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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

Towns pose one of ~he most formidable problems faced by

archaeology today. Lived in and occupied over long periods of

time, and often covering quite !~i.ge ~re~s, they ~ the most

complex form of human settlement that we know of. Deep

archaeological deposits have accumulated in most toms as a

result of the long period of occupation ~d, accordingly,

towns are among the most important areas of our heritage.

However, towns are also the homes of modern communities, ~d

are the centres of present-day business, industry and

cultural life. The requ~rements of modern life has brought

considerable chute to many towns with extensive road

widening, building schemes, housing estates ~d industrial

development. The demolition of buildings ~d the digging of

deep foundations has brought about irrevocable chute in the

appearance of to~s, and chute, in this century, me~s more

thorough destruction than ~ything that has gone before. The

problem for archaeology is not one. of preservation, although

this may be desireable, but of recording s=anding buildings

and archaeological levels before Zhey are destroyed. The

unfortunate truth is that what i~"no~ recorded now has little

chaco of ever being recorded.later.

By its nature archaeology is concerned with the

ordinary people. The fragmentary

sherds and scraps of worked

archaeologist discovers cannot

building

stone or

be used

past of

remains, pottery

wood which the

to reconstruct



political mc-;ements or great administrative

parts of our past can only be glimpsed from

what people who were alive at the time have

themselves or heard related. Archaeological data,

can tell us ~ great deal about the everyday life of

people and the quality of that life

technological and economic resources cf the

and place in ~estion.

changes. These

documents, from

observed

however,

ordinary

in terms of the

particular time

Urban archaeology~may be defined as the study of the

evolution and changing character of urban communities from

their earliest origins until modern times; more especially it

is concerned with the reconstruction of the natural ~d hum~

environment within which and as part of which human actions

take place. A methodical definition such as this, however,

should not obscure the fact that urban archaeology is

fundamentally concerned with the past of ordinary citizens,

of the form of their houses and streets, of the business of

their market~ and workshops, of the style and arrangement of

their churches, of health and disease: of the variety of

cultural, religous and economic activiDy;, in short, it is

concerned wizh the life and death of’communities ancestral to

our own. ~

Development of Urban Archaeology

For long the study of the urban past has largely been the

preserve of historians, sociologists and geographers and it

is only recently that the potential of archaeology to uncover



the past has been real ised. Part cf the reason for this is

the general lack of ¯ awareness that almost all towns have

archaeolcgical deposits. This stems in part from the

incomprehension of the ordinary man-in-the-street that a town

which is lived-in can have archaeological deposts at all:

purely because it is lived in, one tends to think that

everything of past ages, unless it is visibly standing has

been swept away. In part it also stems from the fact that the

construction on a vast scale of buildings requiring deep

foundations has only occurred recently, and it is only as e

consequence that archaeological deposits have come to light.

It is also due to the fact that, in previous centuries,

archaeological methods and techniques were not advanced

enough to take advantage of opportunities even if they

arise. Until relatively modern times the buildings of

generation have been constructed upon the foundations of

last. As structure replaced structure the ground level

slightly and over the centuries, in cities

considerable depths of archaeological

accumu I ated.

did.

one

the

rose

such as Dublin,

deposits have

It was at Novgorod in Russia that the potential of urban

archaeology was first revealed. T~ere, organic remains were

found in large quantities and it became possible to

reconstruct entire streetscap~s., and. to chronicle the changes

which happened in them as one generation, succeeded the next

( Thompson 1967 ). Gradual ly as excavation took place 

England and Germany it became apparent that the rich

archaeological material in towns was not just a side-light on



urban life but it could contribute greetly to

our
understanding of the archaeology of entire periods

and
regions. In Ireland the first scientific excava%ions

were
commenced at Dublin Castle in 19~I and excavations were to "

continue in Dublin for the next twenty years. The interest

aroused by the High Street and, later, the Wood Quay

excavations wa~ widespread and it created euq interest in the

archaeology of other towns. To date,

place in about twenty Irish towns.

Urban sites are important to the

excavations have taken

archaeologist for a

uumbe~, of rcasuns. Firstly, in all towns archaeologic~l

deposits form the earliest archive. Only a handful of Irish

towns are referred to prior to 1200 AD and it is only during

the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries that
references"

become anyway common. Yet the.urban life of "many
towns has

continued unbroken since the twelfth or early
thirteenth

century, while the origins of others lie in the Viking, Early

Christian and Prehistoric periods. Even when references occur

they rarely throw much light on daily life and tend to be

more concerned with political and administrative events.

Indeed, most individual properties within towns have no

documentation relating direc£~y._ to them until the

late-seventeenth or early-eighteent h century. To all intents

and purposes, then, ind.. ividuai~ sites within towns may have

remained completely prehistoric, in so far as they have no

documentation, until the seventeenth century or later.

Accordingly, archaeological excavation is important if one is

to gain any knowledge of the initial period of a town’s



foundation or of how a particular area evolved and was used.

Secondly, towns usually possess a much greater depth of

stratigraphy than any other type of archaeological site.

Stratified deposits are important because they preserve the

sequence of developments on a particular site and the wealth

of finds associated with urban sites means ~hat it is usually

possible to date both structures and layers quite closely.

This is particularly important because it me_kes it possible

to establish tigh~ chronologies for art~fac~s.

Thirdly, the archaeology of a region c~nnot be understood

without knowing what happened to the towns within

town is a unique expression of the history of its

the destruction

irreplaceable gap

region.

of its archaeology.

in knowledge of the

";ould

evolution

it. Each

area and

leave an

of the

The recovery of this information is threatened, however,

by the increasing redevelopment and gradual expansion of our

cities ~d towns, it is very difficult to f.2resee 5he effects

of this redevelopment when the extent of archaeological

deposits is generally not known to the Pl~.ning Authority and

it has happened in the past t~t the archaeological

signific~ce of a site has only become apparent when building

work was about to co~ence It is import~ then that the

areas containing archaeological depositsshould be identified

if the potential of this important part of our herit~e is to

be realisM.



?urpose and Aim of the Present Survey

The Urban Archaeology Survey was established with monies

allocated for the purpose by the Minister for Finance in

1982. Its purpose was to compile a corpus of archaeological

information on Ireland’s towns and to present it in such a

way that it could be used effectively by the archaeologist,

urban planner, property developer, or interested layman. In

~his regard the survey has been guided by a submission

~repared by the Royal Irish Academy on Urban Archaeology

which recommended that the report should have four aims:

i. "To evaluate critically the archaeological potential, both

above and below ~round of the listed towns"

where the archaeological2. "To emphasise areas

could be preserved by the judicious use of new

~echniques and the presentation of open spaces, etc."

deposits

building

3. "To assess the level of destruction

~ownscape".

of the original

4. "To measure the effects of urban exp~sion

rural archaeological sites".

~e chronological cut-off point beyb~d which material would

not be included was 1700 ~. ~

The identification of sites which .were urb~ centres

before 1700 ~is not without difficulties. In m~y cases

such an identification is dependent on the survival of

documentary evidence. However, it was felt that it was better

on originally



to follow the existing work of Graham (i$77) and Martin

(1981) rather than impose new criteria. Accordingly the sites

which are included here are those for which there is evidence

of their status as boroughs prior to 1700 AD.

In the reports the material is present~ as follows: the

situation of the site is outlined and a brief account of its

archaeological ~d historical background is provided. This is

followed by an archaeological inventory which endeavours to

catalogue both e~ant sites ~d those which are ~o~ from

documentary sources. Although the amount of information

each town maM vary the catalogue follows the s~e format

each entry, firstly detailing the information on streets

street pattern, ~d following this with ~n account of

domestic buildings, market places ~d ecDnomic features

as quays ~d industrial areas. The seigneurial castle

town defences are described next together with the

buildin6s of the town. The evidence for suburbs and

outside the walls is then ~ outlined and the

concludes with a sugary of the archaeological excavations

~d a lis~ of the stray finds. The inventory is followed by

~ assessment of the archaeological potential of the site.

on

for

and

the

such

~d

religious

activity

inventory



INTRODUCTION TO .~._.Pm, SLIG0

SI i5o is the only large town within ±he county and it

also the only one of importance to urb--. ....

import&nt Trom early times. There was a

be{opa Iig8 and a s~ttlement that had formed

burned by the ~nglo-Normans on their .~,-’-riual

o..-"chaeo 1 ogy. Its

the sea ........ --w- it

bridge here from

around it .... .o.=

i n I ~3S. Th e

£~glo-Normans ware responsible for ~ounding the present tow~,

however, and they seem to have ==-~-tablished it in 1238 ,~, ....

shortly thereafter. LiKe other ~nglo-Norm~n towns in Ireland

its importance ~as economic rather than defensive. It was the

principal marKet-place for the produce o~ the newly conquered

lands o~ Carbury and its early prosperity is indicated in

suru iv ins accounts o{ the le98s. The ~nglo-Norman colony

declined durin~ the ~ourteen±h century but the town survived

and prospered under the rival patronage o{ O’Connor Sliso and

O’Oonnell. In the ¢i{teenth and early sixteenth centuries its

prosperity o~ed much to the proxir~ity o{ the herring shoals.

~ verse o{ the time celebrated how:

Herr ins o{ S1 ago

~nd salmon oI Bann

Have made in Bristol

~&ny a rich man

The wars o~ the later sixteenth century dauasta±ed the town,

however, and it was only after the conclusion of the Nine



The to~n wa~ incorporated in IGI2 and it ham con±inued to

~Pospe;" eveF s inca.

It is 9urpr is ing that there is only one ~.~,."- of

~rchaeological importance in the count/ <Fig. l). There is

clear euidenc~ at Bally~ota ~or .a subltantial ~nglo-Norman

castle and it ~ay have been the site o{ a borough. This was a

s~ttla~ent which had the lagsl privileges o~ a town but the

~unction~ o~ ~ village. In t,,~ ~- case o~ 8allymo±e, however,

the hi~toric~l documentation is lacking and we simply do not

Kno~ if it had an urban status in the Middle ~ges or not.

This report provides an account of the

remaini in SI igo and an asseslment of its

archaeolos ical research. It outlines the

archaeological

importance to

a~eas where

archaeological deposits are likely to survive and highlights

the town’s potential to increase our Knowledge o~ the

development of urban I ate in Ireland. Finally,

recommendations are made as to how thi~ potential can be best

real aged. In the map outl ining the zone o~ archaeological

potential the Tollo~;ins colour code ~ used:

PinK: the zone o{ archaeological potential .

Red: extant archaeological monuments.

Purple: sites oq Known monuments.

Uncontrolled redevelopment will destroy Sligo’s fragile

archaeological heritage and it ii the hope of this report

that the r~com~ended steps will be taken in order to ensure





The town is sir ~teg ical ly located at --"~,, i-~,,,~,., tart ford in~

~~r.~int of the Garrote river, between Cough Gill .... -.~. d the sea.

Throughout the Hiddle Rges this ford was important as the

,.=arts .... of communicating between the west and north of Ireland.

Its position explains the long struggle between O’Connor and

O’DonneIl for control o.f the town, and why in the later

sixteenth century the government forces placed so ~uch

emphasis on holding onto Sl ago. This strategic r,~= -~- ition is

still evident today because the main road routes from Galway.

Castlebar. and Roscommon to the north pass through the town.

The town itself is located on low ground overlooked by hills

on the north, south and west. The Green Fort

the cres± of the northern hal 1 , Rathvritoge,

would expect, it affords a commanding view of

is 1 orated on

and, as one

the town . On

level as

it r ises

the south side of the Garvoge the ground is fairly

far as Castle Street-Grafter Stree± but from there

fairly steeply to West Gardens and Church Street, and it

largely along the crest of thigh-" southern ridge that

detentes of the town were si±ed.

~RCH~EOLOGIC~C & HISTORIC~C B~CKGROUND

Little is Known of Sligo prior to the twelfth century and

attempts by vat- ious wr Stars to identify it w i±h Ptolemy’s

Nagtata have not met with any general support. It is evident,



nonetheless, that the site of ~ha Tutore ±o~n ..... ’ .... ~no~n to

marly nan in Irmllnd. The me~al i±hic tomb in ~bbeyquarter

~$~r±h i~ similar to those at Carro~ore and it indicates the

presence o~ people at S] i~o in the late ~ourth and early

third miIlenium 8.C. The so-called "Sli~o Stones", .~,. ..... the top

o~ the r idle it the junction o~ Church Street and The LunSy,

a~pear from old dascr iFtions to have bean ..... -~’-other o...~ ~ d

probably similar, me~al ithic tomb. The discovery oF stray

;inds of bronze axeheadl showi the continued presence oF

people her~ into the Bronze 8ge. Fro~ c. 1028 8.C. until the

twel~th century ~.0., however, evidence is lacKin~ ~or the

act ivity o~ ~an wi±hin the urban area.

~ br idle was =~-tabl ishmd before

settlement developed beside it. It

~nglo-Nor~anl on their arrival in 123B

1188 (~U) and 

was burned by the

and the annal iitic

entry note~ that many women were captured (BU). The conquerer

o# Connacht, Richard de Burgh, gaue the area around Sligo to

Hugh de Lacy but he made it ouer to Maur ice FitzGerald, a

me~ber o~ the Kildare Geraldines. The town became the centre

of an important FitzGerald manor ~n Carbury and a number of

reTerences concerning it at this ti~e fortunately ~urvive in

the Red Book of Kildare (MacNiocaill I~B4). It ii evident

that the Fi±zGeraldi took an active interest in Sligo for the

remainder o~ the thirteenth century. 8 hospital was built in

1242 (~ Corm), the castle wal constructed in 1245 and there

were town detentes by 1248 when the settle~en± wai attacked

by O’Oonnell who iucceeded in burning the "bawn" of the town,

but failed to take the castle (BFM; 8 Conn.). In 1252/3 the



Dominican Er iary wa~ founded. The ~.~-"pansion of the

~n~lo-Nor~an colony i~Sl i~o ~a~ brought to a halt i~ 125T,

however, by their da~aat at Creda~ Cilia, about sauan ~iles

north-east of the to~n. The subsaAue~t insecurity o~ the

settlement is evident -~ro~ the assaults .~..~’" the castle which

-"~.. e recorded in 12S5, 1270 and particularl}: 1271, when it was

c~ptured by Aad 0 Conchobhair <~FM: ~. Conn~ ~U).

In the Geraldine extent ol 1288 the castle is described

as broken but SI i~o is sty I ed a borough and had 18~ bur~a~as

{or ~hich the burzessas rendered £3 < MacNiocail I I~4,

I13-14). There is no sisn hera o{ abandonment and in the

ensuin~ division ¯ of lands between the. Geraldine sisters

Jul ia~;a and ~mabil ia, each received ±ha rant of ninety

bursasas . In I~S3 the l and was handed over to John

FitzThomas, later Ist earl of Kildare, and he rebuilt the

castle (SFM). The lewes saw an intensification of the quarrel

betaen the Geraldines and the de 8urshs over control of this

area and it ~as eventually settled by an exchanse of lands.

The Geraldine~ moved out o~ Sliso and the de Burshs ±oo~

o~er. In 1318, as part of the anc~stallation o~ his lands,

Richard de 8ursh, the Red Earl oT Ulster, built a castle at

SliSo (~FM; ~U). The castle wag captured and the town burnt

by ~ed 0 Oomhnaill dur in~ the Bruce invaiion <~I~ ~U). It i~

probable that the decline of the Anglo-Norman colony which

occurred a~ter the ~rder o~ the 8town Earl o~ Ulster in 1333

was re~lected at 81iso but there is no clear evidence. The

town, now u;%der ±ha control of O’Connor Sliso, continued to

survive. It was burnt in 13~8 (~ Corm; ~U) and suffered 



O’Oonnell and it ~ave the annalist .~._._~--asion to remarK:

"It ~as ~reuious that the ~..,~wn should have been burned

--o.= its buildin~ both stone and wood were sple~did"

Sub$eAuen± raids on the town and burnings o.-~-._._urr~d in 1388,

I422, 1423, ~445 (~F~ ~. Corm). Many oT the~a resulted True

the O’Oonnell desire to expand southwards into Sligo which

succeeded in 1478 when O’..~-,,,,--’-or S1 ago reco~nised the

overlordship o! O’Oonnell (~FM). In 1471 the town was

attacked by the combination o{ MacWill Sam BurKe and O’Conor

Don (~U). In 1478 McWil I Sam succeeded in ex~ell ing the

O’Donnell warders {rum the castle (~FM). In 14£5 O’Donnell

besei~ed the castle but he ~ailed to capture it (~U). Similar

{ailure {olloued in ~512 and 1513 (~ Conn) but the use 

ship’s guns in 1516 led to the capture o~ the town in three

days (~U). The town remained in O’Oonnell hands until 1533

despite, abortive attempts to wrest it ~rom his control in

152~ and I526 (~FN). The town was herd by O’Connor Sligo {rum

1533-8 when Menus O’Donnell took it ~d {opted O’Connor Sligo

to acknowledge him as his overlord (~ Conn.~ ~F~). This

agreemen~ meant that the O’Connors w~re only his warders at

Sligo and in 1561 when the justiciar, the earl of Sussex,

~isited Sligo, O’Oonnell was able to claim the town as his

own and "the Keys o~ the town were delivered up to him"

(~FM) 

Sir Henry Sidney’s description o{ the town in 1566 states



that "the castle is fair and is the 9raciest of any that wa

It standeth upon a

ful I of merchant’s

houses, all of which are ........ ~ .... disinhabited and in ruins.

Therein is a large ~onastePy o.F white friars and a bishop’s

pc!ace" (J. Roy. Soc. ~nti~s. Ireland i[, ( j~c.-|, 22-3). 

15V4 the town was listed as des±ro~ed ~" the BurKes (Brewer

and Bullen 1870, 47~) and in 1577 the ~erchants of the town

sousht permission to wall ±he town (Hamilton 18G7, 124).

The town was burned by the Scots in 1582 (Hamilton 1887,

384, 38~) but it w.~.o-- back in ~overn~ent hands in 158~

(Hamilton 1877, 242). In 1587 Binsha~ o~er~.~ ~ ~.~ wall the

town at no expense to the crown if the queen would Brant it a

corporation (Hamilton 1871, 395). 8insham was loth to let the

town back into the hand~ of O’Connor SI iso and rent~ for the

years 1587-81 yielded almolt £35~ (Hamilton 1885, 380). 

1585, however, both the castle and the town reverted to

O’Oonnels’s control when UI icK BurKe ~urdered George Banshee

there and Save it up to O’Oonnell (~FM). Richard BanShee

subsequently beseised the castle- unsuccelsfully fro~ the

abbey (~FM).

With "the arrival of Sir 01 aver Lambert in June 1882 S1 iso

eventually settled into government hands. The ±own had been

burned the day before by 0onnell O’Connor .... -~d Lambert

~ortified him~el~ in the abbey. He 5aid that the tow~ would

be of importance to the province i~ walled but it could not

be made strong because it was overlooked by hills and could



Our ing the afTort~ of JaMes i to promote borou~h~ .... ~ that

recommended but doubt~ ~ere expressed

elected --~--~, ....... a~-s would be protestant~

elected to parl lament S1 i~o wa~

as ±o whether the

or not ( Ru~$el and

Prenderga~t 18TT~ 181~ Brewer and 8ullen 1873, 138}. The

boroughs,, wa~ e~ntually created in IS12 and it appears on a

list of ne~ boroughs dated 1813 (Russell and Prender~a~t

1877, 2e3, 334).

In 184~ S1 ago wa~ taken by ~acDona~h but O’Crean’s castle

and Cady Jones’ castle held out. The royalists billeted

themselves in the houses adjoinins St. John’s Church and the

sie~e lasted eight or ten days. Fol Iowin~ the siese

proteitant prisoners brousht to the saol ware Killed. In the

sa~e year Sir Frederick Hamilton stor~ed part of the town,

burnt the ~riary and Killed so~e o~ ±he ~onKs, but he

retreated without caRturin~ the town. In 1845 the town wa5

captured by a parliamentary ar~y under Sir Charles Coote.

O°Crean’~ castle held out ~or ter~s but on i±i ~urrender the

garrison was ~urdered (Wood-Nartip-1888). The Irish failed 

retake the town in October I~45 and it was held by the

earlia~entarian~ until May I~48 when it was captured for the

Confederates by the Marquis of Clanricarde. ~ descrip±ion o~

the town in i~Se say~ that "it was totally ruined by the late

wars" and that there was nothing le.~t but bare walls and

cabins (Wood-~artin 188~, 80). In IS~3, however, the town had

144 heaths payin~ tax.



Thi~ re±raa±ed to EnnisKiil~n laauin~

Jacob ira co~nd~r H~nr~ C~ttarell .

oppos itiGn b~, the ~il I iamit~s. In

i±tacKed ~he town and succeeded in

held out ~or ±ha J;cobi±e cause

~ays that "mos± oT the houses

habitiblel the customs house, excise

buildings were destroyed (Reddin~ton

however, SarsField

and it

1698,

captur in~ it. The town

until Septen~ber ¯ IS91. The

and a de~cPiption o~ IS33

o~ice and all public

1888, 555).
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I. STREETS ~ STREET P~TTERN

The oldest surviuin~ map

south side of the river the nap shows two

eas±-west: Wine Street, and the lon~ street

oF Si i~o town, dated 1083,

p 1 an. On t he

streets runnin9

for~ed by John

Street, Castle Street and ~bbey Street. The town was an±areal,

±o the south, alon~ a ~hor± street which bifurcated to form

High Street and HarKat Street on the "-~,~s± ..... -."d Old ~arKet and

Teel in~ streets on the east. Further west was another street

runnin~ north-south, ~or~ad today by O’Connell Street,

Harmony Hill, and WalKer’s Row. On the north side o~ the

river the street plan was I Sneer with one .main thoroughfare,

Stephen’s Street, runnin~ east-west~ north of this was

Holborn Street and south of it was Brid~e Street.

Th~s plan lacks the regularity alsociated with plantation

towns and it suggests that the medieval ~treet pattern was

incoporated into post-tO83 SI iBo. It is difficult,

nonetheless, to extract information from the layout regardins

the street pattern of the pre-seventeenth century town.

Castle Street probably derived i~s’" ngji~e from the presence o{

fortified town houses, such as Crean’s Castle and Lady Jones’

Castle. Rbbey Street led to the Dominican {riary but it

probably stopped at the boundary wall and simply permitted

entry to the monastic precinct. It certainly did not continue

as it does today because it would have cut through the south

aisle and transept. The friary itself may have been outside

the bounds of the medieval town, a situation which frequently



Leach±as~iK: wa~ ~ituat~d in the ..... , ..... Ket place, and this

indicate~ that h~aPK~t Street and High Street almost certainly

r~tain the iv old al ign~ents. It is unclear whether St. John’s

church was ~ithin the ~ediaual town .~. .... not. Or i~inally

founded a~ a hospital it is 1 iKely to have been outside the

to~n boundary. .~,,~,- the other hand it ~unct toned as a par ash

church dur in~ the later Middle RSe~ and it is unusual to have

a pap ash chur._,, ~ ou±i ida oE the town . In e ithar event John

Street probably follous an old al tangent. Wine Street and

O’Con~el I Street, ~ith its u~uiually lon~ burgaSe plo~-,= on

the west side, lack a medieval appearance and they may have

bean laid out in the seventeenth century. ~inethelas~, it is

likely that there wai settlement in the vicinity of the old

bridse and close to the ca~tle but its extent and layout are

unclear Trom the street pattern.

2, M~RKET PLACE

This was located in MarKet Street where there is a

triansular expansion at the north~n,~nd o~ the ~treet to

accomodate it. In i~@4 Ja~es Fullerton was .~ranted a Saturday

market and two fairs, on 24 July and 28 September. In I~@7

James Crai~ie was ~ranted a ~esday market and two ~airs, on

17 ~rch and 1 ~usust (Liber Munerum I, pt. I, 35-6). The

latter ~rant refers to the existence of a market cross Known

as Bishop O’Crean’s cross or "CeachtaspiK", which stood on

the site no~ occupied by the 1798 Memorial (Kilsannon 192S,



I13). The name Old MarKet Stneet is puzzl In~ in thil re~ard.

3. 8R IDGES

The locational importance of SI i~o ~ri-.,="-s from its

suitab~l ity .~.~-~-- a bridgin~ point and a brid~e has been in

existence here fro~ before 1188 when Rory 0 Canannain, lord

oT Ti~connel , was Killed on it (~U). It is mentioned aswan 

I~38 (~ Corm, ~FM) and in 1245 when the ca~tle was built 

protect it (~FN). Its cont inued existence throughout the

Middle ~ges is evident from further mentions in 1419 (~ Conn,

~FN), 1533 (~FM) and 15~5 (~FN). The posit o~ this brid~e

u&s almost certainly that occupied by "old bridse"

From 14~7 the vicarage o{ SI iso is re~erred to as

~nbris~ or "inter duos pontes", implyin~ the existence o~ a

second bridse (Twemlow 1886, 545), but its exact site 

unknown. In 165e the town is recorded as be in~ divided into

two parts by one brid~e (Wood-Martin 1888, 88), probably the

"old bridge" The "ne~ bridge" was built between 1673 and

I~87 (Kilgannon lge8, 1~2).

4. INOUSTRI~L ~RE~S

DISTILLERY

In 1618 a grant was made to make and sell a~ua

81igo (Russell and Prender~ast 1888, 2~e).

vitae at



pulled down by soldiers .~.~"r in9 the ~illia~ite ~r ~Reddin~±on

L I~EK ILN

In I~2 the I imeKiln under SI igo fort ~--o.=. deicribed as

one of three place~ in coun±y SI i~o where it ~a~ lanai to

import and export from (Mahaffw 1885, 583). This suggests

that it ~al located nesr the ~uay.

MILLS

The foundations of a aatermill and a watercourse are

mentioned in a ~rant o~ I~7-8 (Etch 185~, 375-~). The mill

may have occupied the ~ite marked di~tillery on the 1837 O.S.

map (Went I~S~, 58). The mill is mentioned a~ain in I~74

(Liber Nunerum I, pt. 1, 35-S).

QURYS

In I~ Sir 01 iuer Lambert deic~ibed S1 i~o a~ hauin~ a

large sheltered bay within which two. hundred ~hip$ could ride

a~ anchor (~aha~fy i~12, 42~). Ha added that the harbour ~as

two mile~ ~rom the to~n and this iu~e~t~ that, ~--~ in the

ca~e of Dublin, cargoe~ ~ere transferred on to bar~ai and

smaller vessels for cart ia~a to the town. Quays are not ~ho~n

on the ~euenteenth century maps but in u iew of the clear



references to the town as a port it is to be ~=--.-su~ed that

some form of quays ida was present. The earl test =~----=._if ic

reference to a ~uay is in I~41 (~od-Martin 1888, 113).

The first reference to the existence of a ""~r.~, t at Sligo

. ...... .......rs in ~3~2 when John Sy~zocK wa~ I Scanted to carry eight

tuns of wine to SI i~o (Graves 1877, ~). By 1423 customs were

beth9 collected Fro~ the port and the or~-- ~r,_, in t merit s of

col lectors of custom~ and cockers ~or the towns of Galway and

SI igo are recorded for 1448-51 and 1451-2 (Harebell 1838,

223b, 2~5b, 287). The cocker continued to be an important

source of revenue throughout the sixteenth century. The State

Papers reveal that the usa of the port by enemies and rebels

was a constant source DE worry. In 1588, Tot instance, three

Spanish armada ships called into the port but they sank soon

afterwards (Hamilton 1885, 5~8~ Brewer and 8ullen 1878, 472).

Shortly after SI i8o Tell to O’Oonnell in 1585 it was noted in

o.Fficial reports as the most suitable place for the landin9

oT Spanish forces (Hamilton 1888, 418). During the marly

seventeenth century plans ware repeatedly discuisad Tot the

construction oT a fort on Coney I~and to protect the harbour

(Nahaffy 1812, 4~@~ ~rewer and 8ullai~1873, 287).

5. OOMESTIC HOUSES

The first reference to domestic properties in Sligo is in

1288 when its 18~ burgages were ~alued at £8 (~acNiocaill

1884, 113). When the town was burned in 1388 its buildings,

both of wood and stone, were described as splendid (~F~). 



tSSS Henry Sidney descr ibed the town as formerly "gull og

merchants houses, al I oT which are disinhabited and in ruins"

(J. Roy. Soc. Antiqs. ¯ Ireland ~! (~-~), ~°°-3). IS33 the

town had 138 houses and cabins (Wood-Martin "EnnisKiliens",

t81-288). In 1852, at the end o{ the .~.~o~wall ion wars,

however, Sligo was described as "total’IF ruined, and nothin~

left o{ it bu~ some ~ew bare walls and a company of poor

Irish Cab ins to dist inguish where it stood " (Wood-Martin

LADY JONES’ C~STCE

This is mentioned in the 1641 attack by NacOonagh. Its

site is unclear but it was ~robably in the ~icinity of

O’Crean’s castle. Castle Street is probably so-called because

of the number of fort if ted town house or "castles" which

stood on it.

This is mentioned in a letter {roe Captain Gerald Dillon

to Sir UI icK 8ourKe in IS45, as ~" building which held out

against the parliamentarians (Wood-~artin 1888, 76). ~Ithough

frequentl.y confused with the castle of $1 iso it is likely

~rom its name that it was a merchant’s dwelling, probably a

fortified town house similar to those which survive in

Carl ingford and Ardee. Accordin9 to Wood-Nartin (188~, 38) it

stood a little back from the road at the corner between Abbey

Street and Tee l in9 Street. Wood-Nartin adds that traces of



He also adds that the I~88 ..... . ....r indicates that it w--.-~

protected by out~or~s.

E. CIVIC 8UIC01NGS

CUSTOM HOUSE

8 pet it ion of 1~83 notes that the ._,,-"atoms house, exc ise

offices and all public buildings had been destroyed durin~

the Will iamite war (Wood-Martin 1888, 148). The site of the

Custom House is unknown.

GSOL

The first reference to a purpose-built ~aol is in I~33-8

(Wood-Martin 1888, 1~5). It was said to have been the scene

of a massacre of protestants in 1~41 (Wood-Martin 1888, 48).

Its si±e is unknown.

7. TOWN OEFENCES

SI i~o seems to have been only eber defended by defences

of earth .and timber. In 1248 O’Oonneli burned the bawn of the

town, a re~erence which would sus~est that it was already

defended by a ditch and palisade (~ Corm; ~FM). The town

withstood sie~es by O’Oonnell in 1512 and 1513 which susBests

that defences were then present (~FM; 8. Conn). 8 further

indication o.f the presence of defences at this time is the



fact that although O’Oonnell u~ed artillery in his attack

151~, the town still held out {or three days (~FM; ~U).

poor repair .... T~ 1577 the ..,=,- .... chants oF SI i~o sou~hi permission

to wall the town (Hamilton 1867, 124). In 1584 8ingha~

reported that it wa~ necessary to wall S1 i~o a~d i~ 1587 he

o~ered to enclose the ~own without expense to the crown

(Hamilton 1887, 542; 1877, ._..~._.oo=). In I~@2 Sir 01 aver Camber±

reported that S1 i~o would be important to the province i{ it

was walled (Haha{{y 1812, 428) but I Stile i{ anything seems

to have happened until the Wil I Samite War when earthen

{oPt i{ icat ions were constructed by Colonel henry between 1688

and I~91 ~Wood-~artin 1888, 185-6 and 88). The course o{ the

town de{Prices is based ent irely on a map prepared

time and it is not Known whether they {ollowed th~

earlier de~ences or not.

at th is

i ire o{

Outside the de{ences, on the north, was a redoubt,

probably to be e~uated with the third {ort built by Lutterell

in 1681 (Simms 1865, 125).

Out l ire of the Town Oefences

There is no evidence {or the course o{ the medieval

de~ences. It may be noted, houever, that the~e were probably

con{ined to the south side o{ the river, enclosed a smaller

area than the seventeenth century de{Prices, and the Dominican

{ri&ry was probably outside them. Evidence {or the layout o{

the seventeenth century deEences is based entirely on a map



og I~ published in outl ire b~ tqood-Martin,

On the north side oT the Garrote th is show~ a stretch of

wall with three proj~-~,_±in~ bastion~ on the hillslope west of

the Green Fo~t. The detentes cont trued east of the fort for a

distance o-~ about 158 m, into the srounds of the present

County Hospital, where there was another bastion. From here

they turned south and continued downslope to the river.

On the south side of the Garrote, the eastern end of the

defences seems to have been neat the east end of CorKran’s

Nail. From here they ran in a southerly direction as far ~-.-

St, Parr irk’s Convent (Convent of Mercy) 9rounds, where the

convent ~raveyard may preserve part of th~ south-east an~le

bastion. This eastern defance was protected by three smaller

bast ions. From the Convent of ~ercy ~rounds the wall ran

south-west towards High Street, where presumably there was a

~atehouse. West oT High Street the wall ran towards St.

John’s Church but its exact course is unclear. On the west

side o{ the town the de{ences seem to have continued alon9

the east side of ~delaide and Union streets before turnin9

eastwards to 1 ink up with the Sto~ Fort. John Street and

Wine Street were protected by bastions and there was a single

projectiq9 bastion on the north wall. in the vicinity o~ Emmet

Place.

8. C~STCE

Sligo was the centre of an ~n~lo-Norman manor established



by ~aur ice FitzGerald in 1245. The caitle was conltruc±ed in

±h~t year ~ith stones taken from the ,,=~ .... arby Tr ini±y hospi±al

(RU: ~F~). In 12~5 the cas±le was captured bF ~ad 

Conchobair (R Conn~ RFM). Refortified by Fitzgerald in 12~8

(~ Conn~ of. Orpan I~II-2O, iii ....o,~), it was a~ain captured

by ~ed in his campaign oe 1271 (RF~: ~U). In 1288 it wal

described as ’broKen’ (~acNiocaill 18~4, 33-4} but it was

rebuilt in 12~3 b/ John FitzTho~al (RFM; RU), Fi±zGerald’i

~uccelsor, at a time when the rivalry between him and Richard

de 8ur~h, earl of Ulster, for control of Connacht was comin~

to a head. In 1284 the ca~tle by levelled by Red macOwan 0

Conchobair at the instisation oT de 8ur~h. When peac~ wa~

a~reed bmtween the two ~n~lo-Norman bar6nl, the manor of

S1 i~o became part of the de 8ur~h property. In 131@ dm 8urBh

built a ne~ castle which iurviued until the late

century and may be the ruined ~tructure shown on

prospect o~ I~85 (NLI ~. 3137 (35)).

~ i×±eanth

Ph i l Iips ’

In 1315, durin~ the Bruce invasion, it was captured by

Red 0 Oomnall, and later in the same year it was captured by

Rory O’Conor who plundered the town (Orpen IB11-2O, iv, 172).

It remained in O’Conor hand~ af t~. thi~ date. Oonal 0

Conchobair was Killed a~ter bein~ imprisoned here in 1371/2

(R Corm; RFN; ~U), b~rtou~h 0 Conchobair died here in 14@2

(~F~), and Oonnchad 0 Conchobair died after fall on

flag~tone~ out~ide the ca~tle in 1418 (R Corm, ~FN). In 147@

the sonl of Owen O’Conor surrendered the caltle to O’Oonnmll

and recognised his overlord~hip (RFM). In 1471 ind a~ain in

1478 it was captured by MacWil I tam BurKe (RU~ ~FM) ~ho



returned it to the 0’~’-, ..... ~--.~. s. In 1494 and 1485, and again in

1512 and 1513, it wa~ besieged unsuccessfully by C’Oonn~ll (~

Conn~ ~FM~ ~U). In 1518, however, the caltle surrendered to

O’Qonnell octet ha had b~t±ared the town ~ith the aid oF a

ship .Ful I of ordnance (AFM). Excep~ for a br ire per Sod in the

153~s the castle remained in O’Oonnell hands until 15~8 .... ~

15~ it was described by Sir Henry Sidney ai "the ~reatast of

any ~hat we have seen in an Irishman’s possession" (JRS~I 8~,

22-3) 

In 1588 8ingham took control o~ S1 ago ~or the ~uean and

for the next ±wo years ha wrote constantly of the

inadvisability o~ restoring it to O’Conor SI ago (Hamilton

1877, 242~ 395, 4T2, 481, 5@@, 518). In 159@ it was described

as a re~u~e ~ithout which the inhabitan±~ would be ~orced ±o

flee the area (Hamilton 1885, 3~3, 378). In 1585 George

8in,ham was murdered in the castle by UlicK mac Redmond na

Scuaib BurKe and it wa~ surrendered ±o O’Oonnell (Hamilton

189@, 328; ~FM). Later in the year it was besieged by Richard

8ingha~ wh wished to aven~e the death oq hal brother. He

attacked it with a siege tower, partly constructed fro~ the

rood screen oq the Triary, but

None±helesl O’Oonnell decided to

sl ightin~ it (~F~).

wa~ "~nable to capture it.

abandon ’the castle a~ter

In 1596 Donough O’Conor Sligo was given custody of the

cas±le and he attempted to re-edify it although he wa~

reported to have had no food, no masons and no carpenters

(~tKinson 1883, Tl). In 15~7 he held it wi±h a garrison



in 15S8, however, and suppl ies were la~ded here bw the earl

of Essex in 15~8 to suppo~-t O’Conor SI i~o. The suppl ies carrie

O’Conor had surrendered. In IS02 the castle was described -’=.=

in ruins and the extent of this damage is reflec±ed in the

fact that Sir O1 iver Lambert took up h is defens ire pos it ion

subsequent h istory of the castle is unclear. Constables and

warders are listed until lSlt and it was in t,,= ~--. p.-.-,~=.session of

O’Conor Sli9o in 1815 (Russell and Prendersast 1888, .....oo~ It

is probably the structure shown on Phillips’ map of 1885 ..... --d

it may be the "crazie" castle re{erred to in 1683 <Simms

1 ~65 ).

Nothins survives today of the castle and even its site

has been ~ matter of dispute . O’~onovan recorded, however,

that the Stone Fort was built on the site of the castle and

perhaps it even incorporated parts of it. This is the most

likely situation {or a medieval castle where it controlled

the s±rateSically important ford and’~ridse.

9. STONE FORT

This fort was probably constructed in 1646 when £a78 was

al I oiled for the fort if Scat ion of SI i9o and Roscommon

(Mahaffy lSO1, 523). In 1655 the trustees for the BarracKs

were recorded in the Down Survey (Wood-Martin 188B, Bl). In



I~59 i± :.;am described as the new Fort and it had a ~arrison

of ~0 men. Repairs were effected in I~G5 (Mahaffy 1887, 7~7).

~t ±he start of the Williamite ~iar the fort lacked a garrison

but it was taken over by the Protestant ~siociation who armed

it ~ith seuenteen cannon (Simms 18~5). Duri~ the ensuin~

siege the fort held DOt for five days before surrenderin9 to

the Jacobites.

~ccording to O’Oonovan the fort was constructed on the

~i±e of the medieval castle. The site ii now .,._~--"~._~ried by the

I~. GREEN FORT

Part of the money allocated in I~4~ for the fortification

of Sli9o may well have been expended on this fort as Kerrigan

(1981) suggests. In I~5~ it is described ai an earthwork 

poor condition (Kerri~an 1381, 148) and it appears on ±he

Down Survey map o~ the barony of Carbury mad~ about this

time. The fort formed an outwork of the defencas durin~ ±he

Will iamite wars when it was defended by TaSte O’Regan for the

Jacob ite~ (Simms 18S5, 125). Woo~Mar~in describes ±he

outworks as enclosing nearly an acre, having a large bastion

and pls~form at each corner, two gates defended by a

half-moon, the whole surrounded by a deep fosse. ~t each

angle wi±hin a half musket shot stood a small spur fortified

on two sides but open at ±he gor~e to shelter the advance

posts, bbod-~art in ( 1889, 98) suggests ±ha± these ou±worKs

were constructed by the Jacobites.



Full description pending couple±ion o~ ~. Dunne’s repot±.

1 I. ST. JOHN’S CHURCH

This seems to occupy t ~,,= ii±e o{ a hosp i±al founded ~"~..

attached to the Knights Hospitallers at Kilmainham. In 1427

plans were afoot to build a new hoi~i±al but it is un:lear if

this was ever completed or not. The rectory ~.~--ntinued to

function, howauer, and in 148~ the rector of ~inbryia al ial

Sel ~ech was absolved for a ~urder (Haren 1878, 32~). In 18~8

it was granted to the earl of Tho~ond (ErcK 1852, 733>. In

~he Royal Visitation of c. I~15 the church i$ de~cr ib~.~ ~ -~-~.=

"recently repaired" (Tyndal 18~2, 8). O’RourKe ( 1888, 381)

states that the church was rebuilt in l~3T by Sir Roger Jonei

but it seems more likely that this was just a mortuary chapel

( Tzndal ISS2, IS). The present buildin~ was rebuilt by

Richard Cassels c. IV30.

Nonumen~

Ro~er Jones. le3V.

West wall. Efigial tomb depicting Sir Roger Jones of Banada

and his wife.

12. OONINIC~N FRIARY



induI~ence was 9ranted by the pope to aid

(Twem~ow 1304, 434). In 141G the monastery

havin~ been rebuilt by 8Plan M~cOarmo± -~. .......

its restorer ion

is recorded as

Oonnchadha ( ~FM:

~. Corm). The friars remained in possesiion after th~

Re.Formation and in 15~8 El izlbeth alio~ed th~ friary to be

preserved i~ the friars converted to secular clergy (Hamilto~

18~@, 3~I). The .Friars did not convert, however ..... ~d re~ain~d

in occupation until it was captured by Richard 8in~ham in

1585 and used by hi~ in his ~ie~e o~ the castl~. He uied ~uch

o~ the ti~berworK inc!udin~ the rood~creen and wood fro~ the

bedchs~bers of the Culde~s to construct a sie~e engine (~FM).

In 1~@e it was fortified by Sir Oliver Lambert (Mahafy l~le,

418, 435).

Oescr ipt ion

The friary is located on the east side of Sli~o town and

was probably set within its own precinct ori~inally. The

discovery of burials durin~ ~hm construction of CorKran’s

~ll indicates that the. ~ona$tic compIe× extended a~ far a5

the river on the north side. Coarsed I i~estone ~asonry with

I i~estone jambs and ~uoins except "~--In the choir where the

jambs are of sandstone. The re~ains coniis~ of the church,

cloister and parts of the do~eltic buiI@in~s. In terr~ of

dating, the north and south wails of the choir, ±he north

~all of the nave, and parts of ±ha sacristy and chapter house

are of thirteenth century date. The east window of the choir

w~s probably in~erted after the fire of 1414, while the

rood -screen and tower were probably conitructed $hortly



threa~ter. The ~outh aisle was built in the late fiTteenth/

a;rly si×ta~n±h ~entury but it s~---.-,,,~ to have replaced an

earl Sen structure. The proFiles o-F the bases and capitals o-F

the cloister arcade indicate that it is unlikely to ba

earl Jar than c. 1470~ and the ,~,~’--,,,~stic buildings are probably

o~ the same date. The ±ransept ~as added a~ter the

construction o~F the south aisle and it can be ascribed to the

early sixteenth century.

The CHURCH cons isis o~ the nave with s ide aisle and

transept, and the chancel separated {rote the nave by the rood

screen and tower. The east 8able o{ the CH~NCEC rises to its

~ull height and is I it by a {our-I isht reticulated window

with an external label ter~inatin~ in human heads and havin~

another head in the centre. It has a pointed rear-arch with a

~oulded internal arch. Slender banded pilasters with ~oulded

bases and ~oliate capitals decorate the angle o~ splay. This

window replaced the original thirteenth century lancets. The

stone altar was re-erected {ro~ its orisinal stones in the

nineteenth century and it stands to a height o{ 1 ~. The

{font is highly carved anddis divided into nine cusped o~ee

panels with pilasters and crocKets’--characteristic o{ the

{i{teenth century. The altar table is {ormed o{ {ave slabs,

one o{ which is an insertion. The others depict a cross and

carry the Combardic inscription: IOHSN ..... ~E FIERI FECiT

(John ..... caused me to be made). The cross is set within 

square Trame. both o4 which are Tormed

interlace. The only Teatures of the north

plain doorway~ leadin~ to the sacristy and

o~ two bands of

wali are seal I

cloister, and a



l;r~e recess, perhaps the founder’s tomb, from which the

dressings have been removed. The south wall was i it by eight

blocked, the eastern~o~± by the O’Connor SI igo monument, the

se._.~.~nd fro~ the ~,~".~stern end by one of the piers of the ±ower.

The rece~mes which contained the pilcina and sedilia are al~o

in the south ~al 1 but they lack cut mtone.

The TOWER, which is almost s~uare i plan, is an insertion

into the chancel . It is supported on po intad o..-.’--.ch~s rest in9

on four piers of cut stone and has a sroinad vault. It is

entered bv a small doorway in the north side wall above the

level of the church roof. The upper portion is divided into

two stages. In the lower stage rectangular I intellad windows

in the east and west walls opened into the roof of the church

near the ridge~ a cusped o~ee-headed window provided 1 ight on

the south side. The upper floor (the belfry stage) has 

tuin-I ight cusped ogee-headed window in each wall. The

parapet level is destroyed but its external drainage course

survives.

The ROOD SCREEN occupied the ~istern end of the nave and

cut off the laity from the chancel. It is an insertion and

may belong to the rebuilding of 1414. The space over the

screen formed a gallery 2.15m wide across the church and was

supported on two parallel arcades of pointed arches on

octagonal colu~s, the soffit being a ribbed vaulted. ~bove

this would have been the actual rood, a large crucifixion,

perhaps the timberworK cut up by Bin~ham to make a siege
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engine in 15~5. The ~ouldin~s of the east side we~e partly

cut ~w~y when the piers of the tower were built, indicating

that the tower ~;s in~erted a.~ter the .... ¯ ....,,=truction of the

rood screen.

The NAVE is of the same ~idth as the chancel and the roof

over was ori~inally continuous. Owing to the destruction of

the western ual 1 it~ exact length is uncertain. The north

w&l I is pierced by three ~Jindows, each of t~o pointed i igh±s

w~th chamfered jambs and mull ions. Immediately under the

windows, externally, are traces of a strin~ course which

protected the roof of the original cloister. ~ later string

course under which the roo-F o~ the pre~ent cloister

terminated abuts against the windows at one-third of their

height. The south wall of the nave has an arcade o~ three

pointed arches openin~ into the side ~ISLE and transept.

These have outer and inner ribs cha~ered on both sides. The

piers are rectangular with cha~fered corners and ~oulded

capitals. The eastern half-pier i~ rounded and looks like

thirteenth century work ~ but the capital is of fif±eenth

century style. It suggests th~ the pre~ent aisle and

transept replaced an earlier aisle. Th~ wails of the nave and

chancel had stepped parapets, ri~ing. ~rom a drainage course

below.

Only the eat± wall of the TRANSEPT and

connected ~± to the aisle

recessed windows which

chapels. ~n lumbry and piscina exist

the arch which

re~ain. The east wall has two

I ighted the altars of two side

in the wall space
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between the windows and there is a second p isc na a± the

arch opening {ro~ the aisle into the transept indicates that

it is not earl ier than the sixteenth century.

The CLOISTER GgRTH was almost rectangular.

arcade is formed of double shafted

chamfered arches. It is of fifteenth

does not ~.r’--~r=&r to be as early as the

pillars and

century style

restoration

burn in~ of the church in 1414. The east side and most of

north and south s ides surv ire. The arcades and

The clo aster

plain

but it

ater the

the

the

ambulatories or vaulted walks behind them are o.,, .... integral

part of the claustral buildings, i.e. the arcade =~r~-"-~-._., ts one

wal 1 of the upper storey, the roo~s of which were the

combined width of the a~bulatory and ~round floor roo~s.

Slightly more than half of the vaulted

on the north side of the chancel. Beside

which originally contained the stairway

S~CR I STY

it is a

I ead in9

survive

to the

domestic quarters of the pr ior overhead. West of the sacristy

is the vaulted VESTRY, ~it by a single light in the east wall

and hav in~ a wall-cupboard in the’~est wall.

The CHAPTER ROOM is covered by a plain ¯ slishtly pointed

vault across the centre of which is a cut stone arch.This

arch is in 1 ire with the outer wall of the adjoining

buildings and indicates the size of the original thirteenth

century chapter room. The eastern extension contains the

lower portion of a three-light window, the dressings of which

are of sandstone.
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Enough survives o~ the buildings

room to indiclte that it cons istad of

vaulted chambers, each w i±h a sapara±a

north-eas±~rn ansle is a s~uare tower containin9 a spiral

stair which g~ua access to the dormitories above. The total

extent o~ thi~ ~in~ is uncertain because the nort~.=rn and was

pulled down in the ninataan±h c~n±ury and the foundations

removed in maK ins ~raues, It is ross able that there was a

........ = ......nd yard such as survives at Ross Errilly, Co. Galway.

north oE the chapt=,-.~.

a range of small

entrance. ~t the

The REFECTORY was situated on the upper ~loor

cloister arcade. It was placed in the thickness o~

and opens into the room by three s~11 arches i ith

and the

northern

the wall

octasonal

columns. Light was provided by an oriel window supported on a

projecting bracKe±

Monuments

Cross-slab I. ?13±h/14th cents.

Nave. Cimestone. Trapezoidal with concive bevel. The edse is

de~ined by a flat-roll moulding and the sinister top is

broken away. ~ch oT the or isinal Talse tel ief design is

obliterated by an eigh±aenth century inscription: PR~¥ ...

SOVL OF ... FERR~CC ~C[ I~S] McOONOGH WHO OYEO THE 22 OF M~RCH

~NNO OOM 1721. The or isinal desisn appears to have consis±ed

o~ an incised cross but only the shaft and an eroded panel o~

curving folia~e survive. The ~oliage is on the sinister side

and there is a possible ~uatruped on the dexter.



L. 122. ~, at base 43. Est. ~. at top : T. 15.5 cm

Cross-slab 2. ?13th/14th cent~.

N~ve. Limestone. Trapezoidal with concave bevel . In two

pieces. The outline of the top is defined by an inciled line.

The surface is worn but there are trace~ o~ -~.,, incised

fol iate cross-head.

6. 183. W. at head GI.5 tapering to 5~ c~ at base. T. IG c~.

Cross-slab 3. 13th/14th cents.

Sacl- isty. Upper half of an incised Iimestone

Badly eroded. The shape oT the crops-head cannot no~

determined. Bevelled at top with concave bevel at sides.

83. W. at base. 55. T. 18 c~.

cross -i 1 ab.

be

Croms-slab 4. ?13±h/14th cents.

Nave. Limestone, in two pieces. ~rapmzoidal with concave

bevel. The outline is defined by a line. The surface is badly

eroded but there are traces of a highly decoratd cross-head.

The shaft is incised and its dexter side i~ decorated with a

leafy scrol I .

L. 175. W. at top 5S tapering to ~ c~ at bale. T. I~.5 ca.

Cross-slab 5. 13±h/14th cents.

Nave. Limestone. Trapezoidal with convex bevel, outlined by a

line on either side. O±herwi~e the slab is plain. The form

suggests a pre-14~@ date but the convex bevel is unusual at

such a date.

L. I~. W, at top 71.5 tapering to Be at base. T. 15 ca.

Cross-slab S. 13±h/14th centi.



~ainst N. wall of chancel . Limestone, ±rapezoidal , in two

p ieces. The sur{ace is covered with incisad 1 ines but these

do not appear to form & pattern. It is plain except for ’a

band of nailhmad around the edge.

C. 177. We at top 49 taper ing ~,.,. 37 at base. T. 13 cm.

Cross -slab 7. ?13th/14th cent.

In chancel recess. Cime~tone. Upper Tra~ment of ,_, ...... ,~=s-haad.

Rel ief decoration showin~ a -~.~, ~,~=i in circle but the top part

and lower corners are broken ¯ ........ ....... ~ . Within the circle are

smaller arcs enclosing oval and ogiual shapes.

C. ~4. W. at head ~8 taper ins to ~8 at base. T. II c~.

Cross-slab B. 13th/14th cant~.

Sacristy. Bevelled limestone slab. in two pieces.

~n relief. Both the cross-head and the base are

Surv. C. 143. W. at surv. heaad. 58 ±aperin~ to 43 at base.

Cross-slab 8. 14th/15±h cents.

Nave. Limestone. Trapezoidal wi±h beveled edges. The dexter

top corner is broken as- is a s~all sect ion of the ~inister

top. The decoration consists of a~2ross-head for~ed with four

cusped bracelets. The cusps

formin~ four quatrefoils.

internal sunken tr ian~es.

continue alon@ the slab edge

The cusps are e~phas ised w i±h

The lower £uatrefo ils are

completely ou± oq shape, however. The cross-shaft is missing

but the base terminates in three cusped legs.

L, 175. Est. W. at top: tapering to 48 cm at base, T, 12 c~.

Grave&lab I. ?13th/14th centi.



In chancel recei~. Fr&~ent ol a trapezoidal limestone ilab

~Jith concave bevel and flat roll-moulding. An incised band is

al I that s"",.,, v ivei of the crosi-sha{t; at i~-~= t --~.~r is pact of

an elaborate {olia~ pattern. On the dexter side i~ tha

hilt-portion of a ~word.

L. 47. Survivin~ W. at top 54 tapecin~ to 51 at bale. T. 12.5

Graveslab 2. ?13th/14th cent~.

Sacristy. BroKen I indenture Tra~ment o.F a taper in~ slab.

Plain. Suruivin~ C. 54. W. at head 50 taperin~ to 5T at the

~oot. T. I~ ca.

Grave-slab 3. ?13th/14th cents.

Sacristy. Trapezoidal I immstone slab bear in~ a faded

eighteenth century inscription. The base is incomplete. C.

138. W, at head 55 taper in~ to 48 at base. T. 12 c~.

Grave-slab 4. ?13th/14th cants.

Sacristy. Lower part of a limestone trapezoidal slab. Plain.

L. I11, W. at surv. top ~ 41 taperin~ to 31 at the base. T. 14

c~,

Grave-slab 5. ?13th/14th cents.

Vestry, Upper part oT a bevelled trapezoidal slab. Limestone.

W. at top 48 taper in~ to 43 at the survivin~ base. H. S~. T.

Grave-slab ~, ?13th/14th cents.

North cloister arcade. Base o~ a trapezoidal

with concave bevel. Plain. Surv. L. 80. W. at

I i~estone ~ slab

surv. top 45



±apePin9 to 38 at base. T. 17 c~.

Graveslab 7. ?15th cent.

In transe~t. Limestone. Trapezoidal. The outline

by a qlat roll-~ouldin9 del i~ited by an incised

tel ie~ decoration consi~±s oq two Aua±rupeds, probably lions,

no~ somewhat worn. Lombardic inscription placed between the

an imal ~ :

L. 188. W. at top ~8 taper ins to 42 cm at base. T. II cm.

Grave-slab 8. 15th cant.

Chancel. Limestone. Trapezoidal with concave bevel. It is now

so worn that the detail oq the decoration and inscription are

lost. It was drawn by Cochrane, however, in the nineteenth

century. It is unusual in having the narrow end qunctions as

the head and it may have been re-used. Below the Lombardic

inscription is a cruci~i×ion with Mary a~d St. John. Below

this is a quadruped, and below that a pattern o~ rosette$.

Hunt (1874, 218) read the inscrip~~on as:

HIC I~CET UORDE MCC~TUECY QUI ME FIE FECIT

L. 175. W. at top 44 expanding to 5S at base. T. 13 cm.

Tomb qrasment. 15th/IS±h cents.

~sainst chancel’s N wall. Limestone. 8toKen side-panel

ornamented with three cusped osee-headed niches.

L. 189. H. 88. T. 12.



Cor~oac O’Craian. 1508.

Nave. Men~a tomb with decorlted front panel and can~v--’y above.

The n~en~a top i~ in ±hree part~ &rid i~ plain except for a

convex mouldin9 on its front face. ~e ~ensa top bears trace~

oT a late inscription and w~.-.~ obviously re-u~ed. The tomb

front i~ outlined by an outer chamfered ~ouldin~ and it is

decorated ~ith nine ~igure~., all of which (except Tot the

central crucifixion) ~tand in cuiped oSee-headed niche~. The

niches are topped with ~laited vine ~inial~ and have leafy

crockett. The crucifixion i~ in an ~-~,~ ni-~,_,,e. The figurel

are ( I . to r. ) St. Francis; St. Catherine of ~ntioch: 

female ~aint holdin~ a ?Iword; Our Cady; Crucifixion; St.

John: St. Michael: St. Peter; an archbilhop with the righ±

hand raised in b]eisin~. Gothic inscription immediately below

the manse :

[HIC I~C]ET [C]ORM~CUS OCR~I~N ET [G]EHON[N~] [~]ENO~S~

[UNO]R [EIUS] ~No OOI M CCCCC VI.

Here lies Cormac 0 Craian and Johanna Ennis hi~

A.D. 1588.

The canopy is {ormed from cusped Tlamboyan± tracery byt

the uppe~ part survives and

mouchettel, with two cusped

behind the tracery ha~ been rebuilt

plaque inserted. (Hunt I~74, 218).

wife,

only

it shows an ogee abou~ two

mouchettes below. The masonry

and a Crean herald ic

Oonat 0 Suibne. 1577.



bevel. The upper half portrays two armed standing fisures one

carr),ing a pole-arm the o±har a spar±h and both having

s~ord~, the decoration on the lower half shows a quadruped

with a long tail , KnotuorK and an IHS. Below this again is a

representation of St. Peter, bet~lean two panels oT flamboyant

Tenestration. Hunt ( 1874, 218) gives the inscription ~-~.~:

HIC I~CET OON~T 0 SUIBNE CU SU~ UNORE ELI~ NIGR~ IN

FI~RCE [ 15]?~. EUGENI .... ~IN C~RPENT~RIUS FECiT.

Crean heraldic pla~ue. I688.

Limestone, rectangular. Behind canopy of O’~rean tomb in

nave. ~chievement showing the Crean and French coats impaled.

Roman inscr ipt iota:

COP ~/NOVN CRE~IN ME DEVS

ET SPIRITV RECTVN IN NOV~

.......... IN VIS TRIBVS NEIS

H. 71. W. 68 cm.

O’Connor S1 igo. 1624.

This monument has been fully described by Cochrane in the

~ppendix to the 82nd Report of the Commissioners of Public

WorKs in Ireland (1913-14), 14-15.

Crean and Jones heraldic pla~ue. 1625.

Rectangular limestone achievement. The crest is lacking and

the date 1625 is inserted in its place. Inscription:



NEE T~O 8RE ONE 8Y HIS DECREE

THST RSIFNETH FROM ETERNITY

~HO FIRST ERECTED HSVE THESE STONES

WEE ROBVCRE CREAN EL ICA JONES

Tomb fragment. 17th cent.

Underneath E window. Limestone.

probably a saint. 27x25x12 cm.

bearded f igure,

Jones nepal d ic p I aque . 17th cent.

Under tower. Rectan9ular I Seas±one ach ievement.

~5x54. T. 1 I cm.

Crea~ heraldic plaque. ITth cent.

Under tower. Rectangular 1 imes±one plaque.

in,trip±ion: ..... VNDVM CRE~N ME OEVS’. .... M RECTVM

IN VIS CER...

SJx85. T. 18 cm.

I N NOV~

Crean heraldic plaque. .ITth cent.

Under tower. RecTangular I imeston%" coa±.Small

base with the initials C.

38×38. PKojec±ion: ISxl@. T. IS am.

project ion a±

Fo~t .

Chancel recess, Rectangular, BroKen. One side is straight and

the other chamfered, 32x34. H, £3, Depth o{ bo~l, 19. Diam,

at mouth ~5 c~,



~3. HOSPITAL

Founded in honour of the Trini±y in 1242 ( ~ Corm), much

oT its bui!din9 stone was reAuisit ioned ~--.,, 1245 for the

construction of the castle (~FM), after ~ihich it sae~s to

have been abandoned. The p~’operty remained as a vicarage,

however, and in 1427 Bernard Y Flannagain asked permission to

found a hospital and a conti~uous chapel of St. ~ary the

Virgin and St. John the Baptist in place of ~inbris~ "alias

inter duos pontes ~ ive de castro S1 iganc " ( Twemlow 1804,

~45). This was to be a hospital and chapel with bell,

bell-tower and other o{{ices. It is not clear iT it was ever

built, however. In 1428 the "parochial rectory" in the rural

lands between the two bridges il reported al void because the

rector MacOonagh had joined the Oo~inicans at Sligo and the

TruSts were bean8 uiurped (Twemlow 1888, 52). En~uirie~ were

conducted into this situation in 1438 and 1448 but their

outcome is not recorded (Twe~Iow 1888, 178; 1812, I~I).

14. LIST OF ~RCH~EOLOGIC~L FINDS

I. Flat copper axehead oT Cough Ravel type.

county Sli9o. Chadwick Museum, Bolton. Harbison

no. 143.

2. Flat copper axehmad. From SI ago, county SI ago. NMI

1959:~5. Harbison IS~a, 14: no. 144: JRS~I 81 (18~I), 72:

no. ~5.

3. Flanged bronze axehead of Ballyvalley type. Fro~ Sligo,



4. Bronze "~pur-shap&d" br idle pendant.

count), SI i~o. h~I 1880:._..~=°.

Found at S1 iso,

5. Hoard of forty-six silver ~.=-~in~, ~nglo-lrish and English,

the l~te~t bein~ o~ Henry VIII (15~3-47). Found at Sligo

~bbey, county SI i~o, in I~48. N~I and S1 i~o Pub l ic Library.

~. Human bones . ~ccord in9 to Wood-~art in 188~, 184-~)

c~rtload~ of human bone~ were r~o~ed in 188~ durin~

~treetworK~ alon~ the roadway between the Imperial Hotel and

the upper we ir .

~RCH~EOLOGIC~ PROB6E~S ~NO POTENTI~L

The Probleml

S1 i~o il i~portant to archaeological research ~or two

reasons. Firstly, it was the ~ite o~ the ~o~t i~portan±

~nglo-Norman town in north Connacht. Secondly it was the only

~nglo-Norman town which prospered under Gaelic control in the

later Middle ~el. Excavation here.-could reveal

in-Format ion about the economy and layout of the

century town and, in particular, about how’li~e in

changed or acco~odated to Gaelic control in the

and fifteenth centuries.

sign if icant

thirteenth

the town

fourteenth

~Jch oq Sligo’i street pattern see~s to retain its late

medieval layout but it is difTicult to be certain about the

town°~ exact for~ prior to I~@3. Wa~ O’Connell Street added



they redesigned in the early seuenteen±h century?

the nature o{ the road s"".,.,, ~&ce -~., various times?

should be examined archaeolo9 ical Iv if at al I

What was

Streets

"~r,~s s ib I e

but also allow the results o-F excavations on one side o{ a

~treet to be linked with those on the other. This enables the

reconstruction o~ entire streetscapes in the manner which has

~roved so success{ul at Nov£orod in Russia.

No%bin9 is Known of the form oT the TiPs% bridges but it

is likely that as at many towns the ~ound~tion piles survive

in the waterlogsed deposits beside the reiverbanK and in the

r iver itsel~.

Historically, the castle was one of the most important in

north Connacht. It was a substantial stone structure and

almost although no traces survive above 9round today its

the{oundations almost certainly

vicinity of the Town Hall .

survive below 9round in

Next to no%bins i~ Known of the Tore or size housins in

Sligo prior to 1788. The survivin9 accounts of O’Crean’s

castleand Lady Jones’ castle indicate that there were

fortified Town houses within the town probably ~imilar to

those which still survive at Carl insford and 8rdee. But stone

houses of this {ore were probably always few in numberand the

majority of structures would have been oT wood. Nonetheless,

:?-~:~: .... ¯ :E:.~c°PPed%~:?- .: :"-.T-~=? ? ?;excavat .....

ion, : ._7_.? :...uith the {o. .....~and~ -, .?. ~7q;7~cYi~SZ%~~s~-~u[Fi:o ~.~lay°ut o~ wooden

C,~’m~<A/*



buildinws can b~ d~scov~red. It is important to Know what

sort of buildings the medieval inhabitants of Sligo lived in

. .... ....d how these chan~ed through ±ime. Only when such houses

h&ue

nat i~e

SI i~o’s

been found can assessments be made of the impact of

Irish, British and continental building techniques on

craTtsman. ~ gre~t deal of information about changes

in building methods and fashions .--.-. ..... also

stratified sites in which the remains of

are preserved. ~ great deal remains to

SI ago’s seventeenth century houses also.

be derived fro~

SU,_~ -es 5 iue houses

be learned about

The course of the town defences outlined above

be checked by excavation to determine whether it

or not. The town seems

defences at all tomes and

traces, the external

archaeolo£ical ly. It

meal ieva! defences of

smaller area than those

we Know nothing about

to Iight arc identally,

to have been protected

while these have left

fosse should still be

is important to remember

SI igo al~ost certainly

St.

s ire of

archaeological

interment

survives

remembered,

prec inc±

needs to

is correct

Only by earthen

no surface

detectable

that the

enclosed a

o{ the seventeenth century and since

their extent evidence will only con~

John’s Church (C. of I.) is almost ~ertainly the

the medieval parish church but i~ is likely that the

depos its have sufferred much from the

o~ burials. The structure of the Dominican friary

in very 9ood it should be

however, that a larger

on the

condition. ~£ain

this buildin~ stood within

and the houses which adjoin the graveyard



~rchaaolo~ical Potential

does it stop at ~,~"ound

act iv it ies on the s ire

~ord to the present

not consist solely oE excavation nor

level . The archaeological evidence ~o~

all the phy~ ical re~a ins o~ ~an’s

o.F the to~n, ~rom its ~irst u~e as a

day. The survivins street pattern,

property boundaries ~nd standins ~"ildings constitute the

upperrno~± levels oE the archaeological stratigraphy, and all

are r~le~ant to the study o~ the town’s past. Documentary

evidence also plays a role in reconstructin~ the history oT

early SI iso, but ~or the wide range of human activity omitted

~ro~ the written accounts and ~or the early periods without

documentation archaeology is our only source o~ information.

The evidence o~ archaeology and ±opo~raphy: o~ architecture

and o~ documents, is complementary: each gains ~ro~ the

existence o~ the others and the unrecorded destruction o~ one

~or~ o~ evidence no± only removes part o~ a town’s archive

but also diminishes t~e use~ullness o~ those which are

preserved , ~__

The survey o~ its

the town has been

Early Historic,

documentary sources and

indicate that the town

into the post-medieval

archaeolosy indicates that the site o{

the scene o{ human act ivity in Prehistoric,

Ned level and post -Ned ieual t ames. Both

the Known archaeo log ical rema ins

was occupied continuously ~rom c.llB~

period. With the except ion o~ the

Dominican {riary and the Green Fort, all other standing



destruction of buildings

intact and archaeological

wide area of the town.

I iKel ihood of reco~er ing

have been removed. 81though the

above ground has been suk’~,tant ial ,

seventeenth-century town is largely

~ccord in~ly there is the itrong

house foundations, refuse ~its,

workshops .

~RCHeEOCOGE, PC~NNING ~NO OEVECOPMENT

It is evident Trom the foregoing that archaeology i~ an

important means of learnin~ about SI igo’s past and of

understanding the character and detailed form of the town

today. This is more than just an academic . pursuit because

without an appreciation of the factors which have shaped

SI i~o’s present character, steps taken to conserve that

character will not be wholly effective, or worse, features

basic to its unique identity may be unwittingly destroyed.

~e protection of buried archaeological

serious problems for not only 41 there

redevelopment and the hiBh value of urban

which to contend, but the ~ ires

difficult to define or evaluate~ their

potential may only become apparent

undertaken in advance of development or

while development is in progress. The

statutory protec±ion as a scheduled

when

evidence presents

the pressure of

proper± ies w i±h

themselves are often

full archaeological

an excavat ion is

by observations rr~Ke

friary alone enjoys

Na± ional Monument but

because of the difficulties of scheduling urban properties,



other site~ ~lithin S1 i~o .=.. .... e unl iKely to be 9ivan this

protect ion. It is cruclal, therefore, that a concerted effort

should be made to sa.em~uard its archaeological heritage and

that mdeAuate provision il made for investi~at ion in advance

of any redevelopment. This i~ best achieved by ....... - ......in~ the

real isation o~ S1 i~o’s archaeological potential one of the

objectives of its development plan. The objective ~sy then be

achieved by judiciou~ ule of plannin~ constraints and by

condition~ attached to plannin~ consents.

Rrea oq Rrchaeolosical Potential

The shaded portion of the accompany in9 r~ap dal amirs the

area of archaeological potential within ~odern Sli~o. In the

absence of archaeolo~ ical excavations within this area,

howe~er, little can be said of their extent and depth. This

area shaded area is based on the size of the town in i~88 and

the extent has been continued outside the walls slightly in

order to allo~ ~or a possible ~osse. On the north side o~ the

town the area around Holborn Hill has been included because

±he °redoubt’ shown on the I~8~ rn~p ~ay still survive in the

green o~ the housing estate. On the~ east of ±he town the area

sround the ~e~al i±hic tomb in ~bbey~uarter North has been

shaded, and on the west the area in the vicinity of the fine

r in~ort at Ra±hed~ond.
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SLIGO; Zone of Archaeological Potential 

1500m 

======.-----::::J::::::;:::::=::::==:==:==::r::::====::i 1 mile 

TOWN WALL IN 1689 

The zone of 
archaeological 
potential covers the 
area enclosed by the 
town walls and an 
additional of l orn. 
outside of that. 
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