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Making an early appearance in this volume are the first Roman invader of Britain, Julius Caesar, whose campaigns in 55
and 54 B.C. are succinctly described, and the Iceni queen Boudicca, whose rebellion nearly ended the Roman
occupation only seventeen years after the Emperor Claudius's conquest.

Anglo-Saxon England The invaders and their early settlements Although Germanic foederati, allies of Roman
and post-Roman authorities, had settled in England in the 4th century ad, tribal migrations into Britain began
about the middle of the 5th century. The first arrivals, according to the 6th-century British writer Gildas, were
invited by a British king to defend his kingdom against the Picts and Scots. A tradition reached Bede that the
first mercenaries were from three tribesâ€”the Angles, Saxons , and Jutes â€”which he locates on the Cimbric
Peninsula, and by implication the coastlands of northwestern Germany. Archaeology, however, suggests a
more complex picture showing many tribal elements, Frankish leadership in the first waves, and Frisian
contacts. Revolt by these mercenaries against their British employers in the southeast of England led to
large-scale Germanic settlements near the coasts and along the river valleys. Their advance was halted for a
generation by native resistance, which tradition associates with the names of Ambrosius Aurelianus and
Arthur , culminating in victory about by the Britons at the Battle of Mons Badonicus at an unidentified
location. But a new Germanic drive began about , and before the century had ended, the Britons had been
driven west to the borders of Dumnonia Cornwall and Devon and to the Welsh Marches, while invaders were
advancing west of the Pennines and northward into Lothian. The fate of the native British population is
difficult to determine. The case against its large-scale survival rests largely on linguistic evidence, such as the
scarcity of Romano-British words continuing into English and the use of English even by Northumbrian
peasants. The case against wholesale extermination also rests on linguistic evidence, such as place-names and
personal names, as well as on evidence provided by urban and rural archaeology. Certainly few Britons in
England were above servile condition. This sense of unity was strengthened during long periods when all
kingdoms south of the Humber acknowledged the overlordship called by Bede an imperium of a single ruler,
known as a bretwalda , a word first recorded in the 9th century. The first such overlord was Aelle of Sussex, in
the late 5th century; the second was Ceawlin of Wessex, who died in The third overlord, Aethelberht of Kent ,
held this power in when the monk Augustine led a mission from Rome to Kent; Kent was the first English
kingdom to be converted to Christianity. The Christian church provided another unifying influence, overriding
political divisions, although it was not until that the church in England acknowledged a single head. The social
system Aethelberht set down in writing a code of laws ; although it reflects Christian influence, the system
underlying the laws was already old, brought over from the Continent in its main lines. The strongest social
bond of this system was that of kinship; every freeman depended on his kindred for protection, and the social
classes were distinguished by the amount of their wergild the sum that the kindred could accept in place of
vengeance if a man were killed. The normal freeman was the ceorl , an independent peasant landowner; below
him in Kent were persons with lower wergilds, who were either freedmen or, as were similar persons in
Wessex, members of a subject population; above the ceorls were the nobles â€”some perhaps noble by birth
but more often men who had risen by service as companions of the kingâ€”with a wergild three times that of a
ceorl in Kent, six times that of a ceorl elsewhere. The tie that bound a man to his lord was as strong as that of
the kindred. Both nobles and ceorls might possess slaves, who had no wergild and were regarded as chattels.
Early traditions, embodied in king lists, imply that all Anglo-Saxon kingdoms except Sussex were established
by rulers deemed to have descended from the gods. The sacral character of kingship later increased and
changed in meaning as the Christian ruler was set apart by coronation and anointment. In the established
English kingdoms the king had special rightsâ€”compensations for offenses committed in his presence or his
home or against anyone under his protection; rights to hospitality, which later became a food rent charged on
all land ; and rights to various services. He rewarded his followers with grants of land, probably at first for
their lifetime only, but the need to provide permanent endowment for the church brought into being a type of
land that was free from most royal dues and that did not revert to the king. From the latter part of the 7th
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century such land was sometimes conferred by charter. It became common to make similar grants by charter to
laymen, with power to bequeath; but three servicesâ€”the building of forts and bridges and service in the
armyâ€”were almost invariably excepted from the immunity. On matters of importance the king normally
consulted his witan wise men. There were local variations in the law, and over a period of time the law
developed to meet changed circumstances. As kingdoms grew larger, for example, an official called an
ealderman was needed to administer part of the area, and later a sheriff was needed to look after the royal
rights in each shire. The acceptance of Christianity made it necessary to fit the clergy into the scale of
compensations and assign a value to their oaths and to fix penalties for offenses such as sacrilege, heathen
practices, and breaches of the marriage law. But the basic principles were little changed. The Anglo-Saxons
left England a land of villages , but the continuity of village development is uncertain. The oldest villages are
not, as previously thought, those with names ending in -ingas but rather those ending in -ham and -ingham.
The conversion to Christianity Place-names containing the names of gods or other heathen elements are
plentiful enough to prove the vitality of heathenism and to account for the slow progress of conversion in
some areas. The conversion renewed relations with Rome and the Continent; but the full benefit of this was
delayed because much of England was converted by the Celtic church , which had lost contact with Rome. It
received a setback in when Edwin was killed and Paulinus withdrew to Kent. Soon after, the West Saxons
were converted by Birinus, who came from Rome. And it was the Celtic church that began in to spread the
faith among the Middle Angles, the Mercians, and the peoples of the Severn valley; it also won back Essex. At
first there was little friction between the Roman and Celtic missions. Later, however, differences in
usageâ€”especially in the calculation of the date of Easterâ€”caused controversy, which was settled in favour
of the Roman party at the Synod of Whitby in The adherents of Celtic usage either conformed or withdrew,
and advocates of Roman practice became active in the north, the Midlands , and Essex. Sussex and the Isle of
Wight â€”the last outposts of heathenismâ€”were converted by Bishop Wilfrid and his followers from to and
thenceforth followed Roman usages. This may seem less than fair to the Celtic mission. The Celtic church
made a great impression by its asceticism, fervour, and simplicity, and it had a lasting influence on
scholarship. Yet the period of Celtic dominance was only 30 years. The decision at Whitby made possible a
form of organization better fitted for permanent needs than the looser system of the Celtic church. This high
standard arose from a combination of influences: Under Theodore and Adrian, Canterbury became a famous
school, and men trained there took their learning to other parts of England. One of these men was Aldhelm ,
who had been a pupil of Maildubh the Irish founder of Malmesbury ; under Aldhelm, Malmesbury became an
influential centre of learning. Before long a liberal education could be had at such other West Saxon
monasteries as Nursling and Wimborne. The finest centre of scholarship was Northumbria. There Celtic and
classical influences met: Other Northumbrians went abroad, especially to Rome; among them was Benedict
Biscop. Benedict returned from Rome with Theodore â€” , spent some time in Canterbury, and then brought
the learning acquired there to Northumbria. He founded the monasteries at Wearmouth and Jarrow , where
Bede spent his life. Benedict and Ceolfrith , abbot of Jarrow, brought books from the Continent and assembled
the fine library that was available to Bede. Nonetheless, even though he was outstanding, he did not work in
isolation. Moreover, in this period religious poetry was composed in the diction and technique of the older
secular poetry in the vernacular. Beowulf , considered the greatest Old English poem, is sometimes assigned
to this age, but the dating is uncertain. Art flourished, with a combination of native elements and influences
from Ireland and the Mediterranean. The Hiberno-Saxon or Anglo-Irish style of manuscript illumination was
evolved, its greatest exampleâ€”the Lindisfarne Gospelsâ€”also showing classical influence. Masons from
Gaul and Rome built stone churches. In Northumbria stone monuments with figure sculpture and vine-scroll
patterns were set up. Churches were equipped with precious objectsâ€”some from abroad, some of native
manufacture even in heathen times the English had been skilled metalworkers. Manuscripts and works of art
were taken abroad to churches founded by the English missions, and these churches, in turn, became centres of
production. The great Sutton Hoo ship burial, discovered in at the burial site of the East Anglian royal house
and perhaps the cenotaph of the bretwalda Raedwald d.
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Making an early appearance in this volume are the first Roman invader of Britain, Julius Caesar, whose campaigns in 55
and 54 B.C. are succinctly described; Boudicca, the Iceni queen whose rebellion nearly ended the Roman occupation
only seventeen years after the Emperor Claudius's conquest.

That cycle of loss and recapture collapsed over the next decade. Eventually around , although Roman power
remained a force to be reckoned with for a further three generations across much of Gaul , Britain slipped
beyond direct imperial control into a phase which has generally been termed "sub-Roman". However,
evidence from Verulamium suggests that urban-type rebuilding, [6] featuring piped water, was continuing late
on in the 5th century, if not beyond. At Silchester , there are signs of sub-Roman occupation down to around ,
[7] and at Wroxeter new Roman baths have been identified as Roman-type. This is the 5th century Britain into
which the Anglo-Saxons appear. Assigning ethnic labels such as "Anglo-Saxon" is fraught with difficulties
and the term itself only began to be used in the 8th century to distinguish "Germanic" groups in Britain from
those on the continent Old Saxony in present-day Northern Germany. Each race was so prolific that it sent
large numbers of individuals every year to the Franks, who planted them in unpopulated regions of its
territory. Writing in the mid-sixth century, he also states that after the overthrow of Constantine III in , "the
Romans never succeeded in recovering Britain, but it remained from that time under tyrants. Peace led to
luxuria and self-indulgence. A renewed attack was threatened by the Picts and Scoti, and this led to a council,
where it was proposed and agreed that land in the east would be given to the Saxons on the basis of a treaty, a
foedus, by which the Saxons would defend the Britons in exchange for food supplies. This type of
arrangement was unexceptional in a Late Roman context; Franks had been settled as foederati on imperial
territory in northern Gaul Toxandria in the 4th century, and the Visigoths were settled in Gallia Aquitania
early in the 5th century. The Saxon foederati first complained that their monthly supplies were inadequate.
Then they threatened to break the treaty, which they did, spreading the onslaught "from sea to sea". This war,
which Higham called the "War of the Saxon Federates", ended some 20â€”30 years later, shortly after the
siege at Mons Badonicus , and some 40 years before Gildas was born. The "divorce settlement", Higham in
particular has argued, was an improved treaty from the British viewpoint. This included the ability to extract
tribute from the people in the east i. This kind of treaty had been used elsewhere to bring people into the
Roman Empire to move along the roads or rivers and work alongside the army. The historical details are, as
Snyder had it: He used apocalyptic language: Yet Gildas had lived through, in his own words, an age of
"external peace", and it is this peace that brought with it the tyrannisâ€”"unjust rule". Gildas, in discussing the
holy shrines, mentioned that the spiritual life of Britain had suffered, because the partition divortium , of the
country, which was preventing the citizens cives from worshipping at the shrines of the martyrs. Control had
been ceded to the Saxons, even control of access to such shrines. Oath breaking and the absence of just
judgements for ordinary people were mentioned a number of times. British leadership, everywhere, was
immoral and the cause of the "ruin of Britain". Jutland was the homeland of the Jutes, and the coast between
the Elbe and Weser rivers modern German state of Lower Saxony is the Saxon area of origin. Crucially, Bede
seems to identify three phases of settlement: Whether such an institution existed is uncertain, but Simon
Keynes argues that the idea is not an invented concept. Whether the majority were early settlers, descendant
from settlers, or especially after the exploration stage, were Roman-British leaders who adopted Anglo-Saxon
culture is unclear, but the balance of opinion is that most were migrants. This has been used by linguists and
archaeologists who have produced genocidal, slavery and bloody invasion settlement theories. Therefore, the
ghastly scenario that Gildas feared is calmly explained away by Bede: Bede is not using ethnicity in the same
manner as a modern reader. Therefore, it is a moot point whether all of those whom Bede encompassed under
the term Angli were racially Germanic". A hide was an amount of land sufficient to support a household. The
list of tribes is headed by Mercia and consists almost exclusively of peoples who lived south of the Humber
estuary and territories that surrounded the Mercian kingdom, some of which have never been satisfactorily
identified by scholars. The document is problematic, but extremely important for historians as it provides a
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glimpse into the relationship between people, land and the tribes and groups into which they had organised
themselves. The individual units in the list developed from the settlement areas of tribal groups, some of
which are as little as hides. The names are difficult to locate: What it reveals is that micro-identity of tribe and
family is important from the start. The list is evidence for more complex settlement than the single political
entity of the other historical sources. The Chronicle is a collection of annals that were still being updated in
some cases more than years after the events they describe. They contain various entries that seem to add to the
breadth of the historical evidence and provide good evidence for a migration, the Anglo-Saxon elites and
various significant historical events. The earliest events described in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle were
transcribed centuries after they had occurred. Barbara Yorke , Patrick Sims-Williams and David Dumville
among others have highlighted how a number of features of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle for the 5th and early
6th centuries clearly contradict the idea that they contain a reliable year-by-year record. As Dumville points
out about the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle: Area I, where Celtic names are rare and confined to large and
medium-sized rivers, shows English-language dominance to c. Celtic language-death in England Explaining
linguistic change, and particularly the rise of Old English , is crucial in any account of the Anglo-Saxon
settlement of Britain. The modern consensus is that the spread of English can be explained by a fairly small
number of Germanic-speaking immigrants becoming politically dominant, in a context where Latin had lost its
usefulness and prestige due to the collapse of the Roman economy and administration. Brittonic names lie
mostly to the north of the Lammermuir and Moorfoot Hills. However, by the eighth century, when extensive
evidence for the post-Roman language situation is next available, it is clear that the dominant language in what
is now eastern and southern England was Old English , whose West Germanic predecessors were spoken in
what is now the Netherlands and northern Germany. This development is strikingly different from, for
example, post-Roman Gaul, Iberia, or North Africa, where Germanic-speaking invaders gradually switched to
local languages. Scholars have stressed that Welsh and Cornish place-names from the Roman period seem no
more likely to survive than English ones: An Anglo-Saxon elite could be formed in two ways: Guarding
against considering one aspect of archaeology in isolation, this concept ensures that different topics are
considered together, that previously were considered separately, such as: This is changing, with new works of
synthesis and chronology, in particular the work of Catherine Hills and Sam Lucy on the evidence of Spong
Hill, which has opened up the possible synthesis with continental material culture and has moved the
chronology for the settlement earlier than AD , with a significant number of items now in phases before this
historically set date. The collapse of Roman material culture some time in the early 5th century left a gap in
the archaeological record that was quite rapidly filled by the intrusive Anglo-Saxon material culture, while the
native culture became archaeologically close to invisibleâ€”although recent hoards and metal-detector finds
show that coin use and imports did not stop abruptly at AD Andrew Pearson suggests that the "Saxon Shore
Forts" and other coastal installations played a more significant economic and logistical role than is often
appreciated, and that the tradition of Saxon and other continental piracy, based on the name of these forts, is
probably a myth. There was a large gap between richest and poorest; the trappings of the latter have been the
focus of less archaeological study. However the archaeology of the peasant from the 4th and 5th centuries is
dominated by "ladder" field systems or enclosures, associated with extended families, and in the South and
East of England the extensive use of timber-built buildings and farmsteads shows a lower level of engagement
with Roman building methods than is shown by the houses of the numerically much smaller elite. The
distribution of the earliest Anglo-Saxon sites and place names in close proximity to Roman settlements and
roads has been interpreted as showing that initial Anglo-Saxon settlements were being controlled by the
Romano-British. The broader archaeological picture suggests that no one model will explain all the
Anglo-Saxon settlements in Britain and that there was considerable regional variation. Norfolk has more large
Anglo-Saxon cemeteries than the neighbouring East Anglian county of Suffolk; eastern Yorkshire the nucleus
of the Anglo-Saxon kingdom of Deira far more than the rest of Northumbria. Some were indeed warriors who
were buried equipped with their weapons, but we should not assume that all of these were invited guests who
were to guard Romano-British communities. Possibly some, like the later Viking settlers , may have begun as
piratical raiders who later seized land and made permanent settlements. Other settlers seem to have been much
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humbler people who had few if any weapons and suffered from malnutrition. Beyond these, in the early
Anglo-Saxon period, identity was local: It is this identity that archaeological evidence seeks to understand and
determine, considering how it might support separate identity groups, or identities that were inter-connected.
Twenty-eight urned and two unurned cremations dating from between the 5th and 6th centuries, and 34
inhumations, dating from between the late 5th and early 7th centuries, were uncovered. Both cremations and
inhumations were provided with pyre or grave goods, and some of the burials were richly furnished. The
excavation found evidence for a mixture of practices and symbolic clothing; these reflected local differences
that appeared to be associated with tribal or family loyalty. This use of clothing in particular was very
symbolic, and distinct differences within groups in the cemetery could be found. Ancient monuments were
one of the most important factors determining the placing of the dead in the early Anglo-Saxon landscape.
Anglo-Saxon secondary activity on prehistoric and Roman sites was traditionally explained in practical terms.
These explanations, in the view of Howard Williams, failed to account for the numbers and types of
monuments and graves from villas to barrows reused. Prehistoric barrows, in particular, have been seen as
physical expressions of land claims and links to the ancestors, and John Shephard has extended this
interpretation to Anglo-Saxon tumuli. By the late 4th century the English rural landscape was largely cleared,
generally occupied by dispersed farms and hamlets, each surrounded by its own fields but often sharing other
resources in common called "infield-outfield cultivation". Such stability was reversed within a few decades of
the 5th century, as early "Anglo-Saxon" farmers, affected both by the collapse of Roman Britain and a climatic
deterioration which reached its peak probably around , concentrated on subsistence, converting to pasture
large areas of previously ploughed land. However, there is little evidence of abandoned arable land. Evidence
across southern and central England increasingly shows the persistence of prehistoric and Roman field layouts
into and, in some cases throughout, the Anglo-Saxon period, whether or not such fields were continuously
ploughed. Together these reveal that kinship ties and social relations were continuous across the 5th and 6th
centuries, with no evidence of the uniformity or destruction, imposed by lords, the savage action of invaders or
system collapse. This has implications on how later developments are considered, such as the developments in
the 7th and 8th centuries. Landscape studies draw upon a variety of topographical, archaeological and written
sources. There are major problems in trying to relate Anglo-Saxon charter boundaries to those of Roman
estates for which there are no written records, and by the end of the Anglo-Saxon period there had been major
changes to the organisation of the landscape which can obscure earlier arrangements. Nevertheless, studies
carried out throughout the country, in "British" as well as "Anglo-Saxon" areas, have found examples of
continuity of territorial boundaries where, for instance, Roman villa estate boundaries seem to have been
identical with those of medieval estates, as delineated in early charters, though settlement sites within the
defined territory might shift. These developments suggest that the basic infrastructure of the early
Anglo-Saxon local administration or the settlement of early kings or earls was inherited from late Roman or
Sub-Roman Britain. This in part is because most early rural Anglo-Saxon sites have yielded few finds other
than pottery and bone. The use of aerial photography does not yield easily identifiable settlements, partly due
to the dispersed nature of many of these settlements. Even in Kent, an area of rich early Anglo-Saxon
archaeology, the number of excavated settlements is fewer than expected. However, in contrast the counties of
Northamptonshire, Oxfordshire, Suffolk and Cambridgeshire are relative rich in early settlements. These have
revealed a tendency for early Anglo-Saxon settlements to be on the light soils associated with river terraces.
The same is true of the settlements along the rivers Ouse , Trent , Witham , Nene and along the marshy lower
Thames. Less well known due to a dearth of physical evidence but attested by surviving place names, there
were Jutish settlements on the Isle of Wight and the nearby southern coast of Hampshire. A number of
Anglo-Saxon settlements are located near or at Roman-era towns, but the question of simultaneous town
occupation by the Romano-Britons and a nearby Anglo-Saxon settlement i. By the late 5th century there were
additional Anglo-Saxon cemeteries, some of them adjacent to earlier ones, but with a large expansion in other
areas, and now including the southern coast of Sussex. Cemetery evidence is still dominated by the material
culture: Considering the early cemeteries of Kent, most relevant finds come from furnished graves with
distinctive links to the Continent. However, there are some unique items, these include pots and urns and
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especially brooches, [] an important element of female dress that functioned as a fastener, rather like a modern
safety pin. The style of brooches called Quoits , is unique to southern England in the fifth century AD, with
the greatest concentration of such items occurring in Kent. Seiichi Suzuki defines the style through an analysis
of its design organisation, and, by comparing it with near-contemporary styles in Britain and on the continent,
identifying those features which make it unique. He suggests that the quoit brooch style was made and remade
as part of the process of construction of new group identities during the political uncertainties of the time, and
sets the development of the style in the context of the socio-cultural dynamics of an emergent post-Roman
society.

Page 6

WHOS WHO IN ROMAN BRITAIN AND ANGLO-SAXON ENGLAND pdf
3: Anglo-Saxon | people | www.enganchecubano.com
Part of an eight-volume series providing short biographies of men and women from Roman to Victorian times, Who's
Who in Roman Britain and Anglo-Saxon England is more than a work of reference: it is a.

Print this page Introduction The story of early Britain has traditionally been told in terms of waves of invaders
displacing or annihilating their predecessors. Archaeology suggests that this picture is fundamentally wrong.
For over 10, years people have been moving into - and out of - Britain, sometimes in substantial numbers, yet
there has always been a basic continuity of population. Substantial genetic continuity of population does not
preclude profound shifts in culture and identity. It is actually quite common to observe important cultural
change, including adoption of wholly new identities, with little or no biological change to a population.
Arguably this remained generally true until the 17th century, when James I of England and VI of Scotland
sought to establish a pan-British monarchy. Throughout recorded history the island has consisted of multiple
cultural groups and identities. Many of these groupings looked outwards, across the seas, for their closest
connections - they did not necessarily connect naturally with their fellow islanders, many of whom were
harder to reach than maritime neighbours in Ireland or continental Europe. We can, however, say that
biologically they were part of the Caucasoid population of Europe. The regional physical stereotypes familiar
to us today, a pattern widely thought to result from the post-Roman Anglo-Saxon and Viking invasions red-headed people in Scotland, small, dark-haired folk in Wales and lanky blondes in southern England already existed in Roman times. Insofar as they represent reality, they perhaps attest the post-Ice Age peopling
of Britain, or the first farmers of 6, years ago. From an early stage, the constraints and opportunities of the
varied environments of the islands of Britain encouraged a great regional diversity of culture. These groups
were in contact and conflict with their neighbours, and sometimes with more distant groups - the appearance
of exotic imported objects attest exchanges, alliance and kinship links, and wars. However, there is one thing
that the Romans, modern archaeologists and the Iron Age islanders themselves would all agree on: This was
an invention of the 18th century; the name was not used earlier. The idea came from the discovery around that
the non-English island tongues relate to that of the ancient continental Gauls, who really were called Celts.
This ancient continental ethnic label was applied to the wider family of languages. Archaeologists widely
agree on two things about the British Iron Age: Of course, there are important cultural similarities and
connections between Britain, Ireland and continental Europe, reflecting intimate contacts and undoubtedly the
movement of some people, but the same could be said for many other periods of history. Compare the later
cases of medieval Catholic Christianity or European Renaissance culture, or indeed the Hellenistic Greek
Mediterranean and the Roman world - all show similar patterns of cultural sharing and emulation among the
powerful, across ethnic boundaries. To a population of around three million, their army, administration and
carpet-baggers added only a few per cent. The future Scotland remained beyond Roman government, although
the nearby presence of the empire had major effects. These islanders actually became Romans, both culturally
and legally the Roman citizenship was more a political status than an ethnic identity. Roman rule saw
profound cultural change, but emphatically without any mass migration. However, Rome only ever conquered
half the island. Yet in the long term, the continuous development of a shifting mosaic of societies gradually
tended as elsewhere in Europe towards larger states. Thus, for example, the far north-western, Irish-ruled
kingdom of Dalriada merged in the ninth century with the Pictish kingdom to form Scotland. The
western-most parts of the old province, where Roman ways had not displaced traditional culture, also partook
of these trends, creating small kingdoms which would develop, under pressure from the Saxons, into the
Welsh and Cornish regions. The fate of the rest of the Roman province was very different: In contrast to Gaul,
where the Franks merged with an intact Gallo-Roman society to create Latin-based French culture, the new
Anglo-Saxon kingdoms in Britain, although melded from indigenous and immigrant populations, represented
no such cultural continuity; they drew their cultural inspiration, and their dominant language, almost entirely
from across the North Sea. Mixed natives and immigrants became the English. While its population has shown
strong biological continuity over millennia, the identities the islanders have chosen to adopt have undergone

Page 7

WHOS WHO IN ROMAN BRITAIN AND ANGLO-SAXON ENGLAND pdf
some remarkable changes. Many of these have been due to contacts and conflicts across the seas, not least as
the result of episodic, but often very modest, arrivals of newcomers.
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