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Serraveza marble statue of
Boudicca (Cardiff, City Hall)
sculpted by James Havard
Thomas (1854-1921), finished
in 1915 and unveiled the
following year by David Lloyd
George, then Secretary of State
for War. We see her not only

as a wronged queen appealing
to her people, a woman who
hungers and thirsts after
justice, but also as a grieving
mother comforting her
daughters. The sculptor has
also yielded a glimpse of a
woman with substantial power
and influence. (Photograph
courtesy of Dom Stocqueler)

them, what wonder is that? Does it follow that because you desire universal
empire, one must accept universal slavery?
Tacitus Annales 12.37.1

Caratacus seems to be the thinking warrior. How rare. Anyhow, this clever
speech Tacitus puts into the mouth of the British warlord is typical of the
historian — according to many the greatest of classical antiquity — echoing his
constant theme concerning the destiny of Rome and the excesses committed
in the name of Roman imperialism. Was Rome’s mission in the world, he
asked, for universal peace and prosperity, or for plundering and enslaving its
subject peoples?

Roman laws of war, as Tacitus surely knew, took for granted that
conquered peoples surrendered their freedom and property to Rome. Seized
and taken to Rome, where the emperor Claudius pardoned him, Caratacus
asked a question of imperialism famous for its irony: “You have so much;
why do you covet our poor huts?’ (Cassius Dio 61.33.3). Whatever Caratacus
did or did not actually say, it was inevitable that ‘barbarians’ (naturally, this
term is used to designate peoples living outside the fold of the ‘civilized’
Roman world) should stress Roman egoistic ambition and insatiable greed.
All were familiar with rapacity at local level, tribe robbing tribe, as was their
primordial way, but here was grand theft on a global scale. ‘Globe grabbers’
roars a Caledonian war chief to his gathered people. He continues his tirade:
‘Plunder, murder and rapine, these things they misname empire: they create
desolation and call it peace’ (Tacitus Agricola 30.4, 5).

Written in the mode of tragic irony, Calgacus’
speech against Rome is Tacitus’ editorial on
‘romanization’, that process whereby the lands
conquered by the forces of Rome or settled by its
citizens or agents were subject to a single rule of
law. Modern empires have looked back on this
process, which had the merit of being ambiguous,
as a blessing, like their own ideals, and ascribed it
to la mission civilatrice. For Tacitus, on the other
hand, who, after all, had survived (and thrived)
under Domitian, a tyrant of Stalinesque suspicion,
naked barbarism was not a monopoly of bare-
limbed barbarians. There are some who would
round upon Tacitus and accuse him of hypocrisy.
But Syme (1958: ch. 39), of sober mind and our
best Tacitean authority, has argued convincingly
that the historian was imbued with the old
traditional Roman virtues — courage, dignity and
the upholding of the law. Any deviation would

receive his condemnation.

Herein lies the rub, the working of empire and
its double face, bringing as it does civilization
and slavery. No matter how artful the patriotic
histories and the heroic poems, there were
inevitable tensions that could not be smoothed or
wished away. Whatever Rome was able to take
from its subject peoples, there was also a
responsibility towards their welfare beyond the
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Roman fortresses, forts and roads, AD 43-60
' .

Note: not all forts could have been occupled
at the same Sme of in full strength

OCEANUS
GERMANICUS

16



17



E

S

imgomin & i o s S i ol

-

It — —— "-—m‘u > Cakys Lanimn _“_

g, et Lpgptin 12 i nhub“
'I—-MG_I.HH!\II-WM




- &
e il i g —33 almnd=-Swinz) Bt ooty
-
» B -
Sy - = e 3 B s N u .
2
4
-
R [N i
-
e as 3 . i . N .
[y - it ) s R - Yi'a
. N B (
E i i . ol
& ]
LL it Salb-aln o ( (A R l it
a o » -
L
) i
-. N "
{ = - I . o
5y - S . ety
P
bt ot ¢ o6 bkt i
>
aartla ) (OSH) e
.
. .- - - x . - -
B m 2 . s A0 e
-
-t e
A. M - 1]
-
- . . - . me v
& a g P PR AR
I . -
3 - a
R s B e il .
-
nmma® Fos
Eo wd I Y -
oy H .l i
o A N ol -
B - t b = 19 s
B ' 8l N e T £ TR e
o 2 1>
o St B TS0 i 3 .
- ' - v @ - LA
b & =3 o » o i B ]
b w
. 0 - R -
B b b

e .
S e

PE—
3
& . 1. N
la
= —_ . -
Fullks Cranlle ) B Py




ﬂi «Alses dimpupli d&n—ﬂh
£ dlin= H.!h . U ag L=y o

mumdmdmhﬂmmmwm
ﬂﬁ—aﬂdh—-hhﬁﬁ&héﬂb ‘

THE WAL th
h:—:hnia%m_ﬁ—m

w— duﬁ—mh—d;-rb . s
Amms Uil the sal-at i imi el Cscrtin, bl

“bh’ﬂr&d!ﬂmdh}wlﬁlﬁg
hﬁhnﬁ-l—dhqﬂﬂbua&dﬂr_q&d

. il alyn e, and e
A, de ‘mils e _'l'dd ufmddﬁ'ﬂlm ‘
ol b it - o (ke themiom wea e by sidih
M-h-.:d-yén

2o RS 155 dhw':ﬁ.—tn il ymmns it W‘Wl' e

[ Gri-ulin omilicing,, ‘agmm)(SLAZ 2k
-r- ai-n-.u. ma—up«-rm;,u-u'
deml! n.ﬁ;—ﬂ“&ﬂh mrel IIHLL.-& .i.it_l.o‘;-aqf_ﬂ

!hh-

‘m‘ .|_ m"' _“ — ‘
gl ﬁd)uﬂdhwh“du '
ol . -ﬁhbﬂlmhﬂmﬁm.. 5




THE IMPERIAL GOVERNOR

When we first meet Caius Suetonius Paulinus, he was
already a successful leader of armies and the vigorous
administrator of vast provinces. Having been a praetor (AD
40), he then served as the governor of Mauretania in North
Africa (AD 41), where he gained experience of fighting ‘small
wars’ and of mountainous terrain. The rebellion there had
come about because Caius Caligula had capriciously
executed its client king Ptolemaios (AD 39), son of Iuba II
and Cleopatra Selene (Marcus Antonius’ daughter), who
had been placed on the throne by Augustus (Pliny Historia
Naturalis 5.11). Apparently, as he sought to hunt down the
rebel tribesmen, Suetonius Paulinus was the first Roman
general to lead soldiers across the High Atlas and deep into
the Sahara (Pliny Historia Naturalis 5.1).

We have no clue what Suetonius Paulinus did during the
following decade or so. A reasonable guess is that he had
once commanded legio XIIII Gemina, which would make
a high-sounding name for itself during the suppression of
the Boudiccan rebellion. If so, this implies that he was
already in Britannia when he was appointed governor, the
province’s fifth, to replace Quintus Veranius Nepos quickly,
who had suddenly died in office (AD 58). Leastways, his
appointment was clearly intended to continue the
expansion begun under his predecessor, who is alleged to
have boasted outrageously in his will that he could have
laid the province of Britannia at Nero’s feet within three years (Tacitus
Annales 14.29.2). Suetonius Paulinus’ previous experience in the wilderness
of North Africa was probably the main reason for his appointment, since
operations in Britannia were now largely against the two chief tribes of what
is now Wales, the Silures in the south and the Ordovices in the north.

From his appointment as governor, Suetonius Paulinus had two successful
seasons in the field. ‘Could he produce victories to match the retaking of
Armenia?’ asks Tacitus with Delphic ambiguity. Epigram is probably not the
best vehicle by which to convey the truth, but it seems that the historian is
claiming that the governor was driven by jealously of the foremost of his
contemporaries, the great Cnaeus Domitius Corbulo (cos. AD 39), conqueror
of the desert heights of the Armenian borderland. Domitius Corbulo is the
only senatorial commander of our period to be mentioned in Frontinus’
Strategemata, and not just once but in five separate anecdotes (2.9.5, 4.1.21,
28,2.3,7.2). Muscular of body, eloquent of speech, and a tough disciplinarian,
he looked every inch the part (Tacitus Annales 13.8.3). However, Nero became
jealous of him and he was obliged to fall on his sword, which he did with
great aplomb, his last words being ‘I have it coming!’ (Cassius Dio 63.17.6).
With that the rugged old campaigner disappears from history with a laconic
final flourish (AD 67). Leastwise, despite having failed to impress Frontinus,
who himself was to serve as a governor of the province, as Tacitus says,
Suetonius Paulinus was ‘Corbulo’s rival in military science, as in popular talk
— which makes everybody compete’ (Annales 14.29.3), and he had all-
consuming ambition for a spectacular conquest in Britannia, which will be
examined presently.

Re-enactor garbed as a Celtic
woman, archaeological open
day Bobigny, Seine-Saint-Denis
(September 2003). Body
decoration was associated

in the Graeco-Roman world
with savagery, and hence the
enduring stereotype of the
Britons going into battle naked
and exposing their painted
bodies. The earliest account

of this practice is by Caesar,
writing of his second visit to
the island, and parallels with
the Scythians suggest intricate
curlicue patterns of lines over
the exposed body surface.
(Fields-Carre Collection)
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And just a final note. Two future governors of the province served under
Suetonius Paulinus in Britannia, soldiers both, namely Quintus Petilius Cerialis,
commander, legatus legionis, of legio VIIII Hispana, and Cnaeus lulius
Agricola as a senior military tribune, #ribunus laticlavius, believed to have been
awarded this commission by the governor himself. We do not know exactly in
which legion he served in, but a case could be made for legio II Augusta, nor
does Tacitus record any direct personal involvement by Agricola in the
squashing of the rebellion, but his skill as a writer certainly leaves the reader
with the impression Agricola had been involved. Anyway, as these two military
gentlemen have a part to play in our story, we shall be meeting them again.

LEFT

Monumentul de la Adamklissi
metope XXVIII (Istanbul,
Arkeoloji Muzesi, inv. 1434 T).
Here we see two bareheaded
and unarmoured legionaries
dressed in tunics and wearing
focalis. The wearing of the
gladius, with its distinctive
pommel and handgrip, high
on the left hip, the orthodox
position, suggests they are
centurions. Although a little
beyond our period of study (it
dates to the early years of the
2nd century Ap), the centurions
who fought in the Boudiccan
rebellion would have been
none too dissimilar. (Fields-
Carre Collection)

RIGHT

Reconstruction of a ‘cut-down’
style scutum in use by Augustus’
time, interior view (Caerleon,
National Roman Legion
Museum). Here we see the
reinforcing, which consists of a
framework of wooden strips
glued or pegged into place. Also
visible is the horizontal
handgrip, which sits safely
behind the metallic boss. Full-
size reconstructions such as this
one weigh in the order of 5.5kg.
(Fields-Carre Collection)
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RIGHT

Iron swords from La Tene.
Tacitus (Agricola 36.1) describes
the British swords as long,
blunt-ended, and unsuited to
fighting in a confined space or
at close quarters. The target
areas for such a weapon were
the head, shoulders (if visible),
the right arm and the left leg.
Perhaps surprisingly they were
worn on the right-hand side,
hanging from a waist-belt of
metal chain or leather, which
passed through a suspension
loop on the back of the
scabbard. It is in fact fairly easy
to draw even a long blade from
this position — Roman
legionaries, likewise, wore their
swords on the right. (Ancient
Art & Architecture)

BOTTOM

Celtic double-edged sword
with scabbard (New York,
Metropolitan Museum of Art,
inv. 1999.94 a-d), mid 1st-
century 8c. Found in
Ballyshannon, County Donegal.
The exquisitely worked copper
alloy hilt terminates in a
modelled head of a warrior. His
arms and legs are V-shaped,
hands and feet round knobs,
body three turned ring
mouldings. This anthropoid hilt
was probably intended to
enhance the power of the
owner and serve as a talisman
in battle. The blade, now
amalgamated with the copper
alloy scabbard, is 50cm in
length and of iron. (PHGCOM)

outdoor life, men who could get along very well on poor rations and skimpy
equipment, bands of free tribesmen, who, as they always seem to be in history,
were fit, agile and extremely belligerent men with a positive taste for fighting.
Like all tribal warriors, they were shrewd, quick-witted, wary, cunning, and
ready for all emergencies, and while there was no attempt at discipline, their
courage was tempestuous, excitable, self-conscious. We should remember that
only an adolescent without wife or children would leap into battle careless of
his fate.

So much for the generalities. In the early encounters of Celt and Roman,
even though the bulk of a Celtic army fought on foot, it was the chariot that
roused the curiosity of the Romans. ‘In warfare they use chariots’, so says
Strabo (4.5.2). Pulled by two yoked horses and driven by skilled charioteers,
it appears that the main use of the war chariot was for causing panic. The
charioteers, who normally sat rather than stood, would drive their light-
framed vehicles against the enemy lines in a rush, sparring and skirmishing,
the accompanying warriors scattering javelins at they did so, and this,
coupled with the mere speed and noise of the dashing chariots, would be
enough to unsettle the opposition. Tacitus, during the retelling of the battle
of Mons Graupius, says that prior to the general engagement ‘the flat space
between the two armies was taken up by the noisy manoeuvring of the
charioteers’ (Agricola 35.3). Once this initial stage had been accomplished,
the warriors dismounted from the chariots and, in true ‘Homeric’ style,
fought on foot, while the charioteers kept the chariots at the ready to
effect, if necessary, a speedy retreat, as admirably described by Caesar
(Bellum Gallicum 5.1).
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It was Diodoros who noted that the tribes of Britain ‘used charicts
as tradition tells us the old Greek heroes did in the Trojan War’
(5.21.5). Admittedly, Diodoros was on the lookout for Homeric
parallels in Celtic society, and his account is somewhat
anachronistic and admitted to be based upon hearsay. Despite
this, however, Diodoros’ statement can be expanded and
elucidated upon by referring to the source from which it
probably came, Caesar’s commentarii. Caesar had a keen eye for
the extraordinary, and his own description of British charioteers
in action presents a marvellous picture of their skill and agility:

In chariot fighting the Britons begin by riding all over the field hurling
javelins, and generally the terror inspired by the horses and the noise
of the wheels are sufficient to throw their opponents’ ranks into
disorder. Then, after making their way between the cavalry squadrons
they jump down from their chariots and engage on foot. In the
meantime their charioteers retire a short distance from the battle and
place the chariots in such a position that their warriors, if hard
pressed by numbers, have an easy means of retreat to their own lines.

Thus they combine the mobility of cavalry with the staying power of
infantry; and by daily training and practice they attain such

proficiency that even on a steep incline they are able to control the

horses at a full gallop, and to check and turn them in a moment.

They can run along the chariot pole, stand on the yoke, and get back

into the chariot as quick as lightning.

Caesar Bellum Gallicum 4.33

There is of course the problem whether the author meant their own
cavalry squadrons or those of the enemy, though equitum turmes in all
likelihood refers to the enemy cavalry. For example, Livy (10.28-30),
although he provides no details, tells us that at Sentinum (295 BC) the
Senonian Gauls deployed 1,000 chariots, and these counterattacked and
routed the Roman cavalry, which was pursuing the broken Gallic cavalry of
the right flank. The chariots then pursued in turn, following the routed
Roman cavalry into the ranks of the Roman infantry. Seeing the legionaries
thus disordered, the Gallic infantry charged and pushed the Romans back.
Likewise, Tacitus tells us that at the zenith of the fighting at Mons Graupius
(AD 83) the Roman cavalry squadrons ‘had routed the war chariots’ (Agricola
36.2). Besides, if Caesar’s chariot warriors are infiltrating their own cavalry,
whom are they supposed to be fighting? Celtic chariots were certainly not
designed to crash through the opposition, and one of their main weaknesses
was the vulnerability of the horses that drew them, such large targets being
an easy prey to those armed with missile weapons (e.g. Cassius Dio 60.20.3).
On the contrary, one of their preferred ploys was probably the feigned retreat,
to draw off small parties of the enemy who could then be tackled by the
chariot warriors leaping down to fight hand to hand.

In Caesar’s vivid description, only the running out along the chariot pole
is non-Homeric. However, the Celtic chariot was open-fronted, thereby
enabling the chariot warrior to perform such acrobatic feats. The Homeric
chariot, as far as we can tell, had a cab enclosed on three sides, made up of
a heat-bent wooden frame which probably stood at waist height or
thereabouts. Evidence for the Celtic chariot is derived from pictorial

Battersea shield (London,
British Museum, inv. 225a),
dredged from the bed of the
Thames at Battersea Bridge
(1857), dated c. 350-50 BC.
Being both too short (<0.9m
long) and too flimsy to offer
reasonable protection, this
shield (facing), with its brazen
polish and scarlet glass, had no
place on the battlefield and
was probably meant for
flamboyant display. Consisting
of restless, swelling patterns
and gaudy enamelling, the
spectacular decoration is
typically in the La Tene style.
(Werner Forman Archive)
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To judge from his silence, chariots were no longer in fashion when Caesar
was busy conquering Gaul, and he was somewhat surprised to find them still
in use by the tribes of Britannia, a surprise that engendered the
aforementioned little sketch. As their prowess and agility as horsemen
increased, so the Gauls gradually gave up the chariot. In Britannia, on the
other hand, we shall meet them again alongside Boudicca, though at the final
battle Tacitus refers to only one chariot — that of Boudicca herself — but
Cassius Dio implies (62.12.3, 4) they were still used in numbers — and of
course Tacitus’ father-in-law would meet chariots again in large numbers
when he faced the Caledonii at Mon Graupius (Agricola 35.3, cf. 12.1).

If we return to Diodoros, we are offered by him a description of the possible
tactical role of the Celtic chariot as was earlier used by the tribes of Gaul:

LEFT

Waterloo helmet (London,
British Museum), dredged
from the bed of the Thames at
Waterloo Bridge (early 1860s),
dated c. 150-50 Bc. Made from
sheet bronze, the helmet is
held together with bronze
rivets. It remains the only
helmet to be found in southern
Britain, and it is the only Iron
Age helmet with horns to be
found anywhere in Europe.
Horns are often a symbol of
the gods. (Michel Wal)

BOTTOM

Mouth of a Celtic carnyx
(Edinburgh, Museum of
Scotland), found in a peat

bog near Deskford, Banffshire
(1916), and dated to the
mid-1st century Ap. Wrought
in sheet bronze, it is in the
manner of a stylized boar’s
head. The modern
reconstruction (shown right)
has ears and mane rather

like those depicted on the
Gundestrop cauldron or on the
Arc de Triomphe, Orange, and
the original, when found, still
retained a movable wooden
tongue, which no doubt added
to the cacophony when the
instrument was blown. Its eyes
would have been of brightly
coloured enamel. (Fields-Carre
Collection)
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Legions were probably in the order of 5,000 men strong (all ranks) and
composed of Roman citizens, for citizenship was a qualification for entry into
a legion. Legionaries were mostly volunteers, drawn initially from Italy
(especially the north), but increasingly from the provinces. As the 1st century
AD progressed, many recruits in the west were coming from the Iberian
provinces, Gallia Narbonensis, and Noricum, and in the east from the Greek
cities of Macedonia and Asia Minor. Thus by the end of the century the
number of Italians serving in the legions was small. Statistics based on
nomenclature and the origins of individuals show that of all the legionaries
serving in the period from Augustus to Caligula, some 65 per cent were
Italians, while in the period from Claudius to Nero this figure was 48.7 per
cent, dropping even further to 21.4 per cent in the period from Vespasian to
Trajan. Thereafter, the contribution of Italians to the manpower of the legions
was negligible, individual volunteers preferring service in the more prestigious
and much more lucrative Praetorian Guard (Webster 1979: 108). It must be
emphasized, however, that these statistics represent all legionaries in the
empire. In reality, there was a dichotomy in recruitment patterns between the
western and eastern provinces, with legions in the west drawing upon Gaul,
Iberia, and northern Italy, while those stationed in the east, as we witnessed
with legio III Gallica, very quickly harnessed the local resources of manpower.

Legions consisted of ten cohorts (cobortes), with six centuries (centuriae)
of 80 men in each cohort — just after our period of study, from AD 70 or
thereabouts, the first cohort (cobors prima), the most senior, would be of
double strength, that is five centuries of 160 hand-picked men. Commanded
by a centurion (centurio) and his second in command (optio), a standard
century (centuria) was divided into ten eight-man subunits (contubernia), each
contubernium sharing a tent on campaign and pair of rooms in a barrack
block, eating, sleeping and fighting together. Much like small units in today’s
regular armies, this state of affairs tended to foster a tight bond between
‘messmates’ (contubernales). Male bonding would explain why many soldiers
(milites) preferred to serve their entire military career in the ranks despite the
opportunities for secondment as beneficarii to specialized tasks or for

LEFT

Reconstruction of a ‘cut-down’
style scutum in use by Augustus’
time, exterior view (Caerleon,
National Roman Legion
Museum). The face was
decorated with the unit’s
insignia — either in applied
panels or painted - as Tacitus
(Historiae 3.23.2) makes clear
in his description of Second
Cremona. However, it is not
clear whether the entire legion
shared a common shield device,
or whether each cohort was
distinguished in some way,
perhaps by colour. For re-
enactors, at least, the stylized
wing, thunderbolt and
lightning-flash design, the
emblem of luppiter, is most
popular. (Fields-Carre
Collection)

RIGHT

Low-cut relief decorating a
column base from the principia
of Mainz-Mogontiacum
showing an auxiliary
infantryman with oval

clipeus and Coolus helmet
(Mainz, Mittelrheinisches
Landesmuseum). As well as

a lancea in his right hand, he
carries two spares in his left.
This fighting man was in no
way inferior to a legionary,
despite his non-citizen status,
and certainly not lightly
equipped. Note the detail

of his caligae. (Fields-Carre
Collection)
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held no independent command in the legion, but had already experienced
leadership as a commander of an auxiliary infantry unit and thus was in a
position to offer (if asked) the legate some practical advice on the handling and
disposition of auxiliary forces in his command area. Equally, the legionary
tribune would have the chance to see a legion in action from within, which
would stand him in good stead when (or if) he went on to further commands,
such as a commander of an auxiliary cavalry unit.

Full-size manikin of an

auxiliary cavalryman
(Cirencester, Corinium
Museum). A characteristic
feature of cavalry helmets is the
extension of the cheek guards
to cover the ears, commonly
shaped as simulated ears. The
model is also wearing a Gallic-
type mail shirt with shoulder
cape. Note the spatha, a sword
type based on the La Tene
sword, which hangs at the right
hip. (Fields-Carre Collection)
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Trained to the same exacting standards of discipline as the legions, the men
were long-service professionals like the legionaries and served in units that
were equally permanent. Recruited from a wide range of warlike peoples who
lived just within or on the periphery of Roman control, with Gauls, Thracians
and Germans in heavy preponderance, the auxilia were freeborn non-citizens,
peregrini, who, at least from the time of Claudius, received full Roman
citizenship after 16 years of honourable service. This also included the grant
of conubium, the right to formally marry women who were not citizens,
which was to have far-reaching effects on the rapid spread of citizenship in
the provinces. Auxiliaries, however, were still expected to serve 25 years
under arms, and by the time of Trajan citizenship and discharge became
coincidental.

Tacitus tells us that the Batavi, on the lower Rhine, paid no taxes at all, but
‘reserved for battle, they are like weapons and armour, only to be used in war’
(Germania 29.1). From him (Historiae 1.59.1, 2.27.2, 66.2, 4.12.3, 15.1, cf.
Annales 2.8, 11) we hear of eight cobortes, which served in Britannia, and one
ala, some 4,500 warriors from the tiny region of Batavia serving Rome at any

Roman auxiliary cavalry
re-enactor (Roman Army
Tactics, Scarborough Castle,
August 2007), wearing a replica
spatha. This modern replica
gives a good idea of the longer,
slimmer swords used by
cavalrymen. It required only
one hand - vitally important
when you are perched on the
back of a horse - and surviving
blades range from ¢.65 to
91.5cm in length with a width
usually of under 4.4cm.
Pommel, handgrip and guard
were generally similar to
gladius types. (David Friel)
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Annales 12.36, 40). Confronting friend and foe with cunning military schemes,
seductive wiles, and ruthlessness, she was a conniving queen worthy of Irish
vernacular tradition. Anyway, during the rebellion Cartimandua remained
steadfast in her loyalty to Rome and thus did not throw in her lot with
Boudicca. Some would say because Boudicca irritated Cartimandua in a way
that only a female rival can irritate another female. This may be so, but
Cartimandua was plausibly promised more wealth and power. Others say that
the two were related, but there is no evidence to support this. As ever the real
weakness was tribalism. ‘Rarely will two or three tribes confer to repulse a
common danger’, muses Tacitus. ‘Accordingly they fight individually and are
collectively conquered’ (Agricola 12.1). For the Boudiccan rebellion his
comments certainly ring true.

The Iceni had revolted once before. The occasion was when Publius Ostorius
Scapula, never a man to hesitate in the face of peril, had threatened to disarm
them, along with others, but this was bound to come about eventually, since
civilians were forbidden to carry arms, except hunting weapons, within the
empire. More pertinently, Ostorius Scapula, who had just taken up his
appointment as governor, the province’s second, had to deal with the serious
emergency in the west created by Caratacus. Thus his main objective here was
to reduce the southern and eastern tribes to dumb acquiescence until Caratacus
had been squashed. The Iceni, ‘a tough people who had never been crushed in
war’ (Tacitus Annales 12.31.2), would have been especially angered by the
disarming policy of the new governor since they had never given the Romans
cause for concern and were indeed, up to that point, their allies, a voluntary act
that had come to pass ostensibly under the previous governor, Aulus Plautius.

The Wetwang chariot
reconstruction by the
Somerset wheelwright,
Robert Hurford. He cleverly
devised a suspension system
that employed two sets of
flexible ash wood arches from
which hung thongs of braided
rawhide. This arrangement
suspended a strapwork riding
platform, which was attached
to the chassis below it by
flexible leather straps. The
traction power was provided
by two yoked horses, a Section
A Welsh Pony (Nugget) and a
Dartmoor cross (Fudge), both
with a wither height of more
or less 112cm. (Photograph
courtesy of Mike Loades)








































DESTRUCTION OF THE TEMPLE (pp. 52-53)

To her people Boudicca probably said she wanted the Romans
to feel that this was a real war. Such a statement would not be
surprising to those who knew this queen from the land of the
Iceni and who knew of her ordeal with the Romans. Such a
woman as Boudicca was one who hated Romans because they
were the ones who had forced her and her people into a
condition of barbarous and bloody warfare.

A focus of hatred among the Britons would have been the
colonia at Colchester-Camulodunum, the veterans there
habitually mistreating the Trinovantian locals. The temple of
Claudius also attracted unwonted anger, because it was seen as
a symbol of oppression and abuse, the ‘blatant stronghold of
alien rule’, as Tacitus (Annales 14.31.3) was to call it. As the
temple was dedicated to the deified Claudius it could not have
been built before his death in AD 54 (Fishwick 1972: 164). The
actual phrasing used by Tacitus, templum divo Claudio
constitutum, must mean that the temple had not been
consecrated, but only decreed by the Senate. Yet some sort of
edifice was standing in the year of the rebellion since the
veterans used its massive walls for their last stand. So it seems
reasonable to speculate that it was under construction (1).
Nonetheless, it would have been an imposing creation, even
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half completed. By itself the extant temple podium is
impressive, measuring as it does some 32 by 24.4m, and its
width would have allowed for a colonnade with eight columns,
rising to a height of 9m. It would have stood in a walled precinct
160 by 180m. It was here that the veterans of Colchester-
Camulodunum were to hold out for two days.

We see here the state of affairs at the close of the second day. As
the flames lick the evening sky the black smoke mixes and
blends with the red glow of sunset and fire. After two days
decaying human and animal flesh would have caused a stench
that would reach those in the temple, huddled together like
sheep frightened by a wolf. The hungry fire could not purify the
colonia, and the foul odour of rotting offal and burning flesh
was a constant reminder to the refugees in the temple of the
extent of the destruction of their homes and the desecration of
their places of work and recreation. In the beleaguered temple
itself, poor sanitation causes foul smells, and swarms of flies. The
intensifying heat is beginning to asphyxiate, and the proud but
pitiful defence (2) is about to be bludgeoned into the ground by
a seething mass of warriors. The Britons (3) pour into the
precinct, no pity in them for the pathetic opposition, only anger
that the veterans had lasted so long.



At Colchester-Camulodunum the rebels destroyed the
colonia in the first rush, and in the second wiped out the
defenders after a two-day siege of the barricaded temple.
The destruction of the detested colonia was total: it was
burnt to the ground and the population, regardless of
age or sex, wiped out by means of crucifixion, hanging,
fire and the blade. The layer of scorched debris created
by the sack has been labelled the ‘Boudiccan destruction
horizon’ by the archaeologists; a reddish-brown ash
consisting mainly of incinerated wattle-and-daub
peppered with molten glass, broken tile and blackened
pottery. It is the only physical evidence of the savage
rebellion, though an earlier military cemetery just west of
the colonia, with the graves lining the main route to
London-Londinium, was also vandalized.

LONDON-LONDINIUM

London-Londinium was a new town, a Roman creation
founded not long after the conquest, but it had grown to
a thriving entrepot with a population of travellers, traders
and, undoubtedly, Roman functionaries (Tacitus Annales
14.33.1). Whereas Colchester-Camulodunum was a focus
for imperial prestige, this embryonic town was on its way
to becoming what it is now, a city of consumers, of people
who are profoundly civilized but not primarily useful.

Archaeology tells us that the nucleus of the first
settlement lay east of the Walbrook stream, on the
hummock at Cornhill where the road from the Thames
crossing (just upstream of Old London Bridge, the
Medieval crossing point) met two main roads — that to
St Albans-Verulamium (to the north-west), and that to
Colchester-Camulodunum (to the north-east). Just north of this T-junction
was the first forum, a small gravelled open space, now roughly the area of
Leadenhall Market. When all is said and done London-Londinium is
something of a special case. In all probability founded as a supply port — the
settlement also lay at the tidal head of the Thames at that time — the town had
a rectilinear planned street grid, with amenities such as piped water. It was
never a civitas capital, but would become capital of the province and formal
centre of its administration. Exactly when this occurred is uncertain, but the
next procurator was to be buried there (RIB 12).

Having said all that, the first city came to a sudden and dramatic end; as at
Colchester-Camulodunum, the death and destruction at London-Londinium
was absolute. Likewise, archaeologists have identified a ‘Boudiccan destruction
horizon’, and once again the incinerated debris was architectural in character;
like the colonia before it, the town had been thoroughly looted by the rebels.
Be this as it may, one thing archaeology cannot conjure up is the sheer horror
of that ending. Tacitus deals with this with his usual economy of evocative
words: ‘it was the sword, gibbet, fire and cross’ (Annales 14.33.6). It is Cassius
Dio (62.7.2) who provides the gory details, no doubt to tickle his male
readership. The women had their breasts cut off and stuffed into their mouths,

Tombstone of Marcus Favonius
Facilis (Colchester, Colchester
Castle Museum), broken into
two and overturned by the
rebels as they destroyed
Colchester-Camulodunum.
The inscription (RIB 200) tells
us he was a centurio of legio XX.
His body armour is certainly
mail, complete with shoulder
doubling and pteruges, and,

as invariably seen on other
centurions’ tombstones, the
gladius is worn on the left, not
the right as for legionaries. He
wears greaves and carries the
notorious gnarled vine-stick,
vitis, his badge of office.
(Fields-Carre Collection)
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and stakes were thrust lengthwise through their bodies. What bestialities were
performed upon the men are left untold. Anyway, it was probably at this stage
that whatever military plan Boudicca may have had at the outset of her
rebellion vanished in this latest tide of butchery and booty. The bloody events
at London-Londinium must have tipped the balance against Boudicca’s

interests, her followers now fired by thoughts of Roman gold, a life of ease. It
was now only a matter of greed and lust.
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ST ALBANS-VERULAMIUM

Having dealt with London-Londinium and its denizens, Boudicca and her
war host straggled north along what was to be known much later as Watling
Street (Old English Weacelinga Street), now known as the A2 and AS trunk
roads, the major Roman route that stretched from Dover-Portus Dubris to
Wroxeter-Viriconium (Margary 1a to 1h) via a ford of the Thames — perhaps
the river crossing of the invasion army — at present-day Westminster Bridge.
Boudicca’s next victim was to be St Albans-Verulamium. Like the other two,
it had no permanent defences at the time.

Pre-Roman St Albans-Verulamium was known as Verlamion, after the
spelling of the place found on coins of Tasciovanus (r. ¢.15 BC to c. AD 10),
the son or grandson of the celebrated Cassivellaunos, and had served as the
capital of the Catuvellauni. With the arrival of Rome, once an area was
deemed to be sufficiently pacified, a tribal area was handed over to local
administration. In general the Romans preferred to adapt the already existing
politico-social system rather than create something entirely new, a sensible
matter of ‘if it isn’t broke, don’t fix it’. Hence the administrative areas,
civitates, in Britannia were loosely based on pre-Roman tribal territories.
Naturally each civitas required an administrative centre and, accordingly,
Mediterranean-style towns were deliberately founded, civitas capitals, on sites
of pre-existing tribal capitals or newly formed settlements outside Roman
military installations. St Albans-Verulamium belonged to the former category.

The Roman town was small, extending only over 8ha, a size comparable
with other contemporary towns. At St Albans the ‘Boudiccan destruction
horizon’ consists of the same architectural detritus and ash found at
Colchester and London. However, it differs in the absence of any caches of
coins or carbonized cereal deposits, so it has been postulated that the
inhabitants, having expected the worse, had time to remove themselves and
their portable wealth to places of safety before the rebels arrived.
Nonetheless, it too, once teeming with provincial life, was at this time a
blackened desolation haunted by hungry dogs. Boudicca left the wasted
town of St Albans-Verulamium at the height of her power and success.

Tacitus estimated deaths at the three provincial towns at 70,000, both

‘Roman citizens and other friends of Rome’ (Annales 14.33.4), but in view
of the relatively small size of the places involved, the figure seems rather
exaggerated. Moreover, apart from old crones and withered men, those no
one had any use for or who were too crippled to walk, a great many of
the populace probably fled before death and destruction was brought
down upon them. Cassius Dio offers a similar figure but more drama.
Having just related a rather bizarre tale about Nero’s prizewinning lyre
playing, he writes: “While this sort of child’s play was going on at Rome,
a terrible disaster occurred in Britannia. Two cities were sacked, 80,000
of the Romans and their allies perished, and the island was lost to Rome’
(62.1.1). Anyone who chooses may quarrel with these figures. Nobody
will ever get an exact body count, because the records are just not
available — not as a modern historian understands the expression. The
claims of our two ancient authors are obviously somewhat overstated,
yet they are not too far from the truth nonetheless. According to a third,
Suetonius (Nero 18, cf. 39.1), the crisis had almost persuaded the
emperor to abandon his province as not being worth a fig. Had Boudicca
won, the hated Romans would have been driven out of Britannia.

Tombstone of Longinus
Sdapeze (Colchester,
Colchester Castle Museum),
which was smashed into six
main pieces by the rebels and
dumped face down. The
inscription (RIB 201) tells us he
was a Thracian from Sardica
(Sofia, Bulgaria), hence the neat
conjunction of both native and
Roman name, and serving as a
duplicarius of ala | Thracum
when he died, aged 40, after 15
years' service — an older recruit
than was usual. His sculptured
face was found in 1996 and
since restored to its rightful
place. (Fields-Carre collection)
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Druids revered natural spirits, including trees, and believed in rebirth. They
were an intellectual elite, dedicated to philosophic enquiry and the pursuit of
nature’s secrets. They were also society’s arbiters and appeasers, guardians of
tribal traditions and administrators of tribal law, gurus who saw their role as
expert witnesses or objective, disinterested observers. To be brief, the Druids
appear to have been the caretakers of whatever knowledge - from sorcery to
science — their people possessed (Diodoros 5.31.2, 4-5, Caesar Bellum
Gallicum 6.13-14, Strabo 4.4.4-5, Ammianus Marcellinus 15.9.4-8). They
also practised human sacrifice. Because of this (for the record), and because

TOP

The White Tower, Tower

of London, the stark squat
fortress first raised by William
the Conqueror (r. 1066-87).

A century or so later, the Coeur
de Lion (r. 1189-99) enclosed
this impressive tower of stone
with a moat and curtain wall,
utilizing parts of the old Roman
city wall to the east in the
circuit. However, at the time

of Boudicca's unforeseen visit,
London-Londinium had no
walls. (Ancient Art &
Architecture)

BOTTOM

Marble Arch, with the southern
terminus of the Edgware Road
just beyond, which forms part
of the route of Watling Street
through London. To the casual
pedestrian trundling by, this
London high street might

not seem like a particularly
noteworthy spot. But
aficionados of Roman Britain
know that this was once the
road by which Boudicca and
her blood-bloated, loot-laden
host exited London-Londinium
headed for St Albans-
Verulamium. (Alexandre Mallet)
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Suetonius Paulinus in Wales, AD 58-60
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of the most favourable climate conditions in north Wales, may rightly be
regarded as the local breadbasket, and thus a key to control of the area.
Secondly, it contained mineral resources, notably copper, the exploitation of
which is more often a factor influencing Roman strategy than is usually
admitted — tin and copper smelted together to make a third element, finer,
stronger more beautiful than either, burnished bronze with which to make
helmets. Radiocarbon dating has confirmed the mining of copper on the island
as early ¢.2000-1700 BC. In addition, as mentioned previously, Tacitus claims
(Annales 14.29.3) that Suetonius Paulinus had ambitions for spectacular
conquests on the ragged and dangerous frontiers of the empire, being driven,
as he was, by jealously of the foremost of his contemporaries, Domitius
Corbulo. Thus Suetonius Paulinus was presented with another, albeit very
personal, reason for launching this arduous attack upon Anglesey-Mona.

Let us get back to the governor. Suetonius Paulinus had spent two, gruelling
years on the reduction of north Wales, finally isolating Anglesey-Mona, where,
in grim sacred groves, ‘altars were drenched with human blood and entrails’
(Tacitus Annales 14.30.3). His force consisted of two legions, XIIII Gemina
and XX, and supporting auxiliaries of unknown numbers, though we may
guess the infantry contingent included some cobortes of Batavi — as mentioned
before, in Britannia eight cobortes of Batavi were attached to legio XIIII
Gemina, and were to depart with it in AD 67 as part of Nero’s planned
expedition to the Caucasus, which never materialized (Tacitus Historiae 1.6.4,
59.1,66.2,2.27.2,4.12.3, 15.1). We may guess too that the cavalry contingent
included the ala of Batavi, ‘a picked cavalry force specially trained for
amphibious operations’ (Tacitus Historiae 4.12.4). In his version of events
that followed, Tacitus tells us that the governor ferried the infantry ‘across the
treacherous shallows’ in flat-bottomed boats, while the cavalry used fords,
‘some troopers swimming beside their mounts’ (Annales 14.29.4). Presumably
the Romans crossed during the slack tide. At its narrowest point, the Menai
Strait, as it is now called, is about 400m wide. However, it is flushed by a
strong tidal flow and peppered with quicksands and whirlpools.
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Menai Strait, Anglesey, as
viewed from west of the
Britannia Bridge and the
Nelson Memorial. The strait
varies in width from 400m to
1,100m (south-western end),
narrowing to about 500m in
its middle reaches and then
broadens again to 900m
(north-eastern end). The
differential tides at its two
ends cause strong currents
to flow in both directions
through the strait at different
times, creating treacherous
conditions. Allin all, a
hazardous crossing at the best
of times without a bridge.
(Andrew Dixon)
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Low-cut relief decorating a
column base from the principia
of Mainz-Mogontiacum
showing a legionary in
marching order and an optio
(Mainz, Mittelrheinisches
Landesmuseum). To help run
his century, a centurio was
assisted by a second in
command, an optio, so named
because under the Republic
centuriones ‘adopted’ their own
optiones (adoptandum, Varro de
lingua Latina 5.91, Festus
201.23). Here we clearly see the
‘badge of office’ of an optio, a
stout staff (hastile), which was
extremely useful in forcing the
men back into line, the optio
traditionally standing at the
rear of his century. (Fields-Carre
Collection)
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The defenders resorted to magic to frighten and weaken the barbarous
invaders. Wild women - ‘in robes of deathly black and with dishevelled hair’
- madly danced, screaming and cursing, through the ranks of gathered warriors
and brandished flaming firebrands to warm their fierce menfolk to the searing
heat of battle. There too were the Druids, raising their arms skyward and
calling down hideous hexes upon the heads of the Romans. Tacitus continues,
saying that many of the Romans stood watching fearfully, ‘their limbs
trembling in terror’ (Amnales 14.30.1). Legionaries were every bit as
superstitious as their Celtic enemies, and even the hard-bitten veterans among
them must have looked both at the occupied beach opposite and the swirling
surf they must cross and debated their chances of success. There comes always
a moment, whether of fright, fury, confidence warranted or mistaken, when
the first move is made, the definitive one. It was at this moment that Suetonius
Paulinus rode amongst them, chiding them for their unfounded fears and
reminding them of their duty as soldiers of Rome. The tautness released, the
legionaries fought their way ashore. The opposition was wiped out, either cut
down by the sword or engulfed in the flames of their own torches, and there
followed a deliberate policy of suppression and destruction. The sacred groves
were hacked down, and in doing so, a way of life was destroyed.

But Britannia was reluctant to yield her laurels, instead she offered
rebellion. The slaughter was hardly over when a fast courier bearing news
of the destruction of Colchester-Camulodunum reached the governor.
Modern estimates reckon that imperial dispatch riders probably averaged
about 50 Roman miles (¢.75km) a day on routine journeys, as opposed to
the 20 Roman miles of the legions at a steady slog on good roads. Because
of the necessity to construct marching camps before nightfall, and they never
encamped for the night without such temporary security around them,
legions on campaign tended not to move with great celerity. As the
governor’s competitor in the glory game, Domitius Corbulo, is reported to
have said, ‘the entrenching tool (dolabra) was the weapon with which to
beat the enemy’ (Frontinus Strategemata 4.7.2). As well as making and
striking camp, there were the additional chores of unpacking and packing
kit, foddering and bedding animals, cooking one’s own meal, and so on and
so forth. Anyway, for the governor’s men, London-Londinium was some 250
Roman miles away.

THE BATTLE

Breaking off his Anglesey-Mona campaign, Suetonius Paulinus
hastened south-east with a small mounted escort. Both Tacitus
(Annales 14.33.1) and Cassius Dio (62.8.1) say that he moved
fast. He managed to reached London-Londinium in safety, and
initially he considered the possibility of saving the town, which
meant he had not ordered his army to concentrate elsewhere at
the time. However, after due consideration, Suetonius Paulinus
decided, in the terse words of Tacitus (Annales 14.33.2), to save
the province by abandoning London-Londinium to its fate — his
assessment of the situation turned out to be canny albeit callous
- and, as Boudicca’s forces snowballed south-westwards, he and
his escort clattered north-westwards to rejoin the army on its long
march down Watling Street.



Tacitus set little value upon topography as an aid to understanding
military events, yet he is uncommonly precise about the terrain on which the
battle with the Britons was fought, saying that Suetonius Paulinus picked a
spot surrounded by wooded slopes, with a narrow entrance that was
protected in the rear by a primitive forest, dense with undergrowth. Thus
firmly positioned, the governor had no fear of being suddenly attacked from
the flanks or the rear. The Britons, he knew, could approach from the front.

Despite these details, however, and they almost certainly came from an
eyewitness account of Agricola, then serving under Suetonius Paulinus as a
tribune (Agricola 5.1), Tacitus gives no clues about the actual whereabouts
of this the battleground he has described so well. No doubt faithfully
preserving the information of his beloved father-in-law, unfortunately for us
he has pruned it to the point of obscurity. Even if we appeal to witnesses who
are still with us, namely river, tracks, gradients, forest, from his account the
site is unlocatable. Presumably the governor wanted to entice Boudicca as
far west as possible in order to allow time for his footsore men to draw
breath, and to muster reinforcements and gather supplies. He would not have
advanced too far down Watling Street, especially as he was still expecting to
be joined by a vexillatio of legio Il Augusta coming up from the south-west.

Carroll (1979) suggests a site close to High Cross in Leicestershire, on the
junction of Watling Street and Fosse Way, which would have allowed that
expected vexillatio to rendezvous with the rest of the governor’s army.
Webster (based on the work of Oswald and of Scott) favours Mancetter, a
dormitory of Atherstone in Warwickshire, as the most likely place. According
to him (1999: 97, 111-12), Tacitus’ ‘narrow defile’ (Annales 14.34.2) may
have been one of the several tributary valleys of the river Anker, particularly
that near White Hall Farm north of the hamlet of Hartshill, the forest
protecting the Roman rear having now been reduced to a few patchy woods
on the high ground to the south-west of the river (Monks Park Wood and
Hartshill Hayes Country Park). The floodplain on which Boudicca’s host
gathered may have been the farmland between Atterton, Witherley and Fenny
Drayton, covering an area of around Skm?2.

LEFT

Caliga as worn by a re-enactor of
legio XV Apollinaris. Made of cow
or ox leather, each caliga was cut
out from a one-piece upper,
sewn up at the heel and laced all
the way up the front. To this was
clenched a thin insole and a thick
outer sole, the latter finished
with conical iron hobnails —
evidence from the site of the
Varian disaster suggests 120 per
boot. With their finely cut straps
and weighing a little under 1kg,
caligae were light and supple
and allowed the soldier’s feet to
breathe. (Matthias Kabel)

RIGHT

Re-enactor of legio XV Apollinaris
holding a replica spatha. This
was a long, narrow double-
edged broadsword. The middle
section of the blade was virtually
parallel-edged, but tapered into
a rounded point. It was intended
primarily as a slashing weapon
for use on horseback, the use

of the whole arm allowing

more force to be put into the
downward blow, though the
point could also be used. In our
period, the spatha was still worn
on the right side of the body, as
numerous cavalry tombstones
show, suspended from a waist
belt or baldric whose length
could be adjusted by a row of
metal buttons. (Matthias Kabel)
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The Boudiccan rebellion
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by Boudicca’s great host (though Cassius Dio’s figure of 230,000 is surely
hyperbole), so he forced a frontal assault on his position, which obviously
offered only a short front. This would have prevented Boudicca from bringing
her considerable forces to bear on the waiting Romans. The Britons also had
to do all the jogging and charging up the sharp slope ahead of them, while the
Romans stood silent and fast until the signal to engage. Of course, the
woodland to his rear did mean that retreat was out of the question, but under
the circumstances there was no alternative. It was simply a case of do or die.

As the two contestants arrayed themselves for the coming contest, the two
commanders sought to motivate their respective troops. Boudicca is reputed
to have driven her chariot, with her two daughters, through the ranks of her
followers, stirring up their virility by telling them to ‘win this battle, or perish.
That is what I, a woman, plan to do - let the men live in slavery if they will’
(Tacitus Annales 14.35.3). Boudicca’s speech, brief but dramatic, is certainly
invented by Tacitus to make a point for his Roman audience, not to display
his own rhetorical skill nor to appeal to his dramatic purpose. It is very
different from the long-winded braggadocio given to Boudicca earlier by
Cassius Dio (62.3-5). The remarks of Suetonius Paulinus, again recorded by
our Roman historian, but this time, in all probability, from the recollections
of Agricola whom we assume was present that fateful day, were more brisk
and businesslike:

Ignore the racket made by these savages. There are more women than men in
their ranks. They are not soldiers — they are not even properly equipped. We
have beaten them before and when they see our weapons and feel our spirit,
they will crack. Stick together. Throw the pila, then push forward: knock them
down with your shields and finish them off with your swords. Forget about
booty. Just win and you will have the lot.

Tacitus Annales 14.36.3

Manor House, Mancetter. This
timber-framed manor house,
the original construction dating
from about 1330, is just to the
south-west of the parish church
dedicated to St Peter. Nearby
were found three complete
amphorae and at least three
periods of timber buildings

of a military type. These once
formed part of the vexillation
fortress. Such military
establishments in Britannia
were a particular feature of

the fluid military situation

of AD 43-77. (Photograph
courtesy of Leo Fields)
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BRITISH FORCES
1 War chariots

2 War bands

3 Carts and wagons

ROMAN FORCES
A Legions
(legio XIlll Gemina et vexillatio legio XX)
B Auxiliary cohortes
C Auxiliary alae

SUETONIUS
PAULINUS
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Note: Gridlines are shown at intervals of 1km/0.62miles

BOUDICCA

EVENTS

1 Suetonius Paulinus deploys his army in a defile,
with his flanks and rear protected by forested slopes.
The legions, X/lll Gemina and the vexillatio of XX, are
stationed in the centre, flanked either side by the six
auxiliary cohortes, with the two auxiliary alae out on
the wings.

2 Boudicca relies on her weight of numbers, massing
her keen war bands to steamroller the Roman
position. To their front are the chariots, well spaced
for skirmishing, to their rear, drawn up in a rough
semicircle, the carts and wagons.

3 The chariots open the day’s proceedings by rushing
hither and thither, the warriors onboard hurling
insults and missiles. Next up the war bands, which
surge up the narrowing defile against the waiting
Romans. Having launched their missiles, the Romans
then counterattack with sword and shield.

4 After prolonged and heavy fighting, the Britons
are forced back and compressed against what
has become a barricade of immovable vehicles.
Eventually, Boudicca’s great war host dissolves

in a welter of unsparing bloodletting.

THE BATTLE OF WATLING STREET

The British rebels under Boudicca are decisively defeated by Suetonius Paulinus
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Lunt Roman fort, Baginton near
Coventry, interior view of the
reconstructed east gateway.
After the rebellion, Suetonius
Paulinus ordered the
construction of a chain of
earth-and-timber fortifications,
including that at Lunt. The fort
included many stable blocks in
its internal arrangement, and
the recovery of many artefacts
of an equine nature confirm
the presence of a large number
of horses on the site. (Magnus
Manske)
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Even if invented by Tacitus, these pragmatic words do have basis in fact, as
we shall soon discover.

The Romans, nicely tucked away in their defile, would have watched the
jeering and yapping throng of Britons flood the plain below them, followed
by carts and wagons. As was their custom, the Britons had chariots
accompanying their army. These undoubtedly opened the day’s sanguinary
proceedings by driving furiously up and down the Roman line, wheeling and
turning, the horses beating a direful tattoo with their hooves, the warriors
hurling abuse and javelins at the stony-faced soldiers.

Next the war bands surged forward across the plain and up and into the
narrowing field in a gargantuan head-on assault. The shock factor would be
very important. The shock had to be like a battering ram to crash through the
opposition’s defences, lay its world waste and open it wide to the mercy of
long slashing swords. On they came, in bands of clan and family, men of
every physical type and warrior-like proficiency. And as they came on,
confidently expecting to slice the outnumbered opposition to bloody ribbons,
they were imperceptably channelled into a packed muckle. When the two
sides were just about to lock in bloody embrace, the legionaries discharged
their pila into the oncoming Britons. They then pressed forward into the
sphere of urgent action, battering at the now-lurching enemy with their
shields and doing murderous work with their swords. They had two great
advantages in the contest: greater tactical skill, and position on the defensive,
by which they escaped any disorder caused by advancing uphill, unlike their
undisciplined adversaries.

With the Romans now becoming the attacking party, Tacitus makes it seem
relatively easy and quickly over, the legionaries hitting the promiscuous host
with pile-driver force, shattering it to pieces, and with that victory perching on
the shoulder of the Roman governor. Seemingly, Suetonius Paulinus, like
Tacitus in his account, made short work of Boudicca, yet another classic case
of tribal sundry facing trained soldiers, the unwieldy against the compact,
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