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ON THE ETHNOLOGY OF SOUTH BRITAIN AT THE PERIOD OF

THE EXTINCTION OF THE ROMAN GOVERNMENT IN

THE ISLAND.

By Thomas Wright, Esq., M.A., F.S.A., &c. 

(BEAD 1st MAT, 1850.)

In a paper read at the meeting of the British Association in this town 
in 1854, I endeavoured to show the error of the popular notion that there 
was anything like uniformity of race in the population of this island when 
it was first visited by the Roman arms, and the more than probability that 
it contained Teutonic as well as Celtic blood. Of the ultimate fate of this 
population we are left in great uncertainty, arising not only from the 
deficiency of direct information on the subject, but from the different 
applications of the name Britons in subsequent times, when it was usually 
applied to the Roman population of the island, but sometimes, when given 
to a people independent of the Roman power, to the Caledonians of the 
north, who alone continued in a state of hostility to the conquerors. I am 
not aware that in any instance in the later Roman historians the name of 
Britons is applied to the remains of the peoples who inhabited our island 
in the time of Cresar, and I confess that I have serious doubts if there 
existed any representatives of the ancient Britons to whom that name could 
have been applied, unless it were the servile class which was attached to 
the soil, and which held no place in the political history of the country, 
except by occasional and partial insurrections into which they were driven 
by oppression or by the hope of plunder. Under the government of 
Agricola, as we learn from Tacitus, a policy of comparative gentleness and 
conciliation was adopted towards the Britons, but this appears to have been 
abandoned under his successors, and we have every reason to believe that 
the older population of the island was afterwards treated with an oppressive 
severity, the effect of which during four centuries may easily be imagined. 
Among the numerous Roman inscriptions which have been found of a date 
subsequent to the first century, commemorative of individuals, we never 
find the name of a Briton.
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Britain, as a Roman province, had not only changed its population, but 
the forms of society had changed entirely. We may form a notion best 
and most correctly of the mode of life and of the degree of civilization of 
the ancient Britons by comparing them with what we know of those of the 
wild Irish and of the Celtic highlanders of Scotland in the middle ages. 
Living in septs or clans, each collected round a petty chieftain who had his 
residence or place of refuge in the least accessible part of his little territory, 
they had no towns properly so called, and no tie of union, except the 
temporary one of war, or a nominal dependence on some powerful chieftain 
who had induced, by some means, a certain number of the smaller clans to 
acknowledge his sovereignty. Under the Romans, on the contrary, Britain 
consisted politically of a number of cities or towns, each possessing its own 
independent municipal government, republican in form and principle within 
themselves, but united under the empire through the fiscal government of 
the province, to which they were tributary. Each of these cities, inhabited 
by foreigners to the island, was expected to defend itself if attacked, while 
three legions and numerous bodies of auxiliaries protected the province 
from hostilities from without, and held it internally in obedience to the 
imperial government. The country was unimportant, and the towns were 
everything.

It is not my object on this occasion to enter into the political constitution 
of the cities and towns in Britain, but to speak of them merely ethiiologi- 
cally. In this particular case, there is a great difficulty in destroying the 
wrong impression made by the terms which are necessarily employed in 
history. If we call the people Romans, the term is correct politically, but 
incorrect ethnologically ; and if we call them Britons, the name is incorrect 
both politically and ethnologically, and correct only geographically. The 
population of Britain during the second, third, and fourth centuries of the 
Christian era was neither Roman nor British, but an extraordinary mixture 
of all the different races who had been reduced by the arms of Rome. We 
have several classes of independent evidence on this point. First, that 
important record, the Notitia Imperii, compiled at the very close of the 
Roman period, gives us the titles and country of the different garrisons of 
the more important posts in the province at that time. We learn there 
that Frisians held the town or station of Yindobala on Hadrian's wall, and 
that Stablesiaiis, believed to be a people from Germany, were stationed at 
Garriannonum in Suffolk. There were Tungrians at Dubrse, or Dover,



and at Borcovicas and Petriana on the wall; Lingones at Segedunum and 
Congavata on the wall; Nervii at Dictis in Westmorland/and at Alionis ; 
Betasians at Regulbium ; and Batavians at Procolitia ; all from Belgium. 
We further find Gauls at the Portus Lemanis in Kent, at Vindolaua in 
Northumberland, and at Glannibanta; different peoples from Spain and 
Portugal at Anderida in Sussex, at Magse in Yorkshire, and at Condercum, 
Cilurnum, jEsica, and Axelodunum ; Moors at Aballaba in the North, and 
another supposed African tribe at Arbeia in Westmoreland ; Thracians at 
Gabrosentis on the wall; Dacians at Amboglanna ; Dalmatians at Magna 
on the wall, at Branodunum in Norfolk, and at Prfesidium in Lincolnshire; 
Fortensians, from Asiatic Sarmatia, at Othona in Essex ; Crispians, from 
Pannonia, at Danum in Yorkshire ; Solenses, from Cilicia, at Maglone.

Secondly, many inscriptions found on Roman sites in this island, confirm 
the statements of the Notitia, and add names of other foreign races in dif 
ferent parts of Roman Britain. Thus we find, from these inscriptions, 
Lingones from Belgium, Gauls, and Dacians, in different parts of Cumber- 
laud ; a people called Cavetii at Old Penrith ; Spaniards, Dalmatians, and 
Betasians in the neighbourhood of Ellenborough; Germans at Brougham; 
Tungrians, Gauls, Spaniards, Thracians, Hatnii (from the Elbe), Nervii, 
Belgians named Cugerni, and Germans, in different stations in Scotland ; 
Vangiones, from the banks of the Rhine, at Risingham in Northumberland : 
Varduli, from Spain, at Riechester and Lanchester; Thracians at Bowes 
in Yorkshire ; Sarmatians at Ribchester in Lancashire ; Frisians at Man 
chester ; Thracians, again, at Wroxeter in Shropshire ; and Thracians and 
Indians at Cirencester. We further learn from sepulchral inscriptions that 
one Dannicus, who belonged to the Indian cavalry stationed at Cirencester, 
was a citizen of Rauricum in Switzerland; that Sextus Valerius Genialis, 
of the Thracian cavalry at the same town, was a Frisian ; that Titus Domi- 
tius Heron, prefect of the second cohort of Gauls at Old Penrith in Cum 
berland, was a native of Nicomedia of Bithynia in Asia Minor; that 
Crispinus Aemilius, prefect of the Ala Augusta at Old Carlisle, came from 
Tusdras in Africa ; that Publius ./Elius, another prefect of the same Ala, 
was a native of Mursa in Lower Pannonia ; that Marcus Censorius, prefect 
of the cohort of Spaniards at Ellenborough, came from Nimes in Gaul; 
that an officer at York named Lucius Duccius was a native of Vienna in 
Gaul; that Flavius Lougus, tribune of the twentieth legion at Cheater, 
was a native of Samosata in Syria; that Nominius Sacer, an individual



buried at Lincoln, was of the city of the Senonea in'tlaul; that Caius 
Valerius, standard-bearer of the second legion at Caerleon, was a native of 
Lugdunum in Gaul; that Julius Vitalis, an officer of the twentieth legion, 
buried at Bath, was a Belgian ; that Caius Murrius, of the second legion, 
also buried at Bath, was a native of Forum Julii in Gaul; that Caius Cor 
nelius Peregrinus, the tribune of a cohort at Maryport in Cumberland, waa 
a native of Mauritania; that Cornelius Victor, a soldier of the Gauls of 
Vindolana, was a citizen of Pannonia; and that others mentioned in the 
inscriptions were Greeks. It must be remembered that the information 
we thus obtain is very partial, and that we might perhaps have found many 
other varieties of race in other places in this island, if they had found a 
place in the Notitia, or if any inscriptions had remained. Other evidence, 
of a different kind but to the same purpose, such as inscriptions on pot 
tery, &c., are also found. On a circular plate of earthenware found at 
Colchester we have roughly scratched the cartouche of the name of an 
Egyptian king, which would seem to show the presence there of Egyptians, 
and of an Egyptian who was acquainted with hieroglyphics.

The inscriptions, which are generally of much earlier dates than the 
Notitia, in combination with this record, prove that the same troops re 
mained in each locality during the whole period of the Roman occupation, 
in fact that they were all virtually so many little military colonies. They 
show also that, whatever may have been the case at first, these different 
troops were not always recruited from the countries whence they were 
derived. It will be remarked in the list given in the Notitia, that the 
Germans and Belgians together were far more numerous than the others, 
and many circumstances lead us to believe that even the troops, or colonies, 
which were named after other and more distant countries were in later 
times recruited chiefly from the Teutonic tribes, which presented the 
readiest nursery of soldiers in the declining age of the Eoman empire.

We are thus enabled to state that the " Eoman" population of Britain 
consisted of a mixture of very different race, among which there was pro 
bably but little pure Roman blood and no British blood. This population 
was distributed in cities and towns with independent municipal govern 
ments, and most of the great landholders in the island were no doubt 
leading citizens in these towns. They were bound together by a common 
language, that of Rome, and by the adoption of Roman manners, the 
result of which was the feeling of a new nationality. Indeed we cannot
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give a better notion of what they were than by comparing them with the 
British settlements in America, while these remained dependent upon the 
mother country, bearing in mind that the variety of race was much greater 
in the one case (that of Eonian Britain) than in the other. Even the 
Roman legions, whose duty it was to keep the island in subjection, 
exhibited in later times the same diversity of race, and we find them 
actually making common cause with the towns, in their rebellions against 
the superior government.

One of the great vices of the Roman rule was the oppressive taxation of 
the provinces, which led not only to general rebellions of all the towns 
united, but apparently to frequent cases of resistance to the imperial 
authority by single tovvns, or by two or three towns in confederacy; and in 
such cases the rebels invoked the assistance of the German and Northern 
pirates, and even called in the aid of the still wilder peoples of Caledonia. 
There was moreover hostility between different towns, arising sometimes 
from difference of race and partly from commercial or other rivalry, which 
doubtless contributed no little to the turbulence of this distant province. 
In Gaul, the histoiy of which is much better known, we trace more plainly 
these rivalries of the towns, and see how they sometimes degenerated into 
deadly hatred. In Britain, unfortunately, in consequence of the very limited 
information which remains, we can only trace its existence by implication. 
Thus, soon after the middle of the fourth century, when the island province 
was delivered from the ravages of the Picts, Scots and Saxons, by the 
imperial general Theodosius, the way in which the historian Ammianua 
Marcellinus speaks of the event is such as to leave no doubt on our minds 
that the joint invasion had been encouraged, if not prompted, by the rebel 
lious towns, and that the primary cause of their rising was the inattention 
of the emperor Valentinian to their complaints of oppressive taxation. 
A few years later, in 383, the islanders entered into a still more formidable 
rebellion, and proclaimed Maximus emperor, who carried the troops of 
Britain over to the Rhine, where he was immediately joined by the Ger 
mans. In the beginning of the fifth century, we again find the cities of 
Britain revolting, when they conferred the title of emperor on a man 
named Marcus, whom they slew in 407, and chose in his place a person 
named Gratian, who is distinctly stated by the historian to have been a 
municeps, or burgher of one of the towns, of Britain. They let him reign 
four months, and then put him to death, and chose another man, named
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Constantine, to be emperor. This man, possessed of more vigour and 
talent than his two unfortunate predecessors, imitated the example of 
Maximus, and, crossing over to the continent, found there sufficient sym 
pathy to enable him to usurp for a time the empire in the West. After 
this usurper's departure from the island with, no doubt, great part of the 
legionary troops, the towns in Britain governed themselves, and protected 
the province so effectually, that they drove away the Saxons, who had seized 
upon the occasion to invade it; and when the usurpation of Constantine 
was suppressed, the cities of Britain retained their independence. Very 
soon after this, in the year 410, the emperor Honorius addressed letters to 
the cities of Britain, telling them to do what in fact they were already 
doing, to provide for their own safety; and he thus acknowledged their 
independence.

The Roman population of Britain appears to have been, when united, 
capable of doing all that the letters of Honorius recommended to it, and the 
province does not appear to have been weakened by being cut off from the em 
pire, or to have been immediately exposed to the attacks of external enemies. 
But tradition confirms what appears to be implied by history, that the 
towns of Britain soon became involved in domestic dissensions and civil 
wars. We are assured by the later Roman writers that the officers and 
leading men in the towns in Britain were remarkable for their ambition 
and love of intrigue ; they had now the liberty as well as the inclination 
to act, and we can easily see, through the obscurity of history at that time, 
confederacies and counter-confederacies among the towns, in which the old 
commercial rivalries as well as ambition would play a part, and which led 
to civil wars and confusion; and it was then that the external enemies, as 
well Jutes, and Saxons, and Angles, as Picts, and Scots, and Irish, and 
others, were induced by the prospect of plunder or by the invitations of 
the contending parties to rush into the province.

The Roman towns were still strong, although they had lost the unity 
which made the strength of the island, and it took years to reduce them 
all under the power of the Teutonic invaders, who thus established themselves 
gradually. The brief story of the Saxon invasion told in the Saxon records is 
that of the successive reduction, sometimes at rather distant periods, of the 
Roman towns to their obedience. The Teutonic settlers were a race who, 
like the ancient Britons, were not accustomed to live in towns, and were in 
fact prejudiced against them, and wherever they took one by storm or
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 entered it unconditionally, they plundered and destroyed it. But the larger 
fortified towns were not easily taken, and the greater number, after unsuccess 
ful attempts at resistance in the field, appear to have yielded upon composi 
tion. The ambition of the great chiefs of the conquering race, who soon 
became emulous of Roman civilization, could not be otherwise than flattered 
at possessing towns where the articles of Roman ostentation and luxury were 
manufactured, and when they aspired to form kingdoms, the prospect of 
an annual revenue in the shape of tribute would restrain the otherwise 
natural eagerness for present plunder. Antiquarian discovery is continually 
confirming what many circumstances would lead us to believe, that, while 
the whole land without was distributed among the Anglo-Saxon conquerors, 
the original Roman population of which I have been speaking, formed at 
first from various races, but afterwards recruited chiefly from Germany and 
Gaul, remained in the towns, coexistent with the new Anglo-Saxon lords 
of the soil, and still retaining their municipal forms and institutions and 
their Roman manners, until these became gradually more and more assimi 
lated to those of the Saxons, a change which would be facilitated by the 
prevalence of Teutonic blood in the towns themselves. The natural 
antagonism which must have remained between the townsmen and the 
conquerors continued to exist through the middle ages, and has even 
reached our own times in a certain sort of rivalry between town and 
country. I need only add, that to this preservation of the towns, we owe 
our municipal corporations of the middle ages.

The conclusions I would draw from these considerations are, that at the 
close of what is called the Roman period of the history of Britain, the 
remains of the original Celtic population were very small, and perhaps con 
sisted chiefly or entirely of the peasantry who cultivated the land as serfs. 
Further, that the " Britons " who struggled against the invasions of the 
Picts and Scots and Saxons were a mixture of races foreign to the island, 
and lived congregated in towns, and that when the Anglo-Saxons at last 
obtained the ascendancy, the remains of this population continued to exist 
among them, and became part of the Saxon States, while the peasantry 
probably continued to exist in the same servile condition as before. In fact, 
that the popular story that the people who resisted the Saxons was the 
ancient Celtic population of the island, and that it retired before the con 
querors until it found a last refuge in Wales, is a mere fiction. It may be 
added that these conclusions are in perfect conformity with what is known
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,to have taken place in other countries similarly situated. If we cast our 
eyes over a map of Saxon England during the sixth or seventh century, 
we shall see that the only towns of any importance then existing were 
actually the great Eoman municipal settlements. To mention but a few, 
we have, first, the chief town in the island, London ; to the South-east of 
it, Canterbury and Eochester, with the old Roman port towns ; to the 
North-east and North, Colchester, Leicester, Lincoln, Doncaster, York, 
Carlisle, with one or two towns in Lancashire ; and Chester. Westward 
and Southward of London, we find the important towns of Chichester, 
Winchester, Old Sarum, Dorchester, Exeter, Bath, Cirencester and Glou 
cester. Between the historical notices of the Saxon chronicle, and the 
known continued existence of these towns, we can trace the advance of the 
Saxons from town to town, as each submitted itself to their supremacy.

I cannot resist the occasion, while on this subject, of pointing out a 
circumstance connected with it, which has, I think, a meaning that has not 
yet been discovered. As we trace the advance of the three great divisions 
of the Anglo-Saxon race in their progress of conquest and settlement, and 
examine the Roman sites over which they passed, we perceive the smaller 
towns and the country ravaged and destroyed, while, as I have said before, 
the larger towns saved themselves from destruction. Now if we look into 
Wales, which was certainly as completely subjected to the Roman govern 
ment as any other part of the island, and which we find covered with 
Roman towns, roads, and settlements, which reached even into the 
wilds of Snowdon, the same scene of devastation presents itself even 
to a greater degree, for while we find Roman towns scattered over 
Saxon England, we do not find that a single town to the West of the 
Severn escaped destruction. The strong town of Deva, or Chester, held 
its ground to the North, and Glevum, or Gloucester, survived, and a Roman 
town on the site of Worcester, may also have been preserved, but the line 
of strong towns between Gloucester and Chester Ariconium, Magna, 
Bravinium, Uriconiuvn a number of important towns in South Wales, 
with Isca, or Caerleon, the station of the second legion and other no less 
important towns on the Western and Northern coasts and in the interior,  
all these are found to have been utterly destroyed. As this destruction 
was certainly not the work of the Anglo-Saxons, although it must have 
taken place during the period of the Saxon invasion, to whom may we 
ascribe it ? If, according to the common story, the "Ancient Britons,"
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withdrawing from before the Saxons, had made their last stand in Wales, 
and found there a place of safety, it seems absurd to suppose that they 
would have destroyed the towns and country which were to have been their 
protection. In fact I think that the circumstance I have just mentioned 
is sufficient in itself to contradict the old story, and that it seems to imply 
that, contemporary with the invasions of the Saxons and Angles, and the 
irruptions of the Picts and Scots in the North, Wales itself was visited by 
a similar and even more fatal invasion. If we further compare the circum 
stances of the two cases, it seems to me that we are led very strongly to 
the supposition that the Welsh may be settlers on the ruin of the Roman 
province on their side of the island, just as the Saxons and Angles were 
in England, and the Northern invaders in the districts of the south of 
Scotland. I know that many will be startled at so bold a theory, but I 
would wish it to be clearly understood that I merely offer it as a suggestion 
arising out of the consideration of the circumstances of which I have been 
speaking, and as deserving a fair and careful examination. It may be asked, 
if the Welsh are not ethnologically what they are commonly represented 
to be, who are they, and whence did they come ? Our total ignorance of 
the history of the period to which this question refers, as far as regards 
them, renders it impossible to give any certain answer to it, but we might 
naturally turn our eyes towards Britany (Armorica), a country which in 
consequence of its physical character and condition, and from other causes, 
was never completely Romanised; in which, at the time of which we are 
speaking, there was apparently a tendency if not a necessity to emigrate; 
and the Celtic population of which, holding fiercely to their old nationality, 
were also, from that same position, accustomed to navigation, which was 
then equivalent to piracy. They might, likely enough join in the scramble 
for the plunder of Britain. It is unfortunate for the clearing up of this 
question, that much of what is considered as the history of Britany, during 
this period, consists of mere modern interpretations of late legends. At 
the beginning of the fifth century, the Annoricans had recovered their 
independence, resumed their ancient barbarism, which indeed they can 
hardly be said to have ever abandoned, and formed a sort of republic of 
chiefs of clans. We can, however, perceive by the slight notices of the 
authentic chroniclers, that the Annoricans, become independent, joined in 
the general spirit of aggression which urged the barbarians to the invasion 
of the Roman province of Gaul, and that subsequently, when Aetius directed
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the Roman arms in Gaul, and just at the time of the Saxon invasion of 
Britain, the Armoricans themselves were closely pressed and partially 
subdued, and placed indeed exactly in that condition in which emigration 
would have attractions for its ambitious and turbulent chiefs. Britain 
alone offered any field for their activity. Moreover, we suddenly discover 
at this time a more intimate connection between Armorica and that island.

We can understand, if this were the case, why a people who had 
far less intelligence for the application of the advantages of civi 
lization than the Saxons, destroyed all that remained of it, and as 
settlers, took to their own wilder way of living. I confess that there 
are some difficulties in the way of this solution of a very difficult 
question; but, at the same time, if it could be proved to be the true one, 
it would clear away other difficulties which are still more embarrassing. 
People speak of the so close resemblance between the languages of Britany 
and Wales, that I have seen and heard it stated by men who are understood 
to have known both languages well, that a Breton of the present day might 
hold conversation with a Welshman. Philologists know that such a close 
similarity as this is hardly within the range of possibility, after the natural 
changes which all languages undergo in so great a length of time; if Welsh 
were historically the representation of a language spoken in Britain in the 
time of Csesar, and Breton the similar representation of the language 
of ancient Gaul. Whereas, if we could suppose that Welsh was Breton, 
separated from it at the close of the Roman period, and therefore not 
having experienced the long intervening influence of Roman civilization, 
the close similarity of the two languages is much more easily understood. 
Moreover, I have always felt convinced that the mediaeval legends of Wales 
were essentially Breton, and that all the romance literature to which they 
gave rise was derived from Armorica, and at the same time felt the difficulty 
of explaining a certain degree of relationship which they seemed to have 
with the minds and sentiments of the Welsh themselves, a difficulty which 
would disappear at once before such an explanation. The legends con 
nected with the romance-cycle of king Arthur have always appeared to me 
to represent the mythic genealogy of the Celtic race as preserved in 
Armorica, and all our authentic information on the subject represents it as 
being introduced from thence into our island in the twelfth century. We 
must not forget that the Historic/ Britonum of Geoffrey of Monmouth was 
avowedly founded upon a Breton manuscript. Again, we know from what
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is observed in other countries, where we are better acquainted with the 
early social progress, how soon a race in its emigration attaches to its new 
home the legends and traditions which really belong to the country it 
has left. These, combined afterwards with a few traditions of a more 
historical character, form what is usually called the fabulous or heroic 
period of a nation's history.

However, the present is not the occasion for entering upon this part of 
the subject, and I shall content myself with stating the suggestion which 
appears to me worthy of careful consideration. I will only add that a 
friend, who is profoundly versed in that part of the subject, has remarked 
to me, since this paper was first read, that he has always considered that 
a class of inscriptions found in Wales, and belonging apparently to the 
period subsequent to that of the Roman occupation, which resemble nothing 
of the sort found in other parts of England, present an analogy with the 
inscriptions of the same kind found in Britany, and with those only.

My object on the present occasion is more especially to enforce as 
strongly as I can, upon ethnologists, the necessity of paying constant atten: 
tion to the historical materials of their science. That branch of it which may 
be conveniently and properly termed craniography, is at the present time 
making great advances, and at the same time it is a branch which requires 
to be treated with extreme caution. Of course we must find our crania in 
the graves, or, as they are in our island usually called, the "barrows," of the 
races which are under our consideration. When we have to deal with the 
well-known burial places of particular races, the subject is clear and simple; 
but this is not always the case, especially in Britain. I have endeavoured 
now to make clear to you, the extreme diversity of race which existed in 
this island under the Romans ; and, in a paper which I wrote on 
a former occasion, and for another purpose, I gave reasons for 
believing that there was far from uniformity of race before the Romans 
placed their feet on our soil. Nevertheless, if we could place our hands 
on barrows or graves in this country, and say with certainty that these 
belonged to the ante-Roman period, we might still classify them according 
to their districts, and probably derive from the examination of them certain 
ethnological facts. But unfortunately this is not the case, and I do not 
believe that there has yet been found a grave in the island to the south of 
the Foith and Clyde, which you can venture absolutely to declare to have 
been older than the Roman period, or even to be that of a Celt. It is true
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that there are one or two localities, such as the downs of Wiltshire, in 
which probability is in favour of the interments being Celtic, hut this is still 
far from certain, and it would not he safe to found a system upon it. My 
own impression is, that we shall arrive at no important ethnological results 
from the mere examination of the skulls found in England in interments 
older than the Anglo-Saxon period; owing to the variety of races who had lived 
in the island contemporaneously or at different periods, and the impossi 
bility of identifying the particular race to which any one interment belonged. 
With regard to the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries, there can he no doubt that they 
represent known races, and divisions of those races, and we can enter upon 
the investigation of them with certainty as to the foundation on which we 
build, and therefore with tolerable certainty as to the results. To these, 
therefore, as they may be rendered available to science in the course of 
future excavations, I would especially invite the attention of the cranio- 
grapher, in the certainty that his labours will not be altogether thrown 
away. The opportunity of observation has already been lost in too many 
cases, but I believe that I can safely promise, that within a short period, 
new and favourable opportunities will occur, and I feel confident that they 
will not again be neglected. I trust that, now that the importance of such 
collections is becoming more generally known, many Saxon cemeteries from 
different parts of the island will pour in their contributions to our ethno 
logical museums ; while I would with equal care collect and examine the 
skulls from burials which are not Saxon, specifying their locality and the 
circumstances under which they were found, without calling them Celtic, 
or Roman, or by any other name, unless its appropriateness be very clearly 
ascertained.


