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ART. XIII.—The Tomb off Sir Andrew de Harcla. By
JOHN MASON, M.D.

Communicated at Carlisle, Sept. loth, 1925.

THERE stands in the fine 13th century church of
1 Kirkby Stephen, and in that part of it known as the
Hartley or Musgrave chapel, an altar tomb with the
recumbent figure of a Knight in armour. The tomb is
described by the Rev. J. F. Hodgson as " a small and
poor work  not ill designed indeed, nor lacking a
certain picturesqueness, but coarse and rude."

The interest in this tomb, which is not confined to its
execution, is enhanced by an old tradition existing at the
present time (and mentioned by Nicolson and Burn in 1777)
that it is the tomb of Sir Andrew de Harcla, who was
executed for treason in the reign of Edward II, after a life
of distinguished service against the Scots in the wars of
that troubled and inglorious reign. He was one of the
most capable Englishmen of his time. From a mere
Knight with moderate possessions in Westmorland and
Cumberland, including the ancestral seat of Hartley
(Harcla) Castle, he became Sheriff of Cumberland (1-16
Edward II), Warden of the Marches, Earl of Carlisle (the
highest title of nobility of the time), and Keeper of Carlisle
Castle.

He alone could make head against Robert Bruce, and it
was he who quelled the dangerous rebellion of the King's
cousin, the Earl of Lancaster.* His capacity as a military
leader is shown by the fact, recently pointed out, that he

* At the Battle of Borowbridge March 22nd, 1322.
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was the first to adopt the English tactics which proved
so irresistible at Crecy and Poictiers.*

Two questions relating to this little known but remark-
able man are worth consideration. First, what evidence
is there that he was buried in Kirkby Stephen church?
and secondly, was he wrongfully condemned as a traitor ? '

The latter is too large a subject för this paper, but the
question of his burial will be dealt with.

At the outset it may be stated without fear of contra-
diction that the altar tomb and effigy are not those of Sir
Andrew de Harcla. The Arms are those of Musgrave and
not Harcla, and the armour is a century later than 1323,
when Sir Andrew de Harcla was executed.
_But the matter does not end here. The tomb originally
stood where now stands the pillar of the two arches
separating the Hartley Chapel from the chancel, and it was
in digging the foundations of this pillar after removal of
the tomb that a vault and certain remains were found,
which afford a curious but confused and uncertain con-
firmation of the Hardla tradition.

The most trustworthy account, because written by an
eye-witness at the time, is given in a letter from the then
Vicar of Kirkby Stephen, the Rev. Henry King, to Sir
George Musgrave, which is published in these Transactions
of 1878 (o.s. iv, 203). I may mention that the full
tradition was that the tomb and effigy was that of Sir A. de
Hardla, and that it was the tomb of the man who killed
the last wild boar on Wild Boar Fell. Mr. King's account
is that an ashlar vault was found in which were discovered
two lead coffins containing the bones of a man and a woman
and a boar's tusk. These bones presumably were those of

* See Prof. Tout, English Historical. Rev., Vol. 19 on " The Tactics of the
Battles of Boroughbridge and Morlaix." The tactics were " (a) dismounting
the knights and men at arms (b) the conscious adaptation of the Scottish
formation of the ` scheltrum' or square of pikemen (c) the stress laid on the-use
of archers to ward off the enemy's attack (d) the defensive tactics that these
changes practically involved."
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a Musgrave (almost certainly Sir R. de Musgrave) and his
wife, and the boar's tusk affords sufficient evidence for the
wild boar part of the tradition.

But there is another curious story of the excavation
under the tomb differing from and supplementing that
given in the Vicar's letter. It is given by the present
Parish Clerk, Mr. J. C. Parkinson, whose father was clerk
from 1844 to 1895 and who was present at the excava-
tion in 1847. The following is his account.

The tomb stood under a single wide arch, and on digging the
foundations for the present pier after removal of the tomb, about
18 inches below the surface there was found a piece of folded sheet
lead, about 2 or 2-i feet long, securely soldered, within which were
a left shin bone (tibia) with a portion of the foot. Various in-
terested people were called, the Vicar, the Clerk, and Dr. Blades a
surgeon among others. The latter declared the tibia to have been
severed with a sharp instrument, with the upper part missing.
There was also a boar's tusk, but neither were these remains in a
proper lead coffin nor within an ashlar vault, but merely lying in
the soil.

This account is corroborated by the sexton whose wife's
father William Loadman was sexton at the time, that a

piece of lead about a yard long was found enclosing a leg
bone and part of a foot, within a short 'distance of the
surface, but not in a vault."

To unravel these conflicting statements. It seems
that Mr. King and the other witnesses are describing two
different depths of the same excavation. All three
described what they saw so there must have been both
the remains of the leg and foot enclosed in lead and laid
in the soil, and the ashlar tomb with leaden coffins.
There can be very little doubt that the latter were those
of Sir Richard de Musgrave who succeeded his father in
1409 and his wife, and that the altar tomb and effigy are
certainly his; and we may conjecture that the hones of
the leg and foot were all that remained of Sir Andrew de
Harcla's dismembered body. That the portions of the
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body after quartering and decapitation were collected and.
given Christian burial is proved by the permission to do•
so given in the year 1328, five years and three months
after his death, to his sister, the widow of Sir Robert
de Leybourne. Tradition further has it that he was
buried on the spot where he habitually worshipped,.
namely on the spot indicated between the Hartley Chapel
and the chancel. We may suppose, but of course this.
is entirely conjecture, that in making the grave and vault
for Sir Richard de Musgrave under the arch, some remains-
of the former interment of Sir Andrew de Harcla were
found, and that these were then enclosed in lead and .
replaced in the soil after completion of the vault. It
seems hardly likely that any particular care would have
been taken had the bones been those of an entirely
unknown person. But if they were believed to be the
remains of Sir A. de Harcla, it is probable that they
would have been enclosed in lead and replaced in situ.

The " order " runs thus (Calendar of Close Rolls , .
Vol. 1327-1330 2 Edward III) :

1328 August io at York. To Sir Anthony Lucy, Keeper of the
Castle of Carlisle. Order to deliver the quarter of the body of
Andrew de Harda that hangs upon the walls of that Castle by the
late King's orders, to Sarah late the wife of Robert de Leyburn, .

Andrew's Sister, or to her attorney in this behalf, as the King has-
granted to her that she may gather the bones of Andrew, and
commit them to ecclesiastical sepulture where she may wish.

The like to the following.
The Mayor and Sheriffs of London for the head.
The Mayor and Bailiffs of Newcastle-on-Tyne for a quarter,
The Mayor and Bailiffs of Bristol for a quarter,
The Bailiffs of Shrewsbury for a quarter. (Feodera).

Incidentally one notes that in the official Record of
Judgement the quarters were to be sent to Carlisle, .

Newcastle, York, and Shrewsbury. And the Chronicle
of Lanercost says Carlisle, Newcastle, Dover, and Bristol. .

One would suppose that the towns mentioned in the
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" order " for restoration would be those to which they
were actually sent. I have been unable to find any written
record of the delivery or disposal of the remains, but one
cannot help speculating as to the condition in which these
would be after five years' exposure to the weather, and
subject to the birds of prey, kites and the like, which were
the natural scavengers of our towns in the fourteenth
century. Possibly few fragments remained for " eccles-
iastical sepulture."
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