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In 1960 the Medieval Group of the Society carried out 
further excavations to complete the investigation of the prob
lems of Nafferton Castle (fig. 1) insofar as it can be carried 
within the scale of operations possible with the resources of 
the Group.1 But perhaps the most dramatic structural 
evidence was found by excavation not on the site but in the 
Library of the Society, where the discovery of an undated but 
early lantern slide showing the inside of the tower proved 
the great extent of dilapidation in recent times (pi. XIX). The 
evidence of this photograph has been incorporated in the 
drawn elevation (fig. 2).
(a) The Tower.

The secondary date of the tower was confirmed by the 
appearance in the elevation of a reused architectural frag
ment (fig. 6, No. 2 and pi XIX) and by fifteenth- or sixteenth- 
century pottery in the occupation layer sealed under the col
lapsed roof2 (the rampart investigated on site 58/11 contained 
pottery o f  the late twelfth or early thirteenth century only). 
In the elevation the upper few courses are of notably poorer 
quality and are divided from the lower part by a thin string 
course. It seems very probable that this was the point in 
construction at which; reusable material ran out.

Excavation inside the tower (figs. 3, 4) revealed that there
1 See AAA xxxviii, 1960, 129 ff,, for a report on the work of 1958 and 1959.
2 Fig. 4 and Pottery Report, no. 15.165



FIG. 1. NAFFERTON CASTLE.



FIG. 2. NAFFERTON CASTLE, INSIDE ELEVATION OF THE EAST SIDE OF THE TOWER: SHADING INDICATES PARTS STANDING 1958-60.



was only onie floor level. This was contrary to the impression 
gained in 1959, when it was thought that there was an upper 
floor of thin slabs (First Report, 141). When observed over 
a larger area this was quite clearly the collapsed remains of a 
stone roof.3 Above this were traces of a rude hearth.
(b) Northern Area.

Extensive excavation in this area was aimed at further 
investigation of the building inside the north rampart, at 
examining the apparent entrance for traces of a gate and at 
testing the north-west corner of the ramparts.

The building discovered in 1958 was revealed as much 
more complicated in structural history than had been pre
viously suspected (fig. 5).4 The well-built but possibly 
unfinished building of the first period was succeeded fairly 
soon by a very rough and flimsy stone structure. Then, after 
a considerable interval, this was overlain by a new building 
represented by a massive but rather crude wall of reused 
material five feet thick associated w ith pottery not earlier 
than the fourteenth century. The thick humus layer beneath 
this wall contained pottery of the late twelfth or early 
thirteenth century.

On the edge of the ravine in which the Whittle Burn runs 
a wall four foot wide was discovered, also containing reused 
stones (site 60/IX). South of this was a similar stretch of 
wall, visible on the surface, and it is likely that both were 
part of a Period III construction. North of this a further 
piece of wall was visible below and behind the crest of the 
north rampart.

Excavation on the crest of the north-west corner5 revealed 
a post-hole similar to that found on site 58/11, confirming the 
existence of a stout palisade. Examination of the platform 
behind the corner, however, revealed nothing except slight 
traces of light cobbling.6

3 As forcibly pointed out by Mr. J. P. Gillam.
4 Site 60/VI-VII.
5 Site 60/VIII A.
6 Site 60/VHI I
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FIG. 4. TOWER, SOUTH SECTION, EXCAVATION 1960 (SEE FIG. 3).

A trench through the supposed entrance in the centre of 
the north rampart showed no traces of a gate but revealed 
d rough revetment of heavy stones on the tail of the rampart, 
perhaps to prevent it slipping back on to the building 
immediately behind it.7

A most puzzling feature was the discovery on site 60/111 
of the remains of a very rough wall at a lower level than any 
of the other structures in the area and reminiscent of 
“ native ” work of the Roman period. No finds were avail
able to give any clue as to its date, and it seemed to have no 
reference to the medieval period.



FIG. 5. STRUCTURES INSIDE THE NORTH RAMPART, SITES 59/V  AND 60/VI-VIII THE THIRD PERIOD 
IS SHOWN SEPARATELY IN THE LOWER PLAN.

ARCHITECTURAL FRAGMENTS (fig. 6).
1. Drum of half-column, lying on surface near the west 

bank of the Whittle Burn beneath the Castle.
2. Stone of uncertain purpose, found loose but appearing 

on the elevation, reused (pi. XIX).
3. Piscina or drain, found loose in fill of tower.
4. Part of balustrade or merlon, found unstratified in the 

building inside the north rampart.
5. Fragment of uncertain function, found in the rubble 

fill of the tower.
6. Part of a jamb, found in rubble fill of the tower.



T h e  P o t t e r y .

BY B. J. N. EDWARDS.

The group of pottery from the site is small in quantity, 
the three seasons of excavation having produced a total of 
only some 150 sherds. All the rims with one exception are 
illustrated, as are both the handle fragments (fig. 7).

It will be seen that the majority of the rims are of cooking 
pots with the square or club rim section assigned in the north 
to the twelfth century.8 There is, however, some evidence 
that this type of cooking pot continued in use well into the 
thirteenth century in the north-east, and possibly beyond the 
middle of the century.9 Some support is given to this view 
by the documentary evidence suggesting a terminus post 
quem for the site, though not necessarily therefore the pottery, 
of 1218.10 Another interesting point about the cooking pots, 
fragments of which form numerically about 60% of the 
sherds, is their similarity to the material from excavations at 
Tullie House, Carlisle, in 1954-56.11 So similar are some 
sherds that had they been found on the same site, they would, 
have been laid aside for restoration as parts of the same 
vessel. -Bearing in mind this similarity to material from 
Carlisle, the absence of the Carlisle type of mid-thirteenth- 
century cooking pot12 agrees well with the short life postu
lated for the first period of occupation.13

Of material from later periods there is very little. There 
are few pieces which could be as late as the fifteenth century, 
and none which is necessarily so, with the exception of four

8 See Carlisle I, Nos. 2 and 2A-2E, Kirkstall, fig. 6, Knaresborough, and 
E. M. Jope, The North English style of cooking-pottery in CW2 lv (1955), pp. 
323-325. .

9 AAA, xxxix (1961), p. 255.
10 AAA, xxxviii (1960), p. 132.

V 11 Unpublished. Forthcoming in CW2 by M. G. Jarrett and B. J. N. 
Edwards.

12 See note (8).
13 AAA, xxxviiî  (1960), pp. 133-134. f,





pieces o f stonew are from  tw o vessels, and  the th ree  fragm ents 
o f an  im ported  costrel (No. 15) w hich m ay be fifteenth or 
six teen th  century. W hether this can  be taken  to indicate  th a t 
the po tte ry  in use in the la ter period  was high quality  
im ported  w are, supplem ented for general use by w ooden 
an d  m eta l vessels instead of native po ttery , is a  po in t 
on  w hich th ere  is insufficient evidence, bu t this is a possible 
exp lanation .

DESCRIPTION, .....................

(N.B. For all cooking pots in this section see note on date, above 
p. 172, footnotes 8 and 9.)

1. Cooking pot rim in pale buff fabric with much grit. Some 
blackening on the outer surface. Grey core to the square section of 
the rim. Cf. Kirkstall, fig. 6, No. 5, from Ilkley. Twelfth/thirteenth 
centuries. Diam. 1\  in.

2. Cooking pot rim in whitish-buff fabric with some grit, but less 
than No. 1, producing a fabric smoother to the touch. Presumably 
a derivative .of the northern twelfth-century type, though the rim 
section does not seem to be exactly paralleled. Twelfth/thirteenth 
centuries. Diam. 6}  in.

3. Cooking pot rim in fabric similar to Nos. 2 and 4, but with 
angular rim. The type -is exemplified in Carlisle I by No. 2C, from 
Brough-under-Stainmore. A  closer parallel is Kirkstall, fig. 6, No. 
6, from Almondbury. Twelfth /thirteenth centuries.

4. Details as No. 2, but in slightly yellower fabric.
5 and 6. Small fragments of rims of cooking pots in grey gritty 

fabric with a buff surface layer 1-2 mm. thick. No. 6 has in addition 
an orange surface too thin to be measured. The method of produc
tion of these somewhat unusual rims is clearly visible in the breaks, 
where it can be seen that they have been folded outwards. (See 
illustration.) There does not seem to be any published reference to 
this method of formation of rims of this type, though there are 
examples of cooking pots of similar date with rims folded inwards 
in the south-west (Beere, fig. 31, Nos. 35 and 36) and of later date 
in south Scotland tKirkcudbright, fig. 6, No, 40).; The pieces in 
question come from the same levels as Nos. 3, 4 and 7, and are 
presumably of the same date.

7. Rim of jug in buff fabric with some grit and a general scatter 
of finely divided mica. Below the rim on the exterior the whole of



the surviving fragment (ca. 1 in. long) is covered with greenish- 
orange glaze. (?) Thirteenth century. Diam. 2f in:

8 .  Portion of a strap handle I f  in. broad, with longitudinal 
thumb depression. Gritty fabric, fired orange except where oirigi-

FIG. 7.

nally protected by glaze which has almost all decayed, but which 
appears to have been pale green. Here the surface layer of about 
3 mm. is grey.

9. Portion of a strap handle 2f in. broad in smooth grey fabric 
fired to orange where the lower surface is unprotected by greenish 
glaze with orange edges. Decorated with five longitudinal grooves.



10. Cooking pot rim in pinkish fabric, with grey core to the 
section of the rim. The grits include a few of the reddish-brown 
particles noted in No. 11, but are mostly water-worn sand. Cf. 
Carlisle I; No. 2B, from Brougham Castle. Twelfth/thirteenth 
centuries.

--- 11; Cooking pot rim in fabric with grey core and orange-bufT
surfaces. Much added grit, of which most seems to be ground-up 
particles of some reddish-brown substance, and not water-worn sand 
as is usually" the case. The rim form is very simple, but there is 
no published parallel. Twelfth /thirteenth centuries.

12. Rim of vessel in similar fabric to No. 4. The rim is taller; 
and narrower than the cooking pot rims, and the vessel , was pre-; 
sumably a jug. Cf. the restored rim section of Carlisle /, No. 12. j

13. Rim of jug in hard smooth dark grey ware, with pale grey; 
outer surface layer, except where unprotected by the olive green: 
external glaze, where the layer is orange. The glaze and the surface 
layer extend up to the top of the rim, but not over the inward 
slope. There is a groove 1 in. below the rim, with four stab marks 
in it in the remaining portion. Fabric and glaze suggest a date in 
the fourteenth century or later. Diam. 2\ in.

14. Three fragments, together representing about one third of 
the rim of a jug. The fabric is harsh, gritty, dark grey, covered with 
a very thin buff surface layer inside and outside. Below the rim on 
the exterior there are traces of pale green glaze. Sufficient remains 
to show that the vessel had a simple pinched lip. (Not restored.) 
Twelfth/thirteenth centuries. Diam. 2\ in.

15. Not illustrated. Three fragments of a vessel similar to 
Finchale,, No. 137. (q.v. for discussion.)

Provenance of the pottery.
1. Probably associated with the structure behind the west rampart 
- (AAA xxxviii, I960, fig. 2, section II) but not securely sealed

(site 58/11).
2. As No. 1.  ̂ .
3 . In light brown soil, lower part of the west rampart, in the same 

section as above.
4-7; As No. 3. ■     :

10. Sealed between the south wall of the tower and the rampart at 
the time of the construction of the tower.

11. As No. 10. ’ . ; '
12. Not sealed but apparently associated with the Period I structure 

inside the north rampart on site 59/V.
13. Tower, in rubble blocking the outside of the window. :
14. In the loose core of the Period III wall inside the north rampart,
* not securely sealed (site 60/VI-VII). '



Not illustrated: r /
Costrel, fifteenth /sixteenth century: Tower, sealed by the fallen 
roof.
Cooking pot sherds, twelfth century: on site 60/VI-VII, in 

; humus between structures of Periods I-II and Period III; also in 
topsoil on the same site.

* Stoneware: Tower, close to internal chamfer of west wall (AAA 
xxxviii, 1960, fig. 2, section I), not securely sealed.
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CONCLUSIONS.

T he results of the th ree  years’ w ork m ay now  be briefly 
sum m arized. By the tim e Philip  of U lecotes was o rdered  to  
dem olish his castle he had  com pleted the ram p art, ru n  a  
palisade a t least along the northern  section o f the west side 
an d  dug the great ditch on the no rth  an d  south  sides; A  
start was m ade on erecting substantial stone bu ild ings: the  
first structure  inside the no rth  ram p art is certain ly of th a t 
date, th a t on  the tail of the west ram p a rt possibly. S tone 
footing  on the crest of the bank  outside the west w all o f the  
tow er suggests th a t U lecotes a t least started  to  provide his

N



castle with a stone wall, though the demolition documents 
suggest that it was still largely of timber. The prevalence of 
reused masonry, however, suggests that Ulecotes left a con
siderable amount, of dressed stone lying on the site. The 
quality of this is high, indicating that the castle was to have 
been a respectable structure.

The slight remains of a second period wall on site 
60/VI-VII are the only evidence for that phase and do not 
seem far separated in time from Period I: They may well 
represent a temporary shack erected by the demolition gang. 
This supposition is supported by the negative evidence of the 
total iack of pottery datable between the beginning of the 
thirteenth century and at the earliest the fourteenth.

Period III is now most spectacularly represented by the 
tower. Contemporary with it is the four foot wide wall on 
the edge of the ravine and the large new building on the site 
of .Ulecotes’ structure behind the north rampart. Pottery 
from this building is dated not earlier than the fourteenth 
century, from the occupation in the tower not earlier than the 
fifteenth or possibly sixteenth century. Period III therefore 
lies somewhere in the late Middle Ages. A rough hearth 
and early clay pipes above the collapsed roof of the tower 
are relics of casual occupation of the ruins in the early modern 
period. Much of the tower seems to have stood until the 
early part of the present century. The final stage of collapse 
is still in progress.

We owe a debt of gratitude throughout the work to Lord 
Allendale for - most kindly permitting us to dig, to the 
D.U;E.C. for grants, and to the many and vigorous volunteer 
workers almost entirely unsupported by any financial assis
tance from the Group or elsewhere.


