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There is scarcely any part of our islands in which we do iiot find here 
and there scattered over the surface of the ground, artificial mounds, or 
tumuli, of various elevations, from one foot, or even less, to more than a 
hundred. It has been long known that these tumuli covered the last 
remains of the different peoples who lived here in the ages preceding the 
introduction of the Christian faith, subsequent to which the interment of 
the dead was differently regulated. Accidental discoveries must often have 
brought this truth to light, if the knowledge of it, or at least the belief in 
it, had not been, as I think there is every reason for believing that it was, 
handed down to us traditionally from the time at which they were made. 
In fact, it is no unfrequent occurrence, when we open a tumulus which as 
far as we could judge from its outward appearance, cannot have been 
touched for many ages, to find that at some remote period it had been 
broken into and its contents either abstracted or broken and scattered about. 
Great numbers of such tumuli have been destroyed unobservedly in the 
various processes of agriculture or in the adaptation of their site to modern 
purposes. Others have been opened through mere motives of curiosity, or 
even of superstition, and any object of interest they contained was carried 
off under the indefinite character of an old relic. It has only been in 
more recent times that these monuments have been explored with care 
and order, in the hope that an intelligent examination and comparison of 
their contents might make us acquainted with peoples and races concerning 
whom we learn little from the pages of written history. Thus has the 
practice of " barrow-digging1' to use the phrase which has become popular 
within the last few years passed through three distinct phases ; during the 
first long-extending period its object was mere plunder, consequent on the 
knowledge that articles of value were often deposited with the dead; during 
an intermediate period, the object was curiosity; and during the third 
period, it was knowledge, or, to use at this meeting the more appropriate



word, Science. It is this latter period alone with which we are at present 
concerned.

The difficulties with which sound English archaeology has had to contend 
in its beginning, arose chiefly from the vague spirit of curiosity which 
preceded it. Instead of the careful and extensive comparison from which 
alone we can hope to deduce facts of importance, people looked at each 
article only with regard to itself; and, for the course of inductive reasoning 
which science requires they thoughtlessly substituted mere irrational con­ 
jecture. This had become a sort of habit. People assumed, without 
knowing why, that the tumuli of which I have been speaking covered the 
remains of battle-fields, and never questioning the fable or tradition which 
made the heroes of these battles Danes or Britons, Saxons or Normans, 
(popular tradition knew little of Romans), they followed that tradition in 
calling whatever articles were found in them Danish or British, or Saxon 
or Norman. It is quite wonderful, when we look back into the writings 
of the old antiquaries of note, how few escaped from the influence of such 
popular errors. Although accustomed to classification in other branches 
of science, they seem never to have thought of applying it to this ; and 
museums were simple collections of curiosities, instead of being the materials 
for scientific investigation. It may be said to have been in the Anglo- 
Saxon tumuli of Kent that a better spirit of investigation first showed 
itself, and that the foundations were laid for the higher cultivation of 
archaeological science which now happily prevails.

There are various circumstances characteristic of the Anglo-Saxon 
interments, which contributed much towards this result; because they led 
people almost necessarily to follow a new course of reasoning. The larger 
nnd more remarkable tumuli, those which are known to be Roman and 
those which are believed or supposed to be British, were in general found 
singly by themselves, or in a group of not more than two or three; they 
were probably memorials of respect or attachment to persons of distinction, 
while people in general were buried in a less ostentatious or less durable 
manner. As the interments had in most cases been preceded by cremation, 
it was only in particular instances that the contents offered anything 
remarkable or characteristic. On the contrary, the Anglo-Saxon tumuli 
are arranged in extensive groups, forming regular cemeteries, each probably 
belonging to a sept or to a district. Each grave contains almost invariably



a considerable number of articles of very different descriptions, so that the 
abundance of the objects alone invited to comparison. Another circum­ 
stance also has contributed to their preservation. In the Anglo-Saxon 
interments, the body with the objects accompanying it were laid in a grave, 
at some depth below the level of the ground, so that the plunderer who 
sought objects of value, or the collector who sought curiosities, found 
nothing in the mounds they opened to encourage their researches. From 
these circumstances, the first correct principles of our national archaeology 
were obtained in the investigation of the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries; and it 
adds considerably to the. interest of the extensive and valuable collection 
now exhibited to us, thnt they not only form the finest collection of Anglo- 
Saxon antiquities of the pre-christian age ever yet made, but that they are 
those upon which the foundations of our present knowledge were laid.

The Rev. Bryan Faussett, of Heppington, near Canterbury, to whom we 
owe the formation of this collection, had passed the greater part of his life 
in a district peculiarly rich in Saxon remains; for the succession of chalk 
downs stretching out from Canterbury towards the east and south, are 
remarkable for the numerous groups of Saxon barrows, or rather the Saxon 
cemeteries, which are found on their slopes and summits. In the year 
1730, one of these groups, situated on a high part of Chartham down, 
somewhat more than three miles to the south-west of Canterbury, was 
partially excavated l>y Charles Fagg, Esq., of Mystole, in Chortham parish. 
These excavations were carried on in a very unsatisfactory manner, under 
the immediate personal direction of Dr. Cromwell Mortimer, the Secretory 
of the Royal Society ; and so little was then known either of the character 
of the cemeteries, or of the objects they contained, that the learned 
secretary of that celebrated scientific body actually wrote an elaborate paper 
on them, in which he arrives at the conclusion that they were the graves of 
the soldiers slain in a battle fought here between Julius Caesar and the 
Britons. Bryan Faussett, at this time only about ten years old, is said to 
have been present at the opening of these graves, which excited in him an 
interest that clung to him during the remainder of his life. He was sub­ 
sequently curate of Kingston, about live miles to the south of Canterbury, 
from 1750 to 1755, and while resident there his attention was forcibly 
rivetted on a very remarkable and extensive group of barrows in his own 
parish, on the brow of the hill near lleden. Still possessed by the notion



that these barrows or tumuli marked the site of a battle between Cfesar 
and the Britons, Bryan Faussett was anxious to open them, but the 
permission to do so was refused by the owner of the land, Thomas Barrett, 
Esq., and Mr. Faussett's curiosity remained unsatisfied. At length, in 
1757, Mr. Faussett was enabled to gratify his spirit of research in com­ 
mencing a series of excavations in a cemetery on a spot called Tremworth 
down, in the parish of Crundale, which however proved to be Roman. 
His excavations on this site were continued in the year 1759. In 1760, 
1762, and 1703, he pursued his researches in the very rich Saxon cemetery 
at Gilton in the parish of Ash, near Sandwich, where he opened no less 
than a hundred and six tumuli or graves, which enriched his collection 
with a number of interesting objects. In 1767, Mr. Faussett's attention 
was again called to the barrows in Kingston parish, and the land having 
passed by the death of its former owner and the marriage of his daughter 
to a personal friend, he obtained at last full liberty to excavate. He was 
soon convinced of his error in supposing that they had any connection 
with Csesar or the Britons, and be obtained from them many of the most 
precious articles which are now found in his collection. During the 
autumn of the year just mentioned Mr. Faussett opened fifty-four tumuli 
on this site. His further researches here were interrupted, for some 
reason or other, from the September of 1767 to the middle of July, 1771, 
when he resumed his labours on the same spot, and during that and the 
following month opened a hundred and sixty-five barrows. In August and 
October, 1772, he opened thirty-four more tumuli on this spot; and in 
the August and September of the following year, he examined forty-live 
more ; making in all three hundred and eight separate interments in one 

cemetery.

Although with Bryan Faussett, the notion that these tumuli covered the 
remains of Cffisar's soldiers was now entirely exploded, he fell into another 
opinion equally erroneous, and of which he seems never to have divested 
himself. He found Roman coins, and he concluded very hastily that the 
date of their deposit must have been the reign in which they were struck ; 
he found fragments of Roman pottery in comparative abundance; he 
found a small number of urns containing calcined bones, which he, unable 
to discriminate the character of the pottery, imagined must have been 
deposited at a date anterior to that at which the Romans abandoned



llie practise of cremation. Against these circumstances Mr. Faussett had 
to place the absolute uniformity of character of the interments as he found 
them; and he explained this anomaly by supposing that the coins, urns, 
&c., were the remains of previous Roman burials, which had been broken 
up at a later period, in order to use the old graves for a new interment- 
From these circumstances Faussett concluded that " this spot" had been 
" no other than a Koifi^rjpiov, or common burying-place : of Romans, no 
doubt, (and that, too, from a very early period); but not of those alone, 
but also, if not chielly, of Romans Britainized, and Britains Romanized 
(if I may be allowed the use of these expressions), even till long after the 
Romans (properly so called) had entirely quitted this isle." " In short," 
he adds, " my opinion of this matter is, that this spot was a burying-place 
not only, at first, for the Roman soldiers who may be supposed to have kept 
garrison in some of the many intrenchments and look-outs in this neigh­ 
bourhood, but that, afterwards, it served for such of the inhabitants of 
some one or more of the adjacent villages; which we may very reasonably 
presume were latterly inhabited by what I have presumed before to call 
' Romans Britainized and Britains Romanized,' i.e., by people of both 
nations who, having mixed and intermarried with each other, had 
naturally learnt, and in some measure adopted, each other's customs. The 
ossuaries, or bone-urns, here found, will sufficiently prove that this place 
was used as such in the time of the higher empire, i.e., before the custom 
of burning the dead ceased among the Romans ; and the coins of Gallienus, 
Probus, of Carausius and Allectus, and of the Constantine family, will be 
ample evidence of its having continued to be used as such in the time of 
the lower empire. How much longer it was put to that use, it is impossible 
for me to determine from anything yet found there ; but my conjecture is 
that it served for that purpose (I mean, a burying-place for some neigh­ 
bouring village, or perhaps villages), long after the Romans (i.e., those 
properly so called) had entirely evacuated and quitted this isle." Mr. 
Faussett adds that, from the circumstance of a cross-shaped fibula being 
found in one of the graves, it is plain that the wearer of it was a Christian, 
and therefore that this cemetery may have been in use until the time when 
Archbishop Cuthbert, who came to the see of Canterbury in 741, ordered 
that the burials should take place in cemeteries adjacent to the churches.
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I have quoted the whole of this statement, of Bryan Faussett's opinions 
in order to shew you how imperfect the science of archseology was in this 
country only eighty years ago, and how apt people were to build theories 
upon what they believed to be facts, merely because they did not themselves 
know the contrary. Mr. Faussett was ignorant that the Roman coinage 
of all dates was in general and extensive circulation among the Anglo- 
Saxons ; that great quantities of Roman pottery were in use among them; 
that the practice of cremation did exist among the Teutonic settlers in this 
island; that the "bone-urns" which he dug up were all of Saxon, or 
rather perhaps of Frankish manufacture; and, finally, that the cross- 
shaped ornaments are so common, and occur under such circumstances, 
that we cannot possibly take them as any evidence that the skeletons with 
which they were found were those of Christians.

The years 1772 and 1773 were those of Mr. Faussett's most active 
researches. In the July of the former of these two years, he began to 
open a rather extensive cemetery, or more accurately speaking, two ceme­ 
teries, on Sibertswold down, about half way between Canterbury and Deal. 
During the summers of this and the following year, he opened a hundred 
and eighty-one Anglo-Saxon graves, many of which contained objects of the 
greatest interest. During the July and August of 1772, Mr. Faussett also 
opened forty-eight graves in a smaller cemetery on Barfreston down, in the 
immediate neighbourhood of that at Sibertswold. During the summer 
months of the year 1773, Mr. Faussett opened forty-four Saxon tumuli in 
a cemetery in the parish of Beakesbourne, about four miles to the south­ 
east of Canterbury ; and in the autumn of the same year, returning to the 
scene of his earliest antiquarian impressions, he opened fifty-three graves 
on Chartham downs, in the same cemetery which had, in 1730, occupied 
the attention of Mr. Fagg and Dr. Mortimer. With these excavations 
Bryan Faussett's labours seem to have closed. He was probably hindered 
from continuing them by declining health, as we know that he died within 
three years after, in 1776.

Bryan Faussett had a successor in these researches, in the Rev. James 
Douglas, who, in the years 1779 and 1780, assisted in opening a number 
of graves in a Saxon cemetery on Chatliam lines, which was cut through 
in the course of the military works there. In 1782, Douglas opened some



Saxon barrows at St. Margaret's on the Cliff, near Dover; in 1788, he 
opened a group in the parish of Ash near Sandwich; and in 1784, he 
explored a small group in Greenwich park.

The researches of Douglas were far less extensive than those of Bryan 
Faussett, but they have been better known through the circumstance that 
the former, towards the end of the century, published the results of his 
inquiries in a folio volume which has long been advantageously known to 
antiquaries by the title of Nenia Britannica. In attempting to appropriate 
these remains, Douglas erred in the opposite direction from Bryan 
Faussett. The latter imagined that they belonged principally to a popu­ 
lation which preceded the Anglo-Saxons. Douglas seems himself to have 
set out with this notion, but he soon relinquished it, and he went so far 
right that he ascribed them to the Anglo-Saxons themselves. Douglas, 
however, laboured under certain prejudices and vulgar errors. He imagined 
that the Saxon settlers, before their conversion to Christianity, were mere 
barbarians that they were totally unacquainted with art and that they 
were neither capable of making, nor likely to possess, the numerous articles, 
rich in material and ornamentation, which were found in these cemeteries. 
Further, he fancied that there was a Byzantine character in the ornamenta­ 
tion, and he immediately concluded that it must be the work of artificers 
who came to England along with Theodore the Greek in the year 608. 
He therefore adopted the very untenable theory that these were the graves 
of Christian Saxoiis; and that they belonged to the period which intervened 
between the conversion of the Anglo-Saxons at the close of the sixth cen­ 
tury and the middle of the eighth century, when the cemeteries were 
ordered to be attached to the churches. Nothing can be more evident to 
the unbiassed observer of these interments than the pagan character of 
them all.

I have dwelt the more upon the opinions of these first investigators, 
because in science, the history of error is often as instructive, to the 
student at least, as the declaration of truth; inasmuch as it teaches him 
the necessity of caution, especially in a science, like British archaeology in 
its present condition, where there is much room for speculation. From 
the time of Douglas to our own days, no further researches were made in 
the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries, and no one attempted to correct or to build 
upon his labours. Those of Bryan Faussett, which had not been published,
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remained unknown, except by a few articles engraved in the plates to the 
Nenia; Douglas himself having had access to the Faussett collection. So 
little indeed were the correct principles of archaeology understood in this 
country that a diligent if not a very correct collector of facts, Sir Richard 
Colt Ilonre, who made an unwise attempt at an arbitrary classification of 
barrows by their outward forms, actually set down the contents of Saxon 
tumuli as British, although he might have corrected himself by a simple 
glance at the then very well-known work of Douglas. In 1841, and during 
several subsequent years, Lord Londesborough (then Lord Albert Conyng- 
ham), who was residing at Bourne near Canterbury, and had a rather 
extensive cemetery in his own park, opened at different times a consider­ 
able number of barrows there, at Wingham near Sandwich, and on Breach 
down in the parish of Barbara, about four miles to the south of Canterbury. 
His lordship was accompanied at most of these excavations by Mr. Aker- 
man, Mr. Roach Smith, or myself, and I believe that Mr. Akerman and 
Mr. Roach Smith, in giving accounts of those and other discoveries in 
the same neighbourhood, first stated clearly and distinctly to what people 
these remains belonged, namely, to the Anglo-Saxons of the period previous 
to the introduction of Christanity; or from the middle of the fifth century 
to the end of the sixth, and in some parts probably, where Christianity had 
penetrated more slowly than in others, to the middle of the seventh. The 
interest excited by these discoveries, called much attention to the subject, 
and it was soon known that several Anglo-Saxon cemeteries had been 
partifilly opened by accident in other parts of Kent, and that the contents 
had either been scattered abroad and lost, or preserved by private indi­ 
viduals who were not aware of their peculiar character. Thus, a rather 
extensive cemetery had been opened at different times from 1825 to 1828 
at Sittingbourue, and many of the articles found in it were preserved by 
Mr. Vallance. Mr. Rolfe, of Sandwich, had already begun to form his 
valuable collection from the cemeteries and barrows at Gilton, Coombe, 
Woodnesborough, and other places, which has been since so much enriched 
from his excavations at Osengell. Saxon cemeteries of great interest have 
been also excavated at Stroud and Rochester ; another has been cut through 
by the railway at North-fleet; and traces of several others have been noticed 
in different parts of Kent.

You have now before you, in the Faussett collection alone, the contents
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of between seven and eight hundred graves, and you will see that, as I 
have already intimated, they fum^h an almost indefinite variety of articles ; 
and this variety would no doubt have been greatly increased but for the 
perishable materials of which many of those placed in the graves were 
composed. There are, however, certain classes of articles which are more 
numerous than the others, and to which it may be well to call particular 
attention.

The body was usually laid on its back in the middle of the floor of the 
grave. In the MS. account of his diggings, Faussett frequently mentions 
traces of the existence of a coffin, but as far as my own experience goes, 
I am led to think that the use of a coffin was not common. "Where the 
body was that of a man, we almost always find above the right shoulder 
the iron head of a spear, and in general we may trace by the colour of the 
earth the decayed wood of the shaft, until near the foot of the skeleton 
lies the iron-spiked ferule which terminated it at the other end. We 
sometimes also meet with one or more smaller heads of javelins, or arrows, 
for I disagree entirely with a statement which has been made lately and 
adhered to, that the bow was in discredit among the Anglo-Saxons as a 
weapon.* Closer to the side of the skeleton lies usually (though not always) 
a long iron broad-sword, not much unlike the claymore of the Scottish 
highlander, of which it is perhaps the prototype. Its most usual form is 
that represented in the annexed figure. The sheath and handle appear

1. Sword, from Barham Down.

in most cases to have been made of perishable materials, and we seldom 
find more than the blade with the spike by which it was fixed into the 
handle. The tip of the sheath, however, is sometimes found, having been 
made of bronze or other metal, and also at times, the handle of the sword, 
which has been found of silver, f A usual form of the top of the handle

* See on this subject the note at the end of this paper.

+ Fine examples of tlic handle of the Anglo-Saxon sword will be found in tlm 
engravings to Mr. Smith's Collectanea and Mr. Akcrman's Fnyan Saxondom.
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is represented in figure 2. Another article, 
peculiarly characteristic of the Saxon inter­ 
ments, is the knife, the length of which is 
generally about five or six inches, although 
at times it extends to from ten to eleven 
inches, and then from its shape it must 
have been a very formidable weapon, inde­ 
pendent of its utility for other purposes. It 
has been pretended that it was from the use 

a. Top of tiio handle of u rtwoni, from of this instrument, called hi their language
Kiufc'Htim Ucnvn. - . . .

a seax, that our forefathers derived their
name of Saxons. Another weapon, the axe, is found at times in the 
Saxon graves, but it is of very rare occurrence, and was probably not in 
general use in this island. The accompanying group of weapons were 
taken from one grave on Kingston Down : they consist of two swords of 
rather different form to that represented above (2 and 8); the head (3) 
and the ferule (0) of a spear; smaller javelins or arrow heads (1, 7); and 
knives large and small (4, 5.)*

3. Weapons, from Kingston Down.

Over the breast of the Saxon warrior is generally found the iron umbo 
or boss of liis shield. Its shape is not always the same, as will be seen by

* Mr. Akerinan, Pagan Saxondom, p. 48, lias given his opinion that the sword was 
not nn ordinary weapon of our Anglo-Saxon forefathers, and states that its occurrence 
in the grave is an exception. I confess that my experience does not altogether support 
this opinion or statement; but I have remarked in more than one instance that the 
s«ord was entirely decayed in. the same grave where the spear-head was very well 
preserved, and this to such a degree that it required close observation, and an experienced 
eye, to detect in the colour of the earth the traces of its former existence. I am not 
nwiuv whether highly tempered steel undergoes more rapidly the effect of decomposition 
than steel less highly tempered, or than common iron.
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4. Umbos of Shields, from Ash and 
Chartham.

the examples now exhibited, but there is 
a general character about this part of the 
accoutrements of the Anglo-Saxon which 
makes it perfectly inexcusable for any one 
who pretends to the character of an arch­ 
aeologist to misappropriate it, as has been 
done in a recent publication which I regret 
to say contains too many errors of this 

kind, I mean Wilson's " Archaeology and Prehistoric Annals of Scotland." 
Beneath the boss of the shield, is usually found a piece of iron which is

described by a drawing, and which no 
doubt was the handle by which the shield 

5. HamUe of shield. wa$ held. Douglas, who had not observed 

carefully the position in which it is found, imagined it to be part of a bow, 
and called it a bow-brace. The shield itself, as we know from the Anglo- 
Saxon writers, was of wood, generally of linden, and has therefore perished, 
but we find remains of nails, studs, and other iron work, belonging to it.

Such are the more common arms which we find, without much variation, 
in the graves of our Anglo-Saxon forefathers, of the period to which these 
cemeteries belong. The miscellaneous articles are so varied, that I can 
only enumerate them rapidly. Of personal ornaments, the first that 
attract our attention are the fibulas, or brooches, and the buckles. The 
latter are usually of bronze gilt, and are often very elaborately ornamented, 
as will be seen by the numerous examples in the Faussett collection. From 
the position in which they are found, it is evident that they formed, most 
generally, the fastening of the girdle. The forms of these buckles are 
varied. The two first examples here given (6) are of a form which is not 
uncommon. Sometimes they are square, instead of round, as in the ex­ 
ample No. 7. The buckle is very commonly only the extremity of a

6. Buckles, from Kingston Down.
7. Bucklo.frotn Kingston 

Down.



bronze ornament, more or less elaborate. No. 8, is a small and very plain 
buckle of this kind. Nos. 9 and 10 are buckles of 
ornamental forms, which occur not unfrequently both

8. Buckio, from Kingston in the Faussett collection, and in other collections 
made from the Kentish graves. They are sometimes

'J. Buckle, from Kingston Down. 10. Buckle, from SibertawoM.

very massive, the larger ones apparently belonging to the male, and the 
smaller ones to the female costume.

Many of the fibulae which are found upon male skeletons, as well as 
females, are extremely rich and beautiful. In the Kentish tumuli the 
prevailing form is circular, and they are often of gold, profusely ornamented 
with filigree work, and with garnets or other stones, or sometimes glass 
or paste, set usually upon chequered foils of gold. The use of this fibula 
appears to have been to fasten the mantle over the breast, where it is most 
commonly found. Some of the finest examples of the Saxon gold fibulae 
occur in the Faussett collection. Their general size is from an inch and a 
half to two inches in diameter; but the Faussett collection possesses one 
of considerably larger dimensions, which was found in the grave of an 
Anglo-Saxon lady, on Kingston down. This magnificent ornament is no
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11. The great Fibula, from Kingston Down.

less than three inches and a half in diameter, a quarter of an inch thick 
at the edges, and three quarters of au inch thick at the centre, all of gold, 
and weighing between six and seven ounces. It is covered with ornaments 
of filigree work, in concentric circles, and is set with garnets and with 
pale blue stones. The acus or pin on the back is also ornamented and set

with garnets. It was found high on 
the breast, near the right shoulder. 
Other examples of the circular gold 
fibula will be seen in the Faussett 
collection, and they are met with in 
almost every collection of Anglo-Saxon 
remains from the Kentish barrows. 
Fibulae of plainer forms are also of 
common occurrence, sometimes con­ 
sisting of a mere circle of bronze, 
like the example here figured.

12. Plain Filmla, from Kingston Down.
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Other jewellery, such as rings, bracelets, necklaces of beads, pendants to
the neck and ears, &c., are found in 
abundance, and in a great variety of 
form. The ear-rings are very diver­ 
sified in form, but they often consist 
of a plain ring with one or two beads 
on it. Gold coins are sometimes 
filled up as pendent ornaments.

13. Ear-rings, from sibei-tswoiii. flic most common material of beads 

is glass or variegated clay, the latter made with great skill, and often ex­ 
hibiting pleasing patterns. It belonged to a class of manufacture which

nas contmue(l to exist in this country 
down to a recent period. Another com- 
mon material of beads was amber, and 
we sometimes find small lumps of amber 
which have been merely perforated, in 
order to be attached to the person by 
a string. It must be observed that we 
sometimes find a string of beads round 
the neck of a man, and other circum­ 
stances shew that there were Saxon

14. itemis iii variegated clay. exquisites who were vain enough of their 
personal adornments. It is, however, a very usual thing to find one 
or more beads of amber near the neck in cases where there can be no 
doubt that the deceased was a man; but this circumstance is explained by 
a widely prevailing superstition in the middle ages, that amber carried on 
the person was a protection against the influence of evil spirits. Large

hair pins, usually of bone or bronze, 
and more or less ornamented, are gene- 

 ' rally found near the heads of skeletons 
of females, in such a position as leads 
us to conclude that the Saxon ladies

is. Hair-pins, from sibertswoU. \>OVM & up their huir behind in a manner 

similar to that which prevailed among the Romans.

The interments of the Anglo-Saxon ladies are generally accompanied 
with a number of articles of utility, as well as of ornament. By a lady's 
side, we usually find the remains, more or less perfect, of a bunch of

ill
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domestic implements, somewhat resembling the article brought into fashion 
a few years ago, under the name of a chatelaine. To these were hung,

16. Tweezers, from Kingston Down.

among other articles, small tweezers, intended for the eradication of super­ 
fluous hairs, which are so common, that it is evident that the practice of 
depilation prevailed generally among the Anglo-Saxon ladies. Other 
instruments have evidently served for ear-picks and tooth-picks. The 
tweezers so closely resemble those found on Roman sites, that we can 
hardly doubt that it was from the Romans the Anglo-Saxons originally 
derived them. The cut given as an example is represented here of its 
natural size. The next figure (17) represents examples of what are be­ 
lieved to have been ear-picks, tooth-picks, &c., an they were found attached 
to the chatelaine in a grave at Sibertswold. Combs also are found very

17. Chatelaine, from Kingston Down.

frequently, not only in the graves of women, but in those of men, a proof 
that the latter, which in fact was the case among all the branches of the 
Teutonic race, paid great attention to their hair. Those which are pre­ 
served are usually of bone, and they are, as at present, sometimes 
single, and sometimes double. The first of the examples here given, 
is one of the least ornamental character.

1**. Comb, from Kingston Down.
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19. Comb, from Kingston Down.

The second (No. 19) is curious on account of the two guards for the pro­ 
tection of its teeth from damage when not in use. It is more than pro­ 

bable, that in many of the 
graves in which little is 
found, theie were originally 
combs and other articles of 
wood, a material which of 
course has perished long 
ago, even where it existed 
in much greater masses. It 
appears that there was often 
attached to the chatelaine, 

or suspended by the side of it, a bag of some kind, containing other articles 
used by the ladies, for we frequently find on the spot where it has lain a 
heap of small articles, which are at times tolerably preserved, but in 
others the iron is so much oxidized, as to present a mere confused mass of 
fragments. In these groups, which differ much, both in the number and 
in the character of the articles which compose them, we usually find one 
or more small knives, and a pair of scissors. The Anglo Saxon scissors of 
this early period, resemble in form the shears of modern times, though we 
have found one or two examples of scissors formed like those now in use. 
We have also pins, and needles, and keys, and other small articles, which I 
will not now attempt to enumerate. I will mention, however, that you find 
in the Faussett collection a curious example of a supposed fork, found in 
one of the graves on Kingston Down. It is represented in the next 
figure. It constitutes another example of the necessity for careful and 
extensive comparison before we hazard opinions on the purposes of many 
of the objects found in the Anglo-Saxon graves. I have been convinced, 
by Mr. Roach Smith, that the object in question is not a fork, but a totally 
different thing, in fact that it is part of the metal tag at the end of the 
belt. The forked part fitted in between two small plates of metal, forming 
the two sides, and the small knob remained as the termination of the belt. 
The construction of this object appears to have been borrowed from the 
Romans, for among several examples in Mr. Smith's peculiarly rich Mu­ 
seum, one which is in a very perfect condition was found with Roman 
remains, and others have a mediaeval character. A fork, however, has

I
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20. Tag of a belt, and other articles, from Kingston Down.

actually been found in one of the early Saxon graves on Harnham Hill, 
near Salisbury; and the museum of Lord Londesbo rough possesses a 
very curious Anglo-Saxon fork of a later date (the ninth century.) These 
examples have been supposed to disprove the commonly received opinion 
that forks were not used in eating at table before the sixteenth century ; 
but I think it more than probable that these single examples of forks 
furnished from Anglo-Saxon times, as well as others which are mentioned 
incidentally at a somewliat later period of the middle ages, were not used 
for eating, but merely for serving out of the dish some articles of food which 
could not be so conveuiently served with any other implement. The other 
figures (2, 3,  !) in the cut No. 20, are supposed to bo parts of a small lock 
or fastening to a box. Mr. Faussett found several examples of an object

21. Bolt, from Kingston Down.

which is represented in the annexed figure, and which, from its general 
appearance, seems to have been an internal bolt of a box. Another kind 
of implement, of which, though there are some varieties, the one represented 
in the figure (No. 22) is a common form, is also found frequently, and 
can only at present be explained by supposing it to be a key. These 
were perhaps used to fasten or unfasten internal bolts in boxes like those 
just mentioned.

B
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22 Supposed Key, from Kingston Down.

A great variety of household utensils, of different kinds, are also found 
in the Anglo-Saxon graves. The pottery, when not Roman, is of a rude 
construction, and, in fact, it is not very abundant, for our Anglo-Saxon 
forefathers, for several ages after their settlement in this island, seem to 
have used principally pottery of Roman manufacture. I would merely call 
your attention to the particular character of several earthenware urns, 
found in Kent, which Bryan Faussett supposed to be early Romano-British, 
and of which I shall have to speak again further on. But if the Anglo- 
Saxon earthenware was rude and coarse in its character, the case was quite 
different with the Anglo-Saxon glass, which is rather common in the graves 
of Kent. The glass of the Anglo-Saxons is fine and delicately thin. It 
is found chiefly in drinking cups, though a few small basins and bottle- 
shaped vessels of glass have been found. The drinking cups are in shape 
either pointed at the bottom, or rounded in such a manner that they could 
never have stood upright, a form which it is supposed was given them to 
force each drinker to empty his glass at a draught. This practice is under­ 
stood to have existed down to a much later period, and it is said to have 
given rise to the name tumbler, applied originally to a drinking glass which 
was never intended to stand upright. The ornamentation of the Anglo- 
Saxon glass, generally consists either of furrows on the surface, or of strings 
of glass attached to the vessel   after it was made. Both these ornaments 
seem to come fairly under the epithet " twisted," which is often applied to 
drinking cups in the earliest Anglo-Saxon poetry that has been preserved.

Bowls, large basins, and dishes, of metal, are not unfrequently found in 
these graves, of such elegant form that we can hardly help supposing them 
to be of Roman manufacture ; and iu one instance a bowl of apparently 
Roman workmanship, was found mended with what were as evidently Saxon 
materials. Others, however, seem to be Saxon, and prove certainly that 
the Anglo-Saxons had skilful workmen. These bowls, basins, and dishes.
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are usually of bronze, and are often very thickly and well gilt. The metal 
is generally thin, and it may be remarked as a particular character which 
distinguishes Anglo-Saxon workmanship from Roman, that the substance is 
usually thin instead of being massive.

There is another domestic implement -which requires particular notice, 
and which is not uncommon in the Kentish Saxon graves. I mean a 
bucket, of which, as it has been made generally of wood, there seldom 
remains more than the hoops, and other bronze or iron work. One, 
engraved by Douglas, seems to have been composed almost entirely of brass, 
or bronze, and iron. The use of these buckets has been the subject of 
conjecture and of very contrary opinions ; but I am inclined to believe that 
each was the vessel called by the Anglo-Saxons a ftet, or vat, and that its use 
was to carry into the hall, and convey into the drinking cups of the carousers, 
the mead, ale, or wine, which they were to drink. These buckets generally 
possess too much of an ornamental character to have served for any pur­ 
pose of a less honourable description. The early Anglo-Saxon poem of 
Beowulf, (1. 231,) in describing a feast, tells us how

byrelas sealdon cup-bearers gave
win of wunder-fatum. the wine from wondrous vats.

These vats or buckets are never large. The one engraved by Douglas was 
only seven inches and a half high; another found in Bourne park, the 
largest I have seen, was about twelve inches high.*

* I believe I first suggested, in the Archaeological Jllmm, this use of the bucket, and 
it seems to have been generally adopted since; but it has been very recently disputed by 
Mr. Akerman, in his Pagnn Saxondoui, p. 56. " These vessels," Mr. Akerman remarks, 
"have been supposed to have been used to hold ale or mead at the Anglo-Saxon fcnsts, 
an opinion to which we cannot subscribe. It has beeii conjectured that the passage in 
Beowulf 

byrelas eealdon cup-bearers gave
win of wunder-fatum. wine from wondrous vats,

alludes to them ; but it is difficult to conceive how the term " wondrous" could apply to 
utensils of this description, while the huge vats of the Germans are to this day the 
wonder of foreigners."

One would really imagine that Mr. Akerman was joking with my very literal transla- 
tion-of the passage in the Archaeological Album ; he certainly has taken a wrong im­ 
pression of the meaning of the original, by arguing on the common modern usage of 
the English words. H runder-Jatum is certainly represented word for word by wimdrout 
vuts, but the 'vats' of the Anglo-Saxon poet were not such implements as we call by that 
name now, -f(tt was the term applied very generally to almost any kind of vessel. 
Neither would the Anglo-Saxon wundcr have presented any difficulty to those who are 
acquainted with the Anglo-Saxon language, and more especially with its poetry: it 
simply indicated something excelling in beauty, or form, or some other qualities, the



so
1 will only mention, us a further illustration of the great variety of 

articles which are found in these Anglo-Saxon graves, and which shew us 
how little we have hitherto really understood of the degree of civilization 
existing among the Anglo-Saxons before their conversion to Christianity, 
that with one interment has been found a pair of compasses. A small pair 

dice, f°un(i in a grave on Kingston down, leave no 
doubt that the Anglo-Saxons possessed even the vices

23. JMco from Kingston p   -T *  i A i * r .1 i TDown. of civilization, and that one of these was gambling. 
In several instances scales and weights have occurred. Mr. Eolfe obtained 
from the interesting cemetery at Osengell a pair of delicately formed bronze 
scales, with a complete set of weights, all formed from Roman coins. You 
may observe a set of such coin-weights in the Faussett collection. This 
leads me to recur to a former statement of the not unfrequent occurrence 
of Roman coins in these Anglo-Saxon graves, and we have other reasons 
for believing that Roman money was long in circulation after the Romans

common examples of the same article, and the real meaning of the words might be given 
in the F'.nglish " very beautiful vessels," or "very elegant vessels," which, according to 
Anglo-Saxon notions of beauty and elegance, is a sufficiently exact description of the 
buckets of which we are speaking. One thing is certain, that the Anglo Saxon poet 
who wrote these lines, never imagined that he would be taken as intimating that every 
time the cup-bearers went round to pour liquor into the cups of the guests, each carried 
tt duplicate of the great tun of Heidelberg in his hand.

Mr. Akerrnan goes on to say : " In a recent communication with which we have been 
favoured by the Abbe Cochet, lie mentions the fact of his finding in the cemetery of 
Knvermc'u u bucket containing a glass cup, and hence concludes that the problem of the 
use. of the former is solved, and that they are, in fact, drinking cups. With all deference 
for this opinion, we have arrived at a different conclusion. In the Frank graves at 
Selzen, glass drinking cups were found, protected in a similar manner, but does it not 
lead to the inference that the larger vessel was intended to hold food and not drink ? 
From the circumstance of their being discovered in the graves of either aex, it seems 
liighly probable that these buckets were used for spoon-meat, and are, in fact, porringers."

I must confess that I cannot at all understand the train of reasoning by which Mr. Aker- 
man arrives at these inferences and probabilities, which appear to me to be mere gratuitous 
assumptions. He seems to argue, moreover, as though the worthy and learned Abbe 
and I had supposed that ttiese buckets were drinking vessels, which is not the case ; but 
I must say, that until I see better reasons against it than are advanced here, I feel 
inclined to adhere to the explanation I have suggested, which seems to me a very natural 
and reasonable one. I agree with the Abbe Cochet that the finding of the drinking 
glass in the bucket is to some degree a confirmation of my opinion, as it seems to imply 
a connection between the uses of the two articles. Mr. Akerman should have given us 
some authority for believing that the Anglo-Saxons did eat spoon-meat in the way he 
seems to suppose, or that any people in Western Europe ever eat out of buckets. I have 
been reminded that the practice of serving out the ale or other liquor in vessels closely 
resembling the Anglo-Saxon buckets still prevails in England, with the only difference 
that these vessels are made of tin, and that, instead of being named buckets or vats, they 
are simply culled cans.



relinquished the island. Coins even of the eastern emperors were brought 
hither, perhaps by traders, long after the fall of the empire of the west. In 
one of the graves at Osengell was found a gold coin, in a very perfect 
condition, as though it had not long left the mint, of the Emperor Justin, 
who reigned at Constantinople from 518 to 527. We know that the early 
Anglo-Saxon coins, known as sceattas, were copied from the Roman coinage, 
principally from the coins of the Constantine family, which were BO largely 
circulated in this country. These sceattas, which were of silver, have been 
found in the Kentish graves. In a grave opened by Lord Londesborough's 
directions, on the Breach down, the remains of what appeared to be a 
small purse presented themselves, among which were four silver iceattas. 
Coins of the Merovingian dynasty of the Franks are also found, and in the 
Faussett collection there was one of Clovis. Setting aside all other evidence 
of the date to which these interments belong, the comparison of these 
coins is decisive. Having alluded to the presence of coins which must 
have been brought hither from Constantinople, I must also mention the 
by no means unusual occurrence of an article which we should certainly 
not have expected to find there, namely, cowrie shells, which I believe 
are only found on the shores of the Pacific. Several of these will be 
observed in the Faussett collection.

You will bear in mind that all I have yet said relates to the contents of 
the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries found in Kent, and I must now recall your 
attention to the particular construction of the Anglo-Saxon grave. The 
barrows of other peoples are generally raised above ground, without any, 
or with very slight excavation, and the interment was usually placed on the 
surface of the ground. The Anglo-Saxons, on the contrary, dug a rather 
deep rectangular grave, sometimes small, but often of considerable dimen­ 
sions ; that from which Mr. Faussett procured his largest gold fibula was 
six feet deep, ten feet long, and eight feet broad, and one, at the opening of 
which I assisted, in Bourne park, was fourteen feet long, more than four 
feet deep, and about eight feet broad ; the deposit was laid on the floor of 
the grave, which was then filled up with earth, and a mound raised above 
it. The pagan Saxon graves were in fact exactly the type of our ordinary 
churchyard graves, except that the mound was circular and generally larger. 
The circumstances of the interment are often interesting, though they have 
been hitherto less noticed than the articles found in the grave. In general,


