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1. INTRODUCTION

This cultural heritage study of Ireland’s Eye has been carried out by Courtney Deery.Heritage Consultancy Ltd for
Fingal County Council. It involves the identification, analysis and description of key archaeological, architectural
and cultural heritage elements of the surviving historic landscape on the Island. It also aims to establish the
significance of these elements and to identify previously unrecorded and unregistered sites that exist within this

landscape.

There has, to date, been remarkably little written about the history and heritage of Ireland’s Eye and no one
document that compiles the fragmentary records and stories together. It has been necessary, therefore, to bring
together the disparate references and to create a historical context within which the cultural heritage assets of
the island can be situated. This will facilitate a greater understanding of — and definition for — the historic
character of the island landscape and the historic forces that have helped to shape it. By promoting a better
understanding and management of the historic landscape resource, it will then be possible to inform the
decision-making process, which will in turn ensure the protection of the Island and allow for the enhancement

of its amenities.

2. STuDY AREA

Ireland’s Eye is a small, uninhabited island located just over a kilometre north of Howth Harbour, in Dublin Bay

(Figure 1).

Figure 1 Location of Study Area

It comprises the main island, a range of rocks (including The Steer and Stags to the north and northeast), and an

islet called Thulla off its southern point. The island itself measures only c. 600m by 700m (21.5 hectares in area),
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though the surrounding rocks and' isletprovide additional habitation for the native celonies of birds and seals. The
island has rio-b_uiit:-harbdtnrfa'_nd_is;_‘g'éfheraIi?’-.a‘tcéés’"e_d via one of the two small boats.compdnies that .offer trips.to
the istand during the summermanths. The topography.of the istand is dominated by the steep dliffs'onthe northern’
'si'dé,_{w'h'ic'h riseto i::'v_é’i"B'OJ-ﬁwe’fres;’-with'.Ib'w”_er',.hﬁ'ore"éhéitered ground to the south. A beach.of fine sard runs along

the -;‘puth' an‘c_I_-W‘e‘s_t_--si'cl'e;io'i_‘__t_hefi_sla_'nd', having, f_brrn_e_;d,: i the ptotection of t}he:sm'ail- curving Carrigesn Bay:

3. METHODOLOGY

A three-phased approach:was-undertaken, comprising baselinie research, field-recording.and photographic survey,
and-report:compllation. This. cpmbin'_ed_'-a ppr’oa'c'hl allowed an analysis. bf-:the..ﬁulturai_ Heritage landscape in terms of
its:‘coastal framework and the cultural heritage elements within. that framework, the physical -and -historic
relationship-of the island with the mainland, the seascape to and from the Island, and its relationship with the sea
tseff. It also looked at how much ~and where~ different historical periods are representad, as‘well:as considering.
the island in:terms'of different areas of distinct charactér. The élements. recorded — whether of archaeologital,
architectural or cultura| heritage Importance — were.not just;seen in isolatjon; consideration was given'to the
interrelationship between archaeology, aichitecture;, cultural héritage features, sensitive cyltural landscapes and
otherenvironmental factats.

3.1. Baseline Research

The desktop:study / data-gathering-stage of:the study was primarily involved.in assessing historical information;
digital and.paper map sources (current and historic), drawings /paintings;.aerial photégraphs and documentary
sources, The:sources [isted below in Table 1 were used to establish the aspects of the srchaedlogical, historicand

buiilt-enviranmeritthat have been shaped by human activity in the past:

Table 1 ResearchSources

Architéctiral
Heritage

Books of 1865 Protected Structures. {RPS) and Archltectural Consewat:on Areas (ACA), Nat;onal
Jriventory of Architectural Heritage [NIAH)

-Site. & Monuments Records.(SMR).and Records:of Monuments & Pfaces (RMP);
Suriéy files of the Arcliaeolégical Survey of Irelarid-National- Monurments, Perminent arid
Temporary Preservatlon Orders and Register of. Historic Monuments; Shmwreck inven’cory and.
‘Maritime Records. {Department af Arts,: Hentage Regmnal ‘Rural and Gaeitacht Affiars).
National Acchives, Kew (LK)
Stroy Finds | TopographicalFiles, Natianal Museur: of lreland; Shipwietk Susvey
:Place names Field-nammes and place names {placanaines database of ireland) supported by consultation by
ddta - local-Kistorianis- Its place namé has Viking influenge:
-EBarly coastal map surveys, Dow Sufvey maps, Board of Ordnance & War Office maps, Iohn
Rocque’s map, of: County Dubl:n 1758, hIstorIc Ordnance Survey mapplng, 1838-43 onwards
(Biinch and 25<inch- ‘maps; 1st, 2nd and 3rd editions).

Archaedlogical
Heritage

Historical
Mapping

Previous
-archaestogical
excavations

'Dnime ‘excavations database {www. excavations iefand.published bulletins, containing summary
accounts.of all excavatiodis.carfiad:out: annually intreland..

Al pubitc[y available documentary 2nd literary sources fromthe National L:brary & Irelarid,,
Rclyal Irish: Academy, Royal:Society of Antigtiaries of Ireland Lacal Library, Geologl:ai Survey, of
‘Ireland {G5I), 19 certury-souices. (The Iriski Builder, Bublin.Pénny louinal, JRSAl excutsions to

Litergture
Review
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‘the Island, the Irish Naturalist, Dublin Historic Recard tc), and CELT: The:Corpus of Eléctronic
Texts, UCC.

Analysis ofaeriat photography.was. lridértaken using the:Ordnance Survey of Irelarid map
wiewer {Gechive], Google Earth, Bing Maps, Heritage Maps:and GSi maps,
Consultation took-place with DrJason Batton {author of the Martelle. Towers surveyand
spemallst Véoastal historic stoné manuments), Chiisfine Baker- {Field Monuments Ad\nsor,
‘Fingal County Counicif), Rachél Barrett {Archaeologtcal Survey of Ireland- Archives Seetion), BF
Consultation Garry’ Clahby {Heritage Officer, Fingal County Councfl), Additianai. information‘aboit the island
' and thehistory of the area was sought: through interaction withferry-man-Ken Deyle whose
family has’ long: sefved the'island, Cohsultation with locil historical societies-was dlsa .

ahemptéd, butwds unsuceessfiil:

:Aerial Survey

32 Field Recording.and. Photographic Survey

A field:survey was undertaken in order to verify the historic areas or-elements identified in the desk study and:
to.consider additional influences or features that may'not be apparent from the research. The inspection sought
to identify and record known features and to assess the condition and the significance of each elefrient. It
provides a photographic.record of the i‘bi‘m,:’ma_ﬁé’r’iﬁ_'a_ls and treatrnents of t'h_e_.ar_;:__hit'ectura_f heritage, of the
upstandin g‘.é‘_rch_a‘ ealogieal sites a nd of dreas of distinct-tharacter. THe field insgection also sought to identify any.
unrecorded low-visibility or d_est_fgyed mq.num.g_ntg that may be .;presgn't -on ‘the ‘island and assess tha:
archaeolagical potential {if any) of the site. Any: cultural he’ri’ta'g'e features (agrituttural/ industrial/ maritime)
presentonthe i_é.lan_d were'identified andrecorded ..jA:GPS;dev:i'c_e_-w:a__szu_sje_d tdrecord the Iocat-_:‘on'bf:ea chfeature’

encountered during the field survey, 3ll"of which are illustratéd on Figiuré 32.

3:3. Report Compilation.

. The restilts of the desk study and field survey are. presented in this report-and supported by histeric.and ¢urrent:

maps-and images. An inventory.ofall the features examinedis provided in Appendix 1, which contains the field:

survey: descriptioris (includihg visual conditicn of n"'l_un_un‘['e_h'ts}_, -locational \d'ata‘,' relevant iliustrations and
photographs, and statements:of significance. This is accompanied by an annotated map showing all the features
identiffed. In-addition; a' management plan has been.devised in orderto:
3 “dentify any poteéntial t'hfeét;-;/{?ulné'r'abiI'it_ie;r:.:.-or ié‘sugs;to‘.-eagh '_fg_a:tur._e;-_ahdf-to the istand;
- _-Aa_\)ise on management prapasalsfor the effective maintenance of monuments {and poténtial
increase in visitars and activ_iti;es.as;;pciate_d withthis);
’ Advise on protection strategies for monumehts;:

. tdentify-opportunities to enlhance-and present monuments,
4. STATUTORY PROTECTION

There aré four recordéd archaeplogical sites-ar monuments (RMP / SMR sites) focated on t’be_'i_:_i_fa'nd; -one _c'_if
which— the Martelle Tower— s also a protected structura ('Tat_')‘_le 2} and is listed iri-the National Invéntory of
-Architectural Heritage with a national rating (NIAH Ref: 11359042), Extracts. from the relevant legislation are

pro\a_fde‘_d'-;?n-.-Ap‘pgndI'x 2
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TJabie 2 .’RMP,__ SNIR ond RPS sités recorded oi Ireland’s Eye’

AMP DUQ15-016,/-RPS-Ne.'589 Martella Tower: _ Ireland’s Eye 728345,741526

SMR DY015-133 ' Promontory fori— coastal Ireland’s Eye ‘728345, 741524

' RNIP DU016:001001: _ :_C'hucch_ ' ireland’s Eye: - 728698,741150

“RMP BU016-001002 | Burial ) reland's Eye | 728685,741187

5. CULTURAL HERITAGE LANDSCAPE

The archaeological and Historical evidence for settlement — and-even for human activity —on Jreland's Eye is
relatively scarce. What does-exist presents us. with tantalising glimpses of the isfand through time, hinting-at
links with Rommario-Britain and the Vikings and at:a rich fnonastic past. I more recent centuries; it played:a role
in defence and trade concerns at the end of the 18* century-and was the scene of a notorious murder in the

heritage attractions are:more-or léss unheralded and its many stories relatively. unknown,

5.1.- What's'in a name?

The island-has two nanies, each reflecting different parts of.its histary. The present placename; Ireland's Eye, is-a:
eorruption and conflation of fiwo séparate toponymic traditions: the earliest kniown name for the island,; nis Eireann
meaning ‘Eri’s-Island’, is (rish in-origin; accordingito @'Danavan the fiame dppears in the Dinnseanchas (OS Narme
‘Boak; www.logainm.ie). This:was then partly altered in the Viking period-to Erin's Ey, with 'gy” being:an Gld Norse
‘word meaninig “sland’,-and this; over time, becamg Ireland’s Eye. The Ifish-placename more.commonly assoctated
with the island s inis-mac-nesain, meaning ‘the island of the three sons.of:Nessain / Nessan’; it is docymented in
‘the early medieval annals and is a reference to the monastery founded there in the-early 7™ century. (Gwynn &
Hadcock 1970). The church on the island (how.in ruins).is known as St Nessan’s Church, thaugh.tradition holdsthat

it was the sons of Nessan — Dichuill, Munissa and Neslug — who féunded the original monastéry (Wakeman 1892)..

5.2, The Island Setting

An-island is nat necessarily an isolated place, somewhere separate from, the mainland — remote; secluded,
iraccessible and ‘other” ~ thoiigh this perception is.6ne that springs readlly to'the modern mind, What we often
forget, however, is that.our ancestors use'd: waterways — along rivers, across lakes and t’ﬁ_e-;-se_a:a ta f_a_c;i'lit:ate travel,
‘trade and comimuriication ahd as a rescurce for food. This meaisthat manyislands'were pérfectly placed tofunction:
‘within a.nétwork of routeways; acting-as trading-posts, staging-posts or resting places, and as settlements. Inthe
case of the many Jakés around:thé country; where natural isfands did not already exist artificial. cnes (crarindgsy
‘were' constucted, & Taét that defronstrates the gerceived valte o significarice of islands. Cranndgs were built
primarily {but not exclusively). during the:early medieval period by bath'the lowér-and higher social classes. They

variéd in size and in addition-to a prinicipal settlément function, they could provide:a means of controlling territory,

Jan_i.fqr.y?ﬂi? Puged



L.OURTNEYDEERYCD

‘Culiural Heritage Stiidy:of Irelarids Eye’ ‘Heritage Cnnsultancy

beuridaries and-ro-uteways, _défént‘e,._'proxih-iit\; ta good agricultural larid, and-displays of social and politiéal power
{GSdilivan 2004).

While the'sea offers far.greater-challenges to the navigator than rivers.and-{akes.— as the.many shipwrecks-off our
coast ¢an testify —it providesa-means of conhnection with the wider world that has been expigited since the
prehistoric peridd..'The'r.E_! have long been-direct seaborne links to Britain acrossthe _I'_}fish_Sea'-_:fr-c_mith'e.-east‘- coast and
archaeological évidence also suggests the use ofa post-Roman trade route on the:western seaways, from Irefand
to Fraﬂ'cta'j"(-wqodiﬂ'gg:_'_lSQ.S?"&?C'aﬁ_‘:‘p‘bell.-.rZOO?)-. The small islands off the coast.of Dublif weu Id-have piayed a vital role
in this netwark and they should be seei as an integral part-of the archaeolegical and cultural Ian_ds_ca pe, ratherthan
isolated, distrete elsments that are separate in terms.of their geagraphyan d their.placein our history. Thus, while
the-idea of remoteness and the-use of islands-as places of retreat is not 3 purely modern coricept — witness the
hermit' monks of Skellig Michael who founded a-monastery on-an intiaspitable-and previotsly uninhabited rocky
outcrop in the Atlantic — it is-fair to say that in.the'past, islands often functioned as-places that were part-of, and

everl-céntral to, daily life rather than places on its edge.

5.3. Prehistoric Activity

There is direct evidence for prehistaric maritime activity in the seas around Ireland’s Eye, albeit not on the istand
itself. Ireland’s Eye is justiane of a netwofk of smallislands off the coast.of Dublin {Figure 2); within easy teach of
the mainland and:of each other; with Dalkey 1sland and a nearby islet{the Muglins) on thesouth side of Dublin Bay,
Lambay. Islard ¢, 9km north of iréfand’s Eye; and the'Skeries Tslands further north again {Colt; St Patrick’s, Shenitk,
Rcc;kab’fli':.a_nd Red Island; the latter now a headland). This grouping: of Dubiin islands. included the nearby Howth
‘peninsula, which wis an islandduring th e-preh’i_stor'ic-.pe_f*'ibd (it is now joined to the mainland by a sandy Tgt'_h_mu_s at
Sutton Cress), aswell 3s Clontarf Istanid:{a: soall islan dofsand a nd gravel-now under the East' Wall area). There is:an
. abundance of evidence to-suiggest that Dublin’s coastline — beth mainland and islands — was used. by Mesalithic
p_eppl'e':,_. hu ntér-'g:athe'jre_rs' wha WEre":EXpIoi_tin__g'l:m_a_riﬁ'r'n'e resources; this includes SIg'__nl'fi'c-a'nt'I;até- M'esdlit'ﬁié-aé'tiv'ity.
in the-form of middens.at both Dalkey and at Sutton /- Howth Head (VP DUBL5:024] and Late Mesolithic fish traps
identified in estuatine mud from the River Liffey (_MitéhEII '195.5:_;_' Liversage 1968; W.b'ofdl‘ﬁah et al. 1999, _M@ande-&--
0'Donnell 2007}. Analysis:of lithifes callected from Lambay Isla né; aiso'revealed definite. evidence forithé use ofthe:
islandl in the Late Mesalithic period, with stfong indications that it was-used from the Early Mesalithic {c. 7000'BC)
Ghiva r.'ds_;-_[D_oI'éni'& Cooniy- 2010). At:a time'wheh Ireland was densely woodéd, boats provided.the most efficient:
means of transport into the interior, via rivers and lakes, while coastal and island hopping-would-have beer the
easiest way -to' communicatein toastal areas.

The evidence for.the Neolithic pér"ibi’:l {c. 4000.—25’0’0'BC-)-pa'iht's"f'a-éinﬁﬂa’rvpicture,. with both fecorded and excavated
sites demonstratmgthat Neohthm actl\nty waswidespreadihthe’ Bublin: coastal zorie, The more sedentary, farrnmg,
based econcmy aof tha Neglithic perlod has left greatér \nsub!e traces in the archaeologlcal recard; there were-
permanent and fixed settiements, riew funérafy monuments and a imiore organised approach to the exploitation-of
natural resources and too production. Inthe:areas closest fo Ireland's.Eye, along the Fingal coastline, there js a

‘megalithic portal tomb ofi Howth Head {RMP DU015:032),:as weil-&s a coastal group of passage tombs that extend.
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northwards from Knocklea, near Rush, to Bremore and Gormanston. Evidence from surface finds and the results of

archaeological excavations in the vicinity of Malahide, Skerries, Balbriggan, Lusk, Beaverstown and Donabate also

indicate an intensity of Neolithic activity — and settlement — along this coastline (Dolan & Cooney 2010).

N Cok _
Island Rockabill
. o o P
St Patrick’s Island
)«
. Shenidks island
z‘i
-1
.H:"i‘,/— et '.‘ ‘.-. "
J Lambay lsland
Y
L A ; RELAND'S EVE
7 ¢ ; Howth
o4, o
- - N
N “\ Entrance to
" T Dutblin Port
Y]
Dalkey island

Figure 2 Dublin’s Islands (after Cooney 1990)

This is borne out by the findings of the ongoing and extensive
research led by Professor Gabriel Cooney on Lambay Island, the
closest of the Dublin islands to Ireland’s Eye. Lambay is significantly
larger, with evidence for a long period of human activity and
settlement. During the Neolithic period, this activity appears to
have been focused on a neolithic quarry where porphyritic
andesite (or Lambay porphyry) was worked to produce stone
axeheads from the early fourth millennium BC (Cooney 2005).
Strong trade and cultural exchanges durin;g the Neolithic period
between Ireland, Britain and mainland Europe are evident in
similarities in tombs, artefacts, houses and economies (Brady
2008b). For example, key links have been established between
Lambay and Dublin’s coastal zone, as well as farther afield to Wales
and to the Isle of Arran in Scotland: a small number of Lambay
porphyry axeheads occur in assemblages on the mainland (e.g. at
Feltrim Hill); and, a pitchstone artefact from Arran and axes made
from preselite {(a stone found only in southwest Wales) were
recovered on Lambay (Dolan & Cooney 2010; Cooney & Mandal
1998). In general, there appears to have been substantial activity
on the mainland with continued use of offshore islands and the
research on Lambay indicates that the use of the sea and islands
was increasingly to do with communication and contact. In this
context, Cooney observes that the islands function as nodes in a
pattern of exchange involving stone objects and other items, in a
new network of social relations that extended over land and sea

(cited in Dolan & Cooney 2010).

The role that Ireland’s Eye played in this network is unclear, but given its position, close to Howth and the coastline

at Baldoyle and Portmarnock and in relative proximity to Lambay, it is likely to have played some part. It may have

been used on a seasonal basis for its natural resources or simply as a stopping-off point when required, from the

Mesolithic period onwards.

Widespread maritime contacts during the Bronze Age are evidenced by similarities in cultural assemblages — of

metal-work and ceramics — and in the trading of mineral resources, such as Irish copper, Cornish tin and amber from
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the Baltic region (Brady 2008b]). Within the Dublin coastal region, there is definitive-evidence for the centinued use
and déevelopment of the trade {inks established durihg the Neolithic period, with Beaker p.‘btte:;y_’,r‘*'r_'ec'av'ered during
éxcaiations-at Datkey slanid (ibid.). That prehistoric.activity:and use of the islands-and coastline’in the area around
Ireland’s Eye continued beyond the Neolithic period is readily‘apparent in the number of recorded archagological
sites on‘Howth Head and Sutton Crgss. In a'dd}t’i on to:the .Nebli'th_i'c.-pqrt-al tomib-noted above, there area number of .
sites that are suggestive of activity during the Bronze Age and Iran Age; these lhclude an.embanked barrow on.Dun
Hill {RMP DU 019:004003}', four unclassified cairns {(RMP DUC16-007 & DUC19-003; -006, -007) fou i maunds, threg
of which-are known to-have contained burials (RMP DUG15-019, -020, 023, -028),:and a promontory fort. (RMP
DU016-003001). Lambay lsland lso shows soime- evidence fof use @t this fime, with two hilltep: ¢airhs, two:

‘promontory forts-and 2 number of late iron Age burials recorded.there (Coaney-1933).

A pramontary fort may:also have occupied the headland at the north-western tip.of [reland’s Eye (SMR BUG15-133).

The possible site was identiﬁ_ed during a prom eritorv'fo'rt"s urvey in the late 199 0’5; inwhighitis de_s_cr}i:b'ed' a _s_fo_i!ows:'

‘The headland, irregular in plan, slopes steeply down to the point [on which the Martello Tower sits] and:
-at-a:pointsoriie 30m iniand is a’curving natural escarpment of rock outcrop:with-level berinand gentlerise
visible immediately ta the west, suggesting the presence of a fosse and wall or bank: This was visible from
the:air and the site has.not yet been visited on thie ground. Several vague lines funning atross:the headland.
closer to the tower may indicate further defences. Nat enough remains.visible above ground:to ascertain
the nature of thesefedtures.’ (Casey 1999) '

The: presence of promontory forts in fairly-close proximity on Howth, Lambay, at Drumanagh near. Loughshinny and

{possibly} on freland’s Eye fitay be indicative of the uncertain and hazardous rnature of maritime trade diring the

Iron-Age.(Cooney 1993).

The significance-ofthe Bublin islands in the frade and communication netwark of thelater Iron Age is: béstillustrated
_bythe presence of two of themin abrief geographic description of Ireland written by the Gragco-Rorrian geographer.
Ptolerny, This was produced as part of a larger-geography of Europe-¢. 150 AD-and included & series of reasonably:
accurate co-ordinates for the country; tﬁe’ ‘oft-depicted _mab based on the teXtual description was nat'drawn: until.
the late 15% century (Figure 3). The two islands lacated about halfway-along the east.coast — thus roughly in.the
-"Icc"atich-'df'the.ﬁUbEiﬁ Isiarids.—are nared Adrouand Lemnl by Plolefiy. [tis diffii;l.ilt'to..péi:‘iti\'félv'idéntify't’hefisl'é'nds
— both ofwhich are described as desolate and deserted —though it Has Been argued that Adrou may refer \tq_fh‘e
peniristila 6f Howth {__I'rish::-l:"’f:m%},. which wis once anisla nd, and ternu-may be Lambay Island;-a‘clear problem with
this is.that Ptolemy locates Adrou-to the north-of Leniny, rather than the othérway around (Daffy 2013). Whatever
their actual identification, at least two of Dubin’s islands were important encugh in terms of navigation — and
“perhaps-also trade and :icommunication — to have been ih'clu'déa- in :P_tolehw-'s-_aéstf_i'p_t_idh' At the very least, the
knowledge of the-istands’ names must reflect increased .mér.itime;_-tng__ffit_ between Ireland-and the Reman-world from

‘the first century:AD:
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5.4. Links with the Roman World

Ptolemy’s Geographia is not the earliest reference to Ireland — though it is the most detailed — and there is sufficient
documentary evidence to indicate that the Romans had a fairly good knowledge of the country. There is an earlier
reference to Ireland in Julius Caesar’s own account of his Gallic Wars, written in the middle of the first century BC;
it describes the size and the distance of the sea-crossing between Britain and Ireland and notes that the island of
Mona (Anglesey) lay in between the two (Brady 2008b). Tacitus, the Roman senator and historian, recounts the
possible invasion of Ireland by his father-in-law, the Roman general Agricola, in AD 81. According to Tacitus, the
invasion plans were informed by an exiled Irish chieftain and there is also evidence that the Roman military collected
information by questioning traders and by dispatching scout ships to explore crossings near the Scottish coast
(McLaughlin 2012). Although the invasion never happened, all of the available documentary and archaeological

evidence points to contact of some sort and to some degree between Ireland and the Roman world.

Figure 3 Ptolemy’s map showing islands off the coast of Dublin

Many of the littoral and offshore islands of County Dublin have produced single Roman finds, artefacts without
provenance or context, which can do no more than hint at possible connections to the Roman world. Ireland’s Eye
is no exception, with a number of 4*" century AD Roman coins recorded from the island, including one copper coin,
which dates to the emperor Constantine | (308-337 AD) and was minted in London (Daffy, 2013; the exact find-spot
on the island is unknown and the coin was found in the late 1920s). In addition, a small hoard of eight mid-4™
century AD coins were ploughed up in the south-eastern corner of the island in the 1860s; these date to the short
reign of the usurper Magnentius, who led a rebellion in Gaul from 350-353 AD (Daffy 2013). In contrast to these
slightly tenuous links, there are two sites within the north Dublin coastal zone that appear to have more concrete
connections with the Roman world: Drumanagh fort at Loughshinny, on the mainland between the villages of Rush

and Skerries, c. 5.5km north of Lambay, and Lambay Island itself.

In 1927, burials were uncovered during reconstruction works at the harbour on Lambay Island, containing at least
two ‘crouched inhumations’ (so-labelled at the time) and a large number of late Iron Age and Roman artefacts
(Cooney 1993). One of the burials appeared to be that of a male warrior, with sword and shield, while the other

may have been a female ‘mirror burial’ (based on the iron mirrer present and parallels known from Britain; Cahill
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Wilson. et al. 2014). Pjr'evious_.a‘n_aiysi's':qf-?_th_e'f'ind_s.suggested- parallels with:Rernano-British artefacts —specifically.of
northern Britain —whith has led to suggestions-that the burials represented refugees:of the Brigantes tiibe 'f:[e_'eihg
the’ Roman gonquest in'the first century AD:(Rynne 1976; O'Brien- 1990; Cunliffe. 2012; Mclaughlin 2012). An
altefnative view. was '[J,_C'J_.S._tu_!ated'_ by-be_on_ey'__in the early -19_910_5;_-‘p_r'.gpt;|si_l_"|g instead a community with stroriglinks with
‘Roman Britain, engaged Inthe trading: of metal arid other artefacts in-exchange-for.commedities from frefand (e:g.
fq_pdstuffs orslaves; Co_on‘ey-_il_99'3_]'.'."A' reassessment of'.th'e_'-_h'l.'ima_nj remains-and finds:was carried out.as part of the
ongaing Late lron Age and‘Rofman Irelahd” (LIARI) project, the findings of which offer a very:different perspective.
on-the burials and:gssociated wiaterial, _f_r'h' ereifiaing of up to. eight individuals {including at least onejuven i!e_.--a_r;d an
infant}. were.identified in ani examination of the skeletal remains, which suggests that-this was a fate fron Age
;-gmm_uﬁ_ity burial ground :('Fibi_g"er, inCahlll Wilson et-al; 2014). The range of objects séeins.to ':i_n'_clud'efij_fc_ems'made:_
in Bitain or tfaded fromGa ui:,-\.u.;ri'th both ‘Roman and local 'l'ron'Age'in"ﬂue‘nj_c’es'-_h‘ote_c_i. inthetechn clogies:and designs:
I addition, the-matérial aisemblage appears to.offer clear parallels in both:dating and find-type with the likely
trading:activity taking place at Drumanagh during the pre-Rorman.ron Age and first and sécond-centuries AD (Cahill

Wilson et al. 2014):

Prior-to the discoveries i'_n';the_: 1920s, a single second-ceritury AD.coln recovered around 1840 was the first of the
‘Rorhan finds on Lam bay; its 'i:s_'s';;'_ae r_:"_orr_es_poﬁa_:l}s; with finds-of branze cains of Trajan and Hadri'an_f_ro'm: Drumanagh;:
suggesting contacts between the twa comimunities (Cahill Wilson-et af-2014). ”’rhie multivailate promontory fort at:
Drumanagh lies some 14km northiof Ireland’s. Eye and.is.one of the largest and Mo stimpressive monumants:of its.
tybe inIreland, eficoimpassing an area of ¢, 13 hettares. The promontory would have been a.-t'l__aar* m_af-_ker to
seafarers _traueitin'g_ from Brit__a_i_h-q_r-a‘lcngi"f_he.'-cdast, itwas close t@ a sheltered harbour, providing a prime la 'n'df_‘ng_':
spot.and a é_tr'a't'eg_i'c':'mari.tim'e-'pci's'i't'idn {Raftery 1994). Its connections with the Romani wo_rld;a_r‘e'_prqvided:-bv'-_the
substantial numbers of native Romari and Romario-British artefacts recoverad there th rough ifegal tnétal-detecting.
The:sheer Guaritity of Roffian material from within-the fort, as well as disparate finds froim the wider area, has
promptéd the suggestion that Drumaniaghwas an importanttrading port-connecting the. r_mr_f_h Leinsterregion with
Homah Bl_"}_t_ai_ﬁ-:{'_l':)qwi_i_l_.'-_ig 2014). Geophysical survey undertaken as part af the. LIAR{-Project at Drumahagh and in its
envirens has demonstrated the importance of this location in fater prehistory, :r-eyea_!ing-__'a:_cpmpfe:( of ring-ditch
funerary. monuments -on - the: high ground overigoking the - fort (Ci. Dowling 2014). Despite. these récent
investigations, the possibility that theré was-a ‘Roman settlement” on Drumanagh; founded and’ inhabited by

Romans, remafins uhproven.

Thie presénce of Romar finds on both tambay and Drumanagh should not nicessarily betaken to-mean that the
people living there were Roman, as: has been argued in. the past, though clearly, they had strong Jinks with the.
Roman' world. It has. regently been mooted that these were ‘intérnationalised’ communities; possibly. including:
Romano-British:settlers, most likely from south-western England, who had links with continentai Eu_rqpe_j_{c:-a'hill
W’ifso_n___zﬂiii}. The communities.acted as a:comfimeércial h_l'.i.b_'.o_'r-frontie'r'rnarké;,--fa'c'il itating-trade intd {rela h_d"fh_ rough
fiegotiations with the Romane-British rillitary; administrators-and '_e_n_t_rgp_rquu_rs;-su‘pjp?ying“pre'sti_ge itéms to the

social élites of Ireland, Taken- as. a'whole, the Romano-British material from the D.ub'lin'-]slani_:l_s.-and' coastal ares
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-s_uggests.th_e_it-'t_hi's__rgg:'i_o_n.'wasa focus of trade during the late fron Age and-into Late Antiquity — theré-is both-early:
‘and later Romari material from Dalkey Island and a small, possitily Roman-type lamp, fromthe foreshore atSkerries
— with :_t'.'he_. possibility tha_t___.]';_h_e 'ngﬁh island:group was .u'_é:;g_ﬂ:'tq.-pfdiiid.e:'std_pp'in'g_-bff'.pbihté ; safe-harbour and some

(probably temporary) settlérent before the development of':_DrLl\m_a_ nagh asan _-'a*gr-'eedi port-of trade (ibid.).

5.5, Eafly Christian Settlement on Ireland’s Eye.

Little'is kn_dwﬁ._abqq_t-.-th'e- eérly.fnédieva’l'. ectlesiastical site on Iréland's. Eye, It was 'reﬁute_dly'-foﬁu'hded in the garly 7th
century by three sons of Nés__san'--_.j|jiéhu'_il'|,_'Munj._i'ssa and Neslug —and.is t‘r_aditionaiiy associated with an early
medieval illuminated gospel-book.known as the Garfand of Howth. The ruins:of St Nessah's-Church répresentthe
ohly surviviig physical remains. & the-ecclesiastical site, an the island. Historically, it is known that St Nessan’s
b_ecam'e:'.'a'_;p'a'ri's_h-'-c_:hurch_.d'uring-"thg:-AngEo«i_'\lor_;m‘an perfod, having formed the original prebendal lands and church
bf Archbishdp Comyni's: Collegiate Chapter of 5t Patrick singe- ¥190, This status was short-lived, however, as the

P’.re‘ben"d"wa's'tra_nsferréd}_t_o St:Mary's.of Howth in 1235, which then became the garish chiirch.

554, StNessan’sChurch

St Nessar’s.Chiurchis a recorded arcFiaeological manument {RMP DUO16-001001), It:comprises-the ruined remains
of a'pre-Norman-structure; though more precise dating is difficult owing tothe scantremains.anid toa rather heavy-
handed. restoration attempt in the: 19 céntury. Although known as S__t_'-N_e_.ss_an’-S' Church —ang referred to as:such

Here= E_t_-.i_s._-mpre{-'c_o_rqgct'iy called 'Kil_'m_ac."!es_s_an; i_-.'e._--the: Church.of ‘Néssar’s Sons {Cooney 1998} .

5Tﬁje_'site-.was.\'f_isite'd"b\;.-a.n'umbe_r“of}a ntiguarians.and-artists dufing the 19" century; resultingina.number of sketches
and evei twa early photagraphs {taken c: 1889-1893; Plates 2 & 3). At the time of Petries visit In 1828, the church
ruins had yet to be *rg‘s-tore__d’-".aﬂ'd_-_-w_e_re_ Alsoa 'go‘pd 'dé__al.n"iure_;s,u_'bs_ta_ ntia'_l_;"j__}?etr_ie'.hc_:ted-::{omE'ye'ar's {ater that ‘of the
anci__ent:s;tqnerao’fed church on ireland's Eyé. [] the doorway was unfortunately destrayed sorme years:since, that
the'stones might be.used in the eraction of a roman cathalic.chapel in Howth' ('F‘e't_r_ie"18.45)__-.'_'R_'oh:er:t_ _Ctp;ﬁf_a_h'e,' wha
‘takes care to-distinguish himself as:an archaeologist {rather than an antiguarian); described the sitein the'late 15t
<entiry, commenting rather scathifigly on the “subsequent jregf_dra‘_t_i_on works: The too. ardently enthusiastic.
Antigquary has be_e'n-af.'work; and.a strugture. which-at 'th_g_a-:b.ég_i'n_r"ii:hg._ofﬁfh'e'ipr'e'ser{f century was regarded by such .
marnias Petrie as interesting; is now, to the archaeologist who visits it-forthe first tire, disappointing in the:-extreme "

{Coghrang-1893).

Thie church, whichisurvives. currertly in its reconstructed form to'gable height; is a naveand-a tharicel constrisction,
-aligned EN E-:W-SWJ_‘I'.he' cha'ni:_el-j_'s_ .f_ie‘d'ih‘t'd the naveand has avaultéd rodf fromwhich rises the pa rtial remairs of
a-found-turret {this has.been.int e_r'p_rét'ed ‘by seme-as.the: ternains of a.ro und tawer} ot he sketches by Petrie '(_-_1'32:_:8'),.
Du Nover (1841 and Wakeman (1843) all show-a large portion of the turtet still in situ {Figlres 4-6). The sketches'
produced by the antiquarians-also'denieonstrate the degree to which the ruins;degraded In the first half of the 19%
cenitiiry. and also the extent of the subsequent reconstruction; By the time ' Wakeman visited in 1843, the whole of
the west gable had disappéared, as had the-east window and parts.of the east wall, along with mech of the south

walls:of the chariceland nave (Figure:s).
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Figure 5 ‘Kilmacnessan, east view’, by W. F. Wakeman
Figure4 ‘Base of Round Tower of St Nessan’, George 1843 (Cochrane, 1893)
Victor Du Noyer, June 1843 (RSAI Library)

The ensuing restoration works can be seen — still crisp and obviously quite recently completed — in the two
photographs taken towards the end of the century (Plates 2 & 3). The turret is, by this time, gone and its base partly
or wholly reconstructed along with the east gable wall and window. In addition, the north wall, which i§ shown on
Wakeman’s and Du Noyer’s sketches with no openings, is now pierced with two small windows (one each in the
nave and chancel). More subtle differences include the imposts on the doorway (the projecting blocks embedded
in the wall which serve as the base for the lowest voussoir of the arch); as Cochrane {1893) observed, these are now
formed of rough hammered flagstones, whereas Petrie’s earlier sketch had shown them as chamfered along their

bottom edges (Plate 1, Figure 8).
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Plate 1 St Nessan’s Church, Figure 8 Petrie’s sketch of
doorway in east wall east doorway, 1828
(Cochrane 1893)

. r Y )

Plate 3 Ruins of St Nessan’s Church, taken c. 1893 by Mr Taunton Clarke (Cochrane, 1893)
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At least one burlial is known from the vicinity of the church. The grave was revealed during ploughing in May 1868
(which also turned up the Roman coin discussed above), c. 30m northwest of the church ruins, and consisted of a
long cist covered by lintel slabs (Cooney 1990). An account of the find was produced by Rev. J. F. Shearman (1868),
who iﬁspec’ced the burial shortly after it was uncovered. According to Shearman, the ‘covering flags’ were found c.
30cm below the surface, the sides and ends of the grave were ‘built in rubble without any cement’, and ‘at its head
or western end, a small square nook [...] was formed to receive the head [...] so that in shape the grave was not
unlike some medieval stone coffins, found at the Black Abbey in Kilkenny’ (Shearman 1868; Figure 9). Although the
orientation of the grave and the location of the head at the western end suggest a Christian burial sometime during

the early medieval or medieval periods, it is not possible to date it more precisely.

There is some evidence for additional burials in this area; Shearman notes that other ‘human remains [...‘] turned up
near the church’. He also comments that ploughing in ‘the hollows between the hill and the sand dunes on the
western shore’ turned up ‘bones, oyster shells, &c’ (Shearman 1868). Unfortunately, this brief and passing mention
by Shearman represents the only evidence for additional burials located in the vicinity of the church. Whether or
not the bones found with the oyster shells were human is unknown; at the very least, the presence of animal bone
and oyster shells is indicative of human activity or settlement at some point in the environs of the ecclesiastical site

(possibly a midden disturbed by ploughing).

‘CJY‘C“ ' :\'“‘L tﬂ..:,fh‘\_g;‘f‘h% {?“; ‘.m‘ -ﬂ[\uw

] ‘b‘-tha
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s &,Jua‘ﬁ (PPN -(.u.n. & ‘.m-:‘lo

Figure 9 Shearman’s notes on the burial found near the church (1868)

With the exception of the church ruins, there are no other visible remains of the early medieval ecclesiastical site
surviving above-ground. dearly parts of the island were put to tillage in the 19" century (if not before), which might
explain the absence of any other evidence for ecclesiastical remains on the island. Historical accounts point to the
removal of at least some of the stones from the church to Howth and any earthworks or other above-ground

remains (e.g. of enclosures or burial markers) may have been destroyed by ploughing. Ploughing is documented
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during the 1860s, Wh'e'n-tﬁ'e.--ci'st burial was Hiscavered '{;hough it is.nat known Fow extensive. it was). in 1833, 3
visitor to the island (kKnown simply a5 R.A.) réceunted that ‘near the.chyreh are the marks of motnds and trenchies,
but although the scil appears rich, yet it is.iow.uncultivated-and over-grown with ferns.and briars’ (The Dublin Penny
fourngl 1833), The ’n'ibur"i_ds and trenches’ may be a reference {0 traces ‘of ridge-arid-furfow and thus. to past
agricultural practices. (given-the remainder. of the sentence, this is-the-most likely inference), Afternatively, the
‘mounds and trenches absefved by R..A. might have béer vestigial rernains associated with thé-early medieval
eccleslastical settlement, such as earthiworks, ditches, buried stone foundations or burials.

Giver the dearth of historical and arch 'aj;epldg’i_ca}:evi_dén ce.for the ecclesiastical séttlément on. Ireland’s Eye;it ishot
passible-to detérmine its exact nature or'size. The traditional association with.the illuminated gospel-book; the
Garland of Howth, would indigate that the settlement was.at jeast sbbstantial enioligh - and wealthy ériough — to
support-a scriptorium (assuming that the book-was, in fact, produced there; see’below). Therelatively smali size of
the islarid would obviously constrain the scalé'of the settieément, both:physically and In terms: of its @bility to provide
the‘resources necessary to sustain the moriks. Foad could, of course, be brought over from the mainland, arid ftis
possible — given its proximity to. Howth Head - ‘that the lands there were farmed to support the-ecclesiastical
settlement _(IhOUgh-'.su_c'h-.spécujtat’icn-_cannjs_:it"be‘_ptav'en‘]. A_Ce_rta__ih-}'_ajr‘h‘cllmt:_of s.eI_FfsufEi_i:?enjt:y-wouid.--_b:’e required, in
any case; particularly during thewinter months when inclement weather and turbulent seas would cut off access to
theisland. |

Without further information it is not possible to determineif the séttiément on Ireland’s Eye wis:a m ingr thonastery:
tethered to a larger ecclesiastical centre, a separate foundation serving as.an interface with local secular groups-or
simply asmiall hermitage. Given that €cclesiastical. foundations are also récorded.on Lambay lsland (reputedly
founded by St Colmeilte}, St Patrick’s Island (at Skerries) and o Dalkey island, however, It is likely that &l of these
island monasteries.would have-exploitéd their potential as staging-posts; their position-offered an easy 'co_nne_ct‘_iqn
to the large ecclesiastical sites-established on the east coast at:Swords and Lusk. {bothi sites-are iocated.at orclose

taanes _tuar?y_)}_

5.5.2.  The Garland of Howth )
While the'Garland of Hawthis traditionally associated with St Nessanand:ireland’s Eye, ts provenance is natentirely.
secure. Unlike like otherilluminated gospel books, it'is not named-after thé saint with whom it is assatisted or the.
placewhere itis thoughtio have been m_ad'g:-'(s'_udh ‘ate the cases, forexample, with the Book-of M u_'l:l'}ng_,'. nameg for

-5t Mulling, and the Books of Durrow and Kells), It:has Aefther a dedicatory inscription that might assist in tracing:
where. it‘was. produced or by whom; nor gny-additional material inserted at a later date —suéh a's"!-ft_he.liﬂ‘ and 1.2
century legal transcriptions in l__i_he".qu_kic_i_f Kells—that n’}igh’t.help"tq establish where ahookwas made oreven where
Tt'was:at a certain pointin the distant past{Moss; 2016}, {ncontrast, the Garland &f Howth hasa name of obscure.
arigin:and there is only @ hagiographical story to connect.it to-the early medieval church of St Nessan on ireland’s.
Eye.

The Garland of Howth is first documented in the early 1530s when'it s called the ‘Kerlawer’ by Archbishop of Dublin,
Johin Alen, a name that is-8 phorietic derivation: of the Irish Geathair Leabhioir, -ar ‘four books. [of the gospels]’
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(McNeill 1950). Almost a century later, the book was apparently in Howth Castle and Archbishop Ussher noted
there, with some disdain, that the Kerlower had become vulgarly known as ‘The Garland of Howth’ (Elrington, 1848,
cited in Maoss, 2016). It is possible that ‘garland’ is a more extreme Anglicization of Ceathair Leabhair, or that the
term garland implies a talismanic function, common to a number of relics of the time; in the 17%" century, the word
‘garland’ was also used to denote ‘the principal ornament, the thing most prized’, and it may be that this lies at the
root of the name (Moss 2016). In the 19 century the Trinity Librarian T.K. Abbott changed the name of the
manuscript to the Codex Usserianus Secundus, to reflect his belief that Archbishop Ussher had been responsible for
its accession to the Library (ibid.). As there is no proof that Ussher owned the book, nor that he brought it to the

Library, it has since reverted to being called the Garland of Howth.

The association with 5t Nessan and Ireland’s Eye stems from Archbishop Alen’s recounting of the tale in the early
16" century. According to the legend, St Nessan had been reading his gospel book on the island, when he was
accosted by an evil spirit. He repelled it with holy water, ejecting it with such force that it struck the adjacent
coastline imprinting its face on Devil’s Rock (it is also called ‘Split Rock’ or ‘Puck’s Rocks’ and is located at the east
end of Balscaddan Bay on Howth Head). In the process the book was lost in the sea. It was later miraculously
recovered by sailors, and came to be held in such veneration, according to Alen, that the locals feared to swear on
it lest they perjure themselves and meet some terrible fate (McNeill 1950). Alen’s account clearly associates the
book with the island, but, in common with much hagiography, a tale that incorporated an ancient church in the area
and puzzling feature of the landscape, may simply have been a means of adding authenticity to the ancient

fragmentary gospel book (Moss 2016).

Figure 10 Pages from the Garland of Howth, showing text (folio 2v) and illustrated page (folio 22r) (TCD)
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The-date of the boak'is also.uhcertain, though-a 9t ctentury date is now generally accepted (Maoss, 2016; Alexander
and Celker, cited in MeBrierty 1981). It is:of relativelysmall size, particularly when compared with the gqhtgm‘pg‘rary.
Book of Kelis, and-this difféfence mostlikely reflects their origifial furictions; the early rnedieval gospal boeks:-were
either designed to besmall.enough to be held for reading orca I'I':f:e:d ‘about by ‘missionaries {e.g: the-compact Book
of Mulling and Book of Dimma} or large €nough te be-displayed (e.g. the Book of Kells).: Thé Garlahd of Howth
medsures anly 24.1 ¢mi % .19.2 cm, thus abaut'half the size of the Book of Kells, and where the latter w'biuld have
been far-too large to look at without the aid 6f a table or lectern; the Garland of Howth could have been-held
i:bm'fb’rt'aisly in-the hands (https:/www.tcd.le/library/early-irish-mss/laGnek-of-the-digital-garla nd-of-howth),
Books of any kind were a rarity.in early medieval Ireland, partly because only a tiny elite, such as monks, scribés and
other professionals, knew-how to read and write, but also because books were expensive to produce;. bath in
materials and.irlabour. Arilluminagtéd gospel book wotld have been & prized.possessian for 4 churchorma nastery,
valued not-anly-for itssacred content but also for its real value; the production of iluminated manuscripts was both
a skilled and-éxpensive undértaking: It fequired the production.of véllurr (pages madéfrom calf-skin _}',_-tf‘lejez;_p_gr_t'i_se.
'q'f trained- scribes:and significant amgunts of f_i'rﬂ'_’e: to pen the fext arid fllustrations. As an examplé of the expensé
involved, the 370 folias:contained in the Book of Kells would have necessitated the-slaughter-of around 150-calves
and the Subsequent preparation.of thesskins:to make the vellum (Hughes & Hamlin:1977):
Most of the manuscripts show evidence of iater veneration; by having been kept in shrines, and.the Garland of
Howthiariginally had a small clasp or tangue of silver attached to the baok, inscribed with the name ‘St Talma'; the
clasp is no fonger present and may have been removed when the book was fe-bound ‘in.a mast unsiiled manner’
in:1841.{McBrierty 1981).
Estimates about how long itwould take to :pro'd'uce an Hlaminated mandscript like the Garland of Howth \jia_i'y,'_
though it is likely to have taken severai months-to complete, if not longer (Meehan, 2012). The Garland.of Howth
is fragmeritary-and.contains 86 folios inscribed with the four Gospels .df'.Ma'fthéW, Maik, Luke and John. ltwas
praduced in the insular tradition, using-a majiscule seript, and although the decoratian inthe Garland of Howth
is less elaborate than fn the Book of Kells, there are .comparable elements. (Moss, 2016). As with other Insular
Gospélbooks; a setof illu mii_i'i ated pagés was méde to preface each gospel. Only twi.of thése (the intraduétery
imagésfor the Gospels of Matthew and M:a_'a__;k,:"'fd!i'cjs 1r and 22r) are preserved inthe Garland of Howth (Figures

. 10'&11). On'these _fpliq‘s; thedargeinitialsofinsular display script mix with interlace and beasts; while the tentral

-decoration:incorpora tes | mages of the evapgelists and thair, sym_h ols.

Copies. of the illuminated pages were produced: in. the mid-19% cenitury by Margaret Stokes, :and  were
subsequently published by the Society of:Aritiquaries of London in 1868 (Figure 11). The Garland: of Howth'is
how held in Trinity. College: bl {TCD) Library dnd the manuscript has recéritly been made available in-digital

version, aspart of the TCD Early irish Manuscripts Project {http://digitalcollections.tcdie).
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Figure 11 The Garland of Howth, folio 1r, original page (left) and chromolithograph by Stokes (right) (TCD)

5.6. Raids, incursions and Viking settlement

From the 5 century onwards — and throughout the early medieval period — there is significant evidence for trade
and travel to Britain and the Continent. Not all of this maritime activity was friendly or cooperative, however, and
there are numerous accounts of raids during this period. In the 4™ and 5™ centuries AD, Irish tribes had raided and
settled in large numbers on the west coast of Britain and the Irish Sea appears to have been very much under Irish
control (Brady 2008b). This picture changes rather dramatically in the late 8" century with the onslaught of the
Viking raids, but there is an even earlier account relating to Ireland’s Eye that suggests that these were not the first
incursions by ‘foreigners’; the Annals of Ulster record that in 701, Irghalach, king of Bregia, was slain on ‘Inis-mac-
nesain, east of Binn Edair [Howth]’ by Britons who invaded his territory and followed him to the island where he
died at their hands (Gwynn and Hadcock 1988). That Irghalach went to Ireland’s Eye in the first place suggests that
he was seeking asylum in the church there; the right of asylum in ecclesiastical centres was a well-established

practice at this time and was enshrined in canon law, though it did not, ultimately, save the Bregian king.

The first of the Viking raids in Ireland is also recorded in the Annals of Ulster, which tells of the ‘burning of Rechru
by the heathens’ in 795 (Gwynn and Hadcock 1988). Although this entry was long thought to refer to the monastic
community on Rathlin Island (ibid.), it is now considered more likely that it describes an event on Lambay Island
(Rathlin and Lambay have similar Irish names; Cooney 1993, O Corrain 1972, Brady 2008b). Viking raids in the area
continued, with an attack on /nis Patraic (St Patrick’s Island, Skerries) recorded only three years later, and Viking
fleets in the Boyne estuary and the River Liffey by the 830s, wreaking havoc on the east coast (Gwynn and Hadcock
1988, O Corréin 2001). There was also activity close to Ireland’s Eye: The Annals of the Four Masters record that in
819 ‘Etar [Howth] was plundered by the heathens, and they carried off a great number of women into captivity’

{www.ucc.ie/celt/online/T100001A). Viking camps were established to provide temporary bases (longphorts) at
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which to.over-winter, butgradually some of these settlements'becatne permarient, developing as trading hubs and

—eventually - proto-urban centres,

There are numerous examples of place-names with.a Scandinavian originalang the east coast, including a significant.
Almber-along the Dublin coast, such-as Skerries, Howth, Lambay-and Dalkey. This is unsurprising given the close
proximity to'the Viking settlement 4t Dubliﬁ;_. The ;jign'ifi'c_a nt Norse infliience ofi the Fingal région can alsa be seen
from-Gaelic place-nam eﬁ-s__uch_ as Fine Gall (‘territory of the strangers’) and Baile Dubk Gaill (Baldoyle: ‘town of the
-dark stranger’), According to Hurley (1983}, there Is reputed:to have been a Viking harbour i the vicinity of Baldoyle;-
.-a[mpst_gdi_re_l_:i:iy_ oppaesite (refand’s Eye an the: malnland. Thereis also evidence o suggest _t"h_at- a Nofse-community.
lived on Lambay, at-leaston’a .te'm;_idraiw_ Basis, Using it as-a-base from 'whi;ih: to attack the mainland (Cooney 1993}
There no.direct evidence to indicate a Viking séttiément ari Ireland’s Eye — permanent or- otherwise ~ .th'qu_gh'_as_'_
noted previoisly; the place-name Jtself ‘is .d'is'_f_iric't'ly: Seandinavian, There is; -however,. a suggestion. in the

-documentary sources that there may have been.a temporary base on the island. In 802, Cerball mac.Muirecain, King.
«of Leinster, and Mae] Findla mac Flannacain, King'of Brega, launched a two-pronged-attack on Dublin from the north
and the south, driving out:the Norse ruler; var [I. The Norsemen's defeat was camprehenisive; the Annals of Ulster
describe that they fled, teaving ‘great nurmbers of their-ships behind them, ahd escaped half-dead across the:sea’
{¥earU902.2; CELT) .According tothe Annals of the FourMasters, someé sdrvivors .'o'f:th_&_afinitial-_cn'sla'u ghttookrefuge:
o Ireland's Eye, where they were besieged (Aanal M897.7; CELT): More turbulence followed Jater in the 10%
tentury, when ‘the Anhais of the Feur Masters record that the island wads plundered (in :960); ‘when

a prey was carried off by the son-of Amhlaeibh from inis-mac-Negsain to Britain, and-to Mor-Conain! {Gwynn and

 Hadcock 1988; wiww. Ucc.ie/celt/énling/T1000058).

The references.in the docurnentary sburces to raids on the island by Vikings, and by cthers,. point to it-playing an

._a_c?tivg_a-- role in'-t:_h_e- trade.and communications:netiwark at th_ié time The parmanént, Rric!wn séttle mén’t'-ﬁjcusj -on

Ireland’s Eye-during this period wis clearlyécclesiastical, one 6f a hetwark of such settlements onthe Dublin istands.
Its'histary is, however, inextricably linked with the secular events gaing-on around itand it is likely that ~at the very
least - it was used "-és'-_;.é-:._s'ta'_g'i_h_g-__p_QS_t' by theVikings and other raiding parties. That the -f]ge_i_ng. Norsemen.sought
‘reflgé on t'r'EI_a'nd}s_"_Ev_e i 902 may imply‘thie. presence there of 'a"ca'mp'-br't'empoha‘ry settlement base. A similar
scenario has been suggested for Dalkey:Island; a slightly smaller island of the Dublin group. (Other similarities
iriclude the presence of an early.ecclesiastical settlement, a promontory fort and'-a;-'ﬁﬁartéI'Ip_'Tow.er.._). in the case of
Dalkey Island; the referencesappear to indicate that it functioned as a holding centre for hostages dusi ng the. 10
century, presuntably while the Vikings of Dublin scught ransonor a market. for slaves.(Doyle 1998). In'both:cases,
the ;ann_aliétic 'téfé‘r_.e_nceg ate sporadic but it remains a possibility that they beile'a wider.use 'for-"thé- islands by the

Vikings.

5.7. Coninections with-Howth
Given the proxiniity. of Ireland’s Eye to:Howth Head, it is not surprising that there dre-connections between the
twio, though for much of prehistary and the early Ristoric period thase links are implicit rather than explicit, with

both-__place._s. being part _'of:'_a_- shared cultural and social laridscape: It4s nat until after the Anglo<Nérrnah invasion
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“that thetwo placés becomie miore closely -'_‘c_énn'eeted__hfs'ti:.riéal[yf.-'Tﬁe:ia fids of Howth, Which included (rlaria’s
Eye;-were.granted o Sir Alméric, first Lord of Hq'wfh; i :El.'i?];‘-éﬁ:e?-'3th'e'-_.§_a__t_t|__e. of H'o:w.th-._ Sir Almeric:took-the
“family name of St Lawrence and the'Howth estate has remained inthe ownership of the (extended) St Lawrence

farviify for over 800 years.

5.7.1.  Howth Demesneand Irefand's Eye |
. Howth Castle is focated -witﬁ’i"n: a |arge Tandscaped demesne, situated on the: western part oF the Howth
peninsuta; w_h'i'c"h..exte'na_'si;:o.u_t_'-'frém the‘north-eastern shore of Dublin Bay towards Ireland’s Eye, Although the
islarid forms part of the estate [ands, it is séparated from them geographically. For much of its history, it'is likely”
“that it represented a strategic land:hoiding, 4 smiall land mass located directly opposite Howth Castle across a
short stretch:of water; though it may _::_!._'i_ép ‘have been used for shooting parties (the _Igrgé"'l_:l__i'rd blohies on the
istand would-provide easy pickings):
Untif the Restoration in 1660, the landed gentry still tended ta livé in houses that were defensive, fottified and
insutar looking, the pleasure gardens were comparatively small and the'surrounding lands were itilitarian (e,
woodland fortimiber and hurting; deer parks, crop figlds'worked by the Lord's tenants and a'réas-'fdr-'graz'-i'n_g':_}_.
After 1660, the political sitUiation was: moré ‘settled and less dangerous, and s the fortified nature‘of many of
the houses was.rendered obsoléte, Overthe following century, new houses were built in‘the grand estates or:
existing ‘ones refidvated and extended; the medieval keep, tower and hall at Howth, for- example, although.
altered s_a_m_ewhaf__over-t’he ‘years, were. not:properly-enlarged and rhoder:_’iis__éﬁ"in 1738. The:post-Restoration
perlod-also saw landowners begin to expand and: develop their gardens:and estate lands, Garden design during
this period was Guite "'for'mal', maodelled on the fashionable Continental gardens, with their geometric patterns,
flat fawns and an axiaI"r'elat'fon‘t'o-.'thg:-m'ai'ﬁ'ho'uSé..[R’oE{qu’é!‘fs'_ map-of ¢. 1756-shaws such a design at Howwth; -
Costello 2015}:
In direct contrast to this was the haturalistic style popularised in the second half of the 18% century by the famed,
English landscape architect, .Lanc_eio_tf. ‘Capability” Brown. His designed |andscapes ehcompassed smiooth
undulating grass, which would ruri:straight to the holse, clumps, bielts arid _S_c_jat_te_rfn'g_-.of trees; and sérpentine
Takes Eﬁrm_e_’d by invisibly demming small -_ri\'{ers_.' [Clifford 1962). This:‘gardenless’ form of lands c_a_pe-dgs}igﬁ swept.
away almost all the remnants of prévious farmally patterned:styles and had,at its.core; & desire to-improve-the:
existing landscapesto create new vistas; Where'pleasant views.did notalready exist; Brown would.create thenn,
through the remaoval or addition of trees, artificial étbp'és_.'-._ rivers and lakes, and architéctural-featiires siich-as
follies. Although Biown fiever dasigned a'garden irt Irefand (he refused anv requests, onl the basis:that he had
nat yet finished England} his influence W_as- jmmense and:landowners sought to réplicate His designs on their

oW gstates:
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Figure'12 An- engravmg by William Henry Bartlett, showing a romanticised view of Iretand’s Eya-farm the:Hill of Howth,.
with Howth Castle’and demesae in the' foregraund {RSAI lerary)

How much thie design-of Howth demiesiie owes to the Browriian style is uncertain, but it is clear-that the views
framed by, dense copses of ‘trees and.intersecting pathways was an important- element. Strictly-speaking, the
demesne js that part of the ‘estate which was attached to the.great house Hsélf, comprising arnamerital and
vegetabie ga__r_dén_s, parkland; woodland .and farm "bju_i_ldin_'gs cannected to the House. As sugh the .Fa'nd'.'r,ca'p'ed

demesne lahds did not;-by definition, include Ireland’s Eye: That Being said, the presence of treland’s Eye on-the

near horizon would undoubtedly bea view worth capturing for the Howth estate; which includes, gt its southern
extént land.rising to:the Hill of Howth. The humber of paintings and sketches- that survive of Ireland’s:Eye from
Hawth i the 18% and 19%" centuries dembnstrates the attraction of this-vista for artists.{Figure 12; see also Sectich

5.12).

5.7.2.  The Great Harbdur Debite c. 1800 _

The proximity qf:ft:'he;- island to Howth was. a_ls_é_ significant during the:diseussions @bout the development of a-riew
safe harbour for the mail packets {postal service ships} between Dublin and London ;a't'thézb:eg_;_i'nn'i'ng: of the 19%
centiiry. Trad _té-.‘a‘_ri‘d;c-_‘omm_e ree betwe e‘n.B'r{Ita'in_ -an dI reland-was increasing an d*t'_h e rieed for a safe harbour forthe
mail packets was :ﬁa'_I'_i'l'attjEI".ﬁf ‘some urgency; as the Poct of Dublin where ships anchored at the Pigeon House was:
notoriously dangerous and difficult-to aceess. The loss of life and ca rgo:whenships were wrécked was éansiderable;.
during the six-year period, from.lanuary 1757 to 1803:nq less than 124 vessels were wrecked or damaged: in the
a_pi:l.r:oau'he"s -to- Dublin {Ruddy, -2012). As.a. result, varicus altérnatives fo the karbour at Pigeon- House were
considered, including Howth, Dalkey and Dunteary (then a-small village and cove; the present: Dun Laoghaire: or-

Kingstown, withits harbours and piers was not begun uritil 1816).
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Howth had been an official trading port since the 14™ century, with both health'and duty collection officials
supervising from Dublin. In addition to an existing harbour, it offered a speedy and reliable mail link between Dublin
and London, commonly taking only six hours for ships to reach Holyhead. Its proponents published pamphlets in
support 01; the project, one of which pointed out that the shelter provided by Ireland’s Eye from the eas‘f and
northeast winds, rendered the harbour secure in stormy conditions (Dawson, 1805). Radical new designs to improve
the harbour were élsa proposed, as for example in Thomas Rogers’ two pampbhlets at the beginning of the 19™
century on the ’rogd and safe anchorage between Ireland’s Eye and Howth’ (Rogers, 1800a&b). Rogers had, for
several years, been the superintendent for Howth lighthouse and his proposal was based on his observations of
shipping in stormy conditions (Ruddy, 2012). His solution was to develop a new, safe harbour between Howth and
Ireland’s Eye, with a canal running from Howth to the Liffey, thus avoiding the danger to ships passing the Bar and
the North and South Bulls. The map accompanying his pamphlet shows the proposed canal extending from the
harbour, with the area between Howth and Ireland’s Eye annotated as ‘Road or Anchorage’ and a line designating

a ridge of sand between the northern point of the island to the sand bank of ‘Baldoil Gut’ (Figure 13).

Figure 13 Map from Roger’s pamphlet, c. 1800, showing the proposed new canal and ‘road or anchorage’

Despite concerns about silting, Howth was duly chosen as the location for the mail packet service and work
commenced on the building of a new harbour in 1807 (though not to Roger’s design and without his suggested

canal). Captain George Taylor was the engineer in charge of the Howth works but the actual plans were developed
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by C_apﬁtain’. Blighi-of ‘Baunty* fame. The cormpleted "Ha'r'l_'aou_r'cbnsiste_di_.df twi-piers. built __o_f_'-r_ﬁb‘b'Ie"rsto_n'e taken from
Kileock- Quarries, dressed granite was sourced from Dalkey- and stoné for uriderwatér revetments camé from
Runcorn ngar Liverpaol (JCA 2010). From 18138, however, the harbaur needed to'be frequently dredged due tossilting .
in order to acgqm_m;}da_te the: mail. packetsand eventually the service was relocated to Din Lapghaire in 1834

(http://www.howthboatje/thearea.html}.

5.8. The Martello Towers of Dublin __

Martello. towers were canstructed around the coastline of Irelarid ‘as part of-a strategic response to-an-unstable
intefnational situation (rebellion within the British'Empire andits military confiicts with:others) if the late 18" and’
19" centuries and to the:particular threat posed by Napotéoi’s. thréaténed jnvasion of Iréland. Twenty-eight- of
these towers formed part of -2 compreherisive défence: network for Dublin :C_it\_,r'-,'caréfu_iIy’_'_positi_‘one‘d in. coastal
locations to- protect approaches to the city, with overlapping fields of fire. The Dublin group of fowers —which.
inciudes the towér.on Ireland's Eye—is the.anly group constriicted to defend a capital city; and is the most complete

group of towers:stlll existing in the'world (Bolton 2008).

Exaiviptes of Martello towers are-found throughout the former British Empire, defending key positions of military
value-along the trade:routes to Afifce; India anid'the Arericas: They are easily recoghisable, being typically squat,
gylindrical, two-storéy masonry towers pasitioned to defend a strategic sectiort of caastline from aii Invadirig farce,
'-w:it_ﬁ a landward enfrénc_e _af_-ﬁ'rs't_-fl_garﬁ_.lev.'é_l defended by @ machicelation,;and mounting one or more cannons.to
‘the rooftop gun platform.’ -THe ‘towers had a-number of complementary funétions: to hinder the passage and.
approach-of-enemy shipping, ta resist a landing by.an invader, and to provide a strong fort which could effectively
withistand both Bambardment and sié_'gjé by a superior force:to allow reinforcements. 1o arrive. The fiame of the
Martello tower defives fram a coastal tower built-at Mortella Point in Corsica, in the mid-16™" century, which was-
the site of a significaiit engagerent between the British ahd French forces in 1794 The tower at Mortella Pirit
“would irispiré the later Martella towers - which- mirrored its tactical role dnd application — but it did rot, a5 is

commanly thought, directly influence their architectural design (Bolton 2008).

Irgland’s Martelio Towers were.designed and built by the Beard.of Ordnance; anindependent section of the.military,
‘who trained its owri speciafist troops: Royal Engineers to build the'towers and Royal Artiflery ta man them (Balton
etal. 2012). All of the Dublin.towers follow a §inﬁila’rdé‘si_g’_h,-’.b’a';ed-oh-.a-‘WeII~dé’féndéd circularfortified gun platform
.overlooking:a strategic coastal point, and-were built Using locailysourced stone. The design was 2 refinement of
thatof the ear_"lijest Martello towers, whichwere bulltat Cape Colony in South Africa in 1796, and they Went up with

remarkable speed between 1804 and 1'805_':(_3_'d|t_q n-2008). Canstruction costs varied, with anestimate of- £1800 per
tower-and ‘£1200 per battery given.in 1804, while the fands for them were ‘seized by the‘Board-of Ordnance,

-apparently: without proper tecotirse to the taw. Compensaticri'to the landownrers:was made some time afferithe
fact and a return of 1830 details the ‘acquisition’ of tha sites for the Martello towers on Ireland’s Eye and at Howth

Head, both of which belohged'to Lord Howth: ‘For ever from the Earl ofHowth in.consideration of £600 witha Right

of passage’by a Road through his Lordships grounds: from. the high road to-No.2 Tower i-g: Howth] and a-right of

Passage 3 yards wide to-a well 106:-yards distarit from No.3 Tower [i.e. Ireland’s Eye], No Rent’ (Bolton 2008},
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The plots of land that were taken over by the Board of Ordnance -'-w.e_'re-ifr;e'quentIY.-.cf retilarwith an-access route;a
peivy:{small shied contain |nga toilet); an ashipitand sometim es-a"fp'ig_g'é ry Therewere exception s"t:-:(_j'ftﬁ'e"t_;spa_l};fi reular
plan, generally as a result of local topographicaf restrictions, Thisiwas the ase on reland’s Eye atid Shenick's Isiand,
foréxample; where a péninsula. of land w‘&h; éftesé paths and freshwaters _WE".S were taken-over. The towef sites
_normally imeluded the: foreshore and. many of the sites show gvidence of clearance of rocks o prawde siall'supply
hoats wrch asafé landing area. The boundaries: of the Board- of Ordnance lands were marked with:Boundary stones
of cut- granlte, ali:of which-are square in p!an, with:a flat.of pyrardidal top and anarrow cutinto.one face. Some of
the stones alsd bear inscribed Jettering: 'B.0:* for Board of Ordnance and "W.0." for War Office (The Board of
Ordnance was dissolved after the Crifriean War, in '1855}’6" and all‘its-land funétions, fortifications, .orgnance gto
were transferred to'the War- E)ff:ce} frimost cases, thé stones in- Flngal Hédve pyramidal tops; and o Ietterlng other .

than the arrow (Bolton ét at. 2012).

¢
The towers:and batteries of Dublifcwere mannied by the: R_oy'al_ Artillery, drawn from the comipanies assigned tothe
Islandbridge Barracks and answerable directly'to the Board-of Ordnance. Ezch:detachment held between fwefve to
:ﬁfte_e:h'rh'é'n;ﬁa farge:gun'such as-a24-pounder {of which the Ireland’s Eye tower hiad twa) required:atleastnine' men
to fire the piece; with extra:men needed in case there were casualties. The 18-or:24-pounder ‘guns” on top of the
_ Mar"téllo.f'i'-oﬁwe'r.s'-.:[or in the batteries) wereiron canohs, painted gréy andimiounted:on-a timber carfiage. These could
be rotated around the top of the tower to. fire in‘a ny: direction: Amongst the variety ;.of amriu n'itio_h‘._'_t'h_at could be
fired was *hot shot* and all of the towers had-a furnace in-a-compartment off-the rooftop for heating iron shot (&
particularly-devastating wéapon against "timb'en'isai{iﬁ'g' ships, as it-could set:them alight as well-as causing impact
damage). Most of the original canons were:mounted for. 30 or sometimes S50 years before being taken-down{Bolton
etal. -2‘_0'_1'2-_]'.

d e_\.felqp_m'e'n't_; new roads-:wer_e-con‘s_t_ruc__ted.= providing gccessto t_h'eatqas‘t,:aj‘nd_a‘s--the;r'm'uhtary_lm pofiance _de_c}_l red,
thiese.roads became the facus of development and public accr__'_s's' _to-.t'_'_l"'ié:s'éaéi__de;.Oﬁ_e"r time thetowérs.fell inand out
oF use:as they were pefiodically re:armed, transferred to the Coast Guard, and there was a gradual attrition of
military \.ser_lues as.many plots were divided into lettings and. encroachments, and: eventually many passed inte
pifivite hands (Boltan 2008).

The Marteilo tower-on Ireland’s Eye i5 both a recorded archaeological monument:and a protected structure {RMP.
DUO15-016; RPS No:'589), It s situated on a rock outcrop'at thie narthwest end of the island. It was constracted c.
1804 &5:a "Two Gun Towér'_'_{'i';e.- armed with two 24-piinder gunis) to.command the anchorage and the appréaches
to Howth and was the i_a rgest -.Bxa'r_'r;'piej.:i'n north: county Dublin {Balton et-ol. 2012}, The ‘dou bi'e‘—tc’:‘wje'r': has a basal
plinth and'is defended by a machicolatioA: There dre small opes on the €ast and west sides and 4 raised doorway
on'the south side with dressed ifi"ni:'stdne: jambs. As with-all of the athér 'n_qréh Dubfirt towers, its Z‘cbn's_trudio_n' is of
rendered rubble masonry. In-contrast, the corbels at the box machiolation.and around the top of the-tower, as well
as thé stonewdrk around the dooriway-is:of finely cut lifhestone:{probably from: the quarries bieside Corr Castle ifi

Howth; Bolton et.0/.-2012).A plan. drawn in 1848 shows the extent of Board-of Grdnance land (Figure 29; Section
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6:3), with si% boundary stories marking rights of way and the position of a freshwater spring (Bdlton 2008; other

m_id;-l_cj?h_.;century plans-shiow, variably, five.or eleven bovundary stones). The tower i’."c-'siélf:iS-a:SWéll.—'préseNedf_iaxamp_le_._

It appears to have heen. unoccupied for most.of its. existence, though: it was in use — prabably seasonally — by the.

Preventative Watet Guard [the Revenue Coast Guard) to.prevent smugglinig (Bolton 2008; discu ssed further below).

The tower was reported in‘poor condition throughout the. 19% century = with numerous references to'the damaging

effects of __ﬁers'is't'e nt damp from the sea-alr and tack of a permarient occupant — and was unsuccessfully offered to

let:on a number df:o‘caas‘ioﬁs‘ i‘j_efop_'e-*’itsfpu‘rcha‘_se‘-'by't'he-.-Ea__rI _o_f-'H_o_wth in-1909:(Balton 2008). Thetower is currently-

unoceupied, derelict and in: private swnership,

5.9, Smuggling and shipwrecks |

Smuggling was a major industry-in the 18" and 29" centuries, an activity that had been fuelled for cefturies by
taxes Imposed in- the-medieval period on imports ard exports, with prohibitively. high-taxes on gaods such as.
alcohol andtea, .Cu_s._tqmsjlofﬂcer_s._ sear;:hgdi't:ajrgoe_s'a_hd..u_:'o!'!'e'ct_ed ‘dues in perts, afd-Cusioms Revenué truisers
patroiled the coasts for vesselsiillegally offfoading cargo: From 1698; the first Riding Officers were established,
whid were responsible for previenting the moverrient intafid of-smuggled goods that -had evaded the Revenue:

cruisers {the various distficts overseen by:the custams service were subdivided into “ridings’).

Smuggling, dr frée trade’, was highly profitablé and Widi'esp'i‘e'a’d' in the: Irish Sea re_g__io'r},_'arid along:the north
county 'D.u_t__}lin coastline’in particular. During the late 17*" and early 18 centuries, the ared was esse ntially, rurai
withno large towns, and, signifieantly; two'estuaries [the Rogerstown Estuary, bétween Rush and Portrane;:and
'_th_e'B_roadmgadow_.f_fstuary,:l':_i_e_twe'e_'n Donabaterand Malahide). These estiaries previded access far-sinall boats
almost @s far.as the malhi turnpike raad ta Bublin. In addifion, the small off-shore islands that dot the coastline
provided a _h‘a;@rgj_n"-fo'r smigglers. {whilst alse being 3 h_a‘z_ard'fbf-ish'ipjs_-}.'The ':Idn'g:..'eiépah's_e of coastline, with its
smiall eréeks and harbours, therefore presented:some difficulty for the customsservice. Thefishing port at Rush
viliage becamea homie-base for ailarga fléet of wherries of fishing boats, with fishing providing 2 suitable cover
for the more lucrative smuggling activities. Rush. had the advantage: of proximity to the: Isle of Man '("a well-
established entrepdt base for the: S"rﬁu'g_glin'g'_-.tréd e),as well agrelatively gasy -ai:'ce_gs-__t_d the: D_ubl'ir)_:mar_ket-_{.CL;ll.En
1968). Proximity to the-estuaries and isfands; such as:Shenick, Lafitbiay and Ireland’s Eye; undoubteédly helpsd

the flourishing trade.

In"an-effort to deal.with the smuggling problern, custoivs stations were-established, one of which-was located
at Howth; overseeing the harbour and directly opposite Ireland’s. Eye_-(NT Mhurchadha, 1999Y. In addition tothe
RevenueCruisers and thie Riding Officers, d Preventative Water Guard'was éstablished in1809 urdér th‘é_-tiqn't_rdl
of the B'o_a_;d gf-'C_ustn”?S..; .".Ff.'.l'ei_:!j-'j'pb was:to monitor inshore waters and deal with-any smugglers who had.evaded
the Revenue Cruisers, Thelacations of the Martello Towers:that stretched alofig the coastline adjacent to the
prosperus city QF-'D.L_:in:"n led to'anumber being ufitised bv the Preventative Watel Guard, gs'was the case at the
Irefarid’s. Eye tower (albeit probably-on a seasonal basis; Bolton 2008). in 1822, the Preventative Water Guard,
the Riding Officers:and the Revenue Criisers were amalgamated to form the Coast-Guard. While this newly

forimed hody would Tater be! praised for its-success in stamping out smuggfing; it was changes in legislation and
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tdxation in the h"li'd_é_lQ_‘h"té_ntjufy'-tha't-brbu_g'ht.t_h_e_‘t'rade"-' to-an-end Py rendering it no longer profitable (Bolton
2008}.

Thiough. fnitially- focused on ending simuggling, the' Guard gradually adopted extra duties, including taking
responsibility for shipwrecks by-safeguarding cargoes and vessels from looters: Shipwregks wére a sighificant
problem on Ireland’s east coast due to'the high [évels of marire traffic maving through the Irish Sea. This was
'es"p'e_ci_ai!y true along:the Dublin coastline, with the m_ajo_rit(,‘-_.of known ‘wreck }qc_at:io_ms logated in Dublin Bay,
Portmarnock.and. on the Arklow Bank (Brady 2008a). There.are approximately 110 wretks recorded around
Ireland’s Eye‘and Howth Head, with many of thie:vessels lost.while attempting to enter Dublin Bay or while
gayfgatiqg_.ﬂt'he narrow channel between thé harbour at Howth dnd Ireland’s Eye {Brady 2008b}. Navigation:
thtoiugh Hawth'Sound can be difficult at low tide, while:Ireland’s Eye:has 3 iumber of reefs and rocks located:

around: its.perimeiter; namely Thulla, Rowan Rocks; The stack and The Steer:

The majority of the'knewn shipwrecks. off ireland’s Eve {and Howth) date from the 1'9‘}*- century; which is na:
doubt a reflection of the increased maritime traffic and more efficient record keeping. Despite the vagariés of
the sea, many of the récords répart.the-crew being saved, thotigh:sadly not on all oceasions; the Dusty Milfer
‘was strdnided and wrecked 'off the northeast-corngr of ireland’s Eye'in April of 1859 and all six craw were
reported as perished (Brady. 2008b}. it was riot only the seds that were perilous. A ship became stranded at
Howith in’ December:1787 and-{daring that the cargo.wiould be rpEl_.‘l'nﬁIered ; the Captain spoke to the Lord M'_ayor;
-who-directed that it be.-:p'rqtect_eﬁ.'_\J'_\'f'hen_.._a sloop was driven ashore at How_'t'h_-'du'[;i_r']_g_- he;a'w‘_:g_'aies.‘m;o months
fater; it-was: pluridered of its. cargo {malt in this case) and although' the Master and créw ai_i “survived,
¢ontemporary newspaper accounts notethat they were robbed of their goods and:clothes by a local crowd

(Dublin Chronicie.& Freemon’sJolirnal; $a nuary 1788; cited in-Brady 2008h).

Most of the shipwrecks are knowiri-only from.documentary sources — and so. their exact locations are uncertain
— but others have been identified through seabed survey or by divers. For examplé, a-possible wreck was
identified ¢. 800m northéast of the entrance ta Howth Harbour by the IFish National Seabed:Survey, at a depth
of 10m {Ref. WO0966, Brady 2008b), Even closertolreland’s Eye, astane arichor and wreckage were discoveted
& 10-15m from the southeast shote of the jsldnd’ bYd ivets from Marlin SAC;they were found In4:5m of water-

_on a-rocky seabed, with ‘modern wreckage’ also observed in the vicinity {Ref. W009635, Brady 2008b).

5.10. Murder:dn the.island

At the end of the summer of 1852, & young:woman was found dead on.Irefand’s Eye, with herhushand arrested for
the murder shortly -afterwards: The subsequent-trial and verdict were the subject of heated public debate
thitoughout the countty arid the m urder became o cause célébre (to such a degree that Isaac Butt, MP, was leading
counse! for the defence). The contemparary récords-and hewspaper articlés that describe’the murder on.Ireland's
Eye in 1852 pgrovide.not-only an account of the murder and-trial;. but.also-a present &n Ehter‘e_s‘tih‘g_ﬁpj:c-ture_--of'.thie'

times:in which they-took piace,
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‘Williarn Ki'r\n;'_an_-'_énd"hfis_ wife Maria were spending the sumimer at Howth, having taken-roomis in‘a lodging house,
-t.:h'oug'h Kirwan returned periadically. to the- ity for 'Wd'r'k-.-A-_IEtfgr published inthe New York Times. a-':ﬁaw months
after the _mur_d_e_i_f.degczihe'd"}'('i_n_uan-as #handsome mzn around 40 years of age, being tall 'a"_hgl we_ll._i_oo_k_ing;: strongly
built ... fwith] strang limbs, ‘broad chest.and duly-proportioned body', while-his 29-year old wife was ‘handsorme,
elegant-and accomplished” (NYT, Jan. 15, 1852). Kirivan was an artistwhose p rincipal — and not inconsiderabie —
income derived from his work ‘a3 an.anatomical draughtsman for the Roval College of Surgeons,. with additional
maonies from picture-cleani hg and restoring, as'well as map:making:for the Qrdnance Survey {Strickland, 1913}. He
ang 'Mé'ria-ha'd'-'be_éh married for twelve years and were chifdl_esjs-‘:_.'l'_héy resided ifn Dublin, at Na. .1-1'-U'|:i_per3Merrian_
Street, arid 'we'_r'e ‘torallintents and. purposes a.respettabile:coy ple, living in an equally résp.ectabfeia_n_d:fa_'s'hion'ablé

part.ofthe city.

Onthe 6 of Septémbe 'r'-1*852,..the" caupi€ took.a boat from Howth'to. Irefand’s Eye:and.a rranged-for the'beatmen
to collect them at'8:p.m. that éveriing (3 relativelylate hiour, by which time it ‘woulld be dark, but Kirwar professed
ah intention te paint the supsét). They had taken previous trips to the island that summer {and even that week),
during which Kihwaﬂ‘wqu_ld sketch, while his wife walked, read or.ba’th:ed in-the.sea, Anather famfly visiting the:
is'lan"d-'.t'hat-__day'ha_'_i:l spaoken to Maria an'the beach at.about 4 P-m., just before they. departed the island, and this-
would b the Jast reported sighti ng:6f her alive. 'W'Hé_hfithe_atwa boatmen returned.to coilect the Kirwans, theyfourd
only William, whe said he had .not seen his wife for an‘houtand & half (and was appa'réht!\/;_ﬁhco_ncerned'_it-.was_.=pa_st_-
-dark and that she was.not yet at thea r‘range_d'- ;oil_e;_t_ibn':-s_gpﬂ . The three men set oyt to logk for-Mari g, eventually
finding her body, briised, seratched-a nd-blogdied, l.Ving'faﬁe-u'p'on' a law rock,.on-the shore a{t' the Lorig Hole. She

W.é's:-w_eéﬁﬁgf herbathing shift, which was.gathered up-expasing her body, with a wet shaet Benaath-her:

The general.assumption initially was that Maria had accidentally drewned. The:palice sergeant’s report to the
county coroner the foII'I owing day 'ﬁa_d_..-n_q_te_d that “this case agpears strange, as.'theré' was a sheet about the woman’
and requested an -i'n'u_ést'i'gat'_iori. Unfortunately, no doctor-was available to-carry out ap examination that day and
instead this fell to a ‘madical man’, Mr Hamilton, who was lodgirig th Howth and ~ unbeknownst to the-coroner —
was actualfy. an ungualified: medical student. A c'ur_s_ory _e_x_ternal' éXamination by Hamiltor and the coronar was
* cansidered sufficient to pronounce accidental _drow‘ﬁing; witHout taking into account the fact that the bady had.
be'_eH.-_w'a'Shéd andwithout p'u_rs'ui_hg any.ather real-avenues.of Inquiry. The cororier's inguest wasbrief and essentially
a formality, @ box-ficking exercise simply to get the whole thing over with as quickly as possible (the proceedings
wiuld.fater be desctibed by one commentator as siovenly ja'n'c:i":a\-g'jr.dss__negle'c'"t_ihg..- of duty}. The result was that no
post-riortem was ordered, ‘a: Verdict of -ateidental drowning was reached on September 7 and the. body vas-

reléased to the-husband and subsequently interred in Glasnévin ‘dametery.
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Figure 14. 19%™ cantury \lis‘_it_'_c:_r;.to-__t'_]"le'.'Lpng Hole, fscene of the Ki_rwah tragedy” [Roney, 1861}

It appéars that some-disquiet ferhained about the suspicious. circumstances surrounding the death and: a police.
investigation.commenced. It.did not take long for eyes to fall.on William-Kirwan. He had been‘the only other person;
o_n.'?c_ﬁe;_is_lajnd \.-_\{h_é'r'i Maria riiet her death and if she had not died by her 6wn hand ar by natural causes then hewas’
thepbvious suspect, Some of his behaviour was- questionable; including his. insistence that the body be washed
immediately on return to the mainfand; rather than aliowing it to be first-inspetted by the pofice. There was
conisiderable circimstantial evidence too. Several locals. reported heari'n_g__|¢ ud screans fram the island at around.7
po., including-one ﬁs'hernian whaose beat had been passing closé by-and reckoned thiey came from the direction of
the Long Hole. The lodging housé fandlady recoufifed hearing a number: of arguments between the marfied coupie,
dtleast one of which led to William threatening Maria and subjectmg her to d-beating. In-additjon, MarIa was known
to have been-a.strong swirnmer and therefore uhI_il{ely-.=t'd-'_atcndentaily drown, particularly :rn-.s_ug-:_h- shallow waters.
{though: the defense would argue that she had drowned as-a result of an epileptic fit). The-finalnail in the coffin =
asitwas seen to provide mative ~wasthat Williarm had a mistress; keptin.ahouse in Sandymount and by whom he

had eight children.

I Becember 1852, he was tried in Dulllin for the murder of his wife. He'was found guilty and condemned to death,

but as the evidence against hinywas.not'seen as whally conclusive; the sentence was conimuted to transportation:
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for life: His trial was.a sensation in bath Ireland and Britain, with huge crowds.gathering outside the courtroom-on
each of the three days of the trial. After his'conviction newspapers-on both sides of the Irish Sea.printéd pages-of
‘riméur, gossip and opinion, with _o_he article even appearing in'the New York Times. William served 27 yearsin Spike
-I_S.Ea'r}_d-pris'oh'.'off the coast.of Cork, He'made fréquent petitions 16 be released and was finally refeased on Licence in
lanuary 1879-and went to Queenstown (or Cobh in Cork) and.hoarded a ship to:America to join his mistress and

children.

The Kirwan trial generated.much.discussion at the time and continues to divide opinian, with some beligvirig that
he was corivicted an flimsy, eircumnstantial-eviderice and that the guilty verdict was at feast partly the result-of moral
utrage at his [ong-term.extra-rnarital affair. There'is no doubt that Vict'o'r]_ah..c-.‘ohs'érva“ti_sm #nd puritahism balked
at thé notion of a married man capable of keeping a mistress-and fathering-eight illegitimate children; to the
Victorian mind, it would logically follow thatif He was capable of this repugnant behdviour, then the murder of his
wife was not unthinkable. The Victorians were especially exercised by-all things illicit and immaral and Feld the
familyas sacrosanct, Thisis wellillustrated in-a contemparary description.of the murder, which appearedin a letter

to the New York Times:

The ¢rime .. i5 not 6f the ordinary Irish type. We have, unhappily, too much'bloadshedding in treland, but
it is usually 't'-h"é_ 'effe'et-'of-'pa’s__sia_ﬁ_“hea't.Ed'bv_i'i ntoxication, or the murder is that of those whom Ribbonism’
teaches the ignorant and oppressed that.it is meritoriousta slay, {i.e:] landlords, agents; or bailiffs: Such
miyrders as-this ohe occur more freqiiently in England, and thé habits in Whitch they originate -are mare
frequent — sporting: with fermale ¢hastity, the un restrained gratification of lust, and reckless regard of the
domstic obligations.’ (NYT, Jan. 15, 1853)

It dic not heip that Kinwan made something of a habit of antagonising peeple and atleast one aggrievad neighbour
made uhsubstantiated accusations against f i'rri-{_i'_n cluding-that hie tried to poison his wife:on two otcasions and that
he: had killed his brotherin-law). Ancther unconfirmed ai_.leg_at"i'om was made by Thomas Larcorm, former Under
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Irefand. He. claimed that the suspicious death of one-of his:surveyors had been-

atthe hands of 'that murderer Kirwan' (Rieley, 2014).

Rumoiur-and.public outrage aside, it does seem whdlly likely tha’t'W’iilia‘m.Kirﬁ\'&_a’n didd murder his wife. A recently.
p.ublis_hed' bopk'-by-fl'\highael Sheridan -_(_2_(51_2;) describés medical évidencenot presented at caurt, as well as’a detailed:
account of the gircurnstances léading up to the murder.and the-trial that followed. The medical ev_i_t_:lii!_n_c_é showing
m'urde_'r' constitutes a____paper'_pub{_is'he_d. inthie Dublin Medical Press in 'Ja_'i"iu'aT_y of 1853" b:y Dr Thomas. G éc'g'_h‘eg'élﬁ, a
professar and fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, who had beth visited the scene.-of the crime numeraus times
afd fad sat through the wholé trial. Unlike the doctors who gave evidence at the tifal, Dr Geoghegan was both.
qualified and’ experienced In_medical . jurisprudence and forensic scienée (such as. it'was at.the time), He
demonstrated that the haemarrhaging from:ears, nose and “other parts’ down below. —a$ the Victorians put it —
-could only. have resulted from 'manual stranglaltioriand certainly not from asphyxiation fiom drowning {accidental
of otherwise). I1tis not known why his findIngs- were not-admitted into ;evidé_nqed uring. the trial, but .tﬂh‘?’:’mgd ical

facts presented certalnly offer incantrovertible proof-that Maria Kirwan suffefed abrutal and violent dedth at the
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hands of her husband (and indeed this opinion was shared by Dr Devon, a medico-legal examiner for the Crown in

Britain, who peer-reviewed Geoghegan’s article prior to its publication; Sheridan 2012).

An interesting footnote to the murderis that some of

William Kirwan’s paintings survived and were
subsequently deposited in the archives of the
National Library of Ireland, where they have
generally languished unseen (Kirwan Collection; NLI
Ref. 2085 TX 89). There are one or two finished
watercolour paintings, but most of the collection is
made-up of odd scraps, unfinished sketches, doodles i

and fragments of accounts (Rieley 2012). The

collection includes a partly coloured-in sketch of
Maria, showing a pretty woman in a rather elaborate 3 ~ _ 7o) S
hat and fashionable attire, annotated on the reverse
with “Mrs Kirwan, sketched by her husband” (Figure
15). Several scenes of sunsets at sea - including one
of Ireland’s Eye - echo one of Kirwan’s own ]

arguments in his defence; at his trial he offered his , -

A

sketchbook to the jury as a form of alibi, so that they

.

could see that he was painting of the sunset at the )
) o ) Figure 15 A drawing of Maria Kirwan by her husband
time of his wife’s death. William (National Library of Ireland)

5.11.Evidence for Farming Practices on the Island

There is evidence that at least some parts of the island were used for tillage during the 19" century, as evidenced
by the Roman coins and later burial that were uncovered during ploughing in the 1860s; it is equally possible,
however, that the practice pre-dates the recorded instances. It is not only possible, but likely, that the island was
farmed during the early medieval period. It may have been of a relatively small-scale — essentially subsistence
farming — with crops grown and animals grazed to support the monastic community. Depending on the size of the
ecclesiastical settlement — which was presumably substantial enough to house a scriptorium, as well as the church,
burial ground and dwellings of the monks —it may also have held lands on the nearby mainland of Howth peninsula,
with these being settled and farmed by manaigh. The connection of an island settlement to associated activities
and land possessions on the nearest mainland during the early medieval period can be seen in the contemporary
crannogs. Such sites in County Westmeath, for example, tend to be associated with good agricultural land for both
arable farming and grazing (O'Sullivan, 2004); O'Sullivan also notes the possibility that some cranndgs were even

positioned at particular parts of lakes in order to control prime pastures along the lakeshore (with some of the
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r_in'g:fb'rt_s__ found a_l_or_w_g}.l_akésﬁe_re_s pc_:js_‘_s_i_'i;'j_[v-rE'pf.ese.ﬂtirig’ .bvres and .corrals for the protéction. of cattle; rather than

enclosures for human:settiement).

Italso:appears that the isla nd was used forgrazing: animals and for hu nfing, wifh_-_e\'.ridence--_o_nce_-___r‘n‘ore.:comir_!g- from.
19" Cefitury obiservations; An accountof a visit to:the island in 1833 by ‘R A2 in the.Dublin Penny Journal describes
sesing ‘afew harses, who:bound in uncontrolled liberty over the yielding:turf” {these being “the only visible signs of
proprietarship’ on the island}, as well as a’party of geritlemen’ who-were hunting the gulls that nested on the island
(these are illustrated jn a'skatch contained jn the article and reproduced in Figure 7, Section 5.5). The same author
also comments. on the ‘marks of mounds and trenches’ near the chureh and that “although the'soil appears rich, yet
itis now uncultivated arid:over-grown with fern and birtars’. It is possible that the author was describing ridge-and-
furrowmarks, an-archaeological pattern of ridgesand troughs.created by a system of ploughing that was Qsedjdjuﬁing:
the medieval period. Raised ridges in this manner had the advantage of bettef draining the'fields'for craps, before

tHe advent of undergrourid field drainage systems.

5.12. Cartographic and Pictorial Representations of the Island

_ Early detailed cartographic sources:for Ireland’s Eye are scarce. The island dogs appear on 16 and edrly 17" century
maritime maps__-of._l_rel_an_d; Br"_itain'-.and_'-thei’r:_éqa_s_tlifl_.'l_es_,' -byt these are fairly large in scdle with a consequent lack of
detail. By their very nature suth Historic nmiaps are riore concerried with shiowing the location of the island; for
navigation purposes, rather than providing a depiction of any particular features-on it (not that. the scale would
aliow this ini ahy-caﬁ't_ef];.: John-Gogtie's map of Ireland drawn in 1567 (Figure 16), for example, shows Ireland’s Eye
(ot named) situated between Howth Head:and Lambay.(bothi riamed); the map s primarily-concerned with giving:
significant placenames and showing churches.and major tfqpqérajp'ﬁitja: features across the country {notto mention
such im p‘ort'an‘t_-'ob‘:;tac'_[es as.the:seam onstér;fh'at lurks.inthe Irisk S'e‘_é’];

A more detailéd map was drawn of the coast of Iréland from -Dublir -to'.z-Cal_:ri_t:'kfer_'g'_'us' c. 1580 {Figurg 17); it.dep'icis:
all of the: Dubiin‘islands, including Irefand’s Eye, which is located just narth of *Hothe heade’ (the island'is named
and shown In roughly the right shape).

“The-€arliest maps of any-detail that show-and name the island are Down Susvey maps that were produced.€.'1656"
for the parish of Howth, the:bisrony of-Coolock and the-courity of Bublin. Although they all depict Ireland’s Eye, only-
the garish map indicates the presence of St Nessan’s chiurch on the istarid, and criude:though the representation is,
the protruding g_ai:'i_l'es and lack 'c_if ajoining roof-life slggest that it was already in ruin by:themid-17"century{Figure
18 B), The baronial map gives-an.indication of the topography, showing large rock outcrops or hills: [t also illustrates
the imiportance: of nearby Howth, wheré-a large house complex.arid trees representing Howth Demésneg dominate:

the perinsula (Figure 18 A},
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Figure 16 John Goghe’s Map of Ireland, c. 1567

Figure 17 Map of the coast of Ireland from Dublin to Carrickfergus c. 1580
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Figure 19 Rocque’s map of County Dublin, c. 1760
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John Rocque’s map of the county of Dublin (Figure 19) was issued in 1760 and provides substantially mare detail
than the Down Survey maps of the previous century. It depicts the island off the coast of Howth, showing the then
small quay and village of Howth, as well as Howth Castle and demesne. Of the island itself, Rocque depicts not only
the main landmass but also the many rocks that litter its coastline, naming ‘The Steer’, ‘Carrgreen Rocks’, ‘Westren
Great’ and ‘The Stake’. He also notes ‘The Half Tide Rock on Tullock” (islet) and indicates that the depicted rocks
around the coastline are representative of low tide. The map shows the long beach on the sheltered western side
of the island (‘The Strand’) — Carrigeen Bay — and shows St Nessans’s Church (annotated ‘Church in Ruins’). The tall

ship depicted on the eastern side of the island is no doubt indicative of the busy maritime traffic within these waters.
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Figure 20 Ordnance Survey six-inch map, 1843

The plans drawn up by the Board of Ordnance (and later War Office) from c. 1805 onwards show varying levels of

detail in the northern section of the island, around the site of the Martello Tower. Although they are primarily
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concerned with marking eut rights of way and the-boundaries of the Board of Grdnance land, they aré the first
artographic source to map the location of the natural spring on.the istand (Figures 29. & 31; Section €.3).

The firstedition six-inch Ordnance Survey (OS) map of 1843 provides the éarliest accurate and complete picture.of
lreland’s Eye (Figure 20. It pr.oﬁi'd'es"g.ﬂqd't_opqg_r__aphii_‘cal'-'_i'hforma_tien, such as the shingled beaches along.Carrigeen
Bay and'the south end of the island, as well asthe heavily indented coastline along the west side, where it shows
eliffs and__ﬁa_mes.-'StagS-,-Se'mpjer. Hoie, Rowan Rocks and Thulla. Rocks. Thé:.miap-also illustrates the lower ¢iiffs and
rocky coastline-around the northwestern corner of the island, showing the Martello. Tower on. its-'-smél ['peninsula
and the lafge rack of The Steer beyorid jt. In the interior of the Island the distinction between the lowlying Southern-
half of the island {in which lies St Nessan’s Church) and the steep rock outcropsin the north is evident. It is-easy to
see from-this map that the right-of-way designated for the Marfelip-'!'.pw?r'_at* the beginning of the-century. was
sim pi_y_ foliowing the lig-of the fan 8, tracing a path lsading fr_o’n"i-ithe ‘beachat Carrigeen -'B'ay, skirting alorg the edge
dfla large r"dck outcrap. Gther rocks matked along the coastiine include Carrigeen; Upper Great and the islet of

Thulla to the south, ‘Seals Cave’ is annotated at the riortherf end of the islanid.
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Figure 21 .O'rdhé'l.'né'e..s.uwe'\t 25-inch map détail, 1906-9, showing S5t Nessan’s Church
This.topography is:more ¢lear on-the 25-inch 0S map. {Figure 22), with the smaller scale allowing for additionial
details, suchas the scrub grass'across the island, the sand on'Carrigeen Baygiving way tosriall cobbled coves further
“north towards the Martello Tower, and the sard and shingle.marked to:thie south at Thulla: There are‘'some athier
features rioted on. this edition'mapping, including the pian outline of the nave and chancel structure of St Nessan’s
" Church (wh ith jsannata ted “iriroins’; Figure21); t'ﬁ'e'Wa'r Office bou ndary'stones assoclated with the' Martello Tower

-(Figure30; Sectian 6.3), and the location-of the naturai'spring.
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Figure 22 Qrdnar_:_cﬁ{Sur\te'?- 25-inch rhap, 1906-9.
In :additiory to the: cartographic sources, there'are a niimber iof artists” renderings — sketches, paintings and
erigravings —as-well a5 some 19% century lanternslides and a lateriosteard, that capture views of the istand i the
18, 19% and earlier 20% centuries. The majority-of the views are taken fiom Howth, often from the heightafforded:
'by; Howth Hill, which gives ai att'ra.ctiv.e:prﬁb'spéct'-of. the village in the foregrou nd, .Wi_th the Harbour @nd seascape of
Iréland’s Eye in the background (Figure 12, Section:5.7.1; Figures 23-26 helow). Most of the ii_'nag'e.s provide a good
likénéss; portraying the islarid’s topography, with its: prominents stacks of-rock outcrap, and the: Martéllo Tower
(post-1805), though never showing the church. ruins,  fact that serves'to.llustrate how much they blend into the
landscape. Berangér's 18™ century painting is a variation on this;showinga view from Howth, with a glimpse of the

ald-harbourand ‘a’somewhat skewad:perspective that focuses on the abbey:and motte-and:bailey {his karne’). It
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includes a distant view of Ireland’s Eye and as it pre-dates the construction of the Martello Tower, it gives us an

opportunity to view the island without its now prominent landmark.

One image, unusually, is the complete reverse; it gives a view of the new ‘new pier and lighthouse’ at Howth, the
engraving being published in September 1817, just after construction was completed. It is an interesting aspect,
with the south-western corner of the island in the foreground, small boats pulled up onto the sands along Carfigeen
Bay, and a group of visitors enjoying a picnic just east of the Long Hole inlet (Figure 27). Another less common view
is the early 19" century engraving published in the Dublin Penny fournal that shows not only the ruins of St Neessan,

but also horses grazing the hill above the church and a shooting party of men hunting birds (Figure 7; Section 5.5).

Figure 23 Howth Harbour and ireland’s Eye (Lovett, 1888)

Figure 24 159 century postcard showing Howth and Ireland’s Eye (ex. Bolton et al. 2012)
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Figure 25 Howth and Ireland’s Eye by Edward Mc Farland (National Library of Ireland)

Figure 26 Howth Castle & Ireland’s Eye, photo by Robert French c. 1880-1910 (National Library of Ireland)
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6. RESULTS OF FIELD SURVEY

The approach to Ireland’s Eye by boat emphasises its proximity to the mainland, taking only twenty minutes from
Howth Harbour to the north-western tip of the island (Plate 4). Views towards Howth, Lambay Island and the
coastline at Baldoyle and Portmarnock from the island are spectacular on a clear day; they look remarkably close
and the strong physical and spatial relationship between the islands and coast is readily apparent (Plates 5 & 6).
Photographs taken during the course of the field survey in August 2016 are presented throughout the text below,
with additional images of all cultural heritage features contained in the inventory in Appendix 1. The locations of

these features are illustrated on Figure 32.

Plate 4 View of Ireland’s Eye on the approach from Howth Harbour, facing north

Plate 5 View south from Ireland’s Eye of Howth Head and Harbour
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Plate 6 View of Lambay Island from Ireland’s Eye, facing north

6.1. Landing Places on the Island

As there is no built harbour on the island, boats off-load their passengers by pulling in at the natural rocky inlets on
either side of the promontory on the northern tip of the island, just below the Martello Tower. The boats used to
ferry passengers across from Howth are usually small fishing vessels, with a wheel-house and half-deck. As there is
no safe place to tie the boats up, a boat-hook is used to steady the vessel alongside the rocks just long enough to
allow passengers to disembark. The point at the west of the tower is accessible only for two hours either side of
high tide, while the point at the east side is best accessed between low tide and two hours before high tide. Neither
of the landing points can be accessed in certain wind conditions, the east side when the wind is easterly or north-
easterly and the west side when the wind is westerly or north-westerly. According to one of the ferry-boat
operators, both landing points have suffered a lot over the years due to erosion from the elements and the point at

the west side has silted up significantly over the years (Ken Doyle, Ireland’s Eye Ferries, Pers. Comm.).

On the eastern side there is evidence of rocks being cut or shaped to create steps to allow easier access up the cliff-
side from the water’s edge (Plates 7 & 8). This is a much more elaborate landing place compared to the western
side, and the steps cut into the steep cliff would have necessitated a considerable amount of effort to achieve. It
seems unlikely that local fishermen would invest the requisite time and energy, simply to facilitate the occasional
and seasonal tourist visitor. More probable is that the steps were cut to create a new landing place that would allow
direct and easy access to the Martello Tower at the beginning of the 1™ century. The construction of the tower
would have required the delivery and unloading of substantial amounts of heavy material, but given the somewhat
precarious nature of the landing place, it seems unlikely (though not impossible) that it could have been used for
this purpose. It may well have been created during this initial stage to serve the tower once built, perhaps for those
times when the tides rendered the western landing point unusable. A concrete platform has been added at the base

of the steps to allow a more sure footing from the boat to the steps.
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In contrast, on the western side of the promontory, an iron railing set into concrete on the rocks at the high water
mark is the only indication of a landing place (Plate 9), and even this appears to be a relatively late addition (perhaps
early to mid-20" century, given the use of concrete and the iron railing). There is also a natural cove nestled amongst
the rocky outcrops on this side of the tower, which is considerably larger when the tide is out, and the cobble and
sand beaches here are the most likely landing place for the builders of the Martello Tower and the gunners who
took charge of it. Three massive granite stones left over from the tower’s construction still lie on the cobbled beach
below the tower, strengthening the argument that this was the closest and easiest landing place for unloading at

the tower (Bolton, Pers. Comm, 11/10/2016, Plate 10).

There was another landing point on the southeast side of the island, at the Long Hole (the inlet that was the scene
of the infamous Kirwan murder). Steps had been constructed by local boatmen (it is not known when) but these
were washed away during heavy easterly gales some years ago and were never replaced (Ken Doyle, Ireland’s Eye

Ferries, Pers. Comm.).

The sheltered beach along the west side of the island provides a much easier and safer means of landing - for a
small, shallow-draft vessel at least; as evidenced by the dinghy that had pulled up there on the day of the field
survey —and it has undoubtedly been used by visitors to the island from the prehistoric period onwards (Plate 11).

Its proximity to the early medieval church suggests that it was almost certainly used during this period at least.

Plate 11 Sandy beach along Carrigeen Bay, facing north

6.2. Natural Spring

An important natural feature of the island — and one that was a prerequisite to human habitation —is that it has a
fresh water spring. This is located at the northern end of the island, c. 145m southeast of the Martello Tower. The
spring is not marked on the first edition six-inch Ordnance Survey (OS) map of 1843, though it does appear on the
more detailed 25-inch map of 1906-9; instead of the normal OS marker for a spring (which is a tiny circle), this is
shown as a small pond, suggesting that the spring feeds into a natural hollow. It s this feature, rather than the spring
itself that allows it to be identified in the field, despite the extensive overgrowth. The wet ground in the hollow
supports different plant life, thus distinguishing it from the surrounding vegetation, and the feature is further
highlighted by the slight dip in the ground (Plate 12). There was no obvious built structure visible, though it may
have been obscured by the overgrowth, which prevented close and thorough inspection. No other springs are

marked on the historic Ordnance Survey maps and none were identified during the field survey; it should be noted,
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however, that the extent of vegetative overgrowth across the island may obscure any other natural springé that

may be present.

Plate 12 Natural spring in the northwest quadrant of the island, facing south (the spring is visible in the image as a
large area of light green vegetation ringed with brown).

6.3. Martello Tower

The Martello tower (RMP DUQ15-016; RPS No. 589) is by far the most prominent and the best preserved of the
archaeological monuments on the island. It stands proud on a natural rise, on the rocky promontory at the north-
western tip of the island (Plates 13 & 19). The views from the tower site are impressive and were undoubtedly even

better from the now inaccessible rooftop.

The raised doorway on the south side of the tower was designed to deter attackers (much like the early medieval
round towers that still stand on some of the Irish ecclesiastical sites) and access today can only be gained by climbing
the rope that hangs from the stone door-jamb (Plate 14). In addition to the doorway, there are small opes on the
east and west sides, as well as a small opening with brick insertions beneath the doorway (possibly a later, partial
repair). The interior of the tower has been lime-washed and the graffiti on it is evidence of past visitors to the island
(such as D. Quinn, who etched his name into the wall in 1940, presumably at a time when the floor was still in place;
Plate 16). The original wooden flooring at first-floor level has been removed (the raised doorway provides an
entrance to this level), though the remains of the timber supports can still be seen in the wall. This has left the
undercroft exposed and revealed a large iron storage chest still in situ, as well as the random-rubble stone partition
walls that divided the area into three small spaces (Plate 15). Where the limewash has eroded from the roof of the
tower, the brick-construction of the slightly domed top can be seen {this doming is not visible from the outside as

it is hidden behind the parapet walls).
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The site of the tower is one of the least changed in Dublin — no doubt owing to its remoteness — and its original
layout can still be discerned by the placement of the Board of Ordnance and later War Office boundary stones that
marked its land extents and rights-of-way. The War Office re-surveyed the land extents associated with all of the
Martello Towers after they took over in 1855/6, usually removing the original boundary stones and replacing them
with granite ones. They also appear to have increased the overall number of stones at the sites so that the
boundaries were more clearly marked on the ground. That this is the case at Ireland’s Eye is apparent from a
comparison of an 1848 plan of the site now held in Kew Archives (Ref. MPH 1-662; Figure 29), which shows six

boundary stones (marked ‘O. B. Stone’), and the 25-inch OS map of 1906-9, which shows nine (Figure 30Q).

Figure 29 Board of Ordnance Plan, 1848, showing locations of boundary stones (National Archives, Kew)
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The earlier plan (Figure 31) depicts an access route running from the beach at Carrigeen Bay to the tower, annotated
as the ‘right-of-way from landing place to tower’, with a pathway way diverging east / northeast to the spring (also.
annotated as a right-of-way). One of the boundary stones is shown at the spring, on its southern side, with the
others demarcating the main access route (a pair of stones mark the beginning of the pathway close to the beach,
two stones are staggered along the midway point, one to the east and one to the west, and a third is located close
to the tower). Although a line is drawn on the map to indicate the Board of Ordnance lands (this area is coloured in,
showing grass and scrub, with the lands outside it left blank), there are no stones marking the boundary. In contrast,
the 25-inch OS map edition of 1906-9 depicts nine boundary stones: three parallel pairs aligned along the access
route which runs northwest from beach to tower; one each to the north and south close to the cliff-side, marking

the extent of the Board of Ordnance lands; and one at the spring.
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Figure 30 OS 25-inch map, 1906-9, showing locations of boundary stones

Nine boundary stones were identified during the site inspection; their identification was hard-won as almost all

were entirely hidden amongst the overgrowth (Boundary Stones 1-9 on Figure 32). Although some of the 19t
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century plans for the tower indicate a total of eleven stones, the remaining two could not be found. It is possible
that they were removed entirely during the War Office works, but given the dense vegetation it is possible that
these are extant and as yet unlocated. The |locations of the boundary stones were recorded in the field using GPS
and plotted onto modern mapping (Figure 32). Their positions were found to be fairly representative of the stones
as marked on the 25-inch OS map of 1906-9 (Figure 30). All but one of the stones depicted on the 25-inch QS map
were identified in the field; only one of the middle pair was found during the site inspection. One boundary stone
that is not marked on the historic map was also identified; it was found at the spring, where it forms a closely-set

pair (only c. 2m apart) with the stone shown on the map (Boundary Stones 5 & 6 on Figure 32).

Figure 31 Board of Ordnance Plan, c. 1805, showing rights of way to Martello Tower (Botlon et al. 2012)

Six of the boundary stones are cut-granite stones (Boundary Stones 1-4, 7 & 8 on Figure 32): two pairs {each pair
comprising two stones set c. 5m apart) marking the beginning and end of the access route from the main beach at

Carrigeen Bay to the tower, as well as two stones marking the extent of the Board of Ordnance lands, one each to
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the south and southeast of the tower (e.g. Plates 21 & 22). These six stones are c. 1.2m tall pillars (square in profile,
each face measuring c. 30cm wide), with pyramidal tops. The granite on these stones is very eroded, with lichen
covering some of the faces; no markings were visible. These stones were erected sometime after 1855/6, when the

War Office took over the lands and re-surveyed and formalised the boundaries. '

Three of the older Board of Ordnance boundary stones are also extant, with at least one in its original position
(Boundary Stones 5, 6 & 9 on Figure 32). They are made of cut-limestone and are slightly smaller in scale than the
later stones. They exhibit considerably less erosion (a result of the good quality stone used), with the inscribed ‘B.O.’
and arrow mark still crisp, as are the cut-faces and pyramidal tops (e.g. Plate 20). Two of the stones (c. 80cm and c.
1m high) are placed on the north-western side of the spring. The third {(c. 95¢cm high) is placed at the point where a
path is shown on an earlier Board of Ordnance map — dating from c. 1805 when the tower was built — diverging from
the main access route towards the spring (Figure 31; Boundary Stone 9 on Figure 32). The latter is one of the middle
pair depicted on the 25-inch OS map marking the access route (the second stone of this pair could not be located).
The placement of two stones at the spring seems redundant and is not represented on any of the surviving plans.
This may suggest that one of the stones was placed there after being removed from its original position by the War
Office. The survival of these older boundary stones, with at least one in its original position, is rare as the majority
of the boundary stones at the Martello Towers were replaced by the War Office after 1855/6 (lason Bolton, Pers.
Comm., 11/10/16).

Bolton has previously observed three large granite stones that were left over from the construction of the string
course and box machiolation on the Martello Tower still lie on the cobbled beach below the structure (Bolton et al.

2012; Plate 10). These were not visible at the time of the inspection, as they lie below the high-tide mark.

Plate 20 Original limestone Board of Plate 21 Granite War Office replacement boundary stone, with Martello
Ordnance boundary stone Tower in background
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Plate 22 View from rock outcrop showing level ground to south of Martello Tower containing boundary stones (visible to
left) and possible promontory fort site (SMR DU015-133)

6.4. Promontory Fort

There were no visible traces of the features identified by Casey (1999) on aerial photography as a possible
promontory fort (SMR DU015-133; Plate 22). The abundant protruding natural rocks and the overgrown nature of
the site make it difficult to discern any patterns on the ground. This small headland is fairly level, however, with a
large section of rising rock outcrop forming a natural boundary between it and the rest of the island, and the natural
spring located just beyond it. The relatively level area between the Martello Tower and the rock outcrop measures
approximately 90m by 50m or ¢. 0.45 hectare (coastal promontory forts can vary considerably in size: e.g. on Lambay
Island, the smaller of the two measures c. 75m by c. 25m or c. 0.18ha, with the larger one c. 190m by c. 85m or c.
1.6ha, while Drumanagh Fort is an expansive 13ha). Although the rock outcrop provides a natural boundary, it also
allows a vantage point over the level area, which would appear to be a disadvantage from a defensive point of view.
On such a small island, however, a defensive boundary may not have been required, but simply one that divided

the ‘fort’ or settlement area from the rest of the land mass.

6.5, The Long Hole

The Long Hole is an inlet located at the south-eastern end of the island, narrow at the entrance and wider towards
the head, with steep cliffs on either side (Plate 23). A small, curved cobbled beach sits just beyond the low, grass-
covered dunes that line the island’s beaches. A large rock protrudes from the water, dividing the channel into two,

with other smaller rocks visible in the water close to the beach. This little inlet has a peaceful aspect and provides
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no clues to its connection with the violent death of Maria Kirwan in 1852. To the unwitting visitor it simply offers
calm waters to paddle or swim in and a quiet picnic spot. It is a secluded place, out of sight from the rest of the
island, whilst also being hidden from the mainland by virtue of its location on the seaward side of the island. There
is no visible trace of the former landing place described by Mr Doyle, and no evidence for any other built structures

or features of archaeological potential.

Plate 23 The Long Hole viewed from the sand dunes above the beach, facing northeast

6.6. St Nessan’s Church

The recorded church ruins (RMP DU016-001001) occupy the most sheltered location on the island, on the leeward
side of the high cliffs that dominate its north and east shores. The church site appears carefully chosen, nestled in a
shallow depression in relatively low land above the beach. It has good views back towards Howth Head and the
mainland, and it is surrounded by a broad sweep of land that rises gradually up from the beach at Carrigeen Bay to
‘the cliffs (Plate 24). There is no obvious or clear pathway to accessing the ruins, with the significant overgrowth of
bracken and briars making approaches from all angles difficult. The combination of the local stone used to construct
the church, its location in a slight dip and the overgrowth of vegetation can make the church almost invisible in the

landscape (Plate 25 & 26).

At present, the church stands to gable height and is built of coursed limestone blocks with small packing stones and
large squared blocks used as quoins (Plates 27-39). It has a nave and a chancel, which is inset and aligned ENE-WSW.

It is entered in the west through a semi-circular arched doorway, with the arch springing from roughly-squared

January 2017 Page 54



COURTNEYDEERY @

Cultural Heritage Study of Irelands Eye Heritage Consultancy

imposts. The nave is oblong in plan (int. dims. L 8.4m, Wth 4.5m, wall T 0.8m) and is |it by two narrow slit opes in
the north and south walls that have widely splayed embrasures. The partial remains of the round turret are
discernible only from certain angles, as only one or two courses survive at its base, where it meets the chancel roof.
There are three windows in the north, south and east walls of the chancel; the former are plain rectangular opes
with widely splayed embrasures, the latter is a tall, round-headed window. The reconstruction efforts of the 19
century antiquarians are visible in parts of the west gable but are most obvious on the internal face of the south
wall. The ruins are surrounded with significant overgrowth, with vegetation internally and on the top of the walls.
Some small stones of irregular-shape, but similar size (roughly 35cm by 15cm), were noted in close proximity to the

church on its south and east side and may represent burial markers (Plates 40-42).

St Nessan’s

Church \

Plate 24 View of 5t Nessan’s Church (DU016-001001), facing south towards Howth Head

Although the ground surface is entirely obscured by the extensive overgrowth, the topography has a generally level
aspect and there is an absence of the rock outcrops that are abundant elsewhere on the island. It is known that at
least some of this area was under the plough in the post-medieval period and it is likely that the early medieval
ecclesiastical settlement would have made full use of all cultivable land on the island (essentially the wider area
surrounding the church site). The dense vegetation masks any traces that may survive of enclosing walls or fences,
either around the church site or as field boundaries. It alse makes it impossible to detect any patterns — subtle or
otherwise — that may survive on the ground surface, such as stone foundations, low earthen banks or ridge-and-

furrow marks. An examination of aerial photographic coverage of the island yielded no additional information.
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St Nessa'n"-s =

Church \

Plate 25 View east of St Nessan’s Church

== St Nessan’s
Church

Plate 26 View north / northwest of St Nessan’s Church
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Plate 28 View southwest of St Nessan’s Church from Drone (courtesy of
Ken Doyle, Ireland’s Eye Ferries)

Plate 27 View east of St Nessan’s Church from Drone
(courtesy of Ken Doyle, Ireland’s Eye Ferries)

Plate 29 West gable of 5t Nessan’s Church, showing tall
arched window Plate 30 North walls of nave and chancel, St Nessan’s Church

Plate 31 West gable and south wall of nave, St Nessan’s
Church

Plate 32 East gable of St Nessan’s Church
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Plate 33 Interior of church: View from east Plate 34 Interior of church: Chancel
doorway towards chancel

Plate 35 Interior of church: Nave
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Plate 36 View through both windows of chancel from Plate 37 Interior of church: window in north wall of chancel
exterior, facing north

Plate 39 Interior of church: window in north wall of nave
Plate 38 Interior of church: window in south wall of

chancel
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Plate 42 Stones set into ground on south side of church
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7. CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE

A rare article-devated: ehfirely to Ireland’s Eye ~ albeita very brief one — was published-in the Dublin Pendy
Journal in-1833, it begins with the question 'Have you ever been at lreland's Eye?, an _eﬂ_quir_y-__'by ‘the authors
friend; who urges him to visit the island, telling Fim that he would be. ‘highly. gratified” by it. At the end of the

article, the'authof “R. A doricludes with the foIEowlng

‘Bnd now, kind:reader, allow me to: enquire, ‘Have you-ever been at Irefand’s Eye? |Fvou answer hever,
I give you the advice-my frlend gave:me, and strongly | recommend you ta follow it",

Désp'ifc__e' his ex_h‘orta_thn_s, the:island — a_nd_-_.t_fas:at!:_r_-*act:_ops_.— conti r]:ue-t_o be.m u_(__:h ignored, The caltu ral héritage.
value.of Ireland’s Eye a5 a whole should: nat-be underestimiated, however,-even ifmany. of its ealtural heritage

assets are somewhat hidden or elusive, having orly a subitie presence in.the landscape. Occastonally this status
changes, as with the church ruins; which starid out proudly on @ tear-day in.the s_p'fi.ﬁ'g‘_-c’:r early sumimer but:
bécome almost invisitilie oh 2 gloomy day fater.n the season, when the vegefation has grown. Similarly, the 16%
century boundary stones that are-associated with the Martello Tower areriearly impossible'to find at the height
of the summetgrowth; this difficu!W'=ié lessenaed w he’n-.t;h'é-v’gget'ati_anis lower, '-thoUgh themajority of the stones

are still mostly obscured.

The Martello Tower and the fiins of St Nessan's-Church &fe pr.o_bé_l:il\i_r'the mast. obvigus of -f'h_e _cult_u"r'a'l".'herit"a_'ge
assets on the island, both being recorded archaeological manuments (RMP sites)..OF th_e'-twu.--sit.es;. ‘the tower -
which is.also a'protécted structure —is by far the imost prominent and visible inthe IEi'nds'c'a_pé.-'.._It-’é_'pp'ea'rs3-in'-'nj ostof
the'18% and 19 century artists’ views.of Howthand its-seascape, being noticeable even:at some distance. There

are elements associated with both recorded sites; however, that.are less tangible. The originial pathway associated

with: the Board of Ordnanice; right-of-way far the Martello Tower, which is still marked by:some of the existing

boundary stones, is.now completely overgrown, fhough_:the_ existing. pathway trod by visiters runs close to t'in

plécés-.’ The landing place on the east'side of the Martello Tower; with its impressive rock-cut steps; may 3_have_b_een

created at the same-time as the'Martelio Tower in order-_to serve. that structure, though the connection is: not

‘abvious to.visitars landing onth island. o

The exact location of the cist burial that was uncovered:du rifig #loughing inthe 19"“"cé.‘r_1t'ury_ —which is ar RMF site

assaciated with St Nessan's Chureh — isunknown. A number:of possible burial markersin therform of stones'set into

‘the ground on the north and east side of thie chilirch-were identified during the field survey. Othef stonids noticed

on-the north side of thé chirch appeargd 1o form an ali_g'n'mer':_t_.an'd rfiay. réprasert thie: rerains 6f an -assaciated

wall. Given the extent. of the.vegetation and the difficulties it presents to a.regular walkdver survéy, it was not.
passible to identify these-elements with-any degree of certainty orto discernany kind of__.pattéjr;n. Nor was it possible

toascertain if any.other features were present in.thevicinity.of the church. Early:medieval ecclesiastical settlements.
did not: compr’fi.;e-so[elf of a churchand burial ground; they would have tequired domestic quarters (such as huts)

for sleeping-and eating, working areas (e.g. fari-c'q_ok}ng' or for cra’fﬁs such as w_o'_c_nd'-warking;-.pott’_ery-—_ma_l%i_ng-, metal-
working; if such crafts were carried ot itwas likely to have beed on a'small scale) and-animalénclosures ete. There

15 alsd. thje'-'tantans_if"ig'po"_ssibi lity that 'th’_er_'e'w.a_s_a'.scriptoriu'm Withln the séettlement, where the Garla r_iﬂ_iof Howth

wasproduced. |
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‘Another lessthan:cbviouscultural. heritage attraction on the island is The Long Hole, which was the scena of Maria
Kirwan's murder in"1852. 1t is a place.that is likely to'be visited by day-trippérs that come to the jsland, asits a
small; peacefu] cove for a paddlé.and a picnic-and is within:rambling distance of Carrigeen-Bay: It hiolds a cultural
Refitagevalue as the site of an historical:event = albeit'it-atragicand' m ac_a'_'lj're-one_ﬁ_a..-smry -:t_hat;.-'_on te.gripped the
entire nation and which 'stili exerts a fascination to this. day.. Despite this, it is unmarked {though .thé:_fée_rr.y_—-ma'n*
includesiit on his basic plan of the island)-and uniessyou are already-aware.of the story, you mightvisit it and thirk:

it-uhremarkable,

8. MANAGEMENT PLAN

‘8:1: Consultationwith Key Stakehaiders

Ireland’s Eye forms. part of the Howth estate and is.in the _pr_i\;a_te._'o_wners_h ip of the Gaisford-St Lawrence family of.
Howth Castle.‘Any propesed.works or future pldrs: for the island.will rqusr'e the permission. of ahd:consultation
Wwith, the-owner; |

There aré féur recorded afchaeqlﬁp'g_ical.-sftg_s ormonuments locdted ontheisiand: Martelle Towe_r,'"_P'r_b_mo_n_tqry'ﬁor‘t_,
Church and_'Bur"r_alf_.s_'_'ite.{detailed__]n Tableg: 2'ih Section 4 of the: hk‘-;-_;jb_rﬁf}’.__ These sites are affOrded Protection under t'h.e
National Monuments :Acts {1930-2004; Appendix 2), Any propased works: at ‘of in relation to a recorded
archaeological site ormionument will req uire consultation with the Natienal Monuments Service of the Departinent
of Arts, Herifage; Reglonal, Rural:& Gaeltacht Affairs. {DAHRRGA). In addition, the Martello Tower is a protected
structure and assuch is-also affordéd protection under the Local Govemm‘ent'('PI_an'hin'g_-a nd Development Act) 2000
(as:amended}, Consultation regarding any proposed warks.at or in relation to t'_h.e protected structure shéuld also

include the Afchitectural Herit ageAd visory Unit:-of the DAHRRGA..

‘8.2, Immediate Actions

8.2:1,  fssugs and Vulhetdbilities

The two upstanding recorded-archagological monuments on'the island—St Nessan's Ciurch and the Martello Tower
—-are. viinerahle to. the elements and, if left unctieckad, there is the po"t_e'n_t_'i_a_l't'ha_t the monuments:would: be

i

adversely affected.

Untontralled vegetation growth can cause considerahle damage t6 a masonry fuin.:St Nessan’s:Church underwent

.jsigﬁ'lfi_cant recenst_ru.cfic:'n inthe. Is'hr-c_éh't'.u'rv and-at present the: ru_ih_s_ appear staple; I\iqn__e,_t_h_ei_eSS, the :r_:ave'of_ the

church s un-roofed and the structure is open to the elements (a roof is.a structure’s greatest defence-against 't__h_e'-l
alements). A more immediate problem forthe ch urch, _ho_we_ve.r,_:is-the-e_n_cro'a_;fhingvege’.’_caﬁtion-, which Has begun'to

colonise the in'téi'iiof-_afn_d was also evident on tiié chancel roof, the wall tops and t'ﬁe_-fac_e of‘the.north wall. While

this dges nat appear to be a s’]_g'nifica'nt;pﬁrﬂoblem'.-_ye_t, the -s_i_tuq"tf_on will I:E_q_uiré-.regu_l_ar'm"dni_fb'ri'ng.

VEgetatibn_ growth is not‘iés}bi_g 8 pro"b!eri‘l.onji-'t_he'exp_qsed.ro‘ck--o._i;r__tcrap'th'_at' houses the Martello Tower. Thatbeing

‘sdid, the drone imagery provided by Mr Dayie shows grassés and lichen growing on. the. raoftop and.in the roof
space-{only sofie fichens: types.can cause damage; expert.advice shauid be sought): The original ddor into-the

Martello Tower is no langer present, and this fact, when added to the presence of the small unglazed ‘opes that
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prerce the wails, meansthat the intérior ofthe structure is at. least partlaliy cpen tothe elements. There'has aiready
been-some damage to the mternal fabrlc of the tower, where the flooring at: first floor level is gone: and. graffitt
ITt_te_r_s_:th_e_ wall s: Damp wias rep'o‘rte_d- as a particuia r--_p__ro_blem.fo_r thetower in the fl_rs_t.__half of the 19% century; inthe
1820¢ thie window frames-were broken-and by 1829 it was reported that “the damp:is fast itijuring the.floor’ {Bolton _
2008), Continual expesure to the elements-now could lead to further damage to the'structure:/As'thé monumentis
still roofed and- is‘currently structy rai"lh'r_ sound, if is imperative that it is not dllowed toadvarnice flirther into-a state

of dereliction.

8:2.2.  Protection and Managerment of‘Cuftumi:Her_ft_qge Assets

R'e'gul'ar'maiﬁt_e'n_ance-:-_a_nd.'_c_onf_re_ct_' re.pa_i_'f practices will extend the life of afy structure, ke‘_ép-It:"f'rq'm-'fa_i'ling;;further
into decay, 1t is also less 'daméging_:ah_d less expensive to carry:out regular works of small-scale maintenarice, than
‘to pastpone any:action until a major -i'htje_w_ent”i'pr_a.'i_s the orily: way of secufing the structure’s conservation.. |t is:
therefare recommended that a full condition survey of $t Nessan's‘Church and the Martello.-Tower be-tindertaken
by a suitably qualified conservation :aréh_ite_ct. Condition surveys will deteriviine: the currant state of the stiuciures
‘and identify areas of \;u_]r.]erabilﬁit\;-:ia_nd the nature and sighificance of ény;’_dec_a'y_ processes. This: wauld provide a-
baseline from which both ‘menuments could be monitored en- ap ‘ongoing. basis, as well' as: detailed:

‘réeommendations fo rthe: repair, maihf_e_n_a’ri ;‘_e..'an'd conservatian of the.structures,

fn*the absence’ of a ful} cendition- survey, and ata mikimum; it i recommended that St Nessan’s Church be
monitored on a regular basis {e.g. once a year at.the end of the growing season) to assess the extent of the.
vegétatiori-growth in2 nd on the _str‘uéfp re.i'-_S_Hc._ul'c_I':thg.-yegg?ca"t'ion réguire-removal:ar cantroliing, this should: onfy
be unidertaken following cansuiltation with thé National Mohuments Service (DAHRRGA).and under the supervision

of a conservation.engineer-and / an archaeologist, as -deemed_-:apprcj_:_p'_ifi_'af‘ce ‘by the National Monurnerits Service. -

It i also recommended, as a. _mih_iﬂ"@_u__m- req'uiremefnt,:'that the Ma_rtel'!'q.'T_qWer be'made w_e_ather-:_tig‘ht by repl'a_ci'hg_
the doarand wiridow glazing; to protect the monument from further deterloration. Despite access tofirst floor level
bieing only passible by climbing a rope attached to theinside of the stone-doar-jamb, the graffitiinside the tower s
an indication that the structure is.vulnerableto va fdalism; replacing the door wouid allow access-to the.interior to
‘be coritfolled if that is deemed necessary. Proposals to replace the door and windows. ar-far any othef fepairs or
‘works ‘to the tower shouild only be unidertakeérn falldwing consyltation with-the Nat_i'qn_alf'M_bnum_e'n?:'_s’ Service and

Architectural Heritage Advisory Unit ofthe. DAH RRGA and under the-supervisian of @ conservation architect.

8.2.3. .Reinstatement of Farly 19" Century Route: Connecting Hf'sféﬁc.’MOnument__s

The reinstatemant of a historic rote that once connected the beach at Carrigeen Bay with the Martello Tower, ahd-
continuing it southeastwards to 'St Nessan’s Chureh, wotld be a-.:r_éiéti'\'féls_;_;-e'asy way.to imprave access to the church’
and to provide a link between thietwo upstanding monuments. Theroutefrom the Martello Tower to Carrigeen Bay
was once marked by the upright, b'qu_ ndary -s_tones--i:s_f- the'Baard of -O’tdné'nCE'-an:d' War. Q'jfﬁ_c'_'e-; Wher__e:su'rv_i\'{'iﬁ g, these:
are now largely obscured by dense vegetation. Cledring the vegetation from arpund the stones and keeping 1t cut

backalong th'e'_irfalignm_.e_nt_w,ou!d_' create-anew: r_out’e'fbr.-\_.*_i's:itor;éftb' use, from the tower to the be ach. As therg ls:
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.curr__enti\) no easy way-through the vegetation. to-the chureh; this-route could be continiied by tutting back the:
‘vegetation to fashion aninformal pathwayto the ruins; maintenance would sitiply require regular cutting during
the:growing season; while the informalnature of path wauld not adversely affect the setting of the:church or the

-rugged.aspect-of the island.

8.3.. Future Opportunities.

834 Archaeologicd! Résearch

There isconsiderable archaedlogical potential on the istand that is.as,yet unrealised, with scope for additional

reséarch through programmes of pon-invasivé and invasive investigation. The broad swieepiof {and that surrounds-

‘St Nessan’s:Church qﬁc_e.held the ecclesiastical settlement thatwould have been associdted with the church, though

the pretise nature.and size of the settlement Is unknown. Thé land was presumably cultivated to some degree
--during the:early medieval period and was-cectainly used for grazing arid tillage irthe 19" century; it isnot possible;

however, to gauge- the estent of any ploughing iin-the past as. identifying: marks. like ridge-and-furrow would: be
ohscured 'by'th_e_.de'hSé ahd avergrown-vegetation. Itis passible thatarchaeological features.and depaosits as’sd'cfiat'e_'_d
with.the ectlesiastical settle_mgqt'-surui'\.re;.-eit_'h_et__- with an above-ground preserice that is obscured by the dense
vegetation and /or belaw:ground. Jtis'also passible that there is evidénce 6f préhistoric activity.of the island, in the
fn.fm of the possible promentory fort.or perhaps midderis inthe sand dun‘es'-'-'a.!o‘n'g--Ca'rr_i_g_'éen._Ba‘y {onestch middei
mdy Have been-uricavered:during the ploughingin the 19% century}. 'Ar'tefac_.t:s.may alsoheexposed by the elements
in‘the sand and shingle beaches in the'smail'ice\:ares orin Carrigeen Bay (none were identified during this fleld survey,
but-there'is precedent for stray finds on the island, -su_ch-ya_s-th_ef._F'{om_an;__co_ins_-_dis_cover:é'd in the1860s and in-the
19208); & programme 'of.-_sy.sjt_‘ern_‘atic-.”f_ié_id%w_alk_in'g- alongthe beaches and imimédistely adjacent land over-sévetal

seasens may.ideritify new finds,

G’éoph_y_é'it'a_! survey. may be-successful in resolving some of these. q.___j_gs't_icns,..bu_t_jsué'h_“su Freys would be hampered
by the dense, tall vegetation and nesting b-T#ds-'.du'ri'n_g- the manthsthat the island s accessible by boat. One-nan-
invasive investigative taol that might prove valuable.is LDAR ( i.-_i_ghtj'Dete_ét'i'b'h.;_and Ra ng’Ing_']_,- which could be used to
obtain a better understanding and interpretation of the physical, topographical and cultural hetitage jandscape on
the island, LiDAR.is.a. laser-based remote: sensing syjs_fé_m used to-collect elevation data, using:a :ééhsor—eq'm'ppe'd
plane of helicopter. It. ’p_f_o\__r'i_d'_es.;a -cost—effe_ctiue-and fast method of recording topographic data over large areas,
generating detailed contour models that can. be invéstigated for surfacé archaeological features. The primary
he_neﬁt ofusing, __Li_DAR-'in--th_i'sj_ 'i_"r]sta:nce'-is-.l_fh'a___tfit; has the‘ability to mapfeatures-obscured by vegetation.arid/ or which.
may be indistinguishablé on the groiind: It is important that a survey. specification is agreed that is appropriate for
the scate of the i'_sia_nd=__ain_d"-fh'_e"tyﬁe: of"di'scr.éte -.cri'subt_le'-féa't'urES that frisy’ Bxist there. Rather than- loaking for
archaeological sites and comiplexes, a5 one might over a larger area, this-survey would seek to identify elements.
that may be associated with the existing sites recorded on theisland. irelénd’s Eyé.constitutes a relatively small ard’
contained area for 4 LIDAR 5_‘11':‘;3_\(: wh i_cﬁ_ would allow a d_eta'i'ied.appri;_agh,ﬁ_it’_h';_a High point derisity {e:g. 16 points
f m2, with a Sciv aceurdcy) that could: fecord such féatures. Althetigh' LDAR. can only identify f_éa_tu_r’es__-with an-
upstanding topographical representation, the results of the survey should be ablé to éstablish where such features
exist and'where.(and ta what extent) :;:ilou'_g_'hi'ng-.m'ay-'hav'e' been carriéd out in the past.-
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Archaeologic 3_1_?'.f_e atires. !a:':n"df.dg_'p_ositS'=;§éh-.sUNf'VE.-_s'u bsurface, evenwhere theirsuifa 'cé;e:&p féssion has been Feroved
by agricultural sctivities, and a-more invasive: approach = fie. archacological excavation ~would be required to
tdentify them. The most rewarding:sites en ’ChEIS|and|n terms-of a;ch’éeé!dgi'cial' excavation are fikely to'be.in:the
vicinity of the church or at the site of thie possible: promontory fort. If funding were'to be made available, a
programme of research excavation could-be-devised {subject to.the: permission of; and i.n_.con'suI.té_tﬁfﬁé'n‘w?th;._"fﬁ'e

National Mohuments Service, DAHRRGA), perhaps in parthershipwith an academic institution.

8.3.2 Access, fﬁ_terpretatfon and.Tourism: .. "
Public access to the island is seasonal, with most visiters ising the-small ferfy-boats that operate out:of Howth
Harbouir, Boat trips ta-the island (and fandings) are dictated by the tides and weather and the landing plates are
suited to.anly the most sure-footed .a_nd- nimble of visitors: According.to one of the: 'fé'rry.ibbaf operators, bath
la ndi'h_B-*pori-_ifs have siifferéd alotiover the'years. dug: to:ﬁEr_o‘sﬁTan“'f'r'om-_.the-'-'é_i"e'me'n'ts and the point at the westside
Fias sitted upssignificantly-over the years ( Ken Doyle, Ireland's Eye Ferries; Pers: Com m.). WHile réepairs to theiexisting
laniding places mightimprove matters to some extent, consideration'might be given to the création 6f a new, safer
_Iahdi_'ﬁ.?g place {if possible), of a scale and design appropriate to the size of the island and'the setting:of the historic:

manumentson it..

For the‘tourist or casual :yisit‘o"r-:.t_a Irefanid’s Fye at present, "_c:h'g-'__cu_ltu_tal :heri_ta'gg_-sig_n'iﬁ cance and value of ;thg-:_i_‘s_land

is not. readily apparent: The visitor experience would be greatly enhanced by-an increased awaréness ahd:
undefstanding of the survivirig: historic lafdscape-on the island, its archazological sites and its story through time.

“There are'no guided visits to the island, no Interpretative signage and: no easily obtained référence material. This
cultural heritage study-could be used to infi:l"rf'h .lh'téi;pr'é't’ationa_l_:ma’feﬁal, such a5 leaflets of parriphlets:that could’
‘be rade available at the tourist information pointin-Howth or through.the ferry-aperators: Information panels
could also be erected at pointsaround theidsland, to previde-the 2 rchaeological and historical context 6f the various
Cuiltural higritage sites, manuiments and p laces. As-an alternative or supplementary:service; the information could.
beavaila b-l'e digitatly, through a mobile app that sould ’;;rb\iti;lé .';_i_h-’fnte'ré'_c’tii;e -experience for the usér, TheTesults.of

«ahy archaeological frivestigations that may be utidertaken could alsa be incorporated into.this material.

'8.3.3.  Martells Tower- _ )
The views from first'floor height'in the tawes are remarkable; thése extensive views-were inteégral to the defensive:
roie-ptayed by the Martello. Tower at the-beginning of the 19" centiry and form part qf:"'t'-he-:;:ﬁ It_t;_iqaj l-experience of
. the meiument. Future canservation plans forthetower mi ghtinclude safe access (staits), a replacement floor, door
and ;wi_‘n'd'ow glazing, all ofi_\n}h'ich':-.wcuia_'-'ser;ve_ to ehhance the visitb_r-_;-;exper’Ten.ée. Cbr_]__sid_'era_t_mn might also-begiven

tolits u_s_E--a_.S‘-a;._hgci_ta ge. c_q_nf:'n"-e',-; where-the story of the sland could belaid out for visitors to appreciate.,
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APPENDIX 1 INVENTORY OF CULTURAL HERITAGE FEATURES

The locations of all of the features described below are illustrated on Figure 32.

Cultural Heritage Feature | St Nessan's Church

Statutory Protection RMP DUO016-001001

Location In the southern half of the island, on its western side, overlooking Carrigeen Bay (ITM
728698,741190)

Description The ruined remains of a pre-Norman structure (nave and chancel) that was heavily

reconstructed in the later 19t century (Cf. Section 5.5.1). The stone structure now stands to
gable height {in its reconstructed form) and is heavily overgrown with vegetation, in its
interior, on its walls and in its surrounds. It appears to have changed little since the
reconstruction, as evidenced by comparison with the 19" century antiquarian drawings. Acce
to the church is made difficult by the dense vegetation that covers the interior of the island.
This ground cover also obscures any potential archaeological features associated with the ea
medieval ecclesiastical settlement that may survive in the area around the church. Possible
stone burial markers were noted on the south and east sides of the church. Probable
associated cist burial uncovered during ploughing in the 1860s (RMP DU016-001002).

Image

References Sections 5.5 & 6.6; Figures 4-9, ; Plates 1-3 & 24-42,

Cultural Heritage Feature | Martello Tower

Statutory Protection RMP DUO015-016 / RPS No. 589
Location On a small rocky peninsula at the northwestwen tip of the island (ITM 728345,741526)
Description A prominent structure, built c. 1805, as one of a group of towers positioned around Dublin Bj

The rendered rubble exterior is in good condition, as are the masonry elements in the
machiolation, the rooftop corbels and the door frame. Inside, the original floor is gone and
grafitti litters the walls. Impressive views of the structure from high points on the island and
from the sea on the approach from Howth. It relationship with the Board of Ordnance (BO)
boundary stones that still stand on the island has been lost. The stones themselves (catalogu
individually), which mark the extent of BO lands and the associated rights of way (from the
beach and to the spring) have been almost completely obscured by vegetation overgrowth.
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Image

References

Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures ; Plates 13-19 & 22.

Cultural Heritage Feature

Promontory Fort

References

Statutory Protection RMP DU015-133

Location The site of the Martello Tower and the area south of it (ITM 728345,741524)

Description No surface expression. A possible site identified during aerial survey by Casey in the late 199(
(Cf. section 5.3). No features were discernible on the ground.

Image
Sections 5.3 & 6.4; Plate 22.

Cultural Heritage Feature

Landing Place (west)

Statutory Protection None
Location A natural rocky inlet on the west side of the Martello Tower (ITM 728377, 741522)
Description Steps cut into the steep cliff, with a concrete platform has been added at the base of the ste
to allow a more sure footing from the boat to the steps. It is likely that the steps were cut to
create a new landing place that would allow direct and easy access to the Martello Tower at
the beginning of the 19% century.
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Image

References

Section 6.1; Plates 7 & 8.

Cultural Heritage Feature

Landing Place (east)

Statutory Protection None

Location A small cove on the east side of the Martello Tower (ITM 728328, 741507)

Description Aniron railing set into concrete on the rocks at the high water mark is the only indication
of a landing place. Appears to be a relatively late addition, perhaps early to mid-20th
century, given the use of concrete and the iron railing.

Image

References Section 6.1; Plate 9.

Cultural Heritage Feature

The Long Hole

Statutory Protection None
Location At the south-eastern end of the island
Description A narrow inlet with a small, curved cobbled beach which was the scene of Maria Kirwan's
murder. There is no visible trace of the former landing place described by Mr Doyle, and no
evidence for any other built structures or features of archaeological potential. It holds a
cultural heritage value as the site of an historical event.
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Image

References Sections 5.10 & ; Figure 14; Plate 23.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 1

Statutory Protection None
Location Northwestern corner of island {ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description War Office replacement of original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, ¢. 1850s. Cut

granite pillar stone with pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 1.2m visible height, with each face
measuring c. 20cm in width. Very eroded with no inscriptions evident. Marking the north /
northeastern extent of the Board of Ordnance lands, close to the cliff edge; it is roughly
aligned with Boundary Stones 2-4. Stands slightly askew. The images below show the stone
with a view towards Lambay Island (facing north) and in relation to the Martello Tower
(facing northwest).

Image
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References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 2

Statutory Protection None
Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description War Office replacement of original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, c. 1850s. Cut

granite pillar stone with pyramidal top. Dimensions ¢. 1.2m visible height, with each face
measuring ¢. 20cm in width. Very eroded and lichen-covered with no inscriptions evident.
One of a pair of stones (c. 5m apart) marking the principal right-of-way from Carrigeen Bay
to the Martello Tower, at the northern end of the pathway (see also Boundary Stone 3).
Completely obscured by dense vegetation, which had to be beaten down for the
photograph. The images below show Boundary Stone 2 (detail) and Boundary Stones 2 & 3
in relation to the Martello Tower (with Boundary Stone 2 on the right).

Image
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References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 3

Statutory Protection None
Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description War Office replacement of original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, ¢. 1850s. Cut

granite pillar stone with pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 1.2m visible height, with each face
measuring c. 20cm in width. Very eroded and lichen-covered with no inscriptions evident.
One of a pair of stones (c. 5m apart) marking the principal right-of-way from Carrigeen Bay
to the Martello Tower, at the northern end of the pathway (see also Boundary Stone 2).
Stands slightly askew.

References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.
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Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 4

Statutory Protection None

Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9

Description War Office replacement of original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, c. 1850s. Cut
granite pillar stone with pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 1.2m visible height, with each face
measuring . 20cm in width. Very eroded and lichen-covered with no inscriptions evident. v
Marking the south / southwestern extent of the Board of Ordnance lands, close to the cliff
edge; it is roughly aligned with Boundary Stones 1-3. The images below show the stone in
the foreground with Boundary Stones 2 & 3 in the background (top right in the image;
Boundary Stone 11s not visible as it sits on slightly lower ground on the far side of the small
headland), as well as the stone in relation to the Martello Tower.

Image I

References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 5

Statutory Protection None

Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description Original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, c. 1805. Cut limestone pillar stane with

pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 80cm visible height, with each face measuring c. 28cm in
‘width. The condition of the stone is considerably better than the later granite boundary
stones, with crisp edges and clear inscriptions: ‘B.0." and the arrow mark. One of a pair
now standing on the northwest side of the spring, positioned c. 2m apart. Only one is
depicted at this location on the Board of Ordnance map c. 1848 and the later OS 25-inch
map c. 1906-9. The second stone was presumably removed from its original location during
the War Office works in the mid-19" century and placed at the spring some time after
1906-9. The image below shows Boundary Stone 5 in the foreground, with Boundary Stone
6 to the rear.
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Image

References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 6

Statutory Protection None
Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description Ofigina! Board of Ordnance boundary stone, c. 1805. Cut limestone pillar stone with

pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 1m visible height, with each face measuring c. 28cm in width.
The condition of the stone is considerably better than the later granite boundary stones,
with crisp edges and clear inscriptions: ‘B.0.” and the arrow mark. One of a pair now
standing on the northwest side of the spring, positioned c. 2m apart. Only one is depicted
at this location on the Board of Ordnance map c. 1848 and the later OS 25-inch map c.
1906-9. The second stone was presumably removed from its original location during the
War Office works in the mid-19'h century and placed at the spring some time after 1906-9.
The images below shows Boundary Stone 6 in the foreground, with Boundary Stone 5 to
the rear, as well as both stones in relation to the spring (visible as the circle of lighter green
vegetation just beyond the stones.

Image
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References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 7

Statutory Protection Nane
Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description _ War Office replacement of original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, c. 1850s. Cut

granite pillar stone with pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 1.2m visible height, with each face
measuring c. 20cm in width. Very eroded and partly lichen-covered with no inscriptions
evident. One of a pair of stones (c. 5m apart) marking the principal right-of-way from
Carrigeen Bay to the Martello Tower, at the southern end of the pathway (see also
Boundary Stone 8). Completely obscured by dense vegetation, which had to be beaten
down for the photograph.

Image

References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.
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Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 8

Statutory Protection None
Location Northwestern corer of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description War Office replacement of original Board of Ordnance boundary stone, c. 1850s. Cut

granite pillar stone with pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 1.2m visible height, with each face
measuring c. 20cm in width. Very eroded and partly lichen-covered with no inscriptions
evident. One of a pair of stones (c. 5m apart) marking the principal right-of-way from
Carrigeen Bay to the Martello Tower, at the southern end of the pathway (see also
Boundary Stone 7). Completely obscured by dense vegetation, which had to be beaten
down for the photograph. Image below showing Boundary Stones 7 & 8, with Boundary
Stone 8 on far right of photograph.

References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29 & 30.

Cultural Heritage Feature | Boundary Stone 9

Statutory Protection None
Location Northwestern corner of island (ITM ) Cf. Figure 32 for the locations of Boundary Stones 1-9
Description Criginal Board of Ordnance boundary stone, ¢. 1805. Cut limestone pillar stone with

pyramidal top. Dimensions c. 95cm visible height, with each face measuring c. 28cm in
width. The condition of the stone is considerably better than the later granite boundary
stones, with crisp edges and clear inscriptions: ‘B.0." and the arrow mark. One of a pair
depicted on the Board of Ordnance map c. 1805 (Figure 31), marking the point where a
path lead east / northeast from the principal right-of-way to the spring. The second stone
was not in situ,
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References Sections 5.8 & 6.3; Figures 29-31.
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APPENDIX2  RELEVANT LEGISLATION
National Monu m'e_nt_s._i__egis"la,t_ibn
Al archaeologlcal sitas have: the fill protection of the national monuménts legistatian (Prmcupal Act 1930;
Amiendments 1954,.1987 and 1994).
Inthe 1887 Amendment of Section2 of the Principal Act.(1930), the. definition of a natjonai monumentis specified
as:
any-artificial-or partly artificial h’tlil'ding;: structivre of éraction.of g__rc.up af such b_u'i'Idi_ng:s',::s'_'!;r_i._it:;t'u_res_; ar
erections; '
any-artificial cave, stone.or natural product, whether forming pait-of the grcund that hasbeen. artificialty

carved, sculptured-or warked upon:or which (where it does nat formy part.of the place where:it sy
appears to. have been purposely put er-drranged.in position, :

any, oF any part of any, prehistaric or ancient.

(i) tomb, grave o burial dépasit, or

(if); ritual, Industrial.or habitation site,

angd
any-place: comprlsmgthe remalns oF: traces of any such bmldmg, structure or-erection, any cave, storié.or
natural prodiuct orany, such tomb, grave,. burlal deposit er ritual fndustrial ar habltatmn site..

Under Section 12 of the Principal Act {1930):

“it'shall be unlawful...to demolish-or.remave wholly or.in part-or to disfigure, deface, alter; erin:any
manner ll"IjLII'E O mterfere with any such natfonal monument wathout or otherwme tharin.
accordance with' the consent heremafter mentioned {a llcence issued’ by the. foc:e cf Pub!fc Works
Natmnal Monuments Branch},

or’

to-excavate; dig,: plough or otherwise disturbithe ground within,. around or in'the proximity ta any:
such natlonal monument’ wnthout or otherwise than In accordance..,

Under Amendmentto Section 23 of the Principal Act (1930},

'A person. who flrids an archaeclogical ohject shall, within four days after the flndmg, make a report oflt
to.a mermber of the Garda Sioé¢hana...or the Director of the' Natlonal Museum -

The latter is of refevance to'any finds made during awatching brief.

6 the 1994 Amendment of Section 12-of the Principal Act (1930);-all the sites-and: ‘places’ recerded by theSites
“and’Monumenits Record of the Office of Public Works are prowded with-a new: status.in’ law. This. new status
provides-a level of protect:on to the |5ted 5|te5 that is equwalent to that accarded to registered' sites [Sectlon
8(1], Natnona[ Monuments. Amendment: Act 1954) as: fol|0ws

Thie Comifissiofiers shall establish and miaintain'a. record-of monliments and places where they believe thereare
‘mentments and-the-record shalt be comiprised of a-list of Monufiénts-and stch places and a map or maps.
-shiowing each moriument-and such place inrespect of each cauhty.inthe State.

'The Commlssmners shall causetorbe exhlblted i a:prescribed manner: |n -each county the’ list: and: mag-er maps
'ofthe ccunty drawn-upand. publtsh in a.prescribed miantier information about when and where the lists and
‘maps may be consulted.
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In addition, when the owner or oceupier (not Being the Commissioners) uf a monument or:place'which has been
recorded, -orany person propases 1o carny out, or to cause or- permit the carrying out of, any work-ator inrelation
1o such-onument ar ptace, he shall give hotice inWwriting of his-proposal to carry:-out the work ta the:
Canmimissioners and-shall not, Except in the case of urgent necessiy and w1th the consentof the Commlssmners,
tomfmence the work foF a périod of two.menths after having given:the ngtice,

The National Monumients-Ameéndment Act 2004

The National. Monuments ‘Amendment Actenacted i in 2004-provides clarification tn felation to the division of
respcnsablhtles between the. Minister of Envrronment Heritage and Local Government Finance and Arts, Shorts
and Tourlsm: together with. the Commissiohers. of Pubhc Works. The: Mmlster of- En\rlronment Herrtage and Local
Government will issue dlrectians relatmg tor archaeologlca works and-will: be adwsed by the National Monuments
Section and thie: Natlonal Museum: oflreland The Act gives discretion to'the Minlster of Envirenment; Heritage

and Local Governmient to grant ¢onsent of ssye directions in relation to road developments (Sec’tlcn 49and 51}
approved by An Bord Pleandia-and/or in relationto the discovery of Natlonal Monuments

Section 14A..

{1) The consent of the: Minister under section 14 of:this:Actand any further ¢onsent-or licence under any other
provisian of the- National Monuments Acts. 1930 to 2008 shall not be- requzred wheré the works involved are
connected with.an approved road development.

{2).Any works of an.archiagological naturethat are carried out it respect 6f an approvéd road developrient shall
be:carried eut.in accordance with the directions of the Minister, which directions:shall be issued following
£onsultation by the minister with the Director of the National Museum of Iréland.

Subsection 14A [4) Where a national monument has been discovered to which siibsection {3).6f this section

refates, ther _

(a) the rodd-authority carfying out the road developm ent:shall ceport the discovery to.the Minister

1h) -subjectto subsectmn {7) of thls section; and.- pending-any drrectmns by the mlmster under paragraph
{d) of this: subsection, no works which. woufd interfere with' the manument shall be carried out, except

works urgently required to'secure fts preservation carried out.in accordance with suéh-measures as
may be spetified by the. Mmlster

The Minister wrll cons u'[_t”w'i’.ih the Director of the National Museum of ireland for a period not fonger.than 14 days
befare issuing further-directions in relationte the natispal onurment.

The Minister will hot be restricted to archaeological considerations alone, but will 'a[5'0_.-1':o'ns'i'd:er:t_'h'ew'igier public,
ihterest: '

Planning and Developmient Act; 2000

Structures: of architectural, cultural, scientific; historical orarchaediogical interest.can also be-protected uhder the-
Platining and Develapment Act, 2000.

This act provides-for- thee iriclusion: of protected structures intothe planning: authorlties deve!opment plans and
‘sets out statutory regulations: tegardinig works:-affecting:such structyres. Under the new legislation, no. distiriction
is made between buildings.formerly-classified under development plans as List Land.List 2. Such bulldings are now
all regardéd as ‘protected stroctures®. ’

The-.act defines a ‘protected structure’ as follows:

{a)a structure,or
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(b & specified part of a-structure;

-which is included-in a record of protectéd structures, and, wherethat record so:indicates, includes any
: spec:f‘ed} _ature which wnthm the: attendant grounds of: the structure and whlch would not: otherwme

be 1ncluded in thls danltlon.

‘Protettion’, in telation'ta & structure or partiofa strutture, mcludes Lonservation, preservat:an, and
improvement compatible with maintaining the characterand |ntere5t of the structure orpart;

Part IV-ofthe act-deals. WIth architecturalheritage;, and Section 57: deals specifically with’ waorks aﬁectlng the
character of protected structures-or proposed protected structures. : . :

.the carrying ot of wiarks {03 protected structure, or a proposed protected structure; shall be-
-exempted devélojiriant. only if. those warks wouild not materlally affsct the. character of—

{d): ‘the structure,or’

[b) any glemernt-of the structure which contributeés to its special architectural histarical, archaeological,
artlstlc, cultural screntlflc, somal or technlca[ lnterest

Séctipn 58, subsection 4 states-thaty

Any persen who, without: lawful authorlty, causes damageto @ pretected structure ora propcsed protected
structure shall be:guilty of an-offence.
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