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ART. XVII.—On a Sculptured Trough in Tullie House 
Museum. By W. G. COLLINGWOOD. 

Read at Carlisle, April 19th, 1904. 

R. Linnæus E. Hope, the curator at Tullie House 
Museum, called my attention to the ancient stone 

carving which is figured herewith from my sketch. In the 
catalogue of articles brought from the old museum in 
Finkle Street to Tullie House, late in 1894, this is des-
cribed in Chancellor Ferguson's handwriting as " 391, 
Stone Coffin, Roman, from near Carlisle." But in his 
catalogue of Roman Stones at Tullie House (these Trans-
actions, xv., page 461) it is omitted by Mr. Haverfield. 

It is carved from a block of cream-coloured sandstone, 
not unlike that from the Shawk-beck quarries, and 
measures 

Greatest length, external 54 inches; internal, 46 inches. 
Greatest height, „ 18 „ „ 15 If 

Greatest breadth, „ 18 „ „ 13 „ 

Inside there is a hole about an inch in diameter (at the 
spectator's left hand as the object is seen in the picture) 
passing horizontally from a groove in the bottom of the 
cavity, from which it seems that it was used, if not first 
intended, as a trough which could be drained quite dry. 
The back and ends have no ornament upon them, and 
the ornament upon the front has been cut away at one end 
(to the spectator's left) probably for the purpose of building 
the stone into a position for which it was not originally 
designed, as the pattern was evidently continued so as to 
complete four loops. The carving is rude, done with the 
chisel and, I think, with a drill ; the design is of the 
Anglian type, representing the frequently seen vine with 
conventional leaves, somewhat like those of the Anglian 
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SCULPTURED COFFIN OR TROUGH AT TULLIE HOUSE. 
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AS IT APPEARED WHEN IN USE AS A GATEPOST. 
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SCULPTURED TROUGH IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 207 

shaft at Kendal (these Transactions, N.S. iv., page 33o) only 
the leaves are single, the bunches of grapes pointed, and 
the spaces of ground unusually large and blank. It 
might be a piece of poor Anglian work of the eighth cen-
tury, or of the later period (eleventh and early twelfth 
centuries) when the Anglian style seems to have been 
revived, as we see in the Halton Standing Cross-shaft. 
As to its use, it is too short for a grown person's coffin, 
and too deep for a child's. At the Carthusian Monastery 
of Mount Grace in Yorkshire there can be seen in situ the 
monks' washing-trough, built into the cloister-wall ; and 
this is very similar, except for the ornament. 

There has been some confusion between this trough and 
a stone coffin mentioned in Jefferson's History of Carlisle 
(1838 ; p. 148) as discovered at the site of the Leper. 
Hospital of Old St. Nicholas, and near the Roman Ceme-
tery, some time before 1770. Dr. Barnes, who has given 
much kind help in clearing up the difficulty, showed the 
sketch to Mrs. Cartmell of St. Nicholas View, and ascer-
tained that the stone coffin was another and quite different 
object, still in existence ; about which, and the chalice 
found in it, I hope he will have something to tell us on a 
future occasion. 

After reading the above at our April meeting, many 
enquiries were made for information about the Trough ; 
the local newspapers lent publicity to the question, and 
Mr. L. E. Hope was at last able to make an exhaustive 
search of the minutes of the old Museum ; but all to no 
purpose. It was not until after our September meeting 
that the Rev. W. F. Gilbanks told me that the " Sar-
cophagus " had been sent to Carlisle Museum about 1883 
or 1884 by J. B. Watson, Esq., and that it had been 
used previously as a trough for mixing mortar or feeding-
stuff at the farmstead of Mr. William Little, on land 
which had formerly belonged to the Robinsons, of Green 
Lane, Dalston. 
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208 SCULPTURED TROUGH IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 

In the meantime we had been trying to locate it by 
casting about for any sculpture in the neighbourhood of 
Carlisle which might afford a parallel. The gatepost at 
Bow (pronounced to rhyme with " cow," and four miles 
west of Carlisle) was brought to mind. I had visited 
it in 1899, and it was known to several, though not 
figured or described in print. Mr. Hope went to see it 
with Mr. Baxter, whose drawing is here engraved, showing 
it as it appeared before removal. On August 16th, 1904, 
it was taken to Tullie House Museum. In moving and 
cleaning it, Mr. Hope noticed the sword incised on one 
edge ; this is given in the photograph by Mr. Tassell of 
the Bow Stone as it lay in the garden of. Tullie House. 

The Bow Stone is about six feet long, and was originally 
longer. It is of similar material to that of the Trough, 
and the vine-pattern is obviously the same, though the 
bunches are turned in the opposite direction. The carving 
is about threequarters of an inch deep at the deepest, and 
has been done with chisel and drill, like that of the 
Trough. From the fact that the bunches hang in such a 
direction that the stone must have been meant to be seen 
horizontally, it could not have been a cross-shaft or door 
jamb, but must have been a lintel. Possibly there was a 
tympanum above it, as suggested by the fact that the 
moulding is wider at bottom than at top. In any case it 
was part of a building of some architectural pretensions, 
of the late 11th or early 12th century, like that from which 
the dragon-lintel at St. Bees was brought. 

The sword measures 38 inches in total length, and the 
hilt 62 inches inclusive ; the guard is 82 inches across. 
This represents a mediæval weapon, later than Saxon or 
Danish times. Its rude cutting (for it is incised, while 
the vine is carved in relief) shows that it was not part of 
the original design. No doubt when disused as a lintel 
the stone was turned on its side to make a tomb—neither 
a grave-slab nor a hogback, but the transitional form 
such as is seen at Bridekirk and Plumbland (Early 
Sculptured Crosses, pp. 6o and 225). 
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BOW STONE IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 
Photo. by Mr. Tassell. TO FACE P. 208. 
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SCULPTURED TROUGH IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 209. 

It is not too much to infer that there was a .building 
-vhich contained this Bow Stone and the Trough, probably 
an ecclesiastical building, which was destroyed early in 
the middle ages ; after which the site was still used as a 
grave-yard. This continuance of burials in the church-
yard of a vanished church is common, and an example is 
now seen close at hand in Kirkandrews. Where could 
this building have been ? 

Whellan (p. 171) says that Kirksteads, on the south 
side of Cobble Hall (and about half-a-mile E.N.E. of the 
position of the Bow Stone when used as a gatepost) is 
said by tradition to have been the site of a church. 
Many Roman remains have been found there, " and some 
beautiful specimens of Roman decorations of the vine 
tracery cut in relief in stone, now (i.e. before 186o) in the 
possession of Mr. Norman of Bow, and Mr. Stordy of 
Thurstonfield. Remains of human bones have also been 
exposed here, but still no traces of mediæval architecture." 
Whellan's author thought that the fact of Beaumont, 
Orton and old Kirkandrews churches being 13th and 
14th century made it unlikely that there was a church at 
Kirksteads. The late Rev. J. Maughan (these Transactions 
i., p. 148) discussed the supposed Roman station at Kirk-
steads, without further reference to post-Roman remains, 
except—" The word Kirksteads implies that a church had 
been built at the steads, or station,"—and he mentioned 
the great collection of sculptured stones in the walls of a 
house at Kirkandrews and in the garden there,—both 
apparently Mr. Norman's. Some digging, under Chan-
cellor Ferguson, proved that the site was a burial-ground. 
He thought it was Roman. 

Following Maughan's hint, Mr. Hope and I went to 
Kirkandrews to see the stones from Kirksteads, and by 
the kindness of Mrs. Blaylock, tenant of the house belong-
ing to Mrs. Borthwick of Burgh, formerly Miss Norman 
of Kirkandrews, we were able to sketch them, or most of 
them. A Roman altar and fragments ' of Roman inscrip- 
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2I0 SCULPTURED TROUGH IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 

tions described in the Lapidariur we did not copy ; nor a. 

coiled serpent, like one in the Roman room at Tullie 
House, though much better carved ; it is too battered for 
sketching ; but the rest are given here in two plates :- 

I. Part of a figure in relief ; fragment measuring 5/ 
inches high. The hand is disproportionately large, but 
the drawing is classically anatomical. The curve of what 
may be a wing suggests the figure of a Genius. 

2. Helmeted head ; io2 inches tall ; the crest has been 
broken off. 

3. Head, of which the face is much worn, but female 
in character, though it has a beard. In place of ears it 
seems to have little curled horns ; probably satyric in 
character. 

4. Apparently part of a cippus or other high relief. 
5. Fragment of a spirally-fluted column, which would. 

have been about 15 inches in diameter. 
So far the pieces are obviously Roman. 
6. Ornament of the " chip-carving " type, so common 

in Norway and in post-Renaissance Cumberland work ;. 

but there are discs not entirely dissimilar on Roman 
altars. The inner circle here is 3 inches in diameter. 
Another disc of the same ornament is built into the house 
over the back door. Perhaps Norman. 

7. Also over the back door : a piece of rather whiter 
and finer sandstone than the rest, clean cut with the 
chisel, and looking like a morsel of an early mediæval 
sculpture. 

Beside these there are four pieces of a vine in very high 
relief, drawn by Mr. Hope :- 

8. A bunch of grapes, seen in front ; 6 inches high 
by 42  broad. 

9. Another bunch, seen sidewise, to show the solidity 
of the relief ; 7 inches high. 
io. Apparently meant for grapes ; but the surface as a 

whole is concave, not convex ; and the scales are flattish. 
The irregular spaces above and on one side are merely 
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SCULPTURED STONES FROM KIRKSTEADS. 

TO FACE P. 2 IO. 
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SCULPTURED STONES PRONI KIRKSTEADS. 

TO FACE P. 2II. 
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SCULPTURED TROUGH IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 2II 

broken edges of the stone. The fragment is about 12 
inches high. 
II. A bit of the vine stem, cut à jour, and 22 inches 

thick. It seems to have been meant to be seen on either 
side and to have formed part of a free-standing vine, as if 
an accessory to a large figure, or a pierced screen. 

Now these are quite different from the flat and rude 
vines of the Trough and the Bow Stone ; they seem to be 
part of some fine and artistic Roman work which, a 
thousand years ago or less, might have been visible at 
Kirksteads. It is no new thing to find that earlier art 
gave the hint to later artists. I suppose much Celtic and 
Anglo-Saxon ornament was suggested by Roman inter-
laced pavements and dragon or serpent altars, which the 
" barbarians " admired and tried to copy. Here, perhaps, 
we have the original which prompted the Iith or 12th 
century carver to throw vines over the Trough and Lintel 
—and other parts—of the church or monastic building 
which we infer stood on the Roman site at Kirksteads ; 
for the Trough and the Bow Stone seem to be part of the 
sculptures which Whellan records as coming thence. His 
doubt as to the existence of a church there is not con-
clusive ; when population, in the 13th century, required 
churches at Orton, Beaumont and Kirkandrews, they 
would be built to supersede this at Kirksteads, which may 
have been ruined in war. The site was still sacred ground, 
and used for burial, as we know by digging and by the 
use of the lintel as a tombstone. 

There is indeed good evidence of such an early structure. 
In the shed which now stands on the spot (the S.W. cor-
ner of the field S.W. of Cobble Hall) are several cut 
blocks of red sandstone. Four of these are slightly 
moulded ; I cannot give a date: but three (at the back of 
the shed) are incised with a line along the edge, like the 
earliest architectural work of the post-Conquest period. 
One can trace a possible foundation of a building just 
north of the shed and in the wall which passes over the 
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212 SCULPTURED TROUGH IN TULLIE HOUSE MUSEUM. 

foundation ; and in neighbouring fences the Rev. W. F. 
Gilbanks pointed out to us many more bits of building-
stone, and remarked on the name " Prior Rigg " just to 
south of the place, as possibly connecting with some early 
and now forgotten foundation here. In any case, Kirk-
steads appears to be worth further examination ; and 
these carvings—with other relics, if any exist, which may 
have come thence—would form a very interesting series if 
they were collected and placed in the Museum. 
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