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Introduction


The Byzantine Empire was one of history’s most enduring and influential civilizations. Emerging from the eastern portion of the Roman Empire after its division in 395 AD, Byzantium flourished for over a millennium, spanning from the founding of Constantinople in 330 AD to its fall in 1453 AD. If we add its predecessor, Rome, into the calculation, it is a civilization with a continuous existence of over two millennia. Few civilizations in history have surpassed its longevity and achievements. Its impact on art, architecture, law, religion, and politics reverberated across Europe, Asia, and Africa, forever shaping the course of world history.

The Byzantine Empire served as a bulwark of Western civilization, preserving the cultural and intellectual heritage of Greece and Rome while forging new paths in art, law, and religion, bridging the ancient and medieval worlds, and serving as the foundation from which the Renaissance and modern Europe emerged.

To comprehend the complexities of the medieval and early modern world, an understanding of Byzantine history is indispensable. The Byzantine Empire served as a bridge between the classical world of antiquity and the emerging civilizations of the medieval era. Its preservation of classical knowledge, promotion of Christianity, and interactions with neighboring cultures profoundly influenced the development of Europe, the Middle East, and beyond. Moreover, Byzantium’s strategic location at the crossroads of continents facilitated the exchange of ideas, goods, and peoples, contributing to the magnificent tapestry of human civilization.

The author of this concise history of the Byzantine Empire, Nicolae Iorga, was one of the most influential historians of the twentieth century. The author of over 1,200 books and 20,000 articles, his prolific scholarship continues to influence historians today. Born in Botoșani, Romania, on 17 January 1871, Nicolae Iorga brought Romanian historiography into the modern era, but he also pioneered Byzantine studies. He was recognized worldwide for his contribution to the field. 

Iorga’s interest in Byzantium was intellectual as well as personal. The great Romanian scholar was born into a family of Greek origin. His father, Nicu Iorga, was an attorney who descended from a Greek merchant that had settled in Botoșani, then in the Principality of Moldavia, in the eighteenth century. His mother, Zulnia Iorga, whose maiden name was Arghiropol, was a woman of Phanariot Greek descent. As a result, Iorga could claim direct descent from the noble Mavrocordatos and Argyros families.

Although proud of his Greek heritage, Iorga, was wholly devoted to his country of birth. He played an important role in Romanian political life in the period before World War II. His groundbreaking research and tireless work to make the source materials for the history of Romania available made him the preeminent historian of his generation.

Iorga’s scholarship received international acclaim. He became a professor at the University of Bucharest and the University of Paris and he was invited to lecture around the world. In 1930, he visited the United States, touring the country and lecturing at Columbia University in New York, where a chair of history was established in his name. The great Romanian academician David Prodan wrote of Iorga, “He cherished human civilization like no one else.”1

Having established his renown as a Byzantinist, he was instrumental in convoking the First International Congress of Byzantine Studies, in April 1924. He also helped launch Byzantion, which became the authoritative journal for Byzantine scholarship. Many of the world’s most distinguished Byzantinists participated. A Second International Congress on Byzantine Studies took place in Belgrade in 1927, followed by congresses in Athens in 1930, Sofia in 1933, and Rome in 1936. He also founded the Institute of Southeast European Studies in Bucharest. His remarkable work transformed the small Romanian hamlet of Vălenii de Munte, where Iorga lived and worked, into a leading international cultural and academic center.

The ties of Romanian history to that of Byzantium, which formed the foundation of Iorga’s academic interest, are quite tangible. Late in his life, Iorga devoted an entire book to that subject, called Byzantium after Byzantium.2 Once Constantinople fell, many Byzantine Greeks fled to the Romanian Principalities, which, although under Ottoman suzerainty, preserved a degree of independence, allowing Byzantine culture and tradition to survive the fall of the Empire, and to profoundly influence the history of the Romanian principalities.

Iorga’s biographer, Nicholas M. Nagy-Talavera, explained “the presence and ‘posthumous’ (after the fall of Byzantium) continuity of Byzantine ideas and institutions within the Romanian Principalities were the continuity of the Roman empire. Thus, the Roman-Byzantine past was perpetuated within the Romanian Principalities, and the Principalities succeeded to preserve Roman-Byzantine (that is, European) values during the long Ottoman domination. Iorga tried to explain how this ‘Christian republic’ faced up to the Ottoman Empire. He underlined the survival of Byzantine institutions, values, and culture in the Romanian Principalities.”3

Although the scope of Iorga’s scholarship is breath-taking, Nagy-Talavera wrote, “Iorga was above all a medievalist, a Byzantinist par excellence of world renown, always trying to go beyond Byzantine history. He would emphasize his own ideas about certain aspects of it. There were three phases of Iorga’s development as a Byzantinist. His first works were outlines with no crystallized opinions (like his Byzantine history published in the English language in 1907). Then came a period with Iorga searching, with his questions still unanswered. At the end of his life, Iorga seemed to have found an answer to what Byzantium was, and presented a synthesis of Byzantine history.”

The Byzantine Empire is one of Iorga’s most important works of synthesis. In it, he paints a picture of Byzantine history, providing readers with an insightful overview and valuable introduction to the history of the Eastern Roman Empire.

Academician Virgil Cândea, another of Romania’s most distinguished scholars, wrote that because of Iorga’s pioneering work, “historians no longer deny that for centuries, until the dawn of the modern age with the establishment of the national states in Southeastern Europe, the institutions and ideas in this part of the world preserved and defended the only form of civilization to which they were culturally connected: those of Byzantium.”4

In his biography of Iorga, Nagy-Talavera, explains how the first English edition of The Byzantine Empire came into existence: “The Byzantine Empire (London, 1907) resulted because his fame as a Byzantinist had reached England. Brown,5 a well-known Byzantinist and author of The Republic of Venice, had recommended that Iorga write this book, published in English.”6

The Byzantine Empire introduces readers to the history of this remarkable civilization, one woven on a tapestry, with threads of triumph and tragedy, innovation and tradition. A history that defied easy categorization, and remains a testament to human resilience and creativity, having left an indelible mark on human development, shaping the course of medieval and modern civilizations. 

Tragically, Nicolae Iorga’s life was cut short at the hands of fascist assassins on 27 November 1940, at the age of 69. It was a tragic loss for scholarship. But an assassin’s bullet could not diminish the legacy of the great scholar whose work remains as relevant today as ever. As Talavera correctly assessed, Iorga’s “works about the Middle Ages and Byzantium are priceless.”7 After more than a century, this publication of this groundbreaking work is both a welcome addition to the scholarship on the subject and a fitting testament to the legacy of Romania’s greatest historian.

A.K. Brackob

 

 




Author’s Preface


THIS new history of Byzantium, notwithstanding its slender proportions, has been compiled from the original sources. Second-hand materials have only been used to compare the results obtained by the author with those that his predecessors have reached.

The aim in view, has not been to present one more systematic chronology of Byzantine history, considered as a succession of tragic anecdotes standing out against a permanent background. I have followed the development of Byzantine life in all its length and breadth and wealth, and I have tried to give a series of pictures rather than the customary dry narrative.

It may be found possibly that I have given insufficient information on the Slav and Italian neighbors and subjects of the empire. I have thought it my duty to adopt the point of view of the Byzantines themselves and to assign to each nation the place it occupied in the minds of the politicians and thoughtful men of Byzantium. This has been done in such a way as not to prejudicate the explanation of the Byzantine transformations.

Much less use than usual has been made of the Oriental sources. These are for the most part late, and inaccuracy is the least of their defects. It is clear that our way of looking at and appreciating events is much more that of the Byzantines than of the Arabs. In the case of these latter, it is always necessary to adopt a liberal interpretation, to allow for a rhetoric foreign to our notions, and to correct not merely the explanation, but also the feelings which initiated it. We perpetually come across a superficial civilization and a completely different race.

 


 




BOOK I

The Roman Empire 
of the Greek-Speaking East



 


Chapter I
The Era of the Attempts
at Recuperation (400-565 A.D.)


A. General Observations: The Idea of the Empire

(a) Development of the Empire of the West — The Roman Empire was gradually evolved from the city of Rome. This empire was governed by the military dictator, whose imperium was henceforth destined to be permanent in view of the continual menace of the barbarians, and was divided into two provinces, which bore in the East and the West the title of empires, but in such a way that the ideal unity of the indivisible imperium was not impaired. The empire as a concrete whole was merely divided, provisionally at first, precisely as the imperial system itself had been provisional to begin with. The imperial West—it is advisable to employ this term rather than that of Western Empire, which is not contemporary and does not connote the same idea—became first the prey of the Germans, then the ideal appanage of the Popes, and finally the prize of the Roman Emperors of Germanic stock, whose line is headed by Charlemagne and resumed by Otto I. In this western half of the ancient civilized world no one city ever played a decisive part; Rome, plundered, humbled, and sacked, fallen once for all from her temporal position, had no heir to her greatness. The West, it is true, preserved to some extent the Roman laws and the tradition of the Latin language in the State, the Church, and the intellectual life. Numerous functions and institutions, much of the style of dress, the elements of art, court ceremonial and scholastic methods, all came from ancient Rome, either directly or through the medium of Christianity.

But, after all, these are but remains, floating spars, lifeless forms, indecipherable fragments. The Germanic influx, whose importance it is useless to dispute, effected a complete transformation and revolution. The harmony, the delicate network, and perfect system of the civilization of ancient Rome were destroyed. There is no general continuity between the empire of Theodosius and that of the Carolingians and Ottonians.

Immediately after the year 1000 national civilizations finally began to dawn. They tried to snap the chains that bound them to an empire subservient to the Germanic nationality only; each people had now perfected a language of its own which continually encroached on the claims of Latin.

From this side, therefore, the new age presents more rapid and characteristic proof of its existence.

 

(b) Characteristics of the Development of the Empire of the East — The life of the Roman East is sharply marked off from that which we have just sketched. Barbarism slowly trickled in, and its stream never attained the size that it had long reached in the West. The tide of Germans flowed toward the West by the great channels of the imperial roads constructed for the protecting legions. The Slavs did not dare to dream of Byzantium; in the provinces which they occupied, they willingly resigned themselves to a method which made: them allies, clients, and mercenaries of the empire. Down to the arrival of the Bulgars and their assimilation with the inhabitants of conquered Thrace, we shall not find a barbarian competitor for the throne of Marcian and Justinian.

We must bear in mind also that the greater number of provinces, including the largest, most populated, and most wealthy, were in Asia and Africa, where, notwithstanding the Persians, they had no invasion to fear until the Arabs of the seventh century. The East therefore enjoyed two centuries of comparative respite which the emperors turned to their advantage. Here we find no chaos or interruption, no sack of the capital by the barbarians. The Roman life develops from age to age. The barbarians did not suppress the empire as Odoacer, nor replace it as Theodoric, who were both “kings” in the place of the fallen Caesars; they did not propose to revive the tradition of the empire on their own account after a lapse of four hundred years. Their chiefs attained the imperial dignity and even founded dynasties, but only after having abandoned their people and its customs, after having made themselves “Romans” and given proof of a somewhat suitable assimilation; for then “Isaurian,” “Thracian,” “Macedonian,” were but nicknames, like those of the Turkish Grand Viziers, which recalled the province where they were born amid the Christians, or a trade which they plied at the threshold of their career. New Rome, therefore, remained inviolate.

To what was this fact due? Simply and solely to the master-stroke of Constantine the Great when he turned Byzantium into his “City of Constantine,” his Kωνδταντινονπολιζ, his New Rome. This capital been completed in the two hundred years from Constantine to Theodosius. It was a Rome, the New Rome, the Rome of the present and of the future, but a Greek Rome. Her inhabitants, those of the towns, the cities, and neighboring villages, of all the adjacent parts of Thrace, of all Asia Minor, on which side her suburbs overflowed on the opposite coast and outside the walls — these inhabitants, who had had nothing to do with the last days of Hellas and the political ideas of the Hellenes, this mixture of Thracians and Greeks, regarded themselves as Romans. But they used the Greek word Pωμαιοι; they even came to call their Greek, their Romaic, a Roman language.

Rome had once had her Italic customs, superstitions, and manners, on which the empire also was founded. All this had now to be translated into Greek, because the Roman world was the emperor, and the emperor was the sacred circle of New Rome. This work of adaptation was carried on for three hundred years at least if it is admitted that Justinian was not yet a Byzantine emperor. The name Byzantine is given to the type of civilization slightly Roman, conspicuously Greek, and “most Christian” (in the Greek sense also), which was thus produced. The name is appropriate to the result.

The Roman element is well known. Our task is to recognize the second element, the chief factor in the change, and to trace out the resultant process.

B. Constantinople and its Place in the Empire.

(a) Ancient Byzantium — The ancient historian Polybius ad already mentioned the splendid situation of the city of Byzantium to which the people of the Black Sea brought wheat, honey, wax, and costly furs; the Greek cities supplied oil, and the sea itself furnished an abundance of fish. Large tracts of arable country surrounded ancient Byzantium. It was a sort of wedge between Thrace, to which it hardly belonged, Asia Minor, and Pontus. The master of Constantinople was naturally the guardian of the islands of the Archipelago, which connect the coast of Thrace with those of Asia and of Hellas, and with the distant island of Crete, the key of the road that leads to the continent of Africa. It was a central position for the Oriental possessions of the Roman Empire and an unrivaled capital from strategic, economic, and cultural considerations. Although Diocletian had resided there for a day, Byzantium was almost a cipher when it became Constantinople. Its Greek inhabitants, those first and true Byzantines, blended with the masses of the new Constantinopolitans. Colonists came from every country of the East. Among many Greeks, from Europe and Asia, there were representatives of those overseas tribes, which had by this time become very mixed, speaking indifferently Greek or their native dialect, and had made little advance in civilization. They were called after the name of their native province, Cappadocians, Isaurians, Pisidians, Lycaonians, and so forth. There were increasing numbers also of Armenians, the “Persarmenians,” coming from that part of Armenia that was subject to the Persians. Doubtless, there were many Jews, for that nation, which still retained military qualities, formed a considerable part of the population of the large towns of that epoch, including Rome and Naples, which the Jews helped to defend against the “Romans” of the Emperor Justinian.

 

(b) The Imperial Palace — Beyond the city properly so-called, towering above it and commanding it, lay the imperial city, separated from the rest and grown to an immense size in accordance with the ancient Oriental customs. The sacred majesty of the Emperor, visible only during the great political, ecclesiastical, or military feasts and ceremonies, in the midst of spears, shields and bows, flags surmounted by the eagle and the cross, and standards bearing the portraits of the saints, was guarded in his palace, magnificent with marble, gold, and ivory, like a saint in his shrine. By his side was the empress, his wife, his partner in every affair, who exercised great public authority and great secret influence, adopting her own policy and making her own plans, and crowned with the same saint-like aureole as her sacred spouse. The relations of the imperial pair were not infrequently admitted to the honors of the imperial roof.

(c) The Court — Round these “lords by the grace of God,” whom they represented, revolved incessantly around a world of high officials, of soldiers, favorites, and intriguers. Every day could be seen the titular consuls, the officers still called questors, the members of a senate which only possessed judicial functions, and some other rather ridiculous relics of the republican past, which survived there less than at Rome, from the soil of which it had originally sprung. Any influence these dignitaries might have was personal because they were rich, and had hundreds and thousands of companions in the German fashion, trusty followers, who, instead of styling themselves leads, as in the camps and courts of the barbarian kings and dukes, assumed the Hellenic titles of doryphori or lance-bearers, and of hypaspistae or shield-bearers.8 But it was not as magistrates that they asserted their position, but as gentlemen and barons in the new style. There were still a large number of “ancient Romans” of Italian or Balkan stock among them.

 

(d) The Army —The soldiers and the officers of the scholæ, the Eastern guard of the emperor, the troops which guarded the city, the leaders of the army, magistri, commanders of the East, of Constantinople, of the guard, are comprised in another category. These were Goths, Gepidi, Lombards, coming from the Pannonian and Serbian Danube, Massagetæ, that is to say, Coutrigourian or Outrigourian Huns, more rarely Avars, Bulgars, and Slavs; often on the contrary here were Armenians, more or less molded on the customs of Byzantium, Colchians or Lazes from the mountains of Asia Minor, and those other Asiatics whose name has been already mentioned above.

 

(e) The Guests of Constantinople — We must not forget, in the next place, the foreigners who had no functions or commands in the empire. Justinian kept at his court a Persian who pretended to be Kobad, heir to the crown of his country. There were the ambassadors, as strictly watched as prisoners, who waited months for the result of their proposals; men from the steppes of Asia, unable to read or write, who delivered messages which they had learned by heart; haughty Persian satraps, wearing golden diadems and ornaments of pearls and precious stones (these were treated with the most consideration since their “king” was powerful); the emissaries of Indian princes, who rode into the Circus on elephants to pay a visit to the “Roman people”; Turks from the Altaï, and even the envoy of “Askel, King of the Hermichiones, remotest of barbarian nations near the Ocean.” Some days afterward came the turn of the proud envoys of a Gothic, Gepidian, or Lombard king; the representative of the badly-dressed Slavs, with their soft utterance and shifty looks, of the Gallic Franks who scorned to give way to anyone, or of the Anglo-Saxons, who, under the protection of the Frankish king, came from regions which the Byzantine scholars placed near the legendary Thule. Then there were the barbarian princes, attracted to the court of the emperor by promises and rewards, by pensions, and those titles of patrician count and consul which the “Roman” diplomatists of the East bestowed as high orders to win and secure the services of the enemy. This was the fortune of Theodoric the Ostrogoth, and his successor Theodatus, a gentle disciple of Plato as he was, would gladly have shared it; Amalasuntha, the daughter of Theodoric, had herself thought of living in the midst of the splendors of Constantinople the life of a disillusioned queen, like that which Christine of Sweden passed. Finally from all the invaded provinces where, among the Roman element irreconcilables, outlaws and fugitives existed, there came bishops, as for example Pope Vigilius, Roman nobles, and suspected rhetoricians to implore the favor of the emperor and to lay before him their schemes of restoration conquest or revenge.

A sentence of Procopius describes the aged Justinian seated in a room of his vast palace and busied late into the night with a meeting of gray-headed bishops in explaining according to his view the “dogmas of the Christians.” Head of the Church, president by right of the councils which he could convene, defender of the faith, the Byzantine emperor in the sixth century was not yet assailed by the religious quarrels that always existed at Byzantium but was informed daily of the affairs of the Church. The members of the clergy also were often near the precincts of the throne.

The two worlds, the Court and the City met in the armies no doubt, but at Constantinople, they met even in the churches and at the games in the Circus.

 

(f) The Church — The pastoral cult of the early times with its admirable simplicity and supreme contempt for ritual, on becoming a free and favored religion, a State religion, had assumed in the East the Byzantine garb. A learned music resounded under the vaulted roof of the gilded church, built according to the rules of a new art. Countless columns rose tier upon tier, with capitals of intricate ornamentation; there were long lines of large rounded windows, niches, apses, recesses, a medley of arches, and ponderous cupolas; a skillful harmony of variegated marbles adorned the walls and the gallery of the ambôn; there were pictures on wood, the icons, with aureoles of gilded plaster, and mosaics glittered on the walls; hundreds of candles and of gold and silver lamps were alight, while the officiating clergy, with swinging censers, diffused clouds of heavy perfume. The priest was robed in brocade of gold, the bishop wore on his head a mitre, which was a true crown, sometimes of priceless value. All the worship of the God who was the Savior of the humble, the God of sincere and intimate prayer, was reduced to ceremonial forms, to gestures, genu-flexions, acts of penitence (metanoiai), to the verses and phrases of ritual. All that the art of the fifth and sixth centuries could offer to the crowds was there. The lay theatre closed its doors.

 

(g) The Circus — But the Circus still continued, gratifying the thirst for blood, the brutal lust, and the cruel instincts of a populace whose soul had never been re-created by Christianity. The Gothic kings of Italy, down to the very last, disregarding the scruples of the Church, pandered to this disgraceful taste of their subjects. The same remark applies to the Byzantine emperors, who clearly had inherited from the Caesars of Rome the obligation of the circenses. We must, however, say that the horse-races soon became the principal amusement in the Circus.

Political life of any and every kind was dead. “They cannot know the intentions of the emperor if he does not himself disclose them,” sighs the rhetorician Procopius, who had read history and was brought up on sound philosophy. Nothing was written but panegyrics, hymns, and official chronicles; recriminating pamphlets had only a very limited circulation. But when five hundred thousand human beings inhabit a great city, where there is an emperor, where news and travelers arrive from every part of the world, from far distant Thule or the sources of the Nile, there must inevitably be debates, discussions, and parties.

If Constantinople had contained a homogeneous population, if it had sheltered inhabitants who at least spoke the same language instead of those polyglots of the day who were equally familiar with Greek and Latin, barbarian or Asiatic dialects, these parties might have been literary or philosophic unions of all who were capable of taking interest in things intellectual. But such was the condition of that world-city, that Cosmopolis of the Bosphorus, in the age of Anastasius and Justinian, that parties were inevitably personal. There was then one body of clients, as has been said, for the αρχοντες; another for the clerics whose aim was to become patriarchs or bishops; a third for the relations of the emperor or for the victorious generals or the court exquisites or the schemers in the government offices and ante-rooms who wished to obtain power, if not the supreme power itself. Lastly, there were the clients of the celebrities of the Circus, dancers, ballet-girls, pantomimists, athletes, slayers of animals, and slayers of human beings. These factions were continually crossing and recrossing each other. Many a band which fought for a prelate under the pretext of a misunderstood and incomprehensible dogma, ended by itself menacing the emperor, provoking a political revolution and a change of government. Some such actions might result from the paid applauders (the claqueurs) of a comedian or a gladiator. Alliances and combinations were continually made and unmade round those fixed points which were the ambition of a personage, his household of clients. This was the natural state of things in an Oriental society where passions blazed high, without any instruction, since there were only the schools of the rhetoricians and grammarians for the privileged, without any real grasp of the affairs of the State, which were reserved for the emperor, without any knowledge of the laws, which were the study of specialists, without any bond of race, civilization or a common past, while their religion was soon hidden behind the walls of empty ritual and gross materialism. Long before the renaissance, the leading principle at Byzantium had been υirtù. There had been an antithesis, which Procopius proclaims, between the life based on principles, the calm ϕιλοσοϕειν and the γεννιος ειναι, which had nothing in common with true goodness and nobility, but implied merely the aptitude to live and conquer under the inevitable circumstances that the spirit and the needs of the age imposed.

Let us begin at the bottom, with the games in the Circus. They flourished in the great effeminate and intellectual city of Antioch, at Apamea, Edessa, and elsewhere, certainly before the creation of Constantinople, which had only to follow the example of theatrical feasts and feuds. The Hippodrome of the capital was an immense structure, lavishly ornamented with statues, to which all the inhabitants of Constantinople flocked during the race meetings, at which the emperor himself presided on his marble throne; the chariot races gradually ousted all other amusements. Bets were laid on the drivers and the horses just as on the racehorses and jockeys of to-day. Immense interests were at stake, and the spectators quivered with eagerness and greed. The licentious youths of the city headed the spectators; under certain aspects, they must have resembled the bullies and blood-thirsty bravoes who form a part of the young working-men of Paris. The “gilded youth” of the capital, in their dress of consummate elegance, willingly fraternized with this unbridled mob. The factions in the Circus gradually became great popular parties possessing the tics and the influence of political parties in countries of impure constitutionalism. They formed veritable Maffie, Tamany Halls which claimed to settle everything according to their interests and to disorganize everything at their caprice. When the Jews and the Samaritans fought furiously at Caesarea, they were said to have imitated the “Greens” and the “Blues.”

“Every town,” says Procopius, who is indignant at this savage passion for gambling, “has in the classes of the people, its blue and its green factions.” The origin of these factions, which the same chronicler declares to be very ancient, must possibly be looked for in the religious disputes for and against Christianity. They survived without any definite object, but nevertheless, everyone thought himself bound in honor to be a “Blue” or a “Green” in the theatre as well as outside. Men brawled during the races and fought in the taverns and streets. A trace of these customs lingered long in certain towns of Italy, which had been under the Byzantine government, at Venice, and in many towns of Sicily. The Nicolotti and the Castellani of Venice, down to the sixteenth century, were rivals in the regattas and invariably came to blows afterward.

The seditions began, in fact, under Emperor Justin, when the great dispute between monophysites and diphysites, between the partisans and the enemies of the henotikon of Anastasius, had somewhat calmed down. Antioch gave the signal, and victory there, as in every other town, rested with the “Blues.” After five years of struggle, they were the chief power in the empire.

Under the reign of Justinian the feud of these factions still continued at Constantinople; the emperor, who had begun by commanding the soldiers of his uncle, the Emperor Justin, and the empress Theodora, a former actress who was thoroughly familiar with the Hippodrome, were strong partisans. The fact was well known, and complaints were soon heard, from the “Greens” naturally, because the “Blues” counted the “Augustus” among their supporters. The emperor of the soldiers had always been their comrade, and they had felt at ease with him; the new emperor of the people, the Caesar of the gutter, remained all his life somewhat mixed up with the people, notwithstanding his isolation and sanctity. They insulted him with impunity in the riots and adorned his sacred head with asses’ ears to show their dissatisfaction. That excited and shameless crowd, the bawling demagogues, like those of Athens in the days of Aristophanes, hooted indiscriminately at Christ and the Virgin, the emperor, the ass, the Pretorian praetor and the grasping quæstor. Our modern ideas prevent us sometimes from realizing this phenomenon.

Justinian made a grave mistake. He allowed John the prefect of Cappadocia a free hand in restoring order. Two arrests were made in the mob. One man was “Green,” the other “Blue.” The prefect and the emperor had the whole world against them. Bands of incendiaries set fire to the palace, the portico of Constantine, and the most splendid houses in the city. A nephew of Anastasius was made emperor against his will and was carried to the Hippodrome, precisely as in our days a provincial government might be installed in the House of Parliament or the Mayoralty of some capital. Then were heard, as if in the theater, shouts of “Nika, Nika!” (conquer! conquer!), that savage cry which goaded on the gladiators and chariot-drivers. These young men of the people were very brave, as was seen at Antioch, when they dared to fight the Persians, with swords or merely stones in their hands, proclaiming in the face of the most dreaded foe the victory of the emperor.

Justinian thought of leaving the city; but Theodora, who gauged more correctly the soul of the “demos,” dissuaded him. She had at her service a veteran dorypborus of her husband, Belisarius, who had returned from Persia to join the campaign against the Vandals with the doryphori and bypaspista of his suite; a barbarian had arrived with Huns and Heruli. When the vast crowd saw that swords were doing their bloody work, it dispersed, strewing with corpses the streets of the blackened and desecrated city. The emperor of a day met a martyr’s death. No measures, however, were taken against the factions, and after a few days the “Blues” and the “Greens” hailed the Augustus Justinian, who resumed his throne, and no one gave another thought to the atrocities which had just been perpetrated. Constantinople resumed her accustomed life of unblushing licentiousness (532 A.D.).

Some years later, the two parties came again into collision on New Year’s Day; this time no mercy was shown, and the ringleaders were killed or thrown into the sea (539 A.D.) Twice again, in 541-542, heads were broken and houses burned, but no grave results followed. Two years after, there was a great uproar in the Circus and fires in the neighbor-hood; the emperor, who was present, finding no means of checking the disturbance, left the place, to later punish first the “Greens” and then his own “Blues.” In 555 insults were offered to the new prefect, and the two parties fought each to the death; the heir to the throne intervened, and the guilty were punished. Justinian, however, loved the “Blues” to the last, and after the tumults of 561, his successor announced to this party that their emperor was dead and told the “Greens” that Justinian, that is to say, the prospect of punishment, still lived for them. It is to be noticed that this was the last revolt in the name of the factions of the Circus.

 

(h) The Streets — The ancient place had retained its importance although there were no more temples or political platforms. The best society, the grandees of every class, met there every day, under the imperial porticoes of the Augusteion. Each displayed his wealth, his pride, and the number of his retainers. Belisarius appeared there, after his final return from Italy, as the most powerful of the chiefs of special armies; he was always conspicuous among the officers and magistrates for the size of his suite.

Under the porticoes where the “booksellers” displayed their manuscripts, in front of the imperial palace, uneducated men of the lower classes were often to be seen arguing the most abstruse theological problems with the Greek or Syrian monks, who lived in the new convents of Constantinople, or with roadside preachers, regular Christian dervishes. The great question was that of the “natures” of Jesus Christ, and a man would proudly proclaim himself monophysite if he admitted that the Savior had one single nature, diphysite if he believed the contrary, or a partisan of the Council of Chalcedon, of the Henotikon, and later an antagonist to the “three chapters,” if he assented to the official compromise. The discussions often became stormy; for among these open-air doctors were found peripatetic saints, who dreamed visions and could work miracles, coming to proclaim loudly the truth in the face of the emperor himself, even at the price of martyrdom. Learned impostors exhibited with tireless verbosity the manuscripts and letters of remote origin. The atmosphere was that of a gambling house, and the spectators were precisely the same as those who delighted in the tricks of the learned blind dog, which pointed out the good people and the bad and became celebrated from these exploits. A little more and they came to blows, and thus a revolt would break out. Basiliscus, the usurper who reigned for two years, would gladly have banished his patriarch, but he did not dare to do so for fear of the monks. For a long time, the bands of the common people at Jerusalem and Alexandria had been seen fighting for one archbishop or patriarch and against another, whom they thought heretical, and would not hesitate to throw into the water or burn at the stake, thus exacting summary justice like the Lynchers in the America of today. The guilty parties had their tongues cut out, and the episcopal interloper was arraigned before a council. You might see a pious stylite coming down from the summit of his pillar to harangue the people, or contending prelates mounted on the backs of asses to ape humility and thus better to arouse men’s passions, while others protested against the imperial wishes in religious matters by draping their churches with black as a sign of mourning for Orthodoxy; the patriarch protested against the emperor from the top of the ambôn, which served as a tribune (468). A Byzantine patriarch overthrew in his church, in the reign of Zeno, the seat of an imperial minister, and threatened to shave the minister’s head and throw him to the fanatical mob. The people of the capital were excited even about the pictures in the heretical Manichean style, which Anastasius had ordered a false priest to paint in his palace. The patriarchal church had more than once been desecrated by the religious parties who tried to exclude each other. Macedonius, the patriarch, led against Anastasius an army of monks and a crowd in which were women and children clamoring against the crowned Manichean; the soldiers of the guard themselves saluted the head of the Church, and the emperor contemplated a flight to Asia, just as Justinian did before the revolt of the “Blues” and the “Greens.” It was necessary to arrest and remove the prelate in the night. Anastasius ordered the churches to be plundered and the monks beaten by troops of peasants. Processions singing the Orthodox chant met those who sang unorthodox hymns, and came to blows; houses were set on fire in the sacrilegious uproar where murder was committed in the name of Christ, and here and there the name of a new emperor might be heard proclaimed. To Justin and Justinian is due the credit of having ended these incessant riots roused by discussions on dogma. They were not revived until the debate on the pictures of the saints in the eighth century.

It must be said, however, that the monks of St. Conon took part in the revolt of the Nika under Justinian, and that it was they who seized a number of prisoners under sentence of death in order to shelter them, by the right of sanctuary, in a church. The power of the clergy was shown in these grand processions of the εγχαιν, or inauguration of churches, when the patriarch, accompanied sometimes by a colleague, occupied the triumphal car of the emperor, who walked in the throng of the people chanting the inaugural hymn, “Open your gates, ye emperors.”

At other times, the scarcity of provisions roused the masses to agitate. The emperor was bound to distribute to his capital, as also to certain other great cities of the East, corn, wine, bacon, and barley. Vessels, whose cargoes and length of voyage were carefully calculated, brought the provisions, without which no order was maintained in Constantinople; for the populace, whose customary comforts of life were interfered with, demolished the house of the responsible prefect and shouted in the face of the emperor, even when foreign ambassadors were present, “Lord, give us our plenty” (Domine, da nobis abundantiam. When the false rumor of Justinian’s death spread in Constantinople in 553, the bakeries were looted in three hours and the tradesmen kept their shops shut until a general illumination, ordered by the prefect, announced to the people the good health of the emperor.

c. The Provinces of the Ancient Empire

The provinces served to feed the capital, to keep up the lordly splendor of the imperial court. The ancient Roman system of extortion was carried on by the Byzantines in the most cruel fashion. The millions of inhabitants who composed the population of the empire, although they were all Roman citizens entitled to that rank, were as provincials merely tributaries of Constantinople, its defenders, and its martyrs.

 

(a) The Provincial Towns — A distinction, however, must be drawn between townsfolk and countrymen. The former had by far the better position. They would, in fact, testify their discontent by a revolt, and the very feeble garrisons which were still maintained even in the largest centers, such as Antioch, the first city of the East, which the Persians swallowed up at a mouthful, or Thessalonica, which several times during the reign was in danger of becoming “Hun” or “Slav,” were not capable of restoring order. Antioch the gay, the witty, the cultured, which could rise to heroism in the hour of danger, was a true republic. Alexandria, in the fifth century, burned her magistrates who had fled for refuge to the temple of Serapis, and having lost as a penalty for the outrage of her free food, her public baths, and theaters, asked them back from the magnanimous emperor. In these cities, the official representative of the emperor often hardly dared to act, and in difficult crises, it was always the bishop, a priest, or some holy ascetic who spoke and implored the pity of the foreigner. Since it was notorious that the empire could no longer defend its subjects, who were left to depend on the state of their fortifications and provisions and on some passing battalion, it would have come off very badly if it had tried to command. Elementary schools, to which even the children of the neighboring barbarians resorted, games in the Circus, pantomimes, gossip round the public notices, disputes between the young members of the demos, the processions and sermons of the Church, the arrival of caravans, the hard toil of the poorer workmen, petty political intrigues, discussions on the various events and miracles — these were the daily features of life in a provincial city.

 

(b) The Country — In the country, there were only peasants or agriculturists at the mercy of their lords, before whom public authority always gave way. They owned large landed properties and at the same time, under certain conditions and with more or less legality, they possessed the inhabitants of those properties. They were, however, liable to pay to the empire the personal tribute of “their” peasants. Some became formidable by keeping up a little army of slaves, Isaurians, or buccellarii. The small “Roman” proprietor had long ago disappeared.

 

(c) The Barbarians Settled in the Provinces — There was, however, another class of countrymen to be found in certain parts. In some provinces barbarians had settled, that is to say in Europe only, where Goths had long occupied the districts of Thrace; where Slavs, received into Dacia, wen soon to be tolerated in Dalmatia as new masters of Illyria; where there were Germans and Huns through the length and breadth of the country, where finally the Pannonian Danube belonged to the Avars, Gepidæ, and Lombards. Certain of these provinces were completely given up to the fæderati, who in return for their military contingents gathered the taxes of the inhabitants; in such cases, the ideal authority of the empire alone survived. In other places, however, there were nothing but barbarian settlements. The great proprietors had been forced to cede to them some part of their immense estates. By this concession, a new class of small farmers was formed who were masters of their own persons and fields. Then, since it was Christian, or would soon become so, and would not avoid social relations with the ancient inhabitants, the new society which would be formed by intermarriage naturally held a position far superior to that of the poor peasants, possessing neither money, privileges nor arms, who were found by the invading barbarians.

 

(d) The Barbarian Pillagers — The country was entirely abandoned to an enemy as mobile as the Arabs, as fierce-looking as the Huns, and as overwhelming in numbers as the Slavs. It happened, however, just as during the Persian wars, that peasants and shepherds boldly faced foreign soldiers who wished to rob them, and often performed feats of valor at a time when Constantinople employed the most cowardly of her troops, who fled, whole regiments at a time, strewing the ground with their arms. Many of the ruined small proprietors, especially the younger men, left their village and trudged on foot, with a wallet on their back, to Constantinople, where they enlisted for the wars or in the palace-guards. The highest offices were in their grasp, and one of these ex-peasants became the Emperor Justin.

 

(e) Extent of the Empire —The provinces in Europe of which the empire retained the real sovereignty were Thrace, abandoned by the Goths who had no barbarian successors there, the Peloponnese, and certain parts of the coast of modern Dalmatia and Albania. The frontier was marked by the encampments of Slavs, Avars, and Gepido-Lombards. In Asia, the “Romans” only possessed in the Caucasian regions the princes whom they protected and the castles which they guarded, in Lazica, Iberia, and Armenia. The same state of affairs prevailed in the regions of Mesopotamia, always coveted and often ravaged by the Persians and the Arabs in their service. The Arab territories of Palmyra and Hira belonged to the emperor in name only, as Procopius acknowledges. Asia Minor, therefore, and Syria remain. The latter was first invaded under Justinian by his Persian enemy Chosroes; the former was destined to enjoy comparative peace for years to come. The sovereignty of the islands, which nothing so far disturbed, must not be omitted. Egypt, with its great city of Alexandria, was one of the most precious provinces of the “Romans.” Such was the Roman Empire in the early days of Justinian. Its frontiers corresponded roughly to those of Turkey before 1877.

D. Neighbors of the Empire: Wars and Embassies

(a) Huns and Goths — The policy of the Byzantine emperors of the fifth century was extremely timid. They did nothing but watch impotently the ravages of the Trans-Danubian barbarians, whom they tried to bring over by pensions and to pit one against the other, a game which may sometimes prove very dangerous. Modern Serbia was the prey of the Huns, who transformed it into a desert, massacring and carrying off the inhabitants with them beyond the Danube. The ruthless devastators soon disappeared, but their disappearance was due to other historical factors than the imperial armies. The empire, however, was too feeble to take the place of those barbarians who left the field open. Zeno found himself on one occasion absolutely powerless in the face of the Ostrogoths who had replaced their kinsmen, the Western Goths, as masters of the Balkan Peninsula; their king, Theodoric, was, it is said, preparing to besiege Constantinople, when the emperor succeeded in persuading him to attack Italy, governed by Odoacer, and to settle then with his barbarians as vice-regent of the empire.

Even after this new transmutation of enemies, the empire was so seriously menaced, and the capital was so completely exposed to the daring attacks of any passing chieftain, that Anastasius, Zeno’s successor, himself a far-seeing statesman, so Procopius assures us, enclosed the Chersonese, that peninsula which bears Constantinople like a large flower on its stalk, by a great wall, like that of the Chinese, the imperialists of the Far East.

 

(b) Kingdom of Persia —During this period the Asiatic East had been more fortunate. There were indeed no real enemies on that side. That great βασιλενς of Persia, who, recalling all the past history of conquest, only condescended to recognize a “Cæsar” in the Byzantine emperor, that sun worshipper who despised the Jewish practices of Christianity was without doubt a powerful monarch. He possessed vast accumulated wealth, admirable military traditions, soldiers, who were contented with the smallest pay, and wise and experienced generals. An immense simple energy was reflected in the military habits of that nation of shepherds. On their departure for war, the soldiers each threw a marked javelin into the vases in front of the emperor; on their return, they defiled before him to claim them; the emperor was thus able to reward or punish the survivors, and to form an idea of his losses. A man who apprehended the wrath of his master seated himself near a bronze fountain in the palace, and there with resignation awaited death or pardon. The Persian mountaineers, recalling the valiant deeds of the Parthian dynasty, felt the greatest contempt for the “Romans,” who were chiefly represented in their eyes by the timid inhabitants of the plains and coasts.

The Persians always had their partisans amongst the small nations, which partially separated the two empires. If the generals and princes of Persia were greedy during war, the strategi and logothetæ of Byzantium were grasping for peace. They claimed rights of monopoly, as in Lazica, ousted the merchants and impoverished the country. They showed little consideration in their treatment of the native chiefs. As the others were close at hand, they never failed to apply to them. How often before and after Justinian were there sieges and raids among the Caucasian valleys, on the plea of guarding the Caspian gates against the Huns or on some other more or less feeble pretext!

 

(c) Transcaucasians and Armenians — Against these invaders of the border-lands the Romans employed the services of the Abasges, Lazes, and Armenians themselves, stiffening them with the garrisons of the castles or some hundreds of regulars, the catalogi or numeri of Mount Libanus. It was the traditional policy down to Justinian to throw some handfuls of gold to the White Huns or Ephtalites, the descendants of the ancient Scythians; they only waited for that to start on the warpath, fight the Persians and force them to worship their Khagan. King Perouz thus was killed in an ambuscade of the Huns with several of his sons. The Persians then paid tribute for two years to the barbarians.

 

(d) Persian Wars — The warriors of Iran, on their side, asked the “Cæsar” for his gold, thousands of pounds yearly, carefully weighed out, which they promised not to use for gold coinage, an imperial privilege. To escape this burden, an Eastern emperor made his Persian neighbor the guardian of his own heir; King Kobad begged the same honor from the Cæsar, for his son, but his request was refused. The emperor had to resign himself to pay the four to six thousand pounds of gold yearly.

Nevertheless, the offers of an Arab prince jealous of his rival, who was under the protection of the Romans, the complaints of the Caucasians, or even the lust for booty and glory would flood the imperial territory with Persian cavalry. Chosroes, the “brother ” of Justinian by the offer of adoption made by his father, especially delighted in humiliating the Roman soldiers, ransoming, burning, and destroying the towns down to the shores of the sea, in which at Seleucia he dipped his bloody fingers as a sign of victory. He protested against the invasion of the country of the Lazes, against the building of the new Mesopotamic city of Dara, and against all sorts of outrages, real or imaginary, but mostly imaginary. While he was plundering to his heart’s content, he welcomed with stereotyped or ironic phrases the envoys of the emperor and even signed jointly with them the treaties which he promptly evaded, as if he had never heard of them. His magi accompanied him everywhere, like the unlaid ghost of past feuds. Antioch was conquered, in spite of the resistance of its young craftsmen, and completely destroyed. Chosroes gloated over the delight of planting the inhabitants of what was formerly the wealthiest and gayest city of the Oriental world, as slaves at Chosroantioch, a town which he built for the purpose. The defenders of Edessa, who were still country folk, like the shepherds of the neighborhood, were more lucky and escaped calamity, but only by paying a twofold and heavy ransom.

Belisarius, who was twice called in against the Persian king, only once succeeded in conquering him. The troops employed in those regions were feeble and mediocre; there was no rallying of loyal veterans round a popular general; no landing of armies thoroughly equipped for a decisive campaign. When, as chance would have it, the army included some Heruli, naked but for belt and buckler, or some Goths of King Vitiges, the vigor of the Persian assaults was easily crushed. But nothing could be done with the badly-armed mob and the nonentities of generals who ordinarily represented the defense. The invariable retreat is typical of the demoralization of a once so glorious army (540-555).

Happy for the empire, the king who ruled on the other side of the Tigris did not dream of conquests. He was the patriarchal monarch of his subjects and nothing more. He disintegrated his dominions because he had neither the ability nor the inclination to govern. In spite of the rumors about the building of a Black Sea fleet by the barbarians to coerce Byzantium, the capital had nothing to fear from that quarter. Even if it could reach Constantinople, the Persian king would content himself with demanding that all the coined gold and all the treasures should be handed over to him, and would then at once return home.

 

(e) Western Neighbors: the Vandals — Dalmatia obeyed he Gothic kings of Italy, who also possessed the whole of Sicily. Sardinia, on the contrary, belonged to those dreaded Vandals, who, having been summoned by the mutinous dissatisfaction of Boniface, the Roman commander, had created a barbarian kingdom of Africa.

The relations of the Eastern Empire, the only empire since 476, with the kings of Rome and the kings of Carthage were not identical. They were always more strained and precarious with the latter, whose subjects showed no willingness to adopt the Roman ideas and customs.

Genseric, or Giseric, had been the conqueror of Northern Africa. No idea was entertained of dislodging the fiery king “of the Vandals and Alani,” whose successors struck coins representing themselves in the imperial robes with Latin inscriptions and emblems, and without any indication or vassalage under Rome, whether Ancient or New. On the contrary, the Vandal was summoned to Rome by an emperor’s widow to wreak some act of revenge upon her second husband, the usurper of the throne. The son of Genseric, at first detained as a hostage in Rome, was soon set at liberty. The intervention of Marcian, the Eastern emperor, was contemptuously rejected.

These Germans, however, the successors by the caprice of chance to the old Carthaginians, were very troublesome, even to the Eastern Empire. Being masters of so wide a stretch of the coast, and not caring to trade as merchants, they naturally became pirates. The coasts of Dalmatia were ravaged, mostly at the cost of the Goths, as well as the islands of the Ionian Sea, such as Zante, and the coasts of the Peloponnesus, which were provinces of the “Greeks.”

Leo I (457-474), desirous of firmly establishing the throne of his protégé Anthemius, the Western emperor, was forced to fight them, and the Byzantine fleet, which had somewhat forgotten the science and virtues of war, restored the island of Sardinia and the town of Tripolis to the emperor. A great expedition was even planned on behalf of this Basiliscus, who was soon to prove a "tyrant” and usurper. These vessels were destroyed. A new expedition did not yield any permanent results. Long years of inaction had completely disorganized the maritime forces of the Eastern Romans. Zeno, and especially the over-cautious Anastasius (491-518), the best neighbor of all the barbarians, saw without envy several kings of the stock of Genseric succeed to the crown of Carthage. One of these princes, Huneric, had even married Eudoxia, daughter of Valentinian III, who considered this marriage as the most humiliating insult.

Anastasius was the “friend” of the Vandal King Thrasamond, who was the brother-in-law of Theodoric the Ostrogoth, Justinian also was connected with Hilderic, the successor of Thrasamond, by friendly tics. But Gelimer overthrew him. He refused to surrender his royal prisoner and his relations to the Byzantines. As during this period complaints and deputations from the Orthodox Christians, who were persecuted by the Arian king, streamed unceasingly into Byzantium, as a Gothic usurper who had appeared in Sardinia, and a Vandal tyrant of Tripolis sought help in return for offers of cession, and as the revolt was spreading more or less over the African kingdom, a large imperial expedition was decreed. Belisarius, the Illyrian Greek, who had been distinguished as an imperial doryphorus in the Persian war, was ordered to proceed to Africa at the head of an army and call on everyone to abandon Gelimer and rally round the standard of the fallen king.

The fleet was miserable so far as the spirit of the crews went; the men on the dromons were always afraid that they would sink to the bottom of the sea. Among the soldiers were to be found Huns, reluctant to enter on this distant campaign; Heruli, naked, cruel and treacherous; crafty Persians; Armenians speaking their own language, and numbers of Thracians and Greeks, all in the pay of the emperor; but above everything, there was a large number of the loyal followers of the different generals and military “Houses.”

Unexpectedly, in spite of its eighty chiliarchs and its immense riches, amassed in Rome—down to the gates of Solomon’s temple—and from every part, in spite of the pride of its kings, the Vandal kingdom crumbled at a touch. Carthage was taken after a battle with the king himself; a second victory at Tricameron was decisive; the king was captured on the mountain where he had taken refuge, together with his household and treasures. Belisarius himself came to Constantinople to make his royal prisoner kneel humbly at the feet of the Emperor Callinicus, who celebrated a triumph to which Byzantium was unaccustomed.

The star of the Vandals had set. This little German nation had lost all its virtues in the midst of African voluptuousness, in those beautiful palaces surrounded with gardens and wonderful orchards, and at those Roman banquets which from the first they preferred to the frugal meals of the barbarian. The Northern race slowly died out on that borderland of the great burning deserts. Two defeats overthrew their empire, and the Vandals were buried under the ruins.

There remained the Moors, who were for the Romans of that day, 533, much what the Kabyles were, thirteen centuries later, when the French conquered Algeria: a poor race, living in huts, wrapped night and day in their burrows, having no arms but two javelins and spears—a whirlwind of horsemen as shifting as the sands of the Sahara. They were almost devoid of religion, having only prophets who foretold the future, and hardly possessed any kings, but were at the mercy of chiefs bearing vague titles. The Vandals had succeeded in coming to some agreement with them, thus insuring ninety-five years of tranquility to the “Lybians,” the “Roman citizens” of other times. The generals of the Byzantine Cæsar were less diplomatic. Revolts and raids were always rife in the province, and in the daily savage encounters many a Roman leader lost his life ignobly, as, for example, Solomon who succeeded Belisarius. The latter himself, being recalled from Sicily, failed to crush all the rebels. Among these latter must be reckoned the mutinous soldiers, who were far more dangerous than the Moors. The sole aim of this army was to pillage everywhere on any excuse. There was soon cause to regret the good days of order and justice under the German kings. The doryphori asserted their liberty and violated the two-fold oath to their master and the emperor. They marched armed through the towns, contrary to the custom which only allowed them to wear a sword. They filled the halls where their masters were carousing; surrounded by Vandal or Berber women, prizes for which they fought, they themselves resembled Moorish chiefs by their treachery and cruelty. Two tyrants, Stotzas and Maximinus, were proclaimed successively. A third, Gontharis, was murdered at the close of a banquet prolonged far into the night by some rivals, who proclaimed the victory of the emperor in the midst of the bloody relics of the feast.

When the strategus John enforced an imitation of the “pax romana” on Africa, it was hardly more than the grave of three races. A decade of petty wars had slowly swallowed up everything, and the age of the Vandals, by an irony of fate, was left as a bright memory of the past.

 

(f) Ostrogotbs —Soon after the defeat of Gelimer the Byzantines had seized Sardinia and Corsica. The Balearic Islands shared the same fate. Although the Visigoth King of Spain, Theudis, whose predecessors had never had any relations with Constantinople, turned a deaf ear to the entreaties of his kinsmen, the Vandals, and refused to attack imperial Africa, the quarrel between his successors, Athanagilde and Agila, brought the soldiers of Justinian to the Spanish coast. Such a policy was inevitable, from the moment when the Byzantine dominion had spread to the Pillars of Hercules, the modern Gibraltar, and when Africa and Spain formed one country. On that side, however, it was only necessary to conquer a few ports, and the kingdom of the Visigoths, which in spite of the religious disputes was immeasurably superior to that of Gelimer, was no more affected by it than modern Spain by the presence of the English on the rock of Gibraltar.
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