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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. General 

This route selection study was undertaken by Courtney Deery Heritage Consultancy Ltd (CDHC) for RPS on 

behalf of Kildare County Council. It evaluates the cultural heritage significance of the landscape along six 

route options (Route Options A1, A, B, C, C-E and E) under consideration for the Celbridge to Hazelhatch 

Link Road. 

The report is a preliminary appraisal that identifies known sites of archaeological and cultural heritage 

interest on the basis of a desk study, and possible features identified through aerial photography and 

historic map sources and field work (inspections of recorded monuments and selected sites). 

Using the existing cultural heritage knowledge base and the constraints study carried out for the scheme, 

this assessment lists and briefly describes recorded and potential archaeological sites and features that 

occur on or within 250m from the route options and focuses on the arising issues for each. A detailed 

inventory of the sites that were assessed for the route selection study is provided in Section 4. 

This assessment will allow a comparative evaluation of the six route options, in order to define the emerging 

preferred route option from a cultural heritage perspective. Supported by the detailed inventory in Section 

4, a cultural heritage route appraisal table is provided in Section 7 summarising the potential impacts along 

each option and the overall preference level. 

The options appraisal is an iterative process, with this Stage 2 Options Appraisal following a constraints 

study undertaken at Stage 1. The Stage 2 desk-based assessment was informed by targeted field survey, 

visiting sites that had been highlighted as potentially significant constraints. This allowed for confirmation 

of the location and condition of the visited sites on the ground and provided more information on the 

possible nature of some of the potential sites identified. The field work also facilitated an improved 

understanding of the historic character of the landscape and the setting of monuments.  

2. ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

2.1. Desk Study 

The assessment comprised a desk study which availed of the following sources: 

• UNESCO World Heritage Sites (WHS) and Tentative World Heritage Sites and those monuments on 

the tentative list; 

• National Monuments in State care, as listed by the National Monuments Service (NMS) of the 

Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage (DHLGH); 

• Archaeological Sites and Monuments with Preservation Orders (PO);  
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• Archaeological Sites and Monuments listed in the Register of Historic Monuments (RHM); 

• Record of Monuments and Places (RMP) and the Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) from the 

Archaeological Survey of Ireland;  

• The Irish archaeological excavations catalogue i.e. Excavations bulletins (www.excavations.ie); 

• Topographical files of the National Museum of Ireland, i.e. database of stray finds (artefacts) 

recovered for the Museum collections;  

• Excavations Bulletins and online database; 

• Aerial imagery (Google earth 2001-2020, Bing 2013); Aerial photographs (www.osi.ie, 

www.googlemaps.ie); 

• Townland Names (www.logaim.ie) and OS Name Books (askaboutireland.ie) and National Folklore 

Collection (Duchas.ie); 

• Kildare County Development Plan (CDP) (2017-2023), Celbridge Local Area Plan (LAP) (2017-2023) 

and County Kildare Heritage Plan (2019-2025). A summary of relevant policies in relation to cultural 

heritage for is provided in Appendix 3. 

• National Inventory of Architectural Heritage (NIAH) Building Survey and NIAH Garden Survey 

(Survey of Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes), available at www.buildingsofireland.ie, 

(Note: the Garden Survey is a paper survey only); 

• Cartographical Sources including Down Survey maps c.1656 (www.downsurvey.tcd.ie), 

Taylor’s(1793) map of Kildare, the first and revised editions of the Ordnance Survey (OS) six-inch 

maps (1837-1838, 1870-1872) and 25-inch maps (1907-1909) (www.map.geohive.ie); 

• The Kildare Industrial Archaeological Heritage Survey (KDIAH) (2007). 

Other documentary sources are detailed in the references section of this report (Section 9). 

2.2. Field Walkover Survey 

The desk study was augmented by fieldwork at significant (or potentially significant) archaeological sites 

and other cultural heritage features located within (or potentially affected by) the proposed options on the 

12th of July 2021. This was carried out to verify the nature, location, extent and condition of known 

constraints; to ensure the accuracy of the existing documentary record; and to explore the potential 

significance of monuments identified through desk-study research. The inspection also enabled a broad 

examination of the landscape and general locality that the routes pass through. 

2.3. Legislation, Standards and Guidelines 

The following legislation, standards and guidelines were consulted for this Route Selection study:   

• National Monuments Acts, 1930-2004;  

• The Planning and Development (Strategic Infrastructure) Act, 2000-2010; 

• Heritage Act, 1995; 

• Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) (2017). Revised Guidelines on the information to be 

contained in Environmental Impact Statements, Draft August 2017; 

• EPA (2015). Advice Notes for preparing Environmental Impact Statements, Draft September 2015; 

• EPA (2002). Guidelines on the information to be contained in Environmental Impact Statements; 
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• EPA (2003). Advice Notes on Current Practice (in preparation of Environmental Impact 

Statements); 

• Department of Arts, Heritage, Gaeltacht and Islands, (1999a), Framework and Principles for the 

Protection of the Archaeological Heritage; 

• NRA (2005), Guidelines for the Assessment of Archaeological Heritage Impacts of National Road 

Schemes; 

• NRA (2005), Guidelines for the Assessment of Architectural Heritage Impacts of National Road 

Schemes;  

• TII (2020) Project Management Guidelines;  

• Code of Practice between Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII) and the Minister for Arts, Heritage, 

Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs, 2017; 

• Architectural Heritage (National Inventory) and Historic Monuments (Miscellaneous Provisions) 

Act, 1999 and the Planning and Development Act 2000 to 2010; 

• Cork County Council Heritage Unit (2007) Guidance Notes for the Appraisal of Historic Gardens, 

Demesnes, Estate and their Settings; 

• Guidelines for the Testing and Mitigation of the Wetland Archaeological Heritage for National 

Road Schemes, 2006, NRA; and 

• Bonsall, J., Gaffney, C.& Armit, I. (2014). Preparing for the future: A reappraisal of 

archaeogeophysical surveying on National Road Schemes 2001-2010. University of Bradford 

report for the National Roads Authority of Ireland. 

3. INTRODUCTION TO THE RECEIVING ENVIRONMENT 

3.1. General Physical Landscape 

The routes under consideration are located on the south side of Celbridge town, running from the Clane 

Road to Hazelhatch and Celbridge Station (Figure 1). The landscape is quite low-lying in the valley of the 

River Liffey and a new bridge crossing will be necessary for the proposed routes to traverse this 

watercourse. The limestone and shale bedrock supports a subsoil of limestone till, with a band of gravels 

extending from the edge of Options A and A1 southwest and parallel to the course of the river (Figure 2). 

Soil cover comprises of a combination of grey brown podzolics, regosols and complexes. 

The Slighe Mór, one of the five ancient roads of Ireland is generally agreed to have travelled through 

Celbridge (O’Lochlainn 1940; Geissel 2006). This ancient road is associated with the course of the Eiscir 

Riada, although a true esker ridge does not occur in Celbridge. Several ecclesiastical sites are associated 

with the Slighe Mór, including the Early Christian foundation at Celbridge which is associated with the 6th / 

7th century St. Mochua. 

Land use along the route options is predominantly agricultural, occurring on the outskirts of Celbridge 

town. 



Celbridge to Hazelhatch Route Selection    

    P a g e  10 

 

 

Figure 1 Route options 
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Figure 2 Gravels derived from limestones shown in green extending southwest 

The Proposed Scheme is located 3km south of the M4 motorway, with the roads in Celbridge comprising 

of regional and local roads. Clane Road (R403) and Hazelhatch Road (R405) are the regional roads which 

frame the west and east ends of the Proposed Scheme. 

3.2. Archaeological and Historical Background 

3.2.1. Prehistoric Period (c. 7000BC to AD 400) 

The low-lying lands around the River Liffey and other watercourses in the study area would have served as 

ideal settlement locations during the prehistoric periods. Although no large prehistoric settlement is known 

from within the study area, the presence of several separate Bronze Age burial sites (SMR KD011-060, 

KD011-066, KD011-067, KD01-074) are certainly suggestive of significant ritual activity in the area. This is 

further evidenced by the two ring-ditches (SMR KD011-072, KD011-072) and fulacht fia (SMR KD011-062) 

to the east and north-east of the study area respectively.  

Following a geophysical survey (Licence 08R235) within Donaghcumper Demesne, McQuade (Licence 

08E0829, excavations.ie ref. 2008:661) identified the truncated remains of two prehistoric barrows and 

associated features during archaeological testing. A barrow is an earthen type of burial mound generally 

associated with the Bronze Age (c. 2,400 BC – 500 BC) and Iron Age (c. 500BC – 400 AD). It is very likely that 

the riverine location attracted such activity. One barrow was defined by a ditch that was 0.75-0.95m wide, 
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0.25m deep and 9m in diameter. It had a central inhumation burial. The second barrow was 108m south-

west of the first. It had a diameter of 14m and was associated with a pit and a post-hole.  

McQuade (Licence 10E0414, excavations.ie ref. 2011:352) also discovered three crouched inhumation 

burials and four cremation burials within the front lawn of Castletown House. The burials were part of a 

larger cemetery site that extended beyond the limits of the excavation. The remains of a decorated Food 

Vessel pot was indicative of an Early Bronze Age date. The site is now listed as several recorded monuments 

(RMP KD011-060 to KD011-060007). 

Two potential barrow sites (SMR KD011-066, KD011-067) that are recorded on the First Edition OS six-inch 

map (1837-1838) survive within Celbridge Abbey townland. Two potential ring-ditch sites (SMR KD011-071, 

KD011-072) have been identified within Ballyoulster townland, and outside of the study area from aerial 

photography. 

One fulacht fia was excavated within the study area in Elm Hall during works associated with the proposed 

Kildare route rail project (Hession, Licence 07E0816, excavations.ie ref. 2007:803). Another was excavated 

outside of the study area, to the northeast in Parsonstown (Gracie, Licence 95E0264, excavations.ie ref. 

1995:186). 

Fulachtaí fia are normally characterised by a horseshoe-shaped spread of burnt stones and charcoal that 

usually seals at least one trough. The troughs can sometimes have a timber base or a clay-lining. They are 

frequently located near water sources, such as streams, springs and bogs. Fire-heated stones were placed 

into the water-filled trough of a fulacht as a way of boiling water. The stones often cracked upon contact 

with the water. Following several uses the troughs would become full of these burnt, cracked stones that 

needed to be removed. Repeated fillings and removals would lead to the formation of the horseshoe-

shaped burnt spread. Fulachtaí are often found in association with stake-holes and hearths (Hawkes 2015). 

Evidence for earlier prehistoric activity in the area is more elusive. The discovery of a stone axe head during 

field walking in Oakley Park (Swan, Licence 96E0186, excavations.ie ref. 1996:180) is the sole find dating to 

the Neolithic period from within the study area. Likewise, no upstanding monuments or excavation 

evidence within the study area are dated to the later prehistoric Iron Age. 

3.2.2. Early Medieval Period (c. 5th – 11th centuries AD) 

Christianity first came to Ireland in the early part of the 5th century, and it is believed to have been brought 

to Celbridge by St Mochua, who founded Clondalkin Abbey. St Mochua ministered in the Celbridge area 

around the time of St Patrick, who may have ministered in Celbridge himself; some authorities claim St 

Patrick founded Donaghcumper Church (RMP KD011-013). The old name for Celbridge was Kildrought or 

Kildroighid. This was an anglicised version of the original Gaelic name Cill Droichid, the church of the bridge, 
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which was the ancient church of St Mochua. The name was changed to Celbridge following the Williamite 

conquests. 

A well at the entrance to the present community centre in Celbridge was known as St Mochua’s Well and 

was used to baptise people in early Christian times. This well was cemented over, and an inscribed stone 

tablet placed on the wall in 1783. The parish church in Kildrought, in Tea Lane, was also dedicated to St 

Mochua (Doohan 1985). Bradley et al. (1986) noted that almost nothing is known about this foundation, 

but it is thought that the curve of Church Road at the site of the later medieval church (RMP KD011-012005) 

and graveyard (RMP KD011-012006) may follow the line of an early ecclesiastical enclosure (RMP KD011-

012004). 

Another early medieval ecclesiastical site, possibly dating to the 5th or 6th century, is located at 

Donaghcumper (RMP KD011-013). Text excavations adjacent to the church confirmed the presence of a 

medieval enclosure that likely defined the monastic precinct (Devine, Ministerial Consent E004187, 

excavations.ie ref. 2010:399). 

At Killadoon, the Ordnance Survey Letters recorded that the graveyard (RMP KD011-006001) contained, '… 

some (remaining) portions of the walls of the (old) Church' (RMP KD011-006) (Herity 2002). The church was 

reported ‘to be not worth the service of chaplains’ in c.1294, according to Omurethi (the pseudonym of 

Lord Walter Fitzgerald, writing in 1909-1911; RMP files). The church remains lie to the north of the centre 

of the graveyard. A rectangular depression measuring 8m x 3.4m and 0.3-0.6m deep, is further defined by 

sod and ivy-covered stony spreads which are the remains of collapsed walling. 

These ecclesiastical sites may have been founded in this area due to the proximity of communication routes 

offered by the River Liffey and by the Slighe Mór, one of the five principal roads of ancient Ireland. 

O’Lochlainn (1940) produced a map of these principal roads with reference to itineraries which are 

recorded in documentary sources. Ecclesiastical sites are frequently mentioned in these sources, being 

notable settlements where hospitality could be sought, and he concludes from these sources that Celbridge 

was on the Slighe Mór. This would have provided the community at Celbridge with important access to 

communication to major monastic sites such as Durrow and Clonmacnoise. It is likely that this important 

route would have crossed from the south side of the River Liffey at the historic fording point in Celbridge 

before proceeding northwest, according to O’Lochlainn, towards Taghadoe in Maynooth. It does not 

appear, therefore, that any of the route options intersect with the Slighe Mór. 

Beyond the study area, approximately 1km to the east, excavations at Stacumny church and graveyard 

(RMP KD011-021, KD011-021001), uncovered 728 skeletons with 12th century and 13th century artefacts. 

No trace of the Early Christian church foundation was revealed though numerous finds of medieval floor 
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tiles, stick-pins, pottery sherds, a ringed-pin and glass beads were indicative of an early medieval phase at 

the site (Cosgrave 1998). 

Outside of ecclesiastical settlements, the early medieval period saw the development of a mixed-farming 

economy managed by kings, nobles and free farmers. There was an increase in settlement (c. AD 500–AD 

1200), and the ringfort, otherwise known as the ‘rath’ or ‘fairy fort’, is the best-known native monument 

of this period (Stout 1997). Ringforts are enclosed farmsteads dating to the early medieval period; they are 

one of the most widespread archaeological sites surviving in the Irish landscape and several likely ringforts 

have been identified both within and just outside of the study area. Almost all of these recorded 

monuments (RMP KD011-029, KD011-030, DU020-02; SMR KD011-063 [within the study area]; and RMP 

KD011-005 ,KD011-027; SMR KD011-065, KD011-070 [outside the study area]) have been identified from 

cropmarks in aerial photography.   

The majority of the ringfort sites are univallate, surrounded by one ditch and bank, but some are 

surrounded by two and, to a lesser extent, three enclosing ditches and banks (known as bivallate and 

trivallate raths respectively). Another morphological variation consists of the platform or raised rath – the 

former resulting from the construction of the rath on a naturally raised area while the latter’s height 

resulting from prolonged occupation over many centuries. The recorded monument RMP DU020-001, just 

outside of the study area to the southeast, is one such example. Many raths are circular or oval in shape 

but they can occur as D- shaped, pear- shaped and sub-rectangular-shaped enclosures. Ringforts were not 

simple isolated homesteads and should be considered within their contemporary settlement landscape, 

which would have consisted of unenclosed settlements, farms and fields, routeways and natural resources. 

3.2.3. Medieval Period (late 12th century to early 16th century) 

Henry II arrived in Ireland in 1132 and appointed Strongbow as tenant-in-charge in Leinster. He in turn 

granted land in the Celbridge area to Adam de Hereford, a Norman knight and conqueror of North Kildare. 

He set about making the lands he was granted secure and profitable. De Hereford granted land and houses 

to his tenants. They in turn had to work on the lord’s demesne as payment for the lands they received. 

Thomas de Hereford, brother of Adam, erected the corn and tuck mill of Kildrought close to the well of St 

Mochua early in the 13th century. Tenants brought their corn to the mill to be ground and their wool to be 

woven. The growth of the town and community of Celbridge began to develop around the church, castle 

and mill. 

The earliest reference to a castle in Celbridge is in Castletown in 1403 (Bradley 1986, Bo. 2, 130; Tresham 

1828, 167). Since there are no earlier references, it is likely that the castle was constructed after the Earl 

of Kildare, Maurice FitzThomas, gained possession of Celbridge in 1397-9. The castle stood to the north of 
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Celbridge in what became known as Castletown townland. It was described as 'a hall built after the Irish or 

country manner, covered with straw' (13 PRI rep. DK, 211 no. 4181). 

Several other castles were in the surrounding area at Posseckstown, Simmonstown (RMP KD011-019), 

Templemills and St Wolstan’s. By 1314, Kildrought (Celbridge) was termed a town when one Thomas Le 

Waleys was charged at Naas court with damaging houses there (Costello 1988). 

Among the medieval ecclesiastical establishments in County Kildare, the Priory of St Wolstan’s (RMP KE011-

014) is ranked second in importance only to Monasterevin Abbey. It was founded in 1202 for the canons 

of the order of St Victor by Richard and Adam de Hereford (Doohan 1985). 

De Hereford granted to Richard, first Prior, the lands of the River Liffey and the church of Donaghcumper, 

which existed before the foundation of the monastery. The first phase of building at St Wolstan’s was 

commonly called scala caeli, the ‘steps of heaven’ (Doohan 1985; Jordan 2001). In subsequent centuries, 

the monastery prospered and gained control of large areas of land in Celbridge, Straffan and Lucan. St 

Wolstan’s Priory was a busy establishment for 334 years, during which time it held control of many 

churches in the area. 

The dissolution of St Wolstan’s in 1536 predated the campaign for the widespread suppression of Ireland’s 

monasteries. In May 1536, Sir John Alen, Master of the Rolls, secured a promise of the grant of St Wolstan’s 

before his return to Dublin. The news of the intended dissolution of the house spread quickly, and, on 26 

June, the Prior and brethren of St Wolstan’s wrote to Thomas Cromwell, Privy Seal, stating that they 

understood that the king had agreed to suppress their monastery and give it to Sir John Alen. A supplication 

was presented to the king in favour of the house, and the prior and his community begged Cromwell to 

support it, promising that they would pray for him as one of their most special benefactors. Despite this 

plea, the suppression was enacted on 15 September 1536. On 28 October, Richard Weston, the last Prior, 

was ‘seized of the site by the Liffey with gardens, four watermills, four rectories, etc.’ The priory’s lands 

included property in Straffan, Irishtown, Kildrought and Donaghcumper totalling 1,000 acres, with many 

messuages and cottages. The total value amounted to approximately £41, but many of its appurtenances 

were not valued, no doubt having been laid waste as a result of the rebellion in 1534–35 (Lyons 1992-

1993). On December 1, 1536, the Priory of St Wolstan’s and the manor of Kildrought, with their 

appurtenances, were granted to Sir John Alen. By an Act of 1536, provision was made for the comfortable 

living of Richard Weston, the last Prior for the duration of his life. The act also entrusted certain lands to 

Gerald Aylmer and Thomas Luttrell from which an annual sum of £4 was to be assigned for the use of 

Weston (Boylan 1996-1997). 

Alen immediately took up residence at St Wolstan’s, which thereafter became known as Alenscourt. Apart 

from his grant of St Wolstan’s, Alen also received a lease of the castle and manor of Leixlip and lands in the 
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surrounding area that had been in the possession of the attainted James Fitzgerald. In 1545, Alen obtained 

a lease of further properties in the hinterland. Sir Alen was promoted to the most important post in the 

Dublin government, Lord Chancellor of the Exchequer, but was also richly rewarded with a substantial 

estate as a direct result of the Dissolution of the Monasteries, having played a key role in the commission 

for the execution of this task. The second dimension to the suppression campaign, that of rewarding loyal 

officials for services rendered, was thus instrumental in the granting of St Wolstan’s Priory to Sir John Alen 

in 1536 (Lyons 1992–93). All that remains of the priory today are part of a tower and three gate houses. 

3.2.4. Post-Medieval Period 

The old parish of Kildrought consisted of only four townlands. The townlands of Kildrought and Moortown 

were very extensive and included the present townland of Celbridge itself. According to the population 

survey undertaken in the mid-17th century as part of the Down Survey of 1654–1656 (Figure 3), the 

population of Kildrought parish numbered one hundred and two. Parish land was owned by nine families, 

most of it in the possession of the Dongans of Castletown, the Walshs of Moortown and the Alens of St 

Wolstan’s. 

 

Figure 3 Approximate study area location on the Down Survey map of County Kildare 

There were approximately 200 acres of common land in the parish, mainly in the present townlands of 

Oakley Park and Oldtown, and probably also in the townlands of Commons, Commons Lower and Commons 

Upper. This common land gave tenants the right to graze cattle, sheep, horses and fowl in the area (right of 
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pasturage) depending upon the size of their holdings (soum or stinting). During the 17th century, Kildrought 

had a stone malt house, two corn mills (SMR KD011-037, KD011-038), one cloth mill and a stone bridge over 

the Liffey (Doohan 1985; Jordan 2001). 

With the ending of the Williamite Wars in the late 17th century, Ireland entered a new era of relative political 

calm; from 1641 until the Rebellion of 1798 there were few dramatic events and almost a century of peace 

(Casey and Rowan 1993). Without concern for defence, landowners commenced the building of new 

mansions, and an era of experimentation of new architectural styles and larger, more comfortable houses 

became the norm. This is exemplified by the construction of the Castletown House, Ireland’s first and largest 

Palladian style house which is located within the study area to the northeast. The transformation of the 

landscape in the 18th century is clear from Taylor’s 1783 map of Kildare (Figure 4). 

 

Figure 4 Alexander Taylor’s map of the County of Kildare, 1783 

The River Liffey played a significant part in the development of the designed landscape in the study area. 

The large estate houses of Castletown, Donaghcumper, St Wolstan’s and Celbridge Abbey (in the northeast 
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of the study area) utilised the riverine setting, together with Killadoon (also spelt Kiladoon in the County 

Development Plan) in the southwest which has extensive riverine outlook.  

The large demesnes encompassed complex and elaborate gardens and parkland that were delimited from 

the rest of the countryside by boundaries and walls and incorporated the river. Demesnes evolved as 

separate social and economic areas and their distinctive layouts – incorporating farmland, gardens, woods 

and buildings – were designed to express a particular aesthetic quality. The term landscape is derived from 

the Dutch landscape paintings and came into common usage during the late 17th century. Landowners were 

becoming increasingly aware that the countryside around their houses could be ‘designed’ on a large scale. 

Although demesnes usually retained their primary function as home farms, the process of landscape 

ornamentation, initially in the formal and later in the informal styles, dramatically affected their size and 

layout during the 18th and 19th centuries. This designing of the landscape was emulated to a limited extent 

by smaller properties. 

In the north-eastern corner of the study area is the internationally important estate of Castletown which is 

located on the northern banks of the River Liffey, with the estates of St Wolstan’s and Donaghcumper 

located along the southern bank. These adjoining designed landscapes engender demesne landscape 

character on the eastern side of Celbridge. The demesnes of Castletown, Donaghcumper and St Wolstan’s 

form part of a protected area within the Kildare Development Plan, which include important views into and 

out of the demesnes. 

3.3. Previous Archaeological Excavations in the Environs 

While many archaeological investigations have been previously carried out within the route selection study 

area, the majority have been were carried out in either the centre of the town of Celbridge or within the 

Castletown Demesne. No archaeological investigations are note on the ‘Excavations’ database within the 

footprint of the route options. 

Of the excavations that have taken place in the vicinity of Celbridge, however, significant remnants of Bronze 

Age, early medieval and post-medieval activity have been uncovered. The excavation evidence has been 

discussed in more detail within Section 3.2 and all are described in Appendix 4. 

3.4. Stray Finds 

The Topographical Files of the National Museum of Ireland (NMI) identify recorded stray finds (artefacts) 

held in the archive of the museum. The finds, which have been donated to the State in accordance with 

national monuments legislation, are provenanced to townland, and the files sometimes include reports on 

excavations undertaken by NMI archaeologists earlier in the 20th century. Access to these files was not 
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possible due to Covid-19 restrictions in place at the time of writing. A list of stray finds for the townlands in 

the study area was however provided by the NMI upon request. 

The stray finds identified in the study area date from the prehistoric period to the post medieval period. 

Newtown appears to be a significant find spot. 

Table 1 Stray Finds Identified Within the Route Selection Study Area 

Townland 
No. of stray 

finds  
Details  

Celbridge 4 1 brass axe head; 1 silver thistle brooch; 1 iron key; 1 ceramic tile 

Donaghcumper 2 1 stone head; 1 slate 

Newtown 33 

1 bronze axe head; 1 bronze ringed pin, 1 bronze brooch; 1 bronze 
spearhead; 1 lead weight, 1 clay pipe, 1 animal remains, 2 glass, 19 pottery 
sherds, 1 copper alloy stirrup, 1 copper alloy object, 1 copper alloy sheet 
metal, 2 copper alloy mounts 

Oldtown 9 3 pottery sherds, 4 human burials, 1 bowl, 1 charcoal sample 

St Wolstan’s 2 
1 bronze curb-bit horse mouthpieces, 1 iron cheek-pieces from the 

sixteenth–seventeenth century  

3.5. Place-Name Evidence 

The toponymy of an area can be a valuable indicator of the type of cultural heritage within it. Place-names 

can sometimes be an invaluable source of information not only on the topography, land ownership, and 

land use within the landscape, but also on the history, archaeological monuments and folklore associated 

with a place. Sources examined for place-name meanings include Logainm.ie, the Placenames Database of 

Ireland, Joyce’s Irish Names of Places (3 vols., 1869-1913) and the Ordnance Survey Name Books and Letters, 

which were published between 1824 and 1842 as part of the first complete mapping survey of Ireland. 

The route options pass through ten townlands (Table 2), which fall within the parishes of Donaghcumper, 

Lyons, Kildrought and Killadoon in the Baronies of South Salt and North Salt in County Kildare. 

Townlands are land divisions that form a unique feature in the Irish landscape; their origins can be of great 

antiquity and many are of pre-Norman date. They existed well before the establishment of parishes or 

counties. Townland boundaries can take the form of natural boundaries or routeways as well as artificially 

constructed earthen banks and ditch divisions. They are predominantly formed of substantial boundaries 

which are usually distinguishable from standard field division boundaries. 

Townland names within the route options comprise of a combination of Gaelic Irish names which have been 

phonetically anglicised, and English names of Anglo-Norman origin. The Gaelic Irish names describe the area 

in the early medieval period, prior to the settlement of Celbridge by the Anglo-Normans. Celbridge derives 

from ‘Kildrought’, itself an anglicisation of ‘Cill droichead’, the church at the bridge, or vice versa. 

Donaghcumper derives from ‘Domhnach Comair’; where ‘domhnach’ means church (the Irish for Sunday 
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derives from the same word) and ‘Comair’ likely means ‘meeting place’. The English names relate to the 

land use and principal landholders of the area in the medieval period. The place name origins and meanings 

of the townlands in the study area are provided in Table 2. 

Table 2 Place-Names Within the Route Options 

Townland Parish Barony 
Origin  Placename origin / meaning (Logainm.ie, 

Joyce, 1869-1913  

Ballymakealy 

Lower 

Killadoon North Salt Irish Possibly Baile Mhic Caollaí Íochtarach – 

the town / settlement of the Slim Son of 

Íochtara 

Ballymakealy 

Upper 

Killadoon North Salt Irish Possibly Baile Mhic Caollaí Íochtarach – 

the town / settlement of the Slim Son of 

Íochtara 

Celbridge Abbey Donaghcumper South Salt Irish Mainistir Chill Droichid – Celbridge Abbey 

Celbridge Abbey Kildrought North Salt Irish Mainistir Chill Droichid – Celbridge Abbey 

Commons Donaghcumper South Salt Anglo- 

Norman 

Common land 

Commons 

Lower 

Lyons South Salt Anglo- 

Norman 

Common land 

Killadoon Killadoon North Salt Irish Possibly Chill an Duáin – the church of 

Duáin o the Doon element may refer to 

Dún meaning fort 

Loughlinstown Donaghcumper South Salt Irish Possibly Baile Mhaoileachlainn – the town 

/ settlement of Bald Lachlann 

Newtown Donaghcumper South Salt English New town 

Oakley Park Kildrought North Salt English Oakley Park 

Simmonstown Donaghcumper South Salt English A family name 

- Donaghcumper South Salt Irish Domhnach Comair – church / Sunday 

meeting place 

- Kildrought North Salt Irish Cill droichead – church bridge 

- Killadoon North Salt Irish Cill droichead – church bridge 

- Lyons South Salt Irish Possibly from Liatháin – Grey Hills 

  North Salt Anglo- 

Norman 

Saltus salmonis – Salmon Leap. The Latin 

name for the Old Norse for Leixlip – Lax-

hlaup 

  South Salt Anglo- 

Norman 

Saltus salmonis – Salmon Leap. The Latin 

name for the Old Norse for Leixlip – Lax-

hlaup 
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Figure 5 Townlands within the study area 

3.6. Townland Boundaries 

The route options pass through ten townlands a number of which have boundaries that also form part of 

barony boundaries. Townland boundaries can take the form of natural topographical features (such as 

rivers) or routeways but are predominantly formed by well-built artificially constructed earthen bank and 

ditch divisions. Boundaries that demarcate the townland are often distinguishable from standard field 

division boundaries. There are 62,000 townlands in Ireland, grouped into civil parishes, then counties and 

finally provinces. In a linear development it will be impossible to avoid an impact on such boundaries.  

The townlands that the route options pass through are listed in Table 2 above. The associated boundaries 

are generally formed by hedgerows and deep drainage ditches, watercourses or roads. The River Liffey is a 

major landscape feature within this area and it forms the barony boundary between North Salt and South 

Salt. 
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4. INVENTORY OF CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSETS ALONG THE ROUTE OPTIONS 

4.1. Introduction 

The relevant cultural heritage assets are described in detail in the inventories below (Sections 4.2 and 4.3). 

These include designated cultural heritage assets (Section 4.2) recorded in the Record of Monuments and 

Places (RMP) and the Sites and Monuments Record (SMR). The inventory in Section 4.2.2 contain RMP / 

SMR sites located within 250m of a proposed route corridor’s centreline. 

The sites are listed in the inventories by their designated RMP / SMR number, followed by site type, grid 

reference (ITM) and townland location. The RMP / SMR number consists of two parts: the number of the 

six-inch sheet on which the site is located followed by the number of the individual site / monument / 

building. A county code, in this case KD for Kildare is included. A unique ID reference and number signifying 

designated cultural heritage assets has also been ascribed to each site for use on the accompanying 

mapping (Figures 6 to 8), namely archaeological heritage (AH1, AH2, etc.). 

Separate inventories were also compiled for undesignated cultural heritage sites (Section 4.3), as follows: 

• In Section 4.3.1, possible archaeological sites or areas of archaeological potential within 250m 

(e.g. identified through aerial photographic or cartographic analysis, geophysical survey); 

• In Section 4.3.2, previously unknown non-archaeological (above-ground) sites or features of 

cultural heritage interest within 100m; and   

These undesignated cultural heritage sites were given an identification reference, i.e. AP for possible 

archaeological sites or areas of archaeological potential, CH for other non-archaeological undesignated 

cultural heritage sites. Each identification reference is followed by a unique identification number (e.g. AP1, 

CH1 etc.). 

During the fieldwork, the general landscape was observed with regard to archaeological potential to help 

ascertain the potential impact of each route and the proposed options for river crossings were visited. 

Further field survey work will be required at EIA stage, once a preferred route has been selected. 

Measurements were taken from the edge of the indicative footprint of the route option(s) road landtake 

to the edge of the archaeological feature measured (in metres). In the case of an upstanding ringfort, for 

example, the distance would be measured from the edge of the earthworks. Where a recorded monument 

has no upstanding or mapped remains, the approximate distance is measured from the edge of the circles 

indicating locations of archaeological sites and monuments on the statutory RMP maps or from the Historic 

Environment Viewer (HEV) available from www.archaeology.ie. 
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4.2. Designated Cultural Heritage Sites 

4.2.1. World Heritage Sites and National Monuments 

There are no structures of archaeological or architectural heritage within the study are that are designated 

World Heritage Sites or that are on the World Heritage Tentative List. 

There are no national monuments in state ownership or state guardianship or in the vested care of the local 

authority within the study area. 

4.2.2. Inventory of Recorded Monuments (RMP / SMR) Sites Within 250m 

To follow is an inventory of 10 RMP / SMR sites located within 250m of the route options. Included in these 

sites are two barrows, a 17th century house, two mills, two castles and three enclosures. 

Unique ID No. AH1 

Reference Number  KD011-066 

Legal Status SMR (Scheduled for inclusion in the next revision of the RMP) 

Townland Celbridge Abbey 

Site Type  Barrow – ditch barrow 

ITM  6962 43, 731914 

Description  Situated on flat poorly drained grassland with ditch barrow (KD011-067) approx. 50m to NNE. 
Depicted as a small grove of trees on first ed. OS 6-inch map and as a small circular enclosure 
on the revised ed. of the OS 6-inch map. Low circular-shaped rise of ground or low mound 
(approx. diam. 16m) defined by a shallow fosse (approx. Wth 2m). It is visible as a cropmark on 
Google Earth imagery (2009). 

The barrow site is within a gently undulating field bound by the River Liffey to the south and 
west. At the time of the field inspection, the field was under crop, and as such, it was not 
possible to gain any further information about the site. The low lying nature of the topography 
and the presence of the river would be the type of landscape typical for barrow sites.  

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Google Earth 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Images  
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Google Earth image of barrows KD011-066 & KD011-067, 2009 

 
Barrows depicted on first edition 6-inch OS map, 1836 

 
Barrows depicted on25-inch OS map, 1908 

 
View of the location of the barrow site, noting the low lying nature of the field 
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Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 c. 23m (from edge of cropmark) No impact 

A c. 19m (from edge of cropmark) No impact 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AH2 

Reference Number  KD011-067 

Legal Status SMR (Scheduled for inclusion in the next revision of the RMP) 

Townland Celbridge Abbey 

Site Type  Barrow – ditch barrow 

ITM  696287, 731956 

Description  Situated on flat poorly drained grassland, with ditch barrow (KD011-066) approx. 50m to SSW. 
Depicted as a small grove of trees on first ed. OS 6-inch map and as a small irregular-shaped 
enclosure on the revised ed. of the OS 6-inch map. Low circular-shaped rise of ground or low 
mound (approx. diam. 13m) defined by a shallow fosse (approx. Wth 2m). 

As with KD011-066, at the time of the field inspection, the field was under crop, and as such, it 
was not possible to gain any further information about the site.  

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Google Earth 

Images  See AH1 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 c. 90m (from edge of cropmark) No impact 

A c. 90m (from edge of cropmark) No impact 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AH3 

Reference Number  KD011-026 

Legal Status RMP 

Townland Celbridge Abbey 

Site Type  House – 17th century 

ITM  696544, 732206 

Description  A house is depicted at this location on Taylor’s map of Kildare (1783). The First Edition 6-inch 
OS map (1836) depicts it as a simple L-shaped structure, but extensions and ancillary structures 
were added in the 19th century as depicted in the 25-inch OS map (1908). The area was 
developed in the late 20th century, with no above ground trace surviving. There is an error in 
the description of this site on the Historic Environment Viewer at www.archaeology.ie where 
it describes Celbridge Abbey (NIAH 11805074). It is possible that the error is in the co-ordinates 
and that that recorded monument is in fact Celbridge Abbey. 

Sources  www.osi.ie, www.archaeology.ie, Killanin and Duignan 1967, 160; Bence-Jones 1978, 81 
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Images  

 
Recorded monument and Celbridge Abbey on Taylor’s map of Kildare, 1783 

 
House depicted on 25-inch OS map, 1908 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B c. 170m No impact 

C c. 170m No impact 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AH4 

Reference Number  KD011-037 

Legal Status SMR (Scheduled for inclusion in the next revision of the RMP) 

Townland Newtown 

Site Type  Mill - unclassified 

ITM  696667, 732117 

Description  According to Fitzgerald (1909-11, 520-21), the site marked 'Terrils Ca. (KD011-019) and Mills' 
on Taylor's 1783 Map of County Kildare was subsequently occupied by the 'Temple Mills' which 
are shown on the first edition 6-inch OS map (1836). He quotes a description of the mill and its 
appurtenances from the Civil Survey of 1654; 'Mrs. Mabel Aylmer, Irish Papist, is the owner of 
"Tyrrells Mill" and two acres of land, which are valued for letting purposes at £16 a year. … 
There is one Corne Mill and one Cloth Mill (KD011-038) upon the premises, but they are both 
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ruined and waste' . Simington’s (1952) publication of the Civil Survey does not show such an 
entry, but it is clear from cartographic evidence that a mill existed at this location. 

It is also recorded in the Kildare Industrial Archaeology Heritage Survey (KIAHS ref.: 011-020) 
which notes that the Temple Mills are probably identical to the cotton mills and power loom 
described by Lewis (1837). The proximity to Celbridge Abbey may suggest an 18th /early 19th 
century mill founded at the site of an established former mill / mill-race. 

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Taylor 1783, Simington 1952, Fitzgerald 1909-11, Kildare 
Industrial Archaeology Heritage Survey, Lewis 1837 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Images  

 
Temple Mills on First Edition 6-Inch OS map,  

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B c. 143m No impact 

C c. 143m No impact 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AH5 

Reference Number  KD011-038 

Legal Status SMR (Scheduled for inclusion in the next revision of the RMP) 

Townland Newtown 

Site Type  Mill – unclassified 

ITM  696666, 732120 

Description  According to Fitzgerald (1909-11, 520-21) the site marked 'Terrils Ca. (KD011-019) and Mills' on 
Taylor's 1783 Map of County Kildare was subsequently occupied by the 'Temple Mills' which 
are shown on the first edition 6-inch OS map (1836). He quotes a description of the mill and its 
appurtenances from the Civil Survey of 1654; 'Mrs. Mabel Aylmer, Irish Papist, is the owner of 
"Tyrrells Mill" and two acres of land, which are valued for letting purposes at £16 a year. … 
There is one Corne Mill (KD011-037) and one Cloth Mill upon the premises, but they are both 
ruined and waste'. Simington’s (1952) publication of the Civil Survey does not show such an 
entry, but it is clear from cartographic evidence that a mill existed at this location. 

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Taylor 1783, Simington 1952, Fitzgerald 1909-11. 

Images  See AH4 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B c. 143m No impact 

C c. 143m No impact 

C-E N/A N/A 
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E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AH6 

Reference Number  KD011-019 

Legal Status RMP 

Townland Newtown 

Site Type  Castle – tower house 

ITM  696775, 732014 

Description  According to Fitzgerald (1909-11, 520-21), the site marked 'Terrils Ca. (castle) and Mills' on 
Taylor's 1783 Map of County Kildare was subsequently occupied by the 'Temple Mills' which 
are shown on the first edition 6-inch OS map (1836). He quotes a description of the mill and its 
appurtenances from the Civil Survey of 1654; 'Mrs. Mabel Aylmer, Irish Papist, is the owner of 
"Tyrrells Mill" and two acres of land, which are valued for letting purposes at £16 a year. … 
There is one castle upon the aforesaid two acres of land which in the year 1640 was valued to 
be worth £100, but since being ruined, is now valued at £5.' Fitzgerald concludes, 'Of Tyrrell's 
Castle there are now no remains', but he supplies a drawing of the castle by S. Walker in 1778 
which shows a narrow rectangular building with a projecting corner tower (RMP files). 

In fact, Taylor’s map is labelled ‘Terrils Ca. & Mills Ca. Rs.’, meaning Terrill’s Castle and Mills 
Castle Ruins. The map is therefore indicating two castles, one of which is clearly depicted on 
Taylor’s map and which corresponds with castle KD011-016 which is depicted on the first 
edition 6-inch OS map. It is not clear from Taylor’s map where the second one was located but 
the name would suggest it was close to Temple Mill. 

It would also appear from the Civil Survey that the proprieter was in fact Lady Allen of St. 
Wolstan’s, Irish Papist. The Civil Survey notes that ‘There is one little Castle upon the lands of 
Simonstowne Aforesaid wch was valued to be worth twenty pounds in the yeare 1640 butt 
being since burned is now valued to be worth ten pounds’ (Simington 1952). 

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Taylor 1783, Simington 1952, Fitzgerald 1909-11. 
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‘Terril’s Castle’ and ‘Mill’s Castle’ depicted on Taylors map of Kildare, 1783 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B c. 140m No impact 

C c. 140m No impact 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 
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Unique ID No. AH7 

Reference Number  KD011-063 

Legal Status SMR (Scheduled for inclusion in the next revision of the RMP) 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  Enclosure 

ITM  697288, 732263 

Description  Aerial imagery shows an enclosure of c. 50m diameter, possibly with a second external ditch 
visible on the south-east. A housing estate was constructed across the north-east edge of the 
monument in c. 2005, but there is no record on the ‘Excavations’ database of archaeological 
investigations having taken place on the site. 

The site is located in a low lying field under crop at the time of the field inspection. There is no 
above ground visibility or low relief indications of the subsurface site.  

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Google Earth, www.excavations.ie 
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Google Earth image of enclosure, 2018 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E c. 64m (from edge of cropmark) No impact 

E c. 11m (from edge of cropmark) No impact 

 

Unique ID No. AH8 

Reference Number  KD011-029 

Legal Status RMP 

Townland Enclosure 

Site Type  Simmonstown 

ITM  697410, 732037 

Description  Visible on a GSI aerial photograph (W 467-6) as the cropmark of a possible enclosure. On level 
pasture in a stud farm c. 200m west of a castle (KD011-016) and c. 250m southwest of a 
possible enclosure (KD011-030). No visible surface traces survive. 

The site is located in a low lying field of grazing pasture, the ground was rough underfoot and 
generally uneven. There is no above ground visibility or low relief indications of the subsurface 
site. 
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View north of the site of the enclosure 

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie 

Images   

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B c. 225m No impact 

C c. 146m No impact 

C-E c. 43m No impact 

E c. 20m No impact 

 

Unique ID No. AH9 

Reference Number  KD011-016 

Legal Status RMP 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  Castle - unclassified 

ITM  697561, 732000 

Description  Recorded in the Ordnance Survey Letters (Herity 2002, 9) as, '… a Castle in ruins, of which a 
great part is remaining.' On level pasture. The ruins were burnt c. 1980 and subsequently 
removed, leaving no visible surface trace of the monument (SMR file). Some sub-surface 
features may, however, survive. 

It is depicted on Taylor’s map of Kildare (1783) and appears to be one of either Terril’s Castle 
or Mills Castle. 

The site of the castle is on a northeast to southwest running road of single carriage laneway. 
The northeastern end of the laneway is overgrown and no longer in use, and the southwestern 
end provides access to a vernacular structure. The structure is on the western side of the lane. 
It comprises a single-storey three-bay dwelling with a pitched slate roof, a porch, and 
replacement windows. The roof is a relatively modern addition; there is a slight slope in its 
pitch, suggesting that it replaced an earlier thatched roof. The structure's symmetry is 
disproportionate, with the third bay at a remove from the main door and the chimney line in 
between. Its unusual configuration may indicate that the house may have reused an earlier 
structure, such as a castle. However, this is speculation and access to the interior, and further 
investigation would be required. There is a modern shed built onto the southern end of the 
dwelling. 

Across the lane and facing the house is a small single-roomed shed. The pitch of the original 
roof in the rear wall also suggests a former thatched building.  

The field surrounding the house is a low level field of grazing pasture divided into paddocks. 

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Herity 2002 
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‘Terril’s Castle’ and ‘Mill’s Castle’ depicted on Taylors map of Kildare, 1783 

 

Façade of the Vernacular Structure note the disproportion of the bays 

 

View inside the shed with the raised roof 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B N/A N/A 
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C c. 198m No impact 

C-E c. 172m No impact 

E Within route option Potentially moderate / significant 

 

Unique ID No. AH10 

Reference Number  KD011-030 

Legal Status RMP 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  Enclosure 

ITM  697600, 732127 

Description  Visible on a GSI aerial photograph (W 467-6) as the cropmark of a possible circular enclosure. 
On level pasture in a stud farm c. 100m north of a castle (KD011-016) and c. 250m northeast of 
a possible earthwork site (KD011-029). No visible surface traces survive. 

A housing estate was developed at the site in the mid-2000’s and there is no record available 
on the ‘Excavations’ database of an archaeological investigation having been undertaken there. 

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie, Google Earth, www.excavations.ie 
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Location of enclosure 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E Within route option Potentially slight 

 

4.3. Undesignated Cultural Heritage Sites 

4.3.1. Inventory of Possible Archaeological Sites and Sites / Areas of Archaeological Potential 

Unique ID No. AP1 

Reference Number  None 
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Legal Status N/A 

Townland Killadoon 

Site Type  Possible barrow 

ITM  695648, 732207 

Description  A small circular enclosure containing trees is depicted at this location on the 25-inch OS map 
(1908) and the last edition 6-inch OS map (1940). It was levelled in the 20th century, but appears 
as a cropmark on Google Earth imagery (2012). It is located c. 50m from the Killadoon / 
Ballymakealy Lower townland boundary. Historic mapping shows that this boundary was 
formerly marked by a tree-lined field boundary, but this division was removed in the 20th 
century. 

Sources  www.osi.ie 
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Possible barrow on 25-inch OS map, 1908 

 
Possible barrow on Google Earth imagery, 2012 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 
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A1 Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

A c. 200m No impact 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AP2 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Celbridge Abbey 

Site Type  Possible barrow 

ITM  696044, 731989 

Description  A possible barrow is visible in Google Earth aerial imagery (2020). It is located c. 212m west of 
recorded possible barrows KD011-066 and KD011-067 in the adjacent field. 

Sources  www.osi.ie, Google Earth 
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Possible barrow on Google Earth imagery, 2020 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

A c. 58m No impact 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AP3 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 
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Townland Celbridge Abbey 

Site Type  Enclosures/ possible barrows 

ITM  696314, 731894 

Description  Three irregular enclosures are depicted on historic mapping adjacent to recorded monuments 
KD011-066 and KD011-067 (barrows). Two are triangular shaped and one is rectangular, and 
they are shown in the first edition 6-inch OS map containing trees. It is possible, given the 
presence of two recorded monuments, that these enclosures marked the locations of other 
barrows which had become overgrown and were simply enclosed in the 19th century. The field 
in which they are located overlooks a bend in the River Liffey which may have attracted 
prehistoric ritual activity. 

The enclosures are all visible on Google Earth imagery as crop marks, although there is no 
obvious trace in the interior of these enclosures to indicate barrows or other monuments. A 
geophysical survey would provide more information for this potential site. 

Sources  www.osi.ie, Google Earth 
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Irregular enclosures on first edition 6-inch OS map, 1836 
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Irregular enclosures on Google Earth image, 2009 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

A Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AP4 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Celbridge Abbey/ Newtown 

Site Type  Riverine potential 

ITM  696554, 731717; 696757, 732322; 696934, 732536 

Description  The River Liffey, its tributaries and environs are considered to be of archaeological potential; 
any crossing of the river should consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or 
industrial heritage features in their vicinity (for example, sites from early prehistoric fish traps 
to medieval mill or bridge remnants etc.). It also represents townland, parish and barony 
boundaries. 

Route Options A1 and A cross the River Liffey at the shallows of a dramatic bend in the river 
which may have attracted prehistoric ritual activity. A weir is located approximately 67m 
downstream from this point. This weir is associated with the millrace which served Temple 
Mills (RMP KD011-037, KD011-038;KDIAH ref.: 011-020). It is possible that milling in this 
location dated to the medieval period, as ‘Tyrell’s Mill’ had been in a ruinous state at the time 
of the Civil Survey in 1654, but as a slightly different alignment is shown between the first 
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editions -6-inch OS map (1836) and the 25-inch map (1908), any earlier fabric will have been 
altered or removed. 

Although historic mapping and aerial photography of the proposed river crossing of Route 
Options B and C do not suggest any specific features of cultural heritage interest, there is an 
inherent archaeological potential associated with the watercourse, and unknown features may 
survive in this area. 

Another weir is located in the footprint of Options C-E and E. This weir is associated with a 
canalised section of the River Liffey (KDIAH ref.: 011-01614) which runs through the ground of 
Celbridge Abbey towards the town and the Woolen Factory / Celbridge Mills. The canal was 
built in c. 1775 as part of the Celbridge Abbey estate. The Rock Bridge (NIAH 11805078; KDIAH 
ref.: 011-01610), an 18th century footbridge over the River Liffey associated with Celbridge 
Abbey demesne, is located c. 33m downstream. Another footbridge (NIAH 11805079; KDIAH 
ref.: 011-01612) and a sluice (NIAH 11805080; KDIAH ref.: 011-01613) are also located along 
the canal / millrace. 

The proposed crossing point for Route Options C-E and E is at the site of a weir and millrace 
(CH2) associated with Celbridge Abbey. The millrace was canalised through the grounds of 
Celbridge Abbey in the 18th century, but it is possible that subsurface or underwater features 
related to earlier exploitation of the river survive. 

Sources  www.osi.ie, www.archaeology.ie, Google Earth, www.buildingsofireland.ie, Kildare Industrial 
Archaeological Heritage Survey 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Images  

 
River crossing for Options A1 & A with weir and millrace to north (Google Earth 2020) 
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River crossing for Options B & C (Google Earth 2021) 

 
River crossings for Options C-E and E (Google Earth 2021) 

 
 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

A Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

B Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

C Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

C-E Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

E Within route option Moderate impact on any previously unknown 
archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 
may be present 

 

Unique ID No. AP5 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  House – 19th century 

ITM  696656, 731705 

Description  The first edition 6-inch OS map depicts a house at this location with an irregular L-shaped 
footprint following the angle created by the Newtown Road and the Suffista River. It was no 
longer present by the time of the 25-inch OS map survey of 1908. It is possible that subsurface 
remains of this structure survive. 

Sources  www.osi.ie 
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House site depicted on first edition 6-inch OS map, 1836 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 Within route option Slight impact on any subsurface remains that 
may be present 

A Within route option Slight impact on any subsurface remains that 
may be present 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AP6 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Simmonstown/ Newtown 

Site Type  Structure 

ITM  696803, 732249 

Description  A structure is depicted at this location on the first edition 6-inch OS map (1836) on the east 
side of the Newtown Road. The road widens at this location, giving the appearance of a yard 
or layby surrounded on three sides by this structure. It may have had an industrial function as 
it is a similar size and shape to a structure at Temple Mills 133m southwest. It was removed 
some time in the 19th century and was no longer present by the time of the 25-inch OS survey 
(1908). 

Sources  www.osi.ie 
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Structure depicted close to Temple Mills on first edition 6-inch OS map, 1836 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B Within route option Slight impact on any subsurface remains that 
may be present 

C Within route option Slight impact on any subsurface remains that 
may be present 

C-E c. 228m No impact 

E c. 228m No impact 

 

Unique ID No. AP7 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  Pump / well 

ITM  697374, 731724 

Description  A pump is shown at this location on the 25-inch OS map (1908) and on the last edition 6-inch 
map of 1940. 

Sources  www.osi.ie 
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Pump depicted on 25-inch OS map, 1908 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 c. 152m No impact 

A c. 152m No impact 

B c. 99m No impact 

C c. 25m No impact 

C-E c. 48m No impact 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AP8 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  Structures 

ITM  697592, 731705 

Description  A small, trapezoidal enclosure, measuring approximately 17m across and containing two 
buildings, is depicted at this location in the first edition 6-inch OS map (1836). It may have been 
a small farmstead. It was no longer depicted in the 25-inch OS map (1908). The site is 
overgrown with trees and remains of the structures may survive beneath the canopy. 

Sources  www.osi.ie, Google Earth 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Images  

 
Structures depicted in a small yard on the first edition 6-inch OS map, 1836 
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Site of structures under vegetation on Google Earth (2021) 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 c. 240m No impact 

A c. 240m No impact 

B c. 240m No impact 

C c. 15m No impact 

C-E c. 15m No impact 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. AP9 

Reference Number  None 

Legal Status N/A 

Townland Simmonstown 

Site Type  Structures 

ITM  697630, 732018 

Description  A cluster of three buildings is depicted at this location on the first edition 6-inch OS map (1836). 
They are likely houses or ancillary buildings associated with the adjacent castle (RMP KD011-
016), albeit of unknown date. They are no longer upstanding.  

Sources  www.archaeology.ie, www.osi.ie 
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Cluster of buildings on first edition 6-inch OS map, 1836 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 
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A N/A N/A 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E Within route option Slight / moderate impact on any previously 
unknown archaeological sites, features, or 
deposits that may be present. 

4.3.2. Inventory of Undesignated Non-Archaeological Cultural Heritage Features within 100m of the route 

options  

Unique ID No. CH1 

Reference Number  KIAHS ref.: 011-021 

Legal Status None 

Townland Newtown / Simmonstown 

Site Type  Bridge 

ITM  696633, 731711 

Description  Pausdeen Bridge, or Suffista Bridge, carries the Newtown Road over the Suffista River, a small 
tributary of the River Liffey. ‘Pausdeen’ may come from the Irish páistín (the diminutive form 
of páiste, or child), referring to the fact that the Suffista River is a tributary of the River Liffey. 

The road shows signs of straightening and widening southwards from Temple Mills - any bridge 
is likely to date to / contain elements from c.1740 to early 19th century. The Anglo-Norman 
character of the surrounding place-names and the fact that the stream forms the townland 
boundary may indicate the former existence of an established crossing point here throughout 
the medieval period, and thus the possibility of older surviving fabric / elements in the bridge. 

The road and the river are depicted on Taylor’s map of Kildare (1783), but it is unclear if there 
was a bridge on the site. It was labelled ‘Suffista Br.’ on the second edition 6-inch OS map of 
1870 but more recent maps show it as Pausdeen Bridge. 

While historic fabric survives on the east parapet, the western parapet has been reconstructed. 

Sources  www.osi.ie, Kildare Industrial Archaeological Heritage Survey, Google Street View, 
www.logainm.ie 
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Site of bridge on Taylor’s map of Kildare, 1783 
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Pausdeen Bridge depicted on 25-inch OS map, 1908 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 Within route option Slight impact 

A Within route option Slight impact 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E N/A N/A 

E N/A N/A 

 

Unique ID No. CH2 

Reference Number  KDIAH ref.: 011-01614 

Legal Status None 

Townland Celbridge Abbey 

Site Type  Weir and millrace 

ITM  696912, 732552 

Description  A weir is located in the footprint of Options C-E and E. This weir is associated with a canalised 
section of the River Liffey (KDIAH ref.: 011-01614) which runs through the ground of Celbridge 
Abbey towards the town and the Woolen Factory / Celbridge Mills. It was built in c. 1775 as 
part of the Celbridge Abbey estate. It is controlled by a sluice (RPS B11-112; NIAH 11805080; 
KDIAH ref.: 011-01613) and crossed by a footbridge (RPS B11-111; NIAH 11805079; KDIAH ref.: 
011-01612). 

Sources  www.osi.ie, www.buildingsofireland.ie, Kildare Industrial Archaeology Heritage Survey 
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River crossings for Options C-E and E (Google Earth 2021) 
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View of the weir from the north bank 

Route Option Distance Potential Impact 

A1 N/A N/A 

A N/A N/A 

B N/A N/A 

C N/A N/A 

C-E Within route option Moderate impact on weir and millrace 

E Within route option Moderate impact on weir and millrace  

5.  ROUTE OPTION APPRAISAL 

5.1. General 

There are six route options proposed for the Celbridge to Hazelhatch Link Road (Route Options A1, A, B, C, 

C-E and E). Route Option C-E is the shortest, measuring 1.925km, with Option A1 measuring the longest at 

2.95km. The route options run from various points on the R403 Clane Road on the south side of Celbridge 

in a south-easterly direction towards the R405 Hazelhatch Road. 

They run through a sensitive landscape from a cultural heritage perspective, with known archaeological 

monuments located within or close to the route options, as well as the archaeological potential of the River 

Liffey and the greenfield nature of much of the route options. 

Figures 6 to 8 show the route options and the cultural heritage constraints identified Section 4. 

Where a cultural heritage asset is located within the route option a potential direct impact is assigned. A 

significance impact or rating level for impacts is given (i.e. imperceptible, not significant, slight, moderate, 

significant, very significant and profound) in accordance with the published Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) Guidelines (EPA 2017). The ratings given are indicative of the level of constraint associated 

with a potential direct impact on the cultural heritage asset and are based on the information available at 
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this time. Route option appraisal tables for the each of the options are presented below (Table 3 to Table 

13).  

Each of the proposed route options will be considered in respect of the following cultural heritage 

designations: National Monuments (including Preservation Orders), tentative World Heritage Sites (WHS), 

the Record of Monuments and Places (RMP) and Sites and Monuments Record (SMR). Undesignated cultural 

heritage sites will also be considered. The appraisal included the consideration of the length of each route 

and watercourse crossings.  

5.2. Route Option Appraisal 

5.2.1. Route Option A1 

Route Option A1 is 2.95km long and travels through the townlands of Killadoon, Ballymakealy Lower, 

Celbridge Abbey, Newtown, Simmonstown, Commons and Commons Lower. There are two RMP / SMR sites 

within 250m of the route option (AH1, AH2; SMR KD011-066, KD011-067). Both are recorded as barrows, 

and the visible cropmarks outside of the route footprint shows that they will not be impacted. 

Two potential barrows were noted from historic mapping and aerial imagery in the townlands of Killadoon 

and Celbridge Abbey (AP1, AP2). A cluster of irregular enclosures of trees was also noted in historic mapping 

in the townland of Celbridge Abbey, which may represent the enclosing of overgrown ground on the sites 

of further barrows (AP3). All three sites are within the footprint of the route option. The potential impact 

on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present in these areas is 

considered to be moderate. 

The River Liffey (AP4) is to be considered to be of archaeological potential; any crossing of the river should 

consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or industrial heritage features in their vicinity. The 

proposed crossing point is at a dramatic bend in the river which may have attracted prehistoric ritual 

activity, and is upstream from a weir associated with local milling activity. The potential impact on any 

previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present in this area is considered 

to be moderate. 

A former house or structure (AP5) was identified on historic mapping within the footprint of the route option 

in the townland of Simmonstown. It is possible that subsurface remains of this structure survive and the 

potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present 

in this area is considered to be slight. 
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Table 3 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Possible Archaeological Sites & Sites / Areas of Archaeological 
Potential) Route Option A1 Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

AP1 Killadoon Possible barrow Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP2 Celbridge Abbey Possible barrow Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP3 Celbridge Abbey Enclosures / possible 
barrows 

Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP4 Celbridge Abbey / 
Newtown 

Riverine potential Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP5 Simmonstown House – 19th century Within route 
option 

Direct Slight 

A named bridge, known as Pausdeen Bridge or Suffista Bridge, is located within the footprint of the route 

option (CH1; KIAHS ref.: 011-021). The site is recorded by the Kildare Industrial Archaeological Heritage 

Survey which suggests it is of 18th or 19th century date and there may have been an earlier date for an 

established crossing point at that location. It is evident, however, that significant reconstruction of the 

western parapet has taken place. A direct impact would be considered slight negative. 

Table 4 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Non-Archaeological) Route Option A1 Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

CH1 (KIAHS 
ref.: 011-021) 

Newtown / 
Simmonstown 

Bridge Within route corridor Direct Slight 

5.2.2. Route Option A 

Route Option A is 2.935km long and travels through the townlands of Ballymakealy Lower, Celbridge Abbey, 

Newtown, Simmonstown, Commons and Commons Lower. There are two RMP / SMR sites within 250m of 

the route option (AH1, AH2; SMR KD011-066, KD011-067). Both are recorded as barrows, and the visible 

cropmarks outside of the route footprint shows that they will not be impacted. 

A cluster of irregular enclosures of trees was noted in historic mapping in the townland of Celbridge Abbey, 

which may represent the enclosing of overgrown ground on the sites of further barrows (AP3). It was located 

within the footprint of the route option. The potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological 

sites, features, or deposits that may be present in this area is considered to be moderate. 

The River Liffey (AP4) is to be considered to be of archaeological potential; any crossing of the river should 

consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or industrial heritage features in their vicinity. The 

proposed crossing point is at a dramatic bend in the river which may have attracted prehistoric ritual 

activity, and is upstream from a weir associated with local milling activity. The potential impact on any 

previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present in this area is considered 

to be moderate. 
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A former house or structure (AP5) was identified on historic mapping within the footprint of the route option 

in the townland of Simmonstown. It is possible that subsurface remains of this structure survive and the 

potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present 

in this area is considered to be slight. 

Table 5 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Possible Archaeological Sites / Areas of Archaeological 
Potential) Route Option A Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

AP3 Celbridge Abbey Enclosures / possible 
barrows 

Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP4 Celbridge Abbey / 
Newtown 

Riverine potential Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP5 Simmonstown House – 19th century Within route 
option 

Direct Slight 

A named bridge, known as Pausdeen Bridge or Suffista Bridge, is located within the footprint of the route 

option (CH1; KIAHS ref.: 011-021). The site is recorded by the Kildare Industrial Archaeological Heritage 

Survey which suggests it is of 18th or 19th century date and a potentially earlier date for an established 

crossing point at that location. It is evident, however, that significant reconstruction of the western parapet 

has taken place. A direct impact would be considered slight negative. 

Table 6 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Non-Archaeological) Route Option A Appraisal 

ID No. Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

CH1 (KIAHS 
ref.: 011-021) 

Newtown / 
Simmonstown 

Bridge Within route option Direct Slight 

5.2.3. Route Corridor B 

Route Option B is 2.18km long and travels through the townlands of Celbridge Abbey, Simmonstown, 

Commons and Commons Lower. There are four RMP / SMR sites within 250m of the route option. They 

comprise of the site of one 17th century house (AH3; RMP KD011-026), two mill sites (AH4, AH5; SMR KD011-

037, KD011-038) and one castle site (AH6; RMP KD011-019). All of these sites are outside of the footprint 

of the route option and will not be impacted. 

The River Liffey (AP4) is to be considered to be of archaeological potential; any crossing of the river should 

consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or industrial heritage features in their vicinity. The 

potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present 

in this area is considered to be moderate. 

A structure (AP6) was identified on historic mapping within the footprint of the route option straddling the 

townland boundary of Newtown and Simmonstown. It is possible that subsurface remains of this structure 
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survive and the potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 

may be present in this area is considered to be slight. 

A pump / well site (AP7) and a cluster of structures which may have been a small farmstead (AP8) were also 

identified on historic mapping approximately 99m and 240m respectively from the footprint of the route 

option. There will be no impact to these sites. 

Table 7 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Possible Archaeological Sites / Areas of Archaeological 
Potential) Route Option B Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

AP4 Celbridge Abbey Riverine potential Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP6 Simmonstown / 
Newtown 

Structure Within route 
option 

Direct Slight 

5.2.4. Route Option C 

Route Option C is 2.105km long and travels through the townlands of Celbridge Abbey, Simmonstown, 

Commons and Commons Lower. There are four RMP / SMR sites within 250m of the route option. They 

comprise of the site of one 17th century house (AH3; RMP KD011-026), two mill sites (AH4, AH5; SMR KD011-

037, KD011-038) and one castle site (AH6; RMP KD011-019). All of these sites are outside of the footprint 

of the route option and will not be impacted. 

The River Liffey (AP4) is to be considered to be of archaeological potential; any crossing of the river should 

consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or industrial heritage features in their vicinity. The 

potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present 

in this area is considered to be moderate. 

A structure (AP6) was identified on historic mapping within the footprint of the route option straddling the 

townland boundary of Newtown and Simmonstown. It is possible that subsurface remains of this structure 

survive and the potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that 

may be present in this area is considered to be slight. 

A pump / well site (AP7) and a cluster of structures which may have been a small farmstead (AP8) were also 

identified on historic mapping approximately 25m and 15m respectively from the footprint of the route 

option. There will be no impact to these sites. 
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Table 8 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Possible Archaeological Sites / Areas of Archaeological 
Potential) Route Option C Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

AP4 Celbridge Abbey Riverine potential Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP6 Simmonstown / 
Newtown 

Structure Within route 
option 

Direct Slight 

5.2.5. Route Option C-E 

Route Option C-E is 1.925km long and travels through the townlands of Celbridge Abbey, Simmonstown, 

Commons and Commons Lower. There are three RMP / SMR sites within 250m of the route option. They 

comprise of two enclosures (AH7, AH8; SMR KD011-063; RMP KD011-029) and the site of a castle (AH9; 

RMP KD011-016). All of these sites are outside of the footprint of the route option and will not be impacted. 

The River Liffey (AP4) is to be considered to be of archaeological potential; any crossing of the river should 

consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or industrial heritage features in their vicinity. The 

potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits associated with 

these features is considered to be moderate. 

A structure (AP6), a pump / well site (AP7) and a cluster of structures which may have been a small 

farmstead (AP8) were identified on historic mapping 228m, 48m and 15m from the route option 

respectively. There will be no impact to these sites. 

Table 9 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Possible Archaeological Sites / Areas of Archaeological 
Potential) Route Option C-E Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

AP4 Celbridge Abbey Riverine potential Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

The route option crosses a millrace associated with Celbridge Abbey (CH2; KDIAH ref.: 011-01614) and a 

weir on the River Liffey which may date to the 18th century. The impact is considered to be moderate. 

Table 10 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Non-Archaeological) Route Option C Appraisal 

ID No. Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

CH2 
(KDIAH ref.: 
011-01614) 

Celbridge Abbey Millrace & weir Within route option Direct Moderate 
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5.2.6. Route Option E 

Route Option E is 2.12km long and travels through the townlands of Celbridge Abbey, Simmonstown, 

Commons and Commons Lower. There are four RMP / SMR sites within 250m of the route option. They 

comprise of three enclosures (AH7, AH8, AH10; SMR KD011-063; RMP KD011-029, KD011-030) and the site 

of a castle (RMP KD011-016; AH9). Two of the enclosures (AH7, AH8; SMR KD011-063; RMP KD011-029) are 

subsurface features which lie outside of the footprint of the route option and will not be impacted. The 

extent of the third enclosure (RMP KD011-030) is unclear from aerial photography, but the recorded 

monument extends into the footprint of the route option with a potentially slight impact to the RMP site. 

The castle itself, which is no longer upstanding, is outside of the footprint of the route option, but the ZAP 

extends into the footprint of the route option and there is the potential for associated subsurface features 

to be impacted. The potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits 

associated with this RMP site is considered to be moderate. 

Table 11  Designated Cultural Heritage Sites (Record of Monuments and Places) Route Option E Appraisal 

RMP /SMR 
Ref.  

Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

KD011-016 
(AH9) 

Simmonstown Castle – 
unclassified 

Within route option Direct Moderate / 
Significant 

KD011-030 
(AH10) 

Simmonstown Enclosure Within route option Direct Slight 

The River Liffey (AP4) is to be considered to be of archaeological potential; any crossing of the river should 

consider the potential to reveal archaeological sites or industrial heritage features in their vicinity. The 

potential impact on any previously unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits associated with 

these features is considered to be moderate. 

A structure (AP6) was identified on historic mapping 228m from the route option. There will be no impact 

to this site. 

A cluster of structures (AP9) adjacent to the castle (RMP KD011-016) in Simmonstown is within the footprint 

of the route option. They may be associated with the castle. The potential impact on any previously 

unknown archaeological sites, features, or deposits that may be present in this area is considered to be 

moderate. 
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Table 12 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Possible Archaeological Sites / Areas of Archaeological 
Potential) Route Option C-E Appraisal 

ID No.  Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

AP4 Celbridge Abbey Riverine potential Within route 
option 

Direct Moderate 

AP9 Simmonstown Structures Within route 
option 

Direct Slight / Moderate 

The route option crosses a millrace associated with Celbridge Abbey (CH2; KDIAH ref.: 011-01614) and a 

weir on the River Liffey which may date to the 18th century. The impact is considered to be moderate. 

Table 13 Undesignated Cultural Heritage Features (Non-Archaeological) Route Option C Appraisal 

ID No. Location Site Type Distance  Potential 
Impact 

Significance of 
constraint 

CH2 
(KDIAH ref.: 
011-01614) 

Celbridge Abbey Millrace & weir Within route option Direct Moderate 

5.3. Areas of Archaeological Potential for all Route Corridors 

5.3.1. Watercourses 

The River Liffey will be crossed by each of the route options. The Suffista River, also known as the Pausdeen 

River, will be crossed by Route Options A1 and A. Watercourses have attracted settlement and human 

activity throughout time and the environs of rivers and streams are ideal for the preservation of organic 

material, such as wood and leather, from archaeological contexts. There is a potential for uncovering sites 

of archaeological interest along the river banks and in their vicinity. The design of bridges and whether or 

not they span the watercourses will have a direct effect on the level of impact and the mitigation measures 

to be employed at the preconstruction stage of the project.  

5.3.2. Ancient roads 

The Slighe Mór is reputed to have passed Celbridge (O’Lochlainn 1940). It is likely that this important route 

would have crossed from the south side of the River Liffey at the historic fording point in Celbridge before 

proceeding northwest, according to O’Lochlainn, towards Taghadoe in Maynooth. It does not appear, 

therefore, that any of the route options intersect with the Slighe Mór. However, a network of routeways 

would have developed around the fording point and the ancient road, some of which may be preserved in 

the existing road network. In particular, the Newtown Road and Hazelhatch Road are depicted in Taylor’s 

map of 1783 and may be of some antiquity. The Newtown Road is of particular interest as it runs parallel to 

the River Liffey for some distance, and it follows a band of limestone sands and gravels southwest of the 

study area. 
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5.3.3. Greenfield Archaeological Potential 

The landscape through which the route corridors pass is predominantly pasture land. The visibility of 

subsurface features as cropmarks indicate that there is a good level of preservation of archaeological sites 

in this area, despite the agricultural activity that has taken place in the past, indicating a significant potential 

for further settlement activity to be found in the areas of all six proposed route options. Agricultural 

development tends to obscure surviving subsurface archaeology and it is possible that archaeological 

features or deposits indicating the presence of destroyed or buried sites may be survive subsurface. In 

addition to archaeological features, the chance discovery of isolated (stray) finds is also a factor that should 

be borne in mind.  

5.3.4. Setting of Archaeological Sites 

The general topographic setting of an archaeological site is integral to its significance; therefore, its 

relationship and position within the landscape requires consideration. The development of a roadway 

within a site’s sphere of vision may have a negative impact on the setting of the archaeological site. A 

proposed route may avoid the physical boundaries of a site and the boundaries of the development 

exclusion zone around the site, but the proximity of the scheme may have a significant impact on the 

intervisibility between sites and the surroundings in which an archaeological site is experienced (and the 

extent to which its setting contributes to this experience). This should be borne in mind at preferred route 

stage, when a consistent overview can be provided from a detailed analysis of all the sites on the preferred 

route, including any natural screening provided.  

6. SUMMARY ROUTE APPRAISAL 

6.1. Summary Appraisal and Preference Ratings 

Table 14 and  

 

 

 

 

 

Table 15 below provide summary appraisals and a preference ranking for each of the route options. The 

preference ratings are based on engineering information provided at this time. It is possible that the 

development of route alignments within the corridors and subsequent mitigation measures would alter 

their respective rankings. The objective through the subsequent phases of assessment and detailed survey, 
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such as field survey, geophysical survey and / or archaeological testing, will be to minimise the impact on 

archaeological heritage by minor realignments to the preferred route or to seek an engineering design 

solution. The objective of the cultural heritage section of the EIAR will be to avoid, reduce and remedy 

(where possible) any significant adverse negative impact by design or mitigation. 

Each route option is assigned an impact score based on the basic Multi Criteria Analysis (MCA) seven point 

scaled outlined in the TII publication ‘Project Appraisal Guidelines for National Roads Unit 7.0 - Multi 

Criteria Analysis’ (PE-PAG-02031) (2016) (Microsoft Word - PE-PAG-02031-01.docx (tiipublications.ie): 7 – 

Major or highly positive; 6 – Moderately positive; 5 – Minor or slightly positive; 4 – Not significant or 

neutral; 3 – Minor or slightly negative; 2 – Moderately negative; or 1 – Major or highly negative. A 

preference ranking of Preferred, Good, Intermediate, Poor, and Least Preferred is also identified in relation 

to each route option. 

Table 14 Cultural Heritage (Archaeological) Summary Appraisal 

Route Option Summary of Potential Impacts Score Preference Ranking 

A1 Potential moderate direct impact on possible archaeological sites 
at AP1, AP2, AP3 and AP4 

Potential slight direct impact on possible archaeological site AP5 

3 

Intermediate 

A Potential moderate direct impact on possible archaeological sites 
at AP3 and AP4 

Potential slight direct impact on potential archaeological site AP5 

3 

Intermediate 

B Potential moderate direct impact on possible archaeological site 
AP4 

Potential slight direct impact on possible archaeological site AP6 

3 

Preferred 

C Potential moderate direct impact on possible archaeological site 
AP4 

Potential slight direct impact on possible archaeological site AP6 

3 

Preferred 

C-E Potential moderate direct impact on possible archaeological site 
AP4 

3 
Intermediate 

E Potential moderate / significant direct impact on a recorded castle 
(RMP KD011-016; AH9) 

Potential slight direct impact on enclosure (RMP KD011-030; 
AH10) 

Potentially moderate direct impact on possible archaeological site 
AP4 

2 

Least preferred 
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Route Option Summary of Potential Impacts Score Preference Ranking 

Potentially slight / moderate direct impact on possible 
archaeological site AP9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 15 Non-Archaeological Cultural Heritage Summary Appraisal 

Route 
Corridors  

Summary of Potential Impacts  
Score 

Preference Ranking 

A1 Direct slight impact on Pausdeen Bridge (CH1) 3 Intermediate 

A Direct slight impact on Pausdeen Bridge (CH1) 3 Intermediate 

B None 4 Preferred 

C None 4 Preferred 

C-E Direct moderate impact on weir and millrace (CH2) 2 Least preferred 

E Direct moderate impact on weir and millrace (CH2) 2 Least preferred 

7. CONSTRAINTS SUMMARY 

Of the six route options presented, Route Options B and C have no impact on the recorded archaeological 

resource and have the least impact on areas of archaeological potential. They are therefore the joint 

preferred options from an archaeological perspective. The proposed river crossing (AP4) is the least 

impactful (given the information currently available) of all of the options, and Route Option B and C impact 

only one other potential archaeological site (AP6). 

Route Option and E is the least preferred option. It is the only route option which will impact on recorded 

archaeological monuments, a castle (RMP KD011-016; AH9) and enclosure (RMP KD011-030). It should be 

noted that castle sites can have extensive associated subsurface remains that may extend beyond the 

designated ZAP. This site should be considered a significant constraint. Route Option E is also the most 

impactful on non-archaeological cultural heritage, with a river crossing proposed at the site of a weir and 

millrace (CH2). 
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While Route Option A1 will not impact any recorded archaeological monument, the areas of archaeological 

potential which were identified in the course of this assessment suggest the presence of a landscape of 

prehistoric burial monuments on the north side of the River Liffey at this location (AP1, AP2, AP3, AP4). It 

should be considered the poorest option of those which have been assigned an intermediate preference 

ranking. While this route option will impact Pausdeen Bridge (CH1; KIAHS ref.: 011-021), the historic fabric 

of this bridge has been disturbed previously, with the northern parapet showing evidence of reconstruction 

work. 

Route Option A is similar to Route Option A1, but does not impact two potential barrow sites (AP1, AP2). It 

is therefore given an intermediate ranking. Route Option C-E does not impact any recorded monument, but 

given the presence of a weir and millrace at the river crossing, it was felt that there was the potential at this 

location for earlier exploitation of the watercourse and was thus assigned an intermediate ranking. 

It must be noted that all six route options have the potential for negative impacts on previously unknown 

archaeological sites, based on the greenfield environment and the number of recorded sites in the locality. 

In general, all greenfield locations have potential to uncover previously unrecorded sub-surface 

archaeological remains. If such remains are uncovered during the course of a development mitigation would 

entail preservation in situ or archaeological excavation resulting in ‘preservation by record’. Mitigation 

measures are dependent on the nature and significance of the remains and are decided in consultation with 

the National Monuments Service and the National Museum of Ireland. 

Every effort should be made to avoid direct impacts on recorded archaeological monuments. Specific 

mitigation requirements can only be identified as issues for development once the preferred route is 

defined. In some locations, exploratory excavation will have to be considered, as cultivated soils can be 

extremely deep, masking the presence of below-ground remains even to geophysics. 

7.1. General 

In this Stage 2 assessment, where a cultural heritage asset is located within the route option a potential 

direct impact was assigned. Avoidance of all recorded and known cultural heritage assets listed in this report 

should form the focus of the route selection procedure and subsequent development of a preferred route 

alignment. However, it is accepted that the avoidance of direct impact may not be possible in every case. 

Any mitigation proposed in such cases would be discussed in detail with the Department of Housing, Local 

Government and Heritage, well in advance of construction phase of the project. 

In the case of archaeological sites that are only partly preserved or have only a partial expression above the 

surface (or sites identified as crop marks on aerial photographs), additional archaeological assessment 

involving geophysical survey and /or test excavation may also be necessary to identify the full extent of the 
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original site and any remaining archaeological features that lie below the surface. Any features uncovered 

during such assessments will need to be fully recorded through excavation. Ultimately, any features that 

are recognised, and that lie within the footprint of the road project (if approved), will require full excavation. 

This particular mitigation requirement must also be applied to the areas of archaeological potential that 

extend at varying degrees from the visible or otherwise defined edge of a site. Related archaeological 

features are most likely to occur in such areas. This form of impact should be borne in mind for RMP / SMR 

sites that may lie in close proximity to, but outside of, the footprint of the road project (if approved). 

8. FURTHER STUDIES 

This route selection study does not preclude further studies. Specific mitigation requirements can only be 

identified as issues for development when the preferred route emerges. A detailed cultural heritage impact 

study, including a systematic field inspection of the entire length of the preferred route option will be crucial 

to the final route appraisal. This will ensure that all impacts are identified and mitigated at that stage; it will 

seek to establish the presence of possible low-visibility or previously unrecorded sites that may be 

associated with the existing archaeological record and to identify any cultural heritage features that might 

exist along the route in addition to those that have been identified during the route selection study.  

All the route options, and ultimately the chosen route, will have a negative impact on the archaeology 

resource; as with any linear development, there is a high possibility that sub-surface archaeological features 

would be revealed during the construction phase of development. For this reason, the use of geophysical 

survey is recommended within the footprint of the road project, if approved. In line with best practice on 

approved road projects, this should be followed by a programme of archaeological test excavation targeting 

any potential archaeological sites or areas of archaeological potential that have been identified to examine 

their exact nature, extent, origin and significance. The trenching would also cover the remaining areas within 

the footprint of the road project to ensure that any significant archaeological sites or remains are discovered 

and assessed at the earliest opportunity.  

A LiDAR survey is also recommended for the preferred route corridor. This is a cost-effective and fast 

method of recording topographic data over large areas. LiDAR can only identify features with upstanding 

topographic expression, so is most useful as part of a suite of methods used in archaeological prospection. 

The primary aims for a LiDAR Survey is to provide a digital terrain model for the engineering design and also 

for detailed analysis of the ground in terms of archaeological potential. In this regard it can be used to: 

• Highlight and avoid where possible significant archaeological constraints, by providing greater 

definition of recorded archaeological sites and monuments and identifying previously unknown 

potential archaeological sites or areas of archaeological potential; 

• Obtain a fuller understanding and interpretation of the receiving physical, topographical and 

cultural heritage landscape; and 
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• Robustly assess the feasibility of the design option from an archaeological perspective.  

Other investigative methods may also be employed such as topographical survey and underwater survey.  

The full construction details for the river crossing(s) along the chosen route will also need to be considered. 

Rivers were foci of settlement activity and ritual deposition of artefacts in prehistory and have served as 

arteries of communication throughout all periods. Old fording points have also crossed rivers in the past, 

and, for these reasons, the crossing points of rivers must be considered places of archaeological potential. 

Inspection of waterways during detailed field survey may suffice given the size of the water courses. 

However, more significant forms of assessment, including underwater assessment or bank survey 

assessment of the larger waterbodies may also be required.
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APPENDIX 1 SUMMARY OF RELEVANT LEGISLATION 

NATIONAL MONUMENTS LEGISLATION 1930-2004  

All archaeological sites have the full protection of the national monuments legislation (Principal Act 1930; 

Amendments 1954, 1987, 1994 and 2004). 

 

In the 1987 Amendment of Section 2 of the Principal Act (1930), the definition of a national monument is 

specified as: 

any artificial or partly artificial building, structure or erection or group of such buildings, structures or erections, 

any artificial cave, stone or natural product, whether forming part of the ground, that has been artificially carved, 

sculptured or worked upon or which (where it does not form part of the place where it is) appears to have been 

purposely put or arranged in position, 

any, or any part of any, prehistoric or ancient 

(i) tomb, grave or burial deposit, or 

(ii) ritual, industrial or habitation site, 

and 

any place comprising the remains or traces of any such building, structure or erection, any cave, stone or natural 

product or any such tomb, grave, burial deposit or ritual, industrial or habitation site... 

Under Section 14 of the Principal Act (1930): 

It shall be unlawful... 

to demolish or remove wholly or in part or to disfigure, deface, alter, or in any manner injure or interfere with 

any such national monument without or otherwise than in accordance with the consent hereinafter mentioned 

(a licence issued by the Office of Public Works National Monuments Branch), 

or 

to excavate, dig, plough or otherwise disturb the ground within, around, or in the proximity to any such national 

monument without or otherwise than in accordance... 

Under Amendment to Section 23 of the Principal Act (1930), 

A person who finds an archaeological object shall, within four days after the finding, make a report of it to a 

member of the Garda Síochána...or the Director of the National Museum... 

 

The latter is of relevance to any finds made during a watching brief. 

In the 1994 Amendment of Section 12 of the Principal Act (1930), all of the sites and ‘places’ recorded by the 

Sites and Monuments Record of the Office of Public Works are provided with a new status in law.  This new 

status provides a level of protection to the listed sites that is equivalent to that accorded to ‘registered’ sites 

[Section 8(1), National Monuments Amendment Act 1954] as follows: 
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The Commissioners shall establish and maintain a record of monuments and places where they believe there 

are monuments and the record shall be comprised of a list of monuments and such places and a map or maps 

showing each monument and such place in respect of each county in the State. 

The Commissioners shall cause to be exhibited in a prescribed manner in each county the list and map or maps 

of the county drawn up and publish in a prescribed manner information about when and where the lists and 

maps may be consulted. 

• In addition, when the owner or occupier (not being the Commissioners) of a monument or place which has 

been recorded, or any person proposes to carry out, or to cause or permit the carrying out of, any work at 

or in relation to such monument or place, he shall give notice in writing of his proposal to carry out the 

work to the Commissioners and shall not, except in the case of urgent necessity and with the consent of 

the Commissioners, commence the work for a period of two months after having given the notice. 

 

The National Monuments Amendment Act 2004 

The National Monuments Amendment Act enacted in 2004 provides clarification in relation to the division of 

responsibilities between the Minister of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, Finance and Arts, Sports 

and Tourism together with the Commissioners of Public Works. The Minister of Environment, Heritage and Local 

Government will issue directions relating to archaeological works and will be advised by the National 

Monuments Section and the National Museum of Ireland. The Act gives discretion to the Minister of 

Environment, Heritage and Local Government to grant consent or issue directions in relation to road 

developments (Section 49 and 51) approved by An Bord Pleanála and/or in relation to the discovery of National 

Monuments 

 

14A. (1) The consent of the Minister under section 14 of this Act and any further consent or licence under any 

other provision of the National Monuments Acts 1930 to 2004 shall not be required where the works involved 

are connected with an approved road development. 

 (2) Any works of an archaeological nature that are carried out in respect of an approved road development shall 

be carried out in accordance with the directions of the Minister, which directions shall be issued following 

consultation by the minister with the Director of the National Museum of Ireland. 

Subsection 14A (4) Where a national monument has been discovered to which subsection (3) of this section 

relates, then 

(a) the road authority carrying out the road development shall report the discovery to the Minister 

(b) subject to subsection (7) of this section, and pending any directions by the minister under paragraph (d) 

of this subsection, no works which would interfere with the monument shall be carried out, except works 

urgently required to secure its preservation carried out in accordance with such measures as may be 

specified by the Minister 
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The Minister will consult with the Director of the National Museum of Ireland for a period not longer than 14 

days before issuing further directions in relation to the national monument. 

 

The Minister will not be restricted to archaeological considerations alone, but will also consider the wider public 

interest. 

 

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACT, 1999 AND PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

ACT (AS AMENDED) 

The Local Government (Planning and Development) Act, 1999, which came into force on 1st January 2000, 

provides for the inclusion of Protected Structures into the planning authorities’ development plans and sets out 

statutory regulations regarding works affecting such structures, thereby giving greater statutory protection to 

buildings. All structures listed in the development plan are now referred to as Protected Structures and enjoy 

equal statutory protection. Under the 1999 Act the entire structure is protected, including a structures interior, 

exterior, the land lying within the curtilage of the Protected Structure and other structures within that curtilage. 

This Act was subsequently repealed and replaced by the Planning and Development Act, 2000, where the 

conditions relating to the protection of architectural heritage are set out in Part IV of the Act. 

 

Protected Structures, Curtilage & Attendant Grounds 

A Protected Structure is defined in the Local Government (Planning and Development) Act 2000 as any structure 

or specified part of a structure, which is included in the planning authorities’ Record of Protected Structures 

(RPS). Section 57 (1) of the 2000 Act states that “…the carrying out of works to a Protected Structure, or a 

proposed Protected Structure, shall be exempted development only if those works would not materially affect 

the character of 

 

(a) the structure, or 

(b) any element of the structure, which contributes to its special architectural, historical, archaeological, 

artistic, cultural, scientific, social or technical interest. 

 

By definition, a Protected Structure includes the land lying within the curtilage of the Protected Structure and 

other structures within that curtilage and their interiors. The notion of curtilage is not defined by legislation, but 

according to Architectural Heritage Protection Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2004) and for the purposes 

of this report it can be taken to be the parcel of land immediately associated with that structure and which is (or 

was) in use for the purpose of the structure.   

 

The attendant grounds of a structure are lands outside the curtilage of the structure but which are associated 

with the structure and are intrinsic to its function, setting and/or appreciation. The attendant grounds of a 
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country house could include the entire demesne, or pleasure grounds, and any structures or features within it 

such as follies, plantations, lakes etc.  
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APPENDIX 2 CULTURAL HERITAGE DESIGNATIONS  

Record of Monuments and Places (RMP) 
Archaeological monuments are protected under the National Monuments Acts 1930–2004. Section 12 (1) of the 
1994 Act provides that the Minister shall establish and maintain a record of monuments and places where the 
Minister believes there are monuments, such record to be comprised of a list of monuments and relevant places 
and a map or maps showing each monument and relevant place in respect of each county in the State.  This is 
referred to as the Record of Monuments and Places and monuments are entered into it are referred to as 
Recorded Monuments. Section 12(3) of the 1994 Act provides that where the owner or occupier  (other than 
the Minister) of a monument or place included in the Record, or any other person proposes, to carry out, or to 
cause or permit the carrying out of, any work at or in relation to such monument or place, he or she shall give 
notice in writing to the Minister of the proposal to carry out work and shall not, except in the case of urgent 
necessity and with the consent of the Minister commence the work until two months after the giving of notice.  
This time will allow the National Monuments Service to consider the proposed works and how best to proceed 
to further the protection of the monument. 
 
National Monuments in State Care: Ownership and Guardianship 
Section 16 of the 1930 Act provides that where the Minister is the owner of a national monument then the 
Minister shall admit the public to enter on and view such monument upon payment of such (if any) admission 
charge and subject to such conditions and limitations as the minister shall prescribe.  Section 11 of the 1994 Act 
provides that the Minister may acquire by agreement or compulsorily any monument that is in his or her opinion 
a national monument or any part of such monument. 
 
The provisions of Section 14 of the 1930 Act regarding prohibition of injury to national monuments which apply 
to national monuments subject to a Preservation Order apply similarly to national monuments of which the 
Minister is guardian.  Section 12(1) of the 1930 Act provides that the Minister shall maintain a national 
monument of which he or she is the guardian.  
 
According to the National Policy on Town Defences (2008), within the meaning of the National Monuments Acts, 
all town defences are considered national monuments by reason of the historical, architectural, and 
archaeological interest attaching to them.  This status relates as much to their protection as to the nature of 
consent and management of works on, or close, to them. 
 
National Monuments with a Preservation Order or Temporary Preservation Order  
Where it appears to the Minister that a monument, considered to be a national monument, is in danger or is 
actually being destroyed or falling into decay the minister may by preservation order or temporary preservation 
order, undertake the preservation of the monument.  A temporary preservation order will remain in force for 
six months and then expire. 
 
National Monument in Local Authority Ownership/Guardianship  
Monuments which may be defined as national monuments are also in the ownership or guardianship of Local 
Authorities which have similar responsibilities under the National Monuments Acts (1930-2004) to the DAHG.   
These monuments are not included in any specific dataset. Each Local Authority will make a determination 
whether the preservation of a monument in its ownership/guardianship, is a matter of national importance 
because of the archaeological, architectural, historical, traditional or artistic importance attaching to that 
monument.  There are no definitive lists of these sites available; such determinations are generally made on a 
site by site basis as the need arises.  
 
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) World Heritage Sites (including 
candidate UNESCO World Heritage Sites on Tentative List) 
Ireland ratified the World Heritage Convention in 1991 and as such pledges to conserve not only the World 
Heritage sites situated on its territory, but also to protect its national heritage.  Ireland has two World Heritage 
Sites that are considered to have outstanding universal value (OUV) namely Skellig Michael, an island monastery 
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off the west coast of Kerry and Brú na Bóinne, or the Bend of the Boyne Ensemble in the Boyne Valley, County 
Meath  
 
World Heritage sites are sites that have an international value that has been clearly articulated.  They are cultural 
properties considered to be of ‘Outstanding Universal Value’ that are part of the ‘world heritage of Mankind as 
a whole’ and ‘deserve protection and transmission to future generations’ (ICOMOS January 2011).  
 
A Tentative List is an inventory of those properties which each State Party (i.e. those signed up to the convention) 
intends to consider for nomination on to the World Heritage List.  States Parties submit a tentative list of their 
properties which they consider to be cultural and/or natural heritage of outstanding universal value and 
therefore suitable for inscription on the World Heritage List.   

The NIAH Historic Garden and Designed Landscape Survey  

Historic landscapes, gardens and demesnes are usually, but not always, associated with Protected Structures 
and therefore do not always have statutory protection. The NIAH designed landscapes and historic gardens 
survey is a preliminary non-statutory survey, based on a paper study using historic map sources and aerial 
photography, some of the sites that have been identified on it have long since been subsumed into a farming 
landscapes particularly when the principal house has been demolished 
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APPENDIX 3 SUMMARY OF RELEVANT KILDARE COUNTY COUNCIL POLICIES IN RELATION TO 

CULTURAL HERITAGE (COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2017-2023) 

Architectural and Archaeological Heritage Policies 

Protected Structures Policies 

It is the policy of the Council to: 

PS 1  Conserve and protect buildings, structures and sites contained on the Record of Protected 

Structures of special architectural, historical, archaeological, artistic, cultural, scientific, social 

or technical interest. 

PS 2  Protect the curtilage of protected structures or proposed protected structures and to refuse 

planning permission for inappropriate development within the curtilage or attendant grounds 

of a protected structure which would adversely impact on the special character of the 

protected structure including cause loss of or damage to the special character of the protected 

structure and loss of or damage to, any structures of architectural heritage value within the 

curtilage of the protected structure. Any proposed development within the curtilage and/or 

attendant grounds must demonstrate that it is part of an overall strategy for the future 

conservation of the entire built heritage complex and contributes positively to that aim. 

PS 3   Require that new works will not obscure views of principal elevations of protected structures. 

PS 4  Support the re-development of Clongowes Wood College to ensure the continued and 

enhanced educational use of this protected structure. Any proposed development within the 

curtilage and/ or attendant grounds must demonstrate that it is part of an overall strategy for 

the future conservation of the entire complex including the structures, demesne and/or 

attendant grounds. 

PS 5  Maintain the views from Castletown House to the River Liffey and to maintain views along 

paths within the curtilage of the House.  

PS 6   Maintain the views to and from Carton House and within Carton Demesne. 

PS 7  Promote best practice and the use of skilled specialist practitioners in the conservation of, and 

any works to, protected structures. Method statements should make reference to the DAHG 

Advice Series on how best to repair and maintain historic buildings. As outlined in the 

Architectural Heritage Protection Guidelines, DAHG, a method statement is a useful tool to 

explain the rationale for the phasing of works. The statement could summarise the principal 
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impacts on the character and special interest of the structure or site and describe how it is 

proposed to minimise these impacts. It may also describe how the works have been designed 

or specified to have regard to the character of the architectural heritage. 

PS 8  Encourage high quality design in relation to planning applications that are made for the 

construction of extensions or new buildings affecting protected structures or older buildings 

of architectural merit not included in the RPS. 

PS 9  Favourably consider the change of use of any structure included on the Record of Protected 

Structures provided such a change of use does not adversely impact on its intrinsic character. 

PS 10  Actively encourage uses that are compatible with the character of protected structures. In 

certain cases, the Planning Authority may relax site zoning restrictions / development 

standards in order to secure the preservation and restoration of the structure. 

PS 11  Promote the maintenance and appropriate re-use of buildings of architectural, cultural, 

historic and aesthetic merit which make a positive contribution to the character, appearance 

and quality of the streetscape or landscape and the sustainable development of the county. 

Any necessary works should be carried out in accordance with best conservation practice. 

PS 12  Promote the retention of original or early building fabric including timber sash windows, 

stonework, brickwork, joinery, render and slate. Likewise, the Council will encourage the re-

instatement of historically correct traditional features. 

PS 13  Retain where practicable a protected structure which has been damaged by fire, and to retain 

those elements of that structure that have survived (either in whole or in part) and that 

contribute to its special interest. 

PS 14  Refuse planning permission for the demolition of any protected structure unless the Council 

is satisfied that exceptional circumstances exist. The demolition of a protected structure with 

the retention of its façade will likewise not generally be permitted. 

PS 15  Require an Architectural Heritage Assessment Report, as described in Appendix B of the 

Architectural Heritage Protection, Guidelines for Planning Authorities, DAHG (2011), to 

accompany all applications involving a protected structure. 

PS 16  Protect and retain important elements of the built heritage including historic gardens, stone 

walls, landscapes and demesnes, and curtilage features. 
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PS 17  Encourage appropriate change of use and reuse of industrial buildings, provided such a change 

does not seriously impact on the intrinsic character of the structure and that all works are 

carried out in accordance with best conservation practice. 

PS 18  Require where appropriate that a Conservation Plan is prepared in accordance with DAHG 

Guidelines and conservation best practice to inform proposed visual or physical impacts on a 

Protected Structure, its curtilage, demesne and setting. 

PS 19  Have regard where appropriate to DAHG Guidelines and conservation best practice in 

assessing the significance and conservation of a Protected Structure, its curtilage, demesne 

and setting. 

PS 20  Have regard where appropriate to DAHG Guidelines and conservation best practice in 

assessing the impact of development on a Protected Structure, its curtilage, demesne and 

setting. 

Protected Structures Objectives 

It is an objective of the Council to: 

PSO 1  Review and amend on an ongoing basis the Record of Protected Structures and make 

additions, deletion and corrections as appropriate over the period of this Plan.  

PSO 2  Prepare a Buildings at Risk Register to prevent the endangerment of Protected Structures, 

historic or vernacular buildings. 

PSO 3  Prepare a Local Area Plan for Celbridge (including Castletown Demesne) in conjunction with 

relevant bodies to protect the views as outlined in objective PSO 4. 

PSO 4  Protect the views at Castletown House 

−− Axial views between the Castletown House and Conolly’s Folly; 

−− Views between Castletown House and the Wonderful Barn; 

−− Views from the House to the river and across the back parterre; 

−− Views across the river and to the linked demesnes of Donaghcumper and St. Wolstan’s; 

−− Views from the main avenue to the river towards Castletown, and up and down the river 

to Celbridge and New Bridges. 
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PSO 5 Preserve the views to and from Carton House within the Demesne walls. 

PSO 6  Ensure that in the event of a planning application being granted for development within the 

curtilage of a protected structure, the proposed works to the protected structure should occur 

in the first phase of the development to prevent endangerment, abandonment and dereliction 

of the structure. 

PSO 7  Safeguard the amenities of Castletown House including the main avenue, Donaghcumper, St 

Wolstan’s and the River Liffey environs. 

PSO 8  Carry out an audit and assess the condition of all protected structures within the Council’s 

ownership and devise a management plan for these structures. 

HISTORIC PARKS, GARDENS & DEMESNES POLICIES & OBJECTIVES 

Country Houses and Demesne  

County Kildare boasts a large number of country houses and demesnes where the grounds and setting constitute 

an intrinsic element of their character. The two most notable houses and demesnes in the county and in Ireland 

are Castletown House in Celbridge and Carton House in Maynooth and their demesnes, both of which are 

accessible to the public. Piecemeal development of demesnes can be detrimental to the historical and 

architectural importance of the demesne and country house. It is an objective of the Council to prohibit 

development in gardens or landscapes which are deemed to be an important part of the setting of a protected 

structure or where they contribute to the character of an Architectural Conservation Area. 

Policies: Country Houses and Demesnes 

It is the policy of the Council to:  

CH 1  Promote appreciation of the landscape and historical importance of traditional and historic 

gardens, demesnes and parks within Kildare in general and particularly where they constitute 

an important setting to a protected structure. 

CH 2  Preserve and protect the historic gardens and designed landscapes identified in the National 

Inventory of Architectural Heritage.  

CH 3  Encourage conservation, renewal and improvement which enhances the character and the 

setting of parks, gardens, and demesnes 
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CH 4  Co-operate with owners in the protection, promotion and enhancement of heritage gardens 

and parks in the county, to support public awareness, enjoyment of and access to these sites 

and to seek the cooperation and assistance of other interested parties, including Government 

Departments and state agencies, in this regard.  

CH 5  Have regard to “Guidance Notes for the Appraisal of Historic Gardens, Demesnes, Estates and 

their Settings” published by Cork County Council 2006, in the appraisal and description of 

historic designed landscapes, demesnes and gardens.  

CH 6  Designate Architectural Conservation Areas where considered appropriate, to preserve the 

character of a designed landscape.  

CH 7 Preserve, protect and where necessary encourage the use of, heritage/ traditional varieties of 

plants and trees that form part of the local/ regional biodiversity resource and that contribute 

to local identity. 

CH 8  Require where appropriate that a Conservation Plan is prepared in accordance with DAHG 

Guidelines and conservation best practice to inform proposed visual or physical impacts on a 

demesne, designed landscape or a park. 

CH 9  Require that planning applications take into consideration the impacts of the development on 

their landscapes and demonstrate that the development proposal has been designed to take 

account of the heritage resource of the landscape. 

Objectives: Country House and Demesnes 

It is an objective of the Council to:  

CHO 1  Assess the demesnes and historic designed landscapes within Kildare and promote the 

conservation of their essential character, both built and natural, while allowing for appropriate 

re-use. 

CHO 2  Carry out a pilot study to protect and enhance the amenity value of significant Vernacular 

Architecture. 

Vernacular Architecture 

Vernacular architecture is generally classified as the homes and workplaces of the general population built by 

local people using local materials. This is in contrast to formal architecture, such as the grand estate houses of 

the gentry, churches and public buildings, which were often designed by architects or engineers. 
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The majority of vernacular buildings are domestic dwellings. Examples of other structures that may fall into this 

category include shops, outbuildings, mills, limekilns, farmsteads, forges, gates and gate piers. This architecture 

was once commonplace but is becoming increasingly rare. The loss of thatched cottages in the county is 

increasing and every effort will be made by the Council to encourage and facilitate the survival of the remaining 

examples. The Council through its Heritage Plan carried out a survey of thatched cottages in 2005. The survey 

revealed that the number of thatched cottages decreased from 92 in 1987 to 55 in 2005. The traditional farm 

complexes and historic agricultural buildings of Kildare are also under increasing threat as they are seen to be 

no longer economically viable as part of the modern farm. Often these farm buildings are located on the site of 

an inhabited main house or active farm but have become redundant and become derelict. Generally these 

structures are of mud-wall or rubble stone construction with external lime renders. In some cases, agricultural 

outbuildings belong to large estates and are of fine cut stone, with excellent detailing of features. The Council 

will encourage the appropriate re-use of these structures rather than their replacement or dereliction. 

Reference in this regard should be made to Reusing Farm Buildings, A Kildare Perspective (2007) published by 

Kildare County Council. Other types of vernacular architecture under increasing pressure for demolition and 

alteration are historic shop and pub fronts. The loss of vernacular architecture is seen not only in the loss of 

entire buildings but also in the gradual attrition of details such as the replacement of roof coverings and windows 

with modern materials, removal of external render, inappropriate re-pointing and the addition of inappropriate 

extensions. Alterations to individual buildings can have a significant and cumulative effect on streetscapes and 

landscapes. By the very nature of vernacular architectural heritage, it is normally the case that they are the most 

sustainable forms of construction, built with local materials in a style responding to local conditions, with a low 

energy use. Many of our surviving examples of vernacular architecture are homes and places of work, which by 

definition need to evolve with a changing society to facilitate ongoing occupancy and survival. Any such changes 

need to be sympathetic to the special features and character of the building. 

Policies: Vernacular Architecture 

It is the policy of the Council to: 

VA 1  Encourage the protection, retention, appreciation and appropriate revitalisation of the 

vernacular heritage of the county. 

VA 2  Resist the demolition of vernacular architecture, in particular thatched cottages and 

farmhouses and to encourage their sensitive reuse having regard to the intrinsic character of 

the structure. 

VA 3  Have regard to guidance in “The Thatched Houses of Kildare” and “Reusing Farm Buildings, A 

Kildare Perspective” published by Kildare County Council in assessing planning applications 

relating to thatched cottages and traditional farm buildings. 
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VA 4  Preserve the character and setting (e.g. gates, gate piers, courtyards etc.) of vernacular 

buildings where deemed appropriate by the planning authority. 

VA 5  Protect (through the use of ACAs, the RPS and in the normal course of development 

management) vernacular buildings where they contribute to the character of areas and/or 

where they are rare examples of a structure type. 

VA 6  Ensure that both new build, and extensions to vernacular buildings are of an appropriate 

design and do not detract from the buildings character. 

VA 7  Seek the repair and retention of traditional timber and/or rendered shop fronts and pub 

fronts, including those that may not be protected structures. 

VA 8  Have regard, where appropriate, to guidance in the DAHG Guidelines and conservation best 

practice in assessing proposed interventions and planning applications relating to vernacular 

structures, traditional farmhouses, their curtilage, out buildings and settings. 

It is the objective of the council: 

VAO 1  Identify and retain good examples of historic street furniture in situ e.g. cast-iron postboxes, 

water pumps, signage, street lighting, kerbing and traditional road and street surface 

coverings. 

VAO 2  Develop and publish guidelines on the conservation and appropriate reuse of Local Authority 

Cottages and similar vernacular structures. 

Architectural Conservation Areas 

The Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), provides that all development plans must now include 

objectives for preserving the character of Architectural Conservation Areas (ACAs). 

An ACA is a place, area, groups of structures or townscape of special architectural, historical, archaeological, 

artistic, cultural, scientific, social or technical interest, or which contribute to the appreciation of protected 

structures, and whose character it is an objective of a development plan to preserve. In these areas, the 

protection of the architectural heritage is best achieved by controlling and guiding change on a wider scale than 

the individual structure, in order to retain the overall architectural or historic character of an area. Kildare Town 

has a defined boundary, an Urban Character Statement and policies to protect the character of the ACA (Maps 

12.9). Boundaries for Architectural Conservation Areas have been defined for Athy, Ballitore, Kilcock, Leixlip, 

Maynooth, Monasterevin, Naas, Moone, Prosperous and Rathangan (Maps 12.1- 12.11 refer). 
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New development within these areas will only be granted planning permission if it can be demonstrated that it 

will not harm the character or appearance of the area. ACAs provide an opportunity to build upon an existing 

character by establishing a high standard of urban design. A distinctive sense of place can be created through 

street lighting, street furniture, paving, signage, and by encouraging best conservation practice in the repair and 

maintenance of historic buildings, and also by insisting on high design standards for new developments. 

Policies: Architectural Conservation Areas 

It is the policy of the Council to: 

ACA 1  Investigate the designation of further ACAs at appropriate locations throughout the county 

including Celbridge, Johnstown, Ballymore Eustace, Kilcullen, Brannockstown, Rathmore, 

Clane and Newbridge. 

ACA 2  Ensure that any development, modifications, alterations, or extensions within an ACA are sited 

and designed appropriately, and are not detrimental to the character of the structure or to its 

setting or the general character of the ACA and are in keeping with any Architectural 

Conservation Area Statement of Character Guidance Documents prepared for the relevant 

ACA. 

ACA 3  Have regard to DAHG Guidelines and conservation best practice in assessing the significance 

of a historic town or urban area and the formulation of an ACA or in assessing development 

proposals relating to an ACA. 

ACA 4  Require where appropriate that a Conservation Plan is prepared in accordance with DAHG 

Guidelines and conservation best practice to inform proposed visual or physical impacts on an 

ACA. 

ACA 5  Have regard to “Guidelines for the Management and Development of Architectural 

Conservation Areas” published by Cork County Council (2006) for development within ACAs. 

 

Objectives: Architectural Conservation Areas 

It is an objective of the Council to: 

ACAO 1   Prepare “Guidelines for the Management and Development of ACAs” identified in this plan. 

ACAO 2  Prepare a character statement appraisal and area specific policy for each ACA to include Athy, 

Ballitore, Kilcock,  Leixlip, Maynooth, Monasterevin, Moone, Naas, Prosperous, Rathangan, 

Celbridge, Johnstown, Ballymore Eustace, Kilcullen, Brannockstown, Rathmore, Clane and 

Newbridge and to preserve, protect and enhance the character of these areas. 

ACAO 3  Carry out a pilot study on developing a proactive and dynamic framework for ACAs for the 

physical and economic enhancement of the built heritage character of a town/village. 
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Archaeological Heritage 

Archaeological heritage includes structures, groups of buildings, developed sites, all recorded monuments as 

well as their contexts, and moveable objects. There is an abundant and diverse archaeological heritage within 

the county, monuments and artefacts that represent all periods. 

 

Archaeological heritage is legally protected from unauthorised damage or interference through powers and 

functions under the National Monuments Acts1930-2004. Section 12 of the National Monument  (Amendments) 

Act 1994 made provision for the compilation of all recorded sites and features of historical and archaeological 

importance into the Record of Monuments and Places (RMP), which is compiled by the National Monuments 

Services of the Departments of Arts, Heritage and the Gealtacht. The RMP for Kildare is set out in Appendix 2. 

Section 12 of the National Monuments (Amendment) Act 1994 requires an owner/occupier to give two weeks 

written notice of proposals to carry out works at or in relation to a recorded monument. 

 

Some archaeological structures within the county may, in some situations, also be considered as architectural 

heritage and may therefore appear on both the Record of Monuments and Places (RMP) and the Record of 

Protected Structures (RPS). Accordingly these structures are protected by both the National Monuments Acts 

and the Planning and Development Acts 2000 (as amended). A number of monuments are further protected by 

being in the ownership or guardianship of the State or the subject of preservation orders (National Monuments) 

and registration orders, Tables 12.2- 12.6). Works to or at these monuments require the consent of the Minister 

for Arts, Heritage, Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs. The National Monuments Acts provide for the 

protection of all archaeological heritage, whether known, newly discovered, or yet to be discovered (e.g. through 

ground disturbance, fieldwork, or the discovery of sites underwater). 

 

Urban Archaeological Survey of Kildare 

In 1986 an Urban Archaeological Survey of Kildare was conducted. A number of medieval / early modern towns 

with known archaeological potential were surveyed and zones of potentially significant archaeology identified. 

These areas are designated under the National Monuments Acts as recorded monuments and are listed on the 

RMP.  

 

Policies: Archaeological Heritage 

It is the policy of the Council to: 

AH 1  Manage development in a manner that protects and conserves the archaeological heritage of 

the county, avoids adverse impacts on sites, monuments, features or objects of significant 

historical or archaeological interest and secures the preservation in-situ or by record of all sites 

and features of historical and archaeological interest. The Council will favour preservation in – 
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situ in accordance with the recommendation of the Framework and Principals for the 

Protection of Archaeological Heritage (1999) or any superseding national policy. 

AH 2  Have regard to the Record of Monuments and Places (RMP), the Urban Archaeological Survey 

and archaeological sites identified subsequent to the publication of the RMP when assessing 

planning applications for development. No development shall be permitted in the vicinity of a 

recorded feature, where it detracts from the setting of the feature or which is injurious to its 

cultural or educational value. 

AH 3  Secure the preservation (in-situ or by record) of all sites, monuments and features of 

significant historical or archaeological interest, included in the Record of Monuments and 

Places and their settings, in accordance with the recommendations of the Framework and 

Principles for the Protection of Archaeological Heritage, DAHG (1999), or any superseding 

national policy document. 

AH 4  Ensure that development in the vicinity of a site of archaeological interest is not detrimental 

to the character of the archaeological site or its setting by reason of its location, scale, bulk or 

detailing and to ensure that such proposed developments are subject to an archaeological 

assessment. Such an assessment will seek to ensure that the development can be sited and 

designed in such a way as to avoid impacting on archaeological heritage that is of significant 

interest including previously unknown sites, features and objects. 

AH 5  Contribute towards the protection and preservation of the archaeological value of underwater 

or archaeological sites associated with rivers and associated features. 

AH 6  Contribute towards the protection of historic burial grounds within the county and encourage 

their maintenance in accordance with conservation principles in co-operation with the Historic 

Monuments Advisory Committee and National Monuments Section of Department of Arts, 

Heritage, Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs (DAHRRGA). 

AH 7  Promote and support in partnership with the National Monuments Section of the Department 

of Arts, Heritage, Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs (DAHRRGA), the concept of 

Archaeological Landscapes where areas contain several Recorded Monuments. 

AH 8  Encourage, where practicable, the provision of public access to sites identified in the Record 

of Monuments and Places under the direct ownership, guardianship or control of the Council 

and/or the State. 

AH 9   Encourage the provision of signage to publicly accessible recorded monuments. 
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APPENDIX 4  EXCAVATIONS CARRIED OUT WITHIN THE STUDY AREA (EXCAVATIONS.IE) 

Excavatio
n no. 

Excavations 
bulletin ref. 

Director Location Description (Summary) 

04E1590 2004:0808 S. Halliday Castletown House Post-medieval cobbled surface 

07E0048 2007:791 M. Saunderson Connolly Folly, 
Castletown House 

No archaeological significance 

07E0200 2007:792 M. Saunderson Castletown House Post-medieval brick drain 

07E0200 
ext. 

2008:658 M. Saunderson Castletown House Post-medieval cobbled surfaces 

10E0414 2011:351 C. McConway Castletown House Post-medieval bathing house, Mrs 
Siddon’s Temple, terraced garden, ice 

house and bridge 

11E0421 2011:352 M. McQuade Castletown House Bronze Age burial site 

11E0273 
ext. 

2012:322 M. McQuade Castletown Demesne Post-medieval dovecote, pathways 
and pleasure gardens 

11E0273 
ext. 

2014:163 M. McQuade, 
C. McConway 

Castletown House Post-medieval farmyard and historic 
pathways 

14E0111 2014:366 A. Hayden Castletown House Post-medieval pathways, walls, 
cobbling and foundations 

15E0070 
and ext. 

2015:250 A. Hayden Castletown House Post-medieval walls and features 

15E0070 
ext. 

2016:024 A. Hayden Castletown House 17th century watercourse, post-
medieval stables 

15E0070 
ext. 

2016:025 A. Hayden Castletown House Post-medieval cellars, drains and 
pathways 

08E0829 2008:661 M. McQuade Donaghcumper Prehistoric barrows and post-medieval 
land drains 

E004187 2010:399 E. Devine Donaghcumper Early medieval monastic precinct ditch 

12E0266 2012:323 C. Walsh Donaghcumper No archaeological significance 

07E0298 2007:861 C. Moriarty Dangan / Elmhall / 

Hazelhatch Kildare 

Rail Project 

Mill-race at Hazelhatch 

07E0816 2007:803 J. Hession Elmhall Fulacht fia 

96E0186 1996:180 R. Swan Oakley Park Stone axehead 

99E0256 1999:363 F. Myles Church Road, 
Celbridge 

No archaeological significance 

07E0389 2007:793 M. Byrne 5 Church Road No archaeological significance 

03E0649 2003:893 C. Mullins 61 Church Road No archaeological significance 

04E1182 2004:0809 K. Wiggins 155 Church Road No archaeological significance 

95E0014 1995:147 M. Gowen Pipeline, Celbridge No archaeological significance 

03E1829 2003:894 K. Wiggins Main Street Medieval and post-medieval features 

03E1829 
etc. 

2004:0811 K. Wiggins Main Street Medieval and post-medieval pits 

95E0284 1995:148 R. Swan Main Street, Sewage 
Scheme 

No archaeological significance 

96E0329 1996:179 M. Byrne Main Street Medieval artefacts and a stone-lined 
drain 

96E0154 1996:178 B. O’Riordáin Main Street No archaeological significance 

97E0122 1997:264 D. Delaney Main Street No archaeological significance 

98E0568 1998:302 R. Swan Main Street No archaeological significance 

99E0557 1999:364 S. Desmond 17 and 18 Main Street No archaeological significance 

98E0104 1998:335 R. Swan Oldtown/Aghards No archaeological significance 

02E0413 2002:0888 T. Bolger St Wolstan’s No archaeological significance 

14E0447 2015:435 A. O’Connell Celbridge No archaeological significance 
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Excavatio
n no. 

Excavations 
bulletin ref. 

Director Location Description (Summary) 

14E0447 
ext.  

2015:436 A. O’Connell Celbridge Post-medieval animal burial 

02E1677 2002:0887 E. Corcoran Celbridge No archaeological significance 

04E0255 2004:0812 E. Dennehy Maynooth Road No archaeological significance 

06E0256 2006:947 E. Dennehy Maynooth Road Workhouse graveyard and cillín 

17E0664 2018:587 A. O’Connell Oldtown No archaeological significance 

02E0065 2002:0886 R. Meenan Celbridge No archaeological significance 
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