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Section 1

Introduction

Full archaeological excavation (Orange)
1
Stripping - The topsoil should be
carefully stripped from Areas A-C, allowing a
20m buffer zone around the archaeology. Once
the full extents of these areas are established
they should be cordoned off.
Three areas of archaeology were identified
during the testing programme (Areas A-C). The
slot trench of a possible prehistoric structure
was identified within Area A. A fulacht fiadh
and a number of pits filled with fire-cracked
stone and charcoal were uncovered in Area B. A
double ring-ditch and probable cremation pit
were identified in Area C. No datable finds were
retrieved during the testing programme,
however these features may be aspects of a
Bronze Age landscape. A Bronze Age hut and
pits containing fulacht fiadh material were
excavated on a site under 100m to the south of
the proposed development in 2002 and a
Bronze Age hearth and ditch were identified
290m to the south as part of the excavation of
a later early medieval settlement.

It is recommended that these areas of the site
be fully excavated by hand under licence. The
areas should be stripped under archaeological
supervision prior to excavation. The features
should then be hand excavated, recorded,
photographed and planned. A full record of the
excavation should be prepared in a report and
submitted to the National Monuments Service.
Post-excavation analysis, including and specialist
analysis and dating of environmental samples
should then be carried out with the results
compiled in a Final Report and submitted to the
National Monuments Service.
A programme of archaeological monitoring
during topsoil stripping for the proposed
development is recommended for the remainder
of the site. A number of isolated pits and
ditches of potential archaeological interest were
also identified during the geophysical survey
and testing programme. These did not form any
clear patterns during this phase of investigation,
however may represent additional archaeological
sites within the proposed development. Should

Summary of recommendations for the site
overlaid on 2021 development plan:
1. Archaeological excavation (orange)
2. Archaeological monitoring (yellow)
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Location of the Study
Area and field
numbers ascribed for
the report (top)

Plan of the 2022
development
(bottom)

any of the features of potential interest prove
to be archaeological they should be cordoned
off and, once agreed with the National
Monuments Service, excavated under licence.

Site Location
The site is located in the townland of Regles on
the northwest side of Lusk village and to the
north of Minister’s Road. It is bounded to the
southeast by a hedgerow along Minister’s Road.
The boundary to the north and west is formed
by existing field boundaries with ditches and
hedges present. The boundary to the southwest
and northeast does not conform to existing
boundaries. The site is currently divided into 5
fields or portions of fields and a number of
existing field boundaries are present within the
site.

Development & Planning
Dwyer Nolan Developments Ltd. intend to
apply to An Bord Pleanála for permission for a
strategic housing development on a site located
north of Minister’s Road, in the townland of
Regles, Lusk, County Dublin.
The development will consist of 312 no.
dwellings, comprised of 205 no. 3 & 4 bed, 2 &

3 storey, detached, semi-detached & terraced
houses, 40 no. 2 & 3 bed apartment / duplex
units in 3 no. 3 storey blocks (comprised of
Duplex Types A1, A2, B1 &amp; B2), and 67
no. 1, 2 & 3 bed apartments in 2 no. blocks
(comprised of Block C, being 3 storeys, and
Block E, being 2-5 storeys over a basement level
car park). The development also includes a 1-2
2

storey crèche (c. 484.6m²) with associated
outdoor space to the rear.
Access to the development will by via 2 no.
vehicular access points from Minister’s Road,
along with the provision of a roadside footpath
and cycle path along the front of the site at
Minister’s Road.
The proposed development also provides for:
(i) all associated site development works above
and below ground, (ii) public open spaces (c.
0.99 ha / 9,999m²), (iii) communal open spaces
(c. 1,849m²), (iv) hard & soft landscaping &
boundary treatments, (v) basement & surface
car parking (Total: 583 no. car parking spaces,
including EV parking), (vi) basement & surface
bicycle parking (Total: 498 no. bicycle parking
spaces), (vii) bin & bicycle storage, (viii) public
lighting, and (ix) 2 no. ESB sub-stations, all on
an overall application site area of 8.3ha.
An archaeological desktop assessment was
carried out by ACS Ltd. in January 2017
(Murphy 2017). This was followed by a
geophysical survey (17R0208) and test trenching
programme (17E614) by the author, which was
undertaken as an RFI for Fingal County
Council (Planning Ref. F17A/0327) in
December 2017.

Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023

Chapter 10 of the Fingal Development Plan
2017-2023 relates to cultural heritage.
Objective CH02 Favour the preservation in situ or at a
minimum preservation by record, of archaeological sites,
monuments, features or objects in their settings. In
securing such preservation the Council will have regard to
the advice and recommendations of the National
Monuments Service of the Department of the Arts,
Heritage, Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs.
Objective CH03 Protect all archaeological sites and
monuments,
underwater
archaeology,
and
archaeological objects, which are listed in the Record of
Monuments and Places and all sites and features of
archaeological
and
historic
interest
discovered
subsequent to the publication of the Record of
Monuments and Places, and to seek their preservation in
situ (or at a minimum, preservation by record) through the
planning process.
Objective CH04 Encourage and promote the appropriate
management and maintenance of the County’s
archaeological heritage, including historical burial
grounds, in accordance with conservation principles and
best practice guidelines.

This lists a number of objectives in relation to
the archaeological heritage of Fingal. In relation
to the protection of the archaeological resource
Objective CH05 Ensure archaeological remains are
identified and fully considered at the very earliest stages
of the development process, that schemes are designed
to avoid impacting on the archaeological heritage.
Objective CH06 Require that proposals for linear
development over one kilometre in length; proposals for
development involving ground clearance of more than
half a hectare; or developments in proximity to areas with
a density of known archaeological monuments and
history of discovery; to include an Archaeological Impact
Assessment and refer such applications to the relevant
Prescribed Bodies.
Objective CH07 Ensure that development within the
vicinity of a Recorded Monument or Zone of
Archaeological Notification does not seriously detract
from the setting of the feature, and is sited and designed
appropriately.
Objective CH08 Develop a policy in relation to the
treatment of archaeological monuments within open
space of developments. A different designation from that
of open space will be applied where subsurface
archaeological remains are incorporated to differentiate
the area.
Objective
CH09
Recognise
the
importance
of
archaeology or historic landscapes and the connectivity
between sites, where it exists, in order to safeguard them
from developments that would unduly sever or disrupt the
relationship and/or intervisibility between sites.
Objective CH10 Cooperate with other agencies in the
assessment of the potential for climate change to impact
on coastal, riverine, intertidal and subtidal sites and their
environments including shipwreck sites.
Objective CH11 Encourage reference to or incorporation
of significant archaeological finds into development
schemes, where appropriate and sensitively designed,
through layout, displays, signage, plaques, information
panels and by using historic place names and the Irish
language where appropriate.

the following objectives are listed:
In

relation

to

development

and

the

Objective
CH12
Promote
best
practice
for
archaeological excavation by ensuring that they are
undertaken according to best practice as outlined by the
National Monuments Service, Department of Arts,
Heritage, Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs, The
National Museum and the Institute of Archaeologists of
Ireland.
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Objective CH13 Actively support the dissemination of the
findings of archaeological investigations and excavations
through the publication of excavation reports thereby
promoting public awareness and appreciation of the
value of archaeological resources.
Objective CH14 Identify Zones of Archaeological
Notification that contain clusters of Recorded Monuments
or have a significant history of the discovery of
archaeological sites, features and objects in order to
allow for their designation, protection of their setting and
environs.

archaeological resource, the following objectives
are listed:
In relation to awareness and the archaeological
resource the following objectives are relevant:
The development plan also contains a list of the
Recorded Monuments and Places, as well as
Protected Structures within the county. None
of these lie within the proposed development
site.
Sheet 6a of the Fingal Development Plan 20172023 indicates that the site of the proposed
development has been zoned for residential
development, with the area to the southwest
zoned for general employment and the area to
the east zoned as an open space. These all lie
within Masterplan Zone 6B. These Masterplans
are to be prepared during the term of the
development plan and are not finalised at
present.

Lusk Local Area Plan

A Local Area Plan for Lusk is also to be
updated during the term of the current
development plan. The previous Lusk Local
Area Plan dates from 2009 (O’Connor et al
2009, 12) and lists the following Local Area
Plan Archaeological Objectives:

LP1: To protect and enhance the zone of archaeological
potential (ZAP, DU008010) of Lusk town. In accordance
with the objectives of the Fingal Development Plan 2005 
2011, development proposals within Lusk shall have due
regard to the historical dimension of the existing
environment and new development shall reflect the local
distinctiveness, layout and scale of buildings and
designed spaces, the quality and character of the built
fabric and historic patterns that contribute to the overall
uniqueness of the streetscape and surrounding
landscape.
LP2: To require that in accordance with the National
Monuments Legislation 1930  2004 all proposed
development in the ZAP will be subject to pre
development archaeological assessment.
LP3: To protect recorded archaeological sites (RMP sites)
and their settings from inappropriate development that
would adversely affect or detract from the monuments
whilst at the same time enabling sustainable future
development for Lusk.
LP4: To protect as yet undiscovered archaeological sites
or features that survive subsurface in accordance with
the National Monuments Legislation.
LP5: To create an accessible archaeological landscape,
open to all, which will respect the setting and
topographical integrity of the upstanding monuments.

The accompanying Map No. 2 indicates the
Study Area falls under Objective RS1,
residential with Local Area Plan with science
and technology proposed in the area to the
southwest under Objective ST1.
The Study Area lies outside of the Lusk
Character Areas and the Key Development
Areas listed by the plan. It also lies outside of
the Zone of Archaeological Potential relating to
the town itself.
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Section 2

Archaeological Background

Record of Monuments & Places
The Archaeological Constraint Maps, in
conjunction with the County Record of
Monuments and Places, provide an initial
database for Planning Authorities, State
Agencies and other bodies involved in
environmental change.
The Record of Monuments and Places
comprise the following elements: (i) Letters
indicating County (DU= Dublin); (ii) A three
digit number indicating the relevant Ordnance
Survey Sheet Number (e.g. 008); (iii) A three,
four or five digit number indicating the
dedicated number of the individual site or
monument. The information contained below
was derived from the on-line records of the
RMP (www.archaeology.ie) and the paper files
held by the National Monuments Service

(NMS). Supplementary published sources were
also used where possible.
There are no Recorded Monuments within the
study area. There are 29 monuments within
1km of the Study Area (see table below).

Prehistoric house

This is the closest feature to the Study Area.
The feature (DU008-101) was excavated prior
to development of Dun Emer housing estate
(Licence no. 03E1113). Three pits containing
burnt material and a truncated oval slot trench
were interpreted as a temporary prehistoric site
(McCabe 2004, 14). The slot trench was
truncated by a number of agricultural furrows.
Radiocarbon analysis of two charcoal samples
obtained from the features yielded dates of
between 2025-1923 BC for the possible
structure and 1609-1495 BC for the pits,

RMP No.

Class

Townland

Distance from Study Area

DU008101
DU008103001
DU008103002
DU008103003
DU008103004
DU008103005
DU008103006
DU008104
DU008008
DU008010
DU008010002
DU008010001
DU008007
DU008060
DU008097001
DU008097002
DU008098
DU008010007
DU008105
DU008010003
DU008010004
DU008010005
DU008010006
DU008010008
DU008099
DU008065
DU008074
DU008102
DU008100

House  prehistoric
Ringfort
House – early medieval
House – early medieval
Enclosure
Enclosure
Kiln  corndrying
Excavation
Mound
Village
Ecclesiastical site
Bullaun stone (present location)
Windmill
Ringditch
Burial
Souterrain
Habitation site
Ritual site  holy well
Excavation
Round tower
Church
Graveyard
Ecclesiastical enclosure
Sheelanagig
Habitation site
Burial pit
Kiln
Pit
Cremation pit

Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Regles
Lusk
Regles
Greatcommon
Ballough
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Ballough (part of)
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk

c. 70m S
c. 290m S
c. 290m S
c. 290m S
c. 290m S
c. 290m
c. 290m
c. 290m S
c. 385m NE
c. 400m
c. 470m E
c. 590m E
c. 600m NW
c. 690m SE
c. 790m E
c. 800m E
c. 830m SE
c. 830m SE
c. 840m SE
c. 850m E
c. 850m E
c. 850m E
c. 850m E
c. 850m E
c. 900m E
c. 910m E
c. 920m E
c. 930m E
c. 960m SE
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suggesting an Early Bronze Age date for the
site.

Early medieval settlement

This site was excavated prior to development of
the Dun Emer housing estate (Licence no.
05E0848). The defended farmstead consisted
of several elements, the primary D-shaped
enclosure (35m diam.) of which was defined by
a large ditch (2.5m wide x c. 1m deep). The
main entrance of the enclosure was to the S and
post-hole supports for a large timber bridge
were found here. Internally two oval structures
(DU008-103002-;
DU008-103003-)
were
defined by postholes (6-11m diam.).
Immediately E of the main enclosure was a
sub-square enclosure (DU008-10304-). A third
enclosure (DU008-103005-) was located to the
N of the farmstead, NE of which was a kiln
(DU008—103006). Several phases of use were
indicated by charcoal samples, the earliest of
which was dated to 596-672 AD and the latest
to 770-885 AD (Giacometti 2011) – as per
NMS files.

Mound

Located to the northeast of the development
area, and situated on a low summit is a mound

(DU008-008), with dimensions of 16m in
length, 6m in width and a height of 1m. The
footprint of the mound is respected by the field
boundary to the west. Geophysical survey of
the mound was undertaken and a curving ditch
was identified and ‘increased responses from
the interior of the ditch may represent
occupational activity’ (Harbison 2007, cited in
NMS Files).

Lusk

The town of Lusk situated 400m to the east of
the development site is a recorded medieval
town (RMP No. DU008-010). The round tower
(RMP No. DU008-01003) is the only visible
relic of the Early Christian monastery. With an
estimated height of 32m it is located close to
the medieval belfry as the northeast turret but is
not actually attached to it. Austin Cooper in
1783 described it as in good preservation but
with the top open and no floors although by
1888 it had been floored and roofed (Price
1942, 76). The doorway is almost at ground
level and not raised as is more usual. There is
contained within it a basement entranced
through a trapdoor. It is suspected that this is
the result of searching for skeletons (Barrow
1945, 65).

Location of the closest RMP
sites to the Study Area
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St. Mary’s Convent

‘Ecclesiastical remains site’ (RMP No. DU00801002) is located to the northwest of the town
centre. It is recorded that there were no surface
indications of a monastery but that large stones
turned up during ploughing. It is currently
under glasshouses (Healy 1975, 20). Reputed to
be the location of St. Mary’s Convent, founded
by St. Malachy in c. 1144 before the house was
moved to Grace Dieu in c 1190 (Gwynn and
Hadcock 1970, 322). The townland of Regles
derives its name from this foundation.

Bullaun stone

A bullaun stone sub-circular in shape is
presently found in the vicinity of the Catholic
Church (RMP No. DU008-01001). It measures
0.65m in maximum width, the circular hollow
0.26m in depth and 0.33m in width (Stout, G.
1992).

Windmill

Remains of a windmill (DU008-007), only
visible as a slightly raised mound. This windmill
was visible on Rocque’s map of 1760 and on
the 1837 OS map but not on the 25 inch OS
map of 1906. A ditch was associated with the
windmill, however this was levelled c. 1985
(NMS Files).

Ring-ditch

Monitoring of the Chapel Farm development in
2002 revealed a possible ring-ditch with several
associated deposits of burnt material in subcircular cut pits (McCabe 2004a, 175). This had
rounded terminals opening westwards. There
was no evidence for a corresponding bank. The
base of the terminals contained five carbonised
slit planks associated with burnt bone (McCabe
2004b, 175), as per NMS files.

Burials

This monument was first identified during an
assessment (Licence no. 05E0161) of a
greenfield site delimited by Church road to the
south and Treen Lane to the west. At least five
inhumations, all supine, extended and orientated
E–W, with the head to the east were identified
(Clarke 2005). Excavation was undertaken
(Licence no. C010) in advance of roadwidening. A 5m long portion of the
ecclesiastical enclosure (DU008-010006-) was

excavated and a ditch fill date of 42-600 AD
recovered. External to the ditch eight E-W
supine burials were excavated including a
double burial containing two adult males. Both
had been beheaded and an iron spearhead was
protruding from the torso of one. The burial
was dated to 410-570 AD (O’Connell 2009, 54),
as per NMS files.

Souterrain

Excavation was undertaken (Licence no. C010)
in advance of road-widening. The souterrain
was located external to the ecclesiastical
enclosure (DU008-010006-) and consisted of
two rectangular chambers connected by a
creepway (2.2m long). Chamber 1 (12m x 1.7m)
was constructed of large blocks and boulders; a
rotary quernstone had been reused as a roof
lintel. Pottery dating to the 13th century was
recovered from the backfill. The second
chamber (2.2m x 1.7m) extended beyond the
limit of excavation (O’Connell 2009, 55), as per
NMS files.

Habitation site

Test-excavation (Licence no. 01E0872 Ext.) of a
greenfield site S of Church road identified a
possible portion of the ecclesiastical enclosure
(DU008-010006-) and evidence for habitation
including ditches, pits, possible hearths and
drainage. A bone spindle whorl and iron knife
of probable early medieval date and a single
sherd of medieval pottery were recovered from
stratified layers in defined features indicating
long-term settlement in the area. The features
have been preserved within the open space of
Chapel Farm housing estate (Baker 2001, 24), as
per NMS files.
Medieval church

Holy well

Located in the southwest of the village off
Barrack Lane is St. Macculin’s Well (RMP No.
DU008-01007), once a pool. It is now enclosed
with concrete pipes. There are no devotions
now, but water used to be taken to bathe sore
eyes. Legend has it that the saint jumped from
the round tower to the well and the marks of
his knees are on a stone near a well
(Ó'Danachair 1958, 73).
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Excavation

This site was excavated during grading of a
stream bank that surrounds the open space of
Chapel Farm housing estate (Licence no.
07E0409). Located along a small spur of the
stream a two ditches and a pit truncated by a
modern sewer were excavated. The features
were sealed by a layer rich with 12th-14th
century pottery (Giacometti 2007, 34). A barbed
and tanged Early Bronze Age arrowhead was
retrieved from the ditch suggesting a prehistoric
date for the features. This was at the edge of
the medieval site RMP No. DU008-098, which
was preserved in situ and the features identified
here were also preserved.

Lusk ecclesiastic settlement

Lusk is the best example of an early
ecclesiastical enclosure in the county. Both inner
c.110m x 100m) and middle enclosures (c.250m
x 220m) are reflected in street layout and plot
boundaries (Aalen 1992, 87). The present Main
Street, N portion of the Dublin Road, Church
Road and Church Street respect the former
boundaries of the early ecclesiastical enclosure.
Part of the outer enclosure was identified
through test excavation (Licence 01E0872ext.)
and preserved in what is now the open space of
Chapel Farm housing estate. Archaeological
investigation to accommodate road widening
along the Church road also identified part of
the outer ecclesiastical enclosure which was
radiocarbon dated from the early 5th through
the 6th century AD. (O'Connell 2009, 59), as
per NMS files.
Located within St Macullin's graveyard, the
round tower forms a detached north-east turret
to the 15th century belfry tower at Lusk. It is
built of coursed limestone masonry and
contains eight floors under a conical roof (H c.
34m). The wall is slightly battered and the
thickness of the wall is reduced from the
bottom to the top (T 1.4m-0.9m). The tower is
entered in the ESE through a doorway which
has a plain moulding. A trap door in the interior
provides access to the basement of the tower
(int. dims.2.2m-2.5m). The interior is lit by
narrow slit opes (Healy 1975, 20; Barrow 1975,
65-67, 8:10 (03)). The conical roof was restored
in 1860 by William reeves, rector of Lusk at the
time, as per NMS files.

The medieval church of Lusk (RMP No.
DU008-01004) was demolished in the 19th
century. It was purported to be of considerable
size with two aisles of nearly 50m in length and
divided by an arcade of 7-8 arches (Price 1942,
76). The belfry is square in plan rising to 5
storeys including a belfry stage which is marked
by a cornice. It has been dated to c. 1500 A.D.
and has been compared stylistically to the
church tower in Balrothery.
The graveyard (DU008-010005) is subrectangular in plan, defined by a low stone wall,
which has been subject to collapse and repair,
the church (DU008-010004) and round tower
(DU008-010003) are located on high ground
that slopes down to the perimeter. Externally
abutted at a substantial lower level by gardens
and houses. Contains the Echlin tomb (Sir
Robert of Kenure House, Rush 1699-1757), as
per NMS files.

Sheela-na-gig

Cooper mentions that a ‘Danish idol’ or Sheelana-gig had been kept in the church and was
subsequently buried. He describes how ‘it
represented the human features, fancifully
hideous, the face being seven inches broad and
the head, without neck or body, attached to a
pair of kneeling thighs and legs’ (Walsh 1888,
241). Joyce describes this as ‘a hideous stone
figure, traditionally reputed to be a stone idol,
formerly worshipped by the Danes of the
district. It consisted of a representation of a
human head, without neck or body, attached to
a pair of kneeling thighs and legs (Joyce 1921,
313).

Habitation site

This site was identified during pre-development
test-excavation (Licence no. 01E0384). The
results indicate a typical medieval plot. Towards
the street front are a number of structural
features; a broad ditch forms a sub-division
beyond which are pits from which 12th-14th
century
pottery
was
recovered.
The
archaeological remains are preserved within the
open space of a housing development (Baker
2001, 6).

Burial pit

During monitoring of a residential development
8

to the northeast of Lusk in 2002 a sub-circular
pit was uncovered. It had steep sloping sides (L
1.1m E-W, W. 0.92m N-S, D 0.35m) and
contained a Grooved Ware pot, flint waste
flakes and a small quantity of bone (McCabe
2004, 176). Late Neolithic in date.

oval cremation pit (1m N-S x 0.75m E-W)
contained a basal layer of charcoal and
inclusions of burnt bone (McCabe 2003, 6).

Kiln

Summaries of all licensed archaeological
investigations in the Republic of Ireland are
published in the annual Excavations Bulletin
(Isabel Bennett, ed.), available on-line at
www.excavations.ie. Excavation summaries for
the years 1970-2016 were consulted for the
present report. A map of all archaeological
licenses issued with submitted reports in
County Dublin can be found at Heritage Maps
(www.heritagemaps.ie).

Pit

55 entries have been made to the excavations
bulletins relating to sites located within or
immediately surrounding the town of Lusk. A
number of additional licences have been issued
with no excavations summary provided. There
have been no previous archaeological
investigations within the Study Area, however, a
number of archaeological licences have been
issued to the south and east of the site. These
licenses are for testing, monitoring and
archaeological excavation.

Pre-development investigations to the northeast
of Lusk in 2002 uncovered an hourglass-shaped
dark deposit which revealed a bowl and flue
suggesting a kiln (L. 2.3m, W. 1m). Oxidised
clay lined the bowl. Four rolled and polished
stones were identified in the fill and some
animal bone was noted. There was no evidence
in the form of seed or metalworking to suggest
the function (McCabe, 2004, 176).
This site was excavated prior to development of
a housing estate (Licence no. 04E0903). A series
of circular pits very similar in form and size
were excavated and six sherds of medieval
pottery were retrieved from the upper fills of
the pits. The pits were truncated by postmedieval furrow activity (Halliday 2004, 13).

Cremation pit

This site was excavated prior to development of
a housing estate (Licence no. 02E1031). A sub-

Archaeological Investigations

Nearby archaeological
investigations
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Nature of site

Location

Ecclesiastical enclosure
Barrack Lane, Lusk
Multiperiod site
Raheny, Lusk
No archaeology
Treen Hill, Lusk
Early Christian foundation
Church Road, Lusk
Medieval friary
The Green, Regles Lusk
Early Christian/ medieval
Post Office Road, Lusk
Medieval settlement
Ballough (part of), Lusk
No archaeology
Lusk
Postmedieval
Lusk
Early ecclesiastical enclosure ditch Lusk
Early medieval settlement
Lusk
Monitoring
Lusk
Prehistoric burialpit, pit and kiln
Lusk
Monitoring
Lusk
Hearth, cremation, ring ditch
Lusk
Ringditch and associated features Lusk
Hearth and possible cremation pit
Lusk
Prehistoric burial pit, pit and kiln
Lusk
Pits, ditches etc.
Lusk
No archaeology
Racehorse Commons, Lusk
Postmedieval
Lusk
Monitoring
Lusk
Fulacht fiadh
Lusk
Multiperiod ditched enclosure
Lusk
Fulacht fiadh
Lusk
No archaeology
Lusk
Prehistoric pits and slot trench
Lusk
No archaeology
Lusk
Pits & poss. Bronze Age structure
Minister’s Rd., Lusk
No archaeology
Lusk
No archaeology
Clay Cottage, Lusk
Probable prehistoric shallow features Lusk
No archaeology
Dun Emer, Lusk
No archaeology
Hand’s Lane, Regles, Lusk
Inhumations
St. Macullin’s Church, Lusk
No archaeology
Skerries Rd., Lusk
Excavation (McGR, Ph. 4)
Skerries Rd., Lusk
No archaeology
Lusk
No archaeology
Chapel Farm, Lusk
No archaeology
Chapel Farm, Lusk
No archaeology
Dun Emer, Lusk
Early medieval burial site
Church Rd., Lusk
Souterrain and burial ground
Church Rd., Lusk
Early medieval settlement
Dun Emer, Lusk
No archaeology
The Green, Regles, Lusk
No archaeology
Hand’s Lane, Regles, Lusk
No archaeology
St. Jude’s, Station Rd., Lusk
No archaeology
Regles, Lusk
Prehistoric and medieval settlement Chapel Farm, Lusk
Ecclesiastic enclosure
Main St., Lusk
Medieval deposits
Church Rd., Lusk
Possible ecclesiastic enclosure
Church & St. Joseph’s Rds
Medieval
Barrack Lane, Lusk
Multiperiod
Barrack Lane, Lusk
Postmedieval furrows
The Green, Regles, Lusk
No archaeology
Chapel Rd., Lusk
No archaeology
Skerries Rd., Lusk

None of the archaeological investigations
carried out in Regles townland have identified
archaeology. Donald Murphy carried out a
testing programme to the east in the vicinity to
the reputed site of St. Mary’s nunnery, however
no archaeological material was identified. The

Excav. Ref

Director

Licence No.

1991:051
1993:099
1996:135
1997:181
1997:182
1998:213
2001:326
2001:446
2001:447
2001:448
2001:449
2002:622
2002:623
2002:624
2002:625
2002:626
2002:627
2002:628
2002:629
2002:630
2001:451
N/a
2003:634
N/a
N/a
2003:635
2003:638
2003:641
2003:639
2003:636
2004:617
2004:618
2004:619
2004:620
2004:621
2004:622
2004:623
N/a
N/a
N/a
N/a
2005:504
2005:505
2005:506
2005:507
2005:508
2005:509
2006:673
2007:527
N/a
N/a
2008:475
2009:349
2009:350
2010:281
2011:222
2015:108

G. Stout
B. Cassidy
M. McMahon
D. Murphy
D. Murphy
D. Murphy
C. Baker
C. Baker
C. Baker
E. Moore
C. Baker
S. McCabe
S. McCabe
S. McCabe
S. McCabe
S. McCabe
S. McCabe
S. McCabe
A. Wallace
S. McCabe
C. Baker
S. Johnston
E. Larsson
S. Johnston
S. Johnston
A. Wallace
A. Wallace
E. Larsson
A. Wallace
A. Wallace
J. Whitaker
H. Schweitzer
S. Halliday
R. Meenan
J. Dempsey
S. Halliday
S. Halliday
S. Johnston
S. Halliday
S. Halliday
S. Halliday
L. Clarke
A. O’Connell
A. Giacometti
J. Whitaker
J. Whitaker
T. Bolger
J. Carroll
A. Giacometti
D. Delaney
D. Delaney
A. Giacometti
Y. Whitty
Y. Whitty
K. Campbell
R. O’Hara
D. Murphy

91E006
93E093
96E274
97E025
97E392
98E116
01E0384
01E0638
01E0638 ext.
01E0872
01E0638 ext.
02E0794
02E0794
02E0871
02E0871 ext.
02E1029
02E1031
02E1398
02E1719
02E0421
01E1002
02E1129
02E1399
02E1529
02E1560
03E0036
03E0792
03E0842
03E1113
03E1251
04E1336
03E1251
03E0792 ext.
04E1083
04E1031
04E0751
04E0903
04E1379
04E1158
04E1158 ext.
03E0792 ext.
05E0161
C010
05E0848
05E362
05E943
05E1000
06E621
07E409
E3323, C201
E3323, C201
08E475
09E261
09E261 ext.
10E079
11E099
N/a

closest archaeological investigations to the
Study Area were to the south for the Dun Emer
development. Further archaeological features
were uncovered within the Chapel Farm
development to the southeast. A summary of
the findings within these two developments is
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given below.

Dun Emer Development

Two areas of
possible archaeological
significance were identified by Arch-Tech
during archaeological monitoring (Excavation
Licence 03E 0792) of the majority of Phase 2
of the Dun Emer residential development in
2003 on behalf of Dwyer Nolan Homes Ltd.,
to the west of Lusk village and directly outside
the zone for the Medieval town of Lusk (RMP
No. DU008-010). The areas were subsequently
excavated under Licence No. 03E 1113 by
Angela Wallace (Wallace 2004, report dated 28th
May 2004). Area A consisted of three pits
containing burnt stone material mixed with
charcoal resembling fulacht fiadh material. Area
D consisted of a oval/sub-rectangular slot
trench, measuring 3.6m north-south. The
activity was subsequently radiocarbon dated to
c. 2000 BC (CAL).
The remainder of the archaeological monitoring
of Phase 2 of the Dun Emer residential
development was carried out by Stuart Halliday
under Excavation Licence 03E 0792 (ext) in
2004. No more archaeological features were
encountered (report dated 3rd March 2004)
The excavation of Phase 6 of the Dun Emer
residential development, carried out by Antoine
Giacometti under licence 05E848, revealed a
defended Early Medieval farmstead. It was set
in the centre of a series of radiating ditches,
extending for over 70m to the north, east and
west, forming an agricultural field system
surrounding the site. The excavation also
uncovered evidence for the management of the
landscape around the site over a very long
period of time, possibly from the late
prehistoric period to the 18th century, in the
form of field ditches and field drains.
The main enclosure of the early medieval
settlement was sub-square in shape, and
measured c. 35m in diameter. It was defined by
a large ditch that measured c. 2.50m in width
and c. 1m in depth, with evidence for an inner
bank. A rough metalled or cobbled surface was
found along the base of the ditch. A set of
postholes indicated a large timber bridge over
the ditch to the south of the enclosure,
suggesting that the mainentrance was from this

direction. Two oval or circular structures
defined by postholes were found within the
enclosure, measuring 6-11m in diameter. One
of these had an entrance to the southeast, and
the other had a centrally located hearth. Some
evidence of small scale metalworking was also
found.
Immediately to the east of the main enclosure
was a second sub-square enclosure 20m in
diameter, defined by a smaller ditch. Two
possible entrances were located to the north of
this enclosure, and an access point over the
ditch to the west allowed passage between both
enclosures. No features were found within the
enclosure, and one possible interpretation is
that it served as an animal pen. A third smaller
rectangular enclosure was located to the north
of the main enclosure. This was defined by a
complex of shallow ditches that were filled by
silts packed with charred seeds, which were
likely to have come from a large unlined corndrying kiln located nearby.

Chapel Farm development

As part of the programme of development by
Manor Park Homebuilders Ltd. In advance of
construction,
several
programmes
of
archaeological testing were undertaken in the
immediate vicinity of the current monitoring
programme (Moore, unpublished report dated
December 2000; Baker 2001e; 2002; refer Fig.
2). A total of 87 features of archaeological
significance were identified in these previous
programmes, including several datable to the
10th to 12th centuries, a bone spindle whorl
(01E0872:002) and iron blade (01E0872:001) of
Early Medieval date and a single sherd of
medieval pottery (01E0872:003), which were
recovered from stratified layers in defined
features indicating occupation of the site for
centuries. Also identified were the remains of a
possible ecclesiastical ditch. As a result of these
testing programmes, an archaeological buffer
zone was placed around this area.
During archaeological monitoring of part of
Phase 2 of the Chapel Farm development, a
complex of archaeological features including a
possible ring ditch, several burnt spreads and
two linear features to the west of the site were
identified (McCabe, 2002a). In addition to this,
11

Locations identified in the
Topographical Files in relation to the
Study Area (top)
Bronze stick pins (IA/141/80) found
near the round tower in Lusk, image
form Topographical Files of the
National Museum (bottom)

two isolated burnt spreads were identified to the
east of the site. These features were excavated
under Excavation Licence No. 02E 1029 and
02E 1031 respectively and the results of these
excavations are contained in the relevant reports
(McCabe, 2002 b and c).
Phases 3 and 4 of the Chapel Farm
development were archaeologically monitored
and recovered nothing of archaeological
significance (Halliday 2005a and b). A further
programme of archaeological monitoring was
undertaken in 2007 in the buffer zone in order
to grade the banks of a stream curving around a
proposed public park within the development
(Giacometti 2007). This identified medieval and
postmedieval agricultural or drainage features,
and also part of a larger prehistoric settlement.

Topographical Files, they provide information
on artefacts, their find spots, and any field
monuments that have been notified to the
National Museum.

NMI Topographical Files

No artefacts are recorded from within to the
Study Area. However, a small number of
artefacts were found within a 2km distance of
the site, all from within the village of Lusk.

The files held in the National Museum of
Ireland were consulted in relation to artefacts
reported from the Burgage townland and
surrounding area. Collectively known as the

In 1980, 3 bronze stick pins and a polished
stone axehead (IA/141/80) were loaned to the
NMI for the purpose of identification and
dating. The objects were found 60 years prior to

Reg. No.
IA/141/80
1980:119
1999:41
1999:42
1999:43
1999:44
1999:63
1999:151173

Findspot
Lusk
Lusk
Lusk
Causestown
Lusk
Causestown
Lusk
Lusk

Description
3 bronze stick pins, polished stone axehead
Polished stone axehead
Stone ball
Stone ball
Stone rubber
Fragment of countersunk pebble
Polished stone axehead
Glazed pottery, brick, floor and roof tiles

Period
Medieval & Neolithic
Neolithic
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Possible Neolithic
Medieval
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their submission to the NMI by a Mr Fintan
Sherry. The objects were found on top of the
topsoil, approximately 100 yards from the
round tower (DU008-010003) in Lusk (NMI
Files). The round tower is located 850m to the
east of the Study Area.
In 1990, a number of artefacts were found in
Lusk Graveyard by a Mrs Mary Cross of Lusk.
This assemblage included fragments of
medieval floor tiles, roof tiles glazed rim sherd
and body sherd and other miscellaneous
fragments of pottery that were unclassifiable.
These artefacts were acquired by the NMI in
1999 (NMI Files).
In 1999 a number of artefacts were found by a
Mr Con Gaffney while ploughing in the
townland of Causestown, north of the town of
Lusk (NMI Files). A polished stone axehead
(1999:63) along with 2 stone balls (1999:41 &
42), a stone rubber (1999:43) and a fragment of
a countersunk pebble (1999:44) completed the
assemblage. The polished stone axehead had
been found some 20 years previously by Mr
Gaffney and had been sent to the NMI for the
purpose of identification and dating. At this

time, a file was opened on the object and it was
given another registration number, 1980:119. In
1999 the objects were donated to the NMI.
In addition to this a flint arrowhead was
uncovered in Lusk townland to the south of the
Dun Emer development during monitoring
works in 2007 near the base of a bank
associated with a large ditch (Giacometti &
McGlade 2007, 24). A number of other smaller
ditches and pits in the vicinity were identified
and preserved in situ. The arrowhead was
identified as being a barbed and tanged example
likely to date from the Early Bronze Age,
though some earlier examples associated with
Beaker pottery are known (Anderson 2008, 3).

Protected Structures
There are no Protected Structures listed in the
Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 within the
Study Area. The closest Protected Structure to
the Study Area is the Glebe House to the south
of Minister’s Road, built c. 1830 (Fingal Co. Co.
RPS No. 0309, NIAH Ref. 11323007, Reid et al
2017, Appendix 2).
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Section 3

History and Cartography

Placename
The study area lies within the townland of
Regles. This name is derived from the Irish
Reigléas or Reigléasa, which refers to an
anchorite’s cell or a church/monastic buildings.
It appears in the form of Reiclés in the old Irish
annals (logainm.ie). It has been argued that this
name derives specifically from the establishment
of the convent of Arrouaisian Nuns, with the
townland relating to the tract of land
appropriated to the nunnery upon its
foundation (Reeves 1857-1861, 482). As this
establishment was suppressed in the early 1190s
when the nunnery was moved to Grace Dieu, it
is interesting that the name remained. However,
the lands are likely to have remained in the
possession of the nuns at Grace Dieu until the
suppression of the monasteries in the 1530s
and 1540s.
Although the exact meaning of the placename
‘Lusk’ is uncertain (Flanagan and Flanagan
1994, 236), Joyce (1996, 68) and Donnelly
(1977, 85) were of the opinion that it derived
from ‘losca’ meaning ‘cave’. The combination
of ‘cave’ element and the existence of a
significant early medieval church site at Lusk led
Clinton (1998, 124-5) to speculate that Lusk had
derived its name from the existence of
souterrains at the site. Souterrains, which are
subterranean passages and chambers sometimes
defined by drystone masonry walls, are often
found in association with early medieval
settlement sites such as ringforts (Stout 1997,
32-3). They are also known to have been
constructed at church sites of the same date
(Clinton 1998, 125) and are thought to have had
a range of storage and defensive purposes.
From ‘indications observed at other early
church-sites’, Clinton (ibid.) speculated that
‘should the suggested evidence of a souterrain
at Lusk prove to be accurate, the monument
may well have the form of a simple earth or

rock-cut arrangement’. Souterrains associated
with church sites could, however, take more
complex forms, as illustrated by the
identification of ‘the largest recorded tunnelled
souterrains’ in County Cork in association with
ecclesiastical sites.
Local traditions regarding the name of Lusk
broadly mirrored its derivation from an
ecclesiastical ‘cave’. This cave was, however,
characterised in a different way as local people
derived the name from a story associated with
St. Maccullin or ‘Maculind’. He was believed to
have been a local man, who died in 497 or 498
A.D. in the same year as St. Patrick. According
to the story, ‘St. Maculind took up his residence
in a cave hollowed out of the side of a hill, and
lived and died there; and the pilgrimages that
subsequently took place to the shrine of the
Saint - the Losca - made the locality known by
that name’ (Donnelly 1977, 85). While this story
may not accurately reflect either the nature of
the ‘cave’ or the establishment of the
ecclesiastical site at Lusk, it suggests that the site
was known for some form of subterranean
feature, and that this feature was popularly
associated with the site’s founder. If the feature
in question was a souterrain, it suggests that at
some point after its early medieval construction,
it was uncovered or became famous as an
unusual and early relic of the site. Interestingly,
a souterrain was uncovered during an
archaeological excavation in 2005 (Licence No.
C010, Excavations Ref. 2005:505). The
souterrain was external to the ecclesiastic
enclosure.

The prehistoric period
While Lusk is well-known as a prominent early
and later medieval site, past finds and recent
archaeological investigations carried out in
advance of development have demonstrated
14

that it was also the site of a range of human
activities carried out in the millennia before the
advent of Christianity. For example, the
recovery of a stone axe (no NMI Reg. No.)
from the foundations of a cottage in Barrack
Lane reflects both the existence of probable
Neolithic or Early Bronze Age people in or near
Lusk, but also the post-medieval tradition of
building such artefacts into walls and houses
(Giacometti 2008, 3). The presence of
prehistoric people in the wider landscape was
confirmed by the identification of a number of
probable prehistoric features during the course
of various archaeological investigations. A pit
excavated by Schweitzer (2005, 13) in 2004 in
the southern part of the Chapel Farm
development yielded a piece of worked flint
which he considered to be ‘a possible backed
knife of Middle Neolithic to Early Bronze Age
date’. An Early Bronze Age flint arrowhead was
also retrieved from a ditch identified at the
southern edge of the Chapel Farm development
in 2008 (Giacometti, Licence No. 07E409,
Excavations Ref. 2007:527).
Additional features identified included two
probable Bronze Age fulachta fia (McCabe
2002a, 4; Johnston and Kerrigan 2002, 4;
Larsson, pers.comm.), which comprised pits, the
remains of hearths and extensive spreads of
burnt stone. Further burnt mound material was
also identified by Wallace (2003, 1 & 10; 2004,
14) in the course of archaeological
investigations carried out in advance of the
Dun Emer residential development. The exact
function of these very numerous monuments is
uncertain. They were used to boil large
quantities of water, which may have been used
in cooking, textile processing, or even as
sweathouses with the addition of a lightweight
structure over the trough.
Although many of the various pits, kilns and
possible furnaces which were identified
scattered throughout the fields around Lusk
(e.g. Baker 2001, 24; Baker and Ní Cheallaigh
2001, 12; Halliday 2004, 10; McCabe 2002b, 7;
Wallace 2003, 18-19; Wallace 2004, 14)
contained no datable material, it is possible that
some were the result of prehistoric activities.
These probably related to the daily routines of
prehistoric people, including the production of

food, the definition of particular parts of the
landscape and the articulation of relationships
between people and places. Johnston and
Kerrigan (2002, 10-11), for example, identified
an enclosed settlement area of early historic
date to the east of the town, predated by a
prehistoric settlement. Subsequent analysis of
material including pottery obtained from this
site would appear to confirm the conclusions of
the
excavators,
as
sherds
of
Late
Neolithic/Early Bronze Age Beaker vessels and
of three later Bronze Age coarse pottery were
identified (Roche [n.d.]). In addition to several
heavily oxidised iron finds and a small pseudopenannular copper-alloy brooch, sherds of eware pottery were recovered from later phases
of use indicating the reuse of the location in the
early medieval period (Johnston and Kerrigan
2003, 3 & 7). The site at that time was defined
by a number of c-shaped enclosure ditches
within which 6 probable corn-drying kilns were
identified. These, together with large amounts
of butchered bone recovered from the ditches
suggested ‘long-term occupation’ of a relatively
humble enclosed, but apparently unfortified
settlement.
This was only one of two small probable
settlements identified in the immediate vicinity
of Lusk, as a second complex of small
enclosures and features was identified on the
outskirts of Lusk to the west. Environmental
samples gathered by Wallace (Licence No.
03E1113) during her excavation of three pits
and a sub-rectangular possible structure provide
evidence of prehistoric farming practices in the
vicinity of Lusk. Samples analysed contained
wood charcoal, carbonised barley, bread wheat
and emmer grains as well as the remains of
weeds indicative of possible tillage from burnt
mound material (Lyons 2004, 2-3). Radiocarbon
analysis of two charcoal samples obtained from
the features yielded dates of between 2025-1923
BC and 1609-1495 BC respectively, suggesting
an Early Bronze Age date for the site. This is
the closest excavated site to the Study Area,
lying to the south of Minister’s Road and
indicates that there was human occupation in
the immediate vicinity of the site in the Early
Bronze Age. Additional prehistoric activity was
identified in the vicinity of the early medieval
settlement further to the south within the same
15

development (Giacometti 2011, 163-4).
A further complex of enclosures and possible
structures further to the east of Lusk in Reheny
townland was interpreted by the excavator
(Cassidy, Licence No. 93E0093, Excavations
Ref. 1993:099) as the ‘truncated remains of
settlement activity’ extending from the Later
Bronze Age to the Middle Ages.
While some evidence of the daily lives of
prehistoric people in the vicinity of Lusk can
possibly be traced through the remains of the
archaeological record, there is also evidence of
changing religious beliefs and practices
manifested through the treatment of the dead.
Fragments of ‘two vase urns and some
cremated bone were acquired by the National
Museum in 1940, originating from a poorly
recorded earlier Bronze Age burial disturbed
during the mechanical excavation of a sandpit
in [...] Balleally townland (Topographical Files,
NMI Reg. No. 1940: 81a-c)’. The destruction of
a mound in the same townland in the 1950s also
led to the identification of three probable Iron
Age long cist graves (NMI Reg. No. 1958:37),
and it is possible that the unexcavated mound in
Regles townland to the northwest of Lusk
village (RMP No. DU008-008) contains similar
burials. Continued development throughout the

20th century has brought further prehistoric
burial evidence to light, including burial pits,
such as the probable Late Neolithic burial pit
containing Grooved Ware (2800-2400 B.C.)
pottery to the east of the town (McCabe,
Licence No. 02E1398, Excavations Ref.
2002:628) and the remains of a Late Bronze
Age cremation burial pit (McCabe, Licence No.
02E1031, Excavations Ref. 2002:627) to the
south. A possible ring-ditch was also identified
in the southern part of the Chapel Farm
development (McCabe, Licence No. 02E1029,
Excavations Ref. 2002:626), southeast of the
Study Area. This is the closest monument of
this type to the example uncovered during the
testing programme, located 940m away from
the Regles barrow, and 670m from the Study
Area.
A large enclosure of unknown date, identified
through aerial photography, is located to the
south of the early medieval settlement in the
Dun Emer development. This enclosure, if it
formed a complete circuit, would have had a
diameter of c. 420m, an enormous enclosure
interpreted by Giacometti as a the lands of a
potential high-status noble (2011, 165). Given
the scale of the enclosure, it is also possible that
it may have prehistoric origins representing an
important territorial boundary.

Aerial photograph of
the site taken in the
1970s by Leo Swan.
The curving field
boundary at the
southern end of the
photo may relate to
the boundary of a
large undated
enclosure suggested
by Giacometti to be a
possible noble
settlement of early
medieval date (2011,
165). It is possible this
may also have
prehistoric origins and
be associated with the
prehistoric
archaeology
excavated to the
north between the
enclosure and the
Study Area, and to the
northeast between
the enclosure and the
town
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Taken together, in the words of Johnston and
Kerrigan (2002, 12), the identification of
prehistoric sites and material in the vicinity of
Lusk ‘create a picture of diverse human activity
taking place across the whole landscape, with
drier elevated locations and lower wetland areas
alike producing evidence for sustained
communal action’. The nature of this activity
varied over time and according to the needs and
intentions of the people engaging in it, and
ranged from small scale domestic activity to the
treatment of the dead and the articulation of
different belief systems.

The early medieval period
With the advent of Christianity and literacy, the
landscape of Lusk and the adjoining townlands
were woven into historically recorded narratives
of territoriality and political change. In the early
medieval period, the area around Lusk lay
within the territory of Árd Ciannachta, which
‘was the name given to that portion of Brega
between Drumiskin in Co. Louth, and the river
Liffey’ (Anon. 1914, 250). This area was
physically and metaphorically linked into the
wider network of kingdoms and mythical places
in the early medieval period by the ‘Slighe
Cualann’, one of the ancient routeways ‘leading
from Tara to the south-eastern districts of

Leinster’ (ibid., 251). Hence, the vicinity of
Lusk was ‘celebrated as the site in heroic days
of one of the great public hostelries of Ireland’,
and featured in popular and literary accounts of
Fionn and the Fianna. Forgaill Monach, the
mythical keeper of the hostel ‘whose name may
survive in that of Rathmoney [or Rathmooney]
townland’ was stated to have had ‘a fair
daughter’, Eimer, who was wooed by and
married Fionn.
Pseudo-historical accounts recorded how Árd
Ciannachta ‘was lost to Leinster at the battle of
Crinna, A.D. 240, and was awarded by the victor
to his Munster allies under Tadhg, son of Cian,
from whom the Ciannachta were named’
(Anon. 1914, 250). The septs of the Ciannachta
included the ‘Fir Tuirbhi (Men of Turvey), and
the Saithne, long rulers of this district’. The
Saithne in turn were led by the O’Cathasaigh, or
O’Caseys, who controlled the wider area of
Lusk from their headquarters at Balrothery.
They maintained their control over the area for
much of the early medieval period until the
12th century advent of the Anglo-Normans.
They were in turn subject to the Uí Néill rulers
of the kingdom of Brega ‘which with the
kingdom of Mide, in what is now mainly
Westmeath, formed the great Uí Néill (midland)
over-kingdom of Mide, Meath’ (Ryan 1949, 67).

The Down Survey of Lusk Parish marks ‘the towne of Lusk’
with a church. Surrounding the town the lands of the
parish is divided into townlands. The terroir associated
with the map remarks that ‘the soyle is good and
profitable consisting of arable meadow and pasture’. The
townland of ‘Riglasse’ is recorded as being in the
possession of ‘Netervile of Corballis’, an Irish Papist. This
refers to Luke Netterville, son of Viscount Netterville of
Dowth, who resided at Corballis Castle where Dublin
Airport is currently situated. Luke Netterville was amongst
the Sir Simon Harcourt came into possession of the
townland of Regles and Luke Netterville’s other estates
after his lands were forfeited in the 1640s (Harcourt 1880,
127), though some of these lands may have been
returned to Luke Netterville after the Act of Settlement in
1662 (D’alton 1855, 297). The Civil Survey of 16541656
records the townland as ‘The Riglass’ and notes that it
includes fourteen freeholds in Lusk town. The townland is
given as 144 acres and records that the premises are in
the archbishops liberty and ‘doe suite and service to ye
court held at Swords, formerly by ye archbishop and now
by ye Colledge (Simington 1945, 122). The tithes are listed
as having belonged to the canter and treasurer of St.
Patrick’s Church Dublin prior to 1640, and now to the
College (ibid., 123). A chaffe house and eighteen
cottages are listed as being on the property (ibid.).
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The O’Cathasaigh were not the only major
political force in the wider area, however. With
the establishment of the Viking city of Dublin
in the 10th century, a large hinterland came
under the direct or indirect control of the
Scandinavian dynasties of the city. While the
relative scarcity of Viking place names suggests
that a substantial Gaelic population continued
to live and farm within the Dublin hinterland,
the designation of much of the lands north of
the Liffey as ‘Fine-Gall’, or the ‘tribes of the
foreigners’ indicates Scandinavian influence.
‘Fine-Gall’ or ‘Fingal’ is believed to have
extended ‘from the river Tolka at the south to
the river Delvin at the north’ and incorporated
the ‘four baronies of Coolock, Nethercross,
Balrothery East and Balrothery West’ (Walsh
1888, 2-3). The assumption that these lands
were partly settled by Scandinavians led
antiquarians of the 19th century to propose the
belief that physical traces of Viking ancestry
were discernible among the modern inhabitants
of Fingal, including Lusk (e.g. Armstrong 1835,
9). While this belief was problematic, it is
possible that ‘the reason why Viking settlements
are so little distinct from Gaelic ones may be
that in daily life Viking collaborated very closely
with native inhabitants’ (Simms and Fagan 1992,
89) and intermarried with them. According to
Mitchell and Ryan (1997, 300), however, the
absence of Viking settlement evidence from
parts of Fingal may reflect a concentration of
Scandinavian settlement along the coast of
Dublin rather than further inland. They thus
speculate that Hiberno-Norse settlement in the
early medieval period may not have extended as
far as Lusk.
Lusk’s greatest fame during the early medieval
period was due to the foundation of a
monastery by St. Maccullin in the later 5th
century. Over the following centuries, St.
Maccullin’s monastery, together with the
monastery at Swords became one of the
primary religious establishments and settlement
foci in north County Dublin. Traces of the
monastic site at Lusk survive in the curving
routes of its street pattern and field boundaries
around Church Road, leading Stout and Stout
(1992, 16) to observe that ‘Lusk is the best
example of an Early Christian enclosure in the
county’. This enclosure (RMP No. DU008-

01006), comprising a probable bank and ditch
enclosed ‘an area similar in size to some of the
lesser Roman towns in England’. The earliest
ecclesiastical reference is to St. Macculin, the
Bishop of Lusk who died there in 497 A.D. and
gave his name to the church (D'Alton 1833,
146). The deaths of the subsequent bishops and
abbots of the monastery are recorded
throughout the Annals and the succession of
the clergy has been mapped from 497 A.D. to
1887 A.D. (Walsh 1888, 261). Particularly
interesting is that the succession in some cases
was a family affair. In 731 Crunnmael, son of
Colgan, Abbot of Lusca died. He was
succeeded by Conall, son of Crunnmhael,
Abbot of Lusca who died in 779 and was in
turn succeeded by Colga also son of
Crunnmhael who reached his demise in 782
(Nicholls 1990, 329, 385, 389).
The surviving outline of the monastic
enclosures as can be seen in the present street
patterns. Approximate dimensions of the outer
enclosure are 250m x 220m, with dimensions of
110m x 100m for the inner enclosure (Aalen
1992, 87). Archaeological testing carried out to
the southwest of the village by Baker (2001, 22)
uncovered additional lengths of this enclosure,
and further sections of the ecclesiastic ditch
were excavated to the northwest, with a date of
420-600 AD retrieved from the ditch
(O’Connell 2009, cited in NMS files). Burials,
including the burial of two beheaded males
within the same grave cut with an iron spear
head protruding through the torso of one of
the burials were also uncovered on the external
side of the ditch to the northwest, and dated to
410-570 AD (ibid.). The relatively shallow
character of these ditches led Baker to conclude
that they did not form a barrier ‘comparable to
other ecclesiastical sites’ such as Armagh. This
reflects that fact that the primary reasons for
enclosing the site may have been symbolic and
jurisdictional rather than defensive. Stout and
Stout further noted the presence of the round
tower (RMP No. DU008-01003) on the site of
the present Church of Ireland church and
stated that it ‘provides testimony to the wealth
of ecclesiastical buildings which must have
stood at this site’. The present church (RMP
No. DU008-01004) is a 19th century structure,
but annalistic sources make reference to the
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burning of 180 people in a ‘stone church’ at the
site in 1089 (Manning 2001, 47). The materials
used in this church, and the large number of
people said to have perished within it are
further indications of the wealth and status of
Lusk, although it is not clear that all of the
people who died were actually killed within the
church.
Much of the surrounding lands were likely to
have come under the influence of the
monastery, whether directly as church lands
farmed on behalf of the monastery, or as places
articulated by the religious beliefs embodied
within the site. It is likely that the inhabitants of
the small enclosed site to the east of the town
(Johnston and Kerrigan 2002, 3 & 7; Par. 3.1.2.)
and the early medieval settlement to the south
of the Study Area (Giacometti 2011, 157)
visited the church and wells as well as being
subject to the overlordship of the Lusk abbots
and bishops. The existence of holy wells (e.g. St.
Maccullin’s well; RMP No. DU008-007) in the
wider area, while perhaps reflecting prehistoric
belief systems, further demonstrate the way in
which Christian beliefs and practices mediated
the landscape around Lusk. As population
centres, and through royal and church
patronage, early medieval monastic sites often
accrued considerable wealth and influence. In
695, for example, St. Adamnanus convened a
Synod at Lusk, while it was frequently
mentioned in the Annals between 731 and 1135
(Anon. 1914, 251). Its abbots were ‘mentioned
eleven times, the latest date being 902, its
bishops between 873-965’, while mention was

also made of other monastic office-holders
such as the ‘seachnab, or prior; airchinneach;
oeconomus, or spenser; and scribes’ (ibid.).
The Annals of Ulster also record that Lusk was
the site of an óenach or assembly on the feast
of St. Maccullin, at which the local king died in
800 A.D. According to Manning (2001, 116-7),
óenachs were frequently convened by the king
or local ruler ‘on land under his personal
control’, and gradually lost their symbolic
importance so that by the 11th century their
‘function
had
become
predominantly
economic’. Thus, as centres of wealth, monastic
sites were frequent targets for people seeking
easy access to valuable artefacts and were also
often embroiled in local and national political
struggles. It is therefore unsurprising that Lusk
was plundered by the Danes in 825, and burned
again a few years later (Anon. 1914, 251). It was
attacked in 1089 by the men of Munster, and in
1053 by the Foxes of Teffia and Conchubhar
Ua Maelechlainn, king of Meath (Walsh 2003,
95).

The medieval period
The importance of Lusk as a religious and
economic centre continued after the arrival of
the Anglo-Normans, as the monastery and its
lands were confirmed by papal bull to the see
of Dublin in 1179 (Anon. 1914, 251). Indeed,
the granting of lands at Lusk and in much of
County Dublin to the archbishop is probably
‘attributable to the fact that so much of [the

John Rocque’s map of 1760 depicts the town of Lusk in
detail. The circular street pattern which reflects the
monastic origins of the town is delineated. The village is
surrounded by commonage and the field patterns are
clearly portrayed. The field boundaries in the vicinity of
the proposed site are difficult to match to those on the
ground today, or with the subsequent Ordnance Survey
maps. The line of Hand’s Lane can be seen to the east of
the site, though it is not named. To the east, along the line
of the R132, the road from Swords to Balbriggan, a row of
buildings with gardens to the rear front onto the eastern
side of the road. Interestingly these are labelled ‘Rigalis of
Lusk’. The townland name Regles is believed to derive
from the ecclesiastic site of St. Mary’s Convent (RMP No.
DU008010002) to the east in Lusk itself. This was founded
in 1144 before moving to Gracedieu in c. 1195. The
townland may relate to lands previously held by the
convent. Is it possible that the ‘Regalis of Lusk’ marked on
the 1760 map indicates a later ecclesiastic foundation?
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county] belonged to the church before the
arrival of the Anglo-Normans’ (Bradley 1998,
142). The 12th-century grant of Lusk to
Laurence O’Toole led Bradley (ibid, 135) to
conclude that the monastery church was, as a
result, ‘transformed into a parish church’.
Between 1186 and 1189, ‘the vill of Lusk’ presumably the settlement around the
monastery - was granted by King John to
Hubert Walter (Flanagan 2001, 373). This ‘vill’
probably formed the basis of the borough that
was founded at Lusk by the Archbishop of
Dublin, around the 13th century (Bradley 1998,
135).
Lusk’s earlier status as a ‘mother church,
possessed [of] a number of dependent
chapelries’, the extensive nature of its lands and
the value of its settlement as a population and
economic centre meant that it was an attractive
benefice coveted by the Crown. In 1294, King
Edward I conferred Lusk upon ‘John of Spain,
the nephew of Queen Eleanor’, while ‘there was
some litigation in 1284 and 1318 about the
patronage, and finally in 1467 a moiety was
restored to the precentors of St. Patrick’s, and
the other moiety to the treasurer’ (Anon. 1914,
252).
St. Mary’s, Lusk may have been founded in 1144
by St. Malachy (Gwynn and Hadcock 1970, 322)
to the east of the Study Area in the
northwestern side of Lusk town. This was a
convent of Arrouaisian nuns (RMP No.
DU008-01002) however it was transferred to
Grace Dieu after 1195 by John Cumin,

archbishop of Dublin (ibid.). Pope Celestine
confirmed the church of St. Mary, Lusk, to the
abbess in 1196. In 1205 ‘Eustace de Roche
obtained a grant of certain parcels of land
within the honor of Lusk; and in 1219 the
church, which had previously been a prebend in
the gift of Philip de Bray, was assigned as part
of the provision for the precentor of St.
Patrick’s [Cathedral]’ (D’Alton 1976, 211). In
1540 the possessions of Grace Dieu included in
Lusk a messuage, 102 acres and several cottages
(ibid.). This is likely to correspond to Regles
townland. St. Mary’s was a great educational
establishment, however, was founded in the
Celtic church tradition. The removal of the
establishment to Grace Dieu allowed for
change, with the subsequent community
following the rule of St. Augustine (Walsh 1888,
19). The foundation at Grace Dieu was so
successful in the education of young women
that the Irish Lord Deputy interceded on its
behalf during the suppression of the
monasteries, however to no avail (ibid.). Grace
Dieu and its holdings were largely granted to
the Barnewall family.
Throughout the Middle Ages, Lusk functioned
as a manorial centre, as a local religious centre,
and as a centre for the cultivation and
processing of agricultural produce. Lusk was
situated within the arable lands that occupy
much of the heartland of Co. Dublin (Smyth
1992, 126). These lands stretched from Lusk
and Garristown ‘southwards through Swords
and Finglas, and westwards along the Tolka and
Liffey valleys, including the outlying parishes of

The townland of Lusk is depicted in greater detail on the
First Edition Ordnance Survey map of 1837. The areas of
commonage are much less in evidence than on
Rocque’s 1760 map, however the area around Lusk is still
primarily agricultural. Hand’s Lane is clearly marked, but
not labelled, to the east of the Study Area. A small field
lane connects Hand's Lane with the northeast corner of
Field 1 within the study area.
There are no structures or features of archaeological
interest depicted within the Study Area. A number of field
boundaries are depicted and the southern boundary of
the site is marked by Minister’s Road. To the south of this
road, a Glebe House has been built, along with a gate
lodge.
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Connaught and Rathmichael to the extreme
south’ (ibid.). Thus the later medieval character
of Lusk and its lands as an area of grain
production appears to have been established
some centuries earlier, in tandem with the
establishment of the pattern of manorial
villages throughout Leinster. These manorial
villages were frequently surrounded by ‘open
fields with scattered strip holdings’, which were
enclosed in a piecemeal fashion throughout
much of the later Middle Ages (Aalen and
Whelan 1997, 137). In the arable land ‘around
the large villages of the Pale’ including Lusk,
part of the medieval field patterns and burgage
plots have survived into the present as,
according to Aalen and Whelan (ibid.), they
proved ‘peculiarly resistant to thorough going
engrossment’ (see also Baker 2001a).
Much of the grain produced in and around
Lusk was likely to have supplied the needs of
Dublin city as well as more local requirements,
and Dublin traders and merchants were likely to
have established direct connections with Lusk.
The influence of the ecclesiastical centres of
Dublin city were also discernible in some of the
material culture of Lusk, and, for example,
similar square-line impressed floor tiles were
identified from Christchurch Cathedral, Swords
Castle, and Lusk (Fanning 1998, 72).
Further connections between city and
hinterland were historically documented. In the

The 25inch Ordnance Survey Map, 1906, shows the Study
Area with much the same field pattern apart from one
field that has undergone engrossment. The glebe house
to the south of Minister’s Road is still visible on the survey.

case of Lusk, Ralph de Cobeleye, merchant of
Dublin was granted £8 by the King in 1317 or
1318 in part payment of a sum of £20
(Connolly 1998, 264). This sum was granted to
De Cobeleye in compensation for the loss of a
haggard at Lusk, which had a few years earlier
been ‘taken into the king’s hands and afterwards
completely destroyed’ by the invading Scottish
and Ulster forces of Edward Bruce. In light of
the fact that the archbishops of Dublin
controlled property within the city as well as
throughout the county, it is possible that all of
the property held by De Cobeleye, including his
city business premises may have been granted to
him by the archbishop. Similar rental
arrangements had been put into operation at
archiepiscopal holdings elsewhere in Co.
Dublin, as demonstrated by the example of
Simon Neyll at Clondalkin (Mills 1890-91, 59).
Other historical sources record transactions,
grants and payments from Lusk occupants to
various Archbishops. While De Cobeleye was
likely to have been a free tenant, the farms and
manors of the Archbishops were also the home
to a range of other occupants, including
betaghs, unfree tenants or serfs. As Smyth
(1992, 127) points out, ‘Intensively cultivated
arable zones required greater labour inputs than
equivalent areas geared to extensive pastoral
activities’. Despite Lusk’s relatively small size, it
is likely that it had a higher number of
inhabitants than other settlements in areas
where the production of grain was less
intensively pursued. Records of some of these
occupants survive, and townland names of
‘Causestown’,
‘Rogerstown’,
Effelstown’,
‘Staffordstown’ and ‘Tyrrelstown’ near Lusk
probably reflect medieval free tenants of those
lands. The Liber Niger of the archbishops also
contained ‘a list of the tenants of the
archiepiscopal manor of Lusk, who paid waxrent, from one quarter of a pound to two
pounds, in the time of Archbishop Fulk de
Sandford, 1256-1271’ (Anon. 1914, 252). Also
included was ‘a list of the [14th-century]
burgagers of Lusk, who held thirty-six burgages
for 37 shillings, did suit at court, and worked in
autumn, reaping and carrying, and being bound
to grind their corn at the mill of the manor’
(ibid., 253). In 1395, the archbishop ‘was
granted a Thursday market at his manor of
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Lusk’ (Bradley 1998, 135), while the site of the
market itself may have been marked by a market
cross. According to Bradley (ibid., 135-6), the
‘position of the market place would appear to
be the triangular space at the eastern entrance to
St. MacCuillin’s [sic] churchyard’.
The prominence of Lusk as a town appears to
have been relatively short-lived, however, as
little is known of the borough after the 14th
century, and ‘by the sixteenth century it was
simply a village’ (Bradley 1998, 135-6). It was
also a parish centre, however, which meant that
even where prominent landholding families did
not live in its immediate vicinity, many of their
members were buried within the church at Lusk
(RMP No. DU008-01004) or its graveyard
(RMP No. DU008-01005). Although most of
the present Church of Ireland church dates to
the 1840s, the square belfry incorporating the
early medieval round tower (RMP No. DU00801003) was probably constructed in the 16th
century. Graves within the church and graveyard
include those of Sir Christopher Barnewall of
Turvey and his wife, Marion Sharl, with whom
he had 15 children and who survived him to
marry again. The tomb was erected by Sharl and
her second husband, Sir Lucas Dillon of
Moymet, in the late 1580s (D’Alton 1976, 208).
Also recorded was the tomb of James
Bermingham of Ballough to the west of Lusk,
and his wife Eleanor Fitzwilliam, which dated to
either 1527 or 1637 (Anon. 1914, 255).
These tombs indicate the reinforcement of
connections between prominent Old English
families of the Pale through intermarriage, and
also hint at the wealth accrued by many of them
- particularly the Barnewalls of Turvey - who
benefited from grants of church land in the
aftermath of the dissolution of monasteries in
the 1530s. Patrick Barnewall, for example, was
granted ‘all the lands and possessions’ held by
the convent of Grace Dieu in the parish of
Lusk (D’Alton 1976, 212). He was a prominent
figure in the administration of the Englishcontrolled Pale and ‘held the office of Clerk, or
Master of the Rolls and Records of Chancery’
in 1550 (Morrin 1861, 208). The Barnewalls also
significantly increased their estate at this time by
‘acquiring and leasing large segments of
extensive old episcopal manors in the parishes

of Swords and Lusk’. Other established Pale
families who benefited from the receipt of
church lands were the Nettervilles, who through
James Netterville in 1609, received a grant of ‘a
messuage and certain lands in the town of
Lusk, together with the tithes of “the Riglas” of
the yearly value of £8 7s. 6d’ (D’Alton 1976,
212).

The postmedieval period
This pattern of land ownership continued into
the 17th century, although the church
possession of lands in Lusk was further
threatened by the wars of the 1640s. By the
1650s, it was recorded that there was ‘upon ye
Towne of Luske a faire Church belonging to ye
said Parish being in good repaire & ye Walles of
an old Chappell’. Also attached to the town, and
reflecting earlier medieval landscape patterns
were ‘Two Co[mm]ons containing Two hundred
Acres of thereabouts’ (Simington 1945, 117).
The town comprised tenements, often
containing thatched houses or cabins, while
freeholds in Lusk frequently also involved the
possession of several acres of land within the
town bounds or in the surrounding townlands.
This is probably a reflection of the older
medieval infield-outfield pattern of farming and
the cultivation of parts of large open common
fields as well as narrower strip plots near
houses. The Civil Survey of 1654-6 listed a total
of 7 freeholds in the village itself (averaging
between 5 and 6 acres) and 34 tenements which
often contained more than one premises. The
significant number of ‘chaff houses’ (e.g. on
Laurence Bealing’s Lusk tenement; Simington
1945, 119), and the heavy concentration of
arable lands in the parish indicate the continued
importance of grain cultivation in the area.
Chaff houses not only indicate the probability
of centralised grain processing and winnowing,
but were also probably used as stores for other
cereal by-products such as hay. These together
with chaff served a range of purposes and
could be used in the construction of wattle and
daub or clay houses, as animal fodder, and as
inclusions in pottery.
The change in local hierarchies was reflected in
the maintenance of the fabric of the Church of
22

Ireland church (DU008-01004), and of the
surnames of those buried or memorialised
within it. According to Donnelly (citing Austin
Cooper; 1977, 94), ‘the Chauncel in Lusk was
well looked after by the Prebendaries of St.
Patrick’s who were the incumbents, and the nave
was neglected by the [predominantly Catholic]
parishioners’. While both Catholics and
Protestants continued to be buried in the
graveyard of the church, the church interior
contained the graves of members of the
families who replaced the older Pale gentry as
the landowners of Lusk parish as well as some
of the remains of their predecessor. These
included the grave of Sir Robert Echlin of
Rush, who died in 1757 (ibid.), and whose
daughter married Francis Palmer, son of Roger
Palmer of Palmerstown, Co. Mayo. Her children
were the ancestors of the 19th century Palmers
of Kenure Park (Lewis 1837, 324).
The grave of Patrick Russell, the Catholic
Archbishop of Dublin, and a member of the
Russell family of Collinstown was discovered in
the 19th century. He had died in 1689, the same
year in which John Archdall, Protestant vicar of
Lusk also died. The Archdall family maintained

The 1950s Odnance Survey map shows the raised ground
within Field 2 that the ringditch is located on. It also indic
ates the ground rising up to the north in Field 1. A large
ditch is depicted within Field 3 running northsouth. This is
also visible on later aerial photos.

a family connection with the church, which was
the location of the grave of William Archdall,
who died in 1751. He was the father of the
prominent historian and antiquarian, the Rev.
Mervyn Archdall (Anon. 1914, 255). In the will
of Mary Dodd, drawn up in May 1773, her
interests in leases of property in Newtown and
Dunganstown were bequeathed to her two
daughters who had married into the Segrave
and Carberry families. The witnesses to this will
provide a glimpse of other individuals who
constituted part of the later 18th century local
middle-classes. They included the Rev. Patrick
Grace of Skerries, John Lenaghan, a farmer in
Beavertown and Patrick Boyle, the schoolmaster
of Lusk. In 1787, another Archdall, John,
devised £200 to the use of the poor of Lusk,
while in 1742, Doctor Stearne, Bishop of
Clogher, whose family held Bermingham lands
at Ballough, bequeathed the bulk of ‘his
paternal estate [...], together with his freehold at
Lusk’ to the use of Dr. Steeven’s Hospital
(D’Alton 1976, 213).
Despite these initiatives, political dissatisfaction
spread among a portion of the population of
Lusk, who along with inhabitants of other
Fingal villages, became embroiled in the
rebellion of 1798 (Scully 1984, 87). This event
and the participation of men from Lusk in the
rising was memorialised in the popular ballad
‘The Muster of Fingal 1798’. The enclosure of
much of the common land of Lusk by the
authority of a private act of parliament in the
earlier 19th century (D’Alton 1976, 213) was
also likely to have provoked dissatisfaction as
local people relied on these lands for their
survival. This had been noted in 1783 by Austin
Cooper, who had described Lusk as a small and
straggling village ‘consisting only of Cabins,
with a large Commonage which will ever be the
means of keeping such a poor assemblage
together’ (quoted in Baker 2000, 6).
A large proportion of the old common lands of
Lusk were purchased by a Mr. White from the
Commissioners of Woods and Forests, and at
that time comprised an area of about 300 Irish
acres (ibid.). By the 1841, only ecclesiastical
commons survived in the townland of Lusk
(Baker 2000, 6). As observed by Aalen and
Whelan (1997, 137; Par. 3.4.3.), however, many
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of the medieval field patterns of Fingal
survived
programmes
of
agricultural
improvement and intensification. Evidence of
medieval burgage holdings in Lusk included the
narrow linear plots of land to the northwest of
the village in the approximate location of the
recorded ecclesiastical site (RMP No. DU00801002) which are clearly visible on 19th- and
early 20th century Ordnance Survey maps (refer
Figs. 7 & 8). An archaeological investigation
carried out by Baker (2001a, 6) in one of these
strips confirmed its medieval origins and
provided evidence of possible structural
features towards the street front and a broad
ditch ‘which may have extended south’ to
further subdivide the plot. Stratified medieval
pottery was also recovered from the site.
In the 1830s, the other primary landholders of
Lusk were listed by D’Alton (1976, 210) as Lord
Howth, Sir William Palmer, the Archbishop of
Dublin, the Earl of Kingston, Colonel Loftus,
Mr. Forbes and Mr. Byrne. The Loftus family, as
descendants of an ambitious late 16th century
Protestant archbishop, most probably came by
their lands between 1541 and the later 17th
century. Byrne and Forbes may have come into
possession of their lands somewhat later, while

Byrne’s estate at Bettyville was listed by Lewis in
1837 as one of the primary seats of Lusk parish
(Lewis 1837, 324). The Precentor and Treasurer
of St. Patrick’s still owned land in Lusk,
comprising 71 acres.
While the lands of Lusk were ‘in good
cultivation’, it is of interest that the four annual
fairs held in the village on the 4 May, 24 June,
25 July and 25 November, were chiefly for the
sale and purchase of cattle. This may reflect the
broader changes in agriculture in parts of
Dublin and much of Ireland from cultivation to
pastoralism, in part due to the English demand
for beef in the later 18th and early 19th
centuries. Although a relatively small village,
Lusk parish was the location of three local
schools that together catered for 300 children.
The parish at that time was divided into three
portions comprising East, West Lusk in the
barony of Balrothery and Middle Lusk in the
Barony of Nethercross (Baker 2000, 6). A
Catholic church was erected in the town in 1809
‘at an expense of £2000, nearly half of which
was given by James Dixon, Esq., of
Kilmainham, and the remainder raised by
subscription’. A graveyard was attached to this
establishment. A constabulary police barracks

The aerial orthostats from 1995, 2000 and 2005 from the Ornance Survety of Ireland and satellite imagery from Google Earth
(top) and bingmaps.com (bottom) have been consulted.
No features of an archaeological nature were identified within the Study Area through the aerial imagery, though a number
of former field boundaries and drainage features are to be seen.
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was also established in Lusk by the first half of
the 19th century.

Folklore
The files of the Schools Collection, an archive
of local traditions and folklore recorded in the
1930s and available to view on line at, have been
consulted. While a number of traditions relating
to the vicinity of Lusk are recorded, none relate
to the Study Area or Regles townland. The
closest records relate to the town itself and are
not reproduced here.
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Section 4

Site Inspection

The site was inspected on the 13th of October
2017 on a dry overcast day. Refer to aerial
photograph for field layout and numbers.
Field 1 was distinctive in that the northern half
of the field was on a distinct rise, approximately
5m above the low lying Fields 4 and 5. This
field was bounded on the north, west and the
south by a mature hedgerow, the western hedge
forming part of the townland boundary. There
was a distinctive kink in the field boundary in
the northwestern corner. The whole of the
northern half of this field lay on a rise in the
land that measured approximately 30 to 40m
from the northern field boundary. A possible
field drain or pipe-cut was identified in the
eastern half of this field running north/south.
Field 1 is bounded by a drainage ditch and small
banks on either side. Nothing of archaeological
significance was visible on the surface of the
area.

Field numbers used for site inspection (top)
Field drain or pipe cut in Field 1, looking northeast
(bottom)

Field 2 is located on a slight rise of ground to
the south of Field 1, though is lower lying than
Field 1. It is separated from Fields 3 and 4 by a
drainage ditch and hedgerow. A driving range
occupies the southwestern portion of the field
beyond the limit of the Study Area. Nothing of
archaeological significance was visible on the
surface of the area.
Field 3 was a much larger field of which
approximately one third lies within the
development area, the remainder forming part
of Fingal County Council lands associated with
the playing pitches to the east. This field had
been recently heavily ploughed, although this
was mainly confined to the area outside the
development area. Substantial ground level
changes appear to have taken place in the
northern portion of the site beyond the Study
Area boundary. These are likely to have
negatively impacted archaeology. This was a flat
field that rose slightly on the eastern and north
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eastern side, however this rise lies outside the
development area. There was evidence of
drainage within the field with a number of
drains running northeast/southwest every 8m,
again this drainage was only identifiable in the
area that lies outside the development area.
Nothing of archaeological significance was
visible on the surface of the area. No
archaeological finds (for example flint scatters)
were identified in the recently ploughed ground.
The subsequent testing programme indicated
that a minimum of 0.25m of topsoil remained
over the subsoil within the portion of Field 3
within the Study Area so the ploughing has not
impacted any features within this portion of the
site. The truncated edge of the field was visible
beyond the Study Area boundary to the north
and substantial ground level alterations have
been carried out.
Field 4 was another field of scrub and long
grass that had also been recently cut. The field
is triangular in shape and is bounded along the
eastern side by a drainage ditch and small banks
on either side. This was a very flat field and
along with Field 5 is the lowest point of the
development area. Nothing of archaeological
significance was visible on the surface of the
area.
Field 5 was a flat field of scrub that had been
recently cleared and in some areas the ground
was cut up by heavy machinery. Some young
trees were growing within the development
area. Nothing of archaeological significance was
visible on the surface of the area.

View of kink in field boundary at northwestern end of Field
1, looking east (top)
View of Field 2 taken from Field 1, looking south (upper
centre)
View of truncation within Field 3 to the north and outsite
of Study Area, looking north (centre)
View of Field 4, looking north (lower centre)
View of Field 5, looking north (bottom)
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Section 5

Geophysical Survey

A programme of archaeological geophysics was
carried out on the site by Joanna Leigh in
October 2017 (Licence No. 17R0208). This was
carried out to comply with Condition 3a of the
RFI relating to the site and a copy of the report
is included as an appendix to this report. During
the geophysical survey the northern two fields
(Fields 1 and 2) were suitable for surveying. The
southern fields (Fields 4 and 5) were deemed to
be too uneven underfoot and were not surveyed
at the time. Field 3 to the east was also
unsuitable for testing at the time as works were
being carried out in council land within the field

Geophysical survey results (Leigh 2017)

immediately to the east of the proposed
development. It was decided that these three
fields would be assessed through archaeological
test trenching. The testing was carried out in
December 2017 and is discussed in Section 6.
The geophysical survey identified few features
or potential archaeological interest. A number
of linear trends were identified, likely to relate
to field drains and former boundaries
(Anomalies 1 and 4).
An area of modern disturbance, possibly
indicating a service trench, was identified in the
northwest of Field 1 (Anomaly 2).
One feature (Anomaly 5) was identified as being
of potential archaeological interest. This was a
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Original geophyscial survey
interpretation (Leigh 2017)

circular trend at the limits of instrument
detection with a diameter of c. 10m, which was
interpreted as a possible circular archaeological
ditched feature (Leigh 2017, 4). This was
subsequently tested during the testing
programme.

assess whether they are archaeological or not.
Following the completion of the testing
programme a reappraisal of the geophysical
results was carried out. Anomaly 5 had a feint
response on the original geophysical survey. As

A number of small isolated responses were also
identified. These may be
archaeological in nature
and
represent
pits
(Anomaly 3). These were
scattered across both
areas covered in the
geophysical survey and
do not have a clear
archaeological pattern.
These were not tested
during
the
testing
programme,
though
monitoring should be
carried out in the vicinity
of these features to

Reinterpretation of
geophysical survey based on
testing results
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this was found to be archaeological and at a
depth of 300mm below the present ground
level, it was possible to return to the original
data and suggest a number of other features as
having archaeological potential. A number of
additional potential pits have been added along
with a possible burnt spread and a possible
burnt pit. To the west of Area B of the
geophysical survey a possible circular anomaly
has also been added. This is very feint, however
the presence of the barrow, which also had a
feint response, suggests this may also have
archaeological potential.

Geophysical survey interpretation based on additional
information from the testing programme. Additional
features of archaeological potential are highlighted in
green
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Section 6

Testing Programme

A testing programme was carried out on the site
over three days for the 4th-6th December 2017
under licence No. 17E614. The weather
conditions during the programme were cool and
dry. The testing programme agreed with the
National Monuments was designed to assess an
anomaly (Anomaly 5, Leigh 2017, 4), as well as
testing the three fields to the south of the
proposed development (Fields 3-5) that were
unsuitable for geophysical surveying. Thirteen
trenches excavated and are summarised below.
Field 2 was an open field in short grass and well
drained. The location of the trenches within
this field was informed by the earlier
geophysical survey (Leigh 2017). The
geophysical anomaly was found to be located on
a low prominence within the field.
Field 3 had recently been ploughed and standing
water was present. The field slopes down
slightly to the south.
Field 4 was wet under foot and quite boggy,
with standing water in places. The field was
relatively flat.

Trenches

Trench 1

Contained features 1-3. Seven field drains were
also identified within the trench, five running
northeast-southwest
and
two
running
northwest-southeast.

Trench 2

Extended from the eastern side of Trench 1 to
further investigate feature 3. Contained features
3 and 4.

Trench 3

Contained feature 5. Eight field drains were also
identified within the trench, all running
northeast-southwest.

Trench 4

Contained features 5-7. Two field drains were
also identified, one running northeast-southwest
and one northwest-southeast.

Trench 5

Field 5 was wet under foot and had a number
of hazel and willow trees. The field slopes down
slightly to the southwest.

Contained features 8 and 9. Three field drains
were also identified, one running northwestsoutheast, one running northeast-southwest and
one running north-south. An area of
disturbance was also noted likely to relate to the
service trench for a gas main.

Trench

Location

Orientation

Length

Width

Depth

Archaeology present?

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

Field 5
Field 5
Field 4
Field 4
Field 4
Field 4
Field 4
Field 3
Field 3
Field 2
Field 2
Field 2
Field 3
Field 4
Field 4

NWSE
NESW
NWSE
NESW
NESW
NESW
NWSE
NWSE
NWSE
NWSE
NESW
NESW
NWSE
NWSE
NWSE

117m
5.5m
135m
63.5m
91.5m
100.5m
20m
161m
110m
20m
20m
4.2m
56m
3m
3m

2m
4m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m
2m

0.345m
0.3m
0.45m
0.45m
0.30.45m
0.3m
0.35m
0.30.45m
0.3m
0.35m
0.35m
0.35m
0.3m
0.35m
0.35m

Yes
Yes
Possible
Possible
Possible
Yes
Yes
Yes
Possible
Yes
Yes
Yes
Possible
Yes
Yes
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Location of test trenches (orange)
and features identified (purple).
Areas covered by the geophysical
survey are also shown (yellow) (top)
View of Trench 1, looking northwest
(centre)
View of Trench 2, looking northwest
(bottom)

Trench 6

Contained features 10-14. Four field drains were
also noted, three running northwest-southeast
and one running northeast-southwest. An area
of disturbance was also noted likely to relate to
the service trench for a gas main.

Trench 7

Extended to the north and south of Trench 6
to further investigate feature 14. Contained
features 14-16. Two field drains were also
identified, one running northwest-southeast and
one running northeast-southwest.

Trench 8

Contained features 17-21. Four field drains were
also identified, two running east-west, one
running north-south, and one running
northwest-southeast. A modern dump of
material with cinders, iron nails and drinks cans
was noted towards the southern end of the
trench.

Trench 9

Contained features 22-24. Five field drains were
also identified, four running north-south and
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one running east-west.

Trench 10

Opened over Geophysical Anomaly 5 (Leigh
2017, 4). Contained features 25 and 26. An eastwest running ditch and field drain was also
identified.

Trench 11

Opened over Geophysical Anomaly 5.
Contained features 25-27. The east-west drain
identified in Trench 10 continued into this
trench.

Trench 12

View of Trench 3, looking southeast (top left)
View of Trench 4, looking northeast. Feature 4  linear 
can be seen in the foreground (centre left)
View of Trench 5, looking southwest (bottom left)
View of Trench 6, looking southwest. Feature 14  fulacht
fiadh  can be seen in the foreground (top right)
View of Trench 7, looking northwest. Feature 14  fulacht
fiadh can be seen in the foreground (middle right)
View of Trench 8, looking southeast (bottom right)

Extended from the southwest side of Trench 10
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to further investigate feature 26.

Trench 13

Contained features 22 and 28-30. Four northsouth running field drains were also identified.

Trench 14

Extended from the southwest side of Trench 6
to further investigate feature 11.

Trench 15

Extended from the northeast side of Trench 6
to further investigate feature 12.

View of Trench 9, looking southeast. A field drian can be
seen in forground truncating Feature 22  ditch (top left)
View of Trench 10, looking northwest. Features 25 and 26 
double ringdtch  can be seen (centre left)
View of Trench 11, looking northeast. Features 25 and 26 
double ringditch  can be seen (bottom left)
View of Trench 12, looking northeast. Feature 25  oute
ditch of ringditch  can be seen (top right)
View of Trench 13, looking southeast (middle right)
View of Trench 14, looking southeast. Feature 11  possible
fulacht fiadh trough  can be seen (bottom right)
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Features

Feature 1

Roadside ditch at the southeastern end of
Trench 1. Minimum of 3m in width and 1m in
depth. Filled with a brown silty clay with
occasional stone inclusions and charcoal
flecking. Slate and plastic were noted within the
fill 0.2m below the top of the ditch. Probable
post-medieval roadside ditch.

Feature 2

North-south running shallow linear feature to
the north of feature 1 in Trench 1. Minimum of
2.9m in length, 0.38-0.6m in width widening to
the north and 0.16m in depth. A parallel feature
was present 0.12m to the north. Both features
were filled with a light grey silty clay with
occasional charcoal flecks. Potentially of
archaeological interest.

View of Feature 1  roadside ditch,
looking northeast (top)
View of Feature 2  linear feature,
looking north (upper centre)
View of section through Feature 2,
looking north (lower centre)
View of Feature 3  slot trench, looking
east (bottom right)
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View of Feature 3  slot trench,
looking west (top)
View of Feature 4  ditch  cutting
Feature 3 to the left, looking north
west (centre)
View of Feature 5  curvilinear
ditch, looking west (bottom)

Feature 3

Slot
trench
of
subrectangular structure within
Trenches 1 and 2. Slot
measures 0.37m in width and
0.35m in depth. Steep, near
vertical side to the interior,
more gently sloping side to
the external side. The
structure measures 4.2m in
length and 2.5m in width
internally. The northern and
southern sides were straight
with the two shorter sides to
the east and west being
slightly curved. No features
noted within structure. The
eastern end of the structure
was truncated by feature 4, a
ditch. The fill was a pale grey
clayey silt. No finds were
identified. Shell, an iron
object and a sherd of
medieval
pottery
were
retrieved from the topsoil
over the structure. Slot
trench of a structure.

Feature 4

Northwest-southeast running
ditch to the east of and
truncating feature 3 slot
trench in Trench 2. Minimum
of 4m in length and 1m in
width. This feature could not
be tested further as the
trench flooded. Possible field
drainage ditch, however may
also be archaeological.
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View of Feature 6  pit, looking northwest (top left)

Feature 5

East-west running linear in Trenches 3 and 4,
curving to the southeast at the eastern end.
Minimum of 6.5m in length, 0.5m in width and
0.2m in depth. U-shaped in profile with a flat
base and steep sides. Pale grey marly silty clay
fill with occasional charcoal flecking. Potentially
of archaeological interest.

View of Feature 7  ditch, looking southeast (bottom left)
View of Feature 8  irregular pit and linear, looking north
west (top right)
View of Feature 10  ditch, looking southeast (bottom
right)

Feature 6

Pit located 0.48m south of feature 5 in Trench
4. Sub-oval in plan measuring 0.77m in length
north-south, 0.48m in width and 0.14m in
depth. Grey clay fill with charcoal flecking.
Potentially of archaeological interest.

Feature 7

Ditch running northwest-southeast in Trenches
4 and 5. Measures 1.9m in width at the top
narrowing to 1m towards the base and 0.8m in
depth. Flat base and concave sides. Brown silty
clay fill with occasional stone inclusions.
Possible field drainage ditch, however may also
be archaeological.

Feature 8

Irregular pit orientated northeast-southwest

along northern side of Trench 5. A linear is
connected to the northern end running to the
southeast. The pit measures 3.6m in length and
0.34m in width minimum and 0.12m in depth.
The linear measures 1.2m in length, 0.5m in
width and 0.13m in depth and is truncated by a
field drain to the southeast. The pit is filled with
a mid-grey clayey silt. The linear is filled with a
mottled greyish brown silty clay with scorching
at the top and charcoal flecking throughout.
Possible kiln and flue, though no charred seeds
were noted.

Feature 9

Ditch running northwest-southeast in Trench 5.
Measures 1.2m n width and 0.5m in depth.
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View of Feature 11  possible
fulacht fiadh trough, looking
southeast (top)
View of Feature 11  pit with fill of
burnt stone and charcoal, looking
northwest (centre)
View of Feature 14  fulacht fiadh,
looking southeast (bottom)

Concave sides and base. Midgreyish brown silty clay fill.
Possible field drainage ditch,
however may also be
archaeological.

Feature 10

Ditch running northwestsoutheast in Trench 6.
Measures 1.6m in width and
0.8m in depth. Concave sides
and base. Grey clayey silt fill
with a layer of bounded
pebbles along the base.
Possible field drainage ditch,
however may also be
archaeological.

Feature 11

Oval pit in Trenches 6 and
14. Measures 2m in length,
1.8m in width and 0.3m in
depth minimum. 1.1m of the
pit was located within Trench
6 with Trench 14 opened to
identify full extent. Filled
with mix of fire-cracked
stone and charcoal. Probable
fulacht fiadh trough.

Feature 12

Narrow linear pit running
northeast-southwest
in
Trenches 6 and 15. Measures
1.75m in length and 0.45m in
width and cut by two field
drains. Trench 15 opened to
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View of Feature 14  fulacht fiadh,
looking northwest (top)
View of Feature 16  pit, looking
west (upper centre)
View of Feature 18  pit, looking
west (lower centre)
View of Feature 22  linear, looking
north east (bottom)

identify full extent, however the feature did not
extend to the north. Located c. 1m from
Feature 11, a probable fulacht fiadh trough and
may be associated.

Feature 13

Northwest-southeast running linear feature in
Trench 6. Measures 0.56m in width. Dark
organic silt fill with some burning along the
eastern edge. Potentially of archaeological
interest.

Feature 14

Spread of fire-cracked stone and charcoal in
Trenches 6 and 7. Measures c. 10m east-west
and 14m north-south. A number of denser
concentrations were noted to the north, east
and south, possibly indicating the presence of
troughs below. Three field drains truncate the
spread. Burnt spread likely to relate to a fulacht
fiadh site.

Feature 15

Pit identified in Trench 7 to the north of fulacht
fiadh 14. Measures 0.4 x 0.3m and truncated by
a field drain along the eastern side. Filled with
fire-cracked stone and charcoal. Likely to relate
to the fulacht fiadh to the south.

Feature 16

Pit identified in Trench 7 to the north of fulacht
fiadh 14. Oval pit measuring 0.7 in length
north-south and 0.4m in width. Charcoal and
burnt stone fill. Likely to relate to the fulacht
fiadh to the south.
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View of Feature 24  linear, looking
northeast (top)
View of Feature 25  outer ditch of
double ringditch, looking north
west (centre)
View of Feature 26  inner ditch of
double ringditch, looking north
east (bottom)

Feature 17

Pit identified along the
western side of Trench 8.
Measures 0.64m in length
and a minimum of 0.6m in
width. Pale grey silt fill with
charcoal and burnt stone
inclusions. Archaeological.

Feature 18

Circular pit in centre of
Trench 8. Measures 0.7m in
diameter and 0.25m in depth
(originally 0.55m in depth,
trench too deep at this
point). Frequent charcoal and
burnt stone in a dark silty
clay fill. Archaeological.

Feature 19

Ditch running northwestsoutheast within Trench 8.
Measures 1.7m in width.
Could not test feature as the
trench flooded. Possible field
drainage ditch, however may
also be archaeological.

Feature 20

North-south running ditch in
Trench 8. Brown silty clay
fill. Measures 1m in width.
Brown silty clay fill. Possible
field drainage ditch, however
may also be archaeological.
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View of Features 25 and 26 
double ringditch, looking south
east (top)
View of Features 25 and 26 
double ringditch, looking north
west (centre)
View of Feature 27  possible
cremation pit  cutting Feature 25 
outer ditch of double ringditch,
looking southeast (bottom)

Feature 21

Circular pit in Trench 8.
Measures 1.1m in diameter.
Pale grey silt fill. Potentially
of archaeological interest.

Feature 22

Ditch running east-west in
Trench 9. Measures 1.6m in
width and 0.5m in depth. Cut
by field drain to west.
Possible field drainage ditch,
however may also be
archaeological.

Feature 23

Ditch running north-south in
Trench 9. Measures 0.6m in
width. Possible field drainage
ditch, however may also be
archaeological.

Feature 24

Shallow linear feature in
Trench 9. Measures 0.75m in
width and 0.1m in depth.
Beige silty clay fill with
occasional pebble inclusions
and two pieces of flint
debitage.
Potentially
of
archaeological interest.

Feature 25

Circular enclosure ditch in
Trenches 10, 11 and 12.
Measures 0.8-1.2m in width
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View of Feature 29  pit, looking north (top)
View of Feature 30  linear, looking northwest (bottom)

Feature 28

Pit along west side of Trench 13. Measures
0.6m in width, 0.42m in width and 0.1m in
depth. Grey marl fill. Potentially of
archaeological interest.

Feature 29

Pit along east side of Trench 13. Measures 1m
in length and 0.5m in width minimum and 0.2m
in depth. Grey silty clay fill. Possibly associated
with linear 30 to the southeast. Potentially of
archaeological interest.
and 10.6m in diameter internally. No breaks in
the line of the ditch were noted. Filled with a
dark grey gritty clayey silt with frequent charcoal
and occasional burnt bone fragments. Outer
ring of a probable double ring barrow.

Feature 26

Oval enclosure ditch in Trenches 10 and 11.
The ditch measures 0.7m in width and 0.3m in
depth. The enclosure measures 4.9m in length
internally northwest-southeast and 4.1m in
width. Steep U-shape in profile with steep sides
and concave base. Filled with a grey clayey silt
with frequent stones and pebbles, some burnt.
Infrequent charcoal and burnt bone. Inner ring
of a probable double ring barrow. Located offcentre in relation to the outer enclosing ditch,
lying to the southeast of centre.

Feature 27

Pit cut into the outer ring barrow ditch 25 to
the southwest in Trench 11. Measures 1.1m in
length northeast-southwest and 0.3m in width
minimum. Cut into the outer ditch and
extending 0.3m into the interior. Dark brownish
grey silty clay with burnt bone, burnt stone and
charcoal inclusions. Possible cremation pit
associated with ring barrow.

Feature 30

North-south running linear terminating to the
south within Trench 13. Measures 2m in length
minimum and 0.7m in width. Upper fill of grey
silty clay with lower fill of orangey brown silty
clay. Possibly associated with pit 29 to
northwest forming an arc. Potentially of
archaeological interest.

Discussion

The most significant features identified were a
possible prehistoric house in Field 5, a fulacht
fiadh and a number of other features likely to
relate to fulacht fiadh activity in in Field 4 and a
double ditched ring barrow in field 2.

Prehistoric structure

The possible prehistoric structure is indicated
by a sub-rectangular slot trench bowed slightly
at the narrow ends and measuring 4.2m in
length and 2.5m in width internally. No gap in
the slot trench representing an entrance was
noted during the testing and no finds indicative
of date were retrieved.
An Early Bronze Age house, dating to c.
2000BC, was excavated c. 100m to the south in
Lusk townland (Wallace 2004). It was sub42

rectangular in shape and had internal
dimensions of c. 3 x 2.3m. The Lusk example
was truncated by a field drain and two furrows
and was orientated north-south. There are nine
structures recorded in the RMP files as
prehistoric houses in County Dublin. Eight of
these are in the north of the county with a
cluster in the vicinity of Skerries and the one to
the south of the site (RMP No. DU008-101) in
Lusk townland. There are four Neolithic houses
recorded in the county with the closest being in
Rogerstown townland to the southeast of Lusk.
There are seven Bronze Age houses recorded in
the county, none of which are in the vicinity of
Lusk, though there is a cluster in the vicinity of
Balbriggan to the north.

Close up plan of Features 3 and 4  slot trench and ditch
(top)
View of feature 3  slot trench, lokoing west (bottom)

The structure identified during the testing
would appear to be broadly similar to the
example excavated to the south in Lusk
townland and as such is likely to be prehistoric.
The structure does not appear to be a
roundhouse being more rectilinear in form. The
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structure is small in comparison with Neolithic
examples, however is more similar in form to
these than the later roundhouses of the Bronze
Age. The similarity in size and shape to the
structure in Lusk townland is apparent and
perhaps this structure is broadly contemporary.

Fulacht fiadh

The fulacht fiadh and other pits containing fire
cracked stone and charcoal were located in the
wet ground within Field 4. It measures 14 x
10m and a number of concentrations of
charcoal were evident within the spread
suggesting troughs are present beneath the
spread. The additional pits containing firecracked stone and charcoal were located c. 30m
to the southwest, which suggests activity
relating to the fulacht fiadh may be spread over
a large area in this part of the site.
Fulachta fia are generally dated to the Bronze
Age and are the site of activity relating to the
heating of water using stones heated in a fire.
They are usually located in waterlogged
locations as they require a nearby water source.
The repeated use of the sites caused a pile of
shattered stone and charcoal to build up beside

View of Feature 14  fulacht fiadh, looking southeast

them as a waste product of the activity. The
heated water could have been used for a
number of purposes, such as bathing, cooking,
textile production and so on.
There are 62 fulachta fia listed in the files of the
RMP in County Dublin. A further 23 burnt
mounds are listed, along with two burnt
spreads. All of these are related site-types
associated with the heating of water using hot
stones. Three fulachta fia in the vicinity of Lusk
have been made RMP sites, one to the northeast
of the town (DU008-082), one to the southeast
of the town (DU008-112), and one to the west
along the line of the M1 (DU008-069).

Double ring-ditch

The double ring-ditch identified in Field 2 is
likely to be a ring barrow. The external ditch
measures 10.6m in diameter internally.
The inner ring ditch is oval in plan orientated
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northwest-southeast, and is not concentric with
the outer ditch, being located off-centre to the
southeast. It measures 4.9 x4.1m internally.
A pit containing fire-cracked stone, charcoal and
burnt bone was identified cutting the outer
ditch to the south. This may be a later
cremation pit cut into the outer ditch after it
was filled in.
Double ring ditches are known from elsewhere
in Ireland. A double ring ditch was identified
through aerial photography in Maze, Co. Down.
Examples have been excavated elsewhere in the
country, with four excavated in Co. Meath and
three in Co. Kilkenny.
It is likely that these ring-ditches are the remains
of barrows, a form of burial monument used
throughout the late prehistoric period, with a
date range from the Bronze Age right through
to the late Iron Age. There is some suggestion
of their continued use after the arrival of
Christianity in Ireland (Corlett 2005, 69) and
ring-ditch burials are known from Britain and
the Continent in the early medieval period.
There is an argument against using the term
‘barrow’ for the feature identified in the testing

Close up plan of Features 25, 26 and 27  double ring
ditch and possible cremation pit (top)
Adjusted view of Features 25 and 26  double ringditch.
The inner and out ditch can be seen within the trench in
the foreground with the returns visible in the background,
looking northeast (bottom)
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programme and the more generic term ‘ring
ditch’ is used for now until it can be confirmed
that they are burial monuments. The presence
of burnt bone within the fill of both ditches
and within the possible cremation pit cutting
the outer ditch does suggest that this feature
had a burial function.
There was no surface trace of this monument
prior to the archaeological investigation. It was
indicated by a feint response in the geophysical
survey and subsequently tested. It was noted
that the barrow was situated on a low eminence
within the site, the ground sloping down to the
south and west. The ground also drops off
slightly to the north for a short distance before
rising again in Field 1. This locally prominent
location overlooking a former wetland area,
represented by the fulacht fiadh and associated
features in Field 4, is interesting. While no
above ground element of the barrow survives at
present, its location suggests it was intended to
be seen. A substantial ring barrow was identified
in the vicinity of a fulacht fiadh trough and a
burnt spread in Balbriggan, Co. Dublin
(McGlade 2016, 71). The low-lying barrow at
Balbriggan did not initially appear to be
prominently positioned, however when viewed
from the approaches to the monument its
framing within the landscape became apparent
(ibid, 72). Other examples, such as at
Ballynakelly, Co. Dublin and Ardsallagh, Co.
Meath have led to the suggestion that these
features were intentionally created as
monuments. These monuments may have
served as more than locations of burial, but
may also have been integrated into social
structure of the time, possibly acting as
territorial indicators or boundary markers.
There are 109 ring ditches recorded in the files
of the RMP in County Dublin with one in the
vicinity of Swords (DU008-060) located in Lusk
townland c. 670m southeast of the current
development. A total of 35 archaeological
investigations have taken place on or near ring
ditches in County Dublin, two of which were in
the vicinity of Lusk and relate to the RMP site
already mentioned. There are 24 monuments
classed as ring barrows in the files of the RMP
in County Dublin, none of which are in the
vicinity of Lusk. There are a further 16 sites

recorded as barrows of various forms in
County Dublin, again none of these are in the
Lusk area. A total of 38 archaeological
investigations have been carried out on or near
barrows in County Dublin with none of these
taking place in the vicinity of Lusk.
It should be noted that there are other possible
interpretations for the two ring-ditches
identified, such as a roundhouse, though the
outer enclosing ditch would appear to be too
large for this interpretation. These are much
rarer monuments, representing the remains of
circular houses dating from the Bronze Age up
to the early medieval period. Only 9 sites of
prehistoric round or oval houses are recorded in
the RMP files in County Dublin, with a further
four of Bronze Age date, and another four of
early medieval date recorded.
It is possible that the two ring ditches at Regles
represent different monuments, with one phase
predating the other. The perfect circularity of
the outer ditch combined with the inclusion of
burnt bone and charcoal within the fill does
suggest this represents a burial monument. The
oval inner ditch is more unclear. This may
represent a different phase of activity associated
with the monument.

Isolated pits

A number of isolated pits of potential
archaeological interest were also identified
during the testing programme. A number have
also been indicated in the northern part of the
site within Fields 1 and 2. It is impossible to
identify the significance of these features until
the surrounding area has been fully exposed and
can be assessed. As test trenching only assesses
linear strips archaeological patterns relating to
these pits can be missed. As such the areas
surrounding these pits should be considered to
have archaeological potential until proved
otherwise.

Agricultural features

A number of the features appear to relate to
field boundaries depicted on the First Edition
Ordnance Survey map. Feature 7 in Trench 4
and Feature 10 in Trench 6 appear to relate to a
northwest-southeast running former field
boundary. Another field boundary ditch is
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shown on the First Edition map to the south of
Trench 4. This was not noted in Trench 3 as a
ditch, however a field drain was identified in this
location.
In Field 3 Feature 19 in Trench 8 corresponds
with a field boundary depicted on the First
Edition Ordnance Survey map. This feature is
also visible on the aerial photograph.
While features 22, 23, 24 and 30 in Field 3 do
not correlate with the features on the map, they
may be agricultural in nature also.

Views of field drains
uncovered during the
testing programme (top
and centre)
Testing programme overlaid
on the First Edition
Ordnance Survey map. A
number of the features
identified can be seen to
correlate to former field
boundaries, however the
majority of the features do
not correlate with these
boundaries or their
orientations and may be
older (bottom)
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Section 7

Impact Assessment

Archaeological potential
The geophysical survey, desktop assessment and
archaeological test trenching have identified a
number of features of archaeological potential
within the Study Area.
No features of an archaeological nature were
noted within the Study Area during the site
inspection. The cartographic analysis also failed
to identify any features of archaeological
interest within the Study Area. There are no
Recorded Monuments or Protected Structures
within the Study Area, and no previous
archaeological investigations within the area are
recorded.
The desk-top assessment identified that
settlement evidence from the prehistoric and
early medieval periods was identified to the
south of the Study Area. The receiving
environment of the Study Area indicates that it
lies at the western edge of the town of Lusk.
Numerous archaeological investigations in the
vicinity of the town have revealed elements of
the early medieval, later medieval and postmedieval development of the town, which was
an important ecclesiastic settlement since the
5th century AD.
Moving to sites investigated in closer proximity
to the Study Area, a number of investigations
have taken place within Regles townland,
though further to the east at the edge of Lusk
town itself. None of these identified significant
archaeological remains. The townland of Regles
derives its name from a convent of Arrouaisian
Nuns founded at the eastern end of the
townland c. 1144. The townland is likely to
relate to the lands that were part of the holdings
of the convent. The convent was moved to
Grace Dieu in the 1190s, however the lands

appear to have been held by the nuns until the
dissolution of the monasteries in the 1530s,
with the church of St. Mary at the site of the
former convent being coming into the
possession of St. Patrick’s Cathedral in Dublin.
The lands of Regles are likely to have been put
to agricultural use throughout this time and
there are no references to significant structures
within the Study Area from this time.
The boundary of the site to the south is formed
by Minister’s Road, which also forms the
townland boundary between Regles and Lusk
townlands. Within the Dun Emer development
to the south of Minister’s Road a number of
archaeological sites were uncovered prior to
development. At the northern end of the
development a sub-rectangular slot-trench was
excavated along with three pits containing firecracked stone and charcoal. This was
interpreted as an Early Bronze Age hut and
cooking place (DU008-101), dating to c. 2000
BC (Giacometti 2011, 163). The similarity of
these features to those identified in Area A and
B of the Study Area, and the proximity of the
features to those excavated within the Dun
Emer development suggests that a small Bronze
Age settlement was present within the southern
end of the Study area and the northern end of
the Dun Emer development.
An early medieval settlement site was also
uncovered further to the south within the Dun
Emer development. This consisted of an
enclosed farmstead with two structures, a kiln
and additional enclosures (DU008-103---). A
Bronze Age hearth and ditch were also
excavated in this part of the site indicating
Bronze Age activity spread to the south also.
To the east of this development at the southern
end of the town archaeological investigations
uncovered further evidence for prehistoric
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activity within the Chapel Farm development,
including a Bronze Age cremation pit burial
(DU008-100) and a circular ring-ditch (DU008060). A number of additional features likely to
be prehistoric in date were also uncovered and
are preserved in situ within the green space
associated with the development (DU008-105).
This indicates that prehistoric burial and
settlement evidence is present over a
considerable area to the west of Lusk. Further
settlement and burial evidence has been
uncovered to the east of the town also.
The main features identified within the Study
Area during the testing and geophysical survey
are:
Area A: Sub-rectangular slot trench within Field
5
Area B: Fulacht fiadh and a number of pits
containing fire-cracked stone and charcoal
within Field 4
Area C: Double ring-ditch identified through
geophysical survey and subsequently testing in
Field 2

Area A contains the slot trench of a possible
prehistoric structure measuring 4.5m x 2.5m
internally. The eastern end of the slot trench is
truncated by an undated linear ditch. No finds
were retrieved from section dug through the
slot trench to indicate a date, however charcoal
was noted within the fill.
Area B contains a spread of burnt stone and
charcoal relating to a fulacht fiadh measuring 14
x 10m, with a number of concentrations of
charcoal suggesting troughs of pits may be
present beneath the spread. A number of
additional pits were identified to the north and
west of the fulacht fiadh, up to 40m away,
which also contained fire-cracked stone and
charcoal and are likely to be related. This
suggests that probable Bronze Age activity is
spread over a significant area in this portion of
the site.
Area C contains a double ring-ditch, which is
likely to represent a barrow. Charcoal and burnt
bone were noted within the fills of both ditches
during the testing programme. A possible
cremation pit was identified cutting into the
external ditch to the south, also containing
burnt stone, charcoal and burnt bone. This
suggests the feature was used and
returned to over time as the outer
ditch had infilled prior to the
digging of the cremation pit into
the fill. The outer ditch formed a
circle with no breaks evident
within the test-trenches, and
measured 10.6m in diameter
internally. The inner ditch was oval
in shape measuring 4.1m x 4.9m
internally and was orientated

Zones of archaeological potential
Zones of high potential indicated through
testing (orange)
Zones of moderatehigh potential based
on revised geophysics (purple)
Zones of moderate potential due to prox
imity to to identified archaeology (yellow)
Zones of low potential (green)
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northwest-southeast. It was located
off-centre within the outer enclosure,
lying slightly to the southeast.
A number of additional isolated pits
and linear features were identified
during the testing programme in
Field 3, 4 and 5, with the potential
for more indicated during the
geophysical
survey.
The
archaeological significance of these
features cannot be fully assessed at
this stage.
Based on the results of the testing
programme, the features identified all
appear to relate to prehistoric
activity, and may all date to the
Bronze Age.

Development proposals
Dwyer Nolan Developments Ltd.
intend to apply to An Bord Pleanála
for permission for a strategic
housing development on a site
located north of Minister’s Road, in
the townland of Regles, Lusk,
County Dublin.
The development will consist of 312 no.
dwellings, comprised of 205 no. 3 &amp; 4 bed,
2 & 3 storey, detached, semi-detached &amp;
terraced houses, 40 no. 2 & 3 bed apartment /
duplex units in 3 no. 3 storey blocks (comprised
of Duplex Types A1, A2, B1 & B2), and 67 no.
1, 2 &amp; 3 bed apartments in 2 no. blocks
(comprised of Block C, being 3 storeys, and
Block E, being 2-5 storeys over a basement level
car park). The development also includes a 1-2
storey crèche (c. 484.6m²) with associated
outdoor space to the rear.
Access to the development will by via 2 no.
vehicular access points from Minister’s Road,
along with the provision of a roadside footpath
and cycle path along the front of the site at
Minister’s Road.
The proposed development also provides for:
(i) all associated site development works above

and below ground, (ii) public open spaces (c.
0.99 ha / 9,999m²), (iii) communal open spaces
(c. 1,849m²), (iv) hard & soft landscaping &
boundary treatments, (v) basement & surface
car parking (Total: 583 no. car parking spaces,
including EV parking), (vi) basement & surface
bicycle parking (Total: 498 no. bicycle parking
spaces), (vii) bin & bicycle storage, (viii) public
lighting, and (ix) 2 no. ESB sub-stations, all on
an overall application site area of 8.3ha.

Impact Assessment
The proposed development within the Study
Area will have no impact on known RMP sites
or Protected Structures.
Three areas (Areas A-C) of definite
archaeological interest were identified during
the testing programme. A further fourteen areas
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of possible archaeological interest relating to
isolated pits and ditches were identified during
the geophysical survey and testing programme.
Area A is located in the southwestern portion
of the Study Area. Significant development is
proposed in this portion of the Study Area. It
would not be possible to preserve the
archaeology within Area A in situ under the
current development plan. A similarly
proportioned structure was excavated to the
south of the Study Area prior to development
in 2002, and there is a growing corpus of
prehistoric houses from excavations within
County Dublin, particularly to the north. The
excavation of these features is adding to our
understanding of settlement during the
prehistoric period.
Area B is located in the southeastern portion of
the Study Area. Significant development and a
development access is proposed in the western
portion of this area. The development would
have a significant negative impact on the
archaeology in the western portion of Area B.
The features within Area B appear form a
consistent landscape, with the fulacht fiadh to
the east and pits relating to it to the west. It is

not possible to preserve the features within
Area B under the current development plan. As
mentioned in the testing discussion, numerous
examples of fulachta fia (as uncovered in Area
B) have been uncovered within County Dublin,
with a number in the Lusk vicinity itself. These
are a common site type and we have been
learning more about their duration and function
through excavation over the last 20 years.
Area C is located midway along the
southwestern boundary of the Study Area.
Significant development and an access road are
proposed in this portion of the Study Area. It
would not be possible to preserve the
archaeology in Area C under the current
development plan. As mentioned in the testing
discussion, a number of these ring-ditches have
been excavated within the wider Dublin area,
and many more in the country as a whole over
the last 20 years. One ring-ditch has been
excavated in the Lusk area, to the southeast of
the Study Area.
Given the relatively shallow nature of the
surviving archaeological features within the
three areas, if no mitigating action is
undertaken, the construction and operational

Zones of archaeological potential
Zones of high potential indicated
through testing (orange)
Zones of moderatehigh potential
based on revised geophysics (purple)
Zones of moderate potential due to
proximity to to identified archaeology
(yellow)
Zones of low potential (green)

51

phases of this development would have a high,
permanent, direct negative impact based on
EPA Impact Ratings (2002).
A number of additional areas of high
archaeological potential were also indicated
during the testing programme and geophysical
surveying. One of these lies to the south,
partially within a proposed green space along
the western side of the Study Area. While it
may be possible to preserve a portion of this
area in situ it is likely that works for the two
roads to the north and east as well as
landscaping within the development would
negatively impact this area of archaeological
potential. The remaining areas of archaeological
potential all lie within areas of significant
proposed development. There would be a
significant negative impact on these potential
archaeological features.
An area of moderate archaeological potential
has been added in a buffer zone around the
archaeology identified during the testing
programme. This has also been added around
small features of archaeological potential
identified during the geophysics.

The ‘do nothing’ impact

No surface trace of any of the archaeological
features identified during the testing programme
survive, indicating that agricultural activity
within the Study Area has already impacted
upon these features. The depth of topsoil over
the slot trench in Area A to the west to the
southwest was 300mm. The depth of the
topsoil overlying the fulacht fiadh and
associated features in Area B was 350mm. The
depth of topsoil overlying the ring-ditch in Area
C to the west was 300mm. Drainage features
were noted truncating the archaeology in all
three areas and a gas main runs through Area B.
Further damage through root action, ploughing
and new drainage is likely should the
development not proceed and the Study Area
be returned to agricultural use.
In the event that the development does not take
place, there is likely to be slight negative impact
on archaeology.
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Section 8

Recommendations

The archaeology uncovered during the testing
programme at Regles appears to relate to a
prehistoric landscape, with settlement and burial
features identified. The following mitigation
measures are proposed:
No works, including engineering test-pits and
establishment of a site compound, should be
carried out within the development without
archaeological supervision.

Archaeological monitoring (Yellow)

Archaeological monitoring should be carried
out during the topsoil stripping for the
proposed
development.
A
licenced
archaeologist should monitor the removal of
topsoil down to the top of subsoil. The
stripping should be carried out by mechanical
excavator using a toothless grading bucket. The

archaeological monitoring will allow for
assessment of the features of archaeological
potential. Should an additional archaeological
site be uncovered this should be cordoned off.
The licence holder should contact the National
Monuments Service and devise an appropriate
mitigation strategy for the newly uncovered site.

Full archaeological excavation (Orange)

1
Stripping - The topsoil should be
carefully stripped from Areas A-C, allowing a
20m buffer zone around the archaeology. Once
the full extents of these areas are established
they should be cordoned off.
2
Excavation - Following this the features
should be hand excavated, planned and fully
recorded under licence by a team of
archaeologists prior to any development works.
3. Post-excavation - Postexcavation analysis of the
remains, including the
dating of the features,
should then be undertaken.
An
archaeological
excavation report detailing
the
results
of
the
excavation
should
be
submitted to the National
Monuments
Service,
Department
of
Arts,
Heritage and the Gaeltacht,
the National Museum of
Ireland and with the
Heritage
officer/
Archaeological consultant
of Fingal County Council
upon completion of the
excavation.
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