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ART. XIV. —The tumulus on Great Mell Fell. By W. D.
ANDERSON.

Communicated at Lancaster, August 31st, 1922.

T

HE figure opposite is a diagrammatic plan of an
earthwork on Great Mell Fell, six and three quarters
miles from the great stone Circle on Castlerigg, Keswick,
in a direction slightly north of east. On the summit, 176o
feet above sea-level, there is a circular fosse, 6 or 7 inches
deep and about 3 feet wide, the circle having a diameter of
6o feet, inside measurement. About the middle of this
circle is the tumulus, slightly eccentric in position, the
displacement being to the South. It has a bank of stones
all round its circumference, but seems to be formed of soil
or turf in the middle, for I could thrust a sharp pointed
stick down about two feet. I displaced one or two small
stones and a sod in the centre of the barrow ; the soil
seemed very dark, as though it were impregnated with
charcoal. The barrow, is on the average, about 2ft. 6in.
above the level of the ground between it and the fosse.
Near the centre is a little cairn of stones, obviously the
work of surveyors, the summit of Gt. Mell Fell being
marked as a trigonometrical station in the Ordnance sheet.
For about 4 feet on its western side, a little to the S. of
true W., the fosse, which is otherwise regular and uninterrupted, has either been filled up, or never dug out.
It looks as if this were the entrance to the mausoleum.
A line drawn from the centre of the circular fosse
through the middle of the gangway, if produced to the
West, forms an alignment on the Castlerigg Circle. It
may be remembered that the rectangular enclosure within
r
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the latter is oriented on the summit of Great Mell Fell
(these Trans., N. S., xv, p. 112) . Indeed, it was this
circumstance that occasioned my visit and the finding of
the tumulus.
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ART.

XV. —The Giant's Grave, Penrith. By W. G.

COLLINGWOOD, M.A., F.S.A.

Read at Penrith, June 29th, 1922.

this famous antiquity has been so much
A LTHOUGH
talked about, I do not know that any effort has been

made to puzzle out the patterns, still traceable, and to use
them as a means for deciding the original intention and
date of the stones. It ought to be possible, nowadays,
with the materials we have for comparison and classing of
such remains : and for that purpose I submit the accompanying drawings as attempts to recover the carvers'
designs, restoring broken surfaces where it can be done
safely, and neglecting the cracks and iron clamps which
confuse the patterns. There are photographs which
show the stones in their present condition ; these drawings
are meant as studies of the real problem—what do the
relics mean and when were they set up here ?
Their original arrangement is unknown, but it is agreed
that they have been re-grouped on one occasion at least.
The late Mr. George Watson showed in his pamphlet of
1907 that our Western cross is in its ancient socket-stone,
though the rest of the Giant's Grave stands over comparatively recent disturbance of the soil ; so recent that
a hit of willow-pattern plate was found, seven feet down,
under the Eastern cross. He concluded that this cross
was moved eastwards when the church was rebuilt in
172o -22, and that the hogbacks were also moved, to form
a group similar to the more ancient group, long known as
the Giant's Grave.
What the previous arrangement was we learn from
Dugdale's drawings, made 55 years before the rebuilding
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of the church. A tracing from the MS. (Coll. Arms, C. 39,
Westmorland Visitation, 1664-5) was taken by our late
member, Mr. E. Bellasis, then Lancaster Herald, for the
Rev. W. S. Calverley, and I owe this and other material to
the kindness of Mrs. Calverley. Dugdale's drawings are
very good as representations of the forms, far better than
later illustrations. For example, Mr. John Atkinson,
assistant to the famous architect Salvin, sketched the
Serpent hogback; his notes and drawing came into the
possession of Mr. W. Jackson, F.S.A., and thence a copy to
Mr. Calverley. In this sketch he gives the left-hand part
of the hogback only, arching it over as if it were the whole;
and underneath he places a row of tiny figures which he
must have imagined out of cracks and crannies on the
stone. They are not there now ; they were not seen by
Dugdale, and they are entirely foreign to the style and
even to the technical possibilities of a hogback.
Dugdale's drawing gives the present Western cross on
the left hand of his view, which I suppose he took from
the north. On the right hand is our Eastern cross,
distinguishable by an attempt to sketch the animal over
the figure at the top of the shaft. Both crosses are in
his drawing very much in the condition in which we now
see them, except that one lateral arm remains to the head
of the Eastern cross. The loss of this arm may have
happened in moving the group in 1720-22. The hogbacks stand between the crosses, but not in their present
order. Next to the present Western cross he places his
No. 1, our S.W. hogback, noting—what is true, except
in minute detail—that "the Inside of the first is as the
outside thereof." Behind it is his No. 2 ; he gives a
separate " draught of the 2nd stone (all plaine)," and
this must be our N.E. hogback, on which hardly any
forms can be made out. Between these and the Eastern
cross his No. 3 is seen behind No. 4. Of No. 3 he remarks,
" The Inside of the 3rd (as the first) ; the Outside thereof
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plaine," which describes the S.E. hogback, although he
does not seem to have noticed the difference between its
scroll and the plait of the S.W. hogback. Of the Serpent
stone, which he draws more correctly than Mr. Atkinson
did, he gives a separate figure to show " The Inside of the
4th stone," making it rather like the S.W. hogback. This
face has been lost ; the serpent stone has been very
roughly treated, and one would like to ask the late Dr.
Hugh Todd for an explanation ; but this is the only real
loss. The Giant's Grave of today and the Giant's Grave
of 250 years ago differ mainly in position and arrangement.
It was already regarded as a single monument. But by
all analogy, and for obvious reasons, each hogback must
have been meant to cover a separate grave, whatever the
crosses stood for. We have, presumably, at least four
different gravestones, perhaps six. They may have stood
close together from early times, and the sequel to this
paper will show how easy it was for their original purpose
to be forgotten, in the dark days when Penrith was not,;
and how natural it was for a myth of the founder of
Penrith, king Owen, to be attached to so curious and
striking a monument. That it is not one monument I
think can be shown from analysis of the patterns on the
stones, which though all the of the tenth century are of
different periods in that century.
(I) The Western cross has a head of late Anglian style,
on which is an inner cross in relief ; I call these appliqués
spines with bosses at their ends " lorgnettes," for want of a
better name, and their presence indicates g-IO century
date. Beneath this head, one side is too defaced to make
out. The north side has the braid seen on the Leeds
parish church cross and other loth century stones in
Yorkshire, as well as on the Giant's Thumb. The west
side has a loose basket-plait of the loth century. The
south side has ri ng-twist in a double row ; the rings are in
some places joined to make figures-of-8 ; also loth century
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but unusual. Beneath the flat-sided part of the shaft is a
ho ri zontal band of plait, below which the shaft is rounded,
not into a true cylinder but with the intention of giving
that effect. Similar round-shafted crosses occur in
Cumberland (Gosforth and Beckermet St. Bridgets), Yorkshire (Stanwick), Derbyshire (Bakewell, Brailsford, etc.),
Staffordshire (I1am, Leek, etc.), Cheshire (Disley, etc.),
Nottinghamshire (Stapleford) and Denbighshire (the
Pillar of Eliseg). Most of these are late loth or early 11th
century works, but in Yorkshire the round-shafted cross
at Gilling West has ornaments that appears to be earlier
than goo or if later, very little later. Moreover, round
shafts were earlier still at Masham and Dewsbury, though
these are ornamented on the cylinder. If we had the
whole of the Lion stone, now in Dacre church, we should
pretty certainly find that it terminated below in a round
shaft, and its ornament is early 9th century. The idea of
these round shafts seems to be taken from the wooden
cross of the early church in Britain, a straight tree-stem,
shaved into four faces on its upper part ; and as we have
the Lion cross so near at hand, it is evident that this type
was not unknown in this district before it became common
in Southern Northumbria. The ornament and head are
all of the period when debased Anglian was passing into
the style of the Viking age ; there are no definitely Viking
Age characteristics ; and as Norse-descended vikings
began to settle in Cumberland about the end of the first
quarter of the loth century, while the middle of that
century probably saw the new style in full bloom, I think
we can say that this Western cross dates rather before than
after 95o, though later than 920-925, the date we assigned
to the Thumb.
We come to the same conclusion, as to date, by another
line of argument, which may be sketched briefly as follows.
Penrith, as capital of Cumb ri a, was the meeting-place of
many dist ri cts within the sphere of Cumbrian in fl uence.
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That sphere extended, shortly before 945, S.E. to Leeds
and N.W. to Galloway. Now the man who invented the
well-known Whithorn crosses evidently picked up most of
his new ideas, not in Scotland, but in Cumbria. He
borrowed his cross-head from a S.W. Northumbrian type,
developed in the second quarter of the loth century, and
seen now in examples at Bakewell (Derbyshire) and High
Hoyland (S.W. Yorks). He borrowed the braid seen on
the Thumb and on this Western cross (north side) ; and he
borrowed the ring-twist in more than one row from this
cross also (south side). Out of these materials he invented
the Whithorn type, which was in vogue in the third
quarter of the loth century, so far as it is possible to date
it. And so far as it is possible to trace the origin of his
design, we find it at Penrith. If that be so, the Penrith
Western cross must have been visible at some time about
95o as the last new thing in monumental design in these
parts and so afforded the inspiration of the clever young
craftsman whose work became famous in Galloway.*
(2) The Eastern cross, with the animal and figure (often
known as Loki) is a later work. It was not uncommon
and it is far from unnatural for an existing, admired work
to be imitated, even after the lapse of time, though the
difference in period is shown by differences in treatment.
One good example is at Halton (see Proceedings in this
volume) and many may be suspected, in which the evidence is not so obvious. Now this Eastern cross at
Penrith seems to be a late imitation of the Western. In
a general way it resembles its model, but the " lorgnettes "
on the head are more elaborated ; the proportions are not
so fine ; the " gridiron " or vertical-and-horizontal plait
on the south side is late (it is seen at Mirfield, S. Yorks., in
a late iith century headstone) ; the twist on the east and
* A fuller discussion of the Whithorn crosses and their relations is intended

for the Transactions of the Dumfries and Galloway Antiquarian Society.

tcwaas_002_1923_vol23_0016

tcwaas_002_1923_vol23_0016

I22^THE GIANT'S GRAVE, PENRITH.

north sides is angular (as in late loth and nth century
stones) ; and the animal and figure resemble the Gosforth
type of about A.D. moo. What the figure means is not
clear. I used to think, following my respected teacher in
these studies, Mr. Calverley, that it was Loki ; but I am
not sure of it now, after further consideration. If any
one maintains that it merely represents a warrior with
sword, and perhaps shield, I do not know how to contradict him. But for our present purpose, I think we can
say that the date of this cross must be quite at the end of
the Toth century ; hardly later, or we should see more
definite indications of nth century fashions in its general
form, which recalls earlier types ; but probably about
fifty years later than the Eastern cross.
(3) The South-eastern hogback seems to be the oldest of
the four. Its roof, like the roofs of the rest, is so weathered that it is not easy to be sure of the form of the
tegulae ; but it is evident that it had no bears on the
gable-ends. Under the eaves is a ring-twist in flowing
lines, and therefore of earlier type than if it were angular.
Beneath that, a debased Anglian scroll ; comparing the
stone at York museum from St. Mary Bishophill junior .I
think we see how this scroll is derived from the earlier,
naturalistic motive, and how the fruit or flowers dropped,
so to say, off the stems and became pellets. This kind of
scroll seems possible at any time in the earlier half of the
Toth century, and this particular example appears to be a
little further debased than the scrolls on the Thumb.
Perhaps we may not be far out in dating it about the same
period as the Western cross, i.e. not long before 95o.
(q.) The North-eastern hogback was apparently as badly
weathered 250 years age as it is now, but one can see that
it had a roof with tegulae, and on the side away from the
church are curves which are more like the lines of large
scrolls than plaits. I do not venture to draw a restoration
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of its patterns ; but if there were scrolls, it may have been
of the period of the S.E. hogback.
(5) The South-western hogback is drawn by Dugdale
with its patterns continuous across its face ; and this
emboldens one to restore the weathered surface as in the
illustrations. Its tegulae appear to be semicircular, but
this is not certain. Underneath the eaves is a ring-twist
which on the north side is varied by running pairs of rings
together into figures-of-8 as on the Western cross. Beneath the ring-twist is a plait, rather tighter on the north
side, which is a plait of four, while that on the south side is
a plait of five. These patterns were the usual stock-intrade of carvers from the middle of the loth century, and
there is no motive of late Anglian in this hogback, which
accordingly may be dated rather after 95o. The stone is
thin for its height ; one end has no ornament remaining.
The other has a small panel, apparently never highly
finished and now much defaced, but representing a little
figure, draped and holding up the hands. On a late loth
century stone at Neston (Cheshire) this figure is seen with
its details, showing that it represents a bishop or priest
celebrating the mass. We may infer that the hogback is
the gravestone of an ecclesiastic.
(6) The North-western hogback (the Serpent stone)
though it has lost one side, like the last, cannot have been
part of the same (as Dugdale's drawing might suggest)
because it is nearly 8 inches longer and the ends of both
are complete.^Fearing an error in this important
measurement I asked Mr. Morton Rigg, M.S.A., of Penrith
to check my dimensions ; he made the Serpent hogback
Eft. 64in. long at the base, and the S.E. hogback 5ft. Io2in.
The Serpent stone seems to have had rectangular tegulae,
and under the eaves, on the dexter half of the wall, is the
great serpent with some serpentine forms above, and on its
head a small human figure, whose`left arm is drawn as in
many late loth century figures. This has been inter-
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preted, and perhaps reasonably, as a rude representation
of Christ bruising the head of the Serpent. A motive very
similar (not identical) is seen, better executed, on a
Gosforth hogback, which must date round about A.D.
1000Taking this Penrith stone to be a ruder and earlier
attempt at the motive, I should place it in the last quarter
of the loth century. It has no bears, as the Heysham
hogback has, and therefore belongs to a group which had
not come under the influence of the Yorkshire school, as
one would expect if it were late in the series. The serpentforms on the sinister half of the stone have been too broken
to make out ; but there are no remains of more than one
human figure, as on the Gosforth stone; and this again
suggests a rather earlier date than the Gosforth hogback,
i.e. before A.D. 1000
To summarize the history of the Penrith monuments, I
think we get :—about 920 or a little later, the Giant's
Thumb : nearing 95o, the Western cross and the two
Eastern hogbacks : later than 95o, the S.W. or priest's
hogback : later still, the N.W. or Serpent hogback : and
near I000 the Eastern cross. If this be so, they were
never meant as one single monument, though they may
have been crowded together, either from the beginning or
when the Norman church was built. And as they have
been shifted, and the ground around them has been used
for much more recent burials, digging—for once—is
unlikely to afford results. But they still give us some
data on a subject of which no record treats—the early
history of Penrith. t „ 1
In a paper on the,Thumb I tried to show why it may be
believed that Penrith flourished in the early part of the
loth century as the southern capital of StrathclydeCumbria. It is obvious that its importance to a power
north of the Eamont was the sameas that of Brougham to
a power south of the Pen-rhyd, the " main ford " (as
Professor Ekwall interprets the name) or" head of the
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ford " (as others have suggested)—the place where the
great north-and-south road crossed the chief obstacle in
this region. The Romans—and the Normans, as Mr. J. F.
Curwen told us last year—having their enemy to the
north, held Brougham. The Cumbrians, having to guard
themselves against the south, held Penrith. When their
native dynasty was overthrown in 945, the year when
king Eadmund defeated Dunmail (Dumnail, Duvenald),
the Cumbrian kingdom was not absorbed into England
but reconstituted under Malcolm, the heir—not yet the
ruler—of Scotland. Penrith would be still a place of
importance as a stronghold against possible attack from
semi-independent Yorkshire and Westmorland. Indeed,
though it verges upon romance, it might be suggested that
our Western cross and the Eastern hogbacks, which seem
to belong to this period, may conceivably be memorials of
chiefs who fell in this war. At any rate the monuments
suggest the continuance of Penrith and its church as a site
for the burial of notable persons, whose heirs could afford
such expensive tombstones.
In previous times the monastery of Dacre, mentioned
more than two hundred years earlier by Bede, was no
doubt the chief burial-place in the district ; and Dacre
was not destroyed by the Danes, as its later monument
shows. But nearly all the old Anglian abbeys of the
North, even those that escaped the Danes in their first
onslaught, died out early in the Toth century. Their
place was taken by local churches, usually the foundations
of great landlords ; and Penrith church, probably the
royal chapel of the Cumbrian kings, apparently superseded
Dacre, as being at a centre of population. This would
account for the series of monuments we find there.
Under Malcolm and his successors we have the evidence
of three more monuments to show the importance of
Penrith : first what may be a priest's or bishop's grave,
then the Serpent stone, and finally the Eastern cross ;
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bringing us towards the year woo. "In this year, " says
the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, " the king [Ethelred the
` Unready '] went into Cumberland and ravaged it well
nigh all." The first place he would reach, on the main
road whether from York or from Lancaster, would be
Penrith ; and the first place he found in Cumberland
would be the most severely treated, especially if it were the
capital and a haunt of the Vikings who, there is abundant
evidence to show, were the race he had come to suppress.
This, I think, accounts for the absence of monuments or
history at Penrith during the whole of the iith century.
When the curtain rises again in the 12th century, Penrith
is of very small account (see Mr. T. H. B. Graham's paper
in these Transactions, N.S. xxii, p. 128). The names of
its inhabitants are Norse—Norman, Gamel, Eliphe (Eilif) ;
a few of the Viking breed, " Owen's Ravens," had survived, but the importance of their ancestral home had
vanished.
And yet Ethelred did not burn churches, like a heathen
Dane. We can infer that Penrith town fell under his
hand, and not under the fist of the foreigner, because these
monuments were never ruined. We still see the Western
Cross standing in its original socket-stone.
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