The following information includes the entire trawl for historic references pertaining to Pilsbury Castle which was undertaken as part of the Pilsbury Castle Archaeological Survey 2001-2002.  
This information is simply a working document which may contain information that is of interest to other historians or archaeologists. It should not be considered to be in any way, shape or form an interpretation of the archaeology or history of Pilsbury Castle.  

It is also entirely possible that additional references to Pilsbury Castle exist.  If you should come across any such references we would be delighted to know.  Our website is updatable and additional documents can be added to the website at any time should they throw more light upon the interpretation of the castle itself.
PILSBURY CASTLE – NOTES

Introduction
Pilsbury Castle (SK 114638) is a scheduled ancient monument lying within the parish of Hartington in Derbyshire.

It is an enigmatic architectural structure set within a parish of somewhat enigmatic outline.  The ‘castle’ is structurally odd in that its shape does not lend itself to instant recognition as an architectural form – nor does its immediate environment provide any clues as to the probable justification for its existence!  Further, the very parish in which Pilsbury Castle stands is one of four ‘Quarters’.  It lies in Hartington Town Quarter, which, with its neighbours Hartington Nether Quarter, Hartington Middle Quarter and Hartington Upper Quarter constitutes a rather long thin parcel of territory stretching from below the current location of Hartington village up to the Dark Peak hills north and west of Buxton – a ribbon-shaped swathe of land approximately 30km long by about 5km across.  Much of the lower length of this ribbon has been sandwiched between the River Dove – which also forms the county boundary with Staffordshire – and the line of the old Roman road which ran south-east of Buxton – roughly the current line of the A515 Buxton to Ashbourne road.

NOTES 
(1).  An example of a motte with two baileys.

Ongar Castle in Essex.  (Ref. Salter, M. 2001, The Castles of East Anglia.  Malvern, Worcs.)  The motte rises 14m above a water-filled moat.  No access bridge present.  “There were two oval baileys, one on each side, and communication between could only have been possible via the keep, an inconvenient arrangement.” P. 37.

The west bailey: 130m long by 50m wide.  The east bailey was a little smaller.

(2).  Hart, C. 1984.  The North Derbyshire Archaeological Survey to 1500.  Chesterfield.

Fig. 9:4 on p114 ‘Domesday Settlement’ indicates no settlement north-west of Pilsbury (on the Derbyshire side of the river) until ‘Tornesite’ and ‘Hedfelt’ (Torside and Hadfield?) (New Mills Civil Parish).

A ‘park’ is mentioned on Fig 10:11 p 144 about 4 miles (c 6km) north-west of Pilsbury in Hartington Middle Quarter.  Research. 

(3).  Barnatt, J. and Smith, K. 1997 Peak District.  London.

P53.  Two pre-Anglian place names: Eccles (church) found near Hope and Chapel en le Frith.

Large no. of  7th century Anglian graves – concentrated on the limestone plateau and avoid the Hope valley and north-western areas where the Eccles names are found.

Grey Ditch separates the two.   British enclave?

“The British enclave is likely finally to have been fully absorbed into mainstream Anglo-Saxon society with the expansion of the kingdom of Mercia in the eighth century”.

P55.  “The lack of distinctive place-names suggests (Danish) settlement had only minimal direct impact on the Peak District”.

The expansion of Wessex under King Edward and his sister Æthelflæd (Lady of the Mercians) led to its eventual dominance and the formation of an English kingdom.

P57.  Domesday Book notes six churches that existed before the Norman Conquest (in the area): Bradbourne, Hope, Bakewell, Darley, Worksworth and Ashbourne.

P60.  “The majority of settlements that were untaxable in 1986, classed as waste, concentrate in the north and west”.  Gen. small, marginal settlements perhaps prone to abandonment or which “suffered directly from the military campaigns of William from 1067 to 1070, when he put down resistance to Norman rule in the North”.

(4).  Davis, F. 1880. The Etymology of some Derbyshire Place Names.  Vol. II.
Pilsbury  (DDB Pilesberie) – Celtic pill – a small tower or stronghold and AS. Burh, burg, burge, burhg, birig, byrig – a city, town, fort, castle, a fortified hill or place; the tower, city or fort.

Hartington (DDB Hortedun) AS heorot, heort – a stag, a hart and  AS dun – a hill, a mountain; the hart’s hill.

(5).  Turner, W. 1903.  Notes on Old Buxton and District.  Vol. 25, p.162.
“…At Castle Bottoms, Fough Farm, near Hollinsclough, there are traces of extensive foundations, divided into compartments sufficient for some old castle or hill fort”.

“…At Crowdicote, near Hartington, there are remains of foundations of an old castle.  A passage like cave had been made under them.  In it were found, about twenty years ago,….Silver coins (one of Henry III…), an iron arrow-point, bronze key, frame of a buckle, figure of a man in  lead 1¾ins. Long, two other pieces of bronze, bronze rowel for spur, a dressed grit-stone.  The latter has a socket, and may have been either a “capital” or “pedestal” for a pillar.  The cottages near the spot are partly built of sandstone, evidently from the ruins, for they are in a limestone country and the grit-stones must otherwise, have been brought from a distance”.

(6).  Millward, R. and Robinson, A. 1975 The Peak District.  Eyre Methuen, London.

P115.  …Pilsbury (1163)…a Norman castle mound seems to have been raised over earlier earth-works that might date back to the Iron Age.

P121/122.  Pilsbury…contains the burh element that so often belongs to places with Iron Age forts.  …the remains of a Norman Castle that was founded in…about AD1100.  …The earthworks at Pilsbury are not easy to unravel.  They do not follow the simple pattern of motte and bailey.  …Here it is evident (sic) that the Norman castle was built over the site of an existing and older earthwork…some kind of fortification must have been in existence before the Norman Conquest if the name (bury) was to be part of the established usage in 1086.

The think a Saxon origin unlikely.

The most likely origin for Pilsbury’s first earthworks lies in the Iron Age.  Here perhaps we see the faint remnant of an Iron Age fort that might have provided a focus and organising centre for the whole of the upper Dove Valley.

(7).  Tilley, J.  1982.  Old Halls, Manors and Families of Derbyshire.  London, Buxton, Derby.

P103-6.  The de Ferrars …held their Derbyshire estates for nine lives in succession.…The first one was in the General Survey of 1086,  and founded Tutbury Priory; the second fought at the Battle of the Standard, and, with his Derbyshire lads, secured the victory.  ……the ninth was the colleague of De Montfort in securing a representative Parliament…and was deprived of his estates in consequence; the tenth no longer…lord of two hundred and nine manors, was still sufficiently powerful to compel Edward I to concede the memorable feature in an Englishman’s liberties, that no taxation can be imposed upon him without the consent of Parliament.

P277.  On the 17th of July, 1199 King John granted to William de Ferrars, sixth Earl of Derby,’ in fee farm to himself and his heirs, the Manors of Worksworth and Ashbourne together with the whole Wapentake’.  Four years later the Earl obtained a grant of the   inheritance of these manors.  This doughty old baron was the first nobleman of whom there is any mention being girt with a sword with the King’s own hand.  For him had there been a second creation of the Earldom, his father having been ousted of his dignities by Henry II, from his aiding and abetting that monarch’s son in rebellion.  He is a conspicuous figure in a dark page of English history.  He had a grant of the third penny of all the pleas before the Sheriff; and Isaac, the Jew, was expelled his London residence to supply De Ferrars with a city mansion.  He appeared before the King at all festivals with a garland around his head, but he is remembered for a different reason.  When Richard I had to grapple with his enemies abroad and the treachery of his brother at home, De Ferrars stuck to him, come well come ill; when John, in his turn, had occasioned the pope to excommunicate him, and to place the nation under interdict, De Ferrars never shrank one iota in his allegiance to the person of an accursed monarch; when Henry III, (as a boy) ascended the Throne, and found the nobles disaffected to the Crown he found also William de Ferrars ready to advise him at such a critical moment.

P300.  CONSPECTUS OF THE WIRKSWORTH WAPENTAKE MANORS AND THEIR TENURE SINCE THE GENERAL SURVEY

P303.  PARISH OF HARTINGTON

1086 … Henry de Ferrars

1266 … Edmund, Earl of Lancaster

1399 … Merged into the Crown

1603 … Granted to Sir George Hume

             Reverted to the Crown

1617 … Granted to the George Villiers, Earl of Buckingham

1663 … By purchase.  William Cavendish, Earl of Devonshire.  The second title of the Dukes of Devonshire is taken from this manor.

PILSBURY

1086 … Henry de Ferrars.

By gift.  Abbey of Merivale.

Henry VIII … By grant.  Earl of Shrewsbury.

Cavendishes.  Dukes of Devonshire.

(8).  Jeayes, H.J.  1906.  Descriptive Catalogue of Derbyshire Charters.  London and Derby.

P86.  678.  ‘INSPEXIMUS’ of King Henry VIII, confirming a grant from William (Arnold) Abbot of Miravalle (Merivale co. Warr.) and the Convent of the same, to Robert Dawkyn of Chelmerdon, yeoman and Humphrey Dawkyn of the Office of Bailiffs of the manors of Chelmerdon and Flagg, and Cronxton and Pillesbury (both in Hartington), with an annuity of 26s.; dat. 11 Nov., 27 Hen VIII, (1535).

P181.  1470.  GRANT from Robert de Ferr(ariis) fil. et her Dom. Willelmi de Ferr(ariis), Comitis Dereb, to Henry Shelford, of five score acres of land, viz. 40 acres sometime held by Symon de Tonk in the ward of Holand and 60 acres lying ‘inter Hayam de le Neubigging et le Costlowe’, with husebote and haybote in the same ward; rent, a sparrow hawk or 6d., at the option of the said Henry, and suit to the two great Courts of Beurepayr, namely, those at Easter and Michaelmas. Witn. Will de Ferr(ariis), ‘frater meus,’ Dom. John de Soleny, William Haunselin, Stephen de Mineriis, tunc senescallus, Ralph Barry, Andrew de Jarpenuil, etc.  Dat.  Pillesbury, Fr. a. Conv. of St. Paul (25 Jan.), 46 Hen III.  (1262).

P165.  1346.  GRANT from William de Ferr(ers), Comes Derb’, to Thoman(?) fil. Fulcheri de Edenshouere of all that land ‘a Kingestrete per Stamfridenmuth, ascendo per uallem usque ad uiam de Peco et per uiam de Peco usque ad uiam de Midelton que uenit de Hertendon,’ etc. with 40acres which the said Thomas formerly hels of the manor of Hertendon, and pasture for 300 sheep, etc. yearly, at a rent of two pair of furred gloves or 12d. at Michaelmas.  Witn.  Reginald de Karleolo, tunc senescallus, Robert de Ferr(ers), ‘frater meus,’ Jurdan de Tonka, Robert fil.  Walllkelini, William de Verone, Nigel de Prestwode. (1200 – 1225) (Add.  24201).

P207.  1668.  LICENCE to the Bishop of Lincoln, Richard, Earl of Arundel, Robert de la Mare, and others, to grant to John, Earl of Lancaster and Richmond, and Blanche his wife,…the hundred of Higham Ferrers, the manors of Higham Ferrers,…and the towns of Matlock, Brassington and Hartington…Dat. Westminster, 18 Nov., 1361 (D. of L.).

(9).  Darby, H. C. and Maxwell, I. S. (Eds.), 1962.  The Domesday Geography of Northern England.  Cambridge (C.U.P.).

P.313.  Many holdings in Derbyshire were waste (‘Wasta est’).  Pos. the result of the violence of William’s campaign to put down the Mercian revolt in 1069.  Seventeen years had not sufficed to obliterate the devastation.  43 vills were still totally waste and another 25 partly waste in 1086.

All the arable (but not other resources such as woodland and meadow) would have been wasted  and…they had no population. (P.317).

The waste ville were generally in upland areas.  There was a distinct group pf waste vills along the valley of the upper Dove, and another group in Longdendale.  Elsewhere, in the south and east of the county, there were occasional vills.

(10).  Cox. C.J. in Page, W. (Ed), 1905.  The Victoria History of the Counties of England.  Vol. I.  London, Archibald Constable and Co. Ltd.
P.358.  At Pilsbury there is undoubtedly pre-historic work, though perhaps, used again in medieval times….

P.385.  The appearance and nature of this earthwork can be much better realized from the plan than from any verbal description, more particularly as a tumulus seems to have combined with earthworks.  Moreover, the earthworks are apparently of two different dates.  The following description appeared in Glover’s ‘Gazetteer’ in 1831.  ‘At Pilsbury … on a deep valley on the banks of the Dove, in a field called Castle Hills, are some ancient remains deserving of notice.  On the east side is a sharp natural ridge of rocks,….  Adjoining to this is a raised bank, enclosing an area … having a barrow near its western side about forty yards in diameter forming a square of thirty yards each way.  The earthworks at Pilsbury have many points in common with those of Mexborough (Clark’s ‘Medieval Castles’ in the J. of Br. Arch. Assoc.), though nor so well defined.  Mr. Andrew, who has given much attention to this earthwork, considers it to be ‘a typical mount and bailey work.’

P.337.  A second bailey to the south may represent an early fortification.  A Holloway lies to the west of this second and swings down through the fields to the south – ran through a small medieval village.
(11).  Fowkes, D.V. and Potter, G.R. (Eds.)  1988.   William Senior’s Survey of the Estates of the First and Second Earls of Devonshire c. 1600 – 23.  Derbys. Record Soc. Vol. 13.
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(12).  Weston, P.  2000. Hartington: a Landscape History from the earliest times to 1800.  Derbyshire.

…almost certainly built by Henry de Ferrers or one of his immediate descendants in the late 11th or early 12th centuries … there being no documentary evidence to assist in furnishing a date.

Motive for building – aftermath of the harrying of the North or of de Ferrers protecting the western frontier of the Derbyshire portion of the Honour of Tutbury, the River Dove, from a rival baron.

It probably controlled the N-S movements along the upper R. Dove.

The second (southern) bailey commands a deep Holloway which conducted the road leading northwards along the river to the crossing at Crowdicote.

Weston refers to miners digging beneath the site over a century ago unearthed several medieval objects, including a silver coin of Henry III (1216-72).

(Ref:  NDAT p.146 and map).

(13).  Yeatman, J. Pym.  1886.  The Feudal History of the County of Derby.  Vol. 1.

After the Domesday Book, the most valuable series of documents relating to county history are the Pipe Rolls.  (J.P.Y. claims they may refer to a contraction of the word pipulum – a scolding, a railing, a rating.  Other authors claim that they were probably named after the pipes they were kept in!).  They contain the annual accounts  - the annual budget.

P.90.  Lords who had bailiwicks of their own (quasi regal control over their tenants) account to the Exchequer for all aid, taxes, scutages, refiefs(?), fee farm rents, fines and amercements ….

P.92.  Apart from the first, they are properly dated – therefore valuable for archival research.  The first dates from the end of the reign of Henry I or the beginning of King Stephen (ie. 1131 to 1135).

P.105.  Pipe No. 6. r. 21 – 6 Henry II.

Ranulf Fil Ingram, sheriff.

TERRA COMITIS DE FERRARS

Robert de Pirario rendered composition of £92 9s 4d. for the lands of the Earl of Ferrars  (He was no doubt the sheriff of 1 Henry II).

NOTE: This shows that the Earl of Ferrars was in disgrace: that his lands – for some reason – were in the kings hands.  He appears to have assumed the title of the Earl of Nottingham, for King Henry  is said to have forbidden his son William to adopt it a year later, when on his father’s death, he succeeded to his inheritance.  Stephen is said to have conferred upon Robert de Ferrars, in recognition of his great services at the battle of the Standard, the title of the Earl of Derby, but he seems to have been deprived of it also, and his son not allowed to bear either title.  He was still permitted to rank as an earl … but he had not the profits of the County: the earl’s third penny, as it was called, a matter of great importance in those days.

P.118/9:  Pipe No.  22. 22 Henry II:

THE AMERCEMENTS RECEIVED FOR THE KING’S FOREST

The Earl of Ferrars paid 200 marcs  (Amounts collected – for Henry II – varied from ½ marc to 200 marcs).  These fines were not related to property or estate size – prob. Related to conduct,  the king wanted money, and fined his enemies.  Yeatman’s conclusion.

See photocopied page 122.  (Appended).

P.138.  Pipe No 40, r. 6. (6 Richard I).  The scutages of the Knights for the Redemption of King Richard.  The greatest scutages was  Com de Ferrars, £68 10s; … . (cf.  … the Hon. of Peverel, £60 10s; … .  Evidently F was somewhat out of favour? – GP).

(14).  Bristow, J.  1994.  The Local Historian’s Glossary and Vade Mecum.  2nd. Edn.  Nottingham.

Scutage:  Annual payment of money to a feudal lord to provide a military force in support of the crown.  Also called shield money.

Amerce/amercement:  Fine in a manorial court.

Eyre:  Court of itinerant justices who travelled in circuit.

Fee:  The area of jurisdiction of a lord of the manor, subject to feudal obligations.         
Pipe Rolls:  … accounts rendered by the sheriffs to the exchequer.  They include details of rent … and any other form of Crown Revenue.  They date from 1120 – 1831.  Includes … the Black Book of the Exchequer – a survey of England compiled in 1166.  This from  Richardson, J.   1986.  The Local Historian’s Encyclopaedia.  Letchworth, Herts.

(15).  Yeatman, J. P.  1889.  (As above)  Vol II, Section III.

P.19.  Ed. I. R. 2.  To seize the lands of Wm. De Ferrars, deceased and those of John de Cantelope.

Ed I. R. 1.  To seize the lands of Henry de Lee who held of the heirs of Wm. De Ferrars, deceased.  From the Rotulorum Originaliun – the Estreats of Grants transmitted from the Court of Chancery into the Exchequer.

P.53.  The Hundred Rolls.  Wapentake of Wirksworth.  Vol. II Sect. III.

OF FEES, Etc.  They say that Edmond, brother of the King, now holds of the King in capite 3½ knights fees within that Wapentake since the battle of Chesterfield which the Earl of Ferrars formerly held and which are of the honour of Tutbury.

P.54.  They say that Margaret de Ferrars, Countess of Derby, claims to have an assize if bread and ale and a market at Hertingdon of the gift of the late king, and claims to have gallows there from antiquity ….

(16).  Lysons, D.  and Lysons, S.,  1817.  Magna Britanica.  Vol. 5.

Edmund, Earl of Lancaster had a ‘capital mansion’ at Hartington in the reign of Edward I (1272 – 1307).

(17).  Cameron, K.  1959.  The Place-Names of Derbyshire.  Cambridge.

P.370.  Pilsbury,  Pilesberie  1086  DB,  Pillesbury  1262*  WollCh,  1276  RH.  1291  Tax, …

(WollCh = Wolley Charters in Br. Mus.

RH = Rotuli Hundredorum (RC), 2 Vols; 1812-18

Tax = Taxatio Ecclesiastice Angliae et Walliae (RC), 1802).

Pil’s  fortified place.

* Note the gap of almost 2 centuries between first and second mention of the name.

OTHER POSSIBLY USEFUL REFERENCES  (Norman Castles, etc.):

Armitage, E. S. 1904,  The Early Norman Castles of England.  In English Historical Review.  XIX.  (R. L. Poole, ed.).  London, Longmans, Green and Co.

-----“-----1905,  Alleged Norman Castles in England.  In E.H.R.  XX.  ----“----

----“----1912,  The Early Norman Castles of the British Isles.  London,  John Murray.

----“---- and Montgomerie, D. H.  1912.  Ancient Earthworks.  In VCH of York Vol. 2,  1-73, London, Eyre and Spottiswood.

Barton, K. J.  and Holden, E. W.  1977.  Excavations at Bramber Castle, Sussex, 1966-67.  Five Castle Excavations.  Reports on the Institute’s Research Project into the Origins of Castles in England.  Archaeological Journal.  126;  131-148.

Brown, R. A.  1969.  An Historian’s Approach to the Origins of the Castle in England.  Arch. J.  126.  131-148.

----“---- 1976.  English Castles.  London.  Book Club Ass.

Chadwick, H. Munro.  1905.  Studies on Anglo-Saxon Institutions.  Cambridge,  U.P.

Clark, G. T.  1884.  Mediaeval Military Architecture in England.  (2 vols.)  London.

Davies,  Pryce. T.  1905.  Alleged Norman Origins of Castled in England.  In English Historical Review XX.  (R. L. Poole – ed).  London, Longmans, Green and Co.

Renn, D. F.  1968.  Norman Castles in Britain.  London.  John Baker.

Thompson, M. W.  1991.  The Rise of the Castle.  Cambridge U.P.

Wainwright, F. T.  1975.  Scandinavian England.  Chichester, Phillmore.

FURTHER NOTES:

References to some neighbouring locations across the River Dove in Staffordshire as mentioned in the Domesday Book.

Sheen  land for 2 or 1 ploughs.  Alfward held it.

Stanshope  land for 1 or 2 ploughs.  Wodi held it.

Alstonfield  Land of Earl Roger.  William holds it from him.  3 virgates of land.  Land for 3 ploughs.  In lordship 1, 1 villager with 1 plough.

Warslow  (Land of Earl Roger) which belongs to this manor, land for … 4 villagers and 2 smallholders with 1 plough.  Meadow, 8 acres.  Woodland 1 league long and ½ wide, value 40s.  Godwin held it.

Grindon  (Land of Robert of Stafford) the third part of 1 hide.  Waste.  Wulfgeat held it before 1066.   (!!!!)

(18).  Saltman, A.  Ed. 1962.  The Cartulary of Tutbury Priory.  HMSO.  London.

P.44.  32.  Inspeximus by Alexander Starensby, bishop of Coventry and Lichfield. Of the composition between Tutbury Priory and Robert de Rodeware, rector of Hartington (Db) and chaplain of Tutbury Castle, made with the assent of William de Ferrers II, earl of Darby, over the major and minor tithes of Hartington Forest, and over the tithe of hay from the meadow under the Castle (Castellum Tuttesbir) belonging to the Castle chapel.  The Priory abandoned all these tithes, excepting the tithe of hunting from Hartington Forest, and in return received from the rector 5 acres of meadow in Manston-on-Dove (Db).  The bishop confirms the composition.  (After September 1231).

… videlicet quod omnes decime de foresta de Hertindon provenientes preter decimam venacionis cum decimis supradicti pratipenes capellam de Tuttesbir et ecclesiam de Herindon ad dictam  capellam pertinentem on perpetuum residebunt … Decima autem venecionis de foresta de Hertindon  peres prioratum Tuttesbir inperpetuum, sicut prius antrea a tempore, cujus non extat memoria residebat, remenebit.

P.70.  59.  Assent of William de Ferrers II, earl of Derby, patron of the churches of Tutbury and Hartington, to the composition made between them over the tithes of the forest of Hartington and over 5 acres of meadowland in Marston (1231).

No mention of Pilsbury (however spelt) in the cartulary although Cartulary 79 refers to an unidentified (p.79) Pilesbroc:   Et concessimus ut ipsi habeant in predicta foresta husbote per visum forestari et haibote racionabiliter sine visu et unam quadrigam ecintem ad mortuum boscum in eadem foresta, scilicet inter Mercinton et Aiwardesty et inter Swerborn et Pilesbroc in perpetuum.

Note further references to a ‘forest’.  My emphasises throughout.   
SOME MORE PILSBURY CASTLE NOTES

(1)  Some notes from the ‘Landscape History of Duffield Frith – Research Group’:  Brian Rich (I don’t know how this material can be referenced).

“Prior to the Norman Conquest, Henry de Ferrers was the principal of the six Barons Fossiers(?) (Iron Workers) in the iron producing area of Normandy”.  The family evidently had pre-conquest interests in iron production.

After the Conquest he was awarded 210 manors in England – about half in Derbyshire.  These became the ‘Honour of Tutbury’.  

“The De Ferrers realised that part of their Honour was suitable for the creation of private forests or chases”.  The Forests of Needwood and Duffield Frith are known to have been their private forests.  The eastern boundary of Duffield Frith is the Roman road – Rykneld Street (a familiar pattern??).  Note also that the Hartington Quarters abut against the Royal Forest of the Peak in the Buxton area.

(Yes, I’m still banging on about the Hartington Quarters being a hunting forest and P Castle a means of protecting it - or simply a hunting lodge.  Could any of their other forest holdings abut against Hartington Nether Quarter, for instance?  This could make a continuous chase right up as far as Longdendale!)

Following the Battle of Chesterfield in 1266 Robert de Ferrers forfeited all his inheritance and title.  The Honour of Tutbury being granted to Henry III’s son Edmond – later Earl of Lancaster.  Duffield Frith became a Royal Forest in 1399 when the then Earl of Lancaster – Henry Bolingbroke – became King Henry IV.

(2)  Cathcart King D. J. 1983a.  Castellarum Anglicanum: an Index and Bibliography of the Castles of England, Wales and the Islands.   Vol 1.  New York: Kraus. 

He lists the known Norman castles in Derbyshire (15 in number) – 8 of them in the north or north-west of the county.  Namely: Bakewell (which, incidentally, is a motte with two baileys – SK221688), Bolsover, Glossop, Hathersage (Camp Green Ringwork), Holmsfield, Hope, Peveril Castle at Castleton and, of course, Pilsbury.

A FEW EXTRA NOTES FOR THE PILSBURY CASTLE REPORT

Ref: Kapelle, W. E. 1979 The Norman Conquest of the North – The Region and its Transformation, 1000-1136.  Croom Helm, London.

(Page 7)  ‘…in the Middle Ages, the usual corollary of low settlement density, pastoralism, and poor communications was a “free zone”, that is, an area that was normally beyond the control of local forces of law and order and became the refuge for the peasant’s primeval enemy, the wolf, and his societal enemy, the outlaw.  Such was certainly the case in the North of England.’

(Page 119)  ‘The harrying of the North had been an attempt to produce an artificial famine, and it had succeeded.  Few details survive, but the general picture is clear.  The chronicles agree that there was no food in the North for those who lived through the military operations of the winter of 1069-70.  Some of the great nobles survived, but the mass of the peasantry faced a grim future in which mechanisms let loose by the harrying continued the destruction long after William had left.  …some peasants sold themselves into slavery to avoid starvation.  Others joined the bands of outlaws that formed in the free zone and plundered villages that had escaped the Normans.  Many starved to death…wolves came down from the hills….Substantial numbers of northerners…tried to escape this nightmarish world by fleeing to the South…  These conditions ensured that the North would never again threaten William’s control of England.’

(Page 131-2)  ‘The founders of Selby, ten miles from York, were harassed by outlaws who lived in the woods during the 1070s, and Hugh fitz Baldric, the sheriff of Yorkshire, is said to have had to travel around the shire with a small army because hostile Anglo-Saxons were still at large.  

…brigandage was a serious and enduring problem in the aftermath of the harrying.  

…the harrying had, apparently, activated the southern free zone by filling the hills with disinherited rebels turned outlaws, and the isolated examples of brigandage in the literary sources were only outliers of a much larger area that ran south from the Cumbrian border through  the Pennines into northern Derbyshire and in which Norman power was not firmly established as late as the end of William’s reign.’

(Page 142-5)  ‘..1080…the beginnings of an assault on the free zone…the creation of a strong North depended upon the extension of Norman control into the hills.  William (sought to establish) a series of compact fees at the mouths of the major breaks in the southern Pennines and in other places that were subject to the incursions of outlaws and pirates.  Some of these fees were explicitly known as castelries, and all of them were exceptionally compact units.  Their purpose was defensive in the sense that they were designed to control communications, and some of them, notably those adjoining the hills, were intended as bases for expansion.  Their lords usually possessed formidable judicial powers that included infangthief, the right to have a gallows, the right to the goods of condemned fugitives, the assize of bread and ale, and the return of writs except for pleas of the crown.  Taken together, these powers amounted to effective police power.  They were all that a baron needed to be a terror to outlaws and robbers, and herein probably lay the principal day-to-day function of these fees.  They were established to provide law and order in vulnerable districts.  A castelry was not simply an area organized for the support of a castle; it was also an area subject to the castle.

The oldest of these units around the Pennines was in the south and probably dated back to the days when the marcher earldoms had been formed.  Henry de Ferrer’s castelry of Tutbury dominated the roads that converged on Derby from the northwest and blocked the major river valleys of the southern end of the Pennines….(This fee) had probably been formed in the early 1070s to secure communications around the southern end of the free zone and to contain raids from this area.  Hereward the Wake, it will be remembered, was killed by knights from Tutbury, according to Geoffrey Gaimar (1888  L’Estorie des Engles.  Vol 91. London.  Not consulted).  Tutbury (and the honor of Peverel) also presumably served as the direct archetype for the fees William created in the North around 1080.’

The picture I am starting to get now is of a problem of brigandage and outlawry perhaps centred on the upper Dove area (part of the post-harrying-created ‘free zone’ creating problems for traffic on ‘le Streete’ (sic) Roman Road as well as to the valley of the lower Dove.  There is evidence, for example, that William made use of Roman Roads:  ‘Sometime in January(1070), William led his army back to the Tees by way of the Roman road through the Pennine foothills and continued on to York.  There he garrisoned the castles and made arrangements for the government of the North before striking west over the Pennines to harry Cheshire.’ (Page 118).  Note also that the Roman Road (now the A515) has been given a French name on OS maps.

Pilsbury Castle may therefore be early – as indicated by its architectural style – but perhaps abandoned following pacification or depopulation or the construction of better defences elsewhere, etc.

The Normans and oats:

(Page 221)  ‘The Norman settlement of the North cannot be explained without reference to the question of what kind of land the Normans wanted.’  The Normans had a great disdain of oats in favour of wheat.  There is much evidence for this:  for example Odo of Holderness had a reputed aversion to feeding his son oatcakes.  Similarly the distribution pattern of Norman tenancies of the populated estates of Ilbert de Lacy (castelry at Pontefract) were largely confined to an area below the 250 foot contour.  ‘Probably this was a common phenomenon…for some signs of a similar pattern can be found in William de Percy’s estates south of Ripon and in Richmond, and a very similar arrangement is visible in the description of Henry de Ferrers’ estates in Derbyshire (see map).  (Page 223).  This division between the poorer and the better soils is referred to as the ‘oat-bread line’ (Kappelle page 223, for example).  This does not explain, however, how the manors of the Upper Dove (clearly seen on the map) became ‘waste’.  

(Page 225)  ‘Where wheat could not be grown, the Normans did not take land, and this was one of the basic reasons for their weakness in the North between 1070 and 1100.  The Norman’s dietary expectations kept them out of the free zone that occupied the most intractable part of the oatbread area.’  

North Staffordshire and north-west Derbyshire is still ‘oatcake country’.

‘During the reign of  William the Conqueror and William Rufus, the southern free zone was contained by castelries, but it was not occupied’.

********************************************************************

The following notes were taken from :

Stanton, F. 1961.  The First century of English Feudalism, 1066-1166.  The Clarendon Press, Oxford.

(Page 249)  ‘…the time of anarchy between 1139 and 1145….The available evidence suggests that England in these years was divided between a small group of great lords, each dominant within his own country, and that the peace of the land really depended on the maintenance of a balance of power between them.  Between the earl of Chester’s outlying honours in the northern Midlands and the Thames valley, where the war had never ended, lay a group of shires in which Robert earl of Derby, Robert earl of Leicester, Simon earl of Northampton, and Roger earl of Warwick an uneasy state of half-suspended hostilities.  It is significant that the documents which best illustrate the last phase of the time of war are two treaties, each setting out the terms of a formal agreement between two feuding magnates’.

Part of the treaty between the earls of Chester and Leicester reads as follows:
(Pages 252-253)  ‘And the earl of Chester ought to help the earl of Leicester against all men except the earl of Chester’s liege lord and Earl Robert de Ferrers.  He may help Earl Robert in this way – if the earl of Leicester attacks Earl Ferrers and refuses to make amends at the request of the earl of Chester, then the earl of Chester may help him, but if Earl Robert de Ferrers attacks the earl of Leicester and refuses to make amends at the request of the earls of Chester then the earl of Chester shall not help him.  And the earl of Chester ought to guard the lands and goods of the earl of Leicester which are in the power of the earl of Chester without ill will’.  The document goes on to list those areas where neither earl could be permitted to build new castles.  (Cott. MS. Nero C. iii, f. 178).

At least this shows that they were willing and able to build castles against each other during this period of the Anarchy. 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

The following notes were taken from :  Beeler, J.  1966.  Warfare in England 1066-1186.   Cornell University Press, Ithaca, New York.

(Page 50)  ‘The threat of foreign invasion and native revolt necessitated the construction of a great number of castles….the reduction of England was accomplished by armies that now appear to ridiculously small….The simplicity of a motte-and-bailey castle made it easy to throw up, and though it might be taken easily by a determined onslaught, or by an enemy in overwhelming strength, its earth and timber ramparts could usually be held until a force could be assembled to relieve it.’

(Page 52)  ’Oman was of the opinion that the castles of the barons “had for the most part a purely local significance,” and…Armitage has remarked that “In England the reasons for the erection of mottes seems to have been manorial rather than military”.

(Oman, C.W.C.  1924.  The Art of War in the Middle Ages.  II. 21.  London,  and:

 Armitage, E. S.  1912.  The Early Norman Castles of the British Isles.  London.)

(Page 53) ‘”The great majority of mottes in England,” Mrs Armitage has written, “are planted either on or near Roman or other ancient roads, or on navigable rivers.”’;  for ease of supply and interconnectedness.

(Page 55)  However:  ‘…Oman has insisted that the castles of the barons were “usually isolated units with no interdependence on each other,”’

(Page 87)  The Derbyshire contribution to the Battle of the Standard (1138) in King Stephen’s turbulent reign ‘…the Yorkshire host at Thirsk was reinforced by contingents from Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire, commanded by Geoffrey Halsalin, Robert de Ferrers, and William Peverel.  It can be assumed that these units were the mounted military tenants of the barons.’  (Page 345 – Notes)  ‘The Ferrers fee of Tutbury was due the service of 80 knights; the barony of Peak, held in 1138 by William Peverel II, answered for43/44 knights in 1161 and 1162.  Sanders, I. J. 1960. English Baronies, A Study of their Origin and Descent, 1086-1327.   Oxford;  and 

Sanders, I. J. 1956.  Feudal Military Service in England.  Oxford.

(Page 287)  ‘It Has been possible …to infer the existence of another castelry of this type (ie, like the de Lacy castle at Pontefract) at Tutbury,…in the old Mercian kingdom.  Tutbury castle was the caput of the fee of Henry de Ferrers in Derbyshire.  The Ferrers fee was of considerable extent – some eighteen miles from east to west and up to thirteen miles from north to south.  From the lower course of the Derwent to the line of the Dove, Henry de Ferrers held some property in almost every village; in most of them he was the sole tenant-in-chief.  Beyond the Dove the fee extended into Staffordshire, and was rounded off by a small cluster of manors in the vicinity of Tutbury itself, covering virtually all the lowland extending from the river to the slopes of Needwood forest.  Nowhere does Domesday apply the term castellaria to this extensive and compact holding, “but that it was recognized as such seems to be indicated by the name ‘Castellae’ attached in later days to a Derbyshire rural deanery which consisted almost entirely of parishes comprised within the boundaries of de Ferrers’ fee.”  Before the Conquest these lands belonged to a great number of owners, and Domesday clearly indicates that they came into the hands of a single tenant only after 1066.  Again, as is true of Earl Alan of Richmond, Henry de Ferrers’ holdings were not confined to the military district that comprised his castelry; he was a tenant-in-chief in fourteen counties, …They (castellariae).were located on sensitive frontiers, or in districts where unrest was chronic.’

A note on the demise of unlicensed castles following Stephen’s reign:

(Page 157)  ‘…all unlicensed castles built since the death of Henry I were to be destroyed at once.’  On 13 January 1154 with homage being rendered to king and duke, the “anarchy” of Stephen’s reign came to an end.  Pilsbury may have been one such unlicensed castle.

(Page 159-160)  ‘Unlicensed castles, according to the chroniclers, arose on every hand, estimates of their numbers ranging from 375 to 1,500 – the usual medieval exaggeration.  The names and locations of only a few of these adulterine castles have survived, and the remains of even fewer have been discovered….Stenton was of the opinion that the majority of the motte-and-bailey castles were in existence before the disturbances of Stephen’s time.  The bulk of the evidence seems to support this view.  (see page three reference, above).

