influence rather than any infatuation. He was sure to allow Ptolemy to rule alongside Cleopatra; honoring the will of their father and therefore aiming to please their subjects. This is stated in Dio (Dio. Roman History. XLII) that he “...gave the kingdom to both of them, at least nominally. For in reality, Cleopatra was to hold all the power alone.” Less enemies and protests would mean less chance of rebellion. According to Wyke, Caesar’s intention may have been “placing on the throne a ruler who would not ferment nationalistic uprising nor present themselves as a fresh rival to Caesar.” (Wyke, 2007, p.93).
These previous paragraphs successfully emphasize that there would’ve been many other matters than infatuation such as financial interest, the maintenance of Rome’s power in Egypt, Ptolemy XII’s wishes and Caesar’s desire for a peaceful and smoothly-run country, that were reasons for his interest in Cleopatra. It would’ve been unlikely that Caesar sought any personal connection with Cleopatra, at least not on a personal level. According to scholar Gartland, “The Romans regarded other races as inferior,” (Gartland, 2004, p.68). If infatuation was present, it is unlikely that neither Caesar not Cleopatra would’ve been blinded by the idea of romance. Nevertheless, it is clear that both figures bonded strongly through ambition. The next point of focus in this study with be Cleopatra VII and the discussion of possible motives for her own association with Caesar. By emphasizing that she would’ve had the same ambitious intentions on a political level through her relationship with Caesar, one can understand the aggressive competition within their political world and historical context, thus proving the argument of this study. Any romantic idealism of their relationship is surely exaggerated.













Cleopatra’s motivations
Cleopatra descended from a regal yet completely hostile dynasty, in what Wyke describes as “...one of the highest-ranking dysfunctional families of the ancient world...who had been murdering each other with alarming regularity for nearly three hundred years before she was born.” (Wyke, 2007, p.61.) Marriages between siblings aimed to end succession disputes as well as help present the family as traditional Egyptian god-like figures of the divine in the example of Osiris and Isis in order to perhaps prevent rebellion against their rule, as noted by Foreman, “...the marriage of brother and sister- god appropriately wedded to goddess...it had the political advantage of limiting disputes over succession.” (Foreman, 1999, p.40). Rule was uncertain and unstable. Ptolemaic rule was constantly questioned throughout its time, even by the Egyptian people. Foreman states that “the Ptolemies had come to count on Rome’s power to prop up their enfeebled dynasty.” (Foreman, 1999, p.43). Cleopatra’s father recognized the importance of Roman aid, as did his predecessors. Ptolemy VI before him sought help, “...when Egypt found itself losing a war with neighboring Syria, only the intervention of a Roman legate preserved Ptolemaic rule.” (Foreman, 1999, p.40). 
The Ptolemies were careful to maintain the alliance with the Republic despite prices to pay in exchange. One would understand that the price would’ve been worthy. Cleopatra herself would have to seek Caesar’s help after Ptolemy XIII exiled her, aware of the risk to her life at the hands of her brother over power. Wyke states that “It was clear that Ptolemy would marginalise her or even eliminate her, therefore she required support.” (Wyke, 2007, p.83). Caesar’s help also allowed Cleopatra to defeat her brother and sister Arsinoe IV in the Siege of Alexandria and the Battle of the Nile in 47 BC. It is certain that her decision to involve herself with Caesar, even sexually, would’ve enabled her to achieve a degree of power and influence in her hold over the throne through Caesar’s Roman influence. Her ambition, thirst for power and need for survival therefore were the main motives of her association with Caesar. Wyke states that “Cleopatra wanted to be reinstated in power and was quite prepared to meet Caesar’s needs. And other needs of a more personal nature.” (Matyszak, 2004, p.147). Any apparent seducing on her behalf would’ve allowed her to maintain control of a kind of Caesar, tempting for him if one believes his consistent womanizing. At the time of their meeting, Caesar was 50, Cleopatra around 20. Such an interest in him would’ve appeared flattering to the maturing dictator.
Putting aside Caesar’s sexual interest in her, Cleopatra would’ve proved herself to be a capable ruler in Caesar’s eyes. Wyke states that she “made a genuine effort to understand and emphasize with all the people in and around Egypt. She learned the native Egyptian language, the first of the Ptolemies...” (Wyke, 2007, p.76). Southern describes her hasty and sufficient reaction to the grain supply issues in Alexandria:
 Bad harvests in the autumn of 50 threatened famine and potential food riots. Cleopatra took immediate control of grain production, and decreed that all the produce of Middle Egypt must be transported to Alexandria...
 (Southern, 2008, p.79).
This act, among others, would’ve highlighted a responsive and intelligent forward-thinking in the queen, perhaps impressing Caesar. It would appear that he had great faith in her ability to rule well, at least in comparison to her brother, so much so that he placed her secretly as sole ruler: (Dio. Roman History. XLII) “...in view of Caesar’s favor there was nothing that she could not do…her living with her brother and sharing the rule with him was a mere pretence...wheras in truth she ruled alone...” (Dio and Cary, 1916, p.185.) He also appears to have had great respect and fondness for her: Gartland points out that “He even had the gall to erect a gold statue of Cleopatra beside that of his beloved ancestress in the...temple of Venus Genetrix (the mother)in the Julian forum.” (Gartland, 2004, p.54). This surely would’ve been an honorable act, and a personal one to declare such a familial and divine link between the queen and the goddess. During her visit to Rome, Dio states (Dio. Roman History, XLIII) that he allowed her to stay “in Caesar’s own house” (Dio and Cary, 1916, p.261). But Wyke argues that “probably her arrival was a huge embarrassment...” (Matyszak, 2004, p.147).
Even if Caesar had been in love with her, Wyke states that “it is unlikely that both participants lost their heads. They were...too shrewd...self-controlled...” (Wyke, 2007, p.84.) Caesar supposedly had affairs with many- though some modern scholars disagree, such as Gartland who suggests that his apparent list of sexual conquests, “...may have been concocted by his enemies to tarnish his reputation,” but Gartland also admits that “...there is every likelihood that Caesar was over-sexed.” (Gartland, 2004, pp. 1-2) One would question if Cleopatra was seen as different in comparison to these previous affairs. Wyke states that within Commentarii de Bello Civili “Cleopatra is scarcely present- once mentioned as a loyal member of Caesar’s camp, never his lover.” (Wyke, 2007, p.93). A work in Caesar’s own hand without much mention of his apparent ‘beloved’ could indicate merely that he wished to emphasize his own glory in those events, or it could suggest Caesar’s indifference of the affair.
Foreman regards Caesar’s stay in Egypt as an opportunity for Cleopatra to be “...laying before him a dowry of stupendous richness...mustering all her charm to make him complicit in her vision.” (Foreman, 1999, p.107). Rather than being a time for romance, the stay could’ve been a mere tour in the eyes of Caesar to gaze upon the land he had thought he won by ‘conquering’ Cleopatra. As mentioned earlier in this study, a chance to experience the delights of Eastern luxury in the place of a king would’ve allowed Caesar to achieve a kingly power away from Rome and get away with it. It could also have been a way for Cleopatra to show Caesar her vision and manipulate him, or simply a demonstration of political theatre to the Egyptian people to celebrate their defeat of the Ptolemy siblings- a triumph of their newly formed teamwork. Her son Caesarion by him would fuel ambitions of her own. Foreman states that her son “might have a claim to be master not only of Egypt but of Rome as well.” (Foreman, 1999, p.102.)
In regard to any thought of romance, it’s certain that Caesar’s thoughts upon any marriage-like union wouldn’t have been on his mind. Foreman states that “Roman law did not recognize marriage between a roman and a foreigner.” (Foreman, 1999, p.102). 
However, Suetonius insisted that (Suet. Jul. 52) “...he even allowed her to give his own name to the son whom she had bourne him...Mark Antony informed the Senate that Caesar had in fact acknowledged his paternity...” (Suetonius and Graves, 2007, p.25) and if Suetonius is believed, it emphasizes an idea of Caesar highlighting an intention to take his union with Cleopatra seriously, enough to acknowledge their son and therefore demonstrate his connection and partnership with Cleopatra and the East. But despite it being unknown for sure as to whether he did acknowledge Caesarion, it is perhaps unlikely he would have due to the possible disapproval this could’ve caused in Rome in matters of Caesar’s reputation. According to Plutarch (Plut. Caes, 48), it would appear that the mere association Caesar had with Cleopatra did enough to tarnish his reputation in Rome, “...some people claim that he damaged his reputation and risked his life needlessly for no real reason, and it was just that he was so passionately in love with Cleopatra” (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.341). With such an apparent damaged reputation, one would consider whether Caesar would do anymore damage at the risk of angering the Roman people. Therefore, when one considers any lack of acknowledgement of Caesarion, it would indicate an indifference to their union on Caesar’s part in regard to their affair. 
Some ancient Roman sources don’t appear to support the idea of the couple’s union as a love match, but instead a calculated manipulation of each other, especially on Cleopatra’s part, suggesting she ‘corrputed’ him. For example, Plutarch states (Plut. Caes. 49) that Caesar “succumbed to her charms”. (Plutarch and Waterfield, 1999, p.342). Dio states (Dio, Roman History, XLII) that she had “...the power to subjugate every one, even a love-sated man already past his prime. (Dio and Cary, 1916, p.169). Lucan stated (Lucan. Civil War. 10) in line 359-360: “she possesses Egypt and she whores to gain Rome/Cleopatra has been able to capture the old man with magic...” (Lucan and Braund, 1992, p. 216). From these accounts, one can understand the negative reception Cleopatra must have had on the Roman people. If she was as cunning and manipulative as presented, it would appear reasonable that someone as intelligent and worldly as Caesar would’ve not been blinded by such a thing. Surely, he would’ve been careful in his endeavors. 

















Conclusion
In conclusion, this study highlights several reasons for Caesar and Cleopatra’s union that are not based on infatuation. It appears clear that Caesar’s stay in Egypt was not romantically fueled, at least not solely or seriously. As rulers of vast, great countries, it would’ve been important that romance wasn’t the forefront of their goals. One cannot deny however the bond between them: the building of her statue in Rome indicates an affection reservation at least on Caesar’s part. One cannot deny either that Caesar was human and possessed human qualities and attributes however and one cannot conclude that ambition was all he ever cared about. Regardless of what Caesar felt for her, however, it is clear that ambition served as first in his aspirations. This can be concluded due to the opinion one may form when considering the heavy level of ambition in his early life as well as his within his involvement with Cleopatra. 
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