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P.S. I find fome gentlemen have objeted to my
account laft year, of the number of the people
within the London bills of mortality, that the di-
minution of the burials may only be owing to an
extraordinary degree of health, that may have been
for the laft ten years, and not to any decreafe of
the number of the living. But thefe gentlemen
have not attended to what is there thewn in the
Table, that the births are alfo greatly diminifthed,
and that from the decreafe of both together, it is
concluded, that the people are fewer. For if
greater health was the caufe of the decreafe of
the burials, the births for that reafon ought rather
to be more. The truth is, the decreafe of the peo-
ple diminifhes the practice of phyfic, which makes
fome of that profeflion imagine, that the times are
more healthy.

XLVL. An Attempt to explain two Roman
Infcriptions, cut upon two Altars, which
were dug up fome time fince at Bath. By
John Ward, L L. D. Rbet. Prof. Grefh.
and V. P. R. §.

Read Dec. 11, HESE two infcriptions.were found

155 near the fame time and place with
that, which has been already publithed in the forty
eighth volume of the Philofophical Tranfaltions (1).
The altars, which contain them, are now in the pof-

(v) Par. x, Num.1i,
{eflion
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feflion of Dottor William Oliver, phyfician at Bath;
who has placed them in his garden, and been fo
obliging as to tran{mit to me draughts of them,
with their infcriptions, taken by the Reverend Mr.
Borlafe, a worthy member of this Society, which
accompany this paper (1). And fince that I received
from Mr. Prince Hoare cafts of the infcriptions in
plaifter of Paris, by which means I have had the
advantage of comparing them together.

1. The infcription upon the higher altar may, as I
apprehend, be thus read in words at length:

Peregrinus Secundi filius, civis Trever, Fovi Ce-
tio, Marti, et Nemetona, votum folvit libens merito.

The perfon, who dedicated this altar, calls him-
{elf PEREGRINVS SECVNDI FILIvs; each of which
names occurs feveral times in Gruter, as a cognomen,
which often ftands alone, when the perfon named is
{ufficiently diftinguifhed by it.. )

Having given us his own name, and that of his
father, he proceeds to acquaint us with his country,
and ftiles himfelf Civis Trever. So in Gruter
we read Civis TREVER A4, in the feminine (2); but
Tacitus has Trevir, with an 1 in the latter fyllable (3).
Tho when he f{peaks of thefe people colle@tively as
a nation, in the plural mumber, he always calls them
Trevers, with an E in the middle fyllable, in which
he is followed by later hiftorians; but in Caefar they
are always writen Trevirz, with an 1. They inha-

(1) See TaB. viir. Fig. 1, 2.
(2) Page xiii. num. 5.

(3) Hijt Lib. iii. cap, 35, .
bited
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bited that part of Belgic Gaul between the Maefe and
the Rhine, which is now the ele€orate of Triers;
and were conquered by Caefar, with the reft of the
Gallic nations. But Pliny f{peaking of them fais,
they were liberi antea (1), that is, tho fubje@ to the
Romans, yet, with fome limitations, permited to
govern themfelves by their own laws (2). By the
- wotds /liber: antea Harduin underftands him to
mean, that they were free both before that time, and
then continued fo; but others think his defign was
to intimate, that tho they had before been free, the
were then deprived of their liberty by Vefpafian, on
account of their joining with Civilis in the late di-
fturbances of the Roman government (3). But I
find no particular mention -of this in antient writers ;
and it is plain from Vopifcus, that they injoyed this.
privilege long afterwards. For in his life of the em-
peror Florianus he recites a letter, writen by the Ro-
man fenate to that of the Trevers, in which is this
expreflion: Ut eftis liberi, et femper fuiftis, laetars
wos credimus (4). ‘Their cheif city, which was
fituated on the Mofelle, being made a Roman colon
in the reign of Auguftus, is by Tacitus called Colonia
Treverorum, but by others more frequently Augufia
Treverorum, and now Triers (5).

The three following lines of the infcription con-
tain the names of three deities, to whom this altar

(x) H. N. Tom. 1. pag. 224. 1. 5.

(2) Strab. L, xvii. pag. 839.

(3) Cellar. Geograph. antiq. Tom. 3, p. 201,
(4) Cap- 5.

(5) Cellar. ibid. p, 202.

was
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was dedicated. The firft of thefe is here called
TverTer CeTivs. Ptolemy makes mention of a
iarge mountain in Germany, which he calls Kéros,
and defcribes as the eaftern boundary of Noricum (1),
by which it was feparated from Pannonia, now
Hungary. From this mountain it feems highly pro-
bable, that the name Cez7us might be given to Fu-
piter, as its tutelar deity. So likewife he was ftiled
Cafius from a mountain of that name in Aegypt,
where, as Strabe informs us, a temple was ereted
to him under the title of Aics Kagis (2). And indeed
there was {carce any mountain, or other place, of
confiderable note, where fome pagan deity, either
male or female, was not more particularly worthiped
as its protector and guardian, tho at the fame time
they had their votaries likewife eNewhere. There
was alfo a town called Cetzum, which was fituated at
the foot of this mountain, towards the Danube, and
not far from Vienna (3). It is mentioned both in
Antonine’s Itinerary (4) and Peutinger’s Tables, tho
in the latter it is corruptly writen Cit7um (5) 5 for it
plainly appears, that the fame town was defigned in
each, by its fituation. However it feems more pro-
bable, that Fupiter had the title Cetsus afcribed to
him from the mountain, to which the town likewife
owed its name ; tho let either be fuppofed, it will
make no differencz, with regard to the explication

>

(1) Geograph. Lib. ii. cap. 14.

{2) Lib.xvi. p. 760.

(3) Cellar. ubi fupra, pag. 342.

(4) Pag. 234. edit.-Weffeling.

{5) Segment. ii. in Norico.
here
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here given of this infcription. In the name Cetius
indeed, as it is writen on the ftone, the two firft let-
ters ¢ and E are feparated from each other by a point.
But that doubtlefs muft have been occafioned either
thro the ignorance or inadvertency of the workman,
in mifplacing the point, which thould have ftood
after the imperfe& word 10v. that immediately pre-
cedes. Miftakes of this kind are not uncommon,
two or three of which were obferved in one of the
Wroxeter infcriptions, fome account whereof I had
not long fince the honour to lay before this Society (1).
But it may be further obferved concerning this Fup:-
ter Cetius, with relation to the place of his worthip,
that he muft have been a German deity ; whereas
the Trever: were inhabitants of Gaul, on the other
fide of the Rhine, which divided thofe two coun-
tries. However, no impropriety will arife from
thence, in fuppofing him to have been worthiped by
them ; for moft of the Belgic nations, as Caefar in-
forms us, {prang originally from the Germans; but
having formerly pafled the Rhine they fettled them-
felves in Gaul, on account of the fertility of the
country, and drove out the antient inhabitants (2).
And particularly with regard to the Zreveri Tacitus
fais: Circa affeitationem Germanicae originis ultro
ambitiofi funt, tanquam per banc gloriam a fimilitu-
dine et inertia Gallorum feparentur (3). It cannot
feem ftrange therefore, if being thus tenacious of
preferving the memory of the country, from whence

1) See above, pag. 196.
fz) BC.Li it ap g
(3) De moribus German, ¢ap, 28,

Voi. 49, Pp they
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they originally came, they continued to worfhip the
German deities after ‘their fettlement in Gaul.

And that they did fo, will further appear from the
next deity here addrefled to, which is Mars; who
was not only worthiped by all the Germans, but like-
wife in the higheft efteem among them. For one
of their ambafladors in a public fpeech made to the
Belgic Gauls, as given us by Tacitus, thus exprefles
himfelf: Rediffe vos in corpus nomenque Germaniae
communibus deis, fed (1) praecipuo deorum Marti,
grates agimus (2).

The third and laft name here mentioned is Ne-
METONA, which I have no where elfe met with ;
but as it ftands connetted with the two former by
the particle €T, it muft, I think, denote fome deity,
and by the termination a godefs. For thus we have
Bellona, Hippona, Latona, Pomona, with other names
of female deities, in the like form. The conftru-
&tion of the fentence feems indeed to require, that it
thould have ended with the diphthong AE, inftead
of the vowel a, as it does in the infcription; tho as
that letter ftands at the very edge of the ftone, the
workman might find himfelf obliged to leave it fo.
But as nothing further appears concerning this godefs
Nemetona, it {feems moft reafonable to fuppofe her
to have been one of thofe topical deities, feveral of
whofe names are found once only in Roman inferi-
ptions, but never mentioned by their writers ; fome
of which occur among our Britifh infcriptions, as

(1) The Florentine MS. has et in this place inftead of ﬁd and
fo it was read by Sir Henry Savile,

(2) Hift. Lib.iv. cap. 04.
Brigantia,
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Brigantia, Cocis, Matunus, Setlocenia, and others,
which may be feen in Horfley (1).

The laft line of the infcription acquaints us with
the caufe of erecting this altar, which was the per-
formance of fome vow, formerly made by Peregri-
nus. And it is not improbable, that he had laboured
under fome bodily diforder, which occafioned his
going to Bath for the benefit of the waters, which
in the time of the Romans were in fo high efteem.
And the good fuccefs, which he met with by the ufe
of them, may be concluded from the tenor of the
infcription, wherein he makes his acknowledgement
to the deities above mentioned, for the benefit he had
received thro their favour, in confequence of his ad-
drefles to them for that purpofe. For as it was a
common notion of the antient pagans, that all hu-
man affairs were under the direction of their deities ;
fo in any danger or misfortune they ufed to folicite
them for releif, with vows and promifes of ereing
altars and other buildings to their honour, in cafe of
a favourable anfwer. Which, when performed, they
were faid Votum folvere, as the letters v. s, here im-

ply.

11. The other infcription, on thelower altar, when
exprefled in words at length, may be read in the fol-
lowing manner :

Sulevis Sulinus Scultor, Bruceti filius, facrum fe-
cit libens merito.

(1) Brit. Rom. Ind. ¢ap, 1. Spon has publifhed a fmall treatife
upon this fubject, with the following title: Ignotorum atque ob-
Jeurarum dearum arae.  Studio Jacobi Sponii. Lugd, 1676, 12m0.

Pp: That
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‘That the firft word SvLEv1s denotes 2 name given
to certain rural godefles, called Su/evae, is plain from
ah infcription found on a ftone at Rome, and pu-
blithed by Fabretti, in which they are joined with
Campefires.  Moft of thofe female deities, which
confifted of a plurality, whether benevolent or hurt-
ful, are commonly reprefented as three in number.
Such were the Eumenides, Gorgons, Graces, Harpyes,
Hefperides, Sirens, Sibylls, and fome others mentioned
by Fabretti (1). And agreably to this notion three
female figures in a group, cut on flone, have been
found in three different places at Homefieeds, a Ro-
man ftation in Northumberland, and publithed by
Horfley (2). And tho no infcriptions now remain,
to inform us whom they were defigned to reprefent,the
ftones being very much broken; yet by their feveral
attributes they all appear to be deities, or their at-
tendants. But in the draught of the ftone given us
by Fabretti, three female figures are exhibited in 2
fiting pofture, and under them threec male figures
ftanding, with an altar placed between them, and a
{wine prepared for facrifice ; and below this fculpture
ftands the infcription, in the words following :

SVLEVIS-ET-CAMPESTRIBVS-SACRVM

L-AVRELIVS-QVINTVS-> LEG-VIIX GEMINAE

VOTVM:-SOLVIT-LAETVS-LIBENS

DEDICAVIT-VHI-K-SEPTEMBRE-BRADVA-ET
VARO COS (3)

(1) De Aquis et Aquaeduét. in Graev. Thefaur. antiquitat.
Rom. Tom. iv. p.1733.

(2) Brit. Rom. Northumb. xlviii, xlix, 1.

(3) That infcription was afterwards republithed by Spon, in his
Mifcell. erudit. antiq. p. 107 ; tho not altogether with his ufual ac-
curacy, as Fabretti elfewhere complains, Infeript. antiq. etc. p. 690.

From
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From this monument Montfaucon concludes, that
as it contains only three female figures, the Sulevae
and Campeftres were the fame godefles ; tho the ori-
gin of the former name, as he fais, is not known (1).
Nor indeed did the name itfelf, {o far as I can find,
any where appear, but in that infcription, till the late
difcovery of this altar at Bath. And I cannot but
think with that learned writer, that the fame deities
were intended by both thofe appellations. Tho I'do
not apprehend, that Sulevae and Campefires were in
all refpects fynonymous names, and of equal extent
in their fignification; but that Campefires was the
common name of thofe rural godefles, who wete
diftinguifhed by particular titles in different places,
where they were worfhiped as tutelar deities. Hence
we have an altar in Gruter, infcribed to them only
by the general name of Campefires, without any ad-
ditional title there given them (2).

The two next words Svrinvs ScviTor muft, I
think, ftand for the names of the perfon, who dedi-
cated this altar ; as the two following, BrRvceri F.
acquaint us with that of his father. Had the word
Scultor been fo writen thro a miftake for fculptor, and
defigned to fignify his imployment; it fhould, ac-
cording to the ufual form of fuch infcriptions, have
been placed after his father’s name; as in this fol-
lowing given us by Reinefius : Fovi Optimo Maximo,
et Dianae Vitrici Sanflae, Lucius Valerius Lucii

(1) L’ Antig. explic. Tom. i. pag, 411, and Supplem, Tom. i. 236
(2) Pag. mxv. Num, 2.

Elius,



[ 294 ]
Jitius, Palatina (tribu), vafcularius (1), dicaf, dedi-
cat (2). Befides, it can fcarce be fuppofed, that he
could have been guilty of fuch a miftake, as to omit
the letter » in writing the name of his own art, had
that really been his intention.

The words SacrvM FEeciT, in the laft line, are
of the fame import with dedicavit ; in which fenfe
likewife facrum alone is often ufed. And fometimes
the reafon of the dedication is added, as: Sacrum,
woto fufcepto, fecit, in Gruter (3). But that not be-
ing mentioned here muft remain unknown.

There is nothing faid in either of thefe infcriptions,
which can afford any light towards fettling the time,
when they were erected. But {o far as appears from
the form of the letters, they may not improbably be
{fuppofed of fomewhat a later date, than that men-
tioned above (4), as found near the fame place.

(1) Vafeularius was an artificer, who made veflels of any fort
of metal, but cheifly of plate. Cic. in Verr, iv. ¢ap. 24. Leg. 20.
§. 2. D. de praefeript. verb.

(2) Clafs, 1. Numb.258.

(3) Pag. Ixxxii. 1. and mLxx11, 8.

(4) See pag. 2835.

XLVIL
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