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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

Towns pose one of the most formidable problems faced by
archaeology today. Lived in and occupied over long periods of
time, and often covering quite large areas, they are the most
complex form of human settlement that we Know of. Deep
archaeological deposits have accumulated in most touns as a
result of the long period of occupation and, accordingly,
touns are among the most important areas of our heritage.
Houever , towuns are also the homes of modern communities, and

are the centres of present-day business, industry and
cultural life. The requirements of modern life has brought
cons iderable change to many towns with extensive road

widening, building schemes, housing estates and industrial
development. The demol ition of buildings and the digging of
deep foundations has brought about irrevocable change in the
appearance of touns, and change, in this century, means more
thorough destruction than anything that has gone before. The
problem for archaeology is not one of preservation, although
this may be desireable, but of recording standing buildings
and archaeological levels before they are destroyed. The
unfortunate truth is that what is not recorded now has little
chance of ever being recorded later.

By its nature archaeoclogy  is concerned with the past of
ordinary people. The fragmentary building remains, pottery
sherds and scraps of workKed stone or wood which the
archaeologist discovers cannot be used to reconstruct
political movements or great administrative changes. These

parts of our past can only be glimpsed from documents, from
what people who were alive at the +time have obsarved
thamselvaes or heard related. fArchaeological data, howevar,
can tell us a great deal about the everyday life of ordinary
pecple and the quality of that life in terms of the
technological and economic resources of the particular time
and place in question.

Urban archaeology may be defined as the study of the
evolution and changing character of wurban communities Ffrom
their earliest origins until modern times’ more especially it
is concernad with the reconstruction of the natural and human
environment within which and as part of uhich human actions
take place. A methodical definition such as this, however,
should not abscure the fact +that wurban archaeology is
fundamentally concerned with the past of ordinary citizens,
of the form of their houses and streets, of the business of
their markets and uworkshoprs, of the style and arrangement of
their churches, of health and disease, of the variety of
cultural, religous and economic activity:’ in short, it is
concerned with the life and death of communities ancestral to
our oun.



Development of Urban Archaeology

For long the study of the urban past has largely been the
preserve of historians, sociologists and geograrhers and it
is only recently that the potential of archaeology to uncover
the past has been realised. Part of the reason for this is
the general lack of awareness that almost all towns hawve
archaeological deposits. This stems in part from thea
incomprehens ion of the ordinary man-in-the-street that a toun
which is lived-in can have archaeological deposts at all:
purely because it is lived in, one tends to thinkK that
averything of past ages, unless it is wisibly standing has
been swept away. In part it also stems from the fact that the
construction on a vast scale of buildings requiring deep
foundations has only occurred recently, and it is only as a
consequence that archaeological deposits have come to 1light.
It is also due to the +fact that, in previous centuries,
archaeclogical methods and +techniques uwere not advanced
enough to take advantage of opportunities even if they did
arise. Until relatively modern times +the buildings of ane
generation have been constructed upon the foundations of the
last. As structure replaced structure the ground level rose
slightly and over the centuries, in cities such as Dublin,
cons iderable depths of archaeological depos its have
accumulated.

1t was at Novgoraod in Russia that the potential of urban
archaeology uwas first revealed. There, organic remains were
found in large quantities and it became poss ible to
reconstruct entire streetscapes and to chronicle the changes
which happened in them as one generation succeeded the next
{ Thompson 1967). Gradually as excavation tooK place in

England and Germany it became apparent that the rich
archaeological material in towns was not just a side-light an
urban life but it could contribute greatly to our

understanding of the archaeology of entire periods and
regions. In Ireland the first scientific excavations were
commenced at Dublin Castle in 1961 and excavations were to
continue in Dublin for the next twenty years. The interest
aroused by the High Street and, later, the Wood Quay
excavations was widespread and it created an interest in the
archaeology of other touwns. To date, excavations have taken
place in about twenty Irish towns.

Urban sites are important +to the archaeologist for a
number of. reasons, Firstly ., in all touwns archaeological
deposits form the earliest archive. Only a handful of Irish
towns are refaerred to prior to 120@ AD and it is only during
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries +that references
become. anvuway common. Yet the urban life of many towns has
continued unbroken since +the +twelfth or early +thirteenth
century, while the origins of others lie in the ViKing, Early
Christian and Prehistoric periods. Even when refarences occur
they rarely throw much light on daily life and tend to be
more concerned With political and administrative events.
Indeed, most individual properties within towns have no




documentation relating directly to tham until the
late-seventeenth or early-eighteenth century. To all intents
and purposes, then, individual sites within towns may have
remained completely prehistoric, in so far as they have no
documentation, until the seventeenth century or later.
Accordingly, archaeological excavation is important if one is
to gain any Knowledge of the initial periocd of a toun's
foundation or of how a particular area evolved and was used.

Secondly, towuns usually possess a much greater depth of
stratigraphy than any other type of archaeological site.
Stratified deposits are important because they epreserve the
sequence of developments on a particular site and the wealth
of finds associated with urban sites means that it is usually
poss ible to date both structures and lavers quite closely.
This is particularly important because it makes it possible
to establish tight chronologies for artefacts.

Thirdly, the archaeology of a region cannot be understood
without Knowing what happaned to the towns within it. Each ,
toun is a unique expression of the history of its area and

the destruction of its archaeoloay would leave an
trreplaceable gap in Knouwledge of +the evolution of the
region.

The recovery of this information is threatened, houever,
by the increasimg redevelopment and gradual expansion aof gur
cities and touns. It is very difficult to foresee the effects
of this redevelopment when the extent of archaescological
deposits is generally not Knowun to the Planning Authority and

+ it has happened in the past that the archaeological
significance of a site has only become apparaent when building
worKk was about to commence. It is important then that the
areas containing archaeological deposits should be identified

+ if the potential of this important part of our heritage is to
be real ised.

Purpose and Aim of the Present Survey

The Urban Archaeology Survey was established with monies
allocated for the purpose by the Minister +or Finance in
1992. Its purpose Wwas to compile a corpus of archaeclogical
information on Ireland's touwns and to present it in such a
way that it could be used affectively by +the archaeologist,
urban planner, property daveloper, or interested layman. In
this regard the survaey has been guided by a submission
prepared by the Royal Irish Academy on Urban Archaseology
which recommended that the report should have four aims:

1. "To evaluate critically the archaeological potential, both
abowve and belouw ground of the listed towns".

2. "To emphasise areas uwhere the archaeological deposits
could be preserved by the Jjudicious wuse of naw building




techhiques and the presentation of open spaces, etc."

3. "To assess +the level of destruction of +the original
tounscape”.

4, "To measure the effects of urban expansion on originally
rural archaeological sites".

The chronological cut-off point bevond which material would
not be included was 178080 AD.

The identification of. s5ites which were urban centres
before 1700 AD is not without difficulties. In many cases
such an identification is dependent on the survival of
documentary evidence. However, it uas felt that it was better
to follow the existing work of Graham (1377 and Martin
£1981) rather than impose new criteria. Accordingly the sites
which are included here are those for which there is evidence
of their status as boroughs prior to 17802 AD.

In the reports the material is presented as follows: the
situation of the site is outlined and a brief account of its
archaeological and historical backKground is provided. This is
follouwed by an archaeological inventory which endeavours to
catalogue both extant sites and those uwhich are Known from
documentary sources. Although the amount of information on
each town may wvary the catalogue follows the same format for
each entry, firstly detailing the information on streets and
street pattern, and follouwing this with an account of the
domestic buildings, market placas and economic features such
as quays and industrial areas. The seigneurial castle and
toun defances are described next together with the religious
buildings of the toun. The evidence for suburbs and activity
outside the wualls is then outlined and the inyentory
concludes with a summary of +the archaeological axcavations
and a list of the stray finds. The inventory is +followed by
an assassmant of the archaeological potential of the site.
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INTRODUCTION TO CO. LAOQIS

The county of Laois was a direct result of the sixteenth
tentury plantation of the lands occupied by the O Mordha and
0 Conchobhar.  Failge. It was first shired in 13538 when it was
termed Queen's County. It then consisted of the barony of
Portnahinch, ruled by the O'Kellys of Ui Failge, and ancient
Loiges which was ruled by +the 0 Mordha and was roughly
aquivalent to that part of the county within the diocese of
Leighlin. In 1572 the barony of Tinnahinch was addad and in
1602 Upper 0Ossory, the baronies of Clandonagh, Clarmallagh
and UpprPerwoods, were included. The present boundaries bear no
relation to territorial units earlier than the sixteenth
century and Anglo-Norman Laois, for instance, was divided
between the mediewval counties of Kildare, Carlou and
Kilkenny.

The urban networK uwhich characterises the modern county
was effectively formed in +the sixteenth and seventaenth
centuries and it is to this period that its two major touns,
‘Port Laoise and Portarlington belong. There is evidence.,
houwaver , for urban settlement in Laois before +this time.
During the late tuelfth and thirteenth centuries it was
penetrated by the Anglo-Normans uwho settled in the east and
south of the county. The Anglo-Normans founded towns more for
economic than defensive reasons. They uWeare intended +to be
marKet-places for the produce of the neuly conquered soil and
thelr function as strongholds only came later. They also
established boroughs, settlements which had the legal
privileges of towns but seem to have Ffunctioned as large
villages. The Anglo-Normans established no tuons in Laois but
they founded at least three boroughs, Castletown, Dunamase
and Killabban, all in the east of the county. There may have
been other boroughs, such as Aghaboe, Durrow, Killeshin and
t ' Timahoe, but the historical documentation is lacKing and we
simply do not Know.It is interesting to note that two of the
Laois boroughs were settlements . prior to the <coming of the
Anglo-Normans. Killabban was a church site and Dunamase a
secular fortress. The fact that the Anglo-Normans chose thesa
locations for their boroughs may indicate +that +there were
village-1ike settlements here at the time of their arrival.
The Laois borough of which we Know most is the Newtouwn of
Leys. This is somewhat frustrating because the exact location
of the borough remains a mystery. It has been wvariously
identified with Abbeyleix, Dunamase, Lea, Port Laoise and
Stradbally. In this report its history is considered wunder
. Dunamase, the most traditional of the identifications, but
the strong possibility that it was the medieval predecessor

! of Port Laoise is also emphasised. Ultimately this is a

question which can be answeraed only by archaeological

excavation.
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The fourteenth century was a period of economic decline
in Ireland and this was particularly apparent in Anglo-Norman
Laois exposed as it was to attacks from the O Mordha. All of
the Laois boroughs daclined and were abandoned and the

available evidence suggests that there wer no urban
settlements in Laocis between the mid-fourteenth and the
mid-sixteanth centuries. Aghaboe and Stradbally are

particularly .interesting in this regard, hodever, insofar as
they appear to have been native lrish market-places in the
early sixteenth century and may have had some of the
functions of touwns. Both fall outside the scope of this
report, howver.

The resurgence of English interest in midland Ireland
during the sixteenth century brought a wave of plantation to
Laois. The toun of Fort Laoise (Maryboroush) was established
to accommodate the new settlers and despite many wicissitudes

it survived to become the county town of Ladis, The
seventeenth century, despite its uwars, was a century of
economic improvement. Tuo touns , Ballinakill and
Portarl ington, uere incorporated while many markKet and

industrial centres were formed. Ballinakill was established
betueen 1888 and 1613 by Sir Thomas Ridgeway, later earl of
Londonderry, a speculation on the prosperity of the nearby
ironuorks. Portarlington was founded in 16668 by Sir Henry
Bennet and was dewveloped in order to accommodate Hugeunot
refugees Fleeing Ffrom France. Other seventeenth century
developments include Mountrath, founded by Sir Charles Coote,
and Rathdouwney which grew commercially in the nineteenth-
Perry-'s Breuwery.

New estate villages, many of which form the basis of
today's wurban network, were founded in the eighteenth
century. Abbeyleix was developed by the de Vescis, Durrow by
the Flowers, and Stradbally was laid out by the Cosbys.
Mountmell ick is also an eighteanth century development, an
important example of an industrial toun developed by the
QuakKer merchant community.

This report is concerned with the six sites which had
urban functions prior to 1!70® AR.D. These are the Anglo-Norman
boroughs of Castletouwn, Dunamase and Killabban, the sixteenth
century plantation town of Fort Laoise, and the seventeenth
century towns of BallinakKill and PFortarlington (Fig. 1. The
report provides an account of the archaeological remains at
each of these sites and an assessment of the toun or
boerough's importance to archaeoclogical research. It outlines
the areas within the touwns where archaeological deposits are
likely to survive and highlights the great potential of these
sites. to increase our Knowledge of the development of urban
life in Ireland. Finally, recommendations are made as to how
this potential can be best real ised. Each toun is provided
with a map outlining its zone of archaeological potential ih
which the following colour code is used:

Pink: the zone of archaeological potential.
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Red: extant archaeological monuments.
Purple: sites of Known monuments.

Ccastletoun, Dunamase and Killabban are now deserted,

~~ Ballinakill has shrunkKk in importance, but Port Lacise and

Partarl ington are expanding touns ripe for urban
redevelopment in the near future. Uncontrolled redevelopment
at any of these sites will destroy the fragile archaeological
heritage of LLaois' touwns and it is the hope of this report
that the recommended steps will be takKen in order to ensure
that urban development and archaeological research may 9o
forward together hand in hand.
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BALL INAK ILL

Ballinakill is situated in the extrame south centre of
County Laois, three miles south-wast of Abbeyleix. Tha
placename has been explained as an anglicisation of Baile na
Cille, "town of the church®, but +the absence of an early
church in the immediate vicinity favours the alternative
dar ivation from Baile na Coille, "toun of +the wood®" (0.S.
Letters, Laois ii, 267>. The latter form is also supported by
seventeenth century accounts which describe the area as
wooded. ‘

The earliest evidence for settlement in the area occurs
during the Early Bronze ARAge. Cist burials are Knoun Ffrom
Haywood Demense, KnocKardagur and Ironmills (liaddell 1978,
122>, and stone circles from Cluainach and Knockbawn (0O'Shea
and Feehan n.d. 52. These sites indicate that the area uwas
Known to man in the second millenium b.c. but the succeeding
2980 vears is a blanK as regards human settlement. Tha
earliest documentary references to Ballinakill occur in tha
late sixteenth century. In 1378 the lands of '‘BalleneKkyll'
uere granted to Alexander Cosby and his wife Dorcas Sydney
{12 RDKPRI, 18! no. 1623), a grant which was renewed in 1593
{16 RDKPR!, 238: no. 9825).

‘The urban history of Ballinakill, houwever, begins in 1686
when Sir T. Coatch was granted the right to hold a marKet and
fair there (Erck 1846-3S2, ii, 3@7>. An English colony uWwas
establ ished soon after by Sir Thomas Ridgeway <(O'Hanlon and
O'Leary 19087-14, 234> and in 1613 the toun was incorporated
by a charter of James ! ¢(Ir Rec Comm 1338, 236). The borough
oued its development primarily to the proximity of the
ironuorkKks at Kilrush 1.3 Klm south-east of Ballinakill itself
(Feehan 1983, 378). On his death in 1631 Ridgeuway . then earl
of¥ Londonderry, uwas described as holding the manor of
Gallenridgeway alias BalineKill, containing a large mansion
or castle, one hundred massuages, a dovecot, two wuwatermills,
a fulling-mill, an iron-mill, courts leet and baron, three
fairs and tuo markets in the toun ¢(1lr Rec Comm 1826, Com.
regine?! 16 Car I). In 16842 it was described as:

"seated among woods in a place soce waterad with srpings
as afforded the Earle convenience to makKe many fish
ponds neare the Castle hee built there? which hee
liKewise fortified with a strong wall, and that with
turrets and flankKers’; besides that the towhe since it
had been planted was well inhabited, the iron mill there
Kept many lustie men at wcrkK" (Feehan 1983, 3772

‘The toun suffered during the wars of the Confederation but in
1659 it was still the third most populous toun within Laocis,
uwith a population of 204, one-quarter of which were English
{Pender 1938)>. In the eighteenth century Ballinakill was one
of the most important fair touns within county Lacis and much
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of its present layout belongs to that period. In 18801 it was
also a major tanning centre with a brewery and several small
woolen businesses (Feehan 13983, 378). The corporation and
borough of Ballinakill uwere dissolved at the Act of Union in
1890."

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. STREET PATTERN AND MARKET PLACE
2. DOMESTIC HOUSES AMND BURGAGE PLOTS
3. CASTLE

4. ALL SAINTS' CHURCH

S. MISCELLANEOUS

1. ‘'STREET PATTERN AND MARRKET PLACE

The present settlement at Ballinakill is arranged around
a rectangular square, on which three streets converge. Church
Street lies to the north, Bride Street to the west and
Stanhope Street to the south. The present configuration of
streets, houwever, is largely the result of eighteenth century
activity. The seventeenth century borough was laid out along
the long axis formed by Graveyard Street and Stanhope Street,
with Chapel Lane and Castle Lane running perpendicularly *to
the east. The Square, Church Street and Bride Street
represent an eighteenth century addition,

2. DOMESTIC HOUSES AND BURGAGE PLOTS

-There is a well defined burgage plot pattern on the east
side of Stanhope Street and the Square but elseuwhere it is
not so apparent. There are some stone built houses and sheds
on the street front of these plots but they do noct have any
dateable features. Part of their fabric may be of seventeenth
century date but it is impossible to be certain.

3. CASTLE (P1. 12

Ballinakill Castle was built by Sir Thomas Ridgeway
between 1606 and 1613 according to O'Hanlon and O'Leary
(1887-14, 234>. In 1642 it was described as "fortified with a
strong wall, and that with turrets and Fflankers" (Feehan -
1883, 377>. It was captured by the Confederate forces under
Praston in 1642 (0'Hanlon and O'Leary 1987-14, 3518-20> but
was recaptured after heavy bombardment by Cromweellian forces

under General Fairfax (Leunis 1837 . i, 189>, According to

O'Hanlon and O'Leary ¢13967-14, 234) the castle KWas then
destroyed and the present ruins are those of a castle built
by the Dunnes in 16880, but never inhabited.
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Description (Pls. 1-37

The north gable survives in a farmyard on the east side
of MarKet Square. Only three floors can be distinguished but
it is evident from a late nineteenth century photograrh (Pl.
2> that there uWere Ffive floors originally. The masonry
consists of roughly coursed pink shaley stone wuwith dressed
limestone quoins. The ground and first floors are featureless
except for tuwo small gumnloops with internal splay whose outer
jambs are missing. There is a large window on the second
floor with a rounded rear-arch, but the details are not clear
because it is covered in ivy. There are short returns on the
east and uwest sides. The west return, 1.5 m long, is curved
internally and has a splaved gunloop. The base of a battered
wall! runs westuwards for 4.230m from this point. H. 19-12 m.
Ext. L. 5.3 m. Int. L. 3.685 m. A round arch survives on the
immediate north-uest, perhaps the gateuway into the baun (Pl.
3.

4, ALL SAINTS' CHURCH <C. of 1.)

The nineteenth century building appears to occupy the
site of the seventeenth century church. There is no graveyard
attached to the church and burials are carried out at
Kilecronan and Dysart Gallen, outside the village.

5. MISCELLANEOUS

Font. 15th./16th cents. (Pl. 4>

Partly buried under bushes in the south-uest corner of 5St.
Brigid's (R.C.) churchyard. Octagonal straight sided boul,
undecorated. Pink conglomerate. Three panels are damaged. The
basin is circular but filled with debris and it could not be
ascertained whether a central drainage hole was present or
not.

Dims: H.42 (min) Ext. diam. 62 1Int. daim. 46

ARCHAEOLOG ICAL PROBLEMS AND POTENTTIAL

Ballinaktll is a fine example of a seventeenth cantury
"markKet toun. Its particularly archaeological importance lies
in the fact that it is one of only four touns establ ished in
the midlands during the seventeenth century, the others being
Banaghar, Kilbeggan and Portarlington. There is no evidence
of any prior occupation on the site of Ballinakill, and-
accordingly it provides an opportunity of examining the
layout of .a seventeenth century toun on virgin ground,
unaffected by anything that uwent befora. Our Knouledge of the
fabric of the seventeenth century toun is non-existant. The
form of its houses, for instance, wuwhether they Herea
timber-framed or stone-built is unkKnoun. The foundations of
the castle must lie beneath the gournd and could tell us what




nature of castle it was. There is no mention of touwn defences
in any of the seventeenth century sources but it is unliKely
that Ballinakill risked the troubled decade of the 1648's
without some form of earthen defence. The nature of these and
their course also remains unkKnoun. '

Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 2)
delimits. the area of archaeological potential within modern
Ballinakill. This is based on the extent of the seventaenth
century toun together with an extension to the seventeenth
century parish church, In the absence of archaeological
excavations nothing can be said about the depth of
archaeological deposits. Apart from cellars along the street
frontage, however, there is little evidence of disturbance
and it is likely that archaeological deposits are intact over
much of the town.
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CASTLETOWN

The borough of Castletoun is situated in the south-esast
corner of county Laois Jjust of¥ the main road betueen
Portlaoise and Carlow, on relatively low-lving ground
overlooKing the Barrow valley to the east. 1t has been
mistaKenly identified on occasion with the modern village of
Castletoun in Upper Ossory but the documentary evidence mKes
it clear that the borough was in the medieval county of
Kildare. The name derives from the motte which probably
indicates the establishment of an Anglo-Norman colony here in
the late twelfth century. The borouah is first referred to in
1348 (PRO 1316, 148>,

Orpen C1911-28, iii, 105> has suggested that Castletoun
was the manorial centre of Ui Buidhe (Oboy>, the pre-Norman
territory which was granted by Strongbow to Robert de Bigar:z
before 1176 (BrookKs 1850, 85>. Prior to 1245 the manor of
Oboy had reverted to the lard of VLainster and in the
partition of Leinster between William Marshall's five
daughters, Castletoun went to William de Cantilupe, husband
of Eva the youngest daughter (Orpen 1911-20, iii, 185?7. In
1273 De Cantilupe's son, George, died and +four vears later
the custody of the manor of Oboy was given to Milo of Doun
until George de Cantilupe's heirs came of age (Suweetman
1875-86, ii, no. 149@l17. In 1283 John de Hastings, De
Cantilupe's nephew, obtained seisin of the manor (Sweetman
1875-86, ii, no. 2187 and retained it until at least 1300
when -his tenants paid a subsidy of 4 marKs towards Edward I's
Scottish wars (Berry 1987, 235). Sometime betuween 1300 and
1318 De Hastings granted +the manor of 'Castro Obeuy' to
William de Werreuyk because in 1218 De WerreuykKk obtained
royal permission to re-enfeoff De Hastings of the manor
(Tresham 1828, 27 no. 48>. In 1348, on the death of Laurence
de Hastings, earl of PembrokKe (grandson of John de Hastings),
it was recorded that the burgesses of Castletown rendered
30s. yvearly to the aarl for their burgage and the reaturns
from the hundred of the touwn are also mentioned (PRO 1916,
128>. The same document records that the borough uwas given as
douwer to De Hastings' widow, Agnes, but nothing +further is
heard of Castletoun until the late sixteenth century, which
would suggest that Castletoun declined or collarsed after the
mid-fourteenth century. In 1578-1 the land of ‘Ballycashlan
Omoye' was granted to John Barnyse (12 RDKPRI, 31: no. 1597);
in 1587 it was granted to John BasKer+field (16 RDKPRI, E4:
nro. 514?), and in 1590 it was leased to Edward Sutton (16
RDKPRI, 118! no., 3424).

ARCHAEOLODG ICAL INVENTORY

1. SITE OF BOROUGH
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2. MOTTE AND BAILEY CASTLE
3. CHURCH
4. MISCELLANEOUS

1. SITE OF BOROUGH

The most likely position for the borough site is the area
between the motte and the church. There are no earthworks or
surface indications, however, and the possibility needs to be
borne in mind that this was a dispersed borough.

2. MOTTE AND BAILEY CASTLE

Giraldus Cambrensis records that Hugh de Lacy 'built a
castla in 1182 for Robert de Bigarz at Oboy, close to Timahoe
(Scott and Martin 1978, 1332, There is no general agreement
on the site of this castle., Orpen (1911-28, i, 384) and Scott
and Martin (1978, 392 n.379) suggest that it was at either
Tullomoy aor Kilmoroney. There is noc motte at Tullomoy but
that at Kilmoroney is strategically sited above the Barrouw, 2
Klm south of Athy. Although the situation of Kilmoroney motte
is impressive, Castletouwn was the manorial cente of Oboy and
it is more likely to have been the site of Bigarz's castle.

In 1298 William, bailliff of 'Castro Oboy' wmas acquitted
of charges of robbing the prior of Athy (Mills 19803, 199>.
This reference almost certainly relates +to Castletoun.
Evidence for this is afforded by comparison of tuwo fourteenth
century documents. In a licence of 1318 William de UWerreuyk
was allowed to return the mancrs of Killaban and 'Castro
Oboy ' to John de Hastings (Tresham 1828, 27>, uwhile in 1348,
in the account of Laurence de Hasting's holdings, the manors
are described as Killaban and 'Castleton'. The implication is
that 'Castro Oboy' had become 'Castleton'. After 1348 both

the manor and the motte slip out of history and noting
further is heard of them.

Descr iption

Round conical mound 1@-12 m high, overgroun with bushes and
shrubs. 1t tapers from the base, ranging in diameter from 27
to 394 m, to a flat summit, 6.5 m across, which is enclosaed by
a low gapped bank. It is particularly steep-sided on the
west, north and east sides but the south-east section is more
gradual largely because of a series of stone steps set into
"the mound during the eighteenth or nineteenth centuries. A
stone-built seat is alsc built into the mound about 2 m above
the ground on this side. Disturbance has been caused on the
south side by a cottage whose ruins are set against the base
of the motte, and on the south uwest by a group of farm
bulldings, alsoc cut into the louer part of the motte. There
are slight traces of a ditch with an external bank on the



north side where the modern road sKirts the motte.

South-east of the motte the ground is raised some 1-2 m
above the level of the surrounding fields. This area |is
enclosed by Ffences and at present forms +the garden of
Castletown house. It may be the remains of a landscaped
bailey.

3. CHURCH

There is no documentary evidence for an early church
here. The present building is post 1780 and is set within a
rectangular graveyard. There are no monuments or features of
pre-1708 date. '

4, MISCELLANEOUS
Poss ible burial ground

Mr Kent, Castletowun House, informed us of a tradition +that
there was a burial ground in the field south of +the church
and that bones had been found there. A large patch of dark
earth is yisible in the eastern side of the field where it
had just recently been ploughed at the time of visiting.

“ODval enclosure
Shown on the 0.5. B" sheet south of Castletown House. It has
nouw been ploughed out and nothing is wvisible,.

ARCHAEOLOG ICALL. PROBLEMS AND POTENTTIAL

Castletoun is a good example of a deserted borouah. UWith
the- exception of Castletown House and the intrusive buildings
at the base of the motte, disturbance has been confined to
ploughing. 1t is 1ikKely +that archaeological deposits are
intact in the immediate wvicinity of the motte. The
documentary evidence suggests that Castletoun was the site of
one of the most important Anglo-Norman boroughs in Laois but
its extent is not Known, nor is the nature of its houses,
streets, and defences, if any. It is wunclear whether the
motte had a bailey or not, and the true nature of the dark
s0il, south of the modern churchyard, remains to -be~
determined. The historical evidence suggests a decline in the
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries but the nature of this
decline and the pattern of the Irish takKe-over remain
unknown. The surviving archaeological evidence indicates that
the late tuelfth and thirteenth centuries was a period of
prospearity and it is likely +to be wuwell reapresented in
archaeological deposits.



-2l -

In summary, the archaecological data indicates the borough
was important in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries.
Documentary records of the site are few and in the future
archaeological excavation is liKely to be the principal means
by wmhich additional Knowledge can be obtained. The borough is
not wnder direct threat from commercial development at
present.

Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map <C(Fig. 3
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern
Castletoun. This is based on the extant monuments., the motte,
church, and possible bailey site. In the absence of
archaeonlogical excawvations nothing can be said about +the
depth of archaeological deposits.
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DUNAMASE

The deserted borough of Dunamase is situated in rising
ground about four miles east of Portlaoise, just north of the
Portlaoise-Stradbally road, in central Laocis. The placename
is derived from Dun Masc, "fort of Masc”, said to have been
built by Cainen Masc (Hocgan 13918, 388). The site is best
Known for the great Anglo-Norman castle which crowns the rock
of Dunamase.

Evidence for human activity at Dunamase begins during the
“Early Bronze Age. About 1845 a cist-burial was discovered in
the banK of a rath about 138 yards south of +the rock of
Dunamase. Wilde (1850, 231-2) mentions a single 'cinerary
urn' found - with the inhumed burial but the National Museum of
Ireland preserves two Food Vessels in its collection, said to
have come from this burial. In or before 185® another cist
burial was discovered at Grange touwnland, Jjust south of
Dunamase (Feehan 1383, 238). It consisted of a cist-liKe
structure 6.9 m long and betueen 43 and 6@ cm wide.,
containing charcoal, ashas and bone, as well as svidence for
cremation. The prominent position of the rock of Dunamase
suggests that it was probably a focus for settlement throught
prehistory but the earliest definite evidence occurs during
the Early Historic periocod. In 843-4 Dun Masc was plundered by
the ViKings, resulting in the death of Aedh, abbot of
.Terrvglass and Clonenagh (AU} Chron. Scot. sub 84357 Al sub
844: AFM). Shortly before 1758 a large hoard of Hiberno-Norse
coins, deposited c.18385, uwas found at Dunamase (Dollay 1366,
72-4>.

‘Dunamase Was apparently granted to Strongbouw by Diarmait
iMac Murchada as part of the dower of his daughter HAoife. 1t
became .the most important Anglo-Morman manor in Lacis and was
retained as demense land by Strongbou's helirs. For a time
after Strongbow's death and prior to William Marshall's
arrival in Ireland the manor was held by Meiler FitzHenry
(Orpen 1911-28, i, 3813, In +the partition of Leinster in
1247, Dunamase weht to Roger de Mortimer, husband of Maud,
William Marshall's grand-daughter (Sweetman 1873-86, ii, no.
833>, In 1302 Edmund de Mortimer was given Iicence to grant
the castle and manor of Dunamase to Theobald de Verdon on his
marriage with Edmund's daughter, Matilda (Sueetman 1873-86,
v, no. 87). Tha grant never took effect, however, because
subsequent references indicate that Dunamase remained in De
Mortimer hands (cf., Sweetman 1875-86, v, nos. 339, 411).
Orpen ¢1911-28, iii, 1P4-5> states that Dunamase escheated to -
the crouwn on the execution of Roger Mortimer in 133@ but the
account of the escheator of Ireland for 1323-5 indicates that
Rogar Mortimer's lands at Dunamase had already been forfeited
to the King ¢42 RDKPRI, 57). Subsequently +the lands uwere
del ivered to Thomas FitzGerald, earl of Kildare. From the mid
fourteenth century, however, Dunamase was in Irish hands, and
the borough probably declined rapidly.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. SITE OF BOROUGH
2. CASTLE

3. KILTEALE CHURCH
4. MISCELLANEQUS

- 1. SITE OF BOROUGH

It- has long been suggested that the borough of Dunamase
iz to be identified with the MNewtown of Leys, Ffreguently

-mentioned in thirteenth and fourteenth century documents

(Orpen 1911-2@, iii, 184! Feehan 1883, 37@8; c+f. Otway-Ruthven
1968, 252! GlasscockK 18971, 2968). The identification is not
certain, however. Sueetman (1875-86, ii, index?> suggested
that it should be identified with the townland of Newtouwn
immediately beside Stradbally, a suggestion which found saome
support from Otway-Ruthwven (1939, 183). Roe (pers. comm.? has
suggested that it should be identified with the townlands of
Borris Great and Borris Little, immediately east of FPort
Lacise, while Lea Castle in northern Laois has been proposed
by others (O'Leary 1909-11, '1684). The identification with
Dunamase rests upon comparison of the documants concerning
the partition of 1247 with the extents of De Mortimer's lands
in 1283, In the partition of 1247 Roger de Mortimer received
the borough of Dunamase (Sweetman 1873-86, ii, no. 933> but
in the extent made on his death in 1283 there are no burgage
returns for Dunamase. Instead, the extent notes that 'the
burgesses of the MNew Touwn of Leys hold 127 free burgages in
that vill" (Sweetman 1875-88, ii, no. 2P28). From both +this
extent and the grant of Maud de Mortimer to her son Edmund
(lWood 1931-2, 335-B6?, it appears that DOunamase and the
Newtoun of Leys are closely associated, and it is to be
expected, perhaps, that the largest borough in Anglo-Morman
Laois should also be associated with the most important
manor. The difficulty in identifying Dunamase with the
Neutown of Leys rests in the mention of tuwo watermills in the
1283 extent. There is no river, stream or flow of wrater in
the immediate vicinity of the borough site, where +the only
water source consists of pools.

The earliest reference to the Newtown of Leys as a
borough occurs in 1232 when it was listed as part of the
dower offerred by Earl Richard Marshall toc the countess of
Pembroke (Sweetman 1875-86, i, no. 1395@). By 1282 the borough
had 127 .free burgages and tuo watermills (Sweetman 1875-886,
ii, p. 468). A range of +trades and professions including
blacksmiths, millers, bakers, butchers, carpenters, masons,
and wine merchants are documented in the late thirteenth
century borough (Feehan 1983, 363). In the ecclesiastical
taxation of 13@2-6 the church of the HNewtoun of Leys was
valued at 12 marks (Sweetman 1875-86, v, p. 2980). In 1315 the
MNeutoun of Leys was attacked by Bruce and its church bells




" burnt according to the BooK of Howth (Brewer and Bullan 1871,

1345. An inquisition of 1323 recorded that the manor of
Dunamase was waste and only a few burgages remained in the
Newtown of - Lays <(Otway-Ruthven 1368, 252). No further
refarances to the borough are Knouhn indicating that it
declined soon after this date.

RDescription

The earthworks of the borough lie on raised ground uwest
of the rock of Dunamase. The views are restricted except on
the - north where there is a view stretching towards
Monasterevan and Kildare. The castle is concealed from the
borough by a low forested hill on the south. The earthuworks
are aligned to a north-south hollow way. There are four large
rectangular enclosures or 'tofts' on the south of the
hollow-way, and at least two on the north. The oval enclosure
Known as Sally's Bouwer is a tree-ring. Three of these 'tofts'
are shown on the 0.S. 1st edition.

2. DUNAMASE CASTLE

The rock of Dunamase is a natural fortress having
precipitous sides on the north, west and south, and only one
gradual approach route, from the east. The 1l imestone outcrop.,
or hum, affords commanding views across the plains of Laois
towards the Devil's Bit (Co. Tipperary> on the south-uest,
the Slieve Bloom mountains on the west, the Hill of Allen on
the 'north, and touwards Kildare toun on the north-east. The
view is restricted on the east and south by the Dysert Hills,
but the castle controls the gap through these hills from the
Stradbally valley. This gap is important +topographically
because it connects the Barouw valley to the central lowlands
of Laois.

Historical BacKground

The rock of Dunamase was the site of an important
fortress before the coming of the Normans and, after their
arrival, it bacame the most important Anglo-Morman
fortification in Laois. The site was granted to Strongbou in
1172 by Diarmait Mac Murchada as part of his daughter Aocoife's
doury. In 1189 the castle passed to William Marshall but in
practice it was held by Meiler FitzHenry until 1288 despite
Marshall's repeated attempts to gain possession {0Orpen
1911-2@, ii, 375, 382 ii, 217>. 1t was taken into royal
hands in 121® by King John but returned to Marshall in 1215
(Orpen 1911-20, ii, 265! Swueetman 1875-868, i, nos. B44, B47,
B64). The form of the late twelfth century castle is unkKnowun.
Orpen 1911-20, i 375> has suggested that it Kas a
motte-and-bailey but this is an unlikKely monument type on a
rock outcrop.
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The history of the construction and development of the
castle is obscure. Leask (13951, 64; following D'Leary
1909-11> states that the castle was rebuilt c.125@0 by William
de Braose. There is no source for this statement, houever.,
and it may be noted that de Braose was dead by 1247, uwhen the
Marshall lordship was partitioned. In this partition Dunamase
went to Roger de Mortimer through his wife Maud de Braose and
it remained in Mortimer hands until +the mid-fourteenth
century. An inquisition of De Mortimer's lands in 1323 found
that the castle had been burned by the Irish <¢(Otway-Ruthven
1863, 252>, and in 1342, on the death of Laocoighseach 0 Mordha
it-was recorded that he had destroyved the castrum nobile de
DunmaskKe and usurped De Mortimer's pouwer (Butler 1849, 38).
It has ben suggested that the De Mortimers recovered and
refortified Dunamase after 0O Mordha's death but there is ho
evidence to support this f(0O'Leary 1909-11, 165)>. Dunamase
castle is specifically named in the 1533 submission of Piers
Mac Maolsheachlainn O Mordha which he made as part of the
policy of surrender and regrant. In 1603 +the castle was
granted to Donat O'Brien, earl of Thomond (Erck 1846-52., ii,
735)>. In 1641 it was captured from the insurgent 0 Mordha by
Sir Charles Coote for the parliamentarians. In 1646 it was
recaptured for the Confederates by Eoin Rua O Neill but in
1650 it was destroyed by the Cromwell ian generals Hewson and
Reynolds. The site was visited in 1780 by the antiquarian
Eduard Ledwich who published a wuseful descrition together
Wwith a ground plan and view. Two further views, showing the
castle in much the same state as it is today, were published
by Grose ¢1791>. ln 1795 Sir John Parnell erected banqueting
halls and other buildings on the site and planted it with
trees but these fell into decay in the early nineteenth
century (0O'Leary 19889-11, 168).

Description (Fig. 5! Pls. S5-11>

The castle is co-extensive with the rock outcrop and it
consists of a Keep with an inner ward, a middle ward, an
outer ward, and an external bailey. Architacturally +the
earliest feature is the Keep which is unlikely to be later
than 1222 and is possibly as early as 1188. The castle
appaars to have developed in a mumbaer of stages. The initial
defences consisted of the Keep and the inner ward which
fortified the summit of the rock. The middle uward was added
to this and subsequently the outer ward, both of which were
constructed in the thirteenth century. It is dificult to
ascertain the date of the axternal bailey. It is conceivable
that it is the remains of a tuwelfth century fortification
controlling access to the rock but it is equally likKkely that
it represents a further extension of defences in the
thirteenth or fourteenth century. There is no evidance for
late medieval workK in any part of the «castle and it is
possible that once it was captured by Laoighseach O Mordha it
was abandohed. The Keep was substantially modified about 160
but it was the only part of tha castle that was rehabilitated
in the seventeenth century. The masonry throughout the castle



consists of coarsed limestone with limestone quoins and
Jambs. The destruction of the castle in the seventeaenth
century left large amounts of <collapsed rubble in the
interior makKing it difficult to distinguish the original
masonry. Parts of the curtain wall are overgroun.

The Inner uWard

The D-shaped summit of the rocKk wuwas isolated with a
stretch of curtain wall which linked the Keep to the edge of
-the rock, forming an inner ward. The entrance to the ward
appears to have been on the north side of the Keep. There the
curtain wall is built directly onto the Keep's batter and it
survives best for a stretch of about 4 m north of it. The
wall is 20 cm wide on average and survives to a maximum
height of 2.20 m. Beyvond this only foundations survive. There
is & gap of 2.1 m in the foundations which probably indicates
the site of the gate. The rock is precipitous around the
summit but its defensive character uas increased by the
addition of a curtain wall, only the gapped foundations of
which now survive. On the south side of the Keep only the
barest foundations of the curtain wall are present linKing it
to the sallyport of the middle ward. Thae northern tip of this
stretch of wall is hidden beneath collapse, and accordingly
it is impossible to guage the axact extent of the former
Keap.

Tha Keaep (Pls. 3-11)

The building is a two-period structure commenced in the
thirteenth century and added to substantially in the
seventeenth. The seventeenth century masonry is distinguished
by its use of red brickKk and small limestones.

The Thirteenth Century Keep

Three walls survive of a rectangular Keep measuring 19.8
m east-uest and over 21.5 m north-south. The north-south
" measurement is uncertain because the west wall is incomplete.
The presence of collapse, however, indicates that it
continued soythwards for at least another 3-4 m. The Keep uwas
of two floors and had an external batter. Both the ground and
first floors were divided intarrnally by an east-wast
cross-wall whose thirteenth century foundation is apparent
beneath the seventeenth century rebuilding. The present
features of the ground floor are of seventeenth century date.
At first floor level there is one large window embrasure with
rounded rear-arch in the north and east walls., The north.
window was blocked externally in the seventeenth century
while the east window is lacKing its jambs. Traces of plaster
are prasent on the internal splay of the north wWindow. The
west wall was featureless except for a row of rectangular
slots immediately below the level of the wall-plate. These
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may have functioned to hold roof supports. The entrance to
the Keep was probably at first floor level, in common with
that of other thirteenth century Keeps. Insofar as evidence
can be deduced from the present building it is likely that
the entrance was at the north-uest angle. This angle was
substantially rebuilt in the seventeenth century uhen a
vaylted passage uwas built and the present entrance into the
first floor was formed. An opening, roughly in the middle of
the west wall, may have provided access to the ground Floor
chambers. At present it provides access to a small
rectangular chamber on the west of the Keep. The opening is
straight-sided to a height of 1.5 m where the stonework
commences to curve inwardly slightly suggesting the former
presence of an arch, A narrow blocking wall was inserted at a
later stage. Immediately north of this opening is a fragment
of a spiral stair at first floor level giving access to a
passage in the thickness of the west wall:? it may be a
thirteenth century feature. The north splay of a window
embrasure survives at the southern extremity of the wuest
wualls the remainder of the wall has collapsed.

The Western Annex

This rectangular structure is an addition to the Keep. It
was lit by two arrow embrasures in the west wall, one in the
north wall and possibly one in the south wall. All are
missing their jambs. The western wall is the best preserved.
Here the embrasures have rounded rear-arches with traces of
planKk centering! the base of the southern uwindow survives
showing that it was a lonmg narrow loop. It is difficult to
date this structure with certainty. It is clearly an addition
to the Keep and the use of plankK centering in the rear-arch
suggests that it is an addition of thirteenth or fourteenth
century date.

The Seventeenth Century HKeerp

A series of major alterations were carried out on the
Keep c.1600. These consisted of the insertion of brick arches
and windows on the ground floor, and the addition of a brick
vaulted area on the north-west.

The entrance to the Keep during the seventeenth century
was on the north-west, through a door with a depressed arch,
moulded externally. This led into a brick-vaulted passage but
the vault has collapsed at this point. The passage gave
access an the south to a brick-vaulted rectangular chamber,
probably a guard room. On the north it gave access to the
stair leading to the first floor.

On the east +the entrance passage led into a large
rectangular chamber, divided about midway by a north-south
cross wall, whose foundations alone survive., This chamber was
lit by two windows in the mnorth wall. Both have a steep
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internal splay with a depressed brick-vaulted rear-arch. The
Wwindow Jjambs are missing but the base of a chamfered s5ill
survives in the uesternmost window. Externally the windous
have a pointed arch with an outward splay, and are cut
through the thirteenth century base batter. Immediately east
of the easternmost recess is a round-arched recess; ‘the
remains of its counterpart are present in the south wall. The
east wall is l1it by a chamfered twin-light "mullioned uwindow
Wwith external hood-mould, but the mullion is missing. The
window is set at the head of a narrow brickKk-vaulted passage
with depressed rear-arch. On the north side of the passage is
a small recess with a similar brick vault. The south wall is
largely demolished but parts survive to a height of 2 m. The
internal splay of a window is present and the large opening
betueen the east and west ends of the south wall may indicate
a former door. Traces of the springers of the brick-built
vault are present on the east side of this opening. The
uestern and of the south wall appears to be of relatively
recent date.

-Accese to the first floor was had wvia a brickKk-vaulted
stair passage on the north of the entrance door in +the west
wall. This passage is lit on the west by a tall rectangular
chamfered window with two barholes in its lintel and sill.
The rear-arch is bricKk-vaulted and rounded. A similar windou
in the north wall 1it the stair at a slightly higher point.
The stair was of timber and a stepped line in the plaster on
the east wall of the passage Indicates its actual line. At
first floor lavel the top of the wvault is lit at +the
north-west angle by an angle-loop whose sill alone remains
externally. Internally the loop had a rounded rear-arch of
brick.

The +irst floor was enterad from this passage through a
door in the north-uest corner. The door has a depressed
réar-arch of brick and only one jamb, of plain rectangular
saction, survives. The north wall is featureless except for
the thirteenth century windou embrasure which was now blocked
externally and functioned instead as a recess. The thirtaenth
century east windouw was retained in the neuw structure and its
internal north jamb was partly rabuilt with red brick. Only
fragments of the south wall survive at this lavel and +these
are of thirteaenth century style. The west wall was entirely
rebuilt in the seventeenth century and contained a passage
within the thickness of the wall, to which access wuwas _gained
from the first floor of the Keep through a straight sided
door in its west wall. The passage was brick-vaulted and 1it
by a window with a depressed rear-arch of brick in the
external west wall. The window Jjambs are missing but it was
probably rectangular.

The Western Turret

Leduich's (1798, fig. opp. P. 2B8) plan indicates +that the
inner ward was protected by three mural touwers, but only the
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foundations of one survive, on the wuwest. This is a small
rectangular turret 2.4 by 2.3 m, projecting westwards from
the curtain wall. It overhangs +the base of the rockKk and
commands any scaling of the rock from this s ide.

Other Features wuithin the Inner Ward

- There 1is a large oval depression in the rock outcrop,
- ‘north-west of the Keep, which is revetted on the south-east
and east by a wall of ancient masonry, probably of thirteenth
century date. The base ts now +illed with debris. Its
function is unclear. It is unliKely to be a well because the
rock is too high to have had a supply of natural water other
than rain. Immediately to the south is a second similar but
smaller depression.

Thae Middle Ward

This enclosed a somewhat sub-~rectangular area on the
sloping rock below the summit. It was entered on the east
through a twin-bastioned gatashouse and its major Ffeatures
consist of a sallyport, the south-east angle touwer, a
rectangular building immediately north of the gatehouse, and
the curtain wall which is strongest on the east side.

The Gatehouse (Pl. 7

This consists of an antrance passage +flanked by tuwo
touers. The shape of the touwers is wuncertain because their
front wall has been demolished. They could havae bean either
‘D-shaped or rectangular. The towers have +tuo floors and
probably had a parapet level above.

The passage is 2.3 m wide on the aexterior and it leads
along a straight-sided passageway to a broKen groove, wuwhich
appears to markKk the line of the portcullis. LWkest of this
groove the passage uwuidens to 2.8 m. The front of the passage
was roofed with the timber beams of the first Ffloor but
immediately west of the portcullis-groove traces of the gate
arch's springers survive in the north touwer.

The ground floor of the south touwer is entered from a
small round-vaulted chamber +Fronting onto the entrance
passage. A lintelled passage, 53 cm wide, leads from here to
the ground floor chamber which is antered down a short flight
of steps. The room appears to have been ractangular
originally but only three sides of it now survive. It has a
pointed vault with traces of plank centering. A straight loop
with slight internal splay is present in the north and south
walls,., The northern axample defends the passage but that on
the south has been blockKed by fallen masonry. The north touer
Wwas entered similarly to that on the south but it has largely




collapsed. A barrel-vaulted passage, 60 cm wide, leads from
its site into the rectangular ground +floor chamber roofed
‘Wwith a pointed vault. One loop uith internal splay, similar
to those in the south touer, is present in the north and
- south walls.

Immediately inside the gate there was a large rectangular
chamber on the north and south side of the passage. Each
chamber had a single round-vaulted arrow embrasure in the
east wall., That on the north has been broken open but the
southern example still retains its plunging loop and- has
traces of plank centering in its vault. The east wall is high
enough in .-both chambers to have permitted a first +floor but
the only evidence for a first floor is the plain rectangular
door-jamb 1in the south tower with a worn bar-hole on the
interior. This door permittad access to a large domestic
room, l1inKing both touwers above the passage, which probably
functioned as the portcuyllis chamber. There is a segmental
arched fireplace in the north wall and the west splay of a
window embrasure is prasent in the south wall. It is likely
that there was a parapeted wall-walk above this level
although no trace survives.

Curtain Wall south of the Gatehouse (Pl. 8)

A stretch of wall 22.2 m 1long and averaging 2 m in
thickness l1inkKs the gatehouse to the south-east angle touwer.
. 'The wall has a slight external batter and rises directly from
“the bedrockK. The remains of a crenellated parapet survive
near the angle touwer. There is one complete arrow embrasure
and the remains of two others at internal ground level. The
embrasures are round arched with traces of planKk centering
surviving but their locops have been broKen. On the north side
of the angle touwer there are indications of the presence of a
small side chamber which was lit by a small straight loop in
its. east wall.

South-East Angle Tower (FPl. B8)

Rectangular, open-backed touer of tuwo floors., projecting
from the curtain wall. The ground fleor has a round wvault
with traces of plank centering. There is a broken loop in the
east wall whose internal splay survives on the south side’ it
appears to have been lintelled. Thare is a round arched
“embrasure on the north side uwith clear traces of its plank
centering surviving. The base of a plunging loop 12 cm wuwide
is present. The first floor was at parapet level and was
reached from the wall-walk. The base of a narrow straight
loop is present inm the north and south wmalls at this level.

Curtian lWall betueen South-East Angle Tower and Sallyport

The base of the wuwall survives to0 a maximum internal
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height of 1.5 m and it is 1. 6 m thick on average. Externally
the wall is higher but its base has been undermined and
removed.

Sallyport

J-shaped area flankKed by a narrouw wall 78 cm thick. The
ground slopes doun to a gate 1.58 m wide. Immediately insida
the gate are four steps which appear to be deliberately cut
into the rock. North-west of the sallyport is a rectangular
area with two round arched arrow embrasures at ground level.
These had narrow loops with an internal splay but both are
now filled with debris. There are rectangular recesses in the
wall immediately above the embrasures which would have held
beams to support a timber wall-walk. Four merlons of the
parapet survive., The rock outcrop on the north side is
revetted by masonry and it probably supported the curtain
wall of the inner ward originally.

Curtain Wall MNorth of the Gatehouse

The northern section of the east curtain is the best
preserved. There is one complete and one brokKen round vaulted
embrasure both of which lack their loops. Fragments of the
wall-walk survive in this section also. Rectangular recesses
are visible at wall-uwalk level externally and these would
have held the supports for a wooden machicolation. Elsewhere
only low gapped uwall foundations are discernable.

Rectangular Structure
The foundations of a long rectangular structure whose
east wWwall was formed by the curtain wall are discernible

immediately north of the gatehouse. Its position is also
shown by Ledwuich ¢179@, fig. oPP. FP. 2800).

The Outer Ward

v This is a triangular area beneath the middle ward. Its
features consist of a gatehouse, curtain wall, and an
external rockKk-cut ditch.

The Gatehouse

This is approached from the south-east along a causeway
bridging the rock-cut ditch defending the exterior. The
causeuway is evidently not an original feature, however,
because there is a recess to accomodate the drawbridge in the
external face of the gate. The gatehouse is D-shaped in plan
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and had two floors. The front is curved but internally it is
rectangular in plan. The entrance has a round segmental arch
with a centrally placed murder~hole. Barholes indicate that a
wooden gate was positioned immediately inside this arch which
led into a short passage 2.5 m wide. There is a round arched
embrasure with traces of plank centering in the south wall,
but it is damaged. The first floor uwas reached from the wall
walk of the curtain wall? the base of a plunging loop is
present on the east, south-east and west sides at this level.

Curtain Wall

The curtain wall north of the gatehouse survives in two
stretches. The first of these is a line of wall, 11 m long
and 1.75 m wide, running north-uest from the gatehouse. It
has three round-vaulted arrow embrasures with cross-loops.
The wall -~walk is wvisible on top but the merlons are obscured
by ivy and cannot be seeéen. The second section abuts the
curtain wall of +the middle ward and survives on the

; steep-sided slope of the rock. The wall is 88 cm thick at
| this point.

A continuous stretch of wall survives on the west side of
the gatehouse linking it with the precipitous rock beneath
the south-east angle touwer of the middle ward. The wall is
much overgrown but four round arched arrow embrasures are
present. Two of these, with straight loops, are intact and
two have had the loops removed.

The Ditch

The outer ward is protected on the south by a broad
flat~bottomed ditch 43 m long, 9.1 m wide on average, and 2 m
deep. It stops on the south-western end at a point where the
natural fall of the slope becomes shaer. On the north-east
side of the gatehouse the ditch continues for a length of
only 4 m and it is 7 m in width. Beyond this point the ditch
is not needed because of the naturally steep slope of the
ground. South of the ditch, immediataly below the south-east
angle tower, is a masonry wall built on the natural rock and
running in a south-eastarly direction for a distance of S5 m.

The Bailey

This is a triangular area having maximum dimensions of 8@
—— by 60 by 3P m, which slopes dounward from west to east. It is
delimited by an external bank and ditch on the south and part

of the:- east sides-

The entrance consjsts of an undug causeway, 3.9 m wide,
on the east side. On the west side the bailey is separated
from the ditch of the outer ward by a low denuded bankK. The

e
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southern side of the bailey is overgroun and difficult +to
examine. There is no clear evidence for an internal bankK. The
inner ditch is flat-bottomed and U-shaped, 7 m wide on
average, with the bailey interior some 19 m above the base of
the ditch in places. The outer bank has a basal width of 8 m
rising to a summit 2 m across. There is no trace of an outer
ditch.

~There is no evidence for a banK or ditch on the north side
of the bailey but its defences take account of the naturally
steep slope. The edge of the bailey's defences form a ridge
on the north-uwest but as they curve southwards a bank and
ditch appear. The ditch is flat-bottomed, 20 m long, 5 m wide
and 3 m deep. A sKetch plan by Leask shous a second outer
ditch east of this which appears to follouw the line of the
modern road. It is possible that the road is set within a
former ditch but it is impossible to be certain.

3. KILTEARLE CHURCH

If Dunamse is to be identified with the Newtown of Leys
then its church was at Kilteale. The earliest direct
raferance to the church of the MNewtown of Leys is in the
taxation of 1302-6 (Sueetman 1875-86, v, p. 468> when it wuas
taxed at 12 markKs. The existence of the church, however, is
impl ied by the referencsa in 1297 to John, wvicar of the
Neuwtowun of Leys (Mills 1985, 132).

Description

Only the east wall and partial returns of the north and
south walls remain of this badly damaged church. It is
difficult to date and there are no pre-1788 monuments.

4. MISCELLANEOUS
Monuments in the Vicinity

Aghnahilly. Ringfort.
Single bank and ditch. ARppears to have baen destroved when
the road here was widened.

Aghnahilly. Cist burial. - .
A cist burial with two Food Vessels was found about 1845, 159
vards south of the rock of Dunamase (Wilde 185@, 231-2;
Waddell 19780, 122>. It was stated at the +time that it was
found in a "Danish rath®". The Food Vessels are nou in the
National Museum of Ireland! WK. 84 (P.!1)> and WK. 85 (P.2).

Ballycarroll, Ringfort "Cromwell's Lines".
Triple banked and ditched ringfort situated on Slievebaun
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hill immediately south-east of the rock. HNow ploughed out.
The outline of its ditches is visible, houever, in the
colouring of the grass.

Ballycarroll. Ringfort,

Single banK and'ditch. Situated on Slievebaun Hill, east of
Cromuwell 's Lines. The roughly circular interior measures 39
by 36.2 m. The enclosing bankK is 1 m high and 3.4 m wide with
an entrance on the south. The external ditch is 2.7 m wida.

Dunamase. "Sally's Bouer".
This is a tree-ring.

Grange. Prehistoric Burial.

A stone cist, 6.4 m long and 45-68 cm wide, containing bones
together with cakK charccal and ashes., was found here in 1858
(Feehan 18983, 238).

ARCHAEOLOG ICAL PROBLEMS AND POTENTTIAL

Dunamase is a good example of a deserted borough. The
earthucrks of the borough are well preserved and show little
sign of disturbance. Ne change has occurred since 1841 and
the latest avidence for disturbance is the tree-ring probably
constructed c.1795. It is likely that archaeological deposits
are intact over a large area of the borough site. The Fabric
of the castle is deteriorating, houwever, and there has been
sizeable collapse from the curtain wall on the south and
south-west sides. The historical references indicate that the
castle was a place of importance from +the Early Historic
Per iod until the seventeenth century but the borough was a
settlement of shorter duration, having been established in
the thirteenth and abandoned in the fourteenth century.

The borough site is the most important urban earthuork of
Anglo-Norman date in Laois and it is imperative for the
future of urban studies in the county that it is properly
safeguarded. The present owners use the site only for grazing
and are aware of the significance of the site. Although there
is no threat to the site within the short term, steps to
protect the site should not be delayed. I+ the land were to
change hands the earthuworks could be obliterated by a neu
ouner ignorant of their importance, as has happenad at
Kiltinan in Co. Tipperary.

The impressive defences of the castle suggest that the
borough of Dunamase was an important Anglo-Norman settlement
but its extent is not Knouwn, nor is tha nature of i{ts houses,
streets, and defences, if any. The castle itsel+ is also
important to archaeclogical research particularly because of
the problems which it poses to students of thirteenth century
castles. 1t has no statutory protection, however. The density
of ringforts in the immediate wvicinity of +the rock is
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important. It suggests that it was an important focal point
in Early Historic times. Two of the three ringforts have nowu
been ploughed out and it is important that the surviving
example should be maintained if the question of the
relationship betueen the forts and the rock is ever to be
solved.

In summary ., Dunamase has been the scene of human activity
in Early Historic, Medieval and post-medieval times.
Documentary records of the site are few and in the future
archaeological excavation is 1likKely to be the principal means
by which additional Knouwledge can be obtained. Accordingly it
is important that the archaeological remains be protected.

Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map <(Fig. 4)
delimits the area of archaeological paotential within
Dunamase. This is based on the area occurled by existing
monyments and sites within the immediate environs ot
Dunamase. In the absence of archaeological excavations
nothing can be salid about the depth of archaeological
deposits.
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KILLABBAN

Killabban is a deserted borough situated on the edge of
the Barrow valley in the south-east corner of county Laois,
about six miles north of Carlow town. The name Cill ﬂbbain{
i.e. Abban's church, is derived from a monastic foundation
establ ished by St. Abban about the middle of the seventh
- century (Guynn and Hadcock 1978, 391).

Killabban was an ‘important manor in the Anglo-Norman
period although no details of its history survive prior +to
1318.. In +that year Willjam de WarreuwykK received royal
permission to re-enfeoff John de Hastings of the manor uwhich
De Hastings had formerly granted to him <(Tresham 1828, £g7:
no. 49>. On the death of Laurence de Hastings, earl of
PembroKe, in 1348 it was recorded that the burgeses of
Ktillabban rendered 60s. yearly for their burgage <(P.R.O.
1916, 128). In 1398 the King ordered the sheriff of Carlou to
see that Maurice, earl of Kildare, was paid 68s. owed to him
for defending Killabban during recent wars against the O
Mordha of Slemargy (Tresham 1828, 69! no. B4)>. This is the
latest direct reference to the borough as a functioning unit
and its decline uwould appear to have set in during the latar
fourteenth century.

ARCHAEOLOG ICAL INVENTORY

1. SITE OF BOROUGH
2. MDTTE-
2. ST. ABBAN'S CHURCH AND EARLY MONASTIC SITE

1. SITE OF BOROUGH

The most liKely site for the borough is in the field
connecting the church uwith the motte. Mo earthuworks survive,
hiwever, and it is possible that the site was a dispersed
borough.

2. MOTTE

.

Mo details of the history of the manor are Known prior to
1312 when William de WarrewykK returned the manor of Killeban
to John da Hastings (Tresham 1828, 27: no. 48>, It is
probable, however, that Killabban formed part of Robert de
Bigarz grant of Oboy and that, likKe Castletoun, it had passed
to0 John da Hastings in 1283 from the De Cantilupes who had
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inherited it from the Marshalls in 1247.

Description

Round conical mound &6 m high. It tapers from a rounded base,
measuring 18 by 18 m, to a flat summit 5 m across. The mound
wuas badly damaged by cattle at the time of visiting but since
then it has been completely removed as a resuylt of farm
clearance. Slight +traces of an encircling ditch ware
noticeable.

3. ST. ABBAN'S CHURCH AND EARLY MONASTIC SITE

Mothing is Known of the early monastic foundation but it
is probable that it was still +Ffunctioning during the late
tuelfth century uwhen it provided the focus for Anglo-Norman
settlement. The earliest direct reference to the mediewval
church of Killabban occurs in the ecclesiastical taxation of
13@2-6 (Sweetman |875-86, v, P. 249) but a reference to John,
clerk of Killabban indicates its existence at that time. In
1335 Philip, vicar of Killabban, was a collector of the grant
to the King for the Scottish wars (45 ROKPRI, 3S1). In {4q@ag
Adam Taillor, cleric, was presented to ~ tha church of
Killabban (Tresham 1328, 185f no. Z211) and in 1412 Richard

Leaclor uwas presented {(Tresham 1828, &56:! no. 14>. It ig‘

likely that the church continued to function throughout the
Later Middle Ages because in 13537-48 David Omor was presented
. to the church as perpetual vicar (Morrin 1961, 532 uwhile in
1582 John Ouenton was presented {Morrin 1861, 441).

Description (Fig. 7! Pls. 12-14)

There are no surface indications of the location of the
early monastic site but the monastic boundary is apparent
from aerial photographs (Pl. 12>. A broad arc is outlined by
a cropmark in the fiald irmediately north of +the graveyard
which appears to be a continuation of the western boundary of
the churchyard. This would permit the reconstruction of an
oval enclosure about 135 m across. Alternately, it may have
been a larger enclosure linked into the arced depression with
slight traces of an ihternal bank, 3% m south of the
graveyard.

The present remains (Pl. 13) are those of a nave and’

chancel structure built of coursed limestone rubble. Tuq
phases are apparant from the jambs of the east window. The

earlier jambs are of granite and are of thirteenth century.

date’; the later Jambs are of limestone "and date to the

fitteenth century. The chancel is an addition to the nave but .

both appear to date to the thirteenth century. The wuwalls of
the nave are ‘how ivy clad and details may be obscured. There
are about a dozen pieces of cut stone tn the gravayard which
are derived from door and window Jjambs. These provide added




support for alterations to the fabric of the church in the
fifteenth century and indicate that there was further work
carried out in the sixteenth.

" the east gable survives to a height of between 7 and 8 m. The

and was probably of tuwo lights. Subsequently it was narroued
when a single l1ight with wave moulded and chamfered limestone
jambs was inserted. The head of the window does not survive
but glazing bar holes are present. Internally the wall
narrowWs in thickness above the line of +the windou-head and
there is a blocKed~up round opening, probably a Fformer
window, which gave light intoe the roof space. The north wall
survives to a maximum height of 4 m at its east end but
elscuhere it averages 1.5 m. The south wall is betuween 4 and
5 m high and it has the remains of two windows, both of uhich
lack their jambs. The easternmost example is blocked wup and
only the eastern splay of the other is present. The chancel
measures 18.45m by 8.32 m internally and its ground level is
raised about 1 m above that of the nave. The chancel arch is
a segmental flattened round arch 4 m high which springs from

plain and lacks capitals and mouldings.

The -nave measures 15.3 by 9 m and its uwalls are 5§ m high
on average. The original entrance was through a door in the
south wall but subsequently a door was inserted in the west
Wall. The naorth wall has a possible window tocwards its east
end and a centrally placed broken pointed recess. The wuest
door has a segmentally pointed arch externally with a +flat
rear-arch. It is now blocked by a memorial. The south wall is
in poor condition but it would appear to have had tuo
windous. 1t is 5 m high at the east and wuest ends but the
remainder only stands to 2 m. The entrance door was located
near the west end but only one partial splay survives.

Architectural fraaments

Fifteen piteces of cut stone are scattered around ‘the
graveyard. Some are used as gravemarkKers.

Door jamb with figural representation. 15th cent. (Pl. 14D

Limestone. Partly buried under a nineteenth century table
tomb. Decorated in relief on one face with a small male
figure wearing an over-tunic to the Knees, belted at the
waist by a wide belt, and bordered at the VY-neck and probably

fatrly full but are now damaged as are the out-turned feet.
The hat has a rolled brim. The face has very full cheeks and
the hands. clasp the belt. 1t is most 1iKely derived from the
inner order of the south doar ¢(see King in press). '

Dims: H. 33 W. 21 T. 21 cm

Hood moulding

The chancel has an external batter on the east side and

original east window had granite jambs chamfered externally

an abacus consisting of a thin slab of slate. The arch is

at the end of the sleeves by fur. The sleeves may have been--

=
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‘Rectangular. Sandstone. Forming part of the surround for the
Cody grave plot, south of the church. Partly buried in the
ground but one right angle is present while the long side is
decorated with a small female head with long hair falling
onto the shoulders and a six-petalled rosette.

Dims?! W. 11 L. 44 cm.

Decorated pilaster or finial.
Pink sandstona. Also used as part of the Cody grave surround.
‘Rectangular. Decorated on one side and on part of the tuo
narrow sides with a formalised fol iage design placed above an
ogee arch in false relief. The raemainder of the stone is
uncut and it was intended for use in a wall as the Piléstér
of a table tomb or the finial of a hood moulding.

Dims: H. 38 W. 24 D. 18

Other pieces.
Tuelve pieces of <cut stone derived from window or door
mouldings are present in the graveyard.

Monuments

Sarcophagus. 13th-/14th cent.

Five large pieces of stone lying in the chancel are derived
from a broken sarcophagus. They display a tooled outer
surface. One has half of the recess for the head. Another is
split along the drainage hole. Unfortunately the pieces are
too fragmentary to gain an adequate idea of the form of the
interior (see Bradley in pPress?’.

ARCHAREOLOGICAL PROBLEMS AND POTENTTIAL

Killabban is a deserted medieval borough whose probable
site lies between the church and the motte, a field uwhich is
now used for grazing. The historical references indicate that
Killabban was a pre-Norman monastic site and it was a focus
for settlement in the thirteenth and +fourteenth centuries.
The nature of the transition from monastery t0o Anglo-Norman
manor is unKnomwn but evidence may survive in the
archaeological deposits. The date of desertion is similarly
unkKnowun and if it was deserted it is difficult to explain hou
Killabban could have afforded such fine alterations +to the
church in the fifteenth and sixtenth centuries. Documentary
records of the site are few and in the future archaeoclogical
‘excavation is 1ikely to be the principal means by which
additional Knowledge can be obtained. The borough is not
under direct threat from commercial developmant but it may be
threatened from octher quarters. The motte, for instance, was
removed by the landowner as part of land clearance in March
1966.
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Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accompany ing map (Fig. 6
delimits the area of ‘archaeological potential within
Killabban. This is based on the area occupied by the “extant f
monuments, and the assumption that the site of the borough
lies betueen the church and the motte: an area north of the
church is included in order to allow for possibie features
outside the terminus of the early monastery. In +tha - absence
of archagological excavations nothing can be said about the
depth of archaeological deposits. -

' —
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PORTARL INGTON

Portarlington is situated beside the river Barrouw on
relatively low lving flat ground in the extrema north-esast
corner of Laois. It lies on the Tullamore-Kildare road about
" ten miles north-east of Port Laoise. The town is named after
its founder Sir Henry Bennet, lord Arlington. Borrouwes (1833,
62) suggests that the first part of the name is derived +From
“"Port na h-lnnse', the Irish name for Lea ‘Castle uwhich wuwas
applied in time to the surrounding district.

The origins of the toun date <o 1666 when Charles Il
granted large areas of D'Daeampsey land in the area of the
modern toun to Sir Henry Bennet forming the manor of
Portarlington and created the borough with a corporation,
Heekly market and two yearly fairs (Cal., State Papers Ireland
1666-9, 22@-2). Bennet had the town laid out by George Rawdon
in 18667 and presumably planted settlers there soon afteruwards
(Cal. State Papers lreland 1666-9, 318). The toun was built
within a bend of the river Barrow on a site previously Knoun
as 'Beladrite', i.2. Beal Atha an Droichead, the mouth of the
br idge ford, and Cuil an tSuidaire, the woody rook (Borroues
1855, 62). The town grew quickly and its basic layout was
established by 16878 when it is shown in a map, nou in the
Mational Library of Ireland (Feehan 1983, Fig. 12:18).

About 1§86 Portarlington was s5o0ld by Bennat to Sir
Patrick Trant uho forfeited it by attainter at the end of the
Jacobite wars. Thereupon the town was granted +to Henry de
Massye, Margquis de Rouvigny who was created Baron
Portarlington about 1691 (Borrowes 1835, €3-4; Lewis 1837 ii,
425). Rouvigny transformed the character of Portarlington by
establishing shortly thereafter a colony of French Huguenot
settlers, mainly drawn from the officers and soldiers of
William I11's army (Borrowes 1855, B69-6! Feehan 1983, 392).
"Around 1696 he established two churches, St,. Michael's and
St. Paul's, for the English and French settlers respaectively.,
and also two schools (Borroues 1858, 32¢9). Rouvigny later
sold his interest in the toun and it passed via the London
Hollow Sword-blade Company to +the Dawson family uwho wuwere
closely connected with the town until! the nineteenth century.

: The original layout of the town is shown in a manuscript
map draun-up in 16878 (Feehan 1983, Fig. 12.18). It lay in a
bend of the Barrow which acted as a natural moat on the
north, east and west sides. A canal wWas dug on the south
completing the encirclement of the toun. The roughly
rectangular area thus enclosed was fortified with earthuworks
‘having a bastion at each corner. In the centre- of the toun
was & large square with a market house  Ffrom which four
principal streets radiated in & cruciform pattern:® Bennet
Street (Spa Street) to the north, James' Street (Church Lane)
to the east, Queene Street (now part of Main Street) +to the
south, and King Street (French Church Street’) +to +the wuest.




The toun expanded beyond these boundaries in the eighteenth
century, across the Barrouw into Offaly, and southuwards along
the presant Main Street.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. STREET PLAN AND MARKET PLACE

2. DOMESTIC HOUSES

3. BRIDGE

4. TOWN DEFENCES

5. ST. MICHAEL'S or THE ENGLISH CHURCH
€. ST. PAUL'S or THE FRENCH CHURCH

7. MISCELLANEOUS

1. STREET PLAN ANO MARKET FLACE

The cruciform axis of the seventeenth century toun still
survives in Spa Street, Church Lane, French Church Street and
the northern portion of Main Street. The markKet place was a
square at the intersection of these streets in - which thare
Has a centrally placed Market House. The present building of
c.18P8 is used as a garage. The north-east quadrant is nouw an
open field used for grazing. A printed memorandum of c.l1666
refers to the intention of building houses south of the toun.
This is probably to be identified with Foxcroft Street and
the section of Main Street betuween its junction with Foxcroft
Street and the line of the defences.

2. DOMESTIC HOUSES

A printed memorandum of <¢c.1666, clearly used as an
advertisement to attract settlers to the touwn, describes the
lavout in great detail and notes that:

“'every house to be built within the fortification is +to
be built at least fifty feet in front, the walls tc be
made of good lime and stone or mortar and stone, rough
cast, and every house to be one story and a half high at
least, and every storey to be nine foot deep from Floor
to floor, the houses to be roofed with shingles, tiles
or slates, and to have dormant windowus to the. streets'
(Cal. State Fapers Ireland 1666-3, 259-61>

"It was also intended for houses to be built ‘'without the:

fortification on the East side, which shall front towards the
hew channel', 'on either sides of the way leading <from Neuw
Channel Bridge to Katherine's touwer', and 'on either side of
the road leading from the great bridge to Charlestown'. Thease
houses uWwere to be:
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‘at least forty feet in front, the walls toc be of stone
and lime or mortar and stone, and to be ten feet high

; From the ground to the aves at least? and the house to
have a good stone chimney' (Cal. State Papers Ireland
1685-3, 253-61>

MNone of +the surviving houses of the toun are
diagnostically seventeenth century and Portarlington’'s
tvpical Huguenot houses belong +to the early eighteenth
century.

3. BRIDGE

A wooden bridge over the Barrow is shoun on the 1678 map.
The river has changed its course somewhat and the foundations
of the seventeenth century bridge probably lie immediately
east of the present Barrow Bridge.

4. TOlWN DEFENCES

The 1678 plan shows +that tha +town was protected by
bastioned defences enclosing an area of approximately 8
hectares (20 acres? and having a circumference of 1100 m. MNo
positively identifiable remains survive, There are some
irregular features on the north-uwest side, however, which may
have formad part of the defences.

The bridge in the east wall was protected on the south by
a redoubt. On the north side of French Church Street tuo
stone walls 3 m high are set at an acute angle to ‘ohe
another. The uestern wall is broken by equidistant gaps, nou
filled -with cement, about 2 m above ground level. The area
within these walls is some two metres higher than the ground
beside the river. The feature may be a remnant of the
defences but it is impossible to be certain. The course of
the defences north of the bridge is obscured by mounds of
earth removed from the Barrouw during drainage and it is
possible that some remains may be incorporated in the spoil.
There was a bastion at the north-west angle where the wall
turned eastwards and continued without interruption to the
north-east angle bastion. Here the wall turned south-sast” +to
a bastion located east of Church Lane, and +from there it
continued southuwards to tha south-east angle bastion. The
south wall was given added defence by the construction of a
channel uwhose line is still indicated by a long property
boundary on the west side of Main Street. A short section.
some five metres wide, still filled with water survives on
the uwWest side of the town. This is probably to be identified
with the 'new channel' referred to in the printed memorandum
of c.1666 (Cal. State Papers Ireland 1666-9, 259-51). The
south wall was also protected by a redoubt, located slightly
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west of Main Street and by a bastion at the south-uwast angle.
From here the defences continued to the bridge.

-"J., ST MICHAEL'S or THE ENGL ISH CHURCH

"This building nou functions as a badminton hall and is
located on Church Lane &t the north-east angle of the sgquare.
Originally constructed in 1694 it was rebuilt in 18382
(0'Hanlon and O'Leary 1987-14, 286). It has since lost its
spire.. The church was intended to accomodate the English
speaKking settlers of Portarlington. There is no associated
churchyard because the parishioners used the older graveyard
at Lea (FitzGerald 1383-5, 222).

B."5T. PAUL'S or THE FREMNCH CHURCH (C of I)

Located within its oun churchyard in the south-west angle
of the MarKet Square. The first church uwas built here +to
accommodate French speaKing Huguenot parishioners in 1696 but
the present building dates to 1857 (FitzGerald 1383-5, 222».
The earliest mamorial is one of 1737. ;

7. MISCELLANEDUS

Earthuork. 'Derrycosh’'.

Located south-east of the town in low swampy ground north of
BrackKlone Street. Marked 'Mote (site of)' on 0.5. 6" plan. 1t
consists of & slighlty raised dry area of rounded plan, 18 m
across.

Hartpole Effigy. 1594, (Pl. 15>,

l1n the grounds of Kilnacourt House. Ramoved from St Mary's
church, Carlow. Armoured Knight resting on a rectangular slab
of limestone. In tuwo pieces. The legs and hands are badly
damaged, and the head is missing. The figure is wearing plate
armour, pointed over the chest. The sword is suspended from a
belt around the waist. The hands were originally Jjoinaed in
prayer on his chest. The feet rest on a dog which lacKs its
head. Incised inscription on the dexter side in a mixture of
Roman and Gothic lettering? :

hic Jjacet roBARTUS HARTPOOLE ConEStabularius de
catHERLAGH SEPTUAGENARID MAIOR interiit I11 DIE OCTOBRIS
1534

Translation: Here lies Robeéert Hartpole, constable of
Carlow, more than a septuagenarian, he died on the 3rd

day of October 135394,

" The missing letters are supplied from FitzGerald «13983-5,

e



223-6).
Dims: L.22@ W.7?5S H. above ground 52 H. of effigy 339 cm.

ARCHAECOLCGICAL PROBLEMS AND POTENTIAL

The Prohblems

Portarlington is important to archaeoclogical research as
a fine example of a seventeenth century town founded on
virgin soil. Despite the fact that it was established in the
second half of the seventeenth century little is Known of the
appearance of the town prior to 17@8@. The form of its housing
at this period remains uncertain. lWere its houses built along
the lines of the memorandum of c.l16667 If so why were they
replaced so quicKly in +the early eighteenth century? The
course of the town dafences needs to be checKed by excavation
to determine its exact course.

Archaeological Potential

Archaeology does not consist solely of excavation nor
does it stop at ground level. The archaeclogical evidence for
Portarlington's past comprises all the physical remains’ of
man’'s activities on the site of the toun, from its
seventeenth century beginnings to the present day. The
surviving street pattern, property boundaries and standing
buildings constitute the uppermost levels’ of the
archaeological stratigraphy, and all are relevant to +the
study of the town's past. Documentary evidence also plays a
role in reconstructing the history of early Portarlington,
but for the wide range of human activity omitted +from the
written accounts archaeology is our only source of
information.

ARCHAEOLOGY, PLANNING AND DEVELOPMEMNT

The protection of buried archaeological evidence presants
serlous problems for not only is there the pressurae of
redevelopment and the hish value of wurban properties with
which to contend, but +the sites themselves are often
difficult to define or evaluate:; their  full archaeological
potential may only become apparent when ah excavation is
undertaken in advance of development or by cobservations made
while development is in progress. It is crucial, therefore,
that a concerted aeffort should be made to safeguard its
archaeological heritage and that adequate provision is made
for investigation in advance of any radevelopment. This is
best achieved hy maKing the realisation of Portarlington's
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archaeological potential one of +the objectives of its
davelopment plan. The objective may then be achieved by
judicious use of planning constraints and by conditions
attached to planning consents.

Area of Archaeological Potential

- The shaded portion of the accompanying map <(Fig. 8>
del imits the area of archaeological potential within modern
Portarl ington. In the absence of archaeological excavations
within this area, little can be said of the extent and depth
of archaeological deposits. Archaeological deposits are
‘'tikely to have been completely removed along the street
frontage with the construction of houses there in the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries and they probably survive
only at the rear of the street +frontage. The waterlogged
areas of the former channel or 'canal’ on the south side of
the towun constitute one area where archaeological deposits
are liKely to survive. Similarly deposits are likely to be
present on the site of the seventeenth century bridge,
immediately east of Barrow Bridge. On present evidence there
is little liKlihood of recovering house foundations on the
street front, but the remains of seventeenth century refuse
pits, industrial areas, workKshops and perhaps houses should
survive ar the rear of the present day street frontage. One
area of particular importance in this regard is the open
ground immediately north of Church Lane. This has not been
built up and is potentially +the best location for the
survival of archaeological remains of seventeenth century
housing.

The area shaded pinKk on Fig. 8 comprises the walled
seventeenth century town together with the extension along
Main Street and the north side of Foxcroft Street which
appears to be of seventeanth century date also. The extent
has been continued outside the walls in order to allow for a
poss'ible fosse. South~east of the town an area has been
delimited around the earthuworKk at Derrycosh, marKed mote
(site of> hy the 0O.S.
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PORT LACISE

Centrally located within the county, Port Lacise is +the
principal toun of Laois. It is situated on relatively flat
low-lying ground beside the river Triogue, a tributary of the

‘Barrow. Both the maind road and railway connecting Dublin

with CorK and Limerick pass through the town. The name Port
Laoise is a revival of the Irish name for +the sixteenth
century fort to which the town ouwes its existence, but until
the second quarter of the twentieth century the +town uwas
Known as Marvborough.

ARCHAECLOGICAL & HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Port Laoise originated as a fort erected in the
mid-s ixteenth century as part of +the English attempts +to
subdue the territories of the O0'Mores and O'Conors during the
reign of Edward ¥1 (0'Hanlon and O'Leary 19987-14, i, 425-38:
Haves McCoy 1976, 78). In 1548, according to the Annals of
the Four Masters, O'CCnor and O'More were taken to England
and their lands were granted o0 +the lieutenant, Francis

Bryvan, marshall of Ireland. Bryan built tuo large 'Campg',
one at Port Laoise the other at Daingean in Offaly. In 1536
the Laois 'campa', Knoun to the English as ~ 'Fort Protector'

or 'the Fort of Leix' was renamed Maryborough in honour of
Queen Mary (Feehan 1983, 223-4). The fort attracted settlers
and a map of about 15680 (Pl. 185) shows a small walled +toun
around the fort at:- that date. Maryborough was granted a
markKet in 13567, borough status in 1568 <(Hayes McCoy 1976,
162>, and .was incorporated by charter of Elizabeth I in 1578
(Morrin 1862, 219-23). Many settlers moved into the town at
this time and the Fiants record a particularly high number of
property grants in Maryborough betueen 1969 and 1571 (11
RDXPRI, nos. 1325, 1327, 1334, 1348, 135!, 1396, 1405, 1544;
12 ROKPRI, nos. 1624, 15849, 1689, 1774, 1882). In 1588 the
toun was plundered by John, sonh of the earl of Desmond (AFM).

‘In 1597 it was burned by Onie M'Rory O Mordha (AtKinson 1893,

467, 47®) and it appears to have been burned again the
following vear (O°'Hanlon and O'Leary 1987-14, ii, 476-8). In -
1633 the town obtained a grant of two fairs from Charles I
(Lewis 1837, ii, 38?). In 16468 it was captured for the
Confederation by Ouen Roe O'Neill but it was subsequehntly
retaken by Lord Castlehaven (Feehan 18983, 333).

It is difficult to understand why Port Laoise was chosen
in 1556 -as the principal toun of the new shire. One
possibility is that it was built on the site of +the Neuwtown
of Leys (see above under Dunamase) and that some sort of
hamlet might have lingered into the sixteenth century. This



would explain the name of the parish, which is Borris almost
certainly derived from a medieval borough.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. STREET PATTERN AND MARKET PLACE
2. DOMESTIC HOUSES
3. INDUSTRIAL FEATURES

‘4. FORT
3. TOWN DEFENCES
6. CHURCH

" 7. MISCELLANEOUS
3. LIST OF STRAY FINDS

1.  STREET PATTERN AND MARKET PLACE

It is difficult +to reconstruct the sixteenth century
street pattern because it is not clearly shoun on the marp of
c.1569 (Pl. 16). The position of the fort and the <course of
the stream can be identified without difficulty but the
alignment of the houses bears no relation to the present
l'ayout of property boundaries. This apparent  lack of
consistency is due in part to the schematic nature of the map
but it may alsc have been effected by the burnings of Port
Laoise in the later sixteenth century.

The map shows only one definite street, +that entering
+ from the west immediately south of the fort's rectangular

touwer and exiting through the east wall. This can be’

tentatively identified with Bridge Street and the eastern
section of Main Street. The map alsoc shouws a break in the
uest wall immediately north o+ the fort. This alsoc appears to
signify a street which curved southwards around the fort's
gircular touwer. Today, this can be identified with the
eastern portion of Church Street, and perhaps with the
southern part of Church Avenue. The prasent juntion of Church
Avenue and Church Stret is unlikKely to be original because it
is too far east of the line of the stream, which is culverted
in this area, but can be seen on the north and socuth sides of
the toun. The street plan displays no regularity, a
surprising feature which is difficult +to explain 'in a
plantation touwn of this period. The original marKet place uwas
probably in Main Street in the area betuween the south side of
the street and the fort if one is to judge from the map of
1721 (Feehan 18983, Fig. 12:22). Farm produce wkas s£till
~exposed for sale here on marKet day at the beginning of the
tuentieth century (H. M. Roe, pers. comm. ). The Ppresent
Market Square is of eighteenth century date (Feehan 1933,
3972 but it is clear from the location of the seventeanth
century church cutside the fort that the toun began to expand
westwards in the seventeeth century. Railway Street and the
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western parts of Main and Church Streets probably belong +to
that time. .

‘2. DOMESTIC HOUSES

“The map of c.156@ shows fourteen houses (Pl. 1B6), These
are portrayed as gabled single floor structures with a loft
on the first floor’ all have a central hearth. Nothng remains
of these houses today although some of the narrou lanes
opening southuards from Main §St. have +tall narrow houses
built oever them, parts of which may be of seventeenth century
date.

3. INDUSTRIAL FEATURES

“'Mill

Shoun on the map of c.1560 east of the stream from the fort's
circular tower (Pl. 16>. Its site is occupiaed today by Ranks'
Mills. -

4. THE FORT

- The 'court' or 'mansion' at the Campa built in 1548 (AFM)
markKs the first construction of a fort at Port Lacise, but
precise details of its constructional history are not Knoun.
Henry Wyse is described as captain of the Fort of Leix in
1352 (Morrin 1861, 280>, while in 1569-6 when Francis Coshie
was made constable of the fort, its garrison consisted of
'one porter, one drummer, one ensign, one surgeon and
thirty-nine arquebusiers (1] RDKPRI, 119¢f no. 8189). The +Fort
was captured and burned in 1597 by -Tirrell and Onie M'Rory O
Mordha (AtKinson 1893, 467, 470>, The fort was democl ished by
the Cromuell ians under Hewson and Reynolds in 165@ <(Feehan
19832, 395>. MWithin the fort was a rectangular building
demol ished about 1835 <(0.5. Letters, Laocis, i, 74). it
“received little antiquarian attention but Grose (17391, ii,
pl. oPP. P. 9457 illustrates part of the ramains, probably the
rectangular touwer, as it was in his day.

Description (Pls. 16-17; Fig. 1@)

Situated on rising ground south-west of the Triogue
river:. The groundplan of. the fort is preserved in a map of

c.156@ ¢Pl. 16) and in another of late sixteenth century—

date, -now in Trinity College Dublin (Pl. 177. These plans
show a ractahgular enclosure, described as measuring 1120 by
11!1®@ vyards, with a projecting circular touer at the
north-east corner and a rectangular touwer, described as 17 by
14 yards, at the south-west corner. The only entrance uwas in
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the west wall, and a two-storied range of buildings,
described as 132 yards long, appear in the south of the
enclosure. An external ditch partly +illed with water 1is
shown on the plan of c.156889, This was subsequently backKfilled
and the ouners of properties on Main St., acquired the extra
piece of ground adjolning the wall of the fort. The line of
this ditech is praeserved in the Kink which a number of thessa
allotments have near the fort. Miss Helen M. Roe informs us
that a separate ground rent was paid for this extra stretch
of land.

The remains consist of the north, south and east walls, a
circular tower at the north-east angle, and a portion of the
uwest wall. Sactions are now concealed by later buildings and
are inaccessible. The entrance was in the west wall in the
portion which is now missing and the fort was protected by
two towers, a rectangular example at the south-west angle and
a circular one on the north-east. The rectangular touer is
missing.

The north-uest corner forms the boundary mall of the

Technical School. The gapped lowaer section of +the iall
survives to a height of 2.5 m high and has an external
batter. The north-uest corner is rounded and from here the
wall continues eastwards along Church St. where it forms the
garden wall of two houses. The remainder of +the Church St.
section is betueen 5 and 6 m high but it is punctuated by
entrances. The CIRCULAR TOWER at the north-east angle has an
internal diameter of 8.2 m and walls 1.5 m thick. Internally
two floor ledges are present indicating that the tower was a
three floored structure. The touwer and the eastern section
of the wall adjoining it is incorporated into +the  modern
flour mill. The southern and of the east wall borders Church
Ave. where it has an external hetight of 3 m but the interior
is built-up by landscaped school grounds. The south wall also
borders the school grounds and survives to a height of 3.8 m.
The remaining short sections are present behind the
outbuildings and bacKyards of the houses fronting onto Main
St.

- 3. TOWN DEFENCES

The c.1968 map of Maryborough (P]l, 18) shows that the
small towunship around +the fort was enclosed by a wall
del imiting a rectangualar area. No mural touers or gatehouse
are indicated but tuwo openings in the west wall, immadistely
north and south of the fort, and a probable opening in the
east wall, are shoun. A lease of 1363-71 mentions the ‘gast
gate' of Maryborocugh (11 RDKPRI, 21@: no. 148E). The +touwn's
charter of 1578 empouwered the corporation +to ‘fortify the
borough with ditches and stone walls' which may indicate that
the defences shown in the map of c.1560 were considered
inadequate by then. There ls no definite eavidence, houwever,
for the fortification of Maryborough after 1570.



Description .
4
There are no surviving remains of the defences and it is
difficult to guage their exact route. The east side of +the
towun was bounded by a natural graveal ridge. There is no
obvious boundary on the north where +the ground tends +to
become swampy in the wvicinity of the railway line. The
"eastern boundary of the touwn is probably preserved in the
modern course of the Triogue but it is possible that it may
have extended to the western side of Ridge Road. The scuthern
wall was probably close to the tounland boundary, uWhile the
uestern edge is most likKely praeserved in the line of Railuway
St. and Lyster Lane. The 16th century map shows two openings
in the west wall, which may represent gatehouses. These lay
immediately north and south of the fort controlling entry +to
Main Street and Church Street. There is a similar opening in
the east wall in Bridge Street. An unusual feature depicted
on the map of c.1560 is the presence of an intra-mural walled
enclosure in the socuth-east angle. Its functiocn is unkKnoun,

€. CHURCH (Pl. 18)

In the 15936 plantation of Laois it was ordered that a
church be built in every town within three years <{(0O'Hanlon
and O'Leary 1987-14, i, 438). This may have been the occasion
of the building of the church at Maryborough but the earliest
definite evidence for its existence is a reference to David
Good, vicar of Maryborough, in 1399 (AtKinson 1895, 4@9).

Descripticn

Situated within its ouwun churchyard, uwest of +the fort,
outside the sixteenth century defences. The remains consist
of the west tower and north wall of the nave. The churchyard
is heavily overgroun.

The featureless north wall of the NAVE is 18 m long, 92
cm wide, 3 m high internally and 1.5 m high externally. The
TOWER is a four-floored rectangular structure built of
roughly cocursed mixed stone. No dressed stones are present.
lnternally it measures 5.3 by 5.2 m. The ground floor is
entared through a rectangular opening in the east wall. There
is a high round-arched cocpening in the uWwest wall, now
blocKked-up and forming the back wall of a house in Church St.
There is a blocKed splaved opening in the north wall above
the level cof the entrance. The first floor is markKed
externally by a string course above which the tower is
stepped back slightly. The weathering Ffor the sloping
rocof-line of the nave is wvisible in the east wall and
indicates that the touwer stood slightly north-west of the
church. Internally it is featureless and access would appear
to have been via a ladder. The second floor is also
featureless with the exception of an inserted flat-topped
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window in the east wall. The third floor was the balfry stage
and has round arched windows in each wall.

7. MISCELLANEQUS

0ld cemetery.

On the north side of the road from the modern Cathol ic church
is a disused gravevard uhich overlooks the main Dublin-Cork
road. The date of the cemetery is unkKnowun. It is possible
that it represents a pre-plantation church site, perhaps eveaen
the church of the Newtouwn of Leys.

Ringfort. Ballyroan.
Ploughed out. Two E.S.B. pPoles marK the site which has a new
bungalown placed right beside it.

8. LIST OF STRAY FINOS

‘'l. Polished stone axe. From the ridge. Property of Miss
Mahoney in Laols County Collection (In¥, from Miss Roe).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL FPROBLEMS AND FPOTENTIAL

The Problems

Port Laocise is important +to archaeological research
because it is one of only +touns established in the Irish
midlands during the sixteenth century, the other being at
Daingean in Co., Offaly. It is not clear uwhy this particular
site was chosen as the principal toun of +the new Queen's
County. It is possible as Helen Roe has suggested that the
touwun was sited at the location of +the medieval Newtowun of
LLeys and that this explains the presence of the names Borris
Great and Borris Little on the immediate sast of the toun. If
so, the Port Lacoise may have an unexpected medieval ancestry.

The street pattern of the sixteenth century town is quitea
unusual and difficult to explain. 1t could be due to +the
presence of earlier features, as vet unrecognised. The Fform
of sixteenth and seventeenth century housing within the tounL
remains unkKnoun. Excavation of houses of +this period could’
shed important light on the regions of England from uwhich the
initlial settlers -came. It would also be important to
determine if it is similar <to the housing o+ the Ulster
Plantation or. different from it.

Substantial parts of the Fort's defences are intact and
the foundations of its internal buildings are also liKely +to
survive beneath ground level. Apart from the outline of a
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rectangular structure on the sixteenth century maps nothing
is Knouwn of the internal layout of this fort or of how it
fared during the sasventeenth century wars. Excavation is
likely to reveal not only information regarding the
arrangement of buildings within the fort but alsoc evidence on
alterations or new defences constructed in the seventeenth
century.,

The course of the toun defences is vary speculative and
the outline suggestad above needs to be tested by excavation
in order to determine whether it is correct or not. The
possiblility that mural touers and gatehouses were Ppresent
needs to be borne in mind as does the likelihood that the
defences uwere strengthened by the addition of earthen
ramparts in the seventeenth century. Excavation is 1likKely o
reveal traces of these because evean if the wall has been
removed it is liKely that a ditch would survive intact.

The old cemetery immediately east of +the sixteenth
century town is an unusual feature and may represent the
remains of an earlier settlement. Excavation within its
vicinity would be particularly important because it would
determine whether Port Lacise is the site of the MNeuwtown of
Le¥s or not.

Archaeological Potential

Archaeology does not consist solely of excavation nor
does it stop at ground level. The archaeoglogical evidence for
Port Lacise's past comprises all +the physical remains of
man's activities on the site of the town, from the sixteenth
century until the present day. The surviving street pattern.,
Property boundaries and standing buildings constitute the
uppermost levels of the archaeclogical stratigraphy., and all
are relevant to the study of the touwn's past. Documentary
evidence also plays a role in reconstructing the history of
early Port Laoise, but for the wide range of human activity
omitted from the uritten accounts and for the early periods

‘when documentation is sl ight archaeology is our only sourca

of information. The evidence of archaeoclogy and topograrhy.,
of architecture and of documents, is complementary’; each
gains from the existence of the others and the unrecorded
destruction of one form of evidence not only removes part of
a toun's archive but also diminishes the usefullness of those
which are preserved.

The survey of its archaeology indicates that the toun is
particularly important as an example of a sixteenth century
plantation. The only standing buildings of pre-17908 date are
the Fort and the ruined Frotestant Church. With these
exceptions the destruction of buildings above ground has been
total, but the street pattern of the sixteenth century toun
is largely intact and archaeolagical deposits are liKely to
survive behind the street frontages.




ARCHAEDOLOGY, PLANMNING AND DEVELOPMENT

It is evident from the foregoing that archaeclogy is an
important means of learning about Fort Laoise's past and of
understanding the character and detailed form o¢f the toun
today. This is more than just an academic Ppursuit because
without an appreciation of the factors which have shaped Port

- Lacise's present character, staps taKen to conserve that
character will not bae wholly effective, or uworse, features
basic to its unique identity may be unwittingly destroved.

The protection of buried archaeclogical evidence presents
* serious problems for not only is there the pressure of
redevelopment and the high value of urban properties uwith
which to contend, but +the sites <themselves are often
difficult to define or evaluate; their full archaeclogical
potential may cnly become apparent when an excavation is
undertaken in advance of development or by observations made
while development is in progress. It is crucial, therefore,
that a concerted effort should be made to safeguard its
archaeological heritage and that adequate provision is made
for investigation in advance of any redevelopment,. This is
best achieved by maKing +the realisation of Port Laocise's
archaeological potential one of the objectives of its
development plan. The o¢objective may then be achieved by
Judicious use of planning constraints and by conditions
attached to planning consents.

Area of Archaeolegical Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanving map <C(Fig. 9>
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modearn
Port Laoise. This comprises the suggested walled area of the
sixteenth century town, the area west of this around Church
Street and Main Street where development occurred in the
seventeenth century and an area outside the proposed uall
line, in the event that the encloded area uwas larger than
that proposed above. Within this area the main disturbance to
archaeological deposits has occurred along the street front
as a result of the rebuilding of housaes here in the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Elsewhere, however,
deposits are likKkely to survive and there is the strong
liKkel ihood of recovering house Ffoundations, refuse pitg!
industrial areas, and uworKshops of sixteenth and seaventeenth
century date.
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Fig. 2. Ballinakill: Zone of archaeological potential.
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Fig. 4. Dunamase: Zone of archaeological potential.
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Fig. 8. Portarlington: Zone of archaeological potential.



Fig. 9. Portlaoise: Zone of archaeological potential.






PI. 1. Ballinakill Castle: north gable from south-west c. 1890.



Pl. 2. Ballinakill Castle: north gable from south c. 1915.



PI. 3. Ballinakill Castle: possible bawn gate from south.




Pl. 4. Ballinakill: Font in St. Birigd's churchyard.



























PI. 13. Killabban: St. Abban's church, from south-west.



Pl. 14. Killabban: St. Abban's church: 15th century door jamb decorated
with human figure.



Pl. 15. Portarlington: effigy of Robert Hartpole, 1594.
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Pl. 17. Portlaocise: The plot of the forte of Mareibroughe, late sixteenth century

(Trinity College Dublin: Ms. 1209, 10).




Pl. 18. Portlacise: C. of. I. Church: west tower from east
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