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Site Specific Information

Site Name: Rear of 102 Glenavy Road, Ballycarrickmaddy, Lisburn, Co. Antrim and fronting
on to Hungry House Lane

Townland: Ballycarrickmaddy

SMR No. : SM 11/1 Ant 063: 025

State Care Scheduled Other [delete as applicable]
Grid Ref.: 2066868175 County: Antrim

Excavation Licence No: AE/10/184

Planning Ref / No.: S/2010/0076/0

Dates of Evaluation: Monday 10th and Tuesday 11th January 2011

Archaeologist Present: Ruairi O Baoill

Brief Summary:

Test trenching took place at the proposed development site, currently a green field, on
Monday and Tuesday 10th and 11th January 2011. The proposed development is in
close proximity to a recorded monument (NISMR Ant: 063: 025), which is an enclosure,
possibly an Early Christian rath. The archaeological evaluation of the proposed
development site (Planning reference number S/2010/0076/0) was required to assist

NIEA make an informed response to Planning Service.

No archaeological strata, features, artefacts or masonry were observed during the test
trenching that was earlier than the late 19th or early 20th centuries. These modern
features included two field drains, the slight remains of a red-brick structure and several
adjacent spreads, all directly above subsoil, which yielded glazed machine-made bricks,
bottle glass, slate and iron. It clear that there was building and other human activity in
the field within the last century but which is now buried beneath the sod of the current
field. No evidence of the enclosure/ rath- such as ditches, strata or artefacts- were
uncovered during the evaluation and it would appear that the monument, if it survives, is
most likely located to the north of the proposed development. The evaluation at the
proposed development revealed nothing of archaeological significance and no further

archaeological work is recommended at this development site.



Type of monitoring: Mechanical test trenching in the area of the proposed dwelling and garage
and along the new site boundary to the north of these.

Size of area opened: Five trenches were mechanically excavated, using a flat-bottomed
(sheugh) bucket 1.40m wide, under strict archaeological supervision.
The first trench, 29m long, was excavated along the proposed new site
boundary to the north of the dwelling and garage. The second
trench, 14.50m long, was excavated within the area of the proposed
garage. The last three trenches, 10m, 13.50m and 14.50m long,
respectively were excavated within the area of the proposed dwelling.

Current Land Use: Green field.

Intended Land Use: Dwelling, garage and new property boundaries.

Brief account of the archaeological evaluation

Introduction

The application site is located at the rear of 102 Glenavy Road, Ballycarrickmaddy, Lisburn,
Co. Antrim and, on its eastern side, fronts onto Hungry House Lane (Figs 1-4). The proposed
development is located in what is currently a green field, but immediately south of a recorded

monument (NISMR Ant: 063: 025), which is an enclosure, possibly an Early Christian rath.

The archaeological evaluation took place on Monday 10th and Tuesday 11th January
2011 as part of the planning application for the construction of a dwelling, garage and
the creation of new associated property boundaries leading to the subdivision of the
existing field. The evaluation, which took the form of machine excavated trenches under
archaeological supervision, was requested by Gina Baban: Caseworker with Northern
Ireland Environment Agency. It was requested due to the proximity of the application
site to the enclosure/ rath (NISMR Ant 063: 025) and the possiblity that the development

site might encroach upon this monument.



Account of the excavation

Stratigraphy across the site consisted of grass/sod below which was brown clay topsoil with
some lenses of redeposed natural clay, under which was subsoil. Subsoil consisted of rusty
yellow compact clay with some stone content. Stratigaphy varied in depth between 0.30-
0.40m across the site.

Trench 1. (Figs 4-5; Plates 1-3)

Trench 1 was excavated along the line of the proposed new site boundary at the northern limit
of the proposed development. The eastern end of the trench was located 3.5m west of the
existing treeline that runs along the east of the field. The trench was 29m long and the

western end was parallel to the north-west corner of the proposed garage.

Fragments of modern creamware and red brick were recovered during the removal of the
topsoil. Several modern features were uncovered in the eastern half of the trench below the
topsoil layer. These included a modern field drain (cut Context 1), 0.20m wide, filled with
medium-sized gravel (Context 2). This was cut into subsoil and was tracked for a distance of
3.60m within the trench. Close to it were the slight remains of a red-brick structure, recorded
in section. It was located roughly 0.25m below modern field level and was 3.60m long (east-
west). The structural remains consisted of layer of construction debris (Context 3) containing
of red brick and mortar and it was approximately 0.10m thick. Machine-made glazed and
unglazed red brick were recovered from this horizon. The remains would appear to date from
the late 19th or early 20th centuries. The structural remains sat over a layer of grey silty clay
(Context 4). This layer, 0.06m deep and lying directly on top of subsoil, extended for another
6m west of the structural remains. It seems likely that it is a surface contemporary with the
structural remains. The partial excavation of Context 4 uncovered fragments of modern bottle
glass, slate and an iron object. Directly above both it and the structural remains was a layer of
dark brown organic material (Context 5). This consisted of malodorous material containing
straw and twigs. Although no artefacts were recovered from the organic layer it clearly post-
dated the structural remains and Context 4. Close to the western limit of Context 4 was a
second field drain (cut Context 6), cut into subsoil and filled with gravel (Context 7). It was

identical in fill and construction to the first field drain.



Trench 1 was the nearest excavated trench to the presumed location of the enclosure/ rath
(NISMR Ant : 063: 025). No evidence of the monument either in terms of features, strata or
artefacts were uncovered within Trench 1 and all the features recorded were of modern

vintage.

Trench 2
Trench 2 was excavated diagonally across the area of the proposed garage. It was 14.50m

long. No archaeological features were uncovered in the trench.

Trenches 3-5 (Figs 4, 6-7; Plate 4)

Trench 3 was excavated across the northern end of the area of the dwelling. It was 10m long.
The only feature uncovered in this trench was a rudimentry field drain (cut Context 303), cut
into subsoil. It was a maximum of 0.46m wide at the top, narrowing to 0.20m wide at the base
and was 0.32m deep. It was filled with large and medium-sized stones along with fragments

of chalk (Context 304). No artefacts were recovered from the feature and its date is uncertain.

Trench 4 was excavated along the western side of the area of the dwelling. It was 15.50m
long. Trench 5 was excavated along the eastern side of the area of the dwelling. This trench

was 13.50m long. No archaeological features were recorded in either Trenches 4 or 5.

Interpretation

No archaeological features older that the late 19th or early 20th century were observed during
the archaeological evaluation within the area of the proposed development. These late
features were only uncovered in Trench 1 and did not extend over a large area. In the other
four trenches investigated only one small archeological feature, a field drain, was uncovered.
No evidence for the enclosure/ rath (NISMR Ant 063: 025) was uncovered on any of the

evaluation trenches.

Conclusion

No in situ deposits of any antiquity were observed during the test trenching of area of the
proposed development at 102 Glenavy Road, Ballycarrickmaddy, Lisburn, Co. Antrim. Itis
not, therefore, probable that the development of the dwelling will impact upon previously

unrecognized and unrecorded archaeological remains. It is therefore recommended that no



further archaeological fieldwork is carried out at the development site. No publication of this

work is merited save a short summary in Excavations Bulletin 2011.



Archive:

Finds: No finds were recovered during the evaluation.

Photographs: 108 images (digital files) currently archived with Centre for Archaeological
Fieldwork, Queen’s University Belfast, BT7 1NN

Plans / Drawings: Three plans and one section drawing were generated during the evaluation.

Signed: Date:




2

Scale 1:50,000 K e %‘*’{ ) ¥ ’ / ;u'mn;;:\\.\\<"

. & o |
Centre (320684, 368181) /‘-(«/> i : i s i \\ o |
metres X T = 7 i 7 |
0 200 400 600 800 1000 v\ ¥ L4 ol /'~—{--‘H Standing{
: . ; ; | m\; BGHIIN Py 'STANDING * |
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 ¢ Kl e 174 i s p IsToNES HiLL
yards > RS ] . I 288 ;K = /% Torn:
Sy T R T umoge i ; ot e GoWARS. X == 'ﬁ// .
TG L wmomet” T A S W ol
1. : 1,(/‘];‘,{ ] ) o :'(‘rliq =SS ot NN // 2 -9
s %\ Hopevsle Kot Fouscors N @ : T I /8rown voss i
> ours S i ) '\'f/-""r.__'h ! Ao N\ Tolyrusk ! P / [fus PYR A
iy yi Tullynewbane | ‘1{ ™ REE ;83 Loathamstown \.- / S 278
| sy [ Gadéngstown § e = S . -]
S {1 Tullynewbank roid 120 . S 7 A . = R S
R [ T //J < 1 o, 7 \ V
N Motte '//1 228 N
Keroalo L _"N\\ ‘\n, ss'mmnnum / /A
Sreenhills S = 5 k
) ‘/‘f T/ / Balynacoy
7/ A N /\/ ¥y ,/ (.\( / House 126 '
Lareh Vale B | ‘“{\JL / !
P )
‘@ Rath d A
(%w’/?'\\ s S50 /‘J cum "df ol %
Vole '@ y o sland View . L | 3 = |
it | Srdge - 3 > | 3 308 W\ |
j B o / Y | Slievénacloy- |~ 3 {
M, 7 . ¢
B e = ' ."‘*L? 7 Gorgs . \ | ’J—:—:——‘———"f——v\\
% m™ . Longstown. g{“\w—\“ Bridge 7 ‘r‘f—' '\\ - SN
Garn Thor‘n:u:; ¥ j‘t \ GA;‘,VL:YS > o K ) \ ! ouav'v\ i
J Hill gz i “\/.' 5 —“JJ' ‘\«/
! Rath (& B House =2, 3 / ( S| '-\'
g % S N 7 ‘
: N\ R e . /! 178 mﬁ; & Aughrim’ X
x \\Kilcrccny S e % ] ¥ P""“"":{_ b
S\ towiew N : Fo o Y soomers L A
+ Pea stown & /"* 3 i ‘

Mull ). r Gar
ullaghglass |~ 4 4

-~ ;

e
{ Agdsons
\Lam Ends

' § Aghanliss House | e
!

) b B2

g j\ tazelgien |-t Woodbark

= B = S ) A T i3 < \
Derfyﬁmunaig’}/ 1270 dse Q/ : om::m;;y A /\} ouniy £ PN
a o o N s NS Bl
dE_ Brookvale 7 } 3

House \>& O\ -_ By \/ /i JHiliview '
> ' / < VAN N G 1
37/}%; \\?L. l,, BUsHHU ) \ o~ / \ < B \\‘Ii::ﬁ f !
E . “‘r N
\ S A0 . J o g

S
3rackenhill) Hat 877" e ; /
: ) 2 J / Ballyclogh \ A 501 *
Z . A B

A
NS [
olistown Aghalislone !
- ‘ 1 “Kicorig 2
len A\ { 9 L
\vile ‘ Uppe ¥ % / \ Rathi | 74N _“Dy & G {na,
56 Bullin}ovry 3 ; : ,/‘:4 7 E DT
) WA i 3 “Hilands 5;/"9(’/
oy a e e Q LN Corer 35 e

.\v

R \:I/ (e 8 3 Ballymave "-\f X %’"Tmm <\" ()' (
B \ “ Coee / Raih &) %/\mx Kilcorig
Pattersonstown 1 o 2 sfHiorsapark!| i

‘Wood

3

A7 Sahou
? 108 {(-’\_ y . gsx
" e0. %, &

Ry

R 225
i\ - ’ e P > 2 )
N i e W, Eposan [ T T e o) Zrendril
Hitt L L“""ghr‘}“k\& MAIRS HILL] '72 Hail \\* Neopns '.@ N - “q% S@“T{E‘\/ﬁ’ ; E%‘\ 5 “’/{{;
=~ pegr oy T . E . ‘ g o 8ok 1 3 \ Z =) = 1
18 < St springuole \ : Moneybroom tZ <A ety Y
/ R g N, A | Motee . 4 enis i B’"J:'fu" > Yﬁ Z 0 < N
e }/ Halisuille & 2 Greerstown / (\ = b’j i 7 A
anrree e 17\ \ . 4 e : = {
HL | il 2

5
5

e . ’ 2 oriloes S .

S \ t - ,/>>\ Maghcrali\,jkmisk e 0 51 f/ ¥ 7 S @7\ ’“-\F @ W, ’:

8 ! = e R Rathi . : N Hall $ S AWN 3

\*?K Jetyiacky TJ ; f}\\/ == L Fnllsiownal»im:nl (F') [Mullagheatfon-. N LD 4 %’E’%\)‘\V@“\N :
; S Y . @5 ’ ¥ R - =, A

0
. ’ < o :
P L \ IV?\_._ ¢ ‘\ g %)
A e : ) TN AG)
R ” N i Y i ”\’{;\\/(E
Y Knocknarea D& | = e 52 =
2 5 At ¥ | 5 Knockmore @l U\ L \1:;:)\ A @
S . 64— ) > ' o VR

o Drumsill b Teraghafeeva T &
./ ’\'\?‘s’y) e L A\/ \B\F%““" e \)&:’}Y;/ 75 ‘

s, — ) LCH el T-Ef/' <¢%

-3 80
HiLL \ D \ i

- 69 N 4 /

§ ) Maghaberry> 33

.
(R,
"

W

7

b anrusl} (\\ \\/\"o 30,/ rens
y o Rath A R
‘u Al ] s

rr . & \3,\ f
NI . !
ARTA
. i, P St i 'Jgﬂ‘. VEVS
s . - 5 o i $Young's Bridge 1 Blam‘d:"'\x )
WA 3 W Hal Lurganurepy /3 e et | [
3 . 2 =70
'rnughmore?}' '"f,"? "+ Mazetown
i & S .
i

i

e
0 o U

B
Trummes

N

'+ House

rv\:‘n\'\x i Uppar o ﬁw 3
\\ A

s S¢! &
g | ) wET Hai 3
| . Broomhedge V{‘S / 4
()\7/'.*“““* B T R N/ e

Fig. 1. Ordnance Survey Map showing location of site (marked by orange dot).
Scale 1: 50,000.
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Fig. 2. Map showing site of proposed development (highlighted) and other
archaeological sites in the immediate area.
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Fig 3. Proposed development site (in red) showing the proximity of the enclosure/
rath (Ant 063: 025).
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Fig 4. Map showing location of test trenches.
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Fig. 5. Plan of modern archaeological features in Trench 1.
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Fig 6. Trench 3. South-east facing section through field drain Context 303/ fill
Context 304.
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Fig 7. Trench 3. Plan of field drain Context 303/ fill Context 304.
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Plate 1. The five excavated test trenches. From the south.

Plate 2. Trench 1, eastern end. From the south-west. Construction horizon of
bricks and mortar (Context 3) visible in the section face with remains of

contemporary surface of grey silty clay (Context 4) below it and in bottom left of
shot. Dark organic layer (Context 5) clearly visible directly above the structural

remains in the section face. To the right of the shot is a field drain (Context 1) and
subsoil.
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Plate 3. Trench 1, south-east-facing. Grey clay layer (Context 4) visible
underneath the ranging rods. In foreground above Context 4 is dark organic layer
(Context 5). In the distance, beyond the second ranging rod, is the second field
drain (Context 6/ fill Context 7).
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Plate 4. Trench 3. Field drain Context 303/ fill Context 304. From south-west.
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