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Section 1

Introduction

Report Summary
This is a cultural heritage assessment (archaeology and built heritage) for a proposed
multi-purpose development at Jameson Gate,
Prussia Street, Dublin 7. The report describes
the baseline archaeological and cultural built
heritage in the development area, assesses the
impact of the development on cultural heritage,
and makes proposals for mitigating the impact.
A survey of the 113m section of the
Grangegorman boundary wall which will be impacted upon by the proposed development is
also included in the report.
The report identifies two broad zones of cultural heritage pertinent to the proposed
development.
1. Prussia Street streetscape, which provides
the setting for – and includes - structures of
historic, architectural and industrial heritage interest (including a Protected Structure), historic
street furniture (pillar box), and archaeological
remains in the western part of the proposed development site (18th century structures, one of
which is a Recorded Monument). The report
sets out the existing rich cultural heritage assets
of the streetscape, including Jameson House
and associated structures, and the high potential
of archaeological assets currently underground.
The proposed development has been designed
to enhance the built environment around
Jameson House and provide a better cultural environment for the streetscape heritage. The
report concludes that the impact to the streetscape cultural heritage will be positive if the
proposed mitigation measures are carried out
(relocation of pillar box and a significant archaeological programme).
2. Richmond intuitional complex, which includes the Grangegorman boundary wall
(Protected Structure), the historic cultural landscape of the former Richmond Asylum and

Penitentiary. The cultural heritage assessment
notes that the cultural heritage impact of the
proposed development has already been addressed in the multi-discipline appraisals
forming part of the Grangegorman Masterplan
and SDZ adopted by DCC in 2011. The proposed development is in line with the
Grangegorman Masterplan and DCC Development Plan, which allow for an expansion of the
existing Park Shopping Centre development
eastwards into a defined part of the
Grangegorman institutional complex cultural
landscape. Planning permission (DCC 3441/13)
has already been obtained for the demolition of
a section of the historic boundary wall (a Protected Structure) following consideration by
Dublin City Council of the Grangegorman
Masterplan objectives and cultural heritage issues.

Local name

The report identifies a former 18th century lane
which led from Prussia Street, opposite
Jameson House, eastwards into open fields
(now the Grangegorman DIT campus site),
roughly following the route of the new proposed road. One document reviewed suggested
that the lane may have been known as ‘Domville’s Lane’ in 1790. This may be of interest to
the developers in terms of finding appropriate
names for elements of the new development.
1

Proposed site footprint defined by orange line

Recorded Monument

A Recorded Monument is located on the proposed development site. Recorded Monuments
are protected under the National Monuments
(Amendment) Act 1994, Section 12, and ministerial permission is required for any works in
the vicinity of the monument, which would include groundworks for the proposed
development.

Site location
The proposed development site is situated on a
large site that straddles the Park Shopping
Centre, Prussia Street, and Grangegorman campus/former St. Brendan's Hospital, Dublin 7
(GPS 53.356254/ -6.287303; ITN 714011/
735372). It is bounded by Prussia Street to the
west, the rear of the buildings off St. Joseph's
Place to the south, Grangegorman DIT Campus lands to the east, and buildings off
Rathdown Square to the north.

Development proposals
The proposed development entails the demolition of most structures within the site boundary
and the construction of a large 3-8 story multipurpose residential, commercial and leisure

complex without basement. A new public space
'Jameson Gate' will be built off Prussia Street,
providing access to a new road linking Prussia
Street with the new Grangegorman Campus.

Planning background
Planning has been granted for an earlier, similar
scheme on the same footprint (DCC 2038/17).
The recommendations from the Archaeological
Section and Conservation Section of DCC are
included as appendices to this report.
The key differences in terms of archaeology
between the previously granted scheme
DCC2038/17 and this new amended one, are
the impacts on (i) the Grangegorman boundary
wall (RPS 3333 & 3334), which are slightly
greater than the previous scheme, and (ii) the
Prussia Street streetscape, which are approximately the same. The overall impact is
approximately the same.
The original construction of the Park Shopping
Centre was carried out in 1982-83. The work
was overseen by DMNA Architects and involved deep excavations for ground beams on c.
1m3 concrete pads. There were no archaeological requirements for this work. Various
alterations to the shopping centre have taken
2

place from 1994-2003. One of these (possibly
3731/03) was subject to archaeological monitoring.
In 2011, DCC 2005/11 involved a small extension to the rear of existing Unit 2 (Park
Pharmacy) of the Park Shopping Centre, and
required an archaeological assessment and archaeological monitoring of groundworks.
In 2013, DCC 3441/13 involved the demolition
of a Protected Structure (Grangegorman
boundary wall to the east of the shopping
centre), a new pedestrian link from Prussia
Street to Grangegorman, alterations to part of
the Tesco unit, and other associated works. This
required archaeological monitoring of all
groundworks. Although planning permission
was given for the demolition of a 71m section
of the boundary wall and the construction of
an extension to the existing shopping centre to
the east, this was not carried out and only a
small breach to provide pedestrian access was
created.

A Recorded Monument (DU018-020251) is
situated in the proposed development site (18th
century building), and the development site lies
just within the Zone of Constraint for the Historic City of Dublin (DU018-020).
A Protected Structure (DCC Refs. 3333 & 3334)
is situated in the proposed development site
(Grangegorman boundary wall).
A Protected Structure (DCC Refs 6874) is situated
directly
opposite
the
proposed
development site (55 Prussia Street, aka
Jameson House).
The development site is covered by the Dublin
City Development Plan. The development site
is situated within the Grangegorman Masterplan area (DCC), however the Grangegorman
Strategic Development Zone (SDZ) adopted by
DCC 2011-2012 excludes the proposed development site.

Proposed development plan (ground floor), DMOD Architects
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Section 2

Archaeological background

Recorded Monuments

individual site or monument.

The Archaeological Constraint Maps, in conjunction with the County Record of
Monuments and Places, provide an initial database for Planning Authorities, State Agencies
and other bodies involved in environmental
change. The RMP comprise the following elements: (i) Letter or Letters indicating County
(DU = Dublin); (ii) A three digit number indicating the relevant Ordnance Survey 6” Sheet
Number (e.g. 018); (iii) A three, four or five digit
number indicating the dedicated number of the

The site lies partially inside the Zone of Constraint for the Historic City of Dublin
(DU018-020), which extends up Prussia Street
and encompasses the western third of the site
approximately.
One recorded monuments is situated within the
site. This is an 18th century building (DU018020251). The presence of this building is based
on a reference to it by Maurice Craig (RMP paper file in NMS Archives). Craig's reference
Record of Monuments and Places
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(1969, 327) describes the architectural heritage
of Prussia Street, and notes two 18th century
houses that were situated opposite No. 54 Prussia Street (Jameson House) that are likely to be
among those depicted by Rocque on his map of
1756 (Craig 1969, 327). These structures were
presumably demolished sometime between
1969 and 1983, and no standing remains of
either structure were noted above the ground in
a 2016 site inspection. Subsurface foundations
of these structures may survive within the site
footprint, depending on the extent of demolition and 1980s groundworks, in which case they
would form part of the Recorded Monument.
A note on the digital file of this Recorded
Monuments notes that it is scheduled to be deleted from the Record of Monuments and
Places on next update. No 'Zone of Notification' is associated with this monument. It is
likely that the National Monuments Service do
not consider this Recorded Monument to be of
significant archaeological interest.
Detailed anaysis of cartographic sources has
cast doubt on whether the 18th century house
mentioned by Craig is even on the site (e.g. see
caption on page 12 of this report).
Recorded Monuments are protected under the
National Monuments (Amendment) Act 1994,
Section 12. ‘When the owner or occupier of a
property, or any other person proposes to carry
out, or to cause, or to permit the carrying out
of any work at or in relation to a Recorded
Monument or a Registered Monument they are
required to give notice in writing to the Minister
2 months before commencing that work. This is
to allow the National Monuments Service time
consider the proposed works and how best to
proceed to further the protection of the monument. Any notification of works at or in
relation to a Recorded or Registered Monument
must be addressed in writing to: The Director,
National Monuments Service, Department of
Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, Custom
House, Dublin 1.
The two other closest monuments to the development site are RMP DU018-045, a graveyard
at Temple Road, 600m to the south; and
DU018-020565, Grangegorman House, a 16th17th century house in the old Stanhope Street

convent building, Stanhope Street, Dublin 7,
600m to the southeast.
All other recorded monuments lie over 600m
from the site and will not be impacted upon by
the proposed development.
Neither Jameson House nor any part of the existing Grangegorman architectural complex are
Recorded Monuments.

Topographic files
The files in the National Museum of Ireland
have been consulted. Collectively known as the
Topographical Files, they provide information
on artefacts, their find spots and any field
monuments, which have been notified to the
National Museum.
The Topographical Files of the National Museum of Ireland contain references to two
artefacts of archaeological significance recovered from the vicinity of Prussia Street.
The first is an iron dagger (NMI 1984:40) found
south of the development site at the corner of
Arbour Hill and Collins Barracks during pipe
laying in the 1980s. The dagger of 17th century
date survives in reasonable condition, the blade
is lozenge shaped in cross section and narrows
towards the tip with a maximum length of
30.6cm.
The second is a boar's tusk (NMI 1955:11)
found in a garden to the southwest of the development site on Aughrim Street in the 1950s.
There was no sign of artificial working. The file
notes that four to five other tusks were found at
the site, one of which was perforated.

Previous excavations
Previous excavations are listed in the Excavations Bulletins (Bennet ed) published by
Wordwell and available online.
Three previous phases of archaeological investigation have taken place on the proposed
development site.
5

Previous excavations within the proposed development site
Excavs ref

Location

Findings

Director

License

2004:581
2011:205
2015:032

Park Shopping Centre, Prussia Street
Park Shopping Centre, Prussia Street
Park Shopping Centre, Prussia Street

No significance
No significance
No significance

Lynch N/a
Giacometti
Giacometti

03E1324ext
11E133
15E039

Other pertinent previous excavations locally
Excavs ref

Location

Findings

Director

License

1999:273
2005:452
2006:621
201 0:269
2011:214
2011:215
2012:199
2012:230
2014:091
N/a

9394 Manor Street
73 Manor Street
2C Grangegorman Lower
Stanhope Str. National School, Manor Street
Grounds of Grangegorman
Grounds of Grangegorman
LUAS Broombridge
Grangegorman East
Stanhope Green, Stanhope Street
LUAS BDX LCC3 Broombridge

No significance
No significance
No significance
Urban postmedieval
Urban postmedieval
Urban postmedieval
Urban postmedieval
Urban postmedieval
Urban postmedieval
Cholera cemetery

Myles
Walsh
Whitty
McQuade
Myles
O'Donovan
O'Donovan
Bolger
O'Connor
Morahan

99E701
05E0347
06E669
10E0137
11E048
11E351
11E459
12E370
14E0051
15E0185

A programme of archaeological monitoring in
2004 (03E1324 ext) of a 2m long and 0.8m
deep trench for the Tesco store in advance of
the construction of the Tesco store found modern rubbish and services and no archaeological
remains.
A programme of archaeological monitoring in
2011 (11E133) for an extension behind Unit 2
(Park Pharmacy) of the shopping centre identified that modern disturbance associated with
the construction of the Park Shopping Centre
in the 1980s reached a depth of 0.8m to 1m
(Giacometti 2011). Below this were two thin archaeological layers (both truncated by the
modern disturbance) dating to the industrial
period (eighteenth or nineteenth century). No
features of interest were noted.
A programme of archaeological monitoring in
2015 (15E039) for the pedestrian walkway to
the south of the development site found no archaeological material (Giacometti 2015).
No other archaeological excavations are recorded as having taken place on Prussia Street
since 1969 (there are no available records of
earlier excavations) other than the three described above.
Archaeological investigations in Blackhall Place,
Arbour Hill, Oxmonstown Lane and Manor
Street since the 1990s (97E480, 99E494,

99E701, 02E914,) have identified deposits dating from the 18th and 19th century.
A number of previous excavations have taken
place outside the proposed development site,
but in proximity to the Grangegorman complex, and their findings are relevant to the
proposed development.
The above listed excavations in and around the
Grangegorman complex have not identified any
significant archaeological remains with three
notable exceptions. Bolger (12E370) identified
extensive ground raising in the east of the
Grangegorman grounds, suggesting a higher
potential for the survival or earlier remains. This
is not relevant to the proposed development
site, as ground reduction (11E048 see below)
found no archaeological remains. Morahan
excavated a 19th century cholera graveyard east
of the Grangegorman complex in advance of
the LUAS Broombridge route.
An extensive programme of weed clearance adjacent to the eastern part of the proposed
development site was undertaken in 2011
(11E048), and comprised reducing all topsoil in
the northwestern corner of Grangegorman
campus, including east of the boundary wall of
the Park Shopping Centre, to natural subsoil.
This took place immediately north of the proposed development site and the findings are
directly relevant to the proposed development
6

Extent of archaeological programme 11E048 in blue in relation to proposed development site in orange

site. The following is extracted from the excavation summary by Franc Myles:
‘Topsoil over the area was reduced to expose
the upper surface of an introduced deposit of
garden soil. This was in turn removed, along
with a sequence of modern pits which cut
through to the subsoil. Another layer of soil
was subsequently removed to the surface of the
subsoil. Several field drains were encountered
over the monitoring operation, all of which are
associated with the occupation of the site by the
asylum in the late 19th century.’
‘The results of the unusually comprehensive
ground reduction programme did not succeed
in locating any evidence for the medieval or
early modern grange of Grangegorman. Where
a pre-1850 ground surface was located, there
were no significant archaeological features cutting this level or, indeed, the surface of the
subsoil below. This is perhaps in itself significant, indicating that the fields depicted here on
the early edition of the Ordnance Survey were
not enclosed by ditches. The several medieval
references to the ‘great field’ may well relate to
the area under discussion.’

‘The modest finds assemblage comprises material introduced onto the site with the garden soil,
some of which may be derived from the cleaning out of ash-pits or urban latrines. To this can
be added clay pipe stems, ceramics and glass
dating from the 19th- and early 20th-century
cultivation of the site.’
In 2011 a programme of archaeological monitoring of 34 engineering test and percolation pits
was conducted adjacent to the eastern part of
the proposed development (11E351). Blackglazed earthenware of post-medieval or industrial-era date and 18th century or later structural
remains were noted. No archaeology of significance was identified.
The most significant local excavation was carried out in the old Stanhope Street convent
building, where the 16th-17th century remains
of Grangegorman House were discovered,
along with the 19th century remains of the convent and industrial school. This site was situated
600m southeast of the proposed development
site and is a Recorded Monument (DU018020565).

7

Section 3

Historical and cartographic

Placenames
Prussia Street is named in the late 18th century
after Frederick II, King of Prussia. Prior to this
is had been called Cabaragh Lane (M'Cready
1987, 86). Manor Street derives its name from
medieval Grangorman Manor. The name
Stoneybatter, derived from 'Bothar na gloch'
(road of stones) dates from at least 1603 (ibid,
128). The road follows an ancient route from
Wicklow to Tara which crossed the Liffey at the
ford of the hurdles.
The name Grangegorman is derived from the
territory of the Ui Vairrche, whose main families were the Ui Treasaigh and the Ui
MacGorman, displaced following the Norman
invasion in the 12th century (Tracy 2011). The
‘Grange’ refers to the grange, or home-farm of
Holy Trinity (Christ Church) at Grangegorman
Manor.

Oxmantown
Historically the development area is situated
outside the early medieval settlement at Dublin,
and is situated to the north of Oxmantown
(from Ostmen), a Norse district of Dublin (De
Courcy 1996, 288) which was occupied from the
9th century AD. This area was linked by a
bridge to the south city in 1000 AD and was
considered sufficiently important in the 12th
century to warrant the building of the parish
church of St. Michan's (ibid, 289).
The centre of Oxmanstown suburb was a large
green on common land known as Oxmanstown
Green. The precise extent of the green has always been inexact. 'In the earliest times
Oxmanstown Green ... might be seen as all the
unassigned lands on the north shore of the Liffey from Bradogue to Islandbridge and
extending some indefinite distance northwards'

(De Courcy 1996, 289). The proposed development site may therefore have once lain within
the northern extents of the Green. Late medieval sources place the Manor of Grangegorman
north of Oxmantown Green, which suggest
that at one time at least the northern extent of
the green may have been roughly defined by the
line of Arbour Hill and North King Street (e.g.,
Irish Historic Towns Atlas, Dublin II 16901756, 2008).
Oxmanstown Green was the location of public
executions in the 16th century (D'Alton 1838,
260). One involved Doctor Dermot Hurley,
Catholic Archbishop of Cashel, who was put to
death on the Green for his religious opinions
(ibid.). In the early 17th century there was an attempt to preserve the Green 'for the use of the
citizens and others, to walk and take the open
aire' (contemporary commentator, cited in Craig
1969, 19).
This idealism did not survive the need for space
for the inexorable expansion of the city in the
17th century. The Green was developed into
Smithfield Square, Haymarket, Queen, North
King and Brunswick Street, Blackhall Place and
Prussia Street from the 1670s onwards (McCullough 1989, 39), just after its depiction as a
Commons on Bernard de Gomme's map of
Dublin. Blackhall Place and Street were laid out
by Thomas Ivory in the 18th century, and with
these went the last traces of Oxmantown
Green.

Grangegorman Manor
By the 12th century the site formed part of the
Grangegorman district, outside of the Liberty
of the city of Dublin (Murphy & Potterton
2010, 75). Grangegorman manor was one of
three manors belonging to the Augustinian Priory at the Church of the Holy Trinity (Christ
8

Bernard De Gomme 1673
Bernard De Gomme’s Map of 1673 is the earliest
cartographic depiction of Prussia Street (then called
Cabragh Road). The proposed development site is
situated in the very north of the map, off Carbagh road,
which shows that this was outside the urban core in the
17th century, and no buildings or features of interest are
depicted in the vicinity. A large structure is depicted at
the end of Grangegorman (lower) and likely equates to
Grangegorman House, situated in the vicinity of
Stanhope Street institutional complex c. 600m southeast
of the proposed development

Church) until the dissolution of the monasteries
in the 16th Century.
The grange of Gorman appears to have
covered a large area of northwest Dublin,
stretching from Arbour Hill in the south,
Stoneybatter and the Phoenix Park in the west
to Broadstone and Constitution Hill in the east,
and north to Cabra and Phibsborough. As a
manorial home-farm or grange, its function was

to supply food to central households (Murphy
& Potterton 2010, 308). A late medieval lease
from 1560 mentions the ‘farm, barn, kiln,
sheepfold and cow-house’ (CCCD 1268-9 in
Murphy & Potterton, 172), but mostly the medieval references to Grangeorman emphasise its
farms and orchards (1485-1560; King Moylan,
Thomas, 1945, District of Grangegorman Vol
3, in Dublin Historical Records Vol 7 Part 3,
103; Murphy & Potterton 2010, 352). This lease
also mentions a ditch and fortification, and the
‘great gate’ (ibid, 259).The manor was confirmed to Francis Asgard in 1559 by Royal
Mandate (D'Alton 1976, 184 2nd ed.) and remained in his possession until his death in 1577.
It remained in possession of members of this
family until the mid-17th century (Semington
1945, 179). At the time of the Restoration it
was in the possession of Sir John Stanley and, in
1674, was occupied by his son. In the early 18th
century it passed to Charles Monck.
The centre of the Manor is usually though to be
9

John Rocque 1756
John Rocque’s map of 1756 shows Prussia Street (still called Cabra Lane). The fork in the lane at the northern extent of the
map represents the modern fork of Old Cabra Road and Annamoe Terrace at the junction of the North Circular (not yet
build).
The proposed development site boundary is shown in yellow. This is an approximation as Rocque’s map is not perfectly to
scale. Eight residential buildings are shown by Rocque on Prussia Street within the site. Most of these are very small cottages,
but one larger residence is situated near the centre of the proposed development site, directly opposite a very large and
complexfronted structure on the opposite side of the road that measures c. 17m in length. This latter structure must be the
forerunner of Jameson House, listed in a deed of 1756 as being the former house of Steven Steevens and fiftysix feet (17
metres) in length, with service buildings extending to the north. Thus the larger structure marked within the site may be one
of the two 18th century structures noted by Craig (1969), and thus the foundations of this structure are the Recorded
Monument DU018020251. Another possibile candidate for Craig’s pair of 18th century structures is situated further to the
South (at Nos. 2930 Prussia Street), set back from the road. This complex also appears on Rocque's overview map.
Comparison between the 1846 OS map and Rocque’s map suggests that, within the study area Nos. 46, 45, 44, 43, 41, 39, 38
(or possibly 37), 35, 33, 31, 30 and 29 Prussia Street are all depicted. Nos. 40, 37, 36 and 32 have not yet been constructed by
1756.
Also within the proposed development site is a thin laneway leading eastwards into what is now the Grangegorman
complex. It most likely led into fields. Franc Myles conducted archaeological monitoring here (11E048) and the absence of
ditches suggests that this area might have been the ‘great orchard’ and ‘Salcock’s Wood’ referred to in medieval sources
north of Oxmontown Green (e.g., 1542; King Moylan, Thomas, 1945, District of Grangegorman Vol 3, in Dublin Historical
Records Vol 7 Part 3, 103; and Purcell ‘Landuse in medieval Oxmantown, 204, 226; Murphy & Pottery 2010, 352, 364); an
area unfortunately concealed by Rocque’s title.
South of the development site at the junction of Cabra Lane with Blackhorse Lane there is a watch house containing a
pound. A turnpike is noted on Blackhorse Lane (modern Aughrim Street), south of the modern junction with St. Joseph’s
Road. Rocque’s 1760 revision (not reproduced here) shows a subcircular road network halfway along modern Annamoe
Terrace, suggestive of a possible early medieval or even prehistoric site. None of these mentioned features will be impacted
upon by the proposed development.
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First Edition 6Inch OS map, 1837
The First Edition Ordnance Survey 6” Map dating to 1837
shows Prussia Street on the fringes of the 19th century
urban sprawl at this date, surrounded by fields on all sides
except to the south where Stonybatter becomes
enclosed by urban development.
Both sides of Prussia Street are lined with buildings fronting
onto the road with garden plots to the rear. The North
Circular Road and Royal Canal have been constructed
by this time. The site of the proposed development is
situated in a field which is heavily planted with trees to
the rear of the Prussia Street plots. The Richmond
Penitentiary is depicted to the east of the site.
Jameson House (No 55 Prussia Street) is depicted, along
with associated service buildings/stables to the north. Nos.
58 and 59 Prussia Street are also depicted. Across the
road and within the proposed development site a long
terrace of streetfront residences are depicted comprising
c. 13 properties. A laneway cuts through the terrace and
leads into fields behind the Richmond Penitentiary. This is
the same laneway previously depicted on Rocque in
1756.
Behind the property boundaries of the Prussia Street
houses, the eastern half of the proposed development
site is shows as lightly wooded and extending eastwards
without break. The Grangegorman boundary wall is not
yet built. South of the development site, however, the
rear of the properties matches with the line of the later
Grangegorman wall.

Grangeorman House, situated on Stanhope
Street, 600m to the southeast of the proposed
development site. It is depicted on de Gomme’s
map of 1672 and John Rocque’s map of 1756.
In 1814 a Mrs. John O’Brien, founder of a
refuge for ‘Unprotected Girls of Good Character’ in Ashe Street, purchased Grangegorman
House. Mother Mary Aikenhead, founder of
the Sisters of Charity in Ireland, was invited by
Dr Murry, Coadjutor Archbishop, to take charge
of the new refuge (Moylan 1944-5) and a
‘House of Refuge’ was opened there in 1819.
Numerous additions and buildings were added
to the site over the following century.
Grangegorman House was demolished in the
20th century (O'Connor 2015), and an excavation there recorded 16th-17th century structural
remains.
However, Franc Myles (2011, 8) notes that
Stanhope Street is an unlikely site for the medieval farmstead, and he suggests it was situated
further north either in the Grangegorman Campus lands or at Manor Place. Myles (ibid) has
identified a possible large rectangular enclosure
on the First Edition OS map which may have
been a ditched enclosure holding a large market
or assembly area associated with the grange.
11

First Edition 25Inch OS map, 1847
The 1846 25Inch version of the first edition map (Dublin
Sheet 6) depicts the proposed development site in finer
detail than the 6Inch scale map of a decade earlier.
Individual properties, gardens, their boundaries, and other
structures are easier to discern. Crucially, the plots are
numbered for the first time, allowing for comparison with
contemporary editions of Thom’s Directory.
Nos. 33 to 45 Prussia Street lie fully within the site on the
1848 map, with the southern part of No. 46 also lying
within the site. As noted above, most of these also appear
on Rocque’s 1756 map with the exception of Nos. 40, 37,
36 and 32. The correlation between the No. 38 on Rocque
and No. 38 on the OS map is inexact, possibly suggesting
that an 18th century structure situated in the vicinity of
Nos. 38 and 37 was rebuilt into two properties between
1756 and 1848 (in which case the pair of 18th century
houses mentioned by Craig, and thus the RMP, must be
Nos. 29 and 30 outside the site).
Other features marked by the OS 1847 map are a small
structure and a pond on the north side of the lane in the
centre of the proposed development site. Pumps are
labled behind Nos. 35, 32 and in the yard between Nos.
30 and 31.

A parliamentary return dating to 1820 questioned whether Grangegorman should ever
have been a parish, noting that the 'tithes arising
out of it are paid to the Dean of Christchurch;
(D'Alton 1976, 184) and that there were no
traces of a church or graveyard there.

The Richmond Lunatic Asylum
and Penitentiary
In the early 19th century numerous prominent
institution are recorded at Grangegorman, including a theological seminary on Manor Street,
the House of Industry founded in 1773 annexed to surgical and medical wards, fever
hospitals, a dispensary and a school (D'Alton
1838, 184-5).
One of these institutions was the Richmond
Lunatic Asylum and Richmond General Penitentiary, more recently occupied by the

12

Revised Edition 25Inch OS map, 1864
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Ordnance Survey Third Edition 6Inch
The third edition Ordnance Survey map dating to 1943
shows the extent of Prussia Street leading through Manor
Street into Stonybatter joining the quays to the south.
Aughrim Street, St. Josephs Road, and the North Circular
Road are also shown in their present format.
The length of Prussia Street is lined with buildings fronting
onto the road. There is a cattle market situated on the
corner of Prussia Street with North Circular Road at the site
presently occupied by the Drumalee housing complex.
Jameson House is marked as the City Arms Hotel.
Within the proposed development site, the streetfront is
taken up by a terrace of c. 13 properties roughly
matching those on the First Edition OS. The northern part
of the site is taken up by the cattle stock lairs and auction
mart of Wilkinsons cattle dealers, associated with the
Dublin Cattle Market, and two weighing machines
(‘W.M.’) are marked here.
The laneway connecting Prussia Street to the west survives
in the form of a carriage arch leading to an
industrial/commercial space behind, but the access from
Prussia Street to the open area to the east has now been
closed off by the construction of the Grangegorman
boundary wall. This is shown as a doubleline with trees,
which is an unusual way to depict a wall. A long thin
structure at the boundary within the proposed
development site is depicted by hachures and matches
a structural feature in the boundary wall (see wall survey
below). This suggests that the westernmost line of the
depicted boundary equates with the existing wall, and
that the eastern line marks a treelined verge at the edge
of a path.
A letter box is marked at the junction of Annamoe
Terrace and the North circular north of the proposed
development site (‘L.B.’). This letter box is no longer
present, and was probably relocated to within the
proposed development site.

Grangegorman Hospital and a female orphan
house at Grangegorman Lane. In the 1830s the
Richmond Lunatic Asylum in the east of the
modern Grangegorman DIT campus lands was
growing and expanding eastwards into farmland
towards Prussia Street. By the 1850s the full
eastern extent of the institutional complex had
become established, and was defined by the wall
which runs through the proposed development
site. The eastern part of the proposed development site extends into the grounds of the
former Richmond Asylum. These grounds were
playing pitches in the 20th century, and may
have been used to provide space for outdoor
activities for patients from the 1850s.
The history of the Richmond Asylum and associated institutions has been extensively
researched by Reynolds (1992) and is summarised in the various Grangeorman Masterplan
and SDZ appraisals and publications (DCC
2004-2011). Myles (2011) also provides an excellent overview from an archaeological
perspective.
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Thom's Directory1850, entry for Prussia Street

Prussia Street
Prussia Street was developed from the 18th century. At this time the area stretching from
Arbour Hill to Phibsborough was still largely
occupied by open fields. This predominantly
rural landscape was briefly interrupted by development around Prussia Street/Stonybatter and
a complex of institutions around Grangegorman (Brady and Simms 2001, 169). The western
side of Prussia Street was developed first,
largely built by 1756, whilst the eastern side was
developed from the 1760s (Casey 2005, 268).
Prussia Street was described by Maurice Craig
(1969, 327) in 1969 as having small old houses
and the City Arms Hotel, which still stands directly opposite the Park Shopping Centre in the
form of Jameson House. An adjacent modern
public house called Clarke’s City Arm marks this
former landmark. Craig notes No. 55 Prussia
Street to be a large Georgian house which belonged to the Jameson family in the mid-19th
century; the Jamesons being the renowned
whiskey distillers whose distillery was based to
the east in Smithfield. Nearly opposite the
Jameson residence, Craig notes two 18th century houses; these are likely to be among those
depicted by Rocque on his map of 1756 (Craig
1969, 327), probably formerly situated within
the proposed development site.
Rocque's 1756 map places the eastern half of
the development site under the title illustration,
behind the plots of 18th century houses fronting onto 'Cabra Lane'. Rocque's 1760 revision
shows a sub-circular arrangement of roads halfway along modern Annamoe Terrace to the
north of the development site, suggestive of an
archaeological feature, however this is well outside by the current development. No features of
medieval or earlier heritage interest (other than
the Grangegorman complex to the east) are depicted on the 19th or 20th century OS maps of
the proposed development site.
Thom’s directory of 1850 lists residents on
Prussia Street by address. The laneway on the
1846 map is not recorded in the directory.
Jameson, John, esq is recorded at 55 Prussia
Street (‘Jameson House’ opposite the site, with
stables at 53 and 54 to the north. The house is
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valued (for local tax) at 140l, which is much
higher than any other property on Prussia Street
by a factor of ten, indicating it is the principle
residence on the street at that time.
In the proposed development site, the properties listed in Thom’s Directory as Nos. 40-47 are
situated to the north of the unnamed lane
stretching to the North Circular, and Nos. 33-39
are those to the south of the lane. In the listing
Nos. 41-47 are valued at between 4l and 6l,
comparable to Jameson’s stables, whilst Nos. 3339 are worth between 10l and 23l. On the 1848
25-Inch map the houses to the south of the
lane are depicted as twice the size of those to
the north, correlating with the directory.
In the smaller northern terrace Thom’s Directory lists a law agent, bricklayer, provisions
dealers, cattle dealer and dairy. To the south we
find a commission agent, a carpenter and a
feather merchant (at No. 38), but most of the
larger houses have no commercial listing suggesting they were principally residences. Patrick
Hayne, Feather Merchant, resides at the highest-

value house at No. 38, which corresponds to the
largest structure on this terrace on the First and
Third Edition maps and may also corresponds
with the large residential structure depicted on
Rocque in 1756 directly opposite Jameson
House. This may also correspond with the 18th
century structures noted by Craig, demolished
in the late 20th century and now site of a Recorded Monument, though Nos. 29 and 30 may
also be a candidate.
The Thom’s Directory listings for Prussia Street
for the years 1845, 1848, 1854, 1867, 1874,
1886, 1901, 1908, 1920, 1975-76 and 1986 have
also been examined at the National Library. The
information in these provides a fascinating narrative history of the area. The information is
summarised below. The opening of the Dublin
Cattle Markets in the 1860s did not transform
this side of the street immediately, however by
1900 it completely dominated it. In the 1920s a
very large number of banks established themselves on the street. By the late 19th century
there are no remaining residents.

Summary of Thom's Directory research from 1845 1986
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Reconstruction of 18th century plots on the site

The laneway off Prussia Street that runs
through the proposed development site on
maps from 1756-1864 is unnamed in any cartographic source reviewed for this report.
However, a few cryptic references may provide
a possible name. Bennet (1991, 34) notes that
following the construction of the North Circular Road, ‘the female orphan house or Kirwan
House which opened initially at no. 42 Prussia
Street in 1790’ was established. As mentioned
above, No. 42 was one of the small houses adjacent to the un-named lane in 1790 based on a
comparison of Thom’s Directory, Rocque’s
map, and the First Edition 25-Inch map.
This orphan house is also mentioned in the
early 19th century in the ‘New Picture of Dublin’ (James McGregor 1821) and ‘Historical
Guide to the City of Dublin’ (Newenham
Wright 1825), who both describe how in 1790 ‘a
small house in Domville's Lane, Prussia Street,
[became] a Home to provide for and educate 20
little girls, until such time as they were old
enough to earn their own living’. This must be

the same orphan house described by Bennet
and the unnamed laneway must then be Domville Lane. Later in the 19th century Stuart
(1825) attempted to trace the origins of the Masonic
Female
Orphan
School
of Ireland 1792-1892, and he had a great deal of
trouble locating the original location of Domville Lane, proposing a location near 1 Prussia
Street but also noting a ‘Clarke’s Lane’ … ‘a
remnant or butt-end of a lane, extending about
60 feet from the street on the right-hand side of
the way when walking from Stoneybatter, but
there is no vestige of a house to be seen, and its
original extent has been abruptly curtailed by
the boundary wall of the Richmond Lunatic
Asylum recently built on the South [sic] Circular
Road’. Clarke’s Lane was apparently named after
its recent proprietor ‘an ex-policeman’ who had
died just before Stuart’s investigations in 1892,
but the name may also be remembered in the
modern public house ‘Clarke’s City Arms’ currently located almost opposite the former lane
at No. c. 56.
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Section 4

Built Heritage

Buildings of architectural or historical significance are catalogued in the National Inventory
of Architectural Heritage (NIAH).
Two buildings of architectural heritage interest
(one of which is also a Protected Structure) are
situated within the proposed development site.
Further buildings are situated along Prussia
Street, of which Jameson House is also a Protected Structure.

Grangegorman boundary wall
NIAH N/a
DCC Protected Structure Refs. 3333 & 3334

This tall concrete-capped limestone wall surrounds the forms the boundary wall of the
Grangegorman institutional complex. A 71m
section of the boundary wall runs N-S through
the proposed development wall. This section of
the wall was constructed for the expanding
Richmond Lunatic Asylum and Richmond Penitentiary following the acquisition of the lands
in the vicinity of the proposed development site
in 1851.

Franc Myles has conducted extensive research
on the construction of the wall and the following is an extract from his archaeological report
(2011, 14-15 and 16)
‘The initial occupancy of the site by the Asylum
is marked by the construction of the masonry
walls that part-defined the areas as described
above. The construction of walls around the
hospital was not undertaken without a certain
amount of discussion. The responsibility for
asylum construction lay with the Commissioners of Public Works who entered into
correspondence with the Inspectors of Lunatic
Asylums in 1847 regarding the possibility of extending the Asylum in to the fields opposite the
Penitentiary. The architect was asked to bear in
mind that that a hospital was being propos
rather than a prison and that while the new facility should be capable of offering the patients
security, there should be no appearance of constraint or confinement; consequently, the walls
should not be more than 6’ 6” in height (Reynolds 1992, 97). The Inspectors agreed that there
was no necessity for enclosing the asylum,
however they did see an argument for surMap showing built heritage in vicinity of site
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Section of Grangegorman boundary wall

rounding the site with high walls as a protection
against intruders. The Commissioners replied
that the walls might be necessary as there was
‘much prejudice to be overcome on this very
subject’. The Inspectors replied that they by ‘no
means coincided with the vulgar prejudice that
prison-like walls are necessary to protect lunatics’ and that the only patients requiring
confinement were the violent ones, and even
then, ‘only in their moments of excitement’
(ibid. 98). Well-made hedges were suggested but
they were obviously never planted and the high
wall along the NCR was erected by 1855, prior
to the deposition of the F3 material.’
‘Other aspects of the daily life of the patients
are represented on the archaeological record.
Where the surrounding walls were not designed
to confine the patients to the premises, the construction of Artisans’ Dwellings to the south of
the hospital brought on issues of privacy and
there are several instances in subsequent years
where the walls had to be heightened to stop

outsiders looking in to the hospital grounds and
causing distress to the patients (Reynolds 1992,
180 ff)…’
The height of the wall and its forbidding, unbroken character is a core part of its identity as
a wall designed to keep people inside and block
views.
Paul Arnold compiled an Architectural Appraisal of St. Brendan’s Hospital in 2005 which
included the Grangegorman boundary wall
(Paul Arnold 2006, Structure 37; Section 4.38).
This concluded that the ‘walls are for the most
part intact and are well-built, good quality
stonework… One section of these walls at P-P
is at present a protected structure in its own
right. The function of these walls is somewhat
more important than would normally be the
case, given the need to enclose the complexes
on account of its functions as gaol and asylum.’
The wall is described in detail in the
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The Grangegorman Masterplan allows
for the demolition of selective parts of
the boundary wall, including this sec
tion, to facilitate overall Masterplan
objectives. Orange and green arrows
show areas of selective removal.
Extract from SDZ Grangegorman
Planning Scheme adopted by DCC in
20112012,Chapter 6 Conservation and
Heritage, page 11 Fig. 6: 10.
Site boundary is shown in blue to left.

Grangegorman Masterplan Part 8: Conservation
(Grangegorman Development Agency, 2008).
The Masterplan document recommends selective removal of parts of this boundary to
facilitate the new GIT DIT campus link with
Prussia Street. Chapter 6, ‘Conservation and
Heritage’ of the SDZ Grangegorman Planning
Scheme adopted by DCC in 2011-2012, page 11
Fig. 6: 10 shows the boundary wall within the
SDZ (excluding the proposed development site,
which is not situated in the SDZ). It notes a
possible access through this part of the wall.

Plan of section of wall granted planning permission to
demolish under DCC 3441/13

In order to be consistent with overall conservation and heritage objectives of the DCC
Development plan, proposed development in
this location should seek to minimise any
breaches or demolition to the historic boundary
wall. The retention of large parts of the wall here and elsewhere - is important to the overall
historic landscape setting of the Grangegorman
intuitions, and this 71m section of the wall
should not be viewed in isolation from the rest
of the wall, or wider landscape. The west-facing
face of this section of wall is particularly important, due to its function and relationship to
the Grangegorman institutional complex, and
proposals to preserve and use this wall within a
new scheme should aim to retain the façade in a
visible manner that retains the slightly-grim and
unbroken nature of the wall.
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Excavation through foundation of Grangegorman boundary wall, from Myles 2011, Plate 5

The development plans propose to have four
breaches (totalling 30m in length) through the
71m section of the wall which runs through the
site. One breach (to the south) was previously
made in 2015 for the DIT Campus pedestrian
access, and planning permission (DCC
3441/13) was granted for the demolition of the
full c. 71m section of the wall that lies within
the proposed development site, subject to conditions. The retention of c. 36m of the
boundary wall within the new scheme is positive and in line with DCC heritage objectives.
The surviving sections of wall will be abutted to
the west by modern buildings but the existing
institutional façade will be unmodified and visible from the east side, and should evoke the
particular character of the Grangegorman complex.
The section of the wall within the proposed development site has been recorded by profile
drawing and photographic survey by DMOD
architects (DMOD Drawing P003 Job ref
08079 ‘Boundary wall Being Demolished’ dated
4/7/13, issued as part of RFI for DCC
3441/13). It is further recorded by the author in
the next section of this report.

An excavation took place at the foundation of
this wall in 2011 (Wall 3, in Myles 2011;
11E048) as part of a wider phase of monitoring
to the northeast of the proposed development
site. The excavation identified natural subsoil
comprising bright yellow boulder clay and limestone bedrock at a depth of 650-720mm below
the existing ground surface. This was overlain
by a layer of redeposited material c. 350mm
thick (F6) representing the land prior to 1851
and which contained 18th century and 19th
century artefacts. Myles suggests it may have
come from latrine or ash pits cleaned out from
the city centre and sold on as fertiliser (ibid, 11).
This was cut by the foundation cut for the wall,
which held a slightly projecting masonry plinth
foundation (Wall 1). The wall cut was sealed by
a 300-350mm deposit of brown clayey loam
(F3) containing late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century artefacts, which Myles proposes
represent dumping from the Hospital and/or
the deposition of introduced topsoil. This
stratigraphic sequence allowed Myles to demonstrate that a layer of new garden soil was laid
out over the grounds following the construction
of the boundary walls in c. 1851.
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Pillar box on Prussia Street
NIAH 50070059

This is a well-preserved example of a Victorian
pillar box dating to c. 1895. It bears the royal
cipher of Queen Victoria, 'VR', for 'Victoria Regina' or Queen Victoria, which appeared on
pillar boxes from 1887 onwards. It is green, and
would have been repainted from its original red
colour in 1922 when Ireland gained independence. The manufacturer is marked on the box as
'HANDYSIDE & CO. LTD’. Handyside & Co.
had the Post Office Contract to make pillar
boxes for the UK and Ireland from 1878 to
1933 (1931-1933 known as Derby Castings). A
'Type A', or larger diameter pillar box, it was originally intended for a busy urban areas with a
large volumes of post. It is still in active use and
well-preserved, and is an important feature of
the historic streetscape in terms of its links with
the local area and national historical narrative.
This pillar box appears to have been moved
from elsewhere as it does not appear on the
1907 Ordnance Survey map. It may have been
relocated from Annamoe Road to the north of
Hanlon's Corner, following redevelopment of
that junction, where a letter box was indicated
as 'L.B' on the 1907 OS map.

corona, neck moulding, cylindrical shaft and
moulded plinth. Raised lettering, 'POST' and
'OFFICE', to neck flanking letter aperture.
Curved hinged door facing west incorporating
raised frame and raised royal insignia of Queen
Victoria. Raised lettering to west side of plinth
base 'HANDYSIDE & CO. LTD. / DERBY &
LONDON'. Set in concrete on recent paving.
Located on the east side of north Prussia Street,
south of junction with North Circular Road.

Royal cipher 'V.R.' (Queen Victoria)

NIAH Description

Freestanding cast-iron pillar box erected c.1895.
Circular profile with domed cap, moulded

Cap and aperture

Maker's mark 'Handyside & Co., Derby & London'
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55 Prussia Street  Jameson House

55 Prussia Street, Jameson House
NIAH 50070059
RPS 6874: ‘55 Prussia Street, Dublin 7 City Arms Hotel, in
cluding entrance steps, railings, entrance gates, piers and
stone features’

Casey (2005, 268) describes No. 55 as ‘the most
conspicuous 18th century house in the Oxmantown area’.
This building dates to 1771 and was constructed
by Henry Steevens Reilly. Reilly was the director
of the Royal Canal, and a bridge is named in his
honour at Rathoath Road. The house was acquired by John Jameson of Jameson Distillery
in 1804, and is listed in the 1850 Valuation as
having seven acres with a value of £126 per annum. The house and lands were sold to Dublin
Corporation in 1862, who developed the gardens and adjoining lands as the city cattle mart
(now Drumalee housing complex).
A plaque attached to the south end records the

official opening of the market, designed by the
City Engineer Parke Neville in 1863. The building became the City Arms Hotel at this time,
until its closure in the early 1970s. The former
hotel has literary connections, being the fictional residence of the Bloom family in Ulysses
from 1893 and 1894, when Bloom was employed as clerk in the cattle markets. The
building subsequently became a third-level
training centre in 1986.
An early deed of 1756 (Casey 2005, 268) lists
the dwelling as being the former house of
Steven Steevens, a frontage of fifty-six feet (17
metres), extensive gardens including a summer
house and a tree-lined long walk, and the NIAH
record notes that the 1771 structure may retain
some earlier 18th century fabric. The existing
building is 21.3m wide (Casey 2005, 268). Casey
suggests that the 1804 Jameson house and
grounds would have comprised two houses: the
1771 Steevens house and an adjoining ‘new
dwelling house’ erected by Steevens (ibid), and
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that little or no earlier 18th century fabric survives.
This large Georgian residence situated directly
across the road from the proposed development
site is the most important historical and architectural structure in the immediate locality. Its
placement in the street, the curving entrance
façade, and its visibility all add to its grandeur.
Nevertheless, the open-plan and low nature of
the modern shopping centre opposite form a
very poor setting for such a significant cultural
structure.

NIAH Description

Detached seven-bay three-storey over raised
basement former house, built 1771, possibly in-

5354 Prussia Street

corporating earlier fabric, second floor added
1881, now in use as college. M-profile pitched
slate roof, having brown brick chimneystacks to
gable ends. Granite coping to parapet and castiron rainwater goods. Red brick walls laid in
Flemish bond to front (east) and west elevations, having cast-iron wall ties, brown brick
walls to south elevation. Lined-and-ruled
rendered walls to north elevation. Squareheaded window openings with brick voussoirs,
rendered reveals and cut granite sills. Two-overtwo pane timber sash windows throughout.
Round-headed door opening, having painted
masonry surround with broken pediment, chan-

nelled piers, double-leaf timber panelled
half-glazed door, and spoked fanlight. Granite
platform and splayed steps with rendered retaining wall with cast-iron railings with lamp
posts. Red brick plinth wall with granite coping
and wrought-iron railings. Square-profile red
brick gate piers to north and south, having
carved granite ball finial. Attached two-storey
outbuildings to north. Single-storey public
house attached to south, having date plaque to
south elevation.

5354 Prussia Street
NIAH 50070060

Situated directly to the north of Jameson House
and abutting it are a series of lower
buildings. These are early nineteenth-century coach houses, likely
constructed by the Jameson family
to accommodate horses and staff
for the adjoining mansion. Thom's
Directory lists John Jameson of
Jameson Distillery as the owner of
No. 55 in 1850, and lists Nos. 53
and 54 as stables.
Although these are not covered by
DCC Protected Structure listing
(RPS 6874) they are associated with
the Protected Structure functionally,
historically and architecturally. They
are cut off from the street by a tall
modern wall and are barely visible
from the proposed development
site or from Prussia Street.

NIAH Description

Attached multiple-bay two-storey coach house,
built c.1800, for adjoining house to south, comprising three-bay two-storey block to south,
lower block attached to north gable of this, and
single-storey addition to north elevation of this.
Pitched and hipped slate roofs, and cast-iron
rainwater goods. Brown brick eaves course. Red
brick walls, partly rendered and painted. Squareheaded window openings with brick voussoirs,
cut granite sills and two-over-two pane timber
sash windows. Yard entrance to south-east having square-profile red brick gate piers, having
carved granite ball finial with rusticated band,
recent steel gates.
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Gate at 5556 Prussia Street
NIAH – N/a (included as part of 50070060)

Jameson House and lands were sold to Dublin
Corporation in 1862, who developed the gardens and adjoining lands as the city cattle mart
(now Drumalee housing complex). A plaque attached to the south end records the official
opening of the market, designed by the City
Engineer Parke Neville in 1863. The masonry
gated entrance to the north to the former cattle
markets was built in 1863, and is situated opposite the proposed development site.
Gate between 55 and 56 Prussia Street

These gates and masonry wall are of industrial
heritage interest, as a reminder of the important
role of the cattle market in this part of the city
during the 19th century.

NIAH description

Gate to former cattle market to south, having
cut granite piers to double-leaf wrought-iron
gates, flanked by rusticated screen wall with
square-headed openings each containing
wrought-iron gate.

5657 Prussia Street
NIAH 50070057 & 50070058

This pair of mid-nineteenth century houses are
situated to the south of Jameson House. They
do not appear to have been built by the time of
the first edition Ordnance Survey of 1837, but
are included in Thom's Directory of 1850, determining their building date as c.1840.

56 Prussia Street

NIAH description No. 56

Attached three-bay two-storey house, built as
one of a pair c.1840, having recent extensions
to rear. Pitched slate roof hipped to north, with
red brick chimneystacks. Granite coping to
parapet and cast-iron rainwater goods. Linedand-ruled rendered walls to front (east), north
and rear elevations. Square-headed window
openings with moulded render window surrounds, painted sills and six-over-six pane
timber sash windows. Twelve-over-twelve pane
timber-framed window to ground floor to south
of door. Elliptical-headed door opening, having
carved timber surround, plain overlight, and
timber panelled door. Wrought-iron railings
with cast-iron finials on carved granite plinth

57 Prussia Street
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wall enclosing area to front.

NIAH description No. 57

58 Prussia Street

Attached three-bay two-storey former house,
built c.1840 as one of a pair, with single- and
two-storey extensions to rear (west) elevation.
Now with workshop to rear. Pitched slate roof,
with red brick and rendered chimneystacks, and
cast-iron rainwater goods. Lined-and-ruled
rendered walls to front (east) elevation,
rendered walls to rear. Square-headed window
openings with moulded render window surrounds to front elevation, cut granite sills and
six-over-six pane timber sash windows. Twelveover-twelve pane timber-framed window to
ground floor. Square-headed window opening
to rear elevation having one-over-one pane timber sash window and painted sill.
Elliptical-headed door opening, having moulded
render surround, plain overlight, and timber
panelled door with carved timber lintel. Granite
platform with cast-iron bootscrape. Wroughtiron railings with cast-iron finials on carved
granite plinth wall enclosing area to front. Integral carriage arch to south of door, shuttered.

5859 Prussia Street
NIAH 50070514

This pair of mid-nineteenth century houses are
situated to the south of Jameson House and
south of Nos. 56-57. They are probably slightly
later than Nos. 56-57.

NIAH description

59 Prussia Street

Attached pair of two-bay two-storey houses,
built c.1870, with two-storey return to rear
(west) of no.59. Pitched artificial slate roof, with
rendered chimneystacks. Cast-iron rainwater
goods, moulded red brick corbelled eaves
course. Lined-and-ruled rendered walls to front
(east) elevation, with render quoins. Roughcast
rendered walls to south gable and rear of no.59.
Red brick walls to rear of no.58. Square-headed
window openings with moulded render surrounds to front elevation, painted sills and
replacement uPVC windows. Round-headed
door opening with Gibbsian surround to front
elevation of no.58 with plain fanlight, and timber panelled door. Square-headed door opening
to no.59, having moulded render surround,
plain overlight, and timber panelled door.
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Grangegorman complex
A complex of 19th century institutional buildings are situated to the east of the proposed
development site. These lie within the
Grangegorman SDZ lands and are described in
the
Grangegorman Masterplan
Part 8: Conservation
(Grangegorman
Development
Agency,
2008).
Several of them
are
Protected
Structures.
The
closest of these is
located c. 130m
east of the proposed
development site
and is the ‘Top
House’
(Male
Wards of Richmond
Lunatic
Aerial photograph, facing east, showing east of site in foreground and Grangegorman
Asylum)
concomplex in background
structed in c. 1850.
This
important
Grangeorman SDZ showing built heritage (from SDZ Fig 6.08)
historic
institutional building will
be incorporated
into
the
new
Grangegorman
DIT Campus. A
modern electrical
station (Phase 1
of the Energy
Centre DCC Ref.
GSDZ2770/13)
has been constructed between
the proposed development site and
the ‘Top House’.
This cultural heritage report is not
addressing development in the
SDZ lands.
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Section 5

Boundary Wall Survey
A 71m section of the Grangegorman boundary
wall runs N-S through the proposed development site, and will be demolished as part of the
proposed development plans. This section
presents the results of a detailed photographic,
drawn and written record of the wall by Archaeology Plan in May 2016.
The wall is also described by Paul Arnold in an
Architectural Appraisal of St. Brendan’s Hospital in 2005 which included the Grangegorman
boundary wall (Paul Arnold 2006, Structure 37;
Section 4.38); in the Grangegorman Masterplan
Part 8: Conservation (Grangegorman Development Agency, 2008); in wall profile drawing and
photographic survey by DMOD architects
(DMOD Drawing P003 Job ref 08079 ‘Boundary wall Being Demolished’ dated 4/7/13,
issued as part of RFI for DCC 3441/13); and in
detailed archaeological and historical report by
Franc Myles (2011; 11E048), as set out in the
built heritage section above.

Areas of boundary wall surveyed

The Archaeology Plan record describes two
sections of wall. Section 1 within the proposed
development site measures 78m in length. Most
of this section is proposed for demolition. Section 2 is situated to the south of the
development site and measures 35m in length.
It was recorded because as part of the works

Small version of rectified photographic survey. See appendix for full version.
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despite not being proposed for demolition because cartographic analysis suggested this
portion of the wall may predate Section 1.

Section 1
78.36 meters of wall running NNE-SSW within
the proposed development site forms the
boundary wall between Grangegorman DIT
Campus and The Park Shopping Centre.
The wall is constructed with squared uneven
courses of calp limestone and generally measures 4m in height (c. twelve courses of varied
sizes) and c. 500mm in width. The southernmost 6m of the wall is lower than elsewhere,
reaching only 2.5m in height. The top of the
wall consists of a stone parapet lined with
crenellations. The stones forming the crenellations vary from approximately 500mm (h) by
300m (l) by 500mm (w), to 300mm (he) by
200mm (l) by 500mm (w). A layer of concrete
1m high and 500mm wide forms a modern wall
extension above the parapet. The wall has been
repointed with cement throughout.

Section 1 overview, facing north

A number of features were recorded. Measurements to situate each feature are taken from the
south end of this section of wall. The south
end of Section 1 is defined as an angle in the
wall where it changes alignment just south of
the proposed development site. Thus the first
2m of Section 1 (0m-2m) are outside the proposed development site.

Feature 1: modern breach

This is situated from 2m to 3.8m. An existing
breach through the wall (created in 2015 by
Grangegorman DIT) provides access to a pedestrian path running in the south of the
proposed development site. The opening is
1.8m wide and 3m high.

Typical 5m section of Area 1

Feature 2: evidence for structure

This is situated from 6m to 29m. Evidence of a
structure (now demolished) is visible in the wall.
At 6m the parapet rises 500mm at a 45-degree
angle to 4.5m, and continues at this higher level
from 10m to 25m meters before returning, at a
45-degree angle once again, to the normal
height (4m) of the wall at 29m. Below the parapet are traces of slate formerly roofing the

Feature 1: breach
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structure. Putlog holes at c. 2m in height that
supported wooden beams are visible below the
slates. Below the putlog holes the wall is painted
white, representing the former interior of the
structure. At the northern and southern extent
of the possible structure are two openings.
These openings may have been cut to support
the walls of a structure. A paving stone measuring 500mm by 320mm by 50mm was noted
leaning against the wall here, and may once have
been part of the floor of the structure. The
structure measures 23.20m in length
A narrow structure of the same size is shown in
this location on the 1910 OS map. This is likely
to have been an outshouse/gardening type long
thin structure abutting the wall, or a structure
associated with the sports grounds of the institution. It dates to the same period as the wall.

Feature 2: rise of wall to north
Feature 2: roof slates

Feature 2: overview of structure

Feature 2: paving slab
Feature 2: putlog holes
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Feature 3: paint

This is situated from 37m to 47m. The wall is
painted white in this section for c. 10m. The
paint reaches to the base of the parapet and
does not cover the cement top of the wall. It
may indicate a former structural element similar
to the pain in Feature 2. The southern sideof
the painted section ends in a straight vertical
line, but the northern side is ragged and uneven.

Feature 4: paint
Feature 3

This is situated from 52m to 58m. The wall is
painted white in this section for c. 6m. The
paint reaches to the base of the parapet and
does not cover the cement top of the wall. It
may indicate a former structural element similar
to the pain in Feature 2. Both sides of the
painted section are ragged and uneven.

Feature 5: bird feeder

This is situated at 62.5m. A small wooden bird
feeder (c. 250mm x 250mm x 250mm) is fixed
to the top of the parapet at a height of c. 3m. It
is modern in date.

Feature 6: bird feeder
Feature 4

Feature 5

This is situated at 68.5m. A small wooden bird
feeder (c. 250mm x 250mm x 250mm) is fixed
to the middle of the wall at a height of c. 2m.
The style is different to Feature 5. It is modern
in date.

Feature 6
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Section 2
35 meters of wall running NNW-SSE south the
proposed development site forms the boundary
wall between Grangegorman DIT Campus and
St Joseph’s Court
The wall is constructed with squared uneven
courses of calp limestone and measures 4m in
height (c. twelve courses of varied sizes) and c.
500mm in width. At a point 8m south of the
beginning of section 1 the ground rises steeply
towards the north, and the wall becomes correspondingly lower, reaching a minimum height of
2.5m where it abuts Section 1. The top of the
wall consists of a stone parapet lined with
crenellations. The stones forming the crenellations vary from approximately 500mm (h) by
150m (l) by 500mm (w), to 300mm (he) by
200mm (l) by 500mm (w). A layer of concrete
1m high and 500mm wide forms a modern wall
extension above the parapet. The wall has been
repointed with cement throughout.
No features were identified in Section 2. No
evidence for earlier fabric was noted in Section
2 despite the cartographic evidence, and it is apparent that Sections 1 and 2 are contemporary

Section 2 overview, facing south

and were both constructed in the early 19th
century. Earlier fabric may be present in the
foundations of Section 2.
Sketch profile of Area 2
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Section 6

Cultural heritage assessment

Cultural heritage baseline

1. Summary ofbuilt heritage

Two structures (pillar box and Grangegorman
boundary wall) within the proposed development are of cultural heritage significance. A
further five structures or groups of structure
(Jameson House and other buildings on the
west side of Prussia Street, and structures in the
Grangegorman institutional complex) outside
of the proposed development site are also of
cultural heritage significance. In addition, two
open spaces/urban settings form part of the
culturally-significant built environment, and
these are: the streetscape in front of Jameson
House; and the historical landscape of the
Grangegorman institutional complex and are
addressed separately below.
The cultural heritage value of the Grangegorman boundary wall (also a Protected Structure)
c. 1851 has been discussed in detail above (refer
built heritage section above). A photographic,
written and drawn record of this wall has been
conducted and is included in this report.
The modern retail and associated structures dating from the 1980s+ on the proposed
development site have been inspected and are
not of heritage interest.

2. Summary ofindustrial heritage

The gate to the cattle market to the south of
No. 55 Prussia Street, opposite the proposed
development site, is of industrial heritage significance. The Dublin cattle market was opened in
1863 and was one of the largest in Ireland or
Britain. It was bounded by Prussia Street, the
North Circular and Aughrim Street, and operated every Thursday. Cattle were brought here
from all over the country, in particular Celbridge,
Chapelizod,
Dunshaughlin
and
Ashbourne, sometimes grazing overnight in
fields along the Cabra Road. ‘Many farmers indulged in the spit and shake excitement of

selling the poor auld beasties amid the confines
of the City Arms Hotel in Prussia Street and
Hanlon’s
Pub’
(http://www.broadsheet.ie/2013/12/12/the-dublin-cattle-market).
Early 20th century cartographic sources show
that industrial/commercial activity associated
with this cattle market extended into the proposed development site and marks two
weighing machines within the site. These are no
longer in existence, and no remains of industrial
heritage significance were identified within the
proposed development site boundaries.

3. Discussion ofarchaeological heritage
Recorded Monument & associated remains
A Recorded Monument lies within the proposed development site. (DU018-020251). This
is an 18th century building that was formerly
situated opposite No. 55 Prussia Street and demolished between 1969 and 1983, in advance of
the construction of the Park Shopping Centre
(the site only became a Recorded Monument
following its demolition). The most likely candidate based on the review of cartographic and
documentary evidence set out above is that the
Recorded Monument refers to No. 38 Prussia
Street, originally constructed prior to 1756, possibly rebuilt completely sometime between then
and 1846, and demolished in the late 20th century. This report has also raised the possibility
that Craig’s pair of 18th structures were situated
further to the south at Nos. 29 and 30, and this
may be supported by the National Monuments
Service note to delist the Recorded Monument
at c. No. 38.
No standing remains of the structure (or any
other 18th century structure) was noted above
the ground in a 2016 site inspection. Subsurface
foundations of this and other 18th century
structures probably survive in the western part
of the proposed development site footprint, depending on the extent of demolition and 1980s
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groundworks,
in
which case they could
also form part of the
Recorded Monument
depending on how the
‘curtilage’ is interpreted. The 18th
century building appear to have coal
cellars or pavement
areas on cartographic
sources
that
will
probably extend under the pavement, and
are very likely to survive in some form.
In the absence of
testing to shown the
opposite, this report
will make the assumption
that
extensive
1980s
Extent of archaeology associated with Prussia Street on site (in dark blue)
groundworks did not
fully remove the
foundations of the
former buildings, and
that these include the Recorded Monument, and
2016). This is unusual. A note on the digital file
are presently situated under the ground in the
of this Recorded Monument states it is schedwestern half of the proposed development site.
uled for deletion from the Record of
Monuments and Places on next update. It is
Recorded Monuments are protected under the
likely that the National Monuments Service do
National Monuments (Amendment) Act 1994,
not consider this Recorded Monument to be of
Section 12. ‘When the owner or occupier of a
significant archaeological interest in terms of
property, or any other person proposes to carry
requiring national statutory protection.
out, or to cause, or to permit the carrying out
of any work at or in relation to a Recorded
Nevertheless, the subsurface remains of 18th
Monument or a Registered Monument they are
and early 19th century houses within the prorequired to give notice in writing to the Minister
posed development site are of archaeological
2 months before commencing that work. This is
interest for two reasons. Firstly, in light of their
to allow the National Monuments Service time
location opposite the culturally-important
consider the proposed works and how best to
Jameson House and within a new planned pubproceed to further the protection of the monulic space in the city ‘Jameson Gate’, whose name
ment. Any notification of works at or in
refers back to the same period as the archaerelation to a Recorded or Registered Monument
ology under discussion. This archaeology is
must be addressed in writing to: The Director,
relevant to the new urban space, and has the
National Monuments Service, Department of
potential to inspire and inform the use of the
Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, Custom
new space in the future.
House, Dublin 1.
Secondly, whilst the archaeological remains of
This Recorded Monument has no associated
the foundations of a single 18th/19th century
Zone of Notification in the online Historic Enstructure might not reveal a great deal of invironment Viewer (DoEHLG accessed May
formation, that is certainly not true of the
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this lane was, prior to the 18th century, an access from Prussia Street into the agricultural
holdings of the Grangegorman Manor, perhaps
the ‘Great Orchard’ referred to in late medieval
documentary sources. No trace of this laneway
presently survives on the site (the last trace was
a carriage arch on Prussia Street now demolished) and based on previous archaeological
work in the site it is unlikely to survive below
the ground as an archaeological feature.
The two key urban cultural landscapes

excavation of an entire row of a dozen such
buildings, their rear plots and associated material cultural remains. Archaeologically, the
structural remains of house foundations form
part of a wider site which should include any
surviving rubbish/outhouse pits, etc., previously
situated to the rear of the houses and still surviving below the ground within the proposed
development site. A well-funded high-quality research-based archaeological programme of the
proposed development site Prussia Street frontage would be of huge potential archaeological
value. Comparisons of the findings with documentary and cartographic evidence; and
comparisons of the structural remains and associated household material culture between
individual properties and property histories,
could together create a unique archaeological resource. Future development along Prussia Street
is very unlikely to provide such an opportunity
again, in particular if and when the Recorded
Monument is removed from the Record of
Monument and Places on next update as its
present listing seems to imply will happen
shortly.
Laneway
An unnamed 18th century laneway connecting
Prussia Street to the open grounds that now
form the Grangegorman institutional complex
has been identified from cartographic sources.
This ran from opposite No. 55 Prussia Street
(before it was Jameson House) eastwards, and
was closed off by the extension westwards of
the Grangegorman institutional complex in c.
1850. Combined with limited archaeological
evidence for a unenclosed lands in the west of
the site prior to 1850s, it could be surmised that

Medieval Manor
There is some potential that material culture remains of
the medieval manor of
Grangegorman could survive below the ground,
particularly in the easternmost part of the site
in the grounds of the former Richmond Institutions. Archaeological work immediately to the
north found no such remains, reducing the potential somewhat. Nevertheless, as described
above, historical records have not securely
placed the location of the medieval farm centre,
and it could have extended into the proposed
development site.
Conclusion: Archaeology baseline
Previous archaeological excavations have taken
place within the proposed development site and
adjacent to the eastern part of the proposed development site in Grangegorman, and no
archaeological material has been uncovered.
Nevertheless, the scale of the proposed development site footprint allows for the
interpretation of even negative archaeological
evidence to provide important information in
reconstructing the archaeological landscape of
an important and poorly understood part of
Dublin.

4. Cultural heritage: streetscape

The streetscape in front of Jameson House has
been mentioned above in terms of built heritage. The streetscape provides the setting for the
various structures of historic, architectural and
industrial heritage noted above, for the historic
street furniture (pillar box), and for the interpretation of the potential archaeological
remains in the western part of the proposed development site (18th century structures).
The current streetscape provides a poor setting
for the cultural heritage of the area. Any development here must address the streetscape and
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should aim to improve it.

5. Cultural heritage: Grangegorman complex

The Grangegorman institutional complex has
been mentioned above in terms of built heritage, in particular the historic boundary wall
running through the proposed development site
and the protected structures situated east of the
site (‘Top House’, etc.). The institutional complex is defined in the vicinity of the proposed
development by its mid-19th century boundary
wall and its large open spaces, which form a mature cultural landscape. As noted above, the tall
and unbroken nature of the boundary wall,
blocking both views and access, forms a core
part of the character of this institutional landscape, in particular when viewed from the
interior (east) of the complex. The wall and
open spaces contribute to intangible cultural
heritage such as memories and lore associated
with the institutions.
Development in the eastern portion of the proposed development site should address the
overall Grangegorman institutional complex
cultural landscape. However, this landscape is
currently in flux. A thorough and multi-discipline appraisal of the cultural heritage of the
Grangegorman institutional complex has been
conducted for the Masterplan and SDZ, and
proposals to develop a modern
campus of the lands are proceeding.

and considered cultural heritage assessment of
the Grangegorman Masterplan and SDZ.
For this reason, the cultural heritage impact of
the proposed development on the parts of the
Grangegorman institutional complex which lie
outside of the proposed development site, and
on the overall Grangegorman cultural landscape, are outside the scope of this report.

Assessment of development
The proposed development entails the demolition of most structures within the site boundary
and the construction of a large 3-8 story multipurpose residential, commercial and leisure
complex without basement. A new road will
link Prussia Street with the new Grangegorman
Campus.
Three breaches (each about 14m long) will be
created in the 71.36m section of the
Grangegorman boundary wall (a Protected
Structure). The former course of the wall will
be reflected in the arrangement of new buildings. The surviving sections of historic wall will
be incorporated into the new buildings with one
new doorway opening. The preserved sections
of wall will extend c. 500m beyond the corners
Proposed development plan, courtesy of DMOD Architects

The Grangegorman Masterplan
and DCC Development Plan
have allowed for an expansion
of the existing Park Shopping
Centre development eastwards
into a defined part of the
Grangegorman
institutional
complex cultural landscape. This
will have a visual and physical
impact on the cultural landscape, and this impact has been
taken into account within the
DCC Masterplan. This report
cannot question the cultural
heritage impact of the development on the Grangegorman
institutional complex without
also re-assessing the multi-disciplinary, thorough, competent,
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Details of retention of Grangegorman boundary wall within proposed new develoipment, courtesy DMOD Architects

of the buildings built up against it, and 500mm
from the north site boundary into the site, in
order to make it easier to read as a single former
wall. This is not being done at the southern site
boundary for safety reasons.
A new public space 'Jameson Gate' will be built
off Prussia Street, providing access to the new
road and providing a new setting for Jameson
House, a Protected Structure. This will modify
the streetscape.

Impact Assessment

1. Impact on built heritage: Grangegorman
boundary wall

The proposed development will create
threebreaches through a Protected Structure
and a feature of cultural heritage interest.
DMOD Architects have amended their original
designs for the scheme to retain as much of the
boundary wall as possible within the scheme,
and to allow the feature to be read as a wall by
extending the surviving sections beyond building corners where possible, however breaches
through the wall are necessary in order to integrate the site properly and create the new E-W
road to the new Grangegorman Campus as allowed for in the Grangegorman Masterplan and
DCC Development Plan.

DMOD Architects have responded to the
former boundary wall by having its path inform
the design of the adjacent buildings and by allowing as much as possible of the east-facing
façade to be retained and visible within the
scheme as the lower wall of new student housing units. A single new doorway opening will be
created in the southern retained section of wall.
The retention of these two stretches of the wall
will mark the former boundary of the
Grangegorman institution. This response to the
existing built heritage on the site retains a key
part of the cultural contribution of the wall to
the overall Grangegorman cultural landscape.
Considering that full demolition of this 71m
section of the wall has already been granted
planning permission (DCC 3441/13) following
consideration by Dublin City Council, the currently proposed solution of
retaining
approximetly two-fifths is significantly better in
terms of built cultural heritage. It should be
noted, however, that more of the wall is being
demolished than in the previous scheme DCC
2038/17.
A full record of the wall has been conducted,
and should be submitted to the Irish Architectural Archive for record.
The three breaches will create six new 'ends' of
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historic wall. These will be finished by re-using
the historic stones from the breaches and creating square ends, and the northern four will
extend slightly beyond the buidling corners.
This is line with DCC guidelines.
Appendices 2b ‘Conservation - Removal of
Structures’ (A2b.2 Guidelines and procedures
for removal of structures, page 4 Grangegorman Planning Scheme, DCC 2012) sets out the
requirement of DCC when demolition of the
buildings in the Grangegorman Planning
Scheme has been agreed. These are set out below:
* Record drawings and photographs of existing structures
are to be prepared prior to commencement of removal
works.
* Dismantle using methods which allow for reuse of ele
ments and materials
* Identify strategy for reuse of building elements with
onsite reuse prioritised.

The records should be lodged with the GDA
and the Irish Architectural Archive, and Dublin
City Archives, for future reference, as per the
general guidelines for removal of structures.

2. Impact on built heritage: Jameson House

The new development impacts on Jameson
House (a Protected Structure) visually in two
ways. Firstly, the new tall blocks on Prussia
Street will alter views on Jameson House.
Secondly, the new public space 'Jameson Gate'
will provide a new setting for Jameson House.
The new proposed blocks on Prussia Street will
be three stories high. DMOD has provided digital images demonstrating the visual impact. At
present, Jameson House is the tallest building in
the immediate area. The proposed new blocks
directly opposite Jameson House will be slightly
taller than Jameson House, and the development behind the street facade will rise up to six
stories in height. Cartographic and historical
analysis has demonstrated that historically Prussia Street was set into a developed street that
would have had at least two tall residential structures directly opposite it, and other perhaps
slightly shorter buildings to either side of these
also opposite Jameson House. It is likely that
the two tall buildings formerly opposite
Jameson House were almost as high as Jameson

House.
By building tall right up to the street, the new
facades will recreate a streetscape which is more
similar to the 18th and 19th century than the
existing streetscape, which is very fragmented.
The proposed new streetscape will not recreate
the historic streetscape (nor should it) but it will
define the shape of the street. Jameson House
will be presented as a large residential building
in a street of other tall buildings, which is appropriate for its context. It will still remain the
tallest and largest building on its side of the
street, but the buildings on the other side will be
slightly taller than it.
The new square ‘Jameson Gate’ is aligned to
Jameson House and provides a much improved
setting for the Protected Structure.
Jameson Gate will provide access to a new road
leading east into the Grangegorman campus. As
noted above in the historical and cartographic
background, a small unnamed laneway is shown
in approximately the same location on mid-18th
century and mid-19th century maps, so for
much of its existence Jameson House would
have been historically set at a junction in Prussia
Street. More importantly, Jameson Gate will
frame an appropriate view to the Protected
Structure from the main square and the open
nature of the square has been designed to echo
the curving façade of the house and will allow
Jameson House to retain its position as the
most significant structure in the area.

3. Impact on built heritage: pillar box

The proposed development plans do not include proposals for the relocation of the
historic pillar box within the scheme. As noted,
this is a well-preserved an attractive piece of
late 19th century street furniture bearing a
legible royal cipher and manufacturers mark that
reflects both local and national history. It is not
currently located in its original location, and its
exact location is unimportant so long as it is
used at a local busy and public junction. The
new proposed Jameson Gate would be an appropriate location. Alternatively, relocation to
the junction at Annamoe Terrace, Prussia Street
and the North Circular Road would also be appropriate, since this is the likely original location
of the box.
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4. Impact on built heritage: other historic
structures on Prussia Street
This assessment has identified 19th century
buildings at Nos. 53, 54, 56, 57, 58 and 59 on
Prussia Street as being of historic interest despite not being Protected Structures like No. 55
(Jameson House). Nos. 53 and 54, the former
stables of Jameson House, are divorced from
the streetscape by a modern wall and their cultural heritage value will not be impacted upon
by the new development. Nos. 56-59 are low
mid-19th century houses that reflect a 19th century phase of decline on Prussia Street. At the
time, the grander 18th century structures on the
street were fading and new structures were
smaller in scale. These smaller residences would
have always been overshadowed and overlooked
by the older and taller 18th century structures
such as Jameson House and those formerly on
the proposed development site. Therefore, the
proposed new development, whilst altering their
current setting, is not historically inappropriate
and will not represent a diminishing of their
cultural heritage value.

5 Impact on industrial heritage

One feature of industrial heritage interest has
Historic photograph of Prussia Street Cattle Market

been identified in the vicinity of the site. This is
the gate and wall leading to the former cattle
markets located opposite the site to the south
of No. 55. This feature will not be negatively
impacted upon by the development, which will
provide a better urban setting for the feature.

6. Impact on archaeological remains

As noted in the preceding section, this report
assumes (based on evidence, and in the absence
of any evidence such as test-trenching to the
contrary) that extensive archaeological remains
belonging to 18th and 19th century structures
are located within the western part of the site.
These are assumed to include structural remains
(foundations), property boundaries, rubbish pits
in the rear plots of the properties, and coal cellars extending under the Prussia Street
pavement. At least of one these structural remains
is
a
Recorded
Monument
(DU018-020251).
Groundworks for the proposed development
will almost certainly remove all traces of the remains within the site due to the deep
excavations required to build 3-6 stories in
height and on such a large scale.
Whilst it may be
possible to preserve
a
small
portion of the remains below the
site, for example
within
Jameson
Gate, this would
be of limited cultural
heritage
interest due to two
factors: 1: it would
compromise the
form of Jameson
Gate which would
then impact the
new setting for
Jameson House;
and 2: it would
compromise any
potential archaeological
excavation, which
is a destructive
process, of the
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rest of the remains, to allow for the best possible interpretation of the remains.
As explained in the preceding section, the scale
of the proposed development, extending over
an archaeological site including a terrace of over
a dozen 18th and 19th century structures and
their associated material culture, is a crucial
factor in assessing the cultural heritage value of
the archaeological remains. For reasons set out
in the preceding section, this value is high in the
case of a well-funded research-led archaeological project on the archaeological remains. In
contrast, if the archaeological remains were excavated in a piecemeal or untargeted fashion,
the archaeological and cultural heritage value
would be far lower. Similarly, the cultural heritage significance of the archaeological remains
of the 18th century properties would be of
more value following a fully funded excavation
that addressed relevant research questions (as
touched on here) rather than being partially or
fully preserved underground.
Other archaeological remains may also be present
in the proposed development site. The assessment
has identified potential for
archaeological remains associated with the medieval
grange, especially in the
west of the site, and for a
former laneway in the
centre and north of the
site.

ment plans address the streetscape and aim to
improve it by providing a new public space
(Jameson Gate) flanked by tall blocks which
define the street. Considering the poor setting
of the existing streetscape, the overall impact of
the development to the streetscape is likely to
be broadly positive. With appropriate mitigation
measures to record and present archaeological
material, the cultural heritage impact of the
proposed development would be positive.

8. Impact on cultural heritage: Grangegorman institutional landscape

The impact of the proposed development on
the cultural landscape of the Grangegorman institutional complex (including the Richmond
Asylum, boundary wall, and other elements) is
negative when viewed in isolation from the
overall Grangegorman Masterplan. The development is intrusive to the cultural landscape,
the insertion of four breaches into the boundary wall compromises that landscape and also
the remainder of the boundary wall outside of
the development site, and the proposals do not

Reconstruction of 18th and 19th century structures, plots and laneway on site, which
are of potential archaeological interest

7. Impact on cultural
heritage: streetscape
The streetscape provides
the setting for the various
structures of historic, architectural and industrial
heritage noted above, for
the historic street furniture
(pillar box), and for the
interpretation of archaeological remains in the
western part of the proposed development site
(18th century structures).
The proposed develop40

take the particular cultural character of the institutional landscape into account in their design.
However, the impact of the proposed development on this landscape cannot be taken into
account without reference to the overall
Grangegorman Masterplan; anmd the landscape
is currently in flux. The Grangegorman Masterplan allows development of this type at this
location as part of an overall strategy for the
cultural landscape adopted by DCC in 2011.
Therefore, as set out in the preceding section,
the cultural heritage impact of the proposed development on the parts of the Grangegorman
institutional complex which lie outside of the
proposed development site, and on the overall
Grangegorman cultural landscape, are outside
the scope of this report.
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Section 7

Recommendations

Planning has been granted for an
earlier, similar scheme on the same
footprint (DCC 2038/17). The archaeological impact of the
previous scheme are very similar
to the impact of this updated
scheme. The recommendations
from the Archaeological Section
and Conservation Section of DCC
are included as appendices to this
report.

1. Pillar box

The pillar box within the proposed development site should be
recorded (photograph, drawn and
written), with records deposited
with the Irish Architectural
Archive, and Dublin City Archives,
and it should be carefully moved
to another local location or into
storage for the duration of
groundworks and then back into a
prominent public location on the proposed new
Jameson Gate square.

2. Boundary wall works

This has been fully recorded. The records
should be lodged with the GDA and the Irish
Architectural Archive, and Dublin City
Archives. Creation of the four breaches should
be carried out with reference to Appendices 2b
‘Conservation - Removal of Structures’ (A2b.2
Guidelines and procedures for removal of
structures, Appendix 2b, page 4 Grangegorman
Planning Scheme, DCC 2012). In short:
* Dismantle using methods which allow for reuse of ele
ments and materials
* Identify strategy for reuse of building elements with
onsite reuse prioritised.

Treatments of the boundary wall at the eight
breaks should reuse existing stone to create

Archaeological recommendations

square ends as currently proposed by DMOD
Architects.

3. Archaeology

Archaeological testing should be carried out on
the site in order to assess the survival of structural remains, coal cellars, property boundaries
and rubbish pits in the western half. Whilst this
is very difficult at present due to the site’s ongoing use as busy commercial centre, small areas
could be tested and/or the areas could be tested
as groundworks are ready to begin after parts of
the commercial centre are closed. This testing
would aim to 1) assess the presence, depth and
extent of structural remains on Prussia Street
within the site, in order to inform a method
statement for archaeological excavation, and 2)
assess the presence, depth and extent of coal
cellars extending under the pavement of Prussia
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Street (one of which is a Recorded Monument)
to establish a safe and practical archaeological
and engineering strategy for their recording and
potential infilling in advance of groundworks.
Following this, and depending on the results, an
archaeological site should be set out and excavated to a high standard in order to fully record
the row of a dozen 18th and 19th century
structures formerly fronting onto Prussia Street,
their property boundaries, rear plots, 18th century laneway leading to the unenclosed manorial
farmland to the east, and associated material
culture following discussion with the National
Monuments Service. Part of the site will include
a Recorded Monument. Depending on the results of this further mitigation measures may be

necessary possibly including preservation in situ
of part of the site (though for reasons set out
above this may not be a good idea), detailed
analysis of any recovered material, and dissemination of the results in an appropriate manner.
The eastern green portion of the site should be
stripped of topsoil under archaeological supervision down to the natural subsoil identified by
Myles (2011) at c. 650mm below the existing
ground surface. This should take place in three
phases as per the stratigraphy and methodology
established by Myles (ibid).
The remainder of the site should be subject to
archaeological monitoring of all groundworks.
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