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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

Towns pose one of ±he 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 mos±
complex form of hunch settlement that we Know of. 0eep
archaeological deposits have accumulated in most towns as a
result of the long period of occupation and, accordingly,
towns are among the most impor±ant areas of our heritage.
However, towns are also the homes of modern communities, and
are the centres of present-day business, industry and
cultural life. The requirements of modern life have brought
considerable ¯ change to many ±owns with extensive road
widening, building schemes, housing es±a±es and industrial
development. The demolition of buildings and the digging of
deep foundations have brought about irrevocable change in the
appearance of towns, and change, in this century, means more
thorough destruction ±hart anything that has gone before. The
problem for archaeology is not one of preservation, although
±his may be des ire able, but of recording standing buildings
and archaeological levels before they are des±toyed. The
unfortunate truth is that what is not recorded now has little
chance of ever being recorded later.

By its nature archaeology is concerned wi±h the past of
ordinary people. The fragmentary building remains, pottery
sherds and scraps of worked 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
wha~ people who were alive at the time have observed
themselves or heard related. Archaeological data, however,
can tell us a great deal about the everyday life of ordinary
people and the quality of that life in terms of the
technological and economic resources of the par±icular time
and place in question.

Urban archaeology may be defined as the study of the
evolution and changing character of urban communities from
their earliest origins until modern times~ more especially it
is concerned with the reconstruction of the natural and human
environment within which and as part of which human actions
take place. A methodical definition such as this, however,
should not obscure the fact that urban archaeology is
fundamentally concerned with the past of ordinary citizens,

with the form of their houses and streets, with the business
of their markets and workshops, wi~h the style and
arrangement of their churches, with health and disease, with
the vat iety of cultural, tel igous and economic act iv ity~ in
short, it is concerned with the life and death of communities
ancestral to our own.
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Development of Urban Archaeology

For long the study of the urban past has largely been the
preserve of historians, sociologists and geographers 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 have
archaeological deposits. This stems in part from the
incomprehension of the ordinary man-in-the-street that a town
which is lived-in can have archaeological deposts at all:
purely because it is lived in, one tends to think that
everything of past ages, unless it is visibly st ending has
been swept away. In part it also stern~ from the fact that the
construction on a large scale of buildings requiring deep
foundations has only occurred recently, and it is only as a
consequence that archaeological deposi±s have come to light.
It is also due to the fact that, in previous cen±uries,
arcKaeolog ical methods and techniques were not advanced
enough to take advantage of opportunities even if they did
arise. Until relatively modern times the buildings of one
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,
considerable depths of archaeological deposits have
accumulated.

It was at Novgorod in Russia that the potential of urban
archaeology was firs± revealed. There, organic remains were
found in large quantities and it became possible 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 
England and Germany it became apparent that the rich
archaeological material in towns was not just a side-light on
urban life but it could contribute greatly to our
understanding of the archaeology of entire periods and
reg ions. In Ireland ±he first sc tent ific excavat ions were
commenced at Dublin Castle in 1961 and excavations were to
continue in Dublin for the next ~wenty years. The interest
aroused by the High S±ree± and, later, the Wood Quay’
excavations was widespread and it created an interest in the
archaeology of other toWnSm TO date, excavations have taken
place in some twenty-six Irish towns.

Urban s i±es are i r~oortant ±o the archaeologist for a
number of reasons. Firstly, in all towns archaeological
deposits form the earliest archive. Only a handful of Irish
towns are referred to prior to 1288 AO and it is only during
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries that references
become anyway common. Yet the urban life of many towns has
continued unbroken since the ±welf±h or early thirteenth
century, while ±he origins of others lie in ~he ViKing, Early
Christian and Prehistoric periods. Even when references occur
they rarely throw much light on daily life and tend to be
more concerned wi~h political and administrative events.
Indeed, most individual proper±ies within towns have no
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documenta± ion rela±ing directly to them until the

late-seventeenth or early-eighteenth century. To all intents

and purposes, then, individual sites within towns n~y have
remained completely prehistoric, in so far as they have no

documentation," until the seventeenth century or later.

Accordingly, archaeologlcal excavation is important if one is

to gain any Knowledge of the initial period of a town’s

foundation or of how a par±icular area evolved and was used.

stratigraphy than any other type of archaeological site.

S±ratified deposits are i r~oortant because they preserve the

sequence of developments on a particular site and the wealth

of finds associated with urban sites means that it is usually

possible to date both structures and layers 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 happened to the towns within it. Each

town is a unique expression of the history of its area and

the destruction of its archaeology would leave an
irreplaceable gap in Knowledge of the evolution of the

reg ion.

The recovery of this information is threatened, however,
by the increasing redevelopment and gradual expansion of our

cities and towns. It is very difficult to foresee the effects

of this redevelopment when the extent of archaeological

deposits is generally not Known to the Planning Authority and

it has happened in the past that the archaeological

significance of a site has only become apparent when building

work 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 realised.

Purpose and Aim of the Present Survey

The Urban Archaeology Survey was established with monies

allocated for the purpose by the Minister for Finance in
I~82. Its purpose was to comPile a corpus of archaeological

information on Ireland’s towns and to present it in such a

way that it could be used effectively by the archaeologis±,
urban planner, property developer, or interested layman. In

this regard the survey has been guided by a submission on

urban archaeology prepared by the Royal Irish Academy which

recommended that the report should have four aims~

1. "To evaluate critically the archaeological potential, both

above and below ground of the lis±ed townsu.

2. "To emphasise areas where the archaeological deposits
could be preserved by the judicious use of new building

1--- -- -- ----- - 
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3. "To assess the level of destruction of the original

rural archaeological sites "

The chronological cut-off point beyond which material would

not be included was 17~ AD.

The identification of sites which were urban centres
before 178~ R0’ is not without difficulties. In many cases
such an ~dentification is dependent on the’ survival of

documentary evidence. However, it was felt that it was better

to follow the existing work of Graham (1977) and Martin

(1981) ra±her 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 17~8 AD.

In the reports the material is presented as follows: the

situation of the site is outl Ined and a brief account of its
archaeological and historica! background is provided. This is ,

followed by an archaeological inventory which endeavours to

catalogue both extant sites and those which are Known from

documentary sources. Although the amount of information on

each town may vary the catalogue follows the same format for

each entry, firstly detailing the information on streets and

street pattern, and following this with an account of the
domestic buildings, market places and economic features such

as quays and industrial areas. The seigneurial castle and
town defences are described next together with the religious

bui!dings of the town. The evidence for suburbs and act ivity
outside the walls is then outlined and the inventory

concludes with a summary of the archaeological excavations
and a list of the stray finds. The inventory is followed by

an assessment of the archaeological potential of the ~ite.

--------- ------- 
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INTRODUCTION TO CO. LON~IFORD

The urban network which characterises ±he modern county

was formed during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries

but many of the towns founded at that time were established

on sites that were already old centres of settlement. Granard

is the oldest of Longford’s towns. It began as a monastic

site in Early Historic times and was developed into a borough

by the Anglo-Normans in ~he ±hirteenth century. The

Anglo-Normans were the principal town founders in medieva!

Ireland but they "founded no towns in Longford. They

established three boroughs, however, at Granard, Lanesborough

(then Athleague) and Lissardowlan. These boroughs were

settlements which had the legal privileges of towns but the
functions of large villages. There may have been others but

the his±orical document at ion is lacking and we singly do ¯ not
Know. The fourteenth century was a period of economic decline

in Ireland and this was particularly apparent in Anglo-h~orm~n

Longford exposed as it was to attacks from the native Irish.

A±hleague, Granard and Lissardowlan declined during the late

fifteenth- and early sixteenth- centuries and were abandoned

by their Anglo-Norman burgesses.

The fifteenth century witnessed an important development,

however, the emergence of native Irish market centres at

Dranard and Longford, both residences of the 0 " Fearghaills,

taoiseachs of ~nghaile. The exact function of these n~rKe±

centres is unknown but the presence of a castle, market and

Dominican monastery at Longford Would sugges± that they had

the elements of urban centres. The importance of Longford can

further be guaged from the fact that it gave its name to the

county when it was shired in 1571.

New settlers began to arrive introduced to Longford

during the late sixteenth century but more particularly in

the years after ISI~ when the county was systematically

planted. The seventeenth century, despite its wars, was a

were establ ished ~ Bal I Inalee (St. Johnstown ) in IBIS 

Oliver St. John, Lord Grandison; Granard and Longford itself

by the ~ungiers during the 1B2B’s, Lanesborough, by Sir

George Lane in 1884. New estate villages such as New±oun

Forbes, established by Sir Arthur Forbes in 1818, were also

formed. The Williami±e settlement consolidated this pattern

and during the eighteenth century landlord villages such as

Ballymahon, Edgeworthstown and Keenagh were developed, while

the construction of the Royal Canal generated industrial

villages such as Cloondara (Richmond Harbour).

This report is concerned with the five sites which had
urban functions prior ±o 17Be A.D. These are the Anglo-Nerman

boroughs of Qthleague (Lanesborough), Granard and

---------------------- 
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Lissardowlan and ±he seven±een±h century towns of Ballinalee
and Longford (Fig. 1). The-report provides an accoun± the
archaeological remains at each o~ these sites and an
assessment of the town or borough’s importance to
archaeological research. It outlines the areas within the
towns where archaeological deposits are likely to survive and
highlights the potential o~ these sites to increase our
Knowledge o~ the development of urban li~e in Ireland.
Fin ally, recommendations are made as to ho~ this potential
can be best realised. Each ±o~n is provided with a map
outlining its zone of archaeological potential in which the
~ollowing colour code is used:

PinK: the zone of archaeological potential.
Red: extant archaeological monuments.
Purple: si±es o~ Known monuments,

Lissardowlan is no~ deserted, Ballinalee has shrunk in
importance, but ~ranard, Lanesborough and Longford are
expanding towns ripe ~or urban redevelopment in the near
future. Uncontrolled redevelopment at any of these sites will
destroy the fragile archaeological heritage of Long~ord’s
towns and it is the hope of this report that the recommended
steps will be taken in order to ensure that urban development
and archaeological research may go forward together hand in
hand.
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Lissardoulan and the seventeenth century towns of Ballinalee 
and Longford (Fig. 1), The report proides an account of the 
archaeological remains at each of these sites and an 
assessment of the ton or borough's importance to 
archaeological research. It outlines the areas ithin the 
tons here archaeological deposits are likely to surie and 
highlights the potential of these sites to increase our 
Knowledge of the development of urban life in Ireland. 
Finally, recommendations are made as to ho this potential 
can be best realised. Each town is provided ith a ma 
outlining its zone of archaeological potential in uhich the 
following colour code is used± 

Pint the zone of archaeological potential. 
Red: extant archaeological monuments. 
Purple sites of non monuments. 

Lissardolan is no deserted, Ballinalee has shrunk in 
importance, but Granard, Lanesborough and Longford are 
expanding towns ripe for urban redevelopment in the near 
future. Uncontrolled redevelopment at any of these sites ill 
destroy the fragile archaeological heritage of Longford's 
tons and it is the hope of this report that the recommended 
steps ill be taKen in order to ensure that urban development 
and archaeological research may go forard together hand in 
hand. 



BRLL IN, LEE

Ballinalee is a small village on ±he river Camlin, a

±ribu±ary of ±he Shannon, along the road be±ween Longford and

Granard in north-central County Longford. The name Beal A~ha

na Lao means the mouth of the ford of the calves.

According ±o NacNamee (1954, B3B) the se±±lemen± was

es±ablished in 1BIB at the initiative of Oliver St. John,

Lord Grandison, from whom i± received the name S~. Johnsown.
There is no evidence for any significant settlemen~ on the

site prior to tha~ da±e. In IB27-38 eighty-six acres of land

were granted by Charles I to Walter LecKy and others and
incorporated as ±he "Borough and Town of St. Johnstown n, a

borough which elected two members of parliamen± until the Act

of Union in 1BBB (Lewis 1837, ii, 31).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. STREET P~TTERN

B. ST~ JOHN’S CHURCH

3. OTHER FEATURES

1. STREET PATTERN

The street pat±ern is linear s±re~ching from Ballinalee
bridge on the north ±o St. John’s Church, on the sou±h.

~Imos~ midway along this axis there is a cross-roads wi~h ±he

Court House at one corner and here the street expands to form
a small market place.

2. ST JOHN’S CHURCH

An eigh±een~h century building situated on the sou~h side

of the village. There are no pre-178B monumen±s and the

building lacks any early features apar~ from a crudely

constructed basal course which may denote the foundations of

an earlier building.

3. OTHER FEATURES

Bully’s ~cre Graveyard

Ringfor±. Cavan Td.

BALL INLEE 

Ballinalee is a small village on the river Camlin, a 
tributary of the Shannon, along the road between Longford and 
Granard in north-central County Longford. The name Beal ntha 
ha Lao means the mouth of the ford of the calves, 

ccording to MacNamee 
established in 1618 at the 

( 1954, 230) the settlement as 
initiative of Oliver St. John, 

Lord Grandison, from whom it received the name St. Johnsown, 
There is no eidence for any significant settlement on the 
site prior to that date. In 1627-3@ eighty-six acres of land 
ere granted by Charles I to Walter Lecy and others and 
incorporated as the "Borough and Ton of St. Johnston", a 
borough uuhich elected tuo members of parliament until the ct 
of Union in 1800 (Leis 1837, ii, 31), 

hRCHEOLOG ICL INWENTORY 

1. STREET PATTERN 
2. ST. JOHN'S CHURCH 
3. OTHER FEATURES 

I. STREET PATTERN 

The street pattern is linear stretching from Ball inalee 
bridge on the north to St, John's Church, on the south. 
lmost midway along this axis there is a cross-roads uith the 
Court House at one corner and here the street expands to form 
a small marKet place. 

• ST JOHN'S CHURCH 

n eighteenth century building situated on the south side 
of the illage. There are no pre-170 monuments and the 
building lacs any early features apart from a crudely 
constructed basal course uhich may denote the foundations of 
an earlier building. 

3. OTHER FEATURES 

Bully's cre Graeyard 
Very overgrown. No early monuments were 'noted. 

Ringfort. Cavan Td. 



Situated on fairly high ground about SB8 m due west of St.
John’s Church. Circular. Bouble bank and ditch. Affording an

extensive view to the north-west. There is a slope from west

to east internally and the internal bank has a max. height of

I m. Internal diameter: 4S m E-W by 42 m N-S. Oepth of ditch:

3 m. Max. width of ditch: 4 m. The external bank has traces

of a stone ~evetment and is c. 1.58m high and 5.5~m wide on
the north. There entrance appears to have been on the east

side where the inner bank is broken down. A low stone built
wall, 4 m long and S~ cm high, juts out at right angles from

the external bank at this point. This may be the remnant of a

modern field dence. The perimeter of the fort has been

planted with tree~.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS AND POTENTIAL

Ball inalee is an example of a seventeenth century
plantation borough. There is no evidence of pre-seventeen±h

century activity and its importance for archaeological
research is that the site represents a foundation on virgin

soil. Following the normal course of seventeenth century

layout it is to be expected that its plan was s±raigh±forward

with houses fronting the street and plots of ground

stretching to the town boundary behind. Accordingly the

street frontages are likely to be the most rewarding sites

archaeologically and regretably it is here, in the process of

rebuilding, that most archaeological destruction has

occurred. Excavations in other seventeenth century"
settlements, such as Belfast, Coleraine and Berry, however,

has shown that the area behind the houses was frequently used

for the disposal of rubbish and it is likely that refuse
pits, wells and outhouse foundations are preserved. The

borough boundary isintact as a property line on the entire

west side and most of the east side of Ballinalee. In the
seventeenth century this may have been fortified and

excavation may show the remains of an earthen far,o art and
fosse, similar to that Known from cartographical evidence at

other towns of this period. Apart from the street frontages

there is ii±tle evidence for disturbance and it is likely
that archaeological deposits are i~tact over a large area of

the site.

Little is Known about the site from documentary sources

and in the future archaeological excavation is likely to be

the principal means by which additional Knowledge of

Ballinalee’s history is obtained. The borough is not under

direct threat from commercial development at present but the

threat from privete development should not be underestimated.

Area of Archaeological Potential

"rhe shaded portion of the accort~oanying map (Fig. 2)
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are presered, 7he 
line on the entire 
Ballinalee. In the 

pits, wells and outhouse foundations 
borough boundary is intact as a property 
west side and most of the east side of 

rea of Archaeological Potential 

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 2) 

Little is Known about the site from documentary sources 
and in the future archaeological excavation is liKely to be 
the principal means by which additional Knouledge of 
Ballinalee's history is obtained. The borough is not under 
direct threat from commercial development at present but the 
threat from priate development should not be underestimated. 

Ball inalee is an example of a seventeenth century 
plantation borough. There is no eidence of pre-seventeenth 
century actiity and its importance for archaeological 
research is that the site represents a foundation on virgin 
soil. Follouing the normal course of seventeenth century 
layout it is to be expected that its plan was straightforward 
uith houses fronting the street and plots of ground 
stretching to the toun boundary behind. accordingly the 
street frontages are likely to be the most reuarding sites 
archaeologically and regretably it is here, in the process of 
rebuilding, that most archaeological destruction has 
occurred. Excaations in other seventeenth century 
settlements, such as Belfast, Coleraine and Derry, however, 
has shoun that the area behind the houses was frequently used 
for the disposal of rubbish and it is likely that refuse 

Situated on fairly high ground about 60@ m due est of St. 
John's Church. Circular, Double ban and ditch. ffording an 
extensive ieu to the north-west, There is a slope from west 
to east internally and the internal ban has a max, height of 
1 m. Internal diameter: 46 m E-ll by 42 m N-S. Depth of ditch: 
3 m. Max. width of ditch: 4 m. The external ban has traces 
of a stone revetment and is c. 1.5@m high and 5.5@m ide on 
the north. There entrance appears to have been on the east 
side uhere the inner ban is broken don, lo stone built 
wall, m long and 6 cm high, juts out at right angles from 
the external ban at this point, This may be the remnant of a 
modern field dence. The perimeter of the fort has been 
planted uith trees. 

seventeenth century this may hae been fortified and 
excaation may shou the remains of an earthen rampart and 
fosse, similar to that Known from cartographical eidence at 
other towns of this period. part from the street frontages 
there is little evidence for disturbance and it is likely 
that archaeological deposits are intact over a large area of 
the site. 



delimits ~he area o~ archaeological po±en±ial wi±hin modern

Ballinalee. This sho~s ~he expert± o÷ ±he seventeen±h century

to~n toge±her with a small area on the north side of the

bridge where se±tlement may also have ex~ended. The shaded

area has been continued outside the town boundary in order to

allo~ for a possible fosse. In ~he absence of archaeological
excavations nothing can be said depth of arc~aeolog ical

deposits.

delimits the area of archaeological potential 
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ithin modern 
Ballinalee. This shows the extent of the seventeenth 
town together ith a small area on the north side 

century 
of the 

bridge where settlement may also hae extended. The shaded 
area has been continued outside the toun boundary in order to 
allou for a Possible fosse. In the absence of archaeological 
excaations nothing can be said depth of archaeological 
deposits, 



Granard is a small ±own in the north-east of ±he county,
about 13 Klm from Longford, on the road between
Edgeworthstown and Cavan. The origin and meaning of the
placename is unknown. MacN~mee ( 1354, $45-S) has dismissed
the traditional explanations ( "the ugly height", "height of
±he sun ") by pointing out that the original form of the name
was ’Sraneret’, although ’Sranard’ has probably been in use
since the ninth century.

record battles here in 23S and 478. It is associated from the
seventh century with St. Patrick who is recorded by Tireachan
and the author of the Tripartite Life (written c.3~8) 
having established a church under 8uasach± (MacNamee I854,
34-41). This developed into a monastic site which appears to
have continued into at least the ninth century (MacNamee
I854, 87-8~ Gwynn and HadcocK I87~, 38S). The death of
Fiachra, probably abbot of 8ranard is recorded i~ ~U sub 783

(=77~). In 18B3 8ranard is mentioned in a list of territories
and churches burned by Oiarmait Mac Mael na mBo.

~fter the coming of the Normans the district around
Granard was granted by Hugh de Lacy to Richard de Tuit (Orpen
1311-2~, ii, 83). In 1138 de Tuit built a castle at ~ranard
and King Johnstayed there in 1218 (Orpen I~11-~8, ii, ~82).
The borough may have been established shortly after the
foundation of the moire but the earliest direct reference to
its existence is a late fourteenth century reference to the
burgage lands of the rill of Granard (Otway-Ruthven IGBBb,
411 n.51). In 1215 the castle was listed among those returned
to Walter de Lacy after Richard de Tui±’s death in 1211

(Gweetman I875-8S, i, No. ~IG). On the death of Walter 
Lacy in 1241Granard passed to Geoffrey de Geneville through
his wife Matilda, one of Walter’s heiresses (Otway-Ruthven
1GSGb, 41~-11). In 13~8 de ~eneville surrendered his lands in
Meath to his grandaughter Joan, wife of Roger de l~ortimer.
8ranard was evidently included in this grant because in 1348
Joan de Mortimer, countess of March, was licensed to grant
the castle and manor to Roger de Mortimer (Mills IG~5, 48).
Whether ~he Mortimers retained effective control of ~ranard
at this date or not, however, is uncertain. The ~nglo-Norman
hold on county Long~ord weakened during the fourteenth
century as a result of the upheavals ~ollowing the Bruce
invasion, ~he lack of male heirs among the de Verdons, the
principal land-holding family, and the administration of the
±erritory by absentee lords. There are conflicting traditions
as to whether 8ranard itself was burnt by Edward Bruce in

1315 or not but it is evident that it declined during the

fourteenth century (MacMamee I854, G48~ Otway-Ruthven 13S8b,

414).

When 8ranard is next heard of it is in Irish hands. In
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GRNRD 

Gr anard is a small toun in the north-east o¢ the county, 
about 19 lm from Longford, on the road between 
Edgeworthstown and Caan, The origin and meaning of the 
placename is unnoun, MacNamee 1954, 645-6) has dismissed 
the traditional explanations ("the ugly height", "height o¢ 
the sun") by pointing out that the original form of the name 
was 'Graneret', although 'Granard' has probably been in use 
since the ninth century. 

n number of early references to Granard are Knon. AF 
record battles here in 236 and 476, It is associated from the 
seenth century uith St. Patric uho is recorded by Tireachan 
and the author of the Tripartite Life Kuritten c.90) as 
haing established a church under Guasacht (MacNamee 1954, 
34-41. This deeloped into a monastic site uuhich appears to 
have continued into at least the ninth century (MacNamee 
1954, 97-3; Gwynn and Hadcock 1970, 386). The death of 
Fiachra, probably abbot of Granard is recorded in nu sub 769 
( =77). In 1069 Granard is mentioned in a list of territories 
and churches burned by Diarmait Mac Mael na mBo 

nfter the coming of the Normans the district around 
Granard as granted by Hugh de Lacy to Richard de Tuit (Orpen 
19311-20, ii, 83. In 1198 de Tuit built a castle at Granard 
and King John stayed there in 1210 (Orpen 1911-20, ii, 26, 
The borough may have been established shortly after the 
foundation of the motte but the earliest direct reference to 
its existence is a late fourteenth century reference to the 
burgage lands of the ill of Granard (Otuay-Ruthven 1968b, 
411 n.51. In 1215 the castle as listed among those returned 
to lalter de Lacy after Richard de Tuit's death in 12l1 
(Sweetman 1875-86, i, No. 612. On the death of Walter de 
Lacy in 121 Granard passed to Geoffrey de Geneuille through 
his uife Matilda, one of lalter's heiresses (Otuay-Ruthen 
1368b, 410-11). In 1308 de Geneille surrendered his lands in 
Meath to his grandaughter Joan, uife of Roger de Mortimer. 
Granard as evidently included in this grant because in 1348 
Joan de Plortimer, countess of March, was licensed to grant 
the castle and manor to Roger de Mortimer (Mills 1905, 49), 
hether the Mortimers retained effective control of Granard 
at this date or not, however, is uncertain, The nglo-Norman 
hold on county Longford weakened during the fourteenth 
century as a result of the upheavals following the Bruce 
invasion, the lac of male heirs among the de Verdons, the 
principal land-holding family, and the administration of the 
territory by absentee lords. There are conflicting traditions 
as to uhether Granard itself was burnt by Eduard Bruce in 
1315 or not but it is evident that it declined during the 
fourteenth century (tMacNamee 1954, 648; Otay-Ruthven 1968b, 
41). 

then Granard is next heard of it is in Irish hands. In 



14~5 Uilliam 0 Fearghail built a castle there (0 hlnnse IG47,
175) but this was captured by the English in 142~ and when
they abandoned it Uilliam had it demolished ÷or fear that it
might be reoccupied (A.Conn). The 0 Fearghaills used Oranard
as an inauguration site and during the later fourteenth
century a market developed here. In 1475 Sean 0 Fearghail,
taoiseach of Anghaile, died at Granard shortly after his
inauguration (A. Conn.). In 147G-G~ the Irish parliament
enacted a statute forbidding English merchants from having
contact with the market recently set up by the Irish at
Granard because it was damaging the English markets of Neath
(Morrissey 1G35, GIG-21).

Evidently the district around Granard was still in Irish
hands at the Dissolution in 1548 because the jurors appointed
to maKe an extent of the Cistercian monastery at Abbeylara
could not approach it "for fear of the Irish ~ (White 1543,

’280-I). English control seems to have been established by
1588, however, when the site of the manor of Granard was
leased to Roger Radford by the crown (15 Rep. Oeputy Keeper
Public Records Ireland, IS5: No. 4504). In 15G3 the manor,
castle and parsonage of Granard, which had been recovered
from the 0 Fearghaills, were leased to Francis Shane (Morrin
1852, 251). Granard was wasted during the Nine Years War but
in IS~G the manor and castle were granted to Shane together
with a weekly marKet and two annual fairs (ErcK IG45-52,
4GG-50~). In ISiB and 152~ Sir Francis Aungier recieved
grants of a market and two fairs there (Irish Record Comm.

IG3~, 34G, 452). Lewis (I~37, i, SSG) records that in 1578
Granard was given the right to return two members to
parliament.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. OESERTEO BOROUGH EARTHWORKS
MOTTE ANO BAILEY CASTLE

3. PARISH CHURCH OF ST. MFIRY AND ST. PATRICK
4. ST. PATRICK~G HOSPITAL
5. THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY TOWN
5. MONUMENTS IN THE VICINITY
7. LIST OF STRAY FINOS

1. OESERTEO BOROUGH EARTHWORKS

The medieval 6orough of Orchard ~as situated about I Klm

south-west of the modern town in GranardKill Td. It is
represented today by a series of earthworks in a
sub-triangular field north of the graveyard. The field is
flat on the south but it slopes sharply away to the north.
The principal feature is a sunken way running through the
earthworKs from east to west.
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105 Uilliam O Fearghail built a castle there (O hInnse 1947, 
175 but this was captured by the English in 120 and when 
they abandoned it Uilliam had it demolished for fear that it 
might be reoccupied (n.Conn), The O Fearshaills used Granard 
as an inauguration site and during the later fourteenth 
century a marKet deeloped here, In 1475 Sean O Fearghail, 
taoiseach of nghaile, died at Granard shortly after his 
inauguration (n, Conn., In 179-80 the Irish parliament 
enacted a statute forbidding English merchants from having 
contact with the marKet recently set up by the Irish at 
Granard because it was damaging the English marKets of Meath 
< Morrissey 1939, 819-21, 

Eidently the district around Granard as still in Irish 
hands at the Dissolution in 154 because the jurors appointed 
to maKe an extent of the Cistercian monastery at nbbeylara 
could not approach it "for fear of the Irish" (White 1943, 
280-1). English control seems to hae been established by 
1586, howeer, uhen the site of the manor of Granard as 
leased to Roger Radford by the crown (15 Rep. Deputy Keeper 
Public Records Ireland, 165: No, 4490. In 1593 the manor, 
castle and parsonage of Granard, uhich had been recoered 
from the O Fearghaills, were leased to Francis Shane Morr in 
1862, 251). Granard was wasted during the Nine Years lar but 
in 168 the manor and castle were granted to Shane together 

ith a weeKly marKet and to annual fairs ErcK 1846-52, 
499-500). In 1618 and 1620 Sir Francis hungier recieed 
grants of a marKet and two fairs there Irish Record Comm. 
1830, 349, 452. Lewis ( 1837, i, 669) records that in 1678 

Granard was gien the right to return to members to 
parliament. 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY 

1. DESERTED BOROUGH ERTHJORKS 
e. MOTTE AND BILEY CASTLE 
3. PARISH CHURCH OF ST. MORY AND ST. PATRICK 
• ST. PATRICK'S HOSPITAL 
5. THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY TOWN 
6. MONUMENTS IN THE VICINITY .., 
' . LIST OF STRAY FINDS 

I. DESERTED BOROUGH EARTHWORKS 

The medieval borough of Granard as situated about 1 Im 
south-est of the modern ton in GranardKil1 Td. It is 
represented today by a series of earthuorKs in a 
sub-triangular field north of the graveyard. The field is 
flat on the south but it slopes sharply away to the north. 
me principal feature is a sunken way running through the 
earthorKs from east to west. 



About halfway along the roadway are three small

rectangular platforms. These are delimited by low banks 3D-5~

cm high and SD cm wide. The enclosed area averages 3.5 by 2.5

m in each case.

South of the roadway are three concentrations of

earthworks. The easternmost is a sub-rectangular enclosed

area having some low internal ridges~ the enclosing bank is 2

m wide and 5D-SD cm high. The middle concentration consists

of a series of banks which do not form any coherent pattern.

The westernmost concentration is composed of two overlapping
sub-rectangular enclosures which are not contemporary.

North of the sunken way are four concentrations of

earthworks, three of which flank the roadway, and the fourth

is located further to the north. The westernmost consists of
a triangular area with two rectangular enclosures forming its

east side. The southern of these rectangular enclosures is

the larger of the two. The bank d~limiting the triangular

enclosure is up to I m high in places. The banks on the west

side of the tee±angular enclosures are 28-4D cm high and 1.5

m wide on average. The central concentration consists of a

squat D-shaped earthwork enclosing two rectangular features

whose walls consist of collapsed stone. These are the most
prominent earthworks in the field. The easternmost

concentration is located on the brow-of the hill. It consists
of three sides of a sub-rectanglar enclosure with low banks

58cm high and 1.5 m wide. There is. a large boulder in the

centre of th-is earthworK. Rdjoining it to the south is a

curving banK, which may represent another enclosure. ~qne
fourth concentration is located north of previous three

concentrations, on the crest of the ridge where it begins to

slope to the north. It is separated from the previously

described enclosures by an open linear space, perhaps a lane

or street. The remains consist of a small triangular

enclosure in the north-west corner of the field. This is
del imited by banks, 58-188 cm high and 1 m wide, which have a
stone core. East of th is are traces of three large

submrectangular enclosures. The westernmost example is the

most cor~lete having an entrance in its west wall. Adjoining
these, on the south, are three smaller rectangular

enclosures. South of the triangular earthwork is a banK,

running north-south, which may delimit a line of approach to
the complete rectangular earthworK.

~est of .the main concentration of earthworks and beside

the road, immediately north of the site of the R.C. chapel,

is a raised rectangular platform.

~. NOTTE AND BAILEY CASTLE

Situated on top of a hill at the south-west end of the
town, this is to be identified as the castle built by Richard

de Tult in 1199 (ALC, AI). It was the centre of a manor which
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bout halfway along the roaduuay are three small 
rectangular Platforms, These are delimited by low banKs 30-50 
cm high and 80 cm uide. The enclosed area averages 3.5 by 2.5 
m in each case, 

South of the roadway 
earthuorKs. The easternmost 
area haing some low internal 
m wide and 50-80 cm high. The 

are three 
is a sub-rectangular 
ridges; the enclosing 
middle concentration 

of 
enclosed 

ban is e 
consists 

concentrations 

of a series of banKs which do not form any coherent pattern. 
The westernmost concentration is composed of tuo overlapping 
sub-rectangular enclosures uhich are not contemporary. 

North of the sunken May are 
earthorKs, three of which flan the 
is located further to the north. The 

four concentrations of 
roadway, and the fourth 
Westernmost consists of 

a triangular area ith two rectangular enclosures forming its 
east side. The southern of these rectangular enclosures is 
the larger of the to, The ban delimiting the triangular 
enclosure is up to I m high in places, The banKs on the west 
side of the rectangular enclosures are e-40 cm high and 1.5 
m wide on average, The central concentration consists of a 
squat D-shaped earthuorK enclosing to rectangular features 
hose walls consist of collapsed stone. These are the most 
prominent earthworKs in the field. The easternmost 
concentration is located on the bro of the hill. It consists 
of three sides of a sub-rectanglar enclosure uith lou bans 
5@cm high and 1.5 m uide. There is.a large boulder in the 
centre of this earthuorK, Adjoining it to the south is a 
curing banK, which may represent another enclosure. The 
fourth concentration is located north of prefous three 
concentrations, on the crest of the ridge uhere it begins to 
slope to the north, It is separated from the preuiously 
described enclosures by an open linear space, perhaps a lane 
or street. The remains consist of a small triangular 
enclosure in the north-west corner of the field. This is 
delimited by bans, 50-100 cm high and I m ide, which have a 
stone core. East of this are traces of three large 
sub-rectangular enclosures, The westernmost example is the 
most complete having an entrance in its west all. Adjoining 
these, on the south, are three smaller rectangular 
enclosures, South of the triangular earthworK is a ban, 
running north-south, which may delimit a line of approach to 
the complete rectangular earthworK, 

best of the main concentration of earthworKs and beside 
the road, immediately north of the site of the R.C. chapel, 
is a raised rectangular platform. 

2. MOTTE AND BAILEY CASTLE 

Situated on top of a hill at the south-west end of the 
ton, this is to be identified as the castle built by Richard 
de Tuit in 1199 (LC, I. It as the centre of a manor hich 



passed to the de Lacys and subsequently to ±he hlor±imers
before reverting to the crown. It is not certain if this is
the site of the castle built in 14~5 by Uilliam 0 Fearghail
(0 hlnnse I~47, 175) but it is likely that i± Was the
inauguration site of chiefs of Anghaile, mentioned in 1475
(A. Conn.). The fact that the name ’Granard Castle’ is
applied to a group of farm buildings near the site of the old
town suggests that 0 Fearghail may have built a new castle
for himself, perhaps to be identified with the ringfor±,
listed below as 8ranardKill I. 0 Fearghail’s castle was
captured by the English in 142~ and after they withdrew 0
Fearghail destroyed it lest it might be reoccup ied (~.
Conn.). In 15~3 the castle is mentioned in the grant to
Francis Shane (Morrin IB62, 251). The remains of a stone
struc±ure survived into the nine±eenth century and were
described by O’Donovan (AFM, iii, 388-9 note o) as "the
arched vaults of a castle...built of beautiful squared

stones...well cemented with lime and mortar".

Description

Aerial photographs suggest that the moire and bailey
occupies part of a much larger enclosure, perhaps a hillfor±
or monas±ic boundary (Pl. I). The line of a bank is visible
about I~ m south-west of the bailey’s outer bank in
l~oatf iel d and it appears on the ground as a wide low bank
traceable for abou± 21~ m. No trace of it is apparent on the
north or east sides, however.

The Norman earthwork consists of a moire and bailey
enclosed by a ditch and bank with traces of a~ external ditch
on the south side. The siting affords excellent views in all
directions. The ~TTE lies at the north end of the complex.
It consists of a conical mound, 2~ m high, 45 m in diameter
at the base rising to a flat top measuring I~.2 by 17.S m. On
the north, west and east, the mo±te slopes steeply into the
inner ditch. The south side, fronting the bailey is more
gradual and is reverted at the base by a low wall. At the
base o~ the mo±±e, on the sou±h-eas±, is a short s±retch of
masonry 2-3 courses high, perhaps the remains of that seen by
OIDonovan,

The BAILEY is sub-rectangular and measures $8 m east-
west by 35 m north-south. It is scarped on the east into the
partly levelled inner ditch. The bailey was protected by a
banK which survives on the vest but appears to have been
interfered with on the south where it is represented by a low
grass covered wall. There is a large piece of masonry at the
south-west angle.

The Ih~qER DITCH is I~.5 m in max. width With an outer
bank 5 m across and 4 m high on average. The bank and ditch
have been’largely removed on the south as a result of
quarrying. The bank is broken on the north-west where there
may have been an entrance. A wall ~oo±ing 8B cm wide runs

I 

f 
I 
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Passed to the de Lacys and subsequently to the dortimers 
before reverting to the croun. It is not certain if this is 
the site of the castle built in 1405 by Lilliam 0 Fearghail 
GO hInnse 1947, 175) but it is likely that it as the 
inauguration site of chiefs of nghaile, mentioned in 1475 
c. Conn., The fact that the name 'Granard Castle' is 
applied to a group of farm buildings near the site of the old 
ton suggests that O Fearghail may hae built a neu castle 
for himself, perhaps to be identified uith the ringfort, 
listed belo as Granardill 1. 0 Fearghail's castle uas 
captured by the English in 142 and after they ithdre G 
Fearghail destroyed it lest it might be reoccupied (h. 
Conn.), In 1593 the castle is mentioned in the grant to 
Francis Shane (Morr in 1862, 251). The remains of a stone 
structure suried into the nineteenth century and ere 
described by p'Donoan (FM, iii, 388-9 note o) as "the 
arched aults of a castle...built of beautiful squared 
stones.·.well cemented uith lime and mortar", 

Description 

herial photographs suggest that the motte and bailey 
occupies part of a much larger enclosure, perhaps a hillfort 
or monastic boundary (P1. 1), The line of a ban is isible 
about 10 m south-est of the bailey's outer ban in 
Moatfield and it appears on the ground as a ide lou banK 
traceable for about 210 m. No trace of it is apparent on the 
north or east sides, hoeer. 

The Norman earthworK consists of a motte and bailey 
enclosed by a ditch and ban uith traces of an external ditch 
on the south side. The siting affords excellent ieus in all 
directions. The MOTTE Iies at the north end of the complex, 
It consists of a conical mound, 20 m high, 45 m in diameter 
at the base rising to a flat top measuring 13.2 by 17.6 m. On 
the north, West and east, the motte slopes steeply into the 
inner ditch. The south side, fronting the bailey is more 
gradual and is revetted at the base by a lo wall, t the 
base of the motte, on the southeast, is a short stretch of 
masonry 2-3 courses high, perhaps the remains of that seen by 
0'Donovan, 

The BRILEY is sub-rectangular and measures 6 m east­ 
west by 35 m north-south. It is scarped on the east into the 
partly leelled inner ditch, The bailey uas protected by a 
ban uhich suries on the est but appears to hae been 
interfered uith on the south here it is represented by a lo 
grass covered all. There is a large piece of masonry at the 
south-est angle. 

runs wide 

uidth The INNER DITCH 1s 10.5 m in max. ith an outer 
ban 5 m across and m high on average. The ban and ditch 
hae been largely remoed on the south as a result of 
quarrying. The ban is broken on the north-west here there 
may have been an entrance. f all footing 8 cm 
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along the ±op of ±he banK. The bank encloses ±he entire mo±te
and bailey a6d had a shallow external ditch on the south
side. South of this again are a series of irregular low
mounds which may represent spoil from the quarryin~ activity.

3. PARISH CHURCH OF ST. MF~RY ANO ST. PATRICK

The contrasting dedications of the present R.C. (St.
Mary) and C. of I. (St. PatricK) parish churches in Granard
pose a problem in determining the location of the medieval
parish church. The earliest indication of the parish
associated with the Anglo-Norman borough is the mention of
the "vicar of Granard ~ in the ecclesiastical taxation of

13~2-S (Sweetman 1875-SS, v, 214). In 1388 and 14~I its
dedication to St. Patrick is specifically mentioned (Tresham
1888, 14~ Bliss and Twemlow 18~4, 35~). But in 1438 when it
was confirmed to St. Mary’s Abbey, Oublin, the dedication is
given as "St. Mary’s al las St. PatricK’s of Granardn (Twemlow
1812, 28). In 1453 it was noted that the parish church of St.
Mary at Granard had five churches or chapels subject to it
( Twemlow 1833, I-2). These references suggest that the
original dedication was to St. Patrick but that this changed
in the course of the fifteenth century when it was replaced
by St. Mary. A clue to the whereabouts of the church comes
from a lease of 1612 which ment ions the nru inous
church...parcel of the lands of the hospital of St. PatricK,
called Granard-Kille" (Irish Record Comm 1838, 213). This
reference supports MacNamee’s ( 1854, ~58-I) conclusion that
the church of Cnoc ratha, "the medieval representative of St.
Pa±ricK’s original founda±ion ~ was at GranardKill , the
deserted borough site¯ about I Klm west of the present town.
Further support for this identification comes from John
O’Donovan who noted in 1837 that the original church was
situated near the centre of the ruins of the old town of
Granard, and was allegedly abandoned after the battle of
~ughrim in IS81. He added ’~i± would appear from seberal
curious stones dug up that there was a Round Tower attached
to it" (O.S. Letters, 24).

No trace of this church survives at GranardKill, although
a graveyard is present and a chapel is marked on the 1813
edition of the O.S. map. The location of this chapel,
however, does not conform with O’Oonovan’s description of it
as near the centre of the old town and one must assume that
it was a nineteenth century building. It may be noted that
the curving boundary on the south side of the graveyard, may
preserve the outline of an enclosure whose line is continued
by the road which bends to the north-east and returns on the
north along the field boundary delimiting the earthworks of
the deserted borough.

St. PatricK’s church (C of I) is situated on high "ground
directly north of the moire and is probably coeval with the
seventeenth century refounda±ion of ±~e town. The date of the
present building is unclear and parts of it may be of
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along the top of the banK. The ban encloses the entire motte 
and bailey and had a shallow external ditch on the south 
side. South of this again are a series of irregular low 
mounds which may represent spoil from the quarrying actiity, 

3. PnRISH CHURCH OF ST. MARY AND ST. PATRICK 

The contrasting dedications of the present R.C. (St. 
Mary) and C, of I, (St. Patric) parish churches in Granard 
pose a problem in determining the location of the medieal 
parish church, The earliest indication of the parish 
associated uith the nnglo-Norman borough is the mention of 
the "uicar of Granard" in the ecclesiastical taxation of 
1302-6 «Sweetman 1975-86, , 21. In 1399 and 1401 its 
dedication to St. Patric is specifically mentioned Tresham 
1828, 140; Bliss and Twemlo 1904, 350). But in 1438 hen it 

was confirmed to St. Mary's nbbey, Dublin, the dedication is 
gien as "st. Mary's alias St. Patric's of Granar" ¢ Temlou 
1912, 29), In 1458 it was noted that the parish church of St. 
Mary at Granard had fie churches or chapels subject to it 
( Tuemlou 1933, 1-2. These references suggest that the 
original dedication was to St. Patric but that this changed 
in the course of the fifteenth century when it as replaced 
by St. Mary. n clue to the whereabouts of the church comes 
from a lease of 161a which mentions the "ruinous 
church...Parcel of the lands of the hospital of St. PatricK, 
called Granard-Kille" (Irish Record Comm 1830, 213. This 
reference supports MacNamee's ( 1954, 650-1 conclusion that 
the church of Cnoc ratha, "the medieal representatie of St. 
Patrick's original foundation" was at GranardKill, the 
deserted borough site, about 1 Klm west of the present town. 
Further support for this identification comes from John 
0'Donovan who noted in 1837 that the original church was 
situated near the centre of the ruins of the old town of 
Granard, and was allegedly abandoned after the battle of 
ughrim in 1691. He added "it would appear from seeral 
curious stones dug up that there was a Round Tower attached 
to 1t 40.S. Letters, 2, 

No trace of this church suries at GranardK ill, although 
a graveyard is present and a chapel is mared on the 1913 
edition of the 0.S. map. The location of this chapel, 
however, does not conform uith 'Donoan's description of it 
as near the centre of the old ton and one must assume that 
it was a nineteenth century building. It may be noted that 
the curing boundary on the south side of the graeyard may 
preserue the outline of an enclosure whose line is continued 
by the road which bends to the north-east and returns on the 
north along the field boundary delimiting the earthorKs of 
the deserted borough. 

St. Patric's church CC of I) is situated on high 'ground 
directly north of the motte and is probably coeal ith the 
seenteenth century refoundation of the town. The date of the 
present building is unclear and parts of it may be of 



seventeenth century date. In 18BS, during restoration worK, a
number of blocKed-up doors and windows were noted (Stafford
1S83).

4. ST. PATRICK’S HOSPITAL

Nothing is Known of this hospital apart from its name but
it was probably associated with the medieval borough. The
dedication, however, would suggest that it was at an early
site and the two Known references to it, in 15S5 and 1S12,
suggest that it was at GranardKill (Gwynn and HadcocK’ 187~,
351~ It. Rec. Comm. 1838, 218).

5. THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY TOWN

consisting of Main Street and Barrack Street. Main Street
broadens about halfway along its leng±h and it is evident
that it was also intended to function as the market place.
Some of the houses along Main Street may -retain seventeenth
century features but without removing the surface piaster it
is impossible to Know.

S. MONUMENTS IN THE ID~MEOIATE VICINITY

Granard Castle. Cartron Td.
The name given to a group of farm buildings south of the
deserted borough. The name, however, may indicate that the
nearby ringfort (BranardKill 1) was the castle built by 0
Fearghail in 142~ (0 hlnnse IS47, 175).

Oiarmaid and Grainne’s cave. Grassyard Td.
Situated in rock outcrop on a hill due north of the modern
town. It consists of an opening in the ground with large
Blabs, probably natural, surrounding the entrance. There
appears to be a passage or an open space below but it is not
accessible at present. Its function is unclear.

St. PatricK’s well. Cartron Td.
In marshy ground south-west of the deserted borough. A
pennanular setting of large stones 7~cm high surrounds the
well.

On the south side of Main St atop a natural hillocK. 58 by 44
m. The sides of the’hill were scarped to provide the bank
whose internal height varies from 5~-15~ cm. There is no
external ditch but the ground tends to slope away sharply
giving the bank an average external height of 3 m. The centre
of the platforn has a natural domed shape. The north-east

seventeenth century date. In 1980, during restoration wor, a 
number of blocKed-up doors and windows were noted (Stafford 
1983. 

• ST. PATRICK'S HOSP ITAL 

Nothing is Knon of this hospital apart from its name but 
it was probably associated uith the medieval borough, The 
dedication, however, would suggest that it was at an early 
site and the to Knoun references to it, in 1595 and 1612, 
suggest that it as at GranardKil1 (Guynn and Hadcock 1970, 
351; Ir. Rec. Comm. 1830, 213. 

5. THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY TOWN 

The seventeenth century ton has a 
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Some of the houses along Main Street may retain seventeenth 
century features but ithout remouing the surface plaster it 
is impossible to now. 

6. MONUMENTS IN THE IMMEDIATE VICINITY 

Granard Castle. Cartron Td. 
The name gien to a group of farm buildings south of 
deserted borough. The name, however, may indicate that 
nearby ringfort (GranardKill 1) uas the castle built 
Fearghail in 1420 (O hInnse 1947, 175). 

the 
the 

by 0 

Diarmaid and Grainne's cave. Grassyard Td. 
Situated in rock outcrop on a hill due north of the modern 
town, It consists of an opening in the ground uith 
slabs, probably natural, surrounding the entrance, 
appears to be a Passage or an open space belou but it is not 
accessible at present. Its function is unclear. 

large 
There 

St. PatrickK's well. Cartron Td. 
In marshy ground south-west of 
pennanular setting of large stones 
well. 

the deserted borough. n 
7cm high surrounds the 

Ringfort, "BaKer's Fort", Granard. 
On the south side of Main St atop a natural hillocK. 5 by 44 
m. The sides of the·hill were scarped to provide the ban 
whose internal height uaries from 50-15 cm. There is no 
external ditch but the ground tends to slope away sharply 
9iing the ban an aerase external height of 3 m. The centre 
of the platforn has a natural domed shape, The north-east 



quadrant has been ploughed out.

Ringfor±. GranardKill 1.

South meast of the deserted ~ borough. The top of a small h tll ,

about 65 m across, is enclosed by an annular bank and ditch.

The ditch was formed by scarping the hill. There is no

evidence for a bank on the north side. ]’he ditch is 5 m wide
on the south where the bank is 3.5 m wide and 1.5-2 m high.

Ringfor±. GranardKill 2.

Single bank and ditch with counterscarp banK. Situated on top

of a natural hillocK, it encloses an area 41 by 38 m. The

entrance is on the north-west. There are traces of a circular

structure in the centre. The ditch is 3 m wide and there is
an external bank 1.5 m wide and 58cm’ high. The enclosing

banks and ditch are best preserved on the south, west and

north-west sides.

Ringfort. ~ranardKilI 3.

Platform ringfort, built on high ground and commanding

extensive views in all directions. Internal diam. 32 m. ]~ne
entrance appears to have been on the west. It is surrounded’

by a bank I m high and 2 m wide. There is no evidence for a

ditch but there are traces of an outer bank on the east side.

Ringfor±. Grassyard Td.

Large sub-rectangular platform $8 by 53 m. Northmeast of the

modern town. The platform is about I m high and was

surrounded by a shallow ditch only visible now on the south
where there is also a low counterscarp banK. The northern

Ringfor±?. Higg instoun.

Sou±h-east of the modern town. Now part of the Granard Sports

Complex where it functions as a children’s playground.

Circular platform 2S m across and raised about 2 m above
surrounding ground level. No trace of a ditch or banK.

Ringfort. Rathcronan.
South-east of Granard motte~ Single bank and

ploughed out. Its outline showed clearly in snow.
d itch. Now

Ringfor±. Teemore 1.

South-east of Granard mo±te. Now ploughed out. Single bank

and ditch with probable counterscarp banK. The enclosed area

was 28.5 m across with an external ditch 3.7 m wide, and an

external bank 2.3 m wide.

Ringfort. Teemore 2.

The north-east quadrant of this earthwork is indicated on the

0.S. maps almost immediately south of Teemore 1. DJow ploughed
out. Probably single bank and ditch with counterscarp banK.
The outline of the ditch is still faintly Visible. The

¯ enclosed area had a diameter of 3~ m with an external ditch
of 3.5 m wide.
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quadrant has been ploughed out. 

Ringfort. GranardKill 1. 
South-east or the deserted borough. The top of a small hill, 
about 65 m across, is enclosed by an annular bank and ditch. 
The ditch as formed by scarping the hill. There is no 
evidence for a ban on the north side. The ditch is 5 m ide 
on the south where the ban is 3.5 m uide and 1,5-2 m high. 

Ringfort. GranardKill 2. 
Single ban and ditch ith counterscarp ban. Situated on top 
of a natural hillock, it encloses an area 41 by 38 m. mhe 
entrance is on the north-est. There are traces of a circular 
structure in the centre. The ditch is 3 m wide and there is 
an external banK 1.5 m uide and 5@cm high. The enclosing 
banks and ditch are best preserved on the south, west and 
north-west sides. 

Ringfort. GranardKill 3. 
Platform ringfort, built on high ground and commanding 
extensive vies in all directions. Internal diam. 32 m. mhe 
entrance appears to hae been on the est. It is surrounded 
by a bank I m high and e m uide. There is no eidence for a 
ditch but there are traces of an outer ban on the east side. 

Ringfort. Grassyard Td. 
Large sub-rectangular platform 6 by 53 m. North-east or the 
modern ton. The platform is about I m high and was 
surrounded by a shallow ditch only isible now on the south 
uhere there is also a lo counterscarp ban. The northern 
edge is partly worn away, 

Ringfort?. Higginston. 
South-east of the modern ton. No 
Complex uuhere it functions as 
Circular platform e8 m across and 
surrounding ground level. No trace 

part of the Granard Sports 
a children's playground. 
raised about e m above 
of a ditch or ban. 

Ringfort. Rathcronan. 
South-east of Granard motte. Single ban and ditch. No 
ploughed out. Its outline shoed clearly in snow. 

Ringfort, Teemore 1. 
South-east or Granard motte. No ploughed out. Single ban 
and ditch Ith probable counterscarp ban. The enclosed area 
was 28.5 m across ith an external ditch 3.7 m wide, and an 
external ban 2.3 m uide. 

Ringfort. Teemore e. 
The north-east quadrant of this earthworK is indicated on the 
0.S, maps almost immediately south of Teemore 1. No ploughed 
out, Probably single ban and ditch with counterscarp ban. 
The outline of the ditch is still faintly isible. The 
enclosed area had a diameter of 3@ m with an external ditch 
of 3.5 m ide. 



7. LIST OF STRAY FINDS

1-2. Two

Longford.

?~.

petit ±rancher flint arrowheads. From Rincoola Bog,

Co. Longford, 1S17. St Mel’s College Diocesan Museum

Jrl. Arda~h & Clonmacnoise An±iq. Soc. I, 3 (IS32>,

3, Unfinished rotary quern. From Granard motte and bailey.

Private possession.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS AND POTENTIAL

The Problems

Granard is important to archaeological research for two

reasons. Firstly because of the survival of the extensive

series of earthworks that denoted the medival borough.

Secondly because of the seventeenth century town.

The site of the pre-Norman monastery appears to have been

at GranardKill, The process by which it was transformed from

a monastic set±lement to a borough is unknown but excavation

could elwcida±e this problem. The docur~en±ary sources suggest

that the borough was deserted in the fourteenth century and

the surviving earthworks show that little interference has

occurred since that time. Excavation then should be able to

determine the layout and topography of the medieval borough
in a manner which is impossible on built-up sites which have

not been abandoned. The importance of the site to fifteenth

century settlement studies should not be underes±imated. It

was the site of a native Irish market and of a castle
(perhaps to be identified with OranardKill I) constructed 

the 0 Fearghaills. Nothing is Known about the nature of these

native trading settlements and Granard offers an important

challenge for archaeology in this respect. The mo±te and

bailey castle is a substantial fortification but nothing is

Known, of the form of the buildings that were constructed

within it or of its duration of use. Did it survive into the
fifteenth century? Was it abandoned in the fourteenth? Was it
refortified in the sixteenth century? What is the nature and

date of the surrounding earthworK? Did the mo±te have outer

defences or was it sited within a pre-existing enclosure?

The present town appears to date entirely to the

seventeenth century and is important because it avoided the

old deserted settlement and was founded on new 9round.
Following the normal course of seventeenth century layout its

plan shows houses fronting the street ~ith plots ¯ of ground
stretching to the town boundary behind. Accordingly the

street frontages are likely to be the most rewarding si±e~

archaeologically and unfortunately it is also here that, in
the process of rebuilding, most archaeological destruction
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1-e. To Petit tranchet flint arrowheads. From Rincoola Bog, 
Granard, Co, Longford, 1917. St Mel's College Diocesan Museum 
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3, Unfinished rotary quern, From Granard motte and bailey. 
Pr fate possession, 

RCHAEOLOG ICL PROBLEMS AND POTENT IL 

The Problems 

Granard is important to archaeological research for to 
reasons, Firstly because of the surial of the extensie 
series of earthorKs that denoted the medial borough. 
Secondly because of the seenteenth century touun. 

The site of the pre-Norman monastery appears to have been 
at GranardKill, The process by uhich it uas transformed from 
a monastic settlement to a borough is unKnown but excavation 
could elucidate this problem. The documentary sources suggest 
that the borough was deserted in the fourteenth century and 
the suriing earthworKs shou that little interference has 
occurred since that time. Excaation then should be able to 
determine the layout and topography of the medieval borough 
in a manner which is impossible on built-up sites hich hae 
not been abandoned. The importance of the site to fifteenth 
century settlement studies should not be underestimated. It 
was the site of a natie Irish marKet and of a castle 
(perhaps to be identified ith GranardKill 1) constructed by 
the O Fearghaills. Nothing is Known about the nature of these 
natie trading settlements and Granard offers an important 
challenge for archaeology in this respect. The motte and 
bailey castle is a substantial fortification but nothing is 
Knoun of the form of the buildings that were constructed 
within it or of its duration of use. Did it surive into the 
fifteenth century? las it abandoned in the fourteenth? blas it 
refortified in the sixteenth century? bhat is the nature and 
date of the surrounding earthory? Did the motte hae outer 
defences or as it sited uithin a pre-existing enclosure? 

The present toun appears to date entirely to the 
seventeenth century and is important because it avoided the 
old deserted settlement and was founded on new ground, 
Following the normal course of seenteenth century layout its 
plan shous houses fronting the street iith plots of ground 
stretching to the toun boundary behind. accordingly the 
street frontages are likely to be the most rewarding sites 
archaeologically and unfortunately it is also here that, in 
the process of rebuilding, most archaeological destruction 



set±lemen±s, such as Belfast, Coleraine and Derry, however,

has shown that the area behind the houses was frequen±ly used

for the disposal of rubbish and -it is likely that refuse

pits, well~ and outhouse foundations are preserved. There are

no indications of seventeenth century town defences but ±he

north-west/ south-east boundary at ±he rear of the plots

fronting Main Street may preserve the line of defensive

earthworks and this line shoud be examined if the opportunity

little evidence for disturbance and it is likely that

town.

Li±tle is Known about medieval or seventeenth century

Granard from documentary sources and in the future

archaeological excavation is likely to be the principal means

by which additional Knowledge of its history is obtained.
Granard’s archaeology is likely to come under threat from

commercial development occasionally and accordingly steps

should be taken to ensure that its heritage will be properly

safeguarded.

~rea of ~rchaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 3)

delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern
Granard. This shows the extent of ~he seven±een±h century

town together with its continuation into Barrack Street,

which may have been a suburb. The shaded area has been

continued outside the town boundary in order to allow for

possible town defences and a fosse. In the absence of

archaeological excavations nothing can be said about the
depth of archaeological deposits.

Outside the modern town the area around the deserted
borough in GranardKill, including ±he ringfor± listed above

as GranardKill l, has been shaded, as have the ringforts at

GranardKill 2 and 3, Teemore I and 2, Rathcronan, Higginstoun

and BaKer’s Fort at Granard itself. ~n area around each of

these monuments (or monument sites) has been included 
order to afford protection to possible monuments immediately

outside ~he ringforts.

has occurred. Excavations in other seventeenth century 
settlements, such as Belfast, Coleraine and Derry, however, 
has shoun that the area behind the houses Mas frequently used 
for the disposal of rubbish and it is likely that refuse 
pits, wells and outhouse foundations are presered. There are 
no indications of seventeenth century ton defences but the 
north-west/ south-east boundary at the rear of the plots 
fronting Main Street may presere the line of defensive 
ear thorKs and this line shoud be examined if the opportunity 
to excaate occurs. part from the street frontages there is 
little eidence for disturbance and it is likely that 
archaeological deposits are intact oer a large area of the 
toun. 

Little is Knoun about medieal or Seventeenth century 
Gr anard from documentary sources and in the future 
archaeological excavation is likely to be the principal means 
by uhich additional Knoledge of its history is obtained. 
Granard's archaeology is likely to come under threat from 
commercial development occasionally and accordingly steps 
should be taKen to ensure that its heritage ill be properly 
safeguarded. 

rea of Archaeological Potential 

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 3) 
delimits the area of archaeological potential uithin modern 
Gr anard. This shos the extent of the seenteenth century 
town together uith its continuation into Barrack Street, 
uuhich may haue been a suburb. The shaded area has been 
continued outside the touun boundary in order to allo for 
possible toun defences and a fosse, In the absence of 
archaeological excaations nothing can be said about the 
depth of archaeological deposits, 

Outside the modern toun the area around 
borough in GranardKil1, including the ringfort 
as Granardill 1, has been shaded, as hae the 

the deserted 
listed above 
ringforts at 

GranardK ill 2 and 3, Teemore l and 2, Rathcronan, Higginston 
and BaKer's Fort at Granard itself. n area around each of 
these monuments or monument sites) has been included in 
order to afford protection to possible monuments immediately 
outside the ringforts. 
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Situated on the river Shannon at an important bridging

point at the northern end of Lough Ree. The name is derived

from the incorporation of the manor of Lanesborough, owned by

Sir George Lane, in IS76. The original name is ~th Liag,

"ford of the stones"

~RCHAEOLOGIC~L & HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The earliest documentary references to Ath Liag occur

towards the end of the Early Historic period when the site

acquired a strategic importance as the gateway between

Connacht and Midhe. In I~8~ a causeway was built across the

Shannon at Ath Lia~ by Mael Sechnaill, King of Midhe, and
apparently by Cathal Ua Conchobhair (AFM~ A. Clon. sub 8S4).

During the twelfth century the site appears to have been

important in the expansionist plans of To irrdelbach Ua

Conchobhair, King of Connach±, "and he built bridges

(~liathdroichet, ?wicKer-bridge?) here in 1148 (ARM, A. Clon.

sub 1132) and 1154 (~FM). In contrast to ~thlone, which 
the main bridging poin± into Midhe and which developed into a

substantial settlement at this time, there is no evidence to

suggest that there was any significant permanent settlement

at Ath Lia~ in the Early Historic period.

In the early thirteenth century Ath Liar, as part of the
lordship of Meath, was held by Walter de Lacy. The strategic

importance of the site prompted him to cons±ruc~ a castle in

1~I but it was not co~pleted because Ca±hal Crobderg 0

Conchobair, King of Connach~, crossed Zhe Shannon and

compelled de Lacy to abandon it (~LC~ AFM~ ~. Clon. su 11~8).
In 1227, however, during the campaign against Aedh 0

Conchobair, Cathal’s successor as King of Connacht, a castle

was built at ~h Liag by the justiciar, Geoffrey de Marisco

(A. Conn.~ ARM). Whether the initial Anglo-Norman settlement

at Ath Lia~ is to be dated to 1221 or 1227 is not clear. By

about 1235, however, the settlement had become a borough

(MacNtocaill 1S77, 55). On the death of de Lacy the manor
passed in I~41 to his granddaughter’s husband John de Verdon
(OtwaymRu±hven ISSSb, 411, 413). In I~84 Theobald de Verdon

was granted a weekly marKet and annual fair at his manor of

’AdlecK’ (Sweet man 1875 m~B, ii, Nos. 2383-4 ). the same
year the archbishop o~ Armagh was called to answer charges
that he had received his relatives who were present at the

levelling of the castle of ~dlet "which belonged to Theobald

de Yerdon, and was one of the fortresses of Ireland towards
Connacht " ( Swee~man 1875m~B’ ii, No. 2274). This may refer 

the destruction of the castle of Ath Liac in 1271 by Aedh 0
Conchobair, King of Connacht (~. Conn.; AFM~ ~U).

LNE SBOROUGH 

Situated on the rier Shannon at an important bridging 
point at the northern end of Lough Ree. The name is deried 
from the incorporation of the manor of Lanesborough, owned by 
Sir George Lane, in 1676, The original name is nth Lia9, 
ford of the stones", 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL & HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

The earliest documentary references to nth Lias occur 
towards the end of the Early Historic period uhen the site 
acquired a strategic importance as the gateway between 
Connacht and Midhe. In 10@@ a causeuay as built across the 
Shannon at nth Liag by Mael Sechnaill, King of Midhe, and 
apparently by Cathal Ua Conchobhair (FM; n. CIon. sub 994). 
During the twelfth century the site appears to have been 
important in the expansionist plans of Toirrdelbach Ua 
Conchobhair, King of Connacht, and he built bridges 
Ggliathdroichet, ?uicKer-bridge?) here in 1140 (FM, • Clon, 
sub 1132 and 1154 (FM. In contrast to thlone, hich was 
the main bridging point into Midhe and uhich developed into a 
substantial settlement at this time, there is no evidence to 
suggest that there was any significant permanent settlement 
at th Lias in the Early Historic period. 

In the early thirteenth century th_ Liag, as part of the 
lordship of Meath, as held by Walter de Lacy. The strategic 
importance of the site prompted him to construct a castle in 
1221 but it as not completed because Cathal Crobderg9 O 
Conchobair, King of Connacht, crossed the Shannon and 
compelled de Lacy to abandon it (LC; FM; • Clon, su 1120), 
In 1227, however, during the campaign against edh D 
Conchobair, Cathal's successor as King of Connacht, a castle 
was built at nth Llag by the justiciar, Geoffrey de Mar isco c. Conn.; FM). lWhether the initial nglo-Norman settlement 
at nth Liag is to be dated to 1221 or 1227 is not clear. By 
about 1235, houeer, the settlement had become a borough 
( MacNiocaill 1977, 55). On the death of de Lacy the manor 
Passed in 1241 to his granddaughter's husband John de Verdon 
(Ota-Ruthuen 1968b, 411, 413, In 1284 Theobald de Verdon 
was granted a eeKly marKet and annual fair at his manor of 
'ndlecx' «Sweetman 1875-86, ii, Nos. 2303-4). In the same 

year the archbishop of Armagh uas called to answer 
that he had received his relaties uho were present 
leelling of the castle of dlet "which belonged to 
de Verdon, and was one of the fortresses of Ireland 
Connacht" ¢Sweetman 1875-86, ii, No. 227. This may 
the destruction of the castle of th Liac in 1271 by 
Conchobair, King of Connacht (n. Conn; FM; U), 

charges 
at the 

Theobald 
towards 

refer to 
edh 0 



No±hing is Known of ~±h’Lia_.~ during the fourteenth and

- fifteenth centuries and it is liKely that the settlement

collapsed in the early fourteenth century as a result of the

combined effects of the Bruce invasion and the demise of
Theobald de Verdon who died leaving four infant heiresses in

1316 (Otway-Ruthven 1SBBb, 414). In 1572 ~thleague was burned

by the sons of the earl of ClanricKard, who were in rebellion

against the Dublin government. There is no evidence for the

nature of the settlement on the ~site at this date, although

the context would suggest that it was under English control.

In 1618 the castle and fort of ’Ballyleigg’ or ’Bealaleig’

were granted to Sir Thomas Rotherham (Irish Rec. Comm. 1638,

36B) but the origin and date of this fort are unknown. In the
Confederation wars Ballyleague was captured by the O’Farrells

before 1643 but was retaken by parliamentary forces in 1652

( MacNamee 1954, 2~8, 215 n. 5). In 1664 the lands 
Ballyleague, then held by Sir George Lane, were erected into

the manor of Lanesborough and the town was constituted a free
borough.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

I. STREET P~TTERN

2. FORT

2. 6T. JOHN’S CHURCH

4. OTHER FEATURES

5. LIST OF STRAY FINDS

I. STREET P~TTERN

The street pattern of the seventeenth century town is

linear consisting of a single straight street leading to the

bridge across the Shannon. The houses appear to have fronted

the street and the burgage plots extended to the town
boundary behind. There are no traces of pre-17~8 ¯ bdildings

within the borough.

2. FORT

The earliest reference to the "King’s fort of Ballileig"

is in 1611 when it was decided ±o grant it "to some good

servitor who shall be bound to inhabit there, and to maintain
the fort at his oun charge ~ (Cal. State Papers Ireland
1611-14, 51). Nothing is Known of the earlier history of the

fort. In 1616 the "castle and fort of Ballyleigg ", which had

been held by Sir Richard 6reame, were granted to Sir Thomas

Rotherham ( Irish Record Comm. 1838, 36~). Kerrigan (1S~8-I,

142) notes that the Down Survey map of the barony of Rathlin
( i.e. Rathcline) shows the fort on the Longford side and

’Ballylea9 castle’ on the Roscommon side of the Shannon. ~

Nothing is noun of th Liag during the fourteenth and 
fifteenth centuries and it is likely that the settlement 
collapsed in the early fourteenth century as a result of the 
combined effects of the Bruce inasion and the demise of 
Theobald de Verdon who died leaving four infant heiresses in 
1316 (Otay-Ruthen 1968b, 414, In 1572 thleague was burned 
by the sons of the earl of ClanricKard, ho were in rebellion 
against the Dublin government, There is no evidence for the 
nature of the settlement on the site at this date, although 
the context would suggest that it as under English control. 
In 1613 the castle and fort of 'BalIylei9g' or 'Bealaleis' 
were granted to Sir Thomas Rotherham ( Irish Rec. Comm. 1830, 
36@) but the origin and date of this fort are unKnoun. In the 
Confederation ars Ballyleague uas captured by the g'Farrells 
before 1643 but as retaken by parliamentary forces in 1652 
( MacNamee 1954, 298, 215 n. 5. In 1664 the lands of 
Ballyleague, then held by Sir George Lane, were erected into 
the manor of Lanesborough and the toun uas constituted a free 
borough. 

ARCHEOLOGICL INVENTORY 

I. STREET PATTERN 
2. FORT 
3. ST. JOHN'S CHURCH 
4. OTHER FEATURES 
5. LIST OF STRAY FINDS 

I. STREET PT TERN 

The street pattern of the seventeenth century ton is 
linear consisting of a single straight street leading to the 
bridge across the Shannon. The houses appear to hae fronted 
the street and the burgage plots extended to the toun 
boundary behind. There are no traces of pre-170@ · buildings 
within the borough, 

2. FORT 

The earliest reference to the "ing's fort of Ballileig" 
is in 16ti uhen it as decided to grant it "to some good 
seritor who shall be bound to inhabit there, and to maintain 
the fort at his on charge" Cal. State Papers Ireland 
1611-1, 51. Nothing is Knouun of the earlier history of the 
fort. In 1618 the "castle and fort of Ball»lei9g", uhich had 
been held by Sir Richard Greame, uere granted to Sir Thomas 
Rotherham C Irish Record Comm. 1830, 360). Kerrigan ( 1930-1, 
142) notes that the Down Surey map of the barony of Rath! in 
(i.e. Rathcline) shos the fort on the Longford side and 
'Ballyleag castle' on the Roscommon side of the Shannon. • 



garrison of ±hirty men was recommended in 1659 (Cal. Sta±e
Papers Ireland 1647-6~, 667-S). Kerrigan (ISS~-I, 142) also
notes an a±tacK by the Williami±es in 16SI on an earthwork
fort near the bridge of Lanesborough. which is to be
identified with this fort.

The site of the seventeenth century for± is shown by the
0.S. to the sou±h side of the stree± on the east bank of the
Shannon, where i± is marked "castle (site of)". The site has
been levelled and is now used as a car-parK.

3. ST JOHN’S CHURCH

Farrell (ISSI, 333) records that "the parochial church 
formed from the nave of an ancient structure, traditionally
termed an abbey, having some remains of a square tower at the
west end". HacNamee ( 1954, 755) records a tradition of 
Augustinian church on the site of the presen± Protestant
church which he regarded as a church served by the
Augustinian priory on All Saints Island in Lough Ree. In
1577, however, it was stated that the parish church of
’Bealalege’ was a church on the site of the priory of
’ClontousKirt Nasina’, the Augustinian priory of Clon±usKer±,

Co. Roscommon, about 3 Klm north-west of Lanesborough ( 13 Rep
Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 57: No. 3168). Grose
(17SI, 74) describes and illustrates the so-called ’abbey’ 
Lanesborough which stood south-eas± of the town, about 4~8
yards from the Shannon. The illustration shows a three-storey
tower with twin-I ight window in the uppermost floor and
turret level above, and a nave subsequently re-roofed.

Arch i±ec±ural Fragments

The present nineteenth century Church replaces an earlier
building of IS78. All that remains of this earlier building
is an arch built into the west wall of ±he graveyard. It
consists of two piers built of fairly evenly coursed
limestone with later jambs and quoins on the W face. I± is
now filled with a later memorial.

Two window jambs with glazing bars, a stone wa±er gutter
and ±wo fragments of dressed stone are set into the ground as
grevemarKers.

Edmond Banan. 1SS~.
Rectangular pink sandstone shaft south of the church. Three
of the faces are rough ~ith tooled edges. The smooth side
carries an inscription in very low relief and conjoined Roman
cap itals:

State 
also 

earthworK 
is to be 

<Cal. 
142 

garrison of thirty men was recommended in 1659 
Papers Ireland 1647-6, 687-8). Kerrigan 1980-1, 
notes an attacK by the illiamites in 1691 on an 
fort near the bridge of Lanesborough, which 
identified uith this fort. 

The site of the seenteenth century fort is shoun by the 
0.S. to the south side of the street on the east ban of the 
Shannon, here it is marKed "castle (site o+", The site has 
been leelled and is no used as a car-par. 

3. ST JOHN'S CHURCH 

Farrell ( 1391, 333) records that the parochial church is 
formed from the nae of an ancient structure,' traditionally 
termed an abbey, hating some remains of a square tower at the 
west end". MacNamee ( 1954, 755) records a tradition of an 
Augustinian church on the site of the present Protestant 
church uhich he regarded as a church sered by the 
ugustinian priory on ll Saints Island in Lough Ree. In 
1577, however, it was stated that the parish church of 
'Bealalege' uas a church on the site of the priory of 
ClontousKirt Nasina', the ugustinian priory of Clontusert, 

Co, Roscommon, about 3 KIm north-est of Lanesborough (13 Rep 
Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 57: No, 3160). Grose 
(1781, 74) describes and illustrates the so-called 'abbey' at 
Lanesborough uhich stood south-east of the ton, about 400 
yards from the Shannon. The illustration shos a three-storey 
tower ith tin-light uindo in the uppermost floor and 
turret leel above, and a nae subsequently re-roofed. 

architectural Fragments 

The present nineteenth century church replaces an earlier 
building of 1678. ll that remains of this earlier building 
is an arch built into the est all of the graveyard. It 
consists of two piers built of fairly evenly coursed 
limestone ith later jambs and quoins on the IN face. It is 
no filled ith a later memorial, 

Tuo window jambs with glazing bars, a stone water gutter 
and to fragments of dressed stone are set into the ground as 
graemarKers. 

Monuments 

Edmond Banan. 1690. 
Rectangular pinK sandstone shaft south of the church. Three 
of the faces are rough with tooled edges. The smooth side 
carries an inscription in very low relief and conjoined Roman 
capitals: 



IHS/ PRAY FO/ R THE SO/ VLE OF/ EDMON/ D
DYED IN/ Ye 19 OF ~/ PRILL/ 1690/ W B.

Oirn~: H. 85 (min) W. 18 T. 16 cm.

BRNR/ N WHO/

Cross: ?17th cent.
Small La±in sandstone cross. Set deeply in ~he ground at ~he
head of a grave on ~he sou±h side of ~he church. Splayed
lower shaf~ bears an inscrip±ion in a mixture of scripl and
Roman capitals:

IHS HERE LY/ ETH THE/ BODY OF ....

Dims: H.44 W.34 T.14 cm

4. OTHER MONUMENTS

Bal lyleague Castle
On ±he wes± bank of the Shannon and ~nconnected wilh the
±own, this three storied lower house is ±o be identified ’with
±he cas±le held at ’Boalalege’ by ±he abbo± of ClonlusKert in
1568 (O.S. Le±ters Co. Roscommon, i, 113-4). In 1577 it was
leased to Hugh Boye m’ Ichalloe O’Oonnel I when it was
described as being beside Lough Ree, on the Roscommon side
(13 Rep. Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 57: No. 3168).
In 1568 it was leased to Fryall O’Farrell (O.S. Letters Co.
Roscommon, i, 113-4) and it was rebuil± or replaced aboul
1611 by Sir Patrick Barnewall (Cal. Sta~e Papers Ireland
1611-14, 51).

5. blST OF STRRY FINOS

1. Smoo~h (Tpolished) s±one axe. Found "on an old road beside
the Shannon a± Lanesboro’", 1834. S~. He l’s College Diocesan
Museum, Longford. Jrl. Rrdagh & Clonmacno ise Soc. I, 4
(1835), IBB.

B. Bronze flanged axe. From Lanesborough, Co. Longford.
British Museum London: W.O. 1546. Evans (1881), 181~ F~g. 97.

3. Decorated bronze spearhead. From river
Lanesborough. NMI IS35: 538.

Shannon a±

4-5. Two dugout canoes. Said to have been found a¢
Lanesborough. NHI files.

RRCH~EOLOOIC~L PROBLEMS RND POTENTIAL

IHS/ PRY FO? R THE SO/ VLE OF/ EDMON/ D BN/ N WHO/ 
DYEO IN Ye 19 OF n/ PRILL/ 1690/ B. 

Dims: H. 85 (min) W. 18 T, 16 cm. 

Cr0s$: 217th cent. 
Small Latin sandstone cross, Set deeply in the ground at the 
head of a grave on the south side of the church. Splayed 
lower shaft bears an inscription in a mixture of script and 
Roman capitals: 

IHS HERE LY/ ETH THE/ BODY OF •••• 

Dims: H.44 l.34 T.14 cm 

4. OTHER MONUMENTS 

2. Bronze flanged axe. From Lanesborough, Co. Longford, 
British Museum London: W.G. 1549. Eans ( 1881), 101; Fig. 97. 

1. Smooth (7polished) stone axe. Found "on an old road beside 
the Shannon at Lanesboro'", 1934. St. Mel's College Diocesan 
Museum, Longford. Jr1. rdagh & Clonmacnoise Soc, 1, 4 

1935, 12. 

Ballleague Castle 
On the west ban of the Shannon and ·unconnected uith the 
toun, this three storied tower house is to be identified uith 
the castle held at 'Boalalege' by the abbot of ClontusKert in 
1569 (0.S, Letters Co. Roscommon, i, 113-. In 1577 it as 
leased to Hugh Boye m'Ichalloe O'Donnell when it was 
described as being beside Lough Ree, on the Roscommon side 
(13 Rep. Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 57: No. 3160), 
In 1598 it as leased to Fryall O'Farrell (0.S. Letters Co. 

at 

at 

found 

Shannon 

replaced about 
Papers Ireland 

rebuilt or 
Cal. State 

and it uas 
Barneuall 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS ND POTENT IL 

4-5, Two dugout canoes. Said to hae been 
Lanesborough. NMI files. 

3, Decorated bronze spearhead. From rier 
Lanesborough. NMI 1935: 538. 

Roscommon, i, 113-4) 
1611 by Sir PatricK 
1611-14, 51. 

5. LIST OF STRY FINDS 



Despite the many references to Ath Liag before iS~ no

trace of pre-seventeenth century features survives and

Lanesborough today is a good example of a plantation borough.

It would appear to have been quite a small borough, bounded

on the west by the Shannon, on the east by the lane beside

St. John’s Church, and on the north and south by the Ions

boundary marked c.w. on the O.S. map (Fig. 4). It presumably

functioned as little more than a garrison town, controlling

the bridge. The site is important to archaeology, however,

for mere than just its seventeenth century evidence. The form

of the pre-Norman ford is unknown. ~as there a stone causeway

which subsequently gave its name to the settlement? Doe~ the

reference to a cliathdroichet signify that there was i wooden

bridge? What was the form of the medieval and seventeenth

century bridges? The extent of the thirteenth century
Anglo-h|orman borough and its precise whereabouts are unknown.

Was it situated on the site of the seventeenth century

borough or did it lie on the west bank of the Shannon where

Bal lyleasue castle was subsequently established. Oid the

Ans l o-Norman borough fade out in the early fourteenth

century, as the documents suggest or did some form of

settlement continue into the sixteenth century?

In the seventeenth century borough, the street fron±ases

are likely ±o be the most rewarding sites archaeologically

but regre±ably it is here, in the process of rebuilding, that
most archaeological destruction has occurred. Excavations in

other seventeenth century settlements, such as Belfast,

Coleraine and Oerry, however, have shown that the area behind

the houses was frequently used for the disposal of rubbish
and it is IiKely that refuse pits, wells and outhouse

foundations are preserved. The fort has been demolished but

its foundations are likely to survive below ground in the
area which has been cleared to accomodate a car parK. The

borough boundary is intact as a property line on the north
and south sides and this may have been fortified. It will

require excavation, however, to determine this. Apart’ from
the street fron±ages there is little evidence for disturbance

and it is likely that archaeological deposits are Intact over

mest of the borough.

Li±tle is Known about the site from documentary sources

and in the future archaeological excavation is likely to be

the principal means by which additional Knowledge of

Lanesborough’s history is obtained. The borough is not under

direct threat from commercial development at present but the

threat from private development should not be underestimated.

Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded port ion of the accon~anyins map (Fig. 4)

delimits the area of archaeological potential within present

day Lanesboroush. This shows the extent of the seventeenth

century town together with a small area on the east, which

may have been a suburb. The shaded area has been continued

Despite the many references to th Lia9 before 
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1600 no 
trace of preseenteenth century features suries and 
Lanesborough today is a good example of a plantation borough, 
It would appear to haue been quite a small borough, bounded 
on the uest by the Shannon, on the east by the lane beside 
St. John's Church, and on the north and south by the long 
boundary mared c.u, on the 0.S. map (Fig. ). It presumably 
functioned as little more than a garrison toun, controlling 
the bridge. The site is important to archaeology, however, 
for more than just its seenteenth century eidence, The form 
of the pre-Norman ford is unnon. las there a stone causeway 
hich subsequently gae its name to the settlement? Does the 
reference to a cliathdroichet signify that there was a wooden 
bridge? bNhat uas the form of the medieal and seventeenth 
century bridges? The extent of the thirteenth century 
nglo -Norman borough and its precise uhereabouts are unnoun, 
las it situated on the site of the seventeenth century 
borough or did it lie on the west banK of the Shannon uwhere 
Ballyleague castle was subsequently established. Did the 
nglo -Norman borough fade out in the early fourteenth 
century, as the documents suggest or did some form of 
settlement continue into the sixteenth century? 

In the seventeenth century borough, the street frontages 
are liKely to be the most reuarding sites archaeologically 
but regretably it is here, in the process of rebuilding, that 
most archaeological destruction has occurred, Excaations in 
other seventeenth century settlements, such as Belfast, 
Coleraine and Derry, howeer, hae shon that the area behind 
the houses was frequently used for the disposal of rubbish 
and it is likely that refuse pits, wells and outhouse 
foundations are presered, The fort has been demolished but 
its foundations are likely to surie below ground in the 
area uhich has been cleared to accomodate a car par. The 
borough boundary is intact as a property line on the north 
and south sides and this may have been fortified. It uill 
require excaation, howeer, to determine this. part'from 
the street frontages there is little eidence for disturbance 
and it is likely that archaeological deposits are intact oer 
most of the borough, 

Little is Knoun about the site from documentary sources 
and in the future archaeological excavation is likely to be 
the principal means by which additional Knowledge of 
Lanesborough's history is obtained, The borough is not under 
direct threat from commercial development at present but the 
threat from private deelopment should not be underestimated. 

rea of archaeological Potential 

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 4) 
delimits the area of archaeological potential uithin present 
day Lanesborough, This shows the extent of the seventeenth 
century town together uith a small area on the east, uhich 
may have been a suburb, The shaded area has been continued 



ou±side the ~own boundary in order ~o allow for a possible

fosse. In ±he absence o~ archaeological excava±ions no~hing
can be said abou~ ±he dep±h of archaeological deposi±s.
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outside the toun boundary in order to allow for a possible 
fosse. In the absence of archaeological excaations nothing 
can be said about the depth of archaeological deposits, 

• 



Lissardowlan ( "the fort of the hill of the apple trees")
is a townland situated midway along the Longford
-Edgesworthstown road on relatively lowlying ground on the
fringes of the Shannon basin. The only visible traces of
medieval settlement are a large moire-and-bailey and a place
nearby Known as sraid which, as Orpen (I818, 224) suggests
may reflec± the existence of an urban settlement. Both
Otway-Ruthven K 1368b, 414) and MacNiocaill (1877, 54-6),
however, have identified Lissardowlan as the site of the
borough of Incheleffer.

de Lacy in the early thirteenth century. There is no evidence
for the date of its establishment but this may well have
taken place prior to 1215 when the castle of ’Hincheleder’ is

first mentioned. The settlement had attained borough status
by c.1235 when a burgage at ’¥ncheleser’ is mentioned in a
charter of Walter de Lacy (MacNiocaill 1877, 55) and in 1241,
on the death of de Lacy, it passed to John de Verdon
(O±way-Ruthven 1888b, 411, 413). In 1284 Theobald de Ve~don
was granted a weekly market and annual fair at his manor of
Incheleffer (Sueetman 1875-86, ii, Nos. 23~3-4). In the 1332
partition of the de Verdon properties, lands in the manor of
’Lyssardaule’ were assigned to Thomas de Furnival and Henry

de Ferrets (Otway-Ruthven 1368b, 422, 435) but it is probable
that the settlement had largely collapsed as a result of the
combined effects of the Bruce invasion and the death of
Theobald de Verdon without male heirs in 1318 (Otway-Ruthven
IBSBb, 414).

Our ing the fourteenth century Lissardowlan fell into
Irish hands. In 1377 Bean 0 Fearghail, taoiseach of ~nghaile,
built a castle there in which he died in 1383 (~FM). In 1488
Enri mac Caba, apparently a guest of 0 Fearghail, died at
’Lios ard abhla’ (~FM). These references suggest that
Lissardowlan was one of the principal residences "of the 0
Fearghails in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. In 1587
William 0 Fearghail Ban ’chief and captain of his nation’
surrendered the manor and land of ’Liserdo~ly’ to the crown
and was regranted it (IB Rep Beputy Keeper Public Records
Ireland, 43: No. 5882, No. 5187). In 1818, however, ~the

Lisserdowle ~ were granted to Mary, dowager Lady Oelvin, and
Sir Richard Nugent, Lord Oelvin, her son ( Ir. Rec. Con~n.
183~, 145). In 1812 the manor was granted to Captain Roger
~±Kinson (It. Rec. Comm. 1838, 214) but nothing is Known 
it after that date when it appears to have declined into
obscurity.
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L ISSRDOLL.N 

Lissardoulan ("the fort of the hill of the apple trees") 
is a tonland situated midway along the Longford 
-Edgesworthston road on relatiely Ioulyins ground on the 
fringes of the Shannon basin. The only isible traces of 
medieal settlement are a large motte-and-bailey and a place 
nearby non as sraid uhich, as Drpen ( 1910, 22) suggests 
may reflect the existence of an urban settlement. Both 
Dtay-Ruthuen ( 1968b, 4414) and MacNiocaill (1977, 54-6), 
howeer, hae identified Lissardolan as the site of the 
borough of Incheleffer. 

Incheleffer seems to hae been a demense manor of Walter 
de Lacy in the early thirteenth century, There is no evidence 
for the date of its establishment but this may ell have 
taKen place prior to 1215 uuhen the castle of 'Hincheleder' is 
first mentioned. The settlement had attained borough status 
by c,1e35 hen a burgage at 'Yncheleser' is mentioned in a 
charter of Walter de Lacy (MacNiocail1 1977, 55 and in 1241, 
on the death of de Lacy, it passed to John de Verdon 
<Otway-Ruthen 1968b, 411, 413. In 1284 Theobald de Verdon 
as granted a weekly market and annual fair at his manor of 
Incheleffer (Sweetman 1975-86, ii, Nos. 2303-. In the 1332 
partition of the de Verdon properties, lands in the manor of 
'Lyssardaule' were assigned to Thomas de Furnial and Henry 

de Ferrers (Otuay-Ruthven 1968b, 422, 435) but it is probable 
that the settlement had largely collapsed as a result of the 
combined effects of the Bruce invasion and the death of 
Theobald de Verdon without male heirs in 1316 (Gtay-Ruthen 
1968b, 41. 

During the fourteenth century Lissardowlan fell into 
Irish hands, In 1377 Sean O Fearghail, taoiseach of nghaile, 
built a castle there in uhich he died in 1383 (FM), In 146 
Enri mac Caba, apparently a guest of 0 Fearghail, died at 
'Lios ard abhla' (FM), These references suggest that 

Lissardolan was one of the principal residences of the O 
Fearghails in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. In 1587 
Lilliam O Fearghail Ban 'chief and captain of his nation' 
surrendered the manor and land of 'Liserdouly' to the crown 
and uas regranted it (16 Rep Deputy Keeper Public Records 
Ireland, 43: No, 5062, No. 5107). In 1610, however, the 
castle, bane, touun and lands of Liserdale, otheruise 
Lisserdoule" were granted to Mary, dowager Lady Oelin, and 
Sir Richard Nugent, Lord Delvin, her son (Ir, Rec. Comm. 
1830, 145). In 16I2 the manor as granted to Captain Roger 
tKinson (Ir. Rec. Comm. 1330, 21) but nothing is noun of 
it after that date hen it appears to have declined into 
obscurity. 



ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

1. MOTTE AND BAILEY CRSTLE
2. OTHER FEATURES

I. MOTTE RNO BRILEY CASTLE

The precise date of the construct ion of this moire is
unknown but since the castle of HHincheleder" was returned to
Walter de Lacy in 1215, having being confiscated five years
earlier, it was evidently built before 121~ (Sweetrr~n
1875-8S, i, No. $12). In 1224 the castle of "Ard Abhla " was
burned by Aedh 0 Conchobair and the garrison, both
Anglo-Norman and Irish were slaughtered (ALC~ A. Conn.)

In 1377 Sean 0 Fearghail, taoiseach of Anghaile, erec±ed
a castle probably on the moire (A. Conn.~ AFM). In 1417 the
castle "outside the bawn" was burned, i.e the settlement
around the castle bawn. The castle and bawn are again
mentioned in the grant of Lissardowlan to Lord Oelvin in
1S18. Farrell (18~1, 383) states that a castle survived in "a
tolerable state of preservation" until the late nineteenth

Oescr ip± ion

Lying on the north side of the Edgeworth~town-~ongford
road the monument consists of a moire with an inner and outer
bailey on the south-east. The MOTTE consists of a steep-sided
conic~l mound, 5~ m in diameter at the base and 15m high,
rising to a flat top ~easurin9 12.5 by 11 m. The mot±e is
separated from the bailey on the south by a ditch S m wide
and 2.5 m deep. There is a piece of collapsed masonry in the
ditch.

The INNER BAILEY is crescentic with maximum measurements
of 56 m east-west by ~3 m north-south. It is protected by a
low internal bank which has a gap in the east side indicating
an entrance. The bailey is protected by a ditch, 6 m wide and
4 m deep, with an outer enclosing banK, 5 m wide, ranging in
height from 88 to 158 cm. This bank continues around the
moire to the north-east but it is missing on the north-west
and west, where it appears to have been ploughed out. The
outer bank runs beside the inner bailey on the east before
swinging southwards in a wide curve to enclose the OUTER
BAILEY, an open are~ with maximum dimensions of 87 by 23.5 m.
On the south side the bank is 3 m wide and 1 m high on
average. Outside the bank is a shallow ditch 4.5 m wide.

towards the modern road which may be part of an old roadway.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY 

1. MOTTE ND BAILEY CSTLE 
e. OTHER FEATURES 

I. MOTTE ND BAILEY CSTLE 

The precise date of the construction of this motte is 
unKnoun but since the castle o¢ "Hincheleder" uas returned to 
Walter de Lacy in 1215, haing being confiscated fie years 
earlier, it uas evidently built before 1e1 (Seetman 
1875-86, i, No. 612. In 1224 the castle or "rd bhla" as 
burned by edh 0 Conchobair and the garrison, both 
nglo -Norman and Irish were slaughtered (LC; • Conn. 

In 1377 Sean O Fearghail, taoiseach of nnghaile, erected 
a castle probably on the motte • Conn; AFp), In 1417 the 
castle "outside the ban" was burned, i.e the settlement 
around the castle ban. The castle and baun are again 
mentioned in the grant of Lissardolan to Lord Delvin in 
1610. Farrell ( 1891, 303 states that a castle survied in "a 
tolerable state of preseration" until the late nineteenth 
century. 

Description 

Lying on the north side of the Edgeworthstoun-Longford 
road the monument consists of a motte uith an inner and outer 
bailey on the south-east. The MOTTE consists of a steep-sided 
conical mound, 5 m in diameter at the base and 15m high, 
rising to a flat top measuring 12.5 by 11 m, The motte is 
separated from the bailey on the south by a ditch 6 m uide 
and 2.5 m deep, There is a piece of collapsed masonry in the 
ditch. 

The INNER BILEY is crescentic with maximum measurements 
of 56 m east-west by 23 m north-south. It is protected by a 
Io internal ban which has a gap in the east side indicating 
an entrance. The bailey is protected by a ditch, 6 m uide and 

m deep, uith an outer enclosing ban, 5 m uide, ranging in 
height from 8 to 15 cm. phis ban continues around the 
motte to the north-east but it is missing on the north-west 
and west, here it appears to hae been ploughed out. The 
outer ban runs beside the inner bailey on the east before 
swinging southards in a wide cure to enclose the OUTER 
BILEY, an open area uith maximum dimensions of 87 by 23.5 m. 
On the south side the banK is 3 m uide and 1 m high on 
aerage. Outside the ban is a shallow ditch 4.5 m uide. 

South of the motte is a narrou raised area running 
towards the modern road uhich may be part of an old roadway. 



2. OTHER FEATURES

Ringfort. Cloonahard I.
In marshy ground south-east of the moire. Double banK and

ditch. Internal diameter 34 m. There is a shallow linear
depression in the centre of the fort which may represent" a

Ringfort. Cloonahard 2.
Located south-east of the moire beside the Longford to
Edgesworthtown road. Single banked. Built on a low sloping
ridge it lacks evidence for an external ditch and the natural
slope may have sufficed. Internal diameter 32 by 3S m.

Ringfort. Cooleeny.
Situated south of Rosemount House. Very overgrownJ Single
bank and ditch with counterscarp banK. Internal diameter 34
m. There are raised areas in the interior but none can be
identified as a definite structure.

~RCHAEOLOOICAL PROBLEMS ANO POTENTTI~L

Lissardowlan is an example of a deserted medieval
borough. The period of its desert~n, is not Known but from
the historical evidence it is likely that the ±hirteenth and
fourteenth centuries are the ones best represented in the
archaeological record.

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in" medieval
times is negligible. Was it merely a rural borough or did it
have genuine urban functions? Nothing is Known about domestic
dwellings, street pattern, defences, or of the settlement’s
extent. The documentary and archaeological data indicate that
the borough was the scene of human activity between the "late
twelfth and seventeenth centuries but because of the scarcity
of documentary sources it is likely that archaeological
e×cavation will be the principal means in the future by which
further Knowledge is obtained.

Area of Archaeological Poten±ial

The shaded portion of the accon~anying map (Fig. 5)
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern
Lissardowlan. In the absence of clear delimiting features
that area within 38~ m of the moire had been shaded. In the
absence of archaeological excavations nothing can be said
about the depth of.archaeological deposits. There is little
evidence, however, of disturbance and it is likely the±
archaeological deposits are intact over a large area of the
site. The borough is not under direct threat from development

OTHER FETURES 

Ringfort. Cloonahard 1, 
In marshy ground south-east of the motte. 
ditch. Internal diameter 34 m. There is 
depression in the centre of the fort which 
souterrain. 

a shallou linear 
Double ban and 

may represent 'a 

the Longford to 
a lou sloping 

ridge it lacKs eidence for an external ditch and the natural 
slope may have sufficed. Internal diameter 32 by 39 m. 

Ringfort. Cooleeny. 
Situated south of Rosemount House, Very oergrown. Single 
ban and ditch ith counterscarp ban, Internal diameter 34 
m, There are raised areas in the interior but none can be 
identified as a definite structure, 

RCHEOLOG ICL PROBLEMS ND POTENTT IL 

Lissardolan is an example of a deserted medieal 
borough, The period of its desertion is not noun but 4rom 
the historical eidence it is likely that the thirteenth and 
fourteenth centuries are the ones best represented in the 
archaeological record. 

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in'medieval 
times is negligible. las it merely a rural borough or did it 
have genuine urban functions? Nothing is Known about domestic 
duellings, street pattern, defences, or of the settlement's 
extent. The documentary and archaeological data indicate that 
the borough uas the scene of human actiity betueen the late 
tel+th and seventeenth centuries but because of the scarcity 
of documentary sources it is likely that archaeological 
excavation will be the principal means in the future by hich 
further Knoledge is obtained. 

rea of archaeological Potential 

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 5) 
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern 
Lissardolan. In the absence of clear delimiting features 
that area within 300 m of the motte had been shaded. In the 
absence of archaeological excaations nothing can be said 
about the depth of archaeological deposits. There is little 
evidence, however, of disturbance and it is likely that 
archaeological deposits are intact oer a large area of the 
site. The borough is not under direct threat from development 

Ringfort. Cloonahard 2. 
Located south-east of the motte beside 
Edgesorthtown road. Single baned. Built on 
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The coun±y ±own of ~ongford is situa±ed on the Mullingar
-CarricK-on-Shannon road, roughly centrally placed within the
county, on Iowlying ground where the river Camlin enters the
Shannon basin. MacNamee (1954, 93-5) has dismissed the
suggestion that the name is an anglicisation of Ath Fada and
it is clear that the name derive~ from the Irish lon~phort,
"ship-fortress". In the medieval period, however, it seems
that thi~ term was u~ed more loosely to denote a

fort if icat ion.

ARCHaEOLOgICAL ~NO HISTORICAL BACKGROUNO

]~e origins o÷ Longford as a settlement lie in the Later
Middle Ages and there is no evidence of Anglo-Norman
settlement on the site. ]~e first significant recorded
episode is the foundation of the Oominican Priory, probably
by the 0 Fearghails in the early fifteenth century. It may be
guessed that there was a fortress, the longphort from’ which
the town takes its name, of the 0 Fearghails on the site
before the foundation of the priory. There is n~ evidence as
to the date of this fortress but it is referred to as Sen
~ongphort in 143e (AFM) indicating that it ~as already old.
~nother important episode in the development of the
settlement was the creation of a market here sometime before
1479-88, when the Irish parliament forbade English merchants
to have any contact with this or the Irish markets at Granard
and Cavan which were harming the English markets of Mea±h
(Morrissey 1939, 818-21). Farrell (1881, 83) suggested
that Longford became the seat of the 0 Fearghail of lower
Qnghaile when Qnghaile was divided in 1445.

Longford remained in 0 Fearghail hands until the reign of
Elizabeth. The importance of the settlement is indicated by
the fact that when ~nghaile was shired in 1571 the new county
was called Longford. In that year Richard Steynes is refer~ed
to as constable of the castle or gaol of Longford (12 Rep
Oeputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 51: No. 1853). In 1595
Longford was captured and burned by Hugh Roe O’Oonnell during
his raid into Connach± (~FM). In ISiS Richard Nugen±, baron
of Delvin, uas granted a market and a fair at Longford (ErcK
184S-58, ~57). By IS18 the ±own had passed to Francis, Lord

( Irish Rec. Comm. 1838, 458). In IS57 the town was

(Lewis 1837, ii, 31~).
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LONGFORD 

The county ton of Longford is situated on the Mullingar 
-Carr icK -on-Shannon road, roughly centrally placed ithin the 
county, on lolying ground here the rier Camlin enters the 
Shannon basin, MacNamee 1954, 93-5) has dismissed the 
suggestion that the name is an anglicisation of th Fada and 
it is clear that the name deries from the Irish longphort, 
"ship-fortress", 
that this term 
fortification. 

In the medieval period, hoeer, 
was used more loosely to 

it seems 
denote a 

, 
hRCHEOLOG ICAL ND HISTORICL BACKGROUND 

he origins of Longford as a settlement lie in the Later 
Middle ges and there is no evidence of nglo-Norman 
settlement on the site. me first significant recorded 
episode is the foundation of the Dominican Priory, probably 
by the O Fearghails in the early fifteenth century. It may be 
guessed that there was a fortress, the longphort from which 
the toun taKes its name, of the O Fearghails on the site 
before the foundation of the priory, There is no eidence as 
to the date of this fortress but it is referred to as Sen 
Longphort in 1430 (FM) indicating that it was already old. 
fnother important episode in the development of the 
settlement as the creation of a market here sometime before 
1479-80, hen the Irish parliament forbade English merchants 
to hae any contact with this or the Irish markets at Granard 
and Caan which ere harming the English markets of Meath 
(Morrissey 1939, 819-21. Farrell <1891, 23) has suggested 
that Longford became the seat of the O Fearghail of lower 
nghaile when nghaile was diided in 1445. 

Longford remained in O Fearghail hands until the reign of 
Elizabeth. The importance of the settlement is indicated by 
the fact that uhen nghaile as shired in 157I the new county 
Was called Longford. In that year Richard Steynes is 
to as constable of the castle or gaol of Longford 
Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 5I: No. 1853). 

referred 
(12 Rep 
In 1595 

Longford was captured and burned by Hugh Roe 'Donnell 
his raid into Connacht (AFM), In 1606 Richard Nugent, 
of Delin, as granted a marKet and a fair at Longford 
1846-52, 27), By 1619 the ton had passed to Francis, 
fungier, who was granted another marKet and to fairs 
(Irish Rec. Comm. 1830, 4452. In 1657 the town 
incorporated and fungier's lands were erected into' a 

«Lewis 1837, i1, 310. 

during 
baron 
(ErcK 

Lord 
there 

Mas 
manor 



ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

I. STREETS AND STREET PATTERN
2. CASTLE ,’
3, ST JOHN’S CHURCH
4, 00MINICAN PRIORY OF ST, BRIGI0
5. OTHER FEATURES
B. LIST OF STRRY FINDS

I. STREETS AND STREET PATTERN

The town is concentrated on the south side of the river
Camlin but the original parish church and castle were on the
north side. The street plan is linear, based on Main Street
and Bridge Street, its continuation to the north. This stree±
ran from the castle to the southern entrance, a point where
the road divides into three, east to Edgesworthstown and
Oublin, ~outh to Ardagh, and west to Lanesborough. The houses
fronting onto Nain Street have long burgage plot~ and would
appear to represent the seventeenth century borough. Tha area
around Bridge Street and Church Street is probably the oldest
part of the town. Here too is the site of the castle and the
old parish church and this may represent the site of the late
~ixteenth century settlement.

2. CASTLE

O’Oonovan (O.S. Letters, SB) records a tradition that the
-original longphor± l~y on the site now occupied ¯ by the

BarracKs. Nothing is Known of the nature of this
fortification. From 1571 there are references to the
constable of the "castle or gaol of Longford" (12 Rep. Oeputy
Keeper Public Record~ Ireland, 51: No. 1853~ 7B: (No. ~143~ 13
Rep,, 24: No. ~SSq). This was presumably the stron~ castle,
commanded by Sir Christopher Browne, captured and destroyed
by Hugh Roe O’Bonnell in 15S5 (~FM~ NacNamee 1954, 7SI). 
was probably replaced by the castle built by Lord ~ungier
about 1S27 (Farrell IB91, 3G4) and which was captured 

Preston in IS41 (Farrell 18S1, 132).

The site of the castle, at the north end of Bridge
Street, is now a car parK. Trace~ of the castle survived
un±il the early IS78’s when the circular tower and its
attached house were demolished (PI. 4). There is a local
tradition that the castle was protected by outworks but these
are no longer obvious.

3. ST JOHN’S PARISH CHURCH

This was the parish church of the seventeenth century
borough. It stand~ at the east end o~ Church Street on the

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY 

1. STREETS AND STREET PATTERN 
e. CASTLE 
3. ST JOHN'S CHURCH 
4. DOMINICAN PRIORY OF ST. BRIG ID 
5. OTHER FEATURES 
6. LIST OF STRAY FINDS 

I. STREETS AND STREET PATTERN 

The toun is concentrated on the south side of the river 
Caml in but the original Parish church and castle ere on the 
north side, The street plan is linear, based on Main Street 
and Bridge Street, its continuation to the north. This street 
ran from the castle to the southern entrance, a point uhere 
the road divides into three, east to Edgesorthstoun and 
Dublin, south to rdagh, and west to Lanesborough, The houses 
fronting onto Main Street hae long burgage plots and would 
appear to represent the seventeenth century borough, The area 
around Bridge Street and Church Street is probably the oldest 
Part of the town. Here too is the site of the castle and the 
old parish church and this may represent the site of the late 
sixteenth century settlement, 

2. CnSTLE 

O'Donovan (O.S. Letters, 68) records a tradition that the 
· original longphort lay on the site now occupied ·by the 

BarracKs, Nothing is Knon of the nature of this 
fortification. From 157] there are references to the 
constable of the "castle or gaol of Longford" (I2 Rep. Deputy 
Keeper Public Records Ireland, 51: No. 1853; 78: /No. 2143; 13 
Rep., 24: No. 299), This las presumably the strong castle, 
commanded by Sir Christopher Broune, captured and destroyed 
by Hugh Roe 'Donnell in 1595 (AFM; MacNamee 1954, 791). It 
Mas probably replaced by the castle built by Lord ungier 
about I6e? (Farrell 1891, 304 and uhich as captured by 
Preston in 1641 (Farrel1 1891, 132), 

The site of the castle, at the north end of Bridge 
Street, is nouu a car parK. Traces of the castle surived 
until the early 197's uhen the circular tower and its 
attached house were demolished (P. 4). There is a local 
tradition that the castle was protected by outuorKs but these 
are no longer obius, 

3. ST JOHN'S PARISH CHURCH 

This Was the parish church of the seventeenth 
borough. It stands at the east end of Church Street 

century 
on the 



si±e of ±he medieval Dominican Priory (MacNamee 1954, ~13).

The presen~ building appears ±o be ~odern bu± ~he caretaker

informed us ±ha± par±s of ±wo walls, re-used from ~he abbey,

are incorpora±ed into ±he building. He also added ±ha± wall

foundations were discovered on ±he north side o~ ±he church
during grave digging. There are no pre-17~8 monuments.

4. DOMINICAN PRIORY OF ST. BRIGIO

This n~onas±ery seems ~o have been es±ablished c.1488

( Gwynn and HadcocK IS7~, 227). I± was clearly in ex is~ence 
1429 when an indulgence was gran±ed ~o aid ±he res~ora±ion

and co r~le±ion of ±he church which had been destroyed by ~ire

(Twemlow 1989, 94). Fur±her indulgences were gran±ed in 1433

and 1438 (MacNamee 1954, ~I~). In 144G ±he dea±h ~rom plague
o~ ±hree of i~s friars is recorded (Gwynn and HadcocK IS78,

2~7). No rece ip±s were re±urned ~or ±he priory a± ±he

Dissolu± ion, probably because ~he jurors were unable ±o

approaoh i± (Whi±e 194S, 3~8). In 155S-7 ±he monastery was
granted ~o Richard Mugen~, baron o~ Delvin (Gwynn and HadcocK

1978, ~7). In 15SS ±he priory Was leased ~o Richard S~ayne
( 11 Rep. Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 125: No. SSg),

and in 1578 ±o Sir Nicholas Nalbie (Morrin 18S2, 17, 2S).
MacNamee ( IS54, 213) records ~ha± ~he Gominican community

survived a± Longford un±il ~he mid-eigh±een±h century. I±
appears ±o have s±ood on ~he si~e of ±he probes±an± parish

church of S~. John (NacNamee 1954, ~i3).

5. OTHER FEBTURES

NoH in ruins. This building is probably on ~he si±e of ~he
original longphor~ and may have replaced ±he La~e Nedieval
castle o~ ~he O’Fearghails. The presen~ remains are mos±ly

e igh±een±h ten±wry.

Temple Nichael

Small church in Temp1emichael Glebe eas~ o~ ±he ±own. Now

very ruined. The graveyard is comple~ely overgrown. In±ernal

dims. I~.2 by 5.8 m. The wes~ gable is approximately 4 m high

bu± ~he remaining walls no more ~han 1 m high. There is no
clear evidence for a doorway.

6. LIST OF STRAY FINDS

I. S~one axehead. Found in College Field, 1939.

College Diocesan Museum, Long~ord.

2. S±one axehead. Found 1935 in College Ground. S~.
College Diocesan Museum. Jrl. ~rdagh & Clonmacnoise
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site of the medieval Dominican Priory (MacNamee 1954, 213), 
The present building appears to be modern but the caretaKer 
informed us that parts of to ualls, re-used 4rom the abbey, 
are incorporated into the building. He also added that wall 
foundations were discovered on the north side of the church 
during grave digging9. There are no pre-17@ monuments. 

• DOMINICN PRIORY OF ST. BRIGID 

This monastery seems to hae been established c,14@0 
c Guynn and Hadcock 1970, 227. It as clearly in existence by 
1429 hen an indulgence was granted to aid the restoration 
and completion of the church uhich had been destroyed by fire 
¢ Temlo 1909, 94, Further indulgences were granted in 1433 
and 1438 <MacNamee 1954, 212. In 1448 the death from plague 
of three of its friars is recorded <Guynn and Hadcock 197, 
ee7. No receipts were returned for the priory at the 
Dissolution, probably because the Jurors were unable to 
approaoh it (White 1943, 320). In 1556-7 the monastery as 
granted to Richard Nugent, baron of Deluin <Guynn and HadcocK 
1970, 227), In 1566 the priory was leased to Richard Stayne 
(11 Rep. Deputy Keeper Public Records Ireland, 125: No. 868), 
and in 1578 to Sir Nicholas Malbie <Morrin 1862, 17, 26. 
MacNamee ( 1954, 213) records that the Dominican community 
suried at Longford until the mid-eighteenth century. It 
appears to hae stood on the site of the protestant parish 
church of St. John <MacNamee 1954, 213. 

5. OTHER FETURES 

Barracks 
No in ruins. This building is 
original Iongphort and may hae 
castle of the O'Fearghails, The 
eighteenth century. 

probably on the 
replaced the 

site 
Late 

of the 
led ieal 

mostly present remains are 

Temple Michael 
Small church in Templemichael Glebe east or the ton. No 
ery ruined, The graeyard is completely oergron, Internal 
dims. 12.2 by 5.8 m. The west gable is approximately 4 m high 
but the remaining walls no more than I m high. There is no 
clear eidence for a doorway, 

6. LIST OF STRAY FINDS 

I. Stone axehead. Found in College Field, 
College Diocesan Museum, Longford. 

1939. St. Me1's 

2. Stone axehead. Found 1935 in College Ground. St, Mel's 
College Diocesan Museum. Jrl. frdagh & Clonmacnoise fntiR. 



Soc. i, 4 (1935), I80.

3. Stone axehead. Probably from Longford. St. Me ls College
Oiocesan Nuseum.

4. Bronze axehead. Probably found in the Longford area,
c.1888-98. St. Nel’s College Oiocesan Nuseum, Longford. Jrl.
Arda~h & Clonmacnoise Antiq. Sot. I, 4 (1835), 1~8.

Salisbury, 1991. Evans (1881), Bl.

8. Bronze sword. From Longford. British IYluseum, London: W.G.
IB91.

7. Bronze zoomorph ic "brooch. From Temp I emichael parish,
Longford, 1887. NNI 1945:21.

8. 17th century chalice and
’HENRICUS COMERFORO, SACERO08

College Oiocesan Museum.

paten dated 1BB8. Inscribed
ME FIERI FECIT’ . St. Mel~s

8. Chalice dated IB27. Inscribed with the name John Gaffney.
St. Mel’s College Oiocesan Museum.

~RCH~EOLOGIC~L PROBLEMS ANO POTENTIAL

The Problems

Longford is important to archaeological research for two
reasons. Firstly as an example of a late medieval Irish
marKel and secondly because of the seventeenth century toun.
The site is ~articularly important for fifteenth century
settlement studies beczu~e it ~as the site of a native Irish
m~rKet, a Dominican Priory, and a castle constructed by the 0
Fearghaills. Nothing is Knoun about the nature of these
native trading settlements and Longford offers an important
challenge for archaeology in this respect. The present to~n
zppears to date entirely to the seventeenth century.
Folloaing the normal course of seventeenth century layout its
plan shows houses fronting the street ui±h plots of ground
stretching to the roan boundary behind. Accqrd ingly the
street front ages are likely to be the most reuarding sites
archaeologically and unfortunately it is also here that, in

"the process of rebuilding, most archaeological destruction
has occurred. Excavations in other seventeenth century
settlements, such as Belfast, Coleraine and Oerry, however,
has shoun that the area behind the houses was frequently used
for the disposal of rubbish and it is likely that refuse
pits, ~ells and outhouse foundations are preserved. There are
no indications o~ seventeenth century town defences but the
east and ~est boundaries a± the rear of the plots fronting
Main Street may preserve the line of defensive earthworks.

Soc. 1, 4 (1935, 100. 

3, Stone axehead. Probably from Longford. 
Diocesan Museum, 

St. Mels College 

. Bronze axehead, Probably found in the Longford 
c,1880-90. St. Mel's College Diocesan Museum, Longford. 
frdash Clonma£noise fnti. Soc. 1, 4 «1935», 100. 

area, 
Jrl: 

5. Bronze palstae, Found near Longford, 
Salisbury, 1881. Eans ( 1881), 81. 

BlacKmore Museum, 

6. Bronze sword, From Longford. British Museum, London: 
1631, 

.G. 

7, Bronze zoomorphic brooch. 
Longford, 1867. NMI 1945:21. 

From Templemichael parish, 

8. 17th century chalice and 
'HENR ICUS COMERFORD, SCERDOS 

College Diocesan Museum. 

paten dated 1668. 
ME FIERI FECIT'. 

Inscribed 
St. Mel's 

9, Chalice dated 162?7. Inscribed ith the name John Gaffney. 
St. Mel's College Diocesan tuseum. 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS AND PDTENT IL 

The Problems 

Longford is important to archaeological research for two 
reasons, Firstly as an example of a late medieal Irish 
marKet and secondly because of the seenteenth century touun, 
The site is Particularly important for fifteenth century 
settlement studies because it was the site of a native Irish 
marKet, a Dominican Priory, and a castle constructed by the O 
Fearghaills. Nothing is Knoun about the nature of these 
natie trading settlements and Longford offers an important 
challenge for archaeology in this respect. The Present toun 
appears to date entirely to the seenteenth century, 
Following the normal course of seenteenth century layout its 
plan shows houses fronting the street uith plots of ground 
stretching to the town boundary behind. Accordingly the 
street frontages are likely to be the most rearding sites 
archaeologically and unfortunately it is also here that, in 
the process of rebuilding, most 
has occurred. Excaations in 

archaeological destruction 
other Seenteenth century 

settlements, such as Belfast, Coleraine and Derry, howeer, 
has shoun that the area behind the houses Was frequently used 
for the disposal of rubbish and it is likely that refuse 
pits, wells and outhouse foundations are presered, There are 
no indications of seventeenth century toun defences but the 
east and west boundaries at the rear of the plots fronting 
Main Street may preseroe the line of defensie earthworKs. 



This line shoud be examined if the opportunity to e×cavate
occurs. ~part from the street frontages there is little
evidence ~or disturbance and it is likely that archaeological
deposits are intact over a large area o~ the town.

archaeological excavation is likely to be the principal means
by which additional Knowledge o~ its history is obtained.
Long~ord’s archaeology is likely to come under threat from
commercial development occasionally and accordingly steps
should be taken to ensure that its heritage will be properly
safeguarded.

~rea of ~rchaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accon~anying map (Fi~. S)
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern

Granard. This shows the extent of the seventeenth century
town south of the Camlin together with an area north of the
river which enclses the BarracKs and St. John’s church, the
initiel focus of settlement in the town. The shaded area has
been continued outside the town boundary in order to allow
for possible town defences and a fosse. In the absence of
archaeological excavations nothing can be said about the
depth of archaeological deposits.

r 
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This line shoud be examined if the opportunity to excavate 
occurs, part from the street frontages there is little 
evidence for disturbance and it is liKely that archaeological 
deposits are intact oer a large area of the town. 

Little is Knoun about medieval or seventeenth century 
Longford from documentary sources and in the future 
archaeological excavation is liKely to be the principal means 
by hich additional Knowledge of its history is obtained. 
Longford's archaeology is liKely to come under threat from 
commercial development occasionally and accordingly steps 
should be taKen to ensure that its heritage will be properly 
safeguarded. 

rea of archaeological Potential . 
The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig, G) 

delimits the area of archaeological Potential within modern 
Granard, This shows the extent of the seventeenth century 
town south of the Camlin together uith an area north of the 
river uhich enclses the Barracks and St. John's church, the 
initial focus of settlement in the toun, The shaded area has 
been continued outside the ton boundary in order to allou 
for possible toun defences and a fosse. In the absence of 
archaeological excavations nothing can be said about the 
depth of archaeological deposits. 
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Fig. 2. Ballinallee: Zone of archaeological potential



Fig. 3. Granard: Zone of archaeological potential



Fig. 4. Lanesborough: Zone of archaeological potential



Fig. 5. Lissardowlan: Zone of archaeological potential



Fig. 6. Longford: Zone of archaeological potential



P1. • Gr anard: aerial ieu of the motte and bailey from 
north-east. 



PL e Gr anardt gene al i of deserted borough earttworKs 
in Granardill from south-east, GranardKill 
r ingfort is in the foreground, 



P1. 3, Gr anardt aerial ie of the deserted borough 
earthworKs in Granardx ill, 



1. 4. Longfordt photograph of the castle prior to 
demolition taken from the east, The circular 
structure or the right is a tower, 
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