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Shakespeare’s Julius Caesar
Introduction 

The tragedy of Julius Caesar is a play on history and tragedy, which was written by William Shakespeare. It is believed that he wrote the play in 1599. The basis of the play was on real events from Roman histories, such as Antony and Cleopatra, as well as Coriolanus. The events on the play reflected on what was happening during that period. The setting of the play is Rome in 44 BC. It portrays Brutus’s moral quandary as he becomes part of a conspiracy, which was led by Cassius (Schanzer 88). The conspiracy aimed to kill Julius Caesar to ensure that he does not become Rome’s dictator. Brutus was misled into joining the conspiracy group since they made him believe that Caesar wanted more powers to suppress the people. The conspirators manage to murder Caesar and the city of Rome was plunged into an extended period of civil wars. The schemers of Caesar’s murder wanted to preserve the republic, but the wars made it hard for them; the city was lost forever. 

Background

The play begins with two tribunes who discover that the masses of Rome were reveling Caesar’s victorious return. He had defeated Pompey, the sons of his rival in the military. During the return, the tribunes insulted the commoners for pledging their loyalty to Caesar despite initially supporting Pompey. They were only there because they had no other option. The tribunes wanted to end the celebrations and break up the commoners. However, the commoners resisted the advances of the tribunes and insulted them back. Caesar held a victory parade during Lupercal feast and a soothsayer warned himr to “beware the ides of March;” he, however, did not listen. Brutus, Caesar’s friend, was, on the other hand, being convinced by Cassius to join the conspiracy to murder Caesar (Schanzer 88). He was hesitant at first but afterward agreed that Caesar was abusing his powers and hence deserved to die. Caesar was then offered the crown of Rome three times by Mark Antony but he hesitantly did not accept it. He instead wanted the crowd to beg him to accept the crown, which it did not. Instead, it commended his decision to refuse the crown by applauding. Caesar was upset because he wanted to accept the crown after being begged by the crowd. He wanted to show to the crowd that he was the best leader Rome could ever have. That, however, did not happen.
Caesar then ignored his wife and the soothsayer's advice and proceeded to the senate, where he met his death. The conspirators approached him with a fake petition that pleaded with him on behalf of Cimber’s expatriate brother. Caesar, as was anticipated, rejects it. Consequently, Casca and his associates stab him. Brutus is the last to stab him to the surprise of Caesar. Upon his death, the conspirators state that they wanted to kill Caesar for the benefit of Rome and not their selfish interests (Schanzer 88). Brutus defends his actions through his speech. In a moment, the crowd sided with him as they initially believed, he did that for their benefit. However, Mark Antony convinces the crowd that the murder of Caesar was not for their benefit but due to the self-interest of the conspirators. Mark reminded the crowd of how Caesar cared for them, his sympathy for the poor and the way he did not accept the crown. Caesar’s will also state that every Roman would receive 75 drachmas. The crowd looked at Caesar’s body and wept in sympathy. They turned against Brutus and drove the conspirators out of Rome. That led to civil wars. Antony, in the end, pays tribute to Brutus. He states that Brutus was the noblest Roman of them all. He acted in his mind when stabbing Caesar. He wanted the best for the people of Rome. 

Theme

Heroes vs. Villains. The theme of heroes vs. villains is evident throughout the play. In the play, both Brutus and Caesar are viewed as heroes and villains in equal measure. When the play began, Caesar is hailed by the crowd for his triumphs and conquest. He is considered to be a hero for defeating his rivals. Additionally, the crowd sees him as a hero and admires him for his seeming humility for refusing to accept the crown (Schanzer 88). These views, however, initially change when he is murdered. Brutus, in his speech, convinces the crowd that he was killed for the betterment of Rome. That he was a power-hungry leader who wanted to suppress the people of Rome. The crowd initially is convinced and perceives Caesar as a villain. That, however, changes again after the speech of Antony Mark. 

Brutus is also initially viewed by the crowd as a hero for murdering Caesar. They are convinced that he did that not because of selfish interest but because he wanted the best for Rome. The crowd cheers him and believes he is their savior. They think that he did that because he wanted the best for them. However, after Antony’s speech, which included praises for Caesar and how he was right, the crowd changes their perceptions again and believe that he was a man with great intentions (Schanzer 88). They turn against Brutus and view him as a villain for murdering Caesar.

Lessons from the Play
No matter how good your goals are, violence never solves issues. Brutus had the goodwill of the people. He was not self-centered. He wanted the people of Rome to benefit from good leadership. He only stabbed Caesar because he believed that Caesar wanted more power for himself so that he could suppress the people (Schanzer 88). Cassius managed to convince him that Caesar wanted to have more powers for himself so that he could have an authoritarian kind of rule where he controlled everything. Therefore, he stabbed Caesar based on those notions. He did not do it because he wanted power for himself. However, the conspirators except Brutus wanted to kill Caesar so that they could have powers themselves. They wanted to control the empire. Brutus did not have the idea that this was the intention. He believed the conspirators and thought that they had the interests of Romans at heart. The killing of Caesar, however, could not solve the issues that were facing the people of Rome. It was for personal gains of the conspirators. Despite the good intentions that Brutus had, murdering Caesar did not solve the problems but instead worsened the situation. Civil wars continued, and the city was never the same again. That shows that violence never solves any issue; it, instead, exacerbates the problems. 

Mob mentality is not the right way of making decisions. In the play, the crowd was easily swayed by different speakers at different instances. The play demonstrated to us that a good orator could easily manipulate the opinion of a crowd. It also shows that the views of many people or a crowd are not necessarily correct. The views of a crowd may not be based on facts but rather on emotions. For instance, Brutus managed to easily convince the crowd that he murdered Caesar because he wanted more power for himself to suppress the people. The crowd believed that without even verifying the information. Antony, a few moments later, convinced the masses that Caesar cared for them and wanted the best for them (Schanzer 88). They again changed their perceptions of Caesar and Brutus. That shows that a crowd or mob can be easily swayed so long as a speaker is a good orator. In real life, it teaches us that we should not make decisions based on crowds or the number of people who favors that choice. Instead, our decisions should be based on the facts presented. That way, we will make the right choices and the possibility of having future regrets will reduce.

Conclusion

The text was written to teach the society some lessons. For example, violence is not a solution to our problems, and decisions should be based on facts rather than emotions. Society sometimes resorts to violence as a way of solving their problems. They seek revenge in the form of violence because they believe it is the right thing to do. However, the text has proved to us that violence is not a way of solving issues. It, instead, makes the situation even worse. The text also demonstrates to us that when making decisions, we should look at the facts and evidence. Our decisions should neither be based on hearsay nor emotions. Had Brutus verified the false information that he was given about Cassius, he would not have been involved in the murder of Caesar. We should, therefore, make decisions based on facts. The text demonstrated what was happening during that period. Violence and mob mentality was a way of life. People resorted to such things to address their issues. However, the text has proved that it is not the right way of resolving issues. Issues should be resolved by dialogue.
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