Using the evidence given above answer the following question.  How reliable are these sources for an historian studying the causes of the Boudican Rebellion (60AD)

· Who wrote it? Where do their loyalties lie?

· 1  Tacitus-wants to make Romans look good, especially Agricola

· 2  Cassius Dio-Unlike Tactitus was slightly more anti-Roman

· 3  Paul Seeley-historian who would try to make an even 

· 4  D.R. Dudley-Historian who is writing a book, would try to be even

· 5  Accurate reconstruction

· When was it written?  How long from incident?

· 1  At the time-was up to date with the goings on, although he was in Rome not Britain

· 2  Written a while after the revolt, but still fairly close to the time, would have had access to other sources on the subject as well as his own knowledge

· 3  Modern times, so a long time from incident but would have a lot of extra knowlege

· 4  1960, a long time from incident but has a lot of evidence and knowledge of Roman empire

· 5  Taken from original markings, so although comes a long time after would be accurate to time of revolt
· Reason or purpose for writing?

· 1  Wrote to make Romans look powerful, not as accurate historical piece but as a story of the great armies of Rome

· 2   Written to try and be accurate, not to make Romans look good, however still had to be somewhat whimsicle.

· 3  To try and provide an explanation for the revolt, put across personal opinion

· 4  To try and provide a balanced view of what was going on in Britain and explain Boudicca’s revolt

· 5  To see what the Claudian temple would look like

· How does the source compare to other similar sources?

· 1  Is alike to Cassius in most ways, apart from he is more pro Roman

· 2  Is alike to Tacitus in most ways, apart from he is more anti Roman

· 3  Alike to Dudley, although a little more opiniated

· 4  Alike to Seeley except a little more balanced in his descriptions

· 5  Backs up the points on the Romans spending British money

· What type of audience is it written for?

· 1  Written for Romans/pro-Romans so will be biase towards Romans and try to make them sound powerful and great to make the audience feel good about themselves-would have been read to live audiences

· 2  Still pro-Roman audience in general, but as he lived in Greece wouldn’t have been under too much pressure, would be writing for the common people to understand

· 3  Scholars, so will contain complicated ideas and will be a fairly balanced opinion, has no reason other than personal to biase

· 4  Anyone, but in particular clever people who could understand complicated theories and have extra knowledge

· 5  Anybody who is interested

· External circumstances affecting the reliability of the source?

· 1  If he was writing anti-Roman literature he could have got into trouble with the authorities, also the audience of the time would not have liked it, he had to write to make the people happy

· 2  Roman people would complain if he was too anti-Roman

· 3  May have personal opinions that are pro/anti-Roman as he has read a lot of external material, these may shape his opinion.

· 4  May use personal opinions, also would be influenced by knowledge of the Roman empire after the point where they invaded.  However, seems to be more balanced than any other

· 5  Would have to have guessed looks from other Roman temples, alhtough size would be accurate, therefore gives the artist room to add his own ideas

· Was the author actually there?  What sources did he use?

· 1  wasn’t in Britian, but would have heard all the stories and gossip of the time, also would have been able to talk to Agricola

· 2  Wasn’t in Rome or Britian but was part of empire.  Would have access to earlier souces such as Tacitus so his opinions may be shaped by that.

· 3  Wasn’t there, but lives in Britian.  Has a huge number of sources, from ancient Roman through to modern historian.

· 4  Wasn’t there, but is British, probably visited all the sites/Rome but has a huge number of souces, both ancient and modern and both pro and anti Roman

· 5  Wasn’t there but used original foundations and knowledge of Roman temples, however there is still room for personal opinion within the piece

· Fact vs opinion-looking at evidence to back up their points.

· 1  Not many facts or figures, many personal opinions, picture backs him up on one point

· 2  Again, not many facts or figures and any included would have been estimates, uses personal opinions “money they didn’t want” so can’t be totally trusted

· 3  Uses BDH for evidence throughout, but makes his own judgements, also uses knowledge of the time

· 4  Looks at ancient and modern sources, backs his points up with evidence and is well balanced

· 5  Misses out contrast it had to British temple, or any sense of scale, but used original markings so can be trusted

· Use of language.

· 1  Not very accurate or concise, doesn’t look at facts and figures but lots of fantastical descriptions and exciting stories

· 2  Like Tacitus us fairly fantastical and soesn’t use accurate numbers

· 3  More factual, numbers used, isn’t telling a story but conveying a point instead.  Asks a lot of questions, contains personal opinions and seems to be somewhat anti-Roman.

· 4  Fact based.  No questions just historical statements, however some personal opinions.

· 5  Picture

· What they leave out as well as what stays in-what’s not being said.

· 1  Doesn’t mention the Claudian settlement or the tax loans, missing out pieces that make the Romans look bad

· 2  Mentions more than Tacitus but once again misses out Claudian settlement, maybe as to the Romans it was normal

· 3  Misses out anything that would make the Romans come across in a better light, is just saying one side of the story

· 4  Gives a view from both sides does’t seem to be too biase either way

· 5  Is no comparison to anything else or idea about size, when compared to a British temple it is huge and amzazingly expensive

“The Boudican Revolt had no significant impact on the process of romanisation in Britain in the period up to AD123”.  To what extent do you agree with this statement.

· Emporers

· Caligula AD37-41, Claudius AD41-54, Nero AD54-68, Civil War AD68-69, Vespasian AD70-79, Titus AD79-81, Domition AD81-96, Nerva AD96-98, Trajan AD98-116, Hadrian AD116-135
· General Facts

· Economic - Coins introduced in Britian by Romans, economy romanized, by changing its very structure, coins showed Romans not Celts,

· Political - head of Claudius hacked off statue.  Cunobelinus (Cymbeline) recognized by Rome as King of Britain in 5AD.  40 AD Tribal wars in Britain; Aminius, son of Cunobelinus, flees to Rome, where Caligula confirms him as King of Britain.  

· Cultural - Ampitheatres featuring gladiators introduced, togas became popular, Celts were trying to reatin some heritage in art, so didn’t follow roman arts completely, image shows that Romans changed British way of farming, weaponary was a form of art in Britain

· Military - 9600km of road introduced, between AD70-80 more military romanization, cultural romanization in S.East to try and stop anymore revolts, after AD80 mainly social and cultural, more military romanization away from the S.East, as some structures have survived until now it shows how well built they were by Roman military

· Religious - Celt/Roman religions had almost merged by AD123, more Celto-Romano temples built, stone henge is one of the few remaining examples of druid culture,

· Other Facts - Little evidence between AD68-69 due to Roman revolt, huge territory and changing climate mean that Brigantes had become less of a unified tribe, Druid control centre in Anglesey-huge mineral deposites, fertile land, good climate.  43 AD Aulus Plautius lands Roman troops in Kent; permanent Roman occupation of Britain begins.  51 AD Caractacus (Caradoc) captured and sent to Rome

· Intro

· Romanization In South

· Cultural before AD60

· Very cultural around capital.  Needed to change the people around this area to make it hospitable for the settlers.  Needed a secure area.  Area chosen as it is where they landed and near Thames one of the main sources of imports.

· Hypocause tile found in Waltham Villa, black terranigra from AD50-70 France-sophisticated, high status-shows they are importing/trading, Roman window glass, wall plaster, brooch AD50-togas, mortor floor replaced by Roman style floor, iron age ditch near villa, people must have upped and moved, Colonia built in Colchester AD49/temple AD54, rebuilt in Roman style, Canterbury and St. Albans become civites in AD50, cities built in Lincoln/Glocuester AD90/AD98

· Cultural after AD60 and how it changed

· Cultural spread in an attempt to secure the area even more, many civites mande, temples etc.  Now area is secure they had the chance to expand on what they had already establish.  Create more roman style cities etc. Art changed, for example in Fishbourne at around 100AD there was some naturalistic artwork found of a child’s head, this art showing the human form is a Meditarranean idea.  Celto/Romano temples found mainly here, as they feature mainly around civilian rather than military areas.  Roman imports found in graves, e.g. stool frame-high status and bronze strigils-wipe sweat from body when in baths.  Also, in Welwyn Garden City 100BC, in a grave there was a silver cup, probably a democratic gift, showing developing links.
· Forum/basilica built in Winchester AD71, demolition of iron age structures and roman baths built Chichester AD68, Fishbourne palace built in AD75, developed from iron age military base in AD43, mosaic floors, beautiful gardens, developed over the years with extensions and wings, 160 stone columns, 50 mosaic floors all imported, Temple rebuilt in AD100
· Military before AD60

· The Romans obviously used military when they arrived in Britian, for example in the putting down of Caratacus.  However, they didn’t want to be overly brutal as they could cause even greater unrest than they already had.  They started to treat the tribes like slaves, for example in the building of the Claudian temple in AD54-60.  Also, the way they treated Boudicca and her daughters and the crop crisis.
· Military after AD60 and how it changed

· Obviously worried about another revolt so had to step up military power a little, however as the area was generally settled they hadn’t got to go too far.  They didn’t want to cause another revolt but they did want to scare the Celts.  The battle where the tribes were defeated is an exmaple of how viscous the Romans could be, but is nothing compared to how the Celts acted.
· Defensive earthworks in Silchester/Winchester built AD62, town wall in Colchester AD64
· Political before AD60

· Introduction of currency, appoinment of Colchester as the capital.  Making friends with certain tribes, for example half the Brigantes became friendly with the Romans, and the other half didn’t.  They build palaces and villas for their friends, for example the huge Fishbourne Villa that was probably bought for a tribal leader in return for their cooperation.  Trade was started by the Romans from the outside empire and bribes were given to certain chiefs.  This was helped by the introduction of currency.
· Political after AD60 and how it changed

· London became capital in AD70 after Colchester was destroyed, forum built AD70 and AD90-120, improvements made in AD122 before Hadrian’s visit, Forum/basilica built in Winchester AD71,
· Romanization In Wales

· Cultural before AD60

· Wished to destroy the Druids but were worried that if they did it would upset the Celts so much that they would revolt.  The fact they didn’t before the revolt is a significant point.
· Cultural after AD60 and how it changed

· Druid massacre AD79, they finally destroyed the Druids now that the Celts hadn’t got a chance to revolt, this was a huge event as it allowed the Romans to enforce their law and also their own religion.
· Military before AD60

· Garrison established Anglesey AD59, very little carried out as they were worried about upsetting the natives.
· Military after AD60 and how it changed

· Destroyed the Druids as they weren’t so worried about a revolt.
· Hill forts in Ordovices land until late second century-this would have been destroyed if Romans believed that the Ordovices were dangerous, Roman forts in Wales AD73 at Caerhun, Tomen-y-Mur, Pen Llywen before Agricola’s rule, going against Tacitus, Ordovices land occupied from pre-Roman to third century
· Political before AD60

· Political after AD60 and how it changed

· Druid massacre AD79, this allowed the Romans to be the sole leaders.
· Romanization In North

· Cultural before AD60

· Little romanisation in the north, due to the distance from the capital and also the fact that the tribes there were more violent and resisted even stronger.  However, the Romans had connections with the Brigante king so his land became romanised.
· Cultural after AD60 and how it changed

· As the Romans had had more time to secure the land they were able to move further and further north.  Also as the Brigantes unified into one pro-Roman tribe the Romans were able to secure more of their land and establish their villas, forums etc.  
· Given more respect after revolt-Votadini have better links with Romans indicated by pottery AD100,
· Military before AD60

· Little carried out, but more than any other type of romanisation.  The legions went up north and set up garrisons but this is about as much as they did.
· Military after AD60 and how it changed

· Set themselves up for invasion of Scotland, when this failed Hadrians wall was built so that the Romans could retreat up to that point.  Tacitus says Agricola conquered Brigantes AD80, Venutius ousted Cartimandua from her Brigante land AD69-war waged on them ever since shown by roman forts AD70 in preperation for full scale invasion of Scotland, , Hadrians wall built AD123-Romans retreated to here when the revolt in Germany meant they no longer had the forces to hold Scotland, Battle of Mons Graupius AD83, Agricola advances into Scotland AD82, Garrison at York set up in AD70-arch. evidence shows that there is extensive occupation there-forts in Manchester and Ribchester at same time 
· Political before AD60

· Very little due to the fact that they were so far away.  The only place in the north where the Romans enforced any sort of romanisation is in Brigante territory.  In this territory they enforced their typical laws and romanisation.
· Political after AD60 and how it changed

· Once the Brigante’s unified, the Romans expanded and had a chance to advance further north, unfortunately for them this never happened and they didn’t romanise Scotland very much at all.
· Overall How It Changed

· Aristocracy became quite romanised, wearing togas etc, the brooches found show this.  Also the palaces and villas, such as Fishbourne and Waltham hint towards this as they replaced old iron age sites. 9600km of road introduced, helping the army spread across the land.  Between AD70-80 more military romanization, cultural romanization in S.East to try and stop any more revolts.  After AD80 mainly social and cultural, more military romanization away from the South East in an attempt to spread north. Celt/Roman religions had almost merged by AD123, more Celto-Romano temples built.  Many Christian statues, temples and the like found in Britian many in the south.  However there were a number found on the Scottish border as the soldiers blessed themselves before battling barbarians.  This shows how they thought of the Scottish and also that they didn’t really advance as the altars are formed across a very definate line.  General urbanization of towns.
· Conclusion
