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INTRODUCTION

I MAKE no foolish claim to relate the whole history of the French
people in asingle short volume.* All | should wish to attempt is to
explain by what series of transformations the population of France
in past ages has become the French nation of to-day.

It has been my main preoccupation to indicate the origin of
those conditions of life, sentiments, ideas, usages, and institutions
that have seemed to me to form the essential substance of French
life. | have tried to indicate at what time, in what place, and for
what reason they came into existence; | have sought to distinguish
what originated in France from that which has been added to it
through imitation or the influence of foreign lands. | hope by this
means to succeed in disentangling what may be called the native
tradition, and separating it from extraneous importations.

If I had ventured to follow my own feelings, | should have taken
as my title 'A Sincere History of the French Nation', thus empha-
sizing the spirit in which | have worked. Those historians of the
first two-thirds of the nineteenth century to whom is due the forma-
tion of French history as taught in the schools and familiar to the
cultured public have distorted its perspective in two respects.

In the first place, the records which they used all came from men
belonging to the privileged classes - ecclesiastics, lawyers, and
fighting-men, who took little interest in the mass of the population
beneath them and had little knowledge or understanding of its
conditions of life. Almost all these men were in personal relation
with the official authorities, the clergy, the Crown, the Parle-
ments, and the great nobles, and unconsciously tended to exagger-
ate the part played by the great - their virtues, their intelligence,
and, consequently, the efficacy of what they decreed for the real
life of the nation. This tendency has impressed itself upon modern
historians and turned history into a panegyric of the official
authorities, in which the life of the inhabitants of France scarcely
finds a place. During the most recent times, a distorted bias has

! For the convenience of English-speak‘ing_ readers who are not very familiar
with the events of French History, | am indicating the most important dates at
the head of nearly every chapter.
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INTRODUCTION

been imparted to history by the political passions of the historians
themselves.

In the second place, up to the sixteenth century the records pro-
vide uswith aknowledge of the facts that isincredibly incomplete
and fragmentary, and, with regard to those points which are most
important for the understanding of a society, they usually leave us
in utter darkness or ese shed but a feeble gleam of light. But
modern historians, possessed by the ambition of offering their
readers a complete account, have filled up the gaps either with
legends, arguments based upon rash generalization, or conjectures
disguised under the form of abstract formulas or metaphors. It is
this biased and inaccurate history that has obtained a footing
among the cultured public alike in France and abroad.

The work carried on for the last half-century, with afar greater
abundance of records to deal with and far more prudent methods
of criticism, now makes it possible to rectify the previous presenta-
tion of the past, and thisis what | have attempted to do. In order
to obviate false impressions, it has seemed to me indispensable, at
least for each period previous to modern times, to indicate the
nature of our evidence, the precise points upon which it throws
light, and the gaps existing in it, in such a way as to define pre-
cisely the extent of our knowledge and aso of our ignorance. |
have not ventured, however, to supplement these indications by
a bibliography of the documents, or even of the published works
on the subject; neither the publisher nor the public would have
tolerated such a thing.

Even within these limitations, the undertaking remains afairly
rash one, and | think | have a sufficiently long experience of
historical work to perceive the difficulties that it presents and the
objections to which it is open. The most serious of these is that it
compels me to violate the fundamental rule of historical method,
according to which every assertion ought to be accompanied either
by the piece of evidence supporting it or else by a reference to the
work in which it had previously been proved. But to conform to
this | should have required several thousand volumes, for every
passage in this book, sometimes even every phrase, sums up the
whole work of some scholar. By renouncing the whole mechanism
of proof, | expose myself defenceless to the attacks of critics.

It has been necessary to select among the crushing mass of
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INTRODUCTION

ascertained facts and consequently to sacrifice some of them. |
have adopted it as my principle to retain those which have seemed
to me most characteristic of the life of the nation or else most
important by reason of their consequences. But there is no rule
for forming a sure estimate either of the importance of a fact or
of its character; the choice therefore remains a personal one, and
open to the reproach of arbitrariness. Nor am | any better able
to justify the choice of examples cited in order to give a living
impression: | even feel that readers may find the examples too
infrequent to enliven an exposition, too many passages which
may produce the impression of being in too general or abstract
a form.

Since it has been my intention to retrace the whole course of
a people's evolution from its remotest origins, it has appeared to
me necessary to treat of all periods and aspects of its life. But in
determining how much space to allow to each period or class of
facts 1 had no guide as to the relative importance of these save
my own personal judgment; here again my decisions may appear
arbitrary, and the proportion between the various parts and the
whole will necessarily remain open to dispute.

It may be considered that | have devoted too much attention to
politics. Itismy conviction that political authority and political
accidents have always played the leading part in the evolution of
the French people; but all such convictions are based upon im-
pressions of too complex and personal a nature for it to be possible
tojustify them by proofs.

Readers in the habit of noting the very powerful reaction of
economic facts upon contemporary society may consider that |
have allowed too little space to economic life. | could find avalid
excuse in the lamentable paucity of records of an economic
character, which are so incomplete and fragmentary that it is
rarely possible, without risking serious error, to extract from them
any general opinionwithregard to any particular region or period.
| prefer to confess that the effects of economic forces seem to me
to have been far smaller in the days when there was no such
thing as capital, credit, or business on alarge scale. Economic
life in those days consisted mainly in the technical processes of
labour, which occupied the greater part of the lives of the very
large majority of the population. | think | have allowed its

9



INTRODUCTION

legitimate place to the technical side of agriculture, industry, and
trade.

| do not apologize for having relegated literature, the arts, and
science to a secondary position; it is only too certain that their
effect upon the mass of the nation, which was barely cognizant
of their existence, cannot have been great. On the contrary, | fear
that | may have yielded to routine in allotting them too much
space.

| need fear no censure for having attributed a highly important
effect to religion. But | regret that | have been able to treat only
fragmentarily and very incompletely of the facts of everyday life -
housing, food, clothing, furniture, private law, customs connected
with the family and social life, amusements, and forms of cour-
tesy, which have always been the chief interest in life of the
enormous majority of men. Thisis the weakest part of the present
work but it was also the most difficult one to fit into a general
expostion.

I Ihjve laid more stress than is usual in history books on feelings,
beliefs, habits, and ideas. These are things that cannot be directly
vouched for by any method that is not open to challenge; | am
therefore conscious of having introduced into my account of facts
a certain amount of explanation which risks being stigmatized
as personal conjecture. | have not felt it possible to avoid this risk,
which is inherent in all historical work; for it seems to me im-
possible to understand men's actions without arriving at some
idea of their motives.

English readers, accustomed to see history treated in the form
of biography, will be disappointed at finding so few details about
famous people. It is not that | deny the action of individuals upon
the life of peoples; on the contrary, | consider it decisive at times of
crisis and have even scandalized the sociologists by maintaining
the importance of personal accidents. Thus | have not omitted to
draw attention to a large number of persons who, in their very
varied spheres, have left a mark upon the evolution of French life.
But the narrow limits of the present work have not left me sufficient
space for any attempt to recount their adventures or analyse their
characters.

I have made no attempt to present any new facts; but by bring-
ing together facts already familiar, though hitherto treated in

10



INTRODUCTION

isolation, | believe | have arrived at novel explanations, and the
main object of this book is to explain a process of evolution.

| am sure of having proceeded without any ulterior motive and
with the sole aim of setting forth the nature and sequence of those
facts which seem to me to have governed the evolution of the
French people. | do not deny that | have experienced those
impressions of sympathy or repulsion inevitably aroused by the
spectacle of human actions; but | am sufficiently aware of my
sentiments not to allow them to distort myjudgment either of the
character of the facts or of their importance.

Since | have always made it my rule to say frankly what | think
about the past, by presenting it as | interpret it, | have sometimes
had the experience of finding myself in contradiction with that
version of the history of France that has been adopted as part of
the French educational system. | am therefore prepared for the
charges of presumption and of arriving at my conclusions without
due consideration; but one reproach | am certain | have not
merited - that of having wilfully strained after paradox.

11
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CHAPTER |

THE COUNTRY AND ITS POPULATION

No date can be assigned either for the Bronze
Age or for the coming of the Gauls.

c. 600 B.C. Marseilles founded by Greek colonists.
390 ,, Capture of Rome by warriors from Gaul.
123 ,, Creation of a Roman province in the south.
58-50 ,, Conquest of Gaul by Caesar.

T H E evolution of a nation depends upon the material conditions
under which it has lived.! In order to understand the successive
states through which the French nation has passed, we have
to start by obtaining an idea of the country inwhich itsformation
took place and the population out of which it developed. Hence
the study of this process of development, which is the proper
function of history, has asits preliminary condition some know-
ledge at least of facts falling within the sphere of other branches
of knowledge: those concerning the country itself, which belong
to the domain of geography, and those concerning its population,
which belong to that of anthropology and ethnography.

ATHE COUNTRY

The land in which the formation of the French nation took
place has produced an effect upon that nation both by its natural
features, which have determined the mode of life of itsinhabitants,

! This does not mean that the evolution of a people is determined by natural con-
ditions alone - that is, the nature of the land, known as 'environment', and the
nature of the inhabitants, known as 'race’. The same environment does not react
in the same way upon all populations,the proof of which isthat very different peoples
have followed one another upon the sameterritory. Natureonly produces her effects
where man knows how to make her do so. There has always been coal in Pas-de-
Calais, but there were no miners till 1850; there have always been iron-mines in
Lorraine, but there were no metal-workers till 1890; Brittany has always had a
seaboard, but there were no Breton sailors until the seventeenth century. Similarly,
a population may adopt a way of life different from that of the ancestors of its race:
the Bnglish, a seafaring and industrial nation, are descended from a population
whien was exclusively agricultural.
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THE COUNTRY AND ITS POPULATION

and by its position, which has influenced their relations with
the other peoples of the world.

Thanks to the nature of its soil, the contour of its surface,
and its climate, the territory of France offers a combination of
conditions which are most favourable to the establishment of a
numerous and varied population, living in easy circumstances.
The very structure of the land itself, presenting great differences
of altitude, varying from the high mountains of the south-east
(the Alps) and south-west (the Pyrenees) and the solid central
mass to the extensive system of hills and plains in the west,
north, and north-east, lends itself to a very great variety of agri-
cultural methods and forms of settlement. A large proportion of
the plains and plateaux consists of limestone deposits suited to
the production of the most valuable of cereal crops. namely,
wheat. The lower strata produce silver, lead, and, above all,
a great abundance of iron, the most necessary metal for tools,
implements, and weapons. The maritime climate, which,
except in the north-east, is exceptionally temperate and mild,
is marked by a very equable temperature, free alike from severe
winters or summer drought, which has made France a land of
great vineyards and of vegetables and fruit of fine quality.
The regular rains and freshness of the air have facilitated the
creation of natural pastures which, previous to the modern
invention of artificial foodstuffs, made it possible to raise the
superior kinds of beasts, oxen and cows, and to produce milk,
butter, and cheese. The rivers have a regular flow and are
navigable over a large part of their course, forming natural
highways which run up for a great distance into the interior of
the country and, starting inwards from the coast, converge round
the central mountain mass in such a way that, by following a
natural depression between the points up to which boats can
ascend, quite a short overland route leads from one river to
another; so that it is possible to cross the whole country from sea
to sea. The Greek geographer Strabo was already struck by
this ease of communication and saw in it a harmony purposely
created by a beneficent Providence.

The distribution of natural advantages between one region
and another is very unequal. The central mountain mass, with
its granitic soil and arid limestone causses, and the north-east,
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THE COUNTRY

with its unproductive soil and extremes of climate, are poorly
endowed regions whose inhabitants have been able to subsist
only at the cost of hard labour. The most favoured regions, so
far as agriculture and trade are concerned, are those situated
near the sea and the fertile plains on the banks of the rivers.
It is here that the densest masses of population have come into
being, and that centres of trade and political life have sprung up,
such as Marseilles, Lyons, Paris, Rouen, Bordeaux, Toulouse,
Nantes, and Lille.

The position of the country has also had a marked effect upon
the formation and destiny of the French nation. Situated between
the English Channel, the Atlantic, and the Mediterranean,
at the intersection of the natural routes of western Europe,
France has for her neighbours four countries of very varied
natures: to the south-east Italy, to the south-west Spain, to the
north-west Great Britain, and to the north-east Germany - each
with a population of different origin and civilization. It is in
these lands that the principal European nations were formed.

The geographical situation of France was to have momentous
consegquences. Even in prehistoric times peoples of diverse
origin, differing profoundly from one another in race, character,
and customs, entered France from a number of different direc-
tions. When these peoples were at last united in a single nation,
after living a separate life for thousands of years, fundamental
differences in physical and mental qualities, practical aptitudes,
and even language still continued to exist between the parts of
the country that were inhabitated by peoples of different origin -
the south-west, the south-east, the west, the north-west, and the
north-east. The result of this has been a great variety in the
population of France. The variety is even greater in the large
cities, where the population is formed of a blend, in varying
proportions, of immigrants coming from different parts; it
reaches its height in Paris, where foreigners are struck by the
extreme diversity of types. The French nation is more hetero-
geneous than any other in Europe; it is in very truth an inter-
national agglomeration of peoples. This explains the international
character of the French mind and the universal character of
French literature.

In this agglomeration of peoples with nothing in common
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THE COUNTRY AND ITS POPULATION

between them, national unity could not be the outcome of any
natural community of either origin, custom, or language. The
population as a whole never possessed either a common law or a
common speech, and to speak of a Trench race' argues a total
ignorance of anthropology. France, then, has never possessed
either ethnographical or linguistic frontiers: her frontiers have been
merely geographical or political and have been formed only very
slowly and by a series of accidents. In those very parts in which
France appeared to be separated from neighbouring countries by
natural barriers - from Italy by the Alps, from Spain by the
Pyrenees, from England by the Channel - the neighbouring popula-
tion or state has overflowed these natural frontiers - the Spaniards
in Navarre and Roussillon, the Italian State from Piedmont to the
Rhone, the Britons from Great Britainin Armorica. To thenorth-
east, where there are no geographical boundaries, France has
never possessed any frontier but an artificial and shifting one,
which the governments on either side of it have always been
endeavouring to change. Her frontier is the outcome of ten
centuries of war and negotiations and has varied incessantly during
these ten centuries. The theory of 'natural frontiers' - the Alps,
the Pyrenees, and the Rhine - based on Caesar's definition of
Gaul, was advanced in the seventeenth century only to justify
a policy of aggrandizement.

The position of France, in contactwith the most powerful nations
of western Europe, necessarily imposed upon her governments a
foreign policy full of responsibilities and dangers. The terms on
which she was fated to live with her neighbours involved either
rivalry with other powers or struggles for the possession of the
frontier territories. At a time when all conflicts or rivalries were
settled by war, she was bound to live in a state of perpetual war-
fare. Alternately or in succession she had to wage war on four
frontiers, against Italy, Spain, Great Britain, Germany, and the
Netherlands. Of all European countries, France has had the
greatest variety of enemies and has carried on the greatest number
of wars.

But war not only dominated her foreign policy: it aso decided
the destiny of her people and the formation of the State. The
structure of society and the form of government were imposed
upon the country by invasion and conquest, by the predominance
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POPULATION IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

of the martial class and the military power of armies. From the
warriors of Gaul, from Caesr and Clovis down to Napoleon,
military leaders have been the masters of France and have shaped
both her social and her political life.

POPULATION OF FRANCE IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

M an has been in existence on the territory of what is now France
since avery remote age, asis proved by the fossil remains of human
bones and the hewn stone implements which have been found in
large numbers both in the lower strata of the soil and beneath a
thick limestone deposit in caves. The most ancient of these remains
go back to one of the periods known as the 'glacial epoch’, when
part of France was covered with glaciers, and many species of
animal which have now disappeared lived on the soil of France,
while the climate was much colder and damper than that of the
present day; among these were the cave-bear, the reindeer, now
found only in the cold countries of the extreme north, the American
bison, and the mammoth, a now extinct species of shaggy-haired
elephant with very curved tusks. The men of that period were
certainly acquainted with these animals, for carved reindeer bones
and drawings have been found in the caves, with strikingly lifelike
representations of reindeer, mammoth, and bison. But history can
teach us nothing about these ancient times, known as 'prehistoric’
because they are previous to history; our only information is to be
drawn from other branches of human knowledge - from anthro-
pology, ethnography, or philology.

Anthropology studies the human body with the object of arriving
at a classification of men into races according to their physical
characters: the form, measurements, and proportions of the various
parts of the body and head, the colour and appearance of the skin
and hair. It works upon existing races by observing and measuring
living persons, when applied to the men of prehistoric times, it
becomes prehistoric anthropology, which deals with the skeletons
and skulls found beneath the ground or in tombs.

Ethnography studies the customs of every sort of human group
living as a society; when applied to prehistoric societies it becomes
prehistoric archaeology'. Its procedure is to examine objects made
or used by the men of past ages - their buildings, implements,
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THE COUNTRY AND ITS POPULATION

weapons, adornments, and kitchen refuse and the traces of their
settlements. It distinguishes the populations that have occupied a
given area in succession and classifies them according to the ma-
terial used for their implements. There are, in order of antiquity:
firstly, hewn or chipped stone, particularly flint, which is charac-
teristic of the palaeolithic period, or the 'Old Stone Age';
secondly, polished stone, as found in the neolithic or 'New Stone
Age'. Then come the metals: first copper, soon alloyed with tin,
asinthe'Bronze Age'; andtheniron, intheTron Age'. But there
was no abrupt change from one material to another; it took place
by a series of transitional stages. In eyery age several kinds of
material continued to be used: polished stone implements still
remained in the Bronze Age, and bronze objects in the Iron Age.

Philology studies language, comparing the words and forms of
different languages in such a way as to recognize the common
language from which they arc derived. A few very ancient names
- place-names of rivers and mountains - have come down to us
from prehistoric ages, belonging to languages of which thereis no
written record. These survivals sometimes provide the means of
recognizing what language was spoken in a country in the period
before the beginning of history.

The information provided by these three branches of study, and
especially by prehistoric archaeology, enables us to obtain a
glimpse of a few features in the life of the peoples inhabiting
French soil and the general evolution of their civilizatiom before
the point at which history opens.

The most ancient inhabitants used for their implements nothing
but stone, bone, and horn. They dwelt in caves, in which the
refuse left by them has survived, and lived upon what they ob-
tained by hunting and fishing; the remains of their meals consist
of fishbones and the bones of large animals cracked in order to
extract the marrow. Their clothing was made of the skins of
beasts, sewn with bone needles; their adornments were shells and
the claws or teeth of animals. They were savages, living in small
bands, as is the way of peoples living by the chase.

We have no means of calculating how long this sort of life went
on on French soil. We do know, however, that the Age of chipped
Stone lasted a very long time, and must have extended over hun-
dreds of centuries. Some archaeologists have even estimated it at
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POPULATION IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

more than a hundred thousand years; for we can watch the gradual
improvement of the implements and ornaments from the most
ancient deposits down to the most recent, and, slow as progress
was during those ages, such marked differences are to be found
that it is possible to divide the Age of chipped Stone into at least
half a dozen periods, each of which is connected with the name of
a prehistoric site in France — Saint-Acheul, Chelles, Aurignac,
Solutre, LaMadeleine, Le Mas-d'Azil. The latest of these periods,
dating back from fifteen thousand to twenty thousand years, are
remarkable for their carvings, drawings, and paintings of animals,
which are surprisingly lifelike.

Up to the present time no transitional stage has been discovered
between the implements of the palaeolithic age, or Age of chipped
Stone, and the neolithic, or Age of polished Stone; these two classes
correspond to two fundamentally different modes of life, which
suggests that two different races occupied the soil of France one
after the other.

The Age of polished Stone is known to us mainly from the finds
made, on the one hand, in tombs scattered over the whole of
France and, on the other hand, on the shores of certain Swiss
lakes in times of drought. The men of the neolithic age can be
distinguished from those of the pakeolothic age not only by the
material of which their instruments are made, but also by the
essential conditions of their lives. They no longer lived by hunting
or fishing, but cultivated cereals: rye, barley, millet, and wheat,
which they were able to turn into flour, for they possessed mortars
for pounding grain; and it is most probable that they lived upon
pottage or unleavened cakes. They had all the domestic animals
the possession of which has remained to the present day one of the
essential characteristics of life among the civilized peoples of
Europe: the sheep, cow, goat, pig, horse and dog. These plants
and animals were not to be found on the soil of France before the
neolithic period; and since they had their origin in eastern Asia,
it seems certain that they were introduced into France by peoples
coming from Asia.

These peoples knew how to spin wool and linen and weave
them into stuffs which they used for making their clothes;, and
they knew how to make ropes and nets. They made vessds of
rough pottery, turned by hand and fired in ovens. No traces of
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their dwellings remain except the stone foundations of afew round
huts of very scant dimensions; but on the shores of the Swiss lakes
there remain thousands of piles made of tree-trunks hewn to a
point and stuck into the bed of the lake as supports for the wooden
platforms on which stood the dwellings of this people, who aso
possessed axes of hard polished stone, which served them both for
cutting wood and for fighting.

They gradually gave up the use of polished stone, which was
replaced by metals without any abrupt transition. The metals
which first make their appearance in the most ancient deposits
are those which are easiest to extract from the earth and work:
gold, which occurred in a pure state in the river-sand and was
used for purposes of ornament; and afterwards copper, which was
used for implements. Next copper was alloyed with a small
quantity of tin to make bronze, which throughout the whole
duration of the Bronze Age continued to be used for almost all
objects: axes, spear-heads, knives, bracelets, necklaces, rings, and
clasps for garments. Hundreds of thousands of these have been
found in tombs, or in the hiding-places where they had been
placed by the owner, for at that time no articles of furniture
existed in which they could have been bestowed for safe keeping.

The most striking remains of this period are the great monu-
ments composed of blocks of unhewn stone and known by Breton
names, because the most famous of them are preserved in Brittany.
Many of these consist merely of a single block of stone standing
upright upon a pointed end, and known as a menhir. Some of these
are isolated, others standing in one or more rows. The greatest
of these 'alignments' is on the plain of Carnac, running down to
the shores of the Atlantic; this formerly contained several thousand
blocks of various dimensions. The most important monuments,
known as dolmens, are tombs; the dolmen consists in a straight
passage formed of two parallel rows of stone blocks, faced with
fiat slabs and ending in a chamber used as a burying-place.
Similar tombs are to be found in all countries bordering on the
seg, from Syria, through northern Africa, to Spain, France, and
England. The dolmen is a monument of the same order as the
Pyramids of Egypt, which were royal tombs. Hence the use of
such burying-places was common to all the peoples to the south
and west of the Mediterranean. As in the Egyptian tombs, the
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POPULATION IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

dead were buried with their weapons, ornaments, pottery, and
utensils, and the tomb was so arranged that it was possible to
introduce food into it.

The great care which these peoples devoted to burying their
dead in these solid structures, and providing them with the objects
necessary during life, proves that they considered it necessary to
take care of the dead and believed them capable of feeling the
same needs as they had done during life, as though their life still
continued in the tomb. A large number of charms or amulets -
small symbolic objects used to avert ill fortune - has been found
in the tombs. These peoples, like those of the East, dreaded the
power of evil spirits, against which they defended themselves by
means of objects possessing the virtue of averting evil influences.
Thus the most ancient and spontaneous beliefs seem to have been
an awestruck respect for the dead, and the fear of ill luck; and
these have continued to be the most deeply rooted in the mass of
the French population.

We have no direct evidence bearing on the social organization
of the peoples belonging to the ages previous to the Iron Age, but
the traces of their handiwork provide us with at least one piece of
information: to cut down thousands of tree-trunks and stick them
firmly into the beds of lakes, or to carry the enormous blocks
forming the menhirs and dolmens to the spot and erect them, a
great number of men were required, working in concert beneath
the direction of a single strong authority. Hence these peoples
must already have been grouped in strictly disciplined tribes,
obeying leaders possessed of an authority backed by force; it is
these chiefs who are to be found buried with their weapons and
ornaments.

So far no trustworthy method has been discovered of estimating
the duration of the ages preceding the Iron Age. The only exact
date at which it has been possible to arrive has been by means of
objects bearing the name of an Egyptian king; but no objects of
this kind have been found in France. In the East the use of bronze
seams to go back to between 3,500 and 3,000 years before our era;
in France it may have started towards the thirtieth century before
Christ and lasted for about two thousand years. We have no
evidence as to the duration of the neolithic age, which must have
been even longer, authorities hesitating between thirty and fifty
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centuries, or even more. France has therefore been inhabited for
at least eight thousand years by a settled agricultural population,
closely attached to the soil, capable of carrying out constructive
operations on a large scale, and living in conditions somewhat
similar to those in which the country population was still living
in the Middle Ages. All that we have left of this people, which
was already half-civilized, consists of material objects; we do not
know what language it spoke, and cannot even give it a name.

The use of iron, a metal far harder to work, started in Egypt
about the fifteenth century B.C. It was first used as a rare metal
for ornaments and afterwards for weapons. It made its appearance
in France about the tenth century B.C. and seems to have come
from the east by way of the Danubian regions, where, at Hall statt,
in Austria, more than a thousand burial places have been found
containing iron weapons. During the Iron Age, which lasted
from the tenth to the second century B.C., iron gradually took the
place of bronze. At that time the tombs were built of stones
covered with a layer of earth and were round in shape, like a
mound, being known to us as tumuli. These are very numerous,
especialy in the north-east of France, and resemble those found
scattered over the east of Europe, throughout the whole of Ger-
many and the south of Russia. Swords, belts, and necklaces of
iron have been found in them, and occasionally a war-chariot.

The finds which have been made in prehistoric burial-places
are supplemented by information about thisIron Agedrawn from
history. We know that these iron weapons were those of the war-
like peoples known to the Romans as the Gauls - a people already
known to history.

JPOPULATI ON OF FRANCE I N THE Tl ME OF THE
GAULS

The most ancient information we possess about the population
of France in the time of the Gauls has come down to us from the
Greeks, and does not go back further than the fifth century B.C.
The most ancient city of which we have any knowledge is Mar-
seilles - in Greek, Massilia - founded about 600 B.C. by Greeks
coming from Asia. Other Greek colonies were afterwaids estab-
lished along the shores of the Mediterranean, from the foot of the
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Pyrenees to the foot of the Alps. At that time France was inhabited
by several races known by different names, and differing pro-
foundly from each other in origin, customs, and language.

In the south-west, towards the Pyrenees, lived the Iberians, who
also formed the population of Spain. So far as we canjudge from
their language, of which we know only a few words, it differed
radically from all the other European languages, which would
seem to suggest that this race did not reach that region by way
of Europe.

To the south-east, towards the Alps, lived the Ligurians, who
also formed the population of the region stretching from the
Italian slope of the Alps to the sea. The Greeks allege that they
had formerly occupied the land on the other side of the Rhone.
We know hardly anything of their language; we do not even know
whether it belonged to the European family of languages. One
termination, -uscus (feminine, -usca), derived from the Ligurian
language, survives in a large number of place-names in the regions
of Genoa and Piedmont in Italy and is also found under a French
form in certain names in Provence (such as Manosque), or even
as far afield as theJura (as in Mantoche.) Certain French scholars,
appealing to a tradition handed down by the Greeks, have alleged
that the Ligurians once formed the population of the whole region
stretching as far as the English Channel, and have believed it
possible to recognize in them the race living in the Bronze Age.
They have even spoken of a ‘Ligurian Empire', which they think
may have extended over the whole territory of France, and the
current speech of which may have been that of the Ligurians.
If this be so, then the names of rivers, which are very ancient and
of unknown origin, would be Ligurian. But these are merely
conjectures.

What is certainis that in historic times the greater part of France
was under the domination of the peoples known to the Greeks as
Keltai and to the Romans as Galli. Their language is now extinct,
but some hundreds of words belonging to it have been preserved -
enough to enable us to affirm that it was related to languages
spoken in Great Britain and Ireland, such as Welsh and Gaelic.
It belonged to the group of so-called 'Celtic' tongues, a branch of
the great Indo-European family of languages, spoken throughout
almost the whole of Europe. These languages must go back to
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an ancient common speech, from which were also derived the
ancient languages of Persia and India. Philologists consider that
the separation between them probably took place before the
sixteenth century B.C.

Although the Gauls were a people that existed in historic times,
we know very little about them; we possess no documents written
by them, except a few inscriptionsof quite an insignificant charac-
ter in the Celtic tongue, but written in the Greek alphabet. All
that we know of them has come down to us from foreign peoples,
the Greeks or Romans, and almost all of it dates from the closing
days of their life as an independent .people. Our information
consists of a few half-legendary accounts of wars included in the
compilations of inferior historians, a few remarks by the Greek
geographers and the naturalist Pliny the Elder, the fragments of
a Greek traveller Posidonius, who described the habits of the war-
like peoples of the Marseilles region towards the end of the second
century B.C., and, chief of all, the account of the conquest of Gaul
written by Julius Caesar. In short, what we know about the Gauls
is due mainly to the general who fought against them.

The number of inhabitants is unknown to us. For the region
between the Alps, the Pyrenees, and the Rhine, included by Caesar
under the common designation of Gallia, it has been variously
estimated at between four and six million inhabitants.® It is cer-
tain, at least, that Gaul possessed a settled agricultural population
far more thickly settled than that of Germania beyond the Rhine,
and produced so much corn that Caesar's army was always able
to obtain its supplies in the country.

JORGANIZATION OF THE PEOPLES OF GAUL

The population was not united in a single nation. Within the
bounds of what he calls Gaul, Caesar distinguishes peoples of three
kinds: the Aquitani between the Pyrenees and the Garonne, the
Gauls between the Garonne and the region to the north of the
Seine, and the Belgee between the Seine and the Rhine. The
Aquitani, split up into quite small mountain tribes, seem to have

! The numbers of fighting men given by Caesar do not provide a sure basis for

calculating the population; for Roman generals were in the habit of exorbitantly
exaggerating the numbers of the armies opposed to them.
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been Iberians, having no connection with the Gauls. The Belgae,
who had come from the east about the third century B.C., do not
seem to have differed from the Gauls either in customs or in lan-
guage, except that they had remained more warlike. The Gauls,
who still occupied the greater part of the country in the time of
Ceesar, had been one of the most martial peoples of the ancient
world, whose sway had extended over a large part of central
Europe.

There was atradition that about the fifth century B.C. bands of
armed men had set out from the land of the Bituriges, who owned
the great iron-mines of the region of Bourges, and conquered the
whole of northern Italy, henceforth known to the Romans as
Cisalpine Gaul, as well as the whole of southern Germany as far
as Serbia and Hungary, where place-names belonging to their
language have survived. In the third century other bands had
invaded the Balkan Peninsula, making their way as far as Greece,
and founded the kingdom of the Galati in Asia Minor. The
Brythons, or Britons, who had occupied England about the fifth
century and given it the name of Britannia, were closely akin to
the Gauls both in customs and in language and continued to keep
up relations with them.

Neither the Gauls nor the Belgae had ever formed anation. Their
territory was divided up among a number of small tribes, each
having a name of its own and obeying a different chief, and so
independent of one another as to wage war amongst themselves.
Ceesaxr applied to them theterms used in Italy of the small sovereign
State, calling thempopulus (people) or civitas (city). About eighty
of these may be counted. Each people had a fortified enclosure
on its territory, usually on a steep hill, which served as arefugein
time of war. The walls of the enclosure were made by fitting
together blocks of stone and great beams.

The territory and population of these little independent states
were very unequal. Not to mention the tiny tribes of the Pyrenees
and the Alps, most of them were hardly larger than a modern
French department. This is true of the tribes on the banks of the
Loire and in the region of the Channel, and of the Belgic tribes
of the north-east. Those of the south and centre were the largest;
but those in the south - the Volcae in Languedoc, the Salyes in
Provence, and the Allobroges in Dauphine - were subdued by
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Rome as early as the second century B.C. and replaced by Roman
colonies. In the time of Caesar the most powerful of them extended
across Gaul from the east to the Atlantic - the Senones, the Lin-
gones, the Sequani, the Adui, the Carnutes, the Lemovices, the
Pictones, and the Santones - each possessing a territory equivalent
to two or three modern departments.

Here we find the most ancient basis of the organization of the
French nation, consisting in the apportionment of the soil of
France among the Gaulish tribes, thus establishing the territorial
divisions, each of which has become a permanent unit. These
territories of the Gaulish tribes have lasted for twenty centuries,
in the form first of ecclesiastical dioceses and afterwards of feudal
provinces, and are preserved, almost unchanged in area and
boundaries, in the French departments created in 1789, in which
the site of their chief town still remains as the capital. The largest
of them - for instance, Poitou or the Limousin - have been split
up into three departments, and the smaller ones have been united
to form a single one - as among the Pyrenees and Alps and in
Normandy. Hal f of these territories still remain to-day in the form
of departments.

The people and the town had each a distinct name: for instance,
L utetia was the capital of the tribe of the Parisii, Avaricum of the
Bituriges. A few names of towns have survived, such as Rouen
(Rotomagus), Bordeaux (Burdigala), or Toulouse (Tolosa). But
most frequently the name of the town has disappeared, the name
of the people having been transferred to the town and still re-
maining attached to it - as in the instance of Paris and Bourges.
With the exception of the cities of the great industrial regions,
Marseilles (a Greek colony), and Lyons (a Roman colony), the
chief cities in France - Paris, Rouen, Nantes, Bordeaux, Toulouse,
Reims, and Amiens - are old Gallic towns.

In addition to the town which formed the centre of the tribe,
there already existed large collections of dwellings known to the
Romansby the L ati n name of vicus, almost al | of which have become
small towns. The outlying country was subdivided into districts
known to the Romans by the Latin name of pagus, whence the
French word pays. A few of these survived throughout the Middle
Ages, but most of the pays (the memory of which has been handed
down in popular speech) do not seem to go back to a Gallic pagus;
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many of them refer simply to an agricultural region of a uniform
nature, as, for example, the Gatine or the Beauce.

Each tribe formed a small independent state, subject to a single
authority organized according to a political system that varied;
sometimes it was an hereditary chief known among the Romans by
the Latin name rex (king), sometimes a council of nobles referred
to among the Romans by the Latin name senatus, sometimes
even an elected magistrate known by the Gaulish name of vergo-
brel. But whatever persons composed the government, the struc-
ture of society was aristocratic. The upper class called by Caesar
the rich or the equites (knights) was certainly made up of great
landowners, for at that period land was the only form of wealth;
the mass of the people, known as the plebeians, was made
up of agricultural labourers and artisans and was relegated to an
inferior status compared by Caesx to that of slaves. Hence the
country must already have been divided up into great landed
estates, on which a noble family lived surrounded by a dependent
group of servants and peasants, who tilled the soil for the benefit
of their master. These estates, each of which consisted of a village,
surrounded by aterritory with fixed boundaries, seem to have been
in existence before the period of Roman domination, under which
they are known by the Latin name of villa. Very frequently they
bore the name of their owner, followed by the Celtic suffix -ac,
which became in French either -ai (as in Savenay) or -y (as in
Savigny, Issy, Clichy). They continued to exist duringtheMiddle
Ages in the form of parishes, which were transformed into com-
munes by the Revolution of 1789. Thus the estates of the Great
Gaulish landowners may well be the foundation of the communal
organization of France, just as the territory of the Gaulish tribe
has remained the foundation of its departmental organization.

JMANNER OF LIFE OF THE INHABITANTS OF
GAUL

The material existence of the inhabitants of Gaul differed in
several respects from that of the ancient Mediterranean peoples,
and these differences have become permanent among the French
nation. Their principal crop was grain - wheat on good soil, rye
on the poor soil of the granitic districts - and their chief food
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bread. When mills driven by a waterfall took the place of the
hand-mill, as happened before the close of the Roman Empire,
the water-mill, which was now a necessary appendage of every
great estate, became one of the characteristic features of the French
country-side, and the miller was a person of importance in the
village.

In the south the ploughing necessary for the cultivation of corn
was still carried out by means of the little wheelless plough or
araire (aratrum) of the Mediterranean lands, but in the heavy 'soil
of northern France the wheeled plough with a ploughshare or
coulter (French, coultre) for turning up the earth soon came to be
employed.

While the flocks in the warmer regions consisted chiefly of sheep
and goats, the Gauls preferred to breed cows and, above all, pigs,
the flesh of which latter was to remain up to the nineteenth century
the only meat eaten by the country population. It was from Gaul
that Rome learnt the use of hams and of the products of the pig.
In the Mediterranean lands cooking was done with oil, as it still
isin Provence, but Gaul used for preference butter and lard.

While the Mediterranean peoples dressed in pieces of stuff,
floating or draped, in Gaul the costume of men was adapted to
the form of the body; it consisted of two garments, one of which
covered the body from the neck down to the legs and has come
down to our day in the form of the peasant's blouse, or smock.
The other garment, which covered the whole of the lower part of
the body, was known by the name of braccce (braies, or breeches),
which lasted down to the nineteenth century in the country
districts. (The Romans, who were unfamiliar with this garment,
gave the name of Gallia braccata to the land beyond the Alpswhich
is now France.) While the Mediterranean peoples wore sandals,
the Gauls wore wooden shoes, the use of which has been handed *
down in the sabots that still seem a characteristic feature of French
life to the northern peoples.

The religion of the Gauls is but little known to us, and only
from a few sculptured representations of their divinities, accom-
panied by inscriptionsgiving their name, all datingfrom theperiod
of Roman domination. We can find in them no cult common to
the whole of Gaul. Of the divinities whose names are known to us,
the most extensively worshipped seems to have been Teutates,
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whom the Romans assimilated to Mercury; he was worshipped on
high places - as, for instance, on the Puy-de-Dome, where the
remains of a sanctuary have been found. The chief objects of
worship were the local divinities, who were venerated as super-
natural powers attached to certain places - a mountain top, a
forest, a river, or spring - for instance, Borvo, the tutelary deity
of Bourbon. These spots, hallowed by the presence of a hidden
divine power, became sanctuaries where the population gathered
together on feast-days according to a fixed tradition. These sanc-
tuaries and festivals, adapted in later days to the purposes of
Christianity, were to remain one of the permanent foundations
of the religious life of the French nation.

This spontaneous religion consisted of rites, without doctrine or
clergy. The Druids, whom we know chiefly from the accounts of
them given by Cassar, were a very powerful association performing
sacrificial functions, practising divination, and acting as judges.
They possessed a secret religious doctrine; but they did not found
a common religion and were suppressed by the Roman governors
as early as the first century of our era, without leaving any trace
behind them.

JTHE ANCESTORS OF THE FRENCH POPULATI ON

At this point arises a question the bearing of which on the history
of the French nation is of capital importance. From what population
are the French descended? Are their ancestors the historic peoples
known as the Gauls and speaking a Celtic language? Or the
prehistoric peoples of the Bronze Age, or even of the neolithic age,
of whose language and name we are ignorant? This question can-
not be solved by history, or even by philology or ethnography.

The name borne by a people does not tell us to what ancestors
it traces its origin; it often does no more than designate the masters
ruling over the people, and is merely a political expression: the
Roman Empire was the empire subject to Rome, and the kingdom
of the Franks was the domain of the Frankish kings. As for lan-
guage, this does not depend upon race, but is a product of educa-
tion; a Negro child will speak French if he has been brought up in
Martinique, or English if he has been brought up in Jamaica,
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and history knows many populations which have changed their
language.

Even ethnography is no sure guide to origin; for the customs of
one people may be imparted to another - Gaul, for instance,
having adopted the usages of Rome. The descent of a people
depends upon neither its history, its language, nor its customs,
but is a fact of a physiological order, which anthropology aone
is equipped for studying.

Anthropologists have attempted to classify the peoples of Europe
by observing the physical characters of living individuals in such
a way as to bring together in a single grpup and under the same
name those presenting the same combination of physical features.
The first fact they have established is that the large majority of
Europeans living at the present day display an incoherent jumble
of features belonging to different types, so that we do not know
under what group to classify each individual; a mixture of features
may be observed in the same person which may arise from crosses
between parents of different races. And however far back we may
go by means of prehistoric archaeology, we may still find in the
same burying-place skeletons of different types and of mixed types;
from which we may conclude that, even in prehistoric times, there
were no peoples of pure race in Europe.

To arrive at a classification of these peoples, the greater part of
which are too mixed for it to be possible to place any one of them
in a distinct category, anthropologists have been reduced to con-
ducting their operations upon that minority of individuals only
which presents a combination of features all of which belong to
one and the same clearly defined type. By this means they have
managed to distinguish three principal varieties in Europe, also
known as races. In order to determine how these races are dis-
tributed over the surface of Europe, they have tried to establish
in what proportion the characters proper to each race are to be
found in the inhabitants of different countries. This process has
resulted in a recognition of the fact that the three races are dis-
posed in three zones, going from south to north. In the south the
'Mediterranean’' race extends along both shores of the Mediter-
ranean —a short people with long heads (dolichocephalic),! very

! There are some specialists who now no longer consider the form of the skull -
so long regarded by anthropologists as an essential feature - to be a permanent
character belonging to a whole race. .
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dark-complexioned, and with black hair and eyes. The centreis
occupied by the 'Alpine' race, round-headed (brachycephalic)
and brown-skinned, with brown hair and eyes. In thenorth alone
is found the 'Nordic' race, aso known as 'European’ because it is
peculiar to Europe; a very tall, powerfully built race, with long
heads, blue eyes, fair hair, and white skin.

Hence there is no relation between the races of Europe and its
languages, for they are distributed on a contrary plan: the races
in 'three zones going from south to north, the languages, on the
other hand, in three zones going from west to east - the Celtic
in the west, the Germanic in the centre, and the Slav in the east.
But the earliest classification of languages was made at a time
when anthropology did not yet exist, and made on a basis of lan-
guage by philologists who used racial terms to distinguish groups
of men speaking the same language. Thus they gave currency
to such expressions as 'Celtic race', '‘Germanic race', 'Romance
race' - applying them to definition of race terms which have only
aphilological significance.

The present population of France exhibits a very heterogeneous
mixture of the three races of Europe, most individualsin it showing
features proper to different races - as, for example, blue eyes with
black hair. The French are a cross-bred people; there is no such
thing as a French race or a French type. Only by attempting to
determine in what proportion the characters of the different races
are to be found in the inhabitants of each region has it been poss-
ible to distinguish three regions in France in each of which the
characters of one of the three European races often predominate
slightly in the inhabitants: in the south the Mediterranean race,
in the centre and west the Alpine race, and in the north and east
the Nordic race.

What relation do these three types of population in the France
of the present day bear to the peoples of Gaul? The population
of the Mediterranean type may be descended from the Ligurians
and Aquitani (lIberians), who were descendants of peoples of
unknown name existing in the Bronze Age, combined with Latin-
speaking colonic or settlements of ex-soldiers; but these coloni were
not recruited in the Latin region of central Italy, so that the
expression 'Latin race' is a monstrous abuse of language.

It isin the more extensive region in the centre and west, where
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the predominant type, with chestnut hair and brown or grey eyes
and of medium stature, is more akin to the Alpine, that Caesx
places the tribes of the Gauls. But the Gauls, as described by
Greek and Latin writers, were very tall, fair-haired warriors with
blue eyes and white skin, great fighters, eaters, and drinkers, and
fond of getting drunk. This portrait would be suited to a Nordic
people, but hardly answers to the physical or moral character of
the population of the centre and west, which is very different from
the Nordic peoples and corresponds most closely to what foreigners
nowadays consider to be the French type. If warriors of the Nordic
type were the ancestors of the French of the centre, then their
descendants must have completely changed in type, which is
hardly credible. But Caesx tells us that there was among the
Gallic peoples an aristocracy of 'knights', and a lower class of
agricultural labourers. It is more probable that the warriors of
the Nordic type described by the ancients formed an upper class
which arrived during the Iron Age and superimposed itself upon
a population of peasants descended from peoples of unknown
name dating from the Bronze Age - perhaps even from the
neolithic age. Hence French school textbooks are wrong in
teaching school-children that their 'ancestors the Gauls' were tall
and fair, for these children are not descended from Nordic
warriors, but from the peasants previously settled on the land.
All it is legitimate to tell them is that their ancestors spoke the
Celtic language introduced by the Gaulish warriors.

As for the population of Nordic type in the north-east of France,
though it inhabits the region occupied by the Belgic peoples whom
Strabo says to have been very similar to the Germani, we cannot,
all the same, regard it as being descended from the Belgeg;, for the
land was depopulated by invasions, and the population renewed
by invaders speaking a Germanic tongue. Not till then was the
composition of the French population completed. It was in the
main the barbarians from the north who introduced into France
the Nordic type - that of the Franks who occupied the whole of
the north-east. This has been preserved among the Flemish, who
have continued to speak the language of the Franks; while the
purest Nordic type appears in Normandy, where it undoubtedly
has its origin in Scandinavian ancestors known as the Norsemen,
or Northmen.
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GHAPTER I 1
THE ROMAN EMPIRE

A.D. 177 Martyrdom of Greek Christians at Lyons.
312-24 The Emperor Constantine proclaims himself a Christian.

JDOMINATION OF ROME

THE splitting up of Gaul among small independent tribes came
to an end when these made their submission to a single authority,
that of Rome, the establishment of which took place in two stages.

Before the end of the second century B.C. the Romans subdued
the whole of the Mediterranean region, from the Alps to the Py-
renees, for they required it to maintain communication between
Italy and Spain, which they had already conquered. About 120B.C.
they organized the country into a single 'province’ known as
Gallia Narbonensis (in French, the Narbonnaise), the eastern portion
of which has preserved the name of Provence - the Province (pro-
vincia). Here they founded a number of colonies peopled by
veterans, all of whom received equal portions of land. This in-
volved the creation of aforeign population of small Latin-speaking
landowners, and caused the disappearance of the tribal divisions
and even the names of the ancient Gaulish tribes. Ancient towns
bearing Greek or Latin names remained so numerous that even
to-day every department in the south contains several of them,
that of Vaucluse, for instance, having six: Avignon, Orange,
Carpentras, Vaison, Apt, and Cavalion.

The greater part of Gaul remained independent and was con-
quered in the middle of the first century B.C., after eight years of
wars and massacres. This was the personal achievement of Julius
Caesxr, who came to Gaul and there created the devoted army
which he required for the purpose of seizing the supreme power
in Rome. The small Aquitanian tribes submitted without resist-
ance. The Gauls and Bedgse resisted valiantly, but each tribe
acted separately on its own initiative, some of them even allying
themselves with Rome. They were defeated one after another by
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the Roman armies, which enjoyed a united command, regular
discipline, magazines of stores, and siege and transport trains.
The submission of the Gauls appeared almost complete when the
Roman army, which had encamped in the heart of the country,
was threatened by a general revolt, uniting most of the tribes in a
military league against the foreign invader and led by Vercinge-
torix, a chief of the Arverni who had served in the Roman army
and whom, by a sort of retrospective patriotism, French historians
of the nineteenth century have tried to represent as the national
hero of Gaul.

The defeat of the Gauls decided the fate of the land once and
for all. For five centuries the whole territory of France was sub-
ject to the unchallenged domination of Rome. This was its first
form of unity, which was still, however, far from being a national
one, for it was merely one part of a far wider unit, including the
whole of the lands bordering on the Mediterranean and common
to all the peoples of the civilized world, with the exception of
those of India and China.

The nature of Roman dominion was expressed in its name, im
perium, which signifies military command. It was an unlimited
power, on the model of that of the head of the Roman army,
known as the ‘power of life and death'. It was wielded in the name
of the Roman people by the emperor, who was not an hereditary
sovereign, but asingle ruler appointed for the duration of his life.
In the eyes of the Gauls he remained a foreigner, resident outside
the country and represented only by military delegates, whose
duty it was to govern in his name.

Gaul was too large to be governed by one man and was there-
fore divided into several provinces. At first these were only four
in number: the ancient province of Gallia Narbonensis and three
others, each of which corresponded roughly to previous groups
of tribes: Aquitania, Gallia Celtica or Lugudunensis, so called
from Lugudunum (Lyons), its capital, and Gallia Belgica; to
these were added the two provinces of Upper and Lower Ger-
mania, formed of the lands on the banks of the Rhine, in which
were stationed the troops whose task it was to defend this frontier.
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JINTERNAL GOVERNMENT OF THE "CIVITATES"

The power of the emperor was absolute and centralized, but
there were very few agents to exercise it in Gaul, each governor
having with him only asmall group of officials and a body-guard,
or cohort, consisting of about a thousand soldiers. Though sub-
dued and disarmed, each of the Gallic tribes retained its own local
government and social organization. All that the Empire re-
quired of them was that they should pay the taxes due to Rome,
and refrain from making war upon one another; it did not inter-
fere in their internal affairs. The result of this regime was the
cessation of those wars between neighbouring tribes which had
hitherto been the normal rule in Gaul, and the establishment
throughout the whole Empire of the pax Romana, or ‘peace of
Rome>, which ensured security of existence and work, facilitated
transport and commerce, and enabled foreigners to settle in the
country.

Gaul was not colonized by veterans of the Roman army, as the
neighbouring Mediterranean province had been. But once the
leaders of the Gallic armies had disappeared, the aristocracy of
great Gallic landowners was all that was left to govern under the
supervision and with the assistance of Rome; and it gradually
organized the government on the model of Rome and of her
colonies. Like Rome, the territory of every tribe was governed
by magistrates elected for a year and bearing Latin titles, and by
a senate known by the Latin name of curia, formed of the owners
of landed estates. The government had as its centre the chief
town, known by the Latin name of civitas (city), in which were
concentrated all the public buildings. Rome received money
from her subjects, but dispensed none to them; the magistrates,
recruited from among the rich families, bore the expense of public
buildings and festivals as a sign of their local patriotism.

Following the example of the Romans, the rich acquired the
habit of owning large bodies of slaves. These were either prisoners
of war, sold into slavery according to the custom of the ancients,
or children born of slave-women or deserted by their parents.
Some of them were employed in their master's house in domestic
duties or in making the things needful for the use of the household;
others worked in the fields as labourers or shepherds. Their lives
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were subject to the whim of their master, who might have them
flogged, imprisoned, branded with red-hot irons, or even put to
death. We have no information as to the proportion of daves to
the free-born population of Gaul.

JROMAN CIVILIZATION

Roman domination produced a change in the language of Gaul.
Latin, as spoken by the Romans, was the only official language
used in public business, the only written language used in books,
and the language in which trade with other parts of the Empire
was carried on. It soon became the speech of the upper classes,
the only tongue spoken in rich families and cities. It ended by
becoming the language of the people as a whole, and this popular
Latin, which differed considerably from the literary Latin used
by the Latin authors, developed by a long process of evolution
into the Roman language of the Middle Ages, which found a
continuation in modern French. Only avery few words, such, for
instance, as bee (beak) and roc (rock), have passed into French from
the Celtic language, which lingered on in the country districts
and was still being spoken in the fourth century, in the days of
St. Jerome.

Progress in the material conditions of life had been very slow
since the neolithic age. At the time of the Roman conquest the
mass of the people were still living avery wretched life, dwelling
in huts with no chimneys or windows and impossible to light or
heat, sleeping on heaps of boughs or straw, and having no utensils
but those of wood or rough pottery. The life of the rich scarcely
differed from that of the poor, except in their more abundant food
and richer ornaments and weapons. We have no evidence as to
the condition of women; we can only imagine their life, shut up
in cramped, cold, or smoky huts, absorbed in the hard, tedious
toil of pounding corn and preparing the men's food. The Gauls
were still in the condition of the peoples called by the Greeks and
Romans 'barbarians'’; they could not read and had neither arts,
literature, nor sciences.

The Romansintroduced into Gaul the habits of ancient civiliza-
tion accumulated during thousands of years by the peoples of the
eastern M editerranean subject to the empire of Rome, the material
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arts of life brought from the great cities of those Oriental kingdoms
which possessed the most ancient civilization, Egypt and Chaldea,
where the technique of the crafts of building, furnishing, weaving,
metal-work, dyeing, tanning, glass-making, and mosaic had been
developed. They aso brought such practical inventions as writing
in alphabetical characters, gold, silver, and bronze coinage,
surveying, the division of the circle into 360 degrees, the division
of time into years and months and the week of seven days, each
saCred to a planet bearing the name of a divinity and surviving
to the present day in the French names of days, which are derived
from ihe Latin - lundi being Monday, or the moon-day, from luna
the moon-divinity; mardi (Tuesday) being the day of Mars, etc.
From the East, too, came the olive tree, which became acclima-
tized in Provence, and the vine, which spread over the greater part
of Gaul; before the close of the Roman Empire there were famous
vineyards in the Bordeaux region, on the banks of the Rhone,
and even on the banks of the Moselle.

JGREEK ORIGIN OF INTELLECTUAL
CIVILIZATION

To the material civilization of the East the Greeks had added
the creations of the mind: science, philosophy, literature, and the
arts, whose origin is shown by their Greek names, which passed
through Latin into French, as into the languages of all the other
countries of Europe. The sciences still bear Greek names: mathe-
matics, arithmetic, geometry, mechanics, physics, astronomy,
chemistry, botany, anatomy, and all systematically organized
studies, such as philosophy, logic, grammar, rhetoric, politics,
history - not to mention names of modern creation, such as
physiology and psychology, or the custom of forming all names of
new sciences by the use of the suffix -logy, so that they are popu-
larly referred to as 'the ologies.' Greek names are aso used to
designate such medical operations as diagnosis, prognosis, surgery,
autopsy, and the processes of intellectual work, such as criticism,
method, theory, practice, scepticism.

The whole of modern science is still infused with the Hellenic
spirit - the spirit of observation, reason, and criticism, inspired
by the desire to get to the very bottom of things and determine
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their general character, refusing to be stopped by respect for
authority or the power of tradition - even religious tradition;
Greece was the original source of thought as a thing independent
of religion. The names of music and poetry are also Greek, as well
as those of the principal classes of literature, such as epic, (lyric,
drama, tragedy, comedy, the theatre. And though painting,
sculpture, and architecture are referred to by Latin names, it was
the Greeks who provided the models for all these arts and cheated
the types of antique beauty. Thus Hellenic science, letten, and
arts furnished the most lasting basis of French intellectual unity.

It was by first translating and afterwards imitating the literary
works of the Greeks that the Latin writers of Italy succeeded in
creating a L atin literature, made glorious by the names of Cicero,
Virgil, Horace, and Tacitus. This literature never reached the
great mass of the population of Gaul, which posesssed no means of
learning to read or write; the schools of Gaul were never anything
but luxurious establishments reserved for the sons of rich families.
But the study of the Latin writers, whose works became the
medium of instruction, formed the background of culture for the
aristocracy which governed the peoples of Gaul.

JROMAN ARCHI TECTURE AND ROMAN LAW

The Romans introduced into Gaul the technical processes of
their architecture, the only original art created in Italy. They no
longer used marble, as the Greeks had done, but stone and even
baked brick, bound together by a very strong mortar made of
lime and sand, known as Roman cement. They had discovered
the art of constructing a vaulted roof which would not collapse,
and used it to erect arches and domes which enabled them to
build enormous structures and bridges of great length.

The cities of Gaul were adorned with public buildings con-
structed on Roman models: temples, triumphal arches, circuses,
theatres, and solid ramparts strengthened by square towers. They
possessed great buildings containing hot baths (therma) and long
aqueducts for bringing water. The rich landowners built them-
selves great luxurious dwellings adorned with columns, marble
slabs, and mosaics, on the model of Roman villas. Gaul was
covered with a system of roads constructed in the Roman fashion,
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with a few layers of stone and cement, which were carried over
the rivers by means of bridges with several arches. The Roman
monuments, imposing in their massive strength, were so solid
that a few of them have survived undamaged, especially in the
south (for instance, the Maison Carrie at Nimes, the Arena at
Aries, the theatre at Orange, and the aqueduct known as the
Pont d'Arc). A number of others survive as majestic ruins, and
the surface of France is scattered with remains of Roman walls,
brirjges, agueducts, roads, villas, and tombs.

Roman architectureiscarried oninthe use of vaulting in French
Romanesque and Gothic, while Roman methods of fortification
were continued in the castles of the Middle Ages, which still bore
aRoman name, castellum being the diminutive ofcastrum (afortified
camp).

The Empire aso endowed Gaul with Roman law. Thiswas no
longer the old national law of the ancient Romans, a rough and
inhumane system based on tradition and composed of rules and
symbols applied with a rigorous respect for form, regardless of
justice or humanity; it was a system of law slowly built up by the
judgments of the magistrates who tried suits between Romans and
non-Romans, which they decided in accordance with the customs
common to the Mediterranean peoples. This law had been per-
fected and reduced to a system by the Oriental jurists of the third
century of our era, who were disciples of the Greek philosophers.
This law, which was Roman only in language, developed into an
international law, based upon general principles of reason, equity,
and humanity, and was an epitome of the wholejuridical thought
of the antique world - so much so that it has been called 'reason
reduced to writing'. It survived down to the Revolution, under
the name of 'the written law’, in all the southern regions of France,
as far north as Auvergne, and isin part incorporated in that part
of the French Civil Code which deals with property and contracts.

JTHE LATE ROMAN EMPI RE

In the third century of our era this regime of peace and local
autonomy, subject to the remote supervision of Rome, was upset
by an acute crisis, the causes of which are still in dispute. We know
but littleabout it, and that from the scanty information provided
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by very bad historians; but we know that, starting in 235, it lasted
for nearly half a century, and that the Empire emerged from it
transformed. The frontier forces defending the Empire against
the barbarians fought among themselves, each of them trying to
make its own general emperor; for a time there were actually
several emperors at once. The barbarians took advantage of this
to force their way into the Empire. Warlike peoples - the Franks,
the Saxons, and the Alamanni, whose names now make their ap-
pearance in history - invaded Gaul, ravaged the country-side,
destroyed the towns, and massacred the inhabitants.

The Empire was saved by the generals of the Armies of the
Danube, old soldiers who had risen from the ranks to become
emperors, rough, unlettered men, living simple, active, and
vigorous lives. They repelled the invaders and restored the
Imperial authority, while changing the system of government.
The emperor ceased to be a Roman magistrate and became an
hereditary monarch on the model of the ancient kings of the East,
surrounded by a numerous court and venerated with a ceremonial
symbolic of servile submission, everything which touched his
person being regarded as sacred. He governed by means of a
permanent staff of officials organized in a hierarchy, and bearing
titles of honour which varied according to rank, such as illustris-
simus, clarissimus, etc.

The provincial governors no longer had any troops under their
command and were now no more than civil officials, whose task
it was to carry on the administration and dispense justice. The
emperor stationed military commanders on the frontiers with the
title of dux, or leader; while he sent men from his own entourage
to supervise the administration of the cities, with the title of
comes, or companion, which was also conferred upon high officials.
This is the origin of the titles of duke and count (the French
comte) which have been handed down through the last fifteen
centuries.

The old provinces had been seen to be too large for a single
governor and were now split up. At the end of the fourth century
there were seventeen of them in Gaul, containing in all a hundred
and fifteen civitates, Gallia Lugudunensis, for instance, being sub-
divided into four new provinces, referred to by numbers. But
the towns which were the capitals of these civitates had decreased
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both in size and in population; instead of expanding freely, they
had shrunk within a narrow ring of ramparts as a defence against
aggression. Lutetia, the chief town of the Parisii, had withdrawn
to the island in the Seine which still bears the name of the Citi.

Money had become so scarce that in the third century silver
coins were struck containing as much as nine tenths of copper.
In order to keep up his army and pay his officials, the emperor
raised the taxes considerably and caused them to be levied more
rigorously, demanding contributionsin kind of food, clothing, and
other stores, billeting troops and requisitioning transport on a
system some features of which continued into the Middle Ages.
His subjects endeavoured to evade these burdens by abandoning
their houses; so in order to keep them there, the Government
forbade them to change their place of residence or profession.
Every man was kept permanently in the same walk of life, and the
son was forced to succeed to the position of his father.

Society now came to be divided into hereditary classes, sepa-
rated from one another by almost impassable barriers and living
under widely different conditions. At the top was the aristocracy,
from which were recruited the Imperial functionaries, formed of
a small number of great landowners possessing lands the area of
which might be as much as a hundred thousand acres, each living
in his villa furnished with every luxury known to that age, and
surrounded by a throng of domestic slaves. The richest of them
were granted the title of Roman senator and bore exalted titles
of honour. Below them came the free plebeians, composed
chiefly of artisans, shopkeepers, and men without a profession,
all living apoor and dependent lifein wretched dwellings. Lowest
of all came the mass of slaves, subject to the despotic will of their
masters, and having no legal right to possess or purchase any-
thing, marry, or have afamily.

This regime, known as the Late Empire (in French as the Bas
Empire, or Lower Empire), made the burdens weighing on the
population still more onerous. By preventing any man from
changing his walk in life it had widened the gulf between class
and class;, it accustomed subjects to passive obedience to an
absolute power, and rendered them indifferent to public affairs,
which had become the exclusive business of the official class.
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JCHRISTIANITY IN GAUL

Into this stagnant society, accustomed to passive obedience and
incapable of resistance, the Empire introduced in the fourth
century a foreign religion brought from the East. Like all the
other countries of Europe, Gaul had never known any but rudi-
mentary religions made up of practices and beliefs handed down
by tradition, without any general body of doctrine, religious in-
struction, or authority. The priests were merely the guardians
of the sanctuaries whose duty it was to carry on the ceremonial.

Two kinds of rites of different origin,had lingered on in Gaul.
Those performed in connection with the interment of the dead
were intended to prevent them from causing alarm to the living,
and form the origin of that belief in ghosts and haunted houses
which the Church has preserved in the form of a belief in the
spirits of the departed. A similar sense of fear was the origin of
such practices, intended to preserve people from evil spirits, as
amulets and the belief in unlucky days. The other class of rites
was concerned with those natural forces which were imagined
to have their permanent abode in sacred spots, where they mani-
fested themselves in the form of supernatural phenomena, and
especially by acts of healing; in imitation of the example of the
Greeks, these had come to be represented by idols of human form.
Certain divinities, recognized throughout a large part of Gaul,
were worshipped under the names of the Latin gods Mercury,
Jupiter, and Venus.

Very different was the religion which appeared in the first
century in the part of Asia subject to the Romans, where Greek
ideas had become fused with the religious beliefs of the East.
Although it originated among the Jewish people, its organization
took shape in the Hellenistic lands of Syriaand AsiaMinor, whose
language was Greek. Its essential ideas were expressed by Greek
words, suchas Christ, Christian, Soter (Saviour), Logos (theWord),
angel, devil, apostle; and its sacred books, the Evangel, or Gospel,
the Epistles, and the Apocalypse, were written in Greek. Greek
terms were used to designate the officials of the Church, such as
the clergy, the episcopal dignitaries or bishops, priests, deacons,
acolytes, monks, coenobites, or anchorites; its assemblies, such as
the ecclesiastical organization (ekklesia, or church) or the synod,;
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its territorial divisions, such as the diocese or parish; its practices,
such as baptism, the Eucharist, the agape or love-feast, hymns,
catechisms, exorcism, ams, and asceticism; its beliefs - for in-
stance, dogma, orthodoxy, heresy - and its rules or 'canons. All
these words have passed through Latin into French, and many
of them into English. The councils of bishops which discussed and
fixed the doctrine of the Christian Church were held in Hellenistic
lands and in the Greek tongue; and it was Hellenized subjects of
the Empire, settled at Rome, and in the cities of Europe, who
introduced Christianity into the lands speaking the L atin tongue.
The language of religion was now enriched by the L atin equivalents
of Greek words, such as Saviour, incarnation, Trinity, commu-
nion, Host, sacraments, penance, council, and convent, all of
which have passed in their corresponding form into French and
English, together with certain others having no English counter-
part, such as le Verbe for the Logos or Word, from the L atin verba,
and the Sainte Che, or Last Supper, from the Latin cena.

The earliest martyrs in Gaul, those of Lyons and Vienne, who
suffered for their faith in 177, were Asiatic Greeks -for instance,
the bishop St. Pothinus - and the account of their martyrdom was
composed in Greek. The men venerated as saints who preached
the Gospel in Gaul before the fourth century were all foreigners,
and up to the fourth century we know of only a small number of
towns, almost all of them in the south, that had a community of
Christians with its own bishop. These facts are the outcome of
acritical study of authentic lists of bishops, freed from the legen-
dary accretions which accumulated very much later with regard
to the origin of the churches of Gaul.

It was not till the Emperor Constantine proclaimed himself a
Christian that his religion became an official institution of the
Empire and was adopted by his subjects in Gaul as a conseguence
of Imperial rule, so that the origin and character of Christianity
in Gaul were quite different from those in the countries of its
origin. In the East the earliest Christians had been the humble
people in the towns, and even slaves, a number of passages in the
Scriptures extol poverty, definitely condemn riches, and threaten
the rich with a turning of the tables in the next world in favour
of the poor. The Christian religion, as thus interpreted, may have
mitigated the hardship of slavery by forcing the Christian master
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to regard his Christian saves as brethren in Christ, to treat them
humanely and respect their marriages, which had the sanction of
religion. It may also have raised the status of manual labour,
which the Greek philosophers considered unworthy of a freeman.
In Gaul, on the contrary, Christianity was imposed from above,
in obedience to the emperor, who forbade the practice of other
cults on pain of death; it was adopted by the upper classes and at
first produced no change in the social inequality which was an
established institution.

JTHE CLERGY AND THE MONKS

For along time the Christian religion remained a purely urban
one, practised only by the inhabitants of the towns; it was organ-
ized on the lines of the territorial administration of the Empire and
modelled upon its absolute Government and aristocratic society.
The Christian community included the whole population of the
capital of the civitas and had as its head the bishop, whose authority
extended over its whole territory. The bishop was usually chosen
from one of the noble families of the region and possessed absolute
power; he presided over the assembly of the faithful, administered
the sacraments, even baptism and the Communion, imposed
penances and excommunication, administered Church property,
directed religious instruction, and represented the Christian
body in its dealings with the civil authorities. He was assisted by
a staff employed exclusively in the service of religion, consisting
of priests, deacons, and minor officials, known comprehensively
by the Greek term of clergy (klerikoi), implying selection for a
special mission. They were appointed and consecrated by the
bishop with a solemn ceremonial, and formed a class definitely
set apart from the mass of the people, which was known as the
laity, from a Greek word meaning ‘the people." The superior
status of clerics was indicated by a vigorous metaphor which has
remained in current use: they were the 'pastors, or ‘shepherds,
the people forming their 'flock’, and having no share in the govern-
ment of the Church.

Religious persons of a different type had appeared in Gaul
before the end of the fourth century: these were the monks (from
a Greek word meaning 'solitary'). Believing that the world is
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fundamentally bad, and human nature inclined to evil, they re-
tired from the world to struggle with their own nature by abstain-
ing from all that then seemed to constitute the agreeable side of
life; they even strove to 'mortify the flesh' by making life hard
through voluntary suffering, fasting, vigils, flagellations, hair shirts,
and rigid immobility, these practices being known by the Greek
name of asceticism, meaning literally ‘exercise’. The monks
assembled in groups in order to lead a solitary and ascetic life in
common under the authority of a head known by the Oriental
name of abbot; and they took an oath to observe the vows of
poverty, chastity, and obedience - that is, to renounce property,
family life, and liberty.

The monks had no authority over the faithful, but the super-
human self-abnegation of which they gave proof by their life of
voluntary privation made them appear to be beings of a superior
order, endowed with the supernatural power of working miracles.
The example of St. Martin shows the prestige possessed by the
monks of Gaul in the eyes of the people: formerly a soldier, he
became head of a community of monks and afterwards bishop of
Tours and was said to have performed miraculous acts of healing.
A century later he became the most popular saint in Gaul, and
for centuries sick people continued to throng to his tomb to be
cured.

Unlike the ancient religion of the land, the Christian religion
did not consist in ritual acts alone, but entered far more deeply
into thelife of the faithful. Under the guise of arevealed doctrine,
demonstrated by miracles, it taught them a general theory about
the world and the destiny of mankind and inspired them with
novel sentiments, which may be summed up under the categories
of 'faith’, the love of God and of Jesus Christ, the expectation of
a resurrection, the hope of immortality, and the terror of eternal
punishment. It directed their conduct by forbidding them a
number of actions called 'sins' (peccata; French, pichis), and in-
spiring them with a desire to win heaven by meritorious actions.
The acts of worship in themselves - baptism, Communion, preach-
ing, and religious music - aroused a feeling of devotion to God.

Up to the fourth century the emperors had persecuted the
Christians as being hostile to the religion of the Empire; but once
they had become Christians, they recognized the authority of the
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bishops over the faithful and treated them as high officials,
granting them exemption from the burdens of State and allotting
them men and estates. They upheld the clergy and lent it the
support of armed force against its adversaries. As bishop of Tours,
St. Martin travelled through the country-side with an escort,
destroying idols and sacred trees. The Imperial Government
even caused heretical Christians to be arrested and put to death.

The clergy was obedient to the absolute authority of the em-
peror and retained the habits of the Roman aristocracy. It con-
tinued to take as its models the pre-Christian Latin writers, who
now began to be known as ‘pagan’. In'its writings it employed
the forms of rhetoric taught in the schools of the Latin rhetors,
who were more concerned with gaining applause than with ex-
pressing true ideas. This rhetoric no longer possessed the precise,
clear, concise, and natural form of the Greek orators; it had be-
come a pretentious, inflated, vague, and obscure language, which
was to acquire the force of tradition and, handed down through
the whole of the Middle Ages, become perpetuated in the pulpit
eloquence of the French Church.
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CHAPTER I I

THE SETTLEMENT OF THE BARBARIANS
AND THE SPREAD OF CHRISTIANITY

418 Settlement of the Visigoths in Gaul.

443 Temporary settlement of Burgundians in Savoy.

476 Extinction of the Roman Empire in the West.
481-511 Reign of Clovis.

As early as the fifth century the most fundamental bases of the
future nation appear to have been established in Gaul: a fairly
numerous population, living by agriculture and attached to the
soil from of old; and a civilization of Greek and Oriental origin,
narrowed, simplified, and reduced to a Roman form, but com-
patible with alarge number of towns, public buildings, and roads;
the general use of Latin, which had become the common tongue,
and of the private law common to the peoples of the ancient world
and expressed in Latin terms; an intellectual culture confined to
the privileged classes and consisting chiefly in the traditions of
rhetoric with a scanty background of knowledge; and religious
practices and beliefs of great antiquity, at variance with a foreign
religion which had not yet permeated the country districts.

These foundations were completed between the fifth and eighth
centuries by the establishment of a new population and the spread
of the Christian religion through the country districts. This is
the period to which has been applied the term 'pre-medievaP -
a period but little known to us. The barbarians could not write;
we possss no documents in their language in which they could
give direct expression to their sentiments, for all documents were
composed in Latin and by ecclesiastics. These consist of lives of
the saints, intended for the edification of the faithful; chronicles,
almost always of a scanty character; a few collections of formulas
for the conduct of practical business, and a few collections of
letters, rather deficient in facts. The most instructive of them are
the books of customs of the barbarian peoples compiled in the
seventh and eighth centuries, the few authentic acts of the Frankish
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kings, the acts of the provincial councils, and, above all, the
Ecclesiastical History of the Franks written by Gregory, Bishop of
Tours, at the close of the sixth century.

JTHE BARBARIAN INVASION

Beyond the frontier formed by the Rhine and the Danube, in
the land which afterwards became Germany, the peoples known
to the Romans as the Germani had remained independent, warlike,
and barbarous. They had no towns, built no stone houses, tilled
the soil but little, and led a very simple life without any of the arts
of civilization. They were not closely attached to the soil, but
readily migrated, taking with themtheir families, slaves, flocksand
herds and settling down again in a fresh place. They regarded
war as the only honourable means of existence for a free man.*

Like all the other inhabitants of Europe, the Germani did not
form a single race; they were a mixture of races, with a strong
admixture of the Nordic type? tall, fair, and blue-eyed. They
were no more a nation than were the Gauls; all they had in com-
mon were their customs and their language, known as the Ger-
manic tongue, from which modern German is derived. They were
divided into small sovereign tribes, waging war among themselves.
Unlike the peoples subject to the Roman Empire, they had not
lost the habit of participation in public affairs: decisions which
concerned the people were arrived at in the assembly of
warriors.

These peoples had a strong bent towards migration and were
always trying to force their way into Europe, whether for purposes
of pillage or in order to obtain grants of land in a milder climate
and with a more fertile soil than that of Germany. As early as
the end of the second century B.C. two peoples coming from the
north, the Teutones and the Cimbri, were checked and extermi-
nated by the Romans in Provence and Lombardy. In the third

! The famous description of the customs of the Germani given by Tacitus
applies to the peoples at the end of the first century; we do not know how far it is

applicable to the invading peoples of the fifth century, which did not bear the same
names.

2 The most active peoples, who played a leading part, all came from thenorthern
regions of Europe; some - the Franks, Saxons, Lombards, and Suevi (Swabians) -
from the borders of northern Germany; others-the Goths, Burgundians, and
Vandals - had even come from the Scandinavian lands before settlingin Germany.
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century peoples with other names, previously unknown in our
records, ravaged part of Gaul, but for five centuries no barbarian
people succeeded in establishing itself within the Empire.

In the fourth century some Germans were admitted into Gaul,
but with the authorization of the Government. Some of these were
warriors who had entered the imperial armies singly; at the end
of the fourth century two Franks, Ricomer and Arbogast, rose
to the rank of general and had command of Roman armies. Others
established themselves in groups: some of these were invading
bands who had been defeated and deprived of their leaders and
were settled by the Government on great estates depopulated by
invasion; others were bands of armed warriors who had entered
the service of the emperor and been settled in the interior of the
country as garrisons. It has been conjectured that traces of these
may be recognized in the names of certain French villages: for
instance, the name Sermaise, or Saumaise, has been taken to
indicate a garrison of Sarmates.

During thefifth century whole peoples settled within the Empire,
bringing with them their king, their arms, and their mode of
fighting. Not that the barbarians had become stronger: their
largest armies seem to have numbered no more than afew thousand
fighting men; the whole army of the Visigoths, which destroyed
the Roman army at Adrianople in 378 could be contained in an
enclosure formed of its chariots. But the Imperial Government
was no longer able to recruit, pay, and maintain armies of pro-
fessional soldiers and was suspicious of generals of Roman birth,
who might be tempted to have themselves proclaimed emperor by
their soldiers. It preferred to take barbarian peoples into its
service; for they cost less, and their leaders were not likely to
aspire towards becoming emperor. A time soon arrived when
the generals of the Empire became barbarians, and the word
'barbarian® became synonymous with soldier (miles).

Three Germanic peoples settled in Gaul: The Visigoths came
from the shores of the Black Sea into the Balkan Peninsula and
then, after passing through Italy and sacking Rome, established
themselves in the southern provinces by agreement with the
Government. The small people of the Burgundians, which had
migrated from the region of the Vistula, first wandered through
Germany for a long time and then settled down in Savoy in the

51



SETTLEMENT OF THE BARBARIANS

first place. Small tribes belonging to the great confederation of
the Franks entered from the north-east and settled in what had
once been the territory of the Belgas, towards the Meuse and the
Scheldt.

These barbarians, who first settled on the great estates allotted
by the Government for their maintenance and support, found no
Roman authority strong enough to resist them. They behaved
like masters of the land, ravaging the country-side, extending
their settlements, and fighting among themselves, and ended by
occupying vast territories in which their chiefs took up their
permanent residence under the title of king. The inhabitants,
accustomed to passive obedience to the military authorities, seem
to have made no resistance.

Before the end of the fifth century the Visigoths, whose king
had his residence at Toulouse, had occupied the whole region
between the Pyrenees and the Loire and were extending their
sway over Spain. The Burgundians, whose king had settled at
Vienne, dominated the region of the Rhone as far as Avignon.
The Franks, who were split up into groups under several petty
kings, had advanced as far as the Somme.

It is this movement of population that is known in France as
the 'barbarian invasions' and in Germany as the 'migration of the
peoples (Volkerwanderung) -tw o terms which give the impression
of a mighty shifting of population and areill suited to a succession
of small isolated operations, lacking in any unity of pl