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1. The Massilians’ Speech to Caesar (Caes. BCiv. 1.35.3-4)

[...] intellegere se divisum esse populum <Romanum> in partes duas; neque sui iudici neque
suarum esse virium discernere utra pars iustiorem habeat causam; principes vero esse earum
partium Cn. Pompeium et C. Caesarem, patronos civitatis, quorum alter agros Volcarum
Arecomicorum et Helviorum publice his concesserit, alter bello victas fgalliast attribuerit
vectigaliaque auxerit

[...] they understood that the Roman people was divided into two groups; [they understood] that
it belonged neither to their judgment nor to their ability to determine which of the two groups
had the more just motive; but [they did understand] that the leaders of these groups were Gnaius
Pompey and Gaius Caesar, benefactors of their polity, of whom the former had publicly granted
the land of the Volcae, the Arecomici, and the Helvii to them, and the latter had given them the
<cities/parts of Gaul> conquered in war and increased their revenue!

2. The De bello Gallico Proem (Caes. BGall. 1.1.1-2)

Gallia est omnis divisa in partes tres, quarum unam incolunt Belgae, aliam Aquitani, tertiam
qui ipsorum lingua Celtae, nostra Galli appellantur. Hi omnes lingua, institutis, legibus inter se
differunt

All of Gaul is divided into three parts, the first of which the Belgae inhabit, the second the
Aquitani, the third who are in their own language called Celts, but in ours Gauls. All of these
differ in language, customs, and laws among themselves

3. The Language of Civil Strife (Cic. Rep. 1.31)

Nam, ut videtis, mors Tiberii Grachi et iam ante tota illius ratio tribunatus divisit populum
unum in duas partes

For, as you see, the death of Tiberius Gracchus and, even earlier, the entire method of his
tribunate divided one people into two groups

4. Caesar’s Description of Massilia (Caes. BCiv. 2.1.3)

Massilia enim fere tribus ex oppidi partibus mari alluitur

For Massilia is washed against by the sea on just about three sides of the city

! Translations are mine. Rambaud suggests supplying “urbes vel partes Galliae” for the corrupt tgalliast (Damon
2015, 24). | translate this emendation to preserve the flow of the passage, but we cannot be sure what dropped out in
the MSS from the archetype.
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