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GEl'ERAL INTRODUCTION 

Towns pose one of the most formidable problems faced by 
archaeology today. LiYad in and occupied over long periods of 

time, and often covering quite large areas, they are the most 
corrplex form of human settlement that we Know of. Deep 
archaeological deposits have accumulated in most towns as a 
result of the long period of occupation and, accordingly, 
towns are among the most important areas of our heritage. 
However, towns are also the homes of modern conmunities, and 
ara the centres of present-day business, industry and 
cultural life. The requirements of modern life has brought 
considerable change to many towns with extensive road 
widening, building schemes, housing estates and industrial 
development. The demolition of buildings and the digging of 
deap foundations has brought about irrevocable change in the 
appearance of towns, and change, in th is century, means more 
thorough destruction than anything that has gone before. The 
problem for archaeology is not one of preservation, although 
this ma>· be desireable, but of recording standing buildings 
and archaeological levels before they are destroyed. The 
unfortunate truth Is that what is not recorded now has little 
chance of ever being recorded later . 

BY Its nature archaeology is concerned with the past of 
ordinary people. The fragmentary building 
shards and scraps of worKed stone 'or 
archaeologist discovers cannot be used 

political movements or great administrative 

remains, pottery 
wood which the 

to reconstruct 
changes. These 

parts of our past can only be gl irrpsed from documents, from 
what 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 particular time 
and place In question. 

Urban archaeology may be defined as the study of the 
evolution and changing character of urban conmunitles 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, 
of the form of their houses and streets, of the business of 
their marKets and worKshops, of the style and arrangement of 
their churches, of health and disease, of the variety of 
cultural, rellgous and economic actlvltyl In short, It Is 
concerned with the life and death of conmunltles ancestral to 
our own. 
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Development of Urban ~rchaeology

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

~he general lack of awareness that almost all towns have

archaeological deposits. Dis sterns in part from the

~conwrehension 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

been swept away. In part it also Sterns from the fact that the

construction on & vast scale of buildings requiring deep
foundations has only occurred recently, and it is only as a

consequence that archaeological deposits have come to light.

It is also due to the fact that, in previous centuries,

archaeologica] methods and techniques were not advanced

enough to take sduantage 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. Rs Structure replaced structure the ground level rose
Slightly and over the centuries, in cities such as Dub1 in,

considerable depths of archaeological deposits have

ac c umu I ated.

In Western Europe, urban archaeology is a product of the

sixties, but there is nothing new about archaeological
discoveries in towns~ indeed, it has quite a respectable

ancestry. One of the characteristics of the Renaissance was

~he search fo~ antiquities, and although much plundering

occurred it generated an interest in ant lent Rome. In

Ireland, Dublin has been the main focus of attention.ln 1646,
Sir James Ware recorded the discovery of an inhumation burial

at Nassau Street. Much of the Ray collect ion, now housed in

the National Museum of Ireland, is composed of ViKlng and

~ledieval objects found during the laying of sewage pipes

between 1658-58. The amount of material uncovered brought on

Such a great demand that even faKes were manufactured and

sold. ~s the city expanded and the railways were built more
discoveries were made. In 1846, 1866 and again in 1832 large

nun~)ers of ViKing weapons and ornements were discovered at

Kilmainham-Islandbridge, and although originally interpreted

as the remains of a battle, they are nov seen to form part of

an early ViKing cemetery, apparently, indeed, the largest

cemetery outside of Scandinavia. Our ins the 1868’s timber
structures were noted at the Four Courts and again at St.
Michael’s Hill and digging had taken Place as part of the

restoration of churches such as St. PatricK’s Cathedral,
Christ Church Cathedral, St. ~y’s ~bbey and St. ~udeon’s

Church. However, although this n~ter tal was gathered in

Dublin, as in other towns, little uas done uith it.

" ~’he breakthrough in the concept that towns had an

archaeology of their DUn occurred shortly after b~)rld War II.
Bon~) damaged sites became available for excavation in many
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cities which ware not going to be davalopad irrmadiataly and 
consaqu•ntly 

before. In 

excavation bacame more easily possible than 
bombing destroyed 
between 1947-62 a 

1967>. Initially 

for London, 

one-seventh of the medieval 

instance, 

city and 
Call"f'aign of excavations tooK place <Grirras 

these excavations were oriented towards 

Roman remains: the finding of the Tall'Pl• 
instance caused a great public sensation at 

the 
of 
the 

discovery 

Mi thras 
t Ima. 

of 
for 

Over 
large parts of London no medieval deposits were left, because 

of the cellar digging of earlier centuries but gradually 

people became aware of the existence of rradieval deposits and 

of tha need to examine them. 

The real advance, however , occurred in Russia, at 
Novgorod where excavations were conductad between 19�1 and 

1962. There for the first time organic remains war• found in 

large quantities and it became possible to reconstruct entire 

straetscapes and to chronicle the changes which happ•n•d in 

them as one generation succeeded the n•xt <Thomson 1967). 

Gradually as more worK tooK place in England and Garmany it 

became apparent that the rich archaeological material In 

towns was not Just a side-I ight on urban life but because of 

its vary richness it could _contribute graatly to our 

understanding of the archaeology of entire pariods and 

regions. In Ireland the first scientific excavations were 
commenced at Oubl in Castle in 1961 and excauations were to 

continue in Dublin for the next twenty yaars. The interest 

aroused by the High Streat and, later , the Wood Quay 

excavations was widespread and it craated an interest in the 

archaeology of other towns. To date, axcauations haue taKen 

place in about fifteen Irish towns. 

Tha archaeolog !cal importanca of urban s itas may be 

summarised under four headings: 

1 . In order to Know what happened in the town i tse 1 f: how a 
particular araa was used and how it auoluad. 

e. For all towns, archaeological deposits are the earl lest 

archiu•. Only a handful of Irish towns are raferred to prior 

to 12ee AD and it is only during the sixta•nth and 
sauenteanth centurias that rafarancas b•coma anyway common. 
Yet the urban llf• of many towns has contlnu•d unbroKen sine• 

the twelfth or early thirteenth c•ntury, while the origins of 

others lie in the ViKing, Early Christian and Prehistoric 

periods. Euen th•n such refer•nc•s rarely throw much light on 

daily life and tand to be mor• conc•rn•d with political and 

administratiue events. lnde•d, most indiuidual prop•rti•s 

within towns will haue no documentation r•lating directly to 

them until th• lat•-s•uenteanth or aarly-aightaanth cantury. 

To all intants and purposes, than, indiuldual sitas within 

towns may hau• ramain•d col!'Pletaly prahistoric, in so far as 

they hau• no documentation, until th• s•u•nte•nth cantury or 
later. Accordingly, to gain any Knowl•dga at all •xcauation 
is important. 
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3, Becaus.e of the depth of stratigraphy and the wealth of 

finds. Mos.t towns are located bes.Ide water and g•narally 

waterlogged deposits. are present with the consequent 

pres.arvat io·n of organ le material. The corrc lnat Ion of many 
layers and many objects means that it ls. us.ually pos.s.ibla to 
data structures and layers clos.ely. This. ls particularly 
important because it m&Kes ti9ht chronolo9ies possible for 

artefacts. 

4. At a more advanced level whar• the archaeology ls. 
concerned it is in-possible to understand It without Knowing 
what happened to the town itself. Each town is a unique 

expression of the history of its region and the destruction 

of its archaeology would leave an irreplaceable gap In 
Knowledge of the evolution of the region. 

The recovery of this information ls threatened, how•v•r, 
by the increasing redevelopment and gradual expansion of our 

cities and towns. It is vary difficult to for•s.•• th• affects. 

of this redevelopment when the extant of archa•ologlcal 
deposits Is generally not Known to the Planning Authority and 

it has happened in the past that the archa•ologlcal 

significance of a site has only become apparent when building 

worK wa& about to commence. It is ln-portant than that the 

areas containing archaeological deposits s.hould 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 Archaao log>• Survey was a stab 1 is had with mon las 

allocated for the purpose by the Minister for Finance in 
1982, Its purpose was to con-pile 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 archaeologist, 

urban planner , property developer , or Interested layman. ln 

this regard the survey ha& been guld•d by a submission 

prepared by the Royal Irish Acad•my on Urban Archaeology 
which r•commandad that the report should have four almsl 

1, 'To evaluate critically th• archa•ologlcal potential, both 
above and below ground of the listed towns•, 

2, 'To an-phaslsa areas. where th• archa•ologlcal 
could be pras.arvad by the Judicious. us• of n•w 

techniques. and the pras.antatlon of op•n s.paces., etc,• 

d•pos.its. 
bu ii d Ing 

3. 'To as.s.•s.s. the level of des.tructlon of th• original 
townscape•.

4. 'To maas.ur• th• •ffacts. of urban •xpans.lon on originally 

rural archaeological s.ltas.•.

Th• chronolo1lcal cut-off point b•yond which mat•rlal would 
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The ldantification of sites which ware urban centres 

bafor• 1700 AD is not without difficulties. In many cases 

such an !dent If !cat Ion i& dapandant on the suru iual of 

documentary auidanca. Howeuar, it was felt that it was batter 

to fol I ow the ax ist Ing worK of Graham < 1977> and Mart in 

< 1981) rather than impose new crit■ria. Accordingly the &itas 

which are included hara are those for which thara Is auidanca 

of their statu& a& boroughs prior to 1700 AD. 

In the reports the rnatar ial is presented aa fol lows: the 

situation of the &ita Is outlined and a bri■f account of ita 

archaeological and historical bacKground la prouidad. Thia la 

followed by an archaeological inu■ntory which andaauours to 

catalogue both extant sites and those which ar■ Known from 

documentary sources. Although the amount of information on 

each town may uary the cataJogua follows th• 1,am■ format for 

each entry, firstly detail Ing th■ information on str■■ts and 

street pattern, and following thla with an account of the 

domestic bullding1,, marKat place• and economic faaturaa such 

as quays and industrial araaa. The &algnaurial caatl• and 

town dafancaa are daacrlbad next togath■r with the r■ligous 

buildings of the town. The auldanca for suburb• and activity 

out&ld• the walls ia than outlined and th• inu■ntory 

concludes with a summary of the archaeological axcauatlons 

and a list of the stray finds. The Inventory I& followad by 

an assessment of the archaeological potential of the site. 
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INTROOUCTION TO CO. i'EATH 

This report considers sauantean sites within the modern 

county boundary which are Known to haue bean urban sites 

prior to 1700 ( F iSI. 1 l. Soma of these are now dasartad, 

others haua shrunk in importance but thraa, Kalis, Nauan and 

Trim, are expanding towns while Athboy, OulaaK, Ratoath and 

Siana have the potential for radaualoprnant in tha naar 

future. 

The towns considered hara ara all essentially 

Ansilo-Norman foundations established in the last �uartar of 

. the twa I fth or ear I y In the th irtaanth century. It ls c I ear 

from documentary and archaaolosilcal sources, howauer, that 

most of these ware already Important sattlarnant sites prior 

to the cominsi of tha Normans. Soma such as OulaaK, Kells, 

Siana and Trim ware monastic sites, while others such as 

Ratoath and Syddan ware secular dwalllnsis. Thasa centres ara 

particularly Important for archaaolOSIY bacausa thay haua the 

potential to Illuminate the hazy period of transition batwaen 

the pre-Norman period and their amargance as urban sites. 

Our Knowledge of these towns prior to 1700 consists of 

only the maagrast historical details but the potential of 

archaeology to illuminate social and economic life during 

this period Is considaDabla. This report assanmlas the Known 
archaeolog�cal data on each site and reulaws their potential 

for future research. Each town is prouidad with a map 

out! in ing its zone of archaaolosi lcal potential in which the 

following colour coda is used: 

PinK: the shading used for the zone of archaeo­

logical potential. 

Radl extant archaaologlcal monuments. 

Purple• sites of Known monuments. 
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ATHBOY 

Athboy is situated in lowlying flat countryside 

equidistant from Kells and Trim. The medieval town was 

centred on the axis of a long gently curving stre•t now 

divided into O'Grownay-,· Main-, and Bridge Streets, and lay 

largely to the wast of the Athboy river, a tributary of th• 

Boyne. The river was av idant 1 y an important factor in th• 

location of the town bacausa tha placaname ls darlv•d from 

Ath Buidha, i.e. •yellow ford", a crossing point. In early 

sources it is rafarrad to as Ath Bulda Tlacht51ha, "the yellow 

ford of Tlachtgha" <Hogan 1910, 54> and was so-named from 

Tlachtga <The Hill of Ward> which was traditionally tha sita 

of an important Oanach hald at Samhaln, Tha slta was 

identified by O'Donovan with a low hill to th• north-east of 

tha town on top of which an aarthworK, consistin51 of a 

central raised anclosura surrounded by four banKs and 

ditches, is s !tad <O.S. L.attars, 181-2>, O'Oonovan also 

recorded a local tradition that tha sita had b••n •ntrench•d 

in 1641 but Macalistar < 1949a, 264> was of th• opinion that 

it was not a fortification at all, Tha plundarin51 of th• sit• 

in 963 < AFM> would suggest that it was functioning as a 

settlement site at that time and tha prasanca of subs•quent 

habitation is suggastad by tha fact that Tigharnan Ua Rualrc, 

King of Breifna, was slain hara in 1172 by Hugh d• L.acy, 

Indeed it is interesting to not a that as 1 ata as 1496 fires 

were I it on top of tha the hill in order to warn the sattlars 

of the Pale of approaching Irish attacKars <Conway 1932, 89), 

Tha legendary associations of Tlachtga sug51ast that th• 

immediate nai51hbourhood of Athboy was settled in 

Pre-Christian times but tha aarliast raf•rancas to the site 

of tha prasant town occur in tha eleventh and twelfth 

centuries. In 1022 Ath Buidh• Tlacht51a was tha sita of a 

battle b•twean th• Norse of Dublin and Ma•lsachlainn of Meath 

< 0 'Donovan 1851, 1 I, sub anno >. In 1090 AFM not•• that 

Muirchartach Ua Briain plund•r•d Br•ga •as far as Ath 

Buidha", while in 1167 it was th• scan• of a synod conv•n•d 

hara by Ruaidhri Ua Conchobhair, King of Connacht, at which a 

number of civil and ecclesiastical laws w•r• pass•d 

<O'Donovan 1851, II, sub anno>. These r•ferancas lndlcat• th• 

geographical importance of th• ford in the period immadiat•ly 

bafora the comin51 of tha Normans and suggest that it was 

becoming a focal point. 

Und•r tha Normans Athboy b•came th• c•ntra 

important manor and was probably th• caput baron iaa 

barony of L.un•, granted to William d• IWl,sat by Hugh 

in th• early 1170's <Orp•n 1911-20, II, SB>, On his 

1213 it pass•d briefly into the hands of the Tuitas 

of an 

of the 

da L.acy 

death in 

and than 
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to the Loundres (de London) family who held it until 1386. 

that year the manor was partitioned between the two daughters

of William Loundres, one portlo~ going to the Prestons and
the other to the Browns (Me]Is and hl~Enery 1316, xl, 16). For

the historian the Preston involvemont is fortunate because
informat ion on the manor is preserved in the lr family

cartulary, the Gormanston Register (Nllls and hlcEnery 1316).

The earliest reference to a Norman fortification occurs
in the Irish Pipe Roll of 14 John (1~11-1~) which notes that
the castle of Rthboy WaS then being fortified (Davies and

Quinn 1341, 33). The exact site of this motte has not been
previously determined (of. Graham IST4, 43~ 1888, 47), but 

is likely that it was constructed on top of the htll of

Tlacthga, which O’Donovan described in 1838 as "four (perhaps

five) concentric rings, with a moat in the centre now much
lowered" (O.S. Letters, 181). The Castletown of Rthboy 

mentioned on a nu~er of occasions in the Gormanston Register

suggesting that the motte was some distance from the town

(Tresham 1828, ~57 no. 51). Indeed as late as 15B8 the
"Castle-towne of Rthboy" is listed among the castles of r~eath

(Hogan 1878, S~), a fact which would explain why Tlachtga was

refortifted in the IS4~’s. There was a mill attached to the
manor and the rental in the Gormanston Register would sugges~

that it was near the town (Mills and hlcEnery I318, 5).

~-ne date of the foundation of flthboy as a town is not

Known and, indeed, there is I ittle information on its history

or development during the Nlddle ~ges. The earl lest direct

reference to the borough is in 1337-8 (45 Report Deputy

Keeper of Public Records Ireland (1513), 48), but the mention

in 13~ of John le Forester, provost of Rthboy, shows that

the town ~as incorporated earlier, probably in the thirteenth

century (~ills and r4cEnery 1~16, 156). The town had all the

trappings of a modteval borough including its corporation and

court (~lorrissey 1833,155). It received a nun~er of royal
charters of which the most important WaS ~hat o~ IS1~ ( Irish

Record Confess ion 183~, ~18). In 14~7 ~he prouos~ and

co~n~I~y ~eceived a char~er ~rom Henry IV granting a nu~er

o~ privileges including ~he righ~ ~o establish a ~rchan~

guild, ~or which i~ ts recorded ~ha~ ~hey paid 1~ ~PKS
(Tresh~m 18~8, 187 no. 7; p. 188 no. 14). In 14~3 ~he ~own
subscribed ~es. ~owards ~he expenses o~ de,ending ~he Pale
¯ g&Jhs~ ~ Conchoba~r FaiIghe in ~he previous year (Tr~sh$m
18~8, ~3e, no. 118). ~ls ~as an a~un~ equalled only b~
Ke]ls a~ng ~he ~o~ns of ~a~h and ~s~a~h and suggests
2h~ ~hboy ~as one o~ ~he ~eal~hier ~o~ns of ~he Pale a~
~his ~. ~ere ts I i~le ~o indicate ~ha~ ~he source ot i~s

¯ grtcul~ural p~oduce o~ i~s i~dia~e h ln~erlsnd and ~he~e is

a hin~ ~ha~ skins and ~urs ~y have played ¯ role tn 1oc81

~rade (Tresham 18~8, ~15 no. 138). ~ baKehouse ~s ~n~toned

in 14E~ (Tresham 18~8, 18~).

The ~own was on the edge of the Pale and functioned as a
frontier pos~ in the Later Ntddle ~ges. I~ was burned, ~or
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instance, tn 1443 during the raid on the Pale by 0
Conchobha|r Fallghe and was captured by Owen Roe O’Neill in
1643. The monies spent on its defence are an indication of
Its importance. A charter of 1386 included the right to
collect murage (PROI/IA/53/~3 p. 188) while in 1446 Henry VI
granted customs for 68 years, and these appear to have been
continued by the Irish Parliament of 14SB (Berry I~14, ~S).

Ltttle is Known of life in the town during the

does not necessarily imply that it declined in importance,

However, the plague of 1575 recorded in AFN must have been a

setbacK. The Civil Survey of IS54 records thirteen castles in

the town together with an abbey, a church, a bridge and one

(?) stone house ( Simington IS4~, ~le). Topographically,

however, this is the tlme when Connacht Street and Lower
Bridge Street Mere most likely established and the Known
trader’s tokens suggest that this was a time o~ prosperity
(Macalister I~31, 26). The borough returned two members to
par! iament from 15SB untll the ~ct of Unlon.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

I. STREET PATTERN Ar~ r, WRKET PLACE
~. C~STLE

3. TO~J~ DEFENCES

4. ST. JAMES’ CHURCH

5. CARNELITE FRIARY

S. OTHER FEATURES

7. LIST OF STRAY FINDS

1. STREET PATTERN AND ~RKET PLACE (f ig. 3)

It is difficult to determine the oxact size of medieval
Athboy because neither n~ps, documents nor archaeological

data throw any precise light on the extent of the town. The

existing stretch of town Mall provides a boundary for the

town on the south but elsewhere its limits can only be

guessed at on the basis of the burgage plot pattern. The long

property boundary running westwards from the ~thboy river and

forming the northern end of the burgage PlOtS on the north

likely indicator of the northern extent of the town. The

eastern boundary may have been formed by the Athboy river

because the burgage plots on the east side o~ the river, in

Lower Bridge Street, are smaller than those w~thin the town

to the vest. The western edge ~a$ Probably formed by the ]ong

property boundary running diagona|ly onto Connaught Street

from the north and continuing to the town Mall on the south.

If this outline is correct then most of Connaught Street and
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Lover Bridge Street uould have been outside the n~dieual

town.

The street plan of the medieval toun uas. essentially

Bridge Street. I~tn Street is cigar-shaped in plan and it

functioned as the market Place. It is to be Identified utah
the High Street referred to in 14iS (Tresh&m ISSS, 21~ no.

SS). ]t is also presumably the street recorded in 144~ as

being burnt (Cogan 1862, 163). ~e date of Connaught end

Lover Bridge Streets is not Knoun for curt&in. Re burgage

pos~-~d~eual , ~.e. seventeenth r~ther th~n e ~gh~eenth

cen~u~, ~n da~e.

Despite the references in documentary sources, such es

the Civil Survey, to the existence of stone houses here prior
to 17SS none appears to survive. However, some of the houses

in r~ln Street have cellars and there ere arched laneuays

between many houses opening into back lanes and outhouses.

The Ulster Sank has a very steePlY pitched roof uhich nmy be

of early date.

2. CRSTLE

It has been suggested above thee the castle of Rthboy

referred to in I~11-~ is to be identified with the earthworks
nou on top of Tlachtga, north east of the town.

3. TOL~ OEFENCES (Figs. 3-4)

Rthboy uas one of the four vailed touns of hleath and

received its first grant of murage in 13~S (PROI/1R~3/~3 p.

ISB). Further grants of monies uere rl~de In 144S and 14S~

(Berry IS14, ~). In l~S8 it uas still listed as one of the

u&lled touns of Fleath (Hogan 187S, Sl).

Re course of the toun vail, as outitned above, uould
have run uestuards ~rom the Rthboy river and parallel to l~tn

Street for a distance of about ~7~ m before turning

southuards for about IGe m and crossing Connaught Street to

~taln Street at ¯ point uhere the ~ST GR~ presumably stood.

From here the uall ran south-east to the present surviving

stretch, and thence back to the river. [t uould have enclosed
an area of rough|y 4 hectares (IS acres).

Re surviving stretch of uall is located east of St
James’ churchyard, from uhlch it extends east and vest for a

total length of 18@ m. It is of roughly coursed I tm~stone
masonry ulth a rubble core. ~’ne average height is between t~o

and three metres and it is S8 cm vide. Rn open-bacKed n~uraJ



tower (Fig. 4) projects from the wall. It is extremely

ouergroun with vegetation and accurate measurements could not

be obtained because ~he in~erior has been landscaped in order
to incorporate it within the car park design of ]’he Klrwan
Ho~el. ~e following dimensions are ~herefore approxinlate.

~e tower has an in~ernal diameter of 2.45m and an external
one of 4.4 m. I~ projects some 2.65 m from the wall3 i~ is 1

m ~hicK at ground level. Tuo metres above external ground
level i~ narrows leaving an internal ledge which may have

functioned as a wall-walK. ~ fosse, about 3 m deep, exists
outside ~he vail to the sou~h of ~he graveyard but i~s fresh

appearance suggests that it was recently dug. However, it may

be on ~he line of an ancient feature.

The ~thboy river probably formed the town boundary on the

east but it is difficult to Know whether there was a ~iver

wall or no~. It is a feature that existed in some towns, such
as Drogheda, but was dispensed w/~h in others, such as

KilKenny, uhere the river was regarded as forming sufficient

defence, fl G~[ must have existed beside the bridge, probably

on the west side,

4. ST. JRMES’ CHURCH (Fig.53 PI. la)

~is was the parish church of the medieval toun and

although it has been confused with the Carmelite Friary by

previous writers (Killanin and Ouignan IS67, 633 Graham’f974,

47), it is evident from the Civil Survey and the differing

dedication~ that these were different ~sites. ~ number of
references to Simon, parson of ~thboy, suggest that a parish

church was present c.1298 and the dedication indicates that

it was of Anglo-~rman origin (Brooks 1953, $4~ Clarke 1941,

$5~ Silbert 1889, 13, ~$4~ 272)° However, the earliest direct
reference to the parish church of St. James occurs in a deed

of Co 14~8 (Mills and M~Enery 191S, 1413 se~ Tresham 1828,

I78 no. ?S). The 8ormenston R~i;~r ~how; tha~ th~ a~vow~on
of th~ church wa~ originall~ In th~ han~; of th~ lor~ of th~

~nor b~ b~ 147~ th~ ri~t ~o a~Roint th~ ~ar~on wa~ h~Id b~

a;~aul~ o~ th~ ~own In I~3 and Bi~ho~ Oo~in~ r~cord~ im hi~
Vi;1~atlon Boo~ of I~-5 ~ha~ ~hm c~urc~ wa~ flnl;h~ In
I~?B an~ wa~ now in good r~alr, bu~ ~ha~ ~h~ chanc~l wa~

ruinmd and had b~n un~alr~ ~Inc~ th~ I~4~’~ (Eli l~on

challcm and ~w~r flagon th~r~. ~ ~rm~nt church wa~ built

In 177~ and IncorRora~ a fifteenth c~n~ry tower at ~h~

WIS~ end,

Wes~ tower

This has a rectangular plan with a protruding stair
turret in ~he north-east angle. ~e n~sonry is of coursed



ground leve! its length is 7.84 and the width is 8.4~ m. The

base has a shallow batter of 14cm which slopes into the wall
about 8~ cm above present ground !eve1. There is a string

course above the second floor and the wall is stepped back

slightly above it. ~’he entrance is on the east through a
small modern lintelled door but traces of the original arch

are visible above. The thickness of the east wail cannot be

accurately guaged at ground leuel and it is concealed from
uiew by Plaster; accordingly its date could not be

determined. The ground floor has a pointed barrel-vault with

wicKerworK centering and one small round-headed window in the
west wall. The stair-turret is lit by eight rectangular slit

windows with internal splay~ the lower two are in the east

wall, and the remaining six are in the north. ~’ne first floor
has small rectangular windows in the south and west we|Is and

a blocked up door or recess in the east ~al|, ~’ne second

floor has & s~;~P Btndou ~n the north u~]l ~nd the third

~]oor has one in the e~st Bail. ~e third ~loor ~s barrel
vaulted in bP;cK and stone Bh~ch Mould appear to be o~ recent

dace. ~e ~our~h ~loor, the belfry stage, has po ~nted

~u~n-l~gh¢ ~ndo~s ~1¢h tr~nso~ tn e~ch Mall. ~11 o~ these

reconstucted. ~ ~oo~line in the east aall, ~ith its apex on

the ~second ~looP, indicates the ~or~r position o~ the nave.

Other structural remains

he east window of the present church is considered

locally to be ancient and according to the caretaker, I~

Daniel 0ouglas, it was brought here from the medieval manor

church of Rat hmore. The mull tons and jam~,s, however, are not

medieval but the 1abe| stops on the exterior are decorated

with a form of 16th century lvy-!e&f spray. The church at

~y be that portion of a window ~rom the ~dieu&l church was

re-used tn the preseni building. Within the gPaueyaPd ts a

pa~ilally buried ~rag~ni o~ a ~dieva] window ~uldtng used

¯ s a 9r~ue-~rKe~.

Effigial ton~. c.15~8 (PI. ~a).

his badly damaged double e÷figy slab rests on fragmentary

surrounds beside the south wall of the tower. It depicts a

Kn lght an d lady in tel !if. Re lady is dressed in a
fur-trtrmned pleated gown having a V-shaped neckline with
yoKe t over ~hich she wears a long m~ntle, a15o fur-trimmed.
T~e hem of her gown is drawn up to show the pie&ted Kirtle

underneath and she Meats a high necked bodice with a tMtated

chain and pendant cross around her necK. Her hands &re Joined

and she has a horned head-dress ulth veil and wide brow-band.
Her head rests on a double rectangular cushion end her feet,
in pointed shoes, rest on a dog. Me Knight ~s Beeping a



sheathed sword attached to his belt by artng and straps. His

head is damaged but he has a uisored ba$cinet decorated uith

rosettes. The pauldrons, ¢o~ters and poleyns are also

decorated with rosettes. Around his neck is a thick chain

with a large circular jeuel attached. Hunt has suggested that

this m~y be a crown of thorns. One foot is now missing but
Hunt shous them encased in sabatons and resting on an animal.

The material is I imestone. Hunt has dated it to the early

stxteenth century.

Three fragments of the tom~ surrounds suru tue. One,

shoeing an ecclesiastic, lies on top of the tom~ and the
others have been placed together to form the side panel.

These depict St. Michael, Christ in Judgement and the

Resurrection.

Dims: Table: L.~ W. I~8 D, 13
Left panel: H. 58 W. 67 D. 1~

Right panel :H. 54 W. 78 D. S

Hunt IS74, ~-3; FitzGerald 18~7-S, 418

Talbot slab. 17th cent.

Limestone. Rectangular slab set on 4 legs near the south exit

of the graueyard close to the path. It has a talbot in false
tel ief on a rope moulding and a marginal ,Roman inscription.

Only the letters ’RES AND .N’ are now decipherable. The
remainder is supplied from FitzGerald (’1S87-S, 4~):

HERE VNOER LIETH THE BODY OF IA~S TALBOT OF RTHBOY /

BVRGRES AND ONE OF THE HOVSE OF DARDISTON AND / WAS

BORNE IN RTHBOY IN THE YEAR OF OVR LORD GOD / ON THE /

IN THE YEAR / GOD BE MERCIFVLL

Dims: H ~S W 114 D 16 cm.

Deborah Brunton slab. 16S8.
Slate. It forms part of the pawing between the tower and the

north door of the church, It is extremely worn and has been

recently used for mixing cement. Incised Roman inscription,

badly worn. The missing letters are supplied in lower case

from.FitzGerald ( IS87-S, 418)l

here LIETH THE Body of misTRIS DEborah BRUNton wife of

It~ HEl~tery BRUl~ton uho dePARTed THIS LIFE the 1(-) day

of iune RNNO DOHINI 1698’,

Dims: H I~ W ~ cm.

Head on north wall of tower.
R large worn granite head is situated about 4m &hoMe ground

leuel. It has bulging eyes, & recess for the mouth and
protruding ears.



Head on east wall of church
R sn~lll head lies in the apex of the east uall. It has
pointed ears, ouerhanging eyebrows, deeply socKeted eyes, a
protruding ~ose and thick lips. ]’here is a slash on the left
side of the face and a bulge on the right Side of the mouth,

Heads similar to these are frequently found on fifteenth and
sixteenth century churches in the hlaath area,

Font
Octagonal with circular basin and central drainage hole. It
rests on an octagonal shaft and base. Rlthough it is machine

dressed Roe (1968, IBB) considers it to be medieual rather
than modern.
Oims: Diam. of basin 58, Depth of basin 25.3 cm.

The mid-seventeenth century writer
tombs which have been missing since at
1987-B, 423).

Isaac Butler noted two
least IS88 (FitzGera]d

I) Elizabeth Smith. 1631.
Formerly on the south
following inscription:

wall of the church, it had the

HERE LYETH THE BOOIE OF EL.IZRBETH SMITH, THE DRUGHTER OF
ROBERT COLLIER PRRSON OF ST. COLLIERS CHURCH IN CHESTER
RND WIFE OF WILLIRM SMITH VICRR OF RTHBOY TO WHOM SHE
BORE SIX SOhiNES , WHEREOF THREE WERE HERE I NTERRRED
BEFORE HER. SHE DIED DECEr~ER 13, 1631’

Jrl. Rssoc. Memorials Dead Ireland II (18S~-4), 185

~) PlunKer and Golden nee Collier. IB35.
This was in ~he chancel and was described as large with the
arms of Golden and PlunKer in the centre and a ~rginal
inscription:

HIC IRCET PE13~US GOLOWEN / QUOhI3RM DE RRCHERSTON FILIUS
ET HERES RICRRDI / GOLLDEN HUTCHESTON QUI OB: STH ~II
15~7 / ORR~ PRO RNIHRBUS GULIELMIJS / GOLLBING ET R~
PLUI~ET UX / ORIS EIUS QUI HOC ~N~H FE-/ CERU~
PRI~ DIE RUGUSTII / R~ OOHINI 1635, QUORUM / (RN)
~BUS PROPITIETUR DEUS.

Jrl. Rssoc. Memorials Dead Ireland II (1892-4), 185.



In 1317 William Loundre$ granted to the Carmelite¯ a ¯ire

for their friary in Rthboy lying between the river and the
land of "Hencelini hlulghan" (Tre¯ham 1828, ~ no. 38). This

may be identified with IMullagh¯tone¯ on the east of the town

and it suggest¯ that the friary lay on the east of the

bridge. In 14e5 an indulgence was granted because the church
uas in need of repair (Gwynn and HadDocK late, 287). Rt the

Dissolution the jurors reported that the ¯ire contained the

fr ear ’¯ church with a belfry and a ¯tone tower, a man¯ ion

occupied by the farmer, Thomas Dasey, who had repaired it

with ¯tones from the cloister, an orchard and ¯ix gardens;

they add that Ca¯ey had constructed a horse-mill in the

church (White IB43, ~SS).

EarthworK¯

1. Situated south-east of the river out¯ida the line of the

town wall in Danes Court. It consists of a low
figurelof-eight platform with shallow external ditch. It i¯

planted with tree¯ and i¯ probably a modern landscaping

feature.

2. Situated in the Fair Green. It is a low platform with
trace¯ of a very shallow ditch. It i¯ also planted with tree¯

and i¯ probably a landscaping feature.

Dims: Diam. IS.4e H. 1.@e m.

Crucifixion Plaque¯ (PI¯. Ib, ~b)

Both ¯re in¯erred into the wall of St. James’ R.C. church.

1, Fragment of a ¯mall 1 imestone panel, decorated in false

relief, on the south ¯ida of the west w¯ll (PI lb). It 

divided into three ogee-headed sect ion¯ with a crucifixion in

the centre, flanked by the figures of r4ary and John. Christ
is shown wear ing a perizonium ulth Ht¯ arme outstretched and

His he¯ d ¯lightly inclined to the right. The cross is not
dep 1Deed.

Dime. (&pprox)! H. ~B W. 63 cm.

2. Three panel fr¯gments set above the west door (PI. ~b).

The centrePiecl has a Panel divided into three ogee-he¯dod

sections by aug¯r-barley pill¯re and the sp¯ndrels ¯bore ¯re

decorated ulth Scroll-worK and interlace. Decoration is in
very low false relief, It ¯how¯ ¯ crucifixion similar to that
on plaque ! in the centre, with Idary and John on either side



wearing pleated tunics, belted at the waist. On the right

side of this panel is the lower half of an ecclesiastic and

on the left side is a panel containing an angel with large

Sims. (epprox.)I H. 38 W. 78 cmo

St James’ Well.

South of the town at the rear of the rectory.

Missing monuments.

Two late medieval crosses were noted by Hoops (.l~van
Library: Notes on flthboy, unpublished). One is said to be
built into the creamery wall, on the site of Rthboy Lodge,
end to be plastered over. The other is said to have been near
PlunKet’s shop in a basement which is now closed up.

1. Stone axe. From "vicinity of ~thboy". Private possession.

B. Bronze flat axehead of Harbison’s Ballyvalley type. -From

Rthboy, Co. Heath, Br it lsh Huseum, London : N. G. 1534.
(Harbison [BBg, 33= No. 82~). ~

3. Bronze socketed axehead. From Rthboy, Co. Heath. British

Museum, London: W. B. 1571. (Evans lBBl, 14B: Fig. 17~).

4. Bronze club-headed StiCK pin. From Rthboy, Co. Heath,

Septen~er 1850. Royal Ontario Museum, Toronto: Sturge (ex
Bateman Collection) BIB.33.S1 (Pryor IS76, 76: No. 30).

RRCHREOLOBICRL PROBLEHS RI~i~ POTENTI~L

";’he Problems

The basic i~ortance of Rthboy for archaeolog teal

research is that it is a good example of a sn~ll marKet town.

Larger towns, such as Drogheda and Dublin, have bQen the

subject of detailed archaeological and historical research

but little is Known of the sheller more typical towns. It is

an early examle of an ~nglo-Norman town and |is location
appears to have been deliberately chosen although it ts not

Known why. ~ccordingly the initial years of its growth during
the |ate twelfth and thirteenth centuries are particularly



important. The ford was clearly the feature

town its importance yet nothing is Known of

size of the first bridge and its successors.

which gave the

the form, date or

The street pattern has probably remained intact since

the Middle Rges but the nature of the road surface at various

periods is not Known. Indeed streets should be examined if at

all possible because they also permtt the results of

excavations on one side of a street to ba linked with those

on the other. This enables the reconstruction of entire
streetscapQS in the manner which has proved so successful at

Novgorod.

Nothing is Known of the form or size of Pre-seventeenth

sort of buildings the medieval inhabitants of Rthboy lived in

and how these changed through time. It is only when houses
haue been found that assessments can be made of the impact of

native Irish, British and continental building techniques on

~thboy’s craftsmen. R great deal of information about changes

in bu lid ing methods and lash ions can also be der luad from

stratified sites in which the remains of successive houses
are preserved.

The course of the town defences outlined above needs to
be checked by excavation to determine whether it is correct

or not, and much remains to be discovered about the periods

of construct Ion, the variations in building, the forms of

mural towers and gatehouses, and the extent of the town

fosse.

It is unliKely that the opportunity will arise to
excavate on the site of the medieval parish church of St.

James’ but it is worthwhile recalling that our Knowledge of

the form, size and character of this church is confined to
its west tower.

There is an almost total lack of information on the
nature of the Carmelite friary and even its location is

uncertain, The architectural features and extent are only one

aspect of the archaeology of religous houses, however, and

the excavation of ¯ medieval cemetery, such as that conducted

at York, can provide otherwise unobtainable evidence about
health, disease, diet, and mortality rates.

The extent of settlement outside the wails in Connaught

and Lower Bridge Streets is unknown and the contrast between

buildings there and those within the wall is also unknown at

any period prior to l?~e.

The group of’stray finds indicate that the site was a

focus for human activity in prahistor ic times and an

important archaeological problem is the determiner ion of

exactly what forms this activity took and its data.



~rchaeol ogical Potential

~rchaeology does not consist solely of excavation nor

does it stop at ground level, l~ne archaeologic&] evidence ~or

~thboy’s past comprises all the physical remains of man’s
activities on the site of the town, from its first occupation

to the present day. The surviving street pattern, property

boundaries and standing buildings constitute the uppermost
levels of the archaeological stratigraphy, and all are

relevant to the study of the town’s past. Documentary

evidence also plays a role in reconstructing the history of

early ~thboy, but for the wide range of human activity

omitted from the written accounts and for the early periods

¯ without documentation archaeology is our only source of

information. The evidence of archaeology and topography, of

architecture and of documents, is complementary; each gains

from the existence of the others and the unrecorded
destruction of one form of evidence not only removes part of

a town’s archive but also diminishes the useful|hess of those
which are preserved.

The survey of its archaeology indicates that the site of

the town has been the scene of human activity in Prehistoric,

Early Historic and ~ledieval times. Both documentary sources

and the Known archaeological remains indicate that the town

was occupied continuously from the thirteenth century into

the post-medieval period. Ivlost of the town wall, gatehouses,
mural towers and the principal medieval buildings were

demolished prior to 188~. The only remains which survive

above sround are the towers of St. James’ parish church and a

stretch of the town wall including a mural tower. However,
a]thoueh the destruction of buildings above ground has been

almost total, the street pattern of the mad ieval and

post-medieval ~own is largely intact, ~rchaeological deposits

are likely to exist over most of the area of the town and

accordingly there is the likelihood of recovering house

foundations, refuse pits¯ industrial are as, and WorKshops.

It is evident from the foregoing that archaeology is an
imPortant means of learning about ~thboy’s past and of

understanding the character and detailed form of the town

today. This is more than an academic pursuit, however,

because without an appreciation of the factors ~hich have

shaped ~thboy’s present character, steps taKen to conserve

that character will not be wholly effective, or worse,

features basic to its unique identity may be unwittingly

destroyed.

The protection of buried archaeological evidence presents

serious problems for not only is there the pressure O~

redevelopment and the high value o~ urban properties with

~hich to contend, but the sites themselves are often



dlfficul~ ~o define or eualua~e~ ~heir full archaeological
po~entta! may on]y become apparent when an excavation is

undertaken in advance of developmGn~ or by observations make
uhlle developmen~ is in progress. No structure enjoys

statutory pro~ec~ion as a scheduled National r~onumen~ and

because of ~he difficulties of scheduling urban properties,

si~es within Rthboy are unlikely to be given ~hls protection.

It is crucial, ~herefore, ~hat a conce~ted effort should be
made ~o safeguard its archaeological heritage and that
adequate provision is made for investigation in advance of

any redevelop~nt. This is be~ achieved by use o~ planning
constraints and by conditions a~ached ~o Planning consents.

Rrea of ~rchaeological Potential

The shaded portion of ~he acco~anying map (Fig. ~)

delimits the area of archaeological potential ~ithin modern

~thboy. In the absence of archaeological excavations little

can be said of ~he exten~ and depth of archaeol og teal

deposits. Oeveloprnent in recent times at the Klr~an Hotel and
r~ ll lhennys on ~l~in Street have probably removed somo

archaeological deposits bu~ elseehere ~here is li~le

evidence for modern disturbance. ~ccordlngly, archaeological

deposits are likely ~o exist over the area of the called

~oen, and in Connaught Streel. This area is shaded pink on

Fig. ~ and ~he ex~enl has been continued outside ~he walls

sl ightly in order ~o elide for a possible fosse. ~n area is

delimited on ~he eas~ side of ~he ~hboy river ehere ~he

Car meli~e friary may have been sited and ehere the presence

of a pa~tern of long burgage plo~s suggests a potential

suburb (?seventeenth century). Rn alternative si~e for the

friary, according ~o local informants, is ~he house Known as

Danes Court, south of ~he ~o~n. ~ny deuelop~n~ ~i~hin ~his

area should also be monitored. Finally ~he vicinity of S~.

James’ ~el] may also contain potential archaeological data.
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COLP

Colp is situated near the coast in the IBM lying

countryside of east Meath about 5 Ktlometres south of

Drogheda. The site of the forn~r borough is nov occupied by a

s~ll scatter of houses grouped around the parish Church. The
placename is derived from Colpa, one of legendary brothers of

Heremon, the Mllesian chief xho was drowned in the Boyne. me

Boyne estuary u&s Known In early tl~s &s Znbher Colpth~ and

the ~und ne&~ the p&PJsh church is sa~d ~o be his buria~

pl~ce.

H ISTOR XCAL BACKSROUNO

Hugh de Lacy founded a monastery for Augustinian Canons
here c.l]8~ and m~de it a cell of LI anthony Prim~ In

Honmouthshire (Bwynn and H&dcocK IS?~, IBB), and a certain

amount of information about the medieval sett|ement survives
in the Llanthony cartularies (BrooKs IBm3). It Was dedicated

to St. Co lumba and this together with the surviving remains

of a high eros3 suggests that it was already a church site in

Pre-Norman t ime$. The foundation date of the borough is not

Known nor is its founder, and the fact that there was a manor
of Colp, owned by the Belejambe family in the thirteenth

century, suggests that its founders need not have been the

flugustinian$ (BrooKs IS53, xxvi, 118). Re borough is first

referred to in the extent of Colp in 14~8 (BrooKs 1B53, IBI).

~fter the Dissolution of the Monasteries the site was granted

to the Draycott family. The castle was Captured during the

rebellion of IS41 and recaptured the following year by the

government forces under Lord Hoore. By the time of the Ciull

Survey (1654-56) the settlement had decayed to one house and

a number of cab ins (Slmlngton 194~, 4).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

CASTLE AI~ EARTHWORKS

ST. COLOHBA’S CHURCH ~ND AUGUSTINIAN CELL

I. CASTLE AND EARTHWORKS

~he site of a castle Known to have been captured during

the rebellion of IB41-~, was pointed out to O’Donov&n in 1836

(O.S. Letters, 1~8), Sir Henry Ttchburne Mr itlng of the
incident shortly after 164~ describes it as "an old tower’,

and it was still habitable in 1654 (Waters iSSS, ~S~). It lay

to the north o~ the church. I~k~thtng is Known of its form but



the description of it as a tower suggests that it was a toner
house, a suggest ion also supported by the mention of a nerrow

stair there by Bern¯rd (1648, 65).

Within the same field are ¯ small moire ¯rid ¯ series of
earthworks, probably representing the remains of the borough,

l-he n~tte is a raised flat-topped pl¯tform uith ¯ de¯meter of

32.4 m, and simil¯r in form to th¯t at Ounsheughlin. It h¯s
an extQrna] ditch, ¯bout 7 m wtde, on the west, north and
pert of the e¯st sides. Its height verses from 4 m on the
north side to 2 m on the south. It may uell have been the
centre for the Be lejer~e m¯nor.

The earthworks consist of a series of low mounds flanking

two intersecting sunken ways, one running north-south into

the next field on the southTwest, and the other running

east-uest ¯t right angles to this. Zn the ¯re¯ pointed out ¯s
the castle site is a not¯hie concentration of ridges.

2. ST. COLOIMBR’S CHURCH RNO RUGUSTINIRN CELL.

This ~ugustinian house w¯s estab]ished by Hugh de Lacy

c.1182 (Bwynn and HadcocK 1978, 166). Throughout the Nidd]e
Rges it maintained the status of a gr¯nge rather th¯n ¯

monastery, insisting that it Was merely a cell of Lien¯bony
Prima, its mother house in W¯les. Its possessions were

subs¯ant ial but the extent of 14S8 suggests that it

functioned mainly as a ferming centre (BrooKs 1953, 178ff).

The Llanthony cartular ies contain surpr is ingly little

topograph ical information about Colp but they suggest that

the monastic buildings mere located to the north-east of the

church (BrooKs 1853, 142). ~ charter of c.12B6, in which
Ranulph Wyterhell granted four ¯cres to the monastery in

order th¯t the cemetery might be extended, contains the

addition¯l information th¯t ¯ c¯useu¯y ¯rid parson’s house
were~ne¯rby (BrooKs 1953, 112-3). The monastic buildings may

have extended south of the to¯d, bee¯use it is otheruise
difftcu|t to explain the traditional site pointed out to

O’Donou¯n in 1836 end subsequently m¯rKed on O.S. maps. In
1559 the dissolved mon¯stery w¯s gr¯nted to Henry Dreycott,

when the gr¯nt refers to "a greet stone house, the l¯nds of
Colpe, ¯lies the Gr¯nge of Colpe" (r4orrin 1881, 418). The
church ¯ppe¯rs to have sufferred in the rebellion of 1641 and

forty ye¯rs later it was still unrepeired (£11ison 1S7 !, 34).

~rchdall (1786, ) noted th¯t
"the w¯lls of ¯ church are still to be seen here, the
¯ rches of which ¯re both in the S¯xon ¯rid Gothic sty|es,

end the e¯st window ¯ppeers much older than the other

p¯rts of the building end made as ue suppose ¯ part of
the ¯bbeyJ on the north side is ¯ snell ch¯pel, and to

the south ¯re two chapels, one of which is ¯t present

the burl¯l Pl¯ce of .the family of Bellew"
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Less than eighty years later all trace of this building had
vanished (Cogan 186~, 177-8). The present church uas

constructed in 18~S.

The possible indications of an Early Christian church

site consist of ¯ curving field boundary delimiting a disused
roadway south of the church, and a the decorated cross-head

of a high cross.

Cross, Early Christian (PI. 3),

Recently found in the graveyard and nov placed inside the

church porch. Small ringed unpierced cross lacKlng it’s upper

arm. One face has a crucifixion with the sponge and lance
bearer above a pelta design. The other has geometric designs

with uhat is possibly a small figure in the centre.

Cross Base. Date uncertain.
Large rectangular granite base in the south-east end

graveyard. The upper half of the stone is damaged

mortice is now very sh&11ow.

Oims: H.3B W.72 O.S~ cm.
Hort ice ~5 by 15 cm.

of the

and the

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROBLEHS AND POTEI~rT-rIAL

Colp is an example of a deserted borough. There is little

evidence of disturbance and it ~s liKely that archaeological

deposits are intact over a large area of the site. It is

located beside an Early Christian church site and this

suggests that evidence may survive regarding the nature of

its transition from monastery to’borough. The period of its

desertion is not Known and from the historical evidence 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 medievel

times is scant. Was it merely ¯ rural borough or did it have

genuine urban functions? Nothing I$ Knoun about domestic

dwellings, street pattern, defences, or of the settlement’s

extent, Nonetheless the archaeological data indicates thet

the borough has been the scene of human activity in Early

Historic end Hedieval times end in the future archaeological

excavation is likely to be the principal means by which

additional Knowledge is obtained, The borough is not under

direct threat from development at present but its proximity

to Orogheda means that it will come under increasing pressure

from development as a dormitory town.

Area of ~rcheeological Potential
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Re shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 5)

delimits the area of archaeological potQntial within modern
Colp. ~is is based on the extant monuments on the north side

of the borough and on the site of the ~ugustinian grange

tdent ifed by the Ordnance Suruey fielduorKers in the

nineteenth century. In the absence of archaeolog tea!

excauat ions nothing can be said depth of archaeological

deposits.



his borough is located in undulating drumlin country in
north Heath, midway between Nobbar and frdee. ~he present

village sits astride a short main street, running north-west

south-east. It lies in a patch of low ground dominated to the

north by a large drumlin rising to ~e feet with a well
preserved moire atop It. South of the street, on a gentler
rise is the site of the old parish church, dedicated to SS.
Peter & Paul. he Garra river, a trlbutary of the Dee, runs

through the west end of the village and then swings north and

east to encircle the drumlin on which the n~tte was built.

H ISTOR ]CRL BfCKGROUNO

The large motte indicates that Drumcondra was settled
early in the fnglo-Norman invasion of Heath and Graham ( IB74,

stronghold to protect the northern border of I~l~ath. here is
no evidence to support Graham’s (1S74,’54) statement that the

borough was established before 1~41 by ~l~er de Lacy. ~e
e&r]ies~ evidence ~or the existence o~ the borough co~s ~rom

an early ~ourceench century docu~nt in the Oowdal] Deeds

(~ill and Otway-Ruthven 1BSB, ~. 31). However, the

settle~nt was a border one because It Was on the edge o~ the

Pale. In 141~, ~o~s Fleming, Baron o~ Slang, had a licence

~or a weekly marKe¢ and an annual ~air here (Cogan 1867,

2~4). By the seventeenth century, however, the settle~nt had

al~s~ completely declined and the Civil Survey, o~ 1654-6,

records the manor of Drumcondra ~s having two waste castles
and a church (Simington 1~4~, 365).

RRCHfEOLOG ICRL "INVENTORY

I. HOTTE fiND BflILEY

2. PflRZSH CHURCH OF SS. PETER & PfUL
3, HOUM)
4. HISCELLRI~OUS

1. HOTTE fiND B~ZLEY

Nothing is Known of the history or ownership of this

motte. It is almost co, lately overgrown and ha, not been

surveyed, he bailey is rectangular and is located on the

east side of the motte which is surrounded by a ditch.

2. PfRZSH CHURCH OF SS. PETER & PfU~

Sited within a rectangular churchyard on a low Knoll to

the south-west of the village. ~le eaPlle,t re~erance to the
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church i¯ in 1388 when Nichola¯ Fleming wa¯ rector (NoNe ill
and Otway-Ruthven 1881, no. 388), Bi¯hop Dopping, in hi¯
visitation of 188~ refer¯ to it as being in a ¯tare of ruin
since 1641 (Elli¯on IB73, 5).

may be a Pre-Norman church ¯ ire, Indeed, the pre¯ent
dedication may well be a replacement because Cogan (1887,
~84) note¯ tha~ there wa¯ & well dedicated to St. Col mcille
nearby.

FonZ ~
Square sandstone font on the right of the door of the St.
Peter’s (C of I). It has four wide and four narrow ¯ide¯ and
the lower edges of the panel¯ are chamfered inwards. Circular
basin with a central drainage hole and holes for fastening a
lid. Two opposing corners have projecting lips Po¯$ibly a¯ a
stand for cruets.
Oims: H. 37~ Ext. diam. 58~ Int. diam. 47~ Oepth of basin ~7

Roe 18B8, 114

Cross-slab
Rough sandstone block used as a grave marker about 18 m
south-east of the church. The base is buried and portion of
one long side has been KnocKed away, Ringed cross cut deeply
into the stone leaving the quadrants raised.
Dims: Exposed L 58~ W 3~ T I~ cm.

The graveyard is much overgrown and further slab¯ may yet
come to light.’

Large motte-liKe mound on the south side of the village
behind the church ¯ire in low-lying ground. It lacks evidence
for a bailey or surrounding ditch.

Font B
Tub-shaped lind¯tone font in the grounds of the R.C. church.
Circular basin with four corner lug¯, and a central drainage
hole. ~i¯ may be the font recorded by Cogan (1867, 114) 
ornamenting a mound in ~he rector’¯ demesne.

Holy Well.
Cogan (1867, ~84) refers to a holy well near the village
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dedicated to St. Co lumbcille (1867, ~B4). There is a covered
well at the west end of the village opposite the modern R.C.
church but it is not clear if this is the same as that
mentioned by Cogan.

The layout of the present village with its broad Main
Street, like that of Nobber, suggests that its present plan
is of eighteenth century date and probaably the result of
landlord interest. It is clear from the documentary and
archaeological data, however, that there uas a borough here
during the Niddle Ages. Knoaledge of this borough and of its
extent is extremely limited. It may have been located beside
an Early Christian church site but even this is not certain.
The period of its desertion is unKnoun and from

thehistorical evidence it is likely that the thirteenth
andfourteenth centuries are liKely to be the ones

best
represented in the archaeological record. The construction of
the present village may have destroyed some Pre-existing
archaeological deposits but in the absence of excavation
there is no information on the depth or nature of deposits.

Knouledge of the settlement in medieval times is scant.
Was it merely a rural borough or did it have genuine urban
functions? Nothing is Known about domestic duellings, street
Pattern, defences, or o÷ the settlement’s extent. Nonetheless
the archaeological data indicates that ~he borough has been
the scene o~ human activity in Early Historic and M~dieval
times and in the future archaeological excavation is likely
to be the principal means by uhich additional Knouledge is
obtained.

Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accomPanying map (Fig. 7)
delimits the area of archaeological Potential ulthln modern
Orumcondra. This is based on the extant monuments on the
north and south of the village and on the built-up area of
the u~llage itself.
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Tne town is sttuated to the north of the river N~nny tn
the rolling coun~ryside of east Meath. Main Street follous
thQ course of a ridge that runs parallQl to the river in a
north-east south-west d tract ion. The h 19hast point is

off-centre ~lthin a large s~uat-ov&l-shaped area that Swan
(1873) has identified as the outline of a pre-norrnan monastic
enclosure. There is no euidence for prehistoric actiuity
uithin the town but a nun~er of [arly Bronze ~ge burials Were
discovered at Keenoge, immediately outside to the south-west.
The earliest settlement eutdence is of Early Christian date
and ts attested by both the surviving remains and the
documentary sources. The placename is deriued from D&mh liac,
stone building (i.e. church), a structure traditionaI 
regarded as the first stone church built in Ireland.

The name Oaml ia¢ Cianain first occurs in the Vita
Tripartita (written 8S5-8~I) but it is evident from the use
of the express ion domum eplscopl Cennani, id est lapidum by
Tireachan, who Was ~riting an account of St. Patrick C.7~,
that ~he name was in use almost two centuries before
(Ivlulchrone 1939, $4~ StoKes 1987, 318). Nothing is Known 

Ctanan himself and the date of his dealh (d. 488 ~nn. Tig.)
is about seventy years before the period when the annals
beg in to become conternprary. Indeed it is ~uite possibly a
calculation made by a chronicler at a n~ch later stage
designed to indicate thal SS. Parr icK and Cianan were
contemporaries. The historic ity of Cianan is open to
~uest ion. The similarity of his name with that o~ the
Clanachta, the people who ~ere settled in the area, suggests
that like Brigit he may haue been a Christianised. form of
tribal ancestor deity (see Kenny ISIS, 357-8). ~bbots 
OuleeK (coarbs of Cianan) are recorded in hU and ~FM from 783
to I@38, and prior to the twelfth century, bishops are
mentioned in the years 783, 87~, 885, SeT, 8~e, and 939. The
monastery was of suff ic lent s lze and importance to be
plundered on a number of occasions between the ninth and
tuelfth centuries: by Norse in 831 (~U), 88~ (~U), 18~3 (RFM)
and le37 (~FM), by Irish in I~8 (RU)~ by Irish and Norse 
114S (~FM). In addl~ion it is Known thal the monastery was
burnt in Ie5~ (~FM), 11~3 (~U) and 116S (~FM). In IS14 
settlement Was a resting-stop for the bodies of Brian Boru
and his son on their formal route to burial at ~rmagh. ~I the
Synod of Rathbreasall in 1111DuleeK ~as named as ~he centre
of a bishopric but in the same year a r4ea~h synod, held at
Uisneach, dropped OuleeK in ~auour o~ Clon&rd as the see of

archbishop of ~rmagh a~ the Synod of Kells tn 11~ ~lthough
it does not appear to have been represented by a bishop &t
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the synod. Rbout 1174 Oul eeK uas, merged uith Clonard,

Rrdbraccan, Kells, $1ane, end Trim to form the diocese of
Meath which endures to the present.

The ennalistic entries and not ices of OuleeK as a

diocesan see indicate that the settlement must have been
regarded as an i n~ortant one by the tuelfth century. Rn entry

of 1123 (~FM) records an attack by the Gailenga on Nurchad 

Maelsechleinn, King of Tara, at OuleeK in which eighty houses

were burnt. Even allowing ~or exaggeration on the annalist’s

part this entry taken together uith the Known remains uould

suggest that OuleeK was a sizeable nucleated settlement

during the twelfth century and perhaps slightly before, ~n

~ugustini&n priory, dedicated to St. Mary, was founded at
OuleeK prior to the coming of the Normans (Gwynn and HadcocK

187e, 173) but its exact location remains unclear. Some
writers, including LeasK (1833) have identifled it ~ith the

parish church of St. Cianan but BrooKs (1853b, 14~) has

hinted that it may be in the tounland of St. Mary’s ~bbey

some three miles south-east of the toun. Certainly, there is

no ~actual basis for identifying it ulth any site in OuleeK.

This abbey continued in use until the Reformation when it uas

dissolved (see ~hite 1841, 317-8).

In 1171DuleeK was attacked and burned by ~nglo-Normans
under Miles de Cogan and an earthen ~tte uould appear to

have been constructed soon a~ter. This uas burnt in 1175 but.
it was subsequently repaired and it became the centre of a

manor belonging to Hugh de Lacy. R grange of the Rugustinian

house o~ Llanthony 8Bound& (Gloucestershire), dedicated 

St. Michael, was established by de Lacy c. I12B and the

thirteenth and fourteenth century descriptions (BrooKs 1858a,

213, 290) make it clear that it ~tood on the south-vest o~
the town between the river Nanny and the main road. The

grange survived until the Dissolution o~ the Monasteries in

1541 when it was granted to Sir eerald Moore.

The borough of OuleeK may have been established by Hugh
de Lacy but its earliest charter appears to be from his son

Walter (Morrissey 1839, 928-31). ho spital or lep er hou se
dedicated to St. Mary r~gdalen uas present from the early

years of the thirteenth century (BrooKs 1953a, 213). 
annual fair uas granted to DuleeK in 1284 (S=eetm~n 18

). The to=n is only referred to incidentally during the later

Middle Rges and it is difficult to determine uhether the’

Reformation brought changes or not. In 1598 it is listed as

one of the market towns of Moath, together uith Kells~ Trtm~

Rthboy, ~van and Orogheda (Hogan 1898, 91). In 1854 the

Civil Survey records the presence of 51 houses, St. Kenan’s

church, a Priory, a stone house cal|ed the "colledge’, a mill
and tuo stone bridges (Simtngton 184e, IS). With the
increasing development of better cornln~nications in the late
Sevlntlenth and eighteenth centuries Oroghed& began to take
over the toun’s m~rKet functions and Oul elk ~ell into
dec1 lne.
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ARCHREOLOG I CRL INVENTORY

l, STREETS RND STREET P~TTERN
2, BRIDGES
3. HOTTE
4. T01~I~ DEFENCES

5. ERRLY CHRISTIAN HONRSTIC ENCLOSURE
S. ST. CI~N~N’S CHURCH
7. ST, PRTR|CK’S CHURCH

8. ST. CRRBRN’S CHRPEL
S, RUGUSTINIRN GRRNGE OF ST. M|CHREL
I8. HOSPITRL OF ST.r4RRY IVt~GDRLEN
II. RRCHREOLOGICR~ EXCRVRTIONS
12, MISCELLRNEOUS FERTURES
13. LIST OF STRRY FII~S

1. STREETS Rr~l STREET PRTTERN (Fig. S)

The borough was aligned along the present Main Street,
which is generally described in medieval documents as the via
regia. Le r~rKetstret is mentioned in a thirteenth century
deed (HoNe il 1 and Otuay-Ruthuen ISSO, No. 237) and was
evidently a north-south runnlng street perhaps to be
identified with the lower part of Larrix Street. Goth Main
Street and ~arrtx Street delimit the Early Christian mnasttc
enclosure and their origin may well be pre-Normen. The narrow
streets criss-crossing the monastic enclosure are I title more
than lanes and their date is unclear.

2. BRIDGES

DuleeK had an added significance as a crossing point of
the Nanny, a locattonal advantage demonstrated by its choice
as the retreat route after the battle of the Boyne. R]though
the ~nny is now ltttle more than a stream it is eutdent from

medieval and later documents that much of the land on both
sides was boggy and liable to flooding. The Civil Survey of
1654-6 refers to the existence of two bridges but there is
only one at present~ ~e earliest direct reference to a
bridge is 1381 when the bridge of St. Mary Magdalen is
referred to (BrooKs 1S53a, 3GB). This would appear to be 
the same site as the present two-arched bridge which was
erected in 1587. On the bridge are two rectangular limestone
plaques (P|. lib) now cemented with one above the other but
it is evident from their proportions that they were set
differently originally. ~e larger plaque displays the ar~
of Bathe and Gowdall within a wreath, flanked by the letters
W.B. IWllIlam Bathe] and I.D. [Jenet Dowda]l], and with an
IHG above the ar~. ~e Inscription ~s ~n Roan lettePsl

THIS BRIDGE WITH THE CRVSIES WERE REPRIRED RNO BVILDED



The location of the second bridge mentioned in the Civil
Survey is not certain but immediately south of the
Rugustinian grange are shallows which are pointed out locally
as the site of a bridge.

DuleeK was the centre of an important manor established
by Hugh de Lacy, which passed after 1244 to the de Verdun
family and, on the division of the lands of Theobald de
Verdun in 1332, to Bartholomew de Burghorsch from whom it had
passed by 1372 to the Flemings of Slang (Otway-Ruthven ISSB,
417, 425). The earliest referencQ to the castle is in 1175
when it was rebuilt after being burnt by the Irish (OrpQn
1S11-20, li, 78). In 1783 a draw ing of the motto was made by
thQ antiquary, Rustln Cooper, who noted that it Was on the
north side of the town and was the in the process of being
removed for grave] (Price IS42, 33-4)° There is now no trace
of the motto and its exact site has been a matter of some

¯ discussion. Orpen (IS07, 234) placed it near the N~nny while
Simms (197S, 161) placed it on the south-east side of Main
Street. Neither of these suggested locations is likely to be
correct, however, in view of ~ustin Cooper’s remark that it
was sited on the north of the town. The most IiKely situation
is immediately east of the stream running into the I~nny-from
the north, a spot Known locally as "the moat" (Synnott IS80,
18). Excavations on the site by Mr. KiePan Campbell in IS81
showed that’the field had been quarried and subsequently
levelled removing all trace of the motto. R handful of
medieval pottery shards were present.

4. TOklN DEFENCES

In 15S8 DuleeK and Navan were listed together as the
unwalled towns of Me ath (Hogan 1878, $1). However, while 
m~y not have been enclosed by a stone wall references to
earthen banks in the extent of the Rugustinian grange in 1381
suggest that it may have been defended by earthworks (see
BROOKS IS53a, 2~8).

5. ERRLY CHRISTIAN MO~STIC ENCLOSURE

The outline of this enclosure is Preserved in the street
pattern, which for~ a large s~uat-oual-shaped area. This is
delimited on the south and south-east by ~ln Street, on the
north by Larrlx Street, and along the north-Mast by a disused
lane and field boundary; it measures approxir~tely 350 m

east-west and 308 m north-south, an area of about IS acres (S
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hectares). Rt least three churches are Known to have stood
within the enclosure in [arly Christian times: St. Cianan’s,

St. PatricK’s and St. Carban’s.

(Figs. I~-I~, 54; PIs. 8-8, feb)

~e presence o~ two Early Christian high crosses, the

traces o÷ a round tower, and the early graveslab and
Romanesque fragment indicate that this is almost certainly
the site of the pre-Norman monastic church dedicated to
Cianan, and presumably of the original damh liac. The extent
of the Rugustinian grange in 1381 further mentions that the

tomb of Cianan hirnself lay at the north side of the chancel

(BrooKs 1953a, ~95). Rfter the coming o~ the Norn~ns the

church was granted by Hugh de ~acy to the ~ugustinians of

Llanthony Secunda and the parish was administered by them

until the Reformation.

Nothing is Known of the form of the pre-Norman buildings

but it is evident from the Suruiving Romanesque fragment that
the church was rebuilt in the twelth century, prior to the

coming of the Normans. ~e medieval church con~i~ted o~ a

chancel and ~isled nave o~ which only ~he we~t cower and

¯ outh aisle survive. The re~ins h~ve been studied in detail
by LeasK (1~33) who assigned por¢ion~ o~ ~he nave wall 

the thirteenth cencur~ the arcade was in~erted and the south

aisle added in the ~ourteen~h, the tower was built in the

~i~teenth, and" ~he east window o~ the south aisle wa~
constructed in 15e7 (Fig. 1~).

Oescr ipt ion

The south wall of the aisle contains two window openings

spanned by rough pointed arches but lacking either mullions
or tracery~ a third window, of uncertain date, is blocked up.

TI~Q south doorway ha~ a rough semi-circular arch. ~’ne

three-light east window is an insertion of 1587 as is evident

from a tablet (PI. lea) underneath the window bearing the

8ellew and ~gent arm with the fo|lowing inscription:

~IS WI~OW W~tS/ F~tDE BY SIRR JOHn/ BE~E~ KNIGHT ~/

0~ IS~Y ~GE~/ HIS WIFE IN ~E YE~R OF/ OVR~ ~ORD

1587.

The west wall is missing except for the foundations. The

north wall, linking with the nave, contains an arcade of four

pointed arches. These are formed of thin slates and are

evidently insertions into a larger arcade. The corbels of the

nave roof are present in the wall above and on the east side

of the east ernest archway is the basal Part of a spiral

stairs which n~y have led to the rood loft. Internally the

aisle is ~1.8~ m long and 5,85 m wide.
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me tower is of rectangular plan measuring about 8. 1 m
north-south and 7.8 m east-west with a Projecting turret at

the south-west corner. The highest point of the battlements

is ~3 m above ground level at the end of the nave. ~e walls

are about ~ m thick at the base and have a strongly marked

batter. Recess to the upper floors is provided by a spiral

staircase in the south-west corner of the tower. T~e tower
arch communicates directly with the nave and has a b]unt

pointed vault. In the west wall beneath it are the remains of

an inserted window of four lights similar to the sixteenth

century east window of the south aisle. Rbove the tower
vault, on the east side, is the stone flashing course of the

nave roof and a small doorway which would have originally led

into the roof space above the nave. Opposite this doorway, in

ogee-headed window with a hood moulding of 15th-ISth century
character; beneath it is a shield hearing a worn chequer
pattern. Rt this level in ¯ the north-west angle of the
projecting turret Is a small carved head, facing both north

end west, decorated with incised lines on the face (P1. Sb).
R similar exan~le exists at Rthlu~ey church, near Navan. The

belfry windows were transomed twin-lights on the east and
south sides~ the western window would appear to have been
similar but it has lost its mullions and heads. The north
window is a single light. Rbove the m~ln roof level the
corners are carried up as turrets, the largest and highest

being that above the staircase at the south-west. The turrets

are ]inKed by thin parapet walls which, except on part of the

west side, have lost their stepped battlements.

On the exterior of the tower’s north face is a tall
elongated recess of roughly semi-circular plan which tapers
in width to a point 14.3 m above the level of the nave. LeasK

(IS33) and Barrow (1979, IS~-7~) both suggest that this 

the re mains of a former round tower about ~.~ m across which

was in existence when the west tower was built.

North Cross. 18th tint (PI. 7a).

Cemented into a rectangular base which has exposed dimnsions

of 53 by 48 cm and projects at present to a max in~m height of

7 cm above the ground. The north side of the base is

decorated with two parallel bands in relief. Cross and shaft

form a single piece of sandstone# a tenon projects from the

top which would have held the missing capstone. It is

ornamented in false-relief with figured-scenes and interlaced
patterns set in panels.

~Jist face: Crucifixion centrally placed in the

cross-head with Christ restoring ~lalchus’ ear, above,
and seated figures with crosiers on either side; belowI

David and Jonathan, ?the anointing of David, Virgin and

Ch lid)

South face| winged qwadruped with book (?St. LuKe),
winged quadruped (?St. John), interlaced serpent, with
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two panels of humanoid interlace below:

East face: interlace panel of seven bosses in cross head

with three interlaced panels occupying the shaft below,

the arms and cross-ring are also

interlace:

North face: man with booK (St. Mathew?,
(?St. NarK), interlaced serpent with

interlace below.

~n early tenth century date can be suggested
co rnpar~ons between these scenes

r~onesterbo ice.

Dims: H. 172 ~ W. across arms ST:

decorated with

winged quadruped

two panels o~

on the basis of
and those on the crosses at

flu. T. of shaft 35 x 23 cm.

South Cross. c. 1~th cent (PI, 7b),
Cross-head with solid recessed ring set into a truncated
pyramidal base. West face: cru¢ if ix ion with ¢ ircul ar

interlaced patterns at the intersection of the ring and arms.
The other sides are defy worn and it is not clear whether

they were ornamented or not.

Dims: H. 8B~ W. across the arms 183~ ~v. T. of shaft 17 cm.

Base: H. $4 cm; basal dims, 1~4 x’8~ cm.

Cross-slab, PrefOrm an.

Roughly rectangular, Incised cross with the head set within

two concentric circles, max. L. 135 cm. max. W. 39 cm. T. 28

Romanesque corbel, 12th cent.

Under tower arch, Face mask with hair

interlaced bands, max. dims, 4~3xIS cm.

terminating in

Preston-PlunKett tomb. c.145~-15~ (PI. 8a).
Tomb chest surrounds in south aisle. North side: six ogee
headed niches with floriated heads displayingfive coats of

arms including Preston an~ PlunKett, Preston and Bellew, St.

Lawrence and Bellew, and the Rrms of the Passion. South side:

similar to north but with the Bermingham and FitzGerald arms.
East end: four ogee-headed niches depicting a Crucifixion

between Our Lady and St. John: St. Nichael with shield and

dragon below. I~est end: similar to east but showing a mitred

bishop ( ?St. Parr icK), St. Catherine, an archb lshoR ( ?St.

Thomas BecKet), and St. Peter. Hunt ( 1~74, 2~4-5) compares

this tomb chest to those at Ounsany, Rathmore and Howth and

it is evident that it belongs to the Pale group of sculptures

(of Hunt 1~74, 114-5).

GargoylQ. 158~

Underneath the tower. Limestone. Decorated with ~he upper

part of a human head. The eyes, ears and nose are present but

the ~uth was part of a separate piece. The date is inscribed

in relief. L. 112: W. at head 23: depth of channel S.5 cm.
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CusacK Tom~, 1688 (PI. 8b).

Rectangular sandstone slab with representation of a mitred
bishop on two faces. Traditionally identified as the tomb of

Or. CusacK, Catholic bishop of Me ath (1679-68).

L R3e W 113 T 13 cm.

John Bellew ISS~.

Slate slab with a weathered inscription and a worn coat of

arms, presumably Belleu, set on top of the 15th century

Preston-PlunKett tomb chest. Incised inscription in Ron~an
cap itals :

THIS TOh~E H~TH BEEN REPAIRED ~l~/ THE V~VLT MFtDE BY

B~NE MFIRY BERMINGH~hb t OF DVNFERTH WIFE TO JOHN LORD

BELLEW/ WHOE WFIS SHOT IN THE BELLY IN OVGHRIM FIGHT THE

FIRST OF JVLY 1661. ~S SOONE/ ~S HE FOVhE3 HIt, ISELF ~BLE

TO VNDERT~KE ~ IVRNEY HE WENT TO HIS L~DY TO LONDON/

IJ~ERE HE DEYED THE I~ OF IRNVRRY 16~2/ HE I~S LRID IN R

.VRLT IN WESTMINSTER/ ...L THE RPRIL FOLLOWING. HIS CORPS

..... HER .....
Dims: L. 136] W. 67; T. 13 cm.

7. ST. PRTRICK’S CHURCH (Fig. 13~ Pl. S)

Situated in a field north west of St. Cianan’s parish

church. This site has been previously called "St. Cianan’s

church " on O.S. maps and elsewhere but the arguments for its

present identification are set out in Bradley I~8e. The

present building appears to occupy the site of an Early

Christian church which functioned in the ’later Middle ~ges as

a chapel and is described as hauing its own graveyard
attached to i~ (BrooKs IS53, ~, ~S~, 293).

There are indications that iI may have been set within a

small enclosure because a slight drop in ground level is
noticeable to the north and west of the church which appears

to be continued in the modern field boundary that runs into
Church Lane. The suru|uing remains consist of two side walls

and a low cross wall suggesting that the building was

originally rectangular. The wall on the north side survives

to a maximum heigh~ of 3.1 m, and that on the south to 2,8 m

above internal ground leuel~ the max. height of the east Wall

is 7e cm. The doorway in the south wall has a simple pointed

arch, I m ~tde externall~ splaying to 1.4 m internally. There

is considerable variation in the coursing of the walls but i~

|s not possible to distinguish building phaSeSo Indeed it is

likely that much of the stonework is o~ relatively recenl
orlstn. W~tttng in 1836, John O’Donouaan states that the

building was then in use as the WorKshop o~ a chandler

(Bradley IBSB, 48). Jut~ins out from ~he base o~ the north
and eas~ walls is a line o~ stones which appear ~o ~orm the

~ogndattons for a building prior to the present one.

Dtm~. Max, L, 12.85~ max W. 6.3 m,
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Inscribed slab, Pre-l~B~ (Fig. 55:1).
Irregwlarly shaped limestone slab broken into four Pieces.
Central ly placed across the stone is a lightly incised
inscription in insular half-uncials:

OR DO $C~NL~.N
Re R is faint and the L has ¯ ~troKe across it. The
uncertain penultimate letter may be an N.
Max. dims. 185 x 85 cm.

Cross-slab (PI. 12a). Pre-12~8.
Rectangular slab with incised Latin cross, blow missing.

8. ST. CRRBRN’S CHRPEL

This chapel or oratory is Known only from incidental
references in the Llanthony earful aries, It is first
n~ntioned in a document of ¢.1~5 which describes it as being
situated beside the cemetery of St. Cianan’s (BrooKs 1353a,
~1). It may have been called after abbot Ca,ban of DuleeK
who died in 754 (Bradley ISB~-81, 47).

Founded as a cell of Llanthony Secunda (Gloucestershire)
c. 1188 by Hugh de Lacy (Gwynn and HadcocK 1S78, 173). It was

.maintained as a grange throughout the Middle ~ges rather than
a ~nastery and WaS the centre of a very large estate. Rn
elaborate extent, prepared in 1381, and describing the
buildings in detail survives (BrooKs IS53a, 333ff.~ of.
BrooKs IB53b, 143-5). Recording to this extent the buildings
were set around a rectangular courtyard. On the east side
were the church of St. Michael, an old ruined hall with a
strew-thatched Kitchen and dairy, and a little stable
edJoinlngl a long room with a closet, and a room called the
"Knlght’s room", both roofed with tlles. Under the long room
was a cellar serving as a pantry for bread and ale, and under
the Knight’s room a larder, while under the end of the long
room a little stable serving for the horses of the proctor.
On the south of the court were a bakery end brew-house, a
little granary and ¯ trough for Pouring malt. To the west of
these buildings was a stone gate. On the north was a sheep
pen and a second stone gate, while further to the west was a
haggard in which corn and hay were stored. Regretably this
vivid description does not correspond with the surviving
remains, but since these appear to be of fifteenth century
date, it n~ty be that the internal arrangements of the grange
were re-orgenised subsequent to 1381. 13~e extant features
con~rlse two gatehouses, part of a church and a number of
earthworKs,
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Descr apt ton

Re I~ST GR~ is badly damaged and only the ground floor
plan may be determined. It would appear to have been of
rectangular plan with a centrally placed entrance. The gate
arch adjoins the vault of the chamber above and little
attempt appears to have been made to bond the two features.
On the south side of the vault are two doors, one of which
has a granite Iintel leading to a spiral staircase providlng
access to the chamber overhead; the other, with a simple
po anted arch ! m h igh, opens into a small room, now
destroyed, probably for the gatekeeper. R number of putlog
holes are present in the arch vault and the pronounced angle
at which they lie suggests that they held the vault supports
during the construction of the arch. R slot to hold the
draw-bar of the gate is present on the north side of the
archway suggesting that the gate itself was located at the
junction between the two arches. Dims: Nax. L. 7.15~ hlax. W.
3.8: Max. H. 5.9 m.

Immediately vest of this 9ate is a flattened-U-shaped
earthwork whose function is unclear,

Inside the gate and perhaps originally connected with it
are the remains of a CHURCH or oratory of which only the east
wall and a fragment of the north wall survive, The east
window has a pointed arch and sufficient tracery fragments to
determine that it originally had a four-light mullioned
window with switchback tracery. There is no evidence for a

division betueen nave and chancel. Max. external W. S.4; Max.
internal W. 7~ "Max. surviving internal L. 11.~ Max. external
L. 12.8 m.

The ERST GRT£ has a gate arch and a vault similar to the
west gate but the plan is different. There is no evidence of
chambers at ground level but a staircase on the north-west
gave access to the upper chamber, which contains a chimney
flue and fireplace in the south-east corner and the Jamb of a
window that opened to the west. The south-west corner
projects at ground floor level to accomodate the chimney
flue. Max. L. 7o~] Max° W° 5.4 me

Immediately.north of the gate ts a projecting corner of
masonry and running westwards from it is a ridge indicating
the former presence of a building.

Rbout twenty-five metres west of the gate are two linear
ridges which appear to be the remains of a roadway. South of
this are the foundations of a rectangular building measuring
about 15x19 m. The whole complex covers an area with max.
dims. of S~ m north-south by 54 m east-west.
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~ hospital or leper house dedicated to St. r~lary Magdalen
was present from the early years of the thirteenth century
(BrooKs IB53a, ~13). In 1483 it was in the King’s hands and
in 1489 Henry V granted the custody of "le Magdelyns" to John
Tonour (~rchdall 1786, ). The fleld beside the bridge 
still Known as the "hospital field", and presumably indicates
its location.

Oowdall Cross. 1881 (Pl. 11s).
MarKet Green. Three-piece rectangular-sectioned limestone
pillar consisting of lower shaft, belt and upper shaft, set
in a rectangular base upon a modern plinth. It is decorated
in relief and false relief with figure sculpture and a
heraldic shield. West face: Bathe and Oowdall arms tmaled
with inset ipt ion below. North face : 88 Peter, Parr tcK,
Cianan~ East face: SS. Mary Magdalen, James, Thomas3 South
face: SS. ~ndrew, Catherine, Stephen. The belt is a truncated

implements of the
two squat figures
the north and south
but see Roe 1878,
4~3~v. depth 23 cm.

doub]e pyramid with shlelds besting the
Passion on each face. The upper shaft has
on the east end west while the figures on
may represent St. George end St. Michael (
281). Overall height ~85; ~u. W. of shaft
Inset ipt ion :

TH;S/ CROSS/ ~S BVI/LOED BY/ IEr~T 00/ I~ WIFE/ TO
WILLIAM/ B~THE OF/ ~THC~RN/ IUSTICE OF/ HER r~IESTIS/
COVRT OF/ COMONPLEES/ FOR HIM ~/ HER ~ 16~1/ HI
OECE~CED/ THE 15 OF OC 1598/ BVRIEO IN THE/ CHVRCH OF/
OVLEEK/ ~OSESOV/LES I PR~Y/ GOD T~KE TO/ HIS ~RC~[.

The cross is one o~ a pair set up by Jenne~ Oowdall ~or
her husband William Bathe, ~he o~her being a~ ~nnesbrooK one
mile ~o ~he sou~h. The upper shaf~ ~y ha~e been ~re
co~lete originally (c~. Price 184~, 33-4~ Wilde 185~, ~78).

Berfort Cross. 1838 (Pl. 4b).
Rectengular-sectioned Latin cross of foss iliferous limestone
with splayed ends on the arms and upper shaft. Relief
inscription in 8o~hic lettering on north face:

IHS/ PR~Y FOR THE SOUSES OF THO/~SSI~ BERFORD FIRST
WIFE/ TO BERT/ HELEME/ NOUR OF/ O0~N/ STO~/ ~0 DIE/
O ~£ 17/ OF DEC/E~ER/ 1635.

Originall~ a wayside ~ross on the Downstown R~ad this
subsequently functioned as the gable cross o~ DuleeK Catholic
church before being placed in ~s presen~ position, eas~ o~
~he ~o~n, in 1888. ~ ~as badly da~ged by a local builder in
I881.
Di~: Ouerall he igh~ 145~ W. ac~ss ar~ 73.5; W. ~ shaf~
¯ I~ Depth 13 cm.
~ss IB77.



Ba~he-Oowdall plaque. Late
,~ plaque similar to that

IBth cent. (PI. l~b).
on the bridge. Now in pr irate

College. Site unknown.
R college is referred

(Stming~on 154~, IS).
to in the Civil Survey of 1654

Mills. Sites unknown.
~ deed of c.12BB refers to two water mills in the town, one
of which was Known as the great mill, the other being
associated with the castle (BrooKs IB53a, ~3)

One ex:auation has been carried out on the site of the motte
by Fir. Kieran campbell, to whom I am indebted for the

" following informat~n:
~ series of trenches indicated that the ~tratigraphy WaS
completely disturbed and consisted of an incoherent mixture
of sand, gravel and clay layers. In the loose fill were some
thirty shards of medieval pottery, and about twelve of
post-medieval date,

13. LIST OF S~Y FI~S

I. hledieval coin hoard. Found in 1853. ~]~e latest coin is of
Edward I (d.1307). (See Dol~ey a~d Seaby 15BB, B.4).

2. ~ledleval coin hoard. Found in 1854. The latest coin is of
Henry Vl (d.1471). See Numi~matlc Chronicle 1858, 83.

The Prob I en~

The importance of OuleeK for arch&eologic&l research is
that it is a good example of an Early Chrls~ian monastQry
which was developed by the ~nglo-h~rn~ns into a town. There

layout are unknown. It must have been subs~an~|al enough to
a~rac~ Hugh de ~acy and accordingly ~he initial years of its
grouth during ~he late twelfth and ~hirteenth centuries are
particularly important. ~e ford ~y have been an lmor~an~
geographic&l feature in the forrn&~|onof ~he ~oun but nothing
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i¯ KnOWn of the form, date or ¯ize of the fir¯t bridge and

it¯ i mm~diate ¯ucce¯¯or¯.

The ¯~reet pattern ha¯ probably remained intact, since

the Middle ~ges but the nature of the road surface at various

period¯ i¯ not Known. Indeed ¯treat¯ should be examined if at

all possible because they also permit the result¯ of

e~c&vation¯ on one side of a street to be linked with those

on the other. This enable¯ the recon¯truction of entire

¯ treat¯cape¯ in the manner which ha¯ proved ¯o successful at

Novgorod.

biothing i¯ Known of the form or size of pre-¯eventeenth

century housing in the town, It i¯ important to Know what
sort of building¯ the rnedieual inhabitant¯ of OuleeK lived in

and how these changed through time. It i¯ only when houses

have been found that asses¯merits can be made of the imPact of
native Irish, British and continental building technique¯ on

~thboy’¯ craft¯men. ~ great deal of information about changes

in building method¯ and fashion¯ can also be derived from

stratified ¯ire¯ in which the remain¯ of successive houses
are preserved,

.The course of the town defences i¯ not clear and needs to
be checked by excavation. Huch remains to be discovered about

the period¯ of construction, the variation¯ in building, the

forms of mural tower¯ and gatehou¯es, and the extent of the

It i¯ unliKely that the opportunity will arise to

excavate on the ¯ire of the medieval parish church of St.

Cianan’¯ but it i¯ worthwhile recalling that our Knowledge of

the form, size and character of this church is limited.

The layout of the ~ugu¯tinian grange survives in good

condition but despite good documentary evidence the

description of the ¯ire in 1381 cannot be reconciled with the
¯ tending remain¯. By contrast with the hospital of St. Mary

Magdalen, however, Knowledge of the ~ugu¯tinian house is

considerable. De architectural feature¯ and extent are only

one aspect of the archaeology of religous houses, of course,

and the excavation of ¯ medieval cemeterY, such as that
conducted at YorK, can provide otherwise unobt&in&b|e

evidence about health, disease, diet, and mortality rate¯.

The extent of settlement in the vicinity of the Bridge

and the hospital of St, Mary Hagdalen i¯ unknown and it i¯

not clear whether there were extra-rn~raI settlement¯ or not.

~rchaeolog icel Potential

Rrcheeology does not consist solely of excavation nor
does it stop at ground level. 1"he archaeological evidence for

DuleeK’¯ Pest comPrises ell the phystce] remains of rr~n’s
act iv ities on the ¯ire of the town, from its first occupation

to the Present day. De surviving street pattern, property



boundaries and standing bul]dings constitute the uppermost
levels of the archaeological stratigraphy, and all are

relevant to the study of the town’s past. Oocumontary
evidence also plays a role in reconstructing the history of

early OuleeK, but for the wide range of human activity
omitted from the written accounts and for the early periods

without documentation archaeology is our only source of

information. The evidence of archaeology and topography, of

architecture and of documents, is cor~lementary; each gains

from the existence of the others and the unrecorded
destruction of one form of evidence not only removes part of

a town’s archive but also diminishes the usefullness of those
which are preserved.

The survey of its archaeology indicates that the site of

the town has been the scene of human actLvity in Early

Historic and Medieval times. Both documentary sources and the

Known archaeological remains indicate that the town was

occupied continuously from c.hBB RO into the post-medieval

period. Most of the medieval fabric has been demolished and

the only remains which survive above ground are Parts of St.

Clanan’s parish church, Gt. Patrick’s Church, the August inian

Grange, the bridge and the Ooad&ll Cross. However, although

the destruction of buildings above ground has been aim eat

total, the street pattern of the medieval and post-modieval

town is largely intact. Rrchaeological deposits are likely to
exist over most of ~he area of the town and accordingly there

is the likelihood of recovering house foundations, refuse
pits, industrial areas, and WOrkshops.

It is evident from the foregoing that archaeology is an

important means of learning about OuleeK’s past and of

understanding-the character and detailed form of the town

today. This is more than an academic pursuit, however,

because without an appreciation of the factors which have

shaped Ou|eeK’s present character, steps taken to conserve

that character will not be wholly effective, or worse,

features basic to its unique identity may be unwittingly

destroyed.

Re protection of buried archaeological evidence presents

serious problems for not only is there the pressure o4

redlVelopment and the high value of urban properties with

which to contend, but the sites themselves are o~ten
difficult to define or evaluate; their full archaeological

potential may only become apparent when an excavation is

undertaken in advance of development or by observations make

while development is in progress. Only the remains o4 St,

Ctanan’a Parish church and o4 St. patrick’s church enjoy

statutory protection as scheduled ~t tone| I~lonuments and

because o4 the difficulties of scheduling urban properties,
other sites within OuleeK are unliKe|y to be given this
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protection. It Is crucial, therefore, that a concerted effort

should be made to safeguard its archaeological heritage and

that adequate provision is made for investigation in advance

of any redevelopment. This is best achieved by use of

planning constraints and by conditions attached to planning

consents.

~rea of ~rchaeological Potential

The shaded port ion of the accompanying map (Fig. 8)

delimits the area of archaeological patent ial within

present-day DuleeK. The archaeological excavations conducted

by Kleran Cam:bell at Commons uncovered disturbed

stratigraphy but the finds indicate that archaeol og ical

deposits were present. The development o~ housing estates in

~bbey Road and at the east end of Main Street in recent t lmes

have probably removed some archaeological deposits but

elsewhere there is little evidence for modern disturbance.
~ccordingly, archaeological deposits are likely to exist over

the area of the town shaded pink on Fig. 8.
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Ounboyne is situated in the rolling countryside of south
Heath about 14 Km west of Dublin. It is largaly spread along
either side of a wide main street with an expansion in the
center. The platen¯me is derived from Dun Buinne, fort of the
yellow river (Cogan 1862, 18B).

Historical BacKground

Nothing is Knoun of Dunboyne until shortly after 1172
when it Was granted by Hugh do Lacy to William le Petit. It
received a grant of a weekly market in 1226 (Swestman
1875-86, i, No. 13BB). ]’he rectory was held by the
Rugustinian canons of t~ullingar and Gwynn and HadcocK (lSTe,
174) suggest that it may have been a cell of that house unttl
about the mid-fourteenth century. There are few references of
topographical value to Ounboyne in the fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries. The Civil Burvey (1654-8) records only
one stone house and one mill in the town (Simington 1B4e,

ARCHREOLOG IC~L INVENTORY

I, HOTTE
2. P~RIBH CHURCH OF SS.
3. LIST OF 8TRRY FINDS

PETER & PAUL

Ounboyne was the centre of a large manor granted by Hugh
de Lacy to William le Petit. In the early fourteenth century
it passed out of the hands of the Petits and became the
property of the Butler family. Although there are no specific
references to the existence of a rnotte is is almost certain
that the original manor was based around one. There are no
extant remains.

2. PRRISH CHURCH OF SS.PETER & PRUL (Fig. 17)

The modieual parish church was situated on the west side
of the modern village. In Hontgomery’s visitation the chancel
of the old church uas in ruins (Cogan 1882, IBB-IS3). In 1882
the nave walls were standing but unroofed since 1841,
according to Bishop Dopping, but the chancel w&s in tolerable
repair with glazed windows, a clay floor and a slated roof
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(Ellison i~71, 3G). When Isaac Butler visited Dunboyne in the
1748’s only the chancel remained, the rest being in ruins
(Roe 1898, 47). There is no sign of this chancel now and the
only remains are part of an ivy-clad tower standing to the
south-west of the present church.

Description

Three wall~ survive of a rectangular tower of four floors
with battlements above. The ground floor has a round barrel
vault now filled in. The first floor has a door leading to a
mural-stair and a fireplace in the south wall, and the
remains of an ogee-headed window in the wast wall. The
second and third floors have splayed windows in the south and
west walls which are overgrown with ivy externally. Dims: 8.6
x 6.8 m. Cog&n (1862, 188) gives its height as 74 feet.

~rchitectural Fragments

Six decorated window fragments supply evidence for a medieval
church on the s ire, They 1 ie in the outs tde south porch and
against the south wall of the church. The red sandstone
fragments (Nos. I-5) appear to be of ~ifteenth or sixteenth
century date while the 1 imestone mull ion (No. 8) somewhat

later.
I: CrocKeted and cusped Fragment. H.58 W. 29 cm
2: Fragment with crocKets and foliage. H.51 W.38 cm

3: Column base. H. 17 W. 24 cm
4: Gable finial. H.3e W.34 cm ~
5: CrocKeted and cusped window moulding. H.53 W.33 D.24 cm

G: Window mull ion. H.115 W. 14 D.21 cm

Font (PI. 12b)
Limestone. Octagonal with chamfered lower panels and a
one-piece octagonal base. Circular basin with a small central
hollow which Roe (1998, 47) considers to be an incon~leted
boring. Four panels carry an inscription in false relief:

9.W./ C.£,B./ I.W. 1579
Oims: H. 99 Ext. Diam. 84 Int. Dtam. 48 D. of bow1 ~3 cm.

Font/ Tub.
Cogan ( 186~, 189) refers to an ancient font marking the grave
of a priest in the graveyard and the tub shaped limestone
uessel now in the outside porch of the church may be this
vessel. It is crudely carved, although the basin and rim are
well finished, and is four sided with ¢harn~ered corners.
There is no trace o~ a drainage hole (Roe 1998, 115).
Dims: H. 39 W. 54 Ext. Olam. of bowl 48 Int. Diam. of
bowl ~3 cm.
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3, LXST OF STRRY F]NOS

1-3. Three tanged flint arrouheads. From near

lS68: 388-8B.

4. Iron bell, bronze-coated (see BourKe 1~80,
"ancient earth=orKs, POssibly a monastic site at
NFII I~7~: 18.

Dunboyne. NI, II

65). From
Ounboyne"

5. Medieval potsherd. From Dunboyne. ha’,ll ISTB= 13.

RRCHREOLOG ICRL PROBLEMS RNO POTENTTIRL

The layout of the present village uith its triangular
Square suggests that its Present plan is of eighteenth
century date and probably the result of landlord interest. It
is clear from the documentary and archaeological data,
however, that there was a borough here during the Niddle
RUES. Knowledge of this borough and of its extent is
extremely ]imited, It may have been located beside an Early

.Christian secular site but even this is not certain. The
period of its desertion is unKnoun and from the historical
evidence it is likely that the thirteenth and fourteenth
centuries are likely tO be the ones best represented in the
archaeological record. The construction of the Present
village may have destroyed some Pre-existing archaeological
deposits but in the absence of excauat ion there is no
information on’the depth or nature of deposits, it is ,orth

noting, however, that the record relating to the discovery of
the iron bell mentions that it was found near human burials.
Unfortunately the Precise findspot of the bell is not Knoun
but it may hint at the existence of an early church site in
the village.

Knowledge of the settlement in medieva! times is scant.
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. Nonetheless
the archaeological data indicates that the borough has been
the scene of human activity in Prehistoric and Medieval times
and in the future archaeological excavation is likely to be
the principal means by which additional Knowledge is

obtained.

Rrea of Rrchaeological Potential

The shaded POrtion of the accompanying map (Fig. IS)
delimits the area of archaeological potentla| within modern
Dunboyne. This is based almost entirely on the built-up area
of the village and the line of the major Propert~ boundaries.
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Ounshaughlln is situated in south Me ath about 3B Km from

Dublin. The village lies along either side of the n~ln street

and the medieval parish church was situated at the north end

of the town in a circular enclosure around which the main.
street curves. The placename is derived from Oomhnach
Seachnail 1 , church of Seachnail 1 (Secund gnus), a Gaul ish

bishop who clme to Ireland in the fifth century.

Historical BacKground

Rlthough there is a sizeable range of prehistoric objects

from Ounshaughlin, it is liKelY that mest of these were found~

during turf cutting in the bog of lagore, rather than in the

village itself. Nonetheless they indicate, as does the

wel|-Known excavation at Lagore itself (HencKen IS5e), that

the in~nediate vicinity of the site was Known to man in

prehistoric times.

Historically the village is connected with St. Sechnaill

(Secundinus) a missionary bishop who died in 447 according 

the Rnnals of Ulster. ~bbots are noted from the beginning of

the ninth century and in the eleventh and twelfth century the
monaster~ was the object of a nun~er of raids. The in, offence

of the site during the pre-Norman period was in part due to

its proximity to Lagore, the seat of the Kings of South
Brega.

Rf~er ~he Coming .of the Nor~ans Dunshaughlin became ~he

centre of a seignorial manor belonging to Hugh de Lacy

(Graham 1974, 4~). The earliest reference to i~ as a borough

is in 14~3 (Lewis 1837, i, 58S). Nothing is Known of the

history of the medieval settlement.

RRCHREOLOG ICR~ INVENTORY

I. ~

~. P~R|SH CHURCH OF ST. ~I~

3. MI~~S

4. LIST OF S~RY FI~S

Large low n~gnd in the modern graveyard on the south of

the to~n. Sited on fairly high steep-sided ground partly
planted ~th shrubs. ~nere are traces of an external d~tch on

the eas~ although It 2s not ~slb|e on the ~est. The mound
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has a basal diamlter of I~ m narrowing to 17 m at the top3
its height is between 2.5 and 3 mo It may haue been lowered
in modern t I mes.

2. P~RISH CHURCH OF ST. SECHr~IL~

This church Was on or near the s,ite of the present
Protestant parish church. In IS82 Bishop Dopping records that
the church was in good repair with a slated roof, elazed
windows, a clay floor and a bell (Ellison IB71, 38). 
Cogan’s ( 18S7, 351) time, however, all trace had gone.

¯ The only surviuing remains conslst of a single rounded
limestone arch with a sn~ll fragment of another adjoining
which suggests that it is the remains of an ¯re¯de, The
masonry is of coursed limestone rubble.
Dims: Max. surviving H of arch 3.55 W. 2.5 m.

~rchitectural Fragments

~ese are placed underneath or beside the arch.

Lintel. leth-11th cent. (Pl. 13a)
Sandstone. Decorated in tel ief with a crucifixion showing a
bearded Christ wearing a Knee-length perizonium. On Christ’s
right side is the spear-bearer and on his left the
sponge-holder, both with Knees bent and we¯ring Knee-length
tunics. It is almost cetainly the lintel from the west door
of a pre-Romanesque style church (Henry I~$7, 188).
Dims: H Sl W 15@ 0 18 cm.

Eight fragmsntary Window mouldings. 15th-18th cents.
Two of these flt together to form a cusped twin-light
headed window with Plain spandrels.

ogee

t, lonumen is

Font. Late 15th/ISth cent.
In WSe within the church. Limestone. Octagonal with chan~ered
lower panels, octagonal shaft and rectangular base with
cham~ered edges. Octagonal basin with central blocKed
drainage hole. Part of the rim and one internal panel are
damaged. Roe (1988, 57) suggests that the shaft nmy not
belon~ to the font because the basin does not fit well with
the lower Penels. Recording to Isaac Butler the font had a
canopy carved and painted like that of a pulpit (Roe I~68,
57). Five o~ the upper panels are decorated, one with ¯ head
in high relief and the other four with animals in low false
Pelter. ~le difference in decoration nl~y .imply two periods
of sculpting (Roe 1S68, 58), ~ne decoration Is as ~olloBs:

1) R s~ll triangular shaped head Blth a ~ringe.
~) UnworKed



3) ~ wild boar with long tail. Roe (16S8, 58) suggests
an ox,
4) UnworKed
5) UnworKed
6) R swan in the center and a rabbit on the right
standlng on it’s hind legs and another animal on the
left.
7) ~ heater shaped shield
8) fl cow or deer, missing its hlnd legs, with a small
animal underneath which appears to be lying on it’s
bacK.

Di~s: H 4~ Ext. Diam. 56 Int. Diam. 48 D. of basin 25 cm.

Piscina.
Within the church, near the font. Sandstone/ granite.
Lozenge-shaped. Four lugs or mouldings on the corners
extending from top to base. The base is damaged and holed,
]’ne top is worn smooth but the outside is roughly hewn.
Dims: HlS W 23-2~ Int. diam. 16 cm.

Orans slab. 7th/Sth cent.
Plast~r copy. OriglnaI in N.M.I. Dug up in the graveyard in
166B. Carved in relief. The face is indicated by slashes, the
arm~ are turned out at the elbows and the hands are missing.
He wears a skirt which comes to just above the Knees and the
feet are turned outwards (Roe 1~7~, ~12-3).
Dims: H 56 by W 26 b~ D 7.

Noah Webb. 1666.
Flat rectangular limestone slab in four fragments. Weathered.
~t the south-west end of the graveyard. ~The top of the slab
has two decorated panels in false relief, on the left a
figure above a rope moulding and on the right a star above a
rope moulding. The lover part of the slab has the following
inscription in incised Roman lettering:

[ Hic iacet reve ]RENO NOaH ~B.../DEC~NVS L[IGHLIN
h~SCNON,./ DVNSHRGHLIN HIC V~CV.,/ S~ PROLE ~L~S
I~CET../ OBIIT 7~ ~VGt ~ DON I[SSS]/~ET~T SV~ [53]
/ HE~ICVS FILIVS EIVS PR ~GEN.,/ ~D O[Ft E~ON ~T~
O[SV~,/ P~VCES VTI TOTIS VIRIBVS ~0 ~CC~../ P~I~[
BO~N SE CO--LIT’

Oil: H. 14e W, ~8-~4,

Grave slab. 717~h cent. (Fig. 56:1)
~Iso in the SW of St Seachnai]l’s graveyard is a llmestone
coffin-shaped slab partially buried in an upright position.
Decorated with a simple Latin cross in false relief within a
frame.
Dims: H 53 W 4~-36 O 8 cm.

3. MISC£~L~NEOUS

HoI~ well
In the grounds o~ Sechnallstown House ther~ is a well of the
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same name marked on the 0.3 maps but it is nou covered over
and the memory of the name is not Knoun locally.

Hospital?
flccording ~o the owner of Sechnallstown House there Was a
hospital in the field ir~nediately south of this uell. There
are ridges which may be ~he remains of earthworks in the
field.

4. LIST OF STRRY FINDS

I. Flat bronze axehead of Ballyvall~y type.
Ounshaughlin, Co. Me ath (Harbison 1989a, 36:
Swan Coil.

From & bog at
No. $13). NNI:

2, Copper dagger of KnocKnague type (Harbison 136Bb, 7: r~,
~). From ?Dunshaughlin. NNI W. 17~.

3. Bronze dagger of Ounshaughlin type (Harblson IBSBb, 11:
No.4B). From ?Dunshau~hlin. ~II W. 1B~.

4. Bronze dagger. Date and type uncertain (Harblson IBSBb,
18: No. 117). From Ounshaughl In. British rqusaum London:
1848. 11-1.~B.

5. Bronze flanged axehead. From Dunshaughlin bog, 1883. Rothe
House Museum, KilKenny: ISBB/IB.
B. Bronze palstaue. "Said to haue been found at
Ounshaughlin’.’;~II W58S; B647.

7-8. Two SocKeted bronze axeheads. From Dunshaughlin. r~I

IB41: B5B- I.

B. SocKeted bronze axehead. From bog at Ounshaughlin. ~|
IS31: 435.

iB. Bronze socketed axehead. From OunshaughlJn, In Day Coll,

1881 (Evans IBBI, 141).

11. Bronze socketed axe. From Dunshaughlin. British r~useum
London: 0.~.11~,

12. Small four-sided horn uessel, From Ounshaughlin, I~I W,3.

13-15. Fragments of three bone combs. Found with a skeleton
at Ou~shaughlin, 1848. ;x~11 ISB3: 3SS-B.

IS-lB. Three iron Knlues. From Ounshaughlln. ~I, II S.~. IS~7:
87-~.
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~RCHREO~OGICSL PROBLEHS RND PO’I’ENTTI~L

Dunshaughl In is a small borough which is expanding in

size as a dormitory town because of its proximity to Dublin.
The construction of new houses and shops along Hain Street

has probably coused some disturbance to archaeological levels

but in the area of the old church little disturbance appears
to have occurred. ~ccordingly, it is liKely that

archaeological deposits are intact over a large part of the

village. The presence of an Early Christian church site

suggests that evidence may survive regarding the nature of

the transition from monastery to borough.

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in medieval

times is scant. Was it merQly a rural borough or did it have

genuine urban functions? P~thing is Known about domestic

dwellings, street pattern, defences, or o~ the settlement’s

extent. Nonetheless the archaeological data indicates that

the borough has been the scene of human activity in Early

Historic and Hedieval times and in the future archaeological

excavation is likely to be the principal means by which

additional Knowledge is obtained. The borough is under threat

from development at present because o~ its proximity to

Dublin and the rnotte on the south of the village is being

increasingly encroached on.

~rea of ~rchaeologlcal Potential

The shaded port ion o~ the accompany~g map (Fig. 18)

delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern

Dunshaughlin. This is based largely on the hypothesis that
the medieval settlement is likely to have stretched ~rom the

monte to St. Sechnall’s church. ~n the absence o~

archaeological excavations nothing can be said about the

depth o~ archaeological deposits,
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Greenoge is situated in the rolling countryside o~
south-east Meath about IB Km west Of Swords. Today it
consists o÷ a small hamlet on either side of the
Rshbourne-Swords road beside the Broad Meadow river.

Historical BacKground

The rnotte was probably established before the end of the
twe|fth century (Graham IS74, 44). The earliest reference to
its existence as a borough occurs in 1B28 when a burgage plot
was granted to St. Thomas’ Abbey, Dublin (Gilbert 188S, 5S).
The Civil Survey (IS54-G) records a stone house, a church, 
bridge, a mill, 3 farm houses and severe! cab ins (Slmington
1S4e, 98).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL I NVE~,q’ORY

I. ~
2. ST. NICHOLAS ~ PARISH CHURCH
3. MI ~~S
4. LIST OF STRAY FI~S

1. MOTTE (pl. 14a)

’This small moire lies in the field immediately south-west
of the church, prominently sited on high ground with
commanding views in all directions. It has a basal diameter
of 13,5 m narrowing to 5 m at the top. It survives to a
height of 3 m. There is no trace of a bailey. The sides of
the mound have been worn down by cattle and a shard of
mad ieval pottery was picKed up from the sPo II during
inspect ion in 1922. The size of the top of the mound seams
too small to have allowed for the building of any Kind of
substantial structure there. On the east is a low bank and
ditch running north-south.

2. ST.~NICHOLAS’ PRRISH CHURCH (Fig. 2B)

Situated within a rectangu]ar graveyard formerly
reached from the road via a sunken pathway which is n~w
ouergroun. In ~k)ven~er 1983 & new entrance was built on the
east of the grlueyard. Little is Known o~ the histery o~ the
church. In 1682 Bishop OoPp|ng noted that it was dedicated to
St Nicholas and that the nave and chancel wills were standing
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but out o~ repair since 1641 (Ellison 1971, 37).

Descr apt ion

Coarsed limestone masonry with rubble core. Built in

three phases, of which the nave is the earliest, probably
sixteenth century; this was subsequently extended and a

chancel added, while later still alterations were made in the
nave converting a portion of it into a dwelling house.

The chancel walls are much overgrown and survive to a

max. height of I m. The nave is slightly broader than the

chancel. The north wall is about 5 m high and has a pointed
arched doorway with dressed jambs and a flat rear-arch. The

south and west walls are m~ch overgrown but survive to a

height of about 1.5 m. The east wall has a pointed arch which

may have been the east window of the origtnal church.

In the post-medieval period the north-east corner of the
church was adapted for use as a two-storied dwelling house.

The entrance was on the north and the walls stand to a height
of about 5.5 m, There are two narrow windows with deep
internal splay in the ~outh and west walls and one

rectangular chamfered window in the north wall of the ground

floor. ~ single-light cusped ogee-headed window with recessed
spandrels was re-used at first floor level in the west Wa||3

above it is a worn sandstone head. A chin~ley was built in the
west wall to serve the fireplace on the f ~st floor; ~here

are three narrow windows on the first floor in the south wall

and one in Sh e west. There are two recesses in the east wall.
~e fireplace has some reused dressed stones set above it and

another in the chi~ey. ~n addition was made to the top of

the north wall but its da~e is unclear.

EarthworKs?
A nun~er of ridges are present between the road and the

river leading to the bridge. However. some may be the result

of drainage.

To the E of the church on the roadway there is a well with

stone-built round ~rched covering.

Ot~: H 119 W 7B O 75 cm.

4. LIST OF STRAY FINDS

1. ~ledteval line-i,~ressed tile fragn~nt. Found in the course
of inspection 198~. in disturbed soil immdlately north-west

of the graveyard wa|l. (King forthcoming).
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~. Shard of rnedleval pottery. Found on the side of the motto
in the course of inspection in 198~ (King forthcoming).

Greenoge, like Golp, is an exa~le of a deserted borough.
33~ere is little evidence of disturbance and it is likely that
archaeological deposits are intact over most of the area. l~ne
period of its desertion is not Known but from the historical
evidence it is likely that the thirteenth and fourteenth
centuries are likely to be the ones best represented in the
archaeological record.

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in n~dieval
times is scant. 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. Nonetheless the archaeological data indicates that
the borough has been the scene of human activity in I~l~dteval
tlmes end in the future archaeological excavatlon is likely
to be the principal means by which additional Knowledge is
obtained. The borough is not under direct threat from
development at present but its proximity to Dublln means that
it will come under increasing pressure from development in
the near ~uture.

~rea of Rrchae~loglcal Potential

The shaded port ion of the accompanying map (Fig. 19)
delimits the area of archaeological potential. This is based
simply on the extant monuments and the are in their immediate
vicinity. In the absence, of archaeological excavations
nothing can be said about the depth of archaeological
deposits.
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Kells is situated on a prominent ridge a short distance

south of the River B]acKwater. The placename is derived from

Ceanannas, "principal residence" and it suru ires in the

English form of Headfort.

The large passage to~ cemetery of Loughcrew is some ten

miles to the wes~ and the presence of two.stone axeheads from

Neolithic man. ~ctivity by man in the Early Bronze flge is
indicated by the discovery of three tests at Kells in the

last century, one of which reputedly contained a "cinerary
urn" (~ddell ISTe, 127). Stray finds of this period from the

town include a copper dagger, a bronze flat axehead and a

bronze halberd. The hater Bronze ~ge is represented by a

bronze flanged axehe~d, two ribbed Kite-shaped spearheads,
four bronze socKeted axehe&ds, and a bronze socKeted dagger.

~ bronze fibula of ha Tene type indicates that the are& ef
the future town was also Known in the Iron ~ge. In view of

the irr~ortance of the Early Histortc monuments It ~s perhaps

surpr&s~ng lh&~ only ~hree slray ~nds o~ ~h&s period &re
Known from Kells. In sugary ,then, the archaeological

evidence indicates ~hal ~he sile o~ the 1o~n ~as ~re~uenled
~y ~n in p~ehislo~ic ~imes bu~ ~he nature of the acliully Is
unknown. I~ is possible lha~ 1~e~e ~as ¯ se1~le~nl here bul

i~ ~s qui~e likely lhal ~he ~o~ding poin~ on the BlacK~aler

i~dia~ely ~o ~he no~h a~ac~ed people ~o ~he uiclnily.

Historical BacKground

Kell$ is first recorded as a monastery in 8B4 when it was

established as a place of refuge.for the monastic community

of lona, fleeing from the havoc caused by ViKing raids. The
site appears to have belonged to ~rmagh and there n~y well

have been a church here previously. ~ church was co--need,

probably the dan~ llac referred to in S~, and completed

before S14. In S77 the relics of Co lumba were transferre~ to
Ireland and 1~ is likely that ome came to Kells. ~e

succeed ing century sees l~s r Is lng i~or~ance as ~he
prlncipaI Colu~an house in Ireland. ~is i~o~ance is

~eflected in the increasing nu~er o~ r~ids, b~ ViKings and

Irish: In S~e ~he Dublin ViKings destroyed ~he s~one church.

In SSe the King o~ Dublin plundered Kells ~nd ~de ita base

~rom which to r$id ~he neighbouring ~nas~eries o~ Dulane,

i~ ~as again raided by. ViKings. Fur~he~ ~aids a~e~ecorded in

lelS, le3S, le4e, leSS, Ie73, 18s5, 1111, 1117, and 1156.

Despite its importance Kells was not among the bishoprics
established at the Synod of Ra~hbreasall in 1111. However, 1~

was the setting for the second imortant reforming s~nod held
in 115~ when it became a bishopric. Z~ enjoyed episcopal
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status for about sixty years until about 1211 when it was

amalgamated with the diocese of bl~ath (Gwynn and HadcocK

197~, 92). R further instance, of the spread of ecclesiastical
reform was the founding of an ~ugustinian house c.114~-8,

largely at the instance of St. h1~lachy (gwynn and HadcocK
197~, IBI). In 1176 Kells was burned in a punitive raid on

Heath by Dlarmait Mac Murrough.

With the coming of the ~rmans Kells was selected by Hugh
de Lacy as the caput of a manor (Orpen 1911-2@, il, 78). ]~e
borough may also have been established by him but the
earltest evidence for its incorporation corfms from his son,
Walter who granted a charter son~ti~ subsequent to 1194
(MacNiocaill 1964, 124-5). Throughout the Middle ~ges Kells

was a frontier town and was exposed to attack from the native

Irish. It Was burnt in 1263 (AFM) and again in 1315 when

Edward Bruce defeated an army under Roger de P1~rtirrmr outside
the town (Orpen lS11-~, ill, 173). In the fifteenth and

slxteench centuries i¢ was on the edge of che Pale and a

por~ion of the Pale ditch ~ill survives one mile to the

north-west. ~ peti¢ion of 147~ e~hasises that the ~own was

"on the borders of the march of the .county of ~ath
adjolnins ~o the OPayllyes [O’Relllys], Irlsh enemies of

our sovereign lord the King, and is the safeguard,

defence and relief to all hls faithful liege people
d~elllng in ~hat ~aPt" (Berry i~14, 743).

The petition goes on ¢o rel&¢e cha¢ ~ny o~ the townspeople

~ePe deserting Kells because o~ the high levels of taxation
caused bv che ~intenance o~ the ¢oMn ~alls, suggesting that

~here may have been a decline in ics population during ~he
later fifteenth century.

In 1599 it was l is~ed among the wal~ed towns of hleath
(H~gan IB78, 91) and it appears to have proapered into the
seventeenth century. It is significant that in IS42 the
Catholic bishops and vicars of the province of Rrmagh
convened a synod here which was to be the precursor of the

Confederation of KllKenny. In 1647 the town Was captured by
confederate forces. T~e Civil Survey (1654-6) records that 

castle, a church with a steeple, 3 mills, divers houses and

cabins, a stone quarry, a WatCh tower, a fishing weir, 2

ruined mills and the walls of the town which it describes as
ruined (Stmtngton IB46, 279). De Down survey describes it 

"a walled town where a market is held every ~ursday.

[There are] five gates, a castle, a church, a high watch

tower, the house called St. Colmcil le’s cell with
several houses ~nd cabins In repair and two abbeys - one

~tthout Cannon Gate called Lady’s ~bbey and ~he other
uichout Dublin Gate called St. John’s ~bbey" (~ill

1S38, 4~5).
~t least t~o late seventeenth century trader’s tokens ape
Known from the town and these provide in added indication of

prosperity In post-~dleu~l ti~s (~callster IB31, 87).



THE TOPOGR~PHIC~ OEVE~OPMENT OF KELPS -

The surviving llne of the old monastic boundary makes it
clear that Kells has groun in stages but in the absence of
secure documentary or archaeological evidence it is difficult

enclosure would appear to define the extent of settlement
before the coming of the Normans. The enclosure is now

" represented on the north and east by the line of CarricK,
Castle and Cross Streets, on the west by Fair Green and on
the south by the old line of the town wall. Rn area south of
the enclosure appears to have been Known as Siofoic and is
mentioned in an annalistic reference of 1156 (RFN) and a
charter in the Book of Kells. It has been suggested that this
name is preserved in Suffolk Street ( Simmington
193B, 234-5; O’Connell 193~, 13). ~ccordingly it may be that
there was some form of settlement immediately south of the
enclosure in pre-Norman times.

The Rnglo-Norman add it ion consisted of extensions on the
north, east and south. On the north, CarricK and I~tudlin
Streets form a unit~ on the east, castle Street, John Street
and Kenlis Place~ while on the south Suffolk and F&rrel!
Streets were developed. The presence of a two-stage plot
pattern on the east side of Farrell Street suggests that it
may have been extended in two phases with the most southern
portion being incorporated perhaps as late as the seventeenth
century.

I. 9TREETS ~ND STREET PRTTERN
2. BURG~GE PLOTS RND PROPERTY GOUNDRRIES
3. OOHESTI C HOUSES
4. M~RKET PLACE
5. CRSTI.,E
6. TOb~q DEFENCES

7. ERRLY CHRISTIRN HO~STIC ENCLOSURE
8. ST. COLUHBR’S HOUSE
9. ST, COLUI~R’S PRRISH CHURCH
I~, RUSUSTINIRN PRIORY OF ST, r,t~RY
11. HOSPITRL PRIORY OF ST, JOHN THE BRPTIST
12, HOSPITRL OF ST. r,~tRY f~#:tGDRLEN
13. MI SC£LLRr~Eous
14, LIST OF STRRY FINDS

I, STREETS RND STREET P~TTERN (Fig. ~)

displays two phases of the town’s deue]pmento The first,
reflected in the arcuate pattern formed by CaPPtCK Street,
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Castle Street and Cross Street. delimits the extent of the
pre-r~orman ¯ mort&st tc enclosure. The second consisting of

Iinear extens ions on the north (H~udl in Street), south

(Farrell and Suffolk Streets) and east (John Street) 
largely of Anglo-Norman date,

Z. BURGRGE PLOTS Rf~ PROPERTY BOUNDARIES

The burg&ge plot pattern survives very well along CarricK

Street, Maudlin Street, Farrell Street, Cannon Street and
Suffolk Street. The construction of houses tn Church Lane,
Fair Green and Columba Terrace has destroyed the plot pattern

tn these areas. There is a double row of buPgage plots on. the
south side of Farrell Street and these m~y indicate the

expansion of the town in the post-medieval period.

3. DOMESTIC HOUSES

Nothing ts Known of the form or size of the housing

within the medleval town but a valuation of 1663 Provides
some information for the seventeenth century. The description

of buildings in this document suggests that houses were

constructed of mud or stone, and most were thatched. One
building is described as "a stone and lyme walled castle

called the Thoulsel 1 three storeys high and a vault

ill-roofed" (Simington ISS~, ~S~). This appears be the
building ~requ~ntly identified by local historians as the
castle of Kells. It was probably something similar to ’ the
tholsels of Orogheda which are depicted in seventeenth
century maps as fortified houses.

4. r~RKET PLRCE

Tht~ appears to have been located at the junction of

HarKet Street, Castle Street, Cross Street and John Street.

The name of HarKet Street and the width of Castle Street
suggests that the market extended into these streets.

Documentary references to it are scant but a statute of
the Irish parliament of 1476-86 notes that the rll&rKet of

Kells was declining because of the growth of Irish markets at

Cavan, Longford and Granard in O°Retlly°s country (Horrissey

IS36, SIS).

Market Cross (P1. 16a). 1~th cent. ?reused.

Ringed cross missing its upper shaft and sets
single tiered truncated pyramidal base. Inscription

west face:

ROBERT B~LFE REERECTED THIS CROSS IN 1688

into a

on the
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The base is-decorated with panels showing horsemen, a battle
scene, Noah driving the animals int~ the arK, and various
anlmals some mythological.

E face: Daniel in the lion’s den in the cross head with
the anointing of David Just belowr and the Incarnation
above. The sacrifice of Isaac is on ths left arm and
avarice soized by two demons is on the right. Dn the
shaft: Christ guarded by soldiers in the tomb, Goliath,
Rdam and Eve, Cain and Rbel.
W. Face: Crucifixion in the cross-head with the Fall of
Simon Magus on the right. On the shaft: Adoration of the
Magi, the Marriage Feast of Cane, the Miracle of the
Loaves and Fishes.
S face: Slaughter of the Innocents, the Healing of the
Blind Man, Moses receiving the Law: on the end of the
arm: David and the Lion.
N face: Jacob wrestling with the Rngel, the Torments of
the Damned: on the end of the arm: Paul and Rnthony in
the Desert.

It is said to have been used as a gallows in the seventeenth
century.
Dims: Shaft. H. ~58 W. 54 D. 4B

Base. H. 65 W. 13~ D.132
Roe 1959, 25-43

5. C~STLE

Kells was the centre of an important m~nor established by
Hugh de Lacy ( Orpan 1911-~, il, 7B). ~ castle was
established but it was abandoned in 1176 on the approach of
Marl Sechlalnn Mac Lochlalnn and the Cenel Eogain. It was
subsequently re-established and is recorded in 1212 (Davies

and Quinn IS41, 31) but nothln9 is Known of its subsequent
history. The Down Survey a~count mentions a castle in the
town probably the same as the

"stone and lyme walled castle called the Thoulsell three
storeys high and a vault ill-roofed" (Simington IBSB,
~34)

It is IIKely that this is also the castle seen by Isaac
Bu~ler in 174B (Slmlngton ISBB, ~34). From the description,
however,~ thls was a fortified town house like those in ~rdee
and Carllngford ra~her than a seigneurial castle. O’Donouan
records no trace of a castle when he visited in 1836 (O.S.
Letters, ).

S. TO~ DEFENCES

The defences of Kells enclosed an area of about ~B
hectares (45 acres) and had a circumference o~ 1.8 Km (1.15
miles). ~lmos~ nothing is Known o~ the manner in ~hich the
defences developed and the commencemen~ is also unKno~h.
There were probsbl~ detentes at the ~ime of the Bruce
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invasion but the earliest direct reference to the walls
occurs in 146B when the Irish Parliament agreed to continue

an existing murage grant (Berry 1S14, ~5). This was followed

in 146S by i new grant (Berry lS14, 645-S) but 147~ it

was noted that the cost of the defences was so 9rest that it

was impoverishing the town (Berry IS14, 743-7). The walls
were ma|ntalned into the seventeenth century and were scaled

by the Confederate troops in their assault on the town in
IS47. They were described as ruined in the Civil Survey

( 1654-6) but the Down Survey noted that it was & stone wall

with five gates (Hc~ill IS3S, 425).

Description (Fig. 2~)

Almost nothing is Known of the form of the defances and

the presence of the gates is Known only from seventeenth

century sources (Slmington ISS~). Re course of the town wall

can be reconstructed largely from the Down Survey map and the
Valuation of ISS3 (Simington 1S6~, ~67-8). O’Connell (IS88,

13) suggested an alternative route but as the full extent of

the seventeenth century dcurr~ntation was not available to him
Simtngton’s reconstruction is to be preferred. NO source

mentions the presence of mural towers and if the one extant

example did not exist it might be thought that there were
none. As it is this single example highlights the fact that

there mu~t haue been other~.

From CAN~I~N G~TI[ (site only) the wall curved north-east

following the south-east boundacy of Fair Green to CARRICK
G~TE (site only). It ran north-east along Pitcher Lane for 

distance of almost IBe m before turning eastwards to

incorporate the burgage plots on the north side of CarricK

Street as far as HflUDLIN GATE (site only). It continued east

and then south in a stepped line to DUBLIN GA~ (site only).

It extended south of Dublin Gate for about 80 m before
turning south-west, where its course appears to be preserved

in a long property boundary, to ~IN GA~ (site only). 

continued for about 8B m west of this gate before turning
north and then west to link up with Cannon Gate.

Re only surviuing section of town wall is to the south
of Cannon St. It is about 7e m long with an average width of

SBcm and consists of coursed limestone rubble, Part of the
west end has collapsed showing a considerable build-up of

material, ~stly modern, on the town aide. Externally the

ground~sIopes away steeply from the wail.

About 12 m from the east end is a round mural tower (Fig.
~31PI. ~Ba) in poor condition and at present used as 

manure container. ~ne masonry is roughly coursed and consists

largely of limestone. It had two floors, with a basement

below, and with a wall walk level and battlements above. It

is 5.1 m in external diameter; the wall varies in thickness
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from %.~5 m at basement leue! to i m on the ground floor, Tho

original entrance was on the town (east) side. R modern

opening has been made on this side at basement level. De

floors wore supported on wooden beams and there are 4 narrow

arrow Loops with wide internal ;play on the ground and first

f|oors. R latrine is present on the first floor at the
south-west side and its exit is protected by a m~chicoLation

above, he wall walk Level is largely destroyed.

7, ERRL¥ CHRISTIRN IMONFmSTZC ENCLOSURE

of the old monastic enclosure, whose outline is most evident
from a plan or aerial view. The enclosure is now represented

on the north and east by the line of CarricK, castle and
Cross Streets, on the west by Fair green and on the sowth by

the Line of the town wall. The boundary is missing in the
south-east quadrant where its line must have continued from

the town wall towards Cross Street. ~he enclosure measured
about 3S~ m east-west by ~8~ n north-south and enclosed an

area of roughly S.5 hectares (~ acres). Simms (1S83, 3~-5)
suggests that the line of Church Street and Church lane n~y

indicate the p~esence of an inner enclosure.

his is situated north-west of St.Columba’s churchyard.

Roctangu ]ar structure with a stone-built steeply pitched
roof. De ground level around the house has changed and earth

has been removed from the east and south ands and the
original entrance at the west end is blocked up. Recess is

now through a modern door in the south wall which leads into

the orLgtna! basement !eve1. The roof is barrel-vaulted

internally with a snell room above between the vault and the
roof, divided into three chang)era. This small room is | it by

two small rectangular windows in the east and west wallsJ
W|lde and Petrie record the presence of a flat slab here in

the last century but it has been missing for the last 58

~’nis early church is similar in construction to St.

heochta’s House at Louth, and St. Kavin’s Kitchen, Glend&lowgh

and Probably dates to the tenth-eleventh century although

LeasK ( 1855, 33) suggests ~hat i~ may be the church con~leted

in 814.

~ SOU~RR~N is said to lead from St. Co lurn~a’s house to

the churchyard although there is no evidence for t~ now <Roe

1858, 6~).
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S. PRRISH CHURCH OF ST. COLU~R

This was the principal dedication of the early monastery.
~-ne first church was comn~nced in 804 and was completed by
814. It is probably the same as the damh l iac burned in the
ViKing raid of $2~. It is likely that a new church was built
by the ~nglo-Normans but little is Known of it. Bishop
Dopping records in his visitation of 1662 that the nave and
chancel were out of repair since 1641 but that they were
under repair~ there were two aisles or side chapels dedicated
to St. Hary and St. Nicholas and he notes that the windows
were glazed, the roof slated and the floor was of earth

(Ellison IS73, 7).

Oescr ipt ion

Church Tower (PI. 15a) 15th cent.
This is the only surviving port ion of the medieval church

standing immediately north of the modern church. Rectangular
with angle buttresses rising to first floor level where they
are weathered. Four floors with battlement aboue~ a steeple
was added in 1783. Coursed limestone masonry with limestone
quoins. ~ spiral stair giving access to the upper floor is
located in the south-west angle and is i it by smell
rectangular slits. External string course at first and second
floor levels~ the tower is stepped-in slightly at both. Re
gable coping for a building aligned north-south (?transept)
is present at first floor level in the south wall. Two
pointed chamfered recesses are present at first floor level
externally and rise from the string course~ both have hood
moulds. ~ quoin in the north-west angle bears the FlunKett
coat of arms, and the north buttres~ ha~ an angel with a
shield.

The ground floor has a large pointed arch which opened
onto the south but is now blocked by a modern cross-wall into
~hich a nu~er of monuments have been built (see below). The

~cha~er is rectangular with a pointed barrel vault. The vault
has a rectangular hole through which the bell could be raised
or lowered, there is a round arched recess in the north wall
and a twin-llght ogre-headed window in the east. The stair in
the south-west angle is reached through a pointed door with
chan~Fered arch and portion of a bar-hole SOCKet. Re first
floor is entered through a lintelled door and has blocKed-up
windows in the north and south walls. That in the north wall
has a segmental arch externally~ the other is rectangular and
cham~ered with internal splay. Externally there_ is an
ogre-heeded recess with hood-moulding in the east wall,
probably to accomodate a statue. Immediately above first
floor level is an internal ledge which supported the floor of
the belfry stage. Re second floor, or belfry stage, is
entered through a lintelled door and is lit b~ tall elegant
windows in each vat1. ~eoe are transomed twin lights with
cusped ogre heads, daggers in the spandrel, and a quatrefoil
above~ all have a pointed rear-arch. Superficiall~ the~ look
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alike but there are slight differences between them. The east
window is the most ornate with moulded external j arras
surmounted by an elaborate moulded label terminating in
clustered capitals supported on two human heads and gathered
into a crocKeted finial. Internally the east and west windows
have chamfered jambs while those on the north and South are
chamfered externally with a label but remain plain
internally. The joist-holes for the floor be arr~ of the
wall-walK level are present but the parapet itself was
removed when the Steeple was constructed in 1783. The present
battlements have corner merlons with false arches and an
architrave on consoles, and probably date from 1783. Din~.
8.H by 7.85 m at base.

Window mouldings. Late 15th/ 1Sth cents.
Nineteen fragments are placed within the
largely of fo$$iliferou$ limestone.

church. ~ey are

8heela-na-gig. Whereabouts unknown.
Wilde ( 1857, 14 I) ment ions the ex ietence of such a figure
the church at Keels". See Guest 1838, 118: No. 53.

"in

Round Tower (PI. 15b) 11th cent.

Situated on the south side of the churchyard, this tower
is Known from documentary sources to have been in existence
before I~78 (~FM)~ the door was probably inserted in the
twelfth century. The burial build-up ha~ caused a difference
in ground level of about H m between that portion 0f the
towe~ within the churchyard and that outside. It has six
floors and is co,fete to top window level but lacks the
conical cap. Constructed on a plinth restin~ on rock outcrop.
The masonry conslst$ of coursed limestone but the doorja~$
and the stonework immediately around it are of sandstone.
The door, on the north side, is about 1.5 m above present
ground level but originally it must have been closer to 4 m.
It is round-arched with a very worn head on the right of the
door~ there was probably another on the left. The four floors
irrcnediately above are each eli by a small square-headed
window, but the fifth floor i~ lit by five pointed windows.
]~he interior appear~ to have been filled to the level of the
door $I11 until 18~H (Barrow 187~, IS7). ~t present the
interior is a~ a depth of 1.3 m below door level. Height ~S
m~ internal diam. at level of door ~.S m.

Barrow (1~?~, 168) comments that Kildare is the only
other tower with five windows under the cap levelo

West cross (PI. 17b)
Shaft in large pyramidal base, laCK lng r ing which

accordin9 to Harblson (Down Survey) was complete in the 17th
century. Two tiered base outlined by a heavy n~uld tng.
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Hacalister (IS4Bb, 34-6) said it had the inscription ORO~T 
RRTSRL but nothing is visible now. The figured scenes occur
on the wide sides within moulded panels~ the narrow sides are
devoted to displays of abstract art (Roe IS56, 45-54).

East face: Baptism of Christ, Marriage feast of Cane
( ?Rdor at ion of the Meg i), Dauid with h is harp,
Presentation in the.TemPle, Unidentifed panel, and the
Entry of Christ into Jerusalem (?Flight into Egypt).
~est face: Rdam ~nd Eve, Noah’s RrK, and three
unidentified panels ? Israelites being led out of Egypt,
the drowning of the Egyptians in the Red Sea.

north face has four panels of interlace and the southThe
face has five.
Dims: Shaft H. ~.3e W.75 0.45

Base H. SB W.145 0.135

South cross (pl. 17a) ?Early Sth cent.
Rlso Known as the cross of Patrick tnd Co lumba.

Inscription on east face of the base ’P~TRICI ET COLUt~RE
CRUX’. Ringed cross set into a two-tiered truncated pyramidal
decorated base which is decorated with figurative and
abstract designs. These include interlacings, animals
including a deer and a chariot procession. Roe (1956)

suggests that this is the transfer of relics.
East face: Rdam and Eve, Cain and ~bel, the Three
Children in the Fiery Furnace, Daniel in the Lions Den;
Cr~ss head east face: Left arm, the sacriface of Isaac;
Right arm SS Paul and ~nthony in the desert~ ~boue,
David with his harp, and the Miracle of the Loaves and
Fishes.
West face: Crucifixion with the sun and moon, and above
that Christ in Judgement. South arm: Day id K ill ing the
I ion; North arm David Killing the bear.
Inhabited vine scroll.

Dims. Shaft. H.~.BB W. 54 D.34
Base H. 6~ W. 145 D. 125

East cross (PI. 1Sb), 12th cent.
Large ringed cross in a two-tiered base, missing the

upper shaft and part of the ring. The shaft panels are cut
but the designs are incomPlete except for a crucifixion on
the east face and the panel immediately to the right of that
which has four figures (Roe 1S59, 55-7).
Dims: Shaft H. 3,1B W. 72 D. 5~

Base H. 7B W. 16B D. 164

NOrth Cross.
Only the ~eathered base survives. Conical with rectangular

mortice. Decorated with a band of interlace (Roe ISSB, S).
Dims= H.55 W.6~.

Hortice~ H.14 W. 27 bY I~
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Cross slab (Fig. 55:2; PI, IGa). Pre-l~.
~t the west end of the church. Oranite. Sub-rectangular,
partly damaged. Interlaced Latin cross in false relief within
a border. ~bove the cross is an ~Ipha and Omega, an IH$ and
XPI, and along ~he left side of the $1ab are the words OR DO
RIRG (Roe ISSS, 5~).
Olms: HISS ~ 56 O 16

Cross slab (Fig. 55:3). Pre-12~.
On the south buttress of the church tower. Limestone fragment
with an incised equal armed cross inscribed within a double
circle (Roe ISSS, 57-S).

¯ Oims: H 54 W 5~.

Stone slabs
~Iso in St Co I urr~a’s Church there are two thin slatey
limestone slabs, one with a incised maltese cross. Both are
probably late in date

Effi9ial slab (Pl. 18a). 14th cent.
Sandstone. Coffin-shaped, at WeSt end of the church.
Crucifixion in tel lef with Mary and John; two civilians
separated by the tree of life below. ~e lady, on tha right,
wears a wimple and veil, a long robe and mantle held acrmss
her breast with a chain. Her hands are joined and her feet,
in ~oi~tad shoes, rest on flowers. The mala is drassad in a
pleated gown with tight sleeves and lappets. He has short
hair and his head rests on a rectangular cushion, he holds a
book and also wears pointed shoes (Hunt IS74, ~S: No. 188).
Oims: HISS W S~-3S 0 IS cm.

Plaque (PI. IBa). 1578.
On the south wall of the church tower, but origlnall~ within
the church according to Oop~ing’~ Visitation of IS8~ (Elli$on
1S73, 7), It consists of two rectangular limestone tablets
w Ith an inc isad inset ipt ion in mixed Gothic and Roman
lettering:

THE BODIE OF THIS .CHURCHE BEING I U~R RUYN ~ND OECAIE
W~S REEOI/ FIEO I ~NO ONI 157B & IN ~NO R. R. E~IZ~BE~
~X ~ROGHE ~E DILIG/ CE & CARE OF ~E REVEREDE F~ER I
GOD HUGHE BRADY BYSHOP OF ~RT/ HE & SIR THOE GRRVIE
RRCHEDERCO OF THE SR~ R~ DER~ OF CHRISTCHURCH/ I
DUBLI~ BOTHE OF HERE ~IESTIE IS PP IV]E CO~ ~LE SP
HERIE SIDNIE/ KNIGHT OF ~E ~BLE ORDIRE BEI~ ~E~
LORD DEPUTIE ~. THE SAID/ REED IFI~ ~S 8EGR~ & SERTT
FORBAD BE THE ADVISE &DRL[ Y]/ CRRFULL TRRVRELL OF THE
RU~IE~ BURGIS NICHOLAS D .... / ~EN 8EI~ SUFFRRNIE OF
KE~LIS ~ OF IULII ~o PPDICTO/ WI~ O~ER DR~Y
FUR~ERI~ BOGHT THE ROOF OF ~IS/ C... UPPO HIS OWIN
PROPIR CHRRGIS. GOD IS ~T U~GHT / RT HE SHU~D FORGET
~E ~RKE R~ LABOUR ~RT PROCEDE I/ ~ICHE LOVE ~S
SHE,D FOR HIS ~ IS SAKE.

Ol~: H.44 W. 14S ( approx ),
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FitzGerald 18~8-I~00, 455

Window plaque. 1578.
On the west wall of the church tower.
1 i mestone plaque with an incised
letters:

THYS WYhDOWE/ b~S 8VIDED BI RI/
KEFLIS NERCHERV/ NT THE I[2] OF
GOD TRKE TO HIS / MERCI

Dims: H.50 W.S4
Fit=Gerald IGG8-1900, 45S.

Rectangular chamfered
inset ipt ion in Roman

CHRRD [ FL ]OV[O if. OF/
IVLI/ 1578 t~HOSE SGV~E /

Three heads (Pl. 18a). Late ISth/ 17th cent.
On the south wall of the church tower. O’Conneli (IBG~, ~)
says that these were found when the present church was being
built. ~II are on square plaques of limestone,

a) Round face with short hair under a flat cap.
Dims: approx. W. 4So ms.

b) Bishop with an elaborate1~ embroidered mitre
short cropped hair with amice around the necK.
Dlms~ approx 3~cms.

c) Woman wearing a flat cap over short cropped hair.
Dims: approx. W ~S~

Heraldic plaque (Pl. 19a). ISth cent.
Fossiliferous limestone. Rectangular. On the south wall of
the church tower. Heater-shaped shield, in false relief,
depictin9 a winged horse ram~an~ with staff and banner. The

banner has two crossed swords and 4 Tudor roses. The crest
consists of a Kneeling horse placed between the letters N and
D. In the spandrels at the ba~e of the shield are two
interlace designs. The initials have been identified as those
of Nicholas Daly by D’Connell (i~, ~) although but Bishop
Oopplng read it as Nicholas Duragon (E111son I~73, 7).
Dims: H.SG W.GI D.12
FitzGerald 18~8-1S~, 455-~.

Grave slab. ISth cent,

plinth o~ the East cross. Decorated in false relief with a
weathered shield, quartered: 1st and 4th have 3 demi-lions,
the ~nd ahd 3rd a Winged an imal. eric ised inset ipt ion

.~1~ / HE ... ~NO 1577 / NR~.. FOST.. / ON I~HOS SO /
IS ~YFE . ~ OF,..

Dims: H BB W 74 D ~3 cm

Grave slab. Late ISth/ earDy 17th cent..
~tmestone ~ragmint also set into the plinth
cross. Rectangular with a weathered shield in

o~ the East
false tel le~



displaying a lion rampant. Traces of an
but only the letters O and T are visible.
Dims: H.95 W.S3 D.18 cm

inc is ad inscription

Sundial (PI. 28b). 17th cent.
Placed against the south wall of the church porch. Sandstone.
The dial is incised on one end and consists of a double ring
divided into 4 quarters b~ lines which extend beyond the
outer ring and terminate in Maltese crosses. These quarters
are further divided into S divisions while theouter ring is
divlded into S sect ions. The gnomon hole is not completely
perforated. An interlaced letter R is incised above the
sundial.
Dims: H.IS8 W.S4 0.12 cm

Diam. of dial 32 cm

Font A.
Inside the church. Well made pol lshad I lmestone octagonal
font of uncertain date. Octagonal shaft and base. The basin
is circular with sloping sides and central drainage hole (Roe

1968, 12~).
Oims: H. 118 W.S5 0. of basin 28 cm

Font B. ? Pre-12~O.
West of the church tower, a tub-shaped granite font on three
short stubby legs.Large central drainage hole and the holes
where the cover was attached are visible in the rim, It
originally belonged to Kllshine church (Roe I~$8, I~I-2).
Dims: H.S3 W. S4 Int. D. 25 cm

"Font C/ Piscina.
Shallow octagonal limestone vessel at west end of the church.
Central drainage hole. Steeply chantFered sides terminating in
a moulding which would have rested on an octagonal shaft.
One of the chamfers has a damaged angel in relief with large
wings and curling hair. It is described by Roe ( I~S8, 87-8)
as from Martry.
Dims: D. 58 Chamfers 8cm.

18. AUGUSTINIAN PRIORY OF ST. M~RY

This monastery was probably founded c. 1140-8 at the
instigation of St. Hal achy. it was destroyed by the
Anglo-No r marts in 1176 and shortly afterwards it was
re-founded by Hugh de Lacy. In 14aS an indu|gence was granted
to the convent because it was impoverished and its buildings
were in ruin because of war. Re monastery u&s dissolved in
153B and was granted to Sir Gerald Fleming with nearly 488
acres in 1541 (Owynn and HadcocK IS78, 181). ~3~e monastery
was at the west. side of the town, outside Cannon ~ate.
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O’Connell (185e, 15) has suggested that it was located in
~bbey Field on the south side of Cannon Street.

11. HOSPITAL PRIORY OF ST. JOHN THE B~PTIST

Founded by Walter de Lacy as a hospital of the Fratres
Cruciferi at the close of the twelfth century, little is
Known of the history of this house. It was dissolved in 153G
and granted to Richard ~layne in 15SS (Gwynn and HadcocK
187~, 213). ~ survey of 1588 showed that the church and
several buildings were in ruins; these included the Kitchen,
a castle, a legate house west of the co r~nandery, the bawn
with a stone wall, the granary, and a watermill (O’Connell
1858, 18). The Oven Survey of 1555 noted that the priory was
outside the Dublin Gate and its site may be identified with
the old graveyard of St. John in Headfort Place. There are no
standing remains.

Rrchitectura! fragment. Prob. 15th cent.
8aside the north wall of the graveyard, a cusped ogee-headed
window spandrel of fossil iferous limestone now cemented into
a modern base.
Dims. H 4~ W 54 T 12.5 cm.

Cross slab (Fig. 55:4) Pre 12~.
Embedded in the east end of the graveyard is a small tapering
limestone slab with an incised ringed celtic cross.
Dims: Exposed H 28 W ~S-32 T 7 cm.

Ef~igial slab (Pl. 18a). 13th cent.
Narrow, slightly tapering, gabled slab of sandstone in the
north-vest corner of the graveyard. Crudely carved effigy of
a woman in f&Isa relie~. The damaged edges of the slab were
chamfered and there is a drainage hole on the right side at
shoulder level to prevent water lodging around the figure.
~e Woman Wears a pill-bo× type head-dress, a long pleated
gown with brooch fastening the neck opening and belted at the
uaist wttha pendant falling to the ham, Her left hand rests
on her hip and the right hand on a tau-shaped walking sticK,
She has low heeled pointed shoes on her out-turned feet, and
below is a crudely carved and damaged trisKela in false
relief. ~bove her head in the gable is the rQmalns of an
equal armed cross. She is Known locally as "the ~bbess"
(HicKey 1874# Hunt I~74, 2~S).
Dims: H 145 W 4~ T 15 cm.

Grave slab (Fig. 58:2) ?17th Cant.
Standing beside the north wall of the graveyard is portion
O~ a large tapering limestone slab with chamfered edges. It
is decorated in tel ief with a simple cross shaft on a
Pyramidal shaped base.
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Dims: H 128 W 69-61 T 12 cm.

6rave slab. Date uncertain.
In the north-west corner of the graveyard, a small slaty slab
with a Latin cross incised within a circle standing on a
stepped base. ?16th cent.

12. HOSPITRL OF ST. I~RY MRBDRLEN

Oengus Mac Gillabain, airchinnech of a hospital at Kells
is mentioned in a charter of 1117-22, and subsequently there
was ¯ hosp ital here dad ic ated to St. Mary Magdalen but
nothing is Knoun of its history (Bwynn and HadcocK 1678,
351). The hospital appears to have been located north of the 
town in the townland of TownparKs immediately north-east of
Maudlln 8rldge. O’Connell (IB59, 23) has suggested that the
site o~ the early monastery of ~th-da-laarg was near here.
However, it is difficult to be certain.

Holy well.
Oedi~ated to St. Columba and situated in low-lying ground
south-west of the town. ~ccess is via narrow lane for about
quarter of a mile. There are no particular features of any
interest excep~ ~or a small modern corbelled stone structure
which has been built over the well. It is considered by
O’Connell (~9S6, 2~) to have been the well of St. Mary’s
~bbey and a place o~ pilgrimage.

Rlng~ort.
~ccordlng to O’Conne]l (1959, 24) there was 
Head~ord demssne, but much lowered and levelled.

r ingfort in
Not visited.

cast Burials.
~ccordlng to Waddell (197~, 127) three cista
were found at Kills not later than 189~-91.
~Ind location is unclear.

(?Bronze Rge)
Their precise

14. LIST OF STRAY F lhi3S

I. Stone axehead. From Kells, Co. Meath. Cat. Day Coll.

(1913), B: lot 23.

2. Polished stone axehead. From Kells, Co. Fleath. I~1I 1959:
58. See Jr]. Roy. So¢. ~ntlqs. Ireland 91 (lSEI), 89.
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3. Copper dagger. From Kells, Co. Heath. Cat. Day Coil.
(IB13), 37: lot BBB.

4. Bronze axehead of Killaha type (Harbi$on IBBSe, BT: No.
579). From Kell$, Co. Heath. British Huseum, London: W.G.
153B.

5. Bronze halberd of Brea~huy type (Harbi$on IBSBb, 46: No.

38B). From Kell$, Co. Heath. British l~ueeum, London: W.G.
1598.

B. Bronze flanged axehead. From uicinity of Kell$, CO.
Heath. ~! 1959:96. See Jrl. Roy. Soc. ~ntiqs. Ireland 91

(1961), 77.

7-B. Two bronze ribbed Kite-shaped spearheads. From Kell$,
Co. Heath. Cat. Day Coll. < 1913), 46: lots 324-5.

B. Bronze socketed axehead. From Kel1$, Co. Heath, 1844.
Ulster Museum: 391:1937. See Jrl. Old ~thlone $o¢. 1 No. 5
(1979), 48.

19. SocKeted bronze axehead. Found near Kell$ (?Co. Neath).
h~I 19BI:1o

I I-lB. Two bronze socketed axes from Kell$, Co. t4e ath.
British Museum London: W.G. 1561, 1594.

13. Bronze socketed daBBer. From Kel1$, (?Co. Neath). British
Museum London: W.O. IB~B. See Evans 1881, 2~7: Fi~. 844.

14. Bronze ~afety-~in fibula of La Tene type (Raftery 1983,
143). From Kells, Co. Heath. British rduseum London:
188e.8-2. 131.

15. Bronze cruciform mount. From KeIl$, Co, Heath. Cat. Oay
Coii. (1913), 58: lot 397. ?= British Museum London:
IB~3. 11-I~.

16. Bronze sticK-pin of s~uaredospatulate type (Pryor 1975,
No. 71). Found near Kells, Co. Heeth, 1853. Royal Ontario
Museum, Toronto: 9turse (ex-Bateman collection) 918.33.49.

17. Bronze sticK-pin of non-functional Kidney-rlnged type
(Pryor 1976, No. IB). From Kells, Co. Neath 1845. Royal
Ontario Museum, Toronto: Sturge ( ex-Bateman collection),
918.33.3~.

18. Bronze boul-liKe object. From Kells, Co. Neath. N~II 1968:
59~. See Jrl. Roy. Boc. Rntiqs. Ireland 9~ (1968), 168.

19. Brass seal matrix. From Kell$, Co. Neath. British Iduseum
London 1868.3-1.1.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS ANO POTENTIAL

The Problems

3"he in t m offence of KeIl$ for archaeological research is
that it was an important monastic site prior to the Coming of
the F~rman$ and it affords the opportunity of discovering
what the monastery uas like in addition to examining the
transition from monastery to town. Rccordlngly the initial
years of its growth from the ninth until the thirteenth
centuries are particularly important.

The street pattern has probably remained intact since
the Middle Rges but the nature of the road surface at various
periods is not Known. Indeed streets should be examined if at
all possible because they also permit the results of
excavations on one side of a street to be linked with those
on the other. This "enables the reconstruction of entire
streetscapes in the manner which has proved so successful at
Novgorod.

Nothing is Known of the form or size of pre-seventeenth
century housing in the town. It is important to Know what
sort of buildings the medieval inhabitants of Kells lived in
and how these changed through time. It is only when houses
have been found that assessments can be made of the impact of
native Irish, British an~ continental building techniques on
Rthboy’s craftsmen. R great deal of information about changes
in bullding methods and fashions can also be derived from
stratified sites in which the remains of successive houses

The course of the town defences outlined above needs to
be checked by excavation to determine whether it ,is correct
or not, and much remains to be d~scouered about the periods
of construction, the variations in building, the forms of
mural towers and gatehouses, and the extent of the town
fosse.

It is unliKelY that the opportunity will arise to
excavate on the site of the parish church of St. Oolull~a but
it is clear that the monastic complex extended considerably
beyond the present churchyard in Early Christian times. It is
also Worthwhile recalling that our Knowledge of the form,
size and character of this church is confined to its tower
and there are almost certainly foundatlons of pre-Norman
churches in its vicinity.

There is an almost total laCK of information on the
nature of the Rugustinian priory and even its location is not
precisely Known. The location of the two hospitals can be
plotted a little more accurately but nothing is Known of
their form or layout. The architectural features and extent
are only one aspect of the archaeology of re|igou$ houses,
however, and the excavation of a modieual cemetery, such as
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that conducted at YORK, can provide otherwise unobtainable
evidence about health, disease, diet, and mortality rates.

11~e extent o6 settlement outside the walls is unknown and
the topographical growth outlined above needs to be checked
by excavation. 33he contrast between buildings within various
parts of the town at different periods also remains to be
discovered.

The group of stray f~nds indicate that the site was a
focus for human act iv ity in prehistoric t ames and an
i~ortant archaeological problem is the determination of
exactly what form~ this activity took and its date.

Rrchaeological Potential

Rrchaeology does not consist solely of excavation nor
does it stop at ground level. The archaeological evidence for
Kells’ past co,rises all the physical remains of man’s
act iv tries on the site of the town, from its first occupation
to the present day. The suruivlng street pattern, property
boundaries and standlng buildings constitute the uppermost
levels of the archaeological stratigraphy, and all are
relevant to the study of the town’s past. Document ary
evidence also plays a role in reconstructing the history of
early Kells, but for the vide range of human activity omitted
from the written accounts and for the early periods without
documentation archaeology is our only source of information.
13~e evidence of archaeology and topography, of architecture
and of documehts, is com~lementary~ each gains from the
existence of the others and the unrecorded destruction of one
form of evidence not only removes part o~ a town’s archive

but also diminishes the useful Iness of those which are
preserved.

33~e survey of its archaeology indicates that the site of

the town has been the scene of human act ivity in prehistoric,
Early Historlc and Medieval times. Both documentary sources
and the Known archaeological remains indicate that the town
was occupied continuously from the ninth century into the
pOSt mmedleval period, r4ost of the town wall. gatehouses.
mural towers and the principal rned equal buildings were
demo]ished prior to 1Be~. The only remains which survive
above ground are the tower of St. Co l~a’s Church, St.
Columba’s House, the round tower, five high crosses, a m~ral
tower and a short stretch of the town wall. However, although
the destruction of buildings above ground has been almost
total, the street pattern of the medieval and post-modleual
town ~s largely intact. ~rchaeological deposits are likely to
exist over most of the area of the town and accordingly there
is the likelihood o~ recovering house ~oundations, re~use
pits, industrial areas, and worKshops.
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It is evident from the foregoing that archaeology is an
important means of learning about Keels’ past and of
understanding the character and detailed form of the town
today. Thls is more than an academic pursuit, however,
because without an appreciation of the factors which have
shaped ~thboy’s present character, steps taken to conserve
that character will not be wholly effective, or worse,
features basic to its unique identity may be unwittingly
destroyed.

The protection of buried archaeological evidence presents
serious problems for not On|y is there the pressure of
redevelopment and the high value of urban properties with

which to contend, but the sites themselves are often
difficult to define or eualuate~ their full archaeological
potential may Only become apparent when an excavation is
undertaken in aduance of development or by observations make
while development is in progress. St. Holwmba’s House, the
round tower and the crosses within the churchyard enjoy
statutory protection as scheduled National ~lonumen t s bwt
because of the difficulties of scheduling urban properties,
other sites within Kells are un]iKely to be given this
protection. The MarKet Cross is under daily threat from
demolition by a passing juggernaut and immediate steps need
to be taken to safeguard it, such as maKing Cross Street a
pedestrian zone. The mural tower is one of a handfu! that
surulve in Ireland and needs to be properly protected and

maintained. In short, a concerted effort is needed to
safeguard Kells’ archaeological heritage and to ensure " that
adequate provision is made for investigation in advance of
any redevelopment. This is best achieved by use of planning
constraints" and by conditions attached to planning consents.

~rea of ~rchaeologica! Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 21)
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern
Kells. In the absence of archaeological excavations little
can be said of the extent and depth of archaeological
deposits. "t~ne construction of housing estates in recent
times near Fair ~reen has probably removed some
archaeological deposits but elsewhere there is little
evidence for modern disturbance. ~ccordingl~, archaeological
deposits are likely to exis~ over the area of the walled
~own, and outside it in Headforl Place and Climber Hall. ]~his
area is shaded Pink on Fig. 21 and the exlent has been
continued outside ~he walls slightl~ in order Io allow for a
poss ib~e fosse.







Mornington is situated in east Meath on the estuary of

the river Boyne about 5 Km east of Orogheda. Until recently

the hsmlet consisted of nothing mere than a handful of houses
but new housing estates have been built because Of its

proximity to Drogheda and suitability as a dormitory town. In

the Middle Rges it uas Known as Villa Mar inar ii or

Mar inerstoun.

The settlement was a borough before 1335 ( Sueetman

1875-89, i, No. 757). R description in that year shous that

it consisted of a church, a stone touer, a mill, a fishery, a
harbour and some me ssuages suggesting that it was |itt|e mere

than a village despite its borough status (Mtlls and I~:Enery

1S15, B). It was a manorial centre and probably took its name

from Robert le Mariner uho died before 1~34 when Portion of
|t was granted to the abbey of Furnes$ in England (Ml||$ and

McEnery I~IS, ~). On the marriage of l~latl|d& de ~&¢V the

manor uent to the De Geneville fami]y and from them in 1398

to the CusacKs. In the early fifteenth century it passed to

the Castlemart ins and it was by marriage to Joan

Castlelmartin that the manor came into the hands of the
Wellesley family c.14~3 (Ellison 1955, 315-S). Mornington

House, home of Henry Oraycott, was burned by government

troops in 154~ but his library containing the Registers of

Llanthony and St. John the Baptist, Dublin, were rescued. 33~e
Ctvi! Survey ( 1554-5) records one house, some small cabins

and a mill (Simington 1949, 3).

The only archaeological remains consist of portion of the

medieval parish church.

ST. CO~DI~fl’S PRRISH CHURCH

Litt]e is Known of the church from historical records but
it Is evident from the Llanthony earful&riBS that it was held
by their house of Colpe and remained so until the Dissolution

of the Plonasteries (BrooKs lS53a, ~4, 37-8, 8~; ~htte 1943,
314). Oopping’s visitation records that it was unrepaired

since 1841 (Elltson 1971, 35). 335ere is no evidence that 
uas eu~r used subsequent to his time.

13~e remains consist of the west gable and portion of the

south return. The gable is &bout 8 m high but is now

¢on~!etely overgrown with ivy. R sketch of c.;B~8 shows a t~o
l!ght belfry atop the gable with a single tall utndow in the

ua!l below (~lcCullen 1984,6). The fragment of the south wall



is about 3 m high and has at least one 19th century grave
slab set into it. No pre-17~ memorials are present.

South-west of the church is a well marked as St. John’s

ue|l but there are no ancient features associated with it.

RRCHREOLOG ICRL PROBLEMS RND POTENTTIRL

Hornington, 1 |Ke Colp, is an examp|e of a deserted
borough. The construction of houses south of the church in

recent years may have disturbed archaeological deposits.

Immediately east and west of the church, however, there is

little evidence of disturbance. The location of the borough

suggests that it had a harbour, probably east of the church,

and this area is quite important because archaeolo9 ical
deposits here would be uaterlogged and organic material would

survive. The period of its desertion is not Known but from

the historical evidence the thirteenth and . fourteenth
centuries are likely to be the ones best represented in the

archaeological record.

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in medieval

times is scant. Was it merely a rural borough Or did it have
genuine urban functions? P~thing is Known about domestic

dwellings, street pattern, defences, or of the settlement’s

extent. Nonetheless the archaeological data indicates that

the borough has been the scene of human act ivity in Early

Historic and Medieval times and in the future archaeologica!

excavation is likely to be the principal means by ~hich
additional Knowledge is obtained. The borough is no~ under

direct threat from development at present but its proximity

to Drogheda means that it will come under incPeaslng pressure
from development aa a dormitory town.

Rrea of Rrchaeo]oglcal Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. ~8)

delimits the area of archaeological potential. In the absence

of diagnostic features this is based largely on guesswork and

it is possible that deposits may extend as ~ar as Nornington

Farm~ deuelopment in the uicinity o~ this house shoud be

monitored. In the absence of archaeological excavations

¯ nothing can be said about the depth of archaeological

deposits.
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Nauan is situated at the confluence o~ the Boyne and
BlacKuater on the n~in rou~eway between Dublin and Kells. The
medieval town hugged the top of a triangular ridge
overlooking the river junction. ~e ground drops steeply
along Watergate Street, on the north, and Ludlow Street, on
the south, but westwards along Trimgate Street and Brews Hill
the drop is much more gradual. The placename is derived from
~n Uaimh, "the cave".

Historical BacKground

The small group of prehistoric objects Known from the
town suggest that it was frequented during the Neolithic and
Bronze ~ge perhaps because of its suitability as a fording
Point. The nature of th is preh istor ic act iv ity remains
unknown but there is nothing to suggest that there was a
settlement here st any time. Perhaps the most significant
archaeological discovery from the town is the rich ViKing
buriel discovered in 134B. Burials are usually indicators of
settlement and this find suggests that further work may
uncover remains of the ViKing period, perhaps a rural
settlement site.

Nay an is tr ad it ion ally ident if led w ith F~ac~ongbail uhere
an early monastery was established by 3t. Fechin (Gwynn and
HedcocK I~7~, 3~B). ~Ithough no reference to the monaeter~

li~elihood of its existence is supported ~y ~he foundation of
~ house for ~ugustinian Canons prior to the coming of the
~ormans ~BrooKs I~33~ 4~). This monastery appears to have
been subsequently patronised by Jocelin de ~ngulo, to whom
Hugh de Lacy granted Navan and Qrdbraccan before 118B (Orpen
I~11-2B, B4). Oe Qngulo built a ~otte on an esKer ridge south
of the BlacKwater, and he or his son William was probaDl~
responsible for the foundation of the town.

Nothing is Known ~ of the early development of the
~nglo-Norman town of ~avan and the first clear documentary
indication of it as a corporate borough is in 1462 (Berry
I~1q, 25). Corporate charters were granted in 14~4, 1B~5 and
IB7~ (Cogan IBB2, 2~3). ~ charter of James II made in 1689,
like his other Corporatian charters did net come into force
after the Battle of the Boyne.

In ~the Later Middle ~ges the town was on the frontlet of
the Pale and in 153~ it was plundered b~ O’Neill and
O’Oonnel 1., Exposure to attack Was so great that the
parliament of 154~-3 enacted ~ charge of 35 4d on lVary
ploughland in Me&th and Westrneath in order to build the walls
of Navan.



Only a surr~ary description of the town is provided by the
Civil Survey (1654-S) but it notes that there were houses and
gardens between Feshin~$ Gate and Sweyna$ Bridge, that there
were properties on the north side of Cannon-row St., outside
~Jest ~ate and others outside Dublin gate. There appear to
have beeen 2 castles, 4 houses and one mill (Sim~ngton IS4~,

222 -3 ).

The history of the town in the eighteenth century has
been examined by Ellison (ISB3, 40-51).

~RCH~EDLOG I CAL I hWENTORY

I. B~EETS ~ STREET P~T~’~RN
BURG~GE PLOTS ~F~ PROPERTY BOUF~RIES

3. OOh~ST I C HOUSES
4. h~RK ET PLACE
5. BRIDGE

HOT~
7. TOWN DEFENSES
8. 8UGUSTINI~N PRIORY OF ST. ~RY

HISCELL~OUS

I. STREETS ~ STREET P~TTERN

The street pattern o{ the medieval town was essentially
Y-shaped, and consisted of Trir~ate Street, Ludlow Street and
Watergate Street. New Bridge and the street leadin~ to it
from MarKet ~quare are ~ddition$ of more recent times. In the
sixteenth century Cannon Row was built up and the Civil
Survey makes it clear that b~ the mid-seventeenth century
streets were established outside the gates on the north, west
and South giving the street ~lan the character ist icall~
linear form which it has today. ~he construct ion of a link
road from the Kell$ road ~o Trin~ate Street (too recent to
appear on the O.S.map) has largely interrupted the medieval
pattern~hile the construction of the new ring road on the
north side, linking Kells Road with Drogheda Road (also too
recent to e~pear on the O.S. ma~), has cut through the site
of the Augustinian prior~ and considerably altered the
appearance of the stree~cape in ~tergate Street.

2. BUR~GE PLOTS AIX~) PROPERTY BOUNDARIES

The area of the medieval town is characterised by a
largely intact burgage plot pattern, The plots are almost all
of the long burgage variety with the house fronting onto the
street and the property extending to the town wa|l on the



rear. ~ feature of the town is the large nu~er of narrow
laneway$ which run off the Watergate and Trimgate Streets and

some of their names may well date from the medieval period,

e.g. CappocK’s Lane, ~aunche’$ Lane. On a long burgage plot

the houses’ were usually set with their long axis
perpendicular to the street and access was accordingly via

side lane. These lanes may well be the remnant of such a
pattern which finds close parallels at Clonn~l and KilKenny.

Qnother ~eature of the town was a large number of wells

most of which have new been covered over or are disused. Qn

open examinee is that called "Toberorum" off Ludlow Street

which has been given a modern cover although it is obviously

unused because the water i~ stagnant. Other wells are Known

to have been in use in Gas Lane, Conuent Lane, and Christy

Lee’s well immediately opposite St. Mary’s Church in Church
Hill. Immediately underneath the bottom step at the rear of

Kavanagh’s Public House in Trim gate Street was a spring well .

which has been couered in ~ information from the owner).

3. D~TIC HOUSES

None o~ the houses in the town exhibit any surviving

medieval structural features such as high gables or decorated

windows. These are all heavily plastered and may conceal

earlier remains underneath. Indeed the very fact that most

edhe~e to a burgage plot width would suggest that some must

retain the foundations o~ ~edieval houses. On the west side

of Watergate Street the h~uses have large cellars which one

owner said was vaulted while another house has an oven. The

date of these features is unKnown, however.

~e only re mo~nt of a pre-17~ house is a plaque from the

old Tholsel now set into the courthouse. It bears an
insciption in roman letter~:

EDh~F~ M~NIFRSE ~S OVERSEER OF THIS ~RK IN THE YEaR OF

OUR LORD ISS~, ON ~HO~E SOUL ]]~E LORD H~VE ~RCY

4. h~RKET P~CE

Tl~e town charters o~ IEe5 and 1S7~ refer to markets and
fairs and there is Iittle doubt that the importance of the

town in the medieval period rested on its ruction as the
market place for its hinterland. The medieval market ~lace

was located at the junction of the medieval streets in what

was later Known as MarKet Square. It was of triangular form

like those at ~wrles and Fethard, Co. Tipperary.

The remnants of a market cross o~ c. 1585 are now
preserued in the National Museum of Ireland (No. ~ISSB). 

material is dark grey limestone from Colp. It i~ a shaft

fragment almost square in section and decorated in ~alse



r e l i e f ,  ith a tenon on top  and a s m a l l  h o l e  
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in the b a s e .  
D e c o r a t i o n  

S i d e  I !  s h i e l d  ith  the Nangle  arms < q u a r t e r l y ,  f i r s t  and 

t h i r d  grand-quarter  c o u n t e r  q u a r t e r e d ,  azure three  f u s i l s  

c o n j o i n e d  in  f e s s  o r )  and D o w d a l l  arms K g u l e s  a  f e s s  b e t w e e n  
f i e  m a r t l e t s  a r g e n t )  i mp a l i n g  Herbart ( p ea r  p a l e  azure  and 

g l a s  t h r e e  l i o n s  rampant a r g e n t  a  border  sobony  of the l a s t  

and s a b l e  and a c i n q u e f o i l  in  c h i e f  p i e r c e d  o4 the s e c o n d ) ,  

S i d e  et i n s c r i p t i o n  o n l y }  the  f i r s t  tuo l e t t e r s  are shaped  
l i e  an hour g l a s s  and u r e a t h ,  

S i d e  3 t  4 e m a l e  f i g u r e  d r e s s e d  in E l i z a b e t h a n  f a s h i o n ,  

S i d e  :  f i g u r e  in  a l o i n  c l o t h  l i n g  s i d e w a y s  h o l d i n g  an 

h o u r g l a s s ;  t h r e e  c i r c u l a r  o b j e c t s ,  p o s s i b l y  i n t e n d e d  as 
s K u l l s  and a u i n g e d  h e a d .  

I n s c r i p t i o n  in  Roman l e t t e r s  on t h r e e  +aces in r e l i e f t  

NL/ AD HAR.BART' • •  PESOT/ I 0/ SVLIWS/ DENVLO/ 

THE FIRST/ BARRON OF/ THE NOVN? F « . · .  IS/ S « . . ,  IS 

=/ . . , )  GIVEN/ H I M  BY S I R  HUGHE/ DE LACIE/ PHIL/ L 

PPVS N . /  RIQVDO/ BARO ODE? NOVAN FO RVM AC/ V ND I NA / ,  

Y. i n 3  1934,  1 0 9 - 1 1 .  

S .  BRIDGES 

The e a r l y  importance of Naan was l a r g e l y  due to its 

s i t u a t i o n  c o n t r o l l i n g  the c r o s s i n g  o the Boyne and 

B l a c K u a t a r .  In the M i d d l e  g a s ,  h o u a v a r ,  there w o u l d  appear 

to hae bean  o n l y  one b r i d g e ,  P o l l b o y  Bridge  on tha 

l a c u a t e r ,  The c r o s s i n g  o+  the Boyne w o u l d  appear to h a a  

been made at K i l c a r n e  one m i l e  s o u t h  of the t o u n .  It  is not 

c e r t a i n  uhen  Neu B r i d g e  was a d d e d ,  It  is  shoun on the map by 

Thomas i 1 I i a ms  of 173E ( C o n n e l 1  197E,  6 )  and uas p r o b a b l y  

c o n s t r u c t e d  in  the  e a r l y  e i g h t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  

6 .  MOTTE 

The Song of Dermot and the E a r l  p r o v i d e s  the i n f o r ma t i o n  

that Jocelyn  de f n g u l o  uas  r a n t e d  the manors of Naan and 

rdbraccan by Hugh de L a c y ,  The date  of t h i s  grant is unnoun 

but from the content  of the S o n g ,  it is u n l i k e l y  to have been  
much l a t e r  than 1 1 7 6 ,  The manor appears to have r e ma i n e d  in 
the hands of J o c e l y n ' s  d e s c e n d a n t s  u n t i l  the s i x t e e n t h  
c e n t u r y  uhen  the f a m i l y  name had changed to Mangle (Hogan  
1878, 9 5 ) ,  The mound uas v i s i t e d  by G a b r i e l  Beranger in 17?7 

and he p o r t r a y s  it  e n c i r c l e d  by its  d i t c h  ( E I I i s o n  1963, 4 ) ,  

mhe motte is  s i t u a t e d  about one m i l e  west  of the ton on 
a h i g h  natural  r i s e  a f f o r d i n g  s u p e r b  ieus in a l l  d i r e c t i o n s ,  
It has been  s e v e r e l y  dug i n t o  on the south s i d e  and p a r t i a l l y  
l e v e l l e d  to p r o v i d e  p l a y g r o u n d  f a c i l i t i e s  for S t ,  P a t r i c ' s  
C l a s s i c a l  S c h o o l ,  me mound is c o n i c a l  u i t h  a  d i a me t e r  of 
about 4 m at the b a s e .  The top is f l a t  and measures 18• 
north-south  by 1 4 . 8  m  e a s t - w e s t .  The h e i g h t  is about I6. m. 



deep d i t c h  6 .  m  u i d e  is cut i n t o  the  natural  f a l l  o+ tha 

ground on the s o u t h - w e s t ,  w a s t  and n o r t h  s i d e s .  4 l a t  area 

on the n o r t h ,  I I . 4  by I I . 2  m,  may have  been  u s e d  as a s ma l l  

b a i l e y  it  is  d e s c r i b e d  by Moore ( 1 8 9 3 ,  7 )  as l u n e - s h a p e d .  

B e l o w  t h i s  to the  n o r t h - v e s t  is a s l o p i n g  p l a t f o r m ,  3 . 6  m  

n o r t h - s o u t h ,  w h i c h  may a l s o  have b e e n  u t i l i s e d .  

Th e r e  is  a t r a d i t i o n  cf a w e l l  i mme d i a t e l y  to the south  

0+ the motte but its s i t e  roau forms part of a f o o t b a l l  p i t c h ,  

7  TOIN DEFEMES 

The t r a d i t i o n  c u r r a n t  among l o c a l  h i s t o r i a n s  that Hugh de 

Lacy w a l l e d  the  t o u n  < M o o r e  1993,  58 may be d i s m i s s e d  on the 

g r o u n d s  that  de Lac was dead b e f o r e  the  toun as 

e s t a b l i s h e d ,  The e a r l i e s t  r e f e r e n c e s  to murage occur  in the 

m i d - f i f t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  In 462 the  I r i s h  p a r l i a me n t  o r d a i n e d  

that Maan c o u l d  c o n t i n u e  to c o l l e c t  the mrage customs u h i c h  

had b e e n  l e v i e d  d u r i n g  the  r e i g n  of Hanry  V I  <  1422-6I  < B e r r y  

1 9 1 4 ,  2 ) .  ¥tar the sac of the town  in 1539 mo n i e s  ere 

r a i s e d  to  r e f o r t i f y  the w a l l s ,  Th i s  w o u l d  not appear to have 

bean s u b s t a n t i a l ,  h o w e v e r ,  b e c a u s e  in 198 Naan was grouped  

ith D u l e e  among t h e  maret touns  as o p p o s e d  to the w a l l e d  

tons of Meath Hogan 1379,  3 1 .  s  w i t h  other  I r i s h  tons 

the  e i g h t e e n t h  c e n t u r ; '  was  the p e r i o d  u h i c h  w i t n e s s e d  tha 

r e mo a l  cf the g a t e s  and the d e mo l i t i o n  of much of the w a l l ,  

D u b l i n  Gate was w i d e n e d  in  1796 and later Gate in 1788 

' E l l i s o n  1963,  4 6 ) .  H w e e r  i t  uas not  a l l  d e s t r u c t i o n ,  n  
i n s c r i p t i o n  in  T r i m g a t e  S t r e e t  s t a t e s t  

TH I S  PAPT OF THE TOWN LL REBUILT APRIL I9TH 1736.  

The w a l l e d  t o n  a n c l o s e d  an o a l o i d  area  320 by 373 m, 

c o v e r i n g  an area  of a b u t  . 2  h e c t a r e s  ( 1 3  a c r e 5 ,  u i t h  a  

c i r c u m f e r e n c e  of  about  g  m. ns i n  many o t h e r  I r i s h  tons 

t h e r e  is no e v i d e n c e  f o r  a  r i v e r  u a l l .  mhe u a l l  c i r c u i t  

d e s c r i b e d  b e l o w  is  r e c o n s t r u c t e d  on the b a s i s  of s u r i v i n g  
fragments and p l a c e n a me  a i d e n c e ,  It  s h o u l d  be noted  that it  
d i f f e r s  from Mo o r e ' s  ( 1 9 2 ,  59)  and that snoun by C o n n e l l  
( 1 9 7 8 ,  6  on W i l l i a m ' s  map 0+ 176, 

D e s c r i p t i o n  F i 9 .  29 

The l i n e  of the u a l l  en  the south  s i d e  of the ton 
c o i n c i d e d  u i t h  the I n g  b o u n d a r y  u a l l  formed by the burga9e 

p l o t s  on the  south  s i d e  c+  Trimgate  S t r e e t .  DUBLIN GRTE Was 
the o n l y  gate in t h i s  s t r e t c h  of a l l  and it  uas l o c a t e d  at 

the  foot  of L u d l o  S t r e e t .  mhe w a l l  appears to haa cut 
through the grounds  of the  p r e s e n t  C a t h o l i c  church to 

Tr imgate Street uhare  TRIM GTE as l o c a t e d .  n  s e c t i o n  of the 

w a l l  appears to form part 2f Q ' R e i l l y ' s  P u b l i c  House uhere it  
is  at present  h i d d e n  by beauty b o a r d .  On the west s i d e  of tha 
town the u a l l  f o l l o w e d  the l o n g  p r o p e r t y  boundary northuards 
for about 27 m as far as BarracK L a n e ,  here it  turned to 



the east crossing tdatergate Street at I,~’T’ER G~T~5’ and ~hence

to the Boyne.

he only visible section of the wall i$ located on the

north side, in the Urban Oistric~ Council yard at Barrack

Lane. This consists of a stretch of wall 15 m long with the

remains of a semi-circular bastion at its west end (Fig. 3B);

it is partly obscured by modern sheds. The thickness of the

wall and bastion is about 98cm and it rises to a height of

5.95 m. The masonry is of coursed limestone with a rubble

core. The upper half of the tower and the wall are partly

reconstructed and the town wall is bonded to the tower at the

base but not at the top. The difference in ground level
between the inside and the outside of the wall is 5 m.

On the south side of the town, a short section of wall
north of the parish house may have a medieval base and the

return of the west wall may be buried in the west wall of the

Parish Community Centre. On the north side of Trimgate St.

the east wall of Ounnes stores may be the town wail. There

has been a large amount of re developernent here with the

construction of a new road and car-parKs but there is a

section of wall bordering the Quinnsworth co rn~lex on the east

which is 5e-S~ cm thick and is possibly a remnant of the west
wall. On the east side of Watergate Street a short section of

the wall appears to be embedded in the Chinese TaKe-away. It

is about I m wide and has two splayed openings, perhaps arrow

loops.

his abbey was established before the coming of the
F~rmans but the precise date of its foundation is unclear. In

the Later Middle ~ges it was the centre of an important

shrine to Our Lady. In 1453 a plenary indulgence was granted

for the repair and upkeep of the buildings (~wynn and hadcocK
197~, 19e). At the Oissolution in 154e the jurors reported

that the abbey church had been parochial from time

immemorial, a feature which explains the absence of a parish

church within the medieval town.

The abbey was located on the north side of the town

between the town wall and the BlacKwater. ~ll trace of the
abbey is gone and the only indicators of i~s former existence

are a small number of placenarnes such as ~bbeyuille and ~bbey

Street. ~n impression of its overall appearance can be guaged

from the inventory of 154~ which states that it occupied a

fort if~d site in the angle formed by the confluence of the
BlacKwater and the Boyne with a castle or forified house

called h;ewcestle but that the houses and other buildings

wlthln the site or manor were in ruins (Ellison 1963, 33). 
would appear from this that~ the monastery had ira own
precinct wall.



~fter the Oissolution the ~bbey passed into the hands of
John WaKely. In 1552 he had a lease of property within the

~bbey Including & house and other buildings, 3 watermills and
a salmon weir (HicKey 1374, 4, 7). The Visitations of
Montgomery in IS15 and Ussher in IS22 describe the church as
in good repair (Ell ison 13S3, 34). The Visitation 8OOK Of
Bishop Oopping ? ISS2-5), hoverer, notes that the nave and
chancel were in ruins since 1S41 (Eli ison 1373, I~).
3ubseHuently a military barracks was built on the site.
Oopping in I~3 (Ellison ISS3, 34-5) and ~rchdall 178S
note many gravestones in the churchyard including some with
~ igu,e sculpture and Cogan ( 18S2, 334-3) says that the
e~i~ial slab of ¯ bishop uas present. Thi~ is nov at St.

Erc’s Hermitage, ~lane.

Kelly ( IS32-3, S~, $4 note 7) notes that during the

construction of a ~euer human bones and a ~ragment of a large

orange post-medieval tile were discovered on the site. In

~he course o~ ±his s~rvey h~s O’Connor, now living in the

BarracKs, informed ,s of several burials going underneath the

back wall of her garden.

One possible remnant o~ the ~bbe~ precinct is a wall

immediately north ~÷ the town wall running parallel to the

BlacKwater along the north ~ide of St. Ultan’s Terrace. It is

built partially on rocK-outcrop and it could have served as

an enclosing uall of the abbey. In the course of constucting
the new ring road two ~alls which run at right angles

northwards from this wall ~ere breached and some fragments of

medieval mouldings were uncovered.

~rchitectural Fragments

’No. I is in the church of St. Oliver PlunKett. No s. 3-4 are

in St PatricK’s Classical School, ~ll are of | i~estone. The~
were found in the course o~ road widening in recent years.

I. Niche with interlaced ~:~:al with very elaborate cusps.

Oims: H.3~ W.2S ~. 3

3. ODOr spandrel decorate3 ~ith a wheel of S divisions and

~hree lobed design enclc~e~ by a circle.

Dims: H.~I W.~2 0.33

3. Cusped ogee-headed spandrel fragment of a twin light

windou with decoration in fal~e relie~ on both faces. One
side has encircled cusped trisKeles and the other is divided

longitudinally and has triangular spandrels with a S petalled

flower~in a circle.
Dims: H.37 W. SS D.3Q

4. Rectangular fragment with a boxed ogee-headed design ~ound



recently and now in private hand~.

A ~ragmentary ~even~aenth century li~estone grave slab in 3
pieces is also ~reserved in St. PatricK’s Classical School.
The top had a ~croll moulding and ~he incised letters ’HERE
UN.. /. ISE. / . FETH ./ AVE’
O|m$: H.15 W.12 ~.12 c~

The ~oll~in3 monumencs ~ere in the church in the late
seventeenth, century ~hen che inscriptions uere transcribed by
Bishop Dopp in~ (see Jrl Assoc. Preservation rde m~. lOead
~reland I < !SBB-~I), 451-3~ 2 (1832-4), 174-8).

I Pulpit 14~.
Basal. inscription: ORATE PRO ANIMRBUS RIPPERI/ SMYTH ET
CATHERI~E/ ~AROV~N U×ORIS EJUS. QUI/ HOE FIERI FECERUNT ~N.

~ Patrick Manning and Anne Traves 1616.
This was in the nave. Inscr ipt ion: EOMONO M~I~IN~ OF Ye/

F~V~N AF~ MRRORET HI5 WIFE CAUSEO THIS MONUI~ENT/ TO 8E hi, DE
IN ~EMORY OF/ P~ICK ~NNI~ ~ND HIS/ WIFE ~ ~VES
(F~TH~R/ ~ ~THER TO ~d E~) ~ ~RY ~RREN HIS FIRST/

HIN ~IFEM~FE~IVEO~ / RE BURIE~TO/~E~E~RO~ ~~ YE~RYS~ IFP IULPITj "OYFuLLP/~I~ CK H~pp~ y~I~sT~T~ E~

~/ CH~F~EO ~EIR LIVE~, VIZ., P~IC~ Ye I~ OF J~RY/
15~7. HI5 ~IFE ~F~ TRE~VE~/ Ye 17 ~RCH IS11. ~RY ~RREN
FIRST WIFE OF Y~ Sd/ ED~NO Ye 13 OF 7br IS13/ GOO0 ~
CHaRITaBLE RE~OER/ PR~Y F~R Ym ~NO THEYR/ POSTERITY, YI GO0
RECEIVE/ Ym ~ EVERY OF Ym TO Ye JOY~ OF 8LI~S. ~N / Ye I~
FEB l~IS

3 John Maw and Alicia White.
In the side chapel: HIE J~CET VENER~BI~IS VIR
HUJUS C~PELL PUNOATOR, ET ~LLICIA WHITE U×OR EJUS
BERMINE, QUORUM AIABU5 PROP ITIETUR OEUS.

JOHES ~W,
CUM EORUM

4 John W~Kely and Maud HanK~re.
In the upper chapel: HIE JRCET VE~ERABILIS VIR/ JOHES WRKELY,

RRMIGER, E~/ CRTER INA RAWSON UXOR EJUS, " QUORUM R IABUS
PROP ITIETUR/ OEUS OBIIT 29br AN DI 157~/ EGO THOhIRS WRKELY ET
hIRUO HAFKORE HOE FIERI/ FECERUNT’.

5 John and Johanna Nangle.
In th~middle o~ the choir at the ~oot o~ the arch: JOHES HIO
JACET I~NGLE SUB hIRRMORE~ GUI IN SUDORE SUO/ VESCEBRTUR PANE
OEBITO PROTOPLRSTI CUM JOHAF~NR h~NG~E/ EORUMQUE GERMINE, QUI
QUIEVEREUNT POST OGCRSUM SUB.



Font ~. Early 15th cent.
Limestone. Octagonal limestone font in St. hlary’s (C. of I.).
Circular basin with straight side~, a flat bottom and central
drainage hole. The lower part of the basin has chamfered
panels and it sit~ on a modern ahaf~ which in turns rests on
the original splayed octagonal base. Two heater shaped
shields are on opposing panels of the basin: one has the arrr~
of Chrlst with an added ~ncised inscriptlon: IN HDC SIGNO
VINCES 1716. The other side has the. arm~ of the Butlers and
Roe (IBSS, 8G-$I) dates it to the earlier part of the
fifteenth century and considers that it was a gift from James
Butler, 4th Earl of Ormonde, to the ~ugustinian House of the
Blessed Virgin.
Dims: H. ? Diam. of basin 58.5 D of basin 17.7 cm

Font, B. Date uncertain.
~is was recently presented to the ~t ional ~seum of
Ireland by ~ G. Keenan, Rbbeyland, ~van. Rag. ~. IS77, 7
Traditionally it is said to have co~ from the St. Mary’s
~bbey. Oc±agonal font with a side drainage hole. ~a ~tarial
is a sedi~ntary rock, one half of which is missaing. It is
very roughly finished e~ternally. (See Kelly iSS2-3, $4 note

Dim~: H.2~ E×t. Diam. 4~, Int. Diam. 31 D. of basin 23 am

Piscina. Date uncertain.
Embedded in ~he wall of an upstairs room of Mrs O’Connor’s
house. .~he building is part of the Barr~c~ which were built
on the site of St. Mary’s ~bbey an~ the roo~ in which it is
located is considered to have bean an oratory. The pi~cina is
circular, carved of ~andstone and externall~ the bowl is
decorated with a type of s~ ill-leaf acanthus. The stem i$
also circular and there are the remains of a fluted flared
stem. One side is worn.
Dims: H. 3~ W. 24

Cross fragment. Early IS±h cent.
Fossiliferous IImestone. Cemented into a partiall~ buried
base on ~he south side of ~t.Mary’a Church (C. of I,).
Decorated in relie~. ~o faces have figure zculptura~ the
others two have mouldings. One face ha~ an ecclesiastic,
wearing an alb, dalmatic ~n~ chasuble~ he appear~ to be
giving a b]es~ing with his right hand. The other face has a
depiction of St. Catherine, crowned and holding a sword.
Dims. H.S~ W.34 D.2~ cm
King I~84, 11~-13

Gate plaque. 158S [Missing ].
Ellison ( IGS3, 38) quoting Lodge’s Peerage notes 
~scr~tion on a gateway erected by Mart in and ~!lson Nangle



in 1589.

Suburbs
It is evident from the Civil Survey that suburbs existed on
the northern, western and southern approaches to the town in
IS54 (Slmington 1640~. The 0issolution documents of St.
Hary’s ~bbey indicate ±hat a suburb had already formed in
Cannon Ro~ on the vest ~ide by 1549 (White IS43).

~thl~bcuU tmney OhM ean°~ili eal soutV hillag~eas’~tFigo’~ Nave3 n 0~ Pl’an~d~)’gradually" bein~

encroached on by ~he e~panding town is a complex o~
archaeological remains including a souterrain, a moire, a
fifteenth century ±ouer house with a large ~eventeen~h
century addition, and a me d level ~ar ish church wi~h
monuments. In addition the ~ivil ~urve~ records a water mill,
a tuc~ mill, two fishing weirs, and two open quarries
(Simington I~4~, ~).

11. LIST OF STRAY FIHOS

I. Stone a×ehead. From Haven, Co. Heath. Br it ish Huseum,
London: I~5i.7-17.~

~. Stone a×she~d. From Navan, Co. Heath. F~I 1939:56eI (Dept.

of Educe±ion Rep. HHI 1931-~, 11).

3. Bronze palstave. From F~van, Co. Heath. ~I i~37:3B76.

4. Bronze spearhead. From Haven, Co. F~ach. British ~seum

1851.7-17. I~.

5. Bronze chisel. From Haven, Co. Heath. P~I 1968: 256
(Ex-Salisbury ~useum, ~.~B7). See Ulster Jrl. ~rchaeol. 
(I~49), 131.

B. Roman coin of Faustina ~ I~I-175 ~O).From Navan, Co. Heath.
NHI. See Bateson I~73, 53.

Heath. F~I P75~.

S. B~avegood$ from Vi~ing burial. These included seven
decorated gilt-bronze pla~e$, a bronze bridle bit, a harness
plate, *mall bronze buttons, iron rings plated wi~h bronze.
Found in railway cuttings at Nauan S~ation (addoinin~ river
Boyne), Co. Heath, 1846. NHI W.558-64~ W;(.~15 (~.9~). 
Wilde I957, 57~-5, 6~5-S, 611~ Mahr an~ Ra~¢ery 193~-41, 136
and PI. 33~ Boe 194~, 76.



~. ~tone crucible. Found in river BlacKwater near Navan, Co.

I~. Bronze pin and four (?) bone pins. From Navan, Co. Meath.

British Museum London, I~51.7-17.7,13-IS.

11-13. Bronze ringed pin and two bronze stic~ pins. From near

Nevan, Co. Meath, 18~. Royal 0ntario Pbseum BI@.33.81 (Pryor
I~76, 74: Nos. B, 44, 7q}.

14. Hoard of 474 silver coins, the latest being of Charles I

(1645~. Found in a blacR~lazed vessel at Qbbeyland, Navan,

Co. Meath, I~I. ~I i~:~. See Jrl Roy. Soc. ~ntiqs.
Ireland 51 < I~21), 7~, !7~ Qntiqs. Jrl. I (I~I), 341.

15. Iron bas~et-hilted ~word. Said to have been found in a

burial ground at Navan, Co. Me ath. NMI W~.IS.

The Problems

The i~portance of ~avan for archaeological research is

that, like ~thboy it is a ~oo~ example of a small medieval

market town. Larger towns, such as 0rogheda and 0ublin, have

been the subject of detailed archaeological and historical
research but little is ~:~n of the smaller more typical

to~s. It i~ also an early e~ample of an ~nglo-Norman town
and its location appears to have been deliberately chosen

a!thou~h it is not cl~ar why. The e~ istence of a monastery

here prior to the coming ~f the ~rmans ~ay have influenced

the choice of site, but this is not c~rtain. There is the
poss ibil ~’. ,/, however, :f e×amining the transition from

pre-h~rman monastery yo ~nglo-Nor~n town. Qccardingly the

initial years of its ~rcwth during the t~elfth and thirteenth
centuries are particularly i~portant. The ford was clearly a

feature of importance yet nothing is Known of the form, date

or size o~ the first bridse and its successors.

The street pattern has probably remained intact since

the ~iddle ~ges but the nature of the road surface at various

periods is not Known. Indeed streets should be examined if at

all possible because they also permit the results of

excavations on one side of a street to be linked with those

on the other. X~his enable~ the reconstruction of entire
streetscapes in the manner which has proved so successful at

F~ugor~d.

Nothing is Known of the ~orm or size of pre-seventeenth

century housing in the town. It is important to Know wha~

sort of buildings the medieval inhabitants of Navan lived in

and how these changed through time. It is only when houses
have been found that assessments can be made of the impact of



native Irish, British and continental building techniques on
Nauen’$ craftsmen. ~ great deal of information about changes

in building methods and fashions can also be derived from

stratified sites in which the remains of successive houses
are preserved.

Hothing is Known about the nature of the buildings

associated uith the moire nor is the duration of its
occupation clear.

The course of the toun defence$ outlined above needs to
be checked by e~cava±ion to determine whether it is correct

or not~ and much remain~ to be discovered about the periods

of construction, the variation~ in building, the forrr~ of
¯ mural towers and gateho~se~, and the extent of the town

The site of St. Hary’~ ~bbey is currently being developed

as Part of ¯ ring-ro~d scheme and a number of irnl=ortant

pieces of carved stone have been recovered. The opportunity

to examine this site has ~een passed up unnecessarily and

much to the detriment of ~rchaeology. Nothing is Known of the

layout and extent o~ this monastery and indeed its precise

location is not Known f~r certain. I~ the opportunity again

arises to e~cauate on the site of this monastery it should be

immediately grasped. The architectural feature; and extent

are only one aspect of the archaeology of religou~ houses,

however, and the excavation of a medieval cemetery, such as
that conducted at ¥or~, can provide otherwise unobtainable

evidence about heal±h, disable, diet, and mortalit~ rates.
~uch an opportunity may a~ise at Navan more readily than
elsewhere bsc~use the old monastic cemetery has been

a~andoned in favour of th~ grav~yard at Church Hill on the

south side of the t~wn. ~ccordin~ to h~s O’Connor burials
exist at the BarracKs ~r ~a north side of ~bbey Road and

¯ this may uell represent the medieval cemetery of the town.

The extent o~ settl~me~ out;ida the walls on the north,

south end west is not :racisel~ Known and the contrast
between buildings there a~ ~hoae within the wall is also

unknown at any period ~ri~" to 17~. Indeed the date of the

development of these suSur~; needs to be established.

The group of stray F!~ffs indicate that the site was. a

~ocu$ for human act iv it/ in prehistoric time$ and an
i~or~ant archaeological problem is the determination of

e~actly what for ms this act ivity cook and it~ date.

The expansion of the to~ i$ placing the Settlement at

~thlumney under threat and while the $urvivin~ remains
indicate that this was an important manorial centre, the

nature and extent of the timber buildings that would have

been associated with this manor remain unknown.

~rchaeol og ical Potential



Archaeology does not consist solely of excavation nor
does it stop at ground level, l-he archaeological evidence for
Navan’s past comprises all the physical remains of man’s
act ivities on the site of the town, from its ~irst occupation
to the present day. The surviving street pattern, proper~y
boundaries and standin~ buildings constitute the uppermost
levels of the archaeological stratigraphy, and all are
relevant to the study of the town’s past. Oocument ar y
evidence also plays a role in reconstructing the history of
early Navan, but for the vide range of human activity omitted
from the written ac=ounts and for the early periods without
documentation archaeology is our only source of information.
l-he evidence of archaeology and topography, of architecture
and of documents, is co r~lementary; each gains ~rom the
existence of the others and the unrecorded destruction of one
~orm o~ evidence not only re moues part of a town’s archive
but also diminishes the useful lnass of those which are
preserved,

The survey of its archaeology indicates that the site of
the town has been the scene of human activity in Prehistoric,
Early Historic and h~dieval times. Both documentary sources
and the Known archaeological remains indicate that the toun
ua$ occupied continuously ~rom the twelfth century into the
post-medieval period. ~bst of the town wall, gatehouses,
n~ral towers and the principal medieval buildings ware
demolished prior to !8~. ~e only remains which survive
above ground are a stretch o~ the town wall including a mural
rower’and the moire, while at ~thlumoey there ~re the remains
of a moire, church and stone ca~tle. However, although the
destruction of buildin;s above ground has been almost total,
the ~treet pattern of the n~dieval and post-medieval town is
largely intact. Archaeological deposits ~re likely to e×i~t
over a large area of the town and accordingly there is the
I iKel 1hood of recbvering house ~oundations, refuse pits,
industrial areas, and workshops.

It is euldent ~rom the ~oregoing that archaeology is an
import an~ means of learn ing about Navan’s past and o~
understandin~ the character and detailed ~orm of the town
today. 13~is is more than an academio pursuit, however,
because without an appreciation of the ~actors which have

that character uill not be wholly effect lua, or worse,
features basic to its unique identity may be unwittingly
destroyed.

11~e pnotection of buried archaeological evidence presents

serious problems ~or not only is there the pressure of
redevelopment and the high value of urban properties with

which to contend, but the sites themselves are o~ten
difficult to define or evaluata; their full archaeologic&l



undertaken in advance of development or by observations made
while development is in progress. No structure within the

Monument and because of the difficulties of scheduling urban
properties, sites within Navan are unlikely to be given this
protection. Athlumney Castle, however, is a National
Honument. It is important then, that a concerted effort
should be made to safeguard Haven’s archaeological heritage
and that adequate provision is made for investigation in
advance of any redevelopment. This is best achieved by use of
planning constraints and by conditions attached to planning

Area of ~rchaeological Potential

The shaded port ion of the accompanying map (Fig. ~7)
delimits the area of archaeological potential within modern
Navan. In the absence of archaeological excavations little
can be said of the extent and depth of~ archaeological
deposits. Observations of ~tratigraphy near the river Boyne,
however, indicated that no archaeological levels survive
there (Kelly IS8~-3, 8~). Considerable disturbance to
archaeological levels has been caused on the north side of
TrinwJate Street with the construct ion of a linK-route to the
Keels Road and of a large shoppin~ complex, while on the
north-west at Abbey Road the site of 3t. Mary’s Abbey has
been cut ±hrough by the new rin~ road. Elsewhere, however,
there is little evidence for modern ~isturbance. Accordingly,
archaeological deposits are liKel~ to exist over the area of
the ~alled town, and in Cannon Ro~, R~il~ay Street, Brew~
Hill, Watergate Street a~d Polibo~ Street outside it. Thi~
area is shaded pink on Fi~. 27 and the e~tent has been
continued outside the ~alls slightly in order to allow for a
possible fosse. An area is delimited on the north side of the
BlacKwater because there may have been a suburb here in the
seventeenth century.
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NETOLIN TR IM 

S i t u a t e dd  o n e  m i l e  d o n - r i e r  4rom Trim the r a ma i n s  of  

t h i s  d e s e r t e d  b o r o u g h  are p e r c h e d  d r a m a t i c a l l y  b e s i d e  the 

Bone, The s i z e  b +  t h e  b o r o u g h  is  not noun but the e x t a n t  

r e ma i n s  i n d i c a t e  that  the s e t t l a ma n t  uas on b o t h  s i d e s  4  t h e  

r  i e r ,  

s  i t s  name u 3 3 e 5 t s  t h i s  Was a neu f o u n d a t i o n  

d e l i b e r a t e l y  f o u n d e d  t Simon de R o c h f o r d ,  b i s h o p  o+ tMaath 

t d . 1 2 1 6 )  to r i a l  Trim, There are n e i t h e r  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l  nor 

h i s t o r i c a l  i n d i c a t i o n 5  r  the p r e s e n c e  of  any s e t t l e me n t  

h e r e  p r i o r  to  t t e  e a r l  t h i r t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  me e a r l i e s t  

d i r e c t  m e n t i o n  o+ the borough is  in 127 36 Report Deputy 

K e e p e r  P u b l i c  Records I r e l a n d ,  2 7 .  

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY 

1 .  BR IDGE 

2 .  CATHEDRAL AUGUSTINIAN PRIORY OF SS.  PETER & PAUL 

3 .  PARISH CHURCH 

, HOSPITAL PRIORY OF ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST 

• L ! S T  OF STRAY FINDS 

! .  BRIDGE 

I t  is  n o t  c l e a r  uh De R o c h f o r d  

c a t h e d r a l  b u t  the fact ttat  it  

c e r t a i n l y  i m p o r t a n t ,  P a r t :  2+ the 

are p r o b a b l y  of  p r e - 1 7  d a t e .  

chose t h i s  s i t e  f o r  h i s  

was a f o r d i n g  p o i n t  Mai 

p r e s e n t  4our arched b r i d g e  

2 .  CATHEDRAL & AUGUSTINIAN! PRIORY OF S .  PETER & PAUL, 

In 1202 B i s h o p  Simon de  R o c h f o r d  o b t a i n e d  p e r m i s s i o n  from 

the Papal  l e g a t e  to t r a n s f e r  h i s  c a t h e d r a l  from C o n a r d  to 

the p l a c e  than c a l l e d  e ; - m i d i a  by Trim (Guynn  and HadcocK 

1970, 9 7 ) ,  bout the same t i m e  he f o u n d e d  the p r i o r y  and 

t h e i r  church uas u s e d  as t h e  c a t h e d r a l ,  In 12 Hugh de 
Tachmon,  b i s h o p  e l e c t  of  M e a t h ,  was g i v e n  l i c e n c e  to b u i l d  a  

cathedral  s e p a r a t e  from the p r i o r y  but t h i s  was not b u i l t .  
f t e r  the D i s s o l u t i o n  of  t h e  Mo n a s t e r i e s  the monastery »as 

9ranted to Robert D i l l o n .  In 140 the Jurors found t h a t :  
here  were  no s u p e r f l u o u s  b u i l d i n g s  save a c e r t a i n  
p o r t i o n  of the c h u r c h  s t i l l  s t a n d i n g »  t h i s  is s u i t a b l e  

for r e p a i r i n g  the c h a n c e l  of the p a r i s h  church of 

Neton by Tryme, a burden w h i c h  f a l l s  on the K i n g .  One 

part of the c h u r c h ,  c a l l e d  tha Crosse Church,  was at the 

t i me  o+ t h e  d i s s o l u t i o n  a s s i g n e d  by the Commissioners to 
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Franc is Herbert for repair ing the King’s manor of

Portelester.’ Three Parts of the cloister and the t inVoer

and rood of the chamber called the Priors Chamber were
sold by the Commissioers to Thomas Agar, price not

Known. The site, via., a hall and other buildings with a

garden and an orchard adjacent, cont. 3 act., are leased

to the farmer with the demense lands and are worth

nothing above repairs." (~lhite 1~43, 3~)

This uould account suggest that the building was used as a

Quarry in the leter sixteenth century. ~ccordingly it is

remarkable that ~o much has ~urvived.

Descript |on (Figs. 3~, 34~ Pl. 23a)

The cathedral originally consisted of a nave, chancel and

two transepts with fine ribbed vaulting over the chancel.

However, when the nave and transepts fell into disuse in the

Later Middle ~ge$, the nave was shortened by about 8B ft and

the present west wall uas built, so that the the original

church was much longer than the present one. ~ccording tO

Killanin & Duignan ( I~67, q4~) the cathedral was destroyed 

fire and the nave-aisles and transepts were never rebuilt.

The ruins represent the choir and a short port ion of the nave

of the de Rochfort church (~ee Callary i~I).

The cathedral consists today of a single aisled building

of euenly coursed limestone, The interior had sandstone

mouldlngs on the pointed lancet window~ and .sandstone was

also used for the strin~ ccur~e which ran the full length of

the church at arcade level from the east wall angles. The

~oliated capitals and ribbed vaulting in the nave were also

of sandstone a~ wa~ the two-seater round headed sedilia in

the so~th w~ll of the chancel. The east ~all stands almost to
its original height but there is a large hole in the wall and

only traces of the original lancet window~ survive on the

south side. ~hort lengths of the returns of the north and

south walls remain at the east end and there are two pointed

lancets in the north wall and one in the south wall. ~ corbel
decorated with an angel is present in the north wall. The

middle sections of the north and south walls are now no more
than 1 m high although at the west end there are short

lengths, almost at their or iginal heights, which ~how that
the nave had a clerestory and triforium with wall walk at

both levels. ~e west wall has a pointed arched door with a

rectangular flat-arched window and hood moulding above.

South of the cathedral are fragments o~ the priory

buildings, including the moulded ba~e of a fine 13th century

Chaptqr House door at a point, near a stile, where the east
wing of the cloister stood. South o~ this are the ruins of

the 13th century refectory which stands on an undercro~t.

~is is a two storeyed structure although only the south and

west walls survive. The lower ~loor or undercroft had a large
chirnney with four wide pointed windows in the south wa|l. The

upper ~loor originally had six pointed windows with sandstone



n~ouldlngs whlch were subsequently altered when the chim~ey on
the lower floor and two windows in the upper floor were
blocked off and a twin-light cusped ogee-headed window
inserted into the east end of the wail. ~nother late window
was inserted in the centre of the wall and there i~ a door in
the south-vest angle. The west wall had two long narrow
windows at first floor level and two smaller openings.

North-west of this building is a three storeyed structure
of which the north and south walls survive but only the
footings of the east and ~est walls. The ground floor - which
is below present ground level - has an oven and there was a
spiral stairs in the north-east corner giving access to the
upper floors. The south Mall has two splayed rectangular
windows on the first floor and a chimney~ there is one
rectangular window in the north wall.

Effigy (PI. ~4b). Early 1~th cent.
Set into a recess in the north wall of the chancel. Badly
weathered yellow sandstone coffin-shaped slab carved in high
tel ~ef with the figure of an ecclesiastic. He wears a
chasuble and alb and the hands hold a crozier across the
body. The head, which is ~i~sing, rested on a cushion and the
edges of the slab have foliate decoration. There are three
small rosettes beside the head. Hunt ( IS74, 211) suggested
that it may be the effigy of Simon de Rochfort.
O~ms: H.14S W.5~-~3 c~

3. PRRISH CHURCH (Fig. 33)

East of the’ cathedral co mple~ is a small pari~h church.
It is a single aisled structure, without divisions, of fairly
evenly coursed limestone. The south wall has been partially
rebuilt and the north wall survives to a height of about S~
cm. ~mhere are openings in the north and south walls and the
south doorway had sandstone ~uldings. The east wall had one
plain pointed window and a wall cupboard. The west wall has
one splayed round arched window.

~rch itectural fragments

Coronation arch (Pl. 24a). Mid-late 15th cent.
This panel which Hunt (IQ74, 211) describes as the apex

of a niche-head is on the outer sauth wall of the church.
Hunt i$ not certain whether it is part of a canopied tor~ of
western type or a doorway. The arch is decorated with
crocKets and there is the beg inning of a pinnacle at ~he
centre. Wlthln the central spandrel there is a depiction o~
the Coronation of the Virgin. There are twQ angels swinging
censors below their feet. On the outside face below the



coronation ~here is a female head with hair parted in two
plai~$ and two large birds on either side, their heads turned
inwards end their wings half open. It would date to the mid
or la~e fifteenth century.

capital with stiff leaf fo! iage.
Oims~ H. 2~ ~.25 0. 2~ cm

Window mouldings. Late 15th/ early IBth cent.
h~ounted e×ternally on the west wall are two 1 1m astoria
~indou mouldings with recessed spandrels.

cusped

Lutes Dillon (PI. 23b) IBth cent.

This ~omb consists of a manse ui~h two effigies carved in
hlgh relief resting on a tomb surround bo~h of which are
carved in limestone. The female effigy on the right hand side
is wearing a French hood and a decorated Kirtle under a loose
gown and she has a pomander hanging from ~e waist. The male
figure is veering ornate Italian embossed armour and both
have their hands joined on their breasts. Their heads rest on
rectangular cushions. The north and south sides of the chest
are divided into three rectangular sections b~
Renaissance-style pilasters which are fluted and cabled. Qn
armorial shield is placed in each section, those on the outer
panels of the two sides being of the same size and surrounded
by a similar ~order of ~trapworK and ~wags. The centre
panels, which are wider than the others, bear larger shields
and more elaborate borders: in addition to the s~rapworK and
swags ~hese panels also contain the heads of put~i over each
shield and bunches of ~rul~ in ~he north and ribbons in the
south border. The coats of arms on ~he shields are: S side W
panel: Dillon in, el ing Bathe. Centre: Dillon. E panel:
Dillon in~aling Barnewall. ~ side W panel: Dillon i~&ling
8arnewall. Centre: Dillon impaling Sharl. E panel: Barnewall
l~al ing Sharl. The west end o~ ~he che~ ha~ a de~ic~ion o~
a ~amlly ~roup ~ a lec~ern. ~ ~o above ~ay~ "Daub" and
"God’. ~ere are ~en ~i~ure~ in all: three Kneelin~ behind
~he male ~1~ure ~nd ~ive behind ~he ~e~le. ~l~hough ~here i~

no~hln~ now visible on ~he ea~ end o~ ~he che~, Jocel~n
( I~73, IS~) quo~in~ Lodge ~ive~ an in,trip, ion which he
~hinR~ may have been painted.
Dl~ H.120 W.122 L.2~ cm

Shaft and base. Date uncertain.
In ~he wes~ end o~ ~he church is an undecorated
shaf~ set into a square base with cha~ered upper
bevelled corners. Perhaps a cross shaft.

Base. H.2~ W. 51 cm

hexagonal
edges and



Holed stone. Date uncertain.
North-east of the ebbey in the graveyard

topped limestone grave-marker with a hole.
Dims: H.45 W.95 D.19 Diam. of hole S cm.

4. HOSPITRL PRIORY OF ST. JOHN THE BRRTIST.
~Ithough this house is not referred to until I~@I it is

probable that its founder was Bishop 9imon de Rochford (Gwynn
and HadcocK). In 14~ an indulgence was granted for the
repair of the hospital suggesting that rebuilding may have
occurred about this time (~w~nn and HadcocK I~7@, ~15). For 
general account see Callary (132~).

The remains consist of a church with buildings on the
north side surrounded by a bawn with a residential tower and
corner turrets. E×cavat ions were carried out under the
direction of h~ P. O. Sweetman in 1984 and these have
considerably increased Knowledge of its building history.

The church seems to have been a long single ai$1ed
structure although ~nly the east wall survives relatively
intact. It has three slim pointed lancet windows. Part of a
rood screen was recently uncovered and there was a small
sacristy on the north. This had three bays with pointed
arched vaults and finely cut pillars and corbels. ~ small
roundarched doorway in the north wall of the sacristy
provided access to an external porch and probably to a large
rectangular room on the east which appears to have been
atteched to the bawn wall.

The north range may have been ~hree storeyed although
only one section survives to this height. The ground floor
consists of four round barrel vaulted chambers. The most
complete structure is ~n the east and an~ it has a wall
cupboard and ]atrine in the north wall, two windows in the
west wall and one splayed window in the east wall at ground
level.

]~e bawn wall is extant on the west and north sides with
a short section on the south side and recent excavations have
shown that the foundation~ cf the east wall are also.present.
There.are turrets in the north-east and south-west angles
which have spiral stair~ and presumably provided access to a
wall walK, ~ large three storeyed 15th century residence
forms part of the west wall, It is bui!t of evenly coursed
limestone, The ground floor has a round barrel vault with a
closed, up arch in the south wall, There is a garderobe chute
opening into the room in the south-west corner, a widely
splayed narrow rectangular window in the west wall, a ~lat
arched door opening from the east, perhaps inserted, and a
Pointed arched door leading into the stairwell in the
north-east corner. Fragments of plaster survive on the
st~irwell. The ~Irst floor has a repaired West window and a
fireplace in the west wall but only two o~ the original cut



stones o~ the fireplace are sill! in situ. There are wall
cupboards in the east and south walls, a flat topped window
in ~he west wall and a garderobe in the south-west angle.
~/~here is a recess in the south-east corner. The second floor
is missing but ~he room has a fireplace in the west wall, a
window in the north wall and a garderobe in the south-west

5. LIST 0P STRAY P!~S

I. Bron=e buckle. Found at Newtown trim, Co. Meath. t~’~I W
54~. See Prec. Roy. Irish Acad. B, 171.

2-3. Two floor tiles, From Abbey of SS. Peter & Paul, Newtown

near Trim, Co.Meath. F~I I~7: I~33-4. Of. Jrl. Rob.See.
Antiqs. Ireland ~5 (13S5), 172-4, Figs. 5, B, 13.

3. Fragments of stained 31a~s. From New¢own ~bbey, near Trim,
Co. Heath. F~I W. I-4.

ARCHAEOLOGIC~L PROBLEMS ~F~3 POTENTTI~L

~wtown Trim is an e×a~ple o~ a deserted borough. There
is little evidence of disturbance and it is likely that
archaeologic~! deposits are inCact over a large area of Che
site. It was deliberately founded in rivalry to Trim and
woould a~ear to have been established on virgin soil. The
~eriod of its desertion i~ not ~nown ~ut from the historical
evidence ~he thirteenth ~d fourteenth centuries are likely
to be Zhe ones best r~re~a~±ed in the archaeological record.

Knowledge of the n;~ure of the se~lem&nt in ~dieval
~Imes is scant, bJas it ~;arely a rural borough or did it have
genuine urban functlon~ ~. ~thing is Known about domestic
dwellings, stree~ ~at~er~ ~efences, or of the settlement’s
ex~en~. Nonetheless ~he a~:haeologica! da~a indicates tha~
the borough has been the ~cene o~ con$1derable human activity
in Medieval ~imes and in the future archaeological excavation
is IIK$1y ~o be the principal means by which additional
Knowledge is obtained. Th~ borough is not under direct ~hreat
from development at ~resen~ but its proximit~ to Trim means
~ha~ i~ will come under increasin~ pressure in the future.
’?he bridge has already come under threat bu~ has fortunatel~
been safeguarded. The ~re;ent situation, however, in which
traff~ is controlled by lights is unlikely to prove a
permanen~ solution.

~rea of Archaeological Potential

~e shaded portion o~ the ac~on~anying map (Fig. 31)



delimits the area of archaeological potential. This is based
on the axtan~ monuments and the course of field boundaries in
their na Ighbourhood. In the absence of archaeological
excavat |ons nothing can be said depth of archaeological
deposits.



NOBBER

Today Hobber is a small village in the undulating drumlin
countryside of north Heath. The medieval borough was sited on
top of a prominent drumlin ridge which was surrounded on
three sides by water, the wetland of the former ~1oynagh Lough
on ~he vest and the river Oee on the north and east. The
present broad Hain S~ree±, flanked by a number of fine
three-storey cut ~tone houses, bears all of the appearances
of an estate village of the early eighteenth century, h~either
is there any trace in the present plan of a medieval burgage
plot pattern. The plscenarne is derived from ~n Obair, "the
worK" (usually considere~ to be the moire), but it has been
suggested that it may be ~n ~bar "the marsh", a derivation
which would have more meaning on topographical grounds ~see

Dlnnseanchas l, No. 4 (I~$5), ~5-G).

~e recent e×cavation~ at Hoynagh Lough, I Km to the
west, indicate that the neighbourhood of F~obber Was Known to
man from Hesolithic t ime~ ~Bradley I~S~-81). ~mon~ the stray
finds from the village are three stone axehead$ while flint
scrapers have also been ~ound in the vicinity. These indicate
a frequentu~ populi ~ut as yet there is no evidence ~or
~rehistoric settlement on the site of the Future borough.

The possibil it~ of a settlement here prior to the coming
of the ~ormans is suggested by the presence of an ~arly
Christian ~tyle cross ~ase in the churchyard. However the
precise provenance of thi~ cross cannot be eastablished and
~t may have.been brought in from outside the town.

The site ~ose to prominence with the coming of the
No~mans. Gilbert de ~n~u~o~ son of Jocelyn, built a metre and

bailey castle here which appears to have been the centre for
the lord~hip of Morgallion granted to him by Hugh de Lac~
(Orpen IS11-G~, li, 84). D~en Gilbert was outlawed in 11GG
the lands were 9ranted to Hugh son of Hugh de Lacy, the
original grantor. In l~! John de Courcy, earl o~ Ulster, wa~
treacherously trapped in the castle by Hugh but was releaSQd
after De Courcy’s men rav~ed his lands (Orpen 1G11-~8, ii,
18~-S~). Shortl~ before his death in 1243 Hugh granted the
manor of Nobber to~ether with his land of ~rgallion to the
archbishops o~ ~rmagh ~nd ~es~ite much litigation b~ Hu~h+~
descentants it remained in the hands o~ the archbishop~ until
the end o~ the Midd%e ~ge~. The earliest men~ion o~ the
borough is in 12~7 (Hills and HcEnery ISIS, IS~-3). ~he Civil
Survey (IS54-S) records that there was one mansion housQ, one
church, three eel weirs, one mill, one bridge near the said
house ind another brid~e leading to SallysooK (Gimin~ton
I~4~, 333).

ARCHAEOLOG ICAL INVENTORY



I. NO~ ~;~ B~ ILEY C~S]~.E

~. P~RISH CHURCH OF ST. JOHN THE B~PTIST

3. HOSP IT~L
4. M I SCELL~OLIS
5. LIST OF STRAY FINOS

This appears to have been the centre for the lordship of

Norgall ion granted by Hugh de Lacy to Gilbert de Angulo

before IISS. In I~7 Hugh de Lacy granted four carucates of

land to the burgesses of ~bber in re~urn for the
construction of a causeway between the moire and the town
(Mills and McEnery ISIS, I~2-3). This suggest~ that was
originally on a promintory jutting out into the Wetland
¯ ormed by No ynagh Lough and the river Dee.

It is situated at the north-vest of the village and

consi~s of ~ steep-sided round mound, 7m high, with a basal

width of 15 m and a flat top S m across. ~here is a

depression in the ±op ~hich may be the result of

post-medieual alterations or may represenl atten~ts to dig

into the mot~e in more recent t I mes. The remains of a
rectangular bailey, ~ by 14 m, may be traced on the

south-eas~ where it was ploughed over about ten years ago. ~n
Irish halfpenny of James II was found on the side of the

moire in 1881.

2. P~RISH CHURCH OF ST. JOHN THE B~PTIST

This was g~anted by Gilbert de ~ngulo to $~. ~homas’s

~bb?y, Oublin, prior to 11~S (Gilbert I~S~, S). The tithes 
the rectory, however, were attached to the ~u~ustinian priory
of ~ewtown Trim (b~i±e I~43, 2SS). In !544 Henry VIII granted

licence to Or. Staples, Bisho~ of Neath, to appropriate and
~ni~e to the ~ee of ~aath the ~rchdeaconry of Kells with the

Rectory of Nobber < Cog~n IS~?, ~). Bishop 0o~ping’s

Visitation of ISS~-5 notes that the church was ruined since
IS41~ and that the tower was open at the top and vaulted at

the bottom (Eli ison I~73, 4)). ~e pre~ent church was

constructed in 1773.

0nly the iu~-covered west wall of the four-floored

rectangular tower survives. It is said that ~he s~ones from
the old church were used to build the present late eighteenth

century buildin9 which has been refurbished as a domestic

dwelling. Coursed limestone masonry wi~h rubble core. ~he

north end sou~h re~urns of the tower survive ~o a height of I
m. The’ground floor was vaulted and has a narrow rectangular

slit window s~laying inwardly in ~he wes~ wail. ~e flrs~

floor has an attractive cusped ogee-headed window, chamfered

externally in the west wail. The second floor is inaccessible
but has a window that a~pear$ to be ogee-headed. 1]~e third

floor, the belfry stage, has two ~ointed oRenin~$ similar ~o

those in the ~owers of St. Colun~a’s church, SKreen, and the



St. PatricK’s Church, Slane. Rbove this level is a drainage
course suggesting that there were battlements above. Theae
features would suggeat a late fifteenth century date for the
tower.

In the south wall of the later church is a small reset
medieval stone head of sandstone.

Cross base (Fig. 55:5) Pre-12O8.
.Truncated cone of pinK sandstone decorated with a band of

interlace set within two incised lines. Rectangular mortice,
nou filled with cement. Situated immediately inside the
entrance to the churchyard. It is very similar to the north
cross base at Kells.
Dims: H.~ Diam. at base 7S-S cm.

Cross-slab. ?Pre- 12~.
Latin cross with incised circles around the transom
faces and an inci~ad cross in the centre
H.TS. W.34 D.11 cm

on both

Effigial slab I <PI. 25b) c.lS9~.
Sandstone. Known as the "Edward Belle memorial" (see Jrl
Rssoc. Hems Dead Ireland 2 (I~-4), 17S). Recumbent in what
was probably the east end of the medieval church. Fragmentary
marginal inscr iFt~n in low false rel iaf and roman capitals:

THIS TO~.E 6~S ERECTED BY PRTRICK/ R.../..S..T ~ ..V/
...ER RHD FOR HIS ~IFE.

Th~ remainder of the slab is dscoreted in high relief with
herald ic symbols ~ un ident if ied) and mortal ity ~ymbols,
consistin~ of the skull, crossed bone~, coffin, hour-glass
and bell between two effigies. The male figure is dressed in
a complete coat o~ ~r~ur wi~h ~ ~word carved ~eparataly b~
hi~ side, while the lady i~ shown in ~ hi~-lengh¢ cape over a
long sKiP~. Her hair i~ covered by a hood. Both ~igure~ have
~helr hands Joined.
Dims: L.~3~ W.I~8 cm.
King ~orthcoming.

Effiglal slab ~ (PI. 25a) ?Murtagh Carolan c.17~.
Lying beside ~. I. Known a~ the "Priest’s tomb" (see Jrl
Rssoc. Mems Dead Ireland 1 (1888-~), ~S). Marg 1hal
inscription in Roman letters but only a few words can now be
deciphered :

THIS TOHBE ../ .../ HIS . ~ .OW hI~DE FOR MURT~GH ...
¯ The centre of the ~lab ha~ the effigy of a priest in false

relief in a round-headed recess with arms bent at the elbows
and upraised hands. Mortality symbols are carved under hi~
oucurned ~eet. I~ ~y be a ~rial to ~rtagh Carolan,
pari~h prles~ o~ ~bber in the late seventeenth century
(Cosan 18S7, 332~ Ellison 1B73. 4).
Kin~ ~or~hcomins,



Gerald Cruise (PI. 26b) ISI~.
Sandstone. In ten #ragments. Situated on the south side o#
the path leading to the church. It i~ in an upright position
above a vault, which may be part # the medieval church. It
dep ict~ a ’Knight in #ull armour with his ~word shown
~eperately by his side. He has a bascinet on his head and
wears a hauberk o# many lames covering the entire body. There
are poleyn$ at the Knees and spurs on the anKles. Two shields
on either side o# his head show the arm o# PlunKer and

Cruise. Marginal roman inscription in relie#:
HERE LIETH THE BODY OF OERR~LG CRVS OF THE BRI’FT~S ~ND

Mf~RO~RET PLVNKET HIS b41F WHICH GERR~D BID BVI~D THIS

MONV~hFI" ~ IS HErE LI~LLY OECE~ED FRON SR ~VRICE
CRVY~ ~OE DYED THE FYRST YE,RE OF KIF~ HE~Y THE ~YRO
~NNO O0~I~I I~IS TO ~O~E SOVLE5 GOD ~R~ HIS ~RCY

~ree ~lonel lyin~ on ~op o# lhe vaull re~ord an early repair
o~ ~he ~numen~ or perha~5 ~he move ~g i~s presen~ po~i~loh:
REPRIRED IN ~E 21YR .OF THE REIGN OF GEORGE 3RD 1781. ~e
le~ers N.~. appear on one o# ~he co~in~ ~one~ above lhe

~nu~n~.
Oim~: H.214 W.S~ cm.
King #or~hcomin~.

Font
Medieval #ont (Roe ISSB, 125). Bowl shaped vessel with two
unper#orated wing handles at right angles to the bowl. The
outside ~ur#ace is pecked but the inside is smooth. ~ere is
¯ small SOCKet underneath as though it might originall~ have

been moun~ed on a 5~and.
Oin~: H.~5.5 W.42 c m.

!t has been ~u~es~a~ that the placename Spiddal, a
tow~land about 1Km sou±h ~ Nobber, ma~ represent ~he Site
o# a medieval hospital (Gw~nn and HadcocK I~7~, 35B).
However, it is also possible that the land was merely owed by
a hospitaller order, #or instance " the Knight~ Hospitallers
who maintained a large hcu~ at Kilmainham Wood some 7 Km to
the north.

4. MISCELLANEOUS

The site o# Toberna~cK i~ ~hown on
south we~t end o# the village.

the O.S. maps at the

5. L.IST OF STRAY FIFES

I. Polished stone axehead.
IB41:4~3

From Hobber, Co. hle&th. NMI



2. Stone axehead. From Hobber, Co. Meath. h~ll. Dept. Of

Education Rap. NM! 1S~9-3~, 9.

3. Stone axehead. From Fbbber, Co, ~ath. F~I 193~: 56~3.
Dept. of Education Rap. F~I 1931-~, 18.

ARCHREOLOGICRL PROBLEMS Phi3 PO~NTTIRL

Hobber is an example of a small ;ned level frontier
borough. It is important for archaeological research as an
example of a borough which was established early in the
course of the Anglo-Horman invasion but which failed to erow
into a town. There is the possibility that there was an Early
Christian church site here but it is not Known for certain.
The period of the borough’s deca~ is not Known but from the

historical evidence the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries

are likely to be the ones best represented in the

archaeol o9 ical record.

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in medieval
times is scant. Was it merely a rural borough or did it have
genuine urban functions? Hothin~ is Known about domestic
dwellings, street pattern, defences, or of the settlement’s
extent. Uonetheless the archaeological data indicates that
the bqrough has been the scene of human activity in Medieval
times and in the future archaeological excavation is likely
to be the principal me an~ by which add itional Knowledge is
obtained. The borough is not under direct threat from
development.

Area of Archaeological Potential

The shaded portion of the accon~oan~in~ map ~Fig. 35)
delimits the area of archaeological potential. Thi~ is based
on largely on the contours of the ridge which would have been
available for settlement in the Middle Ages~ an area around
the moire is also included. The present street Flan apears
to be of eighteenth century date and it has largely

obl iterated the medieval plan but the extent of the
disturbance to archaeological levels is unclear. It is likely

that archaeological de~o~it~ are intact in the vicinity of
the moire but there are no indication~ of the nature of
deposits in the vlllage it3elf.





Situated in the south-east of County h~e ath mid-way
between Rshbourne and Dunshaughlin. The street plan largely
follows the curve formed b~ the metre. West and south of the
metre the village is charac±erised by a series of long narrow
plots of land, perhaps representing a medieval strip pattern
similar to that et Newcastle Lyona, Co. Dublin (Edwards,
Hamond and ~imms 1993, 354). On the south-west the
Dunshaughlin road sweeps in a broad curve which may respect
an early enclosure. The name is derived from Rath To, "fort

¯ of To" which suggests that there was a settlement on the site
prior to the coming of the ~ormans. However, apart from the
placename the only other suggestion of pre-Norman activity is
the local tradition of a "cave" in the metre, which ~ be a

Rfter the coming of the D~ormans, Ratoath was retained by
Hugh de Lacy ~s a seigneurial manor and it is recorded that
he gave the tithes of Ratoath and Dunshaughlin to the abbey
of St. Thomas, Dublin, prior to 1183 (Orpen 1311-BB, ii, 7B).
In 11S4 the lordship of Ratoath was granted to his son Hugh
together with Morgallion. In I~$3 it was granted to Richard
de Burgh, earl of Ulster (Drpen IS11-@~, iii, 13S). In 1317
it was the scene of an ~mbush when the earl o~ Ul~ter
attac~ed the Scots forc~ under Edward Bruce bu~ the earl was
defeated and fled to Dublin ~Otway-Ruthven 13BB, ~3B). ~he
earliest mention of it as a borough i~ in a charter of Hugh
de Lacy to at.Thomas ’ abbey c. I~B8 (~ilbert IBBS, B).
However, almost nothing i~ Known of ~he history of the
borough.

RRCHRE~LO~ IDRL I FNENTORY

I. MOT~ Rh(~ BRILEY C~BTLE
HOLY TRINITY PRRISH.CHURCH

3. HO3PIT~L OF ST. ~RY P~DRLEN
4. MISCELLR~OUS
5. LIST OF STRRY FIh(~S

!. PIOTTE Rh~ BRILEY CRSTLE

This was the centre of an important manor established by
Hugh d~ Lacy prior to 1133 <~ee above). "the metre consists o~
a round mound 12 m high with a baaal diameter o~ 43 m
narrowing to 17-18 m at the top which is ~lat. It is
overgrown with vegetation but is surrounded by a deep narrew
ditch on the north, east, south and part ef the west sides.
]’here t$ a crescentic bailey, ~ by 3~ m, on the east side,
now planted with shrubs and trees, and through which the



drive to the presbytery was cut. In the course of the survey
a local woman informed us of the existence of an entrance or
"cave’, perhaps a souterrain, but there is no trace of it

2. HOLY TRINITY P~RISH CHURCH

The church was granted by Hugh de Lacy to the abbey of

St. Tnomas, Dub! in and remained in their hands until the
Reformation (~ite 1843, 35). 0’Donovan (0.S, Letters, 288)
notes ~hat the parish was originally dedicated to St. Thomas

¯ a BecKet¢ but was subsequently changed to the Holy Trinity.
This may e~plain ehe foundation, noted by Cogan ( 1882, ~58),
of a chantry chapel "in the ~arish of St Thomas" with three
chapels Known as the Roche, St Mary’s and St. Thomas’ In
ISS3, Bishop Ooppin~ records the dedication as Holy Trinity
and he notes that the church was in ~ood repair although the
chancel was unroofed~ i± had a flagon, parish registers and
the alt~r was railed in: the rOD÷ was slated and the windows
~la~ed: it had a clay floor and one bell (Ellison 1871, 37).

The church ~as ~itua~ed north of the motte and is now
re pre~.ented by a featureless rectangular ~tructure with a
to~er of 1817 attached. The surviving walls are 1.5 m in
height ~nd the in~erior is filled up with rubble. It measures
13.7 m by 7.5 ~. The rectory ,north of the church, has some

old ~one built ou±houses but none have dateable features.
The owner, however, informed us that on buildin~ a new barn
immediately north of ~he graveyard wall (the dotted building
on the O.S. map), the ~or K men uncovered a stone built
underground passage leading under the wall. This is now
covered in.

~rchieectural fragments

No s. I-3 are placed beside the 17th century cross.

I. Fragment o~ a door ~oulding which has a spray o~ vine
leaves ~Md ~rui~ in relief on one face and colonette$ with
triple roll mouldings at the base on another side.
Dims: H.54 W. 4~ D. 3~ cm

2. Plain chamfered window moulding
century.
Dims: H. 38 W. 15 D. 23 cm

fragment, probably 16th

3. Pldln cham~ered window moulding similar to 2.
Dims: H. 34 W. IS 0. 15 cm

4. Plain cham~ered window moulding

the south-wast o~ the church.
Dims: H. 71 W. ~3 D. 2~ cm



5, Plain chamfered window moulding a15o used a gravemarKer
set into the ground to the north-west of the church,
~ims. H. 51 (min) W. ~ D. 15 

Effigial slab (PI. 27b) Late 13th-early 14th cent.
Sandstone. Coffin shaped slab carved in high relief with the
effigy of a Knight. He wears a hauberk over which there is a
round-necKed surcoat to the Knee whiHh is belted at the
waist, His sword may be held by this belt, His left hand
grasps the sword grip and the right hand rest~ on the blade,
The sword hay a large pommel and a ~hort cro~sguard, The legs
~re mis~ing below the Knee~ ~nd the head lies in a .deeply
i~dented pillow with ~as~le$. On the ~outh side is a very
worn incised Lombardic inscription:

ORRTE ...P~NIUM ..,~LME FILl F~BRI...
Oi~s: H. 17~ ~. 54~4~ C. ~14 cm
Hunt I~74, 213.

Shel,le~ graveslab. IS~4
~ccording to FitzGerald (IS~5-7, 11S-S) this lay broken near
the door of the old church with the following inscription:
HERE LYETH YE BOD... M~RY ~ J~NE SHELl.. SE~VEN MORE IN ~
.. THE CHILDREN ~F JOHN... J~l~[ 3HE~EY OF R~TH... ~r~O
OOMINI 1884. It is now mis~ing.

Cross. 17th cent,
In the ~outh-east of the graveyard there i~ an octagonal
latln ~h~ped limestone :rc~s set in a rectangular base. It
~ ~ound in 19~I by Fr. Mu~vane~ when tidying up the
~raveyard, He had tKe cro~ ~rected here and shortened it by
~" when putting the piece~ ~ogether,

~h~t, H,148 ~, acrc~s arrr~ 44 D, ~8 cm
~ase. H.~. 17 ~.~E D.S3 c~

3. HOSPITAL OF ST. P~R¥ P~LEN

The existence of ±hi~ house is Known only from incidental

references. It is evident From a charte of Simon de Roch~ord
that it was esteblised ~efo~e I~4 (Gilbert 188S, 48-S). 
is clear from this charter that it had a cemetery and was
dependent on the parish church. Doppin~, in his visitation of
IS8~, notes a chapel called St. Mary’s near the parish church
which is almost certainl~ to be identified with the hospital
(Elli~n, I~71, 37). The site is unknown

4. M I SCELL~NEOUS

MarKet cross,



~ccordlng to O’Donouan <O.S. Letters, 2BB) the base of .a

MarKet Cross was at the meeting of the Dub1 in and

Ounshaughlin roads. The bodies of those who died in the
uillage were brought around it. The base was broken c. IB22

by Black and Tans and a cro~s was erected in the same spot in

I~32 to commemmorate the Eucharistic Congress. This was
removed about I~ wears ago and in IBTB the base and part of a

plinth were in the yard of a local farmer. The plinth

fragments are now ~one but the base is still there.

Other Crosses

O’Donovan (0.$. L~tters, 2~) also recorded a cross Known 
the White Cros~ in Ratoath village on the Dunshaughlin road

around which funerals were brought.There does not appear to

be any memory of this cross but a mound on the Ounshaughlin

road was Known as the "Red cross" and funerals were said to

be carried around it (information from Mrs Bogan). FitzGerald

~ IBB5-7, IIS-B) records an a~h tree on the Ounshaughlln road

with ~ncised cro~es recording Wexford ~n who were executed

there. O’Donovan (0.$. Letter~, 2B~) ~tate$ that this was

Known as the "Red Cro~s" tree, but he does not record the
tradition o~ the Ne×ford men.

Monuments in the grounds of the R. C. Church.

These were collected mainly from around the church and in the

old graveyard by Fr. ~ulvaney and placed south of the church

door on the Thunder ~rave surround.

Font

Octagonal limestone font/ ~iacina with ~allo~ basin. It ha~
chan~fered sides uith a s tzll roll moulding at the base and a
large drainage hole.

Dims: H. 21 W. 43 Diem Int. 32 Hole ~ cm

Window moulding~
Two sandstone fragments possibly

Dims: I. H. 33 W.23 0.31 cm

B. H. 17 W.2~ O. 14 cm

15th century in date.

Freestanding hour-gla~s shaped octagonal pi~cina with round

moulding at, the waist. It was probably intended to ~tand on a

shaft as there is a socket in the base., The material i~

sandstone.

D|ms: H.27 W.~8 Int d~am. 23 O. of bowl 11 cm

Rotary Ouern fragment

Sli~htl,y less than half o~ the upper stone of a rotary

of white granite.

Olms: H.S.5 W. 38 Orig. diam. 44

5.LIST OF eTRRY FII~S "



1. Pottery vessel from a cist at Ratoath, Co. Meath (Waddell
1974, 143-5). HI ~IS2.

2. Carved stone. Found in wall of a farm~’ard at Ratoath. NMI
IS72: I.

3. Iron Key. Found in ploughed field at Ratoath, Co.Oublin
[sic ]. F~I 1972:339.

4. "Double cone of indurated clay iron stone on which the

ancient urns were formed, found in a O~nish Fort at Ratoath,
Co. hleath" Cat. Sirr Coll. (IS41), If: F~. 23.

RRCHREOLOGIC~L PROBLEMS ~ POTENTTIRL

Ratoath is an example of a sma]l medieval borough. There
is little evidence of disturbance and it is likely that
archaeological deposits are intact over a wide area. Rlhough
founded in the thirteenth century the period of its use and
the nature of the settl~ment are unknown. The placenarne
suggests that the site uas i rn~ortan~ in Early Christian times
but the nature of the activity here is not Known. However,
from the historical evidence it is likely that the thirteenth
and fourteenth centuries are likely to be the ones best
represented in the archaeological record.

Knowledge of the nature of the settlement in medieval
t i mes is ~cant. Was it merely a rural borough or d~d it have
~enuine urban functions? ~thing is ~nown about domestic

dwellings, street pa~tern, dafence~, or of the ~ettlement’s
extent. Nonetheless the archaeological data indicates that
the borough has been the scene of human activit~ in Medieval
times and in the future archaeological excavation is likely
to be the principal n~ea~s ~y which add itional ~now1edge is
obtained. ~he borough is not under direct threat from
development at present bu± its proximity to Dublin means that
it will come under increasing pressure from development, as a
dormitory town.

Area of ~rchaeolo~ical Potential

The shaded portion of the accompanying map (Fig. 36)
delimits the area of archaeological potential. This is based
on the plot pattern which may well represent a medieval strip
pattern. In the absence of archaeological excavations nothing
can be-said about the depth of archaeological deposits.





Bidden lies in the undulating countryside of north-east
Heath. The site of the medieval borough is deserted today,

however, apart from a few isolated cottages, derelict

stone-built houses and farmsteads. Apart from the borough
charter, granted about the middle of the thirteenth century,

virtually nothing is Known of the history of the borough

(MacNiocail] 1364, 315-80).

It has been suggested that the name Sogain occurring in

two twelfth century charters in the Book of Kells may be

5iddan (MacHiocaill 1861, 20, 54~ see O’Connell 1855, 34),
which would suggest that there was a secular site here prior

to the coming of the Nor marts. The F~rmans made the site into

a manor and the family associated with it throughout the
Middle Ages were the Tel ings. The borough had declined

completely by the mid-seventeentlh century when the Civil

Survey (1854-B) records two mills, an eel weir, a broken

bridge called Ahoybridge, 5 farm houses and cabins (Slmington
154e, 5Be). The two mill~ were over a mile away and nothing

is Known of the eel weir. Ahoybridge is not Known but there

is a bridge immediately west of the church.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL IhWENTORY

1. CAS~.E

2. ST. DAVID’S CHURCH

3. EARTHNORKS

4. MISCELLA~OU5

I. CASTLE

The family associated with Blddan were the Tel ings.

Simington (IS4~, 568) noted that the Castle was ruined in the
l?th century (Civil Survey, 38~). The site, on top of 

drumlin, affords commanding views in all directions. There is
a steep climb up to it fro~ the east and it is sharp~

scarped on the west. ~Ithough there is no trace of buildings
today the fie]d boundary on the west is ful| of slabs of

limestone and large blocks of granite. The field boundary

running southwards downhill towards the church is a raised

flat topped bank about 3 m wide. There is a well on the hill

which is now covered in. (Information from landowner).

B. ST. DAVID’S CHURCH

This church was granted by Hay Teling to the

Thomas’, Dublin shortly after I~B when it is
abbey of St.



es ~he church.of $$. Mary and David (Gilbert 1883, ~9-3~). 
remained in their hands until the Dissolution when the jurors
described the chancel as being in need of repair (White ~943,
31). Dopping in his visitation of 1682 notes that the church
aes ruined ~ince 1641 (Ellison I~73, 5~ el. Simington 134~,
3~). The present church was built in iG81.

Traces of ~oundetions can be determined in the churchyard
south of the present church but they are almost corr~letely
overgrown. In ~he north corner of the graveyard there is a
small atone-built structure :overed in ivy with the remains
of three walls surviving to a height of c. 5 m. It is built
o~ limestone, roughly coursed, with no dateable ~eatures. It
meegure$ 5.~ by ~.~ m.

Grave slab. ?Pre-12~.
Plain rectangular sha~ed slab with a raised ~atin cross.

Dims:?

Co~ in-shaped slab.
Deeply buried. Plain granite slab with charrn~ered edges.
Dims: H. 7~ visible ~. 54-43 T. 15 cm

Cromwell’s Battery
~his ~ite i~ on the ridge immediatel~ north o~ Siddan castle,
celled ~un Hill" ~ lon~ ~trai~ht ~ield boundary divides the
site in two end for~s the boundary between 6iddan and
Polecestle. On the ~t ¯ bank encloses a raised
semi-circular are~ runnin~ south from the top of the hill but
there is no evidence now that this continued around to the
east. On the east the ar~a enclosed is ~uch smaller and forr~s
three sides o~ a rectangle ~n to~ of the hill.

Polecasqle
~’nis casqle is also indics~e~ on the O.S maps but therg is no
~race now of any buildings, iVluch of the field has been used
for quarrying. On the ~ite of the castle there is a
s~ending/ scratching ~tone.

~ale Dl~ch
~e north end o~ the townland is bounded b~ a line of
~o|n~ed out on the O.S. map as par~ of ~he Pale ditch.

d itch

4. M 15CEL~N~[OUS

Wayside Cross
Tempes~ ( I~41, 5~-4) no~es a cross here around which ~unerals



were carrled. The site is st ill ~ Known but there Js now no
trace of & cross, ~/~e site is a ~ma11 mound in the south west
of the field i mmedlatel~ north-welt of Polecastle crossroads.

Farm house. ?17th cent.
The farm house irr~ediately north of the Church is regarded
locally as 17th century. It has been re-roofed and is now
covered in plaster. In the slurry pit at the rear of this
house there is a window mouldine of 16th/ 17th century date.

Siddan Is an examPle of a deserted medieval borough.
There is Iittle evidence of dlsturbance and it is liKely that
archaeological deposits are intact over a wide area. The
period of its deeertion is not Known but from the historical
evidence it is liKe1~ 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 ~cant. Was it merely a rural borough or did it have
genuine urban functions? f.~thing is Known about domestic
dwellings, street pattern, defences, or of the settlement’e
e×tent. Nonetheles~ the archaeological data indicates that
the borough has been ~he scene of human activity in Medieval
times and in the future archaeological excavation is likely
to be the principal means by which add itional Knowledge is
obtained, The borough is not under .direct threat from
development at present,

Rrea of Rrchaeological Potential

The shaded port ion of the accomPany ire map (Fig. 37)
delimits the area of archaeological potential. In the absence
of direct Knowledge of the borough’s extent this is confined
to areas around Known features, In the absence of
archaeological excavations nothing can be said depth of
archaeological deposits.





SKREEN

SKreen is situated on the crest of ¯ ridge above the 508
FOOt contour about half-waY between Ratoath and Navan and
immed lately ¯ &st o4 Tar a. The gaunt church tower is a
landmark visible for many miles around but the former borough
has declined into a small hamlet. The placenarne is derived

Historical BacKground

The proximity of SKreen to Tara and the prominence of its
ridge would suggest that it was frequented in prehistoric
times. However, apart from a saucer barrow and the stray
~Inds o4 a ~langed axehead and trunnion chisel there is
I title to suggest prehistoric act ivity.

The s ire rose to prominence in the Early Christ tan par iod

as a monastic centre dedicated to St. Columba and it is held
by som~ that the relics o4 Columba were moved here ~rom lone

in the ninth century, and hence the name SKreen (eDgar 1862,

151). The church is referred to on a number of occasions in
the annals which record that it was plundered in B74, B86,
1037, 1058 and I15S. In 1127 the b~rse of Dublin carried off
the shrine but it was restored to the church within a month
(Owynn and HadcocK IS7~, 44).

~ter the coming of the F~rmans the barony of SKreen was
granted to ~dam de Feipo and he made ~Kreen his principal
manor. The borough was established at an early date and is
first referred to ~ur ing the early thirteenth century

(Gilbert ISS1, i, ~3S). The manor of SKreen remained in the
hands of the Feypos until the end of the fourteeenth century

when an heiress carrie~ the barony to the Narwards who
remained here until the seventeenth century (0rpen I~11-28,
it, 85). The settlement is referred to during the succeeding
centuries but it had declined b~ the seventeenth. The Civil
Survey (IS54-S) records that there were two castles, one
house, one mill, a church and an abbey (Simington I~4~, $7).

I. HOTTE C~STLE
2. STONE C~STLE
3. ST. COLUIMB~’S P~RISH CHURCH
4. ST. NICHOLAS’ CHURCH
5. ~UGUSTINI~N FRIARY
S. SITES IN THE Ih~DI~TE VICINITY
7. LIST OF STRAY FII~S



This is to be identified as the castle of Adam de Fe~po
which was built for him by Hugh de Lacy according to Giraldus
Cambrensis (Scott and Martin Ig78, Ig5). The moire is round
mound with a diameter of 42 m at the base tapering to ~8 m at
the top which is flat. It is 7 m high.

2. STONE C~STLE

~ortion of a ~ifteenth century tower house appears to be
e~doedded within the present SKreen Castle but it is plastered
internally and e~ternally and no features can be seen.

3. ST. COLUmn’S P~RISH CHURCH (Fig. 3B~ Pl. 26a)

This is undoubtedly the si~e of the pre-Norman church

referred to in the annals and plundered on a nun~er of

occasions prior to the t~elfth century. It was granted by

~dam de Feypo to St Mary’s ~bbey, Dublin, before 1186 and it

remained in their hands until the Reformation (Gilbert 1884).
In IBS~ Bishop Dopping records that the chancel was repaired
but the nave walls were unroofed since IS41~ the windows were
glazed, the roof slated and the floor was of earth~ it had a
desK, ~ont, a silver chalice and paten, and he adds that half
the graveyard was walled (Elli~on 1372, S).

Oescr apt ion

The church was originally divided into a nave and chancel
but only the nave, west tower and a fra~.’~ent o~ the east wall
survive. The tower (late 15th cent.) is the oldest part 
the present buildlng~ the nave would appear to have been
added c. 15~. ~e masonry is of coursed Iimastone with
Iimestone quoins.

~e CH~FISEL has been completely removed and only a smal!
fragment of the east wall survives as a support ~or the
Marward tomb, ~t stands to a height of 1.~ m.

~e chancel was separated from the I~VE by a rood screen

to which access was ~ained via &rnural stair in the north
wall. The door leading to the stair is pointed with concave
mouldings terminating in a semi-pyramidal stop, and the stair
is 1i~ by a single straight loop with internal splay.
Externally the well is thickened in order to acco~date the

stair. ~ere is an alcove at the east end with a rounded
segmental arch, now plastered over. Set within it is a
flat-headed door blocked by masonry~ a stone fragment with
eroded KnotworK is set into one of the jambs. The north door
is missing its arch externally but it has a fiat segmontal



rear-arch. The external j a~s are ~ulded. ~
rectangular lintelled recess above the door is entry,

The south wall is lit by three pointed windows with
pointed rear-arch. ~e westernmost of these is blocked up and
only Srag ments of the jambs and tracery survive. Externally
it has a moulded label. The easternmost window has two finely
decoated label stops terminating in a leafy spray with
grapes, There are two mason’s marks on the window jambs; one
is ¯ lozenge above an elongated rectangle, the other is a
fleur-de-lis motif. The south door is mlssing its arch but it
has a flat segmental rear-arch resembling the north door and
its external west jaff~ is similarly moulded to that in the
north wall. R sma1! sandstone figure of a bishop is placed in
a rectangular recess above the door (PI. 27a). Hunt (I~74,
~13) regards this as part of a tomb and dates it to the
fourteenth century. ~ corbel course runs the length of the
north wall and has counterparts on the south side just below
the level o~ the tip of the windows.

The TOWER i~ rectangular with a projecting stair turret,
rising from ~irst ~loor level, on the south-east angle. It
has a base batter e×ternally and there are four floors. ]~e
ground floor has a pointed barrel vault and is lit by three
slit windows with internal splay and pointed rear-arch~ the
~indow in the west wall is blocked up. ~he first floor is
entered through a lintelled door and has three slit windows,

in the north, west and south walls~ on the east side is a
rectangular opening which would have led into ~he nave roof
originally. The second floor is approached b~ a short stair,
in the thicKnes~ of the south wall, leading off the main
spiral stair. The chamber is entered through a lintelled door
and is lit by two slit windows. The third floor (the belfry
s~age) is entered through a lintelled door and is lit by four
large window~, probably t~in-light originally but only the
mullion of the north window survives. ~bove the belfry stage

a stair leads onto the wal IwalK level, ~hich has been
destroyed.

~rth itectural fragments

~ttached to the walls ~n the ground floor of the tower are
four fragmentary window mouldings:
I. Centre section of a twin light cusped ogee-headed window.
Dims: H.43 W.48 0.17 cm
2. ~s I but with a long-lobed trefoil in the spandrel. Dims:
H.44 W.51 0.14 cm
3. Half spandrel. Dims. H.45 W. ~S D. 17 cm
4 Similar to 3. Dims: H. 44 W. ~S D. 17 cm

IMonumonts

Cross slab ÷ragmont (Fig.
The mullion of the north

55:S). Pre l~Be.
window in the belfry stage o~ the



tower is a re-used cross slab. It is chamfered on OnQ side
and bears part of a maltese cross in false relief within a

double incised circle on the lower end of the shaft.
Dims: L. 133 W. 17 O, 21 cm.

Cross slab (Fig, 5S:3). Early 15th cent.
Attached to the west wall in the ground floor of the tower.
Limestone coffin-shaped slab with a raised border. The centre
is decorated with a Latin cross on a splayed base with an
ornamental Knop cut in deep false relief~ Rbove the cross and
placed beneath ¯ semi-circular arch is a head in high relief.
On the head is a flat cap of Burgundian style which according
to Hunt (1974, 213) is of early fifteenth century style.

Oim~: H. 17S W. ~S-48 D. 13 cm.

~arward tor~b. 1511.
Side panel of a table to.~ mounted on the remains of theeast
wail. Rectangular limestone slab decorated in low relief and
incision with two coats of arn~, four angel’s heads, a rayed
sun, an hour-glass, and a monK. Inscription, in relief and

incision, now almost illegible:
D.O.M./ HOC ~ONLINEN~M GU~LTERO ~R/ ~ROE, B~RON OE
SCRIN, MARGARETAE PLUD~ET PRI~E SUAE CO~UG I AC
~TILDAE DARCEY ~TRI GENER/ GUL IEL~S. ~GE~IUS

" RICHAROI/ BAROHIS A ~ELVIN HIreR ~ FI~IUS ET JE~T~

~R~RO HEARES/ ET UNICA P~T~ POSUERU~ ECCLE$ I~/

ORNAHE~O HIC VERO SEPULTIS / ~R IAE PERPE~AE.

JOHA~S / CUSACK EJ~BDEM GUALTERI EX ~TRE/ GERm,S

FRA~R SCULPSIT HAP~ PROPRIA. AH~ DOHINI IS11.
Dims: H.B6
HicKey 1973.

~ --Cr°SL ~atin’gra" nTth~teCentc "ro~s nor~hmeast ~f the church.

one side with a crucifixion in high relief.
Dims. H.15S W.~I ~.17 cm.

Decorated on

Font. ~dieval .
Badl~ damaged limestone ~e~el ~ounted on a modern base in
the ground floor of the tc~ar. It is held together with iron
rivettlng bars and is u~d~corated. Rectangular with four
semilclrcular sides~ the l:~er part of the basin is tub
shaped while the upper ~ar~ ~f the ~anels are raised and may
have carried an inscription.
Dims: H.55 W.BB Int. Dia~. 5~ cm.

4. ST. NICHOLRS~ CHURCH

This would appear to have been the chapel of the castle
(Orpen ISII-~, ii, ~5) and according to the O.S. it was
sited south of the parish church and north-west of the ~t~e.
It was established b~ ~dam de Feypo and iS mentioned in a
group of la~e twelfth century charters (HicKey 1~5~). 
became part of the posses;ions of St. hlary’$ ~bbey, Dublin,
bu~ its subsequent history is unknown.



5, ~U~USTINIAN FRIARY

~ittle is Known of this monastery established in 1341 b~
Francis de FelPO (Gwynn and HadcocK IB70, 302). The

Dissolution documents of 154B indicate that the church had
already been demolished but that the belfry and dormitory
uere still standing (White IB43, 306). The location of the

friary is now unknown.

S. SITEB IN THE IMMEDI8TE VICINIT~f

EarthuorK~ in field ~outh of SKreen Castle.
~ saucer barrow and cigar-shaped mound.

EarthworKs in field we~t o~ St. Colund)a’s Churchyard
~ series of apparently irregular earthen features are present
and can be seen very clearly from the church tower. 3"heir
significance is unKnOWn but perhaps they may be part of the

~ugustinian friary.

St. ColumbKille’s Well
This is located about 15B m north of the parish church.

O’Donovan (O.S. Letters, 147) recorded a local tradition that
it was established by Columba himself.

7. LIST OF STRAY FIFES

I. Bronze flanged axehe~d. From 5Kreen, Co. Me ath. hiMl 1362:

25. See Jrl. Roy. Soc. Qntiqs. Ireland Bq (IBS4), BI.

2. Bronze trunnion chisel. From SKreen, Co. r4eath, hlMI
IB62:

44. See Jrl. Roy. Soc. Qntiqs. Ireland @4 (I~$4), @3.

3. Silver penannular brooch. From SKryne (sic) Co. Me ath.

British Huseum London: IB68.7-S.21. Bee Cat. Museum of
Rrch.

Institute, Edlnburgh IB5B (!B5B), 54.

~RCHREOLOGIC~L PROBLEMS ~ POTENTTI~

SKreen is an example of a deserted borough. There is
little evidence of disturbance and it is likely that
archaeological deposits are intact over a wide are~. It is
located beside a~ Early Chr let l&n church site and this
suggests that evidence may "survive regarding the nature of
its transitlon from monastery to borough. The pariod o~ its

desertion is not Known and from the historical evidence 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 scant. 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. Nonetheless the archaeological data indicates that
the borough has been the scene of human activity in Early
Historic and hledieval times and in the future archaeological
excavation is likely to be the principal means by ~hich
additional Knowledge is obtained. Tho borough is not under

direct threa~ from development.



Slene is situated on sloplng ground rising steeply from
the north side of the river Boyne. The present village was
I a Id out in the 17S~ ’s by the Conynghams around an

Ident Ical Georgian houses in the corners. This planning
removed all trace of the medieval and seventeeenth century
town which was probably located between St. Erc’s hermitage
and the bridge (Trench !37S, 3). The "Hill of Slane’, which
rises above the town, is a prominent feature in the landscape
and can be seen for many miles around. 1"he plat enema is
derived from the Irish S]aine.

Historical BacKground

Despite the importance of the Hill of Slane as a feature
in the landscape there i$ nothing to indicate that it was
frequented in prehistoric times. Ferta v irerum Fiacc,
however, a name associated with Slane in the seventh century
suggests that there were tumuli here (Bieler IBTB, 85). In
addition, it i~ reasonable to infer from its proximity to the
large Neolithic cemetery at the "Bend of the Boyne" that it
was Known to early man.

There i~ no doubt, however, about its i rr~ortance during
the Early HistOric period. R church uas founded by St Ere who
died in 513 according to the Rnnals of Ulster. hluirchu,
writing in the late seventh century, states that Slane was
~he site where St. Pa~rlcK lit his first pascal fire (Bieler

¯ I~, S5). ~hatever the validity of this story it indicates
that Siena was important enough in the late seventh century
to be associated with the patron of Rrmagh. The deaths of
many of its abbots are recorded during the eighth and ninth
centuries. In 833 it u~s a~tacKed by ViKings and in a more
notorious raid in B5~ the monastery was sacked by the Oublin
ViKings and its round ~ower was destroyed. Siena wa~ the
scene of an important battle in S47 between Ruaidri ua
Canannain and an alliance of the Oublin ViKings With the

probably ~he burial place of the Kings of North Brega, who
had their residence at Kno~th nearby, and Smyth (IBTB, 13B)
suggests tha~ the monastery achieved its grQateet prominence
during the decade BqT-5B when Con~alach Cnogba was High-King
of Ireland. ~fter that date the annalietic entries decline in
nu~eK although it was plundered again in 115S, 1161 and 117~
when, according to Gwynn and HadcocK (I~7~, 44) it had
probably ceased to be a monastery.

During the Early Historic ~eriod there may have been a
secular site at Slane also. One of the founding members of
~he Ui Nelll Kings of North Brega was ~edh of Siena who .died



in the late sixth century. ~ reference in the genealogie~ to
the residence of Ochre at Slane (O’Brien ISS2, 1441 also
suggests that there was a secular ~ettlement site here. "~]~e
souterrain on the north west of the village may mark the
location of such a habitation.

~fter the coming of the Normans Slane was granted to
Richard le Fleming who built a motto on top of the hill which
was destroyed by Heel Sechlainn Nac Lochlainn in 1176. The
Flemings returned, however, and were probably responsible for
establishing the borough, ÷irst referred to in 1376 (;Martin
IS8!~ 5~). ~Imost nothing I~ Known of the subseluent history
of !he settlement and it is not until the eighteenth century
with the construction of the mill and new village that Slano
again figures in documentary sources.

~RCH~EOLOG I C~L I NVEhFTORY

I. f~10~ ~ B~ILEY C~STLE
2. ST. ERC’S HERMITAGE (Franciscan
3. P~RISH CHURCH OF ST. P~TRICK
4. COLLEGE
5. OTHER HONUHENTS
5. LI~TOF STRAY FIFES

Third Order Regular)

This is ~o be identified with Richard le Fleming’~ motto
built before 1176 (Orpen IS11-~, it, 54-5) and the family
remained here until the seventeenth century although they
appear to have moved to the site of the present castle before
1652 (Westropp I~I, 436). It is situated on the crest of the
hill west of the remains of the St. PatricK’~ Church and
affords extensive views in all directions. It is a round
mound with a basal diameter ~f ~4 m tapering to 21 m at the
top which is flat. Thesummit was enclosed by a stone wall
whlch survives on the west to a height of S~ cm. The mound is
8.~ m hlgh and was enclosed b~ a rocK-cut fosse 5.5 m wide on
average and ~.5 m deep. There are trace~ of an external banK.

~Ithough there is no definite bailey the ground
encircling the motto, particularly on the east and west i~
extremely disturbed and the entire area is enclosed by a bank
and dltch. On the west, approximately 31 m from the edge of
the motto, the bank is I.S m in helght, 2 m wide with an
external ditch ~.35 m wide. Further to the west, on the crest
of the hlll, the ground is also disturbed and could have
served a~ an outer bailey. The bank and ditch continue almost
coml>lete]y around the entire motto but the disturbance on the
east side is more intense and the bank and ditch are not so
clear here. Westropp’s ( IS61, 416) descrlption of these



featurea suggests a single outer enclosing rampart [?Early
Historic] but it may be that these earthworks represent
buildings associated with the manor.

2. ST. ERC’S HERMIT~OE ~Franciscan Third Order Regular)

Situated in the grounds of Siena Castle De r~sne on a
ledge of the steep slope rising abeve the north bank of the
Boyne. The north wet! of the church is cut into the slope.
Nothing is Known of its early history and i± la first
referred to as St. Erc’s Hermitage in 151~ when it waa
granted by Christopher Fleming to the Franciscan Third Order
(~uynn and HadcocK IS7~, ~74). The Oissolution docur~ents
me ntlon a church and chancel with a belfry, all of which
could be thrown down (D~ite 1S43, 313). In 1543 the friary
was granted to Sir Jame~ Fleming, lord of $1ane. ~e ~apuchin
friars were introduce~ in IS31 (Westropp IS~I, 41~). ~’ne na~
sugge~ts~ however, ~ha~ i~ may be an early church ~i~e.

Description (Fig. 41)

The building consist~ of a nave and chancel church
~eparated by a crossing ~wer. The masonry is of coursed
limestone with limestone quoins.

The east window of ±he CHANCEL is missing but fragments
of the scontion are picK-dressed in late sixteenth/ early
seventeenth century fashion~ Westropp (IS~I, 4~S) notes that

it was pointed. ]’he north ~all !s featureless and has been
butressed internally at the east end. The south wall is lit
by two twin-light ogee-headed windows which splay internall~
end have a lintelled rear-~rch. The eastern example is the
best preserved and has floral interlace and a marigold motif
in the spandrels. T~a western window has only one surviving
spandrel which is ornamente~ with floral interlace. Bar-holea
and glass grooves are pre~nt. There is a small cupboard in
the south and another in th~ east wall. There is a vault
underneath which is appr~acDed by a flight of steps but its
entrance is blocked by ~allan masonry.

The TOWER is rectangular and has three floors, The ground
$1oor has a round arch ri~ing to first floor level which
opens onto the chancel. ~ !intelled door with cham~ered hood
in the east wall provides access from the chancel to a
rectangular chamber with a small round-headed window, having
a lintelled rear-arch, on the north aide~ the vault is
pointed and traces of wicker centering are present. ~e north
wall has a lintelled door leading to the stair. In the south
wall a lintelled door with internal pointed arch provides
access into the residential building on the south. The west
wall is entered through a fine pointed door with moulded
Jambs and a hood-moulding decorated with alternating rose and
quatrefoil Patterns. The door is flanked by two round-headed



plastered alcoves.

The first floor has a pointed vault and is entered
through a lintelled door near which is a rectangular
cupboard; the floor corbels are present and originally it
would have been of timber. In the east wall a lintelled
passage leads to a garderobe with external chute~ it has a
small retangul ar 1 intelled window in the west wall and
another in the east wall. ~ lintelled door in the south wall
leads to the stair for the second floor but it is now
inaccessible. ~ccording to Westropp (I~I, 4~7) this floor
has a ficeplace and chimney. ~ drainage course, which would
have supported the parapet~ is present above the second floor
and a turret rose in the north-west angle. Fhe gable line of
the chancel, is apparent as a slot at this level.

The N~VE walls stand to a height of ~ m. ~e north wall
is concealed externally by a build-up of earth and has no
visible features apart ~rom the remains of a possible window,
with a chan~fered granite jamb, against the west wall of the
tower. ~4estropp (I~I, 4~5) ~au traces of a low uindou near
the ~e~t 9able which ~as decorated with an ornamental shield
"with raised corded edges bearing a less chequy with a
fantastic animal in chief"; Chere i~ no trace of it now. The
south ~all is also featurele~ except for a door at the west
end. Only portlons o~ the doorjambs ~urvive, but the hood
moulding termin~l, a large ~uatrefoil, is present on the west
jamb..~ photograph of c.I~8~ shows that the door was pointed
and similar to Che ~est door of the tower (Trench I~7S, ~)~
a drauing of it by |~stropp ( I~81, 4~7) shows a finial. The
west ~eble i~ largely intact and has two round-headed and one
s~raight loop haphazardly arranged in the wall. The lowermost
of the round-headed windows i~ cham~ared. The top of the
~able is ivy covered but has a small bel~ry o~ one arch.

On the ~outh side of the church is a rectangular
RESIOEF~FI~L BUILDI~ separated from the to~er by a short
~assage. ~he buildin~ had three floors with gables on the
east and west walls. The ground floor is entered from the
passage through a lintelled door. ]~here is a blocKed-up door
with a ~lat segmental arch in the west ~all. In the east wall
is a blocked opening shown by ~estropp (I~I, 4~5, 4~) a~ 
fireplace. The south wall has the remains of a badly damaged
fireplace a~d a blocked window with segmental rear-arch. The
first floor was approached from the passage by a flight of
steps with a round-headed hagioscope. There is a fireplace in
the east wall and a garderobe with seat and a neatly

corbelled roof in the south. In the WeSt wall is a lintelled
window with an hour-glass splay. The second floor was lit by
a single rectangular wlndow, with hour-glass splay, in each
of the gables.

"~postle Stone" (PI. 3~a). Late 14th/ Early 15th cent.

~ larse coffinoshaped block of sandstone a short distance



west of the church. Carved in relief with six apostles on
each of the long sides end a Crucifixion with Mary and John
on the broader end. Nany of the apostles are damaged so not
all can be identified. They are dressed similarly in a tunic
and cloak caught over the left arm. Only SS. Paul and James
are clearly identif|able. HicKey (IS75) has shown that this
is part of a composite tomb re moved from Navan in the late
eighteenth century. Its covering slab is now at Slane Castle
(see below).
Dims. H 175 W 5~-4~ O 44 cm.

St. Catherine. 15th cent.
Large crudely-shaped block of limestone among loose stones
beneath the tower. It is squared off on one side showing St.
Catherine with ¯ wheel in her left hand and her right hand
across her chest. She is dressed in a cloak caught over her
left arm and tunic with a crown. The style is not unlike the
apostle ~tone (above).
Dims: H. S4 W. 48 D. ~0-3~ cm.

Ellenor Fleming and Penelope Moore. 16B7.
Table tomb in the chencel now dismantled except for one table
support and the end panel which are in position against the N
wall. The men~a consists of a large rectangular slab of
I i mes~one, three edges of which have concave and convex
mouldings but the fourth side was intended to rest against a
wail. The top has an achievement of arm~ in false relief of
the Flemings, Moores and Barnewalls. The supporters are two
goats with collars and rings and the motto: BEARNE REGVN.
Incised roman inscription:

THIS P~O. NIHENT WAS ERECTED/ BY RANBALL LORD BARON OF/
SLAFE HARIED FIRST TO ELLENOR/ BARF~W~LL ~HO HERE IS/
ENTERED DAVOHTER TO Sr R ICH~RD/ BARNEW~LL OF
CHR~CKESTO~/ KNIGHT ~ B~RO~ETT ~ ~F~R/ TO THE L~DY
PENELOPE ~ORE/ D~VSHTER TO HENERY F~ORE/ E~RLE OF
OROGHEO~/ A~ 1867.

The slde panel is now completel~ covered b~ the ~nsa but it
is a large rectangular piece o~ li~tone. Trench ( IS76,
3~-I, 45) describes it ~ having the ar~ o~ ~ore i~aled
with Spencer and the ~o]lawin~ in;cri~ion:

~IS IS ~E CORTE OF HE~Y ~ORE/ ERRLE OF DROGHEDR R~
DR~ RLICE/ SPENCER HIS WIFE ~OSE DRVGH~R/ PE~LOPE
~ORE IS SERCO~ UIFE TO/ RR~RLL LORD BRRRON OF S~R~/
~E BRIDE DR~ RLICE ~PE~ER ORVGH~R TO WILLIR~ LORD
BRRRON OF ~R~ LRYTON ~OSE SO~ BEI~/ KILLED RT
NVBERRY IN HIS HRTi~ SERVICE ~S BEFORE BY/ CHRR~ES ~E
FIRST HIS SRID MRTie CRERTED ERRLE OF/ SU~ER~Rnd/ ~E
~THER TO THE SRID DR~ RLICE ~S/ PE~LOPE ~IOE~ES~Y/
ORVGHTER OF HE~Y ~RRLE OF SOV~R~TON ~OSE/ BROKER/
~O~S ERRLE OF SOVTHRHTTON SO~ TO ~E SRID HE,Y/ ~S
CRER~D LORD HIGH ~ER~ERER OF E~LR~/ R~ DIED R~
1667

Oi~: H. ~14 W. 113 O. ~ cm.
Trench 1~76, 3~.



Cross. ISth cent.
Now missing, this cross was last seen here in the early
197~s. It consists of a shaft fragment decorated in relief,
having a tenoH at the base. The decoration consisted of a
cruciflxlon, the Virgin and Child, a bearded ecclesiastic and
St. ~ndrew.
Oims. H c.45.5 cm.
King, ~994, 1~9,

3. P~RISH CHURCH OF ST. P~TRICK

~Ithough recognised b~ successive writers since a~ least
the time o~ ~rchdall as the Franciscan Friar~ this is to be
identified as the parish church. The charter to the
Franciscan Third Order rr~Kes it clear that they were at St.
Erc’s Hermitage (Gross 1791, ii, ~).

It is the site of the Early Historic monastery referred
to in the earl~ annals (see above). The date o~ its
foundation is not Known but the association with SS. Ere and
Patrick suggests that its beginnings may go back to the fifth
century. ~part from ±he fragmentary re mains o~ a shrine ton~
nothing of pre-~orman date now remains on the hill.
Incidental ~nnalistic references, however, make it clear that
i~ had a round rover and an oratory (dertheach). Little is
~noun of the church during the ~nglo-Norman period but in
I~9~ ~Ishop Dopp~ng records that.the nave and chancel were in
ruin since I~41 (Ellison 1973, 4). Q new parish church O~
I) was built i% 171~ in the village "the site of the old
being inconvenient, upon a hill of difficult ascent ~ (Trench

The church consists o~ an undifferentiated nave and
chancel with a south ~i~le, a west tower and an annex at the
east end. The masonry i~ of coursed 1 imestone with llmestone
quoins. 1"here are traces of internal plaster in the nave and
chancel.

~e east uall of the CH~I~4~EL survives to a height of
al mos~ 5.5 m but it is featureless except for a tall
rectangular llntelled recess set ~ cm above ground level on
its north side~ the recess measures ~I~ by 7~ cm and is 38 cm
deep. ~t has traces of plaster and appears to be an original

feature. Externally the gable ha~ a batter and the terminal
of the gable coping survives on the north side. The north
wall survives to a height of about S~ cm but the original
height was closer to 4 m. The north wall is now featureless
with the exception of an opening with internal spla~, which
~testropp ( 19~1, 417) appears tO descr the as a recess. The
south wall survives ~o a height of ~bou~ ~5 cm ~or the
easternmost three metres but then there is a window and



beslde it a blocKed-up door with portion of a rounded arch
showlng on the exterior and a rounded segmental rear-arch.

The annex is entered through a door on the south side of
the chancel’s east wall. Only the north jamb of the door
survives: thi~ is chamfered and has a semi-pyramidal stop.
]’he masonry of the annex seems to be entirely of recent date.
The presence of the door, however, suggests that there Was a
buildin~ here in Late Medieval firths, bJestropp ( 19~I, 41S)
suggested that it may have been a burial place.

The north wall of the N~VE was constructed in three
sections. The oldest and thickest portion is in the centre
and additions were made to it in the fifteenth century on the

¯ east and west. The wall has one mullioned window and traces
of another, both probably of fifteenth century date. ]~he
south wall has a pointed door at the west end and a mullioned

window similar to that in the north wail. The remainder
consists of an arcade of four bays linking the nave with the
south aisle. The arches are pointed, except for the
westernmost ~hich is rounded, and of different widths. ~bova
the arcade, at clerestorey level, is a blocked round-window,
probably of thirteenth century date (see Westropp 19~I, 417).

]’he SOUTH aISLE is o~ sixteenth century date but the
blocYed clerestorey window indicates that it replaces an
earlie~ ~isle. There is an external string course which would
have ~upported a parapet. The east window is missing except
~or one corner ~ouldin~ north of it is a tapering recess.
The south wall has a pointed doorway with a small ogee-headed
window above and there are ~r agrn~nts of two twin-light
round-headed chamfered windows with ~quare hood mouldings of
sands±one. The west window is al~o missing.

The TOWER (Pl. ~Bb) is rectangular and is vaulted 
third floor level. It originally opened onto the church with
a rather wide flat arch~but it ~a~ been supported by modern
in,ill narrowing the space considerably. ~xternally the ~alls
are slightly battered wi~h a string course at belfry level
~ d ~ 0 ~ ~ m~ e ~ . The ground floor is rectangular with a

four-centred arched door in t~e west wall and a blocked door
in the south which ~ormerly led directly to the stairs. The

stair is entered from the nave through a pointed cha~n~ered
door, which appears to have been reset. The first floor has a
large.pointed window with external hood mould in the west
wall. The drop tracery consists of three cusped light$~ above
are two large opposed mouchettes, two daggers and a
quarter-ogee quatrefoil. The second and third floors are
featureless but were entered through a lintelled doorways.
~e fourth floor (the belfry stage) has twin-light pointed
windows in each wall; externally these are sat into a broad
recess with corbels above supporting the parapet which has
tall angle-turrets. Between the corbels on the south side is
a 1 lmeetone head with. a thin pointed face, a lined forehead
and sneering expression (Trench 197S, 19).



Architectural fragments

Dn the north pier of the main gateway into the graveyard.
Sandstone. She has protruding eyes, a long straight nose and
a tiny slit for the mouth. The hair appears to be covered in
a type of pill-box which is decorated in front with a foliage
pattern in false relief while the sides have two different
snake-like animals with claws (’~lestropp IS01, 4~).
Dims. H. 36 W. 20 O. 2S

Moulded capital.
Set into the south pier of
graveyard
Oims. H. 18 W. S~ O. ~ cm.

the main gateway into the

Window spandrel.
Limestone. Undecorated. Set into the
the north pier of the main gateway.
Dims. H, 24 W. 34 cm.

graveyard wall beside

Shrine tomb (PI. 2Sa), Pre 1288.
South of the tower in the graveyard are two gable shaped
stones traditionally regarded as St Eros grave. The side
panels are missing.
Overall dims. H. 140 W IS5 O. 8~ cm.

W. Kenwan (Fig. 58:4) l~th cent.
~rnmediately east of the shrine is a coff in shaped Iimestone
slab ~ith gabled top broken int~ three pieces. Decorated in
relief with an eight-arme~ floriated cross on steps with a

" chalice and book flanKin~ the stem. The gabled end has a
scalloped border and the sides are moulded. Gothic
inscription: W . KEf~N.
Dims. H.? W. 68-52.

Other Features

P isc ina I.
Set into the north-west corner of the
rectngular undecorated sang,tone piscina.
Dims. H/ IS W. 3~ O. 24 cm.

tower there is a

Piscina 2.
Fragment of a circular sandstone vessel set in the south-east
of the south aisle. ~ngularly bevelled basin with a flat li~
and shallow interlor.

Dime. H. 18 W. 4~ cm.

?Cross fragment,
Set into the lowest course of the west wall in the aisle is a
retangular fragment of sandstone with a run~ in~ scroII



Oim$. H. 13 W. 24 cm.

Ldel I "
Within the graveyard wall on the north side
this is enclosed by a modern stone surround.
Dims: Diam. 14~ cm.

of the church.

4. THE COLLEGE

Despite statements by b~stropp (IS~I, 411) and others 
to the foundation of this college in 151~, the date of
foundation is unknown.

Description (Fig. 43~ PIs. ~Sa, ~gb)

This building is constructed around a quadrangle and has
four ranges, referred to hare as north, south, east and west.
The masonry is of coursed Iimestone with limestone quoins.
It is bui]t upon a rock outcrop, clearly visible on the south"
side,

The G~TEHOUgE is a fragmentary structure east of the main
buildings. It survives to a height of 4.1~ m. It was a two
storeyed structure, with a base batter on the east to a
height of 1.7 m. It has a fragmentary barrel vault at ground
floor level~ the remnants of a spiral stair suruive on the
south-west angle giving access to a room above the gate. The
bar holes for the gate are present. There ~s an external
string course at first floor level which.probably supported a
parapet. There is no trace of a precinct wall associated with
the gatehouse.

The original main entrance to the ~uadrangle was probably
on the east, in the section of wall immediately opposite the
gatehouse which has bean replaced by modern masonry. The
present entrance is on the ~outh side opposite St. PatricK’s
Church.

The SOUTH RRN~E isentered through a four-centre arched
door with ivy leaf decoration in the spandrels. ~bove the
door is a rectangular sandstone pla~ue bearing a heraldic
shield with the arms of England and France impaled. Overhead
at roof level is a ~argoyle~ the head has overhanging
eyebrows, bulbous eyes, double bulging nose, a large o~en
mouth with drooping moustache and what appears to be a small
creature crawllng down the forehead. ~e south range is
divided into two sections: a Hail/ Refectory on the west, and
a Tower on the east.

ThelTOWer is rectangular and is set at an angle to the
other bulldings~ it is earlier than the rest of the complex.
Externally it has a base batter on the south side and traces
of a plinth a~ the north-west corner. The ground floor is



entered ~hrough an irregular opening in the west wall. me
chamber is rectangular with a round barrel-vault having
traces of wicKerworK cantering. It has three slit-windows
with hour-glass splay on the south, a rectangular window on
the east and two pointed doors on the north, one leading to
the eas~ range, the other to a spiral stair. The north-east
end south-west angles have turretted spiral" stairwells. "the
south-wes~ stair opens onto the exterior beside the entrance
but probably opened into a wooden building originally. The
firs~ floor had large large rectangular splayed windows in
the south and east walls and possibly also opening north onto
the east range. The second floor has been almost completely
removed but it has small splayed rectangular windows in the
south and another in the east vail.

The Hall/ Refectory is a two storeyed building. The
@round floor has two flat-arched doors opening from the
courtyard, suggesting ~hat i~ may have been subdivided, mere
are ~wo large lintelled fireplaces in the north wall. There
are two steps towards the ues~ leading to a dais. here is a
small garderobe in the north-west angle and i fireplace in
~he west wall. The upper floor was divided into two (and
possibly three) rooms and was lit by four rectangular
mullioned windows, ~ransorned with semi-circular heads in the
south wall~ except for the eastern two windows, however, only
the decorated label s~ops ~urvive. One of these is a small
female head, crowned and wearing a wimple whose ends

~ermlnate in a foliage de~ign~ the other is a quatrefoil
design within a circle having a foliated background. ~here is
~ 9arderoba in the north-west angle and three fireplaces, two
of which have lost their lintels. ~

The E~ST R~h~3E was divided into two parts at ground floor
level by a short p~ssage. The southern section is a
rat±angular chamber lit by a window in the east and west
walls. De northern sec~ ion has a stair turret in the
north-east angle leading to the first floor but all trace:of
this level:has been removed. The openings from the north
range and courtyard have been broken.

me NOR~ R~3E is a residential sect ion. It is two
storeyed with two rooms on each floor. Each room has a large
plain lintelled fireplace and splayed round-headed windows in
the north wall. ~ double garderobe placed in the centre of
t~e north wall on both floors served the rooms, "l’ne lower
rooms had splayed rectangular windows opening south onto the
courtyard. ~ccess to the ground floor was through two doors
opening from the courtyard, whose lower cham~ered ja~s alone
are in sltu.

~’ne WEST R~N{~E was also rectangular but it has been
largely removed and only a blocked door survives in i~s east
wall which is otherwise featureless.



Fragment of a rectangular sandstone plaque attached to the
west wall of the south range. It depicts the upper hal~ o~ a
dragon in relie~ with wings and claws.
Dims. H. 4S W. 57 cm.

He ad
Small head carved in high relief on a Iirnestone panel in the
west wall of the courtyard. The face has protruding eyes, a
recessed pursed mouth and tightly Curled hair; there is a

small i6cised cross beside the head.
Dims. H 8 bJ 17 cm.

Stone with Tudor rose
Cio$e to the head is a small rectangular sandstone plaque
decorated in relie~ with a large ~lower above a small Tudor
rose and a scalloped design.
Dims. H. ~ bJ. IS cm.

Fleming plaque.
On the we$~ wall of the courtyard is a sandstone plaque with
the Fleming arms on a heater shaped shield, angled underneath
a helm with mantling, crest and mortar (Trench IS7S, ~I, 4~)
Dims. H. 58 W. 48 cm.

Stone with four Tudor roses
On the external west wall of the tower is a long narrow
sandstone fragment ~hich n~y have been a window/ door lintel.
Dims. H. I~ W. 5~ D. 8 cm.

Holed stone
In the foundations for a wall in the east range.
Dims: H.13 W.3~ D.33 Diam. of hole I~ cm.

Cut ~tone
Fifty-four fragments are gathered in the ground floor o~ the
tower. ~’nese are largely window and door mouldings although
one pilaster capital and two decorated label stops are

5. O~ER ~S

Hound
Rbout 3~ m north-east of the College. Westropp (I~I, 4~4)
describes "a curious long mound with a hum~ to the northern
end". ~t has been suggested that this may be the remains o~
the "fearta virorim Felcc" (Killanin and Duignan ISS~, 4~).
This appears to be rock outcrop, howavar, although several
mounds occur in an undulating llne across the side o~ tha
h III

Souterraln 1
In the field north
soutgrraln running

o~ the motte on’ the hillslope
in ¯ north-south direction,



Souterrein 2
Rt the bottom of the road leading up to the Hill of Slane
marked "cave" on the 0.$. map (Fig. 40). It is nov closed
over but DJestropp (IS~I, 424) describes it as having 
beehive chan~er.

Font
This was originally in the old St. PatricK’s Church but it is
now situated at the back of the modern Catholic Church in the
village (Roe ISSS, 32). Undecorated octagonal limestone
vessel with chamfered lower edges and narrow roll moulding at
the base. Circular basin with blocked drainage hole. There is
demage to the upper edge on one side possily where a cover
was attached at one time. It is mounted on a modern iron
base.

Holy well
West of St. Erc’s Hermitage in Slane Castle Oemesne. This is
dedicated to Our Lady and is the centre of a patron on 15
August each year.

Monuments in Slane Castle Demesne

Effigy of a bishop. Late 14th/ Early 15th cent.
Bet against the wall in the courtyard of Slane castle. It
depicts a bishop u~der a broken canopy. He is dressed in a
chasuble over a dalmatic and alb with amice around his necK.
He h~s a mitre on his head which re~ts on a double cushion.
He has prominent ears, the right hand is raised in blessing
and the damaged le~t hand would have held the vexillium
draped crozier. The lower part of the alab is damaged but his
feet probably rested on an animal <~ee Hunt IS74, 214).
HicKey (1~75) has pointed out that this effigy and the
~Qpostle stone ~ at St. Erc’~ Hermitage were ~ved here ~rom
Navan in the late eighteenth century.
Dlms: H. IS7 W. 5S-4S :m.

Water trough/ cross base
~Ithough it has been suggested that this is a cros~ base
(Jrl. Roy. Soc. ~ntiqs. Ireland 32 (I~2), 21~, this is in
fact a rectangular water trough.
Oims. H. 55 W. $7 O. ~! cm.

Monuments at St. PatricK’s Church (C. of I.).

These mon u me n~s were moved here for ~afe-KeoP in9 from
Painestown and StacKallan.

Effigy (Painestown). Late 12~h/ early 13th cent.
Set in the south wall of the church. Freestone. Ecclesiastic
on a coffin-shaped slab with chamfered edges. The foot end ls



pointed and the feet rest on a head, The figure is dressed in
a pleated garment falling in folds from the shoulders and
gathered at the waist. The hands are folded across the body.
The upper p~rt of the body with the head is missing. Hunt
( IS74, 214) compares it to the effigy of Simon de Rochfort 
Neutown Trim and Felix O’Dullany at Jerpolnt.

Grave slab (StacKallan). Late 13th/ 14th cent.
S]ab decorated in relief with a floriated cross flanked by a
double-edged sword, with central groove and disc-pommel.
Incised lombardic inscription:

PRTER D~STER P CHRRITE PVR ~R/ ~NE SIRE RICHARD DEXCETRE
LE SECD’

(see Trench 1G7S, 7)

Grave slab (StacKallan). 13th/ 14th cent.
Coffin-shaped with incised two-I ine border, Incised cross
with palmette at bas~ and marigolds flanking the upper arms.
The centre of the cross-head is also decorated with a floral
mot if (Trench IS7S, 8).

Door (Stac~allan). Late 15th cent.
Set into the west wall of the church. Red sandstone door ~ith
a low pointed arch. No ulded jan~s with hood moulding
terminating in label stops with ivy leaves and having a
crowned head as a finial.

Heraldi~ Plaque (StacKallan). Late 15th cent.
P4oul dad rectangular plaque ~ith basal inscription.
~chlevement of arms with luxuriant foliate mantling; faicon
as crest with helm and shield below. The arms are those of
the Barnewall~ of, Cri:Kstown. (Trench IS7S, 41). Gothic
inscr ip± ion :

SCUTU B~R~BE B~R~E~ELLE HILIT’ SCD~RII/ JUST DE B~CO
C~PIT REGIS. IMRRG~RET~ PLUKET FUT U~OR El’

LeasK < 186~, 3~) point~ ou~ that.Sir Barnaby Barnewall died
in 1483.

On the south bank of the ~oyne, about 1Km ~rom the village,
are the remains of a seventeenth century castellated house,
an early church site and a souterrain (Rynna 1865) 
Rrchaeological deposits have been recorded in the vicinity of
the church site (Swan 1972).

S. ~IST OF S~RY FI~S

I. Six ~ronze lechers. ~ug up in Slane Park in 1781. See
Wilde 1857, 5SS.

2. Club-headed bronze stic~ pin. From nsar Siena, Rpril 1848.
Royal Ontario ~seum, Toronto= Sturge (ex ~e~n toll,)



The Problems

Slane is i rnporcant for archaeological research because of
its prominence as a church site during the Early Historic
period. After the coming of ~he Nor mane it was developed as a
borough or small town and the years of its transition from
monastery to town in ~he late twelfth and thirteenth
centuries are particularly important.

The Medieval street pattern was replaced in the
eighteenth century and the street layout of the medieval town
remains ~o be discovered. The ford was an In~ortant feature
yet nothin~ is Known of ~he form, date or size of the ~irst
bridge end its successors.

Nothing is Known of ~he form or size of pre-seventeenth"
Century houslng in ~lane. It is important to Know what sort
of buildings ~he medieval inhabitants of Siena lived in and
how these changed through time. It is only when house~ have
been found that assessments can be made of the i rn~act of
native Irish, British and continental building techniques on
51erie’s craftsmen. ~ great deal of information about changes
in building methods and fashions can also be derived from
stratified site~ in which the remains of successive houses
ere ~r~served.

The growth and e×tent of the ~dieval town is no~ clearly
Known. ~e remains on the Hi|l of Slane indicate that it wa~
a focal point ~or settlemen~ bu~ ~he Down Survey maps
indicate that the seventeenth century settlement wa~ nearer
the bridge. It is important to determine whether both area~
were occupied continuously or if one succeeded ~he other.

It is unlikely ~hat the opportunity will arise to
excavate on the si~e of ~he medieval parish church of St.
Patrick Or St. Erc’s Hermit age but i~ is important to
remen~er tha~ architectural features are onl~ one a~pect of
the archaeology of religous houses and the excavation of a
mad ieual cemetery, such as ~hat conducted at YorK, can
provide otherwise unobtainable euidence abou~ health,
disease, diet, and mo~tality rates.

~rchaeological Potent ial

~rchaeology does not consist sole]y of excavation nor
does it stop at ground level. ’the archaeological evidence for
S1ane’s past comprises all the physical remains of man’s

to the Present day.



Re survey of its archaeology indicates that the site of
the town has been the scene of human activity in Early
Historic and Medieval times. Both documentary sources and the
Known archaeological remains indicate that the town was
occupied continuously from c.5~ AD into the post-medieval
period. The only remains which survive above ground are the
St. PatrlcK’s parish church, St. Erc’s Hermitage, the
College, a moire and bailey, and two souterrains. In view of
the generaI lack of disturbance, archaeological deposits are
likely to exist over a large area and accordingly there is
the likelihood o4 recovering house foundations, refuse pits,
industrial areas, and workshops.

It is evident from the foregoing t~at archaeology is an
important means o4 learning about Siena’s past. The
protection o4 buried archaeological evidence presents serious
problems for not only is there the pressure o4 redevelopment
and the high value of urban properties with which to contend,
but the sites themselves are often difficult to define or
eualuate~ their ful! archaeological potential may only become
apparent when an excavation is undertaken in advance o4
development or by observations make while development is in
progress. It is important then, effort should be made to
safeguard its archaeological heritage and that adequate
provision is made for investigation in advance o~ any
redevelopment. This is best ~ achieved by use o4 planning
constraints, and by conditions attached to planning consents.

~rea of ~rchaeologica! Potential

~e shaded portion o4 the accompanying map (Fig. 4~)
delimits the area o4 archaeological potential within modern
Slane. In the absence o4 archaeological excavations little
can be said of the e×tent and depth of archaeological
deposits. The development of the village in the eighteenth
century probably removed some archaeological deposits but on
the Hill o4 Slane and in Siena Castle Dernense there is little
evidence for modern disturbance. Accordingly, arch&eo|ogical
deposits are liKe|y to exist in the area shaded pink on Fig.
4e.





TRIM

Trim is situated in low-lying countryside in the
south-west of F~ath, on both banks of the river eoyne. Re
land north of the river is ;lightly higher than that on the

south and the medieval church of St. Patrick (now the Church
of Ireland cathedral) sits on the highest point. The ruins of

the ~ugustlnlan Priory (the "Yellow Steeple") also occupy 
rise overlooking the river. The placename is derived from Ath

Truim, "the ford of the alders"

Hi~tor ical BacKground

Ten prehistoric objects are Known from Trim or its
ir~nediate vicinity and these range in date from the Neolithic

to the Later Bronze Age indicating that the site of the

future town was Known to man in early times. Its importance

to prehistoric man was almost certainly as a fording point
but the possibility of a settlement site here cannot be ruled

out.

It is wi~h the coming of Christianit~ that the first

clear e,)idence for a settlement at Trim occurs. It was the
site df a monastery founded by St. Loman, a British saint,

and is associated from at least the ninth century with St.
PatricK. abbots and bishops are recorded from the mid-eighth

century. The monastery was burned in 754 and in I13~ the

Annals of Ulster record that many died when the churches of

Trim were burnt during a raid on ~rega by Conchobar Mac

Lochlalnn end the Ul~terme~. It was burnt again in 1143 and

1155 (AP~). A house fob the Augustinian canons appears 

have been founded before the coming of the No rmans; it has

been suggested that St. Malachy was the founder (~wynn and

HadcocK IGTB, 155).

It I$ difficult to Know where the Early Historic

monastery of Trim was located because there are no surviving

pro-Norman remains. The august in ian Priory was situated

immediately north of the river and the curving ~attern formed

by High 5treat and Navan Gate Street may represent an old
monastic boundary. On the other hand, the church of St.

Pair icK i$ located outs ida th ia area, and s inca Par iCK is
associated with Trim from an early date it is to be expected

that the church site would also be early. Trim Castle was

built on church land and the discovery of a small rectangular

building, possibly a small church, underneath the Keep

(Sweetman 1578, 133) may mean that the monastery spread onto
the south bank of the river. Indeed it is interesting to note

that the curve of High 5treat I$ maintained by Castle Street.

Could it be that the Early Historic monastery at Trim was

bisected by the river Boyne?



With the coming of the F~rmana Trim became the centre of
the new lordship of Meath. It was selected by Hugh de Lacy as
the site for a fortification described in the "Song of Dermot
and the Ean~" as "une meisun" which he defended with a trench
and stockade (Orpen 1892, 11. 3~23-5). This has been
variously interpreted, by Orpen (IBll-2e, i, 348) as a motte

constructed before 1174 because in that year it was attacked
and destroyed by Ruaidri Ua Conchobalr, King of Connacht
(Orpen IS11-2e, i, 339). Refortified the following year, Trim
was to become the centre of the most important manor in Heath
held successively by the De Lacys, De Oenevilles, and De
Mortimers. Richard Plantagenet, DuKe of YorK, inherited the
Iiberty and lands of T~i~ from Edn~Jnd de Mortimer in 1425,
and on his death at ~aKefield in 14SB, the lands paased to
the crown (Sweetman I~7B, 13e). Throughout the Middle ~gea
its castle was particularly strong, resisting a two-month
siege in 12~4 and it was bypassed by Edward Bruce during his
can~aign in Meath in.1315 (Orpen IBII-2~, iv, 173).

The town was probably established at an early stage in
the invasion of ~eath but the earliest reference to it as a
borough is the charter of Walter de Lacy issued in the early
years of the thirteenth century (MacNiocaill 19B4, 74-5).
Little is Known of the history of the town durin9 the
succeeding three centuries but it is evident from the
surviving remains that the thirteenth centur~ must have been
a period o~ great growth. In the fifteenth century it was an
important plece of pilgrimage because of a famous wooden
statue o~ Our Lady, burnt in 153~ after the Reformation
(Cogan IBBT, 3~).

I. S~EE~ ~ S~EET P~T~RN
2. BURG~OE PLO~ AhlO PROPERTY BOUhI~RIES
3. DO~ST IC HOUSES
4, H~tRKET PLACES
5. BRIDGE
S. C~STLE
7. TOWN 0EFENCES
9. ST, P~ICK’S CHURCH
~, ~UOUSTINI~N PR~0RY 0F ~T. ~RY
IB. FRANC ISCQN PRIORY
II. DOMINICAN FRIARY
12. HOSPITQL OF ST. hI~RY hI~gDQLEN
13. M ISCELL~OUS
14. ~RCH~EOLOGIC~L E~C~V~TION
15. LIST OF STI~Y FI~S

I. S]~EETS ~t~l~ SI~EET P~TTERN (Fig. 45)



The street pattern of Trim is unusual insofar as it does
not conform to any of the plan types associated with
~nglo-Norman towns in Ireland (see Bradley 19S5). Essentially
it consists of one large curving street, i.e. Navan Gate
Street, High Street and Castle Street, off which Haggard
Street, Mill Street and MarKet Street run in an east-west
direction. The pattern was comPleted by the St ,Loman Street
on the north benK of the Boyne and Watergate Street and En~net
Street on the south, all of which are aligned north-south.

2. BURG~OE PLOTS ~r~l PROPERTY BOUNDARIES

The burgage pl~t pattern is largely intact over most of
the town. The construction of new houses in St Loman ~treet
and the amalgamation of properties on the north of HanKer
Street, ho~euer, has largely removed the pattern there.
Elsewhere, and particularly in P~avan Gate Street, High Street
end Emmet Street, ~he long burgage plot -appear~ to be the
rule. ~e presence o~ a clear buPgage plot pattern ou~lde
~he ~oMn wall in E~et Scree~ suggests that there ~y have
been a suburb here.

3. 0OM£STIC HOUSES

T~ere are no remains of early medieval housing in Trim
but two domestic dwellings of the fifteenth century have
surv Ived.

T~Ibot Castle (Fig. 4~ PI. 32a)
Situated in Rbbey lane, off High Street, this was built by
Sir John Talbot in 1415 and has a sub-rectangular plaque on
the north wa]l bearing the arms of Furnival and Talbot in
tel ief, ~Ith talbots as supporters. The present building is
constructed in two section~, the westernmost o~ which is
fifteenth century, while the eastern is nineteenth. The
castle was not open to us for inspection but it would appear
thet it consists of two floors, & vaulted undercroft with the
main reception room ouerhead lit by three ogee-headed
twin-llght transorr~d w~ndows in the north Wall. There was
probably a wall-~al~ level above this but it has been removed
and replaced by a slated roof. On the south side is an
enclosed garden stretching to the banks o~ the Boyne with two
seml-circular turrets at the uaterfront~ both appear to be of
recent origin.

Nangle Castle (Fig. 5e).
Situated in ~bbey lane immediately north of Talbot

Castle. It is comPletely neglected and has a galvanlsed roof
enabling it to ~unctlon as a shed. It is rectangular with its
long axis aligned I~E. The walls only survive to first
~loor level and large parts of the south wall have been



rebuilt. "the end walls are slightly higher than the side
walls. "The ground floor is featureless except for a recess in
the east wall. ~ere is a small rectangular annex in the
north-east corner at first floor level, to acc on~nodate a
garderobe, lit by a straight lintelled slit with internal
splay. The east wall has a corbelled extension at first floor
level lit by a single straight slit. The wast wall has a
similar slit at first floor level with an eroded stone head
projecting at the south-was± corner.

Re building lacks diagnostic dating features but it can
be da~ed to the fifteenth century on the basis of its
similarity to other fortified town houses within the Pale

4. h~RKET PLRCE

This was located in HarKet Street which is broader than
any of the other streets in the town. There was a market
cross here and a pyramid of seven or eight steps called the
"marKe~ cross" on which it was believed there had bean &
silver statue of St. John (Cogan 18S7, 312). It survived into
the eighteenth century opposite the Court House.

5. BR lOSE

The early ~rowth of Trim appears to be I inked to its
importance as a fordin~ point. During the Middle Ages there
~as one ~ridge, represented toda~ by an eighteenth century
brid~e of four arches. Watergat~ Bridge is of nineteenth
century ~ate.

S. CASTLE

Situated on the south bank of the Boyne this is the
largest medieval castle in Ireland and encloses an area of
over 3 acres within its curtain wail. It consists of a
central Keep surrounded by a curtain wall havin~ seven towers
and two gates~ in the north west angle is the remains o~ a
hall.

No evidence was found during the excavations to suggest
that the initial castle built by Hugh de Lacy before 1174 wa~
a moire (Sweet,an IS7S, IS5). It is possible, as Barr~ (IB83,
3~3) suggests, that the initial fortification was a rlngworK
but It is equally possible that the construction of the Keep
destroyed the evidence for a moire. T~he castle WaS bull2 on
church lands and the earliest bwildln~ on the si~e
(Sueetman’s Structure J) appears to be the remains of a small
oratory (Sweetman I~78, 131-3). ~he earliest fort iflcation~



consist o~ a Fosse and gate ~eature ($weetman’s Structure B)
which predate 12~. The architectural style oF the Keep also

predates I~ although there are documentary references which

suggest that it was not con~leted until 122~ (Sweetman 1974,

71~. Re curtain wall appears to have been built in two
sections. The towers on the north side are square in plan

whereas those on the south are round. Sweetman (1978, 185)
has suggested that the Keep was begun and north curtain built

c.12~ but that as a result o÷ the d issagreements between

Walter de Lacy end King John the corn~letlon of the Keep and

the construction of the south curtain did not take place
unti] 122~ or slightly leter. The archaeological evidence

the mid-thirteenth century, probably coinciding with the
comina of 8eoffrey de Geneville to Trim in 1254 ($weetman

I~7S, 18~). The castle was lived in by de Geneville until

13~2 and although some fifteenth century objects were found

in the course of excavation the archaeological evidence

indlcates that occupation largely ceased after c. 135~
(5weetman 1978, 138). In the mid-seventeenth century the

castle was reoccupied by Confederate forces but was abandoned

in I~49 (Sweetman I~79, 197)

Descrip±ion (Fig. 4S: Pl. 31)

~’he KEEP is sited on top of a gently sloping hill almost

centrally within the bawn. It is square in plan with a
smaller square tower projecting ~rom each of its sides,

e~ce~t on ~he north where it was removed before the beginning

of the eighteenth century. It is constructed on bedrock and

the base has a battered p! inth which excavation showed to

have been added in che mid-thirteenth century (Sweetman 1979,

131). There is a clear break in the masonry about hal~-way up
the Kee~ indlcatlng that it was constructed in two phases.

The masonry consists oF coursed limestone rubble with

sandstone quoins and jambs in the lower portion. Sandstone is
lacking in the upper part and the windows ere square-headed

by contrast with the rounded arches below. The ~sonry in the

lower pare iS also more Co~;’~act,

~e Keep walls average 3.75 m in thickness and it stands
to a maximum height of 21 m. The main part of the Keep is

three storeyed but the projectin~ towers are four storeyed.

Externally the building is ~lain and unadorned, r~ar the top
the main wall faces are set back slightly but the corner

turrets and the smaller towers rise vertically upwards. It

was entered at ~irst floor level through a round headed door

in the noPth face of the tower projecting from thQ west wall.

~is floor is divided by a thick central Wall, into a large

hall and a narrow chamber. The chamber has a flreplace with
circular chi~ey and large round arched windows with internal

splay in the north, south and east walls~ a lintelled mural

passage leads to the west tower which has three arrow

embrasures which probabl~ had straight’loops originally, but
two of them were replaced in the sixteenth century with a



small chamfered mullioned window. The hall has large round
arched wlndows in the north end south walls and lintelled
murel passages lead into the north (missing) and south
towers~ the latter has three arrow e nQ~rasures With straight
loops. The ~arllest stage o~ the Keep was no higher than this
and the sandstone springers for the roof supports are present
in the cross wall while the gable llne of the original roof
is evident in the north and south walls, i~ne floors above
lack the central dividing wet! but they are ~imilarly laid
out except that the windows are smaller and square-headed.
The towers are ueulted on the.ground floor and the east tower
has a chape! on the second floor, which has a round arched
wall recess.

The CUrTaIN ~LL survives almost co~letely intact on the
south and west and fragments remain on the east side~ it had
a circuit of about 4~ m. It was built a~ainst the scerped
face of a natural hill and there is an average drop of 5 m

between internal and .e×ternal ~round level. There is a wide
plinth along the west face and it was surrounded by a moat.
It averages 8 m high externally and 3 m internally, and has
en average width of l.~ m. Internall~, the wall is broken by
square embrasures and lon~ straight arrow loops.

The to~ers are described below in an anti-clocKwise
direction beginning with the 6~est ~atehouse (see Sweetman

I-he ~EST ~HOU~E is re:tengular and is divided into a

barrel-vaulted passe~e ~ith a rectangular chamber on the

north. The chanYoer is place3 above a cellar with a ~lagged

~toor. There is no access to the cellar from outside and it

must have been entered originall~ through a trap-door.
Exceuation indicated that the cellar was deliberately filled
in around the middle of the fourteenth century (Sweet man
I~7~, 147-8>. The first $1oor level is featureless. ~he
~ortculli$ groove is ~re~a~t in the ~assage.

TOW~[R R ley just ins;~a the line of the old town wall. It
is open-becKed with one ;~raight loop in the south wall.
Excavation showed thet the ~a;al 5 m of fill consisted of
sterile redeposited boulde? clay which would appear to have
been pacKed into ~o~it io~ when the tower was ten, feted
(Sweetman I~78, 14~)

T~R B is open-bacKed and has two levels, each having

two straight 10OpS w ith in almost square en~rasures.

Excavation revealed that it Was becK-filled in the
seventeenth century probably for use as a gun platform
(Sweetman lS78, 14S). Immediately east of this tower, at the
bese of the curtain wall i~ ¯ small sallypert.

TOUR C is similer to B except that it has a sallyport
and ¯ thirteenth century blocking wall. It was divided into
two floors each hauing two straight arrow loops, I~di&tely
to the north is a rectangular stone struc~wre added in the



seventeenth century. LiKe B, the tower was bacKfilled in the
seventeenth century probably for use as a gun platform
(Sweetman 1978, 149-58). The salIyport is approached by a

mural stair~ it has a segmental arch.

TOUR D is also open-bacKed and has a thirteenth century
blocking ~al] similar to C but, unlike the other towers, it
has three floors. ~ere are three straight loops within
embrasures on the ground floor level and one on the first
floor. R vv~ral stair rises from the ground floor and led
originally to the wall walk of the curtain wall but it is now
blocked by modern masonry. This tower was also bacKfilled in
the seventeenth centur~ (~xeetman I~7S, 15~). Irrm~diately

north of the tower is the re mains of a lime Kiln.

~he BRRBICRN GRTE (Fig. 47) consists of & round tower
with a narrow passageway spanning the moat leading to the
rectangu]ar barbican on the south side. The tower has three
floors but is lacking its wall-walK and parapet levels; the
barbican, also of three floors, is co,late. The tower is
entered from the north through a pointed arch leading into a
barrel-v~ulted passage, but most of the vault has collapsed.
The passage is a narrow rectangle with a mural passage on the
east and west giving access to two straight loops on each
si~e~ the portcullis groove (of red sandstone) is on the
south in a pointed arch. ~ spiral stair in the western mural
passage leads to the upper floors. The first floor has an
irregular hexagonal plan and from here the portcullis and
drawbridge were operated. It has one arrow errS)re sure in the
north wall and two in the east, all of ’which have straight

loops. R mural pasage in the west wall with two straight
loops le~ds onto the curtain uallo On the east a mural
pa~age lead~ onto the wall-walK of the l.inK-wall between the
tower and barbican. ~ broken door in the east wall leads to
the curtain wall on that side, and im~diateIy to the north
of it is a lintelled fireplace. The ~econd floor is also
somewhat hexagonal in plan and ha~ five arrow embrasure~ with
straight loops, and a fire,lace.

The tower is linked ~o the barbican by two straight walls
~.5 m apart. These are arched at ground level in order to
span the moat and are plain except for two straight loops in
the west wall and one in the east wall at first floor level.
~e space WaS crossed originally by means of a drawbridge.

The barbican is entered through a rounded arch on the
north side. ]3he passage is short and narrow and leads through
a rounded arch to the exterior~ this arch is lower than its
northern counterpart but its base is still some ~.5 m above
ground level indicating that it must have been approached
originally by means o~ a wooden ran~. ~e first ~loor is a
small rectangular cha~er with, a straight-looped arrow
embrasure in the south wall and a shorter straight loop in
both the east and west walls. R ltntelled door in the north
wall loads to the wall-wal~ level o~ the linK-wall connecting
the barbican with the tower. The second ~loor was the



wall-wa|K level and has four angle-loops and four crenels.

TOWER £ Is an open-bacKed angle-tower of three floors.
The lower two floors have three en~raswres with straight
loops on each floor. The upper part of the tower is plain.
Rlmost ell of the curtain wall is missing on the east side
fronting the Boyne.

Rn angle fragment of TOWER F was exposed in an excavation
cutting. It was sufficient to show that it is of rectangular

Only the north-east wall of TOWER G ~urvives. It has an
external plinth and stands to second floor height. The ground
floor has a single centrally placed straight loop. On the
first floor are two straight looped embrasures and on . the
second floor is one similar embrasure.

The HALL was L-shaped but it only survives in fragmentary
condition. It has an external base batter and stands to first
floor height. The ground floor on the east side consists of a
barrel vaulted chamber. There are remains of four arrow
embrasures in the north wall on the first floor. The north
end appears to have been a rectangular tower. It has a
straight looped arrow embrasure in the west wall and two in
the north wall; one of the latter has a modern stair broken
through it. An L-shaped ~all projects to the north; its
functlon is unclear.

The wall footings of a number of features were discovered
South of the Keep in the course of ~cavation. The large
open-ended rectangular structure (Structure B in Sweetman
I~78) was commenced in the late twelfth or early thirteenth
century as a gate feature ~nd was extended on the east in the
mid-thirteenth century (~weetman’s ~tructure E) and on the
west in the seventeenth (Sweetman I~7~, 133-5). The wall
immediately north of this s~ruc~ure also appears to have bean
added in the seventeenth century ~$weetman I~78, 15S: wall
F). Partl~ underlying th~ Keep is a rectangular structure
surviu|n~ to a height cf t~o courses which Sweetman (I~78,
131-3) ha~ suggested may ~e the remains of a ~re-Norman
oratory.

The excavated portion of the fosse surroundin~ the Keep
consists of two sections termed Fosse ~ast and Fosse West by
Sweetman (I~78, 135-4~). Both are flat-bottomed but the west
side was slightly lar~er than the east. Fosse west was 8.5 m
wide at the mouth narrowing to S.5 at the base and had a
maximum depth of 3m~ fosse east had a maximum width of 8 m at
the mouth narrowing to ~.8 m at the base and was 1.75 m in
maximum de~th. The fosse filled w~ during the late thirteenth
century and by the late fourteenth it had fallen out of use
completely,



The defences of Trim enclosed an area of 19.~ hectares
(49 acres) and had a circumference of ~ Km ( 1.25 miles). 
little is Known of the defences themselves or of the manner
in which they developed. The earliest indication of the
presence of a wall is the murage grant of I~9~ (Irish Record
Commission 1329, 36) and this was followed by others in 1313

(Butler 1354, 23) and 1393 (Irish Record Commission 18~S,
997. The town was avoided by Bruce during his can~aigns of
1315-9. It appears to have been refort iliad during the
mid-seventeenth century but no details survive. Only
fragments of the curtain wall are extant and there are no
sources to indicate the form or number of its mural towers.

Trim Castle formed the defences on the south-east side of
the town. From tower B of the castle the wall crossed Castle
Street and ran eastwards towards Oublin Gate. Here a plain
stretch of wail, 59 m long and 85 cm thick, survives (marked
"town wail" on Fig. 44). Rt its western end it is
incorporated into a large eighteenth/ nineteenth centwry
building. The wall ran westwards from DUSLIN GA~ (site only)
for a distance of about 75 m before turning north following
the property boundary at the rear of Emmet Street as far as
the ~R O~ (site only). Sections of the wall, mustly
lacking facing stones are present along this stretch~ a
rounded bend in the wall-line before it turns for the Water
~ate may represent a mur~l tower. There is no evidence to
suggest the existence of a river wall. It may be inferred
~rom the site of Water ~ate and the distance separating the
north-east wall of Trim ca~tle from the Bo~ne that the river
was o.iginally broader.

~e line of the wall on the north side of the river
appears to be marked on the west by the property boundary
north of Sarsfield ~uenue and at the rear of the Rectory from
where it continued as far a~ the ~THBOY G~TE (site only).
Near the river Boyne is a ~hort section of wail, about S~ cm
wide, and behind it another aection backing onto an earthen
bank which may be part of the wall. The line of the wall
continued eastwards from Athboy Oate for about ~8~ m before
turn~ng south to F~V~N ~TE (site only). Along the north side
of this stretch , a wall survives behind the supermarket in
Haggard St. which broadens to become a wide earthen bank and
skirts the field in which the Oominlcan Friary was situated.
This bank ma~ well preserve foundations of the wail. From the
point at which the wall turns to the south a series of new
housing estates have been built obliterating its course.

In the property boundary immediately south of the site of
Navan Gate the base of the wall, 95c~ wide, is present. ~’ne
wall-line ran south to the end of this property and then
turned south-west, where it has an external ditch, before



running south to Sheep Gate and the river. Here the wall is
S~cm wide wlth up to eight courses of stonework and reaches a
height of 1.5 m but it is difficult to Know whether it is
orlginal or no~.

SHEEP ~A~ (Fig. 48) is the only surviving gate and is
bonded into the town wall on the north side. It is

and west ends, that ~t the east being the narrower. On the
south is a barrel vaulted rectangular passage entered through
a lintelled door. R door in the north wall with reconstructed
lintel le~ds to a spiral stair in the north-west angle giving
access to the floor above.

8. ST. P~TRICK’S CHURCH (Fig.51)

~s outlined earlier it is difficult to be certain when
this church was founded and it may well be pre-Normano ~uring
the Middle Rges it seems to have functioned m~rely as a
chapel because the ~ugustinian priory was the parish church.
~e Visitation BooK of Bishop Dopping (IBS~) notes that the
nave was in good repair although the chancel was ruined since
1841. He adds that the roof was slated and the windows glazed
(Ellison I~7~, 8, 12). It i3 now the cathedral for the Church
of Ireland diocese of Me a~h.

Oescr i~t ion

~’he medieval remains consist of the ruined chancel and
the west tower. The tower is of fifteenth century character
and the chancel has an in~erted window of sixteenth century

date.

The north and south wall~ of the CH~h~E~ survive to a
height of about 6 m and are built of roughly coursed
limestone with a rubble core. Only the foundations, of the
east wall are present. The north wall is featureless except
for a brass matrix set into the wall, and a splaying window
jamb. T1~e south wall has a sixteenth century three light
cusped ogee-headed window with open spandrels under a
rectangular hood mouldin~ terminating in human heads (Pl.
3~b)# the north terminal is ¯ bishop and the south one is
crowned. LeasK (I~S~, iii, ISS) regarded the latter as 
representation of Richard, ~uKe of York (d.14S8), and dated
the window to the mid-fifteenth Century. q~ne identification
is nothing more than fanciful, however, and it is difficult
to parallel this ~ype of hood mould at such an early date.
~e sandstone mouldlngs of an earl let wlndow are present in
the wall and the ea$~ end of the wall has been rebuilt.

~e ~R is rectangu.lar, with a ~rojectin9 stair-turret
on the north-west angle, and has five floors with wail-walK



and battlen~nts above. The masonry consists of fairly evenly
coursed lln~$tone. The east wall has som~ fragn~ntary masonry
jutting out where a buttress may have bQen attached and the
south slde is obscured by the modern church nave. Externally
the tower h~s a string course slightly lass than half way up
and above it the wails are stepped back slightly. On the east
side, however, the string course i~ lower and the wall is
sharply stepped. The stair ~urre~ is li~ ~ narrow ~li~
window~ two of which are in ~he wes~ wall and ~ix in ~he
north wall.

The g-ound floor forms the entrance porch of the present
day cathedral and has a modern door inserted in the wast wall

(PI. 33b). It has a round Darrell vault which has been
recently repointed. There in a plain pointed door in the
south wall ~iving access to the church. Originally an opening
in the north wall provided access to the spiral stair but
this has been blocked off and a modern pointed door inserted
into the west wall p~ovidine access directly from outside.
The first floor is featureless except for a plain rectangular
deeply splayed window in the west wall. The second floor has
a blocked rectangular window in the north wall. The third
floor has a s~layed rectangular window in the east wall.
E%ter~ally, ~n the west ~all, is a rectangular plaque with a
heater shaped shield bearin~ the arras of ~1ortimer and de
Burgh~ above is a small limestone head. The fourth floor (the
belfry stage) has pointed twin-light transomed window~ in
each wall with smaller cusped, ~ointed or ogaa-haaded
single-light windows placed a~ove in the east, south and west
wails. The twin-light window in the south wall into which a
large clock has been inserted appears to have modern
mull ions~ above it is a ~rnall Iimestone head with pointed
face wearing a flat cap. The wall-walk is supported on a
drainage course and it~ modern roof i~ flat. ~ne ~tair turre~
ri~e~ ~ove the wall-~al~ level.

East of the rowerthe f~undations of the old north wall
of the nave survive externally beneath the pre~ent nave wall.
Traces of an arch abuttin; the tower are visible on the
interior suggesting tha~ ~re may have been a north aisle
originally.

~rchitectura| Fragments. l~th/16th cent&.

Over sixty fragment~ of cut stone survive in the vicinit~
of the church. These are gathered beside the chancel and
tower while others have been placed beneath a nineteenth
century table tomb south-west of the church. These include
window mull tons, door jarn~;, capitals and gable fragments.
~ome are of sandstone but the majority are of lirnestone. Two,
in the porch, are decorated with an undulating branch of ivy
and acorn leaves in relief.

?Gargoyle.



Rectangular block of sandstone placed against the left side
of the porch re-used as a ~rave slab. Crudely incised
inscription on one side4

PR~V~L/ IIVHPRIS/ OEPARED/ THIS../ LIFE V / NOVE/ HBER
1767

The stone was clearly reused because part o~ a head with a
mane of hair occurs above this.
Dims H 74 W 2~ T. 2~ cm.

h~morial h~onum~nts

~rave sl~b. 13th/14th cent.
In the ruined chancel. Frasment o~ a co~in-shaped l i~stona
slab. It has two cham~ered edges and traces o~ a ~leur de-lie
cross. Its dimensions suggest that it was probably ~or a
child.
Dims: L q~ W 18 0 7 cm.

Cross slab. 13th/ 14th cent.
8mall coffinlShaped limestone slab with an Incised cross set
in the porch. The terminals, Knop and centre of the cross are
made from circles
Dim~: L $9 W ~-16 T 15 Cm.

Memorial brass matrix. Earl~ 14th cent.
In the ruined chancel. Co~f in-shaped tonal omerate with
indents ~or a marginal lon~ardic inscriptien enclosed b~ a
narrow border and the bust o~ an ecclesiastic under a
pinnacled canopy. It is broken in two and in ver~ bad
condition. The lettering i~ indecipherable now but according
to Butler < 1654, 155) it read as ~ollows:

...HIC: RECTOR: ET: ~RCIHILEVITES]:. HIC: IACET: IRA:
OEI: P~CIF~CETVR: El:

Fitzgerald 18~1-5, ~I

E~igial slab. c.14~5-58.
Set within a modern frame in the porch. Red ~andstone.
Rectangular slab decorated with a male and female head above
a crucl~Ix|on in relief. Th~ male has short curled hair while
the lad~ wears a barbette. Christ is nailed to a ~Ioriated
cross with two angels above his head swinging censers. He .has
a halo and his feet are crossed. John and Mary stand on
either side, both dressed in cloaks and tunics. At their feet
are two undulating stems of foliage which grow from the tails
o~ two affronted animals. The base has been recur with two
shamrock leaves.
Dims: L 181 W 5~ cm
Hun~ 1874, ~15-6.

Walter Thombe. 1458.
In the rutned chancel. ~arge rectangular sandstone slab set
up as a table to~ on a low side panel, Incised g~thic
marginal inset Ipt ton :

HIC: [ tIR[ce IT:/ [W]AL[te]RUS TH/ OVr,~E: [de Trym]/ Ql:



Olm~: L ~II W III T I~ cm.
FitzGerald 19~1-5, ~3

R:D: M:CCCC:,~VI I I.

John Ward. 1509.
Plain rectangular limestone slab now set in the porch.

Marginal ~othic inscription:
HIC JRCET/ JOHES WAROE [Decretorum doctor quondam istiu$
ecclesiae/ rector qui obiit ] XX/ VI DIE FEBRUARII RNNO D
Mo D VIIIIo

Dims: L 189 W 77
Flt~gerald i~1-5, ~I0-~.

blalter Martin and Jenet OelapatricK. 1541 et seq.
Rectangular Iimestone slab set in a modern ~tone frame in the
porch. It is broken in four pieces. The lower part is
decorated with an eight armed cross, in false rellef within a
circle, rising from step$~ the cross has a diamond shaped
centre and below the circle is a Tudor ro~e. The remainder of
the slab ha~ a raised and inci~ed gothic inscription, much of
which, is now missing:

HIC J[ acet W]A~TERUS h~RT/ I~US [ quonda ]~ OE TRYM/
[burgensi~ ] CU PARENTIBUS/ [avis et pr ]OAUIS $~I$ ET
ETIA/ [ Jeneta O]EL~ PATRICK UXOR EIUS/ [qui obiit man]SE
~UNII ~NO SAL/tuti$ 15 ]41. HIC QUOQue JACET/ [Nichol ]AUS
~ARTINU5 FILIUS/ [dicti W]ALTERI ET IEE~ETE CUM/ [uxore ]
SUA KSTHERINA ASPOLL/ OUI OBIIT XXVo OlE IUNII ~ ONI

.15~ CUIU5 FILIU5 ~ALTERU5, ~/ [rtinu~ et Jen ]ETA ~ERRY
EIUS/ [uxor hoc ~nu~n ]TU FIERI FE/ .... ".

On the bottom ~tep of the cro~ and the dexter ~ide of ~he

[hoc e5~ ~ignu hu~a~ r ]EOEPTIONIS [e~ in~i~ ]F~ ~RIA~
[bap~i~imate/ da~u ~uo] MORS ~RI [rocoIztur]ET OIABO~US/
FUGRATUR.

On ~he sinister side of ~h~ cros~ an incomplete in~cri~ion:
... YNIA NOS Gtenuit ]... ~ITI5 YNIA ~:/... ASTRA
COLUNT ANISE CORPOtra terra t ]E~T

Oil: L 1S5 W $3 cm a~rox.

Elizabeth and Thomas ~sh. c. IS25.
Rectangular ! i me~tone~!ab in four pieces, in the ruined
chancel. The upper part has an ach~vement of arrr~ in false
relief consistin~ of a heater-shaped shield wi~h two coats of
arms impaled, (a chief ermine, three ~heons, impa!in~ two
chevronels for Ash with t~o crests, a 9tiffins head in a
coronet and a squirrel for Ash). The lower end has an
inscription in Oothic let±erin~:

LOVE ANO A~E HAVE JOINED IN ONE/ TO LAY THE[se ~wo under
~hi~3 STO~,/ [~ir ] THO[~ a~h, hi~ lady ] E~IZ~BETH /
[bo~h turned ~o a~he~ in thl~ house of death/ and now
bo~h havln~ run ~heir gla~*es,/ ~he~ ho~e ~o be revived
from ~h$~ ]

Oi~: ~ I~ W 1~ cm.
S~r ~o~ ~sh died in I~5 (FitzGerald IB~I-5, ~).



John Greg & William Briffith. I6~g.

Foss|liferous limestone table tom~ in the ruined chancel.
Marginal gothic inscription in false relief:

HERE LYE Ye BODIES OF JOHN/ GRE[g dea]N OF [Lismore and
first I VICRR OF TRY~ S WHO DYED IRN 21 IB~S/ AN~ WILLIAM
8R[ i 3FF( ith next I VICRR OF TRYM / WHO DYED ]

Dims: H IB5 W SB 0 13 cm
Fitzgerald IS21-5, 223

Isabell laf~ayes. 1SSS.
BroKen sandstone slab with incised inscription, on the porch
÷1oor.

ISBELL IAFFRYES / OEPART[ed]/ THIS LYF(e ]/ NOVENBr 12/
IBSS

"Dims: L $5 W 31 T. S cm.
Fi~xOerald 1921-5, 73

John Revel1. 16S4.
At the north-east corner of the tower is a rectangular

sandstone pillar with one chamfered edge. Incised
inscription:

I R/ IOHN REVELL/ HIS BUR IhK~/ PLEACE WHO/ DIED THE 24/
DRY OF IUNE/ ISS4

Dims: L 78 W 34 T 22 cm.
FitzGerald 1921-5, 73.

Kenl is. 17~h cent.
Grave slab set high up on the west end of ~he church’s
wall. Incised inscription:

HIC JACE/ KENLI/ QV/ FREPDSIT QV/ h~ .. N/ HABVT
GARRY/ FILl/.

Dims. L S~ cm approx.

south

N.../

Other Monuments

Font A. ?c.12~B.
Herb ison ( IS7~, IB8) mentions the existence of a large
baptismal font of c.I~ at the back of the church. This is
now missing.

Font B (Piscina-Font)
Set into the west wall of the naue. Shallow limestone p iscina
described by Roe ( 1968, I~1-5) as a piscina although it 
now used as a font. It has a side drainage hole and a round
shallow basin. The four rectangular side panels are decorated
with angels carrying ~hields and traces of the original
heraldic tinctures survive. From left the shields are I)
Butler (or, a chief indented azure)~ 2) the Arm~ of En~land~
3) the Royal Arm~ impalin~ those of De Burro and De Mortimar~
4) plain. Rbove each shield on the concave chamfer below the

double moulded rim are a series of animals. From th$ left I)
a dragon~ ~) a mantlchora~ 3) a scal~ creature identified 
Roe as a crocodlle~ 4) a fox and goose. The pis¢ina i~ set on
a moulded octagonal I imastone capltal whl~h in turn rests on
a fluted sandstone column. Set uerticall~ " into the wall



behind the font is an octagonal l~rnestone Piscina with a
shallow basin.
Din~: H 53 WSe Diem 52 Diem of basin 11. H of panels
35.5 W of panels 18 cm.

Two Heraldic plaques. ?15th cent.
Mounted on the left-hand side o~ the church porch are two
rectangular foss iliferous limestone plaques each divided into
3 rectangular sections with an angel holding a |arge shield
carued wih coats of arms. The decoration is in ~alse relief
and the angels are similar to those on font B and they may
have been designed to accompany it. The at me are:

11 On a fesse between three crescents, as many eetoile$
2) R llon debruised by a fesse, within a border wavy
3) Or, four lions rampant in quadrangle~ I and 4 ,sable;
2 and 3 gules (Rrms of Oueen Phillipa, wife of Edward
Ill and mother of Lionel, DuKe of Clarence).

The second plaque has:
I) Quarterly, Ist and 4th ~ bend, in sinister chief 
tower (PlunKer). ~nd and 3rd Billety.
2) Quarterly. Ist and 4th. ~ lion rampant. ~nd and 3rd.
Two 1 ions passant.
3) ~ heart pierced salt ire-wise by two swords.

Oims. H 35 W Be 0 4 approx.
The families represented have not been identified.
FitzGerald I~21-5, 7S.

Thomas R’ BecKett stone. 15th cent.
Large rectangular granite slab mounted in the porch.
Oecorated in false relief with two panels, one with an
archbishop, his hand raised in blessing under a cusped
ogee-headed canopy. The other has eight circles enclosing
trisKeles arranged in three rows with two cusped semi-circles
at either end of the middle row. Miss Roe ~uggests that it
may be a copy of the shrine of Thomas R ’BecKett.
Dims: H 88 W 13B Tle cm.

Fish plaque.
In the porch. Rectangular sandstone plaque with three
horizontal fish below a border o~ ivy leaves. I~ i$ probably
a heraldic plaque.
Dime: H 63 W 54 cm.

Hexagonal shaft (PI. 3eb) [ from Ratoath].
Sandstone. Free-standing in the porch. Decorated with six
apostles set in crocheted cusped and pinnacled ogee-headed
niches. The base has a small mort ice and the upper part is
broken. This missing part may have had another set of six
figures because the lower part of three ~igures can be seen
on one side. The apostles are all bearded with moustache$~
they have curled hair and flat caps, and the~ Wear tunics and
mantles. Each hold Individual iconograph ic attributes:
1)Bartholomew ~) James Minor 3) St. John 4) Matthiag 
~ndrew S) Thomas. The ~unction o~ the piece is unknown.
Dims: H Be W 33 D ~e cm..



9. RUGUSTINIRN PRIORY

Gwynn and HadcocK ( 197~, 195-6) suggest that this house,
dedicated to St Hary, was ÷ounded before the coming of the
No rmans but "its earliest recorded patron is Hugh de Lacy. The
Dissolution documents indicate that it functioned as the
parish church of the town, a feature which would suggest that
it occupies the site of the pro-Norman ~onastery. Rlthough
little is Known of its history it is clear that it was an
important monastery during the Middle R~e$. Parlian~nt was
held here in 1484, 1487 and 1491. In 14~3 an indulgence was
granted because the church was in need of repair. R shrine of
Our Lady ~as housed h~re until 1538 and was an important
object of devotion and pilgrimage. The monastery was
dissol~ed in 1599 and granted to Sir Rnthony St. Lager in
154~.

The abbey is situated on the east side of the town on a
ridge overlooking the river Boyne. The only surviving
fragment is the tower Known locally as the "yellow steeple"

Description (Figs. 5~-3~ Pl. 33a)

0nly the south and east walls of the TOW£R survive but it
is evident from this that it was rectangular with projecting
turrets and had eight floor~. The turrets have a slight base
batter and there are four external string-courses. The ground
f]oor is entered on the so~h side through a lintelled door
recently ~e~sembled with fragments of tooled sandstone
window mouldings. I rnmediately above the door is a pointed
~indow also recently asse.-r~:led and inserted. The ground floor
had a barrel vault and there is ~ blocked rectangular window
in the east wall. There is nov no access to the u~per floors
but originally they were reached by a spiral stair in the
south-~est an~le turret. The first floor has a single
ogee-headed light with a hood moulding, in the east wall. The
second floor has a cusped round-headed window in the east
wall with window seats int~rnally~ in the south wall is a
intelled window. The th;rd floor was lit by a narrow
rectangular slit in the ~u~h wet1. TWO lintelled doors are
present in the east wall at fourth floor level together with
the fluted sprlngers for a central arch bearing the floor
aboue~ there is a single o~ee-headed light with external hood
in the south wail. The fi~h floor (the belfry stage) had 
tall pointed window divided into two transomed lights in each
wall. The sixth floor has ~ narrow linteled slit in the east
wall. The seventh floor was the parapet level with the
turrets rising above.

In the field immediately east of the tower and near the
town wal! is a round earthwork 1~.5 by 8.~ m. Its function is



This friary, dedicated to St. Mary, was founded by
Geoffre de Gene~ille in 12S3 and he was buried here on his
death in 1314 (Geynn and HadcocK 137~, 23~). Little is Known
of the history of the house but in 13SB the church ~as
burned. The Dissolution documents indicate that the precinct
of the monastery, includln~ an orchard, ~ardens and cen~tery,
covered four acres (White 1943, 3~8). In 1542 the friary was
granted to Sir "Thomas CusacK but the friars returned to Trim
in the seventeenth century (Fennin~ I~SI-3).

The friary was zituated immediately north of the town
’ near the site of ±he Athboy Gate. F~ structural remains are

visible. De Burgo ~ 17S~, 2S4) says that the buildings were
removed for road metal shortly before he wrote but sorn~
fragments remained until the mid-nineteenth century because
they are described by Wilde (185~, 85). At present there are
six chunks of masonry on the site, one of which has a round
arch. However the entire field is full of earthworks and
there is no doubt that the layout of the monastery could be
rediscovered by excavation.

II. FRANCISCAN FRIARY

The earliest direct reference to this house is in 1318
but it wa~ probably founded in the first half of the
thirteenth century (Gwynn and hadcock IS78, ~S~). It was
located close to the river on the south bank of the Boyne. It
was flooded in 133~ and the Dissolution documents indicate
that it had a ~ete~mill nearby. In the mLd-sixteenth century
it was turned into a courthouse. There are no extant remains.

12. HOSPITAL OF ST. MARY ~GOALEN (Fi~. 54)

This is first n~ntioned in 1335 (McNeill ( 193~, 58). 
is not clear whether it belonged initially to an Order or not
but in the mid-fifteenth century Henry VI ~aue custody’o~ the
house to the Franclscan~ in whose hands it remained until the
Gissolution (Butler I~54, 2~3-4).

It is situated south of the townon a slight r ise
ouerIooKin~ the river Boyne. The remains consist of ~he
foundations of a small church. The masonry is of roughly
coursed mixed stone. Only the lower courses survive but
little information can be "derived from them because the
buildln~ has been repointed recently and the site landscaped.
~e walls stand to an average height of just under a metre
but apart from a ~ointed &r~h llnKin~ the nave and chancel,
the buildln9 is fea~urel ess. There were doors, aImest
directly opposed, in the north and south walls o~ the nave.



Rrch itectural Fragments

Cap ital
Set into the south corner of the chancel arch. Decorated with
a partly damaged woman’s head having a large recessed space
for the mouth. The eyes protrude under an overhanging
forehead and the hair is carved in straight lines away ÷r~m

the face. The abacus is decorated with twisted cord and a
cross-hatched border.

Window mculding. 15th cent.
Set into the ues~ wall is the
cusped ogee-headed window
spandrels.

limestone centrep iece of a
with recessed undecorated

Heads on the Boyne Cottages
On the gable wall of the westernmos~ Boyne cottage
projecting s~ones which may be defaced heads, hey
covered in brown pebble-dash.

Greek Church and Fbnnery
Wilde (1858, 87) mentions that the sites of these buildings
uere pointed ou~ on the ~ou~h side of the town. Their
locatipn is now unknown.

One e×cmvation has taken place a~ Trim Castle (Sweetman
I~7B). This uncovered considerable evidence of the structural
history of the castle ~hich has been incorporated into its
description above. The results were also in, or rant for
medieval Irish archaeology, however, and enabied the
recogn|~lon of a native pottery type now Known as Trim ware.

15. LIST OF STRRY FIFES

S~one a~ehead. Fro~ Trim. F~I IS~8: 1583.

Stone hair axe, Tri~. F~fI 1881: 431.

Trim and

1969, 58: No.

3. Four bronze axeheads. "From Tipper&ry".
Neligan Coil. (1853), lot 

4. Bronze flanged axehead of Derryn tgg in type

1888, 8B: No. 18B3>. From Trim. t~lI ES~: 337.

5. Bronze flanged axehead of Oerryn lgg in type

1735). British Museum London: W.G.1548.

Cat,

(Hath i$on

(Harb ison



13, ~r~n=e ?i~g pin. ~r~m "~t. John’~ Ca~tle", Tr im. F~I

14. ~ronze s~u~ra s~st~lat~-haadad ~tlcK pin <Pryor l@TS, 86:

~tur~e (e~-~ate~an c:ll,~ ?I~,33.~4.

16. ~rtio~ of an iron

~ediaval). From Trim. t~I 198~:3.

~e%. "Found ~ro~abl~ in the

Tr im

1683.

17, ~rom Kay, cound "~rotab!y in Trim", NMI: WK.~ W.~,

Z~hi~ could ba ~w±ow~ T? ..,~-.- also ~, ~I 1303: 77.

~I. Portion of an early ~atzhl~cx. Fram Tri~. ~I

~2. Co in hoard of Ch~rl~ ~. Th~ la~est co in is of
From Trim. t~d! 1942: 99-~0 ~,

~CH~EOLOGIC~L PRgBLEMS ~F~ POTENTIAL

The Problems

Trim is important to archaeological research for two
basic reasons. Firstly, it ua$ the centre for an impor~an~
monastery ine Early Historic times and secondly it was the
prlncipa! ¢own in Meath during ,the ~nglooNorr~an period. It
offers an important o~portunioy of e×aminlng the transition
¯ rom monastery ~¢ town and, accordingly the ~uel~h and
thirteenth centuries are particularly i rr~ortant.



The Street pattern has remained largely intact ~ince the

Nlddle Rges but the nature of the road surface at various
periods is not Known. Ir~eed streets should be e~a~ined if at

all possible ~ecause they also permit the re~ulta oF

excavations on one side o~ a street to be linked with those

on the other. This ara~le~ the reconstruction of entire
streetscapes in the manr~r which has proved so successful at

Nougerod.

QpaPt zr~ ~!D~t’s Csstl~ and ~angle’s Castle nothing is

Known of the ~orm or size cf premseventaenth century housing

in the town. ’~ is import~n± to ~now what sort of buildings

the medlev~l inhabitants ~f Trim lived in and how these
ch~ed through ti~e. It is only when houses have been found

that ~s~essment~ :~n DS ~ade of the i~:~act of native Irish,

~i~ish and cont irental buildins techniques on Trim’s

craftsmen. ~ great deal of information about changes in

building ~ethods and fa~h ions can also be derived from

stretified sites in which the remains of ~uccessive houses

~rchaeolcgl:~l ~×c~v~t ions have been carried out in the
C~s~le e~d these have r~covered information about ira
s~r~ct~r~’ hi~tory. The e×cavat ion results po~e further

~ues’ions, however, such as thm nature of activity during the

~i~teenth and si×taenth c~nturia~, and the nature o~ Eormer

~ocder structures within the ~wn.

The :ourse of th~ tc~n defenc~s outlinsd ~bove need~ to

bm c~ec~e~ b~ m~cavaticn tc determine ~hether it i~ co?rect

of construc~ ion, the v~r i~t i~ns in buildins, th6 for ms of
murel towers and ~atehouses, and the extant of ths town

It is unliKely th ~t the opportun itV ~ ili ar isa to

excavate at St. Parr ic~ ’s Church but the ~ites of the
Rugustinlan Priory, the ~o~inican and Franciscan Friaries,

and the Hospit~l of St. ~r~’ r~gdalen could beco.T~ available

for excavation. It i$ ~:r~h~hile recalling that our Knowledge

of the ~orm, size and character of these monaateries is
vi~tuall~ negligible. ~chlt~tur~! features and extent are

only one aspect o~ the ~rchaeology of tel igous houses,

however, a~d the e×c~v~ticn of a medieval cemetery, such as
that conducted at YorK, can provide otherwise unobtainable

evidence about health, disease, diet, and mort~lity rates.

The extent of settlement outside the wails in Emmet
Street is unknown and the contrast between buildinas there
and ~hose within the wall is also unknown at any period prior



The ~rou~ o~ s~ray ~inds ind~ca±e thmt the site was a
focus ~or human activity in prehistoric times and &n
important archaeo]ogical pro~lem is the determination o~
e×sctly uha~ forms thi5 ~ctivity ~ooK and its data.

does it ~t~p ~ ~rou~d !eva!. The archaeological evidence ~or
Tri~’~ ~st :o~pr is~ ~II the physical remains o~ man’s
activ~im~ ~ ~m si±e o~ ~e town, ~rom its first occupation

b~u~a? te~ and ~t~nding ~uil~in~ constitute the uppermost
l~ve!s ~f the arch~Ic~i:al sir at i~raphy, and all are

evide~c~ ~Iso plays a rc!~ i~ r~constructing the history o~
early Trim, but ~or ~he ui~a range o~ human activit~ omitted
~rom ~he ~,Itten account~ ~ Eor the early periods without

a~d o~ decuments, is co n~lementarv; each gain~ ~rom the

b~t ~I~o ~imin i~hes the use~ullness o~ those which are

T~e survey o~ it~ ~rch~clo~y indicates that the site o~
the ±curt has b~n the s:~n~ ~f human activity in Prehistoric,
Early Historic ~nd ~e~ieu~! ti~e~. ~th documenter7 aourcas
~nd ~ha ~o~n ~rchae~!~i::: ’~m~in~ indicate that the town

~o~t-~e~!~val ;~rl;d. ~r.-~t ~ the town ~i~, 5~t~houses,
mural t?~er~ ~ ~edi~"~! t~ildln}~ K~ve been da~ol ished. The

Castle, the t~wers :f ~t. P~tricK’s Church and the
~ugustinian Priory, th~ z:.,~ati~n~ of the church a~ St. ~r~
Magdalen, the ~hee~ ~ ~’ t ~c~e fragments of the town wall.
However, although t~e :~ .:~ion o~ buildings above ground
has been considerable, "~ ~reet ~ettern o~ the medieval and
post-medieval town is !~;~!, ’ intact. ~rchaeological deposits
are likely ~o e×i~t :vz,- ~ wide area o~ the town and
accordingly there i~ the likelihood o~ recovering house

It is eviden~ ~rom the ~oregolng ~ha~ archaeolog~ ia an
important means o~ learn ing abou~ Tr Im’s ~asl and o~

under$~andlng ~he chat~c~er and de,ailed ~#rm o~ the ~own
today. ~I$ Is more t~an an academic pur~ul~, however,
because ~ithout an ~pprezia~ion o~ the ~ac~or~ which have
shamed Trlm’$ present character, steps ~&Ken to cgnserve lh&1



basic to its unique identity may be unuittingl~ deatro~ed.

The protection of buried archaeological evidence presents

redevelopme~± end the high value of urban properties with

~hich ~ c~ntend~ 5ut the 5ires themaelves are often
d~icult to define or eualuat~ their ~ull archaeological

potential may o~ly ~e::me apparent ~hen an excavation is

~hile ~evel~ent i~ i~ ~greaa. Trim Castle, ~n~le ’a

C~s~!e, ~h~e~ ~ta a~d ~h~ ~er of the ~ugu~tinian Priory

e~y ~ta~u~o~v ~t~:t!~ ~s ~chaduled ~tional hlonuments

~ 5~c~ :~ the di~i=u!tlas o~ scheduling urban

~-o~arti~ o other sit~ ~it~in Trim are unlikely to be given

t~is ~r~hection. It ia important then that a concerted effort

shoul~ te made to ~fegu~r~ its archaeologica! heritage and

tha~ ~dequate ~rovision i~ m~de ~or investigation in advance
o~ ~n~ ~edevelo~ment. T~i~ is be~t achieved by use of

planning c¢~train±s ~n~ ~7 conditions attached to planning

The ~haded port ic~ o~ the acco~r~anying map . (Fig. 44)

delimits the ~re~ of ~rzh~eo!o~ical ~otential within ~dern
T~im. ~rhe archaeocgi~l e×cavatlon~ at Trim Castle showed
~hat rich depcait~ ~e ~re~ant there b~t the abaence ~f

~ca~atio~ elsewhere in t~e to~n means that little can ~e

said ef the ~epth cf arch~clc;ical depo~it~. The

~s~rg~he ~tre~t ~ ;f 5:tares in ~,c .~ Loman ~treet and to

~:~ ~r:~;mclc;icsl ~e~:~its Dut elsewhere there ia litti~
evi~en:e ~r ~dern disturbance. ~ccor~ingl/, arohaaolo~ical

deposits are likely ~¢ ~xlst ~ver the area of the walled

to~n, and in Emmet Street. 75is area is shaded pink on Fig.

aQ and the extent h~ ~ ~antinua~ outside the walla
slightly in o-der tc a!l~ ~:r a ~osaible foaae. Qn area is

delimited around the ~c:~ital o~ St. M~ry ~agdalen on the
south side o$ the town ~ the ~ominican F~i~ry on the north.

There are two areas :f ~a town which are particularly

important for archzecl:~ical research becauae the~ would not
appear to have ben built :n ~ince the aeventeenth century.

1~hese are the ~ield in which the ~ominican Rriary i~ sited,

on the north of the t:~n, ~d the area $outh ~nd west o~ St.
Mary’s Qbbey (Yellow ~teeple) and Tal~ot’s Ca~tle. Both 

these .are open areas and i~ at all possible they should

remain so in the ~uture,
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Fig. 4. Athboy: Mural tower: ground plan.















Fig. 11. Duleek: St Cianan's church: north elevation.



Fig. 12. Duleek: St Cianan's church: east and west elevations.



Fig. 13. Duleek: St Patrick's church: ground plan.































Fig. 28. Navan: Outline plan showing principal archaeological features.



Fig. 29. Navan: Mural tower: ground plan.



Fig. 30. Navan: Athlumney church: ground plan.





Fig. 32: Newtown Trim: General site plan.



Fig. 33. Newtown Trim: Cathedral of SS. Peter and Paul: ground  
plan (After H. G. Leask).













Fig. 39. Skreen: St Columba's church: ground plan.



Fig. 40. Slane: Zone of archaeological potential.



Fig. 41. Slane: St Erc's Hermotage: ground plan.





Fig. 43





Trim: Outline plan showing principal archaeological features.Fig. 45.



Fig. 46: Trim Castle: ground plan (After D. A. Robson and R. W.
Stapleton, OPW).



Fig. 47. Trim Castle: Barbican gate: floor plans, section and elevation
(After R. W. Stapleton, OPW).



Fig. 48. Trim: sheep Gate: floor plans, section and elevation 
 (After OPW).



Fig. 49. Trim: Talbot's Castle: North elevation.



Fig. 50. Trim: Nangle's Castle: floor plans, section and elevation.



Fig. 51.



Fig. 52. Trim: St Mary's Abbey (Yellow Steeple):
ground plan and turret level (After R. 
Corrigan, OPW)



Fig. 53.

sections and elevations (After R. Corrigan, OPW).
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