
A NOTE ON A HEAD OF A R01\1ANO-
GAULISH FIGURINE FOUND AT 

HASSOCKS 

I r the volume of the Sus. ex Archaeological Collections 
for the year 1925 there is a brief record of the discovery 
of the head of a small pipe-clay figurine of Roman date, 
at the Hassocks Sand Pit in 1915( 1). The object is now 
preserved at the Barbican House Museum, Lewes, and 
through the courtesy of the former curator, and of the 
curator of the Royal Museum, Canterbury(2), arrange-
ments were made for it to be sent to Canterbury so that 
the writer of t his paper could study it and compare it 
with a complete figurine of analogous type in the Royal 
Museum collection(3). 

Though t he head is slightly larger than that of the 
Canterbury specimen, the similarit>- is remarkable. In 
every respect, namely the hair-style, the poise of the 
head, and the facial expression, they are almost identi-
cal. From this it is clear that the figurine to which the 
Hassocks head originally belonged Yrns one of a well-
known series of Romano-Gaulish figurines which depict 
a matron seated in a high-backed basket chair, suckling 
either one or two infants. These were products of an 
industry which flourished during the second century of 
our era, in the Allier district of France, where the kilns 
have been located and the contents examined(4) . Tudot, 
who excavated a site in that region, has published the 
head of two figurines which closely resemble the H as-
sock example. One indeed ma>- haYe come from the 
same mould, and both, judging from the style and treat-
ment, are evidently the work of the same modeller(5) . 

A strong hint as to who this modeller was, is provided 
by a group of similar figurines found near the Gallo-
Roman sanctuaries situated at Bolards, near Nuits-
Saint-Georges, a few miles south-west of Dijon(6). Some 
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of these bear the name of Pistillus, apparently the same 
ceramist who worked at Lezoux in the latter half of the 
second century(7). The stamp, according to Professor 
Thevenot who has described the objects, is a true stamp 
from the mould on the back of each figurine before 
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HEADS OF PIPE- CLAY FIG U RIN ES 

(a) From Hassocks. (b) From Canterbury. 

baking in the kiln . In consequence the name may be 
regarded as that of the modeller rather than that of 
the potter. Comparing these products of Pistillus with 
the unsigned British examples it is clear that most of the 
latter, if not all, are either copies or are his original work. 

Pursuing our investigations one stage farther, we find 
that in all cases the clay is pure white, a fact which in 
a letter to the present writer, Professor Lambrechts 
has observed, is another reason for assigning them to 
the Avernian, rather than to the Rhineland industry. 
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Further evidence is forthcoming when we examine t he 
fabri c of one of t he very few examples of figurines of 
this class, namely t he matron suckling two infan ts, 
found in Roman-occupied Germany( S) . In this case t he 
clay is yellowish-grey in colour. It is also clear t hat the 
figurines of matrons suckling t wins are comparatively 
unknown in that region, a peculiarity which both Lam -
brechts and the present writer have indepen dent ly 
noted. From this eviden ce it seems fairly established 
that the British series of such object s, in which t he 
H assocks head presumably may be placed, were derived 
from the A vernian and not t he Rhenish workshops, and 
are therefore second cent ury in date. 

In Gaul many examples of t he suckling matron t ype 
of figurine have been found at t he sites of t emples and 
r eligious sanctuaries, in France as well as Belgium(9), 
where they were evidently deposited as votive offerings . 

ome, perhaps, were similarly used in Britain, t hough 
as yet there is no direct evidence in support of t his. 
When considering t he significan ce of the H assocks find 
it is of interest to note t hat t he seemingly isolated Ger-
m an analogous example was found in a cremated burial in 
a R oman cemetery at Langacker , K arlstein, Bavaria( 10 ). 
F or a figurine of this type to be found in t his context 
is not unusual; several have been recorded in Fran ce( 11 ), 
while in Britain a second example from Canterbury 
(now complet e, but was found to have been broken in 
antiquity), found many years ago in a burial urn wit h 
cremated human remains, shows that t he custom was 
practised in this count ry( l2 ). ·when it is recalled that at 
H assocks Sand Pit a similar cemetery existed, the in -
ference is clear, for t hough t he precise facts concerning 
the discovery of t his head are admittedly badly re-
corded, t he evidence strongl~r suggests t hat it came from 
a grave in that cemetery( l3 ). 

The symbolism of these figurines seems to be as 
follows. The matron was t he Gaulish conception of a 
Roman goddess, almost certainly Juno Lucina . H er 
prime function in classical theology was to preside over 
childbirth, and especially to make the child see t he light 
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of day(l4). This goddess, borrowed by the Gauls from 
the classical pantheon, while retaining her original func-
tion, was invested with others in the less restricted 
field of native Gaulish theology. Thus in time she be-
came identified with the terre-mere, the great earth 
mother, source of all life. In fact she was a fertility god-
dess, who besides being the protectress of women in 
childbirth, continued to look after their welfare through-
out life to the grave and beyond. There finally she 
assumed the role of an underworld deity. The multi-
plicity of roles assigned to this deity is not unusual in 
Gaulish religion, for, as Lambrechts has demonstrated, 
many of the deities borrowed from the classical pantheon 
acquired diverse functions . For example, Minerva, pri-
marily a goddess of war, became a mother goddess(l5) . 
The same authority also expresses the opinion that 
figurines of the type we are discussing, in company with 
similarly seated matrons carrying various attributes, 
express the same religious idea as the triads in stone 
which depict mother goddesses( l6) . In fact underlying 
the symbolism of these figurines is the fundamental idea, 
fertility . 

As yet not a scrap of evidence has been forthcoming 
which even suggests the existence of a British industry 
for the manufacture of these figurines in Roman times. 
From their comparative rarity it is plain that the 
British market was not flooded with them as it was by 
the products of the closely allied terra sigillata industry. 
It suggests that their use as religious symbols was 
restricted to a small section of the Romano-British com-
munity. Therefore, in the light of our present knowledge, 
it is safer to assume that the type discussed in this 
paper did not enter Britain through the normal trading 
channels, but was brought over by womenfolk of Gaulish 
immigrants, who remained faithful to the religious cults 
of their original homeland. If this is the correct inter-
pretation of the evidence, then in Britain, the cult of 
the suckling goddess was not indigenous, but a foreign 
importation. 

There is a possibility that the cult of t he suckling 
T 
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goddess may have gained popularity or fresh impetus 
from the official cult of Fecunditas A ugitsta at Rome. 
This reached its peak in the reigns of Antoninus Pius 
and Marcus Aurelius, that is, at the time when the clay 
figurines of the goddess seem to have been made. The 
deity personified the fecundity of the Empresses who 
were r epresented on their coins as nursing mothers 
under the title of F ecimditas ; cf. Mattingly and Syden-
ham, Roman I mperial Coinage, III and Iv, Faustina I, 
Faustina II, Crispina, Lucilla, and Julia Domna. 

From the foregoing evidence it may be said with 
some degree of confidence that the Hassocks head once 
belonged to a figurine of a goddess of that type, pro-
duced in the region of the Allier, from an original mould 
or a copy by Pistillus or his school of modellers in the 
second century of our era. The evidence provided by this 
most interesting object, though not so decisive as one 
would wish, as it was a chance find, is of importance when 
taken in conjunction with similar evidence from other 
parts of Britain. As such it sheds some light on the 
Romano-British religious cult of the mother-goddess as 
influenced by the Gaulish mainland. 

F inally, it is of interest that a figurine of the same or 
an allied type, is represented by a single small fragment, 
in Sussex, though at the time it was published it was not 
recognized as such because of its seemingly indeter-
minate nature. However, the part which has survived 
is the base of the side of the basket-chair in which 
mother-goddesses of this type are usually seated. This 
object came from the site of the Roman bath at High-
down Hill, and from its association with a domestic 
building it would appear to have belonged to a house-
hold shrine(l 7). 
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