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ExecutiveSummary

This interim report detaildwo seasons of community focusezkcavatiors, in December 2019 and
August 2021, in the field surrounding Clone Chulonetownland in Ca Wexford. @ne Church
located2.5km outside of Ferns village, istive ownership otthe Office of Public Works (OPW) asch
recorded monument (WX015023002(graveyard) andVX01502300% (church) protected under the
National Monuments ActsThe field surrounding the church, whethe excavations took place, is
owned by Tom Breen. The excavations were conducted under liceBE@{66and 19E0766 extto the
National Monuments Seice and funded by both the Ancient Connections Project/Wexford County
Council and the private resourcebthe Irish Archaeology Field School (IAFS).

In conjunction with the excavations a programme of geophysical surveys was undebyaken Elliott
of Irish Geophysical and Archaeological Services (IGA83e surveys were completad August and
October 2019 (License no. 1988) and again in October and December 2021 (Lic&x13R0219. The
main agenda foboth the excavatiors and associategurveyswas to:

a) Investigategeophysical anomalies initially identified at the sitédatober and December 2019 (and
previously identified at the site during a drone flyover in 2018);

b) Clarify if Clone Church is surrounded by a monastic enclosure(s);

c) If possible, date these enclosing features, through the retrieval of organic materiatefacss;

d) Investigate a possible entrance to the early monastic enclosure;

e) Investigate a secondary internal enclosure, which could be associated with either the early medieval
foundation or the latter medieval church;

f) Engage the local community from Fernmsdasurrounds in a community excavatigrbringing the
site of Clone to the centre of local public consciousness.

Across both seasons of excavation, a total of four cuttings were opened, dug, assessed and badkfilled.
cuttings were found to contain mufile archaeological features amounting to 21 discreet features and
73 individual contextswhich can be summarised as follows:

- Cutting 1: a ditch (and associated fills), representing the inner ditch of the outer monastic
enclosure, was recorded in additiém two furrows and an area of burning.

- Cutting 2: a second ditch (and associated fills), interpreted as the inner monastic enclosure, was
SELRA&SRI AY FTRRAGAZ2Y (2 (G662 FdzZNIKSNI WRAGOKQ

- Cutting 3: both ditches (and assated fills) of the outer monastic enclosure were recorded,
with the outer ditch containing a drystone wall. A small linear of indeterminate function, two
pits/post-holes, two hearths/pits, a single stakehole and a burnt deposit were also excavated, as
well as a latter furrow and French Drain.

- Cutting 4: a smaller roetut ditch, marking the line of an internal oval enclosure was recorded,
as was a linear feature/gully of uncertain function.

All features in Cuttings 1, 2 and 4 were devoid of artefactd wie only recovered finds from these
cuttings consistingf a single body sherd of Leinster Cooking Ware and a broken slate roof tile from
topsoil in Cutting 2, and a single worked flint from topsoil in Cutting 4. A total of 35 finds were recovered
from Cutting 3 including 28 sherds ahedieval pottery a worked stone, two struck flints and four
medieval nails. These finds were predominantly recovered from the tertiary fills of therostditch

of the monastic enclosure.

Collectively the excavatns and surveys confirmed the existence of an early medieval monastery at the
site, revealingthree sets of enclosing ditches, as wellld§ S& & SN ¥ S| (i dzi@sthdles, & dzO K
hearth pits etc The monasterysi delimited by an outer biviake enclosure and inner enclosure high is

also potentially bivddéte. These enclosures themselves surround a third small oval shaped ditch at the
site. Available dating evidence for the outer most monastic ditch (in Cutting 3) indicates that it was
finally backfilled in the 12 to 14" centuries, although it may have been partly backfilled well prior to

this. This backfilling occurred after the construction of a stone entrance/structure close to the original
early medieval monastery entrance. The inner enslesseems to have been backfilled atuearlier

than the outer enclsure, sometime between th@" to 9" centuriesAD.An intriguing Neolithic dateof

iv
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37163954 cal. B@as also returned from the inner ditch of the outer monastic enclosure; this could be
erroneous or alternativeloriginate from arazedNeolithic monument on the site, possibly a passage

tomb associated to the known passage tombfantn Clone YWX01502314. Thisdate, and the phasing

of the ditch backfillingadds to the mounting evidencef Clone being a significant mufteriod site.

While the scale of these small community excavation cam&initely clarify the phasing inherent in

/ £t2ySQa I NOKI $onfirded the existec® &f thkele @nSlosing elements at the site, thus
fufAiff Ayad GKS LINRP2SOGQa NBaSFNOK FAYaT (KSasS Syof :
and measured 200m, 130m ard5m respectively from outer to inner circuit.

The excavations were undertaken within the context of a larger researd@ $r® i = Sy G A Gf SR U
St ARFYQad a2yl aliSNEQd ¢KAa LINR2SOG Aa | 02YLRYS
developed by the IAFS, Wexford County Council, and the local community, which saw an international
field school also commence &.al NBQa ! 66Seé>X Ay ySIFENbeé CSNyasz A
funded as a part oRediscovering\ncient Connections The Saintsnitiative, a new crosborder arts

and heritage project linking North Pembrokeshire and North Wexford{TheA pfajectds 80% funded

by the Europea Rural Development Fund (ERDE];by Pembrokeshér County Council, with associated
partners:Wexford County Council, Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority, and Visit Wexford.
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Section 1

ArchaeologicaExcavationrReport

Introduction

The IAF®onducted &cavatiors in the field surrounding Clone Church in December 241® August
2021 These excavations were undertaken under licence to the National Monumentie&SE9EQ766
and 19E0766 extunder the National Monuments Act 193@14. This report constitutes Binal report

for Cuttings 1 and 2 (Season 1) and a prelamjirreport for Cuttings 3 and 4 (Seasoru@yler the terms

of that Act and includes the results of specialist analys@$e excavations aimed tovestigate
geophysical anomalies identified atirveys athe site (19R0238and 21E219in 2019 and 2@1 (and
previously identified at the site during a drone flyover in 20I)e excavations across both seasons
consisted ofour discreet cuttingg; all of which were found to contain archaeology.

The excavation was undertaken in partnership with Clon@r€h Conservation Group (CCCG) aada
first step ofamajor new heritage initiative being jointly developedtbe IAFS, Wexford County Council
and thelocal community.This poject includesan international field schoplwhichcommence at St
al NBQa ! 006Se53x 2071 TS prdjebt & padtlp Nideasa pakt yf Rediscovering Ancient
Connections¢ The Saintsinitiative, a new cros®order arts and heritage project linkindlorth
Pembrokeshre and North Wexford.

xford IMAPS publlc 2019 Emad At - ps@wexfordcoco ie  IMAPs Flelp Video  iIMAPs Help Document

| o o y V. i Ballynakile({ -
Al ; = "‘. T ¢

e I qh C (EEEN
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i/‘f ombrackwocd
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£ Caﬁ;geen
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F|gure 1Site location (red circle) on Dlscovery Series Map (dee:e‘ord County Council |MAPs)
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Site Location

The siteislocated y | f I NAS WONRLI TASEt RQ | LigiwRldndoY Clahs £ &
Barony ofScarawalsh; Figures4). Theremainsof Clone Church and GraveyafldMRVX015023002
(graveyard) andNVX01502300%(church), a structure architecturally dated to the 1% century, are
located in the northern portion of this fieJ®n an east facing slope withinvalley/pass which contains a
tributary to the River Bann (itself @ibutary to the Slaney River{zeophysical surveys conducted
2019, as well as drone surveys of the site in 2@d@&ntified a monastic enclosurapproximately 65m
from the church andjraveyard Several other monuments of architectural or archaeological interest are
also contained within, or adjacent, the gravegdsee Archaeological and Historical Backgroogldw).

The site is bounded by a regional road on its west and farmland to its north, south and east.

l;‘ ‘:6-!' :,‘;J ‘/ : \ . ; ™ S g 1 4
arn, L S S 52 s WA Rl
;‘H!‘.*.‘t:t /—_\\\ / _ :L"'%/A ?\’ A' ~ AN A 1(34‘
CA3dzZNB HY hNRYIlI yOS { dzNBS
(sourcewww.archaeology.ig

Figure 3: Modern Ordnance Survey aerial photograph indicating the sitéolo¢eed circle) and surrounding
monuments (sourcevww.archaeology.ip
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Figuren Y CANEG 9RAGAZ2Y hNRYlyOS { dzNI $%é&d ciclé) andisurdunding o y 0
monumentgsourcewww.archaeology.ig

Date and Circumstances of Fieldwoakd PostExcavation

Theexcavationsvere undertakenin two seasons, a wedkng excavation from Decembet'9 14" and

a c.two-week excavation from August ¥7- 27". Two programs of geophysical survey were also
undertaken broadly in tandem with these excavationDuring thefirst excavation a number of
community groups were invited to the site, with the excavation includederalcommunity eventgsee
Section 3)The second community excavation had lgesup interaction due to the Cowvit pandemic
but was still staffed predomiantly by community volunteerd?ostexcavation analyses of collected
artefacts and ecofacts was largely completed in January 2080Septembefctober 2021 However,
analyses of charcoal for radiometric datimgre severely delayed bipckdowns associatedith Covid

19, resulting i backlog of work in radiocarbon laboratoriés such datefor Season 1 werebtained

in September 2020yith dates for Season 2 still pending

Geology and Topography

The site is located within member of the Campile Formiah, comprising felsic volcanicé Ordovician

Age formed some 450 million years ago. The Cémpormationitself comprises pale coloured rhyolites

and rhyolitic tuffs or agglomerates in grey and brown slaty mudstones with occasional andesitic tuffs or
agglomerates.

These in turn form part of a northeast to southwest trending band of volcargks bounded to the
northwest and southeast bthe Oatlands Formatigrred-purple and green laminated and variegated
siltstones and shalesThis sequence, which is over a kilometre in thickness, also comprises g
greywackes, laminated daieey, green and buihales and fine siltstones, rare 'piripg’ shales, silver

grey shalesTogether, these sediments represent deposits intouge ocean called thiapetuswhich

once separated the southeast and northwest of Ireland. When that ocean closed during what is known
as the Caledonian Ogeny about 400million years ago, thesesediments were uplifted to form
northeastsouthwest trending mountains, with volcanic activity caused by the plate collision
metamorphosinghese sediments.

Page3
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Bedrockis relatively close to the surface across much of the site, alitlvial sediments in the nearby
river to thenorth and east, and tills derived from tlsirrounding Ordovician sediments in other areas.
Soils are alsthin across the siteand where tills occur are mainly acigvell drained mineral soils.

Archaeological and Historical Background

A Parish Church

The ruins of the medieval Clone Chuiate podtioned on thesouthern side of a smatorthwest to
southeastflowing river valleyTodaythe church comprissthe partial remains o& north andsouth wall

with areconstructedeastern gable; surrounded by a graveyard which continued in useluhg early

20" century. The church measures c. 14.7m by 5.7m and has been fenced off, with restricted access,
since 2009 due to concern about its condition. A partial collapse of the buildinglé @omoted
conservation works by the Office of Public Works, which are ongaiiter a significant break due to
Covid19. The western gablés intact to its full height andncludes aeautiful example of Romanesque
architecturein the form of an ornate derway with external jambs and clan carving.This doorway
contains a flat lintel, but would have originally been an open arch, which is more typical of Romanesque
architecture.A series of carved headse positioned directly above the doorway. Conseigatworkson

G§KS OKdzZNOK ¢SNB dzyRSNIilI 1Sy Ay GKS mgppnQa o0& Clti
former Castle Museum in Enniscorthy (Ransom 198ujing these conservation works the stone heads
were rearranged in a linear fashion, as theyist today. A stone head from Clone was also incorporated
AyhG2 {0 a23dzSQa "adhiury (Chrig Codel pe¥sacommy). G KS wmd

CloneChurch is Romanesque style and belongs to¢hE2" century (Cosgrave 2016,; #) functioned as

a parish chrch and in the early I8century was a valuable prebend and canoribjid({ 9). In 1352

Grattan Flooctitesa person being confirmed in the canonry and prebend of Cldnd).(Rectors were
appointed to the parish and churobf Clone untilthe end of the B" century. Post Rformation, a
Protestant rector was appointedafter which timethe church fellintoruia = L}2 d8aAo0f & 0SAyY:
since the midL7"" century (ibid, 10).The building is recorded as being in poor condition in the Ordnance

{ dzNISe [SUGSNER o0& W2KYy hQ 52y2@0Fy Ay figemtary & KA
stated the church hdibeen partially pulled down to provide stone to build the presgraveyard wall.

Figureb: Clone Church as viewed in its immediate landscape context in the summer of 2019

Page4
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~ -

igre6: he western bIe nd doorway of Clone Church

Earlier Origins

The upstanding remains of Clone détem c.the 12" century, butseveral features from the site suggest

a much earlier foundationPrevious associations to St. Aidan and the early medieval period dlave

been suggestedincluding byGrattan Flood(1919 39) who states, W/ f 2y S gl a 2yS 27F
F2dzyRI GA2ya Ay (GKS RA20S4S 27F OfeNifdantiqgrayafPhilipa N =
Hore (1911, 157) also associated the site to St. Aidan sta#ihgii ¢ & LINRP Ol 6f & &dzNAy 3
that the abbey of Clone now represented by the most ancient church in the district, the ruins of which
display peculiarities both of construction and ornamentatipwas¥ 2 dzy.R$Ssk@dClone is located

2yte HOPplY FNRY CSNYyaz 4KSNB {idd ! ARFYyQa TINRARYyOA
OSyildaNE {(i® alNEQa ! o0060Seod

The toponymy of Clone may aléudicate an earlier origin for the site. The name Cluain, the Irish of
Clone, igienerally explained as meaning meadow, pasture or similarjswften argued to occur in the

vicinity of an ecclesiastical site (O Crualaoich 2016, 660). Further advocating for an early medieval origin
are the three cross slaband bullaun ston¢s)fromi KS aA 1S3> 6KAOK WXINB | ¥
SO0t SaAl adAoOlf aAiTheSighal Ocatri df v df tfie crosssslpbs is wnknovd, with

one presently located beside the church doorway; both thelsds consist of two small carvingith a

Maltese Cross ifalse relief, which have been dated to th& & 10" centuries(Colbert 2019)The third

cross slab was originally c. 80m southeast of the church and had an incised Maltese cross contained
within a circle.

The sundial from Clone, currently on display at Ferns Castle Visitor Centre, is c¢. 1.6m high and was
originally locatedn the bank of the riverg. 60m southeast of Clor@hurchaccording to an account by

Victor Du Noyer in 186He also records a storsecket at the site, which is since missing, which could

be a socket for the sundial or for a high cross.

' Yy20KSNJ aG2yS OFNBAYy3a: RAaALIXITE@AYy3d WrEy AYyOAaSR AY
of the church (built into a gate pier leadjrfrom the public road into a fieldyhich may haveriginally

derived from Clone. Bird carvings have been found at other early monastic sites, for example a rare
example is known from Caherlehillan, Co. Kerry, where a possible peacock is displayetl on7 6
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century cross slab (Sheehan0®) 200202). Bird motifs onmonastic sites have beerssociated wit
pilgrimage in the past.

While there are tantalising glimpses of an early medieval site at Clone, more concrete evidence of a
monastic origin was not encountered until very recently. As stated2018a series of crop marks,
several ofwhich appeared to form a monastic enclos¥#¥X01502313) were recordedFgure 7). The
presence of these cromarks was confirmed in 2019, whenfirst season ofieophysical surveys of the

site clarifiedthe route andlocation of these enclosing elements (see also below). Archaeological testing
at the site in 2006, to the north and east of the church, previously revealed archaeological features
containing charcoal, slag and burnt bone, interpreted as possible industtialty associated with the
monastery at Clone (Moughlin 2006, 9Shine et al2020. A 1.3n wide ditch, in the same field as the
church was also encountered; it is Wit noting that this ditchran parallel to the field boundargnd

could be related @ an enclosing element of the monasterA second 2.3m wide ditch was also
uncovered in this area of the field.

-

Figure7: Aerial photo of crop marks at Clone Church. Note the two concentric curved linear features (backfilled
ditches) aoundthe church joiningthe curved field boundary. The features represent a monastic enelosur

A Monument of Intrigue

There are a number of intriguing monuments at Clone, including some with a possible association to
pilgrimage such as th@forementionedbird carving on the gate pillaA slab/bouldelis known to have

survived at the site until the 1990s, which was decorated withhAaf OA 8 SR WONR aa 27F |
design, which Harbiso(1991, 191193) has linked strongly with pilgrimage activiig a variant of the

Greek or equal armed cross that is closely linked with Jerusakedy 195). While the Clone example

has been dated to the'®to 8" centuriesthe design is thought to have reached Ireland by 60QAiD).

Harbison records severakes where similar motifs have been associated with pilgrim routes, including
0KS YATO2tYly {G2yS yR ! NN 3t Behinsilditddy181)a8 well asK S { I
Bulgan,southwestof Enniscorthy and Begerin Islaimdthe Wexford slobsn Co. Wexfordnotably, he

includes Clone when discussing sites with tbheoss of arcgnotifs where pilgrimagemay have been

practiced ibid, 193) At Begerin a small wooden chapel was recorded in 1682, which contaistata

2T W{ { thatav&sNgficratey anhd used for taking oaths (Culleton 1999, 1B4&perin was known

to have been founded as a monastery in c. tHed@ntury by St. Ibag suggesting that pilgrimage
practices may have been protracted at some of these sites.
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A sundial fromClone, now on display in Ferns Castle visitor centre, has also been associated with
pilgrimage by Harbisori991, 211215) The Clonaundial is thought to be ¥Zentury in date (Colbert
2019) and display similarities to another example fra¢iimalkedharagainalong the Saints Road in

Dingle (Harbison 1991, 21215). A few Irish sundialsare known tooccur on pilgrimagesites, or sites
where pilgrimage may have been practite with Harbisonagain noting Clone as one such possible
example(ibid, 213214). If both the cross of arcs monument and the sundial have an association with
pilgrimage atClone,it indicates a longerm tradition at the site extending across at least 400+ years. As
stated, protracted pilgrimage practise is noted at other sites, swcBexerin.

¢KS TFTAYLFf WY2ydzySy G Q (récerdey id thé surhnye af J018F dNRavemarker2 y S
decorated withmegalithic rock art (WX01823014) this isone of only two examples currently recorded

in Co. Wexfordand may explain oumunexpectedNeolithic radiometric date. The stone located c. 5m
west of the church doorway and decorated with at least four pecked arcksély spacetines curving

up one side of the stone, around the top and down the other side in an oval pattern.

Consideringi KS Ll2aaAroftsS 02yySOilAzya 2F [/ f2yS G2 LAL AN
been drawn. Only three labyrinth motifs are known from Ireland, namely on a high cross at Cashel in Co.
Tipperary, on stone slabs at Rathmore in Co. Meath and omtillgwood Stone in Co. Wicklogthat

latter having a connection to the pilgrimage route of BtS @ WgyQLabyrintrstonesconsist of circular
carvings of concentric rings usually with a line protruding from the centre. Examples are known from the
floor of medieval French cathedrals where penitents would walk upon them on their knees as an
equivalent to pilgrimage (Harbison 1991, 148hwever, itshould be noted that the motif aClone is

both lacking the full characteristics of a labyrinth, i.e. mdnart four concentric circles and a radiating
central line andit is currently classified gsassage tomb artwhich has similarities to examples from
Knockroe in Co. Kilkenny (Shine et al. 2028)s latter interpretation also appears more likely
consideing our recent dating of deposits from the site (see below).

Previouslnvestigations

As stated previously, tangiblevidence for a monastic foundation at Clone came to light during the
summer of 2018 whenduring an unprecedented droughdtop marlsthat appeared to form a monastic
enclosure(WX01502313) were recorded during a drone surv@igure 7) These cropmarks indicate

two enclosing elementg an outer double ditched enclosure and ameén ditch, possibly defining an
outer and innercoreof thS Y2yl aGSNE NBALISOGAGBSted { dzOK RA DA &A
YR AYYSN Wal ONRKRGardOPES 106 These CeACIONR) \elements were further
investigated through geophysical surveyOctoberand DecembeR019 and August and €ober 2021,
whentargeted geophysical survewere undertaken on the site, at the request of the IAFS. Duringehe
surveys a progranme of magnetic gradiometry was undertaken by lan Elliott of Irish Geophyesichl
Archaeological Survey@ASconsent19R0238and21R0219. Collectively the surveygvealed a density

of archaeological features, which are likely to span several centuries of activity at(€éenEigure 8)
Analysis of the datandfurther processingf the 2019 surveys is complete (Elliott 2019hvygrocessing

of the 2021 surveys nearing completion; the 2021 surveys will be submitted as a separate report by the
surveyor for licence 21R021Blowever, an initial summary provided by lan Ellfptrs. comm.pf both

a dzNIsses: Q

The first survey$i2019 Areas A and B (consent 19R0238: Figupar8ally revealed a pair of broadly
concentric enclages. The outer enclosure isvdliate, with a pair of broad fosses (cm3width)
separated by what was presumably once a bank Ke.védth). Approxnately 25m inside the outer
enclosure is anniher enclosure (partially vdéllate to the west of the Clone Church), which is
characterised by quite a sharp angle at its sewdstern extremity. The inner ditch is €1.5m in width,

and sharply cut. Theuter element is broader, but also sharply cut. A further fosse projecting directly
from the western end of the preseday church enclosure was also recorded.
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Fluxgate gradiometer survey at the archaeological complex surrounding Clone Church continued in
August and October 2021 in Areas C and D (under consent 21R0219: Figure 8). This extension to the
earlier surveys places the earlier results in a broader context and demonstrates that the enclosure
elements then identified continue well to the south, aggested by the previously photographed
cropmarks

“ H

‘“‘\t‘i‘ 2}\ s
O\ T

Figure8: Geophysical survey (from IGAS) showimngtiple seasons of surveys. Locations ofaf@haeological
cuttings (n yellow) are shown oveaying the enclosures argkophysgcal features (in purple), with areas of high
magnetic response/industrial areas shown in (bdse imagesource www.archaeology.ig
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Preliminary results from the survey of Area D show that the core of the (presumed monaspiExcom
lying within the outer biallate enclosure, was fully revealed in the earlier survey, although atdeast
contiguous ditch arcs for some distance away from the southwest corner. Otherwise, most of the
anomalies point to the existence of remnant radial and linear field boundaries, the latter of varying
orientation. All are set against a background of sggdimear anomalies, orientesbuthwestnortheast,

that are believed to originate from the underlying solid geology of this region, where intrusive dykes of
Acid Volcanic rock are present. Whereas these intrusions will have a marked magnetic signature
affeOliAy3 GKS FtdzEIIGS 3INIRA2YSGSNI RIEGEZ HyeR yEKQS N
archaeological anomalies, they should have negligible influence emaisilure content, which is what
generates theropmarks It is clear, also, that some preus anomalies tentatively identified in 2019 as

Wi NOKLI S2f 2 Icassifidd 8s béiig dssati&ed MaB this peculiar geology.

I AAYAET NI aGdNRy3IZ oOoNRBIFIR fAYSIEN wasSz2t23A0HtQ Fyz2
Area C,which occupies the sloping field that lies across the stream to the northeast of the main
archaeological complex. This was initially presumed to be evidence of a significant enclosure ditch, when
considering this dataset in isolation; however, set withie broader context of the other survey
datasets, it is clear that the anomaly is analogous to the dykes encountered in Area D. Numerous weak
linear anomalies exist, particularly on the elevated ground in the eastern portion of the some, but

by no meas all, of these may relate to the programme of t@ehching conducted by Catherine
McLoughlin in 2006. The latter investigation revealed ditches and evidence for bukrtingad area of

strong magnetic disturbance indicated by thepbiar anomalous data at the southestern corner of

the survey, is suggestive of the presence of an extensive area of burnt material, ash evonletad

slag on he low ground proximal to the streamthis finding is consistent with the findings of the 2005
testing in this area (McLoughlin 2006) While it is understood that some filling material (clay) was
deposited in recent times by the laod/ner to counter watdogging of the lowetying areas of the field,

it is unlikely that this material is the cause of this distinctive anomaly.

It is not clear that the archaeological complex continues across the stream, but the evidence for
burning/industrial activity in thiarea strongly suggests that at least some eanlgdieval activity might.

If this activity across the stream werenclosed it is tempting to suggest that a customary-fbrm
enclosure might be neatly formed by the qyu@&sor of the northwessoutheast oriented field boundary
standing on the high ground some 75m to the northeast of the streamnidyisexplainvhy no easten
boundary has yet been traversed by a survey. The overall enclosure thus formed would be one of
approximately 4.75 hectares. Alternatively, and possibly more likely, the eastern boundary of the
monastery was formed by the current streaqtwith some activies occurring outside the monastery
limits; in this instance the size of the monastery is c. 3.5 hectares.

As gated, the surveys from 2019 and 2021 give addghificance to the results of archaeological test
trenching at, and adjacent to, the site in 2006 by Catherine McLoughlin (Licence no. 06E0287) of
Stafford McLoughlin Archaeology. At this time 16 #eehches were excavated six in the field
containingClone Church and 10 in the field to the immediate east advance of a proposed private
development. This testing revealed multiple archaeological features. In the field containing the church a
portion of a wide ditch was encountered, which now appearbdgart of northern outermost monastic

ditch ¢ as indicated by geophysics and drone survey. In the field east of the river, a series of charcoal
spreads anddiscreet features containing charcoal, slag and burnt bamee recorded these were
interpreted as being likely industrial in nature and associated to a monastery at Clone (Mcloughlin 2006,
9). They were noticeably concentrated in the southwest area of the field, where geophysics has also
indicated an industrial area is likely to Ipgesent. None of the features were dated but industrial
activity such as metal working, inferred by the recovery of slag, is common on monastic sites (Swan
MppPMEI MoyT 9RGFNREA MpRBERIGEYy T hQ{dzZ t AGFYy SdG Ffd H

Collectively the previous archaeologl research points to a substantial early medieval site at Clone.
Archaeological evidence indicates most monasteries date to between c. the Tand early &
OSYldz2NAS&a o6hQ{dzZ t AGFY YR aO/ 2N¥AO]l HAMTI MMHU @
majority of ecclesiastical and church sites were founded in the middle of theetury with no new
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Saints founding sites after 8D (bid). Thesealiscoveres at Clone, even in advance of the excavations
detailed herein, strongly advocate for a date between the ldteaid early 8 centuries. The site was
LISNKI LJa O2y dSYLR NI NBE ¢ A 0K oflyledkm bviaiR Thé Cefativeyszg dof thei S NB
Ferns and Clone enclosuras best as they are understood todag. 350m to 200m respectivehinfer

Clone was the lesser site, with Ferns being significantly larger (Doyle 2016, 53) and &yeosfibly of

a high status (Edwards 1998, 106).
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Archaeological Excavations

Introduction

The excavations wereoncluded intwo seasons, a weeklong excavation from DecemBer 4" and a
c. twoweek excavation from August 27 27", Collectively he main agenda foboth the excavation
andassociated works in 2@land 2021was to:

a) Investigate geophysical anomalies initially identified at the site in October and December 2019
(and previously identified at the site during a drone flyover in 2018);

b) darify if Clone Church surrounded by a monastic enclosure(s);

c) If possible, date these features, through the retrieval of organic materials or artefacts;

d lygSadAarisS + LraarotsS SyiNryOSz 2N WOl dzaSegl &

e) Investigate a secondary internal enclosure, whimould be associated with either the early
medieval foundation or the latter medieval church;

f) Engagehe local community from Ferns and surrounds in a community excavatioimging the
site of Clone to the centre of local public consciousness.

In total, during both excavation seasons, four archaeological cuttings oeeed, dug, assessed and
backfilled. All cuttings were found to contain multiple archaeological features amounting to 21 discreet
features and 73 individual contexts, as presentedames 1.1- 1.4. All features (with the exception of
F105 and a part of [F403] were carefully excavated with hand tools with all encountered
archaeologicafeatures carefully cleanedrecorced and documented- to the level of natural subsoil
within the cuttings. Each cutting was carefully surveyed and covered with geotextile before being
backfilled.

The features within the cuttings we can very briefly summarised as follows:

- Cutting 1: a ditch (and associatdills), representing the inner ditch of the outer monastic
enclosure, was recorded in addition to two furrows and an area of burning.

- Cutting 2: a second ditch (and associated fills), interpreted as the inner monastic enclosure, was
exposed, in additioti 2 (62 TFdz2NIKSNJ WRAGOKQ FSIGdaNBaszx | a

- Cutting 3: both ditches (and associated fills) of the outer monastic enclosure were recorded,
with the outer ditch containing a drystone wall. A small linear of indeterminate function, two
pits/post-holes, two hearths/pits, a single stakehole and a burnt deposit were also excavated, as
well as a latter furrow and French Drain.

- Cutting 4: a smaller roetut ditch, marking the line of an internal oval enclosure was recorded,
as was a linear featufgully of uncertain function.

As stated, each of the ditch features was originally identifiadng geophysical surveys of the site in

2019 and 2021. All features in Cuttings 1, 2 and 4 were devoid of artefacts with the only recovered finds
from these cuttings consisting only of a single body sherd of Leinster Cooking Ware (LCW) and a broken
slate roof tile from topsoil in Cutting 2, and a single worked flint from topsoil in Cutting 4. A metal
detection survey of excavated spoil (19R0274)he first excavation season, and a rigorous sieving
programme through 4mm mesh did not result in the retrieval of any further artefacts.

A total of 35 finds were recovered from Cutting 3. These includeshge of medieval pottery (N=237

LCW and a simglsherd of Wexford Type Cooking Ware) a worked stone, two struck flints and four
medieval nails. These finds were predominantly recovered from the tertiary fills of the outer ditch of the
outer monastic enclosure.
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Cutting 1¢ The Outer Enclosuresée Figtes 912)

Cutting 1 measured approximately élby 1.3n and was excavated to a depth of th@long a broadly

east to west axis. The individual description of the features recorded in Cutingptesented in Table

1.1, with only a brief summary given here. Two furrows [F102] and [F104] (fils F101 and F103
respectively) were located toward theastern end of the cutting, with the latter of these cut through a
number of fills (F106, F109, F110) of ditch [F108]. Ditch [F108] matches perfectly with the location of the
inner ditch of a bivadte outer monastic enclosure at Clone, as recorded ingbephysical survegsee

above) The ditch contained five distinct fills, namely F107, F106, F109, F111 and; H&tE®l in
stratigraphic orderfrom top to bottom Of note the lower/basal fill, F110, was consistent with the
natural subsoil and contained large amount of large stone (B@23m?3), which wasot noted in any

other fill; initial field interpretation of this deposit suggested it possibly derived from a bank at the
RAGOKQa AYGSNA2NE 6KAOK ¢ a dza S Rhoweger réchréel inth& S RA
field as beingquite distinct, and possibly a different phase, to the other ditch fills. Subsequent
radiometric dating of charcoal from F110 has returned an age of -38%@ cal. BC, an intriguing
Neolithic date. While additional eavation and radiometric dating is undoubtedly needed it is
tantalising to consider that the stone in this deposit could derive a Neolithic monument which was
WNI T SRQ RdzNAy3 GKS Saidl of AaKShsuggestion @soSinkBiklINI & Y
with the presence of passage tomb art on the site

A slip of bank like material (F111) was also recorded along the cuts western edge, possibly deriving from
a bank between the inner ([F108]) and outer ditch of the outer monastic enclosure; the ditthrwas

not stripped or assessed as part of this assessnre@019 (but was subsequently assessed in 2021 in
Cutting 3, see belowFill F107 was also noteworthy as it consisted efiax burnt material, containing

a large amount of charcoal. This dajtcseems to have been placed in a depression after the ditch had
been majorly backfilled. Of note, F107 is onlyn2east of F105, a patch of oxidised clay representing in

situ burning beside [F108]; it is tempting to relate the two features, althougd wWould of course
require further radiometric dating. The full description of the above features and the other ditch fills
(F106 and F109) is providedTiable 1.1

Cutting 2¢ The Imer Enclosure (see Figures-13)

Cutting 2 measured approximately 1t7by 1.3n and was excavated to a depth of &lalong a
broadlynortheast to southwestxis. The individual description of the features recorded in Cutting 2 is
presented inTable 12, with only a brief summary given here. A single furrow [F213] (fill F209) was
recorded centrally in the cutting, cut through a fill (F202) of ditch [F205]. Ditch [F205] matches perfectly
with the location of the inner monastic enclosure at Clone, as aambiin the geophysical survey. The
ditch contained four distinct fills, namely F202, F210, F211 and ¢R4t2d in stratigraphic order from

top to bottom. The lower fill (F212) of ditch [F205] was consistent with the natural subsoil, and probably
derivesfrom a bank associated with the ditch, which was thrown into [F205] to place it out of use. The
other fills are described in Table2. However, of note F210, a lower/secondary fill of [F205], was almost
identical in composition to F201, the singulardillmuch smaller ditch [F204], positioned to the direct
eastof [F205]. This may indicate the ditch [F205] and [F204] are broadly contemporary or were at least
backfilled at the same time, with [F204] possibly marking the line of a second ditch formingf plae
internal monastic enclosure. It should be noted the [F204] does not form a continuous circuit in the
geophysical survey, unlike [F205]. A ditch ([F206]) to the immediate west of the monastic enclosure
(F205]) containedhree fills, F203, F207 arteR08, listed in stratigraphic order. A full description of the
above features and the other ditch fills (F10&I&fL09) is provided in Table 1.2

Subsequent radiometric dating of charcoal from F202 has returned amfa®@/-821 cal. AD; F202 is
the uppemost fill of [F204] (Figure 21) and appsdo date the ditch being placed out of use,
confirming the enclosure as early medieval.
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Cutting 3¢ The Outer Bclosure/Entrance (see Figures -29)

Cutting 3 measured approximateltém by 4.4m in maximum dimegsionsand was excavated to a
maximumdepth of 2m along a broadlyorth to southaxis. The individual description of the features
recorded in Cuttin@ is presentedn Table 13, with only a brief summary given het®nefurrow [F305]

(fill ;311 and a French DraiffF304] (fill F310)were located toward thecentral portionof the cutting,

with the latter of thesealso cutting a narrow linegdF308], filled by F303, which was of indeterminate
function. The two major clusters of archaeologicehfures were concentrated toward the northern and
southern end of the cutting where ditches [F312] and [F308], as well as their associated features, were
respectively located. Ditch [F312] matches perfectly with the location of the inner ditch of aatavall
outer monastic enclosure at Clone, as recorded in the geophysical survey, and previously excavated in
Cutting 1 (see above). The ditch contained four distinct fills, namely F307,(w88& pit [F322])
F321=F323 and F332listed in stratigraphic orelr from top to base The lower fills were like those
recorded in Cutting 1, including#S1LJ2 aAGSR y Il {GdzN>X fax fA1Ste& RSNRARJA
alternatively a subsoil/relict topsoil mix (F321=F323). Of note however the basal fill didnmtatrcthe

same large stone as documented in Cutting 1.

The fill of a burnt pit (F306 within [F322]) was also recorded within the ditch, cut into its upper fill, F321.
The base of pit [F322] was heavily oxidised indicating repeated burning aehigleratures. It was one

of several features cut through the upper fills of the ditch, with a second pit/hearth ([F313] filled by
F325) and two postholes/small pits ([F314] filled by F315 and [F326] filled by F328) also cut through the
tertiary fill of ditch [F312], namely F307. These features collectively are likely to represent light industrial
activity in this area, which geophysical survey results indicate is quite dense to the northwest of the
cutting. It is not known when [F312] was backfilled. Thameed date for this ditch, from Cutting 1, may

be an erroneous or localised Neolithic datertainly,the outer ditch of the outer monastic enclosure,
[F308], was backfilled in c. the L.® 14" centuries based on the array of pottery from ditch fillegs
below and Table2.1). A high medieval date maglso be a more realistic date for the backfilling of
[F312], which possibly occurred during a majofrorganisation of the site, when the Romanesque
Church was built.

The southern cluster of features was contrated around ditch [F308], which contained several distinct

fills, namely F331, F302, F316, F317, F318, F319, F320, F330, F334 and F333. A single stakehole ([F338
filled by F339) was also recorded at the northwest edge of the diithh [B08 matchesperfectly with

the location of theouter ditch of a bivalite outer monastic enclosure at Clone, as recorded in the
geophysical surveyThis survey indicatethe outer ditch clearly terminated at the point Cutting 3 was
excavated, a finding confirmed byelexcavation.

¢tKS RAGOKQa Gp2 t26SN) FAffa Coonm YR Cooo I LILIS
collected after the ditch went out of use. These were sealed by F330 and m8R¢€al like fills, which

may derive from a slipped orpushedi 6 y1{ G GKS RAGOKQA SR3ISP 5ANJ
F335, was constructed c. D west of the existing terminus of the ditch, which presumably represents

the original entrance to the site. This wall consisted ofrandom courses ofimestone, with a clear

external or east facing face. This wall represents a clear stratigraphic break in the chronology of the
backfilling of the outermost monastic enclosure. To the west of the, Wedl2.4n area between it and

the ditch terminuswas tackfilled with F336a sandy siland F324 a rubble infill (whichlsocontained

the only recovered piece oforked stone). To the east of the waland postdating its construction,

were seven uppeditch fills, consisting of a series of silts asahds several ofthesecontained c. 12 to

14" century pottery namely 27 sherds of LCW and a single sherd of WeXfgrd Cooking Ware

Notable amongst these was F320, the first fill immediately jolaging wallF335 which contained 18

sherds of medieal pottery. Eight of these (19E0766:32@13, 4, 9, 10, 17 and 18) appear to be from

the same vesselnamelya shallow dish of Leinster Cooking Ware with a stragiteéd rim, and an

unusual inside curve.

Leinster Cooking ware is one of the more conmmoedieval pottery typeand datesfrom the late 12
to mid-14" centuries. &8 LINB &Sy OS Ay &aS@SNrft 2F wCony8Qa dz
potentially also ditch [F312], was finally backfilled and placed out of use at this time. Prioisto th
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backfilling the outer monastic enclosure was not being maintained, with silts accumulating at its base,
and a bank or banks having been pushed back into both the outer ditches. However, while [F308] was
still partially open a wall was constructed cldeghe ditch terminus, at the eastern side of the monastic
arAisSQa SYyiNlyOSd ¢KAa o6Fa LINRPOlIofe R2yS (2 F2NJ
function cannot be discounted. Finally at some point shortly past tifeckatury the ditch wasntirely

backfilled, possibly at the same time the current church was constructed on the site.

Cutting 4¢ A Secondarynner Enclosure (see Figures-38)

Cutting 1 measured approximately6f by2.2m and was excavated to a depth olLih along a broadly

east to west axis. The individual description of the features recorded in Cdtimgresented in Table

1.1, with only a brief summary given hete single linear/gullyF404] (fill 402) waslocated toward the
westernend of the cuttirg. This featurematches perfectly with the location ¢f & Y I £ £ Wa LJdzZNI2 3
jutting from a smaller oval enclosure within the wider monastic dit¢clessrecorded in the geophysical
surveys. Of note a similar spur is recorded in the geophysical survethennner monastic enclosure,
directly west of [F404], indicating they could be contemporditye gully containedonly one fill, which

gave no indication of its function. It was cut by [F405], a 4adkditch, which forms a small arching
enclosure towardhe current graveyard, and which Cutting 4 was excavated to assess. This ditch is not
traceable south of the graveyard on the geophysical survey. Ditch [F405] was filled with fde4G8ls

F406, F408 and F407 listed in stratigraphic order from top toase The basal fill, a stone/sand mix,
appears to have accumulated in the ditch after it passed out of use. Directly above this, F408, was a
sandy clay. These two lower fills majorly backfilled the ditch, but a thin charcoal lens, F406, was
recorded in thehollow left in the partially backfilled ditch, before a tertiary fill of sandy clay, F403,
finally placed the ditch ounf use. The function of the ditch is not clear, but as it is cut through a shaley
bedrock its original excavation represented a consifie investment of labour. The ditch forms part of

an oval enclosure45macross from its northern edge to where it can be no longer traced as it joins the
OdzNNBy G 3INI @Sel NR® ¢ KS "Ranu® gh(réh makesiitIeyhptiSgytaiassate ¢ | NR
it with this time period on site. However, as stated, the ditch also cuts a spur/gully, which appears to
respect a similar feature on the inner monastic enclosure on the geophyisidisating an early
medievaldate. Further radiometric dating of samples from the site will help fagaéin exact chronology.

Discussion

Prior to the commencement of excavation sevestnds of evidencéncluding the cross slabs, bullaun
stone, association with St. Aidan and, not least, the drone survey in 2018 all pointed to the likelihood of
an early nedieval foundation at the site, which pdated the extant 12 century Church. Geophysical
surveys in 201%nd 2021confirmed the existence, and crucially the location and form.thefse
enclosurs as well asseveral other radial elementdncluding a smaller oval shaped enclosure of
uncertain date

The 2019%nd 2021excavationdoroadly matched the results of the geophysics revealihgee sets of

enclosing ditches on site, as welldd Sa & SN F S ( dzNdSthckes, hedr®, Kits et& Thad dzNNE |
burnt featuresfound in these excavatios are anaddition to severalW o dzNy/ & F S| (edzheB a4 Q Y ;
archaeological testing at Clor{®cLoughlin 2006), as well as geophysical evidence of industrial areas,
notably to the immediate west and eiasf the river.

However, the ditches are undoubtedly the features of greatest archaeological significance and represent
an outer bivakite enclosure and inner enclosure, which is also potentially biealthese enclosures
themselves surround a small dwhaped ditch at the site. Available dating evidence for the outer most
monastic ditch in Cutting 3 indicates that it was finally backfilled in tHetda24™" centuries, although it

may have been partly backfilled well prior to this. This differs toeglateturned from the inner
enclosure, which was backfilled much earlier, sometime betweervth® 9" centuries ADIn general,

the excavations indicate complex phasing at the site, not least in the return oftdguing Neolithic
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date of 37163954 c& BCfor the inner ditch of the outer monastic enclosur@s stated, tfs dated
charcoal derives from a fill that was observed as distinct in the &aldl it is tempting to think this
deposit/fill originates from aazedNeolithic monument on the site,gssibly a passage tomb associated

to the known passage tomb art (WXGQ23314). This cannot be borne out withcadditional excavation
andradiometric dating but even a single Neolithic radiometric date increases the likelihood of activity at
this time around Clone While the excavations have not yet definitely clarified the phasing inherent in
| £2ySQa | NOKLF S2f 2 3éafirmédkte &xisterced threeSemclosing éldm@rfist atthe
site; theseenclosuressurvived across the early to later medieval peries&l measured 200m, 130m
and>45m respectively from outer to inner circuit.

Possibly the feature of greatest intrigue is the drystone wall. This appears to have been built in a
partially backfilled outmost monastic enclosure, after its banks had been pusheThe wall was
constructed only 2./ east of the existing terminus in this ditch, where an original entrance to the
monastery is indicated on geophysics. This entrance/terminus was confirmed during excavation, and it is
tempting to associate the stongall with a formalising and restructuring of the early medieval entrance.
Post the construction of the wall several fills were placed into the ditch in tHetd214" centuries
which, as stated, finally put the outer enclosure out of use. This final backfilling of the ditches may
represent of a wider ralivision of space, which included the constructiontltd upstanding medieval
church. A similar program of backfillingshheen observed in nearby Ferns (and several other early
medieval sites) where the inner monastic enclosure was backfilled broadly at the same time as the
construction of the 12 century Augustinian Priory of St. M&y

The foundation date for Clone isiknown, but presumably dates to between th# énd 8" centuries

and, if contemporary with Ferns (as the association of both sites with St. Aidan may suggest), is likely to
be closer to the 8 century. Should Clone and Ferns be proven as contemporagiy,dlose proximity to

2yS Yy2GKSNJ g2dzf R AYyFSNI GKIFG O2yial Ot 0SG6SSy (K
monastery in Ferng wasan important monastic site during the early medieval periaeund which the

cult of St. Aidan developed. Retarchaeological work in the town has confirmed this monastery is of a

much greater size, and probably status, than ClqQrébeit Clone possesses decorative elements which

Ferns does not, such as bullaun stones, cross slabs and a sundial. There asticsiggtjeat Clone

Church had a possible association with pilgrimages indicated by the presence ofcarved birdand

sundialon site- and perhapsthe sitt OG SR | & | LJA f 3-Miditertd FrBs, Be@ginRadrihd J2 A v
valley of the river Bann, aatural routeway leading to Ferns and the river Slaney. Alternatively, Clone
could be a precursor to Fernsith little direct relationship.

Unfortunately, both the scale of the excavation described herein, and the sterilisomie ofthe

excavated depds i a KIF @S AYyF2N¥SR dza ftAGOHES 2y [/ f2t8a6Qa F
Clone was the site of an early monastery, associated with and possibly founded by Stc Aildiin

may also have acted as a place of pilgrimage. We also now have mawatditional enticing hints of

Neolithic activity at the sitewhile it is clear the site underwent some major revisions in tHetb214"

centuries when themedieval church was builind the original enclosure were finally put out of use.
Hopefully tie results of this small community excavaticoupledwith ongoingexcavations in Ferns will

help shed further light on whether these two sites are contemporary and as such if a relationship is
likely to have existed between the two.
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Figure 9Cutting 1, preexcavation
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Figure 12: Ditch [F10& Cutting 1, posexcavation note the large stone in basal fill F110
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Figure 15: Cutting 2 mielxcavation with ditch [FZ] (postexcavation) in the middle ground
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Figur 17: Linear [F2Dih Cutti

>y B

ng 2,

ARG R W
posexcavation

Figure B: Cutting 3 pre-excavation facing south
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Figure20: Furrow[F305] (left), French Drainf304] (middle)and linear F303](right) in Cutting3, postexcavation
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Figure22: Innerditch of outer enclosurf=312], and associated fillg) Cutting3, postexcavation facing east
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Figure23: Cutting 3, posexcavation facingnorth, showingouter ditch of outer enclosurf=308], as well as rubble
deposit F324 and wall F335

Figure24: Outer ditch of outer enclosuf€308], and associated fills, as well as rubble deposit F324 and wall F335
facing south
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Figure26: Rubble deposit324 and wall F335, set in outer ditch of outer enclo$eB88], facing north
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Figure28: Cutting 4 pre-excavation facing east
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Figure30: South facing section of ditch [F4@B]d assciated fills

Page26



Clone Community Excavation Archaeological Excavation Report (November 2021)

Figure31: Ditch [F405] and gully [F404] pesstcavation, facing west

Figure32: Desoddingcommencing in Cuttingia 2019
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