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1.0  INTRODUCTION

The Place
Buttevant is situated along the steeply sloping 
west bank of the Awbeg River, a tributary of 
the Blackwater.   Surrounded by rich farmland, 
with the Ballyhoura Mountains forming the 
backdrop to the northeast, it lies on the N20 
roughly half way between Cork and Limerick, 
north of Mallow and south of Charleville. When 
travelling through Buttevant today, the first 
impression is of an early nineteenth-century 
market town, with a broad main street and 
fine civic buildings similar to those constructed 
by wealthy  landlords all around the country.  
However, the medieval remains of the friary 
and Lombard’s Castle confirm that this place 
was first settled much longer ago. Buttevant 
was founded by the Anglo-Normans in the early 
thirteenth century, and the town defences were 
first recorded in the fourteenth century.  The 
regular grid of streets and plots date from the 
thirteenth century, creating a distinctive pattern 
that resembles settlements in France and 
Wales known as bastides.  The outline of the 

walled circuit is not yet fully understood, in fact, 
until recently it was thought that no upstanding 
remains of the town defences had survived.  
However, recent studies by archaeologists 
have identified sections of wall that have 
been preserved and new theories have been 
proposed about the urban morphology of the 
town.  This plan will describe these theories 
and the material evidence that supports them 
while making recommendations on how a more 
definitive description of the walls of Buttevant 
can be arrived at through further archaeological 
investigation.  Having a fuller understanding of 
the extent of the wall circuit is crucial for the 
preservation of this unique archaeological 
heritage site. 

National & European Context
Writing almost one hundred years ago, J.S. 
Fleming commenced his study on nineteen of 
the walled towns of Ireland by commenting on 
the lack of knowledge and understanding of 

Plate1 Aerial view of Buttevant and surrounding countryside. (OSI)
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this aspect of our cultural heritage.  
The few existing remains of town-wall 
fortifications, which formerly enclosed and 
protected every important town in Ireland, and 
which yearly diminish in number, are, as a 
class, undeservedly overlooked by writers on 
the antiquities of such towns.

Avril Thomas, in her extensive study published 
in 1992 described fifty six towns where evidence 
of wall circuits survive, with thirty five other 
places are listed as possible walled towns, 
with a further twenty for which only the most 
tentative claims could be made.  Irish walled 
towns range in size from the capital and the 
most populous cities and towns, down to what 
now are small villages or indeed have long 
been abandoned. Among these categories, 
settlements of less than one thousand 
inhabitants vied in importance with cities that are 
closer to a hundred thousand today. Defences 
were installed around settlements from the 
Neolithic period, and were also found around 
early-Christian monasteries and port towns 
established by the Norse settlers.  Following 

the colonization of parts of Ireland by the 
Anglo-Normans, stone-built defences started 
to replace less robust timber structures and 
earthworks.  These towns formed outposts, as 
well as creating new trading networks and led to 
the wider economic development of the country 
as a whole.  The walls vary in scale, detail and 
material- in each case responding to the local 
topography, as well as the prevailing economic 
and political context.  Over the centuries, they 
played a key role in historical events and the 
development of our towns and cities.

Ireland is located on the periphery of Europe, 
and was relatively late in developing an 
urban culture. However, the Irish walled 
towns characterize political and economic 
developments on the island in relation to 
Britain and the continent.  Starting with the 
port settlements founded by the Norse, the 
Anglo-Normans established a more lasting 
hold on the interior until falling away in the 
early fifteenth century.  Each brought their own 
construction methods and settlement patterns 
from their homelands, but adapted these to 
local circumstances.  The Tudor and Stuart 
plantations also relied on town defences. The 
adaptation and reinforcement of the town 
defences continued during the Cromwellian and 
Jacobite/ Williamite conflicts.  Their gradual, but 
widespread, removal began in the eighteenth 
century.  Today knowledge of the extent of Irish 
walled towns, and their position within a wider 
European context is incomplete but evolving.

The Heritage Council established the Irish 
Walled Towns Network (IWTN) in April, 2005 
to unite and coordinate the strategic efforts of 
local authorities involved in the management 
and conservation of historic walled towns in 
Ireland, both north and south of the border.  
Buttevant is now a member of the network, 
which will be of great benefit for the protection 
of its archaeological heritage.  The IWTN is 
formally linked to European Walled Towns 
(EWT), which is the international association for 
the sustainable development of walled towns, 
walled cities and fortified historic towns.Fig.1 Map showing walled towns (Thomas 1992).
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The Piran Declaration, which outlines the 
reasons for maintaining historic walled towns, 
was agreed at an Annual General Meeting of 
the Walled Town Friendship Circle in Piran, 
Slovenia in 1998:

Walled Towns are unique inheritances from 
times long past and should be treasured, 
maintained and safeguarded from neglect, 
damage and destruction and passed on into 
perpetuity as irreplaceable Timestones of 
History.

Aims & Objectives
This conservation plan is drawn up in 
accordance with the guidelines outlined in the 
revised Burra Charter published by ICOMOS 
in 1999, which provides a model for the 
conservation and management of places of 
cultural significance (See appendix 1). The 
charter sets out standards of practice for those 
with responsibility for the guardianship of such 
places.  This group might include owners, 
managers and custodians, consultants, statutory 
advisers, opinion-formers, decision makers 
and contractors. Places of cultural significance 
enrich people’s lives, often providing a deep 
and inspirational sense of connection: to the 
community; the landscape; to the past and to 
lived experiences. 

A fundamental principle of the Burra Charter is 
that places of cultural significance should be 
conserved for the benefit of both present and 
future generations. It defines conservation as 
all of the processes of looking after a place so 
as to retain its cultural significance.

As such, the general aims of the Conservation 
Plan are to: 

• Provide an accurate record of the place. 
• Understand the significance of the place. 
• Identify any threats to the significance.
• Formulate policies to address the threats, and 
guide the future preservation and management 
of the place.

• Outline proposals for conservation work. 
• Provide accurate documentation of the site to 
guide future decision-making. 
• Manage change by proposing a sustainable 
vision for the future of the monument.

Following publication of the Burra Charter, the 
Ename Charter was adopted by ICOMOS in 2008 
and deals specifically with the interpretation and 
presentation of cultural heritage.  This charter 
provides a framework for the communication of 
the cultural significance of a place to the public.  
Its objectives are to facilitate understanding 
and appreciation of the site; communicate its 
meaning, safeguard the tangible and intangible 
values and respect its authenticity.  This is 
particularly relevant in Buttevant, as the walls 
are no longer prominent and prove difficult for 
the public to appreciate and understand.  For 
this reason, the plan has a particular emphasis 
on proposals for how the walls can be best 
presented and their significance interpreted, 
understood and appreciated by both locals and 
visitors.
 
This document should provide the basis 
for all future decisions on the conservation, 
management and interpretation of the Town 
Walls.

Limitations
Certain sections of the wall in private ownership 
were not accessible during our surveys.  These 
areas are noted within the text. Parts of the wall 
that required special access such as ladders 
were also not inspected.
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Project Team
This conservation plan was prepared by 
Howley Hayes Architects & CRDS Ltd. An Irish 
Walled Towns Network/ Heritage Council grant 
was secured by the Buttevant Heritage Group 
(BHG) with the support of Cork Co. Co. to fund 
the preparation of the plan.

Stakeholders
The stakeholders are represented by the 
following bodies which have formed a steering 
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Heritage Council  Liam Mannix
Cork County Council  Conor Nelligan
Buttevant Heritage Group Lillian Sheehan
Buttevant Heritage Group Kieran Hynes
Buttevant Heritage Group Wendy Kruger
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or Bout; a term applied to a tower located on 
an exposed part of the defences.  The term is 
applied to fortifications in France, Britain and 
Ireland from the late twelfth to the sixteenth 
centuries.  Buttevant is also referred to as 
Bothon in some medieval documents including 
the Annals of the Cathedral of Cloyne.6

The Irish placename  for Buttevant, Killnamullagh 
or Killnamullach, also has a number of possible 
derivations including Cill na Mullach (the church 
of the hillocks or summits) or Cill na Mallach (the 
church of the curse), which has been adopted 
by the Ordnance Survey.

Archaeological and Historical Background
There was a Norman presence at Buttevant 
from the earliest phases of the colonisation 
of Ireland.  In 1177 King Henry II of England 
granted the western part of part of the kingdom 
of Cork to Milo de Cogan and the eastern part 
to Robert FitzStephen7.  FitzStephen granted 
part of his territories, including the site of the 
future town, to his nephew Phillip de Barry8.

The development of a settlement at Buttevant 
can be traced back to the investment of the de 
Barry family during the thirteenth century.  In 
1234 David de Barry, Phillip’s grandson, was 
granted a licence to hold a market on Sunday, 
and a fair on the vigil and day of St. Luke the 
Evangelist and for six following days9.  The 
de Barry’s also supported the foundation of 
two monasteries during this period.  In 1229 
an Augustinian Abbey was founded in the 
townland of Ballybeg immediately to the south 
of the town.  A Franciscan Friary, dedicated to 
St. Thomas, was founded at Buttevant around 
125110.  According to the Annals of the Four 
Masters:

a monastery was erected at Killnamullagh, 
one of the ancient names for Buttevant,, in 

Introduction
The development of the town of Buttevant and 
its defences is detailed in a number of key 
works including the Buttevant Heritage Study1, 
Archaeological and Environmental Heritage 
at Buttevant, Co. Cork2, Urban Archaeological 
Survey of: County Cork3 and Walled Towns of 
Ireland4.  The following is a summary of the 
information included in these works.

Placename
Various origins have been put forward for 
the placename Buttevant.  It is traditionally 
associated with the war cry Boutez en Avant 
which David de Barry used to animate his men 
against the McCarthys and it later became the 
family motto5.   A more likely source for the name 
as suggested by Westropp is from Boutavant 

2.0  UNDERSTANDING THE PLACE

Fig. 3 Barry family crest with motto.
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Fig. 4 Timeline of walls of Buttevant.
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the diocese of Cork, by the Barry; and it was 
afterwards selected as the burying-place of the 
Barry’s11.  

Litigation, dating to 1260, regarding a burgage 
plot within Buttevant indicates that the town 
had been founded by this date12.  At the end of 
the thirteenth century Buttevant is included in 
a list of ports and market towns in the county 
drawn up by the sheriff of Cork13. O’Keeffe has 
suggested that Buttevant was laid-out to an 
orthogonal plan, with a wide main street, with 
smaller lanes and alleys intersecting at right 
angles14.  This layout shows strong similarities 
with the towns of King Edward I in north 
Wales.

The remains of the castle, located on the west 
bank of the Awbeg River at the south end of 
the town, indicate that it too was built during 
the thirteenth century.  The Castel of Bothon 
is mentioned in documentary sources from the 
early fourteenth century.  By 1344 David de 
Barry paid an annual rent of 40d for the castle 
at Buttevant15.

In 1317, possibly in response to a period of 
turbulence, the de Barry’s requested that £105 
which was owed to the Exchequer be released 
to the town in order to enclose it with walls16.  
A subsequent grant, made in August 1375 to 
the Provost and Commonalty of Botavaunt 
ratifying a former grant of part of the waste of 
the town, with the north gate and customs there 

17,18.  The reference to the north gate may imply 
the existence of a second gate, possibly at the 
south end of town at the south gate of town.

During the medieval period the town would 
have extended much further to the south along 
a road leading from the Buttevant bridge in the 
north towards Ballybeg Abbey in the south.  A 
reference to the town in the Pipe Roll of Cloyne 
would seem to support this: 

David Barry acknowledges holding of the lord 
Bishop and of the castle of Kilmaclenine, his 
castle of Buttevant with its orchard and hall [?], 
and all of the tenements which lie between the 
middle of the mill of Buttevant and the said lane 
called MyInstrete on the north side of the said 
orchard, and extends to the public highway 
of Buttevant on the west side, as far as the 
roadway and church of St. Bridget on the south 
side and the riverbank19.  

The Pipe Roll does not include any references 
to the town walls or gates20.

A number of small urban castles, including Lord 
Barry’s castle and the town walls are recorded 
within the town in David Lombard’s will of 1479. 
The Lombard’s had a strong presence in the 
town in the later medieval period and the family 
are associated with the construction of the only 
surviving urban tower house.

During the fifteenth, sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries the fortunes of the town mirrored the Fig. 5 View of Buttevant Castle 1840 (Glin collection).
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Fig. 6 Watercolour of Ballybeg early 19th c. (Glin collection)



political situation in the country as a whole.  
Buttevant, along with many other castles 
and walled towns, was damaged during the 
1461 rebellion of Murrough O’Brien.  With the 
creation of the Barrymore title the focus of the 
de Barry patronage shifted to Barryscourt near 
Middleton21.  It suffered further decline in 1568 
when Lord Deputy Sidney laid siege to the town 
and occupied the castle.

In 1641 the Confederation army assembled at 
Buttevant under Lord Mountgarret.  Two years 
later, in the spring of 1643, Lord Inchiquin 
collected forces comprising 4000 foot and 400 
horse at Buttevant.  In his history of the rebellion 
written in the mid-seventeenth century, Borlase 
mentions the town of Buttevant but does not 
refer to the town walls.  Kilmallock on the other 
hand is described as environed with a strong 
wall22.  It is possible that the walls had been 
partially demolished or had decayed somewhat 
by this time.  The town was burned by the 
Williamite forces in 1690 which had an adverse 
effect on its economic life.  It is probable that 
the town walls were not maintained afterwards 
and started to decline.

The remains of the town walls were noted in 
the writings of a number of antiquarians who 
visited Buttevant.  Traces of the walls were still 
extant in the mid-eighteenth century and were 
described by Charles Smith:

There are still to be seen the remains of a wall 
that surrounded the town; and they also show 

traces of an outward wall which enclosed the 
other and took up a considerable circuit of 
ground’23,24.

The reference to traces of an outward wall 
suggest that the circuit never fully encircled 
the town or that the outer circuit did not survive 
fully by the time Smith was writing.  In the early 
nineteenth century Croften Croker states that 
Buttevant:

though formerly a town of importance and 
opulence, is now a poor place.  It was walled, 
and governed by a corporation, and traces of 
its consequence may still be seen in the solid 
old walls and ruins scattered amongst the mean 
houses of which it is at present composed25.

Lewis noted that- some remains of old town 

Plate 3 Bust of John Anderson in Fermoy.
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Plate 2 Historic photograph of castle (National Library).

Fig. 7 View of Friary showing wall fragment 1852 (from Brash).
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wall can be traced and that Buttevant castle… 
originally called King John’s Castle....formed 
one of the angles of the ancient fortifications of 
the town26.

The construction of a military barracks in 
response to threats posed by the Napoleonic 
War brought some economic prosperity to the 
town in the early nineteenth century.  It was 
constructed to the northwest end of the town in 
the townland of Creggane.  Lewis describes it 
as an extensive range of buildings, occupying 
a spacious enclosed area of nearly 23 statute 
acres, divided into two by the central range, in 
which is an archway surmounted by a cupola 
and affording communication between the two27.  
The garrison housed 250 temporary infantry 
and quarters were provided for married soldiers 
in the streets surrounding the garrison.

A new mill was constructed on the Awbeg 
River in the early part of the nineteenth century 
by Sir James Anderson.  It was a substantial 
building of five to six storeys, constructed in 
a castellated style mimicing with the nearby 
castle that was occupied by Anderson.  Much of 
the nineteenth and twentieth century industrial 
features associated with the mill survive at the 
site.

A Church of Ireland church designed by the 
Pain brothers was constructed to the south of 
the town around 1826.  The church has a tall,  
buttressed tower at the west end.  The church 
and its associated graveyard are constructed 
on the site of the medieval parish church of St. 
Brigid. A graveslab of early sixteenth century 
date, has been moved from the east end of 
the graveyard to the interior of the church for 
safekeeping. 

The new Roman Catholic Chapel was 
constructed at the north end Main Street 
between 1831 and 1837.  It is likely that this 
building replaced an older chapel located to 
the south of the Convent on Chapel Lane.  It 
is a prominent building, constructed within the 
precinct of the Franciscan Friary.  It incorporates 
a later medieval tower that was once part of the 
friary.

11

Fig.9 Nineteenth century plan of the barracks.

Plates 4-5 Historic photographs of St. Mary’s & Main St. (NLI).



Cartographic Sources
Unfortunately there are no large-scale plans 
of Buttevant pre-dating the Ordnance Survey.  
However, a number of manuscript maps do exist 
that provide some information on the layout 
and morphology of the town.  Up to the late 
eighteenth or early nineteenth century the town 
likely extended much further to the south along 
a road leading from the Buttevant bridge in the 
north towards Ballybeg Abbey in the south.  The 
Pipe Roll of Cloyne indicates that tenements 
extended- as far as the roadway and church of 
St. Bridget on the south side of the town28.  The 
southern end of Main Street was altered by 
Sir James Anderson who occupied the castle 
and surrounding land from the late eighteenth 
century.  Anderson removed the housing at the 
south end of the street and drove the line of the 
street further to the west to skirt the boundary 
of his lands.  Aerial photography indicates that 
the line of the road continues to the south of 
the graveyard29.  There are also indications of 
the road on the geophysical survey undertaken 
during the preparation of this report, as well 
as confirmation that a boundary wall once 
extended across the field to the west of the 
castle (see Fig. 17).

The earliest surviving map of Buttevant is the 
Down Survey map of the Barony of Orrery and 
Kilmore dating to the mid-seventeenth century.  
There is little detail, but it shows the medieval 
bridge at the north end of town and mills on the 
east and west banks of the Awbeg River.  

Buttevant is depicted on a small-scale map 
titled Military Survey of part of the South of 
Ireland which was drawn by Major Charles 
Vallancey, Director of Engineers in 179630.  A 
single north-south street, Main Street, running 
from the old Buttevant Bridge towards Ballybeg 
is depicted on the map.  A number of lanes 
cross it in an east-west direction.  Buildings line 
the east and west sides of Main Street and the 
lanes and a number of detached buildings are 
marked between the east side of Main Street 
and the Awbeg River.  At the north end of the 
town a road leads northwest over the medieval 
bridge.  The bridge is denoted by a break in 
the line of the river with the road continuing on 
the east side.  A similar convention is repeated 
in the centre of the town at the east end of Mill 
Lane, possibly indicating a second bridge was 
in existence at the time.  It is possible that the 
structural remains of this bridge were removed 
by the construction of new mill and pond at 
the turn of the nineteenth century.  There is a 
large, possibly ruined, building marked to the 
southeast at the approximate location of the 
nineteenth century Church of Ireland parish 
church or castle. The Franciscan Friary is 
marked by a cross.  The town defences are not 
depicted on the map, but this may be in part 
due to its small scale.

12

Fig.11 First ed. OS map of Buttevant 1838.

Fig.10 Grand Jury map of Buttevant 1811.

29

Fig 5  Buttevant as depicted on the Grand Jury map of Cork, 1811. Note original main street continuing southwards and modern road 
curving to west 



town wall.  To the west of the back lanes the 
plots are laid out in gardens.  The morphology 
on the east side of Main Street is similar though 
interrupted by the Roman Catholic Church, 
the precinct of the Franciscan Friary and the 
Fever Hospital (the site was later occupied by 
the Convent).  An examination of the Ordnance 
Survey shows little in the way of major changes 
in the layout of the town in the modern period.  
Prior to the nineteenth century the town was 
confined to the area encompassing Ball Alley 
in the north to Buttevant Castle in the south.  
During the early nineteenth century the town 
expanded to the northwest to encompass the 
new barracks.  A quarry takes up much of the 
northwest portion of the town on the first and 
second edition Ordnance Survey 6” maps.  

A large-scale town plan produced by the 
Ordnance Survey (Fig. 12) and annotated by 
the Valuation’s Office dating from the period 
between 1830-50 still exists.  Drawn at a scale 
of 60 inches to one mile the plan contains a lot 
of detail on the layout of the town but throws 
little light on what remained of the town wall in 
the mid-nineteenth century.  A hand annotation 
old town wall at the east end of Chapel Lane is 
the only reference to its former existence.

The Grand Jury Map of Cork (Fig. 10) was 
published at a similar small scale in 1811. At this 
stage the modern road had been constructed 
but the old road running south through the 
castle grounds to Ballybeg was still extant.  
Housing is shown on the west side of the road 
from Lombard’s Castle and continuing south of 
the Church of Ireland church.

The town walls are not indicated on the first 
edition Ordnance Survey 6” map of 1841-42.  
The layout shown, however, is typical of a 
medieval settlement with linear burgage plots 
extending back from either side of Main Street.  
There is a greater concentration of burgage 
plots in the central area of the town between 
Ball Alley and Lombard’s Castle.  The burgage 
plots are long narrow plots with the main house 
located on the street frontage.  On the west 
side of Main Street they are intersected by back 
lanes and continue westwards to the line of the 

13

Fig.12 Valuations map of Buttevant circa 1840

Fig.13 Second edition OS map of Buttevant (1890s).



3.0   PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

Buttevant Town Defences
The extent of the walled town of Buttevant is not 
yet fully understood.  The most recent theory 
(Fig. 14), proposes that the outer circuit wall 
first identified by Cotter extended to the west of 
the town in an arc as far as the river just north 
of Buttevant Old Bridge.  This would make it 
larger than most comparable Irish walled towns 
of similar date and importance-similar in scale to 
Athenry, and much larger than Cork or Galway. 
However, much of this area was likely to be 
uninhabited and used only as farmland, with an 
area of about seven hectares.  It is possible that 
the settlement expanded within the outer wall 
boundary to the north and south of an historic 
core. This precinct would have extended to the 
friary at the north boundary, and the market 
house to the south.  The wall to the river side 
likely extended as far as the mill protecting the 
precinct to the east, and then continued as a 
curtain wall as far as the castle. Evidence for a 
corresponding wall to the west side of the town 
has not been found, however, the wall to the 
north side of the friary graveyard does seem 
to be in line with an impressive boundary wall 
(almost four metres high) on the other side of the 
street.  The medieval street pattern has largely 
been retained, however the lanes have been 
blocked off over time, and the burgage plots 

sold off for housing or merged to form larger 
fields.  There are only three main stretches of 
wall visible above ground, other sections may 
be buried underground, or have been partially 
rebuilt along property boundaries.  

There has been much debate as to the line 
of the town defences at Buttevant (Fig. 16).  
Thomas in her work on the walled towns of 
Ireland proposed three separate possible 
circuits (Fig. 15) enclosing a rectangular area of 
between five and fifteen hectares31.  The Awbeg 
River would have formed a natural boundary 
on the east side of the town while the western 
boundary can be traced as two parallel lines 
running along the boundaries of the burgage 
plots.  Thomas has noted that these parallel 
lines, approximately 25m apart, may represent 
the inner and outer walls of Buttevant or simply 
a reinforcement, perhaps a second wall beyond 
the fosse32.  Thomas’ central area (a) runs from 
Ball Alley in the north, which represents the line 
of the townland boundary between Buttevant 
and Creggane, to Kerry Lane in the south and 
would have encompassed the precinct of the 
Franciscan Friary.  Area (b) involves a possible 
extension of the central area running from 
the south boundary of the quarry in the north 
to Lombard’s Castle in the south.  Area (c) 
encompasses the area between the bridge in 
the north and the castle in the south.  A number 
of key structures included St. Bridget’s Parish 
Church and the Market House are not located 
within the line of the suggested town wall.  

Plate 7 View looking north along Main Street.

Plate 6 View towards Buttevant from NE beside old bridge.

14



97

8

1

81

25

26

13

11

22

11

6
2

15

5

16

19

26

7

9

1

2

4

17

16

1

21

5

9

1

4

13

5
18

7
6

CR

C
R

C
F

UND

area under construction

Tower

Church

Bank

Ard an Bha i l e

DANIEL O'BRIEN'S
TERRACE

PO

Creggane

A
B

B
E
Y

V
IE

W

Tk

1

3

12

8

24

11

12

10

20

20

7

6

31

1

15

3 2

4

3

1

102

95

Church ViewChurch View

CregganeCreggane
BeagBeag

B
A

R
R
A

C
K

P
L
A

C
E

B
A

R
R
A

C
K

P
L
A

C
E

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

M
ILIT

A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

M
ILIT

A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

BALLALLEY TERRACE
BALLALLEY TERRACE

K
e
rr

y
L
a
n
e

K
e
rr

y
L
a
n
e

RiverbankRiverbank

Sports Ground

Sports Ground

A
W

B
E
G

R
IV

E
R

M
ILIT

A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

M
ILIT

A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

21

37

16

1
6

C
R

FW

C
R

Kilnamulla
Health Centre

Cred it
Union

Swimming Pool

School

Hall

G S Sta

Church

Castle View

Convent

2

7

4

8

1 3

1

3A

6

2A

12

1

31

34

1

13

23

1

1

14

1

32

2 1
3

2

1

32

3

6

10

22

4

40

15

2

24

38

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
S
T
R
E
E
T

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
S
T
R
E
E
T

M
A

IN
S
T
R
E
E
T

M
A

IN
S
T
R
E
E
T

KERRY LANEKERRY LANE

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

barrybarry

School LaneSchool Lane

Highfield Drive

Highfield Drive

CottagesCottages

MILL LANE
MILL LANE

G
ra

in
n
e

P
la

c
e

G
ra

in
n
e

P
la

c
e

Richmond GreenRichmond Green

Playground

UND

A
w

b
eg

R
iver

Sports Ground

CR

UND

Sluices

Sluices

Treatment PlantTks

A
w

b
e
g

R
iv

e
r

N

Outer Defences

Possible Extent of Main Street

Burgage Plots (inner defences)

p
o
ss

ib
le

e
x
te

n
t

indicated
by

geophys
survey

standing
rem

ains

possible extent

Fig.14 Map showing Cotter’s layout of medieval Buttevant superimposed on current plan.
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The Urban Archaeological Survey shows a 
similar layout with the suspected line of the 
town wall running along Ball Alley in the north, 
the Awbeg River in the east, Lombard’s Castle 
in the south and the outer of Thomas’ two 
wall lines along the west side of town.  This 
suggested line would again omit a number of 
the key structures including St. Bridget’s Parish 
Church, the Market House and Buttevant 
Castle.

However, sources including the translation of 
the Pipe Roll of Cloyne, Vallancey’s map of 
1796, the 1811 Grand Jury Map of Cork, aerial 
photographic and geophysical survey results 
all indicate that town originally extended at 
least as far south as the site of the former 
parish church of St. Bridget, now the site of the 
Church of Ireland church and graveyard.

As part of his assessment of the Archaeological 
and Environmental Heritage of Buttevant, 
Eamonn Cotter undertook a detailed assessment 

of the town walls including cartographic and 
documentary research, comparative analysis 
of building types and a visual analysis of the 
mortar used within the walls construction33.

Cotter discovered sections of similar wall at 
three locations along the eastern perimeter 
of the town.  Section 1, which runs north from 
the northeast corner of the castle, is located 
on the edge of a sheer cliff which runs down 
to the banks of the Awbeg River.  Section 2 
comprises the boundary between Mill Lane and 
the grounds of the Convent of Mercy.  The first 
edition Ordnance Survey map shows an old 
Roman Catholic Chapel at this location and the 
Valuations Map is annotated Old Town Walll.  
Section 3 extends from the northeast corner of 
the Franciscan Friary for approximately 10m and 
from there there are the remains of a collapsed 
line of stone.  A photograph of the friary (Plate 
8) shows that this section of the town wall 
formerly continued in a southerly direction also.  
These sections are constructed of uncoursed 
limestone rubble, with a high proportion of 
large blocks measuring approximately 0.2m 
by 0.4m by 0.6m in comparison to the later 
boundary walls within the town which comprise 
much smaller stones.  The stone used in these 
sections are generally unworked, again in 
comparison to the later walls whose stones are 
roughly hammer-dressed.

In addition to the outer defence, described in 
detail below, there may have been an inner 
wall along the southern perimeter of the town.  

12

Section 3 of the three similar wall sections runs from the northeast corner of the Friary 

northwards for c. 10m after which it is mostly collapsed to ground level (see Plate 1 

above). Again it is clear from the Grove-White photograph that it originally continued to 

the northeast corner of the Roman Catholic graveyard (Plate 6). As noted the construction 

style is similar to that of Sections 1 and 2. 

Plate 6: Reproduction of a photograph of 1909 showing the Friary from the east (Grove-

White vol 1 part 2, facing p 350). Note continuous wall running north and south from 

east end of Friary.

It is possible to suggest a date for one of these sections, that between Mill Lane and the 

Convent grounds, near its eastern end. As noted above this was formerly the site of a 

Catholic church, and is also thought to have been the site of a medieval nunnery 

mentioned by Charles Smith in 1750 (Power 2000, 550, 617). It is likely that the 

medieval nunnery was used as a parish church after the medieval parish church to the 

south of the town was closed in the post-Reformation period. 

Plate 8 Historic photograph of friary showing wall along mill 
pond (from Cotter 2010)

Fig.15 Thomas plan of Buttevant (1992).
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Fig.16 Map showing various recent theories on the extent and location of the town defenses.
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Cotter has identified a possible location for the 
southern wall along the boundary of the school 
grounds (Plate 9).  The school is located within a 
large walled garden depicted on the first edition 
Ordnance Survey map.  The base courses of 
this wall have a different construction style and 
may belong to an earlier wall which extended 
towards the curtain wall of the castle.

Cotter has not identified any definitely medieval 
fabric along the town’s western side34.  He 
suggests Thomas’ inner wall as the potential 
line of the town wall based on topographical 
analysis including the size and layout of the 
burgage plots and differences in ground level 
on the inner and outer sides of this boundary.  
On the first edition Ordnance Survey map this 
line is more or less continuous from the market 
house to opposite the Catholic Church.

Plate 10 View of outer defensive wall fragment.

The Outer Circuit
The presence of an outer defence at Buttevant 
is indicated in Charles Smith’s 1750 work on 
the history of the County of Cork.  Smith refers 
to traces of an outward wall which enclosed the 
inner wall and took up a considerable circuit of 
ground.  This would appears to indicate that 
it was at some distance from the inner wall.  
Thomas has suggested that this reference 
suggests an extension or an additional line 
of the wall perhaps only on the vulnerable 
southern side of the town35.

Cotter has identified a possible candidate for 
this wall (Plate 10) to the south of the Market 
House36.  It represents the townland boundary 
between Buttevant and Knockbarry and 
comprises an earthen bank approximately 
1m high and almost 2m wide which is stone 
faced on the southwest side.  The ground on 
the interior east side of the boundary is around 
0.6m higher than that on the exterior west 
side.  It is likely that this boundary would have 
continued its trajectory, curving to the southeast 
to enclosing the site of the parish church 
and Buttevant Castle.  Cotter has also noted 
traces of a degraded boundary, consisting of 
two parallel earthen banks with an intervening 
fosse, to the east of the southeast corner of the 
modern wall enclosing the graveyard37.

It is likely that the line of the townland boundary 
was altered during road diversion works 
undertaken by Sir James Anderson in the 
early nineteenth century.  The results of recent 
geophysical analysis undertaken by J.M. Leigh 
as part of the current project have traced the 
continuation of the boundary between a modern 
house plot and the Church of Ireland church 
and graveyard38.  The results of the geophysics 
would appear to indicate the line of a curvilinear 
ditch and a possible wall.  The geophysics 
would support the presence of embanked 
feature which would have commenced on the 
high ground overlooking the Awbeg River and 
would have run northwest enclosing the parish 
church and graveyard before intersecting with 
Main Street to the west of the graveyard.  The 

18

Plate 9 View of wall to south of former walled garden.



boundary would have enclosed the south-
western quadrant of the town including the 
Market House and Lombard’s castle before 
intersecting with Kerry Lane.  The line of the 
bank can no longer be traced to the north of 
Kerry Lane but it is possibly that it continued 
a northward trajectory before turning east 
towards Buttevant Old Bridge.

Archaeological excavations
Archaeological excavations undertaken within 
the town have yielded little in the way of 
subsurface archaeological remains associated 
with the town wall.

An archaeological assessment undertaken 
of a proposed development at Convent View, 
was bounded by the projected line of the town 
wall on its western side for approximately 20m.  
The present site boundary consists of a wall 
that survives to a maximum height of 1.2m and 
approximately 0.5m wide.  This wall appears to 
be mortar bonded and is constructed of roughly 
course limestone blocks.  Trees that formerly 
grew from the top of the wall have been cut to 
stump level and replaced by a hedgerow along 
the east side.  The base of the wall is partly 
obscured by soil used to plant the hedgerow. 
Due to the scale of the wall it is unlikely to 
represent part of the original medieval town 
defences.  The current boundary wall may 
however be built on the site of an earlier 
structure39.  The boundary along the south 
side of the site comprises a 3m long east-west 
running wall which may represent part of a 
burgage boundary though the date of the wall 
construction is unknown.  It is roughly coursed 
and appears to be mortar bonded40.

An archaeological assessment associated 
with a new wastewater scheme involved the 
monitoring of works along the main street of 
Buttevant41. A stone filled pit was exposed at 
the south end of town along the projected line 
of the medieval town defences.  No evidence of 
any foundation material or any stone foundation 
courses were uncovered and given the absence 

of archaeological evidence the feature was 
probably unrelated to the town wall.

Assessment associated with another stage of 
the Buttevant wastewater scheme involved an 
excavation on Main Street42.  Here a wall was 
revealed on the western side of the road less 
than 1m below the current street level.  It was 
constructed of random rubble and measured 
0.65m wide and 0.76m in height, and ran for 
a length of 4m.  The remains of the wall ran 
parallel with the western edge of the street 
suggesting it may have formed part of an earlier 
building line when the street was significantly 
narrower than currently.

As part of the current project, a detailed 
gradiometer and targeted resistance surveys 
were conducted in a field (Plates 11-12) at 
the southern end of the town43. The survey 
identified responses of potential archaeological 
interest. The gradiometer data identified a 
clear linear response suggestive of a ditch 
feature, orientated north to south, and following 

Plates 11-12 Views within field beside castle to south of town.
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Fig.17 Plan of geo-physical survey carried out by J. Leigh to field to west of castle in 2012.
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Within the higher background resistance are 
several responses of potential archaeological 
interest. A high resistance curvilinear trend and 
response appear to correlate with responses in 
the gradiometer data. Interpretation is tentative, 
but the gradiometer response is indicative 
of a burnt feature, such as a kiln or hearth. 
Although this is speculative, and the responses 
may be modern in origin, an archaeological 
interpretation should be considered.

Architecture & Townscape
Buttevant has the appearance of an early 
nineteenth-century planned town with traditional 
shop fronts, bank, market house, convent and 
churches representative of that era being most 
prevalent. Lombard’s Castle, the remains of a 
sixteenth-century urban tower house, still lines 
the main street.   However, the more substantial 
ruins of the friary and the castle are set back 
from the main street, and the thirteenth-century 

the line of a low earthwork. The resistance 
survey identified a high resistance response 
suggestive of wall remains, to the immediate 
west of the gradiometer ditch response. This 
is suggests that a substantial wall and ditch 
feature corresponds with the location of a 
boundary, represented on historic maps.

In the south west of the gradiometer data, 
another ditch-type response has been identified, 
and appears to run towards the church and 
graveyard, to the south of the site. This most 
likely represents another boundary feature and 
is of clear archaeological potential.

In the north-east corner of the field, the 
gradiometer survey identified a spread of 
magnetic disturbance indicative of rubble 
or building remains. The historic mapping 
suggests the location of structures in this area. 
The detailed resistance survey identified a 
high resistance response indicative of stone 
structural remains. To the south of this, an area 
of increased magnetic response was identified, 
and is indicative of former habitation.

In the west of the field, faint linear trends in 
the gradiometer survey correlate with a higher 
background readings in the resistance survey. 
The origin of this is unclear. However, the 
responses may represent a former surface 
such as a path or track way. This is speculative 
but warrants consideration.

21

Plate 13 View along churchyard wall in field to south.

Plate 15 View of Market House.

Plate 14 View of Lombard’s Castle.



97

8

1

81

25

26

13

11

22

11

6
2

15

5

16

19

26

7

9

1

2

4

17

16

1

21

5

9

1

4

13

5
18

7
6

CR

C
R

C
F

UND

area under construction

Tower

Church

Bank

Ard an Bha i l e

DANIEL O'BRIEN'S
TERRACE

PO

Creggane

A
B

B
E
Y

V
IE

W

Tk

1

3

12

8

24

11

12

10

20

20

7

6

31

1

15

3 2

4

3

1

102

95

Church ViewChurch View

CregganeCreggane
BeagBeag

B
A

R
R
A

C
K

P
L
A

C
E

B
A

R
R
A

C
K

P
L
A

C
E

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

M
IL

IT
A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

M
IL

IT
A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

BALLALLEY TERRACE
BALLALLEY TERRACE

K
e
rr

y
L
a
n
e

K
e
rr

y
L
a
n
e

RiverbankRiverbank

Sports Ground

Sports Ground

A
W

B
E
G

R
IV

E
R

M
IL

IT
A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

M
IL

IT
A
R
Y

R
O
A
D

21

37

16

1
6

C
R

FW

C
R

Kilnamulla
Health Centre

Cred it
Union

Swimming Pool

School

Hall

G S Sta

Church

Castle View

Convent

2

7

4

8

1 3

1

3A

6

2A

12

1

31

34

1

13

23

1

1

14

1

32

2 1
3

2

1

32

3

6

10

22

4

40

15

2

24

38

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
S
T
R
E
E
T

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
S
T
R
E
E
T

M
A

IN
S
T
R
E
E
T

M
A

IN
S
T
R
E
E
T

KERRY LANEKERRY LANE

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

N
E
W

S
T
R
E
E
T

barrybarry

School LaneSchool Lane

Highfield Drive

Highfield Drive

CottagesCottages

MILL LANE
MILL LANE

G
ra

in
n
e

P
la

c
e

G
ra

in
n
e

P
la

c
e

Richmond GreenRichmond Green

Playground

UN
D

A
w

b
e
g

R
iv

e
r

Sports Ground

CR

CASTLE-LAND

UND

Sluices

Sluices

Treatment PlantTks

A
w

b
e
g

R
iv

e
r

N

Protected Structures

Archaeological Investigations

Standing Remains

Possible Standing Remains

1

Recorded Monuments

Zone of Archaeological

Potential

Fig.18 Map showing zone of archaeological potential, previous invesitgations, recorded monuments and protected structures.

22



bridge looks unremarkable from the Doneraile 
road above.  The Franciscan Friary  dates from 
1251, and predates the building of the wall, it 
is situated along the ridge and is a good deal 
lower than the street level in the midst of the 
graveyard.  Clearance of the east boundary 
uncovered the substantial remains that might 
have been the chapter house.  Much of the 
church remains standing and it is undergoing 
significant repairs by the OPW. A tower known 
as Desmond’s Tower was incorporated into the 
nineteenth-century catholic church that was 
built along the street front. Buttevant Old Bridge 
was likely enclosed by the outer wall circuit, its 
south face has four pointed arches of varying 
size. It was widened to the north and extended 
to the east in the nineteenth century. More 
recently sewage outfall pipes were installed to 

either side that detract from the appearance 
and setting of this national monument.  The 
friary and the bridge have rural counterpoints 
two kilometres downstream in the form of 
the clapper bridge and Augustinian abbey at 
Ballybeg.  These buildings date from earlier 
in the thirteenth century, and did not enjoy 
the protection of the town walls.  Lombard’s 
Castle dates from the sixteenth century, and is 
a modest, but visible structure at the southern 
entrance to the town, north of the market house.  
It consists of a small two-storey building with 
the proportions of a tower on the northern end, 
and is linked to a larger roofless structure to the 
south behind a curtain wall and a wide gate.

These exceptional examples of medieval 
architecture and engineering, like the town walls 
are not easily appreciated by those passing 
through the town. The medieval street layout 
has been altered over time, most significantly 
by the Anderson family mainly during the 
first decades of the nineteenth century.  This 
development included the building of the 
military barracks and the new mill, and the 

Plate 18 View of St. John’s Church.

Plate 16 View of St. Mary’s & Desmond’s Tower from east.
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Plate 17 View of the former Anderson’s mill.



modernising of the castle and its surrounds 
into a country mansion set within a designed 
landscape.  There is evidence of terracing to the 
slopes below the castle that provided pathways 
among the trees for walks, perhaps availed of 
by the parishioners after service in St. John’s, 
a church designed by the Pain brothers which 
was funded by the Board of First Fruits. 

The Andersons also widened the main street, 
opened up a quarry and removed the southern 
section of the town by altering the route of the 
road to Ballybeg while removing the wall and any 
other buildings on the site.  Their interventions 
came at a time that the town was described 
as being very poor, and these significant 
investments led to the comprehensive re-
ordering and regeneration of the town. The 
barracks and the mill created prosperity after 
over two hundred years of decline that led to the 
building of fine residences for the officers, two 
new churches and fine commercial premises 
along the main street.  The barracks were 
built by the Andersons and were described by 
Samuel Lewis as being impressive.  They were 
demolished following a fire during the Civil War, 
the site is now used as a GAA pitch.  Also built by 

the Andersons is the mill, which is now derelict 
but largely intact.  A huge limestone edifice with 
castellations along its parapets, it vies with the 
castle and friary for attention along the river 
and has castellations along its parapets.

These nineteenth-century developments form 
a large part of the built heritage of the town, 
and add a significant layer of interest alongside 
the medieval fabric.  The re-use of some of the 
most important medieval buildings contributed 
to their partial preservation. Lombard’s Castle 
was at one time used as a school house. The 
castle and bridge were renovated while the 
tower on the friary site, known as Desmond’s 
Tower, was incorporated into the new church.
The old catholic church was incorporated into 
the garden of the convent.  Understanding the 
wall circuit that once enclosed this collection 
of buildings is important for their interpretation, 
and that of the development of the town.  It is 
likely that stone from the walls was salvaged 
and incorporated into the new buildings, 
most especially the many nineteenth-century 
boundary walls that exist around the town 
including the walls surrounding the large 
barracks site. 

Plate 19 View of friary from SE showing section where town wall was demolished.
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The Guidelines to the Burra Charter state that:

Cultural Significance is a concept which helps 
in estimating the value of places. The places 
that are likely to be of significance are those 
which help an understanding of the past or 
enrich the present, and which will be of value 
to future generations 
 
There are a variety of categories used 
to evaluate the level of a place’s cultural 
significance: Archaeological, Historic, 
Architectural, Artistic, Scientific, Technical and 
Social interest categories will be used to assess 
the significance of the walls of Buttevant. 

Archaeological Interest
Although Buttevant had lost most of the 
standing sections of wall by the middle of the 
eighteenth century, they are a crucial aspect of 
the development of the Anglo-Norman market 
town with a strong association with the rich 
archaeological heritage of the town.  

There is much that is not fully understood as 
regards the extent and alignment of the town 
defences.  Given the lack of historical sources, 
our knowledge of the walls will likely only be 
enhanced through archaeological investigations, 
carried out whenever circumstances permit.

Another area of interest identified by O’Keefe 
(Fig. 19) is whether the distinctive grid-like town 
plan is a precursor to the bastides, later Anglo-
Norman settlements found in south-western 
France.  Further archaeological investigations 
are necessary to determine the precise 
alignment of the burgage plots.

The outline of the town walls and the urban 
morphology contained within will remain a 
subject of interest and debate until further 
evidence is uncovered that will answer some of 
the many questions.

Historical Interest
The walls played an important part in the 
history of the town, with their association with 
its development as an important market town, 
and its destruction by Gaelic, Elizabethan, 
Confederate and Williamite forces. Those 
sections of the wall that survive bear witness 
to these historic events and retain valuable 
information about the Anglo-Norman conquest 
and the development of this walled market 
town.

The streets, lanes and historic buildings of 
Buttevant provide visitors with a vivid sense 
of the historical continuity of the place, from 
the thirteenth century right up to the present 
day.  However, its complex history requires 
that visitors take time to understand its 
development.

Architectural Interest
The former town walls of Buttevant are an 
important part of the architectural heritage of 
the town.  They were built to form a distinct 
defensible boundary that allowed the town to 

4.0   ASSESSMENT & 
STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE
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Fig.19 Proposed layout of medieval Buttevant  (O’Keefe 2011)



The town contains important evidence of how 
a medieval planned town was transformed into 
a provincial market town with a large military 
barracks in the early nineteenth century.

The eighteenth and nineteenth century buildings 
are also of significant architectural interest, 
those of which associated with the barracks 
are in the most vulnerable state.

The walls to the barracks, along with the 
associated buildings and infrastructure, were 
built in the early nineteenth century.  This 
reflected the changing fortunes of the town 
under the Anderson family, as well as the 
strengthening of defences throughout the 
country due to the Napoleonic Wars.

Although most of the military buildings have 
been lost, many of the residences built for the 
officers remain along the surrounding streets.  
It is possible that stones from the medieval 
defences were used in building the impressive 
kilometre long circuit around the seven hectare 
site.

Scientific Interest
The future archaeological resolution of sites 
around the town has the potential to be of interest 
to scholars of a range of different disciplines. 
The wall remains are of broader scientific 
interest as archaeological investigations could 
also provide evidence of the construction 
techniques, diet, and rituals of medieval times. 

Technical Interest
The walls are also a record of the development 
of the war and defence technology from the 
medieval period, especially during the Anglo-
Norman settlement of the country.

The early medieval bridge dates from the 
thirteenth century, is one of the oldest in the 
country.  Built to control the river crossing, it 
was undoubtedly of strategic importance to the 
town and the wall defences.

trade and flourish in the fourteenth century.  
This gave the inhabitants the stability and 
income necessary to undertake significant 
building projects. 

The fact that so few standing sections remain 
does not diminish their overall significance, and 
the fragments are all the more important as 
surviving evidence of the original construction.  
The section below the Friary is in a beautiful 
setting that has the potential to enhance both 
the tourism and amenity value of the town.  
Other remaining sections, where they are 
identified, provide vital information as to the 
original scale and design of the walls and their 
defensive structures. Many later walls found 
today were most likely built on the foundations 
of the medieval town wall circuit.

The outline of the wall circuits is key to 
understanding the urban morphology of the 
town, marking its outer limits.  They defined the 
formal geometry and pattern of the medieval 
street layout that has been preserved despite 
their removal.

The townscape of Buttevant contains an 
impressive collection of medieval structures set 
among buildings from later eras.  This forms 
a repository of information on evolving styles 
of Irish urban architecture from the thirteenth 
century to the present day.  Along with the 
remaining walls, this collection of buildings is of 
exceptional architectural interest.

26

Plate 20 View over friary from Desmond’s Tower.



Social Interest
The walls are evidence of how society was 
organised in Ireland between the twelfth and the 
seventeenth century.  Starting with the Anglo-
Norman (urban) burghers protected within, 
from the Gaelic (rural) families living outside.  
The wall defined contrasting political affiliations 
and identities of the populace, representing a 
symbol of power as well as an instrument of 
military and economic control for hundreds 
of years.  Through this legacy, the former 
defensive walls enrich our understanding of the 
development of Irish society.  Having been built 
to protect an Anglo-Norman town from attack by 
Gaelic families in the surrounding countryside, 
they attest to their resurgence following the 
conquest.

The removal of the walls is also of social 
interest, attesting to the expansion of the town 
into the surrounding areas as the threat of 
invasion subsided. Also of interest is the likely 
salvage of material for the construction of the 
military barracks within another political and 
social context following the Irish Rebellion of 
1798 and the Napoleonic Wars.  

Although the extent and outline of the town walls 
are not easily legible by the general public, there 
is a demonstrable sense of pride in the town’s 
medieval heritage. Recently, walled town days 
have been held in the grounds of the castle and 
the friary has been used as a backdrop for a 
theatrical presentation of the rich heritage of 
Buttevant.  

Statement of Significance
Buttevant was founded by the Anglo-Normans 
as an important strategic outpost during their 
colonisation of Ireland.  It was transformed 
into a prosperous town by a Scottish landlord 
in the early nineteenth century.   Although it is 
not among the largest, or best preserved of the 
more than fifty walled towns on the island, it 
is the subject of keen academic interest and 
debate. 

With its fine historic buildings and innovative 
town plan, Buttevant forms a unique example 
of medieval built heritage in an Irish context 
that resembles settlements elsewhere in 
Europe. The location and extent of the town 
walls deserve to be better understood by the 
locals, and more vividly presented to visitors.
Buttevant is undoubtedly of national, and 
arguably international, cultural significance.
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Plate 21 View of towards west from Desmond’s Tower.



buried, embedded or altered; interpreting  
the walls can be challenging.  However, the 
intangible values can be revealed to the general 
public for interpretation in many ways.  These 
include transient activities such as research, 
education programmes and public events, or 
through permanent initiatives that provide up-
to-date information and analysis and improve 
understanding and access to the place for the 
enjoyment of all. There is some debate whether 
upstanding sections of wall found around the 
town are parts of the former defences.  This 
should be of interest to the community, and 
communicating the theories and evidence is 
crucial to enhancing their understanding of the 
archaeological heritage. 

Appreciation of the walls has been inhibited by 
the scarcity of visible physical evidence and 
certainty as to the circuit outline that should 
over time, through further investigation and 
repairs, be gradually refined and improved.    
Where access to parts of the former wall circuit 
is understandably restricted, interpretation and 
presentation can be provided.  By increasing 
understanding and appreciation of the 
monument and its context, a virtuous circle (Fig. 
20)  can be created where the local community 
can become more active stakeholders in the 
preservation of the walls, which will in turn 
become more attractive to visitors for the 
benefit of all.

5.0 DEFINING ISSUES & ASSESSING  
 VULNERABILITY

Statutory Protection
Statutory protection for the walls of Buttevant 
is in place under the following legislation which 
is supplemented by policy documents and 
guidance:

•National Monuments Acts, 1930–2004
•Planning and Development Acts 2000-2002
•Record of Monuments and Places, established 
under Section 12 of the National Monuments 
(Amendment) Act 1994
•National Policy on Town Defences 2008
•Local Plans & Policy

Cork County Council is the relevant planning 
control authority.  The town has been designated 
as an Architectural Conservation Area (ACA) 
and this encompasses some (but not all) of 
the wall circuit.  The town defences are located 
within the Zone of Archaeological Potential. It 
is a policy of the Cork County Development 
Plan 2009-2015 to protect the archaeological 
heritage of the county.

Interpretation
In places such as Buttevant, where much of the 
former defensive walls have been removed,  
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Fig. 20 Diagram illustrating the Virtuous Circle.

Plate 22 View of interpretative panel on church railings.



Ownership
The wall circuit passes through properties in 
both public and private ownerships, and it is 
important to note that Buttevant is both home 
and workplace to almost 2,000 people whose 
rights are to be respected.  Those sections of 
the circuit on lands such as public roads and 
public open space are the responsibility of the 
local authority.  Other sections passing through 
the grounds of institutional or community 
buildings such as the schools, sports ground and 
churches are the responsibility of the various 
trustees or boards of management.  National 
monuments including the friary and abbey are 
owned by the National Monuments Service and 
managed by the Office of Public Works.  The 
graveyard at St. John’s is owned and cared for 
by the Church of Ireland, and the graveyard 
at the rear of the Roman Catholic church also 
contains a possible section of the inner wall 
circuit.  There are numerous private landowners 
around the town where the wall outline possibly 
forms field and property boundaries, on both 
the internal and external sides. The lack of 
physical evidence, along with the evolving 
understanding of the extent and location 
of the wall circuit makes access to the walls 
and responsibility for their care complex.  It is 
important for the conservation of the monument 
that this is managed properly in order to reduce 
the risk of damage or deterioration.  Access to 
the walls and responsibility for their care is a 
process of negotiation and collaboration.

Use
The evolution of warfare technology, along with 
social and political change meant that by the 
sevententh century, the walls were no longer 
required as defensive structures.   Much of the 
walled circuit was dismantled in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries, although some 
sizeable standing sections remain visible.  
Other sections of the wall are incorporated 
within building boundaries or have base 
sections buried underground.  The sections of 
wall above ground level are generally in poor 
condition. They are isolated and fragmentary 
which makes their conservation all the more 
complex. 

Condition of the Historic Fabric
Aside from the gradual demolition and removal 
of the wall due to redundancy, it is likely that 
large sections were removed during the times 
of increased prosperity and development, 
particularly when John Anderson bought the 
castle and the town and his family established 
the large mill in the early nineteenth century.  The 
Andersons also created a designed landscape 
around the renovated castle, incorporating 
several sites at the southern end of the town.  
This may have involved the removal of portions 
of the wall, or the rebuilding of sections along 
the original circuit alignment. The upstanding 
remains along the walled circuit are almost all 
in a vulnerable, or very vulnerable, structural 
state.  Within the last twenty years or so, a 
large section of the walls below the friary were Plate 23 Detail view of masonry to wall below friary.

Plate 24 View of fencing and gate to mill pond.
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removed without permission. The remaining 
walls are being undermined by general neglect 
and invasive vegetation including ivy, trees 
and shrubs.  In order to repair these sections, 
extensive clearance, and specialist treatment  
of plant growth followed by consolidation of the 
masonry will be necessary.

Access & Settings
Any decision to improve access to the 
monument needs to be balanced with ensuring 
its preservation.  Access to the walls for people 
with disabilities, or those with buggies can be 
provided in a number of ways involving both 
sensitive interventions and management 
practices.   The safety and health of those 
wishing to visit the heritage sites around the 
town needs to be considered carefully as 
parts of the wall are in unstable condition and 
several of the buildings are derelict.  Access 
to these should be restricted and only with the 
permission of the property owner.

Issues such as access, health and safety 
and rights of way present challenges to the 
interpretation of the former wall circuit in many 
places.  These can be overcome to some extent 
in a number of ways by means of interpretation 
and presentation and by proper management 
and consultation. Parking is available along the 
main street, but consideration should be given 
to provide visitor parking close to the preferred 
site for a possible interpretative zone, which 
could serve as a starting and finishing point to 
a walled town tour. Restrictions on access to 
different sections of the wall should be made 

clear to those undertaking the tour to avoid 
disappointment.  Establishing a route that 
follows the wall circuit as close as is possible, 
will be an important strategic initiative that 
will enhance the experience of the town’s 
heritage and assist in the wall’s protection and 
conservation into the future.  This will involve 
extensive consultation and the cooperation 
of the various stakeholders and landowners 
to facilitate those wishing to interpret the wall 
circuit monument. 

Visitor Facilities
A lack of legibility and alterations to their original 
setting makes the walls difficult to interpret.  The 
walls and the several historic buildings that are 
contained within have complex development 
histories that need to be presented in a 
coherent way.  The design of high quality 
interpretative material is essential for greater 
public understanding of the place.  There is no 
dedicated space in the town set aside for the 
display of interpretative material.  This does not 
necessarily have to be in a custom-built heritage 
centre.  Spaces within historic structures can be 
presented very effectively, and refurbishment 
for this purpose extends their longevity.  The 
Castle is of significant heritage value in its own 
right, but its conservation and procurement 
would require significant resources.  A smaller 
space could be considered to host an exhibition 
of the town walls, a place to commence heritage 
walks through the town.  These could be hosted 
during the summer months in a ‘pop-up’ type 
premises.
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Plate 25 View of inspection of wall fragment to former mill pond.

Plate 26 View of Lombard’s Castle, possible interpretative zone.



Vulnerabilities
In relation to the issues outlined above, the 
vulnerability of the archaeological heritage can 
be summarised a set out below:

Preservation
• Interventions may be necessary to provide 
improved access, or to repair or stabilise a 
structure.  This work needs to be informed by 
current best practice, be reversible and should 
not detract from the setting of the monument.
• The complex ownership of the walls can make 
it difficult to assign responsibilities for their 
maintenance, as well as obtaining access for 
their inspection and presentation.
• Generally the walls are in a very vulnerable 
state, and will require significant repairs and 
consolidation.
• Defects when left unchecked can bring about 

rapid deterioration, resulting in increased repair 
costs that can be avoided by a good regime of 
regular routine maintenance.

Understanding
• At present it is difficult for the general public 
to understand the form of the walls, the general 
chronology of the town’s development and the 
relationship between the various structures 
and monuments.  This is due to the scarcity 
of upstanding remains, as well as precise 
knowledge of the location of the walls.  
• The buried remains along the wall circuit are 
often located on private properties or along 
boundaries. 
• The lack of knowledge and understanding 
about the precise location and condition of the 
wall circuit is the most significant threat to its 
preservation.
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6.0 CONSERVATION POLICES 
 

Approach & Objectives
All conservation works are guided by the 
principle of minimum intervention as set out in 
the Burra Charter, which aims to do - as little as 
possible, but as much as is necessary.  

The conservation objectives for the walls of 
Buttevant can be summarised as follows:
• to provide for the effective maintenance of the 
walls to provide guidance on best conservation 
practice for the repair of the walls. 
• to provide guidance on the reversal of 
inappropriate additions to the walls.

6.1 Further Research & Investigation
Multi-disciplinary research into the 
archaeological heritage of the town should 
be supported with the assistance, where 
possible, of third-level institutions to further our 
understanding and interpretation of the inner 
and outer wall circuit, and the location of both 
standing and buried remains.

6.2 Protection of Archaeology (Buried)
The sub-surface archaeology should be 
disturbed as little as possible so that its can be 
preserved intact.  Provide physical protection 
where appropriate.

6.3 Protection of Archaeology (Buried)
Non-intrusive methods of archaeological 
investigation should predominate, combined 
with traditional excavation only where justified 
by a comprehensive research strategy and 
best conservation practice. Any proposed 
excavation should have a strong rationale and 
be designed to contribute to the understanding 
and interpretation of medieval Buttevant.

6.4 Protection of Archaeology (Standing)
The standing historic walls should be retained 
by implementing urgent programmes of repair 
and maintenance, together with the preservation 
of their settings. Ensure that any activities in 

the vicinity of the monument do not cause 
damage to the walls.  The use of management 
strategies is preferred over physical protection. 
Any physical protection measures should not 
detract from character of the monument.

6.5 Regular On-going Maintenance
Repairs are to be carried using conservation 
methodologies that conform to the guiding 
principles as set out in the ICOMOS charters, 
using appropriate details and materials of 
matching quality.  Repair works are to be 
prioritised in terms of urgency, and informed by 
regular inspection and expert advice. 

6.6 Intervention
Where interventions are found to be necessary 
to provide improved access, or to repair or 
stabilise a structure, these are to be designed 
to the highest standards of best conservation 
practice and should not detract from the 
interpretation of the architectural heritage. 
Where development is to take place immediately 
adjacent to the line of the town walls, the 
opportunity should be taken to incorporate 
any archaeological remains (above and below 
ground) into the design.

6.7 Reversibility
All interventions should follow the principle 
of the reversibility, so that a structure can 
be returned to its former state if so desired.  
Developments proposed above or beside 
archaeological remains should be designed so 
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Plate 27 View of rubble wall beside ashlar wall to barracks.



that they can removed without causing damage 
or disturbance. This is particularly important 
where standing sections of the walls have been 
embedded into existing buildings.
  
6.8 Expert Advice & Skills
Ensure that all conservation works are carried 
out under the direction of suitably qualified 
professionals (conservation architects and 
structural engineers) and undertaken only by 
suitably skilled and experienced tradesmen.  All 
professionals and on-site workers participating 
in conservation work are to be made aware of 
the significance of Buttevant, the reasons behind 
the conservation work, and the archaeological 
sensitivity of the place.

6.9 Licensing & Approvals
Any archaeological investigation (excavation) 
and geophysical survey are to be licensed 
in accordance with the National Monuments 
Acts 1930-2004. All conservation works to 
upstanding archaeological monuments are to be 
planned in conjunction with a suitably qualified 
archaeologist with relevant experience. An 
appropriate methodology is to be created and 
submitted to the National Monuments Service 
for approval.

6.10 Continued Liaison
Liaise with the National Monuments Service 
in relation to proposed development works 
adjacent to the walls to share knowledge and 
ensure that best practice is adhered to in relation 

to any future archaeological investigations. 
Promote the excavation, presentation and 
educational interpretation of the walls as a policy 
in future Development Plans. In conjunction 
with state heritage agencies promote the 
tourism, educational, and the historical and 
archaeological benefits of  preserving and 
conserving these features.

6.11 Settings & Key Views
Protect and enhance the settings of the 
monuments and key views towards them 
through planning policies and strategic 
conservation plans.  This is required for both 
standing and buried archaeology.  

6.12 Monitoring & Inspections
Set in place procedures for on-going monitoring 
of the condition of the walls to ensure their long-
term preservation.  

6.13 Archaeological Supervision
Works involving ground disturbance close to 
the wall circuit are to be carried out only under 
archaeological supervision. 

6.14 Periodic Reviews
Review this conservation plan at agreed 
intervals (to coincide with Development Plans) 
to benchmark progress in implementation, 
reassess priorities, assimilate new information 
or changes in legislation or methodologies. 

33

Plate 29 View towards outer defensive wall identified by Cotter.

Plate 28 View along wall section lining former mill pond.



Approach & Objectives
The approach and objectives in relation to the 
interpretation and presentation of the walls of 
Buttevant can be summarised as follows:

• to increase knowledge, awareness and 
understanding of the walls.
• identify key messages and themes to be 
communicated to users.
• ensure that interpretations of the extent of the 
walls are well-researched.
• set out strategies for passive and active 
learning in order to facilitate a wide audience
• provide encouragement and resources 
for interpretation and engagement with the 
archaeological heritage with the walls as a key 
component.
• provide for the use of the walls as a cultural 
and educational resource.
• set up a permanent exhibition of material 
relating to the walls and include a repository 
of sources on the walls to act as a resource to 
inform planning. 
• ensure that the walls are accessible to all, 
but not to the detriment of the archaeological 
heritage or the safety and health of the public.
• ensure that all developments within the Zone 
of Archaeological Potential carry out appropriate 
archaeological assessments and do not impact 
adversely on the archaeological heritage.

7.0  INTERPRETATION & 
 MANAGEMENT POLICIES

• promote the walls as a heritage asset 
and identify funding sources for its ongoing 
maintenance.
• provide for the long-term enhancement of the 
setting of the walls through planning policies 
and identification of key strategic aims.

7.1 Depth in Time
Ensure that the conservation and preservation 
strategy for the walls of Buttevant, together 
with all the other historic structures within the 
town, respects all the layers that contribute to 
its cultural significance. 

7.2 Authenticity
Ensure that the importance of continuity and 
change in the proper understanding of the 
built heritage is communicated to the general 
public.   In a place such as Buttevant which 
was largely rebuilt in the nineteenth century, the 
cultural value and antiquity of those remnants 
dating from the medieval period should be 
emphasized.

Plate 30 View along masonry wall to lane to north east of town.
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Plate 31 Interpretative panel in front of Lombard’s Castle.



7.3 Knowledge Gaps
Seek to develop a research framework 
addressing gaps in the current knowledge 
on the town walls of Buttevant. Undertake 
archaeological assessments to determine the 
precise location and extent of the outer and 
inner defensive walls. 

7.4 Research 
Ensure that on-site archaeological research is 
governed by an approved research strategy that 
seeks to answer specific questions, using non-
invasive methodologies followed by targeted 
excavation when opportunities and resources 
allow.   
  
7.5 Publication 
Ensure that the dissemination of research 
findings, in a variety of media involving the 
community where possible, is made accessible 
to the public.

7.6 Ownership
Consider rights of private owners in relation to 
the access, conservation and presentation of 
the archaeological heritage.  

7.7 Stakeholder Consultation
Foster good communication and cooperation 
between all stakeholders and landowners in 
the best interests of the surviving heritage.  
Consult with stakeholders regarding access 
to the wall and in the conservation of existing 
sections of the wall. 

7.8 Walled Town Circuit Outline
Determine the former outline of the walled 
town with its formal grid shape through further 
archaeological investigations and promote it 
as a symbol of the medieval heritage through 
on-line resources, postcards, posters and 
interpretative material.

7.9 Town Wall Walking Route
Create a defined route around the town wall 
circuit, combined with improved interpretative 
material to help visitors to gain a better 
understanding of the place. 

7.10 Town Wall Encounters 
Identify and conserve sites where the public 
can encounter surviving remnants of the town 
walls to help realise their heritage potential and 
to improve interpretation of the walled town for 
the benefit of both locals and visitors.

7.11 Settings & Key Views
Protect and enhance the settings of the 
monuments and key views through planning 
policies and strategic conservation plans.  This 
is required for both standing sections and 
buried archaeology.  

7.12 New Developments
 All new developments in the vicinity should be 
designed to enhance the setting and provide 
public access to the walls. Reinforce the form 
and location of the wall circuit by ensuring that 
new developments are well set back. 

7.13 Public Safety
Prioritise public safety in relation to the condition 
and setting of the walls. 
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Plate 32 Example of information signage with safety messages.



7.14 Access for All
Where the integrity and character of the 
walls can be maintained, ensure that access 
is improved for the benefit of people with 
disabilities.

7.15 Settings After Dark
Install discrete lighting for the effective 
presentation of the archaeological heritage at 
night time.

7.16 Interpretative Area
Provide visitor facilities and information panels 
so that the general public can meaningfully 
interpret the walls more easily. These 
facilities should contain permanent displays, 
supplemented with temporary exhibits on 
relevant themes. The visitor facilities should be 
located as close as possible to the wall circuit.

7.17 Presentation of Artefacts
Display any representative artefacts taken from 
archaeological investigations, or that are stored 
or presented elsewhere. 

7.18 Presentation of Architectural Fragments 
Consideration should be given to how the 
monuments within the various medieval sites 
might best be protected and presented.

7.19 Interpretative Infrastructure & Media
Provide high-quality interpretative material, 
using street signage, aerial views and artists 
impressions, to improve public understanding 
about the former alignment of the walls and the 
historic development of the town. 

7.20 Formal & Informal Learning
Present the cultural heritage of the town walls 
in a way that will reach as broad an audience 
as possible.  This should also consider those 
who are not motivated to interpret the walls, but 
are informed of their significance indirectly. 

7.21 On-Going Interpretation
Ensure that as knowledge and understanding 
of the walls grows and changes through further 
research and archaeological investigations, 
interpretation media are updated accordingly. 

7.22 Signage
Coordinate signage to and around the walled 
circuit, in order to reinforce the ‘walled town’ 
branding.   Signs should be located close to 
the monument but should not detract from its 
setting. 

Plate 35 View of paving marker showing Viking house in Dublin.

36

Plate 34 Example of illustrated, multi-lingual information panel.

Plate 33 View of activities on Walled Towns Day in Buttevant.



7.23 Reinforcing the Alignment
Where the former wall circuit is located within 
the public realm, the line of the wall should 
be marked with stone paving or lighting. This 
would mark the outer limits of the medieval 
town to the public.  A paving stone could be 
inscribed with a description of the feature and 
a location map identifying its location along the 
wall circuit.

7.24 Sustainability
Promote and support visitor facilities and 
marketable products that can raise revenue 
that can be allocated for the conservation and 
improved presentation of the walls.

7.25 Branding
Develop the Buttevant: Walled Town brand 
for the promotion of the heritage asset and to 
protect potential revenues by licensing its use.  

7.26 Local Area Plan Map
Include the outline of the wall in future 
development plan maps and other local 
authority publications to reinforce understanding 
of the extent and location of the walls to the 
general public and to aid forward planning for 
service providers and building and planning 
professionals.

7.27 Zone of Archaeological Potential
Update the extent of the Zone of Archaeological 
Potential to include the conjectural line of the 
outer defensive wall circuit to the west of the 
town.

7.28 Walled Town Days
Organise and support events that promote 
understanding of the archaeological heritage 
and that communicate its cultural significance. 
The stakeholders will seek to participate in and 
promote the aims of the Irish Walled Towns 
Network and the Walled Towns Friendship 
Circle.
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Plate 37 Detail of paving marker for wall circuit in Kilkenny.

Fig. 21 Examples of walled town branding.

Plate 36 Interpretative panel in front of Market House.



7.29 Themed Conference
Publish and disseminate the proceedings of the 
recent conference on the theme of the medieval 
heritage of Buttevant.  Consider hosting further 
conferences on a range of similar themes 
that could include up-to-date research on the 
walls. 

7.30 Outreach & Participation
Arrange specialist training programmes where 
their practitioners might engage with the 
archaeological heritage as the subject of study.  
Examples include the IWTN Walled Town Days, 
but consideration should be given on how to 
broaden the potential audience as much as 
possible.

7.31 School Outreach
Encourage local schools to take advantage of 
the walls as a teaching resource and organise 
programme for site visits and aces to archived 
material for school projects.

Plate 38 View of conservation open day at Clonmel.
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8.0  CONSERVATION STRATEGIES &         
           PROJECTS

Introduction
Archaeological investigation has uncovered 
historical documents and historic fabric that 
have improved our understanding of the 
defensive walls of Buttevant and their former 
arrangement.  Together with its rich built heritage 
and picturesque setting, the town has an active 
heritage group that has organised several very 
successful cultural events. This plan is intended 
to provide a framework for future initiatives 
and make recommendations on how change 
is to be managed in the best interests of the 
surviving sections of the monument. It also 
outlines ideas about how the walls could be 
better understood and presented, with sketch 
proposals to illustrate how these initiatives 
could be implemented at key sites. These 
projects could be carried out incrementally as 
funds and circumstances permit. Responses 
to the walls should seek to be inclusive and 
authentic, while also being imaginative and 
engaging so that the living heritage of the town 
can be presented alongside the preserved 
remnants of the past.

Audiences
The conservation of a complex site that 
encompasses the entire town involves input from 
many different sources, within groups that may 

have differing interests and objectives.  These 
stakeholders are the intended audience of this 
conservation plan.  Their understanding and 
adoption of the conservation and interpretation 
policies is crucial to the successful repair, 
maintenance and promotion of the walls of 
Buttevant, as a valuable local and tourist asset.  
Overall responsibility for the walls should be 
shared, with each group depending on the 
others to act within the collective interest, in the 
best interest of the archaeological heritage.
  
State Bodies
The local authority and the state have a 
responsibility to ensure that the national 
heritage is conserved for future generations.  
Increasing knowledge of the wall among 
public bodies will help coordinate and prioritise 
initiatives and work programmes that impact on 
the walls and direct funding for their protection 
and enhancement.

Landowners & Leaseholders
As much of the wall circuit is in private 
ownership, it is acknowledged that the state 
needs to support the ongoing conservation of 
the walls while taking into account the property 
rights of individuals.  Providing access to 
some of the most important sites will require 
the permission and forbearance of the owner.  
Those who own or lease property that contains 
archaeological heritage should be informed 
about their legal responsibilities to safeguard 
and not damage the historic fabric.  They 
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Fig. 22 Postcard from Carcassonne, a walled town

Plate 39 Crowds attending Walled Towns Day at Buttevant.



should always seek expert advice and liaise 
with the local authority in relation to the walls, 
especially when proposing building works.
  
Local Community
Improving understanding and appreciation 
of the walls among the local community will 
enhance local pride in the built heritage of 
Buttevant, and will encourage other residents 
to become more actively involved in their 
protection and presentation to visitors.
  
Visitors
Both domestic and foreign visitors should 
be facilitated when presenting interpretative 
material.  Domestic visitors may include locals 
who take the opportunity to improve their 
understanding their town’s heritage.  Signage 
and presentations should be multi-lingual.
  
Schools/ Universities 
One of the best ways to foster interest and 
appreciation of the walled town heritage among 
the local community is to include education 
programmes for schools.    Supporting 
education programmes at third level can lead 
to further academic research on the walls, 
the wall fragments are a valuable teaching 
aid for students of archaeology, architecture, 
history, anthropology as well as tourism and 
heritage protection.  Completed research 
should be published and circulated as widely 
as possible.
  

Cultural & Heritage Groups
Local groups with interest in heritage and 
culture should be encouraged to engage and 
contribute to the walled town initiatives and 
communicate their findings with both locals 
and visitors.
  
Built Environment Professionals
Those involved with the conservation and 
development of the town should have access to 
information that will improve their understanding 
of the extent of the walls, the need for and 
means of their protection as well as ideas for 
their enhancement.   

Key Messages/ Themes
In order to frame the interpretation of the walls, 
it is important to set out clearly the messages 
and themes that are to be communicated to 
the relevant audiences.  As the built heritage 
is fragmentary, it is even more important that 
an understanding of its importance, its former 
extent, historic events, along with the everyday 
detail of its long history is communicated clearly 
to the general public.

Historic Events
The story of the walls should commence with 
the early history of the settlement leading up to 
the establishment of the Anglo-Norman walled 
town.  The various sieges and attacks by Gaelic, 
Elizabethan, Confederate and Williamite forces 
should be outlined giving their social and 
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Fig. 23 Poster for Buttevant Walled Towns Day.

Plate 40 View of Walled Towns Day at Buttevant.



political history through important historical 
figures who lived in, or visited the town.

Everyday Life
In contrast to these important historic events, 
the story of the day-to-day lives of the burghers, 
merchants and other inhabitants within, and 
those outside the walls should be illustrated.  
Stories about children at that time will be 
of particular interest to school groups. The 
consequences of the many military assaults 
should be relayed through the imagined 
contemporary experience of ordinary people.

Archaeological Finds & Conservation
It is important to communicate our increasing 
knowledge of the walled town gained through 
on-going archaeological investigation. This 
involves making material intended for an 
academic audience understandable and 
interesting to the general public.  The messages 
should illustrate where this evidence challenges  
or corroborates previous interpretations.  The 
importance of the long-term conservation of 
the walls is also a vital message, to convey to 
the public the need to protect vulnerable and 
fragmentary archaeological heritage.

Interpretation & Presentation 
Recommendations

Interpretative Area
Lombard’s Castle has the potential to be an 
excellent interpretative centre for the walled 

town.  Although unlikely to have had a defensive 
function, it dates from the fifteenth century.  The 
provision of a formal interpretative centre does 
not replace the need to use more site-specific 
means of presenting the walls at the other key 
sites along the walled circuit.

Walled Circuit Route
The proposed wall circuit route intersects the 
most visible and intact fragments of the defensive 
walls, while also encountering other aspects of 
the built heritage.  The route provides a sense 
of the scale of the medieval town, as well as 
demonstrating how the spatial and material 
characteristics of the town change along this 
boundary.  The route should be accessible 

Plate 43 Detail of wall marker in Dublin using quality materials.
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Plate 41 Interpretative signage to Buttevant Friary.

Plate 42 Bronze cast impressions of Viking Dublin artefacts.



to both guided tours, and where appropriate, 
individual visitors wishing to explore the wall 
circuit in a less formal way. Specialised tours 
should also be considered, along with tours 
that encourage audience participation.  When 
circumstances permit, excavation open days 
along the route should be hosted during Walled 
Town festivals or outreach programmes.  

Wall Marking on Street Surfaces
Where the wall circuit is located in the public 
realm, the line of the wall could be marked with 
stone paving or lighting to an agreed design. This 
would be particularly effective where the outer 
defensive wall intersects with the main road in 
order to mark the outer limits of the medieval 
town.  Archaeological investigations could help 
identify the location of the outer defensive wall 
on the northern boundary.  A paving stone could 
be inscribed with a description of the feature 
and a location map identifying its location along 
the wall circuit. An integrated scheme for such 
paving markers could be developed to ensure 
consistency, using high quality, robust materials.  
Cast impressions of artefacts uncovered at 
these sites could also be set into the paved 
surface to be discovered.  Texts could be used 
to describe important events. 

Town Plan Map
An illustrated map of the town should be 
produced to aid interpretation of the walled 
town.  The map could be an artist’s impression 
of an aerial view that emphasizes the medieval 
sites as well as highlighting the wall circuit.  A 

fold-out map with the walking routes around the 
town superimposed could be used to facilitate 
self-guided tours of the walls.

Interpretative Panels
The Buttevant Heritage Group have produced 
information panels at key sites to provide 
information about the heritage of the town.  The 
design and locations of the panels should not 
detract from the wall settings. Using a number 
of different approaches will attract interest of 
the widest audience available.  The panels 
do not need to be conventional signage, but 
could be a series of unique installations that 
provide windows on particular aspects of the 
walls through- text, film, images; or by drawing 
attention to historic fabric or artefacts in 
imaginative and accessible ways. 

On-line Resources
The physical markers should also link into 
online resources using QR codes so that the 
wealth of information regarding the town can 
be appreciated in its entirety.  The potential of 
providing resources online through the use of 
the buttevant.ie website, or links to relevant 
material held elsewhere, should be explored 
further.  This website already contains a wealth 
of information and can cater for a wide range 
of audiences in both formal and informal ways; 
from experts seeking references and research 
material to tourists planning their itineraries 
to students researching a school project or 
building professionals undertaking development 

Fig. 25 Examplle of map of wall route for information & souvenir.
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Fig .24 Example of aerial view being used as guide.



Town Days, the walled town route could 
intersect with theatrical groups giving ‘live’ re-
enactments or short performances on aspects 
of the medieval heritage.  The reconstructions/ 
interpretations could also be films projected 
onto the walls, neighbouring walls or one of the 
more prominent gables.

Project: Wall along base of Friary
The wall running along the base of the friary 
and lining the former mill pond is the one of 
the most accessible and intact sections of the 
original defensive wall. It appears in a historic 
photograph as a continuous curtain stretching 
along the side of the mill pond to the base of the 
friary church.  This was preserved until relatively 
recent times when a section of almost thirty 
metres was removed illegally.  The section to 
the south of the friary is approximately forty four 
metres in length, while the section to the north 
below the graveyard less intact, consisting of 
a mixture of local rebuilding and loose stone 
lying in a ditch.  This ditch extends as far as 
the corner of the north wall of the graveyard, 
which appears to have been rebuilt during the 
nineteenth century, perhaps reusing some 
of the medieval masonry.  Although partially 
destroyed within the last twenty years, there still 
remains enough fabric to give an impression of 
the former extent of the walls in this evocative 
setting that includes a rich natural heritage.  
Together with the proposals to use the former 
mill pond at the base of the Friary as a public 
park (as outlined in the Area Enhancement 

proposals. Additional functions could be 
uploaded such as an aerial view of the town 
which could be used by visitors interactively at 
key locations as they move around the circuit.

Audio Guides & Apps
Audio-guides allow visitors to encounter the 
town’s heritage at their own pace, and helps 
those with a visual impairment to enjoy have 
a meaningful engagement with the walls.  It is 
important that guides are available in a number 
of different languages.  The guides could 
also include site-specific reconstructions of 
medieval life or historic events in a vivid and 
interesting way.  Smartphone apps could be 
used to provide such material, and could also 
include tasks, games or activities that reinforce 
the learning process.  Guides could be hired or 
for sale, or downloaded from the website.
   
Performance & Exhibition
Notwithstanding the shortage of physical 
evidence, Buttevant’s community groups can 
play an important role in the interpretation 
of the archaeological heritage.  Local and 
international artists or cultural groups can be 
invited to use the medieval sites as settings 
for performances or exhibits, or respond with 
site-specific works. During festivals or Walled 

Fig. 26 Image of QR code uaed on bronze plaque.
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Fig. 27 Examples of fold-out map & audio guide.



Plan), this area offers the best opportunity to 
present the former defensive walls of Buttevant 
to the community and to visitors.

Recommendations
Both lengths of wall require urgent repair, starting 
with careful removal of the ivy and consolidation 
of loose masonry.  The ditch should be cleared 
of trees that are undermining the wall section, 
and the stone consolidated. There should also 
be some archaeological testing undertaking of 
the surrounding area including the large mound 
close by to retrieve any fallen masonry.  Some 
underwater archaeology may be required  
given the proximity to the river and the former 
mill pond.  Should a good supply of medieval 
masonry be recovered in this way, permission 

could be sought to restore the missing part of 
the wall so that this impressive section could 
be reinstated up to the base of the friary as it 
appeared in the historic photograph. If no stone 
is found, a fence planted with a hedgerow 
could be planted in front of the line to reinstate 
the boundary, taking care not to disturb buried 
archaeology.

Much of the surviving wall will need to be 
consolidated to ensure its stability.  If this work 
is not carried out as a matter of urgency the 
wall will continue to collapse.  The ivy will 
have to be sprayed with a biocide in advance 
of the repair works in order to give some time 
for the vegetation to die back.  Following the 
clearance of the loose branches and tendrils, 
large embedded roots are treated with root 
killer.  Loose stones are to be carefully retrieved 
from the top of the wall.  Then the collapsed 
sections of the wall are re-built using the 
salvaged stonework bedded in lime and sand 
mortar.  The tops of the walls should be capped 
with lime and sand flaunching.  Part of the 
nineteenth-century section of the wall lining the 
northern boundary of the garden has recently 
been rebuilt. It is important that the remaining 
ancient walls are preserved as ruins.

Project: Curtain Wall to Castle
The curtain wall adjacent to the castle contains 
medieval masonry, and seems to have been 
partially rebuilt with some adjustments to the 
alignment over time. It leads from the north 
east corner of the castle and retains the ridge 
on top of the steeply sloping banks lining 
the Awbeg River.  The wall is continuous for 
approximately 120 metres, and there is a level 
difference of over one metre from the internal 
to the external sides.  Close to the south side 
of the mill it breaks down, the line continuing 
as a ditch along the boundary of a nineteenth-
century dwelling. Below this boundary is a 
free-standing fragment (Plate 47) containing 
medieval stonework that may have become 
isolated by a boundary adjustment.  Most likely 
the wall has reduced in height due to erosion 
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Plate 45 Detail of masonry pattern to wall fragment.

Plate 44 View of stonework to wall fragment to base of friary.



alignment, and should include the standing 
section lower down the slope.  Careful analysis 
of the stonework and mortar may confirm the 
antiquity of these wall sections, or whether they 
are associated entirely with the nineteenth-
century alterations to the castle carried out by 
the Anderson family.  The removal of the ivy 
and consolidation of the masonry could then 
proceed as described above.
 
Project: Outer Wall
The outer defensive wall, as it is presently 
understood, stretched from the river bank 
behind St. John’s churchyard in an enclosing 
arc to the west of the town linking back to the 
north of the old bridge.  A section of this remains 
as a field boundary between the townlands 
of Knockbarry and Buttevant to the south 
west side of the town.  Due to the extent of 
vegetation cover, it was not possible to inspect 
this wall in its entireity.  The wall thickness 
would suggest that this section had a defensive 
purpose, and its preservation is vital to the 
overall conservation of the monument. Further 
archaeological testing should be undertaken to 
determine whether the line of the outer defense 
wall continues along the west side of the town.  
The line of the wall that has been identified in 
the field to the west of St. John’s churchyard 
and most likely continued as far as the ridge 
above the river.  Cotter identified ditches now 
containing loose masonry outside the south- 
east corner of the churchyard that may be a 
continuation of the circuit.  The churchyard wall 

caused by ivy and tree roots over time.  The 
ivy cover and proximity to trees remain the 
main causes for concern, together with the lack 
of access and  poor visibility along the wall, 
making inspection and maintenance difficult.

Recommendations
This wall should be surveyed fully by a structural 
engineer to determine any areas that may be at 
risk of losing masonry or collapsing.  Stonework 
that has fallen from the wall is likely to be present 
in the surrounding overgrowth, and this material 
will need to be retrieved under archaeological 
supervision. Further investigations should 
include the steeply sloping ground as far as 
the river and the riverbed itself.  During any 
clearing and consolidation works it would be 
important to determine the phasing of the walls 
as accurately as possible.  A geophysical survey 
of the slope might help to identify an earlier wall 
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Plates 46-47 Views of castle curtain wall.

Plate 48 View of outer defensive wall fragment in field to south-
west corner of town.



is thicker in this location which suggests the 
possibility that this was a section of the former 
town defenses. 

Recommendations
Following removal of ivy and vegetation, a 
photographic and drawn survey of the remaining 
stone facings should be undertaken.  Where 
possible, trees and shrubs should be removed 
also, to arrest the damage to the wall caused 
by embedded roots.

Project: Wall Fragments
Due to the lack of cartographical and 
archaeological evidence, it is difficult to be 
definitive about the exact alignment of the 
historic town defenses of Buttevant that may 
remain hidden beneath, or be contained within, 
current building plots or field boundaries.  
There are several walls within the town that 
possibly date from the medieval period.  These 
are suggested by their alignment, scale and 
the type or pattern of their masonry.  Much of 
the defensive wall would have been salvaged 
for re-use in building new structures such as 
boundaries and dwellings, the walls around 
the barracks being a distinct possibility.  These 
walls should also be protected and conserved, 
as they may have formed an inner defensive 
enclosure to protect the town centre within a 
wider outer ring, and which over time may have 
been extended or reduced as the fortunes of the 
town dictated.  The most probable examples of 
these walls include:

• the gable of the former RC church (Plate 49) at 
Mill Lane now located in the convent garden.
• the former walled garden to the north west of 
the castle that is now the site of a school.
• the wall running east-west along the north 
side of St. Mary’s churchyard (Plate 50) and as 
a plot boundary to the rear of the premises on 
the opposite side of the road (Plate 51).
• the plot boundaries to the west side of the 
town.
• the plot boundaries to the south of the friary 
wall as far as Mill Lane.

Project: Walled Circuit Route
The proposed four kilometre wall circuit route 
intersects the most visible and intact fragments 
of the defensive walls, while also encountering 
other aspects of the built heritage that would 
not be immediately obvious to those visiting the 
town or passing through.  This route provides a 
sense of the scale of the medieval town, within 

Plate 49 View of gable to former RC church.
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Plate 50 View along re-built wall to St. Mary’s churchyard.

Plate 51 View along garden boundary wall to west side of town.
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Fig. 29 Sketch showing fencing to reinstate boundary to base of friary.

Fig. 28 Sketch proposal for interpretative zone at Lombard’s Castle.



a range of different historic settings.  It should 
be capable to be used by both guided tours, and 
where appropriate, visitors wishing to encounter 
the walls in a less formal way. Specialised 
tours should be considered, along with tours 
that encourage audience participation. When 
circumstances permit, excavation open days 
along the route should be hosted during Walled 
Town festivals or outreach programmes.  

To ensure that the walk is as engaging as 
possible, the route should be continuous as far 
as is practicable.  For that reason, it is proposed 
to that the walk would intersect with nature 
walks as suggested in the Area Enhancement 
Plan for the town, and lead north as far as the 
barracks, and south as far as St. John’s where 
walkers can take the option of continuing along 
the river to Ballybeg, adding a further three 
kilometres to the round trip.  It is also proposed 
that the former gate leading from the castle 
into St. John’s’ churchyard be re-instated. This 
would allow guided walks to proceed more 
directly along the route, avoiding the need 
to double-back along Mill Lane and the main 
road.  This would only be undertaken with the 
permission of the relevant landowners to be 
used for guided tours only,  this shortcut would 
make the wall circuit easier to interpret and 
would shorten the route by over 800 metres. 

Project: Burgage Garden 
The gardens behind the main street relate 
to the former burgage plots, and all have 

archaeological potential. Using archaeological 
investigation, it may be possible to recreate 
an example of a medieval garden, which 
could be restored using thorough research 
and historically accurate planting schemes, 
such as used at Rothe House, Kilkenny. Map 
evidence indicates that the sites that were 
not redeveloped in the last 20-30 years or so 
have been clear since at least the middle of 
the eighteenth century.  The restored garden 
could be used to educate the public in how 
gardens were used to feed families and for 
selling produce at market.  The Buttevant Area 
Enhancement Plan suggests the use of the 
garden to the rear of Lombard’s Castle for this 
purpose, as it is reputed to have been used as 
an orchard in medieval times.

Project: Interpretative Zone
There are a number of areas that could 
be considered for providing a designated 
Interpretative Zone for the town walls.  Lombard’s 
Castle & Garden, which is in the ownership of 
the parish; or the Market House, which is also 
in public ownership are two potential options.  
The use of the Market House is restricted as 
it is currently being leased as office space. 
However, it does offer a central location, shelter 
and services.  Lombard’s Castle is in a ruined 
state, but is quite well-preserved so could be 
made safe for access relatively easily.  It is a 
prominent example of the medieval heritage of 
Buttevant, situated on the main street, albeit 
it is no londer considered to be a remnant of 
the town defensive walls.  Although the tower 
is too small and dark to present an extensive 

Plate 52  View of Lombard’s Castle tower.
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Fig. 30 Sketch proposal for gate at southern approach to town.
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display on the town walls, interpretative panels 
could be erected within the yard to the rear of 
the gate, providing an evocative setting for the 
presentation, without obscuring the appearance 
of the tower house from the main street.  Using 
the castle or the mill for heritage purposes would 
be ideal, but their size, condition and private 
ownership make these long-term projects, and 
it is preferable to start at a small, manageable 
scale with achievable goals. 

Project: High Level Prospect
Desmond’s Tower attached to St. Mary’s RC 
church in the town has the potential to enhance 
the experience of visitors to Buttevant.  Used 
as a prospect point, by means of a close circuit 
television, or a camera obscura, could create 
an interesting way of viewing the town and its 
surrounds. The lower sections in the tower could 
possibly be adapted to allow some access as 
part of guided tours.  Improved access would 
also make routine inspection and maintenance 
of the structure easier and more safe.

Project: Archaeological Testing
There remains much still to be understood 
about the development of Buttevant, major 
questions include: the extent of the former 

outer defenses; whether medieval masonry 
was re-used in the building of the barracks 
wall; whether there was an inner defensive 
wall that enclosed the burgage plots; and 
how extensive was the settlement in the early 
phases of its development.  Extending the Zone 
of Archaeological Potential around the town to 
incorporate those sites recently identified may 
yield valuable information on the town walls in 
the future.  Surveying the various open plots 
around the town using geophysical techniques  
might provide further archaeological information, 
at a reasonable cost.  This would expand our 
understanding of the town, making it possible to 
portray its history in a more vivid and authentic 
way.  It would also help to inform and guide 
landowners and the planning authority about 
future developments.  

Key sites include:
• the playing pitches to the west side of the 
town off New Street.
• the field to the south of St. John’s stretching 
towards Ballybeg.
• the undeveloped plots to the rear of the main 
street which may unearth evidence of burgage 
gardens as well as evidence of an inner 
defensive wall.

Fig. 32 Sketch proposal for access to tower interior & camera obscura at Desmond’s Tower.
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STATUTORY PROTECTION

Introduction
The Heritage Council established the Irish 
Walled Towns Network (IWTN) in April, 2005 to 
unite and coordinate the strategic efforts of Lo-
cal Authorities involved in the management and 
conservation of historic walled towns in Ireland. 
It is formally linked to the European Walled 
Towns for Friendship and Professional Co-Op-
eration (formerly the Walled Town Friendship 
Circle) which is the international association for 
the sustainable development of walled towns, 
walled cities and fortified historic towns 

The Piran Declaration, which outlines the rea-
sons for maintaining historic walled towns, was 
outlined at an Annual General Meeting of the 
Walled Town Friendship Circle in Piran, Slov-
enia in 1998.

Walled Towns are unique inheritances from 
times long past and should be treasured, main-
tained and safeguarded from neglect, damage 
and destruction and passed on into perpetuity 
as irreplaceable Timestones of History.

International Charters and Conventions
The plan has been informed by policies and 
guidance included in a number of international 
charters and conventions on the protection of 
archaeological, architectural and cultural herit-
age including:

•United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) International 
Charter for the Conservation of Monuments 
and Sites, 1964 (commonly known as the Ven-
ice Charter),
•United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) Convention 
Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural 
and Natural Heritage, 1972,
•Council of Europe Convention for the Protec-
tion of the Architectural Heritage of Europe, 
1985 (commonly known as the Granada Con-
vention),
•International Council on Monuments and Sites 

(ICOMOS) Charter on the Conservation of His-
toric Towns and Urban Areas, 1987 (commonly 
known as the Washington Charter),
•International Council on Monuments and 
Sites (ICOMOS) Charter for the Conservation 
of Places of Cultural Significance, 1988 (com-
monly known as the Burra Charter),
•International Council on Monuments and Sites 
(ICOMOS) Charter for the Protection and Man-
agement of the Archaeological Heritage 1989,
•Council of Europe European Convention for 
the Protection of the Archaeological Heritage 
1992 (commonly known as the Valetta Treaty).
•International Council on Monuments and Sites 
(ICOMOS) Charter for the Interpretation and 
Presentation of Cultural Heritage Sites, 2008 
(commonly known as the Ename Charter).

National Monuments Legislation

The known and expected circuits of the de-
fences (both upstanding and buried, whether 
of stone or embankment construction) and as-
sociated features of all town defences are to 
be considered a single national monument and 
treated as a unit for policy and management 
purposes. There should be a presumption in 
favour of preservation in-situ of archaeologi-
cal remains and preservation of their character, 
setting and amenity. 
Department of the Environment, Heritage and 
Local Government 2008.

In 1999 the State published two significant doc-
uments titled Framework and Principles for the 
Protection of the Archaeological Heritage and 
Policy and Guidelines on Archaeological Exca-
vations.  These documents outline the Govern-
ment’s policy in relation to the protection of the 
archaeological heritage, the conduct of archae-
ological excavations and reflect the obligations 
on the State under the European Convention 
on the Protection of the Archaeological Herit-
age (Valetta Convention 1992). 

The national policy for the protection, preserva-
tion and conservation of town defences is set 
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out in a document entitled National Policy on 
Town Defences published in 2008 by the De-
partment of the Environment and Local Gov-
ernment.

Monuments, such as town defences, included in 
the statutory Record of Monuments and Places 
(RMP) are referred to as recorded monuments 
and are protected under the provisions of the 
National Monuments Acts 1930-2004.  A monu-
ment is defined in Section 2 of the Act as:

any artificial or partly artificial building, struc-
ture, or erection whether above or below the 
surface of the ground and whether affixed or 
not affixed to the ground and any cave, stone, 
or other natural product whether forming part 
of or attached to or not attached to the ground 
which has been artificially carved, sculptured 
or worked upon or which (where it does not 
form part of the ground) appears to have been 
purposely put or arranged in position and any 
prehistoric or ancient tomb, grave or burial de-
posit, but does not include any building which 
is for the time being habitually used for ecclesi-
astical purposes

The town defences of Buttevant are currently 
designated as:
• RMP no. CO017-053012- (Town de-
fences, Buttevant NGR 154261, 108947).  

In addition all town defences are considered 
national monuments, as defined in Section 2 
of the National Monuments Acts 1930-2004, by 
reason of their historical, architectural and ar-
chaeological interest.  A national monument is 
defined in the Act as:

the expression “national monument” means a 
monument or the remains of a monument the 
preservation of which is a matter of national im-
portance by reason of the historical, architec-
tural, traditional, artistic, or archaeological in-
terest attaching thereto and also includes (but 
not so as to limit, extend or otherwise influence 

the construction of the foregoing general defi-
nition) every monument in Saorstát Eireann to 
which the Ancient Monuments Protection Act, 
1882, applied immediately before the passing 
of this Act, and the said expression shall be 
construed as including, in addition to the monu-
ment itself, the site of the monument and the 
means of access thereto and also such portion 
of land adjoining such site as may be required 
to fence, cover in, or otherwise preserve from 
injury the monument or to preserve the ameni-
ties thereof

Ministerial Consent
Where national monuments, including town de-
fences, are in the ownership or guardianship of 
the Minister of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht 
or a local authority or have been the subject 
of a preservation order, Ministerial Consent is 
required in order:

(a) to demolish or remove it wholly or in part 
or to disfigure, deface, alter, or in any manner 
injure or interfere with it, or
(b) to excavate, dig, plough or otherwise dis-
turb the ground within, around, or in proximity 
to it, or
(c) to renovate or restore it, or
(d) to sell it or any part of it for exportation or to 
export it or any part of it.

Works requiring notification or Ministerial 
Consent includes preparatory work, enabling 
works, carrying out of groundworks in proxim-
ity to remains of town defences, carrying out 
of masonry repairs, widening existing openings 
and rebuilding fallen stretches.

In considering applications for Ministerial Con-
sent for works affecting town defences, it shall 
be the policy of the Department of Arts, Herit-
age and the Gaeltacht (Department of the Envi-
ronment and Local Government 2008, 10-11):

•To seek the protection and preservation in-
situ of these national monuments including the 
town walls, embankments and ditches, gates, 
bastions or ancillary fortifications or portions 
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thereof;
•To seek the preservation of important views 
and prospects inside and outside the walls so 
as to preserve the setting of the monuments 
and to increase the appreciation of the circuit 
and character of the walled town. The Depart-
ment may require a satisfactory buffer area to 
be established between any new development 
and the town defences in order to ensure the 
preservation and enhancement of the amenity 
associated with the presence of town defences 
within the historic urban pattern;
•To require any proposals for works to town de-
fences to be preceded by a detailed measured 
survey of the monuments so as to have an ap-
propriately detailed record;
•To provide pre-planning advice to developers 
where town defences are close to or included 
in their proposal site; 
•To require the involvement of qualified and 
experienced conservation professionals in the 
detailed design and overseeing of works to 
town defences;
•Not to favour new roads crossing the wall or 
the line of the wall or the formation of any new 
openings in the wall;
•To favour the minimal intervention necessary 
to the authentic fabric of the monument and 
avoidance of unnecessary reconstruction;
•To require good quality, context-sensitive de-
sign for development proposals affecting the 
upstanding town defences that would not de-
tract from the character of the town defences 
or their setting by reason of the location, scale, 
bulk or detailing;
•To encourage the enhancement of the setting 
of town defences including the pedestrianisa-
tion of town gates where this can be achieved 
without requiring new roads to be opened 
through the circuit of the walls. 
•To encourage also the improvement of signage 
and public utilities structures, etc. where these 
affect the visual amenity of the defences;
•To require as a condition of Ministerial Con-
sent that appropriate programmes of regular 
maintenance and repair works to the town de-
fences be put in place;
•To promote the retention of the existing street 

layout, historic building lines and tradition-
al burgage plot widths within historic walled 
towns where these derive from medieval or 
earlier origins and to discourage the infilling 
or amalgamation of such plots and removal of 
historic boundary walls save in exceptional cir-
cumstances.

Planning and Development Act 2000
Where the town defences, or elements of the 
defences, are listed as Protected Structures 
or located within Architectural Conservation 
Areas they are also protected under the Plan-
ning and Development Acts 2000-2010.  The 
Acts require that Local Authority Development 
Plans include objectives for ‘the conservation 
and protection of the environment including, in 
particular, the archaeological and natural herit-
age’. In addition, development plans are to in-
clude a Record of Protected Structures which 
comprises a list of structures or parts of struc-
tures which are of ‘special architectural, histori-
cal, archaeological, artistic, cultural, scientific, 
social or technical interest’ within the Authori-
ties boundaries.

The town defences are not included in the 
Record of Protected Structures in the Cork 
County Development Plan 2009-2015 but the 
western portion of the line of the town wall is in-
cluded in the designated Architectural Conser-
vation Area for Buttevant (Cork County Council 
2009, Vol. 3) 

Architectural Conservation Areas - It is an ob-
jective to conserve and enhance the special 
character of the ACAs included in this plan. 
These Architectural Conservation Areas are 
shown on the Architectural Conservation Area 
Maps in Volume 3 and are also listed in Volume 
2 of this Plan. The special character of an area 
includes its traditional building stock and ma-
terial finishes, spaces, streetscape, landscape 
and setting (ENV 4-6).  

Areas of Special Planning Controls - It is an ob-
jective (where appropriate) to establish areas 
of special planning control within Architectural 
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Conservation Areas. These areas will include a 
scheme setting out objectives for the conserva-
tion and enhancement of the special character 
of the area, and will be based on an Architec-
tural Appraisal of each town (ENV 4-7).  

Additional Architectural Conservation Areas - It 
is an objective (where appropriate) to continue 
to identify and establish additional Architectural 
Conservation Areas. These will be established 
through proposed variations to the plan (ENV 
4-8).  

Raising Architectural Awareness - It is an ob-
jective to raise awareness of the importance of 
the County’s built heritage in conjunction with 
the objectives of the County Cork Heritage 
Plan (ENV 4-9).  

New build, in-fill developments and extensions - 
It is an objective to ensure that all new develop-
ment located within or adjacent to designated 
Architectural Conservation Areas will respect 
the established historical and architectural 
character of that area and will contribute posi-
tively to the existing built environment in terms 
of design, scale, setting and material specifica-
tions. This will be achieved by promoting a con-
temporary design of high architectural quality 
within Architectural Conservation Areas. The 
special character of Architectural Conservation 
Areas will be maintained through the protection 
of structures from demolition, non-sympathetic 
alterations and the securing of appropriate in-
fill developments (ENV 4-10).

Alterations, Developments and Demolitions - It 
is an objective to protect all buildings, structures, 
groups of structures, sites, landscapes, and all 
features that are considered to be intrinsic ele-
ments to the special character of Architectural 
Conservation Areas. This will be achieved by 
promoting the sensitive and appropriate reuse 
and rehabilitation of buildings and sites located 
within Architectural Conservation Areas and by 
prohibiting alterations, development or demoli-
tion of structures and features that contribute 
to the character of the Architectural Conserva-

tion Area or any relevant protected structure 
or monument included in the Record of Monu-
ments and Places (ENV 4-11).  

Survey and Appraisal of Designated ACAs - It 
is an objective of Cork County Council to un-
dertake a detailed survey and appraisal of all 
Architectural Conservation Areas designated 
under the Development Plan. A set of both 
general and site specific policies, objectives 
and guidelines will then be formulated for each 
Architectural Conservation Area. These meas-
ures will be adopted as a means of ensuring 
the continued preservation, protection and en-
hancement of the special character of our Ar-
chitectural Conservation Areas (ENV 4-12). 

Local Plans and Policy
Cork County Council is the relevant planning 
control authority within the town.  The town de-
fences are located within the Zone of Archaeo-
logical Potential designated for the town.  The 
Cork County Development Plan 2009-2015 
contains the following policies and objectives 
in relation to archaeological heritage:

Sites, Features and Objects of Archaeological 
Interest 
(a) It is an objective to safeguard sites, features 
and objects of archaeological interest general-
ly. (b) It is an objective of the Planning Author-
ity to secure the preservation (i.e. preservation 
in situ or in exceptional cases preservation by 
record) of all archaeological monuments includ-
ed in the Record or Monuments and Places as 
established under Section 12 of the National 
Monuments (Amendment) Act, 1994, and of 
sites, features and objects of archaeological 
and historical interest generally. In securing 
such preservation, the planning authority will 
have regard to the advice and recommenda-
tions of the Department of the Environment, 
Heritage and Local Government (ENV 3-1)  

Newly Discovered Archaeological Sites - It is an 
objective to protect and preserve archaeologi-
cal sites discovered since the publication of the 
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Record of Monuments and Places (ENV 3-2)  

Zones of Archaeological Protection - It is an ob-
jective to protect the Zones of Archaeological 
Potential located within both urban and rural 
areas as identified in the Record of Monuments 
and Places (ENV 3-3)  

Archaeology and Infrastructure Schemes - 
The Council will have regard to archaeological 
concerns when considering proposed service 
schemes (including electricity, sewerage, tel-
ecommunications, water supply) and proposed 
roadworks (both realignments and new roads) 
located in close proximity to Recorded Monu-
ments and Places and the Zones of Archaeo-
logical Potential (ENV 3-4)  

Underwater Archaeology - It is an objective to 
protect and preserve the archaeological value 
of underwater archaeological sites. In assess-
ing proposals for development, the Council will 
take account of the rivers, lakes, intertidal and 
sub-tidal environments (ENV 3-5).  

Industrial Archaeology - It is an objective to pro-
tect and preserve the archaeological value of 
industrial sites such as mills, lighthouses, har-
bours etc. Proposals for refurbishment, works 
to or redevelopment/conversion of these sites 
should be subject to a full architectural and ar-
chaeological assessment (ENV 3-6).  

Raising Archaeological Awareness - It is an ob-
jective to raise awareness and improve prac-
tice in relation to archaeology in County Cork. 
Guidance material will be produced setting out 
the requirements for archaeological protection 
in the County (ENV 3-7).  It is an objective of 
the Council to develop and maintain an inte-
grated database system for all relevant infor-
mation pertinent to the archaeological and built 
heritage of the County (ENV 3-8). 
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HISTORICAL TIMELINE
(after Urban Archaeological Survey 1995)

Century Buttevant Ireland Europe
12th King Henry of England 

granted the kingdom of 
Cork to Milo de Cogan 
and Robert Fitzstephen 
(1177).
Robert Fitzstephen 
granted part of his ter-
ritories to his nephew 
Phillip de Barry.

Arrival of Anglo-Nor-
mans in Ireland (1169), 
Henry II arrives in 
Waterford and declares 
himself Lord of Ireland 
(1171).

13th Castle (King John’s 
Castle) reputed to have 
been built at Buttevant, 
Buttevant Old Bridge 
in existence (early 13th 
century).
De Barry family had 
established a settlement 
with a manor and a fri-
ary at Buttevant (mid to 
late 13th century).
Augustinian Abbey 
founded by Phillip de 
Barry in the townland of 
Ballybeg to the south of 
the town (1229).
David de Barry obtains a 
licence to hold a weekly 
marked and an annual 
fair at Buttevant, clearly 
indicating that a town 
was in existence by this 
time (1234).
Franciscan Friary, dedi-
cated to St. Thomas, 
founded within the town 
in 1251.  
References to burgess-
es (late 13th century).

The first representative 
Irish Parliament meets 
in Dublin (1297).

Buttevant included is 
a list of market towns 
drawn up by the sheriff 
of Cork in June 1299.
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14th Manor of Buttevant’ and 
‘Castel of Bothon’ first 
recorded (early 14th 
century).
Records of widespread 
turbulence and lawless-
ness in Cork 1316-1318.

Edward de Bruce arrives 
in Ireland. (1315).

Earliest reference to 
the town walls when de 
Barry requests £105 be 
released to the Excheq-
uer in order to enclose 
the town with walls 
(1317).

Great European Famine 
(1315-22), Black Death 
ravages Europe(1347-
8).

Pipe Roll of Cloyne 
lists de Barry’s ‘castle 
of Buttevant with its 
orchard and hall and all 
the tenements which lie 
between the middle of 
the mill of Buttevant and 
the said lane calledn 
Myinstrete…and ex-
tends to the public high-
way of Buttevant on the 
west side as far as the 
roadway and church of 
St. Bridget on the south 
side’ (1364).
Grant made to the prov-
ost and community for 
customs and part of the 
waste of Buttevant and 
the North Gate (1375).

15th Buttevant was severely 
damaged during the 
Munster rebellion of 
Murrough O ‘Brien 
(1461).
Walls mentioned and 
town said to have 
contained ‘several small 
town castles’ in a will of 
David Lombard of But-
tevant (1479).

16th Construction of Lom-
bard’s Castle (16th 
century) .
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Friary passes into the 
hands of the de Bar-
ry’s after the dissolution 
of the monasteries (c. 
1540-41). 

Thomas Fitzgerald re-
nounces his alliegance 
to the Crown (1534).

Henry VIII became King 
of England (1509).

David de Barry was 
created lord viscount 
Buttevant c. 1555.

Dissolution of the Mon-
asteries (1540s).

Protestant Reformation 
(1517).

Lord Deputy Sidney laid 
siege to and occupied 
the castle (1568).

Defeat of the Spanish 
Armada (1588).

17th Buttevant is mentioned 
by Borlase in his history 
of the Rebellion (1640s), 
army of the Confed-
eration assembled at 
Buttevant under lord 
Mountgarret in 1641, 
Lord Inchiquin collected 
forces comprising 4000 
foot and 400 horse at 
Buttevant (1643).
The town was burned 
by Williamite forces.  
Probability that the walls 
were not maintained 
after this date (1690)

Flight of the Earls 
(1607), Plantation of 
Ulster (1609), Gaelic 
Catholic Rebellion of 
1641.

Pilgrim Fathers sail for 
America on the May-
flower (1620), Hostilities 
between England and 
Spain (1625-28)

Lombard’s Castle occu-
pied by a ‘free-school’, 
remains of the town wall 
were still extant in 1750 
and were described by 
Smith as comprising of 
an ‘outward wall, which 
enclosed the other, and 
took up a considerable 
circuit of ground’. 

Oliver Cromwell storms 
Drogheda (1649).

18th Friars remain on inter-
mittently at Buttevant 
until 1783

Irish Parliament gains 
legislative independence 
from Britain (1782),

French Revolution 
(1787-89)

Bridge extended to north 
by Turnpike Trust (18th 
century)

Irish Rebellion (1798)

The manor and castle of 
Buttevant sold by Earl 
Richard to John Ander-
son Esq. (late 18th c.)
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19th Substantial flour mill 
erected by Sir James 
Anderson on the south-
east side of town (c. 
1810).
Military barracks found-
ed on the north-west 
edge of the town (early 
19th century).
Three-storey castel-
lated country house built 
at Buttevant Castle by 
John Anderson (early 
19th century).
Market House con-
structed at the southern 
end of town (early 19th 
century).

Battle of Waterloo 
(1815).

Croker states that But-
tevant ‘though formerly 
a town of importance 
and opulence, is now 
a poor place.  It was 
walled, and governed by 
a corporation, and trac-
es of its consequence 
may still be seen in the 
solid old walls and ruins 
scattered amongst the 
mean houses of which it 
is at present composed’ 
in 1824.
Brewer states that 
‘traces of town walls still 
obvious in 1825.
St. John’s Church of Ire-
land Church constructed 
1826, St. Mary’s Roman 
Catholic Church built 
constructed 1836.

Roman Catholic Eman-
cipation (1829).

Buttevant Castle pur-
chased by Lord Don-
eraile in 1831.
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Geophysical Survey Report 
Buttevant, County Cork 

 
1 Introduction 

1.1 A geophysical survey has been conducted within a single field to the south of 

Buttevant town, County Cork. The survey has been undertaken on behalf of 

Howley Hayes Architects and will form part of a wider archaeological conservation 

study for Cork County Council. Figure 1, at a scale of 1:5,000, presents the site 

location. 

1.2 The field under investigation is located to the immediate west of the remains of 

the Anglo-Norman castle Buttevant Castle (CO017:054), and lies within the castle 

demesne. The main aims of the survey are to identify any features representing 

the location of the south gate and inner defensive wall, as well as confirm whether 

the town extended further to the south until the early nineteenth century. 

1.3 Further recorded monuments in the vicinity include a church and graveyard 

(CO017:101) to the immediate south of the application area, and to the north is 

the recorded religious house (CO017:053-007).  

1.4 A detailed gradiometer survey and targeted earth resistance survey were 

conducted under licence 12-R-141 issued by the Department of Arts, Heritage 

and the Gaeltacht. Figure 2 presents the location of the detailed gradiometer 

survey and the targeted detailed resistance survey. at a scale of 1:2,000. 

2 Site description and complicating factors 

2.1 The field under investigation comprised of pasture and has a gentle south facing 

slope. The Awbeg River is located to the east of the field and castle. Areas within 

the field are prone to water logging. The western extent of the field was 

particularly waterlogged during fieldwork. Several trees are present here, but did 

not impede the survey. Patches of tall nettles in the north east of the site were not 

suitable for survey. 

2.2 Low lying earthworks within the field were noted. A broad linear earthwork 

extending from the graveyard wall in the south of the site, to an entrance gate in 

the north east. This corresponds with the location of a former field division, and 

may represent the remains of a buried wall, or former pathway. 
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2.3 In the north east of the field, a low lying rectilinear earthwork is evident. This 

correlates with the location of a rectilinear structure, suggested on the historic 

mapping (Figure 3).  

3 Survey Methodology 

3.1 Detailed gradiometer survey was conducted throughout the available areas, and 

earth resistance survey was targeted in areas of potential interest. The location of 

the detailed gradiometer and resistance survey is presented in Figure 2, at a scale 

of 1:2,000. A common site survey grid was established in the field, and the survey 

was tied in to features identified on the supplied mapping. In addition, the survey 

grid was tied in to physical features within the field to aid relocation of the grid for 

subsequent archaeological works. This information is available upon request. 

Detailed Gradiometer Survey 

3.2 A detailed gradiometer survey detects subtle variations in the local magnetic field 

and measurements are recorded in nano-Tesla (nT). Some archaeological 

features such as ditches, large pits and fired features have an enhanced magnetic 

signal and can be detected through recorded survey. 

3.3 Data was collected with a sample interval of 0.25m and a traverse interval of 1m, 

providing 1600 readings per 20m x 20m grid. The instrument was calibrated as 

recommended by the manufacturers’ guidelines. 

Detailed Resistance Survey 

3.4 A detailed resistance survey is used to record variations in electrical resistance by 

passing an electrical current through the ground. The subsequent earth resistance 

(measured in ohms) is recorded and presented as a greyscale image in map form 

for interpretation. Resistance surveys are typically conducted on sites where 

structural or stone features are anticipated. 

3.5 Detailed resistance survey was conducted with a Geoscan RM15 instrument with 

a parallel twin-probe array of mobile and remote electrodes. The resistance 

survey mobile probes were separated by 0.5m. The resulting resistance 

measurement represents a depth measurement of approximately 0.5m. Data was 

collected with a sample and traverse interval of 1m. 
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4 Data Display 

4.1 Figures 4 and 5 present a summary greyscale image and accompanying 

interpretation diagram of the detailed gradiometer survey results, displayed at a 

scale of 1:1,000. The resistance survey results and interpretation are presented in 

Figures 6 and 7, also at a scale of 1:1,000. Figure 8 presents a combined 

interpretation diagram, with the interpretation of both the gradiometer and 

resistance survey as an overlay on the historic mapping. 

4.2 Letters and numbers in parentheses in the text of the report refer to specific 

responses highlighted in the detailed gradiometer survey interpretation diagrams. 

4.3 The raw gradiometer data is presented as an appendix (A1.01 to A1.09) on the 

attached CD. The data is displayed as a series of xy-trace plots, greyscale images 

and interpretation drawings, all at a scale of 1:500. The gradiometer data has 

been sub-divided into two (Areas A & B) for ease of display. The survey results 

are discussed as a whole in the text of the report. 

4.4 The display formats referred to above, and the interpretation categories are 

discussed in the summary technical information section at the end of this report. 
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5 Gradiometer Survey Results (Figures 4 & 5) 

5.1 The gradiometer data set has a broad magnetic background variation and is 

littered with ferrous responses, most likely representing buried modern ferrous 

debris. Nevertheless, responses of potential interest have been identified in the 

data set, and an archaeological interpretation can be provided. 

5.2 A linear response (1), orientated north to south, is indicative of a ditch type 

response. This correlates with the field division marked on the historic mapping, 

and correlates with the low earthwork running across the site. The response (1) 

may represent the remains of a ditched feature running parallel with a farmer 

boundary wall. Resistance survey was conducted here (Areas 2 and 3) to 

investigate further. 

5.3 A curvilinear response (2) is of similar magnetic strength and form to (1) and most 

likely represents a former ditch type feature. This is not represented on the 

historic mapping but is most likely a former boundary ditch feature. 

5.4 In the north east of the data site, a broad area of magnetic disturbance has been 

recorded. This is indicative of a spread of building material and is considered to 

be of potential interest. Detailed resistance survey (Area 1) was targeted here to 

investigate the potential for building remains. 

5.5 An oval area of magnetic disturbance (4) appears to contain magnetically strong 

individual responses. Although it is possible that a spread of modern material and 

modern disturbance is represented here, an archaeological interpretation must be 

considered. The responses within (4) and the isolated response (5) may represent 

the remains of a burnt feature, such as a kiln, hearth, or a spread of burnt 

material. This is speculative as the responses are difficult to define within the 

magnetic disturbance; nevertheless, the responses are of potential archaeological 

interest. 

5.6 To the west of (5), a series of faint linear trends (6) appears to run through the 

data set in a north-east to south-west direction. The trends may represent natural 

variations in the subsoil. However, it is possible that the remains of a former track-

way are represented here. The linear trends are barely discernable in the data 

set, and this interpretation is cautious. 
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5.7 An isolated response (7), located to the east of (1) is of potential interest and may 

represent a large pit type feature. Although there are no clear responses 

associated with this, it considered to be of archaeological potential. 

5.8 In the east of the data set, areas of increased magnetic response (8) may be of 

interest. Although it may represent natural variations in background response, it is 

possible that a spread of burnt material is represented here. No clear 

archaeological interpretation can be provided, but increased background 

responses are often indicative of habitation activity, and can represent burning or 

spread of midden material. This area is adjacent to the castle site, and may be 

associated with related habitation activities. 

5.9 To the south of (8) a negative linear response (9) is evident. This is most likely a 

field drain or services pipe and not of archaeological interest. The trend 

terminates at a ferrous response (10) which is modern in origin.  

5.10 Along the south of the data, a series of responses (11) form a linear pattern which 

appears to dog leg around the wall of the graveyard. These responses are curious 

and an archaeological interpretation can not be provided. It is likely that a service 

pipe or cable is represented here. This is not considered to be of archaeological 

interest. 

 

6 Resistance Survey (Figures 6 & 7) 

6.1 The resistance survey was conducted in three areas (Area 1, 2 and 3) to 

investigate responses identified in the gradiometer survey. 

Area 1 

6.2 Area 1 was positioned to investigate the spread of magnetic disturbance (3) in the 

gradiometer survey. The resistance survey was also targeted on the low 

rectilinear earthwork, evident on site. 

6.3 A rectilinear high resistance response (A), measuring c. 4m x 10m is clearly 

visible in the data set. This correlates with the low earthwork visible on site, and 

also the rectilinear feature evident on the historic mapping. It is likely that the 

remains of a structure are represented here.  
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6.4 To the south of (A) are two high resistance responses (B) of interest, and may 

also represent further structural remains.  

6.5 A curvilinear high resistance trend (C) and rectilinear trend (D) are evident in the 

processed data. These may be of interest, reflecting further structural features. 

However, it is possible that the trends represent variations in the topography and 

archaeological interpretation is tentative. 

6.6 Further high resistance responses in Area 1 have no clear pattern or form and are 

interpreted as of a natural origin. 

Areas 2 & 3 

6.7 Detailed survey was positioned in Areas 2 and 3 to investigate the probable 

location of the wall or boundary feature suggested in the gradiometer survey. Area 

2 was also positioned across the area of magnetic disturbance identified in the 

gradiometer survey. 

6.8 A clear linear high resistance response (E) is evident in both Areas 2 and 3. The 

response suggests the remains of a substantial wall (c.2m in width) which 

presents clearest in Area 3. The response appears to diminish in the north (Area 

2). 

6.9 A spread of higher background response (F) is evident in both Areas 2 and 3. This 

is a subtle variation in response but may be of interest. The response shows 

some correlation with the location of linear trends identified in the gradiometer 

survey, and may represent a former surface or track-way. This is speculative, as it 

may equally represent a natural feature running through the site. Nevertheless, an 

archaeological interpretation is preferred. 

6.10 In Area 2, a curvilinear high resistance trend (G) and isolated high resistance 

response are evident. It is possible that these are related to the broad high 

resistance background response (F). However, the trend (G) may signify 

fragmented structural remains. Interpretation is unclear. 

6.11 High resistance responses (H) in Area 2 are also of potential interest. It is possible 

that these represent features associated with the positive responses (4) identified 

in the gradiometer survey. Although no clear interpretation can be provided, these 

responses are interpreted to be of archaeological potential. 
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7 Discussion and Conclusion 

7.1 The detailed gradiometer survey, and targeted resistance survey have identified 

responses of potential archaeological interest. 

7.2 The gradiometer data identified a clear linear response suggestive of a ditch 

feature, orientated north to south, and following the line of a low earthwork. The 

resistance survey identified a high resistance response suggestive of wall 

remains, to the immediate west of the gradiometer ditch response. This is 

suggestive of a substantial wall and ditch feature, and corresponds with the 

location of a boundary feature, represented on the historic mapping. 

7.3 In the south west of the gradiometer data, another ditch-type response has been 

identified, and appears to run towards the church and graveyard, to the south of 

the site. This most likely represents another boundary feature and is of clear 

archaeological potential. 

7.4 In the north-east corner of the field, gradiometer survey identified a spread of 

magnetic disturbance indicative of rubble or building remains. The historic 

mapping suggests the location of structures in this area. Detailed resistance 

survey identified a high resistance response indicative of stone structural remains.  

To the south of this, an area of increased magnetic response was identified, and 

is indicative of habitation activity. 

7.5 In the west of the field, faint linear trends in the gradiometer survey correlate with 

a higher background readings in the resistance survey. The origin of this is 

unclear. However, the responses may represent a former surface such as a path 

or track way. This is speculative but must be considered. 

7.6 Within the higher background resistance are several responses of potential 

interest. A high resistance curvilinear trend and response appear to correlate with 

responses in the gradiometer data. Interpretation is tentative, but the gradiometer 

response is indicative of a burnt feature, such as a kiln or hearth. Although this is 

speculative, and the responses may be modern in origin, an archaeological 

interpretation must be considered. 
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Technical Information Section 

Data Display & Presentation 
Gradiometer Survey 

XY Trace 
The data are presented as a series of linear traces, enabling 

a semi-profile display of the respective anomalies along the 

X and Y-axes. This display option is essential for 

distinguishing between modern ferrous materials (buried 

metal debris) and potential archaeological responses. The 

XY trace plot provides a linear display of the magnitude of 

the response within a given data set. 

 
Greyscale* 
As with dot density plots, the greyscale format assigns a cell 

to each datum according to its location on the grid. The 

display of each data point is conducted at very fine 

increments, allowing the full range of values to be displayed 

within the given data set. This display method also enables 

the identification of discrete responses that may be at the 

limits of instrument detection. In the summary diagrams 

processed, interpolated data is presented. Raw data is 

presented in the archive drawings along with the xy-trace 

plots. 

 

 
Interpretation 
An interpretation of the data is made using many of the plots 

presented in the final report, in addition to examination of the 

raw and processed data. The project managers’ knowledge 

and experience allows a detailed interpretation of the survey 

results with respect to archaeological potential.  

 

 

 

 
*XY Trace and raw greyscale plots are presented in archive form for display of the raw survey 
data. Summary greyscale images of the interpolated data are included for presentation purposes 
and to assist interpretation. 
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Electrical Resistance 

The technique is used to record variations in electrical resistance by passing an electrical current 

through the ground. The standard instrument for archaeological investigations is a twin-probe 

array of mobile and remote electrodes maintained at a distance of 

about 20m.  

The mobile electrodes (one current and one potential, usually 1m 

apart) are mounted on a survey frame and connected to a Geoscan 

RM15 resistance meter, which records the specific resistance of the 

soil (measured in ohms).  

The resistance meter is connected to the pair of remote probes (one current and one potential), 

which remain in a fixed location. Data are collected as the survey frame and mobile probes reach 

each designated sample interval. Survey was undertaken at 0.5 m sample intervals along 1 m 

traverses (i.e., 800 readings per 20m x 20m grid. The adaptability of the instrument enables 

increased sampling intervals, as well as a range of probe separations and arrays to operate at 

varying depth penetration. 

Data Display & Presentation 

Greyscale 

The greyscale format assigns a cell to each datum according to 

its location on the grid. The display of each data point is 

conducted at very fine increments, allowing the selected range 

of values to be displayed within the given data set. This display 

method also enables the identification of discrete responses that 

may be at the limits of instrument detection. 

High Pass Filter 

The data can be processed to enhance readings of interest. A 

High Pass Filter is commonly applied to increase the contrast of 

the responses with the natural background readings. The High 

Pass Filter can often emphasize responses of particular 

archaeological interest. 

 
Relief Plot  
The Relief Plot provides an aesthetic image of the data, giving 

the illusion of a 3-D data set. The illusion of height can provide a 

better visualisation of the resistance results and can be useful 

for interpretation and presentation. 
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Glossary of Interpretation Terms 

Archaeology 

This category refers to responses which are interpreted as of clear archaeological potential, and 
are supported by further archaeological evidence such as aerial photography or excavation. The 
term is generally associated with significant concentrations of former settlement, such as ditched 
enclosures, storage pits and associated features.  

? Archaeology 
This term corresponds to anomalies that display typical archaeological patterns where no record 
of comparative archaeological evidence is available. In some cases, it may prove difficult to 
distinguish between these and evidence of more recent activity also visible in the data. 

? Industrial 
Such anomalies generally possess a strong magnetic response and may equate with 
archaeological features such as kilns, furnaces, concentrations of fired debris and associated 
industrial material. 

Area of Increased Magnetic Response 
These responses often lack any distinctive archaeological form, and it is therefore difficult to 
assign any specific interpretation. The resulting responses are site specific, possibly associated 
with concentrations of archaeological debris or more recent disturbance to underlying 
archaeological features. 

Trend 
This category refers to low-level magnetic responses barely visible above the magnetic 
background of the soil. Interpretation is tentative, as these anomalies are often at the limits of 
instrument detection. 

Ploughing/Ridge & Furrow 
Visible as a series of linear responses, these anomalies equate with recent or archaeological 
cultivation activity. 

? Natural 
A broad response resulting from localised natural variations in the magnetic background of the 
subsoil; presenting as broad amorphous responses most likely resulting from geological features. 

Ferrous Response 
These anomalies exhibit a typically strong magnetic response, often referred to as ‘iron spikes,’ 
and are the result of modern metal debris located within the topsoil. 

Area of Magnetic Disturbance 
This term refers to large-scale magnetic interference from existing services or structures. The 
extent of this interference may in some cases obscure anomalies of potential archaeological 
interest. 
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