




 The earliest surviving construction showing early habitation in Kinvara is the ‘Rath Durlais’ fort, dating from the early Iron 
Age, is located next to the Dunguaire Castle. Built on an earlier fortification, Dunguaire Castle, constructed around 1520 by the 
O’Hyne clan, sits on a promontory overlooking the land and bay at the eastern entrance of Kinvara. In 1599, the O’Hynes sheltered 
Red Hugh O’Donnell when he invaded Connaught in 1599. Two years later, in the decisive battle of Kinsale, O’Donnell’s armies were 
destroyed and his lands, and later much of the property of his allies, were transferred to the Earl of Clanrickard. The first written record 
of Kinvara dates from 1615 when Oliver Marty, who was leasing Dinguaire Castle, was given a license to hold a market in the town. By 
1636, much of the lands associated with the O’Hynes prior to the battle of Kinvara, were transferred to the fourth Earl of Clanrickard, 
Richard De Burgo. Especially after Cromwell’s reconquest of Ireland in the 1650s, the change in property ownership was drastic. With 
increasing demand for cattle and timber from England, as well as France and Spain, the local woodlands were almost entirely cleared. 
This extreme shift in land cover mimicked a national trend: in 1600, about 35% of Ireland was forested – by 1700 woods covered less 
than 2% of the island. Much of this cleared wood was sent to England and Holland for shipbuilding as well as in the production of iron 
and artillery for the English empire.

 Prior to the latter half of the 1700s, Kinvara was a relatively small settlement associated with Dunguaire Castle with 
several homes scattered in the surrounding countryside. However, as trade and commerce expanded, markets and fairs were 
opened and, as ecnomic activities increased, so too did the population. In 1773, James French, a local landlord whose family was 
exiled from Galway after supporting the losing side during Parliamentarian War, financed the construction of Kinvara’s first pier. 
The De Basterots, who inherited a large portion of the French estate through marriage, made further infrastructural improvements 
such as tidal mills in the early 1800s, as well as a windmill and a causeway connecting the island of Doorus. In the early 1800s, 
the village of Kinvara became the property of Richard Gregory of the Coole estate. Under Gregory, the pier and harbour were 
enlarged and a dock was added in 1807. With the larger harbour in almost constant full use, the village prospered and grew. 
However, the sharp decline in the prices of agricultural goods due to the Napoleonic Wars and the limited harvests of 1817 and 
1822 resulted in abject poverty of poor tenants who could no longer pay rent. Given meagre plots of subdivided land, these 
tenants planted potatoes year after year out of economic necessity, impoverishing the soil further. As the economy recovered, the 
population grew once again. By 1841, the population of Kinvara parish was 6,586, as opposed to a population of 2,000 in 1792.
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 As throughout Ireland, the catastrophe of the Great Famine lead to extensive suffering and emigration. By 1847, supported by 
local landlords such as the De Basterots and the Gregorys, 5,400 rations were issued per day in the relief community in Kinvara. Mortality 
rates in Galway County workhouses, with the deathly combination of starvation and disease, rose upwards of 25,000 people per week. 
In 1852, the population fell to 4,268. With continued poverty, disease and emigration leading to even great population loss into the 20th 
century. By the 1850s, as the famine receded, the local landlords, many of whom provided direly needed assistance to their starving 
tenants, owed large amounts of debt on their estates. Especially with the Encumbered Estates Act of 1857, many such landlords were 
forced to sell off their properties. Their successors increased rent and evicted those who could not pay. In 1858, the Kinvara National 
School was opened and several other schools were soon established within the parish. The port began to flourish once again as economic 
activity resumed and expanded. Timber became a major export and several blacksmiths and a boat building area set up shop adjacent to 
the quay. At the same time, a considerable trade with Connemara developed with boats coming to shore with turf and leaving with barley.

 In 1929 a road connection was built to Kinvara, leading to a significant increase in the use of the village’s harbour. This 
infrastructural shift effectively moved the village’s commercial core from the area surrounding the harbour to today’s Main Street. 
The Second World War again led to economic decline and, in the years following The Emergency, further emigration. Due particularly 
to the proximity to Galway and Shannon and the development of tourism in the area, the village recovered and, in recent years, 
has begun to prosper. The scenic views, the refurbished Dinguaire Castle, restaurants near the harbour, shops on Main Street, 
and proximity to the Burren draw many tourists every year. As of the 2002 census, the population of Kinvara was 945, a small 
increase from 1996, though there are many temporary visitors that swell the population especially during the summer months.
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In recent years there has been a divergence in the 
evolution of the commemorative memorial. Normative, 
traditional memorials – such as plaques, marble 
statues, obelisks and arches – are usually connected to 
the present political power structure. They are collective 
and hierarchical, defining for the observer what or who 
should be remembered. Their static condition means 
that they harden in a particular place and time, 
becoming anachronistic elements that can quickly be 
forgotten or overlooked by the public. However, there 
have been significant reactions against the dominance 
of such traditional memorials. First, temporary 
memorials, at least in the United States, have multiplied 
across the contemporary landscape. They are 
ephemeral in nature and material, appearing and 
reappearing without official sanction. A further reaction 
can be traced to the development and conceptualization 
of the countermemorial primarily by German artists in 
the 1980s. In trying to find ways to commemorate the 
deep trauma of the Holocaust, they saw traditional 
memorials as a perpetuation of an exclusionary view of 
history used by perpetrators to erase, or – at the very 
least, simplify a diverse past. Out of this context, the 
concept of countermemorials emerged as a subversion 
of ‘official’ history that mimics memory’s evolving 
nature within the quotidian experience. These reactions, 
and artist explorations therein, tell of an expanded future 
for the commemorative memorial that may lie 
somewhere between the traditional and the emergent.    

the trajecotory of contemporary memorials
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 Cultural landscapes are complex. They are the result of two constantly oscillating elements: nature 
and culture. As one changes, so too does the product. Within both, significant trends are ongoing. Culturally, 
an opening up of who belongs and who has access to representation has led to at least an acknowledgement of 
the benefits of diversity. It was only fifty years ago that the Civil Rights Act of 1964 outlawed racial segregation. 
Similarly, woman’s studies have begun to subvert sexual dominance. More than ever, History has also become 
‘Her-story.’ More recently, and at least for the time being, the Internet and social media have expanded access to 
information. The field of preservation, and cultural landscapes especially, mirrors these changes. For example, 
the 9-page National Historic Landmark nomination of Monticello, designated in 1960, does not mention the 
existence of slaves on the property, concentrating instead on the mansion’s architecture and the life of Thomas 
Jefferson. However, 40 years later, the 46 page NHL nomination of George Washington’s boyhood home examines 
in detail the family’s ownership and use of slaves. Indeed, preservation has become increasingly open to multiple 
narratives and many truths. Often, sites of the formerly unrepresented, such as slave quarters and worker housing, 
however, were constructed in areas prone to disruption by the second significant trend – human caused climate 
change. From the global to the local, climate change exists at all scales. While no place is unaffected, formerly 
overlooked sites, often sited in marginal locations such as swamp areas, floodplains, and borders between eco-
regions, may be the first to be impacted by increasingly severe flooding and rapid ecological change. Facing the 
unprecedented challenge of climate proofing, the costs of preserving vulnerable sites will increase. In this way, 
climate change may become a regressive agent. If we cannot afford to continue the progress, the kind of narrow 
preservation work done forty years ago may again become the norm. Yet, the challenges of climate change also 
add to the value of the cultural landscape perspective. Climate change increasingly reveals the complex web of 
associations between nature and culture. Indeed, nature and culture, the two main elements of cultural 
landscapes, may have never been more related. In the age of climate change, cultural landscapes 
are the representations of this accelerating proximity. To understand the capacities of one, we 
need to begin to explore both together. 
 I will be specifically looking at two sites on the Mississippi River. The first is to the west of New Orleans 
and Baton Rouge, close to the delta where the Mississippi meets the Gulf of Mexico. Then, we travel north –
through ten states– to the confluence of the Minnesota and Mississippi Rivers, about 5 miles southwest of where 
we are today. Both sites are contested terrain, representative of cultural and, now, natural displacements. The first 
is the Atchafalaya River Basin, an area of early settlement of the Acadians in Louisiana. Located in the heart of 
French speaking Louisiana, the site represents the deep interconnectedness of the cultural landscape perspective. 
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Like those of the freshwater swamp trees in nearby bayous, cultural roots weave in and out of what would become 
known as the Acadian coast. The Acadians, or, as they are now known, the Cajuns, largely came to Novia Scotia 
in the middle of the seventeenth century from the Poitou area in France. Famine, pestilence, religious and civil 
strife led families to charter ships to an inhospitable frontier that was, perhaps by design, largely neglected by 
France. Centered in Port Royale in the early years of the seventeenth century, the colony grew to between twelve 
and eighteen thousand by the mid 18th century. Frequent administrative changes between France and England 
helped to develop a sense of neutral independence centered on the family unit. Suspicious of the allegiance of 
the large French-speaking population and facing what would come to be called the French and Indian War, the 
English administration decided in 1755 to forcibly remove the Acadians and scatter them across colonies in North 
America and the Caribbean. 
 By 1760, approximately 6,000 Acadians had been exiled in what would be called Le Grand Derangement, 
or, the Great Expulsion. Given 1,500 Acadians aboard cramped ships, the colonial government of Virginia refused 
to resettle the Acadians and sent them at it’s own expense to coastal detention centers in England. Held in 
virtual imprisonment, approximately half of the exiles died of epidemic diseases, particularly smallpox. Through 
negotiations at the end of the Seven Years War, the larger conflict of which the French and Indian War was part, the 
surviving Acadians held in English captivity were sent to France where conditions proved at best only nominally 
better. In 1785, the remnants of the Acadians who had been resettled in France would find their way to Louisiana, 
which had been transferred to Spain following the end of the conflict. Through contact with their kin across the 
ocean, the exiles in Europe followed the serendipitous migration of Acadians in New York, Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
and Halifax to the Mississippi River between New Orleans and Baton Rouge. The new Acadia, begun in places 
such as Cabannocey and other settlements along the Mississippi River, as well as Bayous to the west, is the home-
ground of almost half a million Cajuns that, through cuisine, music and lifestyle, have stretched their influence far 
beyond southern Louisiana. 
 The ability of the Acadians to survive the trauma of forced diaspora can, according to scholar Carl 
Brasseaux, in his work on the cultures of rural Louisiana, be attributed to the “unshakable unity and basic cultural 
homogeneity of the Acadians.” With the cultural landscape perspective in mind, the ‘unshakable unity,’ I would 
argue, binds people to their environment, as much as it binds people to each other. Like the synaptic pathways that 
form and reform in our minds when we recall the past or imagine the future, nature and culture are always in a 
state of evolution: loosening, coalescing, and weaving together at different nodes. While neither are determinants 
in an absolutist fashion, nature and culture are, nonetheless, bound to each other in profound ways. As with 
broader progressive trends in representation, cultural landscapes reveal the rich diversity of 
boundless connectivity. 



 The Acadians, Brasseaux continues, “have been very much like the coastal marshes, one of the most 
distinctive topographic features of their native French provinces, their pre-dispersal Canadian settlements, and 
their adopted Louisiana homeland. Although continuously buffeted by winds and tides and thus continuously 
changing, these fragile ecosystems somehow find the means to endure. Even when overwhelmed by periodic 
flooding, they simply absorb the resulting sediment, adapt to the new environment, and regenerate with greater 
resilience and vigor.” With the added weight of climate change, the fragile equilibrium of the ecosystem – of which 
people are a part, and it’s ability to absorb temporary disruptions, has become unbalanced. The earliest areas of 
Cajun settlement along the Mississippi river and in the low-lying land to the west are facing increasingly frequent, 
intense and unpredictable damage from extreme weather conditions. In 2011, due to extensive floods along the 
Mississippi River from by snowmelt and heavy rain upstream, the Morganza Spillway, built to protect Baton Rouge 
and New Orleans, was opened for the first time in forty years. The highest floodwaters in seventy years were 
diverted in an emergency action – thus bypassing requirements to study impacts on historic properties – west into 
the Atchafalaya basin. The area affected contains 530 known archeological sites, including a substantial amount 
of Native American and early Acadian campsites. As of the time of the controlled flood, thousands of potential 
sites had yet to be surveyed. Regardless of progressive notions of significance, the flood, and storms such as 
Hurricane Katrina, point to future challenges to what can and cannot be preserved. In 1979, speaking specifically 
of the limits of access placed on local land by fisheries and wildlife agencies, William Faulkner Rushton, in The 
Cajuns: From Acadia to Louisiana, wrote, “It has only been two hundred years since Le Grand Derangement, let 
us remember, and in both New Brunswick and Louisiana the echoes of forced dispersal continue to be heard. If 
we just stop and listen.” In the future, climate change may become the next ‘forced dispersal.’  
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Revealing the opportunities and constraints in converging disciplines, the 
lecture will focus on the segmented divide between design / historic preservation 
and nature / culture – and how this information is consumed by the public. 
The limitations of available research (physical and financial), how we assign 
significance, the quest for authenticity, holistic stewardship, and the recognition 
of a cultural landscape’s palimpsest (historic layers) will all be explored.
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To advance the field of 
P r e s e r v a t i o n 
across all scales.  


