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Keith R. Bradley : Slavery Rebellion in the Roman World, 140 B.C.-70 B.C.  before purchasing it in order to gage 
whether or not it would be worth my time, and all praised Slavery Rebellion in the Roman World, 140 B.C.-70 B.C.: 

0 of 0 people found the following review helpful. Informative but dryBy BrianThe Roman Empire contained literally 
millions of slaves during its roughly seven-hundred year history. There were three significant uprisings of the Roman 
survile population against their shackles, two of which occured in Sicily. The third, led by Sparticus, was the largest, 
and after Stanley Kubrik's movie, is probably the best-known. Author Keith Bradley dissects the three uprisings and 
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identifies some common strings among them. In all three cases, the uprisings started as small skirmishes, with the 
slaves intending only revenge against their cruel masters, not society-wide insurrection. Furthermore, the three slave 
rebellions eventually selected natural leaders to direct military actions and lead the slaves. Finally, the three slave wars 
each met with early success which overwhelmed the local authorities, and were only put down after imperial troops 
were called in from Rome.I have no doubts about the scholarship of this book, but give it only three stars since the 
reading can be arduous at times.It is sad but probably true that the slave uprisings never had a chance at sustained 
success. Manumission of slaves was known under Roman law, but never as a condition of negotiation with rebelling 
forces. Individual cases of successful escape of slaves are known, but any mass uprising of slaves, especially during 
the time period discussed (140BC to 70BC; when the Republic was in decline and the Empire was emerging), was 
fated to failure. The only silver lining (for readers sympathetic to the slaves) is that the three uprisings seem to 
cautioned the authorities about the potential of an angry survile population, and seems to have resulted in more 
humane laws regarding the handling and care of slave2 of 3 people found the following review helpful. Slave Revolts 
in the Roman WorldBy P. WebsterSome historians claim that our disgust at the slavery of the ancient world is an 
anachronistic reaction because the Greeks and Romans themselves took the existence of slavery for granted. Bradley's 
book shows that this claim is largely false, but that in one respect it contains an element of truth.It is false because the 
slaves themselves certainly did not passively accept their situation. Bradley sees the slaves as "human agents" who 
were constantly resisting the cruelty and exploitation they were subjected to. It is true that there were only three large-
scale slave revolts in ancient Rome: two in Sicily in the second century BC, and the most famous one led by Spartacus 
from 73 to 71 BC. But small-scale resistance was widespread.The most usual form of resistance was to attempt to 
achieve freedom by running away. Bradley relates the inspiring example of one of Cicero's slaves who did this and 
who was never recaptured. But there was also the sabotage or theft of slave-owners' property, suicide, and quite a few 
local, small-scale revolts which were quickly suppressed.Full-scale revolt was rare because of the risks involved and 
because of the lack of unity amongst the slaves who came from many different parts of the world and did a variety of 
different jobs. The three large-scale rebellions all started off as spontaneous, local revolts caused by extreme 
provocation. They were not planned in advance, but they snowballed until they involved tens of thousands of slaves 
who, in the case of the Spartacus revolt, at one time threatened Rome itself.However, the claim that slavery was taken 
for granted in the ancient world does contain an element of truth, in the sense that no one was putting forward a 
coherent set of ideas advocating the destruction of slave society and its replacement by something else. The slaves 
wanted to get out of the situation they were in: they wanted their freedom. But they did not have an alternative to the 
system. (For example, the slave leaders in Sicily set themselves up as kings, with all the associated trappings.)There 
was also the problem that despite the growth of large estates owned by the rich and farmed by slaves, the majority of 
the population were small peasants and other free poor, not slaves. Few of these free poor seem to have joined the 
slave revolts.Of course this comes as no surprise to Marxists. At that stage of development a classless society was not 
a material possibility. If the slaves had won, the only possible outcomes were either escape from the control of the 
Roman state or the slave leaders becoming a new ruling elite.Unfortunately, Bradley is not a Marxist. He claims that 
the class struggle approach is "inherently inappropriate" for explaining the slave revolts. This is because he mistakenly 
thinks that a Marxist approach would mean seeing the slave revolts as class-conscious, planned affairs with worked-
out aims for an alternative society. He thinks that Marxists are wrong because the slaves were driven to revolt by their 
experience of brutality and degradation, not by "ideological imperatives".This is a caricature of the Marxist view. 
Marxists argue that class struggle is the inevitable outcome of exploitation. But that does not mean that the participants 
in the struggle are necessarily fully class conscious or politically aware. The fact that it was the exploitation of the 
slaves which drove them to rebel is precisely what a Marxist approach would suggest. No Marxist would expect slaves 
in ancient Rome to have a fully developed Bolshevik programme.Bradley also emphasises the spontaneity of the 
revolts in a manner which leads the book at times to become deflating rather than inspiring. For example, instead of 
celebrating the fact that tens of thousands of slaves joined the revolts, he suggests that the growth in numbers was a 
problem because it made organisation difficult and invited Roman retribution.Despite its weaknesses, though, this 
book can fill out our knowledge and understanding of some truly inspiring rebellions by the oppressed and 
exploited.Phil Webster.(England)3 of 4 people found the following review helpful. good collection but uneven in 
qualityBy TammyJo EckhartThis is a collection of several articles by Bradley which examine the role of slavery in the 
Roman world. The articles do not flow smoothly together so they are best read separately though best understood as a 
whole. Too often for a five star rating, I found myself wondering where he got his evidence for certain statements.

Bradley''s study carefully analyses and descr ibes the 3 major slave rebellions and uprisings that occurre d during the 
period 140 B.C. to 70 B.C. His analysis examine s the conditions that led the slaves to resist and how they maintained 
the rebellion. '


