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Platc 1. Short rectangular cist containing a crouched skeleton and a bowl.
Grave no. 6 in the Keenoge, Co. Mcath, cemetery. (Photograph: National Muscum of Ircland).
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PREFACE

When the seventeenth-century antiquary John Aubrey undertook the study of some
stone circles in his Monumenta Brittanica, he was moved to declare modestly: ‘this
Inquiry I must confess is a gropeing in the Dark: but although I have not brought it
into a cleer light; yet I can affirm that I have brought it from an utter darkness, to a
thin Mist’ (Hunter 1975, 182). His words have been quoted more than once in recent
years, perhaps because they are an early expression of some appreciation of the limi-
tations of archaeological inference. Centuries later, it must be acknowledged that a
similar thin mist seems to envelop the burials of the Irish earlier Bronze Age, and this
obfuscation is due in great part both to the enormous amount of information which
has been lost and to the very fragmentary nature of much of the surviving evidence.
Indeed the scale of this loss is one reason which prompted me to compile a gazetteer
of burials. Those that await discovery and examination deserve the most careful re-
cording, for they are precious remnants. While this is an attempt to synthesize the
bulk of the evidence as recorded to about 1980, I fortunately did not have to grope in
utter darkness, for this study would not have been possible but for the diligence of
generations of workers in the realm of Irish archaeology. The acknowledgements in
the list of illustrations are one indication of my debt to others. Regrettably, it has not
been possible to have these illustrations re-drawn to a standard format.

I am very grateful to those colleagues who provided me with details of burials, and
their individual contributions are acknowledged in the gazetteer. Of particular help
were Mr Breandan O Riordain, Director of the National Museum of Ireland, and Dr
Michael Ryan, Keeper of Irish Antiquities, who permitted me to use material in the
records of that institution, and Mr Lawrence Flanagan and Mrs Winifred Glover of
the Ulster Museum, who provided me with details, mainly from the Ordnance Sur-
vey memoirs, of a number of discoveries in the north of Ireland. Professor Michael
Duignan was a constant source of constructive criticism, and the National University
of Ireland gave a subvention towards the cost of publication. Permission to repro-
duce published illustrations was kindly given by the Royal Irish Academy (Figs. 14,
25, 45, 46, 49, 54, 57, 60, 66-68, 79, 80, 83, 84, 112, 117, 123 and 127), the Royal
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Society of Antiquaries of Ireland, the Ulster Archaeological Society, the Galway Ar-
chaeological and Historical Society, the Cork Historical and Archaeological Society,
the Thomond Archaeological Society, the Kildare Archaeological Society, the Kil-
kenny Archaeological Society, the County Louth Archaeological Society and the
Meath Archaeological and Historical Society.

My thanks are also due to Mrs Bernie Broderick for her typing skills, to Ms Angela
Gallagher for invaluable assistance with illustrations, and to Ms Valerie Wilson for
the cover design.

JW. 1985
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THE FUNERARY RECORD



The Funerary Record 1

It is a commonplace in Irish archaeology that most
of the rather limited knowledge of the earlier
Bronze Age derives from the study of two distinct
groups of archaeological material: on the one
hand, the numerous artifacts of copper, bronze
and gold, and on the other, the numerous burials —
many contained in or accompanied by pottery ves-
sels. Even a cursory examination of the arch-
chaeological literature reveals a bewildering vari-
ety of funerary ritual: unburnt burial and cremated
burial, cist grave and pit grave, tumulus and flat
grave, cemetery and solitary burial, are all rep-
resented. Grave goods may or may not be present:
pottery is the commonest artifact placed in these
graves and the major types comprise bowl and vase
‘food vessels’, ‘enlarged food vessels’ or vase urns,
encrusted urns, cordoned urns and collared urns.
Other objects of stone, metal or bone occur from
time to time.

Excluding finds from megalithic tombs, refer-
ences to just over 1300 certain, or possible, earlier
Bronze Age graves are recorded. These are
catalogued, by county and by townland, in Part 2
and this gazetteer of burials is intended as a con-
tribution towards a corpus of the funerary evi-
dence. The total quoted is, of course, a minimal
figure for all those inadequately recorded sites re-
ported as having ‘several’ or ‘many’ burials have
merely been credited with one; moreover, we can
be sure that an unknown, but large, number of
graves has been destroyed unrecorded. In addition
to those burials with pottery or other datable grave
goods, discoveries of undated crouched burials
and cremations in cists or pits are included as possi-
ble Bronze Age examples. In some cases, where,
for example, aceramic burials occur in Bronze Age
cemeteries, this is obviously a reasonable conclu-
sion but the caveat that such graves are, in effect, of
unknown date should be borne in mind (Burgess
and Shennan 1976, 319). Mere references to ‘kist-
vaens and urns’ (e.g. Kinahan 1888), ‘portions of
cinerary urns’, ‘stone-lined graves’, etc. (e.g.
O’Laverty 1878, passim) are not included unless
there is some indication, such as size of grave or
contents of ‘urn’, to suggest a possible Bronze Age
date. A number of cemeteries of supposedly
Bronze Age date listed by Flanagan (1976) are
omitted for this reason: for example, his Sheep-
land More, Loughkeeland, Castlebeg and Ballygil-
bert, all in Co. Down, are merely references to
‘stone-lined graves’ with no further details given
and could, of course, be cemeteries of long cists or

slab-lined graves of more recent date.

It is no surprise to find that the majority of re-
corded burials were accompanied by, or otherwise
associated with, pottery of one type or another.
However, it is abundantly clear from nineteenth-
and early twentieth-century accounts that, in gen-
eral, burials without grave goods or other striking
features were commonly disregarded by antiqua-
rians, so that we can never hope to estimate with
any degree of accuracy the ratios of the several
kinds of burial. One of the earliest accounts of the
discovery of a probable Bronze Age burial records
the seventeenth-century find of what may have
been a cist in a cairn near Headford, Co. Galway,
which contained two pottery vessels ‘a greater and
a less, both of them containing ashes and burnt
bones’. (Bibliographical references to this burial
and all others cited in the following pages are given
in the gazetteer in Part 2).

An early account of the discovery of a cemetery
was communicated to the Dublin Philosophical
Society in June 1685, when a correspondent re-
ported some finds made near Duntryleague, Co.
Limerick:

‘Capt. Massy laid his commands upon me to give
you this following account concerning some urns
that were found upon his lands of Dontrilegue,
which was thus: upon the 6th of June 1682 some of
his Irish tenants were digging a ditch about a small
garden plot and as they were at work they found
several stones standing up square and a broad
stone upon the top, under which they saw ared urn
or pitcher with a small round stone upon the top of
it (one of which, with some fragments of urns and a
few bones, he has sent you), and in the said urn
they found ashes and earth which was blackish,
and some small pieces of bones which had been
burned. There was fifteen of these in number,
which stood all in a row about three foot deep in
the earth, some of which held, as was supposed, a
pottle, some a quart, and some small ones a pint.
Some of them had creases round about them, and
some were plain, but by the negligence and ignor-
ance of the workmen were all broken...".

This all too brief and inadequate description of a
flat cemetery, which evidently contained one or
two cist graves and several urn burials, is regret-
tably all too typical of eighteenth- and nineteenth-
century documentation. A nineteenth-century ac-
count of a discovery in the townland of Grange



2 The Funerary Record

Upper, Co. Kilkenny, runs as follows:

‘In deeply ploughing a field a large stone was come
upon, on raising which, a small kist, formed of
flags, was discovered in which were the urns — one
containing burned bones ... Unfortunately, the
finders being disappointed at the discovery that
they had not got a “pot of gold”, broke the urn to
pieces’. Another ‘urn’ burial at Cargan, Co. An-
trim, suffered a similar fate. It was destroyed by
the finder ‘who disappointed at not finding trea-
sure in it, which is the vulgar belief of the people,
dashed it to pieces on a stone’. Over the centuries a
great number of burials like these must have been
destroyed in this fashion. Even in more recent
years, the majority of Bronze Age burials found
have been casual discoveries in the course of gravel
digging (like the Rahinashurock cist: Plate 2),
ploughing, and the like, usually disturbed by the
finders and investigated under adverse conditions.
(Since the work of the Archaeological Mission of
the Harvard Irish Survey commenced with the ex-
cavation of the cemetery mound at Knockast, Co.
Westmeath, in 1932, only a few dozen Bronze Age
burial sites can be said to have been scientifically
investigated and documented).

It must be emphasised that our very defective in-
formation about so many finds admits of the for-
mulation of only broad generalisations and tenta-
tive suggestions about virtually every aspect of
Bronze Age funerary practice. It is the purpose of
this short study to attempt a general account of the
remarkable variety of both funerary practice and
pot-type — both are clearly closely related and
neither can be satisfactorily studied in isolation.
However, as the attention given to pottery indi-
cates, this provides a convenient framework for a
consideration of the varied funerary ritual.

In 1857, Sir William Wilde published the first
volume of his celebrated catalogue of the anti-
quities ‘of stone, earthen, and vegetable materials’
in the museum of the Royal Irish Academy.
Therein he presented the first general survey of
Irish Bronze Age burials and their assorted grave
goods. He commented at length on the variety of
burial rites, noting that pottery vessels ‘have been
found singly in small kists, or stone chambers, be-
neath the surface of the ground, or aggregated,
generally in earthen mounds ...’. (Wilde 1857,
169). Subsequent work concentrated, however, on
pottery typology with only occasional allusion to
burial ritual (Thurnam 1871, Abercromby 1912,
Young 1951, ApSimon 1958 and 1969). Short

studies of cist graves (Waddell 1970) and
cemeteries (Flanagan 1976; Waddell 1981) have
appeared, and Kavanagh (1973, 1976, 1977) has
described the funerary context of several urn types
and of ‘pygmy’ cups. Since most Irish and, indeed,
British pottery of the earlier second millennium Bc
comes from burials, it is not surprising that, to this
day, the burial ritual has had a major impact on
pottery classification. Abercromby’s (1912) clas-
sification marks the real commencement of the
typological analysis of insular Bronze Age pottery.
As with earlier writers, and as the very names ‘food
vessel’ and ‘cinerary urn’ indicate, the funerary
function, real or supposed, continued to be an im-
portant factor in the basic pottery classification.
Food vessels were so named because it was as-
sumed they were ‘probably intended to contain an
offering of food; usually found with unburnt
bodies but not infrequently with burnt bones,
though never containing them’ (Bateman 1861,
279). The name cinerary urn applied, as Thurnam
(1871, 343) pointed out, to vessels ‘which contain,
or were even designed for the reception of, burnt
bones. They are of every size, from the capacity of
less than a pint to that of more than a bushel’. Cof-
fey (1913, 99) did remark that the name ‘food ves-
sel’ is hardly appropriate in Ireland ‘as in many
cases these vessels have been found containing cre-
mated bones, having apparently served the pur-
pose of cinerary urns’ and Macalister (1921, 209)
was aware of the fact that some ‘cinerary urns’ had
come from apparently domestic contexts. Names
which suggest a particular function for a certain
pottery type as a whole may seem at first to be
reasonable and convenient labels. They may, how-
ever, be quite misleading. Although the name has
been popular for over a century, food remains
have yet to be found in an Irish ‘food vessel’. These
pots may, of course, have held some liquid refresh-
ment, perhaps a mead-like substance as in some
Scottish and other beakers (Dickson 1978). A visc-
ous alcoholic porridge has also been suggested
(Hawkes 1977). Other possible uses should be
borne in mind. At Betaghstown, Co. Meath, a
crouched skeleton was accompanied by an in-
verted bowl and the apparently deliberate placing
of the mouth of a bowl against the vault of the skull
of a corpse in a cist at Dungate, Co. Tyrone (Fig.
101), raises other questions. If, for example, some
pots were intended to be temporary containers for
the spirit of the deceased, then even the most dili-
gent archaeological enquiry is unlikely to produce



Problems of Terminology 3

results. Magico-religious practices of some de-
scription are probably indicated by finds such as
the bowl containing a pyramidal pile of small
stones at Gortcorbies, Co. Derry, and another
bowl discovered lying on its side with a stone stuck
in its mouth in a wedge tomb at Loughash, Co.
Tyrone (Davies and Mullin 1940).

In 1937, Miss L. F. Chitty distinguished two
basic types of ‘food vessel’ in Britain and Ireland:
the Irish Bowl and the English (or Yorkshire) Vase
(Chitty 1939, 277). In a general study, concerned
primarily with origins and development, ApSimon
(1958) distinguished four major regional groups:
Irish Bowls, Irish Vases, Yorkshire Vases and
Southern English food vessels. Later, however, in
a study of the earlier Bronze Age in the north of
Ireland, ApSimon (1969) altered somewhat this
classification: the ‘Irish Vase’ becoming the ‘Irish-
Scottish Vase” in consequence of Simpson’s (1965)
recognition of the type in Scotland, where he con-
sidered it to be a local development from Beaker
pottery. ApSimon also regarded certain cinerary
urn types as sufficiently closely related to these
food vessels to warrant their inclusion in a general
‘Irish-Scottish Vase and Urn Group’, the urns
being differentiated from the vases mainly by their
size and, to a lesser degree, by their function. The
Irish Bowl group remained intact, although a small
number of ‘urn-sized vessels’ with Irish Bowl fea-
tures is included. The Yorkshire Vase in the north
of Ireland is assigned to a separate category, along
with typologically related cinerary urns, which Ap-
Simon calls the ‘Food Vessel group’; he suggests
that the urn-sized vessels of this group be called
‘Food Vessel Urns’, a name adopted by Gibson
(1978) in a study of vases and urns in north-eastern
England.

In placing certain vessels (encrusted urns and
‘enlarged food vessels’), heretofore classed as
cinerary urns, in the same category as one or other
of the two vase food vessel types, ApSimon made a
significant contribution to the development of the
study of Irish Bronze Age pottery.

Encrusted urns and ‘enlarged food vessels’ were
classed by Abercromby (1912) as cinerary urns of
his Type 6 and Type 7 respectively; his Type 1
(overhanging rim or collared urn) and Type 5 (cor-
doned urn) are also found in Ireland. Aber-
cromby’s scheme was accepted, with only minor
modifications, for over half a century. The origins
and development of the collared urn in England
and Wales have been studied by Longworth (1984)

and Kavanagh (1976) has published a useful corpus
of the Irish material. Kavanagh has also published
a study of Irish cordoned urns and encrusted urns
(Kavanagh 1976, 1973) and Brindley (1980) has
examined the relationships of the various pottery
traditions.

For over a hundred years, the pottery of the de-
veloped early Bronze Age has been divided into
the two major, food vessel and urn, categories. As
already mentioned, food vessels usually accom-
pany both cremated and unburnt burials and urns
usually contain cremated burials and the use of
phrases such as ‘Food vessel societies’ and ‘Urn
folk’ (Childe 1947, 119, 135) is but one expression
of the cultural significance attributed to this funer-'
ary-cum-ceramic dichotomy, a dichotomy ac-
cepted without reservation in Kavanagh’s studies
of the Irish urns and in Herity and Eogan’s survey
of Irish prehistory (Herity and Eogan 1977, 133,
148). ApSimon’s 1969 reorganisation of the vari-
ous food vessel and urn types was an imaginative
attempt to resolve a major problem of the food
vessel tradition as a whole, namely the long evi-
dent, though undefined, typological relationship
of certain urn and food vessel types to one another,
a problem all the more acute now that we realise
that food vessels and urns may, in many instances,
not just overlap chronologically with one another,
but be broadly contemporary. Indeed while pre-
cise dating is difficult, a general date in the early
second millennium Bc (c. 2000-1500 BC) for the
majority of these pots is likely.

PROBLEMS OF TERMINOLOGY
The necessity for adequate basic classification in
archaeology must still be emphasized (Clarke
1968, 187) and in many areas of archaeological en-
deavour, both classification and terminology often
remain ill-defined and ambiguous; this is particu-
larly true in the field of insular Bronze Age pot-
tery. In the past, despite ‘a premathematical ability
to recognise non-arbitrary collections of artifacts
on the basis of spatial propinquity or inclusion
within some well-defined boundary’ (Spaulding
1971, 9), archaeologists have often contented
themselves with loose definitions in terms of as-
sumed function or of resemblance to some familiar
object of more recent date. Function may, of
course, be one of the basic characteristics of an ar-
tifact, but when dealing with certain pottery clas-
ses, however, a function-assuming terminology, if
used where any evidence for function may, at best,
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be tenuous, will inevitably lead to confusion, if
not, indeed, to misunderstanding.

Colt Hoare’s ‘drinking cup’ was replaced by
Abercromby’s ‘beaker’, a word he borrowed from
German terminology; ‘incense-cup’, he replaced
by the equally unsatisfactory ‘pygmy cup’. The
terms ‘food vessel’ and ‘cinerary urn’ remain and,
as we have seen, now embrace a wide variety of
misnamed, or badly named, pot types: bowl and
vase food vessels, beaker food vessels, enlarged
food vessels, encrusted urns, food vessel urns, to
instance but a few. Over the years, the functional
connotations of the names ‘food vessel’ and ‘ciner-
ary urn” have been increasingly ignored, so that the
names themselves are now no more than conve-
nient, and, at times, meaningless labels. In actual
fact, to consider some of the Irish evidence only,
food vessels have been found, not only accom-
panying crouched skeletons, but also in cremation
graves, even themselves containing cremated
human remains. A bowl found in Greenhills, Co.
Dublin, at the feet of a skeleton, itself contained a
cremation, as did a bowl found in Harristown, Co.
Waterford; an empty bowl found in a pit in Bal-
lyenahan, Co. Cork (Fig. 21F), was inverted beside
a cremation: while another in a pit-grave in
Curglassan, Co. Tyrone, was inverted —in true urn
fashion — over a deposit of cremated bone. On the
other hand, cinerary urns have been found, not
only in funerary, but also in domestic contexts, as
at Downpatrick, Co. Down, where cordoned urn
sherds were associated with traces of round timber
houses and a hearth (Pollock and Waterman
1964). Longworth (1984) has remarked that his
Primary Series of collared urns could be classified
according to function as either domestic or funer-
ary, and that within the latter category vessels
might be described as urns when they contained
cremated remains or as accessory vessels when
they simply accompanied a burial. However, these
functional categories rightly play no part in his
typological analysis.

In Ireland, it seems desirable that the term ‘food
vessel’ should be used as little as possible, as it
masks both the very real typological distinction be-
tween bowls and vases and the close relationship
between vases and certain urn types. [ use the term
‘bowl’ and ‘vase’ as I defined them some years ago
(Waddell 1976). In addition, I use the term ‘cup’ in
place of ‘pygmy cup’, and the term ‘urn’ of specific
types of other pottery vessels, irrespective of their
funerary or domestic use.

THE BOWL TRADITION

Irish bowls derive mainly from funerary contexts,
but sherds have also come from domestic and ritual
sites. The classic hand-made pottery bowl, with its
semi-globular form and all-over comb and ‘false-
relief’ ornament is well known (Fig. 1). There is
some variety of form: simple, constricted or bipar-
tite, tripartite and multi-rib examples occur. Im-
pressed ornament is highly characteristic of all
bowl forms: horizontal zonal decoration, executed
with a toothed implement and commonly referred
to as comb ornament; lines of impressions exe-
cuted with a triangular-pointed or a spatulate im-
plement give the raised chevron design which
Abercromby (1912, 1, 135) called false-relief and
which Childe considered (1935, 92) to be a borrow-
ing from the woodworker’s Kerbschnitt technique.
The whole of the exterior of the vessel is invariably
ornamented, while rim bevels and the exteriors of
bases may be decorated occasionally. A corpus of
both bowls and vases is in course of preparation.

Bowls appear to be found mainly in the north
and east of the country. In fact about g0% have
been discovered roughly to the north of aline from
Ballysadare Bay, Co. Sligo, south-eastwards to
Wexford harbour. In the north-east, the type is dis-
tributed throughout Counties Antrim, Derry,
Down, and Tyrone. Less plentiful in Armagh,
Monaghan, and Louth, a greater concentration is
evident in north Meath and north Dublin. Other
notable concentrations occur in Westmeath and in
the south Dublin—Kildare-west Wicklow area.
Scattered examples occur elsewhere. Known
mainly from funerary contexts, they also come
from habitation sites, such as Coney Island, Lough
Neagh (Co. Armagh), where faint remains of two,
possibly rectangular, structures and of a hearth
were associated with bowl sherds (Addyman 1965,
84); Dalkey Island, Co. Dublin (Liversage 1968,
157); and sandhill sites in the north-east (e.g. Col-
lins 1952, 5). Sherds have also come from ritual
sites, notably the Grange stone circle, Co.
Limerick (S. P. O Riord4in 1951, 59), and Urbal-
reagh, Co. Antrim (Waterman 1968, 25).

Bowls are known from both megalithic and
single-grave contexts. Examples of the former as-
sociation, however, are not at all numerous: the
bowl from Audleystown, Co. Down, is one exam-
ple from a court tomb (Collins 1954); in at least five
instances bowls have been found in passage tombs,
either along with secondary burials in the covering
mound or, apparently, accompanying intrusive
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burials in the tomb itself (A. B. O Riordain 1968).
They have been found in five wedge tombs: two in
Loughash (Cashelbane), Co. Tyrone, were consi-
dered to be secondary by the excavators (Davies
and Mullin 1940); however, in Largantea, Co.
Derry, a bowl was apparently associated with
sherds of late Northern and late Southern Beakers
(Herring 1938; D. L. Clarke 1970, Vol. 2, 527).
Some sherds from the wedge tomb in Lough Gur
townland, Co. Limerick, which also yielded
beaker, may be of a bowl (S. P. O Riorddin and O
h-Iceadha 1955, 43); in Kilhoyle, Co. Derry,
sherds of the same bowl came from various levels
both outside and inside the tomb (Herring and
May 1938, 36). The relationship of bowls to the
other pottery traditions (beaker, coarse ware and
urn) represented in wedge tombs is far from clear.
It is worth observing that two bowls from Kil-
mashogue, Co. Dublin, came from cist graves
which were undoubtedly secondary to a wedge
tomb.

With the exception of those bowls noted above,
all other examples — whose funerary context has
been recorded - came from either cist or pit graves.
Unfortunately, in any study of funerary context
the most glaring deficiency is the high percentage
of the provenanced bowls with little or no informa-
tion about the circumstances of their discovery.
For example, details of whether a particular bowl
was found in a cist or a pit are available only for
about half (52%) of the published funerary pots;
whether or not the accompanying human remains
were unburnt or cremated is recorded in less than
half (45%) of this 52% of cases, and of course more
detailed information still is even scantier.

Of those bowls with general details of the ac-
companying burial recorded, some 50% were
found with unburnt burials and 50% with crema-
tions. Virtually all the unburnt burials appear to
have been ‘crouched’ in either a pit or a cist and, al-
though the information is scanty, it would seem
that the bowl had, more often than not, been
placed beside the skull, frequently in front of the
face. As the following examples indicate, the posi-
tion of the bowl near the head is a regular occurr-
ence:

Ballydullaghan, Co. Derry: beside the skull (at
face): cist.

Aghfarrell, Co. Dublin: behind the skull: cist.

Ballsbridge, Co. Dublin: ‘in front of skeleton’: pit.

Edmondstown, Co. Dublin: cist 1: in front of head;

cist 11: in front of head.

Greenbhills, Co. Dublin: bowl containing crema-
tion at foot of skeleton: pit.

Whitestown, Co. Dublin: beside skull: pit.

Blackhill, Co. Kildare: at feet of crouched skele-
ton of child: cist.

Brownstown, Co. Kildare: beside skull: pit.

Calverstown, Co. Kildare: ‘near the head’: cist.

Halverstown, Co. Kildare: behind skull: pit.

Oldtown, Co. Kildare: beside skull: pit.

Ploopluck, Co. Kildare: behind head: pit.

Fourknocks I, Co. Meath: on lap: cist 1.

Fourknocks II, Co. Meath: in front of skull: burial
4: cist.

Keenoge, Co. Meath: grave 3: 2 bowls, one behind
skull, other behind lower back: pit.

Keenoge, Co. Meath: grave s5: in front of skull: pit.

Keenoge, Co. Meath: grave 6: in front of face: cist.

Keenoge, Co. Meath: grave 9: in front of face: cist.

Keenoge, Co. Meath: grave 11: in front of face:
pit.

Keenoge, Co. Meath: grave 14: near skull: pit.

Stonepark, Co. Sligo: in front of face: cist.

Camaghy, Co. Tyrone: ‘at head': cist B.

Dungate, Co. Tyrone: on side against skull: cist.

Barrettstown, Co. Westmeath: near legs: cist.

Milltown, Co. Westmeath: in front of skull: cist.

Riverstown, Co. Westmeath: in front near face:
cist.

Annagh More, Co. Wexford: apparently at face:
cist.

Ballybrew, Co. Wicklow: in front of face: cist 1.

Ballybrew, Co. Wicklow: beside skull; cist 2.

Haylands, Co. Wicklow: behind skull: cist p.

It seems to have been usual to place the bowl
mouth upwards and no less than twenty-five of this
sample of thirty-two bowls were placed near the
head as in grave 6 in the Keenoge flat cemetery
(Plate 1). In a few instances bowls were placed at
the feet or legs and one of the bowls in grave 3 at
Keenoge was placed at the lower back. There is, at
the moment, insufficient evidence to indicate any
pattern of burial orientation or bowl deposition
which may be correlated with age or sex; bowls
have been found with adult males and females as
well as with children. As Ryan (1974) has shown,
unburnt burial is relatively rare outside the south-
east and the midlands, but some examples are
known in the west of Ireland (with vases) and occa-
sionally in the north. Graves containing a crouched
skeleton accompanied by a bowl or vase are the
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classic Irish representatives of the single-grave
phenomenon which finds expression in Britain in
numerous burials with beakers or vases.

Details have rarely been recorded about the pos-
ition of those bowls found with cremated bones.
Bowls placed mouth upwards come from burials
such as Duvernagh, Co. Armagh, a cist (Fig. 12);
and cists in Bellanascaddan, Co. Donegal, Bal-
lynagross, Co. Down, Edmondstown, Co. Dublin,
Belmore Mt., Co. Fermanagh, and Corrower, Co.
Mayo. They have been found accompanying cre-
mations in pit graves in Drimnagh, Co. Dublin,
and Corrower. Bowls lying on their sides were
found at Cornaclery, Ballydullaghan, Co. Derry:
cist, and Drudgeon, Co. Tyrone: pit. Bowls from
cists at Knockast, Co. Westmeath (cremation 38)
and Kelshamore, Co. Wicklow, both accompanied
and contained cremated bone. In a pit grave in Bal-
lyenahan, Co. Cork (Fig. 21F), an inverted bowl
accompanied a deposit of cremated bone. In
another pit grave at Curglassan, Co. Tyrone, a
bowl was inverted over some cremated bone and
this may have been the ritual in a cist at Rackavra,
Co. Westmeath.

A small number of bowls seem to have been
placed mouth upwards and containing a deposit of
burnt bone: Tullyvallen, Co. Armagh: cist (?);
Termon, Co. Cavan: cist; Tamnyagan, Co. Derry:
cist; Greenhills, Co. Dublin: pit; Ballyglass, Co.
Roscommon: cist. A bowl in a possible pit at Har-
ristown, Co. Waterford, was found on its side and
containing cremated bone. Of some twenty-one
bowls, a majority (eleven) accompanied the de-
posit of cremated bone and most were placed
mouth upwards. No less than eight, however, con-
tained some cremated bone and the Curglassan
example was inverted in true ‘cinerary urn’ fash-
ion; the Rackavra bowl may have been similarly
placed.

The problems involved in the examination,
aging and sexing of cremated bones are well
known. These problems, when coupled with the li-
mited amount of analysis of burnt bones found
with bowls (and indeed with other pottery types as
well) mean that information on this particular as-
pect of the funerary record is quite scanty. At pre-
sent all that can be said is that bowls have been
found with the cremated bones of adults as well as
children, e.g. Corrower, Co. Mayo, and Ballyena-
han, Co. Cork. Occasionally multiple burials
occur: at Corrower one grave contained three
bowls and burnt bones representing five persons,

and at Knockiveagh, Co. Down, the bones repre-
sented an adult and a child.

I have already pointed out that only slightly
more than half the bowls from probable funerary
contexts have details of grave-type recorded. Of
these vessels, approximately 78% were found in
cists and some 22% in pits. Cists are almost invari-
ably short and rectanguiar. At Kilkenny, Co. Ros-
common, however, a small cairn covered a long
cist which contained some cremated bone and the
remains of a bowl (Fig. 88). The cist which con-
tained the Killinagh, Co. Cavan, bowl may have
been polygonal; this was the case at Ballydul-
laghan (Cornaclery), Co. Derry (grave c), which
contained a cremation and a bowl, and in the
cemetery mound at Corrower, Co. Mayo (grave 7:
Fig. 80). A few pit graves containing bowls have
been found in cemetery mounds: a pit with traces
of organic lining, containing a bowl and a crouched
skeleton, was found at Baunogenasraid, Co. Car-
low, and the Corrower mound also contained sev-
eral pits with bowls and cremations. The majority
of pit graves were flat graves, however, and most
have been poorly recorded. Bowls have been
found in over twenty cemetery mounds and in
over sixteen flat cemeteries. Cemeteries — mound
or flat — with no pottery other than bowls are not
common: the cemetery mound in Corrower, Co.
Mayo, seems to be the only certain example
though this may have been the case in the flat
cemeteries in Martinstown, Co. Meath, and
Ploopluck, Co. Kildare. In Corrower, nine graves
were found: in five, the human remains, all cre-
mated, were accompanied by bowls. Martinstown
and Ploopluck are poorly recorded but each
yielded several bowls, all apparently associated
with crouched skeletons in pits. However, urn
sherds were found in the vicinity of both these
sites. As we shall see, cemeteries usually contain a
variety of pottery types, and the claim that cemet-
ery mounds are characteristic of the Irish bowl
group cannot be substantiated.

THE VASE TRADITION
If the Bowl Tradition has a mixed burial rite in
which it seems unburnt burial and cremation were
more or less contemporary and of equal popular-
ity, the ritual of the Vase Tradition was even more
varied. Here various forms of vase, vase urn and
encrusted urn (Fig. 2) accompanied or contained
human remains. All these pot types were, of
course, hand-made and often decorated with
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incised ornament though other decorative tech-
niques were used occasionally.

As Abercromby recognised, a vase with a pro-
nounced shoulder and an everted neck is one Irish
form, of which the best known examples arc prob-
ably thosc from Topped Mountain, Co. Fer-
managh. and from Ballyduff, Co. Wexford, found
with a faience-bead. Incised decoration is common
and hatched or filled triangles arc a frequent motif;
herring-bone, oblique lines and lattice patterns
also occur. ApSimon (1969) has drawn attention to
a small group of vases from the north of Ircland
with concave or nearly vertical necks. An cqually
important vasc form has a less accentuated profile
and a predilection for the use of incised herring-
bone or short line motifs. The distribution of vases,
like bowls, is mainly in the north and cast of the
country; however, the distribution of vases also ex-
tends to the west and south, in Countics Galway,
Mayo, Limerick and Cork. The majority come
from funcrary contexts, but sherds arc also re-
corded from somec sandhills sites such as
Whitepark Bay, Co. Antrim, and Dundrum, Co.
Down (ApSimon 1969). and a habitation site on
Dalkey Island, Co. Dublin (Liversage 1968, Site
v). The archacological record is, unfortunately, si-
lent or, at best, rather uninformative, about details
of the burial rites of the scveral vasc types.
Sufficient information is rccorded, however. to
permit some generalisations. It would appear that
the majority of vases were found in cist graves,
where they frequently accompanied a deposit of
cremated bone. At least the nature of the grave is
recorded for some 58% of a sample of some 112
vases; unfortunately, all too rarcly are any precise
details of the grave reported. Where details are
known, the majority (86% ) of vases come from cist
graves, the remainder (14%) from pit graves. As
far as can be judged, the majority of cists were
short and rectangular or sub-rectangular. A cistin
Knocknaskeagh, Co. Wexford (Fig. 121), was
more or less polygonal, although the usc of onc
long slab gave more than a hint of sub-rectangular-
ity; a vase from Cave townland, Knockma, Co.
Galway, was found in a long cist.

In view of the high proportion of cases where no
information about the grave type is available, little
can be confidently deduced from the numbers of
cist and pit graves recorded. The position of the
vasc in the grave varies. Pit graves at Ballymacal-
drack, Co. Antrim. Greenhills, Co. Dublin (burial
5). and Fourknocks I1, Co. Mcath, contained in-

verted vases. At Glenavy, Co. Antrim, what was
apparently a pit contained a small vasc, half-filled
with burnt bones and covered with an inverted
vasc. A pit grave at Knockmant, Co. Westmeath,
contained a deposit of cremated bone with a vase,
mouth upwards, beside it. A similar varicty of pos-
ition is characteristic of vases from cist graves. Al-
though about fifty vases in cist graves arc specifi-
cally reported to have been found with cremated
bones, further information is all too often lacking.
For only about half of these vases was their posi-
tion in the cist recorded: of this sample some fif-
teen had been placed mouth upwards and accom-
panied the deposit of cremated bone, e.g. Bal-
lynahow, Co. Cork (Fig. 22); Curran, Co. Antrim;
Bunnamayne, Co. Donegal; and Ballinchalla, Co.
Mayo. In a few instances the vasce itself contained
some of the cremated bone, ¢.g. Ower, Co. Gal-
way. and possibly Ballyvester, Co. Down. (The
probable vase from Aghacross, Co. Cork, and
examples from Nymphsficld, Co. Mayo, and
Castlehyde, Co. Cork, arc all said to have “con-
tained’ cremated boncs; but their exact position
was not recorded). A vase at Greenbhills, Co. Dub-
lin, stood mouth upwards beside an inverted en-
crusted urn containing a cremation.

Seven vases (from five cists) had been inverted:
in Kilskeery, Co. Tyrone, a vase and an encrusted
urn were each inverted over cremated bones; in
Burgage More, Co. Wicklow, an inverted vase had
been placed beside a deposit of cremated bone; the
two vases found in one of the cists of the cemetery
mound in Termon, Co. Cavan, had been inverted
over cremated bone while more cremated bone lay
on the floor of the cist. In a cist in the Letterkeen
cemetery, Co. Mayo, two inverted vases lay on the
floor of a cist which had been filled with carth and
fragments of cremated bone; this somewhat un-
usual ritual, i.e. the mixing together of earthen fill
and cremated bone, which recalls a ritual recog-
nised in a number of Neolithic megalithic tombs
(c.g. O'Kelly er al. 1978, 281) has also been noted
clsewhere, as in a small sub-rectangular cist at Bal-
lyduff, Co. Wexford, and in grave 7 (a polygonal
cist containing three bowls) in the cemetery mound
at Corrower, Co. Mayo (below). Finally, four
vascs had been laid on their sides alongside cre-
mated bones: viz. one in the Ballyduff cist just
mentioned, one in a cist in Mullagheep, Co.
Doncgal (Fig. 38), and two in a cist in Cush, Co.
Limerick. In short, although there is a noticeable
variety in the position of vases in cists, a majority
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were placed mouth upwards beside the human re-
mains.

Again, little analysis has been undertaken of
cremated remains. In graves at Lyles Hill, Co. An-
trim, and Coolmore, Co. Kilkenny, the bones
proved to be those of adults. At Labbamolaga, Co.
Cork, a vase was found with the cremated bones of
an adult male, an adult female and a child.

In contrast to bowls, only a very small number of
vases are reported as having accompanied unburnt
bones. One possible example of an unburnt burial
was found in Oaktate, Co. Louth, where two vases
are reported to have been found in a cist in which
no bones at all were noted — suggesting the possi-
bility of a totally decayed skeletal burial. The reli-
ably attested instances include the well-known bu-
rial on Topped Mountain, Co. Fermanagh (Fig.
49), in which vase sherds accompanied the unburnt
bones of a (possibly crouched) skeleton; a deposit
of cremated bones was found under a slab at one
end of the grave. The seemingly mixed ritual of a
cist burial in Ballyhacket Upper, Co. Carlow, in
which a vase accompanied some unburnt bones
and a cremation, recalls that of the Topped Moun-
tain burial. A similar mixed ritual occurred with
other vases in Cloghroak, Co. Galway, and with a
typologically anomalous vase in Treanmacmur-
tagh, Co. Sligo. A vase accompanied a crouched
skeleton in a cist in Glassamucky, Co. Dublin, and
a vase urn and cremation were found nearby.

A group of unburnt burials accompanied by
vases comes from Counties Galway and Mayo, and
the details may be summarised as follows:

Cloghroak, Co. Galway: a short cist contained two
vases, apparently standing mouth upwards, one on
either long side of the grave. These accompanied
the (apparently) crouched skeleton of a young per-
son, probably female, and the unburnt remains of
an infant; also in the grave were the cremated
bones of an adult male.

Corrowntober, Co. Galway: a short cist, disturbed
after discovery, contained the unburnt bones of a
child accompanied by a vase.

Moyveela, Co. Galway: a short cist contained the
crouched skeleton of a youth accompanied by a
vase.

Kilcornan, Co. Galway: a short cist contained the
crouched skeleton of a youth laid oniits right side, a
vase had been placed (presumably mouth up-
wards) at the back of the neck.

Cave, near Knockma, Co. Galway: a long cist in a

cairn contained the extended skeleton of an adult,
head to the west. A vase stood mouth upwards at
the eastern end of the grave, and portion of a sec-
ond vase was found near the head of the skeleton.
Carrowlisdooaun, Co. Mayo: a short cist con-
tained the remains of a vase and the skeleton of an
adult.

Stonepark, Co. Mayo: a short cist contained the
crouched skeleton of an adult accompanied by an
anomalous vase with exceptional, all-over, pitted
ornament.

Carrowntober East, Co. Galway: a short cist con-
tained an inverted vase and the unburnt bones of
an adult female and a child.

Gortnahown, Co. Galway: a short cist contained
unburnt bones accompanied by a vase.

Kinard, Co. Mayo: a short cist contained a
crouched skeleton accompanied by a vase.

What is of particular interest is the fact that while
the relatively rare unburnt burials with vases have
a scattered distribution, the only concentration is
in this Galway-Mayo area.

VASE URNS AND ENCRUSTED URNS
I have argued elsewhere (Waddell 1976) that both
vase urns (the ‘enlarged food vessel’ of Aber-
cromby) and encrusted urns should, in Ireland at
least, be grouped along with vases in a ‘Vase Tradi-
tion’. T follow ApSimon (1969) in accepting a
typological relationship between certain vase and
urn types but I do not differentiate so sharply be-
tween Irish-Scottish vases and urns on the one
hand and a Food Vessel group (including vases and
urns) on the other. Cowie (1978), like ApSimon,
places vase urns and encrusted urns in the one
‘food vessel urn’ category and summarises the vari-
ous opinions on these vessels from Thurnam
(1871) to Kavanagh (1973). Gibson (1978) also
uses the term ‘food vessel urn’ to embrace the two
urn types (and places collared and cordoned urns
in a ‘Cinerary Urn’ class). This is not the place to
pursue questions of pottery typology. It must
suffice to reiterate that there are many clear paral-
lels in form and ornament between individual
vases, vase urns and encrusted urns. The relation-
ship of these three pot types is also indicated by a
significant triangular pattern of association: in a
number of instances vases have been found with
both urn types and both of these urn types have
been found together too. The main difference be-
tween the vases and the typologically related urns
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is one of size and function. As we have seen, vases
frequently accompany human remains and the
urns are larger vessels which usually contain them.

Of some eighty vase urns with recorded prove-
nance, details of burial rite are known in about
69% of cases. Cist and pit grave appear to have
been more or less equally common. Rarely, how-
ever, have particulars of the grave been recorded.
In the case of cist graves there does appear to be a
preference for the polygonal rather than the rect-
angular. Of some twenty-six cists, no details are
known of twelve, nine can be described as poly-
gonal and five belong to the short rectangular
category. With only two exceptions, all the cists
and pits contained a cremation in an inverted urn.
There is no certain instance of a vase urn with an
unburnt burial but two possible instances are re-
corded: in Oaktate, Co. Louth, a short rectangular
cist in a mound contained two vases, a sherd of a
possible third example, and sherds of a vase urn,
but no bones of any kind; although the published
account is very unsatisfactory, the possibility of a
decayed unburnt burial cannot be excluded. A pit
grave in a small and, unfortunately, badly
documented flat cemetery in Oldtown, Co. Kil-
dare, reportedly contained an unburnt burial, a
small vessel (possibly a vase), and a vase urn; no
details of the position of either the skeleton or the
pots are preserved, indeed the report is so vague as
to be almost worthless. Nonetheless, there re-
mains the possibility that some vase urns may have
been associated with unburnt burials. After all, a
long pit grave, with no surviving bones, contained
a collared urn—cordoned urn hybrid in Lisnagat,
Co. Antrim, and there is a faint possibility that it
had contained an extended, unburnt, burial.
Furthermore, twenty-three British collared urns
(of Longworth’s Primary and Secondary Series)
accompanied unburnt burials ‘as accessory vessels’
(Longworth 1984, 48).

Vase urns have rarely been found in or near
megalithic tombs: sherds have been found in the
court tomb in Clontygora, Co. Armagh (Davies
and Paterson 1937), and in the Kilhoyle and Lar-
gantea wedge tombs, Co. Derry (Herring and May
1938; Herring 1938); all were probably secondary
insertions; a secondary polygonal cist, in the cairn
of the wedge tomb in Kilmashogue, Co. Dublin
(Fig. 45: cist 3), contained a vase urn. A vase urn
was found near the centre of a low earthen mound
with surrounding ditch and bank at Lissard, Co.
Limerick (Fig. 70); this is an unusual instance of a

Vase Tradition burial being the principal, central
burial in a tumulus. Several cordoned urns come
from similar contexts.

Several vase urns have been found with the cre-
mated bones of one adult but at Ballinchalla, Co.
Mayo, and Clonshannon, Co. Wicklow, the burnt
remains were those of children. The bones of an
adult with one or more children have been found at
Caltragh, Co. Galway, and Cush, Co. Limerick; in
an urn from Limavady, Co. Derry, the bones were
those of two individuals.

Encrusted urn burials present much the same
picture: a number of these urns have been found
with the bones of aduits, occasionally identified as
males. At Crumlin, Co. Antrim, however, the
bones of an adult female and a child were recorded
and child cremations are reported from Newtown,
Co. Limerick, Corradoon, Co. Waterford, and
Calary Lower, Co. Wicklow. The bones of two
adults were found beneath an inverted encrusted
urn at Moanmore, Co. Tipperary; a vase was
found in the same grave. Two adults and a child
were identified in an encrusted urn (and vase) bu-
rial at Nevinstown, Co. Meath.

Kavanagh (1973) provides a general account of
the encrusted urn burial rite: where evidence
exists, it shows that these urns were normally
placed in the grave in an inverted position. How-
ever, as Kavanagh has noted, the Edmondstown,
Co. Dublin, and Brownstown, Co. Kildare, urns
were apparently placed mouth upwards and Chan-
cellorsland, Co. Tipperary, possibly so. The
Knockast urn should be mentioned here, for it had
apparently been placed on its side in a space be-
tween the stones of the cairn. In every case where
the contents of the urn were recorded they were
cremated human bones. It seems probable that, as
O’Kelly and Murphy (1961) pointed out in the case
of the Ballagharea, Co. Cork, urn, the bones may
have been contained in some sort of organic con-
tainer in the urn, or that at least the mouth of the
urn was stopped in some fashion before it was
turned upside down. It is recorded that an inverted
cordoned urn from Ballon Hill, Co. Carlow, had
its mouth stopped with a sod. According to a 1912
account, the Bealick, Co. Cork, urn was inverted
over a vase containing the cremated remains, but
this appears to be quite an exception. Occasionally
encrusted urns rested on stone slabs (e.g.
Kavanagh nos. 9, 43, 44, 77, 78 and 86) and some-
times the upturned base may have been protected
by a slab (e.g. nos. 49 and 40). Unfortunately,
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particulars of grave form are too often vague; of 56
reliably recorded urn burials, 31 (55.4% were in
pits, 25 (44.6%) in cists; 11 of these 25 were in
polygonal cists, 9 in rectangular or nearly rectan-
gular cists, and 5 in cists of which no details are av-
ailable. The grave types thus compare reasonably
well with those of vase urns (where cist and pit en-
joyed a comparable popularity), though a slight
preference for pit burial is apparent. Encrusted
urns in pit graves were often entirely unprotected,
e.g. Collon, Co. Louth (Fig. 72), where the urn
was inverted in a simple cylindrical pit. Occasion-
ally the pit was stone-lined; what Kavanagh de-
scribes as ‘a roughly-built stone grave’ at Tara (bu-
rial 9) was, judging from the published photo-
graph, just such a stone-lined pit grave. The ‘crude
form of cist’ and the ‘crude cist structure’ which
contained, respectively, the Gortavehy, Co. Cork,
and Kilbarry, Co. Cork, urns, should be consi-
dered as stone-lined pits. Such pits are usually dis-
tinguishable from polygonal cists by the flimsy
stonework. Close-Brooks ef al. (1972, 126) distin-
guish in Scotland between ‘stone settings packed
round cinerary urns’ and miniature box-like cists.
Needless to say, the practice of defining graves by
features which they do not have is undesirable and
the use of such terms as ‘uncisted’ and ‘partially
cisted’ (Flanagan 1976), though sometimes under-
standable, is likely to cause confusion.

The preference of the makers of both the vase
urn and the encrusted urn for pit burial and, when
cists are used, for polygonal cists, is the reverse of
the preference of the makers of vases. Kavanagh
(1973) observes that ‘the large rectangular cist as-
sociated with an unburnt burial does not appear to
be represented among those protecting a crema-
tion with or without pottery vessels’. The oppor-
tunity which the rite of cremation provided, to con-
struct smaller though equally secure graves, was
certainly availed of. However, on occasion, size-
able rectangular cists were built, even for en-
crusted urns: the cists of this type in Burgage
More, Co. Wicklow, and Corkragh, Co. Tyrone
(Fig. 98), each measured about 76cm in length by
some gocm in width, while the cist in Kilwatermoy,
Co. Waterford (which contained two encrusted
urns), is said to have measured about 120cm in
length and gocm in width.

Kavanagh also notes the occasional occurrence
of pairs of encrusted urns in the one grave, as at
Tara (nos. 59-60), Kilwatermoy, and, possibly,
Comber, Co. Down. Pairs of vases (e.g. Letter-

keen, Co. Mayo, burials 1 and 2) and, possibly, of
vase urns (e.g. Ticknock, Co. Dublin) have also
been recorded from the one grave. On six occa-
sions encrusted urns have been found in megalithic
tombs: in three wedge tombs, two passage-tombs,
and one court tomb. In four instances the urn bu-
rials were evidently secondary, in one instance no
particulars are available. Only in the case of the
Loughash, Co. Tyrone, urn has primary associa-
tion with a megalithic tomb been claimed (Davies
1939, 254); the urn was allegedly associated with
Beaker and Kilhoyle pottery.

As we shall see when cemeteries are examined,
pottery of the Vase Tradition is of fairly frequent
occurrence in flat cemeteries and cemetery
mounds.

THE CORDONED URN TRADITION
Over eighty finds of cordoned urns are now re-
corded in Ireland and this figure includes finds
from a number of habitation sites (ApSimon
1969). Kavanagh (1976) has published a useful cor-
pus of the funerary finds, although not all the urns
she categorizes as cordoned are certainly so (her
no. 10, for example, is a vase urn). This urn type is
characterised by one or more external horizontal
cordons encircling the vessel; decorated examples
usually have one zone of ornament on the upper
exterior and while incised designs occur, cord-im-
pression is the commonest decorative technique.
Excluding the cordons (on some pots the cordons
mask junctions in the coil-building process and on
others they are purely decorative), urn profiles are
either simple or bipartite. Rims may be simple (flat
or rounded), or bevelled internally; internal cor-
dons may occur (Fig. 3). Apart from a small group
of possibly hybrid vessels (e.g. Kavanagh 1976,
‘collared urns’ nos. 19, 27, 33 and 35), cordoned
urns (both in Ireland and Scotland) are typologi-
cally distinct from collared urns. They deserve to
be considered a separate urn tradition, as
Longworth (1984, 44) has quite correctly claimed.

Particulars of the cordoned urn burial rite are
known in some fifty instances. While the informa-
tion available sometimes consists of unhelpful
statements such as ‘found in a cairn’, in some forty-
two cases where the grave type has been recorded,
thirty-seven are stated, or may be inferred, to have
been simple pits, and five to have been cists. Few of
these cists have been described in any way; one, on
Inisheer, Co. Galway, may have been polygonal;
two, in Monasterboice, Co. Louth, and Corkragh,
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Fig. 3. Pottery of the Cordoned Urn Tradition: urn from Laheen, Co. Donegal (after A. B. O Riordain).
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Co. Tyrone, were short, rectangular cists. The
majority of the pit graves appear to have been un-
protected; stone packing is recorded in two cases
(Knockast, Co. Westmeath, and, possibly, Cush,
Co. Limerick, urn 2: Fig. 69); in four instances the
mouth of the pit was covered, or protected, by one
or more slabs, and in two instances the mouth of an
upright urn had been covered by a stone slab. One
pit (Smarmore, Co. Louth) is said to have been
partly rock-cut and some five urns are recorded as
having been inverted on stone slabs.

The positioning of some thirty-four of the urns
from pit graves has been recorded: twenty-five had
been inverted, eight had been set mouth upwards,
and one (Harristown, Co. Waterford, urn 1) was
found lying on its side. Of the five urns found in
cists, one was inverted and one was mouth up-
wards (two others were possibly mouth upwards;
no information at all is available about the position
of the fifth). The association of a vase with the
Corkragh cordoned urn suggests the possibility
that it was the Vase Tradition which prompted the
use of a rectangular cist. Be that as it may, the nor-
mal cordoned urn burial may be described as the
pit burial of the inurned cremation. Eleven, possi-
bly thirteen, cordoned urns were found in seven or
nine flat cemeteries; unfortunately, the majority of
these sites are very badly documented. Some seven
urns are known from five cemetery mounds. An
exceptional feature of this urn tradition is the oc-
currence in tumuli at Carrowjames, Co. Mayo
(tumulus 2), Pollacorragune, Co. Galway (Fig.
56), and Farta, Co. Galway (Fig. 54), of cordoned
urns containing the principal, and sometimes the
only, burial. One urn in Urbalreagh, Co. Antrim,
was discovered inverted at the centre of a small
ring ditch (Fig. 11).

Cremations of adults both male and female have
been found with cordoned urns: males at Urbal-
reagh, Crossgare, Co. Derry, and Harristown, Co.
Waterford; possible or certain females at Oaten-
cake, Co. Cork, Gortfad, Co. Derry, and Aghas-
crebagh, Co. Tyrone. The bones of children have
also been found: at Harristown and at Fourknocks
ITI, Co. Meath. At Gortlush, Co. Donegal, an urn
contained the burnt bones of one or two adults and
a child.

THE COLLARED URN TRADITION
Details of the collared urn burial rite have been
adequately summarised by Kavanagh (1976, 300).
In every case where any particulars of the human

remains have been recorded, these had been cre-
mated. The majority of urns had been inverted in a
pit (Fig. 4); a few were placed in cists, two of which
were roughly rectangular (Carnduff, Co. Antrim,
Tara, Co. Meath, no. xxiit) and one possibly poly-
gonal (Glarryford, Co. Antrim). A number of
these urn burials come from flat cemeteries and
Kavanagh rightly draws attention to the relatively
small number of collared urns from tumuli. Bones
of men, women and children have been found with
urns of this tradition. The cremation from Gort-
corbies, Co. Derry, was of an adult male. The
bones found with the Ballymacaldrack, Co. An-
trim, vessel were those of an adult female; here a
barbed and tanged flint arrowhead was also found
in the urn, and presumably because this seemed an
inappropriate funerary offering for a woman the
excavator suggested this object may have been the
cause of her death. The bones of a young adoles-
cent and a child were identified at Castlerichard,
Co. Cork, and Killeenaghmountain, Co. Water-
ford, respectively, and at Creggan, Co. Antrim, a
collared urn held the burnt bones of three individu-
als, an adult female, a child and an infant.

* * *

A review of the burial rites of the four, Bowl,
Vase, Cordoned Urn and Collared Urn, Tradi-
tions is a convenient way of summarising the varied
funerary rites of the Irish earlier Bronze Age. In
spite of this variety, several general patterns are
evident. Unburnt burial and cremation appear to
be of equal status in the Bowl Tradition, cremation
is the dominant rite of the Vase Tradition and ap-
pears to be the invariable custom of the other two
urn traditions. As we have seen too, short rectan-
gular cists are a characteristic grave type of both
the Bowl Tradition and of the vase burials of the
Vase Tradition; polygonal cists are a noteworthy
grave type of the urn burials of the latter group.
However, not all burials contain pottery and such
burials cannot, of course, be assigned to any tradi-
tion. They are numerous: for example, just under
50% of cist graves are without pottery. It may be
that an aceramic cist grave containing a crouched
burial such as Rahinashurock, Co. Westmeath
(Plate 2), should be attributed to the Bowl Tradi-
tion, but no certainty is possible. Indeed it remains
far from clear whether any of those pottery and
grave types represent a distinct population group
as is sometimes assumed: funerary variety may re-
flect religious or social caste or may be merely one
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Fig. 4. Pottery of the Collared Urn Tradition:
urn from a pit-grave at Killeecnaghmountain, Co. Waterford (after Ryan).
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facet of a flexible -and variable series of funerary
options perhaps reflecting the past achievements,
the present status or even the future aspirations of
the person concerned.

CIST AND PIT GRAVES
In ashort study of Irish cist graves (Waddell 1970) I
alluded to over 600 examples. Some 700 examples
are mentioned in the gazetteer in Part 2 and the
numerical increase, due both to new discoveries in
the interval and to further culling mainly of the
nineteenth-century literature, calls for no modifi-
cation of the classification outlined or (aside from
the final paragraph) of the general comments then
made. Short cists, at most large enough to contain
the crouched corpse of an adult, are the com-
monest type. Of rectangular or approximately re-
ctangular plan, they are usually constructed of four
stone slabs set on edge and roofed with a capstone
(Fig. 5:1). A flat slab or several small slabs may
sometimes form a floor. Some, such as grave 6 in
the Keenoge, Co. Meath, flat cemetery (Plate 1)
are of fairly massive construction. This particular
example had an internal length of almost 1m, its
floor was carefully paved with some forty-one flat
stones and it was roofed with a number of oversail-
ing slabs. In contrast, grave 7 in the same cemetery
was a small rectangular box of four slabs measuring
about 33 by 25cm internally and containing the un-
burnt remains of an infant. It is tempting to think
that the larger the cist the greater the status of the
individual therein. This may well have been the
case at this site but, as with other significant varia-
tions in burial practice, our knowledge is so frag-
mentary that no general explanation can be confi-
dently advanced. Double cists occur occasionally
as do compartmented or segmented cists (Fig.
5:3); they have been briefly studied by Glover
(1975). Some half a dozen long cists may be dated
to the Bronze Age. Several, such as Kilkenny, Co.
Roscommon (Fig. 5:2), contained cremated bones
even though large enough to hold an extended
skeleton. An unburnt and seemingly extended
skeleton was found in Cave townland, near
Knockma, Co. Galway. As we have seen, poly-
gonal cists (Fig. 5:4) usually just large enough to
contain a cremation in an urn seem to be a feature
of the urn burials of the Vase Tradition. However,
larger polygonal cists containing unburnt burials
are also known, e.g. Carrickballydooey, Co.
Donegal, and Ballynagallagh, Co. Limerick (Fig.
65). As already mentioned, since the stone-built

cist undoubtedly had the better chance of being
recognised on casual discovery, the number of re-
corded pit graves (and other unprotected burials)
may well be misleading and the majority have been
poorly documented. In form they appear to have
varied from oval or sub-rectangular examples
sufficiently large to accommodate the crouched
corpse of an adult (e.g. Halverstown, Co. Kildare)
to small, circular pits just large enough to receive a
cinerary urn or a deposit of cremated bone. Only a
few long pits (i.e. pits large enough to take an ex-
tended adult) can be dated to the earlier Bronze
Age: in Gortcorbies, Co. Derry (Fig. 30), such a
pit contained a cremation, a collared urn, and a
fragment of a bowl; in Drimnagh, Co. Dublin, a
long pit contained a bowl and a cremation. A long
pit (which measured 18ocm in length) in Lisnagat
townland, Co. Antrim, contained sherds of a col-
lared urn—cordoned urn hybrid, but no bones; and
one in Sonnagh Demesne, Co. Westmeath, which
contained a headless extended skeleton, was very
close to a short cist with bowl and cremation. Long
pits in Fassaroe, Co. Wicklow (Keenan et al. 1944)
and Lough Gur townland, Co. Limerick (S. P. O
Riorddin 1954, 437) are less certainly Bronze Age
and are not listed in Part 2. The date of the five ex-
tended burials found near a vase and a cremation
in Knockmant, Co. Westmeath (Fig. 114), must
also be considered uncertain. The same has to be
said of the extended burials found associated with
beaker and vase or bowl sherds in Gortnacargy,
Co. Cavan, because some of the sherds were also
scattered over a wide area and not demonstrably
contemporary with the graves (A. B. O Riordain
1967). Most pit graves were simply protected holes
in the ground, occasionally a few stones lined the
pit (e.g. grave 2 at Oldtown, Co. Kildare), or the
floor had been paved (e.g. grave 3 at Keenoge, Co.
Meath: Plate 2), or the pit had been covered with a
slab (e.g. Ballyconnell, Co. Wicklow: Fig. 124). It
is conceivable that the human remains, burnt or
unburnt, had been protected by organic materials
or placed in perishable containers; traces of what
may have been such containers have very seldom
been recorded (see below).

Some burials seem to have been protected by
neither cist nor pit, e.g. the scattered deposits of
cremated bone above and near the cists in the Ed-
mondstown flat cemetery, Co. Dublin (Fig. 44).
Occasionally burials appear to have been simply
incorporated (without further protection) in a
tumulus in the course of construction, e.g. the



Platc 2. Above. Short rectangular cist on the edge of a gravel-pit at Rahinashurock, Co. Westmeath.
Below. Pit grave with paved floor, crouched skeleton, and a bowl.
A second bowl has been removed. Grave no. 3 in the Keenoge, Co. Meath,
cemetery. (Photographs: National Museum of Ireland).



Platc 3. Cist grave (no. 6) in the Keenoge, Co. Meath, cemetery,
in course of excavation in 1929. (Photograph: National Musecum of Ireland).
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Fig. 5. 1. Short cist, Annagh More, Co. Wexford (after Hartnett); 2. Long cist, Kilkenny, Co. Roscommon (after
Raftery); 3. Short compartmented cist, Letterkeen, Co. Mayo (after S. P. O Riorddin); 4. Polygonal cist, Maganey,
Co. Kildare (after Prendergast).
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Adult males

Baunogenasraid, Carlow, no. 9
Sliguff, Carlow
Ballydullaghan, Derry

Drung, Donegal

Park, Galway

Knockast, Westmeath, no. 2
Rahinashurock, Westmeath
Blackditch, Wicklow
Haylands, Wicklow, no. 2

Adult females

Drung, Donegal

Ballsbridge, Dublin

Freestone Hill, Kilkenny
Fourknocks I, Meath
Ballicknahee, Offaly

Lug, Offaly, no. 2

Stonepark, Sligo

Crookedwood, Westmeath, no. 3
Ballybrew, Wicklow

Adult of indeterminate sex
Baunogenasraid, Carlow, no. 1
Oldtown, Kildare, no. 2

Keenoge, Meath, no. 3

Keenoge, Meath, no. 6
Ballybrennan, Westmeath, no. 3
Redmondstown, Westmeath, no. 1
Redmondstown, Westmeath, no. 2
Riverstown, Westmeath

Children and adolescents
Boherduff, Carlow
Edmondstown, Dublin, no. 1
Edmondstown, Dublin, no. 11
Kilcornan, Galway

Fourknocks I, Meath, no. 1
Fourknocks I, Meath, no. 3
Keenoge, Meath, no. 9
Treanmacmurtagh, Sligo
Ballybrennan, Westmeath, no. 2

Table 1
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collared urn burial in the Drimnagh, Co. Dublin,
mound.

UNBURNT BURIAL AND CREMATION
Because of the general paucity of information,
generalisations about the ratio of unburnt burial to
cremation are not very enlightening. For example,
in less than half the reports of cists has any distinc-
tion been made between unburnt and cremated
bone. It would seem just at present to be a more
feasible, and sounder, exercise to isolate, as I have
sought to do, the characteristic burial modes of the
four Traditions. I have already mentioned that the
crouched unburnt burials of the Bowl Tradition
displayed no orientation pattern which could be
correlated with age or sex. Even a larger sample of
crouched burials (including those not accom-
panied by pottery) is not particularly revealing
and, not surprisingly, in only a fraction of cases
have details of the orientation of the corpse been
recorded. Thirty-five instances are listed in Table
I.

This simple analysis of the orientation of
crouched burials reveals no pattern which may be
correlated with any certainty with age or sex. With
the clearly fortuitous exception of adult skeletons
of unknown or indeterminate sex (the majority of
which lay on their left side), neither adults of iden-
tifiable sex, nor children, are consistently orien-
tated in any particular direction. The orientation
of short cists themselves has also revealed no varia-
tions explicable in terms of burial rite, grave
goods, etc. With a larger and more representative
sample, or with a more detailed study of regional
groups, it may some day prove possible to de-
monstrate conclusively the presence — or the ab-
sence — of significant patterns of orientation. Like
any recurring feature of funerary custom, consis-
tent patterns of orientation may be of chronologi-
cal, social or cultural significance and thus of arch-
aeological interest but, as in any area where the
dictates of magic and religion were probably
paramount, their study is fraught with difficulty.
One possible problem is neatly illustrated by Ucko
(1969, 273) who records that among one modern
primitive African group there is a rule that the
body should not face the village: ‘however, there
are some Ashanti who say that immediately after
burial the body turns itself round to face the vil-
lage. Some, but not all, Ashanti therefore bury the
dead facing the village knowing that the body will
turn itself round and will therefore eventually con-

form to the rule of facing the forest’.

The discovery of well-preserved unburnt burials
offers exceptional opportunities for the study of
past populations but relatively little detailed study
has been undertaken of Bronze Age skeletal
anatomy, pathology and mortality in Ireland. Sev-
eral examples demonstrate what may be revealed.
The skeleton of an adult male from a cist at Dun-
gate, Co. Tyrone, showed signs of severe vertebral
osteophytosis and arthrosis of other joints, an indi-
cation of a strenuous and physically demanding
life. His skull bore a very rare congenital minor de-
formity, a ‘Catlin’ mark. Two skeletons from a
small cemetery at Crookedwood, Co. Westmeath,
each had a similar abnormality of the spine, possi-
bly indicating that they were closely related mem-
bers of the one family. An adult male with mild
osteo-arthritis is reported from Ballybrennan, Co.
Westmeath, and an unfortunate individual from
the cemetery mound at Knockast, Co. Westmeath,
not only had chronic arthritis but had also suffered
from a serious ear abscess. This seems to be a un-
ique prehistoric instance of a mastoid infection.
Because of the rarity of such cases in ancient re-
mains, Brothwell (1961) believes that at least some
of the common disorders of modern times such as
influenza, scarlet fever and measles (which can in-
itiate such ear trouble) were uncommon or absent
among these earlier peoples. The leg bones of the
latter and some such bones from Poulawack, Co.
Clare, and Ballybrew, Co. Wicklow, displayed
squatting facets indicative of a habitual squatting
posture or hard muscular work. The skeleton of a
middle-aged woman in the Poulawack cemetery
mound showed marked arthritic changes and both
she and an adult male there had abscessed teeth, as
did another female from a cist at Carrownacon,
Co. Mayo.

Evidence of injury or violent death has very
rarely been noted. An adult male from a cist at Bal-
lybrew, Co. Wicklow, had broken the tibia and
fibula of his left leg some time before he died and
the break had never healed. The death of a young
adult female, found in a cist at Stillorgan, Co. Dub-
lin, was due to a blow which fractured her skull.
Although there is some testimony from a few
graves in Britain that flint arrowheads and bronze
weapons were on occasion successfully used with
murderous intent, Irish early Bronze Age graves
have yet to produce such traumatic evidence. One
later Bronze Age instance is recorded: a socketed
bronze dagger was discovered embedded in the
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skull of an individual found many years ago in
Drumman More, Co. Armagh (Waddell 1984).

In itself, neither unburnt burial nor cremation is
of chronological significance. As far as can be seen,
both rites were contemporary in the Bowl Tradi-
tion. The contemporary use of both rites in one
and the same grave has been recorded: in cists in
Ballicknahee (Co. Offaly), Oldtown, burial 2
(Co. Kildare), and Ballybrennan, burial 3 (Co.
Westmeath), deposits of cremated bone had been
carefully placed on top of crouched burials; the
Ballybrennan skeleton was accompanied by a
bowl. T have suggested that these cremations could
conceivably be sacrificial deposits (Waddell 1970).
A comparable mixture of ritual occurs in graves
such as Cloghroak (Co. Galway), Ballyhackett
Upper (Co. Carlow), Treanmacmurtagh (Co.
Sligo), and Topped Mountain (Co. Fermanagh),
but whether the burials in these cases were con-
temporary or not is open to question, the graves
having been either poorly described or partly dis-
turbed.

In the Knockast, Co. Westmeath, cemetery
mound, a cist (no. 24) contained a cremation and a
decayed pottery vessel; a subsidiary cist (no. 24a)
contained the unburnt, disarticulated bones of a
child mixed with cremated bones. Here the un-
burnt burial was almost certainly coeval with, or
later than, the cremation. In Cuillare, Co. Mayo
(Fig. 82), the unburnt, disarticulated bones of an
adult male rested on the capstone of a cist which
contained the cremation of an adult. This is cer-
tainly unusual. An unburnt burial at Ballynagal-
lagh, Co. Limerick (Fig. 65), disturbed an earlier
cremation. In contrast, instances of cremation
post-dating unburnt burial are much commoner,
e.g. the scattered deposits of burnt bone on the
capstones of cists 1 and 11 in the flat cemetery at Ed-
mondstown, Co. Dublin, and the cremation in-
serted into the central cist in the Moneen, Co.
Cork, cemetery mound, etc. In cists in An-
naghmore, Co. Wexford (Fig. 118), and Ballybrew
(no. 2), Co. Wicklow (Fig. 123), unburnt skeletons
of adults disturbed unburnt child burials. In cist 2
in the Fourknocks I, Co. Meath, cemetery mound,
one unburnt child burial was deposited later than
another. It is conceivable that some of the graves
containing the cremated bones of more than one
individual, now being recognised with increasing
frequency (Ryan 1980), could in some cases con-
tain successive burials and be further instances of
the re-use of the one grave (as in a cist at Sroove,

Co. Sligo). That said, however, multiple simul-
taneous burial seems the most likely explanation in
the majority of cases. This seems to have been the
practice in a small cist in Beau townland, near
Lusk, Co. Dublin, which contained the cremated
bones of four adults and two children, and another
in Newcastle, Co. Meath, which may have con-
tained the bones of two or three adults.

Given the popularity of cremation, unambigu-
ous traces of funeral pyres are surprisingly scarce:
the remains of a pyre were found at Cloghskelt,
Co. Down, and possible examples were recovered
at Urbalreagh, Co. Antrim, Carrowbeg North,
Co. Galway, Letterkeen, Co. Mayo, and beneath
a tumulus of uncertain date at Cush, Co. Limerick.

While cremations were usually deposited in
cists, pits, or urns, mention has been made of an
unusual ritual recorded in the case of some dozen
burials: a cist in Ballyduff, Co. Wexford, con-
tained a faience bead, a vase and the cremated
bones of two young adults; the bones were mixed
through a 15 to 25cm thick deposit of clay; the vase
rested on top of this fill which, as the excavator was
at pains to point out, was not in-washed soil. A
similar ritual has been recorded in graves at Ed-
mondstown, Co. Dublin (cist 1), Ower, Co. Gal-
way, Aghnaskeagh, Co. Louth (cist 1), Corrower,
Co. Mayo (grave 7: Fig. 80), Letterkeen, Co.
Mayo, Fourknocks III, Co. Meath, Kinkit, Co.
Tyrone (Fig. 102), Rathbennett, Co. Westmeath,
Ardballymore and Knocknaskeagh, Co. Wexford,
and Ballynerrin, Co. Wicklow (Fig. 126).

It is perhaps reasonable to assume that the posi-
tion of flat graves was marked in some temporary
fashion — possibly a pottery vessel or two or some
other offering left on the ground surface. More
permanent grave markers rarely survive, only a
few burials seem to have been associated with
standing stones: Ballynaglogh, Cargan, Church-
field and Culmore, Co. Antrim (Fig. 9), Glenoge,
Co. Carlow, possibly Castlequarter, Co. Donegal,
Ballynamona, Co. Offaly, Reardnogy More, Co.
Tipperary, Aghascrebagh (Fig. 95) and
Broughderg, Co. Tyrone, and Corbally Beg, Co.
Waterford. It is possible too, of course, that what
we now call flat graves were originally marked by
low mounds of earth or stone, the displaced earth
from the pit being heaped over the grave. The bu-
rials in the Letterkeen, Co. Mayo, cemetery, were
placed below ground level (as one might expect in
a flat cemetery) but the excavator noted traces of
what he thought was a cairn over one of the graves.
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The stones overlying part of grave 6 at Keenoge
(Plate 3) may also have been part of a small cover-
ing cairn.

GRAVE GOODS

Pottery is the commonest of a limited range of ar-
tifacts placed in a proportion of these graves. The
various types of bowl, vase and urn have already
been mentioned and grouped into four major
ceramic traditions. The significance of the pottery
types or traditions is uncertain and even though
terms such as ‘food vessel people’ and ‘urn people’
have been used from time to time, pottery groups
cannot at present be equated with any certainty
with distinct population groups. It is possible that a
‘Vase Tradition folk’ or a ‘Cordoned Urn people’
may yet be identified and the discovery and exca-
vation of a series of settiements of the period might
throw considerable light on the problem. A few
sherds of bowl have been found associated with
two structures and a hearth on Coney Island,
Lough Neagh (Addyman 1965, 84) for example,
and fragments of cordoned urn are reported from
several settlement sites (ApSimon 1969) including
Downpatrick, Co. Down, where traces of two
round houses were recovered (Pollock and Water-
man 1964). Sites such as these seem to indicate that
at least some of the pottery types found in burial
contexts had domestic uses as well and were pos-
sibly the preferred pottery style of a particular so-
cial group. Some pottery, however, may have been
made specifically for funerary or other ceremonial
use and it will be interesting to see if ever an
adequate sample of domestic pottery styles is ob-
tained whether or not there are significant differ-
ences between the various funerary and domestic
assemblages.

The different funerary uses to which the several
pottery types were put raises many questions.
Some unburnt or cremated individuals were ac-
companied by bowls or vases and some were not.
Others were cremated and their remains placed in
urns and some merited no pottery container at all.
How far, if at all, the mere presence of pottery is a
reflection of the status of the deceased, for exam-
ple, is unknown. As already noted, the contents, if
any, of bowls and vases (the so-called ‘food ves-
sels’) remain a puzzle. Even if traces of some liquid
offering are some day identified, the reasons for
such a deposit may never be known. These and
other grave goods are often thought to indicate a
belief in an after-life, being some provision for the

Gold, Silver

needs of the dead. This is one possibility, but there
are many others. Pots as well as other objects may
be no more than tokens of the social or religious
status of an individual or they may have been
placed with the dead not for their benefit but for
the protection and comfort of the living. In the lat-
ter case, they could conceivably reflect the status of
the living rather than that of the dead. The arch-
aeological evidence leaves us none the wiser at pre-
sent.

Aside from pottery, items of stone, metal and
bone occur occasionally in these graves. Many of
these finds have been commented upon or listed by
others — particularly when they have been found
with pottery. Some finds have been mentioned by
Harbison in various papers (1968, 1969, 1973).
Simpson (1968) has summarised the main as-
sociated finds with bowls and vases and Kavanagh,
too, has examined the associations of encrusted
urns, cordoned urns, collared urns, and cups
(Kavanagh 1973, 1976, 1977). Here it may useful
to briefly examine the other major categories of as-
sociated finds.
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GOLD

Objects of gold have been reported in only four in-
stances. Armstrong (1933) recorded three in his
Catalogue of Irish Gold Ornaments: the small de-
corated band, probably a decorative attachment to
the hilt of the Topped Mountain, Co. Fermanagh,
dagger; four lunulae from Dunfierth, Co. Kildare,
found with ‘bones’; and the small gold plates (one
of which survives) said to have covered a skeleton
buried with amber beads in a cave in Castlemartyr,
Co. Cork. The fourth discovery, a gold armlet of
Melfort type, has been published by Herity (1969):
it was found early in the nineteenth century, to-
gether with a bowl or vase (lost) and ‘bones and
ashes’ in Lisnakill, Co. Waterford. The vague
nineteenth-century account of urn burials, in
Mayne, Co. Louth, containing ‘copper gilt’ and
gold fibulae, must be treated with due caution.

SILVER
The tin-plated silver ear-ring found in the 1940s
with the crouched skeleton of a woman and the
bones of a foetus in a pit grave in Rossnaree, Co.
Meath, is a unique, and still unpublished, find. The
ear-ring was formed of a narrow, penannular strip
of silver bearing herringbone ornament on one flat
surface; two fragments survive in the National
Museum, Dublin, and a Bronze Age date is by no
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means certain.
BRONZE

Typologically early, flat, triangular daggers have
been found with bowls in cists at Corkey, Co. An-
trim, and Carrickinab, Co. Down, with a collared
urn at Creggan, Co. Antrim (Fig. 6), and with a
vase urn at Oldtown, Co. Dublin. Grooved dag-
gers, akin to Armorico-British types, have been
found with a vase urn burial in the Grange, Co.
Roscommon, cemetery mound and with a vase at
Topped Mountain, Co. Fermanagh. Typologically
more developed daggers with one or more midribs
were found with two collared urn burials in the
Mound of the Hostages at Tara (Kavanagh 1976,
nos. 36 and 37). The latter cemetery mound also
produced the well-known crouched burial with a
small bronze knife (or ‘razor’), a fragment of
bronze wire (or an awl?) and a necklace of beads of
jet, amber, faience and bronze tubing. An awl also
comes from the Carrickinab cist and from a cist at
Drung, Co. Donegal. A possible awl is recorded
from a cordoned urn burial on Inisheer, Co. Gal-
way, and from a cist in the Fourknocks II, Co.
Meath, cemetery mound. A bronze knife and an
awl were found with a vase in a cairn at Annagh-
keen, Co. Galway. A dagger accompanied the
skeleton of an adult male in the Ballyenahan, Co.
Cork, flat cemetery.

Among metal finds, the only recurring pattern of
association in the funerary record is the occurrence
of about a dozen small knives or razors with cor-
doned urn burials: an indication of the distinctive
nature of the Cordoned Urn Tradition. Ten bronze
Class I razors have been found with as many urns
and if the bronze fragments from Urbalreagh, Co.
Antrim, and two examples found at Kilmore, Co.
Westmeath (in a single period tumulus which also
produced one cordoned urn burial) are added, the
figure may be raised to thirteen. The Irish exam-
ples of the Class I razors (of Butler and Smith 1956)
have been reviewed by Binchy (1967), who retains
the IA-IB subdivision (under the names ‘razor-
knives’ and ‘razors’) though modifying the IA
group to include blades having two rivet holes, or
having two notches in place of rivet holes. To Bin-
chy’s list should also be added two examples from
burials at Cush, Co. Limerick, one from Reard-
nogy More, Co. Tipperary, and a possible example
from a tumulus in Burren, Co. Mayo, which was
excavated in 1934. With the sole exception of the
Class IB razor found at Pollacorragune, Co. Gal-
way (Fig. 6), all the razors found with Irish cor-
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doned urns may, with varying degrees of certainty,
be assigned to Class IA. (The bronze fragment
found with the urn at Gortereghy, Co. Antrim,
may be portion of a Class 1A razor; while the frag-
ments found with Cush, Co. Limerick, urn 2, and
with Hill of Rath, Co. Louth, are very probably
s0). Most of the Irish Class IA razors may be de-
scribed as virtually tangless; where a tang is pre-
sent, it is very short and broad and barely demar-
cated from the blade. Notwithstanding the fact
that many are incomplete, the absence of a clearly
demarcated tang suggests caution in comparing
them either with the ‘razor’ matrices on stone
moulds or with Continental narrow-tanged razors.
Small tangless oval blades such as that from the
Glenaree, Co. Limerick, burial (having a single
rivet hole in the butt) are manifestly comparable to
the few English and Scottish Class 1A razors hav-
ing possibly early associations (Butler and Smith
1956, 28).

In addition to the bronzes found with pots, a
burnt halberd was found with a cremation in a
short cist in Moylough, Co. Sligo, and a looped,
kite-shaped spearhead was found with a small pot-
tery vessel (lost) and bones in what was possibly a
short cist in Ballysadare(?), Co. Sligo. A bronze
axehead is recorded from a cist in Annahean, Co.
Monaghan, a second from a cist at Knockinelder,
Co. Down, and a third from the ditch of a tumulus
at Carrowlisdooaun, Co. Mayo. A ‘brass hatchet’
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