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western shore of Lough Ree as óB. Gallyô ï Baile Gáile. 

Figure 6.9 ï The former approach to Galey, visible as faint cropmarks in the left image. 

LiDAR DTM on the right shows a óbasket of eggsô arrangement to the east of the former 

road, which may be evidence for what is described in stanzas 25-26 of the fourteenth-century 

poem Filidh Éreann Go Haointeach. 
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Figure 6.10 ï Summary of the Galey Bay case study, with the principal locations outlined. 

Figure 6.11 ï Location of Athleague in the oireacht of Túath Átha Liaig, close to the 

northern boundary of the trícha cét of Tír Maine. 

Figure 6.12 ï Image of Athleague Castle in its wider landscape setting, taken from the 

Strafford Survey map c.1636. 

Figure 6.13 ï Bog Commission map of the district of Athleague and Ballaghdacker Lough. 

Figure 6.14 ï The wet ditch which surrounded the site of Athleague Castle, as per the Cassini 

Six-inch [a] and Historic Twenty-Five--inch [b] maps. 

Figure 6.15 ïBódhún of Athleague, as indicated from the OS Historic 25-inch map. 

Figure 6.16 ï Summary of the Athleague and Ballaghdacker Lough case studies, with 

principal locations outlined. 

Figure 6.17 ï Section of Browneôs Map of the Province of Connaught (1591) with óMote C.ô 

and óKill Mayne Ch.ô. 

Figure 6.18 ï The Mote of other days. Note the possible four-storey tower with the flag on 

the roof, behind the building on the right-hand side of the image. 

Figure 6.19 ï Map of the available evidence indicating that Mote Demesne was once the 

location for an Ó Cellaig lordly centre, likely located on the site of the later mill and farm 

complex associated with the Crofton landed estate. 

Figure 7.1 ï The location of Aughrim within the oireacht of Tuahavriana, within the trícha 

cét of Uí Maine. 

Figure 7.2 - Section of Browneôs Map of the Province of Connaught (1591). 

Figure 7.3 ï Site of Aughrim Castle in the wider east Galway landscape. 

Figure 7.4 - Contoured topographical plan and cross-section of the site of Aughrim Castle. 

Figure 7.5 ï Schematic plan of Aughrim Castle, derived from LiDAR data, and an 

interpretation of the elevation data. 

Figure 7.6 ï Sketch of the Battle of Aughrim, illustrated by Jacob Richards, c.1691. 

Figure 7.7 ï Magnetic gradiometry survey at Aughrim Castle. 

Figure 7.8 ï Summary interpretation of the remains at Aughrim Castle, Co. Galway. 

Figure 7.12 - Section of Browneôs Map of the Province of Connaught (1591) with óLisdilon 

C.ô and óSkriy. C.ô encircled. 

Figure 7.13 ï óLisdallonô and óSkriggô recorded on the Strafford Survey map of c.1636, with 

icons indicating buildings of note located in both landholdings. 

Figure 7.14 - Vertical aerial image over the presumed site of Lisdaulan Castle [a] with a 

simple suggested interpretation [b]. 

Figure 7.15 - Summary of the Lisdaulan case study, with the principal locations outlined. 
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Figure 7.16 - Location of Tiaquin and Abbeyknockmoy within the wider territorial extents of 

16th-century óOôKelly Countryô. 

Figure 7.17 - Aerial image and cross section of the largest enclosure recorded for Tiaquin 

Demesne townland, the most likely candidate for the 1401-attested longport of Maolsechlainn 

Ó Cellaig at Tiaquin. 

Figure 7.18 ï Contoured topographical plan of the area immediately surrounding Garbally 

Castle, Co. Galway. 

Figure 7.19 - Plan of the surviving elements of the ground and first floors of Garbally Castle 

tower house. 

Figure 7.20 ï Contoured topographical plan and cross section of the earthwork remains of 

Gallagh Castle. 

Figure 7.21 ï Section of Browneôs Map of the Province of Connaught (1591) for the Barony 

of Tiaquin. 

Figure 7.22 ï Summary of the Tiaquin and Abbeyknockmoy case study area, with the 

principal locations outlined. 

Figure 8.1 - Reconstruction of the Rock of Lough Cé, c. 1250. 

Appendix 3, Figure 1 - Lansat image, captured February 2016, indicating the extents of two 

substantial turloughs in high flood immediately to the northeast of the ford of Athleague, and 

just to the west of the medieval communication route of Route 9. 

Appendix 3, Figure 2 - Course of the River Hind, as recorded in the Down Survey (1685). 

Appendix 3, Figure 3 - Cross-section of the 'Clogher Dyke' section, recorded in 1977 at ITM 

585500; 761140. 

Appendix 3, Figure 4 - Location of the three cross-sections on the presumed course of the 

River Suck - River Hind diversion. 

Appendix 3, Figure 5 - Theorised course of Toirrdelbach Mór Ó Conchobair's waterway, 

based on the evidence outlined above. 

Appendix 4, Figure 1 ï The oireacht of Clonmacnowen, indicating the intersection of 

riverine and overland routeways which converge on the ford of Áth Nadsluaigh, modern-day 

Ballinasloe. 

Appendix 4, Figure 2 ï The Hurdle Ford, the Viking Dún of Dubh Linn, c. 1014. 

Appendix 4, Figure 3 ï Reconstruction of former, much more extensive, course of the River 

Suck at Ballinasloe in the mid-nineteenth century, as well as the proposed locations of caistél 

Dún Leodha and Caislen Suicin. 

Appendix 5, Figure 1 ï Contoured topographical plan and cross-section of the natural 

mound adjacent to the east of Cluain Tuaiscirt O Máine, Co. Galway. 

Appendix 5, Figure 2 ï Magnetic gradiometry survey of the mound at Cluain Tuaiscirt O 

Máine, Co. Galway. 
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Appendix 5, Figure 3 ï Closer look at the magnetic gradiometry survey [left] and the present 

writerôs interpretation of the survey [right]. 
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Early Medieval period ï c.500 to c.1100 

High Medieval period ï c.1100 to c.1350  

Late Medieval period ï c.1350 to c.1600  

Later Medieval period ï c.1100 to c.1600  

Post Medieval/Early modern period ï post 1600 
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Abstract 

The Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine was a substantial political territory and influential cultural 

power in later medieval Connacht. The central aim of this thesis is to identify and reconstruct 

the physical appearance of the Ó Cellaig lordly centres from their emergence as one of the 

principal offshoots of the Uí Maine in c.1100, to the demise of the lordship around the year 

c.1600. Due to the terms of the present writerôs Irish Research Council Employment-Based 

Scholarship, a subsidiary aim of the thesis is to carry out a review of how this research can be 

of value, in economic and social terms, to the present-day communities that inhabit the Ó 

Cellaig lordship today. 

This study initially examines the historical background of the lordship, and this achieved two 

things. Firstly, it identified for the first time a series of Ó Cellaig lordly centres for further 

investigation. Secondly, it enabled the defining of the physical boundaries of this territory at 

two key points in the history of these eastern Connacht lords, something which has not been 

systematically undertaken before. Thereafter, aspects of the physical landscape of later 

medieval Uí Maine were reconstructed, and this was used as the basis to explore the primary 

resources and then the economic conditions which underpinned this inland Gaelic lordship 

during the period. 

The present writer then reviewed the settlement forms usually chosen by the later medieval 

Gaelic elite, with a view to understanding what morphologies to consider when inspecting the 

individual Ó Cellaig lordly centres on the ground. In doing so, a new settlement form was 

identified, coined here as the bódhún, while initial insights were garnered on why certain sites 

were selected by the Gaelic elite during the high medieval period particularly, prior to the 

greater cultural uniformity that manifested with the adoption of the tower house castle in the 

late medieval lordship. 

The focus of the research then concentrated on the investigation of eleven representative case 

study lordly centres, thematically grouped due to their siting on or near lakes, in close proximity 

to rivers, or their siting on important medieval regional roadways. This approach produced a 

number of new insights into our understanding of the Ó Cellaig lordship, particularly the elite 

settlement forms chosen by the lords of Uí Maine throughout the period, in the form of 

crannóga, promontory forts, moated sites, ringforts and cashels. It also highlighted the 

continuity of use at many of these lordly centres through time, as well as the dynamic cultural 

landscapes which developed and were maintained around these focal points. More than this, 
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the multidisciplinary approach has enabled a reevaluation of the accepted historical narrative 

of the late medieval Ó Cellaig lordship, showing the value which archaeology can provide in 

reconstructing the medieval past. Finally, important new considerations on the spatial 

organisation of Gaelic lordly centres more generally were brought to light, while this study also 

serves to add to the argument that when a researcher visits a later medieval Gaelic lordly centre 

on the ground, the principal settlement forms which survive for inspection come in the form of 

crannóga, promontory forts, moated sites, ringforts and cashels during the high medieval 

period, while late medieval elite settlement conforms largely to the construction of tower house 

castles. 
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Chapter 1 ï Introduction  

1.1 ï Introduction  

The Gaelic-Irish č Cellaig (OôKelly) lordship of U² Maine is both a subject and territorial unit 

that many Irish archaeologists, historians and historical geographers have encountered at times 

during the course of their research. This partial familiarity is at least partly due to the fact that 

John OôDonovanôs mid-nineteenth century translation and edition of The Tribes and Customs 

of Hy-Many, Commonly Called O'Kelly's Country, Now First Published from the Book of 

Lecan, a Manuscript in the Library of the Royal Irish Academy, collated and published much 

information on the lordship (O'Donovan (ed. and trans.) 1843).1 The paradox here is that this 

comprehensive early work seems to have led to a situation where many later scholars 

erroneously believed that a lot was known about the Uí Chellaig and Uí Maine and, hence, the 

whole subject needed little in the way of focussed study. 

The fact that no in-depth modern study has ever been published on the later medieval lordship 

of Uí Maine has led to many flawed conclusions and statements about the Uí Chellaig and their 

territory in eastern Connacht. The boundaries of Uí Maine at any stage in its history have never 

been truly defined, other than a vague understanding by scholars that the lordship covered a 

wide expanse of east Galway and south Roscommon. There seems to be a lack of 

understanding, too, that these boundaries did not remain static during the later medieval period 

and changed through time due to shifting circumstances. Despite the fact that there is excellent 

preservation of archaeological monuments today in what was Uí Maine, little is also known 

about the settlement sites associated with the Uí Chellaig and their sub-lords, or the lifestyle 

and economy of the people who lived in them.     

The present writer, who comes from a farming background, is a native of the parish of 

Taughmaconnell in south Roscommon, in what was later medieval Uí Maine, but works as the 

Manager of the Rathcroghan Visitor Centre at Tulsk in mid-Co. Roscommon, in what was the 

heartlands of royal U² Chonchobair (OôConor) territory in later medieval times. Through his 

daily work of interpreting and presenting the archaeology of the multi-period cultural landscape 

of Rathcroghan, the present writer has come to appreciate the large amount of multi-

disciplinary research carried out on the later medieval period of this area over the last quarter-

century by various archaeologists and institutions. Furthermore, detailed multi-disciplinary 

research has also been taken place across Ireland in recent years on various other later medieval 

                                                           
1 Hereafter Tribes and Customs. 
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Gaelic lordships, including the Mac Diarmaida (Mac Dermot) lordship of Maigh Luirg in north 

Roscommon (see 1.7.4 below). This research, in particular the work undertaken in recent years 

in mid and north Roscommon, has led the present writer to realise that archaeology in particular 

and a multi-disciplinary approach in general can throw much-needed light on later medieval 

Uí Maine and by doing this, he can better understand the origins of his own native place. 

Furthermore, the present writerôs work at Rathcroghan has made him aware that archaeology 

has a large role to play in cultural tourism, education and community cohesion. It is hoped that 

at least some of the academic research for this thesis will be able to benefit in social, economic 

and educational terms many of the modern communities who live across what was Uí Maine. 

These, then, are the different motivations that lie behind the present writerôs decision to 

undertake research on the later medieval Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine. 

1.2 ï Landscape Setting 

The study area is, as we have seen, routinely referred to, rather ambiguously, as basically south 

Roscommon and much of east Galway. The precise extents of the lordship will be discussed 

more fully later, but for the moment óOôKelly Countryô is broadly consistent, at its greatest 

extent in the fifteenth century, with the Baronies of Athlone and Moycarn, - Co. Roscommon 

and the Baronies of Clonmacnowen, Kilconnell, Killian and Tiaquin, - Co. Galway (Fig. 1.1). 

The combined area of these six baronies is c.1,705.9km². 
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Figure 1.1 ï Baronies, rivers, lakes and elevations which comprise the Uí Maine study area, as per its extents in the fifteenth 

century, when the Ó Cellaig lordship was at its most powerful during the later medieval period. 

The landscape character of this broad region is mixed, with substantial zones of peatland 

throughout the district, between which is located tracts of riverine pastures, grazing land, low 

hills and generally undulating grassland. The underlying bedrock of the area is primarily 

Carboniferous Limestones. As a result, the soil composition of the agriculturally-suitable areas 

are made up of a range of limestone tills, a soil type that contains an abundance in soil nutrients 

which are very complementary to high-quality livestock production (Collins 2016, 2; OôConor 

2018, xxviii-xxix). This attribute is borne out in the traditional agricultural practices of the 

region, which centre on cattle and sheep production. The best farmland in the region is in south 

Co. Roscommon, in the district north of the villages of Dysart and Brideswell, up to the banks 

of the River Hind, south of Roscommon town. 

By contrast, the most marginal land exists in pockets in the very far south of Roscommon, as 

well as large sections of the baronies west of the River Suck in Co. Galway. Large tracts of 

peatland dominate, particularly in the baronies of Killian, Clonmacnowen and Tiaquin, 

resulting today in smaller farm sizes and meandering communication routes in places. 
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This region is predominantly flat and gentle in topography, served only by the occasional 

elevated area. The highest point on the Roscommon side of the study area is Moydow Hill, 

which measures 137m OD while the highest prominence in the Galway part of the study area 

is Knockroe, which stands at a mere 157m OD. Rather than elevated locations serving as the 

most prominent physical features of this region, instead it is the rivers and lakes of the district 

that define it. The eastern limits of the study area are bounded by the course of the River 

Shannon and the western shore of Lough Ree, one of its lakes which has a surface area of 

105km². The value of Lough Ree and the River Shannon as an economic resource and as a 

communication route is well-attested in the historical sources and is discussed later in the thesis 

(see 3.2.3 and Chapter 6 below). As it continues south beyond Athlone, the River Shannon 

forms the eastern and some of the southern extents of the study area, until it meets with its 

major tributary, the River Suck, near Shannonbridge, and then proceeds further south on its 

course. 

The other major river in the study area is the River Suck, which serves today over much of its 

course as the administrative boundary between Co. Galway and Co. Roscommon. Interestingly, 

in the period under investigation, this was not the case, and the lordship straddled both sides of 

the river, particularly in the late medieval period. Nevertheless, the River Suck is a key resource 

within the study area, and the river was utilised by the Ó Cellaig lords in a number of places, 

and for a number of purposes. The Shannon and the Suck regularly flood their banks in winter 

but the stretches of low land beside these rivers, known as the Callows, provide excellent 

seasonal grazing land in summer (Meehan and Parkes 2014, 50-1). A number of smaller 

tributaries feed the two major rivers in the study area. The River Suck is fed primarily by the 

Shiven, Castlegar, Cloonlyon and Bunowen/Ahascragh Rivers, which contribute to the more 

waterlogged conditions and peaty soils that dominate sections of the east Galway landscape. 

Conversely, there is only one noteworthy tributary to the River Shannon in the study area, apart 

from the River Suck itself. The River Hind runs broadly west to east across the middle section 

of Co. Roscommon, before emptying into Lough Ree. The river serves as the border between 

the baronies of Athlone and Ballintober South, the boundary between the medieval trícha céta2 

of Machaire Connacht and Tír Maine (see 3.3; Appendix 3). A number of lakes also dot the 

study area. In Co. Roscommon, Lough Funshinagh is the most substantial of these bodies of 

water, with a surface area measuring 3.8km². Two further lakes, Ballaghdacker or Hollygrove 

Lough near Athleague and Callow Lough or Lough Acalla, near Kilconnell, both Co. Galway, 

                                                           
2 2 trícha cét - lit. thirty hundreds, a unit of landholding in the latter part of the early medieval period. 
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are much smaller in surface area, measuring 0.208km² and 0.141km² respectively. A former 

lake, now a turlough, known as Lough Croan is located in the civil parishes of Dysart, Taghboy 

and Tisrara, Co. Roscommon. The surface area of this former lake measures approximately 

1.440km². 

The survival of native woodland cover within the study area is very limited. A 2012 summary 

of The National Survey of Native Woodlands calculated that 1.5% of the land area of Co. 

Roscommon is today covered by native woodland, while only c.1.7% of the land area of Co. 

Galway is similarly covered (Cross 2012, 77). This is a near terminal decline from pre-modern 

figures for tree cover in this part of Ireland (see 3.2.2). The case is less clear in the Co. Galway 

area under consideration for the study, as the cartographic sources do not record woodland 

here, except in the district immediately across the River Suck to the west of Athleague, Co. 

Roscommon. The modern survival of native woodland in the study area is now really limited 

to one area, St. Johnôs Wood and its immediate surrounds, located to the east of the village of 

Lecarrow, St. Johnôs civil parish, Co. Roscommon. The woodland area measures c.1.1km², and 

extends from the head of the Rindoon peninsula north to the shores of Lough Ree. It is 

recognised as the largest stretch of natural woodland in the Irish midlands (Alexander 2011, 5-

6). The main settlements of this study area can be broken down into three categories: towns, 

villages and hamlets. Two towns, Athlone, Co. Westmeath (population 2016 ï 21,351) and 

Ballinasloe, Co. Galway (population 2016 ï 6,662), function as the modern local centres of 

administration, employment and retail, and both serve a large hinterland. Both towns occupy 

longstanding fording places over the Shannon and Suck, and are key locations along the main 

east-west transport and communication artery linking Dublin to Galway city. 

The villages of the study area, in certain cases, have also developed in close vicinity to the 

waterways of the region. Athleague, Ballyforan and Ahascragh have all developed on river 

fords, while Lecarrow and Knockcroghery both originated as settlements connected to 

sheltered bays on Lough Ree. All of the above settlements were established at intersections 

between overland communication routes and river routes, while both Kilconnell and Aughrim 

also served as key locations on the overland communication routes leading west to Galway. 

 A number of hamlets also exist throughout the study area. These serve as focal points for the 

local rural communities of their areas, with at least one found in each of the civil parishes. The 

development of settlements at specific points in the landscape has grown from the needs of 

what is a predominantly rural population. They correspond with fording places for driving 
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livestock and goods across the larger rivers of the study area, and occur along parts of the 

terrestrial route network across the island. As a result, these settlements, up until recent times, 

all retained a regular market and seasonal livestock fair, the vestiges of which are still apparent 

in these areas. 

1.3 ï Aims 

The central aim of this research is to identify and reconstruct the physical appearance of the Ó 

Cellaig lordly centres in their lordship from their emergence as one of the principal offshoots 

of the Uí Maine in c.1100, to the demise of the lordship around the year c.1600. Due to the 

terms of the present writerôs Irish Research Council Employment-Based Scholarship, a 

subsidiary aim of the thesis is to carry out a review of how this research can be of value, in 

economic and social terms, to the modern communities that inhabit the Ó Cellaig lordship today 

(see Appendix 6). 

The secondary research questions which the present writer will address, and which are tied to 

the central aim of the study, are as follows: 

¶ What elite settlement forms were in use in the lordship of Uí Maine during the period 

from 1100AD to 1600AD? 

¶ What did the landscape of Uí Maine look like during the period and did it change 

between the twelfth century and the late-sixteenth century?  

¶ Can the study of the settlement forms, societal organisation, and the landscape also 

throw some light on the material culture and economy of the lordship during the period 

under review? Can the thesis provide at least some insights into the archaeology and 

history of the lower status vassal clans and service families of the Ó Cellaig? 

¶ Can the research carried out for the thesis help better understand the history and 

genealogy of the Uí Chellaig between the twelfth and early seventeenth century? 

¶ Is it possible to improve on the multi-disciplinary methodology used by many scholars 

to understand the cultural landscapes of other Gaelic lordships in Ireland and Scotland? 

1.4 ï The Methodology used in this thesis 

The aims of this thesis will be achieved by embracing a number of disciplines. Medieval 

archaeology, being a form of óhistorical archaeologyô, is both interdisciplinary and 

multidisciplinary in nature (Anderson, Scholkmann and Kristiansen 2007, 25). There is much 

debate as to the place which archaeology holds in terms of its role in reconstructing the historic 
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past. In some cases, a hierarchy exists in the use of sources, with the written word often given 

primacy. In these instances, the discipline of archaeology is often relegated to the position of 

an auxiliary science, in service to the narrative provided by the study of medieval history (Ibid., 

28). The present writer believes that one of the best approaches to the present study is the 

theoretical framework espoused by Moreland in his 2001 book Archaeology and Text. Coined 

as ócontextual archaeologyô, he describes it as follows: 

óContextual archaeology demands a close and detailed engagement with data, and should 

result in the production of histories with affinities to the kind of thick description advocated 

by Clifford Geertz and the ómicrohistories of recent historical scholarshipéContextual 

archaeology also demands that we use all the data we have available from the pastéô 

(Moreland 2007, 83) 

Taking this approach, textual sources become a part of the interpretive jigsaw, as opposed to 

being the dominant element. It is only through the application of this model of research which 

views the archaeological evidence and the written sources as ódiscursive contextsô, to be 

analysed in an equal and complementary manner, that an overall understanding of the medieval 

world will be achieved (Anderson, Scholkmann and Kristiansen 2007, 28). 

1.4.1 ï Landscape and Historical archaeology 

Landscape archaeology is an area of the discipline that mandates the researcher to draw 

multiple lines of evidence together to reconstruct a detailed and coherent meta-narrative. It is 

a perspective that can add considerably to traditional, site-specific, archaeological approaches, 

because it makes use of diverse source materials. According to Branton:  

óThis unique ability to draw together multiple lines of evidence and model a vast range of 

human-place interactions in the past makes landscape archaeology an ideal tool for 

examining things as diverse as tenements and utopian communites, formal gardens and 

mining camps, natural resources and creation stories. Landscape approaches embrace, and 

even demand, a rich variety of evidence (artifacts, text, and oral history).ô (Branton 2009, 54). 

Thus, landscape archaeology has evolved from a sub-discipline of archaeology into an almost 

universal paradigm of the discipline, informing every dimension of the practice, not because it 

provides a methodology but because it is a way of thinking about the past, and indeed about 

archaeology itself. Based on a phenomenological perspective, landscape archaeology embraces 

and interrogates the compositional nature of human existenceðnot merely how culture 
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manifests in the phenomenon of place and the invention of time and space, but that this is 

ontologically axiomatic. It is how-we-are-in-the-world (see Casey 1996, 13-52). To the 

landscape archaeologist, landscape comprises not only the material reality of place, but the 

intangible, communal meanings and values invested in and reflected in place, and the manifold 

ways, tangible and intangible, in which these find expression through time. 

To interrogate these lines of evidence demands an interdisciplinary approach. The model of the 

T-shaped expert, a researcher that besides being well trained in their main discipline, has the 

ability to communicate as well as do research beyond perceived disciplinary boundaries (Arts, 

Buizer, Horlings, Ingram, van Oosten and Opdam 2017, 443; see, also, Finan 2010,11) seems 

aposite. It is a template that describes a particular type of scholarship, but it is one that, albeit 

a little clunky, reflects lived experience as well. 

In this case, the writer is a native of his study area, his immediate background a mixed pastoral 

farm, rural and agricultural, on land that has been in the family for generations. What may be 

lacking here in objectivity is compensated by deep, positive subjectivity, familiarity with place, 

people and tradition. This is a living landscape whose heritage is alive and close to the surface. 

The entanglement, to borrow a phrase from Ian Hodderôs Studies in Human-Thing 

Entanglement (Hodder 2016; see also Tim Ingold 2010, 2-14) of place, placename, monument, 

artefact and story is the writerôs lived experience, and reflects not only the present but is what 

this thesis is aiming to re-assemble in respect of elite, medieval landscapes from what pieces 

remain. Keith Basso captures the sentiment in the title of his award-winning 1996 Wisdom Sits 

in Places, where the meanings and values are relict, they can be invoked by the simple act of 

utterance, like a placename, or, as is the case here, through scholarship. 

 In this work, a theoretical framework has been built around the complementary concepts of 

ólandscape archaeologyô and ócontextual archaeologyô, and a methodology that brings all 

available archaeological, historical, literary, place-name and cartographical evidence together 

in order to create as full a picture of the area as possible. The writer believes that this 

multidisciplinary, synthetic methodology is suited to the reconstruction of the cultural 

landscape of later medieval Uí Maine and, more specifically, to answer the questions posed in 

this thesis.  

In an Irish context up until recently, the archaeological discipline has primarily focussed on 

individual sites. However, the trend towards multidisciplinary approaches and landscape 

archaeology has shown itself to be more beneficial in attempting to understand past societies. 
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Colin Breen states óIn many ways contemporary archaeological approaches to landscape can 

be regarded as the most integrated and holistic of any discipline because they aim to understand 

the landscape as a wholeô (Breen 2005, 20). 

Other issues relating to the study of later medieval Gaelic Ireland also mean that it is critical to 

adopt this multidisciplinary approach. For instance, the fragmentary manner in which evidence 

survives for Gaelic Ireland necessitates taking evidence from a number of disciplines, in order 

to fully understand native society during the later medieval period (Finan 2010, 11). For 

example, the relative absence of detailed socio-economic documentation for Gaelic Ireland 

before the late-sixteenth century ï the equivalent of Anglo-Norman manorial extents and 

inquisitions post-mortem ï has been something of an impediment to the study of native society 

during the later medieval period (O'Conor 1998, 73-4; Nicholls 2008, 398). Meaningful 

research into later medieval Gaelic Ireland, therefore, has to be conducted by drawing ólarge 

conclusions from small, but very densely textured factsô (Geertz 1973, 28). In the absence of 

detailed administrative accounts, alongside the archaeological evidence, the underexploited 

literary evidence (Simms 2001; Finan and O'Conor 2002) and the even more underutilised 

toponymical data (Ó Muraíle 2001, 244; Ó hAisibéil 2018, 158, 161) become vital resources 

in helping to reconstruct the landscape, economy and society of later medieval Gaelic lordships. 

The disciplines used in this thesis, primarily archaeology, history and historical geography, 

provide different sets of evidence for the researcher to interpret, with strengths and weaknesses 

inherent in each. As a result, synthesising this material in order to create an accurate narrative 

can be difficult. Historical documents and literary sources provide valuable information, 

particularly about the usually literate elite in society. Archaeology informs us much more about 

the lives of communities at large, including the lower strata of society. Excavation routinely 

provides insights into the material culture of both the elite and ordinary people in society. The 

paucity of surviving historical sources does mean that the discipline of archaeology has a major 

role to play in understanding later medieval Gaelic Ireland in particular. As a result, in any 

future study of Gaelic Ireland, arguably archaeology and archaeological methods of enquiry 

will have a major role, if not even the primary role, to play in understanding the later medieval 

Gaelic world (see, for example OôConor and Fredengren 2019, 80; OôConor 2021).  

A number of archaeologists have successfully taken this multi-disciplinary approach to the 

study of later medieval Gaelic lordships and regions, both in publications and at PhD level (e.g. 

Breen 2004; 2005; Naessens 2007; 2009; McDermott 2010; Finan (ed.) 2010; 2016; OôConor 
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and Finan 2018; OôConor and Fredengren 2019). Another scholar who has comprehensively 

and successfully combined archaeological research with historical, literary and toponymical 

source material is Elizabeth FitzPatrick, creating what could be described as ómicro-historiesô 

in Gaelic lordly landscapes and delving deep into the social organisation of later medieval 

Gaelic Ireland (e.g. FitzPatrick 2004; 2012; 2015; 2016; 2018).  

The multi-disciplinary approach taken by these scholars has greatly informed the methodology 

used in this research, and they espouse the spirit of the ócontextual archaeologyô framework 

attempted here. The results of this multi-disciplinary research will be outlined in turn across 

Chapters 5 to 7, to better interpret the historical information outlined in Chapter 3, and build 

up a picture of these individual elite landscapes. This will be undertaken firstly through locating 

the lordly centre in the landscape, followed by historical, toponymical, cartographical and 

literary allusions to the cenn áit, where they survive. Thereafter, the archaeological 

manifestation of these centres will be investigated, followed by an evaluation of the cultural 

landscapes which surrounded these focal points. 

1.5 ï Archaeological Methods and Techniques 

1.5.1 ï Archaeological Fieldwork 

Archaeological fieldwork has been defined as the examination of archaeological remains 

without excavation (Brown 1987, 9-11). Excavation has not been attempted at any of the 

monuments or groups of monuments targeted in this research, owing to the prohibitive expense 

and legal requirements that it carries. The fieldwork methodologies in this study were preceded 

by an extensive desk-based survey of the Ó Cellaig lordship, in order to identify targets for 

field survey. This was necessitated by the previous lack of identified Ó Cellaig sites apparent 

in existing research. The initial field survey involved a series of visits to these sites, in order to 

ascertain the condition of the archaeological remains, and to plan the most suitable fieldwork 

strategy for the location being inspected. Thereafter, the field survey involved the compilation 

of descriptive and ground photographic records of the elite settlements of the Uí Maine study 

area. Upon completion of this task, depending on the nature of the site, it was selected or 

discarded in terms of exploring it further as a key representative site. It must be stated that the 

study area, and indeed the province of Connacht more generally, has some of the best-preserved 

archaeology in Europe (O'Conor 2018, xxxviii-xxix), therefore serving as an ideal location in 

which to study later medieval Gaelic Ireland. 
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A number of fieldwork methods and techniques were then applied to the chosen sites, which 

will be outlined below. The resultant maps and diagrams found throughout this thesis were all 

created by the present writer. 

1.5.2 ï Aerial Photography 

Aerial photography is the capturing of an oblique or vertical image of a subject or landscape 

from the air, collected via a range of media. Understandably, it is a vital resource for modern 

archaeological research. First becoming available in any meaningful way to the Irish field 

archaeologist in the 1960s (Barry 1987, 11), the quality and the coverage provided by this 

resource in the intervening years has improved immeasurably. The archival collections of aerial 

photography for Ireland are still of great use to the researcher in reconstructing the past 

environment, particularly in circumstances where a monument has deteriorated in condition, 

has since been removed, or its landscape attributes have been modified through time. The 

primary archival imagery available for the Ó Cellaig lordship has been J.K. St. Josephôs 

Cambridge University Collection of Aerial Photography (CUCAP), the Irish material being 

collected between 1951 and 1973 (Ibid.). This collection does include a number of photographs 

that are of value to this thesis (Pls. 3.2; 5.2; 5.11; 5.13). Other databases with Irish material, 

such as the Army Air Corps, Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) (Barry 1987, 11), and the Leo 

Swan aerial photographic collections, have either proven difficult to acquire, or captured little, 

if any, imagery within the Uí Maine study area. 

The arrival of easily accessible satellite aerial photography databases has enabled wider-scale 

inspection of the archaeological landscapes worldwide. The most useful databases in 

examining the archaeology of the Ó Cellaig lords were primarily Google Earth, Bing Maps, 

the Geohive database, and the United States Geological Survey Lansat Image database. In 

certain cases, the differing dates of capture of this imagery can be of use to the researcher in 

terms of uncovering anomalies that are not readily apparent on the ground surface, such as 

cropmarks in ploughed out or tillage land, or in the case of monuments situated close to 

watercourses, the rise or drop in water levels has revealed archaeological remains. The present 

writer also commissioned Western Aerial Survey to carry out UAV (Unmanned Aerial 

Vehicle) vertical aerial surveys of Callow Lough and Ballaghdacker Lough, Co. Galway, and 

Galey Bay, Co. Roscommon (For example Figs. 5.19; 5.30; 6.3). 
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1.5.3 ï Airborne Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) 

Airborne LiDAR scanning provides a means of recording topography and micro-topography 

by scanning the ground with a dense swath of laser beams which are reflected back to a sensor 

or detector array mounted on an aircraft. These technologies first appeared in the 1970s, and 

have since emerged as a key tool for the landscape researcher and archaeologist (Ackermann 

1999, 64-5). The recorded data can be analysed using software that differentiates and visualises 

responses from topographical elements, such as built structures, the ground surface and the 

vegetation growing on it. Where there is vegetation cover, and in suitable conditions, a three-

dimensional micro-topographic model of the ground surface can be produced. This is known 

as a Digital Terrain Model (DTM) or óbare-earth modelô, which represents the topography of 

the ground surface beneath the line of vegetation (Curley, Flynn and Barton 2018, 24). One of 

the major benefits of LiDAR is that the data can, under the correct circumstances, be used to 

create an accurate topographical plan of, particularly, earthen monuments and their immediate 

surroundings, as well as aiding in the discovery of low profile topographical anomalies, which 

might be obscured by dense vegetation. There are numerous studies which have harnessed 

LiDAR surveys in order to uncover new monuments, as well as aid in better understanding the 

relationships between existing sites in a landscape, including ones at Stonehenge in England 

and the Hill of Tara in Ireland (Bewley, Crutchley and Shell 2005; Fenwick, Corns and Shaw 

2009, e74-e76).  

Where LiDAR coverage is available for the study region, this data has been acquired in order 

to better understand a monument or group of monuments in their landscape setting (For 

example Figs. 5.6; 7.4; Appendix 3). At time of writing, LiDAR data is available for parts of 

the country, free of charge, on a topographical viewer hosted by the GSI, and this resource was 

utilised by the present writer. LiDAR data for key representative sites in this study area has 

also been acquired from Ordnance Survey Ireland (OSi). 

1.5.4 ï Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) Survey 

Where LiDAR coverage is not available at a key representative site, and where a specific 

research question can be addressed through its application, a UAV survey was commissioned. 

This technology has emerged in recent years as a viable means of aerial image collection and 

archaeological survey, particularly as the equipment costs have gone down, and the equipment 

size has decreased also (Campana 2017, 277-8). 
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The present writer has commissioned UAV surveys in order to collect detailed aerial imagery 

of three key representative sites in the study area, as stated, and the data collected from these 

surveys has also been used to model a Digital Earth Model (DEM), similar to that of a DTM, 

again enabling the identification of low-profile topographical features at or in the vicinity of 

the targeted sites (For example Figs. 5.23; 5.24; 5.32). One of the major advantages of the UAV 

survey over that of LiDAR data, aside from the obvious cost and coverage implications, has 

been the relative low altitude that the survey can be flown at, and the detail that can be afforded 

by this height difference. 

1.5.5 ï Geophysical Survey 

The application of geophysical, or remote sensing, techniques to the archaeological discipline 

has its origins in experimental approaches conducted in the 1940s and 1950s, using methods 

that had been shown to be successful for engineering and similar purposes (Clarke 1996, 11-

2). Since that point in time, geophysical technologies have become more sophisticated, and 

their application has become a routine part of archaeological survey. Numerous Irish 

archaeological research projects have incorporated geophysical survey techniques, with a 

notable example being the ArchaeoGeophysical Imaging Project, which applied a multi-

method remote sensing methodology to eleven of the most prominent monuments in the 

Rathcroghan Archaeological Landscape (Waddell, Fenwick and Barton 2009).  

The techniques utilised as part of this methodology are as follows: Earth Resistance, Magnetic 

Susceptibility, Magnetic Gradiometry, and Electrical Resistivity Tomography. 

1.5.5.1 ï Earth Resistance (Fig. 5.11) 

Two pieces of Earth Resistance equipment were operated over the course of the research, 

operating from the same principal. The surveys used a TR/CIA Earth Resistance Meter and a 

Geoscan RM85 to make measurements on grids of 0.5m- spaced readings along lines spaced 

0.5m apart (Gaffney and Gater 2003, 26-34). The data were logged on an internal data logger. 

This survey technique is relatively slow to operate, as electrodes have to be inserted in the 

ground to obtain individual readings. In consideration of the scale of features that were likely 

to be encountered, sample readings were taken at 1m intervals along parallel north/south 

transects set 1m apart. This equates to a total of 400 individual readings for each completed 

20m by 20m panel.  
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Under favourable soil-moisture balance conditions, this technique responds to moisture in soils 

and rocks and to a certain degree the clay content of the soil. Porous, permeable soils will 

contain more water than compacted soils, and as a result will provide a lower resistance 

reading. Soil in a ócutô feature such as a back-filled pit or ditch will be more porous than the 

natural soil in which it is cut or dug, and as a result will have more water and a lower resistance. 

Conversely, less porous features such as subsurface walls, compacted ground, stone spreads 

and rock will have less or no water and have a higher resistance than the natural soil in which 

they lie (Waddell, Fenwick and Barton 2009, 22). A resistance is calculated by Ohms Law. 

The depth of investigation of the 0.5m twin-probe array used is estimated to be 0.50m to 0.75m. 

1.5.5.2 ï Magnetic Susceptibility (Fig. 5.12) 

A Bartington MS2 magnetic susceptibility meter employing an MS2D search-loop was used to 

take volume specific measurements across the field (Dearing 1999; Gibson and George 2003, 

88-9). Readings were taken at 2m intervals along north/south transects set 2m apart (i.e. 100 

readings per 20m x 20m panel). This qualitative field assessment and relatively coarse sample 

interval was employed in order to record trends in the susceptibility values of the surface soils. 

This is an electromagnetic technique which assesses the ability of the topsoil or plough soil and 

features within it to be magnetised. This ability is largely related to the existence of certain 

mineral types which can be magnetised. Mineral types and their abundance are controlled by a 

combination of bedrock geology, glacial history and ancient and modern land use. Burnt debris 

and also the incorporation of settlement and industrial waste in soils can enhance their magnetic 

susceptibility value. The technique is used in archaeological investigations to detect settlement 

sites, industrial activity, areas of burning (e.g. a hearth, furnace, kiln or pyre), field systems 

and land use, and soil and/or bedrock variation (Waddell, Fenwick and Barton 2009, 19-21). 

1.5.5.3 ï Magnetic Gradiometry (Figs. 7.7; Appendix 5, Fig. 2, Fig. 3) 

The magnetic gradiometry surveys employed a Bartington Grad601-2 dual-sensor fluxgate 

gradiometer (Gaffney and Gater 2003, 66-7). This is a non-ground contacting device consisting 

of two sensors, each of which displays values of magnetic gradient simultaneously as a 

continuous signal. In comparison to other techniques, therefore, it is possible to cover large 

areas of ground relatively rapidly. The instrument is supported from the shoulders by a harness, 

enabling it to be used over uneven terrain. In this instance, values of magnetic gradient were 

recorded at 0.25m intervals along north-south parallel transects set 0.5m apart, amounting to 

3,600 readings per 20m x 20m panel. This instrument is designed to measure and record minute 
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variations in the vertical component of the Earthôs magnetic field. These may be as a result of 

the presence of near-surface archaeological features or objects encountered during the course 

of a survey, which exhibit magnetic properties. The instrumentôs depth of investigation is not 

fixed. It will detect very weak magnetic anomalies close to the ground surface along with more 

strongly magnetic features at greater depth. Buried archaeological features such as sediment-

filled ditches, drains or pits, for instance, may be detected by virtue of the fact that these may 

contain a greater concentration or volume of magnetically enhanced sediments in contrast to 

their surrounding or background soils (Gaffney and Gater 2003, 36-9; Waddell, Fenwick and 

Barton 2009, 19-22). Additionally, features associated with intensive burning will often display 

a distinctive thermoremanent magnetism. Certain igneous rock types too, occurring naturally 

or as part of a built structure ï or, indeed, the presence of ferrous material (ancient or modern) 

ï may also exhibit a sizable dipolar magnetic response.  

1.5.5.4 ï Electrical Resistivity Tomography (ERT) (Figs. 5.9; 5.10) 

The ERT survey provides modelled pseudo-depth sections based on a systematic expansion of 

an electrode array connected to a resistance meter. The principal of this methodology exploits 

the fact that the depth of investigation of an electrical resistance array is largely governed by 

the electrode óa-spacingô. By incrementally increasing the separation distance between 

electrodes centred over a specific point, the current will penetrate progressively deeper into the 

ground and hence the resistance value measured will reflect a progressively deeper and greater 

volume of soil. It is possible in this way to calculate the earth resistance of ground to greater 

depths (Waddell, Fenwick and Barton 2009, 23). Two instruments were used in this survey: a 

TR/CIA Resistance Meter with an adapter cable for a 3m depth survey and a Campus Geopulse 

Resistance Meter for 6m and 9m depth surveys.  

1.6 ï Historical Sources 

Historical sources are a vital resource for the medieval archaeologist to be able to inspect (Barry 

1987, 3-10). They can provide information on the location and form of monuments that no 

longer retain above ground remains, and they can also inform us on additional features of a 

landscape that no longer survive. For instance, OôConor used evidence from documents to note 

that Anglo-Norman castles once had residential, agricultural and administrative buildings 

within or adjacent to them (O'Conor 1998, 29-33; 2002, 175).  

Historical sources can also be used alongside archaeological and architectural remains to throw 

light on the development and role of a historically-attested monument through time. This 
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approach can be seen with the recent research conducted on Rindoon Castle, Co. Roscommon, 

where the combined analysis of the standing remains, coupled with a close reading of the 

surviving references, have been able to throw light on the development of the castle through 

time (O'Conor, Naessens and Sherlock 2015). Outside of this, written sources can also provide 

key insights into the political, social and economic aspects of life in the medieval period.  

In terms of the historical sources that are available to Irish archaeology, Barry provides a 

comprehensive account of the written sources which can help illuminate the past environment, 

although he mostly concentrates on colonial sources, with only a brief mention of what is 

available for Gaelic Ireland (Barry 1987, 3-10). However, Simmsô (2009) Medieval Gaelic 

Sources, while not written specifically for archaeologists, discusses and usefully outlines the 

various sources available for the study of native Irish society from the early medieval period 

through to the seventeenth century.  

1.6.1 ï Edited Historical Sources 

1.6.1.1 ï Gaelic Irish sources 

As noted above, little by the way of detailed socio-economic administrative sources survives 

from later medieval Gaelic Ireland. However, there are other types of written sources available 

to interrogate with a view to reconstructing later medieval Gaelic lordships and, in the present 

context, identifying settlement sites within them. 

The medieval annalistic record is a vital resource in terms of interpreting the archaeology of 

Gaelic Ireland, including that which occurs within what was the Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí 

Maine, despite the sparse and laconic nature in which the information is recorded. 

Nevertheless, there are numerous references within them to Gaelic Irish defensive and religious 

sites (Barry 1987, 9; O'Conor 1998, 73). References to the Uí Chellaig are particularly abundant 

in certain sets of annals. These are the Annála Connacht: The Annals of Connacht, AD 1224-

1544 (Freeman (ed.) 1944; 1977)3 and The Annals of Loch Cé (Hennessy (ed. and trans.) 1871; 

reprint 1939).4 Both seem to have derived from a now lost book of annals that were compiled 

in the Connacht Ó Maolchonaire school during the high medieval period, before being 

continued and completed in other Connacht locations in the sixteenth century (Simms 2009, 

                                                           
3 Hereafter AC. 
4 Hereafter ALC. 
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25-6; Ó Muraíle 2018, 215-6). Both of these annals possess a strong Connacht focus, owing in 

no small part to their patronage by the Uí Chonchobair and Meic Diarmada lords. 

Rev. Denis Murphy published his edition of The Annals of Clonmacnoise: Being annals of 

Ireland from the earliest period to AD 1408 in 1896 (Murphy (ed.) 1896; reprint 1993).5 A 

major issue with this source is that the edited text is based on a seventeenth-century English-

language translation of an earlier manuscript, while Rev. Murphy further confuses the issue by 

omitting parts of that text which he believed to have been unedifying to the general public 

(Simms 2009, 27). Another of the Clonmacnoise group of chronicles which is of benefit to the 

present study is the Annals of Tigernach (Stokes (ed. and trans.) 1895-97; Mac Niocaill (ed. 

and trans.) 2010).6 One problem with this source is that it ends in the year 1177, meaning that 

it is only relevant for the earlier periods of the present research, as Clonmacnoise was a 

religious foundation with strong Ó Cellaig links. 

Three further chronicles have been of use to the present study. The Annals of the Kingdom of 

Ireland by the Four Masters (O'Donovan (ed. and trans.) 1856)7 was edited in seven volumes 

in the mid-nineteenth century by antiquarian John OôDonovan. Despite the more island-wide 

focus of these annals, the Ó Cellaig lordship features prominently, and due to the late date to 

which it extended, 1616, it retains much useful material, particularly for the later period of the 

lordship. The Uí Maine and Uí Chellaig also feature in The Annals of Ulster (Mac Airt and 

Mac Niocaill (eds. and trans.) 1983).8 Finally, the Miscellaneous Irish Annals, also known as 

Mac Carthaigh's Book (Ó hInnse (ed. and trans.) 1947)9 records key information relating to the 

U² Chellaig which wasnôt recorded in any other chronicle, filling in some gaps of knowledge 

in the process. 

Moving beyond the annalistic record for information, Caithréim Thoirdhealbhaigh is a prose 

narrative, interspersed with long poems, written before the mid-fourteenth century, which was 

edited by Standish OôGrady in two volumes in the early twentieth century (O'Grady (ed. and 

trans.) 1929).10 It deals with an internecine struggle between different branches of the Uí 

Bhriain for control of the lordship of Thomond, at this stage comprising what is now modern 

Co. Clare, during the course of the late-thirteenth and early fourteenth century. It is highly 

                                                           
5 Hereafter ACl. 
6 Hereafter AT. 
7 Hereafter AFM. 
8 Hereafter AU. 
9 Hereafter MacC. 
10 Hereafter Caitréim Thoirdhealbhaigh. 
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partisan towards the Clann Toirdelbaig, one of the two opposing Uí Bhriain factions, and is 

also hostile to the Anglo-Norman settlers in Thomond (Westropp 1902-4; McNamara 1958-

61). There is much in the text of the Caithréim Thoirdhealbaigh that is of interest to the 

archaeologist as there are numerous references within it to settlement sites, strongholds and 

fortresses (O'Conor 2004, 246-7). In the context of this thesis, however, there are references 

within the text to the relationship between the Uí Chellaig and their southern neighbours in 

Thomond during the period. There are also hints in the text as to why there were territorial 

changes to the boundaries of Uí Maine in the late-thirteenth and fourteenth century. 

Genealogical sources have also assisted greatly in informing this research, particularly material 

in the fourteenth-century Leabhar Ua Maine [RIA MS D ii 1]. The real benefit of inspecting 

the Ó Cellaig genealogies in this source relates to instances where they record locational 

information for the main residences of the lords of Uí Maine (Ó Muraíle 2008; 2010).11 Legal 

tracts on rights are another class of source available for scholars researching later medieval 

Gaelic Ireland. The material combines the arts of the historian and the judge, and individual 

lordships possessed rights tracts in their name. The most well-known example of a rights tract 

from medieval Ireland is Lebor na Cert: the Book of Rights (Dillon (ed. and trans.) 1962),12 

which may date to as early as the eleventh century, and records what is due from Uí Maine to 

the king of Connacht, and what is due to Uí Maine in return. Lebor na Cert is plainly a Ó Briain 

propaganda document, but with some genuine local traditions embedded in it (Simms 2009, 

96). The information recorded on Uí Maine and the Delbna of Connacht, presumably the 

Delbna Nuadat, approximating to the later Barony of Athlone, relates the tributes due to the 

king of Connacht. Both the tributes of the Uí Maine and the Delbna are deemed to have been 

weighted on account of the prosperity of their respective lands (Lebor na Cert, 53), a tribute 

which could relate to the wealth that could be derived from the mixed quality of land (see 1.2). 

The Tribes and Customs of Hy-Many (O'Donovan (ed. and trans.) 1843) can also be discussed 

in this section, as it is a valuable compendium of edited source material on the Uí Chellaig, 

which incorporates genealogical material, a rights tract on the U² Chellaig, a saintôs life, and 

other documents which concern the Uí Maine and the Uí Chellaig. While some of the 

conclusions drawn by OôDonovan in this publication are outdated, this source served as a 

                                                           
11 Hereafter Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment i and ii. 
12 Hereafter Lebor na Cert. 
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routine first port of call for the present writer when researching the lordship and identifying the 

main settlement sites of the Uí Chellaig in the late medieval period in particular. 

As mentioned above, a rights tract survives which directly concerns the Uí Chellaig. Nósa Ua 

Maine (Russell (ed.) 2000),13 a likely fourteenth-century composition, perhaps sourced and 

embellished from earlier material, is part of this wider literary genre that concerns the 

documentation of the rights and privileges of a ruler in later medieval Gaelic Ireland (Ní 

Mhaonaigh 2000, 367-8). As such, Nósa Ua Maine is a valuable source in attempting to 

reconstruct the Ó Cellaig lordship and identifying the main settlement sites within it. Caution 

is advised when mining Nósa Ua Maine for accurate information on the Uí Chellaig, however. 

This is due to the contrast between the propagandistic and legacy building motives behind the 

textôs creation, as opposed to the political realities of most later medieval lords and their retinue 

(Ibid., 380-1). In spite of this, Nósa Ua Maine has proven to be very beneficial in identifying 

the lordly centres of the Uí Maine, as well as the locations and histories of some of the vassal 

clans and service kindreds in the Ó Cellaig lordship. These service families were an elite class 

of professionals in Gaelic society, some of which performed hereditary military duties for the 

lord, while others were literate, educated groupings, who specialised in disciplines such as law, 

history, poetry, music and the medical arts. 

Saga material initially seems to be an unexpected source of information for those researching 

later medieval Gaelic Ireland. Simms questions the validity of these sources in a historical 

context (Simms 2009, 88). However, in cases where the origins of the text and its manuscript 

are securely located, many of the issues outlined by Simms can be mitigated. This is the case 

with the late-twelfth or early-thirteenth century prose narrative Acallam na Senórach (Dooley 

and Roe (eds.) 2008), the most important of the Fenian Cycle tales.14 From an archaeological 

and cultural history perspective, FitzPatrick has successfully demonstrated the value of 

carefully inspecting Acallam na Senórach with a view to recovering the landscapes used for 

hunting by the later medieval Gaelic elite (FitzPatrick 2012). 

In the case of this research, the Acallam, and particularly its strong local dimension, has also 

been harnessed with a view to interpreting the past environment. The geographical setting for 

the Acallam strongly advocates for a Roscommon locus for the composition (Connon 2014, 

21-59), and an episode of the tale, the first meeting of St. Patrick with Muiredach Mór, fictional 

                                                           
13 Hereafter Nósa. 
14 Hereafter Acallam na Senórach. 
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King of Connacht, takes place in óthe Land of Maine, and [to] Loch Linngáeth, now called 

Lough Croanô (Acallam na Senórach, 33). The óLand of Maineô and Lough Croan are more 

than worthy of mention in the text, particularly as Patrick performs his most powerful miracle 

in this location, raising Ćed, the kingôs son, back to life following his collapse and death after 

a game of hurling (Ibid., 38). Muiredach Mór and his son Áed are regarded as literary 

representations of Cathal Crobhdearg Ó Conchobair and his son Áed respectively, rulers of 

Connacht around the time the Acallam was written (Connon 2014, 53). Coupled with this, there 

is a body of evidence that suggests that Cathal Crobhdearg may have established a royal centre 

in Uí Maine, elevating this literary source to being highly significant for the present research 

(see 5.2.3.3). 

The final Gaelic source material used to inform this research is the collection of surviving 

praise poetry eulogising Uí Chellaig and connected patrons. Praise poetry is a different class 

of historical source to those discussed above, in that it was usually addressed to the lay nobility, 

was designed to be publicly recited, and dealt primarily with the patronôs present political 

ambitions, as opposed to anything ancient in character. These attributes make praise poetry the 

most valuable source material to the historical researcher of later medieval Gaelic Ireland 

(Simms 2009, 57), and the present writer would argue that this importance extends to the 

archaeological discipline also. A particular motif within the praise poetry corpus is that of the 

óhouse poemsô, verses which were either wholly or partially concerned with describing a 

noblemanôs house (Simms 2001). Such poems can help locate later medieval Gaelic elite 

residences in the landscape and provide information about their physical appearance when in 

use. For example, the historically-attested moated site of Cloonfree, Co. Roscommon, was a 

residence of the later medieval Uí Chonchobair lords of Machaire Connacht, and a careful 

reading of two praise poems describing the site allowed insights into its location, original 

appearance, internal arrangements and defences (Finan and O'Conor 2002; FitzPatrick 2018, 

179-87). Eight poems were of particular benefit to the present research. The earliest two were 

written in praise of eleventh-century king of Uí Maine, Tadg Mór Ó Cellaig (r.1002-1014). 

These poems begin, and are thus named, Beannacht, a Bruin, ar Brigit, fuil am thig rim nach 

anait and Samhoin so, sodham go Tadg respectively (Meyer (ed.) 1912). The next poem of 

interest to this study concerns another Tadg Ó Cellaig, an early-fourteenth century lord of Uí 

Maine, and is called Uasal an síol Síol Ceallaigh (https://bardic.celt.dias.ie/). 

Two of the most important poems in terms of understanding the archaeology of later medieval 

Uí Maine deal with the career of another fourteenth-century lord of Uí Maine, Uilliam Buide 

https://bardic.celt.dias.ie/
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Ó Cellaig. These are the only two poems consulted for this study which can be described as 

óhouse poemsô. The earlier, beginning Táth aoinfhir ar iath Maineach15 (Hoyne (ed.), 

Forthcoming), recounts his ascent to the lordship, while Filidh Éreann Go Haointeach16 (Knott 

(ed.) 1911) records a famous Christmas feast which Uilliam Buide Ó Cellaig hosted in 1351. 

There is a large amount of information in this particular poem on life and buildings in later 

medieval Uí Maine.  

The career of Uilliam Buideôs son, Maolsechlainn, was also immortalised in praise poetry, and 

Fá urraidh labhras leac Theamhrach17 (MS RIA 626) provides some insights into the character 

of the Uí Maine lordship at the beginning of the fifteenth century (https://bardic.celt.dias.ie/). 

Two other poems have provided information on later medieval Uí Maine. Cruas connacht 

clanna sogain (MacAlister (ed.) 1941), assisted in locating the Mac an Bhaird service kindred 

on the Uí Maine landscape, while Leasaighthear libh leine an riogh (McKenna (ed.) 1939/40, 

no. 3) provides a version of the death of an adversary of Uilliam Buide Ó Cellaig, Áed Ó 

Conchobair, king of Connacht. 

1.6.1.2 ï Anglo-Norman/English sources 

There is a wide range of Anglo-Norman and later English sources available to the researcher 

of medieval Ireland, and some of these are of benefit in our attempts to reconstruct the medieval 

Ó Cellaig lordship and, in particular, to recognise the main Uí Chellaig settlement sites within 

it. These can be separated into two sections: the records created by the Dublin Government and 

Crown, and the historical sources produced by the great landowning families of Anglo-Norman 

Ireland (Connolly 2002; Barry 1987, 2-10). 

Records of the Dublin Government and Crown 

By far the most complete source for the purposes of researching Uí Maine, and Connacht more 

generally, is the Calendar of Documents Relating to Ireland, 1171-1307,18 which is published 

in five volumes (Sweetman (ed.) 1875-86). These volumes are a calendar of all instruments 

and entries relating to Ireland from 1171 to 1307 found among the Public Records of England 

and contain much information within them that is of value to the settlement historian and 

archaeologist (Barry 1987, 4). Another government source which has aided in the 

                                                           
15 Hereafter Táth aoinfhir ar iath Maineach. 
16 Hereafter Filidh Éreann Go Haointeach. 
17 Hereafter Fá urraidh labhras leac Theamhrach. 
18 Hereafter CDI. 
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understanding of later thirteenth and early-fourteenth century Uí Maine is the Calendar of 

Justiciary Rolls of Ireland 1295-1314 (Mills and Griffiths (eds.) 1905-14).19 This source 

provides information about Anglo-Norman settlement in Uí Maine and helps define the extent 

of the lordship.  

The first volume of Rymerôs Foedera,20 which lists agreements made between the English 

Crown and foreign powers, records a list of kings and lords summoned by Henry III in 1244 to 

take part in an expedition against Scotland. This list included an Ó Cellaig (Rymer (ed.) 1739, 

150). 

The Reports of the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records in Ireland, 1869 also contain some 

information about Uí Maine (Public Record Office Ireland 1869, 54). References to the field 

area in the records emanating from the administration in Dublin become relatively rare from 

the early fourteenth century onwards into the later sixteenth century. This is clearly linked to 

the effects of the Gaelic Resurgence in Uí Maine, when Anglo-Norman control over parts of it 

waned and then collapsed totally, with the Uí Chellaig regaining complete control of their old 

lands and then expanding their territories in the late medieval period (see 2.5 below). 

This gap in references to the field area in documentary sources compiled by administrators 

working for central government ends in the later sixteenth century. This rise in references is 

linked to the gradual reconquest of Gaelic and Gaelicised Ireland, including Uí Maine, and the 

re-establishment of English control during Tudor and Stuart times. State papers concerning 

Ireland are preserved in the National Archives (formerly the Public Record Office) in London. 

There is a large amount of information concerning settlements, castles and landholdings that is 

of interest to the archaeologist. Calendars of the papers covering the period 1509-1670 were 

published in twenty-four volumes by the Public Record Office between 1860 and 1911, under 

the title of Calendar of the State Papers relating to Ireland.21 The first ten volumes covering 

the years between 1509 and 1603 were consulted during the course of the research for this 

thesis (Hamilton (ed.) 1860-1890; Atkinson (ed.) 1893-1905). Other documents were produced 

by the English administration in the sixteenth century which contain information relating to 

landownership in Uí Maine. Written in 1585, The Compossicion Booke of Conought was a 

record of indentures between Gaelic lords, including the Uí Chellaig and their vassal lords, and 

                                                           
19 Hereafter Cal. Just. Roll. Ire. 
20 Hereafter Foedera. 
21 Hereafter CSPI. 
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the Crown (Freeman (ed.) 1936).22 This is a valuable source for late medieval Uí Maine as it 

details landholding in the lordship and outlines the division of Uí Maine by this time into a 

series of territories ï oireachtaí, which were effectively the estates of individual sept branches 

of the Uí Chellaig in the sixteenth century. The Compossicion also identifies some prominent 

castles and imparts information on the economy and landscape of óč Cellaig Countryô (see 

McNeary and Shanahan 2005, 11). 

Documentation connected to the Privy Council of England, known as the Acts of the Privy 

Council of England were also beneficial to the present research, and recorded the important 

points raised during the Privy Council meetings.23 The first thirty-two volumes have been 

edited between 1890 and 1907 (Dasent (ed.) 1890-1907), while the period 1556-1571 is 

published as part of The manuscripts of Charles Haliday, Esq., of Dublin: acts of the privy 

council of Ireland, 1556-1571 (1897).24 The Ó Cellaig feature in a small number of these 

records during the sixteenth century, and assist in reconstructing their changing relationships 

with the Tudor administration at this time.  

The (Irish) Fiants of the Tudor sovereigns contain a wealth of information pertaining to 

individuals and their landholdings in the sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries (FitzPatrick 

2018, 182).25 Fiants were warrants directed to the Irish Chancery as a precursor to letters patent. 

Letters patent could relate to a wide variety of matters from land grants and leases to pardons 

and appointments. There is a large amount of information within the Fiants, particularly those 

dating to after the mid-1550s, concerning settlement and, in particular, people. The originals 

were destroyed in 1922 during the Irish Civil War but fortunately they had been calendared in 

the late nineteenth century and published by the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records and 

recently reprinted in four volumes (Nicholls (ed.) 1994). 

Historical Sources Produced by the Great Landowning Families of Anglo-Norman Ireland 

 

The manorial extents, surveys and accounts produced by the great landowning families of 

Anglo-Norman Ireland contain information within them that can be of major use to 

archaeologists in their research (Barry 1987, 5). Documents relating to the Butlers of Ormond 

are amongst the best preserved, simply because the family has survived to the present day, 

keeping their family papers intact (Ibid.). This is important as members of this lineage had 

                                                           
22 Hereafter Compossicion. 
23 Hereafter Act. Privy Council. 
24 Hereafter Haliday Privy Council. 
25 Hereafter Fiants. 
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established themselves in the study area in the thirteenth century (see 2.4.4; 2.6 below), The 

Calendar of Ormond Deeds was published in six volumes between 1932 and 1943 (Curtis (ed.) 

1932-43).26 

1.6.1.3 ï Ecclesiastical Records 

The cartularies and registers of various religious houses, along with general church records, 

have been important sources for researching medieval settlement (Barry 1987, 6). As will be 

seen later in the thesis, the Ó Cellaig lordship had strong connections with a number of the 

religious houses in and near Uí Maine (see 3.5.5; Chapters 5-7 and Appendix 5 below).  

Gwynn and Hadcockôs 1970 Medieval Religious Houses: Ireland tabulated all known 

references found in various historical sources to Irelandôs later medieval monasteries, friaries, 

hospitals, colleges and cathedrals, including ones within the study area (see Chapters 5-7 and 

Appendix 5 below). This source was also useful in terms of piecing together the relationships 

between the religious houses of the lordship and the secular centres, and how this developed 

through time. 

One source that is useful in terms of understanding the economic situation of early-fourteenth 

century Uí Maine is the Ecclesiastical Taxation of Ireland, 1302-1306. This was a valuation 

taken of the Irish parish churches and prebends, in order to measure the papal ótenthsô, the 

amount of annual income owed by a church to the papal exchequer (CDI, v, Nos. 202-323; 

Finan 2016, 96-114). The taxation provides a snapshot in terms of the wealth distribution across 

much of medieval Ireland at this time.  There are difficulties in interpreting some of the place-

names in the source and some dioceses are either not recorded or are poorly recorded (Barry 

1987, 7-8). It has been suggested that the information collected in this source does not really 

reflect the true extent of wealth in Gaelic-dominated parts of the island c.1300, including Uí 

Maine (Chevallier 2019, 21). This will be discussed in more detail later in the thesis (see 3.5.5 

below).  

The Registry of Clonmacnoise (O'Donovan (ed.) 1857, 444-60) was also consulted for the 

research carried out for this thesis.27 This source is believed to have been edited into its 

surviving form in the fourteenth century, after undergoing a number of redactions in earlier 

centuries (Kehnel 1997, 210-1). The account contains a substantial number of locatable place-

                                                           
26 Hereafter Cal. Ormond Deeds. 
27 Hereafter Reg. Clon. 
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names within Uí Maine, as well as identifiable church lands, and can help in reconstructing 

parts of the later medieval lordship. 

One source of papal records containing some information of use to the present study is the 

Obligationes pro Annatis. These records, commonly known as the Annates, were promissory 

notes of the first yearôs income of a foundation to the papal camera by a benefice (Dudley-

Edwards and O'Dowd 2003, 63). The Annates contain the names of the incumbent clergy and 

also the value of the benefices associated with their foundations. Two Annates relate to the Ó 

Cellaig lordship, namely the Obligationes pro Annatis Diocesis Clonfertensis [1420-1531] 

(Egan and Costello 1958) and the Obligationes pro Annatis Diocesis Elphinensis [1426-1548] 

(Mac Niocaill and Costello 1959). In this regard, Uí Maine at its greatest extent lay in the 

southern part of the diocese of Elphin and a very large part of the lordship, both east and west 

of the River Suck, lay in the diocese of Clonfert. Both of these sources are useful to the present 

study as they provide the names of a number of clergy who operated within the lordship, men 

from both the Ó Cellaig senior and junior lines, as well as from the Uí Maine vassal clans and 

service kindreds. This information, along with evidence from other sources, enabled the present 

writer to physically place these families and septs within the landscape of the wider Uí Maine 

lordship. Finally for this research, the recently published A Calendar of Papal Registers 

relating to Clonfert Diocese provides key insights into the everyday workings of the various 

religious houses of this medieval diocese (Larkin (ed.) 2016).28 This source, along with 

evidence from the Annates, allowed the present writer insights into the religious careers of men 

from across later medieval Uí Maine.  

1.6.1.4 ï Toponymical Sources 

One of the best preserved, yet underused, sources available to the archaeological and landscape 

researcher in Ireland is the toponymical record. As will be referred to repeatedly throughout 

this study, the survival of townland names and the names of local features is an invaluable key 

to the former organisation of the later medieval landscape, and the societies that utilised them 

(Mac Shamhráin 1991; Bhreathnach 2014, 19). A considerable amount of information can be 

gleaned from analysis of the toponymy, particularly townland names, as they are one of the 

primary forms of recording and remembering landscape (Kilfeather 2010, 167), a use that is 

often overlooked. Although evidence for the origins of the townland system is difficult to 

confirm, it is in place by at least the twelfth century, as townlands are referred to in 
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documentary sources of that date (Ó hAisibéil 2018, 169). The divisions and in many cases 

names, can be presumed to be of considerable antiquity, with possible origins for the townland 

system in the early medieval period or even earlier (McErlean 1983, 335; Nicholls 2008, 138-

9). A number of important archaeological studies of aspects of later medieval Gaelic Ireland 

have sought to incorporate toponymical evidence into them (Kilfeather 2010; McDermott 

2010; FitzPatrick 2004; 2012; 2016; 2018). 

The Placenames Database of Ireland, accessed via www.logainm.ie, is the primary resource for 

searching recorded and translated Irish place-names, including those found in what was Uí 

Maine. The present writer also found the Ordnance Survey Letters of John OôDonovan for 

counties Galway29 and Roscommon30, edited by Prof. Michael Herity (Herity (ed.) 2009; 2010) 

to be most helpful with regard to place-names, their locations, and other information that was 

valuable to the research. Careful consideration of these place-names can help to identify 

otherwise unknown places of importance in the landscape of the later medieval Ó Cellaig 

lordship and, indeed, throw some light on their function during this period. 

1.6.1.5 ï Cartographic Sources  

Early maps can provide insights into the landscape, settlement patterns, economy and elite 

residences (mostly some form of castle) of later sixteenth- and seventeenth-century Ireland. 

The production of maps during this period, however, was linked to English conquest and 

expansion. They contain many inaccuracies and, also, biases and agendas associated with the 

colonial process (Prunty 2004, 18; Smyth 2006, 25). Nevertheless, these maps do contribute to 

our understanding of the cultural landscape of Ireland at the very end of the late medieval 

period (Andrews 2001). These maps, if used carefully, can yield important information about 

the landscape of any given area in the late-sixteenth or early to mid-seventeenth century, such 

as what were the principal settlements, elite residences and churches. Great stands of woodland 

can be identified too (Smyth 2006, xix). 

There are a number of cartographic sources available that assist in understanding study area at 

the very end of the later medieval period. Beginning in the late-sixteenth century, key resources 

include John Browne the Youngerôs 1591 Map of the Province of Connaught [TCD, 

MS1209/68] (Fig. 3.3; Andrews 2003, 84-92), Baptista Boazioôs c. 1606 Irlandiæ accvrata 

descriptio (Fig, 3.5; Boazio 1606) and John Speedôs 1611-12 The theatre of the empire of Great 
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Britaine: presenting an exact geography of the kingdomes of England, Scotland, Ireland... (Fig. 

3.6; Speed 1603-11). While these maps only view the province of Connacht from a regional 

perspective, they record features, settlements, place-names, and versions of place-names, 

which in certain cases have not survived to the present day, within Uí Maine.  

Later in the seventeenth century, William Pettyôs Down Survey 

(http://downsurvey.tcd.ie/down-survey-maps.php) provides a snapshot in time c.1650. This 

civil survey was the first to be undertaken as part of the Cromwellian confiscations of the mid-

seventeenth century and commenced in 1654-5. The aim of this survey was to provide 

locational information and the extents of confiscated lands in order to enable their redistribution 

to new English settlers, mainly soldiers, who were to be paid for their services in the form of 

Irish land (Andrews 1985, 61). This survey did not cover Connacht, and the earlier Strafford 

Survey of 1636 served as the substitute. Much of the Down Survey and accompanying maps 

were destroyed in a fire in 1711. What remained was copied in 1786-7 before even these 

surviving originals were also destroyed in 1922 during the Civil War. These copies are now 

lodged in the National Library. As such, only the general maps survive for Co. Galway, and 

the incomplete survival of the Strafford Survey means that there is only partial coverage of Co. 

Roscommon (McNeary and Shanahan 2005, 11). Luckily maps survive for the two 

Roscommon baronies of the study area, Moycarn and Athlone, with detail surviving to 

townland level. These maps were accessed via The Down Survey of Ireland website, developed 

by Trinity College Dublin (http://downsurvey.tcd.ie/down-survey-maps.php).  

http://downsurvey.tcd.ie/down-survey-maps.php
http://downsurvey.tcd.ie/down-survey-maps.php
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Figure 1.2 - Baronies of Moycarn and Athlone in the 1636 Strafford Survey. This map source preserves valuable information 

on land divisions, townland names, micro-toponymy and settlement indicators for part of the study area, including information 

that does not survive to present day (Image courtesy of Trinity College Dublin) 

The next cartographic source of use to the present research is Richard Griffithôs Bog 

Commission map of the area from the very beginning of the nineteenth century (Figs. 3.1; 4.10; 

6.12) (Griffths 1809-1814). In 1808, Sir Arthur Wellesley, the future Duke of Wellington, 

advocated the setting up of a commission to enquire into the possible utilisation of Irish bogs. 

With this in mind, Sir Richard Griffiths was appointed Engineer for the Bog Commission in 

1809, and set about mapping the extant wetlands, including those of the study area. The value 

of Griffithôs mapping of the wetlands and woodland at this time is not to be underestimated, as 

the landscape approach to this research benefits of from the recording of physical features that 

have since been drained and óimprovedô, or stands of woodland that no longer survive. The 

Bog Commission maps were accessed via the Bord na Móna Living History website 

(https://www.bordnamonalivinghistory.ie/maps/). 

The First Edition Ordnance Survey Six-Inch maps for the research area have been consulted at 

length for the present study. These maps were produced between 1824 and 1846 for the whole 

island and depict the countryside before the extensive reorganisation of settlements, field 

boundaries and the transportation network which followed the Great Famine (Barry 1987, 10; 

McNeary and Shanahan 2005, 13). In particular, these Ordnance Survey maps are of value 

https://www.bordnamonalivinghistory.ie/maps/
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because they depict archaeological monuments that have either been levelled (now showing no 

visible surface remains) or have been heavily modified since the 1840s (Barry 1987, 10). 

1.7 ï Secondary Works 

1.7.1 ï General Histories of Medieval Ireland 

One of the first publications to focus on later medieval Ireland in the early twentieth century 

was the important if controversial Ireland under the Normans, 1169-1333 (Orpen 1911-1920, 

reprint 2005). The usefulness of this work to the present study lies primarily with its outlining 

of Anglo-Norman land grants within the areas of the cantreds of Omany and Tyrmany during 

the thirteenth and early fourteenth century. An unpublished PhD thesis, entitled The English in 

Connacht, 1171-1333 (Walton 1980), provides a wealth of information and interpretation of 

the changing dynamics in the study area during the high medieval period. 

A number of general texts relating to the history and archaeology of early medieval Ireland 

were consulted during the course of the research (Ó Corráin 1972; Ó Cróinín 2013; 

Bhreathnach 2014; Stout 2017). These helped provide an understanding of life and society in 

Uí Maine during the early medieval period, particularly in the two centuries before c.1100. 

This laid the foundations for research into the study area during the whole later medieval 

period. An understanding of the earliest history of the Uí Maine is provided by a book section 

in A New History of Ireland I: Prehistoric and Early Ireland (Ó Cróinín 2008), one of the only 

chapters in this publication to discuss the territory of Uí Maine and its people during the early 

medieval period. 

A number of useful articles giving an outline of the general historical background to later 

medieval Ireland were also consulted during the course of the research (Lydon 2008a; 2008b; 

2008c; Quinn 2008; Glasscock 2008; Watt 2008; Nicholls 2008; Simms 2018a; 2018b; Moss 

2018). Duffyôs (1996) Ireland in the Middle Ages and, more recently, Downhamôs (2018) 

Medieval Ireland were books that also provided basic historical information on later medieval 

Ireland.  However, if there is one criticism that could be levelled at most of these works, is that 

archaeological evidence rarely features in them.  

1.7.2 ï General Histories of Later Medieval Gaelic Ireland 

Later medieval Gaelic Ireland (which included Uí Maine) is defined here as meaning the parts 

of Ireland that, in some way, saw the large-scale survival of the native elite during this whole 

period (e.g. Simms 2009, 9; OôConor 2018, 148-9). In this regard, relatively little specific 



49 

 

research was carried out on the history of later medieval Gaelic Ireland prior to the 1970s 

(Duffy, Edwards and FitzPatrick 2001, 21-39). Interest in the history of the later medieval 

Gaelic world began to emerge after Nichollsô pioneering 1972 publication Gaelic and 

Gaelicized Ireland in the Middle Ages (Nicholls 1972; 2003). This was followed in 1987 with 

the publication of Simmsô From Kings to Warlords: The Changing Political Structure of Gaelic 

Ireland in the Middle Ages (Simms 1987; 2000). These two publications laid the foundation 

for subsequent scholarship on the history of later medieval Gaelic Ireland. Both texts were 

consulted during the course of this research.  

The publication in 2001 of the edited book a Gaelic Ireland, c.1250 ï c.1650: Land, Lordship 

and Settlement was extremely important for the study of later medieval Gaelic Ireland (Duffy, 

Edwards and FitzPatrick (eds.) 2001). In the present context, various articles in this book 

written by historians and historical geographers were important background reading for much 

of the research in this thesis (Edwards 2001; Kingston 2001; Fitzsimons 2001; Duffy 2001; 

Nicholls 2001; Simms 2001). Other books consulted on the history of later medieval Gaelic 

Ireland were Hospitality in Medieval Ireland, 900-1500 (O'Sullivan 2004), Ulster and the Isles 

in the Fifteenth Century: the Lordship of Clann Domhnaill of Antrim (Kingston 2004) and 

Gaelic Ulster in the Middle Ages (Simms 2020). Various historical essays on Gaelic lordships 

published in the edited books Regions and Rulers in Ireland, 1100-1650 (Edwards (ed.) 2004; 

Casway 2004; FitzPatrick 2004) and Lordship in Medieval Ireland: Image and Reality (Doran 

and Lyttleton (eds.) 2007; Malcolm 2007; Verstaten 2007; Naessens 2007; Kelleher 2007) were 

also important sources of information. As well as this, a collection of essays submitted for the 

óIrish Chiefsô Prizeô was published in 2013 entitled Gaelic Ireland (c.600-1700): Politics, 

Culture and Landscapes (Simms (ed.) 2013), which covered a range of historical themes with 

a broad geographical spread (Ó hAodha 2013; Beggan 2013a). 

1.7.3 ï General Archaeological Texts on Later Medieval Ireland 

General textbooks on the archaeology of later medieval Ireland include Barryôs 1987 The 

Archaeology of Medieval Ireland and OôKeeffeôs 2000 Medieval Ireland: An Archaeology. 

Monographs and books on specific aspects of the archaeology of the period also proved 

informative. Quite an amount has been published in book form on the various types of castle 

built across Ireland between the twelfth and seventeenth century (Leask 1941; McNeill 1997; 

Sweetman 2000; OôKeeffe 2015, 184-306; McAlister 2019). OôConorôs (1998) review of rural 

settlement in later medieval Ireland was also of use to the research carried out in this thesis. 
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General works on later medieval ecclesiastical architecture were also consulted during the 

course of this thesis (Leask 1955-60; Stalley 1987; OôKeeffe 2015, 1-184). One criticism of 

Barry (1987) and OôKeeffeôs (2000) books on the archaeology of later medieval Ireland is that 

they focus on the archaeology of the Anglo-Normans and eastern Ireland in particular. Little 

attention was paid in these works to archaeology of the parts of Ireland that saw the large-scale 

survival of the Gaelic elite (OôConor 1998, 14; 2001, 329; Breen 2005, 15). 

1.7.4 ï Research on the Archaeology of Later Medieval Gaelic Ireland 

Modern research into the archaeology of later medieval Gaelic Ireland really owes its origins 

to two publications (that have already been briefly mentioned above for other reasons) that 

were published around twenty years ago. Firstly, Chapter Four of OôConorôs The Archaeology 

of Medieval Rural Settlement in Ireland outlined the settlement types inhabited by the Gaelic 

elite between the twelfth and late sixteenth century (OôConor 1998, 73-107). Secondly, various 

essays in the edited book Gaelic Ireland, c. 1250 ï c. 1650: Land, Lordship and Settlement 

(Duffy, Edwards and FitzPatrick (eds.) 2001) also discussed the settlement archaeology and 

material culture of later medieval Gaelic Ireland (Breen 2001; Donnelly 2001; FitzPatrick 

2001; Horning 2001; Loeber 2001; McNeill 2001; OôConor 2001; OôSullivan 2001). 

Since then a whole plethora of research has been published on aspects of the archaeology of 

later medieval Gaelic Ireland (see OôConor 2018, 149-51 for a listing of these publications), 

much of it emanating from NUI Galway (see 1.4). These publications included substantial 

works on such subjects as Gaelic inauguration (FitzPatrick 2004), the archaeology of later 

medieval Gaelic lordships (Breen 2005; Finan (ed.) 2010; OôConor, Brady, Connon and Romo-

Fidalgo 2010; Soderberg and Immich 2010; Finan 2010; 2016) and burials (McKenzie, Murphy 

and Donnelly (eds.) 2015). More recently, various essays published in Becoming and 

Belonging in Ireland AD c. 1200-1600 (Campbell, FitzPatrick and Horning (eds.) 2018) are 

another major addition to our understanding of the archaeology of later medieval Gaelic Ireland 

(Breen 2018; Donnelly and Murphy 2018; FitzPatrick 2018; Gardiner 2018; Logue 2018; 

Naessens 2018; OôConor 2018; Rynne 2018). These papers give a good overview of current 

research on the latter subject.  

The Discovery Programmeôs Medieval Rural Settlement Project carried out a seven-year multi-

disciplinary project between 2002 and 2009 focussing on the archaeology and history of the 

north Roscommon area and the Uí Chonchobair (OôConor) lordship of Machaire Connacht 

(Brady 2003; 2005; 2009; Brady and Gibson 2005; Connon 2005; 2012; McNeary and 
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Shanahan 2005; 2009; 2012; Brady, Connon, Corns, McNeary, Shanahan and Shaw 2005; 

Brady, McNeary, Shanahan and Shaw 2011-12). Extensive research has also been carried out 

on the Mac Diarmaida lordship of Magh Luirg, also in north Roscommon (Clyne 2010; Finan 

2010a; 2010b; 2018; Moss 2010; OôConor, Brady, Connon and Fidalgo-Romo 2010; Read 

2010; Soderberg and Immich 2010). The Uí Chonchobair moated site at Cloonfree, near 

Strokestown, again in the northern half of Roscommon, has also been the subject of detailed 

research (Finan and OôConor 2002). The archaeology and landholding history of service 

families in the Uí Chonchobair lands of Machaire Connacht has also been examined in detail 

(FitzPatrick 2018, 179-87). An overview article outlining the archaeology of elite settlement 

of thirteenth- and fourteenth-century date in Gaelic north Roscommon has been published 

recently (OôConor and Finan 2018). These publications on the later medieval archaeology of 

north Roscommon are important as it shows that the lordships to the immediate north of Uí 

Maine have been studied in some detail. 

1.7.5 ï Archaeological and Historical work on Uí Maine  

1.7.5.1 ï Historical Work on Uí Maine 

There are a number of publications examining or partly throwing light on the history and 

emergence of Uí Maine and the ancestors of the Uí Chellaig during the early medieval period 

(Walsh 1936-7; 1940-1; Kelleher 1971; Byrne 2004, 92-3, 230-53; Mannion 2006; Ó Cróinín 

2013; Devane 2013). An account has been written on the eleventh-century Tadhg Mór Ó 

Cellaig, king of Uí Maine. This publication examines his role as an ally of Brian Boru at 

Clontarf in 1014 (Mannion 2014, 7-9). Yet, in reality, little detailed research has been published 

on the early medieval history of the study area. While the early medieval history of Uí Maine 

is beyond the scope of the present research, as stated, it is important in terms of contextualising 

the state of affairs in the area prior to c.1100, when the Ó Cellaig sept is coming to prominence 

in the region. 

Moving into the later medieval period, consistent with the emergence of the Ó Cellaig sept in 

monopolising the kingship and later lordship of Uí Maine, a similar dearth of research is 

evident, with a few notable exceptions. Firstly, prominent mention must be given to an, as yet, 

unpublished manuscript written by Nicholls for the Irish Manuscripts Commission which is 

entitled óSurvey of Irish lordships: I U² Maine and S²l Anmchadhaô (Nicholls 1969). This 

document, which includes a series of hand-drawn maps of individual sub-lordships, has proved 
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to be of major benefit in understanding the Ó Cellaig lordship, its geography and its 

archaeology between the twelfth and late sixteenth century. 

There are a series of individual entries in the Dictionary of Irish Biography for various later 

medieval Ó Cellaig lords of Uí Maine. These are Conchobar Ó Cellaig (d. 1268), Domnall Ó 

Cellaig (d. 1295), Donnchad Muimnech Ó Cellaig (d. 1307), Uilliam Buidhe Ó Ceallaigh (d. 

1381), Maolsheachlainn Ó Ceallaigh (d. 1402), Aodh Ó Ceallaigh (d. 1467) and Tadhg Ó 

Ceallaigh (also d. 1467) (O'Byrne 2009a-g). The entries serve as a clear and reliable chronology 

of the activities and interactions of these Ó Cellaig lords, and provide an insight into the 

political dynamics of later medieval Connacht. In an appendix of her book Medieval Gaelic 

Sources, Simms describes an incident involving the Uí Chellaig in fourteenth-century 

Connacht as a way of showcasing the way in which the various Gaelic medieval written source 

materials can be brought together in order to get a fuller understanding of a particular event 

(Simms 2009, 109-17). Important research has also been published on the genealogy of the 

later medieval Uí Chellaig as it survives in Leabhar Ua Maine (Ó Muraíle 2008; 2010), referred 

to earlier.  

A small, but valuable, amount of published historical research was produced at the beginning 

of the twentieth century on one of the religious houses in the study area, the fourteenth-century 

Franciscan friary of Kilconnell, Co. Galway. Francis Joseph Bigger conducted an extensive 

study of Kilconnell friary, which was published in three parts (Bigger 1900-1; 1902; 1903-4), 

covering all aspects of the friaryôs history, architecture and archaeology. A number of 

inventories listing religious books and sacred vessels owned by the friary has also been 

published (Jennings 1944). This work is invaluable as a means of understanding Ó Cellaig 

relations with the Church in the later medieval period, as well as providing a case study into 

how secular lords expressed their wealth and authority through the means of ecclesiastical 

patronage. 

Aside from the publications mentioned thus far, however, historians have published little to 

date the later medieval Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine. 

1.7.5.2 ï Archaeological Work on and within the territory of Uí Maine 

It was shown above that considerable archaeological research has been carried out in North 

Roscommon on what were the Gaelic Irish Ó Conchobhair and Mac Diarmada lordships of 

Machaire Chonnacht and Maigh Luirg (see 1.7.4). This is not the case in modern south 

Roscommon and east Galway, the two areas which effectively correspond to the later medieval 
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lordship of Uí Maine at its height. Archaeological research on the later medieval period in the 

study area is virtually non-existent, and when it is published, the focus is primarily on the 

Anglo-Norman material remains extant in the region (Graham 1988a; Holland 1987-1988; 

1997; O'Keeffe 1998; Dempsey 2014; OôConor, Naessens and Sherlock 2015; OôConor and 

Naessens 2016a; O'Conor and Shanahan 2018). Little has been published on the archaeology 

of the Uí Chellaig lords and their vassal clans.  

Certainly quite an amount of archaeological information has been published on the study area 

during the early medieval period, suggesting a quite open, relatively rich agricultural landscape 

c.1100, at the beginning of the later medieval period. Two articles have been published on the 

early medieval archaeology of the Ballygar area of east Galway. This work includes a dubious 

identification of an early-medieval óroyalô site in Ballygar itself (Beggan 2013a; 2013b). Large 

quantities of archaeological information on the early medieval period in Uí Maine were also 

garnered from excavations funded by the National Roads Authority along the route of the M6 

road project, which now links Athlone to Galway, bypassing Ballinasloe. One major 

publication from this road scheme is The Mill at Kilbegly: An Archaeological Investigation on 

the Route of the M6 Ballinasloe to Athlone National Road Scheme (Jackman, Moore and Rynne 

2013). This monograph is a detailed analysis of the excavation of a well-preserved horizontal 

watermill uncovered the townland of Kilbegly in south Co. Roscommon, which was built c.700 

AD and was used throughout the eighth and ninth centuries. The other National Roads 

Authority monograph published on the study area is The Quiet Landscape: Archaeological 

Investigations on the M6 Galway to Ballinasloe National Road Scheme (McKeon and 

OôSullivan (eds.) 2014). Most of the material uncovered in the thirty-eight excavations that 

took place during the course of this scheme uncovered evidence in the study area ranging from 

the prehistoric period through to the modern period, with a number of articles within this edited 

book of particular relevance to the present study (Molloy, Feeser and OôConnell 2014; Mu¶iz-

Pérez 2014; Bower 2014; Delaney 2014). 

Another major published excavation of a later medieval site in the study area is that of the 

Augustinian Priory of St Mary at Clontuskert near Ballinasloe, which was probably founded in 

the twelfth century and was the beneficiary of much Ó Cellaig patronage in the fifteenth 

century. This excavation produced a lot of information about life in Uí Maine during the whole 

later medieval period (Fanning 1976; see, also, Barry 1987, 151-3). It has also been noted that 

the Hospital of the Crutched Friars at Rindoon, which also saw Ó Cellaig patronage from the 

fourteenth century onwards, was seemingly heavily rebuilt in the fifteenth century (OôConor 
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and Shanahan 2018, 40-1), As mentioned already, a number of fifteenth-century sacred vessels 

and utensils are also associated with the Ó Cellaig lords of Uí Maine (Jennings 1944). 

The Ó Cellaig tower house at Galey, Co. Roscommon, on the shores of Lough Ree in Co. 

Roscommon, has also been the subject of some research (Kerrigan 1996). This may be the site 

of the fourteenth-century residence of Uilliam Buide Ó Cellaig and the location of a famous 

feast organised by him in 1351 (Ibid., 103-4). FitzPatrick has argued for an alternative location 

for this feast, suggesting that it was held at or beside a moated site at Pallas, near Gallagh in 

east Galway (FitzPatrick 2016, 204). This feast, its exact location and the contents of the poem 

will be discussed in more detail below (see 6.3). The three Ó Cellaig tower houses of Gallagh, 

Garbally and Monivea have also been briefly mentioned in a 2001 review of later medieval 

Gaelic castles from across Ireland (Loeber 2001, 310). 

Dundonnell Castle, Co. Roscommon, is a castle in the study area that been subject to detailed 

architectural analysis and geophysical survey. This stronghouse, which seems to date to the 

very late-sixteenth century or early to mid-seventeenth century, is sited within a bivallate 

earthen enclosure (Curley 2011; 2016; 2018). The site was owned by the Mac Eochadha 

(McKeogh) lords of Magh Finn who were vassal lords of the Uí Chellaig of Uí Maine. 

Aside from the above outlined archaeological research undertaken to date, two inventories 

compiled of the recorded monuments within the landscape of counties Roscommon and 

Galway have been of particular use to the present study. These enable the researcher to evaluate 

the extant remains at these Uí Chellaig lordly centres, and understand where gaps may still 

exist in our knowledge of the archaeology of the study area. The Archaeological Inventory of 

County Galway, Volume II: North Galway (Alcock, de hÓra and Gosling 1999) is extremely 

valuable in terms of its cataloguing of archaeological remains in the Galway section of Uí 

Maine, while the National Monuments Service Historic Environment Viewer 

(https://maps.archaeology.ie/HistoricEnvironment/) provides descriptions and geo-locational 

information on the monuments recorded by the Archaeological Survey of Ireland (ASI) in the 

Republic of Ireland more generally, and as a result catalogues the sites from the Roscommon 

section of Uí Maine. 

1.8 ï Conclusions 

The study area was introduced in this chapter and an outline of the aims of the thesis was given 

in it. The various sources and methods used throughout the thesis were introduced and 

explained in the chapter. In particular, in contrast to north Roscommon and other areas, it was 

https://maps.archaeology.ie/HistoricEnvironment/
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shown that little detailed archaeological and, for that matter, historical research has been 

published on the later medieval Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine. This is despite the fact that the 

archaeology of the study area is very well preserved and, also, that good edited later medieval 

historical and literary sources survive for Uí Maine. In all, this lack of focussed research and 

the existence of good primary data, be it archaeological, historical, literary or toponymical, 

suggests that a PhD that attempts to understand aspects of the Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine 

will be a significant contribution to furthering our knowledge of settlement and society in later 

medieval Gaelic Ireland. 
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Chapter 2 ï Historical  Background: Later Medieval Ó Cellaig 

Lordship of Tír Maine and Uí Maine 

2.1 ï Introduction  

The medieval period in the study area has only received marginal interest from historians 

(1.7.5.1). To date, interpretations of the early and later medieval history of Uí Maine, and with 

it, the territorial area controlled by this group, and their principal offshoot, the Uí Chellaig, has 

traditionally depended on the 1843 map and description provided by OôDonovan (Fig. 2.1; 

Tribes and Customs, 5-6). A substantial quantity of published and privately-published material 

since then has readily accepted OôDonovanôs boundaries of the territory of U² Maine. 

OôDonovanôs depiction of the geographical extent of U² Maine was based on the late-fourteenth 

to early fifteenth-century poetic source Triallam timcheall na Fodla, composed by Seán Mór 

Ó Dubhagáin, saoi sheancadha ocus ollam to the Uí Maine during his lifetime, and finished by 

Giolla-Na-Naomh Ó Huidhrín (Tribes and Customs, 4-6; see, also, Carney (ed.) 1943. For later 

acceptance of these extents, see, for example McGettigan 2016, 37, Map 1). 
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Figure 2.1 - A Map of Hy Many, with some of the adjacent territories in the counties of Galway and Roscommon. Taken from 

the Tribes and Customs of Hy Many, these extents are routinely accepted as an historical reality when topics relating to the 

Uí Chellaig are discussed in scholarship. Red line has been added by the present writer, please note that the territory to the 

east and south of this line as far as the river boundary of the Shannon, is traditionally regarded as being OôKelly Country. 

However, this source must not be accepted without interrogation, and Nicholls rightly outlines 

the level of scrutiny which must be applied to later medieval sources such as Triallam timcheall 

na Fodla, consulted by OôDonovan. Nicholls critiques these sources as such: 

óA striking example of the techniques employed by politically-motivated antiquarianism is 

shown in the account of the boundaries of U² Maine printed by OôDonovan (O'Donovan 
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1843, 4-6), which represents a conflation of the maximum extent of the Uí Maine of the pre-

invasion period with the furthest limits of the conquestsð or, indeed, in some cases the 

ambitionðof the contemporary OôKellys.ô (Nicholls 1982, 392) 

Therefore, prior to progressing to a more detailed inspection of the cenn áiteanna (i.e. lordly 

centres) of Ó Cellaig lordship in the later medieval period, it is necessary to construct a 

historical background to the latter area, by focussing on the surviving primary source material. 

This will be prefaced by a brief summary of the origins of Uí Maine to 1100, undertaken in the 

same fashion, in order to understand how the Uí Chellaig emerged to control this territory in 

the later medieval period. This approach will do two things. Firstly, it will help the present 

writer to locate the Uí Chellaig elites within the landscape, thus contributing to a number of 

the research questions of the present study, as well as adding to our understanding of the later 

medieval history of this lordship. Secondly, it will test OôDonovanôs view of the boundaries of 

Uí Maine against the historical reality of the early and later medieval periods, and, in doing so, 

evaluate the usefulness of his map to historians and archaeologists. 

2.2 ï The early medieval origins of the Uí Chellaig 

The term Uí Maine has been used thus far as the name of the lordship over which the later 

medieval Uí Chellaig presided. However, there is much confusion as to what Uí Maine 

represents exactly. It has routinely been used in three linked ways; firstly, to describe an early 

medieval tribal grouping; secondly, to name a territorial unit, known as a trícha cét,31 from 

roughly the beginning of the later medieval period; thirdly to refer to the wider Ó Cellaig 

lordship throughout the later medieval period, no matter what its geographical extent. 

Furthermore, another term, T²r Maine, óthe land of Maineô, will be used throughout this thesis, 

denoting another trícha cét which is referred to extensively in historical sources, and which 

was under the authority of the Uí Maine at different points during the medieval period as a 

whole. 

The Uí Chellaig are one of a number of septs which originated from this common tribal 

grouping. The principal lordly septs that descended from the Uí Maine are the Ó Madadháin 

(OôMadden) sept of S²l Anmchadha, and the Uí Chellaig themselves, and both held lands in 

eastern Connacht throughout the later medieval period (Jaski 2013b, 10; Ó hAisibéil 2018, 

163). 

                                                           
31 trícha cét - lit. thirty hundreds, a unit of landholding in the latter part of the early medieval period. 
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The Uí Maine believed that their genesis was tied to an ancestor figure, Maine Mór, son of 

Eochaidh Ferdaghiall, reputed descendant of the three Collas, who were founders of the central 

Ulster kingdom of Airgíalla (Ó Muraíle 2008, 49; Jaski 2013a, 296; 2013b, 10). Ancestral 

claim from a real or mythical figure is a common motif in early Irish elite culture, as a means 

of strengthening an identity and legacy attached to a territory (see, for example, FitzPatrick 

2004, 66-8; McCarthy and Curley 2018, 58-61). 

Maine Mór is a reputed fourth-century personage who migrated from the northeast of the island 

with his people, in order to settle in Magh Seincheineoil (the plain of the ancient kin). His 

arrival and settlement in Connacht is recorded in the Life of St. Grellan, the patron saint of Uí 

Maine (Tribes and Customs, 8-14). Maine Mór migrated from Clochar Mac Daimhin (Clogher, 

Co. Tyrone) to Druim Clasaigh in Tír Maine (Ibid., 10). Druim Clasaigh is identifiable today 

as a ridge, 60m to 90m high, which crosses the parishes of Drum and Taughmaconnell in south 

Co. Roscommon (Devane 2013, 97). 

The first annalistic entry to record the territory and tribe of Uí Maine occurs in 538 in relation 

to a battle in that year (AT; AFM; Kelleher 1971, 64). After this battle, Uí Maine was then 

incorporated into the Connacht over-kingdom, under the authority of the Uí Fiachrach kings of 

Connacht (Byrne 2004, 92). The position of Uí Maine as a subkingdom of Connacht would 

have corresponded with a levelling of tribute by the greater power onto the minor kingdom, in 

return for certain rights and privileges. It is possible that this was organised along similar lines 

to that described in the later Lebor na Cert (see 1.6.1.1) (Lebor na Cert, 49, 53, 57, 59, 145). 

By the eighth century, Uí Maine authority was encroached upon by the expansion of the Uí 

Briúin. The Uí Briúin were a dynasty who originated in the central plain of Connacht, known 

as Magh nAí or Machaire Connacht, with its prehistoric landscape of Rathcroghan, in mid Co. 

Roscommon. It was from this dynasty that the Uí Briúin Aí emerged, and who claimed control 

over the latter region (Byrne 2004, 245-6). The expansion of the Uí Briúin Aí in the eighth 

century is seen particularly in the reign of Indrechtach mac Muiredaig (707-723), whose father 

was the originator of the dominant Síl Muiredaig sept of the Uí Briúin Aí. The Síl Muiredaig 

later produced the dynasty that monopolised the kingship of Connacht in the later medieval 

period, the Uí Chonchobair. 

Records from the eighth century indicate that three rival ruling lines within the Uí Maine tribal 

group had emerged for control of Uí Maine at this time. Firstly, there was the Clann Crimthann, 

who resided in an area broadly consistent with the later barony of Killian, Co. Galway, plus 
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presumably some lands east of the River Suck, in Co. Roscommon. Then, secondly, there was 

the Clann Chommáin, who operated out of trícha Máenmaige, the later barony of Loughrea, 

Co. Galway, and finally the Cénel Coirpre Chruim, who came to reside in the trícha cét of Tír 

Maine (MacCotter 2014, 208, 141). 

Between trícha Máenmaige and the Uí Maine lands east of the River Suck, lay a territory 

known in the early medieval period as Tír Soghain, named after the dynasty who resided in 

that area (Fig. 2.2). This trícha was absorbed into the wider Uí Maine lordship at some point 

in the early historic period, however, the Soghain retained a level of independence within Uí 

Maine, to the extent that they continued to elect their own chiefs until at least the twelfth 

century (Mannion 2006, 168). 

 

Figure 2.2 ï Approximate territorial extents of the sept families related to Uí Maine, c.800. Extents reproduced based on 

research by Mannion 2006; MacCotter 2014. It is presumed that this is the territory over which the dominant king of Uí Maine 

claimed control in c.800, with the annals recording Uí Maine kings from each of these lines. 

By the middle of the tenth century, the Clann Crimthann and Clann Chommáin had furnished 

their last kings of Uí Maine, meaning that from this point onwards, the kingship belonged 

nearly exclusively to the Cenél Coirpre Chruim (Kelleher 1971, 79). A period of relative 

stability seems to have played out in the annalistic record for Uí Maine throughout the majority 

of the tenth century as a result. 
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The other two suppliers of candidates to the Uí Maine kingship fell into relative obscurity after 

this time. The Clann Crimthann became overrun by an Uí Briúin Aí-related sept, the Muintir 

Máelruanaid, who were installed as kings in the late-tenth century in order to effectively annex 

their territory for the Síl Muiredaig kings of Connacht (MacCotter 2014, 208). Nósa Ua Maine 

later records three vassal kings of Síl Crimtaind Cáeil, two of the Clann Crimthann themselves: 

the U² Mhugr·in (OôMoran?) and the U² Chathail (Cahill), as well as the aforementioned Uí 

Máelruanaid (Nósa, 537; Tribes and Customs, 73). 

The Clann Chommáin also produced two vassal lineages in their later history. The Uí Nechtain 

(OôNaughton) and the U² M§elalaid (OôMullally) are recorded in Nósa Ua Maine as chiefs of 

the trícha cét of Máenmaige (MacCotter 2014, 141). However, both groupings were forced 

from this area at some point in the twelfth century, possibly due to Ó Conchobair pressure 

(Egan and Costello 1958, 59, note 32). The Uí Nechtain came to reside thereafter in the Feadha 

of Athlone, where tradition placed them at Carraig Uí Neachtain [Ballycreggan] and 

Lissadillure [Lisdillure], Co. Roscommon (OS Letters, Roscommon, 19), and by the late-

sixteenth century, the Uí Máelalaid were settled at Tolendal [Tullinadaly/Tulach na dála ï hill 

of assemblies] in the modern townland of Castletown, Tuam civil parish, Co. Galway (Tribes 

and Customs, 70-1, notes a ï b; Ó hAodha 2017, 18). The Uí Máelalaid held prominent 

ecclesiastical positions in Uí Maine in the later medieval period (Clonfert, 303-4) while a 

member of the kindred served in a learned capacity to the Uí Maine in the late-fifteenth century 

(AFM s.a. 1487). 

One of the most noteworthy tenth-century Uí Maine entries in the annals occurs for the year 

962. This year saw the record of an attack undertaken by one Murchad Ó Cellaig, king of Uí 

Maine (AFM; Kelleher, 1971, 80). Murchad is the first Uí Maine king to have adopted the Ó 

Cellaig surname. Ua/Ó, anglicised to óOô, it translates most specifically to ógrandsonô, and 

Murchadôs grandfather was Ceallach mac Finnachta, the namer for the sept. This is a 

phenomenon unique to Ireland, in that most royal and noble surnames are derived from a tenth-

century ancestor (Ó Murchadha 1999, 33-5; Byrne 2004, xxxiv; Hammond 2019, 101). Byrne 

suggests that this adoption may have occurred in order to fulfil the function of denoting 

eligibility to kingship within the agnatic derbfhine ï the four-generational kin group from 

which eligible candidates could be chosen for the role (Byrne 2004, xli). This approach 

effectively narrowed the number of potential contenders, introducing a level of control and 

exclusivity over the position going forward. 
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A small number of episodes are recorded in the annals from this point through to 1014, 

primarily concerned with the deaths of members of the Uí Maine. The only noteworthy incident 

prior to the Battle of Clontarf occurs in 1004, with a battle fought between Tadg Mór Ó Cellaig, 

assisted by Máel Sechlainn Mór, king of Mide, against the Uí Fhiachrach Aidne, with the 

assistance of Iar Connacht. It seems that this battle was fought for control of the trícha cét of 

Máenmaige, with the Uí Maine leaving the battlefield victorious (AFM; Kelleher 1971, 82-3). 

Tadg Mór Ó Cellaig placed himself centrally within the politics of the island as a whole at the 

beginning of the eleventh century, owing to his alliance with Brian Boru. Tadg Mór gained the 

Uí Maine kingship in 1002, and with this, he attached himself to the Dál Cais high-king. As a 

result, Tadg Mór was closely allied, and acted as an advisor, to Brian Boru (Duffy 2014, 202), 

and his Uí Maine troops must have accompanied the Dál Cais on several military excursions, 

which gained the nickname ï lucht tige Taidg na taisteal (the household troops of Tadg of the 

journeys), recorded in a contemporary praise poem Beannacht, a Bruin, ar Brigit, fuil am thig 

rim nach anait (Meyer 1912, 226; Mannion 2014, 8). This alliance was beneficial to Uí Maine 

interests also, as evidenced with the elevated status which Tadg Mór possessed when he could 

call upon Máel Sechlainn Mór as an ally in the battle against the Uí Fhiachrach Aidne in 1004 

(Mannion 2014, 8). 

Brian Boruôs army at Clontarf in 1014 were made up primarily of his Munster forces as well 

as the support of Máel Sechlainn Mór, but only two Connacht kings were among his host: Tadg 

Mór Ó Cellaig, and the king of Uí Fiachrach Aidne, Máel Ruanaid Ó hEidin (Duffy 2014, 186). 

The Uí Maine and Uí Fiachrach Aidne are described in Cogadh Gaedheal re Gallaibh as taking 

on the Norse of Dublin, and by the end of the day, Tadg Mór was dead. His death assumed a 

mythical dimension in later times when tales were recounted about a mysterious dog-like 

animal appearing out of the sea to protect the dead warriorôs body from the óDanesô (Mannion 

2014, 9). 

Tadg M·r č Cellaigôs legacy loomed large over his kin and descendants in later centuries, and 

his connection with Brian Boru was highlighted. This is seen with a possible contemporary or 

near contemporary praise poem Samhoin so, sodham go Tadg (Meyer 1912, 222-3; see 6.2). It 

is also seen in the č Cellaig genealogies, where Tadg is consistently referred to as óTadg of the 

battle of Brianô (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment i, 49; ii , 53, 55), also, in Caithréim 

Thoirdhealbhaigh, where the military assistance provided by the Uí Chellaig to the Clann 

Toirdelbaig was partially predicated on the links established between both dynasties by their 
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eleventh-century ancestors (Caithréim Thoirdhealbhaigh, 56-7). More than this, the prevalence 

of the personal name Tadg amongst the Uí Maine elite after this time may have been inspired 

by Tadg Mór Ó Cellaig and his career. 

As the end of the eleventh century approached, and with it the close of the early medieval 

period, the bulk of Uí Maine-related entries in the annalistic record were associated with 

conflicts at neighbouring religious establishments, such as Clonmacnoise in 1038 and 1065 and 

Clonfert in 1045 and 1065 (AFM). Kelleher equates this with the successful attempts of the Uí 

Chonchobair to keep the Uí Maine weakened, and the corresponding Uí Maine attempts to 

retain a foothold in the politics of Connacht (Kelleher 1971, 90-1). The Ó Cellaig position in 

the wider region was heavily dependent on their relations with their ambitious northern 

neighbours in mid-Roscommon. At this time, the core of their territory likely corresponded 

with the region under the authority of the dominant Uí Maine sept, the Uí Chellaig lords of the 

Cenél Coirpre Chruim line. MacCotter reconstructed the Ó Cellaig territory at c.1100 as 

corresponding with the trícha cét of Tír Maine (Fig. 2.3). The extents of the lordship at this 

point included the former Clann Crimthann lands constituted by Killian Barony and the bulk 

of Athlone Barony. However, excluded from the territory at this time was the túath of Magh 

Finn, consistent with the later civil parish of Taughmaconnell and Barony of Moycarn, which 

MacCotter deduces had been taken into the control of the other lordly sept to emerge out of Uí 

Maine, the Uí Mhadadháin of Síl Anmchadha (MacCotter 2014, 208, 147-8). It is possible that 

the Uí Chellaig also retained real or imagined claims over the trícha cét of Máenmaige, but 

their main preoccupation must have been to retain Tír Maine in the face of growing Ó 

Conchobair pressure. 
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Figure 2.3 - Territorial extents Tír Maine, Tír Soghain/Uí Maine and Machaire Connacht, c.1100, as reconstructed by 

MacCotter, 2014. Tír Maine represented the core territory controlled by the Uí Chellaig, c.1100. It is possible that the Uí 

Chellaig claimed overlordship of Tir Soghain at this date but this is uncertain.   

2.3 ï The Uí Chellaig and the Lordship of Tír Maine, c.1100-1235 

The late eleventh-century and early twelfth-century sources indicate that the now established 

Ó Cellaig sept were based at this time within their patrimonial trícha cét lands of Tír Maine, in 

what is now south Roscommon (see Fig. 2.3). 

Donnchad Ó Cellaig, king of Uí Maine, died in 1074 on Inis Locha Caoláin (AT; ACl; AFM). 

This may have been a crannóg residence located somewhere on the double lakes of 

Cuilleenirwan Lough32 and Coolagarry Lough in Tír Maine, just to the southeast of Lough 

Croan (Kelleher 1971, 92). However, no actual crannóga have been recognised on these 

connected lakes but three small natural islands (all c.25m in diameter) can be seen today on 

Coolagarry Lough. It has been noted that, at times, natural islands were used as defended 

residences in the same way as artificial crannóga (OôConor 1998, 82-3; 2001, 336-7). It is 

                                                           
32 The toponym of Cuilleenirwan may be a late introduction, possibly a landholding of the new English Irwin 

settler family, who arrived in Roscommon in the 1580s (Cronin 1980, 112). This may be the reason for the lack 

of survival of the place-name Inis Locha Caoláin. 
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possible that one of these islands was in use as an Ó Cellaig residence and cenn áit in the late 

eleventh century.  

Thereafter, the sources are basically silent on the Uí Chellaig for sixty years, until 1134, when 

we hear of the death of Áed Ó Cellaig, king of Uí Maine (AT), who was then interred in 

Clonmacnoise, across the Shannon in modern Offaly (MacAlister 1909, 48). This suggests that 

Clonmacnoise, just beyond the southern limits of Tír Maine, continued to be used as the 

preferred location for interment of deceased kings from the Cenél Coirpre Chruim sept of Uí 

Maine into the twelfth century. This arrangement is traditionally regarded to have originated 

with the sixth-century endowment by Cairpre Crom, king of Uí Maine, of the nascent 

monastery of Clonmacnoise with lands and other rights in Uí Maine (Reg. Clon., 454-5). The 

later right of the Uí Maine, especially the Uí Chellaig, to burial at Clonmacnoise is linked to 

this supposed gift (Tribes and Customs, 80-1). The Uí Chellaig had a strong relationship with 

Clonmacnoise in later times (see also 5.2.3). For example, in 1167, Conchobhar Ó Cellaig, 

king of Uí Maine, had the masonry church known as Temple Kelly (Pl. 2.1) built, and this may 

have replaced a timber oratory (dearthach) associated with the Uí Maine and their burial 

ceremonies (AFM; MacDonald 2003, 129-30). The annals also tell us of members of the sept 

being buried there into the thirteenth century and beyond (for example, ACl. s.a. 1284). 
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Plate 2.1 - Foundational remains of Temple Kelly, Clonmacnoise. This masonry church was reputedly built by Conchobhar Ó 

Cellaig in 1167 (Image courtesy of The Standing Stone blog). 

On a wider scale, the political situation in early twelfth-century Connacht continued to be 

dominated by the expansionist policies of the Uí Chonchobair. While hints of this ambition 

were highlighted above (see 2.2), this sept was to reach the zenith of its power in the first half 

of the twelfth century, under the kingship of Toirrdelbach Mór Ó Conchobair. Toirrdelbach 

ascended to the kingship of Connacht in 1106. He is considered the most powerful king in 

Ireland by 1119, and in a long and impressive career that was to span five decades, he placed 

the Uí Chonchobair at the centre of power in Irish politics. His career is marked by predatory 

raids across Ireland (Lucas 1989, 144, 197-9), the construction of bridges and fortifications (Ó 

Corráin 1972, 156; Valante 2015, 51-2), the commissioning of high crosses, the Cross of Cong 

and much, much more (Lucas 1989, 144, 197-9; Manning 1997, 12; Murray 2014, 30-65; Moss 

2015, 480-1; Valante 2015, 51-2). č Conchobairôs actions during his reign did much to shape 

the landscape and the course of the history of Connacht, including Tír Maine ï the then Ó 

Cellaig territory. 
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Some of Toirrdelbachôs activities in eastern Connacht seem to have been attempted in order to 

directly subdue the Uí Chellaig, and restrict their power in the region. One of the clearest 

manifestations of this is the manner in which related junior septs of the Síl Muiredaig (of whom 

the Uí Chonchobair were the ruling sept) came to be installed in new locales, outside of their 

traditional areas. This had already been seen before with the insertion of the Uí Máelruanaid as 

vassal kings in what was Clann Crimthann territory in the tenth century (see 2.2). This tactic 

seems also to have been employed by Toirrdelbach in mid twelfth-century Tír Maine. For 

example, the Clann Uadach are mentioned as being located at Druim Drestan in 1137 (AT). 

Druim Drestan has been equated with the civil parish of Drum, south Roscommon, in Tír Maine 

(Connon and Shanahan 2012, 165). This strongly implies that the Clann Uadach, and more 

particularly their chief family, the U² Fhallamh§in (OôFallons), had been placed in č Cellaig 

territory by the end of the 1130s at least. 

The Clann Uadach was one of the dynastic families of the Síl Muiredaig, originally located to 

the east of Machaire Connacht in the trícha cét of Na Trí Túatha (i.e. the modern Strokestown 

area), particularly the area of Tír Briúin na Sinna, but possibly actually originating in a region 

surrounding Kilbride civil parish in the centre of modern Co. Roscommon (Anne Connon, pers. 

comm.). However, at some point in the early-twelfth century, the Clann Uadach seem to have 

been transplanted away from their homeland, and their new territory was within the trícha cét 

of Tír Maine, eventually coextensive with the parishes of Dysart and Cam, Co. Roscommon 

(MacCotter 2014, 208, 210). 

A reference in 1169 provides some certainty as to the motive for this movement of a cadet 

branch of the Síl Muiredaig into Tír Maine. It relates to the death of one Ferchar Ó Fallamháin, 

chief of Clann Uadach. Ferchar is described as maor Ua Maine ï the óstewardô of U² Maine 

(AFM). In the twelfth-century, Irish kings gave the title of máer to their administrators in newly 

acquired territories. This suggests that the U² Fhallamh§in were installed as č Conchobairôs 

representatives in Tír Maine to control the area, and by extension, subdue their principal local 

residents ï the Uí Chellaig (Byrne 2008, 871). The movement of the Clann Uadach is only one 

of a number of local twelfth-century relocations which seem to have been orchestrated by the 

Uí Chonchobair (Connon Forthcoming, 2, 4-5). It might be added that other provincial kings 

throughout Ireland at this time regularly placed related vassal clans into subject territories to 

suit their own political needs (e.g. Breen 2005, 65; MacCotter 2014, 169). 
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The battle of Óenach Máenmaige (located somewhere in the trícha cét of Máenmaige) took 

place in 1135 and was fought between competing Ó Conchobair factions. The losing side, those 

of Áed mac Domnaill Ó Conchobair, were supported by Conchobar Ó Cellaig, king of Uí 

Maine, who was slain in the battle (AT; ACott, Post-Patrician). The victors, led by Conchobar 

č Conchobair, Toirrdelbachôs son, exacted punishment on the U² Chellaig for taking the wrong 

side, by removing them from the kingship of Uí Maine, with Ó Madadháin, the king of Síl 

Anmchadha, taking his place (AFM; Kelleher 1971, 95-6). It may be possible that the trícha 

cét of Máenmaige in east Galway was forfeited by the Uí Maine to the Uí Chonchobair at this 

time also, with the expulsion of the Uí Maine septs of Uí Nechtain and the Uí Máelalaid in the 

process, with the former family settling in the south-eastern part of Tír Maine, in the area 

known the Feadha of Athlone (see 2.2; 3.2.2). Interestingly, later that year witnessed the swift 

reversal back to the normal order of Uí Maine kingship, with the death of this Ó Madadháin 

king of Uí Maine, who was replaced by Tadg Ó Cellaig, son of the aforementioned Conchobar 

(AFM). Thereafter, from the 1130s onwards, the Uí Chellaig seemed to accept or at least 

acquiesce to Ó Conchobair overlordship. For example, in 1142 the Uí Maine accompanied 

Conchobar Ó Conchobair on a cattle raid to Múscraige Tíre, in what is now north Tipperary 

(AFM; Kelleher, 1971, 98-9). 

Many of the annalistic entries over the next thirty years mention the Uí Maine forming part of 

the military hostings of Toirrdelbach, and then Ruaidrí Ó Conchobair, his son and successor 

(AFM, s.a. 1147; AU, AT, AFM, s.a. 1163; AT, AFM, s.a. 1170). These records are also 

interspersed with instances where any Ó Cellaig attempts at independence from the Uí 

Chonchobair were put down, as in 1158 (AFM). The Uí Chellaig were now occupying a space 

where they served their ascendant Uí Chonchobair overlords, much like many other regional 

kings or lords in Connacht at the time. 

In attempting to reconstruct the territorial map of Connacht at this time, two church synods 

provide some insight. The synods of Rath Breasail (1111) and Kells (1152), in defining the 

medieval dioceses of Ireland, effectively served as a political and territorial map of the island 

at that time (Flanagan 2008, 915; Perros-Walton 2013, 288-91). Therefore, the diocese of Tuam 

at Rath Breasail, which was renamed and divided at the synod of Kells into the two dioceses 

of Tuam and Roscommon (later called Elphin) (Millett 1986, 8, 14), formed the area over which 

the dominant Uí Chonchobair exerted direct control. The diocese of Roscommon at this time 

included the traditional Ó Cellaig lands of Tír Maine, signalling that the Uí Chonchobair held 

effective control over the region. The diocese of Clonfert broadly corresponded with the trícha 
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céta of Tír Soghain/Uí Maine and Síl Anmchadha. The former area would become occupied 

more extensively by the Ó Cellaig elite as the century progressed (Fig. 2.4). 

 

Figure 2.4 ï Dioceses and Archdioceses of Ireland from (Mitchell 2009, 20), with the extents of the dioceses of Elphin and 

Clonfert co-extensive with the territories over which the Uí Chonchobair and the Uí Cellaig/Uí Mhadadháin held direct 

authority respectively. 

In terms of illustrating the shifting political situation between the Uí Chonchobair and the Uí 

Chellaig, relations warmed enough between the two septs for a united defence of their 
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Connacht territories from the incursions of Niall, the son of Muirchertach Mac Lochlainn, king 

of Ulster, in 1163 (AFM). 

By contrast, 1180 saw the eruption of open conflict between the Uí Chellaig and the Uí 

Chonchobair, with the so-called óBattle of the Conorsô. This battle was contested between 

Conchobar Maenmaige Ó Conchobair and Conchobar Ó Cellaig, king of Uí Maine, and is 

recorded as having taken place at Mag Srúibe Gealáin near Daire na gCapall. The Uí Maine 

were defeated in this battle, and Conchobar Ó Cellaig was slain (ALC; AFM). His son, Tadhg 

Tailltenn, died at Cnoc Gail ï óHill of Braveryô, apparently during the same campaign (Ó 

Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 63). Ó Muraíle has identified Mag Srúibe Gealáin (alias 

Ruba Gealáin) with Roo townland, Kilmore parish, Co. Roscommon, while also suggesting 

that Knockhall townland, Kilglass parish, Co. Roscommon may be the Cnoc Gail of the sources 

(Ó Muraíle 1989, 173). 

The location of the battle, well beyond Tír Maine, northeast of modern Strokestown, implies 

that Conchobar Ó Cellaig and the Uí Maine were the aggressors in this instance, perhaps 

signalling the desperation of the Uí Chellaig, railing against their marginalisation by the Uí 

Chonchobair. Animosity between the Uí Chellaig and the Uí Chonchobair continued for a 

period after this, with tit-for-tat kidnapping and killings occurring in 1185 and 1186 (ALC; 

AFM). 

Memory of these grievances seems to have continued into the thirteenth century, as in 1200 a 

dynastic dispute between two branches of the Uí Chonchobair afforded the opportunity for the 

ógrandsons of Tadg č Cellaigô to side with Cathal Crobhdearg against Cathal Carrach mac 

Conchobair Maenmaige (Kelleher 1971, 104). This was the continuation of what was a 

transgenerational grapple for authority between the Uí Chonchobair and Uí Chellaig, which 

can be traced back at least as far as the battle of Óenach Máenmaige. 

After the battle in 1180, the annalistic entries relating to the Uí Maine become sparse, until the 

year 1224, which saw the death of Domnall Mór Ó Cellaig, king of Uí Maine (AFM; ALC). 

This entry is significant, highlighting the declining fortunes of the Ó Cellaig lordship by the 

early-thirteenth century. Domnall is recorded in Leabhar Ua Maine as having died óin his own 

bedô at Eachdruim, modern day Aughrim, Co. Galway (Nicholls 1969, 41). This is the first 

reference to Aughrim as a place of residence for an Ó Cellaig king. Aughrim was located within 

the trícha cét of Tír Soghain, which was a semi-independent territory of Uí Maine in the early 

medieval period (2.2). However, by 1224, it had become known as the trícha cét of Uí Maine. 
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This implies that at some time in the early-to-mid twelfth century, the Uí Chellaig elite migrated 

into this territory, displacing the Soghain in the process. The present writer believes that the 

migration of the senior branch of the Uí Chellaig from Tír Maine into what became Uí Maine 

must have been a direct response to the Ó Conchobair strategy of marginalising them, to such 

a degree that they sought to retain some level of autonomy in Connacht by establishing direct 

control over what was previously a sub-lordship of their wider territory (MacCotter 2014, 207). 

This ultimately led to the displacement of the Soghain elite themselves, the principal dynasty 

of whom were the Ó Mainnin. While these elite families were forced to migrate from their 

ancestral lands in order to retain control over a territory, it is important to remember that the 

bulk of these communities must have remained where they were, broadly unaffected by the 

machinations of the higher-ranking members of the society. 

By the close of this period, the ruling branch of the Ó Cellaig seem to have lost full sovereignty 

over their patrimonial lands of Tír Maine, and their power base had shifted into the trícha cét 

of Uí Maine, albeit under Ó Conchobhair overlordship. In terms of the lineage of Uí Maine 

kingship into the thirteenth century and beyond, Domnall Mór Ó Cellaig and his descendants 

made up the central pillar of Ó Cellaig dynasts for the next number of centuries. 

2.4 ï The arrival of the Anglo-Normans to Connacht until the Death of the Brown Earl, 

1225 ï 1333 

The early decades of the thirteenth century saw the entrance of a new power onto the Connacht 

stage. For much of this period, Cathal Crobhdearg Ó Conchobair, king of Connacht, sought to 

retain control over the province. His attempts included negotiating with the English king John, 

and then his successor, Henry III, for the security of his title and lands, as well as making efforts 

to maintain these privileges for his son and chosen heir, Aedh (Lydon 2008a, 161). In 1215, 

Cathal Crobhdearg secured a charter, agreed at Athlone, granting him all of Connacht to be 

held directly of the king. However, on the same day, King John granted a similar charter of 

Connacht to the Anglo-Norman magnate Richard de Burgh (CDI, i, Nos 653-4). This was an 

attempt by John to establish an insurance policy, based upon the likelihood of Cathal 

Crobhdearg reneging on the terms (Finan 2016, 43). 

Upon the death of Cathal Crobhdearg in 1224, the kingship of Connacht passed to Aedh, and 

similar terms were provided to him, as had been granted to his father. However, Aedh engaged 

in a number of violent acts as the newly inaugurated king, which led the Anglo-Norman 

administration to charge him with infidelity, which culminated in the forfeiture of his lands in 
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Connacht. With this, Richard de Burghôs 1215 grant was enacted (Finan 2016, 43). The terms 

of the grant to de Burgh were such that the king retained five cantreds33, named the óKingôs 

Cantredôsô for his own purposes (CDI, i, Nos 1403, 1518, 1863, 1976). These were the five 

cantreds closest to the River Shannon, corresponding in large part to the modern extent of Co. 

Roscommon, and some adjoining areas (MacCotter 2014, 207-11; Finan 2016, 48-51). From 

north to south, these were Moylurg & Tyrelele (Maigh Luirg & Tír Ailello), Moyhee (Magh 

nAí), Trithweth (Na Trí Túatha), Tyrmany (Tír Maine) and Omany (Uí Maine) (Fig. 2.5). 

 

Figure 2.5 ï The territorial extents of the King's Cantreds, as reconstructed from MacCotter, 2014, 

The following number of years saw Richard de Burgh exercise his grant through military 

action, backed by the crown in Ireland, and through alliances with compliant candidates for the 

Ó Conchobair kingship. De Burgh sought to secure his claim over the twenty-four cantreds 

which constituted his grant, while in the Kingôs Cantreds, land was granted, and new 

settlements were established in the cantreds closest to the royal castle of Athlone, in Tír Maine 

and Uí Maine. After a turbulent time in the late 1220s and early 1230s, a period of stability set 

in during the reign of Feidlim mac Cathal Ó Conchobair as king of Connacht. Feidlim was 

                                                           
33 An Anglo-Norman land-unit, the general equivalent in Ireland to the earlier trícha cét. 
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granted the Kingôs Cantreds in 1230, under the same terms of fee and good service as his 

predecessors were granted for Connacht as a whole, and this was twice reinstated after a break 

down in relations in 1233 and 1237 (Finan 2016, 45-6). The improved relations were such that 

Feidlim Ó Conchobair even supported Henry III in 1245 on campaign against the Welsh (AC). 

This growing Anglo-Norman presence in Uí Maine and Tír Maine was to directly affect Ó 

Cellaig fortunes also. In 1253, Richard de Rupella (de la Rochelle) was granted twenty 

librates34 of land in Omany, and was approved of a grant to erect a gallows in his manor of 

Haghedrium, now Aughrim, Co. Galway (CDI, ii, Nos 223-224). It is apparent that 29 years 

after the death of Domnall Ó Cellaig, the Uí Chellaig had lost control of their mensal lands in 

the cantred of Uí Maine. Having been removed from their cenn áit at Aughrim, the sons of 

Domnall Ó Cellaig seem to have dispersed in a number of directions. This was a low point in 

terms of Ó Cellaig power, however it is possible to piece together the origins of their later 

history from this point. Consultation of the place-name and locational evidence surviving in 

the Uí Maine genealogical tracts in Leabhar Ua Maine indicates that branches of the Ó Cellaig 

sept migrated west and east of Aughrim, while others remained within the immediate area. 

2.4.1 ï Clonmacnowen Migration 

Dealing first with the third son of Domnall Ó Cellaig, Eoghan, he was the originator of a junior 

sept of the Uí Chellaig in his own right. The Clannmhaicne Eoghain, which survives in the 

later barony of the same name, inhabited the areas surrounding the ford of the River Suck at 

Ballinasloe, an important point on the communication route linking Dublin to Galway (Geissel 

2006, 93-5). The chief residences of the Clannmhaicne Eoghain are described in the 

genealogies as being Áth Nadsluaigh (Ballinasloe) and Tuaim Sruthra (Ó Ceallaigh 

Genealogical Fragment i, 41). 

The precise location of the stronghold of Áth Nadsluaigh will be considered below (see 

Appendix 4), but even the recorded toponym indicates that this site served as an important 

fording place from an early period. Another fortification was also located in this area, known 

as Caislen Suicin, which was built in 1245 by the Anglo-Normans (AFM). Tuaim Sruthra is 

recorded in Onomasticon Goedelicum as consistent with Tisrara, Co. Roscommon (Hogan 

1910). However, the Logainm Database equates Tuaim Sruthra with the townland of Ashford, 

                                                           
34 A librate is defined as a unit of land with an annual value of one pound, with an area of 4 oxgangs of 13 acres 

each. 
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just to the northwest of the ford of the River Suck at Ballinasloe 

(https://www.logainm.ie/en/17581). 

2.4.2 ï Migration beyond Uí Maine 

The youngest of Domnallôs recorded sons, Lochlainn, and his kin, described thereafter as the 

Síol Ceallaigh Cladaigh, established strongholds at Cluain Cuill (Clonquill, Kilkerrin parish, 

Co. Galway), An Bhearna Dhearg (Barnaderg, Co. Galway), Cluain Buaráin and Dún na 

Mónadh (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 68). The final two place-names have proven 

elusive to identify, but all seem to be located to the west of Aughrim. Lochlainn and his 

descendants did not become central players in the kingship succession of the Uí Chellaig.  

2.4.3 ï Tír Maine Migration 

Domnallôs second son, Tadhg Fionn, is recorded at Magh Rúscach (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical 

Fragment i, 65). Magh Rúscach is identifiable with the townland of Rooskagh in south 

Roscommon. As with the sons of Lochlainn, Tadhg Fionnôs descendants were not notable in 

later historical entries. What is apparent is that the Ó Cellaig elite were residing alongside their 

Anglo-Norman counterparts in Tír Maine. The cantred of Tyrmany seems to have been the 

most settled of the Kingôs Cantreds by Anglo-Norman colonists (Fig. 2.5). Castlenaughton 

(possibly constructed in 1214 by Geoffrey de Constentin), Onagh (constructed as a óstronghold 

against the men of Connachtô in 1235) and other potential sites such as the possible earthwork 

phase at Castlesampson present possible evidence of Anglo-Norman fortifications being 

constructed in Tyrmany, with settlement in mind. New settlements, in the form of land grants, 

were designed to reward favourites of the Anglo-Norman court, while also serving to solve the 

problem of having a substantial Gaelic population to pacify (Fig. 2.6; Walton 1980, 217-8). 

https://www.logainm.ie/en/17581
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Figure 2.6 ï The parishes in the King's Cantreds in which land was granted to English (Anglo-Norman) Tenants (Walton 

1980, 568, Map IX) 

2.4.4 ï The fortunes of Conchobhair Ó Cellaig and his Successors 

The most telling indication of the position of the Uí Chellaig within thirteenth-century 

Connacht is seen with the career of Domnall Ó Cellaigôs eldest son Conchobhair, who became 

king of U² Maine in 1224. Conchobhairôs reign lasted at least three but possibly four decades 

(Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 64), during which time the annals record that the Uí 

Chellaig assisted the Uí Chonchobair in military encounters against Anglo-Norman lords, such 

as at the First Battle of Athenry in 1249, and against the de Burghs in 1256 (AC). 

Before this, Conchobhair Ó Cellaig was included in a list of the Irish kings summoned by 

Henry III in 1244 on his expedition against Scotland. Conchobhair was recorded as 

óMacthulaner O'Kellie de Ochonylô (Foedera, 150). This is a mutilated reference to óMac 

Domnall Mh·r č Cellaig of Kilconnellô, and in the sixteenth century, this list is copied and 

expanded upon in order to refer to óMac Domnall Mh·rô as óOkealy de Imayneô, meaning č 

Cellaig of Uí Maine (CSPI, ii, part iii, 1). The reference implies that the Ó Cellaig chief still 

resided in the trícha cét of Uí Maine at this time, at a presumed cenn áit at or near Kilconnell. 

Given that this is prior to the 1253 land grant to Richard de la Rochelle, the entry is the last 
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instance we have of the Uí Chellaig holding a position of authority in the trícha cét of Uí Maine 

in the thirteenth century. 

The next information we have on Conchobhair comes in 1260, when his longphort or 

stronghold, location unknown, was destroyed by a party of Ćed mac Feidlim č Conchobairôs 

followers (AC). Feidlim Ó Conchobair was king of Connacht at the time. Judging by the 

evidence to be outlined below, it is likely that Conchobhairôs longphort was located within Tír 

Maine. 

In terms of locating the late-thirteenth century Uí Chellaig on the landscape, one place-name 

in the genealogies is informative. Recorded as Gráinseach Chairn Bhuaileadh (Ó Ceallaigh 

Genealogical Fragment ii, 64), it is referenced as the place of death in 1268 of Maine son of 

Conchobhair, a king of Uí Maine who reigned just half a year. This name translates as 

óGrange/granary of the cairn of the booley/cattle-enclosureô.35 The modern óGrangeô townland 

names in the study area provide one possible candidate in Athlone Barony, Co. Roscommon, 

and two other candidates in Co. Roscommon more generally. Due to the speculative nature of 

this idea, a variety of other townlands, containing both the Gráinseach and the Chairn 

Bhuaileadh elements were considered as alternatives. One alternative considered is the 

Carnebooley referred to in 1608 (Cal. Patent Letters, 1800, Pat 6, 126), also referred to as 

Grange-Mulconry in both the aforementioned source, and in the Dissolution extents of 1569 

(Stout 2015, 41). This is now the townland of Grange, Kiltrustan civil parish, Barony of 

Roscommon (c.25km to the north of the River Hind), and contains a mill but no evidence of 

cairns or burial mounds suggested in the place-name. The other alternative is Cornebole (Ibid, 

41), now the townland of Curraghnaboley, Kilronan civil parish, Barony of Boyle (c.51km to 

the north of the River Hind), which was also listed on the Dissolution extents.  

However, Grange (An Gráinseach) contains five burial mounds of various classes, including a 

substantial bowl barrow, which may be the physical manifestation of the toponym. Half a 

kilometre to the south of this barrow is a large univallate ringfort, with substantial earthworks 

surrounding its interior. Grange townland is located immediately to the north of the former lake 

of Lough Croan, increasing the likelihood that the seat of Ó Cellaig kingship had now returned 

to a much-changed Tír Maine. There are seven ringforts in the townland, one of which may 

have served as residence and place of death for Maine Ó Cellaig. Therefore, while there are a 

                                                           
35 Ó Muraíle, N. pers comm. 



77 

 

number of candidates for Gráinseach Chairn Bhuaileadh, Grange townland beside Lough 

Croan is, for a variety of reasons, the most likely candidate. 

Further evidence corroborates a return of the main branch of the Uí Chellaig to Tír Maine in 

the thirteenth century. An entry for the year 1255 reads as follows: 

óGodfrey de Lezignanégranted to him in fee the cantred of Tyrmany in Connaught (where 

the Oscalli dwell)...ô (CDI, ii, No. 478). 

The term óOscalliô in this instance is a mutation of U² Chellaig.  

Throughout this period the power of the Ó Cellaig elite diminished within Uí Maine and Tír 

Maine. They were living within a region which was now effectively granted to Anglo-Norman 

lords. These Irish lords continued to live within these landscapes, possibly still at a remove 

from the manorial or encastellated centres, but presumably paid rent, tribute, and contributed 

military service to the Anglo-Norman overlords that managed to exercise their claim in the 

area. Certainly, the Uí Chellaig were summoned to fight for Henry III on his 1244 campaign 

in Scotland, along with other Irish leaders, however, most of them never served (Lydon 2003, 

87). Although it isnôt elicited in the historical sources, it is quite possible that the main branch 

of the Uí Chellaig sought permission from the Uí Chonchobair and the Anglo-Norman powers 

in the region to be allowed to return to their ancestral lands, and may be the reason why we see 

them appearing in familiar parts of the trícha cét by 1268. 

The second half of the thirteenth century saw the beginning of a general change in mind-set on 

the parts of some Gaelic lords. These chiefs capitalised on a combination of factors, including 

a situation where a host of Anglo-Norman lordships were without male heirs, or their heirs 

were in minority (Lydon 2008c, 247). This period also saw a growing self-confidence amongst 

the Gaelic elite, who began expressing themselves in ways designed to enhance their dynasties 

ancestral prestige and underpin their territorial claims (Simms 2018, 273). One of the early 

exemplars of this political recovery was Ćed óna nGallô č Conchobair, son of Feidlim. Whereas 

his father practiced diplomacy on many occasions when engaging with the Anglo-Normans, 

Áed sought to use the sword. Even prior to his ascent to the Ó Conchobair kingship, he harassed 

and raided the colonists (Lydon 2008c 248-9). The volatile career of Áed Ó Conchobair, which 

ended with his death in 1274, started the decline of centralised Anglo-Norman power in 

Connacht. 
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Returning to the Uí Chellaig, in 1268, the kingship passed upon the death of Maine to another 

son of Conchobar Ó Cellaig, Domnall. We know that Domnall Ó Cellaig marched with John 

de Sandford, Justiciar for Ireland, in 1289, against the óIrish of Meathô (ACl.). Aside from this, 

his reign was not noteworthy, however he is recorded as dying in 1295 at the Cistercian 

monastery of Abbeyknockmoy, Co. Galway (AC). Interestingly, directly after this entry, the 

next one records: 

óConn Mac Branain, chieftain of Corca Athclann, was killed by O Cellaigôs sons as he was 

tracking his horses, which had been stolen from him.ô (AC). 

Mac Branain was chieftain of Corcu Achlann, one of the túath which made up the trícha cét of 

Na Trí Túatha (cantred of Trithweth) (Fig. 2.5). Domnall č Cellaigôs successor was his brother 

Donnchad Muimnech Ó Cellaig, and this entry may provide evidence for the practice of a 

creach ríogh or kingôs raid for the newly inaugurated Donnchad Muimnech, often the first 

expected duty of a newly elected chief in later medieval Gaelic Ireland (Lucas 1989, 146; 

FitzPatrick 2004, 6, 11). 

The sources remain silent on the Uí Chellaig once more until 1307, the year of Donnchad 

Muimnechôs death. In this year, the č Cellaig settlement of Áth Eascrach Cuan ï Ahascragh, 

Co. Galway, situated within the trícha cét of Tír Maine, was burned by Edmund Butler (AC). 

Edmund was the second son of Theobald Butler, one of the most prominent Anglo-Norman 

magnates in thirteenth-century Ireland. By 1282, the Butler lordship extended to include the 

former de la Rochelle estates of Aughrim, and Edmund claimed the Butler lordship in 1299 

(Cal. Ormond Deeds, i, 122). In retaliation for the burning of Ahascragh, Donnchad Muimnech 

defeated a great force of the óEnglish of Roscommonô (AFM). This attack itself may have been 

retaliation on the part of the Butlers, for in 1307 the following is also recorded: 

óAughrim was burned by some of the Ui Maine, its own princes.ô (AC) 

With the Gaelic Ó Cellaig settlement of Ahascragh, and the now Anglo-Norman manorial 

settlement of Aughrim located 10km from each other, this episode highlights the close area 

within which both the Gaelic Uí Chellaig elites, and their usurpers as lords of this area, operated 

in. As a result, hostilities were unsurprising. 

Donnchad Muimnech was succeeded to the kingship in 1307 by his nephew Gilbert. 

Progressing into the 1310s, Gilbert Ó Cellaig and his brother Tadg were in competition for the 

kingship, and in doing so, became embroiled in the wider political disputes of the Uí 
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Chonchobair relating to which branch held the kingship of Connacht. Gilbert sided with one 

Fedlimid Ó Conchobair, who was inaugurated at Carnfree in 1310 (AC). Tadg supported the 

claim of Ruaidrí Ó Conchobair, a rival from the Clan Murtagh line. By 1315, Tadg Ó Cellaig 

had deposed Gilbert from the kingship of Uí Maine, with the assistance of Ruaidrí, as the 

reputation of Gilbert, and his ally Fedlimid, were tainted due to their seeking refuge with the 

óRed Earlô Richard de Burgh, lord of Connacht and earl of Ulster (Simms 2018, 287). Tadg 

used the opportunity provided by his alliance to use Ó Conchobair troops to burn the Butler 

manor and demolish the castle at Aughrim, and to plunder and burn the cantred of Máenmaige 

(AC). 

Tadgôs actions brought the Uí Chellaig into the wider political picture in early-fourteenth 

century Connacht, which saw the continuation of a steady decline of centralised Anglo-Norman 

influence in the region. Outside forces, such as the arrival and campaign of Edward Bruce from 

1315, led to the defeat of the once powerful óRed Earlô. Prior to this, in 1298, a bitter struggle 

between the de Burghs and the Geraldines saw the disappearance of the latter lords from 

Connacht entirely (Simms 2018, 286-7). 

The following year, Tadg changed sides, joining Fedlimid Ó Conchobair when he gained the 

kingship of Connacht in 1316, at the expense of a murdered Ruaidr². Tadgôs military prowess 

may have been part of the reason why he was able to retain his status as king of Uí Maine after 

the demise of Ruaidrí, as opposed to him being overthrown in favour of Gilbert. This military 

acumen was far-reaching, and Tadg provided service to one of the Uí Bhriain factions during 

their civil war in Thomond (Caithréim Thoirdhealbhaigh, 9, 56-8, 71). More than this, one of 

the few surviving administrative accounts from the early fourteenth-century records Tadg Ó 

Cellaig leading a cohort of light cavalry and infantry as part of a wider Connacht force into the 

Leinster Mountains, under the ultimate command of the deputy justiciar, William Liath de 

Burgh, in late 1308 (P. Connolly 1982, 3). Plainly, Tadg was a prominent military figure in this 

period, and it is likely that his credentials as candidate king were reliant on this martial prowess.  

Buoyed by his ascent, Fedlimid united the Irish chiefs of Connacht under his authority, and 

turned his attention onto Anglo-Norman settlements. This culminated in the second Battle of 

Athenry, a disastrous defeat, which saw Fedlimid and Tadg slain (Simms 2018, 288), along 

with twenty-eight other Ó Cellaig nobles, and countless others. However, much of the land 

recovered by this Gaelic uprising was not subsequently resettled by the Anglo-Normans, 

particularly in our study area, and the defeat at Athenry played a role in the decline in power 
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of the Uí Chonchobair into the late medieval period also. Both occurrences came to be 

capitalised on by the Uí Chellaig (Nicholls 2003 170-1; Simms 2018, 288). 

Upon Tadgôs death, he was replaced by his brother Conchobar, who ruled until his death in a 

skirmish at Fossakilly, Co. Sligo in 1318. This in turn paved the way for Gilbert to return to 

the kingship, which he held until his death in 1322 (AC; ALC). The instability of the kingship 

of U² Maine continued after Gilbertôs death, as he was succeeded by his cousin, Ćed mac 

Donnchadh Muimhnigh. Áed was in turn succeeded to the kingship by Ruaidhrí mac 

Mathghamhna Ó Cellaig, who was the only member of the Clannmaicne Eoghain sept to attain 

the U² Maine kingship. Ruaidhr²ôs reign ended in 1339 (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment 

ii , 54). 

At this time, Connacht more generally was occupied by the growing divisions within the de 

Burgh family. Various claimants to the Ó Conchobair kingship became embroiled in this 

internecine struggle, culminating with the death in captivity of Walter Liath de Burgh, lord of 

Mayo, in 1332. This was followed by the retaliatory murder of the óBrown Earlô, William de 

Burgh, lord of Connacht and earl of Ulster, and grandson of Richard, in the following year, by 

his own kin. Thereafter, the de Burgh lands in Ulster were overrun and lost to Gaelic lords, and 

in Connacht, this turbulence ultimately led to the establishment of the two de Burgh lordships, 

the Mac Uilliam Íochtar (Mayo lordship), and the Mac Uilliam Uachtar (Galway or Clann 

Ricaird) Burkes (Nicholls 2003, 170-3; Simms 2018, 288-90). 

By the close of this period, the extents of Ó Cellaig lordship are likely to have remained largely 

within the trícha cét of Tír Maine, again effectively under the authority of the Uí Chonchobair. 

However, the predations of Tadg Ó Cellaig in the early-fourteenth century indicate that the 

Butler lordship of Omany was still viewed as Uí Maine territory, and attempts to recover 

control over it may have begun in earnest at this time. 
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Figure 2.7 ï Reconstructed extents of the Ó Cellaig trícha céta of Uí Maine and Tír Maine during the high medieval period, 

with principal locations mentioned in the text indicated. The earlier part of this period saw the senior Uí Chellaig elites claim 

authority over the trícha cét of Uí Maine, while by the beginning of the fourteenth century, the historical sources indicate that 

senior line came to reside in Tír Maine once more. 

2.5 ï The Late Medieval lordship of Uí Maine ï the height of Ó Cellaig power 

During the late 1320s and 1330s, a series of incidents took place between the Uí Chellaig and 

the Uí Chonchobair, probably as a result of the Ó Cellaig alliance with the Mac Uilliam Íochtar, 

a chief rival to Ó Conchobair ambitions. Beginning in 1329, Cathal Ó Conchobair, brother of 

Toirrdelbach Ó Conchobair, king of Connacht, was: 

óforcibly expelled from the Faes and from Tir Maine by the Clann Cellaig and the Ui Maine, 

acting under the orders of Walter Burkeô (AC). 

This action was retaliated upon in 1333, when Toirrdelbach took Donnchadh, son of Áed Ó 

Cellaig, prisoner (AC). In 1337, Toirrdelbach is recorded as building a foslongphort or 

stronghold at Athleague, Co. Roscommon for defence against Edmund de Burgh, most likely 

Edmund Albanach Burke, or Mac Uilliam Burke as he became known (AC; Simms 2018, 290). 

However, later that year Toirrdelbach Ó Conchobair was taken prisoner by the Uí Chellaig 

(AC). This may have been in response to the construction at Athleague, which was located in 

what was a contested borderland between the trícha céta of Tír Maine and Machaire Connacht. 
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This indicates that the newly ascendant Ó Cellaig were willing to show their might in re-

establishing themselves as the principal lords in their ancestral lands of Tír Maine. 

Ćedôs successor, Ruaidhr² č Cellaig, met his end as a result of this conflict with č Conchobair 

in 1339, when Leabhar Ua Maine records that he was: 

ótreacherously killed by Cathal č Conchubhair in Cill Mhiadhanô (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical 

Fragment ii, 65) 

The annals record that Ruaidhr² was killed while going from č Conchobairôs house to his own 

(AC). Cill Mhiadhan is identifiable with the civil parish of Kilmeane, Co. Roscommon. 

Kilmeane is bounded immediately to the north by the River Hind, which served as the northern 

limit of Tír Maine. This indicates that Ruaidhrí Ó Cellaig resided at some location within the 

re-established lordship (see 6.5). 

Ruaidhrí was succeeded to in the lordship of Uí Maine in 1339 by Tadhg Óg mac Taidg Ó 

Cellaig, and he was the preferred, and presumably compliant, candidate of Toirrdelbach Ó 

Conchobair (AC). Tadhg Óg identified his first cousin once removed, Uilliam Buide mac 

Donnchadha Muimhnigh Ó Cellaig, as his rival to the kingship, and in 1340, attempted to 

remove this obstacle. Tadhg Óg banished Uilliam Buide from the territory of Tír Maine (AFM), 

again highlighting this trícha cét as the powerbase of these fourteenth-century Uí Chellaig 

lords. However, this act backfired on Tadhg Óg, with Uilliam Buide rounding on his rival, 

killing him (AC; Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 66). 

Uilliam Buide did not directly succeed Tadhg čg as lord of U² Maine however. Tadhg čgôs 

successor was Diarmaid mac Gilbert Ó Cellaig, who reigned until c.1349. Diarmaidôs most 

notable act was his hanging of č Mainnin, chief of Soghain, after which he seized the latterôs 

ócastleô and estate of óClogherô (Tribes and Customs, 107). This is identifiable with 

Killaclogher, Co. Galway (Mannion 2004, 38), which is located outside of the traditional trícha 

cét boundaries of U² Maine. č Mainninôs residence in this district is most likely to relate to the 

enclosure site in Killaclogher townland (Alcock, de hÓra and Gosling 1999, 199). 

It is calculated that Uilliam Buide ascended to the kingship of Uí Maine in 1349, and it is with 

his reign that we see the power of the Uí Chellaig reaching its zenith in the medieval period. 

The first annalistic reference to Uilliam Buide Ó Cellaig as lord of Uí Maine was in 1351, with 

his hosting, along with his son Maolsechlainn, of a famous gathering known as óInvitation 

Christmasô (AC; ACl.). This is described as a general invitation to all the poets in Ireland, and 
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the event is immortalised by a praise poem, entitled Filidh Éreann Go Haointeach, in tribute 

of the patron (Knott (ed. and trans.) 1911). The location of this great festivity is recorded as 

Fionngháille in the poem, arguably identifiable with Galey, Co. Roscommon (see 6.3). This 

event is often cited as an indicator of the efforts undertaken by Gaelic and Gaelicised elites to 

patronise the secular learned kindreds (Simms 2018, 423), and Uilliam Buide č Cellaigôs 

actions can be viewed in this light. However, the political value of such an event cannot be 

understated either, as Uilliam sought to establish himself as a prominent figure in the politics 

of fourteenth-century Connacht (Simms 2020, 125). 

In 1353, Uilliam founded the Franciscan Friary of Kilconnell (AFM), as well as the óbawnô of 

Callow (Tribes and Customs, 104, 171). This latter reference is identifiable with Callow, 

Kilconnell parish, Co. Galway (see 5.3). This patronage and expansion by Uilliam Buide Ó 

Cellaig was not without difficulty however, as continued Ó Conchobair interference in Ó 

Cellaig affairs nearly resulted in his death. Hostilities with the Uí Chonchobair were to re-

emerge in 1356, and were the result of a personal dispute. Áed Ó Conchobair, king of Connacht, 

is recorded as having been killed at Ballaghdacker by members of the Ó Cellaig dynasty and 

one of their vassal clans, the Clann an Baird. Áed Ó Conchobair was killed at the behest of 

Uilliam Buide (AC). Ballaghdacker is located in Athleague parish, on the Galway/Roscommon 

border, where there is a lake. 

There is a record from 1424 in Leabhar Ua Maine which may also describe the physical 

remains at Ballaghdacker Lough as a place-name ï Móinín na hAibhle Léithe ag Loch an Dúin 

is mentioned (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 68). This location was the place of death 

of Donnchadh Ó Cellaig, lord of Uí Maine (Ibid.). Donnchadh was murdered by his nephews, 

the sons of Uilliam Ruadh Ó Cellaig, while attempting to get them to submit to his chieftainship 

(AFM). č Mura²le translates this name as óthe little bogland of the grey/green spark, or 

thunderbolt, at the lake of the fortressô.36 Nicholls has identified this place as being near or on 

Ballaghdacker Lough (Nicholls 1969, 52) (see 5.4).  

In the following years, Ó Cellaig became tightly allied to the Mac Uilliam Íochtar, and this 

alliance was tested in 1366, when Uilliam Buide lined up alongside his Burke son-in-law 

Thomas, as well as another Áed Ó Conchobair, against the Clann Ricaird Burkes. After three 

                                                           
36 Ó Muraíle, N. pers. comm., 16th January 2018. 
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months of engagements, the Mac Uilliam Íochtar brought the Clann Ricaird to submission 

(AFM). 

Two years later, in 1368, Uilliam Buide was imprisoned for a short period by his own vassal 

kinsmen, members of the Uí Chellaig of Clannmhaicne Eoghain and Ó Madadháin (AFM). 

After this imprisonment, Uilliam Buide removed himself from the active kingship of Uí Maine, 

in favour of his son Maolsechlainn. He didnôt remove himself completely, however, and took 

the credit for the Ó Cellaig defeat of the de Berminghams or Clann Mac Feorais in 1372 

(AFM). This clash may have resulted out of the territorial ambitions of the Uí Chellaig wishing 

to bring de Bermingham land under control to the east of Athenry (Nicholls 1969, 47). 

Uilliam Buide Ó Cellaig died in 1381, when he was remembered as a great patron of the learned 

classes (AFM), and as seen above, a very ambitious and capable later medieval Gaelic lord. We 

do not have a place of death or burial for Uilliam, however, it is possible that he was laid to 

rest in Kilconnell Friary, a likely repose, as he was its founder, as just noted. Uilliam Buideôs 

successor, his son Maolsechlainn, reigned a further twenty years, and judging by his place of 

death, he actively sought to continue his fatherôs ambitions. Maolsechlainn died in 1401 in his 

own stronghold at Tigh Da-Choinne (Ó Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 67). This is 

identifiable with Tiaquin, Co. Galway (Mannion 2004, 57), beyond the traditional western 

limits of Uí Maine (see 7.4). With his death, father and son had presided over the Ó Cellaig 

lordship for a combined fifty-two years, an unprecedented level of stability during the turbulent 

later medieval period. 

The extent of the Ó Cellaig lordship at the beginning of the fifteenth century included the entire 

trícha céta lands of Tír Maine and Uí Maine. By this time, however, the Uí Chellaig seem to 

have extended their influence further to include much of the cantred of Clantayg, as evidenced 

by their taking control of first Killaclogher, and then Tiaquin, and with it, influence over the 

Cistercian foundation of Abbeyknockmoy, Co. Galway.  

The sixteenth century óIndenture of Hymanyô in the Compossicion Booke of Connought records 

the division of Tír Maine, Uí Maine, and beyond, into a number of óEraghtsô, from the Irish 

oireachtaí ï ópatrimony or territoryô (Compossicion, 168, 172-3). These divisions possibly date 

to the fourteenth century, as some names refer back to thirteenth and fourteenth-century Ó 

Cellaig dynasts, and their descendants. This includes the division named óO Murry & 

mcEdmonds Eraght called the Heynyô, whose title indicates that this region south of the River 

Hind was split between the MacEdmond branch of the Uí Chellaig and the Uí Muiredaig 
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dynasty. Another example is seen with óSleight Gillebirt aka Eraight Huigh Toehaleageô, which 

corresponds with the civil parishes of Athleague, Tisrara and Taghboy (Nicholls 1969, 265). 

The principal lordly centres of the Uí Chellaig discussed throughout this thesis primarily 

occupy Ó Cellaig oireachtaí, and these centres seem to have originated as cenn áiteanna of the 

senior Ó Cellaig sept, even if by the sixteenth century they are in the possession of related 

junior branches of the dynasty. 

 

Figure 2.8 ï Reconstructed extents of the Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine by the beginning of the fifteenth century, with 

principal locations mentioned in the text indicated. By contrast with the earlier maps, it is clear that by this time, the Uí 

Chellaig had come to exercise power over a large expanse of eastern and central Connacht. 

2.6 ï The slow decline of the Ó Cellaig lordship 

According to the historical sources, the early years of the fifteenth century did not see the 

continuation of this upward trajectory. In 1403, Conchobar Anabaidh Ó Cellaig, son of 

Maolsechlainn, lord of Uí Maine, died at Loch Cróine [Lough Croan, Co. Roscommon] (Ó 

Ceallaigh Genealogical Fragment ii, 67) and was buried at the Hospital of St. John the Baptist 

at Rindoon (ALC). Conchobar was followed in comparatively quick succession by his brothers 

Tadhg Ruadh (died 1410 at Athleague) (Ibid.), Uilliam (died 1420, and buried at Kilconnell 

Friary (AC)) and Donnchadh (died 1424, near Athleague) (Byrne 2011, 227). 
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While we have little information on either Tadhg Ruadh or Donnchadh, Uilliam Ó Cellaig 

possessed a similar ambitious streak as that of his father Maolsechlainn, and his grandfather 

and namesake, Uilliam Buide. The year 1413 saw Uilliam Ó Cellaig and the Uí Maine ally 

with the Ó Conchobair Ruadh to attack the Ó Conchobair Donn stronghold of Roscommon 

Castle. This was one of a series of attacks and sieges on Roscommon which took place over 

the next five years, culminating with Uilliam Ó Cellaig constructing what is described as a 

caislen becc or ósmall castleô (AC), presumably a timber siege castle, beside Roscommon 

Castle. Interestingly, there is an entry for the year 1413, connected to the Roscommon Castle 

episode, which records the place-name Fearann na Síthe (AC). Although this location is 

unidentified, it translates as the óland of S²theô, and judging by the entry more generally, it is 

likely to be located in or near Kilbride civil parish. Fearainn na Síthe may be consistent with 

the surviving townland name of Fearmore, adjacent to the south of Cloonarragh, but this is 

inconclusive. The reason why this entry is under consideration relates to another reference for 

the year 1451: 

óA great war broke out among the Hy-Many; and O'Conor Don went to protect O'Kelly, who 

gave up his son and two other hostages to him, as pledges for the perpetual payment of 

twenty marks annually, viz. fourteen marks for the land of Sith [fearainn na Síthe], which the 

Hy-Many had purchased some time before from Turlough Oge, and which Hugh O'Conor 

now redeemed; and six marks due by Makeogh in this war. And he defended O'Kelly on that 

occasionô (AFM). 

This entry indicates that the Uí Chellaig effectively rented Fearainn na Síthe from the Ó 

Conchobhair Donn from at least as early as the very late-fourteenth century, given the reference 

to the beginning of this agreement being consistent with the reign of Toirdhealbhach Óg Ó 

Conchobair Donn (r.1384-1406). The purpose of this rental is difficult to conclude. One 

speculative suggestion relates to who were actually in residence in this landholding. The name 

of the townland may refer to a military service kindred who were settled on this land, possibly 

a branch of the Clann Síthigh (MacSheehy) galloglass family. The Clann Síthigh were one of 

a number of early Scottish galloglass kindreds that migrated to Ulster in the thirteenth century 

(McInerney 2015, 25), and annalistic references survive for the Clann Síthigh serving in the 

armies of Connacht lordships during the late-fourteenth and fifteenth centuries (AFM). A 

traditional factional adherence amongst galloglass kindreds became established in Connacht 

by the late-fourteenth century, whereby branches of the Clann Somhairle, from whom the 

Clann Síthigh claimed descent, supported the Mac Uilliam Íochtar and the Ó Conchobair 
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Ruadh, the Connacht faction which the Uí Chellaig followed (Nicholls 2007, 101, 97). More 

than this, another offshoot of the Clann Somhairle, the Clann Dubhghaill (MacDowell) 

galloglass kindred, were hereditary captains of galloglass to the Uí Chellaig (AC s.a. 1377; 

1419; 1521; ALC s.a. 1557; CSPI,. v, 521; Nicholls 1969, 68; 2007, 102), strengthening the 

Clann Somhairle connection. With this in mind, it would not be surprising that the Clann 

S²thigh could have been a part of an č Cellaig chiefôs military force, in return for land in the 

region. The Mac Duill , for their part, are recorded as in possession of ócastlesô at Beallagalde 

and Cornegihy in 1573 (Nicholls (transcribed) 1573, 2019). The Mac Dubhghaill possession at 

Ballygalda corresponds with the heavily degraded remains of a castle of likely tower house 

form in the adjacent Derrineel townland (RO041-102-). The presence of this galloglass kindred 

may also be the reason why the townland (Béal átha gallda ï mouth of the foreigners ford) is 

named as such, perhaps indicating that the Mac Dubhghaill were positioned here effectively to 

act as sentries over a communication route through the northern borderlands of the Ó Cellaig 

lordship (see 3.3 below; Appendix 3). The only visible archaeological remains in Cornageeha 

townland (Cornegihy) are that of a ringfort (RO048-105-) and a well-preserved cashel (RO048-

106-). It is possible that the cashel, or a no longer extant structure which once stood within the 

cashel, may be the physical manifestation of this ócastleô from the State Paper list. 

Returning to the joint attacks led against the Ó Conchobhair Donn at Roscommon, ultimately, 

this alliance was unsuccessful in their efforts, and later attempts by the combined force to 

impose themselves on another rival, the Clann Ricaird Burkes in 1419, also ended in defeat 

(Cosgrove 2008, 578). Despite this, Uilliam č Cellaigôs career serves as an illustration of U² 

Maine ambitions into the early-fifteenth century. 

Uilliam died in 1420, and was buried at Kilconnell Friary, a religious house which he 

patronised extensively. His brother and successor, Donnchadh mac Maolsechlainn Ó Cellaig, 

is regarded by OôDonovan as having resided at Tiaquin (Tribes and Customs, 118), indicating 

a continued Ó Cellaig presence in this area. Donnchadh died in 1424, and his demise seems to 

have led to a period of over four decades of instability amongst the Uí Chellaig and their vassal 

clans. The evaluation of this period is exacerbated by a general lack of recording of Ó Cellaig 

events in the Irish annalistic record until 1464 (Tribes and Customs, 109). During this period 

of uncertainty, a more junior branch of the Ó Cellaig family took advantage of this instability 

and ascended to the lordship of Uí Maine. This branch of the family later became known as the 

Uí Chellaig of Athleague (Tribes and Customs, 108-11). 
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In total, eight descendants of Brian mac Maolsechlainn Ó Cellaig (the originator of the 

Athleague Uí Chellaig line) became chiefs of the Uí Maine from the mid-fifteenth century 

through to the end of the sixteenth century. The first of these was Aodh mac Brian Ó Cellaig 

(r. 1424-1467) (Tribes and Customs, 108-9), and it is with his reign that the fragmentation of 

the Ó Cellaig lordship, and the decline in their fortunes, is adjudged to have begun. 

This decline is typified by the recording of a number of periods during the late-fifteenth century 

when the lordship was divided between two relatively distant and opposing branches of the 

family. The River Suck served as the dividing line between these two halves of Uí Maine (AFM, 

s.a. 1472; 1486; 1487; 1499). This resulted in a number of instances in the annalistic record for 

a chief being appointed for Iarthair Uí Maine (west) and Airthir Uí Maine (east). This internal 

strife amongst the Uí Chellaig in the later-fifteenth century and sixteenth century is perceived 

to have sent the dynasty into an inevitable decline in power that they never recovered from 

(Nicholls 2003, 177). 

One of the more noteworthy series of events during this period to involve the Uí Chellaig spans 

the last years of the fifteenth century, and culminated in 1504, with the Battle of Knockdoe. 

The episode seems to have begun in 1487: 

óAn army was led by Mac William of Clanrickard (Ulick, the son of Ulick of the Wine) into 

Hy-Many, by which he destroyed the bawn of Athliag Maenagan, and destroyed much corn 

and many towns throughout Hy-Many and Machaire-Chonnachtéô (AFM). 

The lord of Clann Ricaird in this instance was Ulick Fionn Burke (r. 1485-1509), who was a 

notably aggressive warlord, while the Uí Maine lord in 1487 was Maolsechlainn mac Aodh Ó 

Cellaig. It is likely that Burkeôs attack was on Maolsechlainnôs own residence.  

Burke returned to Athleague in 1499, and proceeded to further meddle in the title of chief of 

U² Maine. Burkeôs strength was such that he was able to imprison the lord of Airthir Uí Maine, 

Conchobhar Óg, hand the castle of Athleague to the sons of William Ó Cellaig, 

Maolsechlainnôs brother, and installed another Maolsechlainn, son of Tadhg son of Donnchadh 

Ó Cellaig (died 1424), as a presumably compliant lord of Uí Maine (AFM). This obedience on 

the part of Maolsechlainn mac Tadhg was not to last, owing to Ulick Burkeôs own territorial 

ambitions over Connacht. These ambitions included wider Uí Maine as well as the territory of 

his now distant kin, the Mac Uilliam Íochtar, as seen by his military actions in 1503 (AFM). 

This hostile front was to continue on the part of Ulick Fionn Burke into 1504, when he attacked 

and defeated the Mac Uilliam Íochtar and their Ó Cellaig allies at Bél Átha na nGarbhán (AFM) 
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(unidentified location), after which he turned his attention directly on the Uí Chellaig. Burke 

demolished three of Maolsechlainn č Cellaigôs castles located respectively at Garbally (Garbh 

dhoire), Monivea (Muine an mheadha) and Gallagh (Gallach), Co. Galway (AFM; see 7.4.4).  

Due to this potentially debilitating attack on Uí Maine, Maolsechlainn Ó Cellaig approached 

the Lord Justice of Ireland, Gearóid Mór Fitzgerald, 8th Earl of Kildare. His plea for assistance 

from the Lord Justice led to the military encounter on the 19th August 1504, the Battle of 

Knockdoe. Fitzgeraldôs army won the day, and celebrated the victory by marching on Galway 

and Athenry as a means of exercising control over these two wealthy towns (Hayes-McCoy 

2009, 65), in the face of Clann Ricairdôs erstwhile ambitions in the region. 

Ultimately, as the sixteenth century progressed, the power of the Ó Cellaig lords in the wider 

Connacht landscape was to stagnate and decline. Indicative of this loss of authority can be seen 

with the destruction laid on the Ó Cellaig cenn áit of Turrock Castle by a group of Connacht 

families, on the southern shore of Lough Croan, in 1536 (AC; see 5.2.1). 

In this instance, the lord of Uí Maine, Donnchadh Ó Cellaig, placed himself as a hostage as a 

means of ensuring that the Ó Cellaig lands were not destroyed, thus illustrating the nadir in the 

fortunes of these eastern Connacht lords. The distance through which the Ó Cellaig title was 

now travelling is noted by the fact that the Donnchadhôs predecessor was his second cousin 

once removed, Domhnall mac Aodh na gCailleach, while his direct successor was his third 

cousin, Ceallach mac Domhnall (n.a. 2011, 161). 

Donnchadhôs son, Aodh, reigned as the last of the unbroken line of č Cellaig lords, attaining 

the title in 1580, and possessing it until his death in 1590. An English state paper list of 1573 

records Aodh č Cellaigôs residence as Lysdallon ï Lisdaulan, Co. Roscommon (Nicholls 2008, 

406, 3; see 7.3). He was laid to rest at the nearby parish church of Cill -Finnbhuidhe (ALC) ï 

Killinvoy, rather fittingly within the region that his ancestors claimed as their sovereignty 

throughout the later medieval period, Tír Maine. 

At this time, the wider political landscape of Connacht was beginning to change, as English 

Elizabethan rule began to be imposed. Galway, Mayo, Sligo and Roscommon were originally 

shired into counties in 1569, the first step towards the establishment of English common law 

as the legal reality in the province (Mannion 2012, 64). Branches of the Uí Chellaig became 

active adherents to, and indeed promotors of, the growing English influence on Irish affairs 

from the mid-1570s, and Galwayôs first Gaelic sheriff was Tadhg mac William č Cellaig of 

Mullaghmore. This closeness to English affairs had its benefits for these Uí Chellaig septs, as 
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both Tadhg, and his kinsman Maolsechlainn ómac an Abbaô, were granted the offices of 

seneschals for life of Tiaquin and Kilconnell baronies respectively in 1578 (Mannion 2012, 

71). This is evidence of the transition of members of the Uí Chellaig lordly families from chiefs 

of their communities, towards adopting the role of English-style landlords. 

While this was to provide short-term benefits for the Ó Cellaig septs involved, when it came to 

retaining, or being permitted to re-establish the title of lord of the Uí Maine at the end of the 

sixteenth century, the English administration was less generous. As stated above, the last holder 

of the title was Aodh mac Donnchadh of Lisdaulan. Upon his death, the title was abolished by 

the English as part of the terms of the Compossicion of Conought. The Compossicion was a 

series of indentures, usually divided into five sections, between the deputy and the landowners 

of the Connacht lordships, including Uí Maine. These indentures comprised surveys of the 

estates in question, the agreement of rent to the Crown, and the abolition of Gaelic titles, 

customary divisions and elections (Ellis 1998, 322-5; Lennon 2005, 251-3). Therefore, when 

Tadhg mac William Ó Cellaig of Mullaghmore led a petition to challenge for the title for 

himself in 1590, it led to a collective incarceration of all family connections with Tadhg, in 

order to mitigate against the Uí Chellaig going into rebellion for their now defunct title 

(Mannion 2012, 78-9). 

A further claimant to the title came a year earlier, in 1589, in the form of Feardorcha Ó Cellaig 

of Aughrim. Feardorcha also vainly petitioned at the English court for the lawful inheritance 

of the name of Ó Cellaig (Act. Privy Council, xvii, 233-5). In the same year, Feardorcha was 

forced to seek a lease from the earl of Ormond for thirty-one years for his lands in the barony 

of Kilconnell (Curtis 1932/1933, 125), with the earl of Ormond the re-established landowner 

in the area, based on the Butler claim to estates in Omany from the late-thirteenth and early-

fourteenth centuries (see 2.4.4). 

In 1595, Feardorcha provided support to Red Hugh OôDonnell, who in turn appointed him with 

the title of ólord of U² Maineô (AFM). The following year, he was deemed to have broken the 

conditions of the lease to the earl of Ormond, and the lands were then leased to the earl of 

Thomond (Curtis 1932/1933, 126). However, Feardorcha used the Nine Years War (1593-

1603) to lay waste to his former lands. In 1607, his lease was restored, upon agreeing to pay 

reparations to the earl of Thomond (Egan 1960-1, 78). Upon his death post-1611, Feardorcha 

Ó Cellaig was effectively a landlord presiding over the barony of Kilconnell, under the greater 

authority of the earl of Ormond and the English administration. 
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While Feardorcha Ó Cellaig offered some resistance to the advancement of English interests 

in the 1590s, other branches of the family, such as Conor na gCearrbhach of Gallagh, and the 

sons of Shane na Maighe of Clonmacnowen, were described as loyal subjects of the Crown 

(Mannion 2012, 79). This uneven pattern of submission and resistance was seen throughout 

the various branches of the family in the late-sixteenth and early-seventeenth centuries, 

beginning with the aforementioned Aodh mac Donnchadh of Lisdaulan, who in 1585 accepted 

his territory as a life-interest only, in return for rents and services (Compossicion, 169). 

This is also seen with the contrasting approaches taken by Brian Óg mac Maolsechlainn Ó 

Cellaig of Cluain na gCloidhe, later Mount Talbot, and that of Colla OôKelly of nearby Skrine, 

Co. Roscommon. Brian čg marched to Kinsale with Red Hugh OôDonnell, while his kinsman 

Colla, whose father, Roger OôKelly of Aghrane, served as Sheriff of Roscommon in 1590, 

joined with Elizabeth Iôs army as a captain of foot under the lord of Clann Ricaird for the same 

conflict (P. Connolly 2014, 15). After Kinsale, Brian Óg travelled to Spain along with other 

members of the Gaelic nobility in search of military assistance, while Colla was granted 9,450 

acres in south Roscommon and east Galway, in return for his loyalty in the Nine Years War 

(Cronin 1977, 176; Connolly 2014, 16; Lenihan 2018, 263). 

2.7 ï Conclusions 

Based on the historical background outlined above, a number of Ó Cellaig lordly centres, or 

cenn áiteanna have been identified for further analysis. These lordly centres were the elite 

residences of Uí Chellaig for at least part of the later medieval period, and are identifiable with 

discrete complexes of archaeology in the landscapes of south Roscommon and east Galway. 

Over the course of the following chapters, each of these cenn áiteanna, and their cultural 

landscape settings, will be inspected in order to reconstruct these past environments, and thus 

build a picture of elite society in later medieval Uí Maine. 

The Ó Cellaig cenn áit which presents with the greatest longevity through the entire medieval 

period is the now turlough of Lough Croan. This lakeland environment first appeared in 

historical sources in the eighth century, and retained its Ó Cellaig associations until the 

sixteenth century, in the guise of Turrock Castle, located on the southern shore of the lake (see 

5.2). 

Aughrim (see 7.2) and Kilconnell (see 5.3) are identifiable in the thirteenth century as places 

of importance to the Uí Chellaig, as their authority declined in Tír Maine and was transferred 

into the trícha cét of Uí Maine. The early-to-mid fourteenth century saw Ó Cellaig sovereignty 
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slowly return to Tír Maine, at Galey Bay (see 6.3) and possibly Kilmeane (see 6.5). The careers 

of Uil liam Buide Ó Cellaig and his son Maolsechlainn led to the establishment of cenn áiteanna 

at Callow Lough, Ballaghdacker Lough (see 5.4) and, later Tiaquin (see 7.4.2). Fifteenth and 

sixteenth-century evidence indicates that initially Athleague (see 6.4), and then a series of 

castles in the periphery of the territory, particularly at Tiaquin, Monivea, Garbally and Gallagh 

in central Galway (see 7.4.2; 7.4.4), and in the traditional heartland, at Mote and Lisdaulan in 

south Roscommon (see 6.5; 7.3), served as the physical manifestations of Ó Cellaig lordship 

at the latter end of our study period. 

Further to this, the wider sept lands of Clannmhaicne Eoghain, and particularly the settlement 

of Áth Nadsluaigh (see Appendix 4), now Ballinasloe, served as a key location in eastern 

Connacht at this time, and worthy of inspection. 

As can be seen from the historical background to Uí Maine and Uí Chellaig, this later medieval 

lordship is a geographical entity which has been difficult to successfully identify, as it changed 

through time. Through analysis of the primary source material, it has become apparent that the 

extents of Ó Cellaig lordship were by no means fixed through the later medieval period. The 

growth and decline in authority of these eastern Connacht lords from the period of 1100 through 

to the commissioning of the Compossicion Booke of Conought in the late-sixteenth century is 

reflected in the geographical extents of their lordship at any given time.  

The first part of the later medieval period shows that the dominant Uí Maine offshoot, the Uí 

Chellaig, residing in their patrimonial lands of Tír Maine. By the early decades of the thirteenth 

century, their power in Tír Maine had declined in the face of Uí Chonchobair dominance in the 

region at large. This resulted in a migration of at least some of the Ó Cellaig elite into what 

was previously a subkingdom of their overall territory, once known as Tír Soghain, and now 

broadly the trícha cét of Uí Maine. 

The mid-thirteenth century witnessed the arrival of a sustained Anglo-Norman presence in the 

region, which led to the multiplicity of movements of the sons of Domnall Mór Ó Cellaig 

outlined in 2.4.1 ï 2.4.4, during which time they seem to have operated within a political 

landscape dominated by Anglo-Norman lords and the Gaelic Uí Chonchobair. The early 

decades of the fourteenth-century coincided with a re-emergence of Ó Cellaig authority in Tír 

Maine, and this served as the starting point for a period of growth, which was to see the greatest 

extents of the lordship realised in the historical sources by the late-fourteenth and early fifteenth 

centuries (see 2.5). 
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However, from the mid-fifteenth century, firstly internal instability, and later, Tudor ambitions 

in Connacht more generally, are perceived by historians as the major factors in the gradual 

decline of the Ó Cellaig lordship, whereby in the late-sixteenth century, the title of Ó Cellaig 

had been abolished, and compliant branches of the wider kin group transitioned from Gaelic 

chiefs presiding over their communities, towards English-style landlords within a Tudor 

administration (see 2.6). 

The identification of Ó Cellaig lordly centres in this chapter has effectively shown that John 

OôDonovanôs 1843 map (Fig. 2.1), which is based on the late fourteenth-century Ó Dubhagáin 

poem, is incorrect. There are two main points of criticism concerning this map (and, indeed, 

the original poem). It is clear, firstly, that the territorial extent of the lordship of Uí Maine was 

not fixed in time, as it expanded and contracted with the fortunes of each individual Ó Cellaig 

lord. Secondly, even at its most extensive in the late fourteenth and early fifteenth century (Fig. 

2.8), the Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine was clearly far smaller than was suggested by 

OôDonovan on his 1843 map (Fig. 2.9). It would appear that the original Ó Dubhagáin poem 

reflected Ó Cellaig ultimate territorial ambitions in the late fourteenth century, rather than 

reality. It seems that OôDonovan accepted the contents of the poem at face value in 1843 and 

failed to see that much of its content was Ó Cellaig propaganda. 
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Figure 2.9 - Composite map outlining the widest extents of the Ó Cellaig lordship of Uí Maine in the fifteenth century (Fig. 

2.8), in contrast with the conflated boundaries of Uí Maine, marked by the red line, as illustrated by O'Donovan in 1843 (Fig. 

2.1). 
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Chapter 3 ï The Landscape and Economy of Uí Maine during the 

Later Medieval Period 

3.1 ï Introduction  

This chapter will bring together the available source material in order to reconstruct aspects of 

the medieval landscape within which the Ó Cellaig lordship operated. Understanding the 

physical landscape, as well as the ways in which later medieval society interacted with and 

manipulated the natural environment, is key to understanding where and why elite locations 

were chosen and developed within the wider territory. This chapter will therefore be divided 

into sections which focus on the physical landscape, communication routes, places of assembly, 

and the economic circumstances which predominated in this region in the later medieval 

period, and how it may have underpinned the prosperity of the Ó Cellaig lords. 

3.2 ï The Physical Landscape 

A general account of the present-day physical landscape in what is south Roscommon and east 

Galway has been treated above (see 1.2). What is apparent from across a broad spectrum of 

source material is that this region is much changed today from how it would have appeared in 

the later medieval period, and certain parts of this landscape were more and less suitable to 

human settlement and economic activities. In the study area, the physical features which 

dictated where and why society developed are as follows: soil, bogland, woodland, rivers and 

lakes. 

3.2.1 ï Soils and Bogland 

Focusing first on soil quality, the types of soils which are conducive to settlement and 

agricultural activity in later medieval Uí Maine are soil associations defined primarily by fine 

or coarse loamy drift, underserved by limestones. A soil association is a group of soils forming 

a pattern of soil types characteristic of a geographical region. Teagasc categorisations of soil 

types (http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/soilguide.php) are used here to indicate the relative soil quality, 

and grade the agricultural viability of zones within the study area. 

The most productive soil found within the study area is an Elton soil association, which is a 

fine loamy drift, with good calcium content, and modern land use would describe it as improved 

grassland, but may have been suitable for arable in the past. This soil association is 

characteristic of a large expanse of south Roscommon, as well as a substantial zone located 

south of Ballinasloe. Coarse loamy drifts such as Mullabane, Rathowen and Baggotstown soils 

http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/soilguide.php
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occur adjacent to these areas, and would be regarded as being of similar soil productivity (see 

http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/map.php). 

However, contrasting the high yields of grassland (and arable) that could be generated from 

the above soils, large zones of the study area are dominated by bog or peatland, as well as what 

today would appear as improved and drained, but nonetheless, peaty soils, created out of what 

was originally bogland. The more modern land improvement works sometimes disguise the 

true nature of the landscape in this region, but Griffithôs early nineteenth-century Bog 

Commission map records (1.6.1.5), prior to improvement, what appears to be the extent of 

bogland as they would have occurred during later medieval times (Fig. 3.1). Some of these 

bogs are not extant today. 

 

Figure 3.1 - Griffith's Bog Commission map, recording the extant bogland to the northwest and northeast of Ballinasloe, Co. 

Galway at the beginning of the nineteenth century. 

Plotting the distribution of ringforts and cashels on a soils map of the study area shows, not 

surprisingly, that settlement distribution patterns conform very strictly with soil quality. The 

aforementioned Elton soil association sees the greatest density of archaeology, with the coarse 

loamy soil associations showing a slightly more dispersed distribution. Peatland, by contrast, 

is nearly devoid of settlement. As a result, the substantial zones of peatland in the very south 

of Roscommon, coupled with some discrete areas in the generally fertile landscape of central 

south Roscommon, and large pockets of bog both immediately west and east of the River Suck 

http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/map.php
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were not permanently occupied in the later medieval period (Fig. 3.2). Similarly, 

communication routes, which will be discussed in greater detail presently (see 3.3), would have 

avoided peatland, or at least developed specific routes through it, with a view to safe transition 

through what would have been a naturally treacherous landscape. Therefore, the soil quality 

and the presence of bogland in this landscape would have played a major role in dictating where 

settlement activity was located. 

Bog wasnôt completely devoid of use, as resources would have be derived from all contexts. In 

the case of bogland, there is evidence to indicate that turf was cut to serve as a fuel for cooking 

and heating in later medieval Ireland, and by at least the late-thirteenth and fourteenth century, 

harvesting peat was specified as a labour duty amongst manorial tenants on Anglo-Norman 

manors, and the fuel was used throughout all levels of society, in both rural and urban contexts 

(Lucas 1970; Glasscock 2008, 210). 

 

Figure 3.2 - Soil association map derived from Teagasc soil classifications, with National Monuments Service data plotted on 

top (Soils data courtesy of Teagasc) This map indicates that the most productive soil associations, particularly the Elton soil 

association, presents with the greatest concentration of ringforts and enclosures, while peat soils are nearly devoid of 

settlement. 
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3.2.2 ï Woodland 

Woodland and forest were important components of the physical landscape of later medieval 

Uí Maine. As outlined in 1.2, native woodland has nearly disappeared from the region today, 

having been cut down since the early-seventeenth century, however, in the later medieval 

period, woodland was much more extensive. These were not primordial forests, they were 

likely managed for their resources, and their extents did not remain fixed through time (Hall 

and Bunting 2001, 208; Nicholls 2001, 181-2). The rates of woodland cover in Ireland in the 

medieval period are difficult to estimate, but it is calculated that about 12% of the island was 

still wooded in 1600. This is a drop from a conservative estimate of 20% in the twelfth century. 

By the beginning of the fourteenth century, Glasscock deduces that about 15% of the island 

was still afforested (Glasscock 2008, 209; see, also Nicholls 2001). These forests would have 

looked very different from today, and would have been largely composed of deciduous trees, 

such as oak, hazel, ash and birch, devoid of conifers (with the exception of Scots Pine), or the 

more recent deciduous introductions. 

The historical decline of woodland cover for the island at large is representative of the situation 

in the study area more specifically. This is borne out by the data collected from the, admittedly 

few, pollen analyses conducted in and near Uí Maine by the Paleoenvironmental Research Unit 

at NUI Galway. The pollen profile from Ballinphuill bog, located 19km to the west of 

Ballinasloe (on the fringes of the study area), indicates that for the period 400 ï 600AD, 

agriculture began to expand in the area, but was initially extensive rather than intensive in 

character, identified through an increase in hazel pollen. Pastoral and arable farming increased 

substantially in the period 600 ï 800AD, with hazel clearance, and the demise of yew and Scots 

Pine, while in the later medieval period (1250 ï 1500), ash and elm became largely extinct and 

oak and hazel were greatly reduced in numbers, as a result of intensive farming with a strong 

cereal-growing component (Molloy, Feeser and O'Connell 2014, 117).  

By comparison, a series of pollen profiles were established in the vicinity around the watermill 

at Kilbegly, Co. Roscommon, which lay within the territory of the Cenél Coirpre Chruim 

during its main period of use (see 2.2). The mid-profile values (820 ï 960AD) of one of the 

pollen cores indicates that there was a strong pastoral farming economy in the area, with hazel 

becoming less important and yew probably becoming extinct at the time. Higher in the profile 

(960 ï 1120AD), farming seems to have gone into decline, seen with a regeneration of oak. 

The end of the profile indicates a strong increase in farming once more, with woodland 
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clearance resuming c.1150AD (Overland and O'Connell 2013, 69-71). It is clear that certain 

zones within the study area saw a steady reduction of woodland cover through time from the 

early medieval period onwards, and these cleared areas were then managed for both pastoral 

and arable farming in the later medieval period (Ibid.). The fact that these cleared woods lay in 

the vicinity of medieval routeways may have facilitated their degradation and transition into 

farmland (3.3). 

Historical accounts strongly indicate, however, that the study area continued to be occupied by 

a number of major expanses of woodland during the later medieval period, the most prominent 

being the Feadha of Athlone, the woods to the west and east of Athleague, and the woods of 

Bruigheol. The Fews, Faes or Feadha of Athlone are referred to from as early as the ninth 

century, with their mention in Cormacôs Glossary (Stokes (ed. and trans.) 1862, 109). The level 

of afforestation in this area changed throughout the whole period, but an interesting calculation 

of the area of ploughable land available in Kilbegly totalled only c.60 acres in the fourteenth 

century from an overall area of 393 acres in the townland (Reg. Clon., 454). The availability 

of this relatively small area of agricultural land at Kilbegly may be an indication that the wider 

environment and surrounding countryside here was not only pasture but contained substantial 

amounts of forest and bog (Devane 2013, 109). 

The Feadha (woods), also known in the early-thirteenth century sources as the cantred of 

Tirieghrachbothe or Tír Fhiachrach bhfeadh, was an extensive area of woodland that existed 

to the northwest and southwest of Athlone throughout the later medieval period  (Walton 1980, 

34). These woods are depicted on late sixteenth and early seventeenth century maps, taking up 

a considerable portion of the south-eastern part of Uí Maine (Figs. 3.3; 3.4). The Civil Survey 

of 1654-6 records that in its entirety, Roscommon possessed 6% woodland cover at that time, 

and the district to the west of Lough Ree, i.e. the Feadha, made up a considerable portion of 

this (Doran 2004, 60). The woods are described in the early nineteenth century as still being 

extant, mostly comprised of oaks, with some hazel (Lewis 1837, 522; McCracken 1959, 278). 
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Figure 3.3 - Section of Browne's Map of the Province of Connaught (1591) indicating the extent of woodland, known as the 

Feadha of Athlone, in the region under inspection in the present chapter at the beginning of the seventeenth century. Note what 

appears to be cleared land located to the south of the forest, which could be interpreted as agricultural land. However 

consideration of this map in combination with Fig. 3.2, shows it to be bogland. The extent of bogland outlined in Fig. 3.2, 

coupled with the quantities of woodland indicated in Fig. 3.3, suggests that very little pre-modern settlement was located in 

south Roscommon, below the modern N6/M6 roads between Athlone and Ballinasloe (TCD, MS 1209/68. Copyright 2011 

Courtesy of the Board of Trinity College Dublin.) 

The collection of townland names that survive for this part of south-eastern Roscommon 

provides important information when attempting to reconstruct the geographical extents of the 

Feadha. A predominance of townland names in the area of modern southeast Roscommon 

relate to woodland. Moving north from Athlone, for example, there is Cornaseer ï Cor na soar 

(round hill of the carpenters), Feamore ï Feádh mór (great wood), Carrownderry ï 

Ceathramhadh an doire (quarter of the derry or oak wood), Carrownure Upper and Lower ï 

Ceathramhadh an iubhair (quarter of the yew), Killoy ï Cill luaighe (wood of the lead), 

Kileenrevagh ï Coillín riabhach (grey little wood), Kilmore ï Coill mór (great wood), 
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Barnacullen ï Bearnaidh chuillinn (holly-oak), Kilglass ï Coill glas (green wood), Kilcash ï 

Coill a chois (wood of the foot) and Killea ï Coill liath (greywood). Similar place-names exist 

to the southwest and west of Athlone. 

Coupling these with townland names relating to rough ground, wasteland or weirs providing 

access through difficult or wet terrain indicates a landscape of restriction in terms of 

communication, transport and agriculture. Examples include Bogganfin ï Bogán fionn (white 

bog), Corramore ï Corra mhór (big weir), Corraclogh ï Corra chloch (stony weir), Carnagh 

East and West ï An Charnach (abounding in heaps or cairns), Carrigan More and Beg (the 

little rock[s]), Curraghalaher ï Currach a' leathair (moor of the leather), Scregg ï Screag 

(rocky land), Creggan ï Creagan (rocky ground), Carrigeens ï na carraigínídhe (the little 

rocks), Curry ï Curraidh (a moor), and Corgarve ï Cor garbh (rough hill), among others (Fig. 

3.4).  

 

Figure 3.4 - A graphical representation of the townland names which denote woodland and difficult land in Tír Maine, 

consistent with the historical and cartographic attestations to the wooded and treacherous Feadha of Athlone, woods of 

Athleague and Bruigheol (consistent with the townlands of Derrycahill, Feevagh More and Beg, Cartronkilly, Cuileenoolagh, 

Feacle and Carrowkeeran). 

The historical sources indicate that the Feadha were a natural obstacle to overland journeys 

between Athlone and Roscommon. Evidence of the nature of this obstacle is seen in 1273-74, 
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when a pass is cut through the dense forest of the Feadha, undertaken for security reasons, in 

order to provide access between the Anglo-Norman castles of Athlone and Rindoon (Anon 

1904, 41). This was one of a series of infrastructural projects commissioned at this time by the 

then justiciar of Ireland, Geoffrey de Geneville. Other projects included the repair of the bridge 

at Athlone, the construction and purchase of boats for Athlone and Rindoon castles, the repair 

of a causeway near Ballymoe, modern Co. Galway, as well as cutting a pass through the Feadha 

(Walton 1980, 256). 

Annalistic references to the Feadha of Athlone also support the afforested nature of the area, 

and the difficulties that individuals and armies endured as they attempted to navigate these 

woods (AFM, s.a. 1268, 1535; AU, s.a. 1225; AC, s.a. 1268). Gaelic military strategy 

throughout the later medieval period utilised the natural landscape as a weapon of war and 

territorial defence (Ó Domhnaill 1946, 41-2; O'Conor 1998, 98-100; Nicholls 2001, 187). The 

Feadha was presumably an ideal location within which the Ó Cellaig could mount a resistance 

to Gaelic, Anglo-Norman, and later, English advances through their territory. Furthermore, 

during times of war, livestock and non-combatants could be hidden away in this large wood, 

and protected from attack (OôConor 1998, 98-100). This obstacle obviously remained into the 

late medieval period, as the mid-sixteenth century English state papers refer to the need to 

recruit large numbers of men to cut the woodland passes beyond the River Shannon near 

Athlone, as well as conferring the č Cellaig chief with the title óGovernor of the Great Pass 

beyond the waterô (CSPI, i, 88-90). 

The second stand of native woodland which is historically and cartographically attested to in 

later medieval Uí Maine are the woods surrounding Athleague (see Figs. 3.5; 3.6). 

Contemporary records tell us that these woods were of mature oak, but also included species 

such as crabtree, hawthorn and hazel, suggesting that these woods were quite difficult to 

traverse (Nicholls 2001, 189). 
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Figure 3.5 ï Map of the study area and beyond, as recorded in Boazioôs Irlandiæ accvrata descriptio (1606). This map is 

oriented with north to the right. Boazio illustrates the presence of an area of woodland south of Athleague on the eastern bank 

of the River Suck, encircled in red. Note also the Feadha of Athlone, indicated by the red arrow, extant north and south of 

Athlone (Library of Congress Geography and Map Division Washington, D.C. 20540-4650 USA) 
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Figure 3.6 ï Map of the study area, as recorded in Speedôs The Theatre of the Empire of Great Britaineé (1611). Speed 

illustrates a stand of woodland to the east of the River Suck, encircled in red, which matches with what was recorded in 

Boazioôs earlier map (Atlas.2.61.1, Cambridge University Library). 

The townland name survivals for this area again place a strong emphasis on describing aspects 

of the wooded environment. Taking just the civil parish of Athleague, which straddles the two 

counties of Galway and Roscommon, one can see a series of names that record wooded and 

wetland locations. These names include, but are not limited to Derrineel ï Doire an aoil 

(oakwood of the limestones), Kilmore ï Coill mór (great wood), Lisnagirra ï Lios na giorra 

(fort of the scrub), Curraghbaghla ï Corr Bhachla (rounded hill of the sticks) and 

Knockaunarainy ï Cnocán na Raithní (the hillock of the bracken). Bellagad ï Béal Átha Gad 

(the mouth of the ford of the withes/wattles) (see Fig. 3.4). It is possible to speculate that an 

additional townland name, Knockadangan ï Cnoc a dainginn, recorded by OôDonovan as the 

óhill of the fastnessô, may have been a place where the wooded landscape was used for defence 

in the Athleague area in the medieval past, as discussed above (see also ALC s.a. 1557).  

The final extensive stand of historically-attested woodland in the study area were the woods of 

Bruigheol (Pl. 3.1; see AFM s.a. 1490; ALC s.a. 1558). These were located on an east-west 

ridge in the south of Athlone Barony, between the túath of Magh Finn and the lands further 

north, broadly represented today by the parish boundary between Taughmaconnell and Dysart, 




























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































