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PREFACE

N writing an outline of European history, much of
the labour of the writer must be employed in brevity
of statement and in rigorous selection of matter, in omis-
sions of what is interesting in itself and valuable for the
science of humanity. In the choice of events to narrate
I have been guided by their far-off results, rather than
by their immediate éclat in their own time, and have tried
to indicate how in the Middle Ages were accomplished
the growth of modern man and the life and attitude to
life of modern times. A sketch, too, must of necessity
be sketchy, on the one side positive and over-clear where
discreet shadows should be infused in a larger picture, on
the other summary where the complexities of character
or institution deserve a minuter etching. I trust, how-
ever, that the story has not wholly lost the interest of its
theme, of the human strivings and the wild but purposeful
convulsions by which modern Europe was made.
The maps have been designed to illustrate, first, as in
2, 3, 4 and 7, the main political features of the period,
and secondly, as in I, 2, 4 and 6, the factors in civilization
and nationality which had so great a share in forming its
history. By kind permission of the Syndics of the Uni-
versity Press and of Archdeacon Cunningham, Map 6,
Trade-routes in the XIV Century, is taken from Western
Civilisation in its economic aspects (Mediaeval and Modern
Times).

C. W.P.O.
August 1916.
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INTRODUCTION

The Middle Age of European history, s.e. the period
which extends between the years 395 and 1492 A.D. roughly
speaking, has been so named because it lies between the
history of the Ancient World of Greece and Rome and that
of our own time. It takes its beginning in the dissolution
of the Roman Empire of the West, and comes to its close
with the discovery of the New World of America. These
terminal dates are indeed conventional enough. It is
hard to decide which was really the most critical year in
the destruction of the Western Roman Empire; it is
harder to say when a decisive breach occurred with the
civilization which that Empire guarded. And the voyage
of Columbus to the further shore of the Atlantic was but
one among many events and phenomena which effected
the transformation of the politics, the commerce and the
thought of Europe from their older to their present-day
form. Butif the boundaries of the period are conventional,
the Middle Age itself is no arbitrary chronological division
of history. It has definite characteristics of its own which
distinguish it both from Antiquity and Modern Times.
Its ideals, its methods of action and government, its
conditions of life, and still more its views of life and the
world, are startlingly divergent from ours and divergent
also from those of ancient Greece and Rome.

The most comprehensive terms, which can be used
to describe the Middle Age of Europe, are those of youth

O.M. H.
I



2 INTRODUCTION

and barbarism. It lies not only between Greco-Roman
civilization and our own day, but also between the primi-
tive peoples, German and other, of North Europe and our
modern nations. But it does not show the unending infancy
of Australian blackfellows who repeat the life of prehistoric
times with little change, not an unteachable or uninventive
barbarism. The youthful peoples of Europe were busy
in learning and making civilization. They started with
small, if far from negligeable, assets in civilization; but
they turned their one talent into ten, and that under
enormous difficulties. In one aspect we find the medievals
with infinite pains and throes evolving order and law out
of anarchy, and from law and order the state and citizen-
ship. In another we see them progressing from the merest
rudiments of economic life to material comfort and even
luxury. In another we see the growth of intellectual
life; they learn and train themselves how to think, how
toreason, how to criticize; they leave us a great inheritance
of thought, of art and of literature. In short, it is due to
the medievals that our life can rise above the life of savages.
It is on their foundations that we build.

The main factor of this youth and barbarism and this
subsequent maturing and advance lay in the character
of the population. Saving the Eastern Roman Empire,
which remained as a fragment of the ancient world,
Europe came into the hands of a race of fine, healthy
barbarians. They were far from hostile to the civilization
they overthrew, but they could not understand its essence.
Their own tribal system broke down during their settlement.
Their ciumsy efforts at imitation of the Roman state broke
down too, though not without ineffaceable and profitable
results. Nor could the Roman population they found in
their new lands help them much. The mass of it was
only half-civilized and but little superior to them in
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culture. Such of the Roman upper classes, who remained,
already decadent and barbarized, rapidly descended to
the level of the conquerors, too often without learning
their virtues. In spite of vigorous efforts to preserve
the state and the law, disorder had the upper hand.
It worked, indeed, its own cure, and was succeeded by
a steady advance in all departments of civilization. But
the Middle Age was long in putting off this barbaric
character. It is an age of fierce untameable passions, of
indiscipline and ignorance, wherein consisted the chief
obstacle to the renewal of civilization which nevertheless
the medievals brought about.

The material difficulties in the way were also great.
The population was sparse and dwelt in isolated villages
for the most part. The roads, of Roman origin, were
few and badly kept. The natural arteries, the rivers,
were long ill-tended, though far more serviceable. And
everywhere there was woodland, where we now see
cultivated fields. The woods, it is true, were a necessary
element in the life of the self-sufficing village, which existed
on its own produce almost solely, and they formed a
refuge and defence for the villager in invasions; but they
were also a screen to the outer world and to advancing
culture. All through the Middle Age, they steadily
decreased, and contemporaneously every step made in
the direction of order and security increased wealth and
intercommunication together. An ever-widening com-
merce imparted the culture of the more favoured lands
to the more backward, while the authority of the state
could more easily reach its subjects.

One striking fact of the Middle Ages, which is at once
borne in upon the student of the period, is the vast
difference between men’s theory and their practice.
Charters and legislation seem to give us an orderly state

I—2



4 INTRODUCTION

and a settled jurisdiction of the laws; the facts show us a
slowly-vanquished anarchy. The Church theory declares
an orderly hierarchy and strict canons passed by sacred
assemblies; in fact we find often irregular action and
a mutinous clergy. Nor is this all. Men delighted to
spin further theory as to the world and mankind and their
government with little regard to existing law, let alone
existing practice. And the more ambitious the theory,
the more absolute and extreme the doctrine, the more
likely they were to gain acceptance. We can trace the
habits of the semi-civilized mind, its ignorant, unex-
perienced and unscientific character, its love of the
highly-coloured and grandiose, in this credulity and
disregard of facts: but there was a further cause which
gave rise to the exceptional development of the theorizing
of the Middle Age, and its indifference to the contradiction
between its theories and the facts of life.

The barbarian invaders, it has been said above, had
no intention of destroying the civilization they found in
the Roman Empire: the conquered Roman provincials
had no wish to lose it. But for the most part it was
lost, while remaining the ideal. For centuries, therefore,
attempts at the amelioration of existing circumstances
took the form of attempts to hark back to older idealized
institutions. The Kings of the Germans, who now ruled
the lands of the Western Empire, now took the place of
the Emperor, and in theory exercised a centralized rule
which was no longer possible. The culmination of this
movement was the revival of the Western Empire by
Charlemagne in 800 A.D. But the whole tendency of
events was against it. The subjects of Charlemagne were
not Roman provincials of the time of Constantine:
neither were they German tribesmen of the time of
Clovis. They were local nobles and barbaric peasants,
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not citizens or chiefs of tribes. Thus, under the fierce
pressure of the attacks of Northmen, Saracens and
Magyars, the hollow structure went to dust, and was
succeeded by a wilder anarchy than the West had yet
known.

By the time the period of prostration was ended about
the year 1000 A.p., much more of the older world had
gone irrevocably; but its memories still remained. The
Roman Empire still remained the ideal government for
Christendom, but its conception had grown far more
legendary. Western Europe believed in a theoretical lay
ruler of Christendom, and practised a system of petty
local states which grew up from the actual conditions
of life. Internally, too, those local states had little of
the statelike about them. They were loosely compounded
of yet smaller units; chiefly, landowning nobles; that is,
their government was feudal.

But ideals, universally believed in, and consciously
striven for, do not remain without result, however impos-
sible it may be to translate them into fact. On the one
hand, the conceptions of the state and its authority,
transmitted from the past, helped to shape the new
kingdoms that were gathering strength during the feudal
period; on the other, the special belief in the Holy Roman
Empire governed the politics of Germany and Italy, and
not only prescribed the conditions of the development of
those two countries, but also gave birth to the strife and
interaction of the Empire and the Papacy, which exercised
a dominant influence over the later Middle Age.

In the Papacy we meet another inheritance from the
Roman Empire. The medievals, looking back on the
past, believed firmly in the unity of Christendom, and in
its government by a single chief; looking on the present,
they believed in the ascetic life as the only truly Christian.
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The course of the history will make plain the dispute as
to whether Pope or Emperor was the divinely-ordained
supreme head, orwhether they were co-ordinate authorities,
one superintending the lay rulers, and one the ecclesiastical
rulers of the Christian Commonwealth. Why the Papacy
vanquished its rival is not hard to say. The Empire
rested on dreams of the past, and met present needs
unsatisfactorily: the forces it could command were
inadequate to prolonged exertion. The Papacy, on the
other hand, drew strength from the immense reservoir of
its spiritual authority, the keys of Heaven and Hell.
The typical medieval, living in a disastrous present, was
all the more anxious concerning the life beyond the
grave. The Papacy, like the Empire, might meet present
needs inadequately ; but then there was always the belief
in its power over the after life. And it required much
ill-doing and much decadence, and much prosperity as
well, to exhaust that trust. Nor did the Papacy, stronger
in its nature than the Empire, fail to accomplish more
durable results. The Church first showed medieval
Europe what organization meant; it was not a distant
puzzle like the East Roman Empire, but was ramified
through the West. Its influence, too, whether through
Pope or local bishop or monastery, was for good in the
main. They upheld, on the whole, a juster, a more civi-
lized and self-restrained, a more humane and righteous
way of acting. It was under the guidance of the clergy
that orderly government was again created, that the wild
medieval passions began to feel some restraint, some
force working against them ; that a higher ideal of common
life began to replace the unbridled egoism, which in the
anarchy after Charlemagne had thrust in the background
all ideals, whether Christian or imperial Roman or healthily
primitive and barbaric.
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It will be seen how the natural feelings of regret for
the good old times and of reverence for existing customs
were raised by the circumstances of the Middle Age to the
highest pitch. The better times did lie far behind them.
Their theory implied that an ancient form for human
society had been instituted divinely. It had been put
out of joint, but not rescinded, by man’s evil-doing.
Hence the world, really advancing, seemed to them in
proved decay. What was old was lawful; what was
novel was unlawful. Thus lawful institutions existing
must be old. Reformers were always restoring and
defining the old, and therefore right, customs, or at least
they had to try and seem to do so. It was a view fatal
to scientific history, but not to advance in civilization.
Precedents were developed, misunderstood and sometimes
invented.

The belief which the medievals equally held, that this
life was merely a time of trial and temptation on the way
to a worse or better, might seem to paralyse all effort.
But those vigorous generations were too alive, too full
of passions and desires, to lapse into fatalistic inaction.
And the Church came to the rescue: it taught asceticism,
not apathy. For those who fled the wicked world, a hard
path was prescribed. Hermits, monks and friars were
energetic folk. True it is that the Orders, one after
another, soon lost their first fervour and easily admitted
corruption. The ascetic task was too hard often enough.
Yet they retained their leaven. New Rules, at any rate,
attracted the same devotion and industrious self-sacrifice.
It was not till the thirteenth century that ascetic enthu-
siasm really declined, and at that time we may note that
the world had become a far more tolerable place to a
strongly religious nature. Riotous and furious as the age
of Dante may seem to us now, the rule of the strong kings
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and popes, the sturdy perseverance of the townsmen had
not gone for nothing. It was far easier than before to
play an ordinary part in the world, and yet not to prey
or be preyed upon. Louis IX of France could reign as
a strong king and be a saint as well.

If we seek for the weightiest secular factors in this
slow regeneration we find them in feudalism—the rule
of each district by the owner of its land—and in town-life.
Feudalism was, it is true, a wretched makeshift for
state-government. But it was the best that could be
had in the earlier Middle Age. It meant the immediate
presence of some one to keep order and ward off attack, of
some one who had definite customary rights and duties.
The greater the baron, the more likely was he to have
some semblance of kingship about him; he would have
some public state-authority and have subjects, not mere
dependants; and he would, as we shall see, tame the petty
feudalists, the worst of their order, around him. The
feudal relation, too—fealty and homage—had a strong
binding force, in spite of countless and glaring breaches
of it. The medieval conscience was tender on the point
of oaths, which called in the terrible powers of the other
world, if it often took the risk of their displeasure on
temptation. Society was almost held together by obliga-
tions and evidence taken on oath. This meant in feudalism
the greater coherence of the feudal units, the greater
authority of the feudal superior and the securer rights
of the feudal inferior. At worst a baron would not willingly
make himself hated by everybody; numbers told.

The second factor in early medieval progress was
furnished by the towns. The country villages were
isolated; their inhabitants gained little more than a
subsistence, and were ruled by rigid feudal masters.
But the townsman was a trader; as soon as the worst
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anarchy after Charlemagne had passed, it is wonderful
how soon commerce and even manufacture revived.
And trade meant travelling and a wider outlook: the
good things of other countries could be introduced and
imitated; a healthy rivalry between town and town,
country and country could spring up. Like the Church
trade formed an international civilizing agency. We shall
see how in the creation of wealth and culture the towns
everywhere played a foremost part. Politically they
occasion the rise of a middle class between noble and
peasant, the influence of which took the most varied
forms.

On these foundations certain forces were at work,
forces which were themselves also primitive factors in
medieval society, but which are more conspicuous as
agents shaping, manipulating and transforming feudalism
and town-life. Christianity has been already touched
upon. Next to be remarked is the Kingship. Apart
from the theory of the universal Christian Commonwealth,
but drawing like that its strength chiefly from the remnants
of Roman civilization, the belief in the Kingship continued
potent in the Middle Age. Men realized that they were
members of a state, dimly in the royal entourages and
among the clerks, still more dimly in other classes of
society. It was a belief incompatible with the true genius
of feudalism, which was based on private contract, the
relation of landlord and tenant. But it never died out,
it intermingled with feudalism, and finally conquered it.
The great barons were royal representatives, as well as
suzerains of vassals and masters of serfs; and, while they
resisted the king, they enforced the royal powers which
they had been granted or had usurped. By the efforts
of Kings and barons, a state-authority and a state-
administration were re-created.
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Then another force, that of nationality, came to the
aid of the state. Nationality, that is the sense of solidarity
produced by a common speech, a common history and
a common country, shows itself first, after the disappear-
ance of the tribal bond, in the age of anarchy succeeding
Charlemagne. It grew rapidly in strength and by the
close of the Crusades was fully developed. In France,
in England and in Spain, this feeling of nationality
coalesced with the belief in the kingship and the state,
and the kmgs of the national states carried all before them.
The spiritual thunders of the Papacy, the revolts of the
feudal barons, and the independence of the towns, were
all in the end helpless to resist.

It was not an invariable process, however, that the
sentiment of nationality should coalesce with loyalty to
the king and obedience to the state. In Italy the towns
rose to be states, and a common nationality was a bond
of culture merely. In Germany, the actual government
fell into the hands of many local authorities, of whom the
chief were the great vassals of the crown; but these
dominions in medieval times had hardly acquired the full
dignity of states. They were overshadowed by the nearly
nominal authority of the Holy Roman Empire to which
they- belonged. Still their day had come, and the later
Middle Age, which saw Western Europe consolidated into
powerful national states, saw Central Europe parted
among a host of rulers. In both, however, feudalism
was on the wane; privileges and much jurisdiction, much
political power, remained to the local nobles, but in
essentials they were subordinate parts of the administration
even of a petty sovranty.

The historian of the Middle Ages perforce takes the
standpoint of the Germanic and Romance peoples of
Western Europe. It was among them that the develop-
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ment which led to modern times took place. Our
civilization was born of their efforts and national charac-
teristics. In comparison the eastern races of Europe
have joined only recently in their progress. Russia
entered into its modern period with Peter the Great in
the eighteenth century, the Balkan peninsula during the
last hundred years. Even in medieval times the Slavs
were backward and apart. Handicapped by their rigorous
climate and scanty coast-line, oppressed by nomad tribes
of the Mongolians, the yellow race of the Asiatic steppes,
they remained primitive and isolated. The Eastern
Empire had another fate. It slowly orientalized Greco-
Roman civilization, and as it yielded to the attacks of
the Turks a dry-rot, born of the moral exhaustion of its
remaining territories, setin. Its bureaucratic organization
was unable to influence the West, the needs of which were
better met by home-grown institutions. The schism of
the Churches raised an insurmountable obstacle to inti-
mate connexion, and together with the deep divergence
of racial temperament made East and West, so to say,
non-conducting media to one another. A kind of
bastard Middle Age appears in the East, as a result of
decadence and consequent barbarization, not from parallel
development with the West. None the less the Byzantine
Empire formed a buffer between Western Europe and the
aggressive powers of Nearer Asia, as did the Slavs against
the Asiatic nomads; and thus both were necessary con-
ditions of the progress of the West. The Byzantines did
more. Elements of material culture kept filtering through
as the West grew ripe for them and trade increased.
Finally, just before Constantinople fell to the Turks,
the West was able to acquire from her the priceless
remnants of Greek literature.

With the acquisition Western Europe was within a
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few stages of the close of her long medieval pilgrimage.
Organized in bureaucratic states, and linked by commerce,
she was reaching at last the level of that Greco-Latin
civilization, which had come to its fall with the Western
Empire. The discovery of the New World and the re-
awakening of the scientific critical spirit, this time turned
to the investigation of Nature, were to lead her on to a
culture and mastery of life never before attained. Social
evolution and religious revolution were at work to alter
the conceptions of the state and the Church, and man’s
views of himself and of Nature. It was a bursting into
maturity and full manhood of the adolescent peoples of
Europe.



CHAPTER 1
THE BARBARIAN MIGRATIONS

SEcTiON 1. THE RoMaN EMPIRE IN 395 A.D.

The Middle Age of European history begins in a vast
and long revolution, which changed at one and the same
time the distribution of the races which inhabited Europe,
the civilization they possessed, and their political organiza-
tion. The Roman Empire which fell to pieces in that
revolution, so far as Western Europe was concerned, had
summed up the progress made round the shores of the
Mediterranean Sea during many preceding centuries.
Greece had brought to the account her thought and art
and literature, Rome her law and government, the Near
East the Christian religion. The Empire might well
claim to be universal, for it contained the whole sphere
of a civilization. Other civilizations, like that of China,
existed indeed, but apart in a separate stream of history.

Now the crumbling of an old civilization and the trans-
formation of its elements into a new, is a long process,
and it is difficult to point to any precise moment when
we ought to begin the new series of historical events.
Christianity, for instance, the greatest of all the forces
which shape the Middle Ages, takes its rise long before
the Ancient World showed marked decay. In fact we
cannot take any event as our starting-point without
forcibly snapping the chain of cause and effect. Where,
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then, for our purposes shall we break the chain? The
best answer, among several, is perhaps in 395 A.D. at the
death of Theodosius I, the last Emperor who ruled the
Roman Empire in its full extent. The date is more
important for the West than for the East; but it is in
the West that the new developments of European history
arose. And in the West the death of Theodosius marks
the last stable moment. Hitherto the Roman Empire
had steadily declined, but it had weathered its dangers,
and had adapted itself to the changes in progress. Hence-
forth in the West it was to lose that power of adaptation,
to go to ruin, and be succeeded by new states and new
forms of political organization.

The new states of the West were compounded of the
Germanic conquerors and the conquered Roman pro-
vincials. The civilization they created was equally a
compound of German and mangled Roman elements.
Meanwhile the surviving Empire of the East was an
unbroken development from the Ancient World. To both
the united Empire as it existed in 395 forms a common
ancestor. That vast dominion completely surrounded the
Mediterranean. Britain south of the Solway and Tyne,
Gaul from the Rhine to the Atlantic, the Iberian peninsula,
Italy and Illyria stretching south from the Danube to
the Mediterranean, together with the northern coast-land
of Africa from Morocco to Tripolis, formed its western
division. The Balkan peninsula, Asia Minor, Syria and
Palestine, Egypt and Cyrenaica, formed the eastern. In
the latter the boundaries were formed by the Danube,
the Black Sea, the mountain-land of Armenia, the river
Khabur intersecting Mesopotamia, the Arabian and
African deserts and the first cataract on the Nile. It is
immediately noticeable how the whole territory is bound
together by its water-system. The Mediterranean links
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almost every province with every other: the Spanish,
Gaulish, Italian great rivers, and the Nile are so many
natural arteries of communication. Rivers, like the Rhine
and Danube, often frozen through part of the year, can at
least form frontiers. Mountain-ranges seem to have little
importance politically or commercially; they are merely
obstacles, overcome by the great roads which traverse
the Empire. The boundaries and extent of the Roman
Empire, in short, were decided not by racial and political
so much as by climatic and commercial conditions. It
was not an artificial conglomerate, but the natural out-
push of a localized civilization. Where traders from
the Mediterranean shores could continuously traffic along
the water-ways, where the winter or the summer climate
was not intolerable for Mediterranean settlers, the Empire
spread, and with it spread its civilization. On the edge
of the colder zone by the Rhine and Danube were plains
where armies could be stationed: flotillas could patrol
them; and even in winter it was easier to keep a watch
over the frontier there than in the numberless valleys
and passes of the mountains to the south. They were
thus the natural boundaries of a civilization which from
the time of Marius was always somewhat in a state of
siege, as well as of aggression.

With all its advance towards a unity of government
and civilization, the Empire never attained a linguistic
or national homogeneity. In all corners of the Roman
world there lingered, of some we may say thrived, lan-
guages of the multifarious peoples united under the

1 As is well known, the January isotherms of West Europe run
from north to south. There is a rough coincidence of the northern
boundary of the Empire with a mean January temperature near
freezing-point. The southern boundary has a similar approximate
coincidence with a mean July temperature of 86° Fahr.
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imperial sway. Some of these tongues, like Armenian on
the head-waters of the Euphrates, or Aramaic in Syria, or
Coptic in Egypt, possessed a literature, others like the
speech of British and Gaulish Kelts, the Vascones (now
Basques) on the Pyrenees, or of the Illyrians (now
Albanians), or the Berbers in North Africa, only preserved
poems and tales by oral tradition. But these survivals,
whatever their degree of importance, all had one charac-
teristic in common ; they point to the incomplete absorp-
tion of their speakers in the Greco-Roman civilization.
They point to elements of disunion, sometimes of barbarism
and semi-barbarism, ready to burst out and increase as
the power which depressed them itself declined. And
they are but the most marked instances of wider circles
of the population, chiefly peasants and suchlike, who had
indeed abandoned their original tongues, but who had as
yet made small progress in acquiring the imperial civili-
zation. One of the misfortunes of the Empire was that
the chief makers of its culture, Greeks and Italians,
were worn out, and even the best sections of their pupil
races were not quite equal to carrying on the traditions
of their effete masters. A perpetual leakage of civilization
went on in the Empire; art and literature and eventually
thought decayed, during the very period of the extension
of Mediterranean culture over the Roman world.

The Imperial civilization, however, was itself a duality.
It was divided into two halves, East and West, each with
its dominant language, Greek in the East, Latin in the
West, with two divergent tendencies of mind and culture.
Rome had had a free field in civilizing the West; but the
Easthad won civilization long before under Greek guidance.
The Latin West was legal and administrative in tempera-
ment, eminently skilled in combining elements of govern-
ment into an organized system. There the Empire had
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been made. The East was far more subtle and speculative,
more acute and inventive, but also less able to assimilate
and leaven. There Christian dogma was thought out.
The division of the Empire, corresponding to its dual
nature, between two Emperors, which had existed for
the greater part of a century off and on and became
permanent in 395, although due to the needs of defence
against external foes, helped to increase the divergence
between its two separated halves.

The de facto separation of East and West into two
states took final effect, when the sons of Theodosius the
Great divided their inheritance in 395. Arcadius ruled
the East from Constantinople, Honorius the West from
Ravenna, which had supplanted the inconvenient and less
defensible Rome as the court residence. The boundary
of the two Empires lay through the midst of Illyricum
from the strong fortress of Sirmium on the Save southwards
to the coast of the Adriatic. In Africa Cyrenaica belonged
to the East, Tripolis to the West. Although the belief
in a common empire, and a permanent alliance and
interaction continued, the cleft between the two grew
deeper, and showed itself after 438 in separate legislation.
From the first the central administration had existed in
duplicate. Henceforth laws issued by each Emperor were
only binding for his own territory.

The constitution of the Empires was simplicity itself.
The Emperors were autocrats; their will was law. And
they were assisted, and often controlled, in their rule by
a numerous, highly-organized, highly-trained, and withal
extremely corrupt, bureaucracy with great traditions.
Strongest of those traditions was the respect for the law,
which the Emperors could make or alter at pleasure, but
which they could not decently infringe ad hoc. This was
the hall-mark of the Roman Empire, which no subsequent

O.M. H, 2
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cataclysm could wholly efface from Europe. The central
organ of government was the Consistorium or Emperor’s
Privy Council composed of high officials corresponding
to modern ministers. Such were the praefecti praetorio,
two for each empire, who in their immense territorial
spheres! were ministers of the interior, of finance and
of justice: the Quaestor or minister of law: the Count
of the Sacred Largesses or treasurer; the Master of the
Offices, head of the secretariat and the secret service:
the magistri militum or army-commanders: and the
praepositus sacri cubiculi or Eunuch-Chamberlain.

Some of these functionaries are evidence for the decay
of the Empire. In especial the Chamberlain testifies
to the fatal orientalizing of the government. The Emperors
now lived secluded in their palaces under the guard of
eunuchs, only issuing forth to their subjects’ view in
unapproachable pomp. This splendour doubtless served
its purpose of impressing the soldiers and the populace;
but emperors bred in the palace tended to be weaklings
or tyrants, or at best found it difficult to see what was
actually happening beyond the screen of swarming officials.
In an evil day for the Empire the chief eunuch became
one of its most powerful personages.

. The secret service throws light on another evil which
it exacerbated. There were about 120 provinces, each
under a governor, for justice and civil administration,
and the provinces were grouped in dioceses, of which there
were thirteen, under Vicars to supervise the governors
and hold courts of appeal. But neither the Vicars nor
the praefecti praetorio were able to prevent oppression,
and the secret service was employed as a remedy. It was,
however, as corrupt as the regular officialdom and only

1 The East and Thrace—Illyricum (the rest of the Balkans)—
Italy and Africa—Gaul, Spain and Britain—roughly speaking.
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helped to increase oppression and to subdivide responsi-
bility.

These civil officials were carefully separated from the
command of the troops in the vain hope that revolts
would be less frequent. But the army-commanders
without civil authority proved no less dangerous than
the former governors who had ruled great provinces and
their garrisons together. As lieutenants of the Emperor
there were at least two magistri militum?, and further
magistri were named on occasion. The military force
under their command was divided into frontier-troops
and a field-army. Along the frontiers were the garrisons
of the fortified camps and the limitane:s, peasant-soldiers
who held their farms on condition of military service.
The field-army or comitatenses were available for a cam-
paign in any direction. Some 500,000 men served in the
army. The best of them came from barbarian tribes
without or within the Empire, and their commanders
were most frequently barbarians too. The soldiers knew
their power and were as unruly as of old ; and the barbarian
extraction of the most and best of them produced a new
form of the ancient antagonism between the civil and the
military population. Hitherto the strife had been between
Roman and Roman. Roman civilization, Roman organi-
zation continued through wars and revolution. Now each
military revolt tended to place barbarians at the head of
affairs. The new rulers might have the best will in the
world to continue the imperial system. They tried so
to do for a century, but the attempt was bound to fail.
Roman civilization was beyond the learning of the barbaric
races. .

The army was not the only portion of the population

1 In the East: in the West there was usually only one, com-
manding all the forces in chief.

2—2
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which held an exceptional position. The whole Roman
world was graded into hereditary ranks and subdivisions
which had acquired the rigidity of caste. The officials
formed one, the most favoured; the great landowners,
whose enormous domains spread far and wide, another.
Most trades and professions were formed into hereditary
local corporations, the membership of which could be
very burdensome owing to their public duties. Most
restricted and most burdened of all, perhaps, were the
curiales. These were the once well-to-do citizens of the
provincial towns, who carried out the local government
and local tax-collecting of their cities. They were small
landowners for the most part, and, in addition to the
public duties which they performed compulsorily and
gratis, they were bound to make up any deficiency in
the quota at which their town was assessed for taxes.
Impoverished and miserably tied to their native place
and often odious duties, they were almost serfs of the
government. Men might be forced into their class from
the lower ranks of society; but escape there was none:
they were too necessary. To remedy their incompetence
or oppression of the smaller folk, all that could be done
was to invent a new official, by compulsion too in the
end, the defensor civitatis, who should restrain them and
the other imperial agents. The decay of the Empire
cannot be better shown than by the perpetual watch the
government was forced to keep in order to make its
obsolete machinery work.

ne curiales stood at the head of town-life, and the
Empire was largely a coagulation of cities. It had been
founded by the city-state of Rome; the city was its typical
administrative unit. But it had proved inapplicable as
a universal system, and on the countryside other forms
of local government were growing up. The prevalence
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of great estates was the dominant feature of Roman agri-
culture. Amid the stress and disasters of the times a
new form of working them had come into use. Culture
on a large scale was more and more difficult. There were
home-farms tilled by slaves, but the greater part of an
estate was split up into small holdings tenanted by the
half-free class of coloni. These men were bound to the
soil, sold with it and inalienable from their holdings,
which they occupied under fixed hereditary conditions.
Beside them was another class of farmers, who held their
lands in emphyteusis, i.e. by an hereditary lease at fixed
rents from the great landowner. All together would be
under the magisterial authority of the landowner, whose
domains thus formed a governmental district called a
saltus. In this way the annexation of local government
to the ownership of land, which was to culminate in
feudalism, had already begun.

The supersession of agriculture on a large scale by
small holdings accompanied the decay of commerce in
general. Great tracts of land exporting their produce
were succeeded by small farms which consumed the most
of what they produced, z.e. were self-sufficing. Only
Italy still drew its corn-supply from Africa and Constanti-
nople from Egypt. The dangers of the times and the
increasing poverty of the Empire were stifling trade,
which had more and more to depend on the very wealthy
classes, and the not always desired requirements of the
government. It did not of course die out, but grew
scantier in amount and more restricted in its range.
More and more the various portions of the Empire resumed
their pre-Roman isolation, and were the readier to fall
apart when the tax-gatherer was the chief emblem of
unity. The needs of the State were enormous. The
Court, the army and the civil service were all costly; but
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the corruption of the officials, and a clumsy system of
taxation made the burden exhausting, and hastened the
Empire’s fall. Throughout the fifth century the peasant-
rebellions of the Bagaudae were endemic in Gaul and
Spain.

In the midst of increasing poverty and disunion and
decreasing efficiency and culture, two living healthy
elements were preserving progress and vigour, the Law
and the Christian Church. The best days of the growth
of Roman Law, indeed, were over,—we have reached the
age of codifying—but it remained a magnificent reasonable
system and a civilizing agency. The Church, on the other
hand, now that the remaining Pagans were negligeable,
was gaining strength day by day, nor did all the fierce
doctrinal dissensions and greedy ambitions of its members
materially impair its efficiency. The arbitration of the
Bishops was preferred to the corrupt law-courts, and the
clergy were everywhere the defenders of the poor and
oppressed. Their organization was growing apace by
the side of the State. The ecclesiastical unit was the
city with its bishop elected by clergy and people. These
city-dioceses were grouped into provinces, mostly identical
with the secular provinces, under the metropolitan bishop
of the provincial capital. By 395 a further larger grouping
was becoming perceptible. The chief cities of the Empire
naturally gave a special importance to their bishops, and,
when apostolic foundation or the possession of illustrious
occupants of the sees was added to secular rank, they
were able to assert a wide primacy or patriarchate over
their neighbours. First of all the patriarchs was the
Bishop of Rome, the Pope. He was bishop of the Eternal
City, saccessor of St Peter and St Paul and of many saints;
his hybrid Church was the interpreter of Greek and meta-
physical Christianity to the less cultured West. His
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province, disregarding secular subdivisions, extended over
all Italy south of the Rubicon, and beside him the great
Bishops of the West, of Milan, Carthage, Arles and the
like, were never able to acquire a complete patriarchal
position. A similar rank was reached by four oriental
Bishops, those of Constantinople or New Rome, Alexandria,
Antioch, and, latest so to rise, Jerusalem. Together the
five patriarchates by the middle of the fifth century
parcelled out the Roman world, wielding an authority
none the less venerated because it was moral and vague.

More important, however, as yet for the government
of the Church were the Synods of Bishops which frequently
met, whether for single provinces or for larger circum-
scriptions. Constantine the Great at Nicaea had already
assumed for the Emperors the prerogative of calling
Ecumenical Councils of the whole Church to decide ques-
tions of doctrine and discipline, and in the Canons of these
and other synods a code of Church Law was in existence
beside the laws of the State. It was not, however,
uniform. The East only recognized the Canons of
ecumenical and eastern Councils. The West added Canons
of western Councils and further the decretals which began
to emanate from the Popes of Rome. Thus early, though
only in an uncertain way, the Popes began to exercise
in their patriarchate, which covered more than half the
Empire, an authority more pronounced than that of the
Eastern patriarchs. The Emperors were weaker in the
West, the Bishops more independent: Rome had no such
rivals in the Latin-speaking world as Constantinople in the
Greek: and in the deserted capital, amid its hybrid
population, the ancient Roman genius could again arise
to shape a new world-monarchy.

To the guidance of the unhappy state, in danger
without, decaying within, there succeeded two youths,
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equally contemptible in character and abilities. Both
were under the rule of others, but with a difference.
Honorius was controlled by Stilicho, the Vandal magister
militum, and from this time the West never got loose
from the grip of its barbarian commanders-in-chief.
Arcadius, on the contrary, was in the hands of Romans,
his praefectus practorio, his chamberlain or his sister, and
by dint of the strength of Constantinople, of the sea
which divided Asia from Europe, and of skilful diplomacy,
they were able to prevent the barbarian troops from
dominating the monarchy.

SEcTION 2. THE FOES OF THE EMPIRE

Around the Roman Empire, encircling it completely,
were its foes. They fell into two main divisions fixed
by geography and climate, rather than by civilization and
race. There were the southern division, who inhabited
the lands of tropical summers from the source of the
Euphrates to the Sahara, and the northern division who
held the lands of frozen winters beyond the Rhine and
Danube and Black Sea. Both divisions held much waste
or nearly waste land, the southern sandy or grassy desert,
the northern dense forest: and, as population grew, the
fertile cultivated Empire became more tempting to
invasion.

In the southern division there comes first of all the
ancient empire of Persia, the frontier of which marched
with that of Rome from the Caucasus to the Euphrates.
Persia was far from barbaric: she was the heir of the
venerable civilization of the region of the Persian Gulf,
last successor to Assyria and Babylonia. That civili-
zation had been overlaid by Hellenism after Alexander
the Great’s conquests, but only in Syria and on the
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Mediterranean lands was Alexander’s work at all perma-
nent. A reaction took place to the east of the Euphrates,
led first by the Parthian, then by the Sassanian Persian
kings, who continued, although in a decayed form, the
ancient tradition. The Persian monarchy was a despotism,
somewhat checked by an aristocracy of powerful land-
owners and priests. The religion, to which the Persians
fanatically adhered, was their native one of Zoroastrianism,
a half-way house between monotheism and dualism. Their
speech was Indo-European, ancestor of modern Persian.
But in Persia’s Mesopotamian provinces Semitic Aramaic
was the common tongue, and the Aramaic communities
were largely Christian, Christian, however, of a type,
which was rapidly falling apart from that of the West.
Persia was the only power which could at all rival the
Roman Empire. Her heavy cavalry was a formidable
force, and there was in progress an age-long dispute over
the boundary. But Persia, like Rome, had other foes
as well. On the north-east, beyond the Oxus, the nomads
of Turan, the Altaians of the steppes, perpetually
threatened to overwhelm her. On the south-west lay
Arabia.

Still the Arabs as yet were not dangerous to either
great power. Organized in a primitive tribal fashion,
and always at feud among themselves, they showed
little sign of overflowing their deserts. Their land was
getting more barren, and their numbers were growing;
but otherwise they had changed only slightly for centuries.
Two border kingdoms existed, one on the edge of Syria,
vassal to Rome, the other on the edge of Irak, vassal of
Persia. They were useful buffer-states between the great
powers.

Along the African frontier also there seemed little
for Rome to fear. The Ethiopians were passive; and
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throughout North Africa, it was more the gradual dissolu-
tion of authority and order that was coming about than
anything else. The population was mainly composed of
the native tribes of Moors or Berbers. There had always
been unruly independent tribes outside the frontier, and
other tribes, subdued but little civilized, within. Now
religious heresies were causing disaffection in the towns,
and the vassal tribes were slipping out of control. But
troops could still be levied amongst them, who formed
some of the best cavalry in the Empire. Like the Arabs,
they were only potentially formidable.

Very different was the danger from the north. All
along that frontier were settled wild tribes amid their
forests and mountains seizing every occasion to burst into
the Empire. Farthest to the west, the diocese of Britain
was harassed by the plundering raids of the Scots from
Ireland and the Picts of Caledonia. Of these the Scots
were certainly Kelts, living in tribes and tribal kingdoms,
and the Picts, if somewhat behind the Scots in civilization,
resembled them generally. Their attacks were shaking
Roman rule in Britain and causing a steady retreat of
Roman culture; but they did not threaten the Western
Empire as a whole. Their civilization, barbaric as it
was, however, was markedly original, and contributed its
quota to the development of medieval literature.

The chief enemies of Rome, and the destroyers of
the Western Empire, were the Germans. In the reign of
Augustus their tribes dwelt, roughly speaking, between
the Rhine, the Danube, and the Vistula. Since then
they had spread widely. Over-population, a thing easy
to happen among tribes which only practised hunting,
herding and a primitive agriculture amid enormous
forests, was probably the first cause of their migrations,
and, whether expanding tribes in the rear merely pushed
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on their neighbours in front to invade Roman territory,
or themselves pierced through the intervening lands
unsettling their inhabitants as they passed, the result
was the same—a continual effort to settle within the
Empire in their own way and under their own laws.
In the course of the four centuries since Arminius routed
the legions many changes had taken place in their grouping.
Some Germanic peoples, like the Goths, had migrated
as a whole to new lands. Others, keeping approximately
the same settlements, had formed new political federa-
tions and had taken new names. Other tribes again had
splintered into fragments which wandered far apart and
often gathered alien fragments to them.

About 395 A.D. they may be arranged under three
heads, (1) tribes in the interior of Germany, (2) tribes
threatening the Western Empire, and (3) tribes threatening
the Eastern Empire. (1) The Frisians held the North Sea
coast from the Rhine to the East; south and east of them
as far as the Elbe were the Saxons; in the present
Schleswig-Holstein dwelt the Angles; neighbours of both
were the Jutes. All four were formidable by sea, and
the coast of Britain was subject to their piracies and raids.
To the south of the Saxons were the Thuringians, all
west of the Elbe, while to the east of the Elbe a portion
of the Suebes still kept their ground as well as a remnant
of the Vandals. Next neighbours to these on the east
was the main body of another folk, the Langobards or
Lombards, who had moved from their former home on
the left bank of the Elbe.

None of these peoples pressed on the Rhine frontier.
They were tribes of the interior, and on them Roman
civilization had not even the small effect it had on the
outer ring of tribes. It was different with their neighbours
on the west. (2) Along the right bank of the Rhine, from
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the Zuyder Zee to the Main, was stretched the people of
the Franks, composed of tribes long settled there. They
still formed anything but a political unity. A portion
of them had pushed across the Rhine and seized the land,
already Germanized in part, between the Scheldt and the
Meuse, which they thoroughly Germanized. These Salians,
as they were called, were not, however, a compact body:
they fell under several petty kingships, all vassal allies
of Rome. Beyond the Rhine the principal group was
that of the Ripuarians, foes to Rome and straining at
the leash to cross the river. By the Main we meet two
smaller German peoples, the Burgundians, who play so
renowned a part in medieval epic literature, and the chief
section of the Siling Vandals. Both of these were to
migrate, but their neighbours to the south, the Alemanni,
remain to this day and have given its French name to
Germany. They held a square-shaped territory between
the Neckar, the Rhine and the Lech. East of the Ale-
manni and north of the Danube came other tribes of which
the Quadian Suebes and the Asding Vandals, settled
between the Danube and the Theiss, were the most
important. But after Vienna the Roman frontier was
broken through: in Pannonia there were already settled
the German Ostrogoths and the Mongolian Alans as vassal
allies of the Empire. The Ostrogoths had once ruled the
wide steppe-land to the north of the Black Sea. Now,
a portion of them, ruined by the Huns, had obtained lands
within the Empire. (3) Their kinsmen, the Visigoths, under
the same pressure of the Huns, had burst the line of the
lower Danube and in 395 lived as vassal allies and once-
victorious enemies north and south of that river in Moesia
and Dacia. Beyond them in modern Transylvania were
settled their kindred, the Gepidae.

The economic life of all these German peoples had
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been nearly identical, and was still much the same. They
were cattle-rearers and huntsmen; they also practised a
primitive agriculture. The influence of Rome, however,
and the pressure of their own increasing population were
leading them to adopt a more advanced agriculture, and,
at least where they had settled within the Roman Empire,
they already appear as lords of serfs who tilled their
fields for them. Their institutions as yet showed far more
conservatism. The most solid unit was still the sub-tribe
or gau, which had its own assembly of free-warriors and
its own chief. Within the gau the most important element
was the kindred (sippe, maegth). Without it was the wider
bond of the tribe or national confederation. Permanent
kings of the nations were rare, although the Ostrogoths
had formed a national monarchy on the Black Sea. But
usually the tribal leaders had only a temporary or partial
authority, due to a war in progress or personal achieve-
ments, whether they bore the title of king or not. Leaving
out the serfs and slaves, the tribesmen consisted of ordinary
free-warriors and of nobles. The latter, who furnished
the gau-chiefs and other great men, kept up, when they
were wealthy enough, the most remarkable of Germanic
institutions, the comitatus. Like an Homeric king, these
German chiefs maintained in their halls in peace and led
with them to war a number of sworn companions, antrus-
tions, thanes, as they were variously called. The fidelity
of the companions to their lord was scarcely ever broken,
and the relationship powerfully modified Germanic insti-
tutions in thedirectionboth of monarchyand of aristocracy,
besides being one of the ancestors of feudalism. In other
matters, also, German society was organized on primitive
lines. Every freeman belonged to a group of kindred,
his sippe, and each sippe carried on blood-feuds in case
of the slaughter or injury of any of its'members. Such
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feuds, however, could be compounded for by the sippe
of the offender by a payment fixed according to the
circumstances of the case. Here was the function of the
public courts, which were merely the gaw and other
assemblies meeting for purposes of justice. The assembly
declared the customary penalty and over-saw the proof
or disproof of the charge made according to a barbaric
ritual.

To sum up, the Germans were a race of warlike
barbarians, full of mental and bodily vigour. They had
fortunately escaped premature efforts to civilize them,
and, now that their own slow evolution had brought
them to a point when more rapid change was profitable,
the defences of the Empire were falling before them.

Behind this mass of tribes lay other peoples, whose
existence requires a bare mention at this period. South
Scandinavia was held by Germanic folks, which were
perhaps temporarily exhausted by the migration of their
overflow to the south of the Baltic centuries before.
East of the Vistula and steadily rolling in towards the
Elbe were the Indo-European tribes of the Balts on the
Baltic and the Slavs, inland races of peaceful barbarians,
lacking in any organizations other than the simplest
village-community, and long doomed to be serfs of fiercer
peoples. The Slavs were by far the more numerous and
had already reached, in patches at least, the Danube
and the Black Sea.

Two races of Altaian or Mongolian nomads complete
the list. The Alans had in part migrated westward with
the Ostrogoths to Pannonia, but another section remained
in their former haunts to the east of the Don. There
they were subject to the redoubtable conquerors who
had sent the Goths flying before them, the Huns. The
latters’ hordes had spread between Vienna and the Don
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and were lords of a number of Slav settlements as well
as suzerains of bordering German folks. This race of
horsemen, though of dauntless courage and formidable
in war, was in every way inferior to the Germans. They
were mere destroyers, incapable of anything beyond their
own low-grade civilization which they had brought from
the Asiatic steppes. Agriculture they left to their
wretched serfs: they themselves were shepherds in peace
time. In war their splendid cavalry was all but invincible :
it was only the loose, primitive organization of their tribes
and kindreds which had hindered them from making far
wider conquests by 3095.

The greater part of these diverse barbarians were
heathen, ranging from an imaginative polytheism among
the Germans to the cruder spirit-worship of the Huns.
But a change was rapidly coming about. The missionary
Gothic bishop, Ulfila, had introduced Arian Christianity
among his fellow-tribesmen, and conversion was proceeding
apace. Arianism! was not merely the result of Ulfila’s
personal influence, for Vandals, Burgundians and Lom-
bards as they one after another adopted the Empire’s
religion embraced the Arian creed. They found it easier
and more intelligible than the Trinitarian doctrine. The
results were unfortunate for their civilization and king-
doms, since they were kept apart from the least corrupt
element in the Roman world, the Catholic clergy, and
further, when they formed kingdoms within the Empire,
their Roman subjects were divided from them hopelessly
by religion. The social cleft was not to be bridged.

1 The belief, maintained by Arius, that the Son was not
co-eternal with the Father in the Trinity. Nestorianism, the
next important heresy, tended to minimize the union of the
Divine and Human Natures of Christ.
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SEcTION 3. THE FALL OF THE WESTERN EMPIRE

The task which was undertaken by Stilicho and Rufinus,
rulers of the West and East in the name of the young and
incapable Emperors, was in any case a heavy one. The
Empire was depopulated and exhausted by taxation.
The better part of the army was composed of barbarian
mercenaries or vassal allies. The barbarians were not
contented, and the Romans were not resigned. But
ambition and policy added to the difficulties of the rulers.
Illyricum, divided between East and West, was the bone
of contention: each wanted the whole. The designs
of the Vandal, Stilicho, went further. He was not hostile
to his own race, and rather wished their continuance in
the Empire, to which they furnished soldiers. In conse-
quence, there was a constant mixture of necessary defensive
alliance and of tortuous enmity in the relation of the
two Empires, which redounded to the disadvantage of
both. Stilicho’s views would, perhaps, have been justified,
could they have been carried out successfully for a century
and the barbarian tribes amalgamated with the provincials,
but as it was he only hastened the Western Empire’s ruin.

Troubles began almost immediately with the revolt
of the Visigoths in 395. They made the young chief
Alaric king of their whole tribe. While he harried the
Balkans, and a body of Huns crossed the Caucasus and
ranged devastating as far as Antioch in Syria, Stilicho
came to the rescue with the Eastern army which had
accompanied Theodosius to the West a year before. But
he was justifiably suspect at Constantinople, and was
ordered to despatch the troops to the East and himself
to leave Illyricum. He obeyed, only to return with a
Western army in 397 on the pretext of combating Alaric.
Still he acted so as to compel the Visigoths to become his
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allies rather than to conquer them; and the Eastern
Court, then under the control of the eunuch Eutropius,
encouraged a revolt of the Moors to get rid of him, and
then made peace with Alaric by creating the king magister
militum of Illyricum.

The Gothic danger, however, was not thereby over
for the East. In 399 an Ostrogothic colony in Asia
Minor rebelled, and the Goth Gainas, who was then
magister militum of the Eastern prefecture, joined the
revolt with the Gothic troops who served in the army.
But a soldiers’ mutiny was a different thing from a national
war. There was no unity in it or definite object. Con-
stantinople, impregnable between Asia and Europe, also
effectually barred large combinations. Gainas was over-
thrown in a popular outbreak there in the midst of his
success, and his forces were overcome by the loyal troops
under another Goth, Fravitta. Thus a second Stilicho
did not arise in the East, and at the same time Alaric
was turning his thoughts westward.

Stilicho had made short work of the Moorish rebels
in 398. Now he had to meet a greater peril. Alaric in
401 left the barren mountains of Illyricum and invaded
Italy, while a swarm of his northern neighbours, Vandals,
Goths and Alans, moved west under Radagaisus with
the same purpose. Stilicho had barely time to defeat
Radagaisus in Rhaetia, and hurry south to check Alaric
at Pollentia. The rebuff did not last long. Stilicho was
always anxious to use the Visigoths against the East,
and kept up an uncertain alliance with them. Meanwhile
the Western Empire was dissolving. Stilicho succeeded
in crushing a new invasion of Radagaisus at Faesulae,
but the Vandals, Alans and Suebes then took a new route.
They migrated from the Danube to the Main, joined there
the Siling Vandals, and all together crossed the Rhine on

O.M.H, 3
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31 Dec. 406. For three years they ravaged Gaul: and
the Alemanni, Burgundians and Ripuarian Franks took
the opportunity to occupy the left bank of the Rhine.
The frontier was broken in permanence, and so was the
unity of the West. Rebellion followed invasion. A certain
Constantine became Emperor in Britain and rapidly
acquired Gaul and Spain. No wonder that in Italy the
same Roman reaction was felt, and showed itself in the
murder of Stilicho in a rising of the legionaries. It had
been Stilicho’s misfortune to prove the unwisdom of the
policy begun by the Emperor Valens in 376, the settlement
of the Germans tribally and en bloc within the Empire.
The independence of the Visigoths in the interior had
made it impossible to prevent the immigration of other
Teutonic folks.

Stilicho had warded off the attacks of the Visigoths
by a combination of generalship, bribery and joint Eastern
schemes. The new minister, the eunuch Olympius, was
incapable of any of the three means. In 408 Alaric
finally entered Italy. For two years he marched up and
down the land, meeting little resistance: twice he besieged
Rome and held the city to ransom for a while: he even
set up a mock-Emperor, Attalus. Nothing, however,
induced Honorius to peace, safe as he was in impregnable
Ravenna. At last Alaric attacked Rome a third time
in 410 and stormed the city. Then he proposed to cross
to Africa, but died in 410 before accomplishing his design.
He had founded a national kingship, but his greatest
achievement was in shaping men’s opinions. Hence-
forward Rome and Italy had been the booty of a German
chief, and the disappearance of the Western Empire was
a mere matter of time.

He was succeeded by his brother-in-law, Ataulf, who
for a time lingered uncertainly in Italy; but Honorius
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was reinforced by an Eastern army, and in 412 the
Visigoth decided it was better to plant his state in Gaul.
That country was in mere anarchy. In 409 the bands
of Vandals, Alans and Suebes had passed into Spain to
settle there. The usurper Constantine had two rivals,
and Britain, from which he had withdrawn the garrison,
had become autonomous. Even Honorius had been able
to send a really Roman general, Constantius, who in 411
captured Constantine and overthrew one of his rivals.
When Ataulf arrived with his host, he at first coquetted
with the third usurper, and then overthrew him in alliance
with Honorius. But Ataulf by this time had formed a
policy. He was determined to follow Stilicho’s method and
bolster up the Empire by means of his Gothic nation, and
would himself marry his captive, Placidia, the Emperor’s
sister and heiress. This the Roman party in the West,
led by Constantius, would not allow, and war broke out
again in 413. The marriage of Ataulf and Placidia in
414 made no change. The able Constantius cornered his
adversary and forced him into Spain, to be murdered
there next year. Ataulf’s place in history, like Alaric’s,
was prophetic. He first conceived the union of a German
kingship with the Roman Empire, in place of the Empire’s
subversion. Constantius, on the other hand, represents
the older policy of Rome which was to be successful in
the East. Barbarians could furnish mercenaries—his
army was largely Hunnish—on necessity small vassal-
states should be allowed; but the Roman Empire should
be predominant.

Constantius managed events with skill. Wallia, the
new king of the Visigoths, came to terms. He restored
Placidia, and warred in Spain for his new allies. By 418
he had destroyed the Silings and driven the remnant of
the Alans to join the Asding Vandals, who, like the

3—2
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Suebes, held out in Galicia. Then came his reward; the
Visigoths were settled as vassal-allies round Bordeaux
and Toulouse. Thus Gaul and most of Spain, though the
frontier of the Rhine was lost, remained to the Empire;
and, though the barbarian kingships existed on the
Atlantic, the Mediterranean was still a Roman lake. Con-
stantius was at the height of his good fortune. An
African revolt had failed in 413 and the corn-supply of
Italy was safe; he had married Placidia, and in 421 was
created co-regent Emperor. But in the same year he died,
and was followed to the grave by Honorius in 423.

The seeds of civil war had been sown before Honorius’
death, when in 422 his sister Placidia had fled to Constan-
tinople. Castinus, the magister militum, now set up a
puppet-Emperor at Ravenna, but his chances were not
great. Theodosius II, the Eastern Emperor, sent an army
to enthrone Placidia and her infant son, Valentinian III,
and the governor of Africa, Boniface, was on the same
side. Placidia was easily victorious, but she was soon
plunged in fresh difficulties by her own supporters. In 427
Boniface headed an African revolt, which ended in a
reconciliation, when a new enemy appeared on the scene.
For into the rich and disaffected province, essential for
the Italian corn-supply and the command of the Mediter-
ranean, the Vandals had entered, invited, it appears, by
the combatants, in 429. They had moved to the south of
Spain, some years before, defeating an imperial army.
Their new king, Gaiseric, had a grasp of international
politice and a wide horizon unequalled among his barbarian
contemporaries. In a few years he defeated both the
Western troops and their Eastern allies—for the feud of
the two Empires was now closed. In 439 he captured
Carthage and quickly made the Vandals a sea-power.
His folk began a new existence as landlords: the Catholics
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were depressed and persecuted by their Arian rulers, for
the Vandals were harsher than their kindred tribes.
Meanwhile the greater part of Spain had fallen a prey to
the scanty people of the Suebes.

At about the same time another country was lost
to the Roman world. It seems that the Saxons, Angles
and Jutes made definite settlements on the coast of Britain
shortly after 440. Many years of slow conquest were
before them, but the native Britons who opposed them
were cut off from Rome and soon wholly absorbed in the
indigenous Keltic civilization. .

Gaul had fared better under its commander, Aétius.
This general was a genuine Roman, who had passed much
of his life among the Huns, and had therefore much influ-
ence among his former hosts, now the best recruiting-
ground of the West. Between 424 and 430 he checked
the aggressive Visigoths, Franks and Alemanni. He then
murdered the commander-in-chief, Felix, and became
himself magister militum and real ruler of the Western
Empire. For a while he prospered with his Hunnish
mercenaries. Africa and Spain were let go: Italy,
thrown on its own corn-supply, must have passed through
an economic crisis. But Gaul was kept, and the Empire
was formidable. Then the ground was cut away under
Aétius’ feet by events among the Huns.

The Huns had long shown signs of amalgamating in
one monarchy, and the process was completed by the
genius of Attila, who became sole king of the chief portion
of them, that settled in modern Hungary, in 445. Many
Altaic and German tribes were vassals, many Slav tribes
serfs of him and his people. The empire he inherited
and created extended from the Caucasus to the Danube,
the German forest and almost to the Rhine. The Bur-
gundians who resisted on the Main wereutterly overthrown,
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and their remnants took refuge in Gaul round the Lake
of Geneva. At first Attila remained at peace with the
West, he only blackmailed and harried the Eastern
Empire. But in 450, incited, perhaps, by Gaiseric and
seeing his opportunity, he turned towards Gaul. In 451
with his host of Huns and Germans he crossed the Rhine.
Aétius could only bring part of the Roman army into
the field, Huns being naturally unserviceable; but the
Visigoths under Theodoric I and the Salian Franks came
up in full force. The two armies joined battle near
Troyes, and the Huns were forced to retreat across the
Rhine. This victory really put an end to the migrations
in Gaul. Henceforward the peoples already lodged there
fought for its possession. It showed, too, as did the life
of Ataulf, that the immigrant German tribes had realized
that Roman civilization was theirs to inherit and defend.
They stood side by side with the Empire to ward off the
unteachable Huns.

Attila had time for one furious raid into north Italy
before he died in 453. Without him the Hunnish Empire
at once broke up. The Huns themselves were divided,
and their German vassals revolted. Of the latter, the
Ostrogoths still held Pannonia where they were reinforced
by kinsmen emigrating from Thrace; the Heruli, Sciri
and Rugians held the north bank of the Danube where
the Suebes and Vandals had once been; further to the
east the Gepidae still dwelt. Meanwhile, as the invasion
of the Vandals had been fatal to the Vandal Stilicho, so
the invasion of the Huns was fatal to their friend, Aétius.
He was murdered in 454 by his jealous master, Valentinian
III, whose one decisive action was followed in 455 by his
own assassination.

Whereas in the East growing particularism showed
itself in provincial heresies, in the West its upheaval
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took a political form. Britain had fallen away; the
Romans of Gaul and Italy strove with one another for
the Empire. Their dissensions fell to the profit of the
Germans. Visigoths and Franks interfered and made
progress in Gaul. The German mercenaries, now levied
from the Herulans and their neighbours, dominated
Italy, of which they formed the army. Their decisive
supremacy was due to the Vandal invasion. Gaiseric
aimed at the naval command of the Mediterranean, and
he had not outgrown the predatory instincts of his fore-
fathers. He took the opportunity of the defenceless
position of the Italian Emperor Maximus who succeeded
Valentinian III. In 455 the Vandal fleet appeared on
the Tiber and Rome underwent a peaceful but complete
sack. Gaiseric then sailed away with the heiresses of
Valentinian among his captives. The Gaul Avitus next
seized the imperial throne, and, while his ally, King
Theodoric II of the Visigoths, conquered the greater
part of Spain from the Suebes, the Emperor organized
war against the Vandals. But his own measures were
fatal to him. His successful commander, Ricimer the
Suebe, revolted, defeated him in 456 and seized control.
Ricimer was a pure barbarian and was more independent
than Stilicho had been. He begins an approximation to
the status of a German king. He remained himself, how-
ever, only an Emperor-maker. From the Eastern Court he
received the title of patricius, patrician, which from the
time of Honorius had almost implied the regency of the
West. In his modest beginnings he raised his best Roman
subordinate, Majorian, to the Empire in 457. But
Majorian showed alarming energy in Gaul and Spain,
and, when he was defeated in an attack on Gaiseric,
Ricimer revolted and overthrew him. This was the signal
for disruption. The Roman generals-in-chief of Gaul
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and Dalmatia, Aegidius and Marcellinus, at once revolted,
and were never subdued. The Visigoths could complete
their conquest of Roman Spain and contest central Gaul
with Aegidius and Ricimer. Burgundians, and Ripuarian
and Salian Franks could all expand.

Ricimer, on his side, bent all his powers to the
maintenance of his own rule in Italy. He was hostile
to the very Emperors he set up, especially when he was
obliged to receive them from the East in order to keep
the alliance of the sister Empire. Thus in the reign of
Anthemius (467-72) he allowed the Visigoths to reach
the Rhone in Gaul and watched the ruin of a joint attempt
of the two Empires to destroy Gaiseric. His death,
however, in 472 seemed to promise better things, for his
nephew and successor, Gundobad, was a Burgundian king
and preoccupied in southern Gaul. Julius Nepos, heir
of Marcellinus of Dalmatia, could become Emperor with
Eastern help in 474.

Nepos was not the nominee of the German soldiers,
and his reign was short. In 475 the commander-in-chief,
Orestes, a Roman this time, revolted, drove Nepos back
to Dalmatia, and placed his own son Romulus, nicknamed
Augustulus, on the vacant throne. But Orestes was nota
German, and was therefore weak. The soldiers envied the
lot of their kindred, Vandals, Visigoths and Burgundians,
who had stepped into the place of Roman landlords.
In 476 they demanded a third of the soil of Italy. Orestes
had no hope of being a German king and refused. Inreply
the soldiers declared one of themselves, Odovacar, their
king. Orestes was slain and the boy-Emperor pensioned.
The hopeless game of juggling with barbaric tribes and
soldiery was over, and the Roman Empire of the West
had expired.

Odovacar, however, at the head of his motley soldiery
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could not take the independence of a tribal king. He
acknowledged the Eastern Emperor Zeno as his sovran
and obtained from him the title of patrician or regent.
If the lands were divided, and the army lived under its
tribal laws, the Roman administration survived intact.
Neither it nor the law was mangled or semi-barbarized
as in Gaul or Spain. None the less a barbarian king was
the real head of the state. His kingdom stretched to
the Danube on the north, from across which his fellow-
tribesmen flooded Noricum and Rhaetia. On the east
he conquered Dalmatia after Nepos’ death in 480. On
the south he 1eceived Sicily from the now satisfied Gaiseric.
On the west the Alps were his boundary. The Visigoths
annexed Provence, and the rest of the land between the
Rhone and Saéne and the Alps had been absorbed by
the Burgundians. Aegidius’ son, Syagrius, ruled the
remains of imperial Gaul from Soissons. The Alemanni
and Franks held the banks of the Rhine and the districts
of Belgica. The Visigoths and Suebes shared Spain.
The Vandals reigned in Africa. The proportions of
twilight civilization might differ, but the shadow of the
Dark Ages already rested on the West.

SEcTiON 4. THE TEUTONIC KINGDOMS, FIRST STAGE

The Roman Empire of the West disappeared in 476.
It was succeeded by Teutonic kingdoms. But this did
not mean that Teutons and Romans amalgamated in
any way. The Germans had hitherto lived under their
own laws and their own chiefs in the midst of the Roman
communities. They continued to do so, only now they
controlled the state and all its resources. The Romans,
even in Italy so far as facts went, were a class of subjects.
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Above them, and severed from them utterly by religion,
race, civilization and language, were the tribal oligarchies
of their German masters. Thus these early Teutonic
kingdoms rested on the narrowest foundation and none
of them possessed stability. There was as yet no fusion
of institutions and races that might make for permanence.

The religious chasm between the Arian Germans and
the Romans was at its widest in the Vandal kingdom in
Africa. Gaiseric had repulsed Majorian in 460, and the
combined attack of East and West in 468. By means
of coast-raids he compelled the Eastern Emperor Zeno
to conclude peace in 476, and the fall of the Western
Empire in that year realized his schemes. He was now
dominator of the west Mediterranean. Around him were
Teutonic states: the islands belonged to him, save Sicily
which Odovacar held as his tributary. The kingship of
the Vandals became an absolute hereditary monarchy,
the eldest male of the royal house succeeding to the throne.
In their military aspect the Vandal nation furnished the
cavalry, and the marines of the fleet; in their civil they
were tax-free landowners great and small, grouped in
their ancient thousands and hundreds. Beside them and
under them were the vanquished citizens and colons;
but these were governed in the Roman fashion. Beyond
their districts were the Moorish tribes, growing ever more
independent after Gaiseric’s death in 4%7. From that
date the kingdom steadily declined; the Vandals grew
rapidly enervate in their new life; the Moors revolted
and the boundaries contracted. Internally, savage per-
secution of the Catholics under Huneric (477-84) alternated
with mildness, which gave an opportunity for East Roman
influence. Thrasamund (497-523) wisely leagued him-
self with the Ostrogoths of Italy to maintain the ring
of German states round the Mediterranean. But this
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policy was reversed by the incapable Hilderic (523-30)
whose deposition by the next heir, Gelimer, gave the
opportunity for the reconquest of Africa by the East
Roman Empire. Failure marked the whole progress of
the Vandal kingdom. Consolidation, vigour and political
organization were all wanting in the effete generations
that followed Gaiseric.

The Vandal persecutions seem almost prudent when
we see the fate of the tolerant Burgundians. They were
the mildest, least numerous and most easily Romanized of
the barbarians. Gundobad, Ricimer’s nephew, succeeded
in uniting all of them under his sceptre. He weathered
Frankish attacks, and drew up codes of law for both
sections of his subjects. But nothing availed to bridge
the gulf between Arians and Catholics. Even the con-
version of King Sigismund (516-23) to Catholicism pro-
duced no union. It only made both sides disloyal.

While intermarriage of Germans and Romans was
permitted in Burgundy, the Visigoths kept themselves
racially distinct. Their organizer was the contemporary
of Gaiseric and Gundobad, King Euric (466-84). It was
Euric who extended their dominion to its full measure,
Gaul between the Loire and the Rhone, with Provence,
and Spain, with the exception of the Suebes in Galicia and
some insignificant fragments. His system was more Roman
than the Vandalic, less Roman than Odovacar’s. Each
once-Roman province was placed under a Gothic duke,
supreme in war and justice, each city and its territory
under a Gothic count. Beneath these grades the difference
in race- made itself felt. The Romans in the city were
controlled by their defensor: but among the Goths, the
count’s lieutenant was the millenarius, the thousand-
commander. Like the Vandals, the Goths had become
landlords. Between Bordeaux and Toulouse they held
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two-thirds of the cultivated land, with the colons and
slaves thereto belonging. Elsewhere their settlements
were sparser. Like the Vandals, too, their new life and
luxury were not long in causing decadence. They
borrowed Roman vices. But they did not borrow Roman
religion. Staunch Arians, they remained at variance
with their Catholic subjects, nor could an easy method
of government make the latter less disloyal. Roman
influence, however, affected their laws. Euric was the
first German sovran to codify the national customs and
bring them up to date. His son Alaric II (484-507)
went further. He issued a simplified Roman code for
his Roman subjects, which replaced the too complicated
and too civilized imperial jurisprudence. Like the political
institutions of the Visigoths, it was an acknowledgment
that the world was going back and that its ancient
elaborate life could not be kept up.

Between the Loire and the Somme lay the Roman
state of Syagrius. On the west were the independent
Keltic-speaking Bretons. Beyond the Somme and the
Meuse were the two divisions of the Franks. Of these
the Ripuarians were under one king; but several gau-kings
still ruled the Salians. Both differed from the Visigoths
in their compact all-German settlement, and in the fact
that they were still heathen. They werc, in fact, less
allured by Roman civilization than the Goths had been,
and therein, perhaps, possessed a safeguard against rapid
decay. It was the genius of a Salian Frank which changed
the history of Gaul and Europe. Clovis (Lewis) the
Merovingian of Tournay was the most powerful of the
Salian gau-kings. On the death of the Visigoth Euric
his opportunity came: Alaric IT was in no way fitted
to dominate Gaulish politics. At the head of all the
Salians Clovis attacked and overthrew Syagrius at Soissons.
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The Roman fled to Alaric II, but was soon surrendered
by his pusillanimous host. Meanwhile Clovis was subduing
his kingdom. The Frank was giving proof of an insight
and shrewdness such as no other German king displayed.
From the secure vantage-ground of his impartial heathen-
ism, he saw that the loyalty of the Romans could not be
won by an Arian caste, who had partially confiscated
their property. From the first he wooed the Catholic
bishops, and hopes of his conversion grew rife. No
division of lands was made; the Frankish settlers were
placed on ci-devant imperial or vacant property. And
strong in the general content Clovis could venture on
levying Roman soldiers and make a beginning of amal-
gamation.

The extraordinary strength of Clovis’ position enabled
him to turn his arms on all sides. With the Alemanni
he soon came into collision. In a first war in 496 he put
an end to any expansion, north or west, of his foes. In a
second (505-7) he overthrew them completely; they were
driven out of the districts round the Main, which became
Frankish, and, in the territory left them between the
Vosges mountains and the river Lech, they were his
tributaries. The first war had already given the com-
pleting touch to an epoch-making event, the conversion
of Clovis. He had long seen the importance of an under-
standing with his Catholic subjects. His policy had aimed
at codperation of both races, Germans and Romans. He
had married a Burgundian princess, Clotilda, who was
Catholic, not Arian, and their children were baptized.
Now he overcame his last reluctance to embrace Chris-
tianity, and was baptized at Christmas 496. He knew
that thereby he was shutting himself out from the great
circle of Arian German states, but for conflict with them
he was made immensely stronger. His Franks followed
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him obediently to the font. The Romans accepted him
cordially as their king. The Catholic subjects of the
Burgundians and Visigoths became immediately his parti-
zans and longed for his victory. Nor was his influence on
the future less beneficial. Strange Christian and strange
exponent of Latin civilization as Clovis was, sorry as
were the effects of Merovingian rule on religion and culture,
he had put his people in organic connexion with the most
living force which maintained the remnants of the old
and could beget new civilization. At last there could
arise a Germano-Roman people which could re-create
society, not two separate layers of Germans and Romans,
both doomed to continual decay.

Clovis at once took the aggressive against his Arian
neighbours. He gained the alliance of the short-sighted
Burgundian, Gundobad, and advanced against the Visigoth
AlaricII. At Vouglé, by Poitiers, in 507 he was completely
victorious, slaying his adversary in the mélée. Within
a year his kingdom reached the Pyrenees. It is true that
Theodoric the Ostrogoth intervened in 508 with success,
taking Provence for himself and giving back Septimania,
the coastland from the Rhone to the Pyrenees, to the
Visigoths; but the Burgundians were the chief losers;
their hoped-for spoils were snatched from them, while
Clovis had little need of a Mediterranean port. Arianism
rapidly disappeared in Aquitaine which he kept—pro-
bably many Goths migrated to Spain—and Clovis left
the land-settlement there as it was.

It was now easy for Clovis to consolidate his authority.
In 508 the Eastern Emperor Anastasius conferred on him
the obsolete title of proconsul, and the Gallo-Romans
hailed him in a triumphal procession through Tours as
now in every sense their legitimate ruler. To unite the
Franks under his sway, Clovis adopted the compendious
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method of assassination. He murdered the remaining
gau-kinglets of the Salians, and seduced the heir of the
Ripuarians to murder his father, King Sigebert. Then
Clovis came in as the avenger, and acquired the kingdom.
At the same time he appears as a legislator, codifying
the laws of the Salian Franks. In 511 he died.

Clovis’ personal character, barbarous, treacherous, and
greedy, can only inspire aversion, but the epoch-making
character of his work is undeniable. His only failure
was an abortive attack on Burgundy in 500. His influence
on medieval civilization has been already noted. He also
founded the Frankish monarchy and the French nation.
The German Franks and the Gallo-Romans after his time
formed one monarchy, held together by a common religion,
a common dynasty and common political institutions.
The Franks migrating to northern Gaul—hence called
Neustria, their new land—together with the previous
German settlers in the south, brought new life into the
country, where they rapidly mingled with the Gallo-
Romans. At the same time their kinship with the purely
German districts, soon to be named Austrasia, the east
land, seconded the efforts of the Church to diffuse a
common ecclesiastical Roman civilization as far as the
Rhine. The necessary point of contact had been at last
established, and the current of thought could flow from
the Romans to the Germans and back again. For the
time, however, the level of civilization, long sinking, was
immeasurably lowered. The new Gallo-Franks, the French
of the future, descended very nearly to the level of the
barbarians, without retaining the primitive virtues of
the Frankish side of their ancestry.

Meantime an exactly opposite experiment, on the old
lines of Arian racial schism and of cultural preservation,
was being carried on in Italy. Clovis, in preparing the
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way for racial fusion, had degraded a civilization which
he did not understand. Theodoric the Ostrogoth appre-
ciated Roman culture, and attempted vainly to preserve
it by a barren racial segregation.

The kingdom of Odovacar was the weakest of all the
German states. He was king not of a tribe, but of an
army only, which besides was none too numerous. He and
his soldiers were Arians, a separate caste to the Italian
population. The confiscations, by which they were
provided with lands, though not in practice oppressive,
could not be agreeable to the landowners. And not only
was the Roman administration in full working order,
but the nominal sovran, the Roman Emperor Zeno,
was close at hand and influential. If he turned against
the patrician, and sent a force which could cope with his
army, there was little doubt what the action of the Italians
would be. They would disown their German master,
although, now that they were quite disarmed, their dis-
affection could not do more than make his overthrow easier.

It was not, however, enmity to Odovacar, but desire
to free himself from a formidable general, which led Zeno
to authorize an attack upon him. Since 483 Theodoric
the Amal had united the different sections of the Ostrogoths
under his rule, both those of Pannonia and Dacia south
of the Danube, whose original settlements had been much
extended by recent immigrants after Attila’s death, and
those who had become vassal-allies of the Eastern Empire
c. 430 and had been planted by the mouth of the Danube.
He had been brought up as a hostage in Constantinople
and there been imbued with that admiration of things
Roman that never left him. He succeeded to the kingship
of the Pannonian Ostrogoths in 474, and since then, as
imperial soldier and tribal king, had been alternately
a dreaded ally and terrible foe of the Empire. Zeno, as
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we shall see, could at length dispense with these dangerous
tribal armies, and the union of all the Ostrogoths made
Theodoric the more formidable. So an arrangement was
come to, and in 488 Theodoric, Gothic king and Roman
patrician, moved with all his people into Italy.

The war lasted five years, for Odovacar and his men
fought well. But the Ostrogoths were stronger, and the
imperial command rendered the Italian cities favourable
to them. In 493 Odovacar surrendered Ravenna where
he had been besieged for three years. He was to share
in the government, but Theodoric murdered him with
revolting treachery, and from that time was sole master
of Italy and Pannonia. He succeeded to Odovacar’s
position and policy, but with far greater strength and
genius. He was king of the Ostrogoths and regent of
Italy. He would, perhaps, have wished to be more,
a co-Augustus; it was, however, with difficulty that
he obtained from the Emperor Anastasius in 497 an
acknowledgment of his de facto position.

The Ostrogoths in name were not a ruling folk, like
the Visigoths, but vassal-allies of the Empire, whose king
was Roman governor of Italy. They were settled on
the confiscated thirds of Roman estates, and lived as
wealthy barbarians under their own counts and their
own laws. They were the army. The Romans, on the
other hand, filled the central administration which, like
the local, remained unaltered from what it was before
476. Italy was ruled as an Empire of the West. The
Gothic king surrounded himself with Roman councillors ;
he appointed the Western consul, and showed a particular
deference to the Roman Senate, which was indeed a useful
index of public opinion. While remaining an Arian, he
not only observed a toleration, otherwise unknown in his
day, but intervened as sovran in the Catholic Church with
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singular tact and discretion. Just, humane and civilized,
the king’s amiable character fitted him to attempt anew
the project of the Visigoth Ataulf, to revivify the Empire
of the West. For years he attained signal success. Italy
once more became prosperous; literature and art revived ;
the king was arbiter of all the new German states. But
the original defect of the kingdom remained. The Goths
could not climb up to cultural equality with the Romans;
while the Italians were never reconciled to the Arian
strangers billeted among them. Theodoric was the only
link of the two races. When the Eastern Emperor
began to persecute the Arians in 523, a breach between
Theodoric and his Roman subjects at once took place.
They openly sympathized with the Eastern persecution.
The king took alarm, and turned on the leaders of the
Roman nobility. Boethius, the author of the Consolation
of Philosophy, famous throughout the Middle Ages,
fell victim to his suspicion and resentment. The Pope,
John I, who perhaps willingly failed to mediate satis-
factorily with the Emperor, died in prison. Theodoric
was about to decree the expulsion of his Catholic subjects
from their churches when he died in 526. His scheme
of co-partnership of Goth and Roman, of Arian and
Catholic, had broken down.

As successor to the Western Emperors, Theodoric
made it his business to maintain the ancient frontiers of
Italy. Pannonia was largely occupied by the Gepidae,
Noricum by the Rugians. Theodoric at least recovered
southern Pannonia and re-annexed its capital of Sirmium.
But he aimed at a general alliance of the new German
kingdoms. By marriage he became allied to the kings
of the Vandals, the Visigoths, the Burgundians, the Franks,
and even the Thuringians who had erected a transitory
supremacy in the interior of Germany. It cannot be said
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that the scheme was successful. Clovis became a Catholic
and turned his arms against the Visigoths, while Theodoric
was preoccupied by an attack of the Eastern Emperor in
retaliation for his aggression south of Sirmium, and was
only in time to secure Provence for himself, and Septimania
for the Visigoths. Although his personal power, indeed,
as distinct from the success of his plans, increased, since
he was accepted as regent of the Visigoths in the name
of his grandson Amalaric, his wider influence was failing.
The Burgundians had joined Clovis and remained out of
hand. Their Catholic king, Sigismund, murdered his own
heir, Theodoric’s grandson. The Vandal king, Hilderic,
also, broke with the Ostrogothic alliance soon after his
accession in 523, and courted that of the Empire. Theodoric
was at the point of making war when he died in 526. Here,
too, it is clear how his policy failed in the end. He had
done his best to keep the German invaders separate from
the Romans and allied among themselves, and at the same
time to shield Roman civilization. But the Germans were
too few to remain a separate caste, and too primitive to
be suddenly transmuted by a declining and corrupt
culture.

They were, however, advancing in civilization,although
at great cost of their picturesque barbaric virtues, and in
a slow uncertain way. To begin with, if the greater part
of Vandals, Goths and Burgundians were an idle militia,
they were yet landowners with estates worked on the
advanced system of intensive agriculture, while the
Franks in their native Salian land as far as the Somme,
were mostly small proprietors and themselves worked the
intensive method. This change implied fixed homes and
a real agricultural life. Intensive agriculture, the tilling
of the same ploughlands year after year, meant steady,
provident labour, even though it was only an elementary

4—2
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matter of manuring and the alternation of crops and fallow.
It may be considered the boundary-mark between civili-
zation in the narrower sense and barbarism. Settled life
and growing civilization were also responsible for the codes
of barbaric laws promulgated at this time. Hitherto
oral tradition had been sufficient to hand down their
customs. It is significant that the separatist Theodoric
issued none; his Edictum was a handbook for Romans
only or for Goths in relation to Romans; he left the
Ostrogoths to their traditional customs. But Euric,
Clovis and Gundobad published Latin codes of their
national laws, which may have changed little, yet opened
the way for revision and further legislation. The power,
which formulated the law, could alter and add.

The codes of laws were also a sign of the incoming
of written literature and written tradition among the
Germans; and both were Christian. A faint tincture
of Latin literature soon becomes observable among their
clergy. And those clergy, though for the most part
semi-barbarous, whether German or Roman, were yet
in touch with the remnants of Latin civilization and with
Christianity. And this was an immense advantage. The
Franks especially, although their Christianity was of a
debased type, were earnest in their new religion, were
in some degree made less ferocious by it, and, more than
all, were laid open to influences, which were to be the
most potent in the future.

The most noticeable symptom and means of the new
influence is the increase of the power of the bishops.
If the Romans had long preferred episcopal arbitration
to the expensive judgments of corrupt imperial officials,
they preferred it all the more to the wayward unintelligence
of a Frankish count. Even in Italy the bishops in a way
represented their flocks and exercised political influence
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over Theodoric. In Francia they undertook civic duties
which the counts and defensores were unable to transact.
And, with all allowance made for the semi-barbarism
which overtook them, they and their assistant clergy
yet took a higher standpoint than the rest of the population,
and possessed vestiges of civilization, of literature and of
life by law, ungrasped by the lay powers around them.
They were the Kings’ counsellors. In their charge, as
the only lettered class, as clerks, were the redaction of
the law, and, as time went on, a share in its revision and
development.



CHAPTER 1II

THE EASTERN EMPIRE AND THE SARACENS

SECTION I. THE REPULSE OF THE GERMAN TRIBES

That the Eastern Empire was able to escape the fate
of her Western sister was due to a combination of favour-
able circumstances. Her capital, Constantinople, was
practically impregnable, and, in conjunction with the
dividing arm of the sea, enabled her rulers to isolate the
disturbing elements in either Asia or Europe. She was
always able, therefore, after Alaric had showed the way,
to pass on the consolidated Gothic tribes to the West
which offered a freer field to them. She also learned,
and had time to learn, by experience, not to take only
German mercenaries, still less their consolidated tribes,
into her service and territory. She learned to levy troops
from the wilder races in her own territory, to whom her
civilization was not an alien thing, and to form a mixed
army, which was incapable of combining against her.
Her rulers were almost always, more by luck than by
judgment, natives of the Empire with no dangerous
sympathies for the barbarians. And, lastly, the East
was less exhausted than the West, both in men and
means: she had not borne the burden of the Empire so
long as the western provinces which had hitherto taken
the leading part; and her government was able to remedy
some of the worst abuses in time.
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None of the merit of the Empire’s survival belongs
to Arcadius. We have seen! how Alaric went westward
with the Visigoths, and Gainas was overthrown. From
404 to 414 the government was in the hands of the
praetorian prefect, Anthemius, who has the best claim
to have rescued the foundering state. He reformed the
administration and the defence, and made a beginning of a
mixed mercenary army to replace the Goths. His succes-
sor was Arcadius’ daughter, Pulcheria, whose brother,
the Emperor Theodosius II, was then a minor and always
insignificant. Her rule was a feebler and worse continua-
tion of that of Anthemius. Extortion and corruption
were renewed, but ruin no longer impended. She did,
indeed, take steps in legal reform, which culminated in
438 in the Theodosian code, but her real success was in her
foreign policy, both in East and West. Theodosius the
Great had permanently eased the relations of the Empire
with Persia by dividing the long-contested kingdom of
Armenia and taking the smaller share. Still there remained
the religious difficulty. The Empire contained no Zoro-
astrians to persecute, but many Christians were subject
to Persia. Bahram V, who ascended the Persian throne
in 420, began a violent persecution of them, and Pulcheria
intervened. In the war the Roman arms were signally
victorious, till Bahram was glad to drop the persecution
and make a hundred years’ peace. The fact was that
the frontier was now satisfactory to both powers, and
both powers were on the defensive against the Altaian
barbarians.

The same tendency towards peaceful codperation was
shown by Pulcheria in the West. Although hostile to
the accession of Constantius, she took up the cause of
her aunt, Placidia, on Honorius’ death, and placed the

1 See above, pp. 33-4.
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child Valentinian III, Placidia’s son, on the: Western
throne in 425. Henceforth the estrangement between
the two Empires, begun by Stilicho, completely ceased,
and, if their joint war with the Vandals ended in failure,
their defeat was due to the sympathy their mercenaries
felt for German kinsmen.

Financial maladministration, the Vandal failure, the
growing danger from the Huns, and perhaps the theological
dispute over Nestorianism, all together gave the impulse
to Pulcheria’s fall. By 435 she was supplanted by
Theodosius’ wife, Eudocia. Eudocia was a literary
Athenian lady brought up as a pagan, and converted on
her marriage; but her rule was in no way remarkable.
In 441 she fell from power, and retired to Jerusalem,
while the eunuch Chrysaphius took charge of affairs.
Under him the Empire went from bad to worse. Gaiseric
held Africa. A short Persian war ended without loss
only because the Ephthalite Huns were attacking the
enemy. Attila ravaged the Balkans and held the Empire
to ransom. Raids of barbarians took place all round
the frontiers, while the Isaurian mountaineers of Asia
Minor, always unruly, began anew to plunder their
neighbours. But the Empire’s fortune remained pre-
dominant. In 450 Theodosius II died from an accident,
and the eunuch’s misrule came to a close.

A new period of extreme danger, but not of defeat or
degenerate government, now commenced. Pulcheria pos-
sessed the loyalty of the Romans: Aspar the Alan
controlled the mercenaries. Aspar was an Arian and was
inevitably inclined to strengthen his power by alliance
with the barbarians. Still he could guard the frontier,
although admitting fresh bands of Ostrogoths and Huns
within it. Attila he defied, and the Hunnish king’s western
projects and death removed the immediate danger. The
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Emperor,"meanwhile, was a nominee of Pulcheria, Marcian,
who governed well and sturdily. On his death in 457
Aspar promoted the Illyrian Leo to the Empire, and
thereby contrived his own fall, for Leo had the fate of the
Western Empire before his eyes, and was determined to
avoid it. Aspar depended principally on the tribe of
Ostrogoths settled for thirty years by the mouth of the
Danube, whose chief was his relative, Theodoric son of
Triarius. To counteract them and furnish an army
whose loyalty and Roman feeling could be relied on, Leo
turned to those hardy mountaineers of Isauria whose
bands had been the scourge of Asia Minor. He married
his daughter Ariadne to an Isaurian chief who took the
name of Zeno and brought with him troops of his own
nation. The race for power between Zeno and Aspar
soon began, and ended in 471 with Aspar’s murder.

The danger of a barbarian commander-in-chief in
control of compact masses of his fellow-barbarians was
thus averted. It remained to manage the two Ostrogothic
settlements in the Empire. Leo succeeded in buying off
for the time both the Pannonian Theodemir and the son
of Triarius; but the main problem was left to be settled
by Zeno who succeeded his father-in-law in 474. There
was also left the Vandal war, begun in 468, which perhaps
was luckless through Aspar’s influence. There were the
complex Isaurian questions, for Zeno and his countrymen
were hated by the Greeks, and he was not the only Isaurian
chief. In all these matters the mean and odious Zeno
did yeoman’s service to the Empire. The Vandal war
and the Vandal piracy he ended by an equal peace in 476,
and the death of Gaiseric next year freed the Romans
from further danger on that side. The Ostrogoths were
harder to deal with. Zeno played off the Pannonian
section, now under Theodoric, son of Theodemir, against
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the Thracian section under Theodoric, son of Triarius.
One at least of the two was always in rebellion, and in
these wars the Balkans were again and again devastated.
At last they both seemed in permanent hostility to Zeno,
when the son of Triarius died in 481. Theodoric, the son
of Theodemir, was gained over in 483, by the permission to
murder his rival’s heir and to unite the Ostrogothic nation.
He was made patrician with larger territories. When he
became hostile again Zeno had a new bribe to offer him.
The Emperor had recognized Odovacar’s rule in Italy,
but he was dissatisfied with his eastern policy, and
considered Italy an imperial province which it was his
own to give. In 487 he authorized Theodoric’s march
into Italy, and the Eastern Empire was freed from the
German tribes for good.

Zeno’s salvation in the long turmoil was due to the
fact that he had other, native troops in the Isaurians.
Yet the Isaurians were responsible for a whole series of
broils. Zeno had to face two outbreaks in Constantinople
owing to the hatred the Greeks felt for them. The first
in 475 even drove him for a time from the throne. Then
he had a rival among his countrymen, the general Illus,
whom his jealousy in the end provoked to a revolt, only
put down in 488. When Zeno died in 491 fresh troubles
arose. His widow nominated an Illyrian, Anastasius,
as his successor, and the Isaurians promptly revolted.
Several years passed before they were finally subdued
in 498. Many of them were transplanted to Thrace, and
thenceforward the nation was merely a good recruiting-
ground for the Eastern army.

The reign of Anastasius marks a fresh turning-point
in the history of the Empire. The West had finally
dissolved; the German danger was over in the East;
the Emperors were again efficient rulers; the East,
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relieved by economic reforms, was recuperating for fresh
efforts. But there is also the beginning of fresh dangers.
On the Danube there appear the Bulgarians and the
Slavs who were to conquer the depopulated Balkans.
The Arabs grow more troublesome. And, worst of all,
there occurs the first religious rebellion in the Eastern
Empire, a sign that the Monophysitism which was severing
Egypt and Syria from Asia Minor and the Balkans in
belief, was taking a political form and reinspiring the
provinces with separatist national feeling.

At the time, however, the affairs of Persia and the
Ostrogoths must have seemed almost more important.
Grudging recognition alternated with open hostility in
the relations of Anastasius to Theodoric. As to Persia
the Emperor was strong enough to take an independent
attitude. His repeated refusal to be blackmailed by
King Kobad led to hostilities in 502 which lasted till
506. Peace restored the frontier as it was before the
war, though Anastasius succeeded in building the new
and all but impregnable fortress of Dara to guard
Mesopotamia.

More to be feared eventually were the new foes on
the Danube. The fiercest were the nomad Bulgarians, a
Hunnish tribe which moved west from the Volga in Zeno’s
reign. Beside them were the less warlike Slavs, long
filtering south. Both plagued the already enfeebled
Balkans with their invasions, and both furnished useful
mercenaries.

Anastasius conferred a great benefit on the Empire
by financial reforms which were at the same time social
reforms. The ruinous oppression suffered by the curiales
ceased in his reign by the transference of the tax-gathering
to a new class of officials. Nothing, however, could make
the Emperor popular north of the Taurus mountains. His
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religious opinions were Monophysite, and Monophysitism
was the burning question of the day. At last the Thracian
army revolted and had not been really restored to its
allegiance when Anastasius died in 518. In spite of his
misfortunes his reign had been profitable to the Empire,
which at his death was stronger than it had been for
a century.

SECTION 2. JUSTINIAN

On Anastasius’ death, another new man, the Illyrian
Justin I, was raised to the throne. His incompetence for
his position resulted in his founding a dynasty, for his
nephew Justinian soon acquired real control and in 527
succeeded to the Empire. Justinian has been called the
last real Roman Emperor. His native tongue was Latin.
He conceived of the Empire as the great Christian world-
state. His chief aim was to reconquer the lost provinces
of the West; his next to exalt the imperial absolutism
as the expression of the Roman state. War and peace,
law and architecture, religion and commerce, were all
to illustrate and increase the splendour of Rome, and
to be guided by his hand. In many ways he was fit for
his- conception of his office. His ideas were grand; his
policy was comprehensive; his industry was untiring,
and he could choose and control men. But, though over-
beéaring and tenacious, he was liable to occasional panic
and open to adroitly-used influence. His megalomania
induced him to take up schemes far beyond his resources.
His devotion to his Roman ideal made him misinterpret
the trend of events. Hence his reign is full of misspent
energy and he squandered his inheritance. He missed
the opportunity of adapting the Empire to the new
Greco-Byzantine conditions, and left the work to be
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done by successors with exhausted resources and the
enemy at the gates. Yet the same megalomania, which
wasted the best breathing-time of the Empire politically,
left priceless legacies in culture, St Sophia and the Justini-
anian code.

Justinian was susceptible to personal influence and
especially to that of his wife. He had made a startling
choice. Theodora, whom he married in defiance of Roman
prejudice and associated with him as Empress, had been
a notorious courtesan. It may be that her share in the
government until her death in 548 has been overrated.
Her love of luxury and splendour chimed in with Justinian’s
policy if not with his personal habits. Her decision and
courage, which were greater than his, made him firmer
and less procrastinating in his actions than he was as a
widower. In religious matters she came nearest to striking
out a line of her own. She favoured the Monophysites,
while her husband was orthodox. But even here her
prepossessions were not adverse to the trend of his policy.

The rising national particularism of the provinces had
taken shape in doctrinal divergencies, which in origin
were not provincial. The true East, Egypt and Syria,
declared for Monophysitism, z.e. for the single Nature of
Christ. Asia Minor and the Balkans, on the other hand,
held to the two Natures, and with them the whole West,
led by the Papacy, agreed. Now Justinian was working
under three political conditions. To keep his throne
stable, he must satisfy the anti-Monophysite heart of the
Empire, Constantinople and Asia Minor. To maintain the
extent of the Empire, he must restore the concord of that
heart with the chief members, Egypt and Syria. To re-
cover the West, he must be anti-Monophysite. In the
long run the task was impossible, for racial aversion would
find new causes to rally round if the old were done away
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with. But Justinian naturally tried to abolish the
existing grounds of quarrel. His belief in his imperial
authority over church and state, his Caesaro-papism,
made him use the most absolutist procedure, and he
tried the most varied solutions. To accept Monophysitism
was against his personal convictions, would lose the West,
and set the throne rocking in Constantinople. Syria
and Egypt, then, must be converted. He tried persecu-
tion, he tried concession and toleration; all in vain.
Finally, he tried the ancient device of the red herring
trailed across the path, which was to be as ineffectual.
He persuaded a Council (the Fifth, at Constantinople)
and dragooned Pope Vigilius, whom he made captive,
into condemning three dead Nestorian theologians whose
heresy was at the opposite pole to Monophysitism!. But
the Monophysites would not be reconciled by this or later
expedients; and, although the Papacy was temporarily
subdued, the West was alienated. The sub-conscious
national cleavages were not to be effaced.

The splendour of Justinian’s internal government
rested on his belief in his greatness and its duties. He
was a builder throughout his reign. Magnificent palaces
and churches, including the glorious St Sophia, bridges,
aqueducts and reservoirs arose over the Empire. The
roads were improved, and a network of fortifications
covered the frontiers. But these expenses, conjoined
with the interminable wars, could ill be borne by the
state, much of which had suffered from barbarian inroads,
and which was honeycombed by official corruption. No
efforts of the Emperor could cure the plague of extortion.
His own perpetual need of money for his vast undertakings
made him the worst accomplice of greedy officials who
could satisfy his demands. Early in his reign the effect

! Called the ‘“Three Chapters” controversy. Cf. above, p. 31, n. I.
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of governmental extravagance and corruption was shown
in revolt. Constantinople had been modelled on Old
Rome in most things, she had her Forum, her Senate
and her Eastern Consul, her paupers fed .on state-doled
corn; but she also had original elements, her population
was stirring and excitable, and her games, the chariot-
races of the circus, had divided it into two furious factions,
the Blues and Greens. Whenever possible these deadly
rivals took different sides in religion and politics. The
Greens were for Anastasius, the Blues for Justinian.
It says ill for the Emperor’s government that in 532
they joined forces against him in the Nika riot. Had
it not been for Theodora’s firmness Justinian would have
fled. As it was, his barbarian mercenaries quenched the
revolt in blood.

Justinian attempted many and wise remedies, with
the exception of retrenchment, for the evils of his govern-
ment. He tried to abolish the sale of offices and to remove
the temptation to oppress the subject. He reversed the
system of innumerable officials and divided authority.
The Vicars! disappeared, small provinces were joined
together, often military and civil functions were reunited
as in the older Empire. Intermediate courts of appeal
were set up to replace the Vicars, and to prevent recourse
to Constantinople. It was a new and beneficial policy.
Byzantine trade, too, owed much to Justinian. He
introduced the silk-worm, and developed a new trade-route
by the north from the Black Sea to China. By these
means the Persian monopoly of the eastern trade was
broken, and Constantinople’s commerce assured for cen-
turies.

The greatest of Justinian’s achievements was the

1 See above, p. 18. Justinian also abolished in 541 the useless
and expensive, but venerable consulate.
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reorganization of Roman law, which was carried out under
the direction of his brilliant, unprincipled quaestor,
Tribonian. The Roman law consisted of two complex
masses, (i) the multifarious laws decreed by state-authori-
ties,—statute-law we may call it,—(ii) and the equally
multifarious text-books, opinions and expositions of famous
jurists—analogous to English judge-made or common law.
However admirable the whole structure might be in its
principles and development, its practical use became
yearly more difficult. Its sources were too numerous, the
opinions of the jurists often differed, parts were obsolete,
local law lived on in spite of formal suppression, the whole
was uncombined. It might require abstruse, prolonged
research in many authorities to decide a case. Justinian
resolved to bring the law, as it stood, within the reach
of every lawyer at least, if not of every educated man.
He aspired also to amend it, but not to give it principles
or logical development; that had been done by the jurists
long before. Hisidea was not wholly original. Theodosius
IT, during Pulcheria’s ascendancy, had already issued
the Codex Theodosianus, a classified compilation of the
imperial laws issued from Constantine’s day to his own,
and had prescribed a rough-and-ready method of choosing
between the opinions of the more famous jurists. Now
Justinian effected a final and completer codification.
In 529 he issued the Codex Justinianus, a complete
classified collection of imperial laws, which excluded
obsolete and contradictory elements. In 534 the final
edition of his Digest was made law. This was a compila-
tion from the treatises of the jurists, which put the
‘“common law” into certain and easily accessible form.
A third work was the Institutes or lawyers’ manual, for
teaching and study; and finally from time to time the
Emperor issued Novels, new laws, which may be considered
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an appendix to his Codex. Four consistent manuscripts,
instead of forty rivals, preserved the body of the law.

The intrinsic excellence of Roman Law is due to gene-
rations long anterior to Justinian, but the convenient
and easily-preserved form he gave it laid posterity under
a debt which cannot be cancelled. The law-schools of
the medieval West were nurtured on Justinian. Reasoning
and thought, theory political and religious, practical
justice and civilized procedure, were learnt under the
guidance of his decrees. The later Canon Law was his
careful imitator. The Civil Lawyers shaped their national
or local laws under his influence. His megalomania had
its fit reward, for his ghost presided over later constitutional
and legal history.

To defend the Empire Justinian possessed a formidable,
if none too numerous, army. It had changed much since
the days of Theodosius the Great. Instead of the masses
of German foot-soldiers, its main strength consisted of
the cataphracts, the heavy-armed and mail-clad horse.
They were mercenaries drawn from any and every nation,
and mutinous and greedy; but, heterogeneous as they
were, they had no power to grasp at or overthrow the
Empire. Their military qualities, however, were superb,
and their successes would have been greater, had not
Justinian’s poverty, due to his extravagance and corrupt
officials, paid and fed them badly. Beside them were
the less important foot, also heavy-armed and too few
for the Empire’s needs. The new system had been evolved
apparently in the eastern wars, for the Persian armies
had been so equipped and composed for centuries. It
also heralded the warfare of the Middle Ages, when the
mail-clad horseman was the decisive factor.

It was on the cavalry that Justinian relied for the
reconquest of the West. Africa was his first objective.

O.M. H. 5
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The deposition of the Catholic Hilderic and the accession
of the anti-Roman Gelimer gave him a pretext, and in
533 his best general Belisarius landed near Carthage with
15,000 men. The military qualities of the Vandals had
withered in their luxurious life, and they were no match
for Belisarius’ veterans. Two victories wrecked the
Vandal kingdom. The Roman inhabitants joyfully ac-
cepted the imperial rule, but the independent Berbers
were defiant. It was not till 548 after long, dangerous
and exhausting wars that they were subdued or rendered
harmless. Insum, Justinian had recovered for the Empire
the coastland from Tripolis to Algiers.

Years before the African troubles were over, the
Emperor had attacked the Ostrogoths. Their breach
with the Vandals had hastened the conquest of Africa.
Now it was their turn. Theodoric had been succeeded
by his grandson Athalaric under the regency of his daughter
Amalasuntha. The regent had rapidly alienated the
Goths, by her wholly Roman attitude, and, when on the
young king’s death in 534, she became queen, with her
cousin, Theodahad, as joint-king, it was not long before
she was deposed and murdered by her knavish partner.
Justinian could at once intervene to revenge his ally. In
536 Dalmatia was occupied, while Belisarius, marching
from the south, took Rome. But the Goths were not
enervated like the Vandals, though, like the Vandals, they
had the whole Roman population against them. The
miserable Theodahad was deposed, and the warrior
Witigis was made their king. He bought off Justinian’s
allies, the Franks, with the cession of Provence, and threw
the whole strength of his nation against Rome. But
Belisarius held out heroically for a year; Byzantine
armies invaded Italy on all sides, and, though the Goths
made a splendid resistance, the first phase of the war
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ended in 539-40 ‘with the surrender of Ravenna and of
Witigis. Justinian thought the war over and recalled
Belisarius. He was soon undeceived. The yet uncon-
quered Goths renewed the struggle under a brilliant leader,
King Totila, in 541. The Italians had been disgusted by
Byzantine misrule, and Totila secured most of the country.
Troops and money were not to be had from Justinian
clogged with a Persian war. In spite of Belisarius’ return
Totila twice captured Rome; and by 551 ruled all Italy
but four towns as well as Sicily, Sardinia and Corsica.
But Justinian was now free for a supreme effort.
Belisarius had been again recalled in 548. In 552 the
eunuch Narses, amply supplied, invaded Italy from the
north; Totila was overthrown and slain in a decisive
battle in the Apennines, and the Goths finally crushed
near Mt Vesuvius in 553. It remained to turn out the
Franks and Alemanni who had come ravaging into Italy,
and to extinguish the last embers of Gothic resistance in
the surrender of Verona in 563. The Ostrogoths thereafter
vanish from history. Unhappy Italy, ravaged and de-
populated, was left to the tender mercies of the Byzantine
tax-gatherer. Here, too, the segregating policy had failed.
The Goths had always been strangers. No amalgamation
or new growth had been possible, only a romantic con-
servatism.

Scarcely was Italy rewon than Justinian began the
reconquest of Spain. Civil war among the Visigoths
and the hatred felt for them by the persecuted Catholics
gave him the occasion, and in 554 his troops obtained
possession of south-east Spain as far as Cordova. There,
however, they were stopped by the reunion of the Goths.
Justinian’s conquests were over. Africa at any rate
turned out a solid gain.

It was only in these reconquests of lost Roman

5—2
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provinces that Justinian was a warlike prince. Not that
he was unaggressive, but his policy was one of “pacific
penetration.”” One means, which was especially congenial
to the theologian Emperor, was missionary enterprise.
Even the Monophysite heretics were encouraged so far.
Christianity was extended all round the African, Asiatic
and Black Sea frontiers, and more dependence could be
placed on the friendship of the converted tribes. Bribery
and balancing were the other methods of Justinian.
The whole ring of barbarians outside the Roman state
were subsidized and flattered, as vassal-allies of the
Emperor. And their rivalries were sedulously fomented:
each pair of neighbours was kept at odds. This policy
was successful, so long as it was backed by a sufficient
armed force. But when the Roman army declined owing
to the exhaustion of the Empire, the bribes given to the
barbarians only served to stimulate their desire to invade,
and Justinian’s policy broke down.

The northern neighbours of the Empire had changed
much since the times of Attila. North of and among
the eastern Alps, which in 565 formed the frontier of
imperial Italy, were the German Bavarians, apparently
a coalition of those fragmentary tribes who had furnished
troops to Odovacar. Next to them, in Pannonia, which
they had occupied during the Ostrogothic war, came the
Lombards, untouched as yet by Roman civilization.
East again, on the north bank of the Danube, the Gepidae,
the sluggards of Gothic tradition, still maintained their
settlements. Their immobility is probably to be ascribed
to the amplitude of their lands compared with their
numbers, and probably also to their possession of serf-like
tribes of Slavs. This latter advantage was shared by
their next neighbours, the Hunnish Bulgars, who extended
along the Black Sea to the Dnieper. There must,
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however, have been free Slav tribes as well on the north
of the lower Danube. Goths were still to be found in
the Crimea, and Hunnish tribes to the east of the Dnieper;
but among them a more terrible race of Altaian nomads
had already appeared. These were the Avars, an Altaian
tribe which came fleeing westwards in 558 from the yet
more powerful Altaians, the Turks. The Turks by that
year were masters of a vast empire stretching from China
to beyond the Caspian. They had crushed the old
enemies of Persia, the Ephthalite Huns, and they drove
out the remnant of the Avars. The exiles moved rapidly.
By 565 they had left their first settlements north of the
Black Sea and were, perhaps, north of the Carpathians.
Like Germans and Huns before them, they made the Slavs
of their new lands their serfs. Around them was a ring
of Hunnish or German semi-vassals.

All these non-German tribes were troublesome alike.
About every four years of Justinian’s reign, one or other
of them would cross the Danube and devastate the
Balkans. The frontier-troops were too few to keep them
out, although they were always repulsed at the end.
When Justinian died the country was relapsing into
waste, and the new-come Avar danger near.

It was no wonder that Justinian was unable to provide
properly for the defence of the Danube, for, besides his
western wars, he also had to defend his eastern frontier
against Persian attack. His own ‘pacific penetration”
at first provoked enmity, and the ambition of the Persian
king, Chosroes I Nushirvan, prevented any permanent
settlement. War first broke out in 527 while Kobad was
still reigning in Persia. After alternate victory and defeat,
in which Belisarius made his name, it was closed in 532
by a treaty which left Dara and Lazica to the Romans,
who on their side renewed the tribute paid under the
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pretence of fortifying the Caucasus. Chosroes, however,
wished his frontier to reach the Black Sea at Lazica and
was anxious to alter the balance of power in the East
in favour of Persia. In 540, when Justinian was in the
thick of the Ostrogothic struggle, he made war again with
all his power. He won great successes: he conquered
Lazica; in one raid he levelled Antioch to the ground.
But, in spite of the stinted numbers of the Roman troops,
solid gains he did not make. The Christian population
favoured the Empire, and the largely feudal Persian
army had not that discipline and permanent character
which were necessary for extensive conquests from a
civilized, well-fortified state. In 545 he accepted a truce
in consideration of a money-payment. In Lazica the
war could go on, and continue it did for ten years. Here
Justinian gained the day with the help of the Christian
population. By the final peace of 562 he retained posses-
sion of it, paying the annual blackmail to Persia. He
abandoned his Christian missions, in return for the
toleration of the existing Christian bodies in Chosroes’
dominions. As a whole the long war had merely exhausted
the combatants.

Exhaustion was indeed the most striking fact of the
close of Justinian’s reign. Italy and Africa had been
exhausted by the Ostrogothic, Vandal and Berber wars,
the Balkans by barbarian ravages, Syria and Roman
Armenia by the Persians, Asia Minor and Egypt by
corruption and extortion. The army was undermanned,
trade burdened, the government corrupt. But, leaving
aside these transient miseries, we notice chiefly in a general
view the symptoms of change, an epoch in European
evolution. In the East the Roman Empire is falling
asunder. Monophysite Egypt and Syria, Berber Africa
are slipping from the Roman world and soon to be ready
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for the Saracen conquest. The Balkans are half-vacant
and already invaded by their future population of Slavs
and Altaians. Grecized Asia Minor remains the heart
of the Empire, furnishing its most trustworthy troops
and controlled by a landed aristocracy. Constantinople,
with new trade-routes open, is becoming more and more
the world’s emporium, the link of Asia and Europe.
Even the Latin Justinian issues his later laws in Greek.
In short the Byzantine period has begun.

In Italy, the old imperial administration, in spite
of Justinian’s attempts to keep it unchanged, has been
fatally weakened by the long wars. Roman civilization
too is rapidly decaying, and the Middle Ages are drawing
near. The Lombards will in a few years bring it to ruin,
while the fragmentary territories, retained by the Byzan-
tines, will renew the inner divisions of Italy, and allow
the temporal sovranty of the Popes, both of which will
outlast the Middle Ages. Throughout the West, we see
that the German states, based on the segregation of the
dominant races, Ostrogoths, Vandals and Burgundians,
from the Latins, have broken down. Only the Visigoths
survive for lack of powerful foes in their secluded peninsula.
On the other hand, the monarchy of the Franks, with its
barbarism, its Catholicism and its fusion of races, points
at the same time to the mental abyss into which the
West was falling, and to the steep-cut paths by which
it was to climb again to order and civilization.

SECTION 3. PERSIAN WARS: SETTLEMENT OF THE SLAVS

The weakness of the Empire became apparent on
Justinian’s death. His nephew, Justin II, who succeeded
him, was dazzled by the military successes of the last
reign, and further showed signs of mental disease. Disaster
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followed disaster on the frontiers largely owing to his
headstrong rashness, and after an attempt at conciliation
he alienated the Monophysites by a new persecution.
The Avars were at once made enemies by the refusal of
their subsidies. They soon turned south from their
German campaigns. With the help of the Lombards
they exterminated the Gepidae and moved into modern
Hungary, issuing whence they had the best of a war with
the Empire. Meanwhile the Lombards migrated from
Pannonia and invaded Italy in 568. By 584 only fragments
of Italy were left to the Empire.

At the same time Justin II had fallen out with Persia.
He objected to the blackmail; he hoped much from an
alliance with the Turks whose dominion had reached the
river Dnieper, and he was lured on by the revolt of
Persarmenia, where Chosroes had begun a persecution
of the Christians. War began in 572, but Justin did
not direct its course long. The loss of Dara, the bulwark
of the frontier, overthrew his reason, and in 574 the
Thracian Tiberius II, a cool capable soldier, was associated
with him. The war, meanwhile, dragged on inconclusively,
interrupted only by a truce from 576 to 578, and marked
by alternate victories on either side. During the struggle
a complete change of actors occurred. Justin II died in
578, Chosroes in 579, and Tiberius II in 582. Tiberius
has been called the first Byzantine Emperor. He gave
up the thought of continuing the Latin tradition, and
definitely rested on the support of the Asiatic provinces,
for the sake of which he wisely protected the Mono-
physites. The change, indeed, was forced upon him;
for Italy was a dead limb, and so were the depopulated
Balkans. The only possible basis for the Empire was in
Asia. Maurice, the next Emperor, was a Cappadocian, an
able general and administrator, economical and rigid by
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temperament. Thus his successes were in war and
general policy, his reverses in matters of tact and diplo-
macy. In the Persian war, the tyranny of the new Persian
king, Hormizd IV, and the admirable recruiting-ground
furnished by Armenia gave him advantages, of which
his ill-advised economies at first prevented him making
full use. Victories were neutralized by mutinies of the
soldiers whose pay he reduced. At last, a revolution in
Persia put the game in his hands. Hormizd’s tyranny
had provoked a revolt in 589, and he called in the Turks
to his aid. A series of dramatic changes followed. The
Turks attacked Hormizd, but were completely routed by
his general Bahram Chobin. Shortly after Bahram was
defeated in Albania by the Romans, and thereupon
disgraced by his master. In his turn he revolted in 590
and marched on the capital Ctesiphon. Hormizd had
already been murdered, and succeeded by his son, Chosroes
II, but the young king was unable to make head against
the rebel, and came flying over the Roman frontier.
Against all advice Maurice snatched the chance. He made
terms with Chosroes, and furnished him with troops and
money on condition of the retrocession of Dara and the
surrender of Iberia and some half of Persarmenia. In 591
a brilliant victory in Adherbeijan replaced Chosroes on
his throne.

The fact that the forces of the Empire were absorbed
for nearly twenty years in the Persian war was decisive
for the ruin of the Balkans at the hands of the Avars and
Slavs. In 580 Baian, the Avar Khagan, saw that the
Empire ‘was at his mercy, and began the siege of the
frontier-town of Sirmium, which he took by treaty with
Tiberius two years later. The loss of the city was serious,
but far worse was the fearful devastation which the Slavs
perpetrated in the meantime up to Constantinople and
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Thermopylae. Even after the surrender of Sirmium
intermittent Avar and Slav raids continued till 592 when
the Persian war was concluded. Then Maurice thought
he might secure the Danubian frontier. In spite of some
reverses, considerable success had been attained by 60z.
The Khagan, Baian, was perhaps hampered by the extent
of his unorganized dominion, which may have reached
to the Baltic, and by the restricted numbers of his Avars.
The strongest tribe of Slavs, too, the Antae, had revolted
to the Romans. But Maurice’s economy brought about
his own fall. He ordered the army to winter beyond
the Danube and so live on the enemy. The troops
mutinied, and, led by a centurion, Phocas, marched on
Constantinople. The faction of the Greens revolted, the
Blues were apathetic. In a few days Phocas had been
enthroned and the unpopular Maurice and his family
murdered.

The reign of Phocas, a vulgar criminal, was filled with
disasters on all sides, in which the Empire was almost
ruined. He was able, indeed, to buy peace of the Avars,
but the Persian peril assumed unexampled dimensions.
Chosroes II at once made the murder of his benefactor
Maurice the pretext of a war of revenge, and designs,
which may at first have been limited to a rectification
of the frontier, soon grew into a determination to conquer
the Asiatic provinces of the Empire and to restore the
ancient dominion of Cyrus and Darius. The Empire was
in anarchy under the wretched Phocas, the whole system
of defence gave way, and the Persian armies ranged at
will over the East. Only the walled cities proved real
obstacles, and even they were captured one by one. In
607 Syria was partially conquered, in 608 Cappadocia.

Organized revolt, however, had already begun. Hera-
clius, son of the exarch of Africa, made war on the tyrant.
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Egypt was seized by his lieutenants, while he himself took
Thessalonica. In 610 he occupied Constantinople without
a blow, executed Phocas and mounted the throne. But
Heraclius had little hold on the mass of the troops, and
soon the Persians, momentarily checked, renewed their
advance. Syria was conquered in 613, Jerusalem was
captured in 614, and with it the most sacred relic of
Christendom, the Holy Cross. In 615 a Persian army
marched through Asia Minor to Chalcedon, and encamped
opposite Constantinople. In 619 Shahrbaraz, the ablest
general of Chosroes, achieved the conquest of Egypt.
Nor was Persian conquest the only danger. The Avars
had recommenced their attacks, accompanied by hordes
of Slavs. In 617 they all but captured Constantinople.
Myriads of captives were carried beyond the Danube:
Slavs were settling thickly in their stead. There were
but few grounds of hope left; they were the rout of the
Persians by sea, the stubborn resistance of orthodox
Asia Minor, and the character of the Emperor.

Heraclius was by this time firmly seated on the throne.
He was capable of a spasmodic heroism and splendid
generalship. At first he had thought of retiring to Africa,
but the Byzantines, whose only hope he was, forced him
to take an oath to stay. He bought off the Avars for
a while. The Church yielded up her treasures for a new
campaign. In 622 the Emperor crossed with his army
to unsubdued Asia Minor, and passing by the Persians
under Shahrbariz made straight for Armenia. Shahrbaraz
was obliged to follow to defend Persia itself, and his army
was annihilated in a single battle by the Byzantines.
Next year Heraclius resumed his campaign. He crossed
Persarmenia and routed Chosroes himself at Ganzaca in
Adherbeijan. Indecisive fighting in Armenia and Cilicia
followed the victory, but then the storm in which the
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Empire laboured rose to its height. The Avars and Slavs
came sweeping down in 626 and besieged Constantinople,
while the Persians could march once more to the Bos-
phorus. The Byzantine supremacy at sea, however, kept
them apart and helpless. After eleven days the Avar
Khagan raised the siege. It was his last invasion. The
Bulgarians, we hear, rebelled. Perhaps, too, his Slav
vassals had become too enured to war and refused to submit
to the Avars any longer. To them fell the gains, for from
this time we find the Croats and Serbs settled in Illyricum.

Heraclius’ hands were free, and he at last obtained
allies, the Khazar Turks to the north of the Caucasus.
With his usual bold strategy he entered Persarmenia
and made a semi-circular march through Adherbeijan,
over the Zagros to Nineveh. The Persian levies pursued
him to be signally routed. In January 628 he could
approach Ctesiphon, to which Chosroes had fled. Heraclius
felt it best not to press too far; but when he had retreated
to Adherbeijan, he heard of Chosroes’ murder. Persia
was exhausted and mutinous, and Siroes, the new king,
was glad to purchase peace by a return to the older
frontier. The Persian army still in Asia Minor turned
out an asset to the Byzantines, for Shahrbariz, its leader,
revolted and returned to Persia to inaugurate a period
of civil war.

The Persian peril was over; the Avars had retreated ;
but the Empire aas exhausted and crumbling. The
Spanish conquests of Justinian were all lost to the Visi-
goths. Loyalty had vanished in Monophysite Syria and
Egypt; the Balkans were either Slav or half-desert.
Heraclius himself was worn out and incapable of new
exertions. The next foe, if he came soon, would have
an easy victory over the Basileus, as the Byzantine
Emperor styled himself henceforth.
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SECTION 4. THE SARACEN CONQUEST

The restoration of the Empire by Heraclius’ victories
was hollow from the first. Not only Coptic Egyptians
and Aramaic Syrians, but the warlike Armenians had
little sympathy with Greek-speaking Asia Minor and
Byzantium. National feeling had become dominant.
Heraclius was well aware of the danger, and hoped to
produce a codperation within the Empire by slurring over
the religious subjects of dissension. He only succeeded
in producing a new heresy, Monotheletism. All the
non-Greeks held varieties of the Monophysite creed, and
abjured the Council of Chalcedon!. Heraclius, counselled
by Sergius, Patriarch of Constantinople, hoped at first
to restore unity by the acceptance of a Single Will (Mono-
thelema) in the Two Natures of Christ. Some success
was obtained shortly after the Persian war was ended.
Copts, Armenians and some Syrians were gained over;
even the Pope Honorius seemed favourable. Then the
scheme broke down. Sophronius of Jerusalem, leader of
the Greek communities in Syria, held out stoutly for the
Two Wills, Human and Divine. To appease the Orthodox,
Heraclius and Sergius made a vain attempt to burke the
controversy, which they had occasioned. They forbade
by the Ekthesis the expression of either One or Two
Wills, while favouring the One. But it was too late.
The Syrians were unreconciled; the Copts were infuriated
by the persecution, by which Cyril, the Patriarch of Alex-
andria, attempted to enforce the successive compromises.
Both were heavily taxed by the needy Emperor.

A new invader was at hand to gather the ripe fruit.
At the beginning of the seventh century, Arabia, so long

1 The Fourth General Council, held in 451, in which Mono-
physitism was condemned.
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quiescent, was ready anew to send forth hordes of emigrants
as she had done centuries before when successive waves
of Semitic invaders had spread over Mesopotamia and
Syria. The prosperous kingdom of Sheba or the Sabaeans
had broken up, and the diminishing fertility of the south-
west combined with increasing population to make an
outpush on the debilitated civilized realms of Byzantium
and Persia a certainty. At this moment the new religion
appeared which could give the Arabs unity, the core of
a special civilization, and common aims. The prophet
Mahomet was a merchant of the town of Mecca, midway
down the western coastland of Arabia, and belonged to
the tribe of the Kuraish which held the town. Mecca was
a holy city. Its sanctuary, the Ka’'ba, was yearly visited
by pilgrims from all Arabia. Its people were all traders;
their caravans went north and south. No spot could be
more apt for a national formation, or the rise of a new
and national religion.

Mahomet was born about 570 and became his own
master about 594 by his marriage with the well-to-do
widow, Khadija. But years passed before the contempla-
tive, neurotic trader became convinced that he was the
prophet of God, and years more before he embarked on
a public propaganda. He had all the dead-weight of
natural incredulity against him. The majority of the
Arabs were easy-going heathen. Their morality and
civilization were altogether tribal; the strongest bond
was that of kinship. Mahomet proclaimed a stern
monotheism and a future life of rewards and punishments,
His religion from the first was a universal one with universal
duties which were strange to men whose chief social
obligation was blood-revenge. No doubt the stray Arab
monotheists, and the Jewish and queer Christian com-
munities, scattered here and there, which influenced him,
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also prepared his way; but on the whole his task was
uphill and his success due to a potent and attractive
personality. By that the new faith of Islam, ‘“surrender,”
and the community of Muslims, ‘“self-surrenderers,” were
formed.

Mahomet’s progress continued to be slow until he
succeeded in converting a number of pilgrims from
Yathrib, later called Medina, ‘‘the city.” Their town
was torn by tribal dissensions, a portion of them were
Jews by religion, from whom perhaps monotheistic beliefs
filtered through to the heathen majority. In any case
a large section of the latter not only became Moslems,
but after a while invited Mahomet to live among them as
their guide and clansman. The prophet was weary of
the unbelief of his own tribe and city. In 622 he migrated
with his followers to Medina. This was the Hegira (hijra),
““the Emigration,” which forms the starting-point of the
Moslem era.

It was not long before the prophet became unquestioned
temporal lord of Medina, nor long before he commenced
a war against his former clansmen of Mecca. Plundering
raids ended in petty victories. He resisted triumphantly
an attempt of the Kuraish and their allies to storm Medina.
He drove out the unbelieving Jews. A truce with Mecca
allowed conversions to come thick and fast. In 630
Mahomet could take possession of the town and convert his
kinsfolk. In a short time he was despot of a considerable
territory, and Islam was spread widely among the Arab
tribes. He disposed of thousands of fighting men.
A collision with the Byzantine Empire already appeared
likely, for a raiding force of Moslems had been defeated
at Mu’ta near the Dead Sea in 629 by the imperial troops
and clients. Mahomet made ready for invasion, when he
died in 632.
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The prophet’s designs were only momentarily suspended
by his death, for the Moslems immediately elected his
father-in-law, the prudent Abu-Bakr, as his representative
or Caliph (Khalifa). Very quickly the new sovran put
an end to all tendencies of the new realm to break up,
and achieved the complete conquest of Arabia. Then
he followed, tentatively enough, the irresistible impulse
for expansion and emigration. The task was rendered
easier by the fact that the two Arab kingdoms of the north,
one vassal of Persia, one of the Empire, had dissolved
some time earlier. So small forces of Moslems began to
raid Palestine and Irak. Heraclius despatched his brother
Theodore with a large army to drive the Arabs out of
Palestine. But Khalid, the greatest Moslem general, had
crossed the desert from Irak and united with his fellows.
In 634 at Ajnadain in Judaea they won a complete victory
over the Byzantines. The conquest had begun, and the
new Caliph, Omar, saw its possibilities. Whole tribes
were sent forward to the frontier. Monophysite Damascus
capitulated in 635; so did Emesa. Heraclius, too ill to
command, made a last effort. Another Theodore was
sent forward with a motley army. In 636 he was entrapped
in the valley of the Yarmuk beyond Jordan, and his force
annihilated by Khalid. No resistance was now possible.
As far as Mt Amanus Syria fell to the Moslems; Jerusalem
surrendered in 638 and Caesarea in 640; Byzantine
Mesopotamia was all conquered by 646. The bounds of
Christendom had permanently retreated.

Nor was Omar less victorious against enfeebled Persia.
In 637 Irak, the Semitic Aramean land, was conquered,
and in 641 the victory of Nihawand opened the way to
true Persia. The Persians, however, fought hard for their
religion and racial independence. It was not till 652,
with the death of the last Sassanian, Yezdegerd III, that
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the Arab conquest was assured. But the conquest was
complete, and the ancient Persian monarchy disappeared.

Before the conquest of Persia was ended, Egypt had
been annexed to the Moslem dominions. Here the diffi-
culty was to enter the country. Once the Delta was
seized, the rest of Egypt was an easy and willing prey.
Thus it took over a year’s fighting before Egyptian
Babylon, the key to the Delta, fell into the hands of
Omar’s other firstrate general, Amr in 641. Next year
Alexandria capitulated, and in spite of a transient re-
capture by the Byzantines was henceforth lost to Europe.
It was still too Western for the Moslem capital: that was
fixed at the new town of Fustat near Babylon.

Africa’s turn then came. Cyrene was already con-
quered in 643, and Africa proper was entered first in 648,
but the real conquest did not commence till 664 when
the civil war among the Moslems was over. Then Ukba
founded Kairawan as a successor to Carthage. The war
was long and stubborn ; for there were not only the Byzan-
tines to drive out, but the Berbers to convert and subdue.
Thirty years of chequered warfare were needed before
Carthage at last surrendered to Hassan, son of Nu'man,
in 697. It had to be recaptured in 698, and only after
708 did Musa make the Caliphs’ rule secure as far as the
Atlantic. The Moslem invasion here was as epoch-making
as in Egypt. All Africa was removed from a Latin to
an Oriental civilization. The Berbers, so long encroaching
and barbaric, took easily to the low culture of their new
conquerors, and became devout Moslems. Christianity
and Roman life faded out. The towns were often deserted ;
the Romans emigrated to Europe; civic government
disappeared. The seven hundred years of Western rule
seemed to have passed away without a relic save ruins
and legends.

0. M. H. 6
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Meanwhile the heart of the Empire fought sturdily
for existence. The death of Heraclius in 641 had, after
a period of violent intrigues, been followed by the
accession of his grandson Constantine, commonly called
Constans, a tyrannic but able character. He had to face
imminent danger from the Moslems. Armenia and the
upper Euphrates were long attacked and then conquered
by them, when Constans’ breach with the Armenian
Monophysites occurred in 652. Asia Minor was exposed
to serious raids, but the worst peril was by sea on which
the Empire had been supreme since the destruction of the
Vandals. The Arabs readily became sailors, and the
dockyards of Alexandria and Syria provided them with
a numerous fleet. In 655 they inflicted a crushing defeat
on the Emperor Constans himself. Had not civil war
broken out in Islam, Constantinople might have been
besieged.

It was in this period that the new organization of
the Empire was completed. Justinian had already seen
the necessity in certain districts of recurring to the old
Roman system of putting the military commanders in
control of the civil government. Maurice had placed Italy
and Africa under military viceroys with the new title
of exarch. The Persian and Saracen wars required a
thorough transformation. The Empire was henceforth
parcelled out in Themes, a name which applied both to
the district and to the army-division which garrisoned
it; and each theme was ruled by a strategos, or general.
The strategos of the Aegean commanded the fleet. Thus
the administration was reformed for warlike purposes.
The peaceful, jealous hierarchy of the days of Theodosius
the Great had gone and was replaced by a simplified
military government.

The restoration of religious unity was also prosecuted
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by Constans in his rough fashion. There were still the
religious and the national questions, the creed to be defined
and Armenia to be kept. There was also the rivalry
between the Monothelete patriarchs of Constantinople
and the Popes of Rome. In 648 Constans abrogated the
EkRthesis, and proclaimed his own Type, by which all
discussion on the subject was strictly forbidden. At the
same time he tried to force the Armenians to renounce
their Monophysite doctrine. But he only produced the
permanent schism of the Armenian Christians and the
loss of their country to the Empire. Meanwhile the Popes
held out. In vain Constans imprisoned and deposed
Pope Martin. The controversy dragged on, till the
disappearance of the Monophysites from the Empire,
and the weakly condition of the genuine Monotheletes
induced the Imperial government to give way. In 68o-1
the Sixth General Council was held at Constantinople and
Monotheletism was condemned. The Popes had triumphed.

Constans had then been long dead. Murderer of his
brother and hated by his subjects, he sailed to Italy to
defend and restore the Empire there. His attempts
against the Lombards failed, and in 668 he himself was
murdered in a transient insurrection. His co-regent son,
Constantine IV Pogonatus, succeeded amid the usual
family squabbles to a legacy of war and peril. The peace
of Constans’ later years had been due to civil war among
the Arabs. Caliph Omar had been followed in 644 by
Othman, the Umayyad, of the ancient Meccan aristocracy.
His weakness and nepotism had led to his murder in 655,
when Ali, cousin and son-in-law of the prophet, became
Caliph. But Ali never ruled all Islam. He secured
Arabia and Irak, where he fixed his capital at Kufa.
Syria, however, under its governor, the Umayyad Muawiya,
refused to acknowledge him, and in the civil war he was

6—2
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outwitted. It became a struggle between the two divisions
of Islam. The Arabs settled in ancient Persian territory
supported Ali, those of once Roman Syria and Egypt stood
by Muawiya. Inresult, Ali was no match for the veteran
governor of Syria, nor were his Arabs of Irak equal to
the Syrians. In 660 he was murdered, and Muawiya I
became unquestioned Caliph and founder of the Umayyad
dynasty.

The attack on the Byzantine Empire at once recom-
menced. In 665 the Moslem raids reached the Aegean.
In 668-9 their command of the sea enabled them to cross
to Thrace, and deliver a vain assault on Constantinople
itself. They occupied Rhodes in the Aegean and Cyzicus
in the Propontis, and thence during four years (674-7)
made attempts to storm the capital. From imminent
destruction the Empire was saved by a new invention.
A Syrian architect, Callinicus, discovered the marvellous
Greek fire. Various preparations, among them gunpowder,
were included under the name. They all had the property
of exploding or bursting into flame as they hit their mark.
Gunpowder was also used to propel the missile combustible.
It was only the idea of a solid missile which did not occur
to the Byzantines who thus fell short of inventing fire-
arms. As it was, their fire was sufficient to annihilate
the great Saracen armament.

The death of Muawiya in 680 was followed by a fresh
outbreak of civil war among the Moslems. The Syrians
were for the Umayyad house, the Arabs of Irak for the
son of Ali, Husain, the non-migrating men of Arabia for
an old-fashioned elective Caliph, like Omar. And, though
Husain was soo