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some period later than the building of the keep. Probably
during this elaboration the outer ditch was converted intb
a moat as the layer of dark clay (layer 4) can best be
interpreted as a water-laid deposit. The na{ural drainage
of the site and its physical features are such that a moit
could only be mainained on the hillside by damming
the lower end, which would be a military weakness. -

Plentiful evidence was brought forward by Cox to show
that the castle was demolished in v,66 after the rebellion
by Robert de Ferrers against Henry III, when Ferrers
was defeated and captured at the battle of Chesterfleld
and his estates seized by the Crown. The archaeological
evidence of destruction and the means by which it was,
carried out were discussed by Cox,'5 and to this the 1957'
excavations can add little, only that at some time aftir
the castle's destruction stones were taken from its ruins
and used in the poor building which was erected on the
west side of the motte and found in trench XII.

The date of erection of the stone keep would be more
satisfactorily placed in the lifetime of William de Ferrers
(rr6z-ngo) than in that of Robert de Ferrers. Cox, in
his history of the de Ferrers family, shows that William
joined a rebellion against Henry II and was forced to,
surrender his castles of Tutbury and Duffield to the King,
who demolished them. This event took place in the nine-
teenth year of Henry's reign (rr73) but Cox considered
that as the castle still continued in existence until rz66
the demolition order could not have been carried out.
A more practical explanation is that the castle demolished
at this time was an early timber one, and that when
William later regained the King's confidence, around
rr77, and enjoy"ed further favours from Richard I up
to his death in rrgo, he would be able to rebuild his
castle at Duffield. The size of the keep indicates his lavish
intentions which for some reason did not result in a stone
curtain-wall being erected. His son, William, Earl of
Derby, cannot have continued the rebuilding. No further
work was undertaken until the elaboration of the outer
defences afler t25o, which can be associated with the
period of Robert de Ferrers' revolt in v63-6.

't Cox, 176.
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SUMMARY.

3rd century - Romano-British occupation in the
vicinity.

6th-7th centuries - Anglo-Saxon burial on the hill.
About ro8o - earth and timber motte and bailey

castle erected by Henry de Ferrers.

- destruction of the early castle.

- building of the stone keep by
William de Ferrers.

- elaboration of the outer defences.

- final demolition of the castle. Site
granted to Prince Edmund, Earl of
Lancaster.

- peasant building erected using stone
from the castle foundations.

APPENDIX.
Report on the Animal and Bird Bones from Duffield

Castle.

By D. Bneuwrrr.
t. The WiM Ani,ma.ls from the Rubbish Pit, Layer 5.
Red Deer.

There are remains of an old and a young animal which can
be referred to this species. Of the adult animal, all the long
bones have been split to obtain the marrow. A few measure-
ments are as follows; in the case of the adult animal, tibia has
a max. proximal width of 72mm., whilst an astragalus measures
53 x 34mm. A number of fragmentary ribs probably belong to
this animal.
Roe Deer.

There are a few fragments of metacarpal bone which appear
to belong to this woodland species.

z. The Domestic Animals from the Rubbish Pit, Layer 5.
Ox.

The only bone which is referable to ox is a single phalanx of
the foot. It represents a small animal by present standards. (The
only recognizable bone from layer 7 of the rubbish pit is ox,
fragment of radius showing scar where ulna attaches.)

Sheep.
Several bones belong to a small breed of sheep. Happily there

is a lower jaw, with worn teeth, from which comparison can



DUFFTELD CASTLE EXCAVATTONS rg57 2r

[.. Tld". with spelimens from Early Iron Age, and Romano-
British sites. The Duffield mandible has a toolh row measuring
68mm.
Pig.

. I-he bones oI pig are more numerous than any other animal,
but.their small size places them in the domestic-category. Once
again there is a mandible with a full row of cheek- teeth, so
it.is again possible to take a measurement and make compa.rison
with pig remains from earlier sites. The animal from Duffield
is young, but near full size, as the last lower molar has broken
lhpugh but stiil shows no wear. The tooth row measu.res 95mm.
Other bones of pig include half a pelvis, several bones 

-of 
tne

foot, two ,Jnae representing two different animals, a.n astragalus
and part of a radius. The astragalus measures 37 x 2rmm.

3. Tlte Birds.
Domestic Fowl.

There are a few bones which agree with a small to medium
domestic fowl. They include a femur Z4mm. in length, a tarso-
metatarsus, estimated at 69.5mm., and a metacarpal bone of
4r.5mm., besides fragments of tibia, ulna and pelvis.
Goose.

This bird is represented by the anterior end of a sternum and
a few shaft fragments. It is impossible to state whether or not
it is a wild species.

Coot.
This bird is represented by a perfect humerus, but a radius

and half of an ulna may also belong.

Remarks on the Collection of Bones from the
Castle Rubbish Pit.

First of all it should be noted that the collection is too
small to allow for any conclusions regarding food prefer-
ences; it does, however, give some idea of the varied
nature of the meat enjoyed by the castle occupants.
Secondlv, the size of the two domestic animals, sheep and
pig, shows that no appreciable difference in size has been
made to these animals since the Early Iron Age farmers
of Glastonbury were active. It would be useful to com-
pare the Duffield animals with those from other similarily-
dated sites to see if this lack of pro$ess in breeding really
appertains to the whole country.

The remains of water birds suggest that some sport was
enjoyed by the river as well as in the woods.


