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Two new examples of cup marks from Cumbria and their implications
By TOM CLARE AND KEN CLARKE

Attention was recently drawn to a lintel over a fireplace at Rigglands, Blencarn. The
stone (Plate 1) appears to have two cup marks and possibly even four. Of the two
more obvious ones one has a surface which appears to have been cut (recut?) with a
metal chisel but the other appears to have been pecked/ground in a manner
consistent with a prehistoric origin.
Where the stone originally came from is not known but Rigglands is adjacent to a
previously unpublished settlement site. Although the latter is probably late
prehistoric or Roman in date a cup marked stone was found within the analogous
settlement at Hugill near Staveley (Wilson, 1881, 90). On the other hand the
existence within the area of a number of cists with cup or cup and ring marked
decoration (Soffe and Clare, 1988, Fig. 4) makes such a source the most likely
explanation. Certainly cist stones were used in the chimney at Raisgill Hall
(Ferguson, 1881, 184) and a number of small, round mounds (one of which has
been trenched at some point in the past) occur to the east of Rigglands at NY6656
3177, whilst the Ordnance Survey maps record the site of a tumulus on the village
green. Unfortunately no other source mentions this latter site but it is tempting to
suggest that finding/utilization of the lintel stone is part of the (oral) evidence – now
lost – which the Ordnance Survey must have used.
However, the observation of “cup markings” on the jambs of a number of church
entrances suggest a further possible source and whilst no examples are recorded
from Cumbria there is one previously unrecorded example of a cup mark from a
churchyard – that on the western cross at St Andrew’s, Penrith (Plate 2). Could the
shaft have originally been a prehistoric monolith similar to that in Rudston
churchyard in North Yorkshire?
The origins or antiquity of the Penrith cup mark is unclear although on plate 504
of Bailey (1988) it appears to be rimmed by part of the decoration as if the hollow is
later. One possible explanation in the light of the evidence presented by Haszeldine
and Haszeldine (2003) is that the hollow is natural but the fact that it is central to
the shaft and that no other similar hollow can be seen, suggests that it is artificial.
An alternative explanation is, however, that the cup mark was carved for the same
reason as those examples on church doorways, perhaps for the purposeful extraction
of powdered stone by those seeking a powerful protective talisman or an ingredient
for a “medical” or magical, potion or poultice. Certainly there are records of the
stones at Stonehenge being used in that way (Hadingham, 1975, 181 for an early
reference). Whatever the precise explanation, the possibility that cup marks were
being made in medieval or later times provides a new context in which to view the
single cup marks on prehistoric monoliths like that at Kirksanton and on the
Goggleby stone at Shap.
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PLATE 1. Cup marks on a stone lintel at Rigglands. (Photograph by Barbara Blenkinship)
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PLATE 2. Cup mark (arrowed) on cross shaft at St Andrew’s church, Penrith.
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NOTES

The magic of stone axe production
BY TOM CLARE

The discovery of cup and ring markings in Great Langdale (Hazeldene and
Hazeldene, 2003 for references and comment) serves to draw attention to the fact
that stone axes were not simply utilitarian objects but artifacts which appear to have
been imbued with other properties: properties which may help explain why those
produced in Langdale were traded across large distances. The purpose of this note
is, therefore, to draw attention to two pieces of evidence in Langdale which may
relate to the beliefs and practices associated with axe production.
Firstly, in addition to the natural cup marks reported by Hazeldene and
Hazeldene (2003) there are natural concentric circles on the northern end of Pavey
Arc (Plate 1). These were first reported to the author by Arthur and Helen Mayo as
“cup and ring markings” and although they were interpreted by the author as being
natural it was recognized that prehistoric peoples may have been aware of them
(Clare, 1987, 471-2). In particular, the existence of cup and ring markings created
by supernatural powers may have added to the value/prestige of Langdale axes.

PLATE 1.

Secondly, a significant number of axes, like those at Portinscale (Clare et al.,
2002) appear to have been “returned” to the earth as votive offerings and, indeed,
two deliberate offerings have been recorded at production sites outside Cumbria
(Cooney, 1998). In the first example, at (Graiglwyd in North Wales, a “finished
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roughout” had been placed against the quarry face whilst two knapping clusters were
placed in a similar position on Lambay, an island near Dublin. These examples, are
obvious parallels for the “hoard” of finished roughouts placed in a “niche” with
“protective slabs” near the cave on Pike o’ Stickle (Boyd, 1990).
Notes and References
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3.

A rough-out from Setrah, Sunderland, Cumbria
BY MARY E. BURKETT

While clearing stones prior to sowing grass on 11 April 2003, Trevor and Terry
Johnstone, farmers in Sunderland, found a fine rough-out of a Langdale axe. Terry
noticed it when he heard the high ring as it was tipped onto a heap of discarded
stones. The findspot was a field with the name of Briary Bank in the parish of
Blindcrake (NY 183 365). An adjacent hill is called Setrah, which name is clearly
derived from saetr “shieling”.1 SMR has records of prehistoric sites in the vicinity at
Bothel Craggs, Croftlands Binsey and Belsay Field. Stray finds of axes have been
made at Isel and Blindcrake.2
Dimensions 31 cm long; 10 cm at its widest, 6 cm depth.
Weight 2 kilos 99 gms (4 lbs 91/2 oz).
Notes and References
1

2

A. M. Armstrong, A. Mawer, F. M. Stenton, Bruce Dickins, The Place-Names of Cumberland English
Place-Name Society XX1 (1950) ii, 324.
J. E. Spence, “Report of the Committee for Prehistoric Studies, 1937-1939”, CW2, xl, 111.
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PLATE 1. A rough-out from Setrah. (Note 3).
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A piece of Roman metalwork from Bowness-on-Solway
BY PHILIP CRACKNELL

The piece of metalwork (Fig. 1) was found by Gilly Walton of Askew Cottage,
Bowness-on-Solway on the foreshore at Bowness below High Bank (NGR NY 2228
6285), and remains in the possession of the finder. It is now listed as SMR No.
19781.
In its present condition the strip of copper alloy measures 107 mm in length with
a rectangular cross-section measuring 9.5 mm in width by 3 mm, at the tapering,
apparently original end, gradually widening to 11.5 mm in width before expanding
to 16 mm in width, then narrowing to 6 mm in width and turning through 180
degrees and finally expanding to a seven-lobed foliate terminal 22 mm in width. At
the centre of the terminal, on both the front and rear face, are the remains of an iron
rivet. Similarly, at the centre of the expansion of the strip, the remains of an iron

FIG. 1. Copper alloy object from the foreshore at Bowness-on-Solway, Cumbria. Scale 1:1
(Drawn by Adam Parsons).
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rivet are evident on both faces, clearly indicating that the rivet originally passed
through both, and that this is the original form of the object. The tapering strip is
decorated with a series of 16 drilled, hemispherical hollows.
The findspot lies approximately 100 metres to the north-east of the now eroded
northern corner of the fort at Bowness. The style of the decorated terminal and the
proximity of the findspot to the site of the Roman fort suggest that the object is
Roman in date but its function remains unclear.
Thanks are due to Gilly Walton for allowing me the opportunity to examine and
record the object.

5.

A probable Roman road and possible Roman bridge at Haresceugh
BY ALAN RICHARDSON

The modern road from Alston towards Penrith (A686) descends from Hartside
Cross (364.60E 541.90N) along the western face of Fiend’s Fell. Prior to the
modern carriageway being made, the older route divided at Hartside Cross, sending
one branch towards Penrith by a line, marked on the OS map and still traceable on
the ground, passing south of the modern café to Two Top Bridge (362.85E
541.10N). The other branch went via Haresceugh to Renwick and its line cuts the
base of the modern hair-pin bend just below Hartside summit. This section appears
quite modern but at 364.33E 542.05N it goes through a gate on the A686 into open
moorland where it turns onto a perfectly straight alignment descending towards
Renwick, via Haresceugh. Both Hodskinson and Donald’s map (c.1770) and
Greenwood’s map (1821-22) show the route to Renwick but today the section
between the gate and Selah (362.30N 542.60N) is a rough track half buried in the
wet moorland.
This road thus connects the Alston-Penrith road, once known as the
Corbriggegate, and almost certainly of Roman origin,1 with an ancient road through
Renwick, known as Appleby Street and again almost certainly of Roman origin.2
There is therefore good reason to suspect that the link road may also be Roman.
From the gate on the A686, the first 80 metres comprise a roughly metalled track.
This then turns westward and runs for some 800 metres straight down the fellside.
Throughout its length there are remnants of a stout, cobbled 4 metre-wide agger
running between marginal ditches (1 metre) marked by rushes and, often, running
water. The line of the causeway is perfectly straight and it is accompanied by a
narrower, and apparently later, metalled track, hopping from side to side.
There is nothing certainly Roman about the first section but where the gradient
becomes steeper at 363.93E 542.18N there is a 20-metre length of agger five metres
wide within marginal ditches (Plate 1). Then at 363.83E 542.20N another section of
agger continues the straight alignment but now a two-metre wide hollow way, devoid
of metalling, appears on the north and sweeps out in a 40-metre loop, regaining the
original line 60 metres further down. This hollow way then loops to the south and
regains the straight alignment as a 12 feet deep trench at 363.73E 542.22N.
Throughout this section, the agger, cambered and well-metalled in places, marks the
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FIG. 1. Old Roads at Hartside Cross
(1. Bridge over the Rickergill; 2. Aggers and hollow ways; 3. Hartside Cross;
4. Old Alston – Penrith road; 5. Two Top Bridge).

PLATE 1. The agger and ditch approaching Rickergill.
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main alignment. It is very clear that we have an original, straight road line that was
used by travellers who left it, where it became too steep, in order to follow, or create,
a hollow way that zigzagged down the hillside. This zig-zag is deeply scoured and
shows as very obvious scarring on the fellside when viewed from the west. At
363.63E 542.23N, there is the best preserved portion of well-cobbled agger running
for 25 metres between marginal ditches (Plate 2). Sixty metres further on the road
line meets a beck.
This is the Ricker Gill, running northwards in a ravine which the road crosses by
a stout stone bridge, perhaps better described as an embankment pierced by a
culvert (Plates 3 and 4). The way across the bridge is now about two metres wide,
the north side having collapsed into the ravine. It is 20 metres from one side to the
other and the original abutments on the north side show it was once eight metres
wide. On the south there is a reduced parapet whose top is four metres above the
beck. The culvert is 1.8 metres wide and about one metre high. It has a keystone
arch with eight large stones on either side. The stonework is high quality and laid in
straight courses with three zones which become cruder nearer the top; five courses
from the ground to the level of the arch keystone: four courses of bigger stones for
about two metres; a third course (three rows) of very large stones up to the top. It
seems as if at least two phases are represented; an earlier, characterised by fine
masonry, and a later with much larger, cruder stone work (see Plate 5).
Plate 5 has been examined by Professor Raymond Chevallier, the leading French
Roman road specialist, and his Italian colleague Professor Vittorio Galliazzo, whom
the author consulted, since both were familiar with Roman bridge works. Both have
indicated that the lower part of this bridge could well be Roman, with a mediaeval
superstructure.
West of the beck, the causeway comprises about 60 metres of cobbled way which

PLATE 2. The approach to Rickergill. The putative Roman road continues in line ahead but the modern
road runs as a terrace to the right.
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leads onto a firm and apparently modern road hugging the contours for a quarter of
a mile or so towards Selah. However the original line can be seen from the hill on
the east above the crossing vanishing into the heather from where it cannot be traced
further. The apparently modern road goes to a ruined cottage at 362.99E 542.39N.

PLATE 3. The bridge from the west bank looking east.

PLATE 4. The south face of the bridge.
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PLATE 5. The south face of the bridge showing the three zones of stone work.
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From there the track is a modern farm road which reaches the public highway at
362.40E 427.55N.
The historic and geographic contexts of this bridge, and the agger and ditched
causeway approaching it from the east, strongly suggest a Roman origin. There is
strong evidence that the road connected two other Roman roads but it seems that
the original and well-engineered line was avoided by later traffic, which gave rise to
the hollow ways. Pack horsemen crossing the open country from Hartside to
Renwick would not have taken this route had it not already existed because it crosses
the Ricker Gill at a precipitous ravine that would more sensibly have been avoided
by going a little to the north. This road and bridge was the work of engineers for
whom line was more important than topographical convenience and for whom the
ravine was a minor obstacle.
Notes and References
1
2

6.

A. Richardson, “Some probable Roman roads in East Cumbria”, CW3, ii, 307-309.
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The damaged carvings on the font, St Kentigern’s Church, Gt. Crosthwaite1
BY B. J. N. EDWARDS, B.A., F.S.A.

Most churches with any pretensions to historic or architectural interest have guide
books available. Few of these are of the kind of book to be found at St Kentigern’s
Church, Great Crosthwaite, near Keswick. There, the account of the church is in
the form of a 79-page hard-backed book,2 written by a historian with a wide
experience of British churches. H. D. Rawnsley recounts how this author came to be
involved with the affairs of Great Crosthwaite. “In June of 1915”, he writes, “Mr
F. C. Eeles, a member of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland and Rhind lecturer
. . . visited Crosthwaite to examine an ancient fourteenth century bell . . . [He found
the six external chrism crosses, in addition to those previously found and] Mr Eeles
was then asked to undertake a search for the chrism crosses on the inside walls . . .
[He also] was able to trace the western wall of the transitional Norman church”.3
Knowing this background, one looks with interest to the account of one of the
church’s most unusual features – its font (Plate 1). This is out of the ordinary in
many ways, and a brief description will be useful before turning to the particular
aspect of it to be here considered.
It is perhaps worth noting that routine perusal of Pevsner4 would not alert the
visitor to the interesting nature of this font. His entry relating to it reads as follows –
“Given between 1396 and 1400. The square shaft has blank windows with tracery,
mostly Dec[orated] in pattern. The octagonal bowl has leaf and the Sign of the
Trinity. It looks late Perp[endicular], and as the shaft is of different stone, it may
well be later”.5 The suggestion at the core of the present paper makes this two-part
origin unlikely, and the inscriptions (see note 5) make it virtually impossible. The
isolated nature of this highly-decorated font should also be taken into account. The
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FIG. 1. The font at St Kentigern, Great Crosthwaite – decoration omitted.
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only font comparable in this respect to be found in what used to be called the “four
northern counties” (i.e. Cumberland, Westmorland, Northumberland and Durham)
is that at Hart, Co. Durham, from the fifteenth century.
The Great Crosthwaite font, then, consists of three pieces of stone, of slightly
different colours.6 The uppermost forms the bowl, and is octagonal. The eight sides
bear, alternately, plant-related decoration and shields. One of the foliate sides also
has a fox-like quadruped, while another is in the form of a “green man”, with foliage
originating in his mouth. Three of the four shields carry emblems respectively of the
Trinity, the Virgin and the Passion, and the fourth bears England and France Ancient
quarterly. The last has two very small shields below it, to which we shall return; this
characteristic is shared by the shield of the Virgin. Each of these eight faces is
chamfered at the bottom, and these chamfers are inscribed, in black letter in Latin.
The inscriptions below the plant-decorated sides, taken together, ask for prayers for
the soul of one Thomas of Eskhead (dni Thom’ d’eskhede), sometime vicar of the
church, and are therefore a memorial, though not necessarily one contemporary with
his death. The inscriptions below the shield-bearing sides,7 in contrast, are labels for
the shields themselves, and thus split up the memorial inscription in a curious way
which Eeles found unique in his experience.8 The decipherment of the inscriptions
on the font was the work of Sir A. W. Franks, V-P.S.A. He recounted, in a paper
printed in the Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of London,9 having been told that
the font had inscriptions and “poring” over them in order to decipher them. When
CWAAS visited Crosthwaite church in 1882, it emerged that members were not
aware of that paper; it was therefore arranged that it should be reprinted in
Transactions for the next year.10
The stone below the bowl is first square in plan, but, proceeding downwards,
rapidly becomes octagonal. At the base of the octagonal section we reach the third
stone, the base of the font proper, which is square in plan and has a hollow
moulding all round its upper half. The octagonal portion of the shaft is decorated
with blank tracery panels, and it is the form of these, combined with what is known
of Thomas of Eskhead’s incumbency, which date the font to the extreme end of the
fourteenth century.
All the foregoing is very well described by Eeles,11 with two illustrations from the
National Monuments Record. There are, however, two further elements to the
decoration of the font which are barely mentioned in his description.12 These are the
four lions’ heads immediately below the bowl and the four grotesque creatures on
the base, one on each of the four sides (see diagram, Fig. 1). The lions’ heads are
fairly rudimentary, being little more than protrusions with lines to indicate the
manes and small depressions for eyes; the grotesque creatures are better-defined,
however, and this is crucial, all eight sculptures have suffered damage.
It is a common experience to see damaged carvings on fonts. The usual
explanation given is iconoclasm resulting from the Reformation, and this is indeed
common on, for example, East Anglian “seven sacrament” fonts, or similar fonts
bearing the symbols of the Evangelists, on which, in addition, anything like an angel
has been routinely disfigured; indeed the survival of the fonts at all in their often
severely damaged condition is somewhat surprising. At Great Crosthwaite, however,
no such explanation appears to be in question. However, as late as 1571, a visit
there by an episcopal commission13 was necessary in order to remove a surprising
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PLATE 1. The font at at St Kentigern.
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amount of surviving “popish reliques and monuments of superstition and idolatrye”,
and the aftermath of this might well have been the occasion for damage to the font.
As already observed, at first this hardly seems likely to be the case because there is
nothing apparently idolatrous or superstitious about the damaged carvings in their
present state. The lions’ heads appear innocuous, and so, in this context, do the
creatures on the base.
A possible explanation centres on two factors. First, it is clear that three of the
four grotesque creatures are lying on their backs with their feet in the air; the fourth
is in a similar posture, its four limbs again facing the observer, but it is vaguely
humanoid. Even in their damaged state it is certain that these four were not pleasant
creatures (see Plate 2, a-d.) and they could no doubt have been effective as symbols
of evil, the evil from which the baptised would be protected; after all, such use of
symbolism on fonts is well-known; but the lions would not seem to fit in with this
interpretation. The second factor to be considered, however, is that the damaged
portions of all eight sculptures retain the remains of rectangular sockets.
Furthermore, the sockets in the lions’ heads are vertically above those in the
grotesque creatures. In fact, all four have been very slightly displaced, for the bowl of
the font has been turned a degree or two clockwise in relation to the base. This can
be assumed to have been done when the font was mounted on its present slate,
breccia and marble platform in 1908-9.14
The probable explanation for the sockets is that a substantial rod, rectangular or
square in section and about 4 cm (1 inch) across, was placed between each
lion-head and the grotesque below it, piercing and “killing” the creature. There does
not seem to be any direct parallel for the structural feature here suggested.
However, the idea of a font crushing or resting on grotesques is present. The
symbolism of a font as a force of good which crushes and overcomes the forces of
evil in the form of grotesques, as previously mentioned, is by no means unknown.
For example, at West Drayton (Middlesex) we find a font “where ungainly and
toad-like forms appear as though crushed by the weight of the font above them”.15
At Northleach (Glos.) “figures of little demons are represented as being crushed
beneath the angle-buttresses of the pedestal, to symbolise the overcoming of the
powers of evil by the sacrament”. The font at East Runton (Norfolk) is said to be
exactly similar; and “peculiarly loathsome and nightmarelike reptiles are grouped
round the base of the font at Elmley Castle (Worcs.)”.
At Crosthwaite, the removal of the postulated vertical shafts without damage to
the stonework would have been possible only by removing the bowl from its stem – a
laborious business. Why remove them at all, however? The answer would seem to
be that they somehow came into the category of “monuments of superstition and
idolatrye”, such as those mentioned above in connection with the episcopal
commission of 1571; and this, in turn, leads to the possibility that the verticals were
the uprights of crosses; a further suggestion is that the rods linking lions and
grotesques bore “offensive” emblems of some kind. Fonts bearing emblems of the
four Evangelists are to be found in a number of churches, and some exhibit damage
to the Evangelists’ emblems; perhaps such existed on the Crosthwaite font.
Candle-holders are a possible alternative as the major missing features of the font;
certainly Great Crosthwaite church had many candle-holders in 1571, and indeed
they came in for opprobrium from the episcopal commission. Whatever objects
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PLATE 2A. The font animal – east face.

PLATE 2B. The font animal – south face.

PLATE 2C. The font animal – north face.

PLATE 2D. The font animal – west face.
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linked the lions and the grotesque creatures, it seems probable that they were of
metal, or, though less probably, of stone; wood is an unlikely material, for wooden
objects could more easily have been removed without damaging the font.
As for the date of the font, the following factors are relevant: (i) Thomas of
Eskhead is known to have been vicar of Great Crosthwaite in the years 1374 x 1396;
(ii) one of the two small shields below that of England, mentioned above, carries the
arms of de Lucy; (iii) Maud, sister and heir of Anthony, Lord Lucy married Henry
Percy, first Earl of Northumberland in 1381; (iv) c.1385 a marriage settlement was
agreed by which the Earl became lord of much of Cumberland and would
henceforth bear the arms of Percy and de Lucy quartered; (v) Maud died in 1398.
The font should, therefore, date either to prior to 1385 (but this was during
Eskhead’s lifetime, because he was still alive in 1396); or to a period after 1398
when, presumably, the quartering of the Percy and Lucy arms was no longer
necessary. The date of Eskhead’s death is not known, and the decoration of the font
would not conflict with its having been sculpted in the years immediately round the
turn of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries.
Arthur Mee recounts a story16 that the font at Crosthwaite was given to the
church by two ladies to commemorate the work of a cleric sent by the Pope to settle
a dispute in Borrowdale between the monks of Furness Abbey and those of
Fountains, and that this cleric stayed to become vicar of Crosthwaite. This is almost
certainly an inaccurate memory arising from a document in the Duchy of Lancaster
Ancient Deeds17 which records the appointment in 1396 by the Abbot and Convent
of Furness Abbey of Thomas of Eskheved as counsel for the Abbey in any dispute in
which he was not already involved, at a “pension” (retainer) of one mark per annum
from the revenues of the Abbey’s grange in Borrowdale.
To sum up: here we have a most interesting puzzle. The Crosthwaite font is a
splendid structure, has a function as a memorial to an incumbent known to have
been alive in 1396, and is of a style datable to the late fourteenth century. It has
been published by highly-regarded scholars; yet apparently no mention exists in
print of the eight socket features discussed in particular in this paper. Furthermore,
extensive research has so far revealed no font with similar fitments. Whether or not
the Commissioners visiting the church in 1571, in order to remove “popish reliques”
and monuments of superstition and idolatrye’, were responsible for the damage to
these features cannot be ascertained; nor, unfortunately, can the identity of the parts
of these features which clearly at some point were removed without care. The matter
may well have to remain an enigma.
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Recording of a monastic grange at Orton
BY J. AND P. J. CHERRY

The purpose of this paper is to record the structural remains of a farm building and
associated walls found during our survey of the limestone uplands.1
The remains (map reference NY3638 5095) first came to our notice when we
visited the farm known as Friar Biggin(s) to ask the farmer, Mr J. Gate, for
permission to walk over one of his fields which had been ploughed, as part of our
programme of fieldwalking to ascertain the extent of prehistoric occupation of the
area.
The present day farmhouse is a fairly new building standing across the farmyard
from a much older farmhouse. While we were admiring the new house, Mr Gate
mentioned that according to legend the older building had been built from the
stones taken from a priory which was said to have been situated on an allotment
above the farm.
The present farm complex lies on the 270 metre contour and the field we were to
walk was somewhat higher and bordered the rough pasture at about 310 metres. As
it seemed very unlikely that a priory would have been built on rough land in such an
exposed location, we did not place a great deal of credence in the story, but thought
that if there had been a medieval building close to the ploughed field then there was
at least a possibility that we would find a sherd or two of medieval pot lying on the
surface of the ploughed ground.
The field, which we were to search, was adjacent to rough pasture, which lay on
its northern and western sides. Our first finds on entering the field were several small
nondescript sherds of green-glazed pot, with a buff fabric which had some
unoxidised grey areas. These were picked up at the south-western edge of the field
but were too abraded to be used for dating purposes. In the rough pasture just
beyond the field fence at this point we discovered the turf covered remains of a
building and associated walling. The building was aligned north/south, with its
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FIG. 1. The remains of the monastic grange of Friar Biggins, showing its position in relation to the
modern farm of the same name.

southern end abutting onto a field below. The outline of the structure was clearly
defined by the parched overlying vegetation. The remains are those of a rectangular
building, 20 metres by 7.5 metres overall, with two cross walls giving rise to three
compartments of roughly equal size. The spread of the debris of the southernmost
cross wall is somewhat wider and more substantial than the other. The southern end
of the building appears to project beyond the fence into the field below for a distance
of about two metres. This was confirmed by Mr Gate who had encountered
difficulty in ploughing at this point due to the presence of large stones.
Close to the east wall is a hollow way running along its length, and on the far side
of this are the remains of a sub-rectangular enclosure measuring about 26 metres
north/south and 21 metres in its east/west alignment. To the west of the main
building are distinct traces of a slightly smaller building lying almost parallel to it,
and beside this to the north-east is another small rectangular structure. Between
these and the modern fence which separates the field from the rough pasture are the
slight remains of more walls. There are vestigial traces of walls also to the north of
the buildings. Extending for about one hundred and thirty metres to the west of the
farm buildings are traces of a rough road, terraced into the hillside, which appears to
be going directly from the complex towards Broadfell and the track leading down to
the village of Orton.
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There has been some realignment of the field walls in this area and the modern
wall, which lies north/south across the rough pasture and down the arable fields
below, has been moved at some time towards the west. Traces of the position of an
earlier wall can be seen on the rough pasture and in the form of a line of gravel on
the field below. Fig. 1 (G).
One hundred metres or so to the west of the buildings is the remains of a small
shallow quarry, which seems to be of more recent date and was probably used by the
farmer when building and repairing his walls.
In the reign of Henry the second (1154-1189) the lord of the manor of Orton was
Gamel de Pennington of Muncaster, who had considerable possessions there; he
granted appropriation of the church to the priory of Conishead.2 An entry in
Nicolson and Burn3 states that “Gamel de Penigton made to the canons of the said
place (Conishead), of the churches of Penigton, Molcastre and Sker-Overton
(Orton), with the appurtenances.” There was a confirmation of this by John
Bartholemew, prior of Carlisle, in the time of Hugh, the third bishop of Carlisle,
during the reign of Edward the second (1307-1327).4
It is further recorded “There is another recital in the said confirmation, of an acre
of land in Overton, called Frerebiggins, given by Alan son of Alan de Penigton, to
the canons of the said place.” It is said that this occurred during the twelfth year of
his reign and if this were so, then the grange can be dated to about 1319.5
Further gifts to the church or priory are shown by the entry, “And another recital
of two acres and thirty perches of land in Overton, given by Thomas de Musgrave.”
“The place called Frerebiggins probably received its name from having belonged
to the friers or bretheren of the said priory.”
“There were two messuages and tenements belonging to the church and priory
(which are mentioned in the valuation in the twenty-sixth year of the reign of King
Henry the eighth), of which there are no traces anywhere now to be found, except
only at the said Frerebiggins. The vicar has about nine acres of land there still – but
no dwelling house. The rest were probably alienated by the priory, as was very
frequently done by the religious houses, on the apprehension of their approaching
dissolution.”
Apparently the priory had rights of turbary at a place known as “freremoss” which
was probably given by the Penningtons to the priory at the same time as the
farmland, and this would have provided fuel for the farm.6
Further evidence of the church ownership of land is given in the Terrier of 1704
of all Houses and Glebe Lands belonging to the Vicarage of Orton which states
“Seven acres of land by estimation . . . lying in Fribegins.” Mr. Gate pointed out
two fields to the east of the farm, covering “about seven acres”, which had been
bought from the church, before the farm was acquired by his grandfather. So this
might be the land mentioned in the Terrier.
We sent a sketch map of the structure to Dr R. Brunskill and he considered that
although the two divisions and three compartments could suggest a threshing floor
with flanking storage bays of a barn, the dimensions, particularly the length, were
too great for such a use in such a location. On the other hand the shape and
dimensions were reasonable for a dwelling, possibly of long house form and the
thickening of one of the cross walls did suggest the possibility of a hearth. So that
one compartment would be the main room, backing onto a cross-passage and a byre
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and the other would be a superior parlour. This form would not be inconsistent for
use as a simple grange with permanent occupation by a farmer who would have a
parlour adequate for putting up a representative of the friary on his visits (Fig. 2).
The farmstead and the enclosure, with the hollow way between, appear to be
contemporary, as do the remaining slight traces of walling which seem to spring
from the north wall of the building. The extent of the remains also adds weight to
the idea that they represent more than merely a top field barn.

h

A

B

C

FIG. 2. Suggested plan of farm-house.
A = Byre, B = Main Living Area, C = Parlour, h = Hearths

Granges were sometimes worked by lay-brothers of the order and with regard to
the altitude of this site and its distance from the parent house of Conishead, it seems
likely that this farm was primarily a bercary (sheep farm) although the building
remains suggest that cattle were also part of the farm economy and that it was also
used as a vaccary (cattle farm).
Survey of the site by I. Newton on behalf of English Heritage in 1994 has resulted
in the confirmation of our view that the remains are those of a monastic grange. The
site has now been scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 and is lodged in the Sites and Ancient Monuments Records,
monument number SM 23646. In the schedule entry the site is described as follows:
“In view of the importance of granges to medieval and monastic life, all sites
exhibiting good archaeological survival are regarded as nationally important. Friar
Biggins monastic grange is unencumbered by modern development and contains
undisturbed archaeological remains of the group of buildings forming the core of the
grange, together with remains of enclosures, trackways and hut platforms of the
wider grange complex. The monument is a rare example of an undisturbed monastic
grange, and as such it will facilitate a greater understanding of the activities
undertaken within the buildings, huts and enclosures of this class of monument”.

tcwaas_003_2004_vol4_0016

268

NOTES

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank the farmer, Mr J. S. Gate for telling us of the legend
attached to the remains and for allowing us to walk on his land. Our gratitude also
goes to the late Clare Fell for her continued interest in our activities, and to Dr
Brunskill for his comments.
References
1

2
3
4
5
6

8.

Cherry J. and Cherry P. J., Prehistoric Habitation Sites on the Limestone Uplands of Eastern Cumbria
C.W.A.A.S. Research Series Vol II.
Taylor M. W., “Manorial Halls in Westmorland”, CW1, xii, 17.
Nicolson and Burn, History and Antiquities of the Counties of Westmorland and Cumberland, i, 482.
Ibid., 481.
Ibid., 482.
Ibid.

A seventeenth-century Irish token from Birdoswald
BY IAN CARUANA

A seventeenth-century token has recently been discovered among the unstratified
finds in the archive deposited in Tullie House from the 1987-92 excavations at
Birdoswald Roman fort. Apparently because it was unstratified, the token was not
conserved in time to be listed in the final report on the excavations.1 Although the
seventeenth-century token series is well studied, recorded find spots are not
common. It is, therefore, useful to note the provenance of such tokens as are found
in the ground.
Obverse :

shield with cross (= Arms of Coleraine) with legend GILBERT
WILLSON [76]
Reverse :
merchant mark with initials G W at base; legend begins with small heart MART
IN COLERAIN
Copper alloy. MW, pierced. Diameter 18.5 mm. Wt. 2.39 g. Die axis 300.

The token was not recorded by Boyne but is listed as Dickinson, Ireland 195 and
Norweb 6196.2
It is clear from other finds that the circulating coinage on the Borders was
particularly heterogeneous in the seventeenth century with French and Scottish
coins passing alongside English copper. In much of the rest of England, as well as
Ireland and Wales, merchants and cities introduced their own private copper tokens
(1/4d., 1/2d. and or 1d.) between about 1648 and 1672, after which they were legally
discouraged in England. Tokens of this date were issued in Westmorland (Kendal,
Kirkby Stephen etc.) and in west Cumberland (Cockermouth, Egremont,
Broughton) but curiously no issues are known for Carlisle (and they are few and rare
from Newcastle upon Tyne.3 It may, therefore, be postulated that deficiencies in the
small change felt throughout the kingdom were less noticed on the Borders with its
external sources of supply for copper coins.
This is one of the first recorded finds of seventeenth-century tokens recorded for
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Cumbria. (We may discount a Pateley Bridge half-penny found on the street in
Silloth and reported to Tullie House, as a recent import). Unfortunately the
presence of a piercing indicates that it has had a secondary use as a talisman or
jewelry before its loss at Birdoswald.
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Corkickle as a place-name
BY JEREMY GODWIN

On 1 May 2003 the Whitehaven News reported that “Rumour has it that Corkickle’s
rather odd name arose from ‘Corpse Circle’, referring to an ancient stone circle once
hereabouts”. While rumour in this case was both ingenious and mistaken (stone
circles were rarely if ever intended for burial places), it is possible that an ancient
memory is preserved here and that a stone circle did indeed once exist hereabouts.
Meanwhile, what does Corkickle mean? The English Place-name Society’s
Cumberland volume1 says that Corkickle’s first written record known to them is
c.12102 as Corkekyll, and follows Ekwall in deriving it from corr, Middle Irish for “a
hill-peak”, and the River Keekle, from Old Norse Kikall, winding stream.3
However, this derivation betrays lack of local knowledge: Corkickle is on the west
side of the ridge that separates it from the River Keekle (Hensingham is nearer the
Keekle). The Keekle is two miles east of Corkicle as the crow flies; as the early
settler went, through the landscape thick with trees etc., two miles was a long way,
especially if the place to be named was on the far side of the intervening hill, and
was not on the actual peak or top (corr) of that hill.
Search of other cor- names in the Place-Name of Cumberland, yields a better
possible meaning, “Corc’s oak-valley”. Corc was a well-known Irish ScandinavianCeltic name, in Cumberland found in Corby4 and Mockerkin,5 near Wetheral and
Loweswater respectively. The Old Norse for “oak” was eik, which in Cumberland
became aik, aig, eag and ick.6 Eagle Gill in Flimby parish was Akegile c.1174, Old
Norse for “ravine of the oaks”;7 once it had become “eagle”, the word Gill was
added later. So we have “corc’s aigill”, “Corc’s ravine filled with oak trees. South of
today’s Corkickle is a small beck descending from Hensingham to the Pow Beck that
runs north to Whitehaven; this small beck runs in a gill, bounding Corkickle on its
north bank. This will be Corc’s landmark, the akegill that named the district, set in
the long ascent of the ridge there.
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