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PROF. ROLLESTON. FORMS OF THE CELTIC CRANIUM. 253

themselves, whether belonging to young or old, present signs of culture in
the softness and even rounding of their outlines, to which the retention of
verticality by the forehead presents an exception in subordination to the /
rule or reason of the absence of angles elsewhere; but if the skulls them-
selves differ their owners seem to me to have differed much more. Of all
differences which relate to life there is no one more important than differ-
ence as to its duration, and in this the British erania of Frilford differs
most essentially and to great advantage from the dolicho-cephalic indivi-
duals described by Dr Thurnam, in Memoirs of Anthropological Society
af London, Vol. . as found by him in dolicho-taphic barrows. Eleven, or
more than half of twenty-one, male crania, obtained by me from Frilford,
I have classed as aged; it is needless to say that this very high average
of senility is as characteristic of a state of civilization as the surroundings
of the tenants of long barrows are of barbarism; secondly, the average
height of these individuals was 5 ft. 8:3in.,, whereas the average height of
the dl}liulm-cﬂflhﬂ.liﬂ Britous from long barrows is given as 5ft. 6in.

2 %7, TFismily, the dolicho-cephalic Celt, whose distinetness I am advoeating, sur-

7 vives to the presefit day, and I am a little doubtful whether as much can

be said for his rougher dolicho-cephalic representative. 1 amn aware that
there are points of resemblance, as well as points of difference, between
these two t:.'Ech; and 1 am also aware, and indeed would suggest, that the
points of difference may be referable to differences of culture. But within
the limits of any oue species, whether vegetable or animal, brate or human,
differences produced by culture seem to me as great as any other. It is in
favour, certainly of their kinship, that they appear, both of them together,
in the same cemetery, as at Dinnington; whereas neither of them has ever
been found by me so interred as to make it seem probable that their owners
ever occupied one aren simultaneously and in peace with the brachyecephalic
British Celt. There are several explanations for this fact, if fact it be; I
leave them to what the German would call the Wilikiihr of the historian,
I will just remark that anthropologists, in whom the tendency 1 have just
mentioned is little less marked, have observed that a certain furrow or
rainure, which Von Baer has noted in the Alcutians (see Crania Selecta,
p. 265 (25) ), and I have seen in Eskimos, is, according to their Willkiikr,

‘5{5’.}53 _sometimes characteristic and sometimes not (Pruner Bey. Bull. Soe. ﬂﬂM:_ % ra
Paris, 1863, and M. Bonté, Bull. Soc. Anth. Paris, 1864, Vol. v.). 1 can

IJ'}; bk only say that it sometimes is and sometimes is not found in these crania,
and that its presence or abs:nce seems to me to depend simply upon the
necessity which the posterior parts of the parietal bones may or not be
under, to accommodate themselves to the requirements of a growing or
not gmwin% brain, whilst under no circumstances are their apposed portions,
underlaid by the longitudinal sinus, under any obligation so to accom-
modate themselves. It is, I apprehend, in a somewhat similar way that
the presence of a transverse, wide, and shallow furrow, a little way poste-
riorly to the coronal suture, is to be explained, as it very often is, in well-
developed skulls (Med. Chir. Review, April, 1863, p. 505). In well-developed
human brains the posterior parts of the upper frontal® convolutions, as also
the lobule of the second ascending parietal convolutions, are largely deve-
loped ; whilst the first asconding convolution and the fissure of Rolando
mmmn, Nat. Hist. Rer. 1865, p. 267) remain as lines of indifference be-
tween them, along which no stimulus is propagated to the outer pericranium,
and no absorption of the tabula vitrea inside excited. Both the posterior
coronal furrow and the furrow at right angles to it in the posterior portion
of the sagittal suture are present, though but faintly indicated, in the
Dinnington cast I have spoken of.

! See Marshall, Phil. Trans. 1863, p. 513.
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It is not beside the purpose to add here that Retzius (Ethnologische
Sehiiflen, p. 108, 1864) gistmguished these two varieties of Celtic crania
from such other as emphatically as I have striven to do. After describing
a long narrow and laterally compressed skull, which he says, is specially
foum:% in England and France, and which obviously corresponds to the
ordinary Long Barrow or Hohberg Type, he says, “ nevertheless this is not
the common Celtic form, which is ordinarily somewhat broader and not so
compressed, whilst the “Cimbric” Celtic form, which is here and there
found in South Sweden, and Denmark, is somewhat broader still. This
form is very like the Scandinavian Gothic” Both these forms of crania
seem to me to be different from the Roman form of cranium which may be
seen figured from Maggiorani in V. Baer’s paper on the Riuetians in the
Bull. Acad. Imp. Sei. St Petersburgh, 1860, p. 58. This form of cramum
however I am enabled to say, a specimen from the Towyn y Capel Tumulus,
having been presented to the University Museum by the Hon. W. O.
Stanley, co-existed with the River Bed Type in this island just as this latter
co-existed and apparently peacefully with Retzius’ “ commoen Celtic ™ form
in the Frilford cemetery, and with the * Brachycephalic Celtic” form of
Dr Thurnam, in a barrow at Crawley. Finally the platycephalic Roman
form as figured and described by Maggiorani and Sandifort { Ecker, Crania
Germanim, p. 86) is very precisely and abundantly represeuted in the
series obtained by me from the barrow at Dinmington, where it coexisted
with both the longer forms of Celtic crania.  Of this barrow, as it is now go
frequently referred to, it may be well to put here on record such notes as
I have been able to gather from the report of persons present at the re-
moval of the stones of which the barrow was made up, and from personal
observations made upon the spot where it bad been, after its removal,
Dinnington is a small village about two miles south of Laughion-en-le-
Morthen (in the Moorland) in South Yorkshire. A little to the south of
Dinnington and on the left bhand of the road leading from Dinmington to
Anston, and some little way short of the guarries from which the stone for
the new Huuses of Parliament was taken, there was on the estate of J. C.
Athorpe, Esq. a heap of stones about 134 paces in circumference, 42 long,
and 35 or a little less in breadth, and 7 or 8 feet in height. The stone
was the light porous sandstone common in the neighbourhood ; the indi-
vidual pieces were of nearly equal size throughout; and there was no pro-
tecting lean-to nor cist anywhere in the tumulus. Up to the end of 1562
the tumulus was covered with turf, had thorn shrubs growing upon it, and
had rabbit burrows in it. In the autumwn of 1862 Mr Athorpe began to
dig away the turf, and stub up the thorn-bushes, and finally to cart away
the stones for wall-building. 1t was in doing this that the workmen came
upon the skeletons, of which there were in all as many as 22, 12 lying in
e centre of the cairn, near to each other, but not piled one uvpon the
other, «nd without any orientations, ornaments, weapons, flints or potiery.
Some of the skeletons were at as great a depth as 12 feet, one skeleton
however was no deeper than 2} feet. The workmen said, “ the skulls la
between the legs:” * the thigh-bones were at the back of the neck:” an
I suppose consequently that the bodies had been buried in a sitting posture.
Only one skeleton was extended, and its head lay at the north-west. The
barrow itsell had its long diameter, which however was only the longer by
a very few yards, and may have become g0 by virtue of the paring to which
it may have been subject in agricultural processes, lying east anl west. At
its east end a skeleton was placed far apart from the rest, a point of
importance to be noted, as Sir R. C. Hoare (cit. Crania Pritannica, 1.
p. 230) has put on record thp.t the d it in the long barrows he excavated
was us'qali_‘j' at the east, which was also the broader end. A considerable
proportion of these skeletons had belonged to aged individuals, and from
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