
Boudica
Boudica was a british Queen
who led a revolt against the
romans around 60AD.

When her husband, prasutagus
(King of the Iceni tribe) died,
the romans refused to share
the land and ordered it to be
taken by force and they hurt
Boudica and her daughters.
Boudica was infuriated by this.

She managed to build
up an army of 120,000
men. She then attacked
2 major cities, killing
around 80,000 people. The
romans did not like this
as it made them look
weak. They gathered as
many soldiers as they
could and went to
fight   boudica’s   Army.



How do we know
about boudica?

We only know about boudica
from 2 real sources. Both of
these were written by roman
men - Tacitus and cassius dio.

Do you think that this has
any impact on how we should
think about their writing and
version of events?

Neither of the men were
actually alive when the revolt
happened, but they wrote about
it afterwards from what they
had heard and read about.

Do you think this is important
when we look at these sources?
Should we trust people who
didn’t see it for themselves?

tacitus

Cassius Dio

We know from history that the Romans
hated losing to anyone in battle.

We also know that the Romans didn’t really
think that highly of women. They weren’t
allowed to do as many things as men.

How do you think the romans would have
felt to have been defeated . . . by a woman?



What did they
say about boudica?

Cassius Dio said this:

1-2

What do you think about this
description?

What do you already know
about the Romans and losing?

would the romans make anything
up about her appearance and
why?



What did they
say about boudica?

Tacitus writes that Boudica said this to
her soldiers:

Remember that tacitus wasn’t there to
hear this speech himself - what does
that mean about what he writes?

Does Boudica come across as a strong
person or someone quite weak?

Do you think the Romans Liked a
Woman standing up to Them?

Tacitus also wrote that, during the battle,
80,000 Britons out of 230,000 were killed,
compared with only 400 out of 10,000 romans.

Do you think these numbers
are accurate?

Why might they not be?



The Boudica
Problem

These 2 sources are the only real evidence
that we have of Boudica. We have to
acknowledge them, but that doesn’t mean
that we have to trust them completely.



Contradicting
sources

Sometimes we find a piece of evidence that
contradicts other evidence. In the case of
Boudica, both Tacitus and Cassius Dio say
that Boudica died in different ways:

Tacitus suggested that Boudica died of an
illness, possibly from a wound.

Cassius Dio suggested that Boudica died by
drinking poison after realising she could not

beat the Romans.

If the sources contradict each other,
how do we decide which one to trust?

Think about both deaths - Do they
suggest that Boudica died bravely or
weakly? Why do they do this?

Write a paragraph about how contradicting
sources can be a problem for historians.

Think about:

� How do we know which source is telling the truth?

� Do they contradict each other on purpose?

� How do they actually contradict each other?

� Is there a time where it’s helpful to find
contradictions?


