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Peasant Revolts in Late Roman Gaul and Spain

E. A. Thompson

MANY THEORIES HAVE BEEN PUT FORWARD TO ACCOUNT FOR THE FALL OF
the Western Roman Empire, but not all of them have allowed
sufficient importance to the prolonged series of revolts which broke
out in late Roman times in the countryside of Gaul and Spain, as well
as in other regions of the Empire. Our sources seem to suggest that
these revolts were due primarily to the agricultural slaves, or at any
rate that siaves played a prominent part in them.! But the slaves
certainly did not fight alone. They won allies from other sections
of society inciuding the middle classes — we even hear of a physician
joining in their movement — so that if we refer to these risings as
‘ peasant’ revolts we must recognize that we are using the word
‘ peasant ’ only for want of a better term.> The rebels themselves
in Gaul and Spain took on the name of Bacaudae — there is little MS.
evidence for the form Bagaudae — which first makes it appearance in
connexion with one of their risings late in the third-century and which
soon came to be used by those against whom the peasants revolted.>

I am not competent to discuss the precise methods of exploitation
or to say exactly what turn of precisely which screw drove the peasant
at last to throw down his plough in despair and run to the greenwood.
But it may be worth while to collect the evidence relating to (a) the
extent both in time and in space of the peasant movements of Gaul
and Spain, (b) the organization and tactics of the Bacaudae, and
(¢) the aims of their movement.

The exploits, to say nothing of the aims and organization, of the
Bacaudae are passed over almost in silence by writers of the time
when they were active. All our authorities belonged to a greater or
lesser extent to the propertied classes of the Empire, and therefore
to a greater or lesser degree had reason to dread the Bacaudae. When
it is dangerously threatened, a propertied class will often conceal
(if it can), and even deny, the very existence of those who seek to
overthrow it. That is why a panegyrist of the Emperor Maximian,
whose victory over the Bacaudae in 286 he could not omit to mention
altogether — for it was the first and in some ways the most striking
of that Emperor’s victories — contents himself with hinting briefly
at the character of the Emperor’s foes, and then hastens to add:
¢ I pass this by hurriedly, for I see that such is your piezas you would
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prefer that that victory were forgotten rather than glorified.” And a
few moments later he does not venture even thus far, but dismisses
the whole topic in a brief sentence which is innocent of any explicit
mention of the hated Bacaudae: ‘I omit your innumerable battles
and victories throughout the whole of Gaul’ in which his enemies
had been Roman peasants.* This practice of suppressing mention
of the Bacaudae is repeated by an otherwise scrupulous fourth-century
historian who never tires of assuring his readers that to falsify history
is no more criminal than to omit mention of important events.> As
for the rebels’ aims it is an exasperating but a far from unexpected
fact that in the literature of western Europe in the third-, fourth-, and
fifth-centuries only a single sentence, a line of unpoetical poetry, a
mere pentameter tells us of these.® It seems fair to conclude then
that the revolts of the peasantry were considerably more frequent
and extensive than our authorities’ explicit references to them would
suggest. And although the word Bacaudae was not used until late
in the third-century the phenomenon which it denoted had forced
itself upon the attention of historians a century earlier.

The first great Gallic and Spanish revolt of the type that interests
us occurred late in the second-century A.D., when the calamitous
wars of Marcus Aurelius and the interminable plague were followed
by the civil wars of Septimius Severus and his rivals. It is likely
that the great landowners did what they could to pass the colossal
burdens created by these disasters on to the shoulders of the poorer
classes. And the massive reaction of the oppressed began in the
eighties of the second-century. The revolt of Maternus is in its
magnitude and doubtless in its purpose, too, without a parallel in
the earlier history of the Empire.”

Maternus was a soldier with many brave deeds to his name who
deserted the army about the year 186 and persuaded some of his
fellow-soldiers to do the same. ‘In a short time,” writes our sole
authority for his career, ‘ he gathered together a numerous band of
rascals, and at first he overran villages and estates, and plundered
them ; but when he was master of great wealth he collected a more
numerous throng of rascals with promises of large gifts and a share of
what was taken, so that they no longer had the status of brigands but
of enemies. For they now proceeded to attack the largest cities, and
forcing open the prisons they set free those who had been confined
in them, no matter what they had been charged with, promised them
impunity, and by good treatment won them over to join them.
They overran the whole land of the Gauls and the Spaniards attacking
the largest cities, burning parts of them and plundering the rest
before retiring.’

Maternus had only to raise the standard of revolt to be joined by
¢ a numerous band of rascals.” There were evidently oppressed and
expropriated men willing to resort to violence in many parts of the
West — Marcus Aurelius himself had been reduced to enrolling

12

This content downloaded from 66.251.25.235 on Fri, 14 Feb 2014 20:19:03 PM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

¢ the bandits of Dalmatia and Dardania ’8 into his armies in a period of
desperate crisis in his struggle with the barbarians — and when
Maternus had put his operations under way he could draw upon a vast
supply of (as we must suppose) runaway slaves, coloni, ruined
farmers, deserters from the army, and so on. Another authority
reports that during Maternus’ revolt ‘ innumerable deserters were
harassing the Gallic provinces’; and he calls Maternus’ revolt
¢ the War of the Deserters,” to herald which ¢ the heavens burst into
flame.’®

But the movement was clearly much more than an affair of army
deserters, though these no doubt provided the leadership. Quite
apart from Herodian’s description of those who took part in it,
its very scale indicates that it was a dangerous uprising of the
submerged classes of Gaul and Spain: it was the overture to the
Bacaudae.!® Such a movement cannot be explained merely by the
desire of a group of poor and desolate soldiers to enrich themselves
by thieving and highway robbery; and Herodian does not try to
explain it so. This was an organization which operated from Gallia
Lugdunensis down to Spain for a number of years; and, as an
eminent Roman jurist points out, °brigands’ cannot escape
destruction for long unless they have support from the population
among which they are active.l* Moreover, they were so powerful
that they could attack ‘the largest cities > with success. Even the
efficient and ruthless Septimius Severus, who was then Governor
of Gallia Lugdunensis, was unable to suppress them. The central
government had to be called in, and it found itself obliged to send
an army into central and southern Gaul.

The great areas of the provinces which came under the control
of Maternus’ men can scarcely be regarded simply as areas of mass
brigandage. Many estates must have fallen into Maternus’ power,
and it is difficult to believe that the estate-owners were left in
undisturbed possession of their lands and that they continued in
tranquillity to exploit the labour of such slaves anrd other workers
as had not already joined Maternus’ bands. We have no direct
evidenice of what happened to the landowners, but it may be that they
were expropriated of their land and possibly themselves enslaved :
at any rate, that is what seems to have happened to them during the
Bacaudic revolts of a later time.

However that may be, when the central government’s army was
sent to Lugdunensis, Maternus’ men, or some of them, retired from
the scene of their activities, but only to carry out what was at once
their most dramatic enterprise and the immediate cause of their
downfall. In small groups they began to infiltrate into Italy and
Rome, like Romulus and his shepherds long ago, determined to
assassinate the Emperor Commodus as he took part in a festival to
the Mother of the Gods and to make Maternus Emperor in his place.
The programme itself suggests that Maternus and his followers

13

This content downloaded from 66.251.25.235 on Fri, 14 Feb 2014 20:19:03 PM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions


http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

were not themselves the representatives or forerunners of any future
form of society : their ideas included no new mode of social existence.
Their purpose was merely to replace one Emperor by another, albeit
one of their own. ° Anarchistic’ methods of personal terrorism
together with strong personal ambitions emerged, and, as has
happened frequently under similar circumstances, the disintegration
of the band was not far away. Maternus’ successes and ambitions
had caused him to lose touch with the feelings of his followers, and
he was betrayed by some of his companions who were content to be
led by a brigand but not by a ‘ master and an Emperor.” Maternus
was caught and beheaded ; but the movement which he had led
was by no means at an end. Nearly twenty years later a general
was obliged to operate in Gaul with detachments of no less than four
legions against ‘ dissidents and rebels,” doubtless much the same
types of person as had been active under Maternus himself ; and it is
not claimed that the government forces won shattering victories.1?

For Herodian, Maternus was a mere deserter, though a troublesome
one, and his followers a band of thugs and terrorists. In fact,
however, they look more like a powerful army, a combination of
soldiers, peasants, and others, whose history was the first act in the
long tale of the Bacaudae. The character of their movement must
be sharply distinguished from the mere routine brigandage which
could be found in all corners of the Empire at that time, and the
suppression of which was part of the day-to-day duties of the armed
forces of the government ;! for the ordinary brigands were scarcely
concerned to win control of large tracts of the provinces and to
expropriate the landowners. It will be convenient for purposes of
contrast with Maternus to linger over one of these bands of brigands,
the only one of which some detailed information has survived : it
caught the attention of an historian because it operated successfully
outside the very gates of Rome and in the heart of Italy itself. This
is the company of Bulla, alias Felix.**

Bulla was an Italian who with some 600 companions ¢ plundered
Italy > for a couple of years at the beginning of the third-century,
and nothing that the Emperor and his armies could do would bring
him to a halt. He had a magnificent intelligence system centred
outside Rome and Brundisium, and he was supported by members of
the local population (either because he bribed them astutely, as
our authority suggests, or because they sympathized with his
practices). In the case of most of his victims he took only a part of
their property and then let them go at once. But when he caught
artisans or craftsmen he took nothing at all, but made use of their
skill for a time and paid them fairly before setting them free. His
exploits, as related by a Roman senator, who speaks of him with a
tolerance which he would never have shown to the Bacaudae, were
nothing if not audacious. Septimius Severus, when he was told of
Bulla’s coups, complained that while his generals could win wars
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in Britain he was himself no match for a brigand in Italy — ominous
words for the Roman propertied classes if the brigand should rise
above mere brigandage. But Bulla’s successes are insignificant
in comparison with his remark to a centurion whom he captured
and later set free, a remark in which he explained the basic cause
of brigandage in all times and places:  Tell your masters that if
they would put a stop to brigandage they must feed their slaves.’

In the end Bulla was betrayed by his mistress, and after his arrest
the City Prefect interviewed him and asked : * Why did you become
a robber?’ To which Bulla alias Felix replied:  Why are you
Prefect?’ He was promptly thrown to the wild animals in the
arena, and these satisfactorily completed the task of restoring
law and order.

If it is agreed that Maternus had expropriated the great estate-
owners — and it would be strange indeed if the estates were left
entirely untouched by such men as his — then it would seem to
follow that Bulla’s movement was different in kind from that of
Maternus. It certainly differed in scale, for at one period a centurion
with a company of soldiers was considered sufficient to hunt Bulla
down, whereas an entire army was concentrated against Maternus.
And while Bulla was a mere kindly robber, a homely Robin Hood,
Maternus appears so to have caught the spirit of the Gallic and Spanish
peasantry that he could attack cities and estates alike. The difference
between Bulla and Maternus, it seems, is the difference between
robbery and something like revolution.

What is of the greatest importance for us to notice is that in this
¢ Golden Age,’ this ‘ Indian Summer’ of the Empire, when some
Romans were escaping from the oppression of Roman life by joining
Maternus, others were doing so in another way — by deserting to the
barbarians. And again and again in their treaties with the northern
barbarians, we find the late second-century Emperors demanding
the return of these ‘ deserters.” This, too, indicates the shape of
that which was to come.1?

To conclude this sketch of the pre-history, as we might call it, of
the Bacaudae, it may be pointed out that not all  brigands ’ remained
poor and honest men throughout their days. It is said of a late
third-century usurper that, starting life as a brigand, he was
nonetheless a nobleman in his homeland (the Maritime Alps) but
sprung from ancestors who had been brigands like himself ; and
consequently he was very rich in cattle, slaves, and whatever else they
had carried off. As a result, at the time when he seized the Imperial
power, he was able to arm no less than 2,000 slaves of his own to
help him in his venture.1®

It was circa 283-4 that the Bacaudae made their first appearance
under that name. The calamities of the mid-third-century had
fallen most heavily upon the poorest classes ; and our authorities
hint as briefly and as reluctantly as can be at the ferocity of the
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Gallic peasants’ reply to their oppressors.l” The Emperor Carinus,
hotly engaged with the barbarians elsewhere, could do nothing
against them; and it was not until 286 that the new Emperor
Diocletian found himself obliged to appoint Maximian as co-ruler
in the West with the specific task of crushing the Bacaudae.!® In this
task Maximian was successful, at any rate for a time, although it
seems that he drew upon Eastern troops before he completed his
victory ; and there is a famous tradition that these troops mutinied
sooner than fight the Bacaudae, and had to be slaughtered by
Maximian!® Indeed, at a later time some persons appear to have
had even more ambiguous relations with the ° brigands.” It was
not at all uncommon in late Roman times for officers in the Imperial
armies to reach a compact with the barbarians beyond the frontier :
for example, they would allow plundering parties to enter and leave
Roman territory in return for a share in the booty taken from the
unfortunate provincials.?® There was no reason in the world
why such men should not work hand in glove with the Bacaudae
as eagerly as they did with the barbarians, if it suited their interests
to do so ; and some lines of the poet Ausonius suggest that they did
not let their opportunities slip by unused.?

The chief scene of the activities of the Bacaudae in Gaul was the
tractus Armoricanus,?® an area which seems to have extended from at
least the mouth of the Loire to that of the Seine. It was in this
area that the great revolt of 407 broke out — the largest and most
successful Bacaudic revolt known to us, for it was not crushed until
417. It was here, too, that Tibatto led the rebellion of 435-7 and
again that of 442.2 But Bacaudae were also active among the Alps
early in the fifth-century,?* and doubtless if our sources were more
forthcoming we should find them at least locaily throughout much
of Gaul.?> In Spain in the mid-fifth-century Bacaudae were in arms
in Tarraconensis, where they were so strong that no less a personage
than the Master of Both Services, Flavius Asturius, had to travel to
Spain to take the field against them in 441. He slew ‘a multitude
of the Bacaudae of Tarraconensis,” we are told,® but evidently he
did not slay enough (from his own point of view), for his successor
and son-in-law had to continue the work of ¢ maintaining order.’
This was the poet Merobaudes ¢ who in the short time of his command
broke the insolence of the Bacaudae of Aracelli’ in 443.2" But
even then they were as active as ever about half-a-dozen years later,
if not before. For in 449 one Basilius collected the Bacaudae of the
neighbourhood, entered Turiasso, and killed the bishop Leo in his
church ;28 and in 454 the Romans set some Visigoths upon the
Bacaudae of Tarraconensis.?? The two places with which they are
specifically associated, Turiasso and Aracelli, lie in the uplands
at the head of the Ebro valley ; but circa 456 they are also found far
away in the distant north-west of the peninsula in the neighbourhood
of Bracara, where they were sufficiently active to find a mention in
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our meagre chronicles.®® Bearing in mind how scanty are our
authorities for fifth-century history and how reluctant they are to
record the struggles of the oppressed classes, we need have little
doubt that Spain and Gaul swarmed with peasants in open revolt
as Western Imperial history drew towards its close.

The great bulk of the Bacaudae being °yokels,” ° rustics,’
‘ignorant farmers,” as our authorities call them,® their armies
were peasant armies in which ploughmen made up the infantry and
shepherds the cavalry.®® As for their strategy, it closely resembled,
if it was not actually modelled upon, the strategy of the barbarian
invaders of the Empire :* and the Roman army reforms of the later
Empire must have been less effective against the rebellious peasants
of the provinces than they were against the barbarians — they may
may well have been brought into operation in the first place to deal
with the former as much as with the latter. At any rate, the character
of this strategy which was common to Bacauda and barbarian alike
is revealed by the history of many a barbarian raid : the raiders
would split up into a number of small bands, which were more
easily fed than one large host, and would carry on a war of ambuscades,
surprises, feints, diversions, and skirmishes rather than of set battles.
Maximian’s campaign of 286 was of precisely the same kind : we
hear of skirmishes and ‘innumerable engagements and victories,’
which lead to the destruction of some of the Bacaudae and to the
surrender of others.®* It is no mean tribute to the generalship
of Maximian that he was able to ‘ restore order’ in Gaul in the
course of a single summer. Perhaps he divided up the area into
military sectors, separated the various groups of the Bacaudae from
one another, isolated them, and dealt with them one by one ;3% and
in comparison with Maximian’s experience and skill the ‘ rustics’
are said to have been confused and clumsy.?® After his victory he
was constrained to show a mercifulness which he cannot have greatly
relished :37 for to kill a Bacauda was to deprive an estate-owner of
one of his scanty force of labourers. Perhaps the peace which
Maximian restored to Gaul in 286 could well be described in the
words with which a seventh-century bishop concludes his account
of the crushing of a revolt in Egypt by the forces of the Emperor
Maurice: ‘ And great fear prevailed over all the land of Egypt,
and its inhabitants dwelt in the enjoyment of tranquillity and peace.”8

A similar strategy seems to have been employed against Valentinian
I (364-75) in the early years of his reign, when, according to
Ammianus, ‘ many other battles (i.e. other than those fought against
the barbarians) less worthy of description were fought throughout
various regions of Gaul, which it is superfluous to narrate both because
their outcome resulted in nothing worth speaking of (would he have
said that if Valentinian had in fact succeeded in crushing the
peasants ?) and because it is unbecoming to prolong a History with
ignoble details.”®® In addition, the planting of ambushes along the
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roads of Spain and Gaul could be highly profitable, and on one
occasion a brother-in-law of Valentinian was caught and killed in
one of their ambuscades.4® But this sort of activity could scarcely
impair the position of the landowning class as a whole ; and the main
activity of the Bacaudae doubtless lay in their attacks on the great
estates and even on the cities, though the mere destruction of Gallic
cities interested them less than has been supposed.4 Probably as a
rule they tended simply to raid the cities in search of such com-
modities as they could not produce themselves in the countryside.
After such an exploit they would retire to the forests with the booty
they had taken,*? and resume their life there under their ¢ woodland
laws,’ to which we shall now turn.

When Maximian arrived in Gaul in 286 he found that the Bacaudae
had set up two commanders of their own named Aelianus and
Amandus, who may have had successors in the fourth-century.4?
There is no reason for calling these men ¢ Emperors ’ : our authorities
simply say that the Bacaudae were  led * by them or that it was they
who ° stirred up ’ the trouble, and they supply no reason for supposing
the the organization of the Bacaudae was in this respect a mere
replica of the Empire from which they proposed to liberate themselves.
In the thirties and forties of the fifth-century, when a certain Tibatto
led them, no title is given to him in our scanty sources ; and his
subordinate commanders are termed principes, a word that tells us
little.4* What is certain is that the Bacaudae intended to detach
themselves altogether from the Roman Empire and set up an
independent State of their own.%®

The only extant passage dealing with the peace-time life of the
Bacaudae is very difficult to elucidate, for the writer of it assumes that
his readers are already familiar with the Bacaudae. It occurs in
a comedy called Querolus,*® which has survived, as it seems, from the
early fifth-century. Querolus is asking the Lar of his household
to give him a place in life which will make him happy, but he cannot
decide what that place ought to be. The Lar puts forward various
proposals, and one of them, suggested to him by the word /atrocinium,
¢ brigandage,” is this:—

Lar: Now I've got it: you as good as have what you are
praying for. Go and live beside the Loire.
QueroLus : What then?

LarR: Men live there under the natural law.?” There’s no
trickery there. Capital sentences are pronounced there under an
oak tree and are recorded on bones.*® There even rustics perorate,
and private individuals pronounce judgement. You can do
anything you like there. If you were rich you will be called parus
— that is how our Greece talks ! O woods, O solitudes, who said
that you were free? There are much more important things that
I say nothing about ; but this will be enough to be going on with.
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QUEROLUS : I’'m not a rich man, and I have no use for an oak.
I don’t want these woodland laws.

Lar: Well then, look for something milder and more honour-
able if you can’t brawl.

Life along the Loire among the Bacaudae then is sometimes
believed to be free in a sense in which Roman life is not free —
€ 1bi totum licet> — and Salvian and others repeatedly speak of men
escaping to freedom among the Bacaudae or the barbarians,*® just
as they had done in Maternus’ day, but this belief the Lar wishes
to laugh off as nonsensical : life is regimented on the Loire, too,
and there the regimentation is imposed not by responsible judges
and policemen but by ‘ rustics > and ¢ private persons,” who administer
justice under the oak trees. There appears to be little trace of a
State apparatus along the banks of the Loire. The word patus,
at which the Lar sneers, is presumably Celtic ;3° but since its meaning
is unknown it is difficult to guess what would have happened to you
if you had been rich before coming among the Bacaudae. The point
may be that a wealthy landowner, if he fell into the hands of the
Bacaudae, would become the slave of his own slaves. For Rutilius
Namatianus, to whom the Querolus is sometimes believed to be
dedicated, says that this was the fate of the territorial magnates of
Armorica in 407-17. Exuperantius, he says, was in 417 teaching
Armorica to love the recovery of peace — he had crushed the the
great rising which had broken out in 417 — and had ‘ restored the
laws and brought back liberty and does not allow the inhabitants to
be slaves of their own slaves.’!

Those words are practically the sole evidence for the social aims
of the Bacaudae, and they appear to mean that the Bacaudae had
expropriated the landlords, and had made them toil in the fields
which they had once owned. The laws and the liberty which
Exuperantius brought back were the laws and liberty of the former
landowning class which he restored for the time being.to something
like its old position. Rutilius’ evidence is in some slight measure
supported by the words of a somewhat later poet, Merobaudes by
name, whom we have already met defeating ‘the Bacaudae of
Spain in 443. He says that after the suppression of the Bacaudic
leader Tibatto in 437 ‘laws’ were restored in Armorica, and the
tillers of the soil no longer hid their criminal plunder in the woods.
At any rate, the passage of the Querolus looks like a characteristic
piece of distortion of a landlord-less society, with only a rudimentary
State apparatus, written by a hostile writer. And although
the Lar dismisses it as neither mild nor honourable we may suspect
that justice was more equitable and mankind more merciful
under the oaks of the Loire than in the Governor’s dungeon and
torture-chamber.

Whatever the frequency of peasant revolts during the third- and
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fourth-centuries, they reached such a climax in the first half of the
fifth-century as to be almost continuous. It would be strange indeed
if this fact were considered to be of slight importance in the study of
the fall of the Western Empire : Empires only fall because a sufficient
number of people are sufficiently determined to make them fall,
whether those people live inside or outside the frontier. But, on
the other hand, the various revolts of the Gallic and Spanish peasantry,
even when they were successful for years on end, released no new
productive forces. If Aelianus and Amandus had been able to win
permanent independence for Armorica, they would not have been
able to introduce any fundamental change into the class structure
of their society. They would merely have started afresh that process
which had caused the ownership of vast areas of land to concentrate
into a few hands and which had brought about in Roman society
the very state of affairs against which they themselves had revolted
in the first place. Indeed, even in the middle of the fifth-century,
an event is said to have occurred which, if it is a fact, would seem
to suggest that a significant change had come over the relationship
of the Armoricans with the outside world. In 451, when Aetius,
the champion of the great landowners of Gaul, engaged Attila and the
Huns in the battle of the Catalaunian Plains, he is said to have been
assisted by the Armoricans. That these should have fought for their
enemy is so surprising that some historians have been inclined to
throw doubt on the authority who records it. But even if the story
is false — and this is far indeed from being certain — the very fact
that it could circulate at all is revealing.5?

Aclianus and Amandus, then, if they had been successful, could
have changed the personnel of the ruling classes in Armorica, but
they could not have changed the nature of those classes themselves.
But the significance of the rebellions should not on that account be
underestimated. Although at the end of the process the class-
structure of Armorican society might well have been the same as it
had been at the beginning, the human beings who formed the various
classes would have been very different. And that is precisely the
result which the barbarian invaders of the West were able to bring
about : they changed the personnel of the ruling classes. Now we
have seen that so early as the time of Maternus many Romans of the
poorer classes identified the rebels and the barbarians to the extent
that they believed a freedom to exist among both which could not be
found under the rule of the Imperial government. In Salvian’s
day men were going off indiscriminately to Goths or Bacaudae or
¢ other * barbarians : in respect of ¢ freedom,’ at any rate, there was no
difference between them.’® Indeed, it is difficult to resist the
impression that the barbarian invasions could scarcely have been
carried out so successfully in the fourth- and fifth-centuries had it
not been for the help which the Roman peasantry and other oppressed
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classes among the Romans were able to give directly or indirectly to
the newcomers. The significance of the peasant movements will
only become fully apparent when they are studied in conjunction
with the barbarian invasions.

NOTES

1 Chron. Min. 1, p. 660, ¢ Gallia ulterior Tibattonem principem rebellionis
secuta a Romana societate discessit, a quo tracto initio omnia paene Galliarum
servitia in Bacaudam conspiravere,” Rutilius Namatianus, quoted below, n. 51.
From the third-century A.D. onwards it is increasingly difficult to distinguish
between rural slaves and rural serfs; both tended to be included in words
like ‘ servus,” ¢ servitia,” in contrast to ‘ ingenuus,’ free born, while ° rusticus’
and related words included poor ‘servi’ and ‘ingenui’ in contrast either to
well to do ‘ nobies ’ or to town dwellers, or both.

2 For non-servile support see Salvian, v. 21, Chron. Min. 1. p. 662 ¢ Eudoxius,
arte medicus, pravi sed exercitati ingenii, in Bacauda id temporis mota delatus
ad Chunos confugit.’

3 Eutropius, ix. 20 ita rerum Romanarum potitus [sc. Diocletianus], cum
tumultum rusticani in Gallia concitassent et factioni suae Bacaudarum nomen
imponerent, duces autem haberent Amandum et Aelianum, ad subigendos
eos Maximianum Herculium Caesarem misit, qui levibus proeliis agrestes
domuit et pacem Galliae reformavit,” Aurelius Victor, Caes. xxxix. 17 ¢ namque
ubi comperit [Diocletianus] Carini discessu Helianum Amandumgque per
Galliam excita manu agrestium ac latronum, quos Bagaudas incolae vocant,
populatis late agris plerasque urbium tentare’ etc., Jerome, Chron. a. 2303,
Orosius, vii. 25. 2 ‘ dehinc cum in Gailia Amandus et Aelianus collecta rustic-
anorum manu, quos Bacaudas vocabant, perniciosos tumultus excitavissent,’
etc. In Chron. Min. loc. cit. Bacauda means not a peasant who took part in the
movement but the movement itself. There is no agreement on the etymology
of the word.

4 Paneg. Lar. x (ii). 4. 4 ¢ quod ego cursim praetereo : video enim te, qua
pietate es, oblivionem illius victoriae malle quam gloriam,” 6. I ‘transeo
innumerabiles tuas tota Gallia pugnas atque victorias.’

5 Amm. Marc. cited p. 12 above. Sidonius does not use the word Bacauda
at all.

6 Rutilius cited below n. 5I.

” On Maternus see Herodian, i. 10. 3, cf. 11.5, SHA. Pesc. Nig. iii. 3 f. For
the view that Thermae near Yonne may have been destroyed by his men see
Revue des éiudes anciennes, xli, 193G, p. 1943.

8 SHA. Marcus xxi. 7.

9 Ibid. Pesc. Nig. iii. 4, Commod. xvi. 2.

WA, D. Dmitrev, ¢ Dvizhenie Bazaudov,” Vestnik Drevnei+ Istorii, 1940,
iii-iv, pp. 101-14, first showed the significance of Maternus and his followers.

11 Ulpian, Digest, i. 18. 13 pr.

12 Dessau, 1153. Presumably they were reinforced by the remnants of
Clodius Aibinus’ army. For a usurper’s army taking to brigandage after his
defeat, sce Libanius, Or. xviii. 104 (Magnentius).

13 S. N. Miller, Cambridge Ancient History, xii, pp. 21 {., gives some references
to brigandage at this date. A noteworthy success of the brigands of the Julian
Alps is recorded in Dessau, 2646.

15 On Bulla see Dio Cassius, Ixxvi. 10, cf. Zonaras, xii. 10 (iii, pp. 104 f.,
Dindorf).

15 Dio Cassius, Ixxi. I1. 2, 4, 20, I, Ixxii. 2. 2, cf. for Trajan’s time, Peter the
Patrician, frag. 5.

16 SHA. Proculus, xii. 1-2, 5. Sources for peasant movements (as for nearly
everything else) in the middle of the third-century are, of course, wanting ;
but that such movements in fact existed is proved by the increasingly repressive
measures taken by the government : see M. Rostovtzeff, Social & Economic
History of the Roman Empire (Oxford, 1926), p. 620.
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17 Paneg. Lat. vii (vi). 8. 3 ¢ Gallias priorum temporum iniuriis efferatas,’
xi (iii). §. 3 ¢ exacerbatas saeculi prioris iniuriis . . . provincias.’

18 See the passages of Eutropius, Victor, and Orosius partly quoted in
n. 3 above.

19 See a judicious discussion of the story of the Theban legion by C. Jullian,
‘ Notes Gallo-romaines,” Revue des études anciennes, xxii, (1920), pp. 4I-7 ; but
his view (p. 45, n. 1) that the troops may have refused to fight ¢ par amour
propre de meétier,” because the Bacaudae were considered ‘ non comme des
enemis honorables, mais un ramas de brigands,’ is singularly improbable.

20 CTh. vii. 1. 1, cf. Amm. Marc. xxviii. 3. 8, xxx. §. 3, etc.

21 Ausonius, Epist. xiv. 22-7, speculates on the improbable but not impossible
activities of Theon at Médoc: ¢ An maiora gerens tota regione vagantes
Persequeris fures, qui te postrema timentes In partem praedamque vocent?
tu mitis et osor Sanguinis humani condonas crimina nummis Erroremque
vocas pretiumque inponis abactis Bubus et in partem scelerum de iudice
transis ? ’

22 Zosimus, vi. 5. 3, Rutilius, i. 213, Sidonius, carm. vii. 247, Merobaudes,
Paneg. ii. 8, John of Antioch, frag. 201. 3.

23 For that of 407-17 see Zosimus, vi. 5. 3, Rutilius, loc. cit., and for those
of Tibatto see Chron. Min. p. 660, s. a. 435 (quoted in n. 1 above), and s. a.
437 ¢ capto Tibattone et ceteris seditionis partim principibus vinctis, partim
necatis Bacaudarum commotio conquiescit,” Constantius, Vita Germani xxviii,
xl, John of Antioch loc. cit.

24 Zosimus, vi. 2. 5, cf. Sulpicius Severus, Vit. Martin. v. 4-6. At Noyon in
Germania Superior there was a municipal officer called praefectus arcendis
latrocimiis, CIL. xiii. 5010, where another example is cited from Dhaun: cf.
the Greek AnoTo816kTnS, ¢ brigand-chaser.’

25 Amm. Marc., quoted p. 12 above, Ausonius, loc. cit.

26 Hydatius, s. a. 441 (Chron. Min. ii, p. 24) ¢ Asturius dux utriusque militiae
ad Hispanias missus Tarraconensium caedit multitudinem Bacaudarum.’

27 Idem, s. a. 443 . . . brevi tempore potestatis suae Aracellitanorum frangit
insolentiam Bacaudarum.’

28 Tdem, s. a. 449 ° Basilius ob testimonium egregii ausus sui congregatis
Bacaudis in ecclesia Tyriassone foederatos occidit. ubi et Leo eiusdem ecclesiae
episcopus 2b isdem, qui cum Basilio aderant, in eo loco obiit vulneratus.’

29 Idem, s. a. 454 ‘per Fredericum Theuderici regis fratrem Bacaudae
Tarraconenses caeduntur ex auctoritate Romana.’

30 Idem, s. a. 456 ? (p. 29) ‘in conventus parte Bracarensis latrocinantum
de opraedatio perpetratur.” Salvian says (de Gub. Dei v. 23): “ hi qui ad barbaros
non confugiunt barbari tamen esse coguntur, scilicet ut est pars magna
Hispanorum et non minima Gallorum, omnes denique quos per universum
Romanum orbem fecit Romana iniquitas iam non esse Romanos.’

31 Eutropius, ix. 25. 3 agrestes, Victor, Caes. Xxxix. 17 agrestium ac latronum,
Orosius, vii. 25. 2 rusticanorum, Paneg, Lat. x (ii). 4. 3 ignari agricolae.

32Pgneg. Lat. loc. cit. ¢ cum militaris habitus ignari agricolae appetiverunt,
cum arator peditem, cum pastor equitem, cum hostem barbarum suorum
cultorum rusticus vastator imitatus est.’

33 Ibid., C. Jullian, Histoire de la Gaule, Vii, p. 54.

34 Paneg. Lat. x (ii). 6. 1, cited in n. 4 above, Eutropius, ix. 20. 3, quoted in
n. 3 above, cf. Vicior, Caes. xxxix. 19 ‘sed Herculius [i.e. Maximian] in
Galliam profectus fusis hostibus aut acceptis quieta omnia brevi patraverat.’
But the extensive and mobile character of the operations of the Bacaudae
availed them little against the Huns of Litorius in 437, for the Huns were even
more mobile than they. In Constantius, Vita Germani xxvii, the °eques
ferratus > of the Alans, another nomadic pastoral people, was about to engage
the Bacaudae in 442 when St. Germanus intervened.

35 So Jullian, loc. cit.

38 QOrosius, vii. 25. 2 * qui [= Maximian] facile agrestium hominum imperitiam
et confusam manum militari virtute conposuit.’

37 Paneg. Lat. x (ii). 4. 3, xi (iii). 5. 3.
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38 John of Nikiu, xcvii. 29 (p. 160, ed. R. H. Charles).

39 Amm. Marc. xxvii. 2. 11, cf. xxviil. 2. 11 ff., Anon, de rebus bellicis ii. 3
‘ nam saepe gravissimis damnis affecit [sc. afflicta paupertas] imperia populando
agros, quietem latrociniis persequendo, inflammando odia, et per gradus
criminum fovit tyrannos quos ad gloriam virtutis tuae [probablv Valens or
Valentinian] produxit magis quam succendit audacia.’

40 Amm. Marc. xxviii. 2. 10.

41 Victor, quoted in n. 3 above. It is significant that for some hundreds of
years editors have foisted on to the Bacaudae the senseless destruction of Autun
in 269-70, although the MSS. of Eumenius, iv. I, give Batavicae and not
Bagaudicae, which is a conjecture of Lipsius: see P. le Gentilhomme, ¢ Le
désastre d’Autun en 269 ,” Revue des études anciennes, x1v (1943), pp. 233-40.

42 Merobaudes, Paneg. ii. 9 f. ¢ adsuetaque saevo Crimine quaesitas silvis
celare rapinas,’ etc.

43 Eutropius and Victor quoted in n. 3 above, Zonaras, xii. 31, E. A
Thompson, A Roman Reformer and Inventor, (Oxford, 1952), pp. 33 f., on
de rebus bellicis, loc. cit.

44 Chron. Min. i, p. 660. quoted in nn. 1 and 23 above, cf. Constantius,
Vita Germani xl.

45 Chron. Min. i, p. 660, quoted in n. 1 above, John of Antioch, loc. cit.

46 Pp. 16 f., ed. R. Peiper (Teubner series). That the passage refers to the
Bacaudae is the general and in my opinion the correct view : see e.g. L. Havet,
editon (Paris, 1880), pp. 2, 4 n. 1, P. Thomas, ¢ Le Querolus et les justices de
villages,” Mélanges Louis Haver (Paris, 1909), pp. 5§3I-5, Jullian, Histoire,
viii, p. 176 n. 3, F. Lot, La Gaule, (Paris, 1947), pp. 472 f., P.T.O. etc. But
F. L. Ganshof, ¢ Note sur le sens de Ligeris au titre xlvii de Ia loi salique et dans
le Querolus,’” Historical Essays in Honour of James Tair (Manchester, 1933),
pp. 111-20, would make it refer to the Alans settled on the Loire by Aetius,
while others make it refer to a Germanic people : but these veiws seem un-
convincing and do not explain why the Germans or Alans should be described
as rusrici : see Thomas, art. cit. p. 534, n. 4. In his edition (Paris, 1937),
L. Herrmann, p. xix, though seeing in the passage a reference to the Bacaudae,
gratuitously assumes that they renounced Roman law only to copy Barbarian .aw.

47 Ture gentium, so translated by Havet, ed. p. 217, and Herrmann, ed. p. 12 ;
contra, Ganshof, art. cit. p. 114.

48 On the interpretation of this passage see P. Thomas, ¢ Observationes ad
scriptores latinos,” Mnemosyne, xlix, (1921), pp. 1-75, at p. 65.

49 Salvian, v. 22, 26, f., Orosius, vii. 41. 7, Zosimus, vi. 5. 3.

50 If the reference is to the Bacaudae I do not see how this conclusion can
well be avoided. For the suggestion that it is Greek (= pachys, ‘ rich’) see
Havet, p. 218 n. 1, Herrmann, pp. xxii, 93 n. 42. But who spoke Greek in the
Armorican countryside ?

51 Rutilius, i. 213-6 ‘cuius Aremoricas pater Exuperantius oras Nunc
postliminium pacis amare docet; Leges restituit libertatemque reducit Et
servos famulis non sinit esse suis.” The landlords also claimed that their
society was ° free.

52 Jordanes, Ger. xxxvi. 191. That the Armoricans fought for Aetius in 451
has been doubted e.g. by F. Lot, Les invasions germaniques (Paris, 1945), p. 108.

5% Salvian, v. 22 ‘ itaque passim vel ad Gothos vel ad Bacaudas vel ad alios
ubique dominantes barbaros migrant, et commigrasse non paenitet,’ etc.
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