














excellent (Fig. 6) but his failed to see the value of
detailed measured plans and sections until late in
his life, after he had left London. His 1865 reports
on his excavations of the Saxon Shore forts at Pev-
ensey and Lymmne include both illustrations and plans
of the main gate and bastions. These are now pro-
ving of value to Professor Barry Cunliffe in his
present research on these sites.

His editorial work included two important books,
the Inventorium Sepulchrale of Saxon Antiquities
from Kent and A Dictionary of Roman Coins. He
was completing the third volume of Rerrospections
—Social and Archaeological when he died at the
age of 83.

One of the most important actions of his life was
the part he took in the inception of the British Ar-
chaeological Association. During a meeting with an-
tiguary friends in his house in 1843 he suggested the
need for a society to bring to the attention of gov-
ernment and local authorities the destruction and loss
of archaeological sites thus anticipating the objec-
tives of “Rescue,” the trust for British Archacology,
by over [30 years*. A committee was formed im-
mediately and during the same year the British Ar-
chacological Association began its activities, shortly
to be followed by the Royal Archaeological Insti-
tute. Both these organisations arc the parents of
many similar societies throughout Britain.

Roach Smith died shortly after John Clayton, and
a noted northern antiquary and their mutual friend
Dr. J. Collingwood Bruce, published twin obituaries
in the Archaeologica Aeliona of the Newcastle Ar-
chaeological Society in 1890. This last society was
the only one in Britain to establish itself before the
movement originated by Roach Smith in 1843.

Though a businessman by profession, his true voc-
ation was that of an active antiquary and therefore
he must rank as one of Briain’s first part-time field
archaeologists. In an age when few cared he not
only collected antiquities but housed them in a mus-
eum open to the public. His interest was not only
acquisition but in scholarly research and historical
interpretation. The scholarship of his ensuing pub-
lications is all the more remarkable for his lack of a
university education. His contribution to Londen's
archaeology continues to the present when many of
his deductions continue to be verified by today’s ex-
cavations and to R.S. must go the priority claim for

14, R.S. wrote, “Until the day shall arrive when the
Government shall be awakened to a sense of the value of
ancient national remains, sociefies and individuals must
work on with zeal and earnestness; but they should never

relax in forcing upon the attention and consideration of the
‘epresentatives of the people, the conservation of the anti-
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Fig. 6. An example of some of Roach Smiil’s line
drawings of Potters stamps

many discoveries. His constant concern for local
antiquities is a salutary lesson for all those who ex-
press today an interest in British archaeology.
During 1976 the Museum of London will open its
doors to the public for the first time. Let it not be
forgotten that the first museum with this name was
there to house City antiquities collected by Roach
Smith. [t is now a Lragic lesson of London history
that one of the greatest treasures of British archae-
ology will not be seen in this new building. However,
his pioneer contribution to both the archaeology of
London and Britain is of such importance that a
permanent tribute in the form of a commemorative
plaque or a display should be made as his memorial.

quities of the kingdom” (Collectanea Antiqua, 1848). R.S.
clearly recognized the need for rescue urban archaeology
when he wrote, “As a rule, we find that prosperity of
towns has been the most fatal cause of the loss of their
ancient configuration and of their monuments”, Ilustrations
of Roman London (1839) 2.
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