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	In 65 BCE, the Roman Senate put into action the Lex Papia de Peregrinis, in hopes of riding Rome of foreigners falsely claiming to be Roman citizens within the empire. Archias, and well-known poet and Cicero’s childhood teacher, was one of those foreigners to be prosecuted by the Roman Senate in 62 BCE. Archias, who had come to Rome as a poet in 102 BCE, went on campaign with and worked for Lucullus who in return granted him citizenship in the city of Heraclea in 93 BCE. Archias was unfairly accused and prosecuted for not being a citizen because of his relationship with Lucullus. Lucullus’ political opponents, most likely Pompey, attacked Archias in an attempt to damage the political career of Lucullus. 
	The Senate claimed that there are was no proof of Archias’ residency in Rome or his citizenship in the city of Heraclea. In addition to these claims, they also argued that Archias’ name was not found on the Roman census when he claimed to have lived there. These accusations are very unfairly cast upon Archias. Archias was not found on a registry as a citizen in Heraclea, this is true, but it is only because in the midst of the Social War (91 – 81 BCE), the office in the city holding all the records was completely destroyed. While there was no physical evidence of his residency there, the representatives that worked in Heraclea argued in his defense that he was really an official citizen. At the time that the Roman census was conducted Archias was off on campaign alongside Lucullus, so he was not there to be accounted for; that is not his fault. Archias can be found in praetor Metellus’ records too. He did indeed have a home in Rome even though the Senate argued that he did not. For the Senate to deny what proof of Archias’ citizenship they did have and demand the proof they could not get is extremely unfair and foolish. The testimonies that these men had given to the Senate under oath in defense of Archias should be taken as truth and honest proof. They cannot base their entire argument off physical evidence that cannot even be attained. Even if Archias wasn’t a legal citizen, should he be denied the right to become one? Is his influence on society not enough to earn him respect? From a very young age Archias was a very promising poet. He earned the respect of many men including Octavius, Cato, and Lucullus, surely, he was a benefit to the Roman society and was a good man he shared relationships with these men. Archias was unfairly targeted and falsely accused of not being a citizen in Rome. He should not be expelled from Rome. Archias offers much to society through his poetry and teaching. He has served alongside Lucullus and has earned the respect of many. He is innocent. 
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