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ART.

XVIII.—Rockcliff Cross and the Knowes of Arthuret.

By W. G. COLLINGWOOD.

Read at the sites, Sept. 11th, 1925.
I. ROCKCLIFF.

I

N his book on Early Sculptured Crosses (p. 257-8) the
late Rev. W. S. Calverley described and illustrated the
Rockcliff cross. He noted the wheel-head, in which the
holes are not pierced, as they usually are ; the irregular
and worn plaitwork on the shaft ; the horizontal offset
bands, bearing rude figures of beasts, and the edge with the
Scandinavian chain-pattern as at Gosforth and Bromfield.
He attributed the cross to the ` Viking Age,' and perhaps
there is little more to be said. It is tempting, however,
to ask whether we can get some hints from it about the
place, in the period before any 12th century records begin.
There are peculiarities in the head and shaft, which
perhaps help to date it more precisely. The head is a
real continuous wheel, with the ends of the cross-arms
standing out beyond it, as if piercing the thickness of the
ring. This is uncommon, but we find the same type at
Dearham, Gargrave in Craven, Chester (in crosses at the
Grosvenor Museum and at St. John's), Bromborough in
the Wirral and Penmon in Anglesey ; also in a very late
cross at Diserth in Flintshire. The uppermost arm is
rather longer than the lateral arms, and when this is
much developed it becomes the house-shaped top of twelfth
century Irish crosses ; but here is is not much developed.
The whole group of these crossheads has patterns of the
later kind of Anglo-Norse plait-work and beasts, not those
that were current in the tenth century ; and the series
therefore belongs to the period following A.D. 1000.
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Taking the shaft, we note the horizontal o ffset bands
which are not common on rectangular shafts, though fairly
frequent on round shafts. The late Anglian cross at
Nunn,ykirk, Northumberland, has something of the sort,
but in that case and in the late Anglian cross at Bakewell
the offsets may be merely the bases of the heads, as in the
Cynibald cross from Lancaster in the British Museum.
Unornamental offsets are seen in crosses of a debased
Anglian style at Bolton-le-Moors, evidently late. But
features like these at Rockcliff are closely matched in the
red-sandstone shaft (headless) at Bromfield, also in a
shaft at Crathorne in N.E. Yorkshire and one at Gilling
West (North Riding) . The last has the late V-shaped tag
of pattern below the band, and the other two have rather
late Anglo-Norse ornament ; all agreeing with the indications obtained from the head, and suggesting a date in the
early part of the eleventh century.
There is so much family likeness in these features which,
I think, are not found elsewhere, that it would hardly be
extravagant to suppose them the work of one travelling
craftsman. They could not have been evolved independently, and the forms are not common enough to suggest
that they were copied from any stock pattern. We have
some reason to believe that craftsmen travelled, and that
travelling in the Viking Age was easy and usual ; so that
we might imagine a man who had learnt his art in Yorkshire coming over to Rockcliff, and then carving a sister
cross at Bromfield, and at Dearham surpassing his earlier
eff orts and then going south, perhaps to Gargrave and to
Chester and round about, and even as far as Anglesey.
I do not think this would violate possibilities; on the
contrary, it would explain the creation of a group of
similar works with a definite distinguishing character.
The Diserth cross is later, and its head might have been
suggested by the monuments at Chester.
Now such a man, or at any rate such works, would be
.
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not in any sense Danish. The area in which they are
found is not except Gilling—in the Danish Settlement,
for Crathorne is in the Norse Cleveland district, and
Anglesey was then less Celtic than Norse. Gilling was on
a road often used by the Norse coming and going between
York and the West, and so was Gargrave, though on the
southern route. And the differences between these
crosses and the rest of the Anglo-Norse monuments are
apparently no more than personal—due to the taste of the
individual carver.
Those who have followed the study of the period know
that it is pretty certain that the Solway shores were settled
by Norse-descended people during the tenth century;
and the further we push the study of the settlement the
more evident it becomes that these immigrants came here
as already more or less Christians. They had been for
several generations living in Christian countries, in Ireland,
Man, the Hebrides or Western Scotland; they brought
with them the cult of St. Patrick, St. Columba and St.
Bridget, and founded churches or chapels to those saints.
Here, the place-name is Norse; RauÆ-klif is precisely
Routhclive,' the old form of the word; meaning the
red cliff conspicuous from the river. That name may have
been given before the middle of the tenth century, but not
earlier than about goo. During the century a settlement
was formed and a chapel built. About A.D. 1000 it was
desired to commemorate someone, perhaps the landowner,
at the chapel on his land, and a craftsman was sought to
make a cross such as was then usual. There may have
been other monuments here but Rockcliff has suffered
from a good deal of unconscious vandalism, and this is the
only relic that survives.
Before 1185 Reginald—a good Norse name, Ragnvaldde Rodcliva was the landowner, perhaps a descendant of
the original settler. The chapel existed, for in 1203 we
know that its priest's name was William. In 1204 it
`
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already belonged to Carlisle priory and by 1234 it had
been appropriated (for these later details see Mr. T. H. B.
Graham's paper in our Transactions, N.S. xxiv). No
doubt the Norse chapel was wooden, but by William's time
it had probably been rebuilt in stone—the same little
building without aisles, which Hutchinson (Cumberland, ii,
526) describes as only 54 ft. 9 ins. long and 13 ft. 6 ins.
wide, and without dedication because it was only a chapel.
A little place like this was the earliest type and would be
highly interesting to visit now. It had suffered from
invasions by the Scots—they even carried off the parish
registers (what an example to those who value them not I)
but Bishop Nicolson found it " in good condition."
However, in 1848 it was destroyed and rebuilt. The new
church was " a neat structure in the Decorated style,"
Whellan says (p. 178) ; " the windows filled with stained
glass of beautiful colours and design." This was damaged
by lightning and rebuilt in 1900, and we have nothing left
but the old cross, which Bishop Nicolson saw in the
churchyard in 1703. He said, " it has some curiosity in its
forming; but it has no letters." A few runes would have
interested him greatly, but for us it tells its tale by its
typology.
II. ARTHURET.
At our visit to Arthuret in 1907, our late vice-president
Dr. Barnes described the site. His paper was printed,
with a plan by Mr. and Mrs. Hesketh Hodgson, in these
Transactions N.S. viii. He pointed out that the Knowes
are parts of a long ridge divided by the road into two hills.
That on the S. of the church is about 15o yards long and has
a flattened top, marked off by a low earthen rampait
enclosing a space nearly square. He also remarked that
Professor (now Sir Bertram) Windle, in his book on the
Prehistoric Age in England (1904) noted tumuli at Arthuret
but had said that he did not know on what authority they
were put on his list, nor why the then local secretary of the
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Soc. Ant. had added " perhaps eskers." As I was the
local secretary in question I may be allowed to supplement
the statement by saying that the list was compiled by
Prof. Windle from Chancellor Ferguson's Arch æ ological
Survey of 1893, and the words " perhaps eskers " were
added to represent the Chancellor's later opinion—not to
say my own. In the early sixties Sir James Y. Simpson
had thought that here were barrows; a bronze palstave
was found at Arthuret ; Chancellor Ferguson had some
reason at first for calling them tumuli. But Dr. Barnes
rightly abandoned the idea. He suggested, however, that
the earthworks on the Knowe by the church were military
and " played an important part in more than one great
battle." He connected them in fact with Sollom Moss,
A.D. 1542, and Ardderyd, A.D. 573.
Now the battle of Sollom Moss was fought 21- miles to the
N•W., beyond the Esk. The Scots were coming from
Caerlaverock; the English surprised them in the Debatable
Land. No part of the action went on at Arthuret. The
earthwork is too small to be the camp of an army and too
big to have been hastily thrown up in a sudden skirmish.
We must leave out the battle of 1542.
The battle of 573 is another matter, and Dr. Barnes'
suggestion is interesting, though I think we shall find it
untenable. He was following the great Scottish historian,
W. F. Skene, who identified the scene of King Rhydderch's
victory with this place, in a paper of 1865 and in his
Celtic Scotland, 1876; though he did not, so far as I know,
say that the earthworks played a part in the battle—that
was the suggestion of Dr. Barnes. What still remains
interesting and possible is the equation of Arthuret with
Ardderyd, one of the forms of the name of the battlefield, and of Carwinley with Caer-Wenddoleu, the stronghold of Gwenddoleu, who is said to have been killed in the
fight. What are the data ?
Adamnan's Life of Columba tells us that at this time there
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was a king of Strathclyde named in dog-Latin Rodercus
(in Welsh Rhydderch) and that he was a successful
conqueror; but all the actual notices of the battle rest upon
very untrustworthy sources, which nevertheless may point
to a tradition of a great fight at Armterid, Arderydd or
Ardderyd. It must be remembered that the MSS. recording early Welsh history are of a period much later than
the alleged events; and before they were written the
-original traditions had been remodelled, time and again,
by bards and pedigree-mongers in an age when there was
no such thing as critical study. To take one example :a recent writer; Mr. Gwilym Peredur Jones, who has given
much care and scholarship to the Welsh pedigrees, concludes that they are a product of the Viking Age, and that
Urien of Reged, for instance, was a tenth century character
to be located in South Wales. This knocks from under our
feet all that we had been standing upon, when we tried to
reconstruct a plausible story of the politics of Strathclyde
and Cumbria in post-Roman times ; and what we have now
to do is to approach the subject from the archæological side.
It is not too much to expect that, when attention can be
spared from Roman exploration, we may get data for postRoman conditions. There is very little available at
present ; but still it seems necessary to postulate a kingdom
of Strathclyde-Cumbria in the sixth century, with Rhydderch as its civil and military leader, and Kentigern at best
very shadowy—as its ecclesiastical head. Otherwise, a
number of dedications to Kentigern, possibly much earlier
than the great advertisement of his legend in the twelfth
century, are unexplained; and the pre-Norman connexion
of Hoddam with Glasgow points in the same direction.
If we call Kentigern a myth, we are left without a key to a
great historical puzzle. But nearly everything that has
been said about him rests on late legends.
The story of the battle has been collected by Dr.
Barnes :—how. that Gwenddoleu was a great warrior, with
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many obviously mythical attributes (which do not affect
the question}and the protector of Merlin, that is, the Merlin
of the north, whoever he was. Against him came Peredur,
leader of the North Welsh; his legend was finally absorbed
into the Arthurian cycle, where he became Sir Percival.
He was one of the sons of Elifer, mentioned in Annales
Cambriae as the opponents of Gwenddoleu. With him a
late Life of Merlin places Rhydderch, King of the Cumbri;
whether this is part of the original tradition, or a later
bardic inference from the fact that he was historical and of
that region and period, may be debated. But modern
historians have supposed that by this battle of Arthuret
the historical Rhydderch won command of StrathclydeCumbria and thereupon settled Kentigern at Haddam and
himself at Dumbarton. And a late medieval source gives
the story of Kentigern's meeting with Merlin, running wild
in the woods, and driven mad by remorse for his share in
causing the battle " between Lidel and Carwanolow."
That is to say, very long before Skene, the battle in
question was located at or near Arthuret; but to disentangle fact from fiction, or to base anything like history
on the legends, is not the part of a serious historian in
view of modern criticism and what has come out since
Skene's time.
If there was a great battle here in 573 some traces may
turn up. Dr. Barnes thought that the earthworks were
such traces. That might be, if they could be classed as
a British fort ; but we have now to study them.
The plan by Mr. and Mrs. Hesketh Hodgson shows a
nearly square platform, made out of the top of a low hill
by digging a ditch, at present only about a yard wide, and
by throwing the upcast to both sides. On the inner side
it forms little more than a sharp brink to the platform.
On the outer side it forms a rampart, which if it ever
existed on the south-west has become obliterated there.
These ditches and ramparts are trifling, compared with
:

.
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the earthworks at Liddel Strength, though no doubt
they were once more marked than now, The platform
left in the middle measures only about 45 by 40 feet. A
shallow depression crosses it N.E., and S.W., and the
surface though generally level is slightly irregular. Some
of us in June last noted similar irregularity on the top of
Minnigaff motehill where there must have been houses ;
and perhaps digging might show traces of wooden or stone
buildings here.
But this place is not a motehill or motte. It is an
earthwork of a known type. We'visited, last year, " St.
Mungo's castle " at Bromfield, where the same upcast on
both sides of a ditch round a square platform is seen, though
on a larger scale; and it seems certain that the Bromfield
earthwork was in 1227 the curia, court or garth of the
manor-house. There are similar earthworks at Whitehall
and Embleton, both larger than this, but of the same plan,
and both certainly medieval. The type is a variant on
the rectangular enclosures with unramparted ditches, like
Snittlegarth, which is apparently the manor-house within
water ditches of de Tilliol mentioned in 1367, and the
rectangular enclosures with unditched • ramparts, like
that in Netherhall park in the rampart of which I found
medieval relics.
Such square enclosures used to be called Roman, but
they show no Roman remains. They were the garths of
medieval manor-houses, originating before the building of
stone pele-towers. They were to the baronial mottes
what the pele-towers of the 14th and 15th centuries were to
Edwardian and later castles. The rampart or brink,
palisaded, would keep out wolves and thieves, and on the
platform the wooden hall of the lord of the manor was as
comfortable a lodging as the times demanded.
Who, then, lived in this manor-house of Arthuret ?
Like the curia of Bromfield it stands close to the church
and we know that St. Michael's church was early medieval.
'

2C
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It was given to Jedburgh abbey by Turgis de Russedale
(Rosedale in Yorkshire) who lived before and up to the
middle of the 12th century. He was followed by the
family de Stutevill, of whom Nicholas held Liddel Strength
in 1174. The history has been given by Mr. T. H. B.
Graham in our Transactions N.S., xiii, from which we
learn that Arturet was a demesne of Johanna de Stutevill
in 1267, but that there was no capital messuage here in
1276. At the death of her son Baldwin de Wake in 1282,
Robert de Arturet was a freeholder under him, holding a
tenement worth ios. yearly. He may have lived here,
though he was not lord of the manor; the days by then
were past when this was the house of a lord of Arthuret,
for there was no capital messuage in 1276.
This brings us to the time when life hereabouts was no
longer tenable on the old terms. During and after the
Edwardian wars a weakly defended place like this could
hardly have been held for long. Liddel Strength itself
was captured by the Scots in 1346 and its defenders were
massacred in cold blood. After that, people began to
build stone towers; and especially on the Border, no
slighter fortification was of much use. These considerations
lead to the inference that the Arthuret earthwork had
nothing to do with military operations, earlier or later, but
was the garth of the manor-house under de Stutevill in the
twelfth and thirteenth centuries.
All the same, some relics of a great fight may still be
found. But until we have such a proof of " the Battle of
Ardderyd, A.D. 573," the least said about it is soonest
mended. The history of the church, however, is not without
interest, though the fabric as it stands is not ancient. We
noted that about 115o or a little earlier, Turgis de Russedale gave the advowson to Jedburgh Abbey (N.s., xiii, 34) :
and in 1266 question as to the presentation 'arose between
Johanna de Stutevill and the abbot (ib., 44). The right
.remained apparently to the abbey; but Easton and Kirk-
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andrews were in the hands of the lords of Liddel so long as
they continued to exist as parishes. Hence a little confusion in the statements of County histo ries. In 1597 a
jury of the West Marches found that the church had been
decayed for 6o years or more, and they did not know who
was patron or who ought to rebuild it (N.s. xi, 83). It is
obvious that the abbey, being in alien Scotland, had not
continuously exercised its patronage, and by this time the
Reformation had made it impossible.
So in 1609 funds were collected by a brief, and the
church was partly rebuilt. The builder absconded with
some of the money and left it unfinished until Dr. Hugh
Todd was rector (1688 to 1728). He completed the tower,
and thus it remained until 1868, when the roof was raised
and the church restored.
At that restoration the workmen found a small brass
above the Netherby vault in the N. aisle of the chancel
(where the organ now stands). It represents a heart held
by two hands in front of a cross fleury and looks like 15th
century work. Canon Loftie got it from the workmen, and
Sir Frederick Graham from Mr. Loftie, then curate. Later
it was re-found by the Rev. Ivor C. Graham (N.S. i, 114).
The Wakes had died out in 1 343 and the barony went to the
crown, for the last heiress married Edmund Plantagenet,
earl of Kent, and their daughter became the wife of the
Black Prince. What was going on here, and who may
be represented by this monument, I do not know : but
another relic remains, perhaps from the pre-Reformation
period, to show some life in that age.
This is the head of the churchyard cross, which seems
to be a rather late re-erection. The head itself, much
broken, is of the type of medieval churchyard or resting
crosses; but the shaft is evidently much more modern.
It looks like an 18th century bit of Gothic revival not
later, because the Lysons noted it in 1816; and not earlier,
because Bishop Nicolson does not seem to have seen it.
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I suppose that the fragments of the head were found and
set upon this shaft, possibly by the Rev. Robert Graham
D.D., who did so much for the district by improving its
agriculture and civilising the rough Border people; he
died in 1782. His son James was created baronet, and in
the next generation the Rt. Hon. Sir James R. G. Graham
further improved and promoted the progress of the
neighbourhood in the early part of the nineteenth
century.
Two curious characters are connected with this place.
Archie Armstrong, King James I's jester, when he was
dismissed the Court in 1638 for sauciness to Archbishop
Laud, came to live here, and was buried in 1672 somewhere
near where this cross stands. And Dr. Hugh Todd,
pluralist rector of Arthuret from 1688 to 1728, is known
for his enthusiastic, though not always well-informed,
antiquarianism, and for his quarrels with his fellow-clerics.
He certainly was a benefactor to Arthuret in building the
tower; and when Bishop Nicolson (who did not love him)
came here in 1702 and 1704 he admitted that the church
was in good order. The bishop copied the inscriptions
of no less than seven tombstones in the church and ten in
the churchyard, and mentioned that Dr. Todd had given
the handsome sum of £50 out of £70 ios. od., collected for
the church restoration. If the cross had been there, the
bishop would pretty certainly have noticed it too. Sir
Daniel Fleming in 1693 had hoped that Dr. Todd would
resign, and let his son Henry Fleming have Arthuret.
But he didn't (Dr. Magrath, Flemings in Oxford, iii, 131
ff.).
The rectory was built in 1675 by George Usher, then
rector (N. and B. ii, 473; Bp. Nicolson, Misc. Acc.,
135).
Charles Usher, to whom it is sometimes attributed, was
rector of Kirkandrews; it was rebuilt by the Rev. Robert
Graham in 1765 (ibid.).
At that time the parish was very rough; the people
.
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ignorant and uncivilised. The reason why is curious and
rather sad. In 1685 Reginald Graham of Nunnington,
Yorks., had left £ 200 to Arthuret and Kirkandrews, to
support schoolmasters " who were to teach ye poor
Children to read Gratis." Lord Preston kept the money
and gave the interest to the rectors. By 1704 nothing had
been done at Arthuret ; so Bishop Nicolson said. Dr. Todd
told Sir Daniel Fleming that " he had a design to build a
• School " at Arthuret; and until the school was built he
apparently let the yearly £6 lie by, and would not have
school taught in the church, as was usual. He was very
keen at this time on Penrith School, but that was " secondary education." And so the Arthuret people became a
byword for boorishness; and that is another nail in Dr.
Todd's coffin.
The dedication to St. Michael does not seem to be
mentioned before the 18th century. But as there is a
St. Michael's Well near the church, it is no doubt ancient.
As to the place-name it may be said that the old guess of
" Arthur's head " has no justification. There is a
Arthur-seat nine miles to the north-east, which illustrates
the regular formation of place-names from personal names;
most likely the shieling of Arthur, a fairly common
name 400 years ago. But Arthuret was always so called,
without the s. It really seems to represent the British
name of the battle-place, though that is not enough to
pr ove that the battle was historical.
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