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ART. XXIX.—The Carlisle Horns. By WM. NANSON, B.A. 
Read at Carlisle, December 9th, 1875. I WAS asked a short time ago, by a member of the local 

committee, to prepare a paper giving some account of 
the very curious relic which is now exhibited to the Society. 
I had not then had an opportunity of seeing it, and knew 
nothing about it, beyond this, that Henry I. was said to 
have given to the Prior and Convent of Carlisle a certain 
horn, that there was somewhere in the Cathedral a pair 
of horns or tusks belonging to an animal of an uncertain 
sort, inasmuch as some said it was an elephant, but others 
a fish, and that these horns or tusks might be what Henry I. 
gave to the convent. Since then, I have been endeavour-
ing to find out something about them, and I will now 
briefly tell you the result of my researches. They have, 
I find, been a puzzle for a long time, and about a hundred 
years ago attracted a good deal of attention, and were 
the subject of papers read before the Society of Anti-
quaries. The last time they were publicly exhibited was 
in 1859, when the Archæological Institute visited Carlisle. 
Since then they seem to have been nearly forgotten, and 
like many things that are carefully stowed away, they 
are very seldom seen. A great deal of what I have to 
tell you is derived from two volumes of the Archæologia. 
Vol. III. contains several papers on charter horns, and 
among them is one by Dr. Lyttleton, Bishop of Carlisle, 
which was read before the Society of Antiquaries in 1768. 
It is headed, " an account of certain Charter Horns in 
the Cathedral of Carlisle," and is illustrated by a fairly 
correct engraving, which shews that " the Carlisle horns" 
were in the same state then as they are now. The Bishop's 
paper is very short. He begins by saying that the horns 
were improperly so called, being " certainly the teeth of 
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some very large sea fish," and then he states that they 
were given by Henry I. to the Prior and Convent of Carlisle 
when he enfeoffed them with the tithes of all the assart lands 
within the forest of Englewood to be held " per quoddam 
cornu eburneum "—by a certain ivory horn. In proof of 
this he gives an extract from the Pleas of Parliament of 
the 18th Edward I. I must return to this authority 
afterwards, because it will be necessary to scrutinize it 
rather carefully. The Bishop's paper concludes with 
this passage from Ray's Itinerary,—" They have preserved 
rat Carlisle] two elephant's teeth fastened in a bone like 
a scalp, which they call the horns of the altar," and it is 
evident that the Bishop had no doubt in his own mind 
that what you now see was the "quoddam cornu eburn-
eum " given by Henry I. He died within a month of the 
day on which his paper was read, and probably no mis-
givings on the subject disturbed his last moments. It 
was not till ten years afterwards that the Reverend 
Mr. Cole, F.A.S. took the opportunity of his having to 
write to then President of the Society of Antiquaries about 
a Roman fibula, to dispute the conclusions of their late 
worthy President, the Bishop of Carlisle, respecting "the 
Carlisle horns." From what Mr. Cole says, I fancy, he 
never saw the thing itself, and probably intends to follow 
the Bishop when he calls it " the great jaw of a fish ! " 
but he says that the words " quoddam cornu eburneum " 
could not properly have been applied to such an object, 
and then he quotes a passage from Tonge's Visitation of 
the North. Thomas Tonge was Norroy King of Arms, 
and made an Heraldic Visitation of the North of England 
in 1530. It has been edited by the Surtees Society, and 
the passage is as follows :— 

" BE YT NOTID, that the Monastery of Carlile was furst founded by 
KYNG HENRY THE FURST, the second yer of his raign. And 
the said kyng sent for the Prionr of Saint Oswaldys in Yorkeshire to 
be Priour of the said Monastery of Carlisle, whose name was Adelwald, 
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which Adelwalde was after furst Byshop of the Diocese of Carlile, and 
Contynowed Prior withall. And the said King Henry gave unto the 
said Monastery a great home of venery, havyng certeyn bondes of 
silver and gold, and the versus folowyng graven upon, Henricus primus 
nester foundator opimus, ac dedit in teste carte pro Jure foreste. And 
[by] the said home he gave libarte within the forest of England. 
And so restyth founder of the said Monastery our Souverayn Lord, 
Kyng Henry the viijth." 

Mr. Cole argues, that taking this account, it is quite im-
possible that these tusks can be the ivory horn of Henry I. 
which he conjectures was a hunting horn like some of 
those engraved in Vol. III. of the Archæologia. In this 
opinion he is certainly strongly supported by what Tonge 
says about its having " certeyne bonds of silver and gold." 
Whatever Tonge refers to was probably shewn to him 
when he visited the Cathedral in 153o, and what he 
saw he thought he sufficiently described when he called 
it a "great home of venery." This is a remarkable expres-
sion, and a good deal turns upon the meaning we attach 
to it. Mr. Cole thought it was only a solemn way of 
speaking of a hunting horn, and so decided against there 
being any connexion between the tusks and Henry I. 
Bishop Lyttleton being dead, there would seem to have 
been no one who considered it worth while to dispute 
with Mr. Cole, and so the matter dropped. It is unfor-
tunate that we cannot know what the Bishop had to say 
in support of his theory. One would like to know whether 
he grounded his positive assertion that these tusks were 
the gift of Henry I. to the convent upon the sole authority 
of the passage in the Pleas of Parliament, or whether he 
had any other ground for his belief. As he does not give 
any in his paper, I am disposed to think he had none, 
unless it were a general tradition to that effect. 

In one particular we may safely say that the worthy Bish-
op was mistaken, though he did not fall into very grievous 
error. It is certain what the tusks are in themselves, apart 
from any history they may have, or any use to which they 
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may have been put. They are neither the tusks of an 
elephant, nor yet are they the teeth, or the jaw of a fish. 
I have here a picture of the skull of a walrus, and if you 
will compare the tusks before you with the tusks in this 
picture, I think you will will be able to come to no other 
conclusion than that these are the tusks of a walrus. 
The piece of bone seems to have been a good deal scraped 
and polished, and there are rather deeply cut lines drawn 
round the angles a little way from the edge, but this 
ornamentation is so slight and simple that it seems impos-
sible to say to what age it belongs. The lines, for aught 
that I can see, might equally well have been cut by an old 
Northman, a modern Esquimaux, or the mate of an 
English whaler. The clumsy bolt by which the tusks are 
kept in their sockets appears in the engraving in the 
Archæologia, but is evidently not the original fastening. 
Near the root of each tusk are some little holes into which 
nails or pins have been driven. I cannot say what the 
nails were for. They would not be required to fasten the 
tusks into the bone, which were probably firm enough in 
their sockets, till someone pulled them out, and then it 
became necessary to make them secure by a bolt. Per-
haps some ornament of metal plates, or a covering of 
cloth or embroidery,  for the purpose of hiding the ugly 
piece of bone, was fastened to the tusks by these nails, but 
this is mere conjecture. 

Of the history of the tusks, where they came from and 
what they were used for, I can tell you nothing. The 
passage in the Pleas of Parliament and the entry in 
Tonge's Visitation are the only authorities that I have 
found for a grant of tithes to the Church of Carlisle by 
Henry I. Let us examine these authorities in order. 
From the Placita Parliamentaria of the 18th Edward I., 
we learn that there was a suit between the King, the Bishop 
of Carlisle, Ralph de Irton, the Prior of Carlisle, and 
Henry de Burton the parson of Thursby, who all laid 
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claim to the tithes of two parcels of land called Lynthwaite 
and Kyrthewaite, in the forest of Inglewood, that had been 
lately assarted, i.e., cleared of wood, and so made capable 
of paying the tithe. The Bishop claimed the tithes be-
cause the lands were within the parish of Aspatria. The 
parson of Thursby alleged that they were the property of 
his church, and the Prior of Carlisle came and said that they 
belonged to him, because Lord Henry, the old king, had 
granted to God and His Church of the Blessed Mary at 
Carlisle, and the canons serving God there, all the tithes 
of all the lands which the same lord king or his heirs kings 
of England should cause to be brought under tillage in the 
aforesaid forest of Inglewood, and had then enfeoffed 
them by a certain ivory horn which he gave to his said 
church, and which he (the Prior) still had. The king 
appeared by his attorney William Inge, and he said that 
the tithes belonged to the king and to no other, because they 
were within the bounds of the forest of Inglewood, and 
that within the forest the king could build towns, set up 
churches, and cultivate the land, and could grant those 
churches with the tithes of the lands at his pleasure to 
whomsoever he willed. The right to the disputed tithes 
was finally adjudged to the king, but he afterwards granted 
them to the prior and convent. This grant is printed in 
the Appendix to Burn and Nicolson's History. It is 
dated at Westminster, the 5th day of December in the 
twenty-second year of Edward I. (1293). There appears 
to have been some further litigation about the tithes after 
the suit recorded in the Placita Parliamentaria, for the 
grant makes mention of a trial, the parties to which were 
John Bishop of Carlisle, i.e. John de Halton who suc-
ceeded Ralph de Irton in May, 1292, the Prior of Carlisle, 
and Allan, parson of Thursby, who I suppose had taken the 
the place of Henry de Burton. 

I wish to direct your, attention particularly to two points 
in connexion with this extract from the Pleas of Parliament. 

It 
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It is curious that Burn and Nicolson, Bishop Lyttleton, and 
everybody else since him, down to the Catalogue of the 
Museum formed during the Meeting of the Archæological 
Society in 1859, take the King Henry mentioned in the ex-
tract, to be Henry I.; yet the words are " Dominus Henricus 
Rex vetus," and these words were written in the reign of 
Edward I., so that I cannot help thinking that they refer 
not to Henry I., but to Henry III. I believe they would 
be so understood at the time when they were written. 
The old king, or, as we should now say, the late king, 
would be the king who reigned before the then King Ed-
ward came to the throne. Nor, I submit, is there any-
thing to be urged against such an interpretation. Henry III 
had been a great benefactor to the bishop and prior and 
canons of Carlisle, and in particular he granted them many 
privileges in the forest of Englewood, while the fact that 
his grants were made to bishop and prior jointly may have 
led to the dispute about the tithes. Neither need we be 
surprised that Edward I. should have set up a claim on 
behalf of the Crown, and should have required proof of a 
grant that was made by his father. He was, it must be 
remembered, a great lawyer, rather fond of law, and very 
jealous of what he considered were his rights. He had 
found on his return from the Holy Land, that during his 
absence and the troubles of his father's reign, great en-
croachments had been made on the rights of the crown, 
and it was just about the time of this suit respecting the 
tithes, that writs of quo warranto were being issued calling 
upon those who held under the king to prove their titles 
to their lands and privileges. The other point to be noticed 
is that the court did not accept the evidence of the horn 
as satisfactory. Whatever it may have thought, it was 
clearly not of opinion that it proved the title of the convent 
to the tithes. Indeed, if the passage proves anything con-
clusively, it is that the particular tithes in dispute, had 
not been granted to anyone. The question which is so 
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important for us, namely, whether the horn referred to, 
had been given by ` the old king ' as an instrument of 
feoffment, the court was not called upon to decide. We 
cannot tell for certain that the horn was produced, and 
therefore the clerk who wrote the words " quoddam cornu 
eburneum " may |only be adopting the expression used by 
the prior, instead of describing what he himself saw. I 
think myself that ` cornu' was an unlikely term for the prior 
to apply to these tusks ; it could not properly be applied to 
them ; but then we must remember that, if he had the 
tusks, he probably did not know what they were. He might 
think that they were a pair of horns, and if so would speak 
of them as such, only one would have expected him to 
use the plural and not the singular number. After all, 
as far as actual proof goes, I am afraid the Pleas of Par-
liament only substantiate this fact, that the prior had 
got something which he called an ivory horn, and which 
he said had been given to his convent by some king Henry. 

Our other authority (and it is a very late one) is the 
entry in Tonge's Visitation, which is quoted by Mr. Cole 
as proving conclusively that what was given to the 
Church was a charter horn, like Lord Bruce's horn, which 
belonged to the hereditary bailiffs and keepers of the forest 
of Savernake, or the Borstal horn, both which are hunting 
horns ornamented with bands of silver gilt ; and that it 
could not possibly have been a pair of tusks. But I 
am not so sure that the expression " a great borne of 
venery " is one, which Tonge as a herald would have made 
use of, had he wished to describe a bugle or hunting horn 
garnished with rings of silver. Indeed the words make 
it not unlikely that he was really referring to these tusks. 
We must remember that he, like the prior, would probably 
be ignorant of what they really were, supposing that it 
was these tusks which he saw, and it is quite possible 
that he took them for the horns of some great beast of the 
chase, or beast of venery, which once roamed in Ingle- 
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wood forest. It is curious that he should speak, like the 
prior, in the singular number, which, assuming that they 
both referred to these same tusks, I can only account for 
by supposing that they regarded tusks and bone as mak-
ing together one great horn. The inscription which Tonge 
copied cannot I think prove more than that there was an 
early tradition of something given to the Convent by 
Henry I. It cannot, it is clear, be earlier than the time 
of Henry II., for until then there was no Henricus primus,  
and if the person who composed that inscription had lived 
in the reign of Henry I., he would no more have thought 
of writing Henricus primus, than we should of writing 
Victoria I. That the object on which the inscription was)  
should be believed to be the gift of Henry I. is natural 
enough. The canons looked upon him as the royal 
founder of their church, and any curiosity they might have, 
unless it were known to have been given by somebody 
else, would in time be exhibited as the gift of that noble 
founder. It was desirable to connect it with somebody, 
and so Henry I. got the credit of giving it, just as heroes, 
like King Alfred and Charles the Great, get credit for 
having done many things they never did. 

I am afraid that our authorities only leave us in a state 
of doubt, and I have been unable to find any instance of 
either a pair of horns, or a pair of tusks, being used as an 
instrument of feoffment. Lands are said to have been 
granted in early times, without charter or writing, by the 
gift of the Lord's sword, or helmet, or horn, or cup, or by 
a spear, a scraper, a bow or an arrow, all which would be 
things which had been worn or used by the grantor him-
self, but I cannot meet with anything at all akin to walrus 
tusks. What are generally called charter horns are either 
hunting horns, or drinking horns. The former have 
attached to them a ribbon or girdle, and seem to have 
been given as the badge of an office ; the latter are fur-
nished with feet so as to stand on a table. The celebrated 
Pusey horn and the Corpus Christi horn are of this sort. 

I have 
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I have no suggestion of my own to offer with regard to 
any use to which these tusks may have been put, and yet 
I cannot help thinking that they once had a use, and that 
they are of considerable antiquity. The only fact I know 
about walrus tusks in history, is not that they were ever 
given to any one by a king, but that they were once pre-
sented to a king as a valuable offering or remarkable 
curiosity, King Alfred added to his translation of the 
history of Orosius, an account of an Arctic expedition, 
which he sent out under one of his sea captains, Othere, 
the Norwegian whale-fisher. When Othere came back 
he told the king of all the wonders he had seen, and the 
king had them written down, and among other things, he 
told of the strange creatures called whale-horses, which 
had in their teeth very noble bones, some of which he 
brought home and gave to the king. 

I have tried to do impartial justice to " the Carlisle 
horns," but though I should be glad to believe that they 
were a gift to our Cathedral by its founder, I cannot think 
I should be warranted, upon the evidence, in coming to 
such a conclusion. It is a thankless task to discredit an 
old tradition, and if anybody can prove me wrong I shall 
be as glad as he. It is to be hoped that further discoveries 
and a search among the cathedral records will throw some 
light upon this puzzling question, meanwhile everybody is 
at liberty to invent a theory of his own. 

NOTE BY THE EDITOR. 
Since the meeting of the Society, Dr. Prescott has kindly searched 

the Cathedral Inventories for a couple of centuries back, as far, in 
fact, as such Inventories are at present to be found. He finds these 
horns were always kept and catalogued with the altar furniture, i.e., 
the plate, cloths, copes, &c., as " one horn of the altar in two parts," 
or " two horns of the altar," and under this description they can be 
traced back to 1679: a fact which knocks on the head all idea of 
these relics being " Charter Horns." In the Inventories of 179o, 
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1735, 1727, 1716, 1712, they appear under the first description, and in 
1676 under the latter. 

How they were used to ornament the altar, we can at present only 
conjecture, but Mr. Mackenzie Walcott, in his " Traditions and 
Customs of Cathedrals," speaks of the lesser shrines in Cathedrals 
being hung round with offerings, e.g., " Horns of unicorns" and " eggs 
of ostrich." Two churches in London, St. Lawrence, Jewry, and St. 
Mary's, Aldermanbury, are said by Stowe in his Survey, to have "Horns" 
of some sort or other, and at St. Mary's, Bristol, is exhibited "the rib 
of a dun cow that used to supply all Bristol with milk." This rib is in 
fact the rib of a whale, and there is evidence that it was given to the 
church by Sebastian Cabot, the famous navigator, as a valuable 
curiosity. 

The following remarks, are the result of a minute examination of the 
" Horns " made by Professor Harkness. The so-called Horns consist 
of two walrus tusks clamped by an iron bolt to the maxillary bones 
of a walrus ; the intermaxillary bone, and the nostril bones are gone 
in toto : the tusks are misplaced, that is the right tusk is in the left 
socket, and vice versa, so that the grooves characteristic of walrus 
tusks are to the outside, instead of inside, as in the living animal. 
The tusks are broken at the upper end, one very much so, and these 
fractures are more modern, judging from their colour, than the fractures 
which have taken place at the tips. Holes exist in the upper parts 
of the tusks in which have been copper nails, as shown by the green 
tinge. Iron nails and nail holes exist in the bone, and iron rust 
shows that it has had an iron rim round its back, which is sawn off 
smooth, and in such a plane, that the horns hang against the surface of 
a wall, tusks down, as in the living animal. In the front part of the 
bone there seems to have been a metal plate, probably of silver, which 
may have held the donor's name. The iron bolt which now holds the 
horns together is much later in date than the iron nails in the bone. 

" I have no doubt (writes Professor Harkness) the tusks and bones 
have been subjected to very rough usage after they came into the 
Cathedral. When first presented there is every reason for inferring 
that the sockets (alveoli) of the tusks would be perfect, or very nearly 
so. An accident could never have broken and destroyed them in the 
manner they now occur. The alveoli, when perfect, would retain their 
tusks, or if they came out, a small portion of glue would have fixed 
them permanently. The mode in which they have been both broken 
suggests the idea that the tusks were held near the points and wrenched 
violently outwards. This would destroy the outer sides of the sockets." 

We may safely conclude that these " Horns " are not Charter 
Horns at all, but that they were given to the Cathedral at Carlisle 
by some traveller, at a time when such things were considered 

valuable 
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valuable curiosities, probably tempore Henry VIII., and that they 
were used for the decoration of the altar, being hung from a nail in 
the wall behind. Further we may conclude that they have been 
violently pulled to bits, probably by the Puritans, and rudely patched 
up again by the iron bolt which now holds them together, and which 
may have been concealed by embroidery tacked on by the irregularly 
placed copper nails. 

After the Restoration any use of these Horns in connection with the 
altar would be rare, or Thomas Story, the celebrated Friend, would have 
mentioned them. He writes of Carlisle.—" About this time (1687) I 
went diligently to public worship, especially to the Cathedral at Car-
lisle ; when in time of public prayer, we used all (male and female) 
as soon as that creed, called the Apostles' Creed, began to be said, to 
turn our faces towards the east ; and when the word Jesus was men-
tioned, we all, as one, bowed and kneeled towards the altar table as 
they call it, where stood a couple of Common Prayer Books in folio, 
one at each side of the table, and over them upon the wall H.S. [sic] 
signifying Jesus, Hominum Salvator." 

ART. X X X .—The Parish Registers of St. Mary's and St. 
Cuthbert's Churches, Carlisle. By R. S. FERGUSON, M.A. 
and LL.M. 

Communicated to the Society at Carlisle, December 9, 1875. 

THE published transactions of this Society contain 
such interesting and valuable information, gleaned 

from the registers of St. Bees, of Greystoke, and of 
Keswick, by Mr. Jackson, Mr. Lees, and Mr. Fisher 
Crosthwaite, that I was induced to dive into those of St. 
Cuthbert and St. Mary, Carlisle, in hopes of finding some-
thinge qually interesting. In this I was disappointed ; the 
registers of St. Cuthbert and St. Mary are of later date, 
by more than a century, than those of the churches just 
mentioned. The parish registers, not only of St. Cuthbert 
and of St. Mary, but of many other neighbouring parishes, 
disappeared in the time of " The Troubles," as the follow-
ing entry in the earliest register book existing at Rocliffe 
shows :—" Cumberland—Rocliff, at Easter, 1679, John 

Little 
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