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Part One: Western Europe Before Islam

	 

	 

	 

	 


The Continuation of the Mediterranean Civilization in the West After the Germanic Invasions

	 

	 

	 

	 

	“Romania” before the Germans

	 

	Of all the features of that wonderful human structure, the Roman Empire,1 the most striking, and also the most essential, was its Mediterranean character. Although in the East it was Greek, and in the West, Latin, its Mediterranean character gave it a unity which impressed itself upon the provinces as a whole. The inland sea, in the full sense of the term Mare nostrum, was the vehicle of ideas, and religions, and merchandise.2 The provinces of the North—Belgium, Britain, Germany, Raetia, Noricum, Pannonia—were merely outlying ramparts against barbarism. Life was concentrated on the shores of the great lake. Without it Rome could not have been supplied with African wheat. It was more beneficent than ever now that it could be navigated in perfect security, since piracy had long disappeared. On the roads that led thither from all the provinces the traffic of these provinces converged upon the sea. As one travelled away from it civilization became more rarefied. The last great city of the North was Lyons. Trèves owed its greatness only to its rank of temporary capital. All the other cities of importance—Carthage, Alexandria, Naples, Antioch—were on or near the sea.

	This Mediterranean character of “Romania” became even more marked after the 4th century, for Constantinople, the new capital, was before all a maritime city. It was opposed to Rome, which was merely a consumer-city, by virtue of the fact that it was a great emporium, a manufacturing city, and an important naval base. The more active the Orient, the greater its hegemony; Syria was the terminus of the routes by which the Empire was in communication with India and China, while by way of the Black Sea it was in touch with the North.

	The West depended on Constantinople for manufactured articles and objets de luxe.

	The Empire took no account of Asia, Africa and Europe. Even though there were different civilizations, the foundation was everywhere the same. The same manners, the same customs, the same religions were found upon these coasts, which had formerly known civilizations as different as the Egyptian, the Tyrian and the Carthaginian.

	The maritime traffic of the Mediterranean was concentrated in the East.3 The Syrians, or those who were known as such, were the pilots and traders of the Eastern Seas. It was in their bottoms that papyrus, spices, ivory, and wines of quality found their way even to Britain. Precious fabrics were brought from Egypt, and also herbs for the ascetics.4 There were colonies of Syrians everywhere. The port of Marseilles was half Greek.

	As well as these Syrians, the Jews were to be found in all the cities, living in small communities. They were sailors, brokers, bankers, whose influence was as essential in the economic life of the time as was the Oriental influence which made itself felt at the same period in the art and the religious thought of the period. Asceticism came to the West from the East by sea, as the worship of Mithra and Christianity had come.

	Without Ostia, Rome is unimaginable. And if, on the other side of Italy, Ravenna had become the residence of the Emperors in partibus occidentis, it was because of the attraction of Constantinople.

	Thanks to the Mediterranean, then, the Empire constituted, in the most obvious fashion, an economic unity. It was one great territory, with tolls but no custom houses. And it enjoyed the enormous advantage of a common monetary unit, the gold solidus of Constantine, containing 4˙55 grammes of fine gold, which was current everywhere.5

	We know that since the reign of Diocletian there had been a general economic decline. But it seems that in the 4th century there was a recovery and a more active circulation of money.

	In order to provide for the security of this Empire surrounded by Barbarians the frontier guard of the Legions had long sufficed: on the edge of the Sahara, on the Euphrates, the Danube, and the Rhine. But behind the dyke the waters were rising. In the 3rd century, owing partly to civil disturbances, there were cracks in the dyke, and then breaches. From all directions there was an irruption of Franks, Alamans and Goths, who ravaged Gaul, Rhaetia, Pannonia and Thrace, advancing even as far as Spain.

	They were swept back by the Illyrian Emperors, and the frontier was re-established. But on the German side of the Empire the limes no longer sufficed; a deep defensive front was necessary. The cities of the interior were fortified: those cities that were the nerve-centres of the Empire, Rome and Constantinople, became two model fortresses.

	And there was no longer any question of closing the Empire to the Barbarians. The population was diminishing; the soldier had become a mercenary. The Barbarians were needed, as soldiers, and as agricultural labourers. They asked nothing better than to enter the service of Rome. Thus the Empire, on its frontiers, became Germanized in respect of blood; but not otherwise, for all who entered the Empire became Romanized.6 All these Germans who entered the Empire did so to serve it and to enjoy its advantages. They felt for it all the respect of the Barbarian for civilization. No sooner did they enter it than they adopted its language, and also its religion: that is to say, Christianity, after the 4th century; and in becoming Christians, in losing their national gods, and frequenting the same churches, they gradually merged into the population of the Empire.

	Before long almost the entire army was composed of Barbarians; and many of them, like the Vandal, Stilicho, the Goth, Gainas, and the Suevian, Ricimer, achieved fame as soldiers of the Empire.7

	 

	 

	 

	The Invasions

	 

	As we know, in the course of the 5th century the Roman Empire lost its Western territories to the Germanic Barbarians.

	This was not the first time that the Empire had been attacked by the Germans. The menace was of long standing, and it was to guard against it that the military frontier Rhine-Danube limes had been established. It had sufficed to defend the Empire until the 3rd century; but after the first great assault of the Barbarians it had been necessary to abandon the old comfortable confidence and to adopt a defensive attitude, reforming the army by reducing the size of its units in order to render them more mobile; and finally it consisted almost entirely of Barbarian mercenaries.8

	Thanks to these measures, the Empire continued to defend itself for two hundred years.

	What was the cause of its final failure ?

	It had its fortresses, against which the Barbarians were powerless, its strategic routes, a military art whose tradition was many centuries old, a consummate diplomacy which understood how division might be created among the enemies of the Empire, or how they might be bought—and this was one of the essential features of the Empire’s resistance—and further, its aggressors were incapable of agreeing among themselves. Above all, the Empire had the Mediterranean, and we shall see what an advantage this gave it, even down to the time when the Vandals established themselves in Carthage.

	I know, of course, that the difference between the armaments of the Empire and those of the Barbarians was not what it would be today; nevertheless, the Romans enjoyed an impressive superiority over peoples without a commissariat and without regular discipline. The Barbarians, no doubt, were superior in numbers, but they did not know how to revictual their forces. Think of the Visigoths, dying of starvation in Aquitaine, after living on the country, and Alaric in Italy!

	As against its advantages, we must remember that the Empire was obliged to keep armies in being on the frontiers of Africa and Asia while it had to face its enemies in Europe. Further, it had to deal with civil disturbances; there were many usurpers, who did not hesitate to enter into understandings with the Barbarians; there were Court intrigues, which set up a Rufinus in opposition to a Stilicho; while the populations of the Empire were passive, and incapable of resistance; without civic spirit, they despised the Barbarians, but were ready to submit to their yoke. Consequently the defence could not count upon moral resistance, whether among the troops or in the rear. Fortunately, there were no moral forces on the side of the aggressor either. There was nothing to provoke the Germans against the Empire: no religious motives, no racial hatred, and still less any sort of political consideration. Far from hating the Empire, they admired it. All they wanted was to settle down in the Empire and enjoy its advantages. And their kings aspired to the attainment of Roman dignities. There was nothing comparable to the contrast between the Musulmans and the Christians of a later date. The paganism of the Barbarians did not inspire them with hatred of the Roman gods, nor did it excite their hostility toward the one God of the Christians. About the middle of the 4th century a Goth, Ulfila, who had been converted to Arianism in Byzantium, introduced the new religion among his compatriots on the Dnieper, and they in turn propagated the faith among other Germans, Vandals and Burgundians.9 Heretics without knowing it, their Christianity nevertheless brought them closer to the Romans.

	On the other hand, these Germans of the East had had some initiation into the ways of civilization. On descending to the shores of the Black Sea the Goths had come into contact with the ancient Graeco-Oriental culture of the Greeks and Sarmatians of the Crimea; and there they learnt to practise the production of the florid goldsmith’s art which they afterwards made known throughout Europe under the style of Ars Barbarica.

	By sea they were in communication with the Bosphorus, where in the year 330 Constantinople, the great new city, had been founded on the site of the Greek Byzantium (May 11th, 330).10 It was from Constantinople that Christianity had come to them with Ulfila, and we may be sure that Ulfila was not the only one of their number to be attracted by the brilliant capital of the Empire. In the natural course of events they were bound to feel the influence of the great city beyond the Black Sea, just as the Varangians were to feel it at a later date.

	The Barbarians did not spontaneously hurl themselves upon the Empire. They were pushed forward by the flood of the Hunnish advance, which in this way caused the whole series of invasions. For the first time Europe was to feel, across the immense gap of the Sarmatic Plain, the repercussion of the clashes between the populations of Farthest Asia.

	The arrival of the Huns flung the Goths against the Empire. It seems that their method of fighting, perhaps their appearance, and their nomadism, which seemed so terrible to a sedentary population, rendered them invincible.11

	The defeated Ostrogoths were flung against Pannonia, and the Visigoths fled across the Danube. This was in the autumn of 376. The Romans had to let them pass. How many were they?12 It is impossible to say precisely. L. Schmidt imagines that there were 40,000, of whom 8,ooo were warriors.13

	They crossed the frontier with their dukes, like a nation, with the consent of the Emperor, who acknowledged them as allies, subject to the obligation of furnishing recruits to the Roman army.

	This was something quite new, and it was a happening of extreme importance. With the Ostrogoths a foreign body had entered into the Empire. They retained their rights of nationality. They were not divided up, but were left in a compact group. The arrangements were hastily made; no territory was assigned to them; and finding themselves in a sterile mountainous region, they revolted no later than the following year (377). What they coveted was access to the Mediterranean, and they began to march toward the sea.

	On August 9th, 378, at Andrinople, the Emperor Valens was defeated and slain. The whole of Thrace was pillaged, excepting the cities, which the Barbarians could not take. They penetrated as far as Constantinople, which resisted them, as it was afterwards to resist the Arabs.

	Without the possession of Constantinople, the Germans were able to establish themselves upon the coast, thereby reaching the vital centre of the Empire. But Theodosius drove them away from it. In 382, having defeated them, he established them in Moesia. But they still constituted a nation. During the war, doubtless for military reasons, they replaced their dukes by a king: Alaric. It was very natural that he should have wished to extend his territory, and to attempt the capture of Constantinople, which fascinated him. But we must not regard this endeavour, as L. Schmidt has done, on the authority of Isidore of Seville (!),14 as an attempt to set up a national Germanic kingdom in the East. Although their numbers had been considerably increased by fresh arrivals from beyond the Danube, the Germanic character of the Goths was already greatly diminished by the addition of the slaves and adventurers who had come to join them.

	The Empire had taken no precautions against them, if we except the law of Valentinian and Valens, introduced in 370 or 375, which prohibited marriage between Romans and Barbarians under penalty of death. But in preventing their assimilation by the Roman population this perpetuated their condition of a foreign body within the Empire, and probably did something towards inducing them to undertake fresh adventures.

	Finding the way open before them, the Goths ravaged Greece, Athens and the Peloponnesus. Stilicho, sailing for the East, fought them and drove them back into Epirus. However, they remained within the Empire, and Arcadius authorized them to settle, still as allies, in Illyria; and hoping, no doubt, to make him submissive to the authority of the Emperor, he invested Alaric with the title of Magister militum per Illyricum.15 By this means the Goths were at all events safely removed from Constantinople, but they were near Italy, which had not yet been ravaged, and they launched an attack upon it in 401. Stilicho defeated them at Pollenza and at Verona, and drove them back in 402. According to L. Schmidt, Alaric invaded Italy in order to realize his “world plans.” This is to imagine that with the 100,000 men whom Schmidt attributes to him he conceived the idea of replacing the Roman by a Germanic Empire.

	In reality, Alaric was a condottiere who was greedy for gain. He was so free from convictions of any sort that he hired himself to Stilicho, for 4,000 librae of gold, in order to fight Arcadius, with whom he had a treaty of alliance.

	Stilicho was assassinated at a convenient moment for Alaric. With an army enlarged by a great proportion of Stilicho’s troops, he marched upon Italy once more in 408.16 In Alaric the Barbarian was becoming metamorphosed into an intriguing Roman soldier. In 409, as Honorius refused to treat with him, he caused the senator, Priscus Attalus,17 to be proclaimed Emperor, whereupon Priscus promoted him to the superior rank of Magister utriusque militiae praesentialis. Then, hoping to become reconciled with Honorius, Alaric betrayed his creature. But Honorius had no intention of becoming a second Attalus. Thereupon Alaric proceeded to pillage Rome, having taken the city by surprise; and when he left it he took with him Galla Placidia, the Emperor’s sister. Was it his intention to turn back and attack Ravenna? On the contrary. He marched into Southern Italy, which had not yet been pillaged, intending to cross over to Africa, the granary of Rome, and the most prosperous of the Western provinces. And as it marched his army ravaged the country, in order to obtain food. Alaric was not destined to reach Africa; he died at the end of the year 410. His burial in the bed of the Busento was that of an epic hero.18

	His brother-in-law Ataulf, who succeeded to him, turned back to the North. After some months of pillage he marched upon Gaul, where the usurper Jovinus had just assumed power. He was determined at all costs to obtain a Roman tide. Having quarrelled with Jovinus, who was killed in 413,19 and dismissed by Honorius, who remained immovable, he married the beautiful Placidia at Narbonne in 414, which made him the Emperor’s brother-in-law. It was then that he is said to have made the famous declaration recorded by Orosius:20 “To begin with I ardently desired to efface the very name of the Romans and to transform the Roman Empire into a Gothic Empire. Romania, as it is vulgarly called, would have become Gothia; Ataulf would have replaced Caesar Augustus. But long experience taught me that the unruly barbarism of the Goths was incompatible with the laws. Now, without laws there is no State (respublica). I therefore decided rather to aspire to the glory of restoring the fame of Rome in all its integrity, and of increasing it by means of the Gothic strength. I hope to go down to posterity as the restorer of Rome, since it is not possible that I should be its supplanter. “21

	In so saying he was making advances to Honorius. But the Emperor, still immovable, refused to treat with a German who, from his headquarters at Narbonne, might attempt to dominate the Mediterranean.

	Thereupon Ataulf, unable to confer the Imperial dignity upon himself, once more declared Attalus the Emperor of the West, in order to reconstruct the Empire with him.

	However, the unfortunate Goth was compelled to continue his raids, for he was starving. Honorius having blockaded the coast, he marched into Spain, intending, perhaps, to make his way into Africa, and in 415 he died, assassinated by one of his men, recommending his brother Wallia to remain loyal to Rome.

	Finding that he too was being starved in Spain, owing to the blockade of the ports, Wallia attempted to cross over into Africa, but was driven back by a tempest. The West, at this moment, was in a desperate condition. In 406 the Huns, who were still advancing, drove before them—this time across the Rhine—the Vandals, Alains, Suevi and Burgundi, who, jostling the Franks and Alamans, moved southwards across Gaul until they reached the Mediterranean and Spain. In order to resist them, the Emperor appealed to Wallia. Driven by necessity, he consented to help the Empire; and having received 600,000 measures of corn22 from Rome, he turned back to stem the flood of the Barbarians, who, like his Visigoths, were trying to make their way to Africa.

	In 418 the Emperor authorized the Visigoths to establish themselves in Aquitania Secunda, conferring upon Wallia, as formerly upon Alaric, the title of ally.

	Stabilized between the Loire and the Garonne, on the Atlantic coast, and shut off from the Mediterranean, which they no longer menaced, the Goths had at last obtained the territory which they had never ceased to demand.23

	This time they were treated like a Roman army, and the logistic regulations of the Roman army were applied to them.24 But this arrangement was to be permanent. The Goths were thus tied to the soil and distributed in the midst of the Roman population. Their king did not reign over the Romans. He was the general of his people, and their king, rex Gothorum; he was not rex Aquitaniae. The Goths were encamped in the midst of the Romans and held together by their king. Above him was the Emperor, but for the Roman population this German king was merely a general of mercenaries in the service of the Empire; and the stabilization of the Goths was regarded by the population as evidence of the power of Rome.

	In 417 Rutilius Namatianus was still boasting of the eternal nature of Rome.25

	The acceptance of the Visigoths as “allies of Rome” and their legal installation in Aquitaine did not result in their pacification. Twenty years later, when Stilicho had to recall the Legions from Gaul in order to defend Italy, while Genseric succeeded in conquering Africa, the Visigoths fell upon Narbonne (437), defeated the Romans at Toulouse (439), and on this occasion obtained a treaty which probably recognized them, not as allies, but as an independent people. 26

	The cause of this collapse of the Imperial power in Gaul was the fact that the Vandals, under Genseric, had crossed over into Africa.

	Succeeding where the Goths had failed, Genseric, in 427, with the aid of the Carthaginian ships, crossed the Straits of Gibraltar and landed 50,000 men upon the African coast. For the Empire this was the decisive blow. The very soul of the Republic—says Salvian—was destroyed. When in 439 Genseric captured Carthage —that is, the great naval base of the West—and then, shortly afterwards, took possession of Sardinia, Corsica and the Balearics, the position of the Empire in the West was completely shaken. It had lost the Mediterranean, which had hitherto been its great weapon of defence.

	The provisioning of Rome was imperilled, and also the revictualling of the army, and this was afterwards the point of departure of Odoacer’s rebellion. The Barbarians had control of the sea. In 441 the Emperor sent against them an expedition which on this occasion was unsuccessful, for the opposing forces were equally matched; the Vandals, no doubt, opposing the fleet of Byzantium with that of Carthage. Valentinian was obliged to recognize their establishment in the richest portions of Africa—in Carthage, Byzacium and Numidia (442).27

	But this was only a truce.

	Genseric has been regarded as a man of genius. The great part which he played in history was doubtless explained by the position which he occupied. He succeeded where Alaric and Wallia had failed. The most prosperous province of the Empire was in his hands. He was living in the midst of abundance. From the great seaport which was now in his power he could undertake profitable ventures of piracy. He could threaten the East no less than the West, and he felt that he was strong enough to defy the Empire, whose titles he regarded with indifference.

	If we seek for the explanation of the Empire’s inactivity where he was concerned for the years following the truce of 442, we shall find it in the Huns.

	In 447, advancing from the plains of the Theiss, Attila ravaged Moesia and Thrace as far as Thermopylae. Then, turning westward, he marched upon Gaul, crossing the Rhine in the spring of 451 and laying waste the countryside as far as the Loire.

	Aetius, supported by the Germans, Franks, Burgundi and Visigoths, 28 who behaved as loyal allies, checked him in the neighbourhood of Troyes. The military art of the Romans and the valour of the Germans collaborated. Theodoric I, king of the Visigoths, in fulfilling Ataulf’s ambition to become the restorer of the Empire, was slain. The death of Attila in 453 spelt the ruin of his ephemeral achievements, and saved the West from the Mongol peril. The Empire then turned upon Genseric. Realizing his danger, he was first in the field.

	In 455, taking advantage of the assassination of Valentinian, he refused to recognize Maximus. On June 2nd, 455, he entered Rome and sacked the city.29

	On the same pretext, Theodoric II, king of the Visigoths (453–466), broke with the Empire, favouring the election of the Gaulish Emperor Avitus; and being sent by him to fight the Suevi in Spain he immediately marched in the direction of the Mediterranean. Avitus, defeated and captured by Ricimer, became a bishop,30 but the Visigoths continued their campaign. Meanwhile the Burgundi, who, defeated by Aetius, were established as allies in Savoy in 443,31 seized the city of Lyons (457).

	Majorian, who had just ascended the throne, confronted this new peril. He recaptured Lyons in 458, and then hurriedly turned upon Genseric. In 460 he crossed the Pyrenees in order to reach Africa by way of Gibraltar, but was assassinated in Spain (461).

	Lyons immediately fell into the hands of the Burgundi, who filled the whole valley of the Rhone, as far as the frontiers of Provence.

	Theodoric II continued his conquests. He failed to take Arles, whose resistance saved Provence, but he captured Narbonne (462). After him, Euric (466-484) attacked the Suevi of Spain, drove them back into Galicia, and conquered the Peninsula. A feigned truce and the use of fire-ships resulted in his defeat off Cape Bon. With this the game was lost.

	In order to resist its enemies the Empire had at any cost to recover the control of the sea. The Emperor Leo, in 468, made preparations for a great expedition against Africa. He is said to have spent 9,000,000 solidi and equipped 1,100 vessels.

	At Ravenna the Emperor Anthemius was rendered powerless by Ricimer, the magister militiae. All that he could do was to delay by negotiations (for he no longer had a fleet) the occupation of Provence, which was threatened by Euric. The latter was already the master of Spain and Gaul, which he had conquered as far as the Loire (in 469).

	The fall of Romulus Augustulus delivered Provence into the hands of the Visigoths (476); and from this moment the whole of the Western Mediterranean was lost.

	When everything is taken into account, we may ask ourselves how the Empire could have held out so long, and we cannot but admire the obstinacy with which it resisted its destiny. A Majorian who recaptured Lyons from the Burgundi and marched through Spain upon Genseric is still worthy of admiration. For its defence, the Empire could count only upon allies, who continually betrayed it, like the Visigoths and the Burgundi, and mercenary troops whose loyalty could not resist misfortune, and which found it difficult to revictual themselves, since Africa and the islands were in the possession of the Vandals.

	The East itself was threatened along the Danube, and was powerless. Its only effort was made against Genseric. Assuredly, if the Barbarians had wished to destroy the Empire they had only to agree among themselves, and they must have succeeded.32 But they did not wish to destroy it.

	After Majorian (d. 461) there were none but contemptible Emperors in Ravenna, living at the mercy of the Barbarian commanders and their troops of Suevi: Ricimer (472), and the Burgundian Gundobald, who, having returned to Gaul in order to become king over his people, was replaced by Orestes, of Hunnish origin, who deposed Julius Nepos, and gave the throne to his own son Romulus Augustulus.

	But Orestes, who refused to give land to the soldiers,33 was massacred, and their general Odoacer34 was proclaimed king by the troops. He was opposed only by Romulus Augustulus, the son of Orestes, whom he sent to the villa of Lucullus on Cape Miseno (476).

	Zeno, Emperor of the East, went so far as to recognize Odoacer as a patrician of the Empire. As a matter of fact, nothing was changed; Odoacer was an Imperial functionary.

	In 488, in order to get the Ostrogoths out of Pannonia, where they threatened the Empire,35 Zeno sent them to conquer Italy, employing Germans against Germans, after granting their king Theodoric the title of patrician. In 489 the battle of Verona was fought, in 490 the battle of the Adda, and finally, in 493, Odoacer was captured and assassinated in Ravenna. Theodoric, being duly authorized by Zeno, took over the government of Italy, while remaining king of his people, who were settled in accordance with the principle of the tercia. After this, there was not again an Emperor in the West (except for a moment, in the 6th century) until the reign of Charlemagne. As a matter of fact, the whole of the West was a mosaic of Barbarian kingdoms: Ostrogoths in Italy, Vandals in Africa, Suevi in Galicia, Visigoths in Spain and to the south of the Loire, and Burgundi in the valley of the Rhone. That portion of Northern Gaul which had remained Roman under Syagrius was conquered by Clovis in 486. He overwhelmed the Alamans in the valley of the Rhine and drove the Visigoths into Spain. Lastly, the Anglo-Saxons had established themselves in Britain. Thus, at the beginning of the 6th century there was not an inch of soil in the West still subject to the Emperor. At first sight the catastrophe seems enormous; so enormous that the fall of Romulus has been regarded as beginning a second act of the world-drama. But if we examine it more closely it seems less important.

	For the Emperor still had a legal existence. He had abdicated nothing of his sovereignty. The old fiction of the allies was maintained. And the new upstarts themselves acknowledged his primacy.

	The Anglo-Saxons alone ignored him. For the others he was still a pre-eminent sovereign. Theodoric governed in his name. The Burgundian king Sigismond wrote to him in 516-518: Vester quidem est populus meus.36 Clovis prided himself upon receiving the title of consul.37 No one ventured to assume the title of Emperor;38 there was no Emperor in the West before Charlemagne. Constantinople remained the capital of this complex, and to Constantinople the Visigoth, Ostrogoth and Vandal kings appealed, as the arbiter of their disputes. The Empire subsisted, in law, as a sort of mystical presence; in fact—and this is much more important—it was “Romania” that survived.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	The Germans in “Romania”

	 

	In reality, “Romania” had lost very little: a strip of frontier in the north, and Great Britain, where the Anglo-Saxons had taken the place of the more or less Romanized Britains, many of whom migrated to Brittany. The portion lost in the North39 may be estimated by comparing the old Rhine-Danube limes with the present linguistic frontier between the Germanic and Latin languages. There Germania had gained upon the Empire.

	Cologne, Mayence, Trèves, Ratisbon and Vienna are today German cities, and the extremi hominum are found upon Flemish soil.40 Of course, the Romanized population did not suddenly disappear. While it seems to have been completely effaced in Tongres, Tournai and Arras, there were still Christians—that is, Romans—in Cologne and Trèves. But those who continued there gradually became Germanized. The Romani to whom the Salic Law refers attest the presence of these survivors, and the Vita Sancti Severini affords us a glimpse of the intermediary state in Noricum.41 We know, also, that there were Romans who held their own for a long while in the mountains of the Tyrol and Bavaria.42 Here, then, colonization took place; the substitution of one population for another; Germanization. The establishment en masse of the Western Germans on their own frontiers offers a strange contrast with the formidable migrations which led the Goths from the Dnieper into Italy and Spain, the Burgundi from the Elbe to the Rhine, and the Vandals from the Theiss to Africa. The Germans confined themselves to crossing the river upon which Caesar had established them. Are we to seek the explanation in race ? I do not think so. The Franks, in the 3rd century, pushed forward to the Pyrenees, and the Saxons invaded England.

	I am more inclined to believe that the explanation is to be sought in the geographical situation. By installing themselves on the frontiers of the Empire the Germans did not directly menace its vital points—Constantinople, Ravenna and Africa. It was therefore possible to allow them to settle down and attach themselves to the soil, a privilege which the Emperors had always refused the Germans of the East until the Visigoths were settled in Aquitaine. In order to make them keep to the frontiers, however, Julian undertook certain expeditions against the Franks and the Alamans; the Roman population retreated before them; they were not installed, as mercenary troops, in accordance with the system of the tercia, but they slowly colonized the occupied country, attaching themselves to the soil like a people taking root. This explains why, in 406, when the Legions had been withdrawn, the Germans were held up by the small military posts and castella of the Roman frontier along the line Bavai-Courtrai-Boulogne and Bavai-Tongres. 43 They advanced very slowly towards the South, capturing Tournai in 446. They were not a conquering army, but a people on the move, who settled down on such fertile soil as was available. And this means that they did not mingle with the Gallo-Roman population, which gradually made way for them; and it explains why they preserved their manners, their epic traditions, and what one may call the Germanic spirit. They imported their religion and their language and introduced new place-names. Germanic names ending in ze(e)le, and inghem, derive from the family names of the first colonists.

	To the south of the territory which they completely submerged they advanced by a process of gradual infiltration, thus creating a zone of mixed population, corresponding more or less to Walloon Belgium, the north of France, and Lorraine. Here many of the place-names attest the presence of a Germanic population which afterwards became Romanized.44 This infiltration reached as far as the Seine.45

	But on the whole, Germanization en masse had occurred only where the German language was retained. “Romania” had disappeared only in the latest conquests of Rome, along the outer rampart which protected the Mediterranean: the two Germanies, part of the Belgiums, Rhaetia, Noricum and Pannonia.

	Apart from this, “Romania” had remained intact, and could hardly have done otherwise. The Roman Empire continued to be Roman, just as the United States of North America, despite immigration, have remained Anglo-Saxon.

	As a matter of fact, the newcomers were in a very small minority. Without figures, we cannot speak with scientific accuracy, but we have no documents which would furnish such information. What was the population of the Empire?46 70 millions I do not think we can accept the estimate of C. Jullian, who gives Gaul a population of 20 to 40 millions.47 It is impossible to speak precisely. The only thing that is obvious is, that the Germans disappeared in the mass of the population.

	Dahn48 estimates that the Visigoths admitted to the Empire by Valens may have numbered a million; L. Schmidt, following Utropius, and the figures relating to the battle of Andrinople, speaks of 8,000 warriors and 40,000 souls in all.49 It is true that these must have been augmented subsequently by Germans, slaves, mercenaries, etc. Schmidt assumes that when Wallia entered Spain (416) the Visigoths numbered 100,000.

	Gautier50 estimates that the tribes of the Vandals and Alains, men, women, children and slaves, when they crossed the Straits of Gibraltar, must have numbered 80,000. This figure is given by Victor de Vita: Transiens quantitas universa.51 Gautier52 believes that this may be accepted as accurate, since it was easy to calculate the capacity of the fleet.53 He also estimates,54 plausibly enough, that Roman Africa may have had a population equal to that of today —namely, 7 to 8 millions—which means that the Roman population would have been a hundred times more numerous than the horde of Vandal invaders.

	We can hardly assume that the Visigoths were much more numerous in their kingdom, which extended from the Loire to Gibraltar, so that Schmidt’s figure of 100,000 may be accepted as probable.

	The Burgundi55 do not seem to have numbered more than 25,000 souls, of whom 5,000 would be warriors.

	In the 5th century, according to Doren,56 the total population of Italy may be estimated at 5 or 6 millions. But we know nothing definite. As for the numbers of the Ostrogoths, Schmidt57 estimates it at 100,000, of whom 20,000 were warriors.58

	All this is conjecture. Our estimate would doubtless be in excess of the truth if, for the Western provinces beyond the limes, we reckoned the Germanic element as constituting 5 per cent of the population.

	As a matter of fact, a minority can transform a people when it wishes to dominate it effectively, when it has only contempt for it, regarding it as fit only for exploitation; as was the case with the Normans in England, the Musulmans wherever they appeared, and even the Romans in the conquered provinces. But the Germans wished neither to destroy nor to exploit the Empire. Far from despising it, they admired it. They did not confront it with any superior moral strength. Their heroic period ended with their settlement. The great poetic memories that remained,59 like the legends of the Nibelungen, were developed at a much later date, and in Germany. Consequently, in every case the triumphant invaders accorded the provincials a juridical status equal to their own. The truth is that in every respect they had much to learn from the Empire. How could they resist its influence ?

	It was not even as though they were gathered into compact groups. With the exception of the Vandals, they were dispersed amidst the Roman population in accordance with the rules of “hospitality.” The distribution of the domains made it necessary to comply with the agricultural usages of the Romans.

	But what of marriage, or their relations with the Roman women ? It is true that until the reign of Reccared, in the 6th century, there was no connubium. But this was a juridical, not a social obstacle. The number of unions between Germans and Roman women must have been fairly constant, and the child, we know, speaks the language of his mother.60 Evidently these Germans must have become Romanized with astonishing rapidity. Some have supposed that the Visigoths preserved their own language, but they have supposed this because they wished to believe it.61 Nothing can be cited in confirmation of this belief. As for the Ostrogoths, we know from Procopius that there were still some who spoke Gothic in Totila’s army, but these must have been a few isolated individuals from the North.

	The Gothic language would have been retained only if the Goths had brought with them a culture comparable to that of the Anglo-Saxons. But they had no such culture. Ulfila had no successor. We have not a single text or charter in the Germanic language. The liturgy in the Churches was sung or recited in the Germanic tongue, yet no trace of it remains. The Franks of the pre-Merovingian epoch were perhaps alone in drafting the Salic Law in the vulgar tongue, and the Malberg Glosses would be vestiges of this language. But Euric, the earliest Germanic legislator any of whose texts have come down to us, wrote in Latin, and all the other German kings did the same.

	As for an original decorative art, we find no trace of such a thing among the Visigoths after their acceptance of Catholicism in 589, and Zeiss62 supposes that such art existed only among the people.

	For a time, no doubt, Arianism may have prevented any very intimate contact between the Romans and the Germans. But we must not exaggerate the importance of this factor. The only kings who really favoured Arianism were the kings of the Vandals, and they did so for military reasons. Gondobald is suspected of having been a Catholic. Sigismond was a Catholic from the year 516. However, there were still Arians in 524. And then came the Frankish conquest, which was accompanied by the triumph of orthodox Catholicism. After all, Arianism was never very influential, even among the Burgundi.63 Soon it had everywhere disappeared. The Vandals abandoned it when conquered by Justinian in 533; among the Visigoths it was abolished by Reccared (586-601). 64 Moreover, this Arianism was superficial, for its suppression was nowhere followed by any disturbance. According to Dahn,65 the Gothic language may have disappeared at the time of Reccared’s acceptance of Catholicism, or if it survived it did so only among the poorer classes.

	It is therefore difficulty to see how the Germanic element could have maintained itself. The indispensable condition of its survival would have been the constant arrival of fresh recruits from Germania. But neither the Vandals nor the Visigoths—who had no longer any contact with Germania—received such recruits. The Ostrogoths may possibly have remained more or less in touch with the Germans by way of the Alpine passes. As for the Franks of Gaul, once the country was conquered no further Barbarian contingents made their appearance. To read Gregory of Tours is to be convinced of this.

	There is another irrefutable argument. If the Gothic language had been preserved it would have left some traces in the Latin tongues. Now, apart from certain borrowed words no such traces are found. Neither the phonetics nor the syntax of the Latin languages betrays the faintest Germanic influence.66

	The same may be said of the physical type. Where do we find the Vandal type in Africa,67 the Visigoth type in Italy? There are fair-haired people in Africa, but Gautier68 calls our attention to the fact that there were such people in Africa before the arrival of the Barbarians. However, it may be said that the Germanic law survived—that there was Roman law for the Romans, and Germanic law for the Germans; and this is quite true. But even in the legislative measures of Euric this Germanic law was already interpenetrated with Romanism. And after Euric the Roman influence became more and more marked.

	Among the Ostrogoths there was no special code in force; they were subject to the Roman law of the country. But as soldiers they were amenable only to the military tribunals, which were purely Gothic.69 This is the essential thing to remember. The Germans were soldiers and Arians, and it was perhaps in order to keep them soldiers that the kings protected Arianism.

	Among the Burgundi and the Vandals the influence of Roman over Germanic law was as manifest as among the Visigoths.70 For that matter, how could we expect that the pure Germanic law would be preserved where the consanguinous family, the Sippe, the essential cell of the juridical system, had disappeared ?

	As a matter of fact, there must have been laws relating to personal property, just as there were laws relating to the connubium. Germanic law survived only in countries colonized by the Anglo-Saxons, the Salic and Ripuarian Franks, the Alamans and the Bavarians.71

	That the Salic Law was the law of Gaul after the reign of Clovis is quite a mistaken belief. Outside Belgium there were hardly any Salians, apart from the magnates about the king. We do not find a single allusion to this law and its procedure in Gregory of Tours. We must conclude that its sphere of application was confined to the extreme north.

	We find no mention of rachimburgii to the south of the Seine. Do we find any sculteti or grafiones The Malberg Gloss proves, moreover, that we have to do with a code established for a procedure in which the Germanic language was employed. How many of the Counts, nearly all of whom were Roman, could have understood it? All that it tells us concerning agrarian usages and the arrangement of the houses holds good only for the North, colonized by the Germans. One would have to be blinded by prejudice to imagine that a law as rudimentary as the Salic Law could have been applied to the south of the Loire.

	.Shall we say that the Germans brought with them the morality of a young people—that is, a people in whom personal ties of loyalty came before subjection to the State? It is a convenient theory. It is at the same time a romantic theory, and a dogma among certain Germanic historians. They are fond of citing Salvian and his comparison of the moral decadence of the Romans with the virtues of the Barbarians. But these virtues did not survive the establishment of the Germans in the midst of the Romanized population. Mundus senescit, we read, at the beginning of the 7th century, in the chronicle of the pseudo-Fredegarius.72 And we have only to run through Gregory of Tours to find, on every page, the traces of the grossest moral decadence: drunkenness, debauchery, cupidity, adultery, murder, abominable acts of cruelty, and a perfidy which prevailed from top to bottom of the social order. The court of the Germanic kings witnessed as many crimes as that of Ravenna. Hartmann73 makes the observation that “Germanische Treue” is a convenient fable. Theodoric had Odoacer assassinated after swearing to him that his life should be spared. Gontran begged the people not to assassinate him. All the Visigoth kings, with rare exceptions, died by the assassins’ knife.

	Among the Burgundi, in 500, Godegesil betrayed his brother Gondebaud that Clovis might benefit.74 Clodomir, the son of Clovis, had his prisoner Sigismond, king of the Burgundi, thrown into a well.75 The Visigothic king Theodoric I betrayed the Romans. And consider how Genseric treated the daughter of the Visigothic king, his own daughter-in-law.

	The court of the Merovingians was a brothel; Fredegond was a frightful termagant. Theodahat had his wife assassinated. Men were always lying in wait for their enemies, and an almost incredible amorality was universal. The story of Gondebaud is characteristic. Drunkenness seems to have been the usual condition of all. Women got their lovers to murder their husbands. Everybody could be purchased for gold; and all this without distinction of race, for the Romans were as bad as the Germans. The clergy themselves—even the monks76—were corrupt, though morality should have taken refuge in their ranks. But among the people piety did not rise above the level of a crude thaumaturgy. But there was a partial disappearance of the urban vices, of the mimes and the courtesans; though not everywhere. They were still to be found among the Visigoths, and above all, in Africa, among the Vandals, although the latter were the most Germanic of the Southern Barbarians. They were effeminate, living in luxurious villas and spending much time at the baths. The poems written under Huneric and Thrasamund are full of priapic allusions.

	We may conclude that after their establishment within the Empire all the heroic and original characteristics of the Barbarians disappeared, yielding to the influences of their Roman environment. The soil of “Romania” had sapped the Barbarians’ vitality. And how could it have been otherwise, when the example was set them by their superiors ? At first, of course, the kings were but imperfectly Romanized. Euric and Genseric knew but little Latin. But what shall we say of the greatest of all of them, Theodoric? Beyond the Alps he was known as Dietrich of Berne, but in him it was the Byzantine influence that was predominant.

	At the age of seven his father gave him as hostage to the Emperor,77 and he was educated in Constantinople until he was eighteen years of age. Zeno made him magister militum and patrician, and in 474 even went so far as to adopt him. He married an imperial princess.78 In 484 the Emperor made him consul. Then, after a campaign in Asia Minor, a statue was raised to him in Constantinople. His sister was lady-in-waiting to the Empress.

	In 536 Evermud, his son-in-law, promptly surrendered to Belisarius, preferring to live as a patrician in Constantinople rather than defend the cause of his fellow Barbarians.79 His daughter Amalasontha was completely Romanized.80 Theodahat, his son-in-law, boasted that he was a follower of Plato.81

	And even among the Burgundi, what a fine type of national king was Gondebaud (480—516), who in 472, after the death of Ricimer, succeeded to him as patrician of the Emperor Olybrius, and on the death of the latter had Glycerius made Emperor,82 and then, in 480, himself succeeded to his brother Chilperic as king of the Burgundi!

	According to Schmidt,83 he was highly cultivated, eloquent, and learned, was interested in theological questions, and was constantly in touch with Saint Avitus.

	It was the same with the Vandal kings. And among the Visigoths, the same development may be remarked. Sidonius praises the culture of Theodoric II. Among his courtiers he mentions the minister Leo, historian, jurist and poet, and Lampridius, professor of rhetoric and a poet.84 It was Theodoric II who in 455 made Avitus Emperor. These kings were entirely divorced from the old traditions of their peoples; it was left to Charlemagne to revive them.

	And among the Franks there was the royal poet Chilperic.85

	As time went on the process of Romanization became accentuated. Gautier86 remarks that after Genseric the Vandal kings re-entered the orbit of the Empire. Among the Visigoths, Romanization made constant progress. By the end of the 6th century Arianism had everywhere disappeared.

	Once again, it was only in the North that Germanism held its own, together with paganism, which was not extirpated there until the 7th century. When the Austrasian armies entered Italy in aid of the Ostrogoths they disgusted the latter,87 who would probably have preferred to own allegiance to Byzantium rather than to the Franks.

	In short, “Romania,” though somewhat diminished in the North, still survived as a whole.88 It had, of course, altered greatly for the worse. In every domain of life, in the arts, literature and science, the regression is manifest. Pereunte ... liberalium cultura litterarum, as Gregory of Tours very truly says.89 “Romania” survived by virtue of its inertia. There was nothing to take its place, and no one protested against it. Neither the Church nor the laity conceived that there could be any other form of civilization. In the midst of the prevailing decadence only one moral force held its own: the Church, and for the Church the Empire still existed. Gregory the Great wrote to the Emperor that he reigned over men, the Barbarians over slaves.90 The Church might quarrel with the Emperors of Byzantium, but it remained loyal to them. Had not the Fathers told it that the Roman Empire existed in accordance with the will of God, and that it was indispensable to Christianity e Had it not modelled its organization upon that of the Empire? Did it not speak the language of the Empire ? Had it not preserved the law and the culture of the Empire ? And were not all its dignitaries recruited from the ancient senatorial families?

	 

	 

	 

	 

	The Germanic States in the West

	 

	It is so obvious that the point need not be emphasized, that the tribal institutions of the Germans could not be preserved in the new kingdoms, founded on the soil of the Empire,91 in the midst of the Roman population. They were able to survive only in small kingdoms, like those of the Anglo-Saxons, which were peopled by Germans.

	No doubt the Germanic kings installed in the Empire were national kings to their peoples—reges gentium, in the words of Gregory the Great.92 They called themselves reges Gothorum, Vandalorum , Burgondionum, Francorum. But for the Romans they were Roman generals to whom the Emperor had abandoned the government of the civil population. It was as Roman generals that they approached the Romans,93 and they were proud to bear the title on such occasions: we have only to recall the cavalcade of Clovis when he was created honorary consul. Under Theodoric an even simpler state of affairs prevailed. He was really a Roman viceroy. He promulgated not laws but edicts only.

	The Goths constituted the army merely.94 All the civil magistrates were Roman, and as far as possible the entire Roman administration was preserved. The Senate still existed. But all the power was concentred in the king and his court—that is, in the consecrated palace. Theodoric assumed merely the simple title of rex, as though he wished his Barbarian origin to be forgotten. Like the Empress, he lived in Ravenna. The division of the provinces was retained, with their duces, rectores, praesides, and the municipal constitution with its curiales and defensores, and the fiscal organization. Theodoric struck coins, but in the name of the Emperor. He adopted the name of Flavius,95 a sign that he had adopted the Roman nationality. Inscriptions call him semper Augustus, propagator Romani nominis. The king’s guard was organized on the Byzantine model, and so was all the ceremonial of the court. The organization of the judiciary was entirely Roman, even for the Goths; and the Edict of Theodoric was thoroughly Roman. There was no special law for the Goths. As a matter of fact, Theodoric opposed the private wars of the Goths, and their Germanic barbarism. The king did not protect the national law of his people.96 The Goths constituted the garrisons of the cities, living on the revenues of their lands,97 and in receipt of a salary. They could not undertake civil employments. They could not exert the slightest influence upon the Government, apart from those who, with the Romans, constituted the king’s entourage. In this kingdom, ruled by their king, they were in reality foreigners, but well-paid foreigners: a military caste, whose profession furnished them with a comfortable livelihood. It was this fact, and not their alleged national character, that bound them together, and explained the vigour of their resistance under Justinian. L. Schmidt98 admits that from the time of its establishment in Italy the Gothic conception of royalty was lost.99 Theodoric was merely a functionary of Zeno’s. Almost as soon as he had arrived in Italy the Church and the population acknowledged him as the representative of legal order. The personal power of the king was exercised by sajones, who, for all their Gothic name, were merely an imitation of the Roman agentes in rebus.100 In short, the Goths were the military basis of the royal power, which in other respects was Roman.

	We do not, of course, find that the Roman influence was so profound among the other Barbarians. Among the Vandals, despite their rupture with the Empire, there were no Germanic features in the organization of the State. Yet in this case, despite the fiction of the treaties, there was really a complete break with the Empire, and it would be absurd to regard Genseric merely as a functionary. His position may be contrasted with that of Theodoric. Instead of considering and flattering the Roman population as Theodoric had done, he treated it with severity and persecuted its religion. There was no question of the tercia here. The Vandals were established en masse in Zeugitania (Northern Tunisia), dispossessing or expropriating the Roman landowners. They lived on the revenue of their “colonies,” and were exempted from taxation. Their organization in “thousands”101 which Procopius calls chiliarchs, was entirely military.

	But all Germanic law, or rather, all Germanic institutions had disappeared when, in 442, Genseric, having crushed an insurrection of the nobles, who were endeavouring for their own advantage to preserve the relics of the tribal organization, established an absolute monarchy.102 His was a Roman government. He struck coins which bore the effigy of Honorius. The inscriptions were Roman. Genseric’s establishment in Carthage was like Theodoric’s in Ravenna: there was a palatium. It did not meddle with the economic life of the country, or deal with the realities of daily existence. It seems that the Vandal kings even continued to send presentations of oil to Rome and Constantinople.103 When Genseric established the order of succession to the throne he did so in a codicil drawn up in accordance with the prescriptions of Roman legislation.104

	The Romanized Berbers continued, under the Vandals, to live as they had lived in the preceding epoch.105 The chancellery was Roman;106 there was a referendarius at its head—Petrus, some of whose verses have been preserved. Under Genseric the termi of Tunis were constructed. Literature was still practised.107 Victor Tonnennensis still believed in the immortality of the Empire.108 The kings followed the paths laid down by Rome, as the Restoration followed those laid down by Buonaparte. For example, in 484 the edict of Genseric against the Catholics was modelled upon that which Honorius published against the Donatists in 412.109 And we can see from this edict that the classes of the population had remained exactly the same. In short, among the Vandals there were even fewer traces of Germanism than among the Ostrogoths. It is true that Africa, at the time of their establishment there, was the most flourishing of the Western provinces, and from the first they were subject to its influences.

	Spain and Gaul had not suffered so greatly from the invasions, and, moreover, were not so completely Romanized as Italy and Africa. Yet there too the Germanic character of the invaders was modified in an equal degree by Roman manners and Roman institutions. Among the Visigoths, before the conquest of Clovis, the kings lived in the Roman fashion in their capital of Toulouse, and later, in Toledo. The Visigoths established in accordance with the rules of “hospitality” were not regarded as juridically superior to the Romans. The king addressed his subjects as a whole, as populus noster. But each people retained its own laws, and there was no connubium between Romans and Germans. Perhaps the religious difference, the Visigoths being Arians, was one of the reasons for this absence of lawful union between the old Roman citizens and the invaders. The prohibition of the connubium disappeared under Leovigild (d. 586) and Arianism under Reccared. A community of law between Romans and Goths was established under Reccesvinth.
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