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THE FAUSSETT MUSEUM, AS AFFORDING MATERIALS
FOR HISTORY.

By John Robson, M.D., Warrington.

(Reap 2xp Aprin, 1857.)

About the middle of the last century, two gentlemen were closely searching
into the antiquities of their own neighbourhoods. Both were clergymen
of the Church of England, both were men of learning, and they were alike
eager in the pursuit of knowledge; but the results of their labours have
been widely different. The Rev. John Whitaker, a native of Manchester,
related the history of Lancashire and Cheshire with much minuteness of
detail. The wars and alliances of our predecessors on both sides of the
Mersey, for some centuries before Christ, and the foundation of Manchester
about the period when Cwsar landed in Kent, are told at great length, and
leave nothing to be desired but evidence of the facts. He quotes largely
from Richard of Cirencester, and Ossian is a great authority with him ; and
his History, which obtained a good word from Gibbon, was a sort of
store-house for succeeding writers. With an abundant faney, and no want
of erudition, he attempted to realize the events of that early period, and
the slightest hint, even a misapplied inscription, was sufficient to enable
him to sketch out an invasion and a conquest, with all its accompaniments
and consequences. :

But time, the avenger, has had his turn, and Mr. Whitaker's attempts
to bring back the past are themselves being forgotten. His work is shown
to be a mere romance ; his Roman stations, his own cherished discoveries,
to have been mere dreams; the conclusions which he came to, with refer-
ence to acknowledged sites, altogether erroneous; and the two first Books
of the History or MANCHESTER utterly false in principle, and not to be
trusted in details.

Mr. Whitaker and the Rev. Brian Faussett do not appear to have had
any communication together, nor indeed is it likely that they had any
knowledge of each other. In those days there was no great facility for
knowing what was doing in distant parts of the kingdom, and Mr. Faussett
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seems to have followed out his own plan in his own way, and by himself.
His mind and Whitaker’s were essentially different. If he had any power
of fancy, he took care to keep it well under. He thought at first that the
burial-places were the sites of battles in the time of the Romans, but he
soon found out his mistake, and it seems to have been a lesson for him
ever after. When he found a something he could not make out, he pro-
visionally called it a “ whistle; ” but when more specimens turned up, he
referred back to his first assumption, and candidly owned it was “ most
likely nothing of the sort, only there was no harm in guessing.” Mr.
Faussett’s Journal, written nearly a century ago, is now as valuable as it
was then, nay, even more so; for if it had been published at the same
time as Whitaker’s History, it would probably have gained little notice,
and been left to neglect as a dall collection of trifling matters, when com-
pared with its brilliant rival.

It is indeed fortunate that the Journal has been printed, and the
Museum thrown open to the world at the present time,—the very period
that Faussett, who was far before the Archwologists of his own age, would
have chosen. His treasures now can not only be appreciated, but applied to
the illustration of history, and do in fact form materials whose importance
is best known to those who have paid most attention to it. The evidence
they afford of the state of Kent for many generations is unimpeachable.
They show that the condition of the people must have been tolerably
prosperous, and that they have gone down to the grave in peace. They
prove that Roman art and taste had influenced their personal ornaments,
though there is nothing to lead to the conclusion that Mr. Faussett found
the grave of a single Roman ; and while a few Christian emblems have
been turned up, they are only enough to convince us that the great mass
of interments were not Christian at all.

I believe these general conclusions may be safely drawn, but we must
review with more detail the facts upon which they rest; and as there is
some diversity of opinion as to the real age of the cemeteries, it will be
necessary for me to report to you these discrepancies, and then place the
facts and evidence before you, requesting you to bear in mind the difficulty,
and, at the same time, the importance of the inquiry.

Faussett, in his account of Kingston Down, where he found some of his
best relics, and where he catalogues the opening of 308 graves, says, *For
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I think this spot will from thence appear to have been no other than a
common burying-place of Romans, no doubt (and that, too, from a very
early period), but not of these alone, but also, if not chiefly, of Romans
Britonized, and Britons Romanized (if I may be allowed the use of these
expressions), till long after the Romans, properly so called, had entirely
quitted the island.”*

And again in his introduction to his Journal of the excavations at
Sibertswold Down, where he opened 181 tumuli, after stating that his
previous opinion was, that the place had been the site of a battle, that the
graves were those of the slain, and that he was confirmed in this by the
discovery of what he supposed to be a Danish spur, he goes on—* but
upon trial I was soon convinced of my mistake. For though I this summer
opened no less than 168 of these tumuli, and the whole of those in
Barfriston adjoining, to the number of forty-eight more, yet not a single
spur or anything else occurred that seemed to have the least connection
with either Danes or Saxons. But everything we met with was much of
the same kind with what I found at Ash and Kingston * * % and
I make no scruple of declaring myself to be confident that the persons here
buried were neither more nor less than the peaceable inhabitants of the
nigh village or villages, which inhabitants I take to have been Romans
Britonized, or Britons Romanized ; that is, as T have said before, people of
both these nations, who, having in process of time intermarried with each
other, had become, as it were, one people, and had naturally learned and
adopted each other’s customs and ceremonies.”t

And with reference to the.graves at Kingston, he concludes * that it
might have continued to be a burying-ground after the arrival of the Saxons
in this isle; nay, perhaps even to the time when Archbishop Cuthbert
(who came to the see of Canterbury A.p. 741), obtained a dispensation from
the then Pope for the making of cemeteries or churchyards within towns
or cities, whereas, here, in England, until his time, within the walls thereof
none were buried.”}

At Beakesbourne he “guessed that the persons here deposited were
buried about, if not long before, the time that the Roman legions left this
island for the last time, namely, about the year of Christ 418, or at the
latest before the coming in of the Saxons, which was about the year of

* Invent. Sepuler. p. 87. + Ibid p, 102. { Quoting Weever's Fun, Mon.—Ibid 33,
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Christ 449.” But he says it might have been used as a burial-ground long
before, as well as long after those periods, and he is persuaded there is
nothing Saxon about the place.*

Mr. Roach Smith, in his Introduction, takes quite another view. After
the evacuation of the island by the Romans, he says, “ When the light of
history dawns again upon the mysterious drama, it is fitful and uncertain ;
but when the curtain, or shroud rather, is raised, we see upon the stage a
mighty change. A new people has occupied the land. * #* % But of
the precise time when the great advent commenced, and when completed,
the traditions, which under the name of history have descended to us, leave
us in doubt.”}

“ Had he (Mr. Faussett) been previously acquainted with the character-
istics of Roman and Romano-British remains, he would probably have at
once surmised that the weapons, the implements, and the ornaments,
unaccompanied by indications of contemporary cremation, must have be-
longed to a time subsequent to that to which he referred them.”!

In another place he more particularly states that these cemeteries cannot
be referred to a period anterior to the fifth century, and therefore the
earlier Roman coins can afford no evidence as to the date of interment.(|

One more extract from Mr. Smith’s learned and elaborate introduction
is of the very first importance. “ As we often find the cemeteries are con-
tiguous to, or surrounded by Roman or Romano-British burial-places, we
seem to discern, in the contiguity of the dead, the result of an amicable
relationship. In many places, where opportunity has been afforded of
watching the exhumation of Roman burial-places, it has not been unfre-
quently noticed, when the Roman interments have been exhausted, that
Saxon graves follow in close proximity.” This has been noticed especially
in the neighbourhood of towns, as at Stroud and Colchester, and rema.rkably
at Crundale.

‘We may remark that both Mr. Faussett and Mr. Smith are satisfied that
the graves were those of one people ; the one considering them as British
or Celtic, and dating them before, the other after the middle of the fifth
century. It does indeed seem impossible to believe that these burials
belonged to such a terrible period as the end of the fifth and beginning of

o= 7

*Thid p.146.  +p. 11  {p.18. | p.48.
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the sixth century must have been, if the common opinion of the Saxon
invasion be corfect. The destruction of a race implies such suffering on
the one side, and such barbarity on the other, that funerals like these
could not have taken place. Still there were the coins of the fifth and
sixth centuries, which Faussett ignores, and the crosses, which Mr. Smith
can only receive as personal ornaments, not as Christian symbols; besides
the strong probability that the Saxons on the continent, at that period,
used cremation; and there are, moreover, certain admissions by both
gentlemen, which we shall use to show that the whole truth does not rest
with either.

Since the publication of the INvENTORIUM SEPULCRALE, we have had a
review of it by the learned and eloquent author of “The Saxons in Eng-
land.” Mr. Kemble's views are altogether different. He says, * it is im-
possible to doubt that the elaborate ornaments, the improved pottery, the
buried skeletons of the Kentish grave-yards, mark a much more advanced
development of culture, and probably a much later period of time than the
rude evidences of cremation in Norfolk and Suffolk. * * * The
Kentish deposits remind us rather of the settled districts under Frankish
rule, and the Merovingian culture of North France, Germanic, indeed, but
modified by Roman models, and the adoption of the Christian Faith. * % %
There is in fact nothing in these interments inconsistent with the supposi-
tion that they belong to the period extending from the commencement of
the seventh till at least the first half of the ninth centuries.”

Mr. Smith speaks of the intimate connection of the Roman and Saxon
graves, forgetting the British er Celtic of the first half of the fifth century ;
and Mr. Kemble puts aside not only these, but the Heathen Saxons of the
fifth and sixth centuries, and starts at once from the Christian period ; so
that we must suppose the Christian Saxons of the seventh century again
went back to cemeteries, which had been disused for at least two hundred
years. It may be supposed, that as most of the bodies are laid east and
west, they must have been Christian; but, from the numerous exceptions, we
cannot place much reliance on this circumstance. In a cemetery, too, which
has lately been discovered at Hartlepool, and supposed to be of the seventh
century, the bodies are laid north and south, but the grave-stones are
sculptured with Christian emblems.}

* Arch. Journ. Sept., 1836, p. 209. + Arch. Journ. vi., 136,
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In fact, that these graves were not those of a Christian population is
evident from the want of the marks and symbols which exist in every
Christian cemetery, and from the repugnance which the faithful, at that
period, had to rest in ground which must, in their eyes, have been
especially devoted to the devil. 'We know that very soon after the arrival
of St. Augustine, churchyards were common burial places ; and if the old
cemeteries were anywhere in use, we may be sure that if churches were not
built upon them, crosses would be erected ; nor, indeed, is it at all probable
that the memory of a Christian burial ground would ever have been lost.
But when Mr. Kemble asserts the resemblance between the Kentish relics
and the Frankish under Merovingian rule, he puts the question on its
right basis. The Saxons in England had then as settled a government as
North France, and Roman influence was acting upon the former as much
as on the latter ; perhaps one nation was as much Christian as the other.

The agreement of these three archeaologists, that the graves belonged to
one race, and to a civilized and settled community, is important, as
enabling us to start from a sure point, and with something to guide us on
our way. For, except a few coins, nothing has been found that gives us
any clue to the chronology of the deposits; and hence the remarkable
difference between the three gentlemen; Mr. Faussett assigning the
second, third, and fourth centuries; Mr. Smith the fifth and sixth ; and
Mr. Kemble the seventh, eighth, and the first half of the ninth, for the
period in question.

It will be well to observe that the terms Roman occupation, Roman
interment, and such like, are used with great latitude, and it is desirable
that the reason or fact upon which the name is assigned should be clearly
given. The graves at Crundale are (many of them at least) by universal
consent said to be Roman, but that the bodies there deposited were those
of actual Romans, or even Italians, there is nothing to show, The number
of Roman soldiers, officials, and settlers here must have been, compara-
tively, very small. The Legions, if always kept to their full complement,
would not have been more than 18,000 men, which were principally distri-
buted in the north ; and it must be remembered that a large proportion of
these, though Roman citizens, were really provincials, from many parts of
their great empire. Where a Legionary was buried, however, we find
the fact recorded on inscribed stones, wherever Roman garrisons were
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established. Besides those natives who obtained the citizenship, we have
also the civil officers employed by the government in the collection of taxes,
the superintendence of the post stations, and other departments, who were
scattered over the country; and it would probably be through these last
classes that the Tmperial civilization would chiefly be promoted. Kent is
always named as the most advanced part of KEngland, and this would
naturally follow from its continualintercourse with the continent and with the
Roman officials. It had, from a very early period, two or three garrisons,
though of no great extent, and there were other towns connected with the
post stations, which may have been centres of trade and manufactures. Still,
the body of the people were of the genuine Kentish stock ; they were, to
use Faussett’s expression, Romanized Britons ; they adopted the manners
of their conquerors, used their pottery (a great advance in civilization),
copied their personal ornaments, and had similar modes of burying the
dead. But as far as Mr. Faussett’s researches go, and indeed the later
ones too, there is no direct proof, even at Crundale, that a single Roman
was ever interred in any of these cemeteries, Not an inscription nor
symbol, nor sign of any sort has been found, to identify any remains as’
those of a veritable Roman man or woman, while everything tends to show
that the mass of the people had become, in certain respects, Romanized.*

The influence of Roman art on everything that has any character at all,
is confessed on all hands; but when we consider that according to the
received history, the Romans had left the country fifty years before the
arrival of the Saxons, the influence would be in fact that of the original
inhabitants, and as the conquerors must have set about their work of
extermination immediately, I must confess I can see meither time nor

* We are here especially referring to the researches that have been made in Kent, by
Mr, Faussett and others, but there is one relicin the Museum, of the discovery of which,
unfortunately, we have no account, but which is said to have come from Norfolk. This
is a genuine Roman ciuerary urn, of a tasteless shape, badly made of coarse clay, with a
very rude ornamentation ; in fact, it would be classed, at first sight perhaps, as very late
and poor Saxon. But this urn has an inscription upon it, fo the manes of Melia Rufina,
who lived thirteen years, three months, and siz days. The letters are without ligatures
or contractions, and apparently of a much earlier date than the urn itself would indicate,
if we did not take into account thatboth coarse and fine pottery would be made and used
at the same time, and that when the poverty of a family did not allow it to get the more
costly, it had to make use of the commoner and cheaper ware. The antiquity of this
inscription has been doubted, but the late Mr. Kemble expressed his belief in its being
genuine, and intended to have written an account of it.
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opportunity for any such influence showing itself at all. It could only have
been exercised during the period when the Roman power was in existence
and in active operation. After a few generations we look in vain for traces
of it in the coins, in the buildings, or in the personal ornaments. Even the
pottery, almost a necessary of life, seems to have gradually become more
rude and useless, and to have been no longer made for domestic purposes.
This fact defines pretty nearly the period of one part of the interments,
while the others are limited by the absence of Christian memorials.

But another point of great importance is also undisputed, viz., that these
interments took place in a country which was peaceful and settled. That
generation followed generation is evident, not merely from the extent of
the burial-grounds, but from the fact that the custom of cremation had
actually ceased during the period. When this took place I am unable to
say, but most likely burials had been growing more prevalent in the second
and third centuries. There can be no question, however, that few bodies
were burnt after the empire became Christian, under Constantine, and not

.the Jeast proof or probability that the Kentish men re-adopted it when they
regained their independence.*

The epoch of 449, the so-called arrival of the Saxons, is in the way of
both Mr. Faussett and Mr. Smith; one takes the anterior, the other
prefers ‘the century that follows; while both allow that interments have
taken place out of the period which each assigns as definitive in his own
hypothesis. Mr. Kemble's views are quite in another direction, but his
position is altogether untenable, and has no support from any investigations
that have been made ; indeed, as I have already shown, it is at variance
with all the facts that have been brought to light. That these cemeteries
should have been the work of the Christians of the seventh and eighth
centuries, and neither symbol, nor inscription, nor tradition remain in any
one of the many localities, is quite at variance with all that we know of the
state of Christianity as then existing.

The pottery which has been found in many graves was probably used in
the funeral ceremonies, and consequently dedicated to the gods of the
tomb; no sure inference can be drawn from its pattern or material as to

* Urendi corpora defunctorum usus nostro seeculo nullus fit. Macrobius, Saturn. 7, 7.
It would seem that it had ceased in the time of Apuleius, in the second century,
amongst the common people.
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the date of the interment. We must bear in mind that common pottery
retains its form and character through many ages, and that the brown ware
of the present day is coeval with the richest and most delicate porcelain.
The ancient manufacture in this kingdom was of a very simple kind, and
may be classed under two heads ; 1st, that bearing more or less a classical
character; and, 2nd, that where there is no characteristic of any kind. A
vessel of clay was wanted, and it was made with a wide mouth, or a narrow
neck, and a round, or flat, or conical base, with patterns showing more or
less skill (or more correctly, various degrees of unskilfulness) indented on
the soft clay, and indifferently baked. Where the Roman influence pre-
vailed, however, we have more graceful forms and in greater variety; good
mouldings, well burnt ware, and a sort of glaze, which has stood well for
many centuries, But it would be hardly safe to assign a date, even in
approximation, on the strength of these differences, as undoubtedly all
kinds would be in use at the same time, marking, as they do now, the com:
parative wealth of the several owners. One thing we may believe certain ;
pottery, for domestic purposes, was exclusively a Roman introduction ;
with them it came, with them it went; and as, probably, a good deal of the
finer sorts was imported, we have evidence of extensive commercial inter-
course. As to that made in the kingdom, the clay would vary according
to the locality, and particular fashions and modes of workmanship would no
doubt prevail in different places ; but the original rudeness and simplicity
continued as long as the manufacture lasted ; which, indeed, does not seem
to have long survived the departure of the Romans. Whether we possess
any made after the sixth century it is difficult to say. The cups, before
the conquest, were of wood, horn, shell, and metals, and if there were any
utensils of glass or pottery, they must have been extremely rare.

The coins discovered have been few (Faussett names fourteen Roman,
two Merovingian, and a few Saxon), and though of little value as evidence
in any individual case, still, as a rule, I think we may presume that a coin
found in a grave is to be taken as marking within a few years the date of
the grave. There is more uncertainty in some of Mr. Faussett’s examples,
as in several cases a previous urn-burial was found to have been disturbed
by the later deposit of a body unburned, and there is a doubt to which
interment the coin belonged. It is possible, too, that the coin might be
strung with beads or worn as an ornament. Still, on the whole, 1 am
inclined to believe that they were not only of the period of the burial, but
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intended by the survivors as a memorial of the date itself, on the samé
principle as we still place the current coin of the realm under the founda-
tion-stone of a public building. The coins are chiefly of the third and
fourth centuries ; specimens of the fifth and sixth are also met with, but
not one that can be with certainty assigned to a later period.

The crosses are equally uncertain as to age; three only were found.
One, a silver Latin cross, worked with an engraved guilloche pattern, and
in another grave a pair of small Greek crosses, also of silver. At whatever
period Christianity was introduced into the island, and I believe it took place
during the apostolic age, it must have been the state religion for nearly the
last hundred years of the Roman dominion; but, as I have stated on a
previous occasion, it secms to have made slow progress with the Teutonic
races in general, and the Sewe and Engle in particular. That there were
converts, however, at an early period we have presumptive evidence, and
these crosses are themselves proofs of the fact; they appear to have
been attached to some part of the dress, not suspended. That this Latin cross
could have been worn as a mere personal ornament, apart from its symbolical
meaning, seems as unlikely as that we should now adorn ourselves with
silver gibbets. The cross itself may have belonged to the occupant of the
tomb, and have been deposited at any period, from the Roman conquest to
the end of the sixth century; or it may have been placed by some friendly
hand, who had faith in the sign, that it might “ scare the fiends from the
heathen’s grave.”

We come now to the personal ornaments, the beads, buckles, brooches,
rings, and bracelets ; and while most of these are of a very simple charac-
ter, such as we might expect any man working in metals would make,
some are most magnificent and costly; others, less intrinsically valuable,
have a remarkable and elaborate ornamentation, by some qualified as
Saxon, by others as Roman, while there is no positive criterion by which to
form a judgment. In Mr. Mayer’s Museum you will find fibule apparently
of exactly similar construction, especially as regards the security of the
fastening, and with the same patterns of ornament, assigned to both classes.
The bow-shaped fibule are sometimes wrought in a scroll or interlaced
pattern, at other times we find small circles with a dot in the middle,
regularly arranged ; or we may have merely straight longitudinal ribs and
hollows ; and some of these forms we find upon the pottery, especially the
small circle with the centre dot.
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The very classification of these fibule into late Roman and early Saxon,
shows the difficulty of appropriating such articles to the right owners, and
it is most remarkable that nothing is said about the original Celtic race,
which, according to the common belief, must have formed the mass of the
population in the fourth and first-half-of-the-fifth century. My, Smith, in
his very interesting work on Richborough, says that * the Roman coins,
urns, and other ohjects of Roman fabrication, sometimes found with Saxon’
remains, do not prove an earlier date ; but they tend to show that the Saxons
adopted many of the Roman customs and observances after the Roman
forces were withdrawn from Britain.”* But this influence could only
have been derived from the native Kentish stock, for the Romans had already
left them ; and it necessarily follows, if they, the native race, had learned
aught from the Romans, we should expect to find some memorials left of
them. If, however, they had not had the benefit of Roman art, or not
profited by it, they could have done nothing for the Saxons. But Mr.
Smith further tells us that *the connection between the workmanship of
the latest Roman and the earliest Saxon personal ornaments, is often so
close that it is difficult to distinguish between the two."”}

The difficulties connected with the received history derived from the
imperfections and contradictions of the writers of the fifth and succeeding
centuries, are increased by the irreconcileable evidence of these remains.
* The objects found in them,” says Mr. Smith, speaking of these burial
places, ¢ are not only frequently of Roman origin, but they show, in many
instances, that Roman habits and customs had been adopted and associated
with those of the new inhabitants, to an extent which must considerably
modify our assent to the popular belief that the Saxon invasion either exter-
minated the Roman monuments or the influence of Roman civilization.”

But if the population, or-any part of it, was Celtic (and by Celtic I mean
Welsh), it was itself utterly exterminated, and the language annihilated,
even to the names of places and estates, which, notwithstanding all
attempts to give them a Celtic origin, are clearly and indisputably
Teutonic. Nothing, indeed, is more singular than the total oblivion of
any people except Romans and Saxons, not merely in Kent, but in Eng-
land, during the whole period from the second to the seventh century—
the Engle, a cognate race with the Sexe, || appearing towards the latter half

*p.b7. +p.88 {p. 159, | Sexe, Latinized into Saxones, and coming to us
through this Latinized form,
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of the time. Granting. however, that the people of England proper were of

" the Teutonic race, the difficulties vanish, and all becomes reasonable and

intelligible.  The assertion of the national independence, the struggles
between the great political parties for freedom on one side, and for power
on the other, continuing through several centuries, and even, I believe,
mixing themselves up with the Danish occupation in the tenth and eleventh
centuries, take a definite form, and though a regular historical narrative is
impossible, we may understand the various parties, their objects, and the
means used in striving for those objects.

Amongst the general conclusions we may draw from the relics and the
InvenTORIUM, We have before observed, that there have been cinerary urns
deposited long before the burial of the unburned corpses, and the urn has
been either unknown or unheeded by the later generation. It is found
broken, but the fragments appear to have been carefully gathered together,
and deposited again in the grave.

There seems to have been no particular portion of ground assigned to the
richorpoor, as the graves where the gold brooches were found had nothing to
distinguish them, either in position or structure, from those which con-
tained merely a buckle, the head of a dart, or nothing at all ; the green
sod covered all alike, and we have a specimen of that feeling of equality
which formed so remarkable a characteristic of our ancestors. Neither do
the arrangements differ at different periods of time; generation was de-
posited after generation with the same forms and the same relics.

The coins found are so few as to be plainly exceptional deposits. They
are mostly of the lower empire, and I think must be referred to the Roman
period, or, in the later instances, to persons who had the same religion and
ceremonies. Roman coins were in circulation after the Romans left the
kingdom ; but that Saxons just arrived from the Continent (to say nothing
of the Continental Saxons of that period still using cremation), would
deposit a piece of money with each corpse seems very improbable. Both
these and the Roman keys, chatelains, and similar articles, could hardly be
supposed to be used by a people who must have begun and kept up a work
of destruction and extermination, instead of adopting the manners and
manufactures of the Kentish people.

The crosses serve to show that Christianity was not altogether unknown.
Fragments and traces of linen and woollen cloth and leather were also
found. :
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An opinion may be formed from these graves as to the condition of the
people. The principal part seems to have been coffinless ; a shield of
wood, with an iron boss in the centre, fixed with broad-headed silver-gilt
nails, a spear, a dart, a sword, and a knife ,—such are the contents of the
richest male graves, and they are rare. Generally a spear or dart, or knife
and iron buckle may have turned up, but very frequently indeed the result
was nothing. In the female graves we have beads of amber or glass, or
coloured pastes, chatelaines, shears, rings, and armlets. The valuable
gold brooches belonged to men ; some of the rings are silver, but, except
the brooches, there is nothing of much intrinsic value. In all these
articles, however, the influence of Roman art is undoubted. If not the
work of Roman artists, they are, at any rate, of the Roman school. The
same may be said of the pottery ; the bright red ware, known as Samian,
is supposed to have been imported, while the common brown, black,
or grey vessels were in all probability made in this country. But, as
I bhave already stated, the actual manufactory does not seem to have
long survived the recovery of the national independence. If the Saxons
had brought over any such art from the Continent, we might reasonably
expect that the superior work of the natives would have had a beneficial
effect upon the pottery, and that at least it would have continued available
for domestic purposes, but of this we find no traces.

I have already stated that the reason of so many earthenware vessels
being deposited in the graves probably arose from the custom of bathing
and anointing a corpse before burial. Some were used for libations and
the funeral feast, and all things connected with it were held sacred, and
devoted Diis Manibus. How far the Kentish people adopted these prac-
tices we do not know, but something of the sort seems to have been
prevalent, if not going to the extent of a regular Roman funeral ; a great
deal would depend upon the wealth and position of the deceased.

‘We may, I think, now agree with Faussett, in assigning these graves to
the inhabitants of the neighbouring villages, who continued to bury their
dead in these cemeteries long after the Romans left the island, and even,
till the establishment of Christianity. We may also see, with Mr. Smith,
in the contiguity of the Roman and Romano-British burial-places, the
result of an amicable relationship. In fact, we have here the proof that

the Kentish people, who listened to St. Augustine, were as much the
G
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descendants of those who opposed the landing of Julius Cewesar as the
present inhabitants are descendants of those who received St. Augustine.
The Romans * did not leave Kent of their own accord, they were driven out.
The Saxons did not come from the Continent and annihilate the previous
possessors; the Sexe were the original dwellers in, and owners of the land,
distinguishing themselves as Cantwara, and around them were theremainder
of the family, classified as East, Middle, South, and West Sexe. To the
north was another great Teutonic or Gothic family, the Engle, which
finally, but at a very early period, gave its name to the island, as the land
of the Engle.

In conclusion, perhaps I may be allowed to put a question to the
Historic Society. Are there no remains of the inhabitants of the two
counties whose early condition and fortunes should be the peculiar object
of our search, contemporary with those in Kent? Several tumuli have
been opened or removed at Winwick ; others, whose history T am alto-
gether unacquainted with, are in Dunham Park. Delamere Forest also
has been the site of an early cemetery, and there are remains on the fells
in Furness that have never been examined. From what was stated here
not long ago, the borders of Lancashire and Yorkshire might perhaps
afford a good harvest to an industrious and careful inquirer. Every year
adds to the discovery and destruction of these valuable relics, and it is to
societies like our own that we must trust for preserving and making them
available to future historians.

* We get chance glimpses, at times, of the state of a city or nation under the Roman
government, which are beyond price, as they are applicable to other places in like
circumstances. The early history of Cologne is especially suggestive. This city wag
remarkable as a German town in the time of Ceesar; at alater period it became a Roman
Colony, which implies as complete a Roman organization as was possible. In the
Vitellian wars (A.D. 71) it revolted, and a tribe from the opposite bank of the Rhine sent
ambassadors to the Town Council, thanking the national Deities, that they had again
returned into the Germanic family and name, and entreating them to destroy the walls of
the Colony—a mere safeguard of slaves: and to kill all the Romans in their district.
The Council in reply, consider it safer to preserve the walls, and as the colonists had
been joined with them in marriage, they think that their neighbours could hardly wish
them to murder their own parents, brothers, and children.—Zacitus Hist. IV., 64, 65.
Cologne at that early period was essentially German in race, though Romanized even
more than our own Kentish peasants.




