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SUMMARY

This thesis investigates the memorialisatiorcbiidren in the Western cemetery from the mitiheteenth

century to the present daysing the idea of childness as a measiiee importance of children as part of
archaeological study has been recognised and developed since the, £8&03dishing the archaeology of
childhood. As part of this approachsearch has looked atays of determininghe agency of children in

the archaeological recordnd the ways in whichonceptualisations ofhildren and childhoodre

represented throughmaterial culturecreated byadults. Following a multlisciplinary review of the

literature concerning Western ideas of children and childh@odl cemetery studies concerning the
memorialisation of children in the Western cemetery, this thesis proceetisetatudy of five cemetery

sites in Adelaide, Southuatralia.The primary interpretative method used is the concept of childness, the
gualities a culture associates witloth being a child anthat labelssomeone as a child. The measofe
childnessarish y 3 FNRY GKS FFYAf&@Qa YSY2 N ofehadadenditgirdeyabled K 2 A O €
by the observer. Childness sits within the broagescesses of socialisati@nd structuration that informs

and replicateghese characteristici® varying degees depending on variables such as status, class, gender
YR LINB@GIAfAYy3d a20A+f OASga. AaLISOAFTAO (2 GKS GAYS

Analysis of the archaeological sample identitieel expression ofhildness through simain

characteristics: smallnessnocence, domesticity, playemporalityand emotion indicated by age and
influenced to varying degree by status, class and for older children, geRldearying combinations
arising from the interaction of thessonceptsdetermined the degree afientity differentiation observable
whichcoud range from virtually no differenagith only age indicating a child, to a heighteneuddl of
childness involving inscription and motif, @ exampledn the Victorian erathe size and height of the

OK A f R Q arkesitsdlf. & mickhineteenth century to the 1920s and again following the creation of
particularchild-only spaces in the 198@spresented anore individualistic cemetery ethosvith the
memoarialisationof children trending to a more expressigbildness.Both periods employed a wideange

of childspecific referencem inscription and motifor adapted more general choicesch ageligious
referenceso symbolisea greater association witchildren By comparison, the intervening period from the
1920s to the 1980generallyadopted a more uniform and subdued approach to memlisation thatsaw

a lower degree of childness in favour of a maredifferentiated family identityHowever, he social role of
the child asmemorialisedretained a markeaontinuity across thehronology regarding the expectation of
aloving and caring relationship between parent and child, the importance of the family structure and the
grief of los. The use of Childnegaried in accordance with ageut rarely in relatim to sex ogender, with
thoseaspects more closely associated with infants gadng childrerbecoming less pronounced for

children whoin agewere moving further from childhoodnd towards adulthood
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CHAPTER 1
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childhood is usually at bestarginalised or, at worst, overlooked completéGrawford and Lewis 2009:5

cLDE
G. dzZNAIf aaSyvyofl3asSa aaz20AliSR ¢6AUGK  RSOSFaSR OK
2F I aK2NISYySR tAFS YR LINBYlGdzZNBE RSFGKE 6. EGSNI

Weepfor me my parents dear,

| am not dead but sleeping here,
Dry up your tears you shed in vain,

You cannot call me back again.

Horseman family grave marker, ¢.1882, Hindmarsh Cemetery, South Australia

In accordance with HDR thesis rules, | declare thiatdhapter references information previously published
in my ceauthored article fuller et al 2019). My contribution to the article was: research and design 80%,
data collection and analysis 60% and writing and editing 70%. Myttmrs have signed appval for use

of their workto be included in this thesis on the @athors Approvals for Higher Degree by Research

Thesis for Examination form.



1.1 Introduction

This thess examines thenemorialisationof childrenin the Western cemetery landscape over thast 180
years. A statistical analysis of five cemeteries in Adelaide, South Australia, is used to consider the way
children were remembered and differentiated from aduthrough material culture frori836to 2018 and
what such representatiogican tell us about theivisibility, statusandrole in society over this periodh
seeking to explore these issues, the cemetery provides a rich and mostly untapped pofentakflection
of its multiple creators over time, it provides a repositofysocial and ideological trends expressed through
the materialised thoughts and feelings of past lives, relationships and world views (Baugher and Veit
2014:2; Jones 1979: iv; Rugg 2000:286His makes such landscapearticularly suiable for longitudind

& 0 dzR @ sarchindologic@l Shaterial can often represent, frequently in a quantifiable way, gradaates

' YR Sy RdzNA y(Brlow G980ntuiriNtBedyive plowith both its private and publicoles

meant that the resulting tableau waslgject to unintentional phenomenological change as the cemetery
evolved around it and visitover time experienced the space in different ways (Muller 2006, 2015:19).

Baxter observes,
| KAf RNBYyQa KSFRad2ySa 27¥F7TFSNI hnd Hdnldlic imRdrtante a S i

of children and enable analyses that parallel archaeological study of children in a variety of
mortuary and cultural contexts (Baxter 2015:1).

Since the late medieval period, Western society has consistently seen children aentlififem adults. This
difference, as the product afocumentedsocial and culturaliews, both public and private, was subject to

change within its historical context.

Thechronologicaperiod of this study allowsmple potential for both national and ietnational

compari®n of the memorialisation of childrerThe nineteenth century saw the continuing expansion of
European capitalism arits accompanyingeo-political influence on a global scale. The colonial societies
that resultednaturally reflectedhe culture oforigin. Consequentlythe European colonisation of Australia
by predominantly British and Irish immigrangsreflected in thedevelopmentand appearancef the
Australan western cemetery, allowinfgr comparison with burial and commemoratignacticesin Britain
and Irelandas well asther countriesof Britishcolonialoriginsuch as the United Statéslytum 2014:2;
Mytum and Burgess 2018JJhe colonisation of South Australia occurred in 183, gue year before the

commencement of the Victorian era (so labelled by Englgtaking countries to signify the reign of the

T NI

British Queen Victoria from 20 June 1837 to 22 January 1901), and the new colony was naturally influenced

by its initial cultur&ties to Britain. Consequentlybeerved similarities and variatiois memorialisation
choiceshetweenthe Anglophonecountriesisinstructivein identifyingthe transnationalspread of social
ideals trends inthe manufacture ofmaterialforms and styleto express themand the developmenof
local choicesind variation Such globalisation increased exponentially over the course diabetieth

century. Geeater economidnterconnectionand culturalexchangebetween nation§introducednew
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possibilitiesconcerning appropriatéorms and styles aiaterial culture and social expression. As a result
developments beyond the Anglosphere are also discussed in relation to the Australian practices identified

and how each reflects broader social ideas aboutetin and childhoodn western culture

The characteristics that make children different from adults | term childregzesentinga G K@tiple
conceptionsofbgf 3= | YR 0 S Ay A(Millér 6t &l 21 BIRArst liseddKDe§nBrg2007),

KAt RySaazr arad +y SELXAOAG YSIFadaNB 2F GKS G NRI Az
(Muller et al. 2019:6). This includes between children of the same age and cwltere differences in

childness may be subtle and harder tgakirn Childness within a cultunmayat first seem universalist in
nature,representing what a child should be and holkildhood should be lived (Degned@:6-7), however

in practice as a process of identity constructidtris subject tosocial and cultral variation for example

when does childhood begin or when does a society view an individual as no longer a child? As part of this
measure the effect of other factors on this process such as classyageerand culture can be identified

and examinedWithin the cemetery, childness provides an interpretive method of understanding the way,
GAY 6KAOK OKAftREA]1S OKINF¥OGSNRAGAOA I NB O2y ®SLIdz
(Muller et al. 2019:6)Its application is particularkyuitedto this setting,asthe focus is not limited tactual
childrenpersebuii KS WARSYUGAGASEAQ ONBFGSR FT2NJ G§KSYThis & | Rdz
approachallows fora nuanced understanding of threasons fodifferencesand variationsn such

representatios2 T G KS WOK A f \Wthin theydmetahCsfakeirie ByRokh Ghe personal

relationship between childreand theirfamilies andthe structural influence®f societyat that time.

1.1.1 Background to childnortality and memorialisation

The representation of child death evokes a sense of grief and loss whose context is very different from that

of an adult. Such an event is characterised as chronologically premature (Baxter 2013: 114; Jones

2015:291), heighteing the sense of disorder experienced by the bereaved. It is not just the emotional

response to the absence of tlleceasedbut also the cessation of tirgpotential, and the hopes and

dreams invested by the parents in that anticipated futurity (Sgrer#ut0, 2011)So,the different

complexities involved in the memorialisation of children, particularly infants, perinatal and stillborn

children (for whom the establishment aentity are the most challenging), should be acknowledged

(Cannonand Cook20t6n HT { YAUGK My TYdmMmO ® ntb&dvillencedyexpessidyg i 2 F
2y OKAf RMNBKgr&ddzOKNIIAES dhKE ¢KI G K2 LIS®). Ifisw@hinahigNA SR K S N
context of emotional tumult and fracture, ranging from despair to ragd even guilt, that the family

6dzadzt t £ & GKS LI NBydGao I NB SELISOGSR (2 RSOARS GKS

identity they wish to create for therthrough memorialisation

In the nineteenth and early twentieth centurigsarents laboured under the very real fear that they would

lose an infant or childue toinfectiousdiseasewith manyboth sustained and burdened by the religious



perspective that such an event constituted a trial sent by God requiring their stoic fareEsor worse a
punishment arising from their own sinful failings (Jalland 200ZZ)0lt was not uncommon fofamiliesto
face the loss of several or alitheir children over the course of a few days, weeks, or months. For others
the loss of a childouldbecomeanalmost annual ordealalland (1996:120)otes that the newborn infant
faced a deadly variety of illnesses in their first year of $ifeh as diarrhoea, pneumonia and bronchitis,
with measles, whooping cough and scarlet fevekihg forthose who reachedwo to five-years. Deaths

also occurred, as always, from abuse,laeg and accidentsDeath in childbirtlalsoremained ahigh
concern.Torney(2005:69 cites a child mortality rate across all Australian colonies prior to 1890 ofal00 t
130 children (under one year) per 1000 births, a rate of 10 to 13% and sets out the following $ignvieal
for the 1880s90% to 12 months; 82% to 5 years and 78% to adulthood

The characteristicsf innocence, puritandimagination thatwe todaycommonlyassociate wittchildren
andchildhood hadgainedfull ascendencyy the midnineteenth century, havingathered momentum

from the secular musings of the Enlightenment movement in the latter decades pfév@uscentury
(deMause 1974:408; Jamesat 1998:1315; Kociumbas 1997: xiv; Snyder 1992:TBghighly valued

child, both socially and emotionally, accordingly requipedtection from the dangers of the adult world
(Arnold 2006:184; Snyder 1992)1Middle- and uppetclassVictorianparentsin the Lhited Kingdom (H)

and theBritishcolonies had access to a growing body of etrelaking manuals and literature. These
SYLKIaAaSR (GKS Y2GKSNDRa LINAYINE OFNAyYy3a BRinkisl yR R
sphere the father wasexondary but held ultimate worldly authority within the patriarchal social structure.
In turn, childhood was conceptualised as a temporary place of existbatgarents strived to createnot

just as a protective boundary, batso asa sacred present iwhich thechild could best attaiemotional
andexperientialgrowth in preparation for theirfuture. It was thismiddle-classdeology of domesticitythat

began to be seen in memorialisation choifeischildren

By the latter half of the nineteenth centy, the juxtaposition of childhood and death had become an
uncomfortable and socially constrained subject (Paris 2088)ough illustrations of child death were rare,
those used irthe pictorial press, child rescyand temperance pamphletserved arinstructional purpose

They emphasiseparental responsibility and theeedfor morallyrespectable behaviouo ensureaOK A f RQ &
safety from the potential threats of the world. Such images clearly showed the fatal results arising from
neglect, suchasayodn OKAf R RNRGY SR RdzS (2 KSNI FI §KSARAa RNz
British colony, such literature was widely received in Australia and accordingly influenced Australian

parents (Torney 2005:60l).is interesting to note that this discontiooccurredat the height of the
+A0G2NAI Y SNI @eath, apSriodiassbcratedittii shoge yenetaFopenness towards the

subject of mortality and elaboratefuneral practicesand cemetery landscapes (Curl 2000; Jalland 1996;

Morley 1971 Rainville 1999)This discomfort speaks the contradictory natureof child deathduring this

period, as an event both inevitable yet premature.

4



Mortality rates for infants and children showesgynificant declindrom 1900, increasingly trending lower
over the course of the twentieth centur§Sacks 2013:7;aylor et al 1998:30Forney 2005:6%0), with dd
age replamginfancy as the most likely time of death (Jalland 2006:4; McCalman 2028)Zbhiswas the
result of improvements iand access tmedial care and treatmentwith a greaterunderstandingof
disease transmission, nutritipeanitéion (to reduce the risk oinfection) andthe development of anti
biotics which gradually became publicly available (Jall&®6:5,2006:193 McCalman 2009: 288;
Stearns 2006:60In turn, developments in social policy (Dickey 1984t86) saw a move from a charity
based welfare model to statked universal support agpvernmentsincreasinglytook an interest in both
OK A f R&lffrg’a@dieducationThis resulted in an evgrowinglegislative blanket of protectiofor
children andnfluenced parenting standards and behaviour (Dickey 1984:12Z).However, in a colonial
society, such interventions were operated by and based on the ideology obtheists. The results for

Indigenous children, particularly of mixed racial parentage or ancestry, often meant removal from family

YR OdzZf G§dzZNBd b2 2yfteé gSNB adzOK | OdAz2ya AYYSRAIGS

also produced a lery of intergenerational psychological damage amongst Aboriginal families and

communities that impacts to this dag.¢, Healey 2001, Reynolds 2005, Terszak 2008).

The conceptualisation of children and childhooddgrown well beyond the previous confinegthe family
home. Cunninghart2005:204)comments¢ rdmantic view of childhood as a special time of life has both
ddzy{ RSSLI Ayld2 |yR KIR I NI Y3nbgthe Sdcdnd WolBd/Wathildie A y
and childhood have attained a dpal profile with the ratification of theirlegalrights as citizenby the

United Nations N General Assembly 1989) and the creation of bodies such as the United Nations
LYGSNYI A2yt yHidd{(URINBRY, Gaising S08sddhs twéhtieth centuryas the

century of childhood (James at. 1998:57)Today, ontinuous improvements in paediatric cambined

with socially advocatedarentingstandardsand legislated stateversighthas seen infanand child

mortality declinein Westen societyto apoint where the death of a child is very much an exception.

| 2yaSldsSyates ¥F2NJ G2RF&8Qa LI NByda adzOK |y S@Syi
psychologicallprepared for, unlike théamiliesof the nineteenth centuryAsStearrs (2006:102) observes,

a social position lhd S Sy NB | CnildeeRshaiul mofidie tand industrial societies poured massive
NBazdaNODSa Ayidz | BuSedechilirerOsklidie, RidBafents dnd fandliés are faced with

the difficuk task of their memorialisation.

1.2 Research aimand questions

Although thearchaeological study of below grouwtild burial (either individually or as part of a larger
burial site)is well establised (e.g.Crawford et al2018;Huskinson 2018Viurphy 2011 Donnelly and
Murphy 2018)over the last three decades small number of mukHilisciplinary studies have specifically

focussed orihe above ground archaeologyOfK A f RNBy Qa4 3INI @S YINJ SNE | yR

7}
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employed in thé creation (Baxter 2013, 2015; Charrier and Clavandier 2019; Degner 2007; Haveman 1999;
McKerr et al. 2009; Nolin 2018; Snyder 1992; Smith 1987; Sgrensojs2@CHAPTER).3These studies
primarily focus on either the nineteenth century or the late twentieth/early twefitgt centuiies. A

comparison of child memorialisation that includes the intervening period would adthghis

chronological gajn the researh and dlow for a broadetunderstandingof how the memorialisation of

childrenin the cemeterymay have changeodver the lastl80 years.
This study asks the following questions:

1. How is childness observable in the material culture of\Westerncemetery, from the mid-
nineteenth century to the present, arttbw does itdifferentiate children from adults andther
children?

2. Does themeasureof childness change over timend if so for what reasons, e.g. social status, class,
ageor gender?

3. What do thesebservationf childnesgelf dza | 0 2 dzilue @K anfl SRaBNYSE @ty

1.3 Project Significance

This research contributes tmoth the archaeology of death and burjand thearchaeology of childhood.

Although the multidisciplinary study of hisric cemeteries has grown considerably since the pioneering

work of Deetz and Dethlefsan grave seriatioif1965; 1967; 1971archaeologicaF 2 Odza 2y OKAf RN
grave markerhiasbeenlimited. A review of the literature found that Hongterm comparatve
Ay@SaiaAalrdazy 2F OKAf RNBY QA Yh&dbeeNdnteftaken oy Ay (K
CHAPTER.3s with other areas of archaeology, a primaaitiult focus has accompanied the study of

death and buriglandotherwise comprehensive overviews of the historical development of ¢eries lack
anyspecific attention tcO KA f RNBS Yy Qa 0 dzNA | ekg.Baugher avdS/#it200R) | TheAnagledt af 2 Y 0
children in such research is problematic, as any understanding of human societies is incomplete without

them.

The studydevelogsthe concept of childnes@ntroduced inSectionl.l) as analternative interpretative
measurein identifying andunderstandng representations of child identity in the cemeteffhis allows for
comparison of the material culture withistoricalobservations of changinsocial attitudes towards
children and death, and the degree to whishich creationsictually reflecéd the social realities of chilén
beyondthe cemetey (Griffin 1982; Jalland 2002, 2006: Kellehear 2000: Singleton 20h@are to truly
value the role and effect of children on society then we musy fialVestigateall aspects of their lives, as
we do with adults, including their death and the effect of that death ufamily andsodety. Such

mortuary narratives, as they pein to children, are informative of the wider framework of social relations



that mediate the functioning of society and represent paradoxically an opportémitiamilies and
communitiesi 2 F FFANY & dzOK Wi NdAsiCaRforEeddR§18:26ynoté, KS FI OS 2 F

When a child dies, however, it is a direct challenge to the process of memory, a lost
opportunity to pass on knowledge and beliefs to the next generation; but that death might
also be harnessed to supply an image that encapsulated a @rggeeial priorities.

In addition, unlike many cemetery studies which focus entirely on the grave marker, this research also
considers the gatial elements that make up the grave plot, such as its dimensions and materials to see to
what extent these facts may alsaeflect childnessand the phenomenologica&iffect this mayengender

The results obtained will haapplication to the broader Australiastemeterycontext, comparative

potential with child memorialisation in othéestem cemeteries andsuggest the application of childness

to other archaeological contextavolving children

The studyalsouses a large archaeological sample with broad chronological depth to identify reliable
statistical trends and to track both change and continuity imrodalisation practices. The beguiling nature

of the nineteenth century cemetery landscape, with its spatial and stylistic diversity, has overshadowed its
more orderly and uniform twentieth century successor. This later period has often been characterised

one in which the violent effects of the First World War saw a cultural repression concerning the open
discussion of death in Western society from which we are now slowly emerging (Jalland 200413

and Caterino 2011:430Such a hypothesis is iBasingly being challenged (Tradii dRdbert2019;Robert

and TradiR019) and is worth investigating archaeologically to see whasechanges spabouthow

families coped with child death and memorialigéeéir childrenin this period(Cannon and Codk15:404).

This identified chronological gap in the literature is addressed, by undertaking an extensive statistical
Fylrteara 2F 20SNI Hunnn OKAf RNBYyQa 3INI @S vatingo®NE > 0
the 1840s to 2018.

1.4 Scope ofesearch

The study is situated within the greater metropolitan area of the city of Adelaide, the capital of the state of
South AustraliaRigurel-1). The chronologidacope of this thesis commences from the arrival of British

settlers to the newly realised colony of South Australia in 1836 throug@018.

Thearchaeologicasample was recorded at five suburban locatioBeltenham Cemeteryi KS / KA f RNB Y
Garden aEnfield Memorial Park, Hindmarsh Cemeten\\&zR S Qa / S Y S {iaSd\tie WalkeNifea K i 2 v
Wesleyan Cemetery{gurel-2). A brief historyof each archaeologid sie and its spatial layout, including

available mapss provided iICHAPTER dnd the rationale for the selection of thesées is discussed in

CHAPTER 5
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Figurel-1. Map of Australia showing location of Adelaide, South Australia

(By Lokal_ProfiMap outlines from Image:Australia Locator Map.svg by User:Papayoung.Modified and cleaned up by
Lokal_Profil, CC BSA 3.0https://commons.wikimedia.orgh/index.php?curid=234069®ith place names added by

C. Wight)

1.5 Considering the process of child memorialisation

Having already introduced childness as the primary interpretative corfoefiis study inSectionl.], it is
important to situate it within the broader model of cultural and social production to which it contributes.
The following sections look at the interrelated ideas of socialisation and structurattbbrarg these

together with childness to discuss an interpretative model of child memorialisation applicable to this thesis.
The idea of presence and indirect agency, whilst included in the model as a potential effect from the
creation ofthe gravemarkerandplot, is a different reflective process. As such, it is discussed as part of a

broader look at child agency 8ection2.7.

1.5.1 Socialisation

The idea of socialisation has gained strong currency in the archaeology of childhood (Baxter 2005:29,
2008:171; Vlahos 2014:8) understand the transfer of cultural and social knowledge todecéii.

Importantly, this process reflects, and must always éenswithin, its specific cultural and historical context
(James and Pro@008241; Morrow 2011:4). It is not a universal or natural process and is subject to
cultural variables such as status, class, gender, and ethnicity (Crawford and Lewis 2007%&8%. dher
tendency to see socialisation as unidirectional: the transmission of cultural knowledge from the parent and

society to the child. Instead, we should see this process as interactive, acknowledging the potential for

8
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individual child agencysection2.5), rather than falling back to historical ideas of child development, such

Fa [ 201804 WLIPGlach 1083 1NBAO&RIDFSHBE SaQ 6

Although an importaninterpretive idea, socialisation has its criticisms. Sofaer Derevenski (1997:194) has
4dz33SaiGSR GKFGX GiGKS y2iA2y 2F a20AFtATFAOA2Y YI &
y2i Ay 20KSNA®E | f (K2 dz3 K sdciaScultRre, Sei conyir@eiit raseiztide isstie of y S
the extent of overt or sulzonscious socialisation at play in each cultural context and the level of influence
exerted upon children in specific cultural and historical circumstances. Sofaer Derevensi8-@0i8o

sees the idea of a total cultural construction as reductive and ignorant of other influences, such as
LIKeaAOltAGes Ay oOdi (aMS t RSIYGNENFS D SIOHD | 2YSHIS NE 4 2
isolation and as a processcismpkementary to other human interactions and experiences. As a process,

children receive cultural information, but also, given their agency, experience their physical surroundings

on their own terms, as well as through social and cultural inputs. In this seas®cialisation process is
two-pronged, both a cultural and experiential process, knitted together by the ebb and flow of cultural and

environmental elements but weighted towards the wisdom of experience and therefore adult agency.

1.5.2 Structuration

The theory of structuration asdeveloped by the sociologist Anthony Giddens (19843, been identified

and promoted by both archaeologists (Baxter 2013, 2015; Pader 1982; Scott 1999) and sociologists
(Haveman 1999), as a productive mechanism for understandingfamiliesmemorialise their children

This is because the memorialisation process is both the product of personal agency and social influence.
Giddens saw structuration to address this duality of structure, the interrelationship rather than
separatenesbetween agency (the individual) and structure (society) that drives the historical process. He

explains,

To understand what is going on no explanatory variables are needed other than those which

explain why individuals are motivated to engage in reguldrisgcial practices across time and

space, and what consequences ensue. (Giddens 1984:14)
This process can be envisaged as a feedback loop in which the agent, motivated to achieve an outcome,
exerts action to that endHigurel-3), bringing with them an acknowledgement of the conditions of their
existence as products of socialisation, such as their cultural beliefs and social practices. In this sense,
socialisation, andtructuration form parts of the same process. The consequences resulting from individual
or collective agency can both socially reproduce or change the political, social, and economic structure in
which they are situated. In turn though, these broader eyst exert influence and constraint upon the

individual agent (James and Prout 2008:27). As Giddens notes,

One of the main propositions of structuration theory is that the rules and resources drawn
upon in the production and reproduction of social actior at the same timehte means of
system reproductiorfGiddens 1984:19)
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conforming to learned meanings and cultur@rms influenced byur social and political institutions

whose rules influence the medium through which our actions reproduce individual and cellsatial

practices. Giddens breaks structuration into three dimensions: signification, domination, and legitimation.
Signification forms the codes of discourse, including symbolic communication; domination speaks to the
control and allocation of resourceisrough institutional power, and legitimation sets out the idea of

normative relations, including legal frameworks (Giddens 1984:31). The respective influence of each
dimension is weighted by the nature of the social contéxtlassbhased societiefor example,unequal

agency (power) gears the production and reproduction of structure to prinadiytainvested interests

by masking the conditions of society more broattijegitimatestructures thatconstrain the agency of

thoseless powerful.

This procss of reproduction can also produce unintended consequences because, by exerting agency, the
participant reproduces both ideas (beliefs) and habitually learned behaviour, some of which is intended
(conscious) and some of which is not (subconscious). Bonge, writing in English is an intentional act,

but the fact that this action contributes to the perpetuation of the English language is unintentional
(Giddens 1984:8), although there is the potential for different actors to foresee both intended and
potentially unintended consequences and to plan accordirifiyg model is not without its criticisms

Bryant and Jorf2001:14K I @S O2YYSYy G SR 2y DA RRSydeqeefoivichbothR T RA &
individual and collective agentanactuallyinitiate structural social change rather than simply reproduce

the status quoand Oswell (2013:46) queries whetterchcapacityisin factoverstated Structuration, as a
dynamic processs subject to the realities of the soetwltural and economic aaext in which it perates

so the nature of the societiy question will clearly impact on the extent to which change is possible

more open the society the greater the potentfal individuals to advocatehange, the more closethe

more likely acoerced population is to replicat®ppressive straturesfrom a point of protective self

interest. All of which suggests that structuration as with socialisation must be viewed contextually
understandthe varying degree to which agency and structure riat¢ to sustain or alter social practices

and beliefs.

The sociologist Melissa Haveman (1999:268) promoted structuration to address what she saw as a general
deficiency in cemetery studiedthough her comments appear to overlook previous work involvioidp b

aspects (e.g. Cannon 1989; Parker Pearson 1982; Snyder 1987) or that looked at structuration within the
broader mortuary context (Pader 1983&he felt that attention was often divided between individual

agency regarding the memorialisation choices madd the structural constraints acting upon such choices
(i.e. economic affordability), rather than looking at the relationship between the two. In her own study she

adopted structuration theory to achieve a more holistic analysis of the interrelatioadigfween
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individual choice, available grave marker styles, technological capabilities, the emergent funeral industry,

economics, cultural values, and ideologies.

Structuration theory has subsequently been championed in the practice of the archaeoldgidbbod,

LI NIAOdzE F NI & & AlG NBfLGSa (G2 GKS AyGSNLINBGFGAZY

comments,

Structuration is a particularly useful concept in this regard as it explicitly seeks explanations
that balance the actions of indiliial agents and the social structures that are produced by,
and inform and constrain, those actions. (Baxter 2013:108)

As wih HavemanIse notes that this approach allows for multiple scadésindeistandingto be achieved,
rather than artificial divisiog) providinginsightinto both thechoices actioned by parents, and the

underlying social structures that infoed, constraired, and replicatel thosedecisions Baxter asks,

La | avlftf KSFRalz2yS 6A0GK | &aAy3t SalaRdlR Wol o8&
gSIHEGK (G2 LIH2NOKFaAS | Y2NBE WwWadl Gdza NAOKQ YSy? NJ\I
extreme expression of sentimentality in the wake of a loss and desire for consolation, or is it

Ffa2 GKS LINRPRdzOG 27F | dWrhpMdu$ oQuinent to displaydhat (2 | FF 21

loss and desire? (Baxter 2013:118).

Baxter (2013:119) identified four areas which she believed allowed for the application of this theoretical
approachThesewerdl KI &4 'y AYRAGARdzZ f Q& R Spractice beydriddzatdfS a G K S
WSPHSNERI & SELINBaaA2y QI HKOK2dzHR GSRNBEatg8oael asyhs
O2YYSY2NI A2y LINRPOSaaT aiGKFG GKS RSIGK 2F F OKAfR
it does notffit the natural and cultural expectations of societyd, that status and sentimentality

constituted major aspects of the commemorative ritdhe argued thaby integrating thelatter two

aspectdnto the one intellectual spaca more detailed picture fohow children simultaneously possess
AYLRNIOFYOS 020K 6AGKAY GKSANI FILYAEASE yR O2YYdzya
ARSY(GAGASAE NRtSa FyR altl GdzaSaés O2dA R 6S NBIFfAAS
application in the interpretation of archaeological contexts, providing a theoretical framework within which

the variables produced can be made explicit and analysed through the interrelationship between agency

and structure.

1.5.3 An Interpretative model of child remorialisation

la . FEGSNDE Y2RSt aLISOATAOLffte t2214 G GKS O02yidS
adult parent Figurel-3). Families are subjedb an endless flow of cultural and social informattbnough
socialisation. This process both informs and restrains social action to acceptable community norms, with

the degree of deviation dependent on the political (and therefore ideological) frameamatkhow this

plays out within actual relationships at the practical levelthe case of memorialisation this includes

familial interaction withthe undertaker and mason (Mytum 201&jor parents, faced with the death of
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their child, this socialised infmation isdrawn on bytapping into their conceptualisatioand
understandings of the quality of being a child; childness. Emddialsoa major influence in
memorialisation and displays both universal and cultural attributdss idecause emotionalesponses
whilst on one hand psychobiological (and therefore not always predictab#sdiso informed by social
context and expectationexpressing social relationships (Tarlow 199%&K)m these factors the grave plot

and markerare realised.

The resulthg memorialisation strives to provide both psychological healing to the family and to reassert the
prevailing social structure more broadhyoughstructuration. The degree to which each aspect is attended
to depends orprevailinghistoricalattitudes todeath and burigland theadditional weight given to

variables such as statuslass, agand gender. At the same time the grave pdoid markercan, depending

on the psychological view of parents and famigpresentthe symbolic presence of the deceag&lott

2019, andexert aform of agencyuponthe visitor.In this sense the childouldcontinue to affect the life of
the parent.Just as memorialisation can-adfirm broader social structures, ¢ise in turncanaffect the

grave marker in ways that bypass the parent, for example, the regulation of platedy a cemetery
authority imposes an external influence over the memorialisation prottegsdiminishegparental choice
(Rugg 2013)Unintended consequencesartalsoocaur, such as theinforeseenincreasen grave furniture
usedin contemporarychild-specificsections sites originally intended awderly, uncluttered lawed areas

In generalthough the resulting reaffirmation of social structutierough the nemorialisation process

serves tareinforce the ideology of the society and culture of which it is an inseparable part.

Society/culture <
Socialisation/emotion Social structure —> L——unintended consequences

Childness \L T

Parent/family* ——— grave marker/plot

Structuration

Presence/Agency

Figurel-3. Theoretical model illustrating the flow of processes that both create the grave marker and plot and
through this reinforce prevailing social and cultural values at both the familial and samitiural level.
*Parental/family choices mayalsobe influenced byadditional contextual factors such as the undertaker/ason,
cemetery landscapandexistingOK A f RNEy Qa . 3N} dS YI NJ SN&
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1.6 Class and the cemetery

Following on from this theoretical approach is to consitthe degree to which class expression and social

status is visible ithe cemetery landscape, arebw these factors may affect the memorialisation of

children. The concept of class is complex and nuanced, and as social and economic relationships change,
dynamic (Connell and Irving 1986; Baxter et al 1991; Bottero 2012; Paternoster 2018). In cemetery studies
considerations of memorialisation have recognised that the interpretation of class expression is not
necessarily straightforward. This has been a gaystessual response to archaeologists in the early 1970s,

such as Binford (1971) and Saxe (1970), who theorised that mortuary practicesgarastociated

material remainsvere a clear reflection of the society and the social identity of the deceadieeit not
gAUK2dzi GSyarzya 20SNJ GKS OK2A0Sa 2F NBLINBaSydl Ga
mortuary representation has been-gppraised (Lull 2000; McGuire 1988; PaiRearson 1982) to

consider how such expression may display aodistl rather than actual social reality, through the

ideological manipulation of memorialisation and the multiple influences that may seek to mask social
ARSyidAGe Ay (KAA LINRPOSaaod ! a [ dif fA G&H 2myY goedaih | f 2 (S
is the result of the efforts of others and therefore the commemoration is inevitably thew. The

interpretation of identity may or may not reflect the social reality of the deceased. This concept has clear

relevance to the investigation of d¢tihess in thistudy.

Marxistor class basedpproaches to the investigation of cemetery landscapes have theorised the process

of memorialisation as a form of conscious social advertisement that objectifies and reinforces dominant
social ideologies of clasand power (Parker Pearson 1982:11)h the emulationof higher class

expression by the middle and lower clas§&annon 1989)The realisation and arrangement of material

culture on the grave plot produced an ideological dialogue with the visitogdedito project concepts of

death, family, and gender relations within the class structure (McGuire 1988:436). Importantly though,

such power centred models acknowledge that class alone cannot explain the range of variation observed in
the cemetery (McGu& 1988:437)The development of the nineteenth century cemetery also reflected and
encouraged apitalist market principles, witlis economic competition with traditional churchyard burial,

along with later égislative burial reforms, endingK S O f dddpdEogeatheisposal of the dead

(Laqueur 1993Publiccemeteries also provided the opportunity for workintass families to own a burial

plot, giving them the economic advantages associated with land ownership that few could aspire to outside
the eemetery gates. Such ownership bestowed a certain respectability, as well as an economic resource, as
plots could be sold on, bequeatheal, or shared with kin, and importantly avoided the social stigma

I 2220AF GSR ¢ A (i Rosehow RO SASK AE2008: HBLRA0Z). 0

It is easy to assume a connection between the economic outlay, both in cost, resources, and labour,
SELISYRSR 2y G(KS YFGiSNAFfAGE 2F GKS YSY2NRIf A& (A2
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social status (Kellehear 2008)8 However, with the standardisation of gravestone design in Australia in the
1850s, the increased availability of locally sourced materials and the mass production of monuments, the
capacity to afford a gravestone was greatly increased (Jalland 200Zill22;1994:1; Young 1997:1).

Furthermore, wealth alone cannot be taken as an indicator of class status. Mytum (200£23pfund

GKIFIGd a2YS8S SELSyargSte odaAtd YIldzazf Sdzva Yle KIF@JS o
gSIf Kz a&XusgtiRo héRcozhtRthe@Ba of an established social position which may not have
0SSy | OOdzNI (1Sé¢d {25 FdzySNI f SELISYRAGAINE R2Sa yz2i
society (Cannon and Cook 2015; McGuire 1988; Mytum 2004:123rAekrson 1982:10203). Even

within the same society personal and social perceptions of class can vary, and as Connell and Irving (1986:3)
note, class relations are not always obvious depending on the social context, the cemetery being a case in

point. The method used to examine this issue is detaile8aation 5.8.2

1.7 Defining an age range for children

Given this study involves 180 yearswémorialisation practices is understandable that the use of such
seemingly apparent terms agA y FTHOKIR § R Q P Orkquite Rlaticgtion. This study chose an age
range extendig from miscarriedstillborn,and perinatal infantshrough to individualsaged up ta20 years.
Infants refer to children aged one year or younger; young children from two to 12 years and older children
from 13 to 20 yearsThe reasons for #seinclusions and groupingse twofold. Firstly, there has been
significant contemporary revaluation arising from second wave feminis®ection2.1), of the emotional

value and social identity of childrevho died inprenataland perinatakircumstancesThis is&flected by

both private and public trends itheir memorialisation (Cannon and Cook 2015:484ro 2014Peelen

2009) The inclusion of stillborn and peatesin the samplaecognises the importance of sushcial

changein the conceptualisation afhildren and childhood.

Secondly, an upper age range of 20 years reflects an awareness of historically changing social definitions of
when childhood ends and when adulthood, and its associated status and begjits From a

contemporary standpoint many dfie attributes commonly associated with Western childhood and the

activities and spaces that inform this perception seem essentialist and monolithic in tradition. This assumed
O2ylAydzide OFy 06S &aSSy Ay (2Rl 2&QaedWihciBldnéonusiias ¢ K S
G2eazx FINB LI FOSR dzll2y KA&AUG2NAOIE OKAfRNBYyQa 3INI FS
appearstord 8 ASNI GKS RSOSIF&ASRQAa YSYOSNEKALI Ay I GAYST.
ownership of toysaind the innocence of plagn activity that separates the child from the adult world of

work. However thetime scale of this study means that we cannot neatly define the end of childhood as

taking place at a specific ag&nce historical research wouldggest that no single age would fit the entire

sample! & Y2 OAdzYol a y208a Ay KSNI KAaAG2NE 2F ! d&AGNI £ AL
FR2f5208y08 INB KAAG2NROIE O2yatNHOGA2yAS OF NBAy3
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2008:244). Foexample, the term adolescence was only applied in the modern sense as-aasagtlife
stage in 1904 (Morrow 2011:12). Similarly, the term teenager was only invented in the 1950s and the age

range attached to such terms still varies markedly (Bahr 285)7:

Kociumbas used 14 years of age as her limit for children, with 15yed®IdQ defined as adolescents

(1997: ix) However terms such as infant, child, youth, teenager, and adolescent all carry loaded meanings,

so their use must be explicitly canttualised to reflect the archaeological and historical evidence

supporting their relevance. Degné2007:5, 1214), in her study of nineteenth centu@ K A f RNBEy Q& 3 NI
South Australiah y Of dZRSR 6Kl i aKS RS aONR 6 SRQdcaskEthewiddstinet LJ2 & & A
SheNB &SI NODKSR {2dziK ! dzZadiN}tAly OSyadz RIFGFXTZ fS3IAat
definitions of childhood by age. What she found was a degree of vagueness and variation over the latter

half of the nineteenth entury, optingF 2 NJ 'y WI NBAGNI NBQ dzLJLISNJ | 3S f AYA
decision was based on an age that, according to most contemporary understandings, would encompass all

Fl OSia 2 FDe@nkr2007BBK 22 Ré 6

This study stops short of 2kwrs, as this age is seen as having a defined cultural and ritualistic power that
is only meaningful in a modern contekising20 yearsas a cap provides adequate flexibililyencompass

and explore changing definitions and boundaries of childhood antttaabd across nearly two centuries of
memoarialisation.This is done with the full acknowledgement that such threstoidve, change and at

times blur, reflecting the prevailing social and cultural influences of their temporal settings, and even
variationbetween the individuals themselves (Fahlander 2011 :44evidenced by the reality that
marriageable age changed radically over the coursbd@fineteenthcentury. Furthermore, young men
enlisted, fought, and died in wars before attaining 21 years ef Bgth circumstances appear in the

sample and these individualsaving undergone such actions, are afforded an adult status unrelated to

their actual chronological age.

Informedhistoricalunderstanding of such variation in the journey to adult statlisportant to avoid both

confusion (Crawford and Lewis 2009:7; Murphy and Le Roy 2017:10) and generalisations that can again

lead to the universalising of childhood (Baxter 2005:20; Crawford €i1a:3). Indeed, even the use of a

life-course framework (&eit historically contextualised), as promulgated in the study of child development

by sociology and psychology (McCartney and Phillips 2006X¥XjWewman and Newman 1975; Peterson
2014)Ydza i 06S YAYRTdzZ 2F (KS AYLE A6CHis SN SHKLEf  ARKA2(2 RS |
can reinforceentrenchedbiaeesO2 Yy OSNY Ay 3 (GKS YStyAy3aTdZ ySaa 2F | Rd
potentialities of child action (Crawford et al 2018:10). Finally, and importagittgn the context of this

research, | reiterata distinction between children as active individuals in the ward the ideological

construct of the world of children as envisaged by ad© K A f R K 2 -8rRitR and Babchdi201%:5).
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responseto theA NJ COdéathfarddrial that concerns us here.

1.8 Thesis Overview

This section provides a brief overviéav each of the following thesis chapters.
Chapter 2:Children, archaeology, and the historical debate over childhood

Chapter 2eviews the literature concerning the mutlisciplinary debate concerning the conceptualisation

of children and childhood in the past arising from Phillipe®®2 ¢ mlthcationCeritaries of Childhood
Particularly pertinent to this thesis were the conclusions that arose from this regarding the parental (and
socia) response to child death in a time of high mortaliates. The influence of this debate on archaeology
isthen considered in relation to previouslyperceived lack of archaeological interest in childras
LRAYGSR 2dzi o6& [ Aff SKLI YYSNJoatimigotheg teasdny forkh$ pbbleEnd Of S
the archaeology of childhood that grew asesponse. The chapter concludes with a discussion of child

agency including indirect agency in the mortuary context.
Chapter 3Cemetery studies and the memorialisation of children

Chapter 3 reviews the literature relating to previous research undertakeicerning the interment and
memoarialisationof children in cemeteries. It commences with discussion of the potential for cemetery

studies, within the archaeolygof childhood, to explore representation$ child identitythrough childness.
Aseriesof his2 NA OF f FyR &20A2t23A01It SEFYAYylLGA2ya 2F OKJ
America (USA) is reviewed, followed by both historical and contemporary discussion of the creation of
ALISOATAO OKAf RNBY QA aLJ OSa Naxy intédrkafonaDechagalogidaBwvork y { 4 S
O2y OSNYyAy3a OKAf RN PeDmarkYlielang, Eiglarid Aaadithe B@agxamined. Finally,

the state of cemetery studies in Australia is presented @vmlSouthAustralian studies by Farrell (2003)

andDegner (200yare summarisedo highlighttheir implicationsfor this thesis
Chapter 4 Historical background to the archaeological sites

Chapter 4ntroducesthe South Australian historical context followed by a bhistorical overviewof each
cemeterysurveyed. This includdke historicaldevelopment of each area in which the site is situatbeé
establishment of the cemetery and ftisst burials, socieeconomic contextsite layout, use history and
present status Archaeological comment is made the level of site preservatigmnd ste maps and photos

are providedfor reference
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Chapter 5 Archaeological methods

Chapter Soutlines thearchaeologicamethods usedfor this study. It commences with an outline of the
sample criteria, site selection drsurvey planning. Next, the cemetery recording process is described,
including theconducing ofsite surveg, the grave marker terminology usedhat was recordedextent of
fieldwork, and how the primary death date was identified. Then, the constructidhe databases
explained to illustrate the datantry andits analysidby descriptive and inferential statistits address the
research questionsThe chapter concludes with a look at therveys limitations due to site preservatign
issues concerninthe clear identification alenominationaland class identitieghe approach to

monumental masons, and cemetery regulations

Chapter 6 Results Part Oneh@nological range, types of plots and their arrangements, sex, age, grave

marker forms and styles, andocial position

Chapter 6 presents the archaeological restdtsthe following categories using tables and figures

generated by the IBM SPSS databasa\ssis: chronological distribution of the sample; the types of grave
plot and orientation; sex; age; the grave marker material, dimensions, colour and height; fences and
borders; grave marker forms and styles (Tablets, crosses, pillars and sculptuissntabslabs and

plagues; miscellaneous) and the association of work occupations to families to consider what this may say
about their social status and cla3sables are used to show statistical frequencies (count and percent) and
figures to show chronopical distribution (percent) and height (mean). Where applicable, categories are

also examined in relation to chiohly versus family plots, sex, and age.

Chapter 7 Results Part Two: Grave marker inscriptions, motifs, and grave furniture

Chapter7 presens the archaeological resulfer the following categories using tables and figures
generated by the IBM SPSS database analysis: The style, arrangement of individuals and assumed
authorship for the inscription; remembrance introductions; inscription sfglaotive, familial, temporal,
personalised, biographical, religious and mortality references); motifs (religious, funerary, floral, figural,
photographs and Insignia, monograms and crestg)grave furniture (floral, toys, religious and other).
Tables araised to show statistical frequencies (count and percent) and figures to show chronological
distribution (percent). Where applicable, categories are also examined in relation teociyldersus

family plots, sex, and age.

Chapter 8 Discussiotthildnessin memorialisation

Chapter 8 discusses the results presented in the previous two chagadhey pertain to childnes$he
statistically significant results for each sectias well as any strong patterns observed in the descriptive

statistics areevaluated andnterpreted within their historical contexto exdore the types ofchildness
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realised and to understandhe degreeof variation observedh the use othese differentqualities in the
attribution of a child identity to the deceasedhis is done thematically using the categories of smallness,

innocence, domesticity, play, temporality and emotion.
Chapter 9 ConclusiorThe rise of the valued child

Chapter 9 addressd®w status and class may influen@nd age indicate, childneas part of the
memorialiséion processThen acomparison ofchildness as observed ovitie three historical periods of
cemetery development that make up the sam@aindertaken tshow how the measure of its
characteristichaschanged over time andhy. This includesonsideration of differences in childness
betweencontemporariesand in responséo broadersocialchangsin the management ofdeath The
chapter concludes with a summationwhat the memorialisation of children sagbout social perception
of their value, role and statuis society and suggestother possibilitiegegarding the future use of

childnesdn archaeology
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CHAPTER 2
CHILDREN, ARCHAEOY@AGID THE HISTORICABATE OVER
CHILDHOOD

2.1 Childrenand archaeology

The archaeology of childhoamrtinues to grow as a field a@fiterest, having gainedgignificantmomentum

over the past four decade8éxter 2005:15, 2008:160; Crawford and Lewis 2008:9, Crawford et al. 2018:7;
Kamp 2001:1; Thomas 2005:41; Vlahos 20114t4 origins can be traced to thmsition advocated by Grete
Lillehammer (198pin her influentiakrticle, A Child is BorrSpeaking from her own research interest in the
prehistoric chilssheobservedi K I (i G KS O Kmioétlifb@en lefbcithd aRha&olodrcal research

statingg aCS¢g I NOKI S2f23Aa6ta KIFIgS t221SR Ayd2 GKS &addzm
YEAY FASER 2F AYy(iSNBadnéeé o[ AftfSKIYYSNI mdpy pYy g0 ® ¢ K
children had previousligeenundertaken. Inded, Lillehammer cité examples from Scandinavian

archaeology involving child burials and artefabist, through association, size and use weeere thought

to be toys, but arguéthat such analysis mostrosefrom projects primarily focussed on the atlulorld
(Lillehammer 1989:988).

Theemergingdebate around the importance of discerning children and their acticors the
archaeological recordias influencedy an alreadyestablishechistoricalinterest inchildren and childhood
within other disciples. This can be tracedtoK A f f A LJS ! Nd#nfo&efsialdhesis ihoOwuTpk vy i S
GAS FlLYAT AL S (frpiishédinl1960dntayslatedSiroAEYigism 1962asCenturies of
Childhoodithat in medieval society the ideof chidhood did not existwith children thought of and treated
as mintadults(seeBaxter 2005:28Buchli and Lucas 2000:132rawford and Lewis 2008:8; Crawford et al
2018:3;Kerr et al 2009:11Lillehammer 1989:91urphy and Le Roy 2017).4Ariésthistorical research
into the conceptualisation of the child arathildhood and examination othe nature of parentchild
relationssince the latemedieval periochas attracted the attention of not just historians baito
psychologists, sociologists, antipologistsand geographerswith each discipline bringing its own
theoretical and methodological approaches to the discus§i@amningham 2005:8; DarianSmith and
Pascoe 2013: xvi; deMause 1974; Fox and Quitt 1980:H&tgrick 1997.1; Jalland 2002:73ames and
James 2004: 123; McCalman 2009; Montgomery 2009:51; Morrow 2011: 4; Pollock 19330%well

2013:934; Qvortrup 1985: 133; Shorter 1977: 171; Stearns 2006: 43; Stone 1977; Zelizer 1985:8).

In particular, gychology as one of the nmasociakcience involved inchildhood researchlames and Prout
2008:69, has been influential in the conceptualisation of dupesed stages predicated on cognitive
development and social attachmer@yortrup1985:131132; Crawford and Lewis 2008Mprrow

2011:2; Newman and Newman 19).5This approach, best known through the work of Jean Piaget and his
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four stages of childood, commencing with infancéterson 2014:54; Piaget and Inhelder 1972; Wileman
2005:1632 has had significant impact on the provision ofSféen human services for children and families.
However, sich aye-based categorisationsave been criticised by social anthropologists and sociologists as
valuef RSy FyR NBFtSOUADS 2F WgSaidS N4 lands@kdeus 3SR Odz
2008:237238; Morrow 2011:1213). Such biolgically based schemas, they argue, tfaitonsider the

cultural determinants that socialisghildren (James and James 2004:6) amte varied images of chiteh

and childhood within specific cultural coxts, rather than anonolithic universal archetype.

Further, theperiod of secondvave feminism in thd960s and 1970&.ake 1999, Summers 1994ith its
attendant examination of gender as a cultural constri@akley 1972; Lips 201L8oughtnot onlyto re-

define femalemale powerrelations butalsobrought an additional focus upon the historically strong
association between mother and child. Consequently, it was no surprise that as feminists grappled with
issues of reproductive control (Kevin 2005) and the right to childcaneufsue andcontinue @reers) that
such structural reevaluation of society would expand to consider the circumstances of children as well

(Lillehammerl989:89;2010:17.

2.2 Aries thesis concerning \stern childhood

Ariés was concerned with what he perceived to be a decline amdigg decadence in the structure of the
Westernfamily due torising divorce rates and the undermining of parental authority by the influence of

liberal and individualistic tendencies (Arieés 19738%eeing the family as thancient foundational basisf

society he wished to understand how the preseittiationhad emerged¢ St f Ay3f & KS y203SR
a2 YdzOK GKS FlrYAfeée Fa | NBIFIfAGeE GKIG A& 2dzv adzoeS
clear connection between this ideadthe concept of childhood, in that the conditions of the former

influenced the conception of the latteErom historical study he arrived at his view, as mentioned ahuive,

the absencef childhood as @onceptA Y YSRA S @I f &2 OA Sawdid we cBme@dmyitidmt KA Y |
AIYy2NIyOS 2F OKAfRK22R (2 GKS OSYyidNARy3I 2F (KS FIlY
1973:89, 130). Ariés argued that childhood wiasfacta relatively modern idea, developing in tandem with

the concept of theV LINAf@hilyia$wie essentially understand it todayith familial relationships

predicated upon age anttheir associated stading within this smaller unitHe believedhis change

commenced in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries and reached fruitidhe seventeenth as a new idea

of childhood took hold (Aes 1973:126, 341).

Althoughseeingthe familyas unknown tahe medieval periodArieés didacknowledge that some form of
WFI YA &Q f A&397%348. Infadts, wilh thedr dependéhce on the parent, could nafdsed
as miniadultsand occupied different social categompfluenced bytheology.Newbornswere

conceptualised adnherently uncleaa (Wileman 2005:16Jlue to being born into atate of originalsin and

required baptism andoroper moralinstruction toassume personhoofShorter 1977:171; Thomas 2005:42;
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movement of the Enlightennr. In partialar, John Locke (163704)provided a more secular framework

for children(and childhoodl, conceptualising thermsteadas blank sltes and empty vessels open to
improvement through a balanced combination of instruction and disciplihek(1980:284285,297

Pollock 1983:12Stearns 2006:52

Ly O2YLI NRazy G2 [ 201 9&due Rouddd&u (LAI278 ¥etoiickiv@d tkeNdBasoE WS |
OK A f RatBeysQrformedandanimatlike. He saw the child as possessinyidealised naturémand
innocercederived fromtheir innate moral goodnesss well aghe potentialfor reasoned learning.

Conceptualised thus, children cowddntribute value and insight tgociety. This reverential view, espoused

in his influential and controversial treatise on child educatiémijle (1762) combined with a renewed

focus onthe role ofmotherhood,elevated childhood to a special tinbe be celebratedefore falinginto

the moral complexities of adulthoodiéMause 194:410;Ochiltree 1990:48; Thomas 2005:42; Torney

2005:58. This view of childhood has remained strond\lestern societies to the presentonically,

though w2 dza & S| dz@ewas rdtimatehedtisdréatmentof his own five children, all efhom

he placed into a public orphanage Q1 F Ay MpppYHT 221t SN mpdop Yn

Ariés, drawing on portraiture as a major part of his evidence, saw this changing approach to the perception
of children and the nature of chiddult relations, with its emphasis on eduimat, as a moralising force in

their maturation to adulthood from the imperfection of childhogdries 1973:243)Reflected initially

amongst the uppeclasses (Aries 1973:1280; Crawford and Lewis 2008:8; Cunningham 2005:4), he
argued that thesechangesvere first evident in the treatmendf boys, then later girlsalthough the time

frame is debatedShater 1977:171). These views hgdaduallydisseminatel into middle- and lowekclass
families by the lattenineteenth and earltwentieth centuries, against a backdropio€reasingcapitalist
industrialisation and resultanirbanisation(Aries 1973:4859; Morrow 2011:4). Such class differences
notwithstanding Arigsa I ¢  KS OK AtheRc@ritral aitidzNgjttinghe fardily asompleteby the
eighteenthcentury,and the resulting familial unit as progressively holdngiety at a distancever since

(Aries 1973t30,385). Cunningham (2005:58) described ttesevaluationas one that saw children,

a Xransformed from being corrupt and innately evil to being angels, messengers from God to a tired adult

worlR dThis trajectory saw children astrinsically valued individuals within the family

In turn, children also becamesaibject of growig social inteest and concern tavider society, which
soughtto safeguard them fronthe riskslurking ouside the safety of thébome, whilst ensuring at least a
rudimentary education as moral foundation for theifuture development{Cunningham 2005:6; Stearns
2006:57. By the early part of the twentiethentury, increased mechanisation of production also acted to
pushworking clasghildren outof the wagedecanomy, allowing them to also seek access to some degree

of this childhood ideg|Stearns 2006:57). In effethis producedwo conceptions of childhood: one private
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and situated within thedlomesticity of thefamily, and the other publidprming part ofthe sociafabricand
embodying thefuture of the community. Increasingds the nineteenth century turned intihe twentieth
these two spheres became entangled, as reflected by -dpi&tific legislatiomegarding heath, protection
and compulsory schoolingéMause 1974:42628;McCalman 2009:290chiltree 1990:4@11; Torney
2005:55; Wileman 2005:55).

Aried  OiBuifoil Matters to this thesid two important ways. Firstly, he spoke tioe idea that childhood

is a socially constructed concept as opposed to a universal statéstémce. Therefore, childhood is

different over time both within and between cultures in response to prevailing sadedlogies and their
perception of childrer{Ariés 1973:126; Crawford and Lewis 2008:8; deMause 1974:422; James and James
2004:1821; James and Prout 2008:xii; Morrow 2011:1)These ff SNB y (i W 6KiacUltRr&l2 2 R& Q
rather thanbiological constructsyere conceptualised, communicated ameinforcedby adults through

the process of socialisation and thesultingreflexivestructurationof society(Sectionl.5). To this musbe
addedthe phenomenological experience of children themsseK I & ¢S YA 3IKG GSNY (GKS
childhood, in which both the ideal and the reality-exist in proportiy’ i 2 { f8ividdeK A £ RQ &
circumstancesSecondlyand relevant tahe investigation of child memorialisatioAriés argued that an
emotionally detached style of parenting was dominant throughout the medieval to late medieval period
(Aries 1973:37). Ingst, Aries believedhat parents, faced with a perioaf high infant and child mortality

rates, responded by adopting an accompanying indifference to their offspring as a form of psychological
defence against the likelihood of their early demigéis viewhassincebeen heavily challengg@Pollock
1983:25, 127)and is addressed in Sectidr¥.

2.3 The influence of Aas

Subseqently, several scholafsirther exploredAriéa Q G(riotaiyf K & K A deMauss\(1974)) a
Shorter (1977) and Ste (1977)In opposition to Aries, deMausiid see childhooexisting as a separate
state in the late medieval wor|dut where Aries saw parenténdifference deMause generalisadsystem
of brutality and exploitationin the treatment of childrenHe famously opeed The History of Childhood
(1974 o0& RSaAONAROAY3I LI &l OKAfRNBYyQa fA@Sax

as a nightmare from which we have only recently begun to awaken. The further back in history

one ges, the lower the level athildcareand the more likely children are to be killed,
abandoned, beaten, terrorized arsgxually abused (de Mause 1974:1)

For deMausgthis arosenot as a reactiomo high dild mortality rates, bufrom the parenti @vn
psytological deficitHe explains a L AaxX 2F O2dz2NESI y2i f20S 6KAOK

iKS Sy2GA2ylf YlIGdNRAGe ySSRSR (2 as88 (GKS Owmddt R I &

in that lack of empathy lay the seeds their potential mistreatmenbdf their own children. Also note that
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despite the gendered wording used, a reading of his argument makes clear that deMause attributes such

behaviour to both parents.

DeMause argues that the primary historical change agentiargag was thepsychogenic evolutiom the

LI NBy (i Qa ratendregdndmic aré kechnologickctors Originally, theore-modernparent

vacillated between two parenting positions that deMause called the double inTdgsirst was the

projective statg whichsaw the childb SO2YS | NBOSLIiI Of S F2NJ yS3alF iAgdS S
unconscioussuch as their fears or negative feelings about themselves. The secontevaversaktate

whichsaw the childbecome thesubstituteadult and from whom the parent sought love and care as ifthe

were thedependent childBothstatesemphasisdthe LI NSy 1 Q&4 ySSRa& 20SN) iK2a$sS 2
theorised that & the psychological personas of adults changed through their interactithsand re
conceptualisation of, their childremver successive generations, the third empathic approach, in which the
OKAf RQa ySSRa 6SNB dzy RSNE(G22RX LINA 2 NNdeWauseR | yR &l
1974:3).The evolution of suchsychognicchange varied he argued based on class, location and the

individual psychesocial nature of each parent and family, who could progress from or be stuck in these
different parenting states. In his view, the general adoption of the empathic stage washieved until

the nineteenth century (deMause 1974H1H 0 ® 9 @Sy o0& RSal dzZaSQa omMPpTnNnYHO
evidence to support thipsychogeniprocess was lacking, although there is certainly evidence for the
mistreatment of children that he gaks to. As such his hypothesis has not been widely supported

(Cunningham 2005:-8).

Shorter(1977:12)strongly subscribgéi 2 ! NASaQ ARSF 2F GKS Y2RSNY ydzOf ¢
separated itself fromextended kin and communityy the second halbf the twentieth century He alssaw

this development as arising frorm@motional mentality influenced bgrevailingsocial and economic

change Shorter believed that parenting attitudes priar this transition lacked emotional insigwith

some similaty to dea | dza SQa S Y liid dehdnstéatéd a3éhse of indifferenaed detachmentto

offspringin the face of higlmortality rates In the case of infants and young children, thasfurther

bolstered bythe traditional perceptions ofhem| & W GNBEKS ALYNE OSaa 2 FastaiSed2 YA Y -

above Shorter (1977:174173), particularly highlights such emotional detachment in relatiométhers
from medieval times to the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, when changes comdierntbe upper
and emerging middle classgsdzZSNE Ay 3> aL¥ (KS& 02NB GKS t2aa 27F

affection could those traditioal mothers have felt?

As evidence, Shorter descritbeommonly praticed childrearing method®f the latemedieval to arly
modernperiodthat he saw as potentially harmful to the child. Yet at the same time he seems to weaken
his own argumentFirstly, by acknowledging thasychological detachment alone was not sufficientully

explain what he perceikas amore general lack of parentabee,and secondlyproviding explanations for
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such practices in accordance with class and econoimaamstancesTheir common adoption then seems
less a case of emotional indifference and more a product of cultural practiceuasgstence necessity. For
one example, he focusses wmet nursing, in which infants were sent away after baptism to be breast fed
and cared for by anottrevoman during infancyThe standard of care provided taet nurses in what was
an economially driventransactioncould indeedvary greaty and has been associated wkilgh mortality
ratesK A a G 2 NR Ol f f &. However tReSxtentotbhpradtigevaredbetween Europea countries
and social classes, primariye to affordability(the landed peaantry could not afford to wet nurse and
retained their infants care) and could be driven by a variety of reasons including the poor health of the
mother rather than a lack of care and feeling toward the cHio(and Quitt 280:254; Shorter 1977:176
178)

Q, 3 3 e .
-ﬁﬂ“"s‘(‘lﬂ%

=

Figure2-1. Svaddled dolt Papier-méaché, c.1906 from St. PetersburgMuseum of ChildhoodEdinburgh Scotland
(Photo by autho).

Another example used is the swaddling of infafftigure2-1). This practicevas thought to keepi KS OKA f RG
limbs straightwhilst al® serving as a form of carestraint. Formothers in the lowe classes whose labour

was stillneeded inthe fields or for otheressentialdomestic dutiesas well a<hild rearinga swaddled child

O2dzZ R 6S OFNNASR 2y (KS to¥vedueSwhidraat Iéast Qllpwedfeparéntali & K S
oversight This method also meattte swaddled child could not move independently dhdrefore be left

alone forperiods while the mother was otherwise occupied. Of course, such aatiere not without risk,

with reports ofunattendedchildrenburnt when left by the hearth or attackdaly barnyard animalgShorter

1977:172).
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However, that these practices continue in the world today, particularly but not exclusively iwestern

cultures suggests that economic and cultural factors rather than parental detachment have always been

the morelikely drivers. Other historical examples of difference referenced to support his argument, such as

the boarding out, employing or apprenticing of young children dam&ihfanticide and abandonment of

infants and childra (foundlings) also suggest a prinfyaeconomic rationale, althougtiearlynot always
RNAGOSY o6& || OKAfR T20dzaadaSR 2dzi02YSo {GAffxX Ay GKS
well into the eighteenth century for working class families, althobglgave less mention the fathering

role (Storter 1977:171).

Shorter(1977:12)attributed the change toward® i KS Y 2 RS NY therdshiltRf tHE Fise€ aff @ Q | &
sentiment in family relationshipgharacterised by the prioritisation of more individ@ahotional needs

rather than communal obligations. This includén ideal of romantic lovérather than arranged marriage),
andthe centralising influence of a more empathic mothiefant relationship(Shorter 1977:14, 24, 250).

The resulting family househottis produced was wre private and intimateThischangedethos saw a

decline inthe traditional practices mentioned above, as for example more mothers dnose-based

breast feeding over wet nursingn time, improving material conditions aimttomes saw changes in family
gender rolesn all classes, meaniagvaimen could exchange the grim pressures of production for the work
2F AYFIYyG OFNEBED). 6/ dzy y Ay IKI Y

CA Y t f §1B77f@nalgsis 6f @raglish family life from the fiftébrio the eighteenth centuriealso

spoketo ideas of parental detachment and neglect (particularly maternal)taadise otharsh and abusive
discipline towards childrerHe placecemphasis on the effect of social and economic change upon
relationships rather than the psychenicprocess champiwed by deMauseStone savthe evolutionof the
modernfamily occurring inthree distinct stages. The first, in thary sixteenth century, wasf open

lineage, characterised bysense of loyalty to botlkextended kirand familialancestors and thefore more
receptive to communal influenddan individual desir¢Stone 1979:4). This view structured social

relations, as Stone (1979:5) obsetite ¢ ¢ KS SELISOGI A2y 2F tAFTS gl a &z
become too emotionally dependent upon any &MNJ K dzY | yin sac dirgl@stagcesommunal

support mitigated the impact of individual lgsandmarriage was primarily a choice of economic and

political necessity rathethan romantic love (Stone 1977:117).

From the midsixteenth century, Stonsawa second family typslowly replacing theifst, primarilyin the
upper to middleclasss (Cunningham 2005:9; Stone 1977. Thisnore restrictiveand patriarchal nuclear
family saw the focus move away from extendeédand lo@l and historical obligatiotowardsmore
individualstic family goals and théroaderinfluence of national institutions. Stor(@977:258)argued that
the authoritarian nature of the state and the Protestant emphasis on household moratitgmotional

control was a response to thihange; an attempttsteerg K 4 {62y S GSN¥Xa& UYnoFFSOGA
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acceptable acial behaviour and actioifo this goal, @triarchal social control was exerted by both ottu
and state andurther realised bythe strengtheningf the family patrarch as a microcosm of socief$tone
1977: 7, 150).

Butthisincreasingsense othe individual further changed social rations to create a thirégtage that of

0KS WOt 2aSR R2YS a4 the dlquiekess atfida@d t6 ¢adhlfatily nanibéightened the
emotional aspect of family relations and th&pressive contexaf their loss Stone spoke to a personality
changeby the familywithin the broader social forces at plaithough headmitted its cause was unclea
(Stonel977:8. However,he suggested that the capacity to pursue individual goalsthndjreater

openness to emotional expression (what Shorter saw as the rise of sentiment) helped to establish th
change, the effect of whichoald be seen irthe altered status of the childs,dMore and more time,

energy, money, and love of both parents were devoted to the upbringing of the children, whose wills it was

y2 f2y3aASNI K2dAKGI ySOSaal N ({7269)Hza K o6& T2 NOS I i

2.4 A critique of Ares

Ariés and the resulting angdesput forward by deMause, Shorter and Stone hawvene in for significant re
evaluationandcriticismby historians since the 1980s (Cunningham 2005; Fox and Quitt 1980; Hendrick
1997; Pollock 1983)vortrup 1985 Stearns 2006). Whilst the limitations of the historical record are
acknowledged, such as tlidassbasedbias inherent in much documentatiand the general absence of
many records produced directly by children themselwegiques havdocussed on thesources selected by

Ariés and companip support their respective arguments

Pollock(1983:22) consideredAriésconclusiors flawed due tdiisselectiveuse of mostly seondary sources

(treatises on morality and medicine, religious sermons, contempordry®NI Qa8 GNR GAY AT FAC
NI @St t S Nidgraphied, @gislatiopaintings and portraiture). She argued thatimary sources,

such as diaries, memoirs (autobiographies), letters and newspaper reports of child abuse, were more likely

to commnunicate the directhoughtsand feelings of parents, kinommunity, and on rare occasions, the

children themselves. Pollock (1983:22) found suclilocuments displayed a very different view of childre

and childhood to that promotetdy Aries notwithstanding the relatively small number of worginlass

accounts found. Hemethodological starting point was to move away from generalised assumptions about
d20AFf FGiGAGdZRSE (2 SELXIAY 0SKIFI@BA2dNE O2¥YSyidAay3
NEf Il GA2yaKAL 6SG6SSy | 3IA@BSYy |GGAGAdZRS yR | 0SKI @
{G2yS5Qa RSLIAOGAZ2Y challengedithFassuimption Ihadausei Punfah Attituilds Saw

children as born innately evil and that doctrimastruction urgedhe application of strictliscipline

(including physical punishmenthat Puritan children uniformly receiveslichharsh treatment from their

parents. Instead, Pollock proposed the need to find evidence in the historical record tleaibeesthe

actualbehaviours of Puritan parents towards their children, includifhgossible, the accounts of children
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(Pollock 1983:895hefound suchprimary sourcessuggestedrariation in the parental methods used
(Polock 1983:141).

Pollock proceede to dismantle the three key pillars espoused byesand his supportergherejected

INASAaQ @GASg (GKFG GKSNB ¢l a y2 02y OSddial rebdgnitiokok f RK 2 2
difference between adults and children once they hadilefincy, disputed the idea that there was no
appreciation of the needs of children or emotional attachmenthem from theirfamilyin a perod of high

child mortality, andcriticised the impression that all children wetreerefore beaten, abused, and nézggted

by their parens (though of course some were, Pollock 1983: WiicourseS @Sy 3IA GBSy t 2t € 201
conclusions, the existence of a social idea of childhood did not mean all children could participate in it.
Access was dependent on their class cirstancesFor example, in théate-nineteenth and early

twentieth centuriesit remained commonplace for workiagjass children, including young children, to work

in agiculture and industrywhilst upperand middle class children experienced something muloker to

the idyllic, sentimental childhoodeflected in literary developments of the period (Cunningham 2005:66

71). The previously moral tales of an already establisfédd R NB yviee nalv Snpuedby fantastical

and imaginative themes, such @keWater Babie$1864) and Alice in Wonderlanthe following year,

along with the development of specific magazines for boys and girls (Baxter 2019:41; Cunningham 2005:65;
Sacks 2013: 581). In adult fiction too, children assumed prominaentimentalrolessuch as Charles

Dickens serialised novel®liver Twis{183739) and his tragic Little Nell irthe Old Curiosity Sh¢p840

41), whdvictimised circumstances evoked a strong emotional respdresn readers (Morley 1971:18).

However, ifupper and middle class children had the opportunityadfappy, carefree childhoagvolving
around the home, play and learnin§dcks 2013 working class childreif,literate, might have related

more closely to the Dickensiatenario®f childhoodin the lower echelons of an increasingly urbanised

and industrialised capitalist sociefyyor them the freedom to play, explore and regularly access education
was restrained by the need to support their families or themselves (Fox and Quitt 1988): &bcimbas
1997:113; Sacks 2013:-32; Shorter 1977:191; Torney 2005:57). The death of a parent, through iliness or
accident, was a calamity, potentially condemning families to poverty with grave consequences for the
children (McCalman 2009:28). Only in thedathalf of the nineteenth century would a combination of

social reform in the areas of child protection, industvi@rking conditions and the creation afailable
andeventuallycompulsory state based education, slowly move the working class childdevita
Westernideal of childhoogdand finally in the early twentieth ceunty out of the labourforce altogether
(McCalman 20029; Sachs 2013:3%tearns 2006:59; Torney 2005:7%; Wileman 2005:55X elizer
(1985:3)sees this transition as gradual, océng from the 1870s tohte 1930s, as children bawe,
éeconomicallyworthlesg€6 dzi SY2GA2yFff& AGLINAOSt SaaséT | LIRaAGAZ
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In the context of this thesjshe parental response to infant and child deaththe face of higlkchild

mortality ratesis of particular interestgiven that the memorialised child identity found in nineteenth and
SENI & GoSYyuArASiK OSYSGUSNRSa Aa GKS NBadz U farlitic & dzOK
detachmentis strongly challengelly Pollock (1983:124). Skeund considerablelocumentation showing
expressions of parental concern fiveir sick children (both fathers andothers), the desperate provision

of physical care and emotional distresslze likelihood of death. Pollogid983:133,141)also foundno
significant diferences between classes, sexreligion in thdevels ofemotional anxietyfelt by parents or
the nursing providedRather thardeadening their feelings, theamxiousness was only exacerbated by the
knowledge thaany initally minor illnes€ould, in an age before antibiotics, leadaswiftdeath. Indeed,
given this cotext, parents had the added burderf making their children aware of, and prepared for, thei
own mortality (Baxter 2019ne example amongsttedy of primary documentation quotes Henry Alford,

whose journal and lettergublished in 183, contemplatedhe loss of a child in clearly emotive terms,

To think that those cherished ones, from whom we carefully fenced off every rough blast,
whom we lal by the hand in every thorny path, have by themselves gone through the dark
valley (Pollock 1983:140)

Of couse, such expression varibdtween parents and familiegs dd displays of public stoicism and
private grief.Pollockiound some differencén the level of grief expressed towards infaimscomparison to
older children She detected a deeper level of loss for the lattet had begurto establish their
personalityin life, whereas the infant was still perceivaslin the process of becomin@veall, though, she
saw a consistency in the parental response to child loss over(Boléock 1983:141Cunningham @05:12).
It is also interesting to consider that infant and child nadity although gradually declining was tiigjh
well into the latenineteerth and early twentieth centuriesyet wedo not associate the Victoriagra, that
encompassed much of this periaoglith an emotionally detached mourning culture towards cielat

indeed quite the opposite.

2.5 The idea of the invisible child

The perspctive first raised by Lillehammer (1989) of the neglect of the child in archaeological investigation
gl a I GdSNJ S N8 BnkriowaBle) shildybyBaxtek @A0S1@3). fidesons for this

WA Y O A defe @der th lie @afoldThe first as mised in Sectio@.1, lay in an inherited archaeological

bias bothconscious and unconscious, reflectthg androcentric origins of the disciplitieat influenced

the directionof research.This biagperpetuated and reflexively reinforced dominant western gender
stereotypes and associated social power structuedgectingmuch of archaeological practice until the later
twentieth century (Arnold and Wicker 2001:;\Kiamp 2001:1; Wileman 2005:8). Archaeologists have
commented how such male bias, as it retate children, displaye@ similarity with the interpretative

issues concerning the actions of woman and gender in the archaeological record, with its tendency to

overlook or underestimatesimaleagency Such an approadh SR 12 ¢2YSy Qa NBft S GA2
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less powerful, passive and submissive (Ba2@95:17, 2008:162; Moerand Scott 1997:8). Childrertoo

werel 3420A1 GSR 6AGK R2YSadGAOAGer (KS K2YSE IyR (GKS
2000:107)and subjected to social marginalisation and disempowerment dependentainate and sex

(Pader 1982:16At the same time, children werdfardeda special sense of value predicated on adult
needs(Zelizer 19831), although withdifferences irstatus in accordance with prevailing gender roles and
expectations Suchdisciplinaryprejudice was hardly surprising givéme long historicalominanceof

patriarchal controthat hadstructuredunderstanding®f social relationand genderoles,and thatto a

lesser but still relevant extertontinuesto influence aspects diVesternsocietytoday.

An increasing archaeological interest in understanding childreriiakKdS A Nd(owah theNdstRhree
decadeshas seen significant scholarly progress through the establishment of a dedicated archaeology of
childhood with a global focusooking at the biological, cultural and social aspects of children and childhood
(Lilehanmer 2015:8881). Thissitsin relation to abroadermulti-disciplinaryinvestigationinto children
historicallybolstered by the establishmeiit 20070f the Society fothe Study of Childhooahithe Past

(SSCIP). However, tperceptionpersiststhat children are not consistently accorded the same importance
as adults in archaeology, as well as other disciplines that seek to understand human societies (Derricourt
2018: 1 Lillehammer 2015:882). They often remain characterised as possessing little in the way of
economic, political and social influence upon society (Baxter 2005:2, 2013:107; Crawford and Lewis 2008:5
6; Derevenski 2000:11; Kamp 2001:2; Lillehammer 2008(®):19; Mizoguchi 2000:141; \&finan

2005:180; Vlahos 2014:1).

Such assumptions of powerlessness are of course open to challenge. One need only dongxlample,

the economic influence of childréha  guboyi thé purchasing patterns of parents, ihish childspecific
itemsdemarcate a significant slice of the goods and servicesrg¢ed for sale by the market.

Fundamentally though, diminishing child agency createartificial barrier between the worlds of children

and adults, whowhilst performing different roles and responsibilitiegre inherently connectedAfter all,
t2RIF8Q&a [RdA G 61a @SA0SNRIeQa OKAfR® ¢CKSNBF2NBI (K
experience and further, children and adults regularly interact throughpmeneable boundaries of their
respective domains. So, as we seek to uniders past societies (anaur contemporary world)we must

try and reconcile how such generational cuibengagement and transferenceas(andis) used to

manifest, structure, peretuate and change social identitiegithin the context ofsuch childadult

relationships This includethe resulting assemblage of material culturese relationships producdo do
otherwise is to invite allegations of pursuing a distorted or biased archaeological method, maddall

the riskierby the understanding that children constituted a significant, even dominant, proportion of

historic populations. Given this, Cr&NR YR [ SgAa y204S GKFGxX aLG Aa |
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and Lewis 2008:13).

In seeking to address this issue it is also important to avadrap of universalising children and childhood
beyond ther sharedbiological realm and to acknowledge the prevailing cultural context in which the child
has grown and been socialis@laxter 2005:20, 2008:16061; James and James 2004:8; James and Prou
2008: 34; Montgomery 2009:236; Moore and Scott 1997:5; Morrow 2011:3; Scott 19984 2Bhomas
2005:48). As James and Prout comment, it is biological immaturity rather than childhood itself that is a
natural and universal feature childrenand one sbuld not confuse the two (James and Prout 2008:3). So,
we must seek to understand the actions of children and the actions of adults towards children within their
specificrelationalcontexts, anchow the characteristics attributed to children (childnes®re used to

createthe ideaof childhooddesired for them

2.6 Child agency

The second issusbnnected tathe idea of the invisible child was the challenge of interpreting child agency
in the achaeological record. This vienterrelates with the first and aits most extreme constitutes a form

of archaeological setlenialasii K $habilit§ to distinguish child action within the archaeological record
both reinforces, and is reinforced by, the modern idea that children cannot make any significant
contributioni 2 &2 OA I £ A F S ¢ In éffach thatal dzdfér arerseen to Mak theicapdcity to
influence the world around them, they will leave little that is distinguishable from the actions of adults in
the archaeological recordhis idea views chifen as passive receivers of socialisatioth their livesin

thrall to both parental and sodi@ontrol (James and James 2004:27; Lillehammer 2008:100; Scott 1997:6)
until such time as they attaian age and status allowinlgem the opportunity to assettheir agency and

free will. It follows thenthat the archaeologist may question the viability and therefore usefulness of such
a research approach andsteadapportion their resources and effort into seeking adult agency. Ironically,
an alternative crik Ij dz8 &adza3Sada GKIG GKS LISNOSAGSR dzy LINBRA Ol
same problem of unknowabilitgrchaeologicallyBaxter 2005:9; Thomas 2005). Yet does not such variation

in behaviour suggest a level of independent child agencgniradiction to the passivity thesis?

To counter this perceptiodd S@SNI f | NOKIF S2f23Aaida KIFE@S FNHdzZSR GKI
always form a central part of archaeological inquiry (Baxter 20852008:162; Chamberlain 1997:249;

Crawford ad Lewis 2008:6; Kamp 200221 Lillehammer 1989, 2008:162, 2010:17, 2015; Scott 1999: v;

Thomas 2005:41; Vlahos 2014:1; Wileman 2005:7). Ka61i:1)sees this as a methodological issue to be

met rather than a problem to be avoide®o this end proponesthave reconceptualised children as active

N} GKSNJ GKFy LI} &adaArgs | 3Sytas yR GKSANI Wg2NI RaQ I+ a
peers. From this dynamic position childnerustleave their imprints on places, spaces and objects

experienced in their daily lives, resulting in archaeological manifestations. As Thomas (2005:42) observes,
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children and adults as active social agents, we can bexggloee the dynamic between

societal influences, and theirmatefia | YR 0 SKI gA2dzNJ f SELINBaaA2ya¢c o
An example of this in practiceN\dahos(2014, 2015) archaeological studmschildhood experiences in
Australiadza A y3 G KS &d20A2t23A01f GKS2NE 2F AYGSNLINBGL GA
material culture. This approach sees children (and their reproductive agency) as part of the socialisation
process rather than a linear cultural input from adutischildren.Another example of this repositioning
with relevance to archaeology and cultural landscapes can be seen in the way some geographers have
O2yOSNYySR (KSvyaSt@gSa oAGK GKS ARSIF 2F OKAf RNByQa
(Morrow 2011:1718; Rasmussen 20p4ANone of this discussion overlooks the fact that children do face
contextual constraints upon their liberty arising from their biological immaturity and need for adult care
and influence (Baxter 2005:13; Lillehammer 198%:8déweverthese realities should not be conflated with

the idea that children are simplyassive receivers who cannot influence their lives.

2.7 Indirectchild agency and the mortuary context

Lillehammer(1989:902 NA AA Yy f f &8 2dzif AYSR GKNBS Odzf Gdz2NF £ LINB OS
potential to leave material traces. Firstly, the culture created by children themselves through their

interaction with their surrounding environment (natural, social, ctdty secondly the transfer of culture to

children by adults (socialisation) and thirdly the transfecualture between childrenin two of these three

caegories the child is the maigent. To these, a fourth categamust be addedthe indirect agencyf

childrenas materialisedhrough the thoughts of adults. This form of psychological influesgeedicated

2y 020K GKS LI NByGQa LISNOSLIGAZ2Y 2F GKSANI OKAfR | a
and emotional relationship withhem. From this dual conceptualisation, the parent can mentally manifest

I aSyasS 2F OKAfR WLINBaSyOSQ GKFd Ay NBaLkyasS G2 O
choices in certaigocial contexts. parentwandelingpast a toy storenay for example have a sudden

unplanned urgeo purchase a present faheir child,i NA 33 SNBR o6& (GKS OKMth&Qa LJa:
consciousnesg@nd therefore indirect agengyn associaibn with the relationship betweerchildhood and

the act ofplay. Such responses depend on the nature of tekationshipimagined and felt. In the toy shop

example, the result may be predicated on an awareness of the mutually satisfying emotional sewhrd

an actionwould create for both partiesThisidea is diferent to the direct influence othild agency, where

the childwould request or agitatéor the gift themselvesSuch indirect agency can also leave material

traces but is of course much harderitentify.

One area that could be productive in discerning itndirect agency of childrematerially is irtheir own
memorialisation processlheadult conceptualisatiorof the deceased childan draw upon their identity
through the process of memory, creating a hmsnous agencyn the sense that the parents are still

influenced by their emotional connection to, and thoughts of, their cltildk S NBE ¥ 2 NSagedn& S OKA f
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status,personaity, preferencedn life, religious affiliatiorand theiremotional relationstp with their family

are all potential influences in thelrd- NXBcgnin@rorativedecisionsboth at the time of establishing the

plot (which can be communicated to other interested parties such as the undertaker, mason or cemetery
authority),andin any subsequent material culture additiorts the plot The deposition of a toy on the

grave may indeed suggest something about the relationship between parent and child, and symbolise the
OKAf RQad SYyRd2NAY3I LINBaSyOS (K NPRcdreako réprededt a bfdadeS NA | £ W
cultural expectation that parents can still seek to fulfil even in the mortuary context. This indirect agency is
different from simple visitation and the recall of memory. It is not just a reflexive dialogue but a process by

which the deceased retains influence in the mind of the living and can affectattt@ns.

CIFIOG2NBR &dzOK a4 GKS OKAfRQ& | 3S lasoekeBsighilant yR (G KSA
influence on the desigand expression aheir memorialisaion. Nineteenth century grave marker motifs

developed a range of visual symbols that allowed for qualities of the deceased (whether actual or ideal) to

0S SELINBaaSR Ay GFYyRSY 6AGK gNRGGSY SLMAGILIK&a&AP® C2N
signified using the symbolic language of flower mofEsgetta 1992:890; Keister 2004:4@7; Mytum

2004:80; Weston 2012:38l)ilies could suggest innocence and purity (Keister 2004:49, Penney 2016:8).

Daisies developed an association with the graves ibdreim, due to their association in art with the

adoration of the magi (Keister 2004:46).dontemporary timestechnological developments have allowed

F2N) £ Saa aevoz2tA0 StSySyida G2 0SS dzaSR (2 Reétl g 2y
attached to thegrave marker. Thdeposition2 y (1 KS OK A bf Befsanal Heibs & ddyd hadi

also gained in popularity.

The gravesite can also represent the tension arising ftemual private and public roles. The family was
aware thatthe gravesite constitutetboth a private place to address their personal needs of grief and
remembrance, but at the same tima civic space providiran act of public performance father visitors

to the cemetery, whose exposute the memorialisation wabeyond the control of the family (Tarlow
1999:200). The degree to which these two aspeatse managed irthe commemorative proceseflects

their interrelationship and varying influence historically. The ultimate result, agethacaterially,

represents somethingf the social identity of thehild, such as their status in the family, and nfayugh
word, motif, grave furnitureand spatial arrangement also situate that child in the broader social context of
childhood as concephlised at that timeThis is thenindscapan which the ceremony (préuneral and
funeral), grave plot (grave marker and associated ephemera) andpastal visitation practies are

socially constructed and acted oiat meet both personal and social exqiations.

2.8 Conclusion

This chapter has outlined and considered the Western intellectual traditions concerning children and

childhood in which this thesis sits using a mdificiplinary perspective. Rather than seeing children and
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childhood as universal ogepts, they are in fact culturally constructed identities subject to their historical
context and social circumstances, although sharing a common biological foundation. Having considered this
literature, an examination of child memorialisation sits venyam within the legacy of this framework and

the archaeology of childhood thats developed from itln understanding the evolution of the Western

family structure within its historical context a more nuanced approach to the familial tableaus erected in

the cemetery can be undertaken. The nineteenth century family should not be uncritically viewed as the
same as the twentieth century family, despite apparent similarities, and increasingly diverse family

structures are the hallmark of the early twenty ficgntury.

Secondly, the impaance of child agency as raissldould not be ignored because of our focus on the

mortuary context. The process of indirect child agency that operates upon the parental mind in life

influencing certain parental behaviours arekfingsl £ 82 LISNBEA &G | FGSNI G KSANI OK?J
choices employed in memorialisation reflectvaryingdegreesthe influence of the parenthild

relationship and informsghe level of childness observéadthe attribution of child identityto the deceased

within the constraints of broader social norrimherent in theregulation of the cemetery spac&he next

chapter reviews the previous archaeological and multidisciplinary work undertaken to investigate the
memorialisation of children ithe Western cemetery and what thigys about child identity and K A f RNB y Q a

role within family and society.
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CHAPTER 3
CEMETERY STUDIES ANME MEMORIALISATIOR CHILDREN

3.1 GCemetery studies child deathand the archaeology of childhood

Archaeologists of childhodiaveembraced the potential of a mortuary focas one approach to better

identifying childrenn the archaeological recorthitially, this has seen themployment of excavation to
examineburials looking at the remainef infants and childrerandtheir contextualassociatiorwith other
gravedeposits and adult burial8éxter 2005:93.06; Sofaer Derevenski 20001®; Lillehammer 2000 and
2010:33;McKillop 1995; Murphy 2011; Wileman 2Q0fcludingissues surrounding the mortuary analysis

of gender Arnold and Wicker 2001: ixvii). Advancesn bioarchaeologyasfurther enhancedhe study of

OKAf RNBYy Qa LI & avaryng tultunaBontéxtsiy vidhich thyeRarelfdar@iHalcrow and Tayles
2011;Murphy and Le Roy 2017%:By comparisora focus orthe aboveground archaeology of the

OK A f R NBhAgbéennmidhlsi@h@r to emergdn cemetery historiesind overviews ofmortuary

archaeolog there is a tendency to focus on adult trends, with limitechoreference toOK A f RNBXy Q& 3N

(for example se Baugher and Veit 2004:140; Veit and Nonestied 2008 1132J.

3.2 Multi-RA a OA LJ Ayl NB a0 dzRarkedan@btirial@Ists f RNB Yy Q4

Asmall number of nodt NOKI S2t 23A 01t addzRASa KI @S 06SSy dzyRSNI|
and to consider the forces at play in their conceptualisata®sign,and commemorative intent. Smith

(1987 investigated the consolation processasacted through the epitaphs and symbolisrmafeteenth

OSy (i dzNBE OK mdrkersib Petawaredn\tie @r8ted States of America (IUS#y)der 1989)

conducteda more generahistorical analysis okmericanVictorian ch f RNB y Q a infdlatiodzy Sy (i &
their replication of gendered spaces and characteristics of domesticity and the home; and Hat88@n (
produced a sociological examination of child valuation and d#éfgsences through memorialisatian

southern lllirois and western MichigatJSA. More recently, the development of specific child spaces

within European cemetery landscapes have been addressed. Nolin (2018) considers the reasons behind the
distinctive design of thaistoricalO K A f RWNEB sp&ravithin Stockholnf $kogskyrkagrden cemetery
(Sweden)establishedn the early twentieth centuryCharrier and Clavandier (2019) instead look at
contemporary developments in the French cemetery that has seen the creation of different types of child
burial spaces in contrast to the traditiof the family tomb. This development has comparisons to changes

in Denmark, discussed in Sect®8 (Sgrenson 2011

Smith (B87:85106) recordedpnn p O K grdvéridikeys Oading from 1840 to 1899 imhat she
characterised a%8 norturban, middle classvhite cemeteries (or churchyasil Her sample included young
people up to the age of 21 years based on the assumption that parents would make commemaoration

choices for all individuals below this age. Srith | yolurfd &hdt & slight majority (51.7%) used
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epitaphs motifs, or a combination of both to commemorate the deceased child or children, with the

remainder utilising names and dates only. Observable aemsgggested that prevailing social fashions in
commemoration influenced these choices depending on the year of déatlexample during the period
18501869 most gravestones expressed thel Y Aaftitéd@sitowards the deceasedhereas in the 1890s

only factual information was being recorded (Smith 1987:89). The last quarter ofrieeeenthcentury

also saw a greater emphasis on collective family identity rather than the indivahdiby the 1880s a

singlefamily monumentwaspreferredinstead ofmultiple individualgrave markersShe saw this trend as a

desire to symbolise a collective family identity over the previously more individualistic sgratiabement

and anemphasionO2 YYdzy I t W/ KNRAAGAlIY 22@8Q 2 @S89).Thisteadza 2y
20aSNBIFo6tS Ay az2yYS LX 20a ¢ gawBarkerfére siillektdnfb&NJ A Y RA O A
replaced in size and scale by tlager addition of &amily monument on which they were often

subsauently included. Smith estimate2D7 grave markersverereplacements.

While gender did not appear significai@mith found thathe age of the child influencithe level of
communication employed. Older children and young adults were more likely to have an inscribed message
than infants,with children agedwo to sixyears the next most likely to acquire such embellishment. Smith
speculatel that this difference particularlyin regardto infant burial may reflect a fatalistic response to

high infant mortality (tapping into the tradition&listoricalview of parental detachment and/or

indifference[see Sectior2.2and?2.3]) or, simply that their short lives letiless established presenead

personality to memodlise.

Havingset outthese trends, Smitthan investigates thénscription content and symbolism employed. She
arguesthat the primary focugallsback upon the mourner, with 83.5% of the sample seeking to provide
consolation to the parent throughpitaph andmotif. Shenotesti K 12 ¢ OKAf RNBy Qa 3INI @S
created by adults for adult needgthe very human need to findJS I OS R dzNRA y 3 (Smiih NJ dzY | G A
1987:102). Smitfurther suggests that founterrelatedtypes of consolation can betarpreted from the

gravemarker choice$1987:9293). The first rationalises that the deceased child, within a context of

religious belief in an afterlife, is better off removed from the corrupt and sinful influences of the world,

with their innate purity2 ¥ & LJA NA G LINB & S NIJ S RSe&iidly, Xdg furiefeal takdedu couki S A NJ
take on an emotionally educative aspect through which the grief of the bereaved could be productively re
alignedwith the Victorian focus on moral improvement and sociglift. OneQ behaviour in life was

influenced by the promise of both a heavenly home and the capacity fonien with equally virtuous

family memberssothe cemetery landscape needed to reflestd advertise this ideal o this end,

cemetery desigrd 2 dza K (i (adarldineBdttiighiad adistic monuments were meant to control taste

FYR SY2GA2yaé TORXNRIGKS vmiglgS YOAOIOR QA  fvha@sdinteNBvbistS & Sy G S |
unclear or difficult to fathomallowedthe bereavedo find comfortin the beliefthati KS OKAf RQa RS

formed part of some greater plamather than a random &thly event.
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Smith saw the fourth thread of consolation as the most extreaseit suggested a form of death denial.

Using metaphor and euphemisthis involvedthe substitution of a sleepg state for death. On some grave
markersthis took the form ofsculptures of sleeping infants and children in cradbesis,and shellsWhilst

employed mostly for younger childresuchimagery was also used for youndudts (17 to 21 years).

Epitaphsi dzo & G A G dzi SR G SN a & dzO KelietQSmitw sohchided dhay tAeonibiyfaton W NS &
of pictorial messages and epitaphs created for the commemoration of children in the Victorian cemetery

was primarily intendd to address the pain of grief and to provide consolation for those left behind

also indicated the growing social status of childrekMestern society.

{Y@RSNI omppH0 | faz T2 O0dhctrBmReraHyre dDKshvirgedblgfcdsphe@NI @S &
of influencearisingin Westernsociety driven byapitalistindustrialisation andhe resulting urbanisation of

a previoushheavilyagrarian populatiorfsee also Kociumbas 1997:92; Qvortrup 1985:133.34; Zelizer

1985:89)d { y & R S NJ Tyietliri@ing cityi iddrkétplaceiwas frequently depicted in sentimental
+AO0G2NALY fAGSNI GdzNB a INBSREI AYY2NIfX AYLISNE2Y
(Snyder1992:11). It was from thikaracteristicallynasculinesettingthat chidren, attributed with an

inherent innocence and purity, were to be protecteditil old enough to make their way in itheir haven

wasthe home,the province of the feminingphereg A G K Al a WOAGAf AAAY3I STFFSOGQ
g 2 Ni@hd@@hstanding thepatriarchs overall familial power ® 2 A G KAy GKS K2YS> (KS
nursery formed its ownigdtinct spaceand as already raised thmageryof the innocent sleeper would find

its way into child memorialisatioim the cemetery(Snyder 1992:1-36). Of course hildhood was not

restricted to the home, particularly with the growth of public education, but Snyti882:13) envisaged

0KS RgStfAy3a +ta GKS aOz2ayvyza 2F GKS OKAftRE FYyR |y

religion as a bulwark against the chamgand dangerous world outside

Snyder found that these social and ideological themes also manifested in the cemetery lan@uigi@an
beliefduring this period saw thefterlife; under the watchful protection bGod assume the domestic

imagery of the family homeThis meant that parents could seednsolationthrough the beliefthat & 5 S| R
OKAf RNBY 6SNB &1 F5 OKAf RNBYT dzf (G AYH (RéadsoImiR s K2 ¢
1987). Death preserve@nd shielded their statysnd religious belief spoke to the certainty of eventual re

union. Snyder found a range of expressiongrave markedesignausedto commemorate children in this

period, of which the most commonete plainheadstones on wich epitaphsexpresgd associations with

childhood. Secondly, symbols were also employed,tha A f &G y 24 SEOf dzAA @S (2 OK,;
associated with childlike qualitiesuch as innocence and piyri These included lambs, dovéiswersand

other childspecific imaggy. For examplgthe broken flower bud was a popular symbolic motif of fragility
premature lossand i A GNByYy 3 | 4a2 OA I { Akkigter B0D414R; SYEA ORI y 0a I N.
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Snyder also found a third category of more coatiyl rarer commemorations that used sculptures of

children with domestic artefacts. These were more likely to appear in larger urban cemeteries than small
OKdzNOKe&l NRad® ¢KS Yz2ad O02YYzy STFAIe gl a (Kheit 2F
use in the cemeterySnyder noted that such sculptures could also be found in the domestic partoeir

use in both settingseinforced the underlying domestic feeling and symbolism that such images invoked of

a child safty in bed secure andintainted. { KS | f 82 y23iSR GKSANI I aSEdzt f RSI
2yte (KS oF NBald ¥F2NX1hafeR NEhdgesness sugpesied tNdir ingudlied Yiatune

and separated them from the status and gender connotations of Victorian clof@smion. Gher domestic
symbolsemployedwere unfilled beds, furnitureshoes.and toys such asattles. These all possessed a

powerful symbolisnof emptiness and therefore absence, recognisablthtoonlooker (Snyder 1992:20)

By attempting to replicat such a place and space in the cemetparents were still in a sense seeking to

protect their children by providing symbolic assertions of a perfect afterlife, their shfeland asleepntil

they could rejoin them. Snyde(1992:2502 y Of dzZRSax G ¢ KS &aAYIff F2N¥aI oK2
were still home, visuallR STA SR (G KS LINPBNBged X AVAYAT oA A &E {oFsudhK Q& R
graves in NP 2 |Grenivebd cemeterfNew YorkUSA)i K I i LINEB avasf an§dxquisiiely & |

0 St dzl A F dzf SnittR 19&70RI 2 NBE £ 6

Haveman 1999 conducteda sociohistorical analysig 14 cemeterieslooking at both nineteenth and

twentieth century graves. She arguédk I i O K A f niu@sprésanted anlal@riatand underused
resource(as opposed taiaries and lettes)in the study of past childdult relationshipsshe sought to

understand whether attitudes towards children and the value assigned to them by family and society had
changed during the period 1860 to 199Notably, 13 of the sites were nargulated meaning that there

were no restrictions on the type&plour,and heightof the gravemarkers nor was there a need for formal

approval prior to their erection. In 1994 one site, Washington Memorial Gardtensduced a spatial

restriction (4x4-A Yy OK FfFd YIFNJSNBRO Ay Ala Ww.loe fFyRQ aSoi
within the cemetery whee the choice of memoriaemainedopen® | SNJ al YL S O2yaAiaidSR

graves.

Haveman(1999266) hypothesied that just as adult gravenarkersperformed several functiosboth
socially and culturallyncluding reflecting diffegnces in class, race and gendachildrenQ &  Inlsike®S
would also operate im similar wayHer method involvethe photographing of grave markefscussing on
form and styleepitaph,andmotif, using a series of codes for attributes that could be entered into a
database. Her studyasstronglyinfluenced by the debatabout childhood and the treatment of children
discussed itsection.2, 2.3and 2.4. Havemar(1999:267 characterisedhe traditional Arieshypothesisas
linear, in that children since the late medieval period were seen as mdronga position ofno value
(mini-adults)to great valugchildren)) and compared this to the contemporary positibat seeschildren

as havinglways been valuelly their parents and societsheconcludedthat, from the 1860s to the
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present,familiesconsistenly valued their childrerbased upa the frequency oéxpressions of attachment,

loss and griefound upon their gravemarkers, and rejected theaditionalidea of emotionatletachment

by parentstowards their children during periods of high mortal{tyaveman 1999:28284). Havemaralso

foundthat changes irparental attitudes (and therefore practices) were detectable from the grave markers,

with a more formal relationship and defined family role observed on those erected during the nineteenth

and eary twentieth century, transitioning to a less formal, more emotive and greater individual image of

the child on more contemporary grave markéraveman 1999:28285) Grave markerffom the 1970s to

the 1990s haaonsistently lesgenericand more personaded inscriptions, an emphasis on the usehef

more personabléd WS & dza Q thé nffoadiitBidW® 2 &R@an increase in the use of angel motiith

their symbolicconnection to innocencas already raiselly Smith and SnydeHaveman saw thigs

evidence for the increased sacralisation of children in the latter half ofwhmtieth century, aspreviously

argued byZelizer (198p She alsdelievedthat the primary focusvas nowupon the deceased chilaks an

individual, with a resultant decline in amopanyingparental and family referenced his development was

further emphasised bthe adornment of the gravelot with possessions belonging to, or reflectivetbke
deceasegsuch as photos and toylsat&d XA Y RA OF 1S G KIF i K Snot@KgkotinRed@n A RSy (i
GKS FlrYAfeQa ARSydAdGeT GKS OKAtR Ad 'Yy AYRAGARdZ f
(HavemariL999:284).

These relatively recent changes in child memorialisation have alsndezhsinglyto the creation of

specifc spaces in the cemetery for child burial. Howetleg,idea of a place in thé/esterncemetery
reservedsolely for children wasot a new concept. It had been explored3tockholm Sweden as early as
1915with the formation of aO K A f R NJB ywithén tha GvidallyireénySkogskyrkirden, Woodland

cemetery (Nolin 2018:389).Althoughd Y I £ £ SNJ OKAf RNByQa aSOiAz2ya oSNB
the site at Skogskyrkagden represents an early European attempt at a different way of appragdhie
memorialisation of childrerNolin (2018:4€41) describes it as a smalynken,and intimate space framed

by hedges and shrubberiVhilst easily accessibfeom the main cemetery area, visitonad to actively

choose to entethis enclosed spacby a flight of steps.

Nolin (2018:4246) saw its development as meetisgverala 2 OA I £ Yy SSRA Ay | LISNAZ2R
population was growingapidlydue to industrial expansioyattracting familiesto the cityd ¢ KS OKA f RNB
section provided &urial option for familieswho cauld not afford a family plot, ofor orphans, but it also

YSi GKS ySSRa 2F 62YSy T2N K2 Y cdulf Sgabiardekandt RQa @S N.
stigmatisation, fromhaving conceived out of wedlock or for whom an abortizas necessary. Nolin barely
i2dz0KS&a 2y (GKA& | aLSOGs odzi Ad YIFeée SELXIAY gKé YI
and date of birth and death, creating a sense of public anonymity whilst allowing for a private grief. Nolin
concluded thaat a broader levefi KS RAaGAYy Ol RSaA IrgflecedthelinkréasitgK A f RNB y
AYRAGARIE t AAY 2F GKS OKAER FyR GKSANI INRsAYI ARSY
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dolls decorate some of the graves, a modern addition in line with evolving patterns of grave furniture
deposition on the graves of children, as discussed by several of the authors reviewed in this chapte

(Charrier and Clavandier 2019; Haveman 1999; Scott 198&n<son 2010 and 2011).

Interestingly, in the same period, Buckhdmi n ny YMT n0 y2iSa GKS ONBFiAz2y 2-
the York cemetery (1903) which she attributes to the raised profile of children publically in accordance with
broad social developments regarding child welfare and educaliothe USA more commercial reasons

influenced the establishment of Baby land in 1913 within the privately owned Forest Lawn Memorial Park

in Glendale, California (Schechter 2009:149). Later, Lullaby land was established for older children. Both
sections were shapedsahearts. Their development influenced other cemeteries in the USA (Veit and

Nonestied 2008:240). However, in the Australian con@¥ A f R NB ydianot eed8lygain tagtién

dzy G A t  Gréflecingiopgade@2XOA I  OKIF y3Sa O mogudigeNyparigries argl &y Qa N

re-conceptualisation of pematal and stillborn children in Western societies.

In France, Charrier and Clavandier (2019) sought to understand why children were now interred in child
specific plots and spaces as opposed totthditional family tomb. As with other Western nations with low
OKAfR Y2NIlFftAde NIGSaz GKS YIFI22NARGe 2F OKAftRNBY A
suggestion that this development in Western cemeteries is approximately 15 yeassoeldainly

incorrect, although this may reflect the French experience (Charrier and Clavandier 2019:194). It is also

worth noting forFrenchO K A f R NB y that whileShe bekeavgdifaimilies may have viewed the unborn

child as part of the family anah individual in utero, under French latil,he vast majority of the graves in

them belong to children who were not technically born and did not acquire legal persoaliGbdrrier

and Clavandier 2019:199hey also note that if the family does not wishdrganise the interment the

hospital will assume the responsibility on their behalf.

¢KNBES RAFTFSNBYy( (eLlSa 2F OKAfRNBYyQa aLSOATAO &Lk o
space for cremations and inhumations and following a ctille farewell ceremony cremated remains can

also be housed on site instele (Charrier and Clavandier 2019:4838). They also looked at the way

families used grave goods indicative of children to take control of these grave plots repreZeating

allegores of the lightness and movement of childhéd@harrier and Clavandi@019:204. Such practice,

whilst replicated in other Western cemeteries is at odds with the traditionally more formal and unchanging
nature of the French grave plot. This use of ddfartypes of material culture to assemble an unofficial

version of individual identity for children also suggests a broader social trend in Western memorialisation

over the last four decades, with some comparison to the construction of roadside memaotila¢ssite of

accidents (Doss 2008; @itv2018; Welsh 2017).
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3.3 International achaeological 8 dzZRA S&4 2 F OKA f RiBuyfi@a 3I NI
plots

Although the archaeology of childhoodnisw a wellestablished topicGrawfordet al2018; Derricourt

2018, Ldy and Moore 201}, the archaeological examination of thbove groundnemorialisation of

children inthe cemetery landscape #ill in its early stages. To date only a small numberciaeological
studies have specifically@dza &8 SR 2y OmarkierR andtifet® plotsAthdbightiSe intersection

between children and death more generally has received increasing attention and discussion (Cannon and
Cook 2015Catalano 2015, Murphy and Le Roy 2017, Scott 19993@me cemetengtudiesmay touch
uponOKA £ RNBY Q& 3 NI @\&it arid NaheStiBE2008: Y2132 a4 & A y 3

{0200 Qa OmMdphpdhd 62N] 2y AyTFlyOdeé FyYyR AYyTFlIyd RSFGK A
on child burial in different cultural contexts (Murphy and Le Roy 201&<part of her study, Scott looked

at the spatial arrangement and decoration of infant plots in the iijheontemporary UKemetery, within a

broader framework of cultural formations of infant and peatal identity. She saw a change in the

perception ofinfants in Western culture aligned to low infant mortality rates and a revaluation of the sense

of persona attributed to these categories of children. Scott says,

The image of the dead infant is particularly potent in the modern west, where the infant has
0S02YS I OFNNRARSNI 2F NRBYIYGAO t20S FyR Aa 3IAQSY
(Scott 1999:31).
She argued this change had led to a growth in the formal burial of infants, who in the past had not been
accorded normative burial rights (seer&2014, Murphy 2011, Peelen 2009). However, in the UK of the

late 1990sshe perceived an ambiguity in the identities created by such memorialisation.

In part thisreflectedinstitutional intervention, with control of the burial proceasthat time usudly taken

over by the hospital for those children miscarried, stillborn or who died shortly after birth. This was based

2y GKS WKStLAY3IQ adadzyLliAzy GKFdG G &adzOK | GAYS 2
(Scott 1999: 26., see al&tharrier and Clavandier in the previous section). In examining such interments in
Portsmouth, Scott notes the infants have been assembled communally on the spatial edge of the cemetery,
well away from the main entrance and therefore unlikely to be encered except by desigiso,they

were still treated as different from the general cemetery population, representing an uncomfortable truth

in the modern age that children still diand accordinglg @ Yo 2f A OF f f &8 WKARRSYQ 2y
Here alsgshe observed the beginnings of what is now a common trend, the additionultiple forms of

AN} OS FdNYAGdNBE G2 OKAf RNBYyQa 3INI OS& oCt2gamhs (2
seasonal offerings (Easter eggs, rGhristmas tres). Scott concluded (1999:38) that the growth of this

practice was the result of the parents desire to establish the strongest possible visual identity for their child
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loss.

McKerr et al (2009) and Murphy (2011) looked at burial practices associated with children in the north of
Ireland from the seventeenth century to the end of the nineteenth century. The earlier study focussed on

the nature of childburial in the normative setting of four church graveyards representing both Protestant

and Roman Catholic congregations, althoirgpracticeburials were not denominationally exclusive. Mc

Kerr et al (2009:11816), used an upper age limit for adolescernd 17 years, defining young adulthood as

18 to 20 years. The study looked at the proportional representation of children on grave markers in
comparisontoadultg dSNJ GAYST & ¢Sttt a GKS FTNBIdsSyoe 27
the ingription. Although, there was some variation between sites, in general, the study concluded that
FNRBY (GKS &4S@SyiaSSyikK OSyildaNE 2yél NRas OKdnlyRNBY Q&
grave markers and inclusiam family grave markers) in aoalance with broader memorialisation trends

(Mc Kerr et al 2009: 128). The stuggognises these grave markdikely represented thosa the

community who possessed sufficient economic means and literacyarriterefore indicative of digher
classstatus. Children from poor backgrounds could be burggmnymouslypr if memorialised receive

minimal inscription (some grave markers were literally markers with no inscriptionsaiciilas metal

crossessee McKerr et al 2009:12Figure 8)Economic cpacity also likely influenced the purchase of

grave markersnade fromcheapematerials such asvood, that wasless likely to haveurvived

archaeologically. Also, mass, unmarked graves would have been used in the case of epidemics, with little

regard forclass.

Of the 1,018 grave markers recorded, 15% included-dhmilg or children named first, 36% had epitaphs for
children, 84% named the child but contrastingly, 53.6% did not provide a specific age (Mc Kerr 2009:116). In
the latter case, indications afge byLJK NI 8 S& & dzOK | & @hery SomefimeQ usedNdstdaR.& A y 3
For the much smaller number of children not named, their delayed representation on a grave marker (both
with family or individually) was seen as a clear indication of their rebezed status and therefore

continuing importance to the family, although the reason for the absence of an inscribed name is not really
addressed (McKerr et al 2009:126). The study also found that at most sites, younger children were just as
likely to be menorialised as older children, casting doubt on the idea thitrits and younger children

wereseen as less deserving of commemoration. Whilst acknowledging the preliminary nature of this initial
investigation in child memorialisation, McKerr et al (20@8:129) concluded that the proportion and
FNBIljdzSyOe 2F OKAfR YSY2NRIfA&lIGA2Y SyO2dzyGiSNBRXZ &

loss to the family and the increasing desire over this perigoudaliclyacknowledge it.

Within the Irish catext, consideration has also been given to those children who were usually denied

formal burial (Donnelly et al 1999; Donnelly 2008: Murphy 2011a, 2011b).This situation primarily affected

42



those of Roman Catholic faith, for whom canon law denied buriebitsecrated ground for children
unbaptised at the time of their death. The advent of the Catholic courgBrrmation in seventeenth
century Ireland saw this position strongly enforced, leading to the need for unofficial burial graCifint§ (
for such dildren. They also served as a space for other individuals denied formal burial due to their
perceived deviant status (such as suicid€d)iri locations, although discrete, were well known, occupying

disused church graveyards, territorial boundarigssroadsand other marginal locations.

Murphy (2011b: 411) suggests though, that it is oversimplifying such places to view them as purely liminal,
rather, they represent a parental and community response to grief anddiessitethe institutional

dictates of the Catholic Church. As su€lilid, ratherthan anexclusionary space, served as a substitute for

the consecrated churchyard. They also provided women with a place to commemorate and remember their
miscarried, stillborn or infant child, away fro6S§ RANB OGO &a20AFf 3IF1T S 2F GKS C
2F FLAfdzZNB ol G f2aiy3d GKS OKAfROU IyR akl Y&ud RSLISY
be broughtdzLl2 y G KSY® t I NBy i Qa CilirysoughtiiNFeplichtaditiie 8xeNpdddblef R A Y
normative burial ritual. Children could be buried in coffins in stone lined graves, plot boundalilesated

with stones and the graviep decorated with white quartz, with its apotropaic properties, or symbolism of

purity (Murphy 2011a68, 2011b:420H 0 0 @ ¢ KS (& LIS 2 TCilid ddpl@ySemporaNahdS N & d:
regional variation (Murphy 2011a:6%7). Iron crosses (some inscribed) amdsses marked on stones

dating mostly to the late nineteenth centuryhere found at a site in County Galway, while in County Kerry

small unmarked stones are commn C2 NJ 6 K2aS dzy YIF N] SR (GKS OKAf RQa A
parents (or mother), busuch public anonymity may have been a further respond@ésocial and

institutional pressures that had led to burial in the Ciilinthe first place. This practice demonstrates how

particular social and ideological conditions can create differematery landscapes for children.

Baxter, a pioneer in the development of the archaeglof childhood, has looked ahildrS y Q& &hiNl @S &
their encounters with mortality in the nineteentbentury, and the need to incorporate an emotional

contextto such stidies(Baxter 20132015 2019, 2020). % identified two distinct themes in thpast

interpredl I A2y 2F OKAf RNB yfacasedupdn Bé&popalatishsMBote antl Kaf thd A NA (
grave plott & Ay RA Ol (i A @ Sial ftafus witkiSit THe lse¥ond cdrReinedizf with the

emotional response to grief and how such sentiment was employed for the edification of family and society
(Baxter 2013:106Baxterwas concernd to understand theconstruction and limitationsf these
approachesandthe impact they had upon contemporary reseanhections as well aghe potential for

new approachesrising fromsuch awarenesslerinterest in bridginghis theoretical dividdoetween

status and sentimentalitysingstructuration theoryis discusseth Sectionl.5.2

Baxter 015 applieR G KA & | LIINRIF OK (2 yAYySiGSSyiGK OSyiddz2NE OKA

and 1906n two Chicagayarden cemeteriesSte defined a child as agdd years or youngerecordng
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those gravestonew/here children wereommemoratedasindividuak rather than as part of a family plot,
including those that hatieen relocatedo a family plotestablished after their deatffor exanple following
the death d the family patriarch). For those sections within the date range, Basepled 50% (470 grave
markers). An additional sgraves were identifiednd added from another local sitdhe Catholic cemetery
of CalvaryShewas partcularly interested to undertake this studlygarden cemeeries as they
representeda new type of cemetery settinghfluenced by thalesire for open space and nature in the face
of growingcapitalist indugrialisation and urbanisatio(Baugher and Veit 2@81:125159; Baxter 2015:1; Curl
2001:25; Loudon 1843:9; Martin 2006; Morley 1971:43). Common features ghthlen cemetery

included a gently undulating and often lawned landscape of curved pathways, carefully selected trees,
shrubs decorative flower bed, andwater features such as lakeghe erection of artistic and tasteful
monuments waslsoencouraged to create aeducationaleffect not unlke the contemporarputdoor
sculpture park (Bugher and Veit 2014:12%728). 'he garden cemetenalthoughevoking naturewas not

wild buta carefully controlleddndscape, symbolising trsmcial ordeand acceptable sentiments

suppotive of it. It was often denotethy impressive entrance gatesd boundary walls providing a bulwark
against the world outsidaVidely adopted in Western societies, notable nineteenth century examples
include Pere Lachaise (Paris, France 1,8@4 Auburn (Massachusetts, USA 1831), Kensal Green (London,
Englandl832) and Boroondara (Melbourne, Australizb9)

This desire for symbial control paralleled the migf A y S i S Sy (i K-cal@@vgaiitditdfonai deditl?
movementand the Victorian cult of mourning, often described as an attempt to control death itself

through an orchestration of sentiment and imagery surrounding the pregam of the corpse, elaborate

rituals of bereavement and commemoraticend a change in the conceptualisation of death towards more
euphemistic inscriptions on monuments suggestive of rest and skewid 2006: 20223; Cherryson,

Crossland and Tarlo2012: 1920; Curl 2000, Tarlow 1999:194, see also Smith and Snyder abbee)

3 NRSYy OSYSGSNE akKz2dAZ R y2i 0SS 02y ¥FdzaaSR ¢gAGK Ada v
late nineteenth century with notable examples developed in the eavBntieth century, such as Pinelawn

(New York, USA 1902) and Forrest Lawn (California, USA 1907 toAliBibrigh influenced by the idea of

the garden cemeterythese siteiad a much stronger economic rationadetheir layout Rugg 2006 Lawn
cemeterieswere typically designed as ordered landscaped gardens with large open lawned areas reserved

for low-set uniform grave markers (usualgvelwith the ground). Without the addition of pldterbing or

borders, such sitewere seen agasier and more cost ffctive to maintain as the large lawned areas could

be easily mownalthougdh this functional explanation faheir origins has been critiqued as simplistic and
overlooking broadesocial reasons that samemorialisation movel 2 ¢  NRa | & Y 2 M&lINg LI |
and Caterino 2007:64%till, suctopen and orderly landscap@ncreasingly gained favour into the twentieth

century. Lawn cemeteries atd relevance to this study, as Enfield Memorial park was heavily influenced by

this trend (Nicol 1997: 553).
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BaxteQ@sults did not fit easily with traditionigl assumedssociationdetween grave marker expenditure
(material,inscription,and motif)and the ®cial status othe decease@nd family or of a greater symbolic
elaboration associated with chil§ry Q& 3INJ gSad C2NJ | adl NI X apaingd2 Y LI NR -
their extant grave markershowed that those children with grave markesgre a small proportion overall

(Baxter 2015:11). In thensethose childrerhad already achieved a higheasis in deattithan those

unmarked remainingvisible to the liisng and therefore continuingp exist not just in personal buiso

communal memoryHowever, Baxtefound iy RA @A Rdzl £ OKA { RNEW6smakNh & Y I NJ
lacking decorationsuch as motifs) andsuallywith simple epitaphgompared tothe more elaborateverse

found on adult grave markersp an overt sense of class distinction was lackdigoursethere were

some elaborate exceptions, but she foudd{i EoSimemoration of chdren is generally much more

GlidASiée 2y GKS OSYSGHGSNE I yRaAaOILISE 6. EGSNI HAMpPYM
She also founthat only a small number of artistic designere distinct to children, such as the lamb with

its symbolic attributes of innocence and youdts, well as itsaligious symbolism of Jesus Christ as the Lamb

of God and Shepherd to the Christian flock. Othedcyilecific designs observed includedhiture such a

beds and pillowsTheseonly appeare® y | |j dzI NI SNJ 2 F O KtfisiparidtBtyahsited NI @ S
Baxter also found no obvious gesrddifferences in thehoiceof grave marker motif$or children

regardless of agen marked contrast to the highly elaboratedrgler roles found in theociety of the time.

Gender references mainly occurrediny 8 ONA LJi A2y a4 RSy 2(Ay3 GKS OKAf RQa
She believedhis uniformity reflected a message abotlite importance of the child to the family as part of
GKSAN) 602ttt SOUADBS FIFYAf & KAaUG2 NEemenhd e dédeds®ala 2 F |
too brief presence within tam (Baxter 2015:11)his view wasupported inher sampleby the practice of
erSOGAY3a a2YS OKAf RNBYQa 3INI O %heivafandinSoidas finally &8 & S| NA
establishecandthe relocation of existing childreéda 3 NJ @ifito famhilNFlots.NJee-memorialisation

and incorporation of praleceased children followirifpe erection of the familpatriarchso 2 NJ Y I (i NRA | N |

grave markewas particularly pronounced in the Catholicyegtery, wtere six chileonly plotswere found.

From a class perspective, Baxter (2015L2) did see differences in expression between the two
OSYSGSNASaAa GKFG akKS FStid WLISNKILBEQ AYRAOFGSR | 3N
Rosehilthe grave markers were more diverse in style suggesting less purchase eprodssed types and
inscriptions reflected broader commemorative ideals such as rest and sleep that required additional

engraving. By comparison, Oak Woods used more ipiastucedgrave markers, briefer epitaphs and the

rise of a cheaper grey marble material was evident. The complicated relationship between memorialisation
expenditure and class status, particularly in relation to working class attitudes to memorialisation,

continues to be analysed (Rosenow 2015; Strange 2002, 2888oncluded that whilst children were

seen as a distinct sociedtegory and their deathgewed as different to that of adultsheir primary

identity in death was one afymbolc perpetuation of thefamily, achieving a sense of equality with other
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deceased family members through similarities in the commemoration process. She also noted how this
process changed over time as the effect of immigration and changing social views introduced further
variabilty to the process of commemation. Originallypredominantly formalwhite marble gravestones
were commonly usedsuggestive of innocence, purity anithin the Americancontext aracial
connotation,andtheseincludedexpressive epitaphsSubsequentlysimpler,and more naturalooking
monuments of granite and sandstone with smaller inscriptions and less informagicaame popular.

Baxter concluded that thieflectedchanges in théAmericanconceptualisation of childhood from an
idealisal place of innocence to a natural poiintthe human lifecyclerequiring parental and social support
(Baxter 2015:12).

In Denmark, Sgrenso@q10 and 201)Llooked at changes D K A R NBpjoR,asing thié résBlts of

fieldwork undertaken in 12 cemeties in rorth-western Zealandrom 2003 to 2010 (with subsequent

observations in suburban cemeteries in Aarhus and Copenhagen). The study focuses mainly on the grave
plots of stillborn,jnfant, and young children.SNBE y 42y Q 61 & Ay i ShbBasawbar (2 Ay O
trend towards the creation of a more elaborate aimteractional grave plototingthat with the reduction

in infant and child mortality iNWVestern society ¢ i KS RSFGK 2F || OKAfR A& 6AR
dzy ljdzSaiG A2yt ot S ( NIMEAFPRRGUsyodurDdNEeywetigth century, Danish adult
commemoration was very uniform in style, both in the burial custom employed and the grave plot realised.
Notably, the level of biographical information provided on the grave marker was oftanstve nature,

allowing visitors to development¥2 NB RSGI Af SR aSyasS 2F (4KS RSOSI aSR
grave plots had taken a scaled down form of the adult grave, with less biographical text but more personal

expressions from family ¢g&enson 2011:162A63).

Sgrensorexaminedd KS WOKI f f Sy3a3SQ FIF OSR o6& LI NByila Ay (GKS C
infantsdue to theextremely limitednature of their life story. In such casésditional memaorialisation
practicespredicatedon thelived identityof the decease@sdetailedin epitaphs and symbolised in motifs

wasmore difficult to draw on.rl place of this absencanemotionally driven ad experientialapproacht

what Srenson describeas proscribed futurity (2010:128)fluenced the construction of these childnly

plots. Thisprocessnvolved conceptualisation by the parentalthough it is possible other family members

including siblings could participgtef the graveplot and markerwithin the context of not just future

visitation, but howits arrangement will provide for aexperiential interface materialised in the landscape

that enables the maintenance afdynamic rather than passivelationshipwith the deceasedathild.

At firgt glance this concept may seem both obvious and hardly new. The gravesite hassdwayss a
locusfor potential visitationreflection,and connectior(of the livingto the dead through memony Indeed,

I have previously argued for the usefulness phanomenological approach to the analysis of the cemetery
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landscapeandits material culture and how their holistic nature manifests a reflective and embodied

experienceto the visitor(Muller 2006 2015).The difference here is that

The bereaved haverganised the grave to be an incitement to act and to engage corporeally,
rather than to constitute the traditional place of introvert commemoration or silent
contemplation Ggrenson 2011165).

This involves thenitial arrangement andubsequenttilisation of material culture at the gravglot to

initiate ongoingphysica] rather thanexclusivelymental, activities that prolongn the mind of the living
relationshipwith the deceasedIn practice, this serves teplicak to a degreavhat wasand couldhave

0SSy ® hyS &2 datdfor Exnipie Rilise grahelp&yiBg stones as a train track upon which a
movable toy train is located, carrying flowers. Having revisited the grave over a number of years Sgrenson
observed that the train was often moved into different positiopgssibly by children visitirthe grave,

andin one year (2010) a note alluded to an Eastgg hunt for children with theggs hidden around the
graveplot. Such an activity allowesiblings relatives,andfriends of the deceasetb engage in activities
YANNRNAY3I (KSRPEINR 2 ®NAD § Rve Bridyedd in@dd sheyRivesd tAedzhnie tinke
G§KS OKAf RNEBY Qatioh plajiedl uyikis viRiaizhahg adul® présdntiidth a visceral and
participatory way. At anothe® K A draReplat, a small bench allwved the parents to sit and read stories to

the deceased childJnlike the general placement of seats in a cemetdrg,bench was conscioysput

there for this purpose, definintipe futurity of the relationship beyond that of memory algneith the

parerts seeking a more normalised activity mirroring domestic activities in the living (@wlgnson

2011:169. Such actions suggested thanents faced witrsuch a brief narrative for their child sougit
aY2ydzySyidltaasS GKS SyYhrowRth Eréatiod & admin&iveOriwhéréfsuch 2 4 & £
lost futurity could bemomentarily recovegd to generate new stories between parent and cliiicbugh

the construction othe grave asn interactive stage fotheir visits.The value ofhe proscribed @iturity

approach for cemetery studies and particularly the archaeology of chiidiencapacity to contextualise

and explairchanges in child memorialisation in the contemporary cemetery landseequkto contrast it

with historical experiences ahildmemorialisation

3.4 Australasgan cemetery sudies

Cemetery studies in Austesdan historical archaeology have been actively pursued for over three decades

with a substantial number ddrticles andunpublished theseaskinga variety of questionsf both the

surface and susurface archaeology diurials andemploying differenimethods to answer themThe

LINARYI NB F20dza Kla FLfftSy 2y GKS o0dzNAIFf Odz GdzZNB Iy
the late eighteenth century, althah precolonial European burial, following the wreck of the Dutch ship

Batavia in 1629 has also received attentiBatferson and Franklin 20D4
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Studies of nineteenth century cemeteries across most Australian states and territories have been
undertaken toassess their research potenti@gsey 199XKeirs 1988 understand broad trends in
memorialisation overtimeHeddeltStevens 2013 .ane2013 Marin 1998, Nicol 198Pitt et al. 2017

Wright 2013 and to consider the reliability of previous resul&éen 201Q. Examinations of class and
identity have proven popular themeBénny 1994Haywood 2018:Hems 2016Matic 2003 Maclean

2015. Excavation has also led to a growth in-aohaeological investigation of human remains, burial
artefacts found with lhe body and how to manage this sensitive arkagonand Henneber@004 Donlon

et al2017,Haslem et al. 20QMcGowan 200/McGowan and Prangnell 201Qwen et al. 201 Dwen and
Casey 201y Alternatively surface survey and ggahysical methods have been used to locate the remains
of mortuary structures and unmarked grave sitbtoffat et al 2020 Prangnell and Howe 2018tanger and
Roe 200Y. Other areas looked at include landscape archaeology (Mul@,ZD15), and other types of
cemetery site Janson 2016t | (i(3006) discussion of cemetery variability between Adelaide and the
Adelaide Hills provides useful general insights into the early establishment and characteristics of such sites

and the mateials used for grave markers in the early days of the South Australian colony.

However, those groups in society who have historically been less powerful and subject to discrimination

have at best received limited attention. , The degree to which IndigeAog$sralians where gradually

allowed to, or chose to, access such sites for burial, within the racist framework of colonial times (and
perpetuated by white Australia well into the twentieth century) remaimsouched. Women also rarely

receive singular fags, although gender often forms part of examinations of class and power. The only
atdzRe G2 az2fSte T20dza Adgamso®RO1Y ExamindtBrva? vikthef gerdldred A 2 v
attitudes to women played out in the style and elaboration of femalevgm@arkers. Taking his sample

from five Adelaide cemeteries overl@0-yearperiod (1836 to 1936), his method included a comparison of

the number of characters used for female inscriptions compared to males, and therefore the level of
expenditure employed 8 SR 2y a4 SE® !-434) ¥oadugiddsiwere mired. NN one hand he

RAR y20 FAYR I RANBOUGU O2NNBflGA2y 0SGgeSSy OKIy3aSa
memorialisation howeverhe did seethe late nineteenth to early twentieth centigsas a period when

gendered characteristics and the relationships arising from them were more pronoimced

commemorationand that expenditure on grave markdsstween males and femalegas moreeven after
LINEQGA2dzaf & T @2 dzNRy 3 ofoi-AgloCsltic BakgrSuyidinave aldo dzéeived] t A I y Q
limited attention, with the notable exception @&braham and Wegai2003 work on historical Chinese

cemeteries in Australia.

Finally, children are alamnderrepresentedn the Australasiariterature. Donlon et al (2008) conducted a
bio-archaeological examination efxperinatal infants found during excavations at the Parramatta convict
hospital in New South Wales (NSW). The burials were dated from between c. 1800 to c. 1840. The different

locations of the interments, a double grave traditionally orientated, a storage cellar and a rubbish pit, spoke
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to different burial treatments of the children. Although, all would have been unbaptised due to their age

and therefore buried in tiwonsecratedyround, the double burial suggested a greater level of care was

taken in the location and arrangement of the deceasetiereaghe later burials may have reflected an

increased institutional role in their disposal, with the child quickly removed anduthigish pit seen as a
O2y@SYASYyl o0dzNALFE 2LWiA2y® Ly NBfFGA2Yy G2 OKAf RNBY
d0dzZRASE INB 62NIK Of2aASNI I GGSYGA2yd CINNBEtQa 6Hn

Fleurieu Peninsuld@othlocations are in South Austral{8A)

3.4.1 South AustraliaClF NNBf f Qa4 NBASEFNOK i aAyidl NP

CHNNBffQa o0Hnnn o GenalaliatzREathatictcestizriesSin rardl gAalthoNghnot specifically
F20dzaaSR 2y OKAf RNByQa 3 NlsétanzerniRgitiRir deyhQialigefiaisd a2 YS A
part of her broader studyFarrell wasnfluenced bythe work of Tarlow(1999 regarding the role of

emotion in cemeterynemorialisation but was also interested in the degree to which class and familial

status wageflected or masked by the memorialisation process. Here she drew on the ideas of McGuire
OMpyyYnocOX gK2 alg GKS LI 204G FyR INISS YINJISN Ia
and the deceased. Given the cost of memorialisation, thedaage created was weighted towards those

classes able to afford and invest resources into the grave. Accordingly, the world view espoused in the
YIGSNAFE Odzf GdzNB aaSyofl3S ONBIGSR ¢l a4 RSaA3IYySR
community butpromote and therefore sustain their ideological conception of society, and the social and
economic relations arising from it. However, he noted that the reflective dialectic achieved rested in the

minds of the living and therefore, over time, thedw GA 2y a 2F GKA& ARS2ft 23AO0I f
RANBOGA2ya ySOSNI AYyiSyRSR 08 (GKS RSOSI&aSRé o6aODdzA
O2yaSldzSyO0Sa INARaAAY T TNRPEC@AFRSY Qa a0 NUHzOGdzNI GA2Y

Using these two perspectiveBarrell sought to investigate how emotion was manifested through the use of
symbolic and linguistic devices in the material culture of the cemeterg to what egree this reflected
ideological relationships (social, economic and religious) in the rural farming community of the Mintaro
area Farrellanalysed 160legiblegravemarkersdating from 1850 to the preser{87 in the public cemetery
and 73 in the Catholic cemetery). Ushigtorical sources and oral historieshe identifiedhe background

of those buried in the cemeteries and their relationships to each gtimeanattempt to infer how such
ideological ad class associations mighaveinfluencedthe choices made for their memorialisation, and

promoted or constrainedhe ways in which emotion was expresseithin this context(Farrell 2003, 19).

Cl NNXE f fa@hildasSafylindiGidval aged betweenthirand 12 yearsyut also included a problematic
category which shdabelled¥ | R 2 f SthaDifciidedanyone agedetween13 to 27 years (Farrell
2003:83). Th upper limits of thisge range appear at odds with both historical and contemporary

understndings of the perceived age transition fraildto adult status For examplein the nineteenth
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century it was commoifor women in their lateadolescencandearly twenties to become mothers and
thereby attain an adult identity (Morrow 2011:4h the ontemporary Australiamdiom, the age of 21

bestows a cultural adult identity already legally attained three years prior at 18.

Farrell foundhat most childrerwereinterred in family plots and commemorated on gravarkers

primarily erected for adult fiaily members. This was not an uncommon practice innineteenthcentury,

andshe theorised thisnayhavereflected the costs of erectingndividualgravemarkers for children during

a period of higher child mortality ratgs t NR&A Y I NB O KefirfedRuy Bayrel athoseNd-wiich 3he

child was the first named person on tigeave markernumbered eigh{11%) in the Catholic cemetery and

15 (17%) in the Mintar®ublic cemeteryShereasonedtherefore,that these examples were

representative irfform andstyle of choices madehat related directlyto the child (Farrell 2003:47). Grave
markerswhere the child was addeldter Y I RS dzLJ mM: | Yy R Oueralg thé pBraedtsgg df a Q ™ of
infants and children commemorated at both sites was simila§; 28% at the public cemetery and20;

27% at the Catholic cemetery). She concluded that additional text in relation to children, such as verses,
ISySNIrffte dzaSR NBFTSNByOSa G2 Ft26SNR>X KSIFI@Sys al ¥

although her analysis was brief and general on this point.

Wi R2{ YraverBaykérsdisplayed the most frequent use of flower motifs regardlessexf{Farrell

2003:86). Howevemhen viewed within the broader samplEarrelfound that while the use foflower
motifsbetweenW| R2f Sa 0SSy (i Q | y Rmatkdtsizhs lioughl corSpArai 0@t hdditS

women and 18%or WI R2 f S & @rf, therewassatrynger difference betweel | R 2 £ &ri @dsily (i Q
males(Farrell 2003:85)For adult men the mostommon motif was foliagewvhich was not found on

adolescent male grave markers. Incontrdgt, R2 f SAO0SyYy (1 Q Y S e corimeBoratea Wil A 1 S
flower motifs (32% compared to 11% for adult males), although adult males had a greater range of motifs

overall (Farrell 20034-95).

Farrell theorised that this pattern suggested a commemorative commonality between adult females and
Wl R2tf Sa0Sy i aQ akoEcupied ai sciably Sifefestatusia éomparison to adult malethe

most powerful al dominantsocial group, for whom the greatest choicegirave markestyle andfeatures
werereserved. These resujtsowever, need to be considered within the context of her exaggerated

Y R2fSao0SyiQ +3aS Nry3asSo

342 {2dziK ! dzZA G NI f ALY 5 &HiguPedsulaNSEESEF NOK 2y (KS Cf
553y SNRAa doeusedar2of SifdédzReey OKAf RNBy Qa 3INI @Sa F2dzyR AY
Fleuieu Peninsula, SA'he samplspars 1849 to1901andincludes304 children commemorated on 217
gravemarkers. These were furth& N2 { Sy R2 gy Ay (2 LIlisted firdBdn bOtkchifd R NS y Q &
only and family grave marke(s= 118; 39%% S 02 y R NB O KdefineNSayidhér cldldizNA | f &
inscribed on the same gravearker as a primary chilgh=50; 16%and those childre recorded as
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secondary to adults on the same gramerker(n=136; 45%Degner 2007:37). The cemeteriasre

Wesleyan Methodist, Congregational, Anglican, Bifiiéstianand Roman Catholic denominations, as well

as two multidenominationalsites Degness & ONA GA OFf 2F CI NNBff Qa dzasS 21
nineteenthcentury samplegiven thatits current use and attaagtd developmental connotations age

twentieth century developmentas well agshe broad age rangthat Farrellattached to it(Degner 2007:25

27). Degnedefined children a21 years and undebased on the assumption that this age range would
encompass all those likely to be affected by some aspect of a culturally constructed notion of childhood or

at least a preadulthood statis within thenineteenthcentury context of her samplgee Sectiod.?).

583y SNR& adGFNIAy3I LRAYyG 6l a (G2 SEF YAyidhei®& ARSI
subject to cultural and cladsased variation, then the ideology underpinning such a construct at any point

in time maybe potentially observable through the commemoration process and the material culture

choices made therein. Her study wasaskituated within the broader framework of exploriadult social
understandings of the qualitieend characteristicassociated with being a chjld/hat she defined using the

I NOKI A hildje®zy I Ya S@Sy (i SSy i K OSy i dzNtat makesddre alchild. Bhe & LI2 |
saw this concept as strongly related to children and childhood, but different in the sense that it operated as

an ideological construct, that although subject to social and cultural construction tended to be viewed as
something @ FAESR | yR Wi NHzS(QegAer28076)f The dégke¥ & ahildhegRefleded D S & ¢
memorialisation therefore suggests thevel ofchild identity and childhood attributed to the deceasese¢

Sectionl.1). Using this approacipart of her study sought to teshe findings from Mintaro

Degner identified severatteresting trendghat she saw asomparable to othecolonial contextssuch as

the USA Infants and young children were more likely to have their names, agedardf death omitted

on grave markerswith most unnamed infants commemorated as secondary burials to primary adults or

other children. More generally, the date of death appearstémportant in such contextsvith 38 children
inscriptionson 17 gravemarkersomitting this constitutingos™> 2 ¥ LINA Yl NB FyR Moz 27F
burials). Degner links this trend to the prevailing high mortality rates of the study p@egher200757-

58), but is not clear why, although her intimatioray be a referencd 2 G KS Wallel eéRdnéohs? y | £ Q
view of a corresponehce been high child mortality arnational detachment by parentsSgction2.2).

The great majority o INR Y I NB  OKA f RNB Wanple (BNB) didrdt uge viny 5isia pid@itl a

(73%) but 65% ued epitaphs suggestingte realisation of the child through verbal expressizasthe

dominant trend Forthe one in four families who chose a visual motif, the age of the deceased played a
determining role The gravemarkers of children aged fromt0 two years had the highest use (12%),

showingthat the use of pictorial forms wdavouredin the commemoration of infants (Degner 2007:90).

CKAA tftA3dya gAlGK {YAGKQA 20 aS Ngalthongd Yiglagerange@iharft RNS y
sample wadarger (Oto six years)Degner notel peaks in motif usérom 1860to 1865, 185 to 1885 and
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1890, followed by a decline, butoes not articulatevhy this occurredDegner 2007:702).{ YA 1 KQ& &l YL
overlaps, 1850 to 1879, but the decline in motifs occurs eg1i@87:94)

In examining theeombination d inscribed and visual syrolsused on the graves of children agetb®

years, Degner thought the choiceftdwers, lambs and angessiggestegrevailingnineteenthcentury

middle class ideasoncerning thesweetness and innocence cifildren. Tlese qualitiesin wording and

motifs (10% of pmary child burials), indicateithat this age group was more closely associated with such
perceptions tlan older childrer(Degner 2007:892). The next highest use of motifs (10%) was found on
the graves of 170 18-yearolds. Interestingly, he motifs favoured here were of a similar range and type as
those used for the very young (Degner 2007:73). Like Farrell, Degné2007:71)ound a significantly

higher useand varietyoy 2 i A Fa 2y YIS OKAf RNBYyQa LINKM¥)NE 3INIF FS
suggesting gender roles may have influenced such selectiansbs, foliage, flowersunraysand cherubs
were only found for male children and doves for female children. Given the relasivelilsample(n=31)
anddifferinguse by gender inther cemeteries, this may represent a highly localised rather than broader

pattern, although again Degner does not provide comment.

Degner was also interested to seew variables affectinthe transition from child to adultsuch as gender

and classwere expressed in the cemeteryh&found a correlation between the type of epitaph chosen

'yR (KS RS 0iththéigtake af 14rtadt@earoldQdore likely to reflect adult themes of a

memento mornhature, addressing the onlooker to prepare for deaind a successful tnagition to the

afterlife. Degner found these themes on the graves of both sexes within the Anglican, Wesleyan Methodist
and nonconformist denominations of her sample from 1855 to 1899, reflective of the influence of
Evangelical Protantism andtsO2 y OS LJ0 2 F  ( d6 Blealis@dzattihg d? Barldly fafeairs and
heavenly preparednesshen facing mortalitfJalland 196:51). Howeverthis occurs in only 3% of her

total sample andsrestricted to ageographicarea (Degner 20093) Despite this, imay still be indicative

of the view thatbetween theages of14 to 18 individuals were starting tme re-conceptualisecs young

adults andas sucttheir memorialisation needed to reflect this new identity.

Degner concluded that adt perceptions of childhood &re observable in the cemeteri€gravemarkers,

particularly through epitaph useeferencing & LISOGa O2YY2yf & | 8420A1 4GSR @Al
behaviour She believed age to be the biggest determinant, with concgigOK | & WAYy20Sy 0SQ
towards those aged from O to 4 years, whilemento moristyles of expression were more likely for those

aged 14 to 15 years. Gender was also seen as a factor, with males more likely to receive a greater range of
motifs and maker styles reflective of their social status (Degner 2007:94). However, Degner fatig¢hat

limitations posed by theonservative and rural nature of the study afea & X LINE @Sy i SR 6 A RS NJ
0SAy3 A D8yier 2087:98Fhé suggestetthat a broadergeographical and chronologicstlidy
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couldfurther examine and tester findingsandclarify the extent to which childness reflected in the

cemetery.

3.5 Conclusion

This chapter has reviewed and discussed the archaeological results aonsing/estern scholarship

concerning the memorialisation of children in the cemetery landscape over the last 200 years. In keeping
with the multi-disciplinary approach of the previous chapter, historical and sociological contributions have
also been includedith the proviso that their methods have applicability for the archaeologist. The
evidence suggests that the memorialisation of childrelVestern society has undergone change ovés th
period, with an increase in the visibility of child burials and tlagipearance on grave markers tracking with
broader social and cultural developments in the cemetery landscape from the nineteenth century onwards.
As well, more contemporary feonceptualisations of child identity for stillognperi-natesand infantshas
resulted in original trends in the use of material culture in the construction of their grave plots, especially in

the use of grave furniture.

The literature raises a number of questions warranting further attention, including the nature and function
of the memorialisation message presented by the grave marker; differences in the representation of
children by age and plot type; the use of a domesticated funerary and religious imagery; the familial
identity given to the child, and the reconciling of diffetenfluences on the ultimate choices made, such as
emotion, social status and class. To address this range of variation the use of childness as an interpretive
concept will be pursued and tested against the archaeological data arising frestuldy(CHAPTER.8 he

next chapter provides an overview of the South Australian historical context and how the five cemetery

sites surveyed fit within itfThe historicatlevdopment andlayout of each site is also detailed
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CHAPTER 4
HISTORICAL BACKGROUMTHEARCHAEOLOGICAIDES

4.1 South Australian Historical Background

{2dziK ! dzZAGNI £ A Qa 02t 2 ¢petiol of Vidodiah Ri¢almndahg pridvarik AhG RS a ¢
Celtc background of itsolonists saw them closely identify with, and to a degree replicate, the cultures of

Britain and Ireland. Where previous Australian colonies had been characterised by varying combinations of
convict transportation, geopolitics and ecan@ potential, South Australia was envisaged primarily as a

business venture. Investors desired to make profits from a model society founded on capitalist free market
LINAYOALX S& yR Ay Tt dzZSYOSR 08 9RgAY DA O(mO6y0697) { STAS
RSaONAOGSaE (GKA& Fa || GadKS2NE 2F NB3Idz F G OF LIAGE T A
reinvestment of profits to sponsor the immigration of free labourers (ensuring a steady supply of

employee$, with a degree of sefjovernment at distance from Britain. This South Australian mindset was
evidenced by the passing of tls®uth Australian Colonisation Act 1884the British Parliament. The Act

explicitly prevented the settlement of convicts, althgh this did not stop them from travelling overland to

the new settlement (Whitelock 1977:45, 166). The availability and affordability of land ownership in South
Australia encouraged the growth of an opportunistic colonial middle class, both a prodacidof,

participants in, the continuing wave of colonial capitalist expansion that characterised the cbgtury
increasedurbanisation, industrialisation and global tra@®ibbs 1984:2:P6; Whitelock 1977:20, 19894).

They aspiredo create a socially and mally respectableommunitymirroring the tenor and principles of

the emergent Victorian society

The early nineteenth century was also a time of rising religious dissent against the established church in
Britain. NorO2 Y F2 NX¥ A a i WTNBS sk dsNidtKoistsRERptistsyakdyOorigregayodabists,

saw the colony as an opportunity to establish religious freedoms denied them in Britain, where the Church

of England exerted influence in affairs such as burial rites ngn-conformist preferencesThlS W@2 t dzy G I N
LINAYOALX SQ | f42 a2daAKG G2 AYyKAOAG GKS R2YAYylIyOS 2
and Hunt 1986:19897). Despite the Anglican church still gaining a secure, if less dominant, foothold in the
new colony (Whitelock 197790-198), nonrconformist congregations enjoyed greater freedom to establish

their own churches and burial grounds (such as the Wesleyans at Walk&Segidleond.2.2). This more

open religious environment also resulted in the immigration of other persecuted groups, with a significant
GermanLutheran community from Prussia estabishi{Whitelock 1977:5465), some of whose graves

occur in this study. Irish immigrationsa&oman Catholicismrrivein the 1840s, albeit begrudgingly from

the suspicious Protestant majority. Despite their minority status (Prest 20Q=8&)itially independent

w2YlLy /T GK2ftAO OSYSGSNE gl a Sadl of A dvksBTrraeeR2 OSy i
(founded 1837) in 1845 (Nicol 1994:85). In the same decade the Anglicans were granted a substantial
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conformist sections were gradually adtlestarting with the Quaker section in 1855 (Nicol 1994:85).
Demographicallythe state reflected the position of the other colonies in promoting a racially white
European Australia, notwithstanding the arrivalpaples from other parts of Europ€hineg, and other

nationals during the gold rushes of the mid nineteenth century (Whitlam 1985:485).

Twentieth century immigration patterns have seen the gradual development of greater religious and
cultural diversity in theAustraliancommunity.Immigrantsinitially arrived from southern andastern

Europe following the devastation of the Second World War, and the resulting political and economic
uncertainties faced in the postar period. Asian immigration increased in the 1970s, and since the 1980s
the introduction of the skilled immigration policiH(igo 2013 has steadily increased arrivdl®m China

and the Asian subontinent. More recentlyover the last two decades, political and economic instability in

parts of Africa has seen the growth ofadi@rs INR dzLJ 2 F ! FNRAOIY O2YYdzyAGASE«

cemeteries have increasingly come to reflect the development of a highly diverse society, first through
individual memorialisation and then the creation of distinct religious sections in cemetaridsas

Christian Orthodox, Muslim and Buddhist, amongst others.

4.2 The archaeological sites

Four of the five archaeological sites surveyed were established during theingttenth centuryduring

the early years of South Australias 9 dzNEP LJS I. 6 aBrifish colorfy, alSgstiexclusively peopled by
those of AngleCeltic origin and identity, memorialisation trends in the Australian cemetery were strongly
influenced by those in the Uks well as fashions in the United States and Europe (Murray 2003149)

British cultural sense extended well beyond the federation of the Australian colonies on the first of January
1901 to form the Commonwealth of Australas Australians grappled with ideas of national identity well

into the war years of theecond decaelof the twentieth century So,the cemetery landscape in

nineteenth and early twentieth century Australia continued to reflect British and Irish influences. Locally
manufactured grave markers, in an increasingbssproducedmarket, rarely distinguishethemselves

from standardised forms found in the UK and its colonies (Mytum 2004 63).

4.2.1 Hindmarshcemetery

Hindmarsh was originally the secotmivn to be surveyed following the founding of Adelaidel836

Section 353, consisting of 134 acres, was selecyefibJohn Hindmarsh, the first Governor of South

Australia, in May 1838 and sold for subdivision the same md@dicKburn 1990:10Q01). Subsequently,

| AYRYF NEKQA yIYS gta 3IAOSYy (2 GKS ySps asGitSYSyd
July1838.Thirty-four acres vasprovided to a trust for the provision of streets and public purposesm

its beginnings, Hindmarsh was intended toeprimarilyworking class communityNjcol 1986:3; Riddle

1986:2; Whitelock 1977:181as is proximity toreliable fresh water (the River Torrens flothsough the
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district) allowed for the development cdimenableindustries These included tanneries/od-scouring, fel

mongering flour-milling,and slaughterhouse@ranson 1977:8 with the waste producedriding its way

into the river. The soil waalso suitable for the farming of crops atite grazing ofanimals The
RSOSt2LIYSyd 2F AYRdAzZZGNE g a ¥FdzNI Knandilyadjaodrit ttheli I § SR 0
road to the Port of Adelaide (thenraugh trach, providing the opportunity for the export of goods (Geyer

YR 52y2@0Ly wMppcYood LG gta Ff2y3a GKS t2NI w2l R
buildings, such as the Town Hahdaetail outlets were subsequently situate particularly following the
establishment of the District Council of Hindmarsh in 1853. The opening of the ragtagen Adelaide

and the portin 1856 further enhanced KS (1 26y Qad SO2y2YA O LINRA&LISOiG a

The development ofow cost housing for workers tie adjoinirg areas of Bowden and Brompton in the

1870s, following the establishment of the gas works there in 1861 (Donovan 1986wi@he dstrict

became a enlargedmanufacturing huldor many tradeswith brick production one of the most prominent
industries due to thehighly suitable clagug from locapugholes (Riddle 19864). Theindustrial character

of Hindmarsh is still apparent today, with factories still dominating the immediate a@mandthe
cemetery.Hindmarsh was also very much a disséhiea (2 ¢ Y2 NO Gl SNIEWE I GA 2y =
t NAYAGADS aSiK2RAAGY / KdzZNOK 2F 9y3aAfFyR yR w2Yly
much so, that the original site planned for the cemetery was changed so as not to be adjacent to a chapel

also planned for that location (Nicol 1986:5).

The Hindmarsh Cemetery is located approximafiglykm from the Adelaide central business district (CBD)

in the citiesinnerwestern suburls (Figurel-2 and Figure4-1). Following the establishment of Hindmarsh

there was some urgency for a burial ground teyent residents having to travel to WeBtrrace cemetery

in Adelaide. Following some debate, it was agreed to locate the cemetery in an area adjacent to the river
originally planned for anarketplace with provision made for a nedenominational burial gpund (Nicol
1994:105; Parsons 1974:&3). The site consisted of two acres, to be enclosed and administered by a trust.
The first burialvas recorded on 21 April 1846. Given the strongbrkingclasspopulation, the cost of a

stone grave marker would haween prohibitive for many at this time (Nicol 198@)%6 Small wooden

markers allowing for a name and date were used as temporary grave markers, and remarkably two survive

in situ to this day.

In 1886, oncerns with the administration of the Trust ledttoe attempted takeover of the cemety by

the local Councihowever, following a special meetinghe Trust was exonerateand retained control. The
cemeterycontinued to be reserved for the exclusive use of Hindmarsh residents (ekdbidednearby
Bowden and BromptonParsons 1974:17475). According to Parsofiswas not until 22 November 1926
that the Council took ovelhie running of the sitgalthough Nico(1994:293 records it as the following

year.The administration of the site has remainedder the local council ever since.
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Figure4-1. Hindmarsh cemeterylUpper Section looking wesPhoto by autho).

Address 32 Adam Street, Hindmarsh, 5007, SA

Local Government | City of Charlesturt

Area (LGA)

Administration City of Charles Sturt

Heritage Status Registered as a State heritage place in the SA Heritage Register (State Heritag
ID/Number: 11799/9253) on 28 November 1989 (Hindmarsh Cemetery and
{ S E (i Qoyfegey*

*All heritage informatia in this chapter obtained from th8A Heritage Places Database

Wedged between the river and factorigdindmarsh Cemetery is most visible from its western border

6 KAOK I o0dzia { 2 dniai nosti2sbuihIhorbouBhfate ThedBr&e@cdurse of the River Torrens
embankment progressively widens the southern bordefrthe cemeteryas it heads west, traversed by an

adjacent cycling path, resulting in irregular row lengths. The northern bordeedita is regular and faces
ontoAddamStr€ & | yR (GKS &AdzZNNRdzy RAy3a Fl OU2NAS&EDP ¢KS F2N)E
a rental property)along with toilet facilitiescap the narrow eastern end. The only other building on site is

0KS y2¢ RAAadzZAaSR W5 S, Batwad bistoBcallused t stoydhe dEdd@edn thely p n

coffin whilst awaiting the excavation of the graptt prior to theburial service (Nicdl986:9,74). The

building is used today as a tool shed and a small covered shétteseatinghas been addedt isin the
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Lower section by a crossipathway. With the exception of the open southern side, the site is enclosed by

a chain and pipe fence, with three entry gates of the same material located at the start of the pathways and
nearthe{ S E (i 2 y Q 8n Adath Bifekt IePlacthg earlier wooden picket and concrete fencing (Nicol
1986:10).

e The circled building
is the Care Takers
cottage

e The walkways
divide the sections

e Numbering runs
from Adam Street
to the river (e.g.
Number one will
start at Adam Street
and run down).

e The row letters are
marked on Adam
street end.

Figure4-2. Aerial map of Hindmarsh cemetery:le lines indicaé River TorrengReproduced with permission from
the Cityof Charles Sturt 2019

The site layout consists of three main sections, which running from the west are named Lower, Upper and
Easterndivided from each other by two northouth running pathwaysunning betweerAdam Streetind
the River Taens(Figure4-2). Each row is visibly numbered at the Adam Street end, although these are
white plasticnumbers adhered to kerbingnd some are now missing. Some rows halge be@ numbered
on the riverside & well. Individual plot numberingtpmmences from Adam Stredtut these are not
marked.The nineteenth centurcemeterylayout has beerhangedover time Asearly as the 1880the

site was already running out of burial spaeigh no possibilityof exparsion(Nicol 1986:1% Consequently
originalplantings, paths and seating were removed to free up areas for biniaB72 the Lower section
underwent substantial changevith grave markers in rows & Lremoved, and thesections reconfigured
using concrete beams on lavfNicol 1986:28 Those plots still leased had thgrave markers rerected

on beams and some dhe more historicabut of leaseexampleswere re-erected in other parts of the

cemetery (notably againshée northern boundary fenceHowever many grave markers were damaged
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(and some removed)s part ofthis process and th€ouncil called a stop to works (Nicol 1986: 28,
1994:425426). As a result, the spatial and historical integrity of the Lower seatlesd reliable than the

rest of the site A heritage survey of the site was conducted in 1986 (Ni@86. A communal memorial for
stillborn children buried in unmarked graves is located in the nedktern corner of the Lower sectipn

which althoughundated appearsto be madeof contemporary materials (metal plaque on boulder). The
OSYSUSNE R2Sa y2id KI @SToday, Rt€rfdntg & Rindd&shrRiMBedya a4 SO0 A
available space to existing licensees and cremations (small plaapehere are no current guidelines
concerning grave furniture (City of Charles Sturt 2000)eHindmarsh Cemetery Register of burials 1846

to 1995(three printed volumes compiled in alphabetical order, A to G, H to N and O to Z) are available by
request at tle Hindmarsh Library located at 139 Port Road, Hindmarsh (City of Hindmarsh Woodville 1996).
Each entry contains the date of death, plot number, name of the deceased and age at death. Enquiries

concerning cemetery records post 1995 are made direct to caunci

4.2.2 Walkervillecemetery

In similar circumstances to Hindmarskovernor John Hindmarsh purchased Section 476 alonegstern

River Torrens in May 1838 but quicklydsthe land on to a syndicate fprofit (Scales 1974:2). Like

| AYRYFNBKZ 2| f{SNBAtEtS KIR GKS I R@Iydal Bby2¥ Of 2a8$S
O2 y i NI anvisagel d@sa rucal retreat, with grand homes in spacious grounds for business and
LINEFSaaAz2yl I @&yat S8 F2NYgRIAt AaK aSaidt SNBE | f (K2 d:
Gt o2 dzNR Yy Jcakyfl996:B0F Schlesd v 4A).a meeting held in December 1838, the town was

named after Captain John Walker, R. N., a prominent landowner in ttriedénd public figure. This
middle-to-upper class community made its fortune from minieggdper andgold) and farminggheep and

cattle) and sought to recreate the social life and activities enjoyed by the British upper classes (Mulcahy
1990:109). Thetsong pace of development led to thetablishment ofthe DistrictCouncil of Walkervillen

July 1855.

The Walkerville Wesleyan Cemetésyinthe innereastern suburb of Walkerville, approximately 6.5 km

from the Adelaide CBIFigurel-2 and Figure4-3). The cemetery was opened on th& 8f May 1849

following the transfer of the lath by indenture (Lot 49 in Section 46§ previous yeato the Trustees for

the Wesleyan Methodist Society in the Province of 8dutstralia The original Methodist church had been

built acrosghe road Emith Streetfrom the eventual cemetery site irB44 and has been replaced twice,

with the third andcurrent church built in 1912The first recorded burialvasof Elizabeth Haynes on the

10th of April 1850 (Friends of the Walkerville Wesleyan Cemetery 2011:4; Lewis 1988:92), although earlier
burialsarel y2 g6y F2NJ Ff2y3 GKS SIFAGSNY o02dzyRINBE 05Syiz2y
dated between 1847 and 1849, were found in this area during survey. The Trustees also allowed for the

burial of other denominations at the site.
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Figure4-3. Walkerville cemetery:Western section looking south westRhoto by authoj.

Address 10 Smith Street, Walkerville, 5081, SA

Local Government | The Town of Walkerville
Area (LGA)

Administration AdelaideCemeteries Athority overseen byThe Town of Walkerville

Heritage Status Authorised as a Local heritage place (Local Heritage Nungi#485) on 8th
February 2007 (The extent of the cemetery reserve and includes early configurg

graves and early landsp& quality including stone walls).

After 124 yearof use andust a year after the Walkerville Council had@ased control of its management,
the cemetery was closed; the last burial took place in May 1B7i8r to this decisionhe number of

burials hadsteadly declinel as the available space was usedEpends of the Walkerville Wesleyan
Cemetery P11:28). To this poiri,785interments had occurredLewis 1988:92)hecouncil considered
clearing the site for a park (with the adstones placed against the surrounding walls) but instead, in
conjunction with the National Trust, opted to preserve the site (Scales 1974:194). More retef094

the Council reopened southern cornersection ofthe cemetery adjacent to Gawler Taoe for
cremations A heritage survey and conservation and management plan has been compiled for the site
(McDougall and Vines 2005, 2012).
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The cemetery is bounded by Smith Street to the northeast and the diagonal Gawler terrace to the

southwest. ThesoutB  a G SNy o02dzy RI NBE 2F GKS aAdGS lFodzia {d 'y
and some residential propertieg/hilst the smaller orth western boundary adjoinsesidential properties

only. The site slopes gently from the northwest to the southeast thislhas resulted in the pooling of

rainwater and the growth of mosses on the exposed soil in the north eastern section of the site. Stone walls
run along three sides, with Gawler Terrace bounded by a thick hedge. The freestone fencing dates from

1882 (Levis 1988:91). The main gated entrance is on Smith Street with a wide, straight path running across

the cemetery to the only other entrance/exit on Gawler Terrace. Halfway along this central path a flower
coveredarbour and seats haveeen added. The onltleer building on site is a contemporary rotunda

erected in the new cremation section. Evidence of a brick drainage system and some early landscape
elements remain (McDougall and Vines 2005:148). The rows are no longerarked,or the plots

numbered andthe layout of gravestones does not always align. Some areas no longer contain monuments
although pieces of brickr woodedging andmounded earth suggst grave plotsTwo thirdsof the

intermentswere children with400 of theseaged less than one yeffriends of the Walkerille Wesleyan

Cemetery 2011:3), f 6 K2dzZAK (G KSNB A a vy ZurieBi ey &rBnoQudeline NBy Qa &
regarding the use of grave furniture although Council seeks to preserve the historic appearance of the site,

and is inthe process of reviewing managemegractices(Scott Reardon pers. comm. 2021).

Figure4-4. HistoricPlaque Walkerville cemetery Photo by autho).

Overleaf- Figure4-5. Aerial view of Walkervillecemetery Reproduced with permission frorthe Town of
Walkerville 2019.
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TOWN OF

TOWN OF WALKERVILLE
WESLEYAN CEMETERY

WALKERVILLE

Legend

Legend REF: A15241DR1.1
Cemetery Plots %

Ll Known Interment TMPORTANT NOTE: This plan was prepared for

| Unknown Interment Town of Walkerville for the purpose of mapping

[""1 Archaeometry Multiple Indistinguishable Interments T o s o iy b

used for this purpose.

Prior to this plan being used for any demolition,
‘excavation or construction on the site, the relevant
author

ity should be contacted for passible location Aesial imagery shown o this plan & a combination
of further underground services and detailed supplied by Aerometrex (captured September 2015)
locations of all services. and Archaeometry (captured Febuary 2016)
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4.2.3 Cheltenhamcemetery

Sectiord19was originally owned by John Denman, who named it Cheltenham after his home town in
Gloucestershire, UK (Marsden 1977:20).Cheltenhamsiageyed in 1849 and subdividdtbwever its
location between the city anthe Port meant it was slower to develdpan areas at either end of the Port
Road such as Hindmarstalthough the perception of good farmland in the adjoining Woodville district did
attract the interest of the colonial gentfACA 2018:8Geyer and Donovan 199643 Parsons 1974:43n
1853 the area remained distinctly rural in character and was described as containing 14-avatitiaub

huts situatednearthe Port Roado better facilitate the transport of people angbods(Marsden 1977:20).
The advent of the railwalgetween the city and Poiit 1856 waof little help, as no station was allocated

for the area (Eland 2005:7).

Cheltenham retained its predominantly ruiclaracter until access to the area wiasproved with the

addition of Cheltenham Railway Station to the existing Port trainitird895 in part to transport horseto

the newly establishe@€heltenham Racecoursearby(Geyer and Donovan 1996:2Q)to the twentieth
century, the development and ready availability of the private car opened up suburbs like Cheltenham to
an increasén population, exemplified by the establishment of the large Holden car body manufacturing

plant at nearby Woodville in 192&land 2005:7; Gey and Donovan 1995; 1415).

Postwar immigrationpatterns sawan increase ithe establishment oRoman Cathad and Orthodox
congregations andhurchesn the area with the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of thily Trinity built in
Cheltenhamin 1953 (Geyer and Donovan 1996:3&houghwedged between the Port and Woodville
districts, Cheltenham has historicallyeitified more strongly with the portside suburbs to its noslest

and theworkingclassethos of the Port area.

The Cheltenham Cemeteiyin! R S f lotd-Beltérn suburls, within 4 kmof the Port of Adelaide and
11km from the CBD via the Port Ro@igurel-2 andFigure4-6).5 S & LJA (i S iriitiél SlowlpdpiBaltion &
growth, theclosure of the narby Alberton Cemetery in 187dxcept forexisting leasefNild 2008:49)saw

the need for a larger burial groun@his led to a campaign ftre creation ofa new cemetery to serve the
needs of the Port Adelaide area. Given the unsiiiitsof land on the Le Fevre Peninsula (comprising a
large section of the Port proper) an area between Alberton and Woodville and close to the Port road was
suggestedExpres and Telegraph, 2 Octob&8742). Cheltenham cemetery was subsequently esthbtis

by the Port Adelaide Cowil in 1876 (Marsden 1977:56).
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Figure4-6. Cheltenham cemetery looking westRhoto by authoi.

Address High Street and Port Road, Cheltenham, 5014, SA
Local City of Charles Sturt

Government Areg

(LGA)

Administration Adelaide Cemeteries Authority (ACA)

Heritage Status | The cemetery as a whole does not have heritage status; however, the gravesite g
Japanese Naval Cadet Yoshikuma Kawakami was registered as a State hedtage
the SA Heritage Register (State Heritage ID/Number: 14287/9252) Marth 1993
and a further 14 individual gravesites (encompassing all material gravesite feature
were authorised as Local heritage places (Local Heritage NumBeégsl9, 26220,
20803, 20804, 20805, 20806, 20807, 20808, 20863, 20864, 20865, 20866, 20867
20868, ) on 15th May 2014.

The first burial at Cheltenham was Hannah Wheatley Mussared from the Le Fevre Peninsula on the 27th of
July 1876. As the population of the districtieased, the demand for burial space saw the cemetery

expand in 1937 but waswasfull again by the 1950s and the site fell into a period of neglect. These

ongoing space issues led to Cheltenham becoming the first cemetery in Australia to introduimy afpol

reusing expired grave plots, in conjunction with state legislation, wherEnfield General Trust took over
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the running of the cemetery in 1987. Administration of the site was transferred to the Adelaide Cemeteries
Authority (ACA) in 2002. The-useof existing sites at Cheltenham in 2018 constituted 40% (ACA 2018:9)
although this practice remains a concern for both familial and cultural heritage reasons (The Advertiser, 23
November 2019:14.7).

Cheltenham cemetery is bounded by Port Road, Higte§tWoodstock Street, Cheltenham Parade and
Chippenham Streef{gure4-7). The surrounding area is predominantly residergiaept forsome

industrial buildings in the south eastern corner. The site is 14.57 hectares in size and essentially rectangular
in shape, bisected by four bitumen driveways which can only be entered from High Street and which run
across the site to the Chippenhartre®t boundary. The site contains 31,494 burial sites (total burials

66,234) and 2,547 cremation memorial sites (6,055 interred cremations, ACA 2018:11). The only buildings
on site are the maintenance workshop in the south west corner and a toilet. Thetegnis quite exposed

for the visitor with no permanent shelter. A rotunda once existed in zones D and E, the foundations of

which were still visible in 2004 befobeingremoved to make way for new burial sites (Gibson 2004).

Temporary shelters are erasd for services.

From an archaeological perspectigeyerad SOG A2y a I NB KSIF @gAf & RA&GdzZND SR
re-use that results in the removal of the original grave marker and any plot details. Some grave markers,
assessed as having heggsignificance, have been left in situ in these reused sections. A modern

YIdza2f Sdzy Aa LI YyYySR T2N I amhoAdveRisérl®PDEceribiér30113)Y S SN
¢tKS OSYSUSNE R2Sa y2i KIGgielines reg@dingravéRark@Kahd gRadelS y Qa &
furniture are enforced by the ACA and perishable, damaged or prohibited grave furniture is cleared from

plots on a monthly basis (ACA 2018:40, undated; Lisa Clarke pers. commTh@2Rurial Register for

Cheltenham cemetery isamtained by the ACA and is available online. Each record contains the
RSOSIFaSRQa ylYSE RIGS 2F O0ANILIK FyR RSFGKEZ RFEGS 27

424 { G WdzRS Q®Brighy S (i § NB

Like much of early Adelaide, Brighton was opened with land grants selected at a meeting held in March
1839.With its distance from Adelaide, the area was initially rural in nature (Branson 1%t&&uitedto

growing wheatbarley and running cattlelhearea also provided work for labourers, not just in agriculture
but alsofor the construction of the township (established by 1844) and the levelling of the coastal sand hills
to build roads and other infrastructure. In 1853 the District Council of BrigiMas established, and the

area was laidut in three sectionas Old, Middle, and & Brighton (Taylor 1958:16).

As the Brighton area became more established, its coastal location and modified beach front saw it

RSAONAGSR a4 GKS Zwd OmPdbyY 2FA GKSH § 2N @EAYE NBAARS

upper classes to its coastal lifestyle. This saw the purchase of large allotments and the construction of

INF YR K2dzaSaz O2YYSyOAy3d gAGK aiOKl St tha@iGdudedi NE (2 y
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its grounds a private family burial ground and vault. For some wealthy families, these propertied as
ddzYYSNJ K2dzaSa 2yfeés |yR adNBAGAy3I SEIlFYLESa tA1S v
O200F3Sad ¢ KSeasideFesbisiadug and theXeVveual introduction of a railway to the city

(the current line dates from 1913) has seen this originally senal township, and lateouter suburban

area of Adelaide, develop something of a mixed class demographicughtibe areas nearest the beach

have always retainedaealthiercharacter in comparison to those west of the Brighton road.

Figure4-7. Aerial view of Cheltenham cemetery:Usveyed area outlined in reqReproduced with permission from
the Adelaide Cemeteries Authority 2019

{ & WdzRS Q& in/ B¥iSlibieNSpMiavesternarea onekm from Brighton Beach and
approximately 16 km from the CBD by rq&igurel-2 and Figure4-8). In 1854 having decided on the
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establishment of the Church of St Jude to provide for the Episcodalihrin the areathe Trustees

negotiated the transfer ofhree- and threequarteracres of land from the landowner for a cost of

£187/10/0 (Andison 1985:xi). Subsequentiye to financial pressures, what was considered surplud ¢dn
three acres wasold by the Trustees to William Voules Browhe landlord of the local taverfior use as a
public cemetery (although privately owndéyg Brown), complete with a right of way to allow access through
the church groundsAndison 1985:3; Branson 1975;aybr 1958:33. The foundation stone of the

Church was laid on the 16th of December 1854 and the Church opened ofi dieApril 1855; however,
burials had already commenced. Stillborn and unbaptised infants were also interred, officiated by Voules
Brown (Hblt 1991:63).0n the 2% of July 1872he southeastquarter of the cemeteryvas handed to the
diocese by VouleBrown and consecrated by Bishop Short to form the Church of England section (Andison
1985: xi), although the distribution angimgout of the graves remained with the Brown family. On the

28th of June 1923 the administration of the cemetery was transferred by agreement with the Brown family

G2 GKS ¢NMH¥za(iSSa 2F {G WdzRSQa / KdzZNOK ®

Figure4-8.StJR S Qa O :SangalrBadiaylooking west Photo by authoy.

In 1941 an additional one and a half acres was added tadhéhern side of the CemeterZonsecration of
the WA. A. West Memorial Wall (Columbarium) took place in 1963, the wall formiwgsternboundary
either side of the front entrare. Qvnership of the site was relinquishéxy the Trustees to the Diocese of
Adelaide (Church of Englarnid)1974 and in 1982, by Act of Parliam@&mighton City Council took over the
running of thecemetery(Andison 198%4). Athough{ i WdzR Sl&dted in éhe @itg af Holdfast Bay, its
day-to-day administration falls under the Adelaide Cemeteries Authority (ACA)
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Address 444 Brighton Road, Brighton, 5048, SA

Local Government Area | City of HoldfastBay

(LGA)
Administration Adelaide Cemeteries Authority (ACAYerseen by the City of Holdfast Bay
Heritage Status Registered as a State heritage place in the SA Heritage Register (State Herit

ID/Number: 14461/4384) on 4th March 1993.

TheSY G NI yOS (2 { (welvdzR&EIOM Bobtah3oadSaNdbschedl by the ChurchThe

site is bordered by the Brighton primary school and oval to its north and residential properties to the east
'yR a2dzi K® {0 WdzRS Qai yOKadzNING | 2Ry I NI QRS Ri S'RE 20yd3h £ URK ¢
boundary.The site isectangular and elongateitt shape(Figure 410), except forthe later southern

addition,and issplit centrally by a sealed road that ruinem the western entrance througto the eastern

end of the cemeteryThere areno buildings withirthe cemetery groundsACA guidelines regarding grave

furniture are applied to St Judes (ACA undatédK SNB A a y2 RSTATASORGINGAIKA f RNBY Q:
hardcopy of the BuridRegistetis held by the City of Holdfast Bay. Microfiche copies are available at the

/I AGe 2F 12t RFFA0G . 1@ [AONINB® 91 OK NBO2NR O2yil Ay
whom the ceremony was performed and the grave plot location and site eurithe ACA is currently

workingwith the City of Holdfast Bay to provide a public platform for access to the burial records at a

future date (Matthew Adampers.comm. 2020).

Figure4-9.{ i WdzR S Q p&iél ¥issiorShéveen dld and new sections (Photo by author)
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425 ¢KS / KAf RNBYyQa DIFNRSYZ 9yFASER aSY2NRIFE t I NJ
Unlike the other cemeteries investigatetthe Enfield Memorial Park was established in the-tientieth

century under state auspices, and therefore does not reflect the immed@tenwunity and its

demographics. However, tHastoricalorigins of the Enfield area did affect the future location of the
cemetery in relation to the availability of land. During the early colonisation of Adelaide, the areas north of
the River Torrens weress pular for take up, beingerceived as either dryer or boggier than other parts

of the colony (Lewis 1985:11). As a result, the land was placed on the open market, rather than allotted,
which broadened the purchasing opportunity for larger acreageanty persons who could raise the money
required. Charles French Folland purchased 80 acres in 1848 to clear for farming and 100 years later the
{GFGS F20SNYYSyiGs t221Ay3 (2 SadlroftAiak | fFNAS:

purchase part of this estate for the site of the new cemetery.

Figure4-11. The/ KA f RNBYy Q& MdmNdRIPsrZLooRing WasSibrR perinatal section Photo by autho).

Address Browning StreetClearview, 5085, S/

Local Government Area (LG City of Port Adelaide Enfield

Administration Adelaide Cemeteries Authority (ACA

Heritage Status None
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With the establishment in 1938 of a large general cemetety RSt | A RS Qa aEezedidINy & dzo d
Park)in a joint venture between the Mitcham anchlgy councilsNicol 1994:25296), the South

Australian government recognised the need for a similar facility for the northern part of the city and passed

the Enfield General Cemetery Act 19%H4is legislation allowed for the creation of the Enfield General

Cemetery Trust to oversee the creation and running of the new cemetery. The cemetery opened in 1947

with the first burial undertaken on the™of March (Nicol: 1997:66). The cemetery wasily influenced

by the idea of the lawn cemeteriicol 1997: 52 whose uniformlandscape and grave marketsrked

F3FAYyald GKS NBFESOGA2y 2F Oftladaa aidlddade 'a RSaONR
lawn identifies familysga Ay GKS 9y FASt R OSYS{iSNRé¢O®

Due to financial struggles, the trust entered a pulplitvate partnership with the Evergreen Memorial Park

Ltd in 1962 (with the cemetery renamed accordingly). As part of the new business plan a crematorium was
built and opene in 1969. The collapse of Evergreen in 1971 resulted in state government intervention

prop up and adminiglr the site. Today the renamed Enfield Memorial Park is run by the Adelaide

Cemeteries Authority (ACAho hastheir offices there

Figure4-12. CremationWallt £ I lj dzSax OF ad ANRY 2y &aid2ySs GKS / KAfRNByYyQ
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Figure4-13. Aerial map of Enfield Memorial Park/ K A f R hideyf iQeitifidd by blue arrow Reproduced with permission frorthe Adelaide Cemeteries Authority 2039




Enfield Memorial Park is in treuter-northern suburb of Clearview (adjacent to Eidjeapproximately

10.5 km from the Adelaide CEBigurel-2 and Figure4-13). An early photo of the area now occupied by

GKS / KAf RNBSYy Q& DI NioSsirubbekyZNical 1997:70) APiaksdai drfthih fedture on

this spot washever realised (see illustrations Nicol 1997:132,-148). Retaining its circular shape due to

the road layoui(Figure4-11andFigure4-13),i KA & | NBI ¢+ a RS@OSft 2 LISH86e/ (G2 |

address changing needs in the interment of stillbona @erinatal childrer{fkym. Liebig perscomm.2019.

ACA guidelines determirthe acceptability of grave markers and grave furniture (ACA 2018a:34, undated).
Perishable, damageahd prohibited grave furniture iseared on a monthly basigjith the exception of the

| KA f Radey géSedion 8.5)The Burial Register for Enfield Memorial Park is maintained by the ACA
FYR Aa F@FLAfFofS 2ytAySod 91 OK NBO2NR O2yilAya (KS

graveplot location aml site number.

4.3 Conclusion

The cemeteries described in this chapter illustrate the diversity of the memorialisation landscape as it was
established in the colonial period of South Australia. Both the emergent idea of the secular (as opposed to
religiously)un cemetery, whethemunicipal or private, and the more traditional church graveyard appear

Ay GKAA &l YL Sod 2Ff1SNBAtES yR { (i WdzRSQa 020K NB
their Wesleyan and Anglican connectioaadin the moreopen religious environment of the new colony
YSAGKSNI SygAaal3aSR Iy SEOtdAABS RSYy2YAyYyl GA2y It 06 daN
Brownwad f A1 Sfe& (GKS adl dSQa ¥FA NBniinuihgdhnddtiahStd SdrRNSIYE OS Y S
church next doorHindmarsh and later, Cheltenham reflected the pragmatic need for a suitable burial

ground, both utilitarian in inspiration, as the then towns (now suburbs) developed. Some families though
sought to tap into the zeitgeist of the niteenth century Victorian cemetery by erecting expensive and

ANF YR 3INI OS YINJISNE YR dziAf Al Ay3a fFNBS LX20G aLl o
grandiose cemetery, West Terrades in other parts of Australia, the ideal of the Victoriameterywas

acknowledged but not always met (Murray 2@020030.

To differing degrees all four gener@meterysites continued to be used into the twentieth century.
Hindmarsh and Walkerville, constrained by their relatively small footprints, becaitrenfliceased
operations for a time, although cremation interments have now returned to both. Cheltenham and St
WdzZRSQa KIF @S O2yliAydzSR G2 2LISNFriGSs gAGK GKS F2N)¥YSN
program of grave reclamation and reburiahd more recently the establishment of a gated area. The
youngest of the five sites, Enfield Memorial Park reflects its twentieth century creation, and retains
something of a commercial nature, despite now being under a board of directors appointed Statiee
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Government. It continues to reflect the idea of the lawn cemetery and something of the garden cemetery

Fa ¢Sttt gAGK AGA fFyRAOIFILISR LIXFyGdAy3Iae LGa / KAER
continue to evolve in accordance witbal perceptions of both child identity and childhood. Enfield and
Cheltenham, as larger sites also have a greater capacity to accommodate a more culturally diverse

landscapeeflective of demographic changes in the Australian population over.time

Thesefive cemeteries taken together formrapresentative samplef how families (and society) have

coped with and responded to child death in the South Australian context over the last 180 years. The
material culture created from this traumatic event awaitsimshese landscapes as do the inscribed and
symbolised thoughts and feelings of pareritanilies,and communities. In the next chapter the methods

used to identify and analyse this archaeological record are explained and discussed.
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CHAPTER 5
ARCHAEOLOGIOAETHODS

5.1 Introduction

The archaeologidaecording methods used at tifeve cemetery sites attempted to record as many aspects
of the grave marker and plot as possible. The usefulness or otherwise of individual variables was later
determined during analysi®revious guides to cemetery recording were consulted (Goffinet 2013; Jones
1979; Mytum 2002), as well as drawing on past experience from my own and other projects. Statistical
guidance was also accessed (Kalinowski and Fidler 2010), particularly astbsethes context of an

archaeological approach (Baxter 2003; Drennan 1996).

5.2 Sample criteria

As the literature review suggested significant historical changes in the conceptualisation of children had
coalesced intaview of the ideathild and childhoodby the nineteenth centuy, this period was chosen as
the starting point to examine how such views were expressed through memorialisation to the piasent.
order to address the research questigisectionl.2), the following conditions needed to be satisfied in the

selection of cemeteries:

9 A suitable chronological spread, encompassing both the nineteenth, twentieth andte@rhyy
first centuries.

1 An appropriate numbeof grave markers and grave plots to allow for a statistically viable
population sample and the application of both descriptive and inferential statistical methods.

1 The selection of more than one cemetery to allow for potentaiations inmemorialisation by
historicallydifferent socieeconomicpopulations

1 Inclusion of a childpecific burial space (e.g. a chadly cemetery).

5.3 Site Selection

Firstly, an urban location was preferred in order to contrast with previous barsg¢dresearch on

chidrey Qa 3INI @Sa& Ay { 2dziK ! dzi ( NthefcdmbarisbrbofrasyilS betweenthg 0 @ ¢
two studies. Secondly, it was decided to focus upon one urban régiensure acoherent and

manageable researgbopulationrather than mixing samples from different regions, states and territories

The Adelaide greater metropolitan area (87Gknwith a population of 1.33 million, was chosen as it

contained a suitable selection of cemeteries of sufficient time span give®thdl @ Q&4 F2dzy Rl A2 Y
1836. Thirdly, the socieconomic diversity of the historical urb@ommunitiesestablished in colonial

times (Holt 1991: xi, Mulcahy 1990: 1089; Nicol 1986:3, Riddle 1986:2; Whitelock 1977:181) provided

75



opportunities to contrat child memorialisation bgtatus andclass, both within the cemetery and between
OSYSUiUSNASad alye 2F (2RI &Qa 2f RS&tiNubswredaNbes &6 SNBE 2 N
expanding city and have retained an associated class identity based ohitlteric economic and social

origins Of couse, choosing such locations dot guarantee that every burial at that site is subject to, or

reflective of, the dominant socieconomic identityassociated with that argaor that such class influences

always nanifest through the memorialisation proceg obvious wayséeSection5.8.2.

A desktop review of all extant Adelaide metropolitan cemeteries was undertakerg ahdrt list drawn up

against the selection criteria. Site visits were then undertaken to determine the approximate population

size of each site. As the research plan required comparison of data from more than oneeitegntwith

seekinga large enogh sample for statistical analysis, it was decided to selectiaditionally working

OfFaa t20FdA2ya yR (G2 YARRES (2 dzLJIJSNJ Oflaa t20
more limited, as they mostly only occur within larger twieth centurycemeteries, and ara the

Australian context, relatively recent additions. The five sites chdkeir historical backgrounds argpatial

layouts are presented iI@HAPTER(de alsd-igurel-2 for a map of their locations in Adelaide

5.4 Preliminary planning

Although all the cerateries to be surveyed wengubliclyaccessible, the responsible cemetery authorities

were contacted, both as a courtesy, and to obtain maps of the sites if available (these are reproduced in
CHAPTERVM® | 26 SOSNE 3IAPSY (GKS aSyardagrie 2F GKS [ KAf
visit, liaison was undertaken with theCAto explain the purpose of the fieldwork, intended methods and

to obtain the necess& photographic consent.

The purely archaeological and historical focus of the research meant that ethics approval was not required

from the University.

5.5 Cemetery recording

Each cemetery was surveyed by a team of between one and five volunteers (moségtsjushder the
supervision of the author and in accordance with Flinders University volunteer and fieldwork guidedines.
assist the standardisation of field recording and to reduce the chances of information being missed, a
Cemetery Recording Form wased for each grav@AppendixA). Thiswasa modified version of the

recording form first developed for cemetery surveysbyke and Smith (2004:3%0Tick box lists were

used to standardise the recording of all variables wherever possible. Each recorder was required to fill out
all criteria listed on the form and to write any additional details on its blank reverssit®ohecking of the
forms wasprovided by the author to address any issues of interpretation or uncertainty arising and to

ensure quality assurance of the fieldwork survey. Recording focused on the entire grave plot rather than

76



just the grave marker. This meant that all associated mateulture, such as fencing, borders and grave

furniture, were included, in accoahcewith the detailed approach promoted kjones (1979) anlllytum
(2002:79136).0On commencing the recording form, volunteers wrote down the site name, their name, date

of recording and the main family name of the deceased. A grave reference code was given to the first
recording of the session and the sequence was then followed. If available this used on site information such

as row numbers, if not an invented sequencewas SR> T2 NJ SEF YL S Ww9WochoQ NBL

Row J, 398 grave marker and plot recorded.

Any grave plot with a grave marker inscribed with the death of an individual aged from 0 to 20 years of age,
including cases where the child died prioriioth, was pin flagged for recording. Age was calculated either
directly from the expressed years and months inscribed against an individual, the use of age specific terms
ddzOK a WalAttoz2NYyQ 2N WAYTI yiQHeath dbtes €his procésk wad dzt | {
double checked, as it was not unusual to miss some instances due to a misreading of the inscription or
obscured readability due to the angle of the sun. The rationale for this age range is discussed inLSection

Such grave markers could denote an individual child only, a group of children or children included with

adults on a family grave markeAs such, the survey method was orientewards collecting a judgemental

sample, driven by the research questions, rather than a random sample.

5.6 Terminology used for grave marker styles

The list for grave marker foreconsisted of: tablet, horizontal slab, block, obelisk/pillar, statue/sculpture,
ONRP&as LA FI1jdzSE O2YOoAYylF A2y I yNBw SBRHV&E NEW NatiodaS R 2y
¢CNXzA G 2F ! dza G NI £ A ly Qanse®atoin R2800:A20P6) A hisguaddldas naeSivabablé to
volunteers to help them achieve a consistent approach to recording. As this document has a primarily
nineteenth century focus, some twentieth century styles are not covered. The existing terminology was
adapted to describ@nd include these styles, with referentethe monument types used by Mytum
(2002103122).

Due to the high number of differing tablets styles, in comparison to other grave marker forms, they were

grouped into fourcategoriedhased on style similaritider analysis as follows,

1 Group 1:Rectangular or square, rectangular with shoulders, rectangular with wave, semicircular,
semicircular with shoulders, semicircular with cut away shoulders, semicircular with acroteria

1 Group 2:Gothic, gothic with acroteriggothic with shouldersgabled, gabled with shoulders,
gabled with peaked shoulders, pedimented

1 Group 3:Cambered, cambered with shoulders, cambered with cut away shoulders,

anthropomorphic, ogee, double, stylised double
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1 Group 4:Diamond, angular with curyeross surmount with shoulders, scroll, heart shaped, rustic,

stepped

This was not needefibr the other categories. A detailed illustration of grave marker forms and styles is

presented inAppendixB.

5.6.1 Recording of the grave marker and grave plot

Thespatial elements of each grave marker and plot were recorded as follows. First the physical location of
the grave plot was recorded using a handheld Global Positioning System unitG@ms8n GPSmap 62),

taking a numbered waypoint using geodetic datunDf394). This waypoint (eastings and northings) was
then recorded on both the recording form and GPS Log form. Although providin&m accuracy, this

was sufficienfor relocating graves for any additional recording needs. The context of the gravegdot w
recorded in relation to its facial orientation (i.e. the direction in which the inscribed surface gfale

marker faced) by cardinal points using a handheld compass. Where this was problematic, e.g. for grave
markers with more than one face, thendhmain inscription was identified, and this face was recorded as

the primary orientation

For grave markers thillowing physical dimensions were measured usingnaefre tape: grave marker

height, depth, and width; plinth height and depth (if applicaptejal monument height (grave marker plus
plinth); and fence or border heightor angled grave markers (usually plaque forms &t 45e in situ

height and depth was useab the primaryneasurement fospatial analysigfor completenesshe actual

spatial height and depth of the objeett 90° was also recordedplot types were classified from the grave
marker inscriptions as follows: individual (a single burial), double (the burial of two people) and group (the
burial of more than two). The total numbef grave markersand intermentsper plotwere also recorded

based on the inscriptisand a list of burials by name and date of death compiled. Any associations
between plots, such as members of the same famityhe same or adjacent row, wermted. Sex was
RSGUSNN¥AYSR o0& (GKS OKAfRQa ylIYST FlLYAEAFLE GAGES 2N
RSGSNX¥AYSR Wdzy1y26y &4SEQ 61 a NBO2NRSRO®

5.6.2 Grave marker layout

The terminology used to describe features on the grave marker is illustratédune5-1. Motifs represent

any visualmagery added to the marker (Figure5-1 a wreath with ivy). Remembrance introductions

(Mytum 2004:8881)4 dzOK a4 WLY [2@Ay3 aSYz2NE 2 Figscrigtionihich 02 Y Y
foomsi KS RSOSI a SR Thisdadile yhard up Sflalhumber i idscription stylegh additional

lines added to the grave marker as further burials occur, with these multiple inscriptional events adding to

the biographical social life of the material culture (Mytum 208de Sectio®.1.]). Figure5-1luses both

SY2(A08 Go0Sf205RE | YR WESEdAEEA 28NN TOENI AGHBitidFatEN I ANDYGN
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items added to the grave plot, either portable or fixedFigure5-1 this includes an inscribed marble

double vas.

5.6.3 Inscription and motif

The complete inscription on each grave marker was recorded verbatim and laid out on the form as on the
Y2ydzYSyidz gAiGK GKS fSGGSNAy3 adeftsS o0SyaNl dSRx Sy13
noted. The form asked number of questions of the inscription that the recorder needed to interpret. The
style of language was split into four categories: emotive, factual, biographical, or religious. Factual
expression was confined to instances where a grave marker hadhenigientity of the deceased and the

date of death (and sometimes birth), but no other text. The other three styles provide additional text about
emotional relationships between the living and the deceadskeélir religious belie$ and additional

biographical details. Of these latter three styles, more than one could be used on the same grave marker to
express different sentiment$-igure5-1), inwhich case more than one tick was needed. Also recorded was
the grammatical person and from a reading of the text an assumption of authorship (parent/s, spouse or
friend/other). In most cases parents or a surviving sparsdlikelyto have chosen the imsiption, but

where the parents had already died, another family member or friend would have undertaken thisisask

of interestto recordwas the ordering of individuals by family patriarch, order of death, family position or
unrelated to others (usualldenoting a childonly grave marker)This was also helpful in dating the grave
marker §eeSections.6.5. Such choices on family grave markers speak to issusxciland familial

status and araliscussedn Section9.1.1

Finally, different categories of key wording were also noted when present. These were remembrance
AYGNRRdAzOGA2Yy A OW{IlI ONBR (2 G(GKS YSY2NE 2FQ YR WLY
religious, reunion/re-dzy’ A 4 SRT S dzLJK S YS\&lvAay FkeaNd RSUIAIYKI DWW LIF a8 SR |
WWISNE2YFf AASRQ YR W2G0KSNID ¥F2NJ ¢ neeRel i6 Be spekified ony 3 2 d:
the form). Motifs (recurring images and designg)present, were similarly configured for easy recording

The main recurring categories of motif were listed on the recording form (e.g. religious: angel, dove, cross,
figure, lamb and anchor, funerary: wreath, hands, ribbon, book and pillar/urn, and floral: (flowers, tree, ivy
FYR 20KSNJ T2t RF ISR DA RSRAYVY HRIGKSWI F2NJ Y2O0ATFa 2dzia
was recorded using the following categories: vase, flowers, toys, photos/pictures, statues/dolls, plantings,
aKSffta FYyR W2UKSNR® ! RAAGAYOFXK 2w SANESE YIRS KBS Fe N

suggested current grave visitation.

The form provided an option to note the denomination of the child or family, although denomination was

not necessarily always readily visible, as the same inscriptions and motifsbeousetd by different groups
(seeSection5.8.)® ! & I NBadzZ (3 Wdzy| y Selegfed opsion.FinaflygeS Y2adG 02 Y
monumental masonentity if present maeriallywas added to the form. This usuailiwolveda name and
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sometimes a work addressscribednear the base of thgravemarkeror2 y | SNDOA Y 3 2mWJI | LI |
Herring. W. Terrace & Vic &élowever ultimately, further dtailed examination of thesidentities did not

form part of this studyas explained in Sectidn8.4

Finally, each grave marker was photographed to archaeological standard with identifgiteglqmard

(showing the plot reference for the grave marker as on the recording form), scale (eitherradtw® range

pole or minirod) and north arrow, using a Nikon D60 camera. The photograph numbers were written onto

both the recording form and a sepate photo log form. All photographs were subsequently stored in

labelled electronic folder<C dzNJi K SNJ NB &S+ NOK AyiG2 02y GSYLR2NI NE OK2
was undertaken by viewing commercial cemetery catalogues online and by contactiA@#heoncerning

GKSANI LINPOS&aa YR &adzldLX ASNJ F2NJ 6KS / KAf RNByQa DI N

Motif

Remembrance
Inscription introduction
(epitaph)

Grave furniture

Figure5-1. Example of grave marker layout showimgotif, remembrance introduction, inscriptior(epitaph) and
grave furniture: Gothic tablet with shoulders, marble, c. 1916jidimarsh cemetery facing wesPhoto by autho).
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5.6.4 Extent of fieldwork
A total of 2,128 grave markers froyl04grave plots wereecorded.] A Y RYF NA KX 2 I f 1 SNIJAf f

were surveyed in their entiretyécordingall gravestones with a persamommemorated ageérom 0 to 20

year9. However, Cheltenham kaxperienced significant alteration to its landscapesr timedue to the

reclamation of some sections for new buriakssulting inthe widespread removal of original grave markers

from those areas (Nicol 1994:4226). This faatequired additional methodological refinement. Following

an onfoot examination of the ite, a suitably large anéhtact areawas identified for survethat appeared

from inspection to provide suitablechronological rangeThis area comprise8lections BX, CX, FX and GX

(Rows 5to 42Figured-7).! & 9y FASE RE 2yfé& (GKS OKAftR aLISOAFTFAO &as

5.6.5 Determining the primary burial andlecadeof grave marker erection

A circa (c.) primary date of erection for eagtave marker wasalculated by determining the primary

individual or individuals for whom the monument appears to have been erected. This was done by an

analysis of the inscription layout and ordering of individuals and burial dates, as well as graveforarker
andstyle. Forgrave markers commemorating ofredividual thiswas usually straightforward. Howevdoy
gravemarkers commemoratingiore than one individuadnd where dates were not listed in order of

death,the primary burialvasusually inferred from tht individual@ positon on the grave marketle first
namelistedyp ! y& AYAaONARLIIA2Yya gAGK2dzi RFGSa ¢SNB LI I OSR

could not reliably be placed chronologically.

For grave markers with multiple faces (such as pillars and obeliskgrimary burial wasisuallyinscribed

on the side facing to the front of the grave plot. This orientation is usually clear when the plot has a fence

or border, but if such demarcationlwd 6 ASy 4 GKS FTNRyYyd FFOS 461 & RSGSN
alignment with other adjacent plots or fgllowingthe textual ordering styles mentioned in the previous

section, as well as text size atie amount of wording. Using this approach, themary burial was not

always the individual with the earliest death date.

Other reasons for dating grave markers later than the flesith dateincludethe possibility of the
replacement of earlier, woodegravemarkers by more permanent stone monumerds the opportunity
arose (Mytum 2004:18050metimes the original stone grave marker has been replaced (rather than
restored) by descendants, an action apparent dughchronologicallyinconsistentform or style ofthe
monument when compared tthe death datesinscribed, and in relation to the surrounding grave markers
In the case of some children théater inclusion oranewly erectedfamily grave markeoccurredeven
though they hadalready beermemorialisecearlier with a smaller, individual gravnarker(Baxter

2013:109, 2015:10)
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Identified primary dates were then grouped by decade i.e. a primary date of 1876 was given a primary
decade code identifier of 1870 to 1879. Grouping the grave markers by primary decade allowed for trends
across the ente chronology to be more easily examined and presented using figlinesalso accounted

for the likelihood that some grave markers were erected at a l@ad sometimes earliedate than the

first death date listed. Mytum (2014:26) has commented tinehe absence of an exact erection date, that
RFGAY3I I ANF DS YIFENJSNI G2 S6AGKAY | RSOFRS 2F GKS f

NE f A &nd thiSdproachwas also applicable in cases where only one individual was inscribed.

5.7 Databaseentry and analysis

Database software was chosen in consultation with the University statistician. The program chosen was
Statistical Package for the Social Sciences version 25 (SPSS, IBM Corp 2017). The desired categorical
variables as set out on the CRR&manually created in the database using the SPSS variable view page.

Data entry for this research used nominal, scale and ordinal measyE3ofmack and Salcedo 201555

The majority of variables entered were nominal, for example, the variable lab€lIRBNI @S Y I NJ SNJ T3
had 11 nominal values, with each value representing a type of grave marker (1=Tablet, 2=Horizontal Slab
etc.). Others simply indicated presence or absence, with 0=No and 1=Yes. Scale variables were actual
measurements (such as heightdepth) and entered as suc®nly three ordinal measures were used:

Grave plot reference number, GPS waypoint and photograph nurilydy. nominal and scale variables

formed part of the data analysis, with the ordinal values acting as site anitplttifiers, tying the results

to their spatial and temporal coordinates.

The eleven scale measures consisted of the date of recording, primary grave marker date, grave marker
measurements antlorder height. The remaining 2@@®minal measures covered chraliogy, plot types,

sex, age, demographics, grave marker inscriptions, grave marker motifs and grave fummitiatly. the

data base variables reflected the categories and labels from the CRF. However, it soon became apparent

that further variable categoes were needed to identify the most frequently occurring categories
LINSGA2dzaf @ f dzYLISR (23S0 KSN RdzM&A vadabléivied sced ORI RRA y I L.
potentially useablevariables per entryof course not all were applicable for&aplot) All informaton

recordedwas entered manually into the Data entry screen.

5.7.1 Nominal categories

Due to the large number of nominehtegoricalvariables for grave marker inscriptions, motifs and grave
furniture, thematic groupings were developedaoder the data foranalysis Within each categorthose
terms or motifs of a similar typeere placed together intgub-categories This was particularly usefibr
inscriptions where different combinations of the samesimilarwords were often used, foexample the

RSOSIaSR 02dzx R 0 SYWRIBEMERY S RW SARNITHEVEELIE MESHeQiBds2®@ S R Q «
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& WRS I NIX, h M awaR/sidkdy arg ghapdd together An explanation of these categories

follows.

5.7.2 Inscription styles

Inscriptions were divided into seven categories: emotive, familial, temporal, personal, biographical,

religious and mortality references. The capacity for overlap between these groupings is acknowiestged.
SEFYLX ST +y SY2(A2yDEyadaét 8ZAWSRINRElI 0BF ¥OBRNE &
0 St 2 @ SHoweve?, ga@ioccurrence was coded under its particular catdganS @ W5 S+ NI & 0 S
SY2G4A2ytLf YR Waz2yQ dzyRSNJ FF YAf AT Geéxanined 26 G(KSA&S

chronologically.

A) Emotional: phrases using a form of the words love or dear (including darling) were combined into
thesubOlF 1 SI2NE W5SI NI ékoSt20SRkf20SRQd t KNI aSa ai
0SG6SSYy WKSI NI 8 8thdugh ReryWimikr? thefefsia diffeence between the
symbolism of the heart (astheentre2 ¥ SY2GA2yao | yR GKS OK2A0S 27
/| KSNA&AKSRQ> Wi NBwere gaNtBgRtter dsgeo beéxBdssing 4 SErk# athe
OK A f seQMissad ds used as a stamdne term.

B) Familial:theseareseS ELJ | yI G2NBE | YR NBFSNNBR G2 SAGKSNI G
gendered title(i.e. daughterpr their identity based on agg.e. baby)

C) Temporal: These terms were arrangetb two subaA NP dzLJA @ ¢ KS FANRG WI SNB 1
AK2NIKkY2YSYylkiGAYSkyY2 2LILRNIdzyArAdexkidl18yQ 41 &
¢tKS a4SO2yRX W[2y3 ¢l A0SRkl YUGAOALI G§SRkgl yds

D) Personalised: Of thesfour subOF 1 S3A2 NA S& WLISNER2Y It AaSRQ 221
gl a Of SFNI& &aLISOATAO G2 GKS RSOSHASR OKAfR I a
may have also served such a role or represented a more general sensecbflthd he referencing
of a playground whilst not personal in the individual sense still serves to differentiate and therefore
WLISNBE2Y It A&aSQ GKS RSOSFASR Ay NBtlLGA2y (2 | Rd

E) Biographical: This involved purely factual sisbegoriesR SGF Af Ay3 GKS WLX I OS 27
WIS23INI LIKAOIEQ ada20AliA2ya &4dzOK a GKS I NBI 2
32YS 2f RSNJ OKAf RNBYS WSYL 28YS8SyiQo

F) wSt A3A2dAY wSTSNByOSa (2 WHy3sStaoQREYR2 WaWNRHZDA
after death were recorded as separate stdtegories with all remaining Christian religious
references placed in the final suategory.

G)azNIFtAGe NBFSNByOSay avYz2NIttAGe SLAGELKAEQ O2y
of RSIGK® Wt aaSR lglexkftSH@AYyaQ ¢l a Ly ItGaG§SNYL
aLkR1S G2 O2yOSLiidzr ft AalidAzya 2F GKS aidlidS 2F RS
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5.7.3 Motifs

Motifs were divided into six categories: religious, funeragrdl, figures and toys, other symbols, and

photographs. Again, the capacity for some overlap between the groupings is acknowledged.

A) Religious: Those motifs with a clear association with the Christian retigibits beliefsNo non
Christianreligiousmotifs had been recorded in the sample.

B) Funerary: Those motifs associated with death. Some also link to Christian symbolisms whilst others
have preChristian influences (i.e. neglassical motifs).

C) Floral motifs: Flowers (including flower type ifidentifia S0 > A @& | yR W2iKSNJ F2f
rather than realistic).

D) Animals and figures: All neneligious animal and figure motifs were analysed in this category and
ASLI NI GSR Ayl2 KdzYkty WTFAIdzZNBEEAQ | ytRhetdtidybeakl £ a Q®
was givenitsownsu®l 6§ SI2NE® WYhiKSNI Y2UATFTaQ O2@0SNBR Y24l
horse or train.

E) Other symbols: Any insignias, monograms (overlapping letters) and crests were put in this sub
category.

F) Photographs: Photographs ofdhlileceased affixed to the grave marker, although not technically a

motif, were counted as relevant for the purposes of this study.

5.7.4 Grave furniture

Grave furniture was divided into fowategoriesfloral, toys, religious and other items. These categories

also have some potential for overlap

A) Floral: Any material culture involving or connected to flowers and plants was included in this
category. Those vases with inscriptions were also given additional analysis.

B) Toys: All objects that could clearly be ideetif as toys.

C) Religious: All objects with a religioospotentialy religiousassociatiorand,

D) Other:A diverse range of objects that did not fit any of the above categories.

5.7.5 Using SPSS to interrogate the data

To address the research goals, a series ostioes were asked of the data through the comparison of
variables and categories to create the figures and tables presented in the folleygnlgschapters. This
began by looking at a categorical variable, for example the frequency of religious iosipt grave
markers.This was undertaken using the SPSS custom tables &fmtothe descriptive statistics for the
chosen categorical variables. The first tappleducedpresenedthe distribution of the nominal or scale
variablesby count and percentag The second table looked at the chosen variables in relation to-chijd

and family plots. These two plot types were used to structure the first part of the ange=i8qn6.3.1).
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All comparisons between the two types of plot were restricted to data drawn fronidhegeneral
OSYSGSNASad ¢KS / KAf RNByQa DIFNRSYy 61 a SEOf dzZRSR TN
only plots and would have dist@t the descriptive statistical result and any subsequent inferential tests.

The third table compared the same variables by sex (the distribution between males and females) and was

used to structure the second part of the analysis.

The SPSS chart buildebtaas used to create figures (coleemded graphs) to show trends in variables in a

visual way. In the results chapters, figures are used to show the variable as it occursanitizoross

decadesand betweenage groups for both plot type€&larity of presentation determined the choice of table

or figure, with figures used where custom tables would have tmemly large and visually complicates

read. Most figures usestacked bar graphs withercentages on the-#xis and the total for edcbar

column on the axis (decades or age groupBdr height measurements, a combination of dot plots and

bar graphs were used to show the mean percenta&geSPSS does not provide the option-akiX tallies,

they are shown in brackets on theaXis with the exception oFigure6-1, where grave marker numbers

are shown on the column proportions to avoid having four totals below eaatis<columnThe xaxis

taliesr NS RAFFSNBYGAlFI GSR | & ¥ aiflypdtscr yravéifatk€s (Fsztplaited is vy dz
GKS OFLIWA2Y0 YR WyTQorgravtlhaikerS Fdjguas atemdn@erthad ond A £ & LI
variable appeagd on the samegravemarker orplot, the number obveralloccurrencesvastallied instead

In each case, table or figure, the overall goal was to discern patterns in the use of each categorical variable

in relation to the different sukpopulations, for example, whether there was a éitfince in the use of

religious inscriptions between chilzhly plots and family plots (both overall and over time), male and

female children or age grogpln some cases, the percentage difference between certain variables was so
marked that even at the driptive level a significant relationship appeared to exstwever, viherever

possible and dependent on sample size, additional inferential testing was undertaken to determine

statistically significant relationships.

5.7.6 Inferential statistics

SPSS custotables tab provided for the calculation of 95% upper and lower confidence intervate (Cl)

indicate the degree of variation expected in the sample level data (entire popul&tioGormack et al.

2015:243). Cls are a more meaningful appraisal of populatiean and sample reliability then a straight

reliance on statistical significance (Kalinowski and Fidler 20BBhZonfidence intervals were applied to

most custom tables in the study to indicate the degree of statistical relialiilitg. to the exclusin of the

| KAf RNByQa DI NRSY FNRY O2YLI Nhazya o0& Liz20 GeLss
percentage, and confidence intervals. These could then be compared with the results from the four general
cemetery sites. However, when analysingtoally applicable data, such as the differences between male

YR FSYFIHES OKAftRNBY:>X GKS /KAt RNBYyQa DI NRSY gl a Ay
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compared these two proportions (male and female children) for ebilly and family plots agast another

variable, such as motif type.

CKAA WNBadzZ 6Q ¢ta 0KSYy (SaidSR 7T debtitvioSaNsd)asing thelzo 2 SO0 A
online Epitools #est. This calculated whether percentage differences between each plotygsexin

the descriptive statistics was statistically significant or simply a product of the sampling methodology (i.e.

not significant with both proportions being statistically the same). Festis expressed in the custom

table showing the percentage of diffance between the two proportions, the p value and CI of the

difference. As per standard statistical testing the significance level is set at 0.05 or lower. This inferential
testing enabled the analysis to identify statistically significant relationshipgdas portions and variables.

Such identification was only the starting point, though, as the reasons for such significance needed to be

interpreted within the context of the broader research.

5.8 Limitations

As with most archaeological studies, the sites et have been subject to site formation processes over
time that have altered both their material culture and landscape to varying degrees. Inevitably, the
integrity of some grave markers has been affected due to weatheingavingfallen over and broke
making it difficult to read the inscriptiorin one case a whole cemetery section had been physically altered

and many grave markerslocated from their original locatiorF{gure5-2). Also, the grave markers

Figure5-2. Hindmarsh cemeteryRedeveloped Lower sectiolooking eastwith traditional plots replaced with
concrete beam and grass arrangementith leased gravenarkersre-erected (Photo by authol.
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recorded at each site undoubtedly represent an incomplete sample of all children interred there as not
every child would have been afforded one, or been included on a subsequent family monument, as
evidenced by compé&on of interments listed on the Hindmarsh burial register against grave marker

inscriptions.

5.8.1 Identifying denominations

The clear recognition of Christian religious denomination from the grave marker and its features was
problematic.Hindmarsh, Cheltenhal | Yy R  folnot WeRy&fiRially demarcated religious sectians

/| 2YGSYLR2 NI NBE Fdzy SN}t y20A0Sa FT2NJ/ KStGSyKFY NBFTSN
or signed section (n Liebigpers.comm. 2019. It forms part of sections K, and the Heritage Park; areas

that have traditionally come to be used by Catholics of Italian and other cultural backgrdtinsigh not

forming part of the surveyed aresectionsF and G are directly adjacent to the surveyed sections FX and

GX, in with Catholic memorials were recorded, suggesting an informal denominational assowittion

this general locationThe clearance and reuse of soareas at Cheltenham has also seenfdeto
RSY2YAYylFLGA2y It FyR OdzZ (dzNJ fdanBenyviésyhat bd Anglicarysictich O O dzNJD
(sections C and H) was added shortly before the First World 2844.(158 but does not cite his source.

Although Wesleyan in origin, Walkervilemetery was never restricted i K & RSY 2 YA Yl A2y Qa
use McDougall and Vines 2012:@nd also contains a mixture of denominatioBsich information was not

usually recorded on the burial registeseéSectiord.2.2).

Certain grave maker styles, motifs and inscriptions suggested denominational membgvistim
2004:138144),such as the use of draped urns by raonformists and crosses by Anglicans (Mytum
2006:226, 2018:79put some of these couldisobe used by other deominations, making it difficult to
confidently assign an association purely oisthasisn most cases. Avther example, the Celtic crodsas a
strong Catholic association but can also be chosen byGQaiholics of Irls background or identification.
Additional biographical research was undertak&e¢tions.8.3), butwas only able to identify 8.7%=%94)

of denominations for families interred at the surveyed cearads.

5.8.2 Identifying class and social status

Given the complexities of identifying class and social status in the memorialisation pr8eeser(l.6),

the literature was consulted to develop a suitable appro&itial classheory retains a fundamental

association with the economic structuring ofcgety, its capitalistmeans of productio (Singer 1980: 46)

and the exploitative nature of the relationships it produces (Wright 1980:18&jter et al (1991:5)

SELX FAy&azr aLy (GKA&a @ASg Of L aa NBflLiGA2ya | NB ySO0Sa
gl & Ay @KAOKR RIzOOAGASS G-eNNG y1IASYSy i a | NievaRaud@l y A &8 SRE

traditional notions of class acknowledges that class remains,
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one of the major frameworks for understanding poverty, as well as for interpreting the
meaning of work and the roles of @omic groups. It is the primary concept through which
relationships between economic practice and social philosophy have been investigated
(Paternoster 2018:3).

From this perspective, the colonial Australian landscape was characterised by the economic and
AyaldaddzZiazylf ANRsGK 2F (GKS adGld8s + RSOSt2LAY3I W
working-class interests to the developing economy through unionism and the advent éfusiealian

Labor Rrty (Connell and Irving 1986: 1:289).

From tis review, it was decided to pursue an approach that looked at occupation as a way of

understanding something of the social demographics of the cemetery populations being studied. This was
done in full awareness thditom a Marxist perspective occupatiotteemselves do not define class identity,
representing what Wright (1980:177, 192) terms the technical relations of production (the actual work
produced) as opposed to the social relations of production that establish class position through the idea of
sumplus value (the product dhdividuallabour and the extent to which the value produced is retained or

ceded to another party such as an employer).He notes though, that they do represent different levels of

social statushatK I & = & 4 KS S hFtle@ilisiodstwithinyldsSey én Ah& Bagis of occupation

GOo2 NRAIKG MpynYMpHU® LIKESBSYALWRAEZ yz0B R ODYzIb i §2 UK
indication not just oftheir economic circumstancebut of the social relations of production sirg from it

and therefore their status and class within the broader social structdosvever, in pursuing this approach

Al Ydzad oS I101ly26tSR3ISR a y20SR 068 . 200SNR o6wnnp
their lifetime depending on tair employment trajectory. She further argues that the social interactions

arising from occupations, such as the relationships formed and cultural affinities generated within them,

are equally important to understanding their social meaning as the econoconiext they represent

(Bottero 2005:56). In this sense occupations form their own communities of social status ant¥igtass.
(2004:148150) terms the realisation afccupationthrough memorialisatiomsW @2 O (i A 2 yivhidh A RSy (i
can be expressedn the grave markeusing both textual and pictorial information. Thsutd also involve

titles and social associatioas2 YSGAYSa | LIJX ASR G2 FSYlLtSa a gStfto
on trade or profession is not universal, being absent completetpme areas and rare in most (Mytum

H N nn Y Agthgsprdwed to be the case for the sample, additional biographical research was required.

5.8.3 Biographical research

CKAA Ay@2ft SR I aSIFNOK (G2 ARSyi(GATe lwebasampOdzLl GA2Y
relevant details that could indicate their community status and religious denominalmidentify

references to adult individuals interred in the sample sites, both online and physical library research was
undertaken to access the followingwrces: burial records, previous compilations of genealogical research,
f20Ff KAAU2NASA YR RAIAGAASR ySgall LISNA O O At o
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website). General online searches were also used. This was done usinghthdak £ 4 Q y I YSasz Rl G
and death, and any other clues from the grave marker such as the suburb of residence or reference to an
event such as an accideiithe available historical records (and associated genealogical research) tended to
favour nineteenth century interments, and the colonial period generally, proving less helpful in providing

any information about twentieth centuriurials Occupation and denomingin were notrecorded on

burial registers for the cemeteries surveyed. Access to offiecards, such as individual death certificates,

was cost prohibitive (with a fee for each application) and therefore not undertaken. Research was also
impeded in early 2020 by the Covi® health pandemic that saw the closure of archives and libraries,
meaning information only available in hard copy was not accessible for part of theAlsaynuch

potential online genealogical data is only accessible on apesgs basis with no guarantee of being useful.
¢KS / KAf RNBY Q& DI NR Spgroagh, as theteavily legultediaRdScHfaedifig natii A & |

of the site did not seek to promote class expression.

Ultimately, 11.2%1=121)of occupational backgrounds were identifiedivided intoeleven vocational
categorieschurch,farmer,governmenthospitality, labourerlarge business (company), mariner,
professionalsmall businessshopkeeper), tradesman andtherQ> | yR O2y FA 3 dzZNB.R F2NJ &
Apportioning class on this basis, the majority of occupations were seen as middle tenhidete class,

with the position of labourer clearly identified as working class. This was contextualised based on the

nature of each occupation, the work undertaken, and the surplus value produced. In this sense a tradesman
for example, could be working f@an employer and therefore considered working classselfemployed

and therefore depending on the size of their operation lowaddle class to middle class. The same

variation could apply to several of the categories choSm.the use of terms sue@s class and statiis

this thesis is done stautiouslywithin the contextof family occupation and the economic and social

relationships this suggests, whitstcognisinghat such associations are nsiraight forward.

5.8.4 Monumental Masons

For reasons gbracticality the study doesot further pursue research into thmonumental masons

identified from the grave plotsas these numbered 64 different companies or combinations thereof
Greaterexamination of the monumental masonry industgmainsa desirablegoal of future research in
understandinghe variables of grave marker production and selectimeluding the growth and role of the

funeral industry in the consumption of mortuary material cultfer example see Streb 2019:1027)

However, notwithsandingthe dynamic of the consumesroducer rehtionship,it isreasonable to view the

resulting material culture (grave marker and grave pistyubstantiallyeprea Sy 4 6 A @S 2F G KS 71
desiresand preferencess mediated through the commercial comteof the masonand their self

AVGSNBEGSR RSAAND (2 YSSTarldwkiSon: NoB)This Gagssisted byt S R & |+ &
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ready availability from the nineteenth centymyf a variety of masproduced styles that are found

throughout thecemeteries of thavestern world(Baugher and Veit 2014:125; Mytum 2004.63

The influence of the mason and undertaker on the consumer was consideidgitogn (2018) in a UK
based study of mortuary artefacts from the ladégghteenth to the earlstwentieth centuries Heobserved
that over time coffin design, handles and brehdt | defiénatratedongevityof form and style
compared tathe greater diversity and change seen in grave markees a shorter period. During this
period undertakers tended to ovsee thefamiliesimmediate needor a coffin whereagat a later point
after the funeral the family engaged with a mason to produce the grave marker. He concluded that such
archaeological differencagpresentedthe greater influence of the undertaker updine family at a time of
emotional vulnerability and practical urgency (to arrange burial), as opposed toahe reflective
selectionof the grae marker by thdamily sometime after the funeralpossibly monthgater). The latter
scenario allowed the faily the space in whicko bring greatempersonal input and influenc® the
selection otthe grave markerempoweringheir position as consumen their negotiations with thenason

as producer(Mytum 2018:91).

5.8.5 Cemetery Authority regulations

Where possibledministrative guidelines imposed by the respeetcemetery authoritiepertainingto the

establishment of the grave plathe type and style of grave markatlowedand the use of grave furniture
is discussed.However it should be notedhat historical documentation in this regard was limited or not
found. Even contemporary guidelines variadhe degree to which practices undertaken were formally

documented

5.9 Conclusion

This chapter has detailed the conceptual planning behind this stodyding an outline of the

archaeological methods employed in the field, material culture terminology, the collation of survey data
and the methods o$tatisticalanalysis undertaken. The results arising from these methods are presented in
the next two clapters,with CHAPTERdbtliningthe results forchronological range, typesf plots and

their arrangementsex, age, grave marker forms and styles, and spagtion, and CHAPTERshowing

the findings for gave marker inscriptions, motifs, and grave furniture
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CHAPTER 6
CHRONOLOGY, PLOTHY,RSEX, AGE, SPAHREMENTS AND SOCIAL
STATUS

6.1 Introduction

This chapter presents the first part of the archaeological fieldwork results. It commences with the
chronological spread of the sample, the types of grave plot and the sex and age of the children interred.
Next, thespatial elements are displayed, showing the results for grave marker material, colour, orientation,
the use and height of fences or borders, and the height of grave markers. The prevalence of grave marker
styles recorded is then presented, using categdgeaupings of tablets, crosses, pillars/sculptures and
horizontal slabs and plagues. The final section shows the results for the degree of class identification

discernible from the sample using both archaeological and historical methods.

6.2 Chronological digibution

The sample has a chronological range frani847 to 2018 representing 2,128 grave markersrh 2,104

grave plots Table6-1land Table6-2). The first recorded burial foHindmarsh Cemeteryhe oldest site,
occurred in 1846 (Nicol 1986:®)pwevertoday no grave markers from thdecade survivéValkerville was

the onlyother sitefounded in the late 1840nly three grave markers from the 1840s were recorded, with
the second lowest representationccurring in the following decade 1850 to 1865824; 1.1%)By

comparison, thespike innumbers from1930to 1959 6 = 401; 18.8%is partly the result of a high

concentrationof grave markerfrom these periodsat Cheltenham.

Table6-1. Count and percenbf grave markers commemorating children by site

Count Col N %

Enfield MemoriaPark 1052 49.4%
6/ KAt RNBYy Qa

Hindmarsh Cemetery 407 19.1%
Cheltenham Cemetery 300 14.1%
{G WdzRSQa / S 247 11.6%
Walkerville Cemetery 122 5.7%
Total 2128 100.0%

The high numbers for the perio@980 to 2009 (=1,030; 48.4%primarily reflect thelarge population athe
/ KAt FGhiBeyf Edfield(where interments commenced in 1986). This site by its epkecific nature and
through the consistent use of small pdand gravemarkersallows for a high concentration of interments,

constituting nearly 50% of the samplehe high numbers of penatal, stillborn and infant interments there
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are in marked contrast to the much smaller numbers seen in the general cemeteries over the same tim
framel o c T M®c20d | O0O2NRAy3If & (GKS / KAt RNByQa DI NRSy

is recognised and contextualised in this analysis.

Table6-2. Count,percentand confidence interalsof grave markerswith children by decade

95.0% Lower/Upper C

Count Col N % for Col N %

No date inscribec 44  2.1% (1.5%, 2.7%
18361839 0 0.0%

1840 to 1849 3 0.1% (0.0%, 0.4%
1850 to 1859 24 1.1% (0.7%, 1.6%
1860 to 1869 31 15% (1.0%, 2.0%
1870 to 1879 60 2.8% (2.2%, 3.6%
1880 to 1889 87 4.1% (3.3%, 5.0%
1890 to 1899 56  2.6% (2.0%, 3.4%
1900 to 1909 74 3.5% (2.8%, 4.3%
1910 to 1919 91 4.3% (3.5%, 5.2%
1920 to 1929 94  4.4% (3.6%, 5.4%
1930 to 1939 170 8.0% (6.9%, 9.2%
1940 to 1949 109 5.1% (4.2%, 6.1%
1950 to 1959 122 5.7% (4.8%, 6.8%
1960 to 1969 46  2.2% (1.6%, 2.8%
1970 to 1979 40 1.9% (1.4%, 2.5%
1980 to 1989 232 10.9% (9.6%, 12.3%
1990 to 1999 535 25.1% (23.3%, 27.0%
2000 to 2009 263 12.4% (11.0%, 13.8%
2010 to 2018 47  2.2% (1.6%, 2.9%
Total 2128 100.0%

{2YS 3INI GBS YIFINISNBR Ay (GKS / KAt RNBYyQa DIFNRSyYy> IfdGK
6LYR 2yS8 FTNRBY (KS Mbpnaos &5NBinSomadiiceedn FullaBidl) G K §
interment location for the commemoration of previously stored remains (K. Liebig pers.com 5/08/19).

Undated grave markers (where no date of death was inscribed) made upr2=2%j,(of which 60% were

recorded at the ChildreRd DI NRSYy @

|l AYRYIFNBEK YR {0 WdzZRSQa RAaLI I & GKS Yzal O2yaArads
the present(Figure6-1). Together with Walkerville, they form almost the entire nineteenth century sample.

2 f {TSNDBAEESQA dzal 3S LIS 1SR Rdz2NAYy3I GKA& LISNA2R | yR
noticeable. The patterns mentioned above regarding Cheltenham Erit / K A f R Na3ealSokcledd. | NRS Y

Cheltenham constitutes a major part of the sample from the 1920s through to the 1970s.
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Overall, this chronology shows that child death in the West rathem theing primarily a phenomenon
associated with past periods of high infant and child mortality rates remains a continuing, if statistically

much reduced, event in the lives of families and communities.
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Figure6-1. Percentage of grave markers with childrdry decade and sitgTotal for each »axis category*. Grave
marker numbers shown on bars.

*Tally by decade (saxis) shown inTable6-2

6.3 Types of grave plot

Three main types of grave platere recorded child-only, doubles (either two children or a child and an

adult) and group plots (those with three or more occupants, whether a group of children or a combination

of children and adultfTable6-3]). The latter twaypesmay have more than one grave marlkmar plot
Childonlyinterments were the most commom£1164; 55.%6), fdlowed by group plotsn=775; 35.9%)

with double plotdess commonr=185: 8.86).¢ KS / KA f RNB Yy Q dgedDpenddRtfgbfchiltt R ( K S
only graves =1,006) making up 95.6% of that site, and a small numbd2afzo f S 2 NJ INP dzLJ OKA
(n=44; 4.26 andn=2; 0.2% respective[fFrigure6-2]). If Enfield is removed from the sample then group plots

are the most commonnE753; 71.56), whilstchild-only (n=158; 186) and double plots1€142; 13.%6) are

roughly egial as a second choicEigure6-2).
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Table6-3. Count, percent and confidence intervals for grave plot types by interment number

95.0% Lower/Upper C

Count Col N % for Col N %
Childonly (Single) 1164 55.3% (53.2%, 57.4%
Group (>2) 755 35.9% (33.9%, 38.0%
Double (Two people 185 8.8% (7.6%, 10.1%
Total 2104 100.0%

6.3.1 Childonly and family plots

For the purposes of this studhese plot combinationsvere collgpsedinto two primary choices: chitdnly
plots (commemoratinghildrenonly [Figure6-3]) and family plots (commemaorating both children and
adults[Figure6-4]). Family pbts may involve oner multiple gravemarkers, and children may be inscribed
on the same grave marker as adults or have their own as part of the assemblage. Thtabghsample
family plots maintained their position as the preferred choice in general cemeteries. Interestinglygin 198
when Enfield developed their dedicated chddly space the less used Hindmarsh cemetery also saw an
initial increase of chilnlyLJt 2 Ga odzi y2yS aAyO0OS> ¢KSNBFa |d {d wd
equal numbers in this decadé/alkerville, é1ce reopening for cremations in 2004ad seen only two child
interments, both chileonly. This trendvas not uniformwith Cheltenhan continuing to favour family plots,
although this may be an artefact of the sampling methodology empldlyexk (Section5.6.4). Grave

YIENJ] SNE Ay ( reswith dated eRrieBtya®o86 represkidRdelayed historical interments.
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Figure6-3. Childonly plot: Diamond tablet, marble, c. 1917, Hiimarsh cemetery looking north butelocated from

original position Photo by autho).
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6.3.2 Associated plots

A small percentage of plote£75; 3.80)are loated near the plots of other kinr@ble6-4), stggesting a
desire to achieve a spatial closeness in death and the creatiafaafilialneighbourhood in the landscape
(Francaviglia 1971). Of these, mast$6; 2.6%) were adjacent in the same row, with the remainder either
directly opposite or visibly close by. Such a spatial construotignires foresight, planning andconomic

capacityto secure the adjacent plots bafe they are purchased by others.

Of the four general cemeteries, Hindmarsh had the highest percentse®(32%); f K2 dzZ3 K { G WdzF
a broader chronological spread from the start of the nineteenth century to the 1960s. The percentage
foundinthe/ KA f RNBY Q& BH2NBOTY) Teprasgrit sibfhfsRHowever, as associated plots were

only recorded in relation to grave markers that commemorated children, these counts are unlikely to

represent a complete tally of all associated plots at egateral site.

Table6-4. Count, percent and confidence intervals for associated plots by.site

95.0% Lower C 95.0% Upper C

Count Column N % for Column N % for Column N &

Hindmarsh Cemetery 24 32.0% 22.3% 43.1%
Enfield Memorial Park 23 30.7% 21.1% 41.7%
St Jude's Cemetery Brightt 18 24.0% 15.4% 34.5%
Cheltenham Cemetery 5 6.7% 2.6% 14.0%
Walkerville Cemetery 5 6.7% 2.6% 14.0%
Total 75 100.0%

6.4 Sex

The surveyecorded 2,42 individuals aged between 0 to 20 years. From the grave marker inscriptions
1,398were identified as malés5%)and 1,066as femalg41.9%), leaving 78 (34) whosesexcouldnot be
determined. Of course, both sexes can be memorialised on the samemearker, adding a fourth

OFGS32NE 2F WYAESRQ® 2 KSy 0NR]| StableRD), dhy diskrigufich byl K S T 2
sex was as follows; 51.2%=(090) of dlgrave markers featured male children and 40.2¢866) female

children. Mixed grave markers (with both male and female children recorded) occurred for 6.2% of the

sample (=132) and children of unknown sex (where biological identity could not be ctitdymined

from the inscription) made up just 2.3%=50). The difference between male and female children

increased to 12.690€669; 53.7% to=512; 41.1%) forchild y f @ 3INI S YI N} SNBA D Wa i E
family grave markers¥€132; 15% tm=20:2.3% | YR W! y 1Y 2 ¢ Y Q-ondylgiave Karkei SNJ F 2 |
(n=45; 3.6% tm=5; 0.6%).
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When boked at by decade and plot typEigure6-5) the distribution by sex is steady, with male children
outnumbering female children in most decades in accordance with the higher number of male child
interments recorded overallThis reflecs the fact that for reasons still not fully understotiat female
death rates have always been lower than mgeanley2001:369) Mixed child burials were recorded
mostly from the midnineteenth century to the 1920sppearing on both plot types, althgh more
consistently on family plots. This periogpresents a period of stitligh but gradually declining infant and
child mortality rates and also encompassed the flu pandemic of 1918 to Tagthingham 2005:173;
Haines 2001:23; McCalman 20083, see also Section 1.1After the 1950s mixed child burials rarely

occurred for either plot type.

Table6-5. Count, percent and confidence intervals for distribution of sexes on grave markers

95.0% Lower/Upper (
Count Col N % for Col N %

Male children 1090 51.2% (49.1%, 53.3%
Female childrer 856 40.2% (38.2%, 42.3%
Mixed 132 6.2% (5.2%, 7.3%
Unknown sex 50 2.3% (1.8%, 3.1%

Total 2128 100.0%
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Figure6-5. Percentageof sex of child on grave markers by decade and plot tygh®wing grave marker numbers
(Total for each »axis category)
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The main difference observed is an increase in the number of children memorialised wittlear a

AYRAOLF GA2Yy 27F G K& khldodydlots feokd tzg 19608 hisylasarér Eb€xiie general

sites(n=9; 0.8%}Jut is more noticeable forthechil@y f @ LJX 2G4 G GKS h=&KIAf RNBYy Q2
3.9%).

6.5 Age

Over a quarter of childm did not have their age inscribe@iable6-6) and this appears to be an increasing
trend for childonly plots since the 1960&igure6-6). Children under one year of age were consistently the
most represented age group for both chibtlly and family plots, but all age categories are represented for
each decade including mixed age gps, with the exception of stillborn children. The percentages for two
to five-years old §=157; 7.4%) and six to twehyears old 1=139; 6.5%) are similar. By comparison, the
larger proportion for the oldest category of thirteen to twenpgars old 1=255; 12.0%) appears high given
historical understandings of improving child mortality rates in the twentieth century. However, this
category does span a greater number of years than the proceeding two age gaodpsider ages were

also those more likely toecord other causes of death such as accide@e{ion7.10).

Table6-6. Count, percent and confidence intervals for age groups represented on grave markers

95.0% Lower/Upper (

Count Col N % for Col N%

Not inscribed 568 26.7% (24.8%, 28.6%
Stillborn 277 13.0% (11.6%, 14.5%
One year or younger 606 28.5% (26.6%, 30.4%
Two to five years 157 7.4% (6.3%, 8.5%
Six to twelve years 139 6.5% (5.5%, 7.6%
Thirteen to twenty years 255 12.0% (10.7%, 13.4%
Mixture of age groups 126  5.9% (5.0%, 7.0%
Total 2128 100.0%

The mixing of age groups on chddly and family plot types is higher in the nineteenth century, although
the numbers for chilebnly plots in that period are small. Familpts are well represented and show a

gradual decline to the 1930s, when mixed ages appear in much lower percentages than previously.

From the 1980s onwards, stillborn children, previously rarely openly memorigtisegrobably
constitutinga proportionof thoseNBS O 2 NJR@& iRscribédhistbrically)were markedly represented
(Figure6-6). Although this result is clearly influenced by the large concentration df swtviduals in the

I KAt RN3X y EnieldDekahpteS g this newer practicen also recorded at Hindmarsh (along with its
previously mentioned collective memorial [Sectib2.1]). The memorialisation of a baby in the new

section at Walkerville further shows that such practices were not confined to-ehi{dsections in the
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contemporary cemetery. Tellinglyh¢ numberwith no ageinscribedalso increases ovehissame period
for whom a good proportion found at Enfield are likely to be stillborn given their location in the aidi
3S500GA2y 2F G(KS / KAfRNBYyQa DFENRSYy® Ly GKS al Y$S LISN
chh f RNByY Qa Iy adérahiidres Gix.38 12 ydamnd adolescends as well as a mixture of ages.
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Figure6-6. Percentageof age groups on grave markers by decaaled plot type showing grave marker numbers
(Total foreach xaxis category)

6.6 Spatial elements Gravemarker material

Twenty different types of material constructiavere observed for thegrave markersinvolving either a
singular material or aombination Table6-7). Cast irorwith a concrete base or plintivasthe most widey
used combinationThe dominance of cast iraombinations i(=1,067; 50.1%) reflects itdmost exclusive
uda S Ay G K Garderitiete mbdsBgyadedplots feature a rectangular cast iron plafipes
horizontallyto a concreteor stonebase(Figure6-7), although a smaller percentage are méethon an
angle to boundarkerbing or vertically on a feature brick walFigure4-12). A limited number of small leaf

shaped plaques are mounted horizontally on the tuf a low wall that surrounds the central sitting area.
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Table6-7. Count, percent and confidence intervals foraye marker materials

95.0% Lower/Upper (

Count Col N % for Col N %

Concrete and caston 781 36.7% (34.7%, 38.8%
Marble 726 34.1% (32.1%, 36.2%
Granite 280 13.2% (11.8%, 14.6%
Granite and cast iron 200 9.4% (8.2%, 10.7%
Stone and cast iron 54  2.5% (1.9%, 3.3%
Brick and cast iron 29 1.4% (0.9%, 1.9%
Slate 21 1.0% (0.6%,1.5%)
Granite and concrete 8 0.4% (0.2%, 0.7%
Wood 7 0.3% (0.1%, 0.6%
Sandstone 4 0.2% (0.1%, 0.4%
Other metal 4 0.2% (0.1%, 0.4%
Wood and other metal 3 0.1% (0.0%, 0.4%
Marble and cast iron 3 0.1% (0.0%, 0.4%
Concrete and other metal 2 0.1% (0.0%, 0.3%
Tile and other metal 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Acrylic and stone 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Sandstone and other met; 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Marble and other metal 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Granite and marble 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Marble andconcrete 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Total 2128 100.0%

The patterns observed in the use of material for grave markers in the nineteenth century accord with
broader patterns of material popularity in the Western cemetigryfurope that influenced colonial
memorialisation choices, aratcords with thos€ INB @A 2 dzaf & ARSYGATFTASR I
Terrace (Muller 2006:580). Sandstone and slaigrave markerspopular materials in the eighteenth
century(Baughe and Veit 2014:150gre minimally representedi@ble6-7). Only one Sandstone grave
marker was recorded fahe 18509representing 4.2% of the sample for that decade{l just two for the
1860s(6.5%)before disappeamg from the sample after the 188 This is despite its ready availabifitym
¢Sl ¢NBS Ddz t & eastsfn fooRillydungRIDNHOT tyie2thvde grave markers with 1840s
dates, two wereSlateand this material is reasonably represented utité 1870svhen it declinegn = 5;
8.3%),and is not seen agalout for a briefreappearancéetween 1910 and 1929 (>1% in each decade).
Slate was popular initiallyecause it wagasy to workand wasavailalde locally and therefore more

affordable (Tillett 1994:1).
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Ultimately, marble dominates from the migineteenth century §=12; 50%) and holds its popularity until

the middle of the nextKigure6-8). It was seen as a superior quality material, with greater resistance to
weathering, whereas the porous nature of sandstone left it vulnerable to damage from mould and moisture
and slates could delaminate. Also, thegfgnic white look of marble, tapped into the netassical

architectural revival style favoured in the Victorian dfsafcaviglia 1971:50:AVhite marblewas quarried

in several places near Adelaide, including the Adelaide Hills, where it was worked gy C. 2 YQa&a Y I ND f
works at Hahndorf from 1862, and Angaston in the Barossa Valley (Highnetl@83i147; Young 1997:1).

Figure6-7./ K A f R hieyf(Neéo-nalal section) Enfield Memorial ParkRectangular faques, cast iron on
concree, looking east(Photo by autho).

In turn, granite starts to appear in the sample in the late nineteenth cerdangby the 1890s accounted
for 12.5% of grave markers in that decade®). These were all on famiijots and granite was not
recorded for chifl-only plots until the 1930aE5; 21.7%jising to nearly 30% of material used over the
following 30 yearsHigure6-8). Ganite attained primary popularity over marble for family grave markers
from the 1950s1§=45; 52.9% t®m=39; 45.9%) although marble was still preferred for cbittly grave
markers and it was only in the 1970s that granite can be seen as significantlyimgptearble as the first
choice for grave markerg&ven more durable an@ss prone to discolouratiothan marble, granite was also
available in a range of colours, mostly blacks, greys and iekgghier and Veit 2014:18(51). Overall,
marble (=728 67.7%) and granitexc294 27.3% are by far the mogpopularmaterialsacross all four

general cemeteries, including the most recently erected grave markers at these locations.
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The small number of wooden memorialable6-7) reflects both their natural deterioration over time and
the fact that wooden markers are often only temporary until a more permanent stone (or today cast iron)
grave marker can replace it. Changanmgumstances meant such replacements did not always eventuate,

as evidenced by the survival in situ of two temporary wooden grave markers at HindmarsH @8@8:a19.
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Figure6-8. Percentageof grave marler materials by decadand plot type showing grave marker numbers (Total for
each xaxis category)
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by a more permanent plaque (K. Liebig pers.@fdh9). The dominance of the cast iron on concrete marker
style at Enfield already discussed, is reflected in the latter decades of the twentieth century to the present,
where a greater combination of existing materials were used for @milgl plots Figure6-8).Thirteen

materials or combinations thereof had occurrences of less teanwith six types occurring only once

6.6.1 Grave marker colour

The grave markers recordeéve a limited range of colours, primarily related to their natural material
composition Table6-8). Unlike other cultures that chose to paint or add additional colouheir

memorials, Western tradition has mostly reflected the colour of the material used at a given time in
accordance with funerary fashion, affordability and availability. In the sample, white, pink, black and grey
were the dominant colours. For tabletgink granite was preferred, although black and to a lesser extent
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grey was also used. The earlier adoption of granite for family plots in the period up to the 1930s
distinguished such grave markers from the white marble landscape ofafiijdyrave marérs, although
from this point onwards there is a greater uniformity of material use between plot types until the 1960s
(Figure6-9).

Table6-8. Count and percent of grave arker Colous.

95.0% Lower/Upper C
Count Col N % for Col N %

Black on white 789 37.1% (35.0%, 39.1%
White 712 33.5% (31.5%, 35.5%
Black 226 10.6% (9.4%, 12.0%
Black on grey 158 7.4% (6.4%,8.6%)
Pink 131 6.2% (5.2%, 7.2%
Grey 56 2.6% (2.0%, 3.4%
Black on pink 34 1.6% (1.1%, 2.2%
Other 14  0.7% (0.4%, 1.1%
Brown 8 0.4% (0.2%, 0.7%
Total 2128 100.0%

G rave marker

100 — -
- ] el | l- i phtui
[
. 20 = B Elack
b 50 . % Black on grey
; = Black on pink
40 - =4 Black on white
. = W Brown
20 = | W Grey
pb— I W S N U B SR D U R D e e e N RS M Other
100 Pink
|| i-—--—--... %‘ White
&0 . — | z
E ey
u 80 c =
& =
40 Eeg
=
20 g
_— =

Z E B R EEEEEERBREEBGBEEGEEEBI EB N
Sw s 88 328 S ENYWE YL I 28358
> e 8 28 885 888 ¢ 88885 8 8 8 8
S8 EBEEEEBEEREBEBERERRHS M
R 8 fdf8deouEsddadEdiE
s LRRIRBREZRJIRRELLEE
£ % 73323533337 3=z 3 3=+ 73
= n = . = e - - - -
RS- NI BOR O B A

Primary decade of Grave marker

Figure6-9. Percentageof grave marker colours by decadend plot type showing grave marker numbers (Total for
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Figure6-10. Obelisk Concrete and brown granite, c. 1924, Cltenham cemetery looking eastRhao by author).

Table6-9. Count, percent and Zest of grave marker colour by sexforchigly f & LJ 2Ga 6 SEOf dzZRAYy 3 9
WHYyR Wdzy1y26yQou

Male Female Total
Difference %, walue, 95% C
Count Col N % Count Col N % Count Col N% of the difference*!

White 53 469% 39 582% 92 51.1% 11%, p =0.1535, (4%, 26
Black 23 20.4% 8 11.9% 31 17.2% 8%, p =0.1674, (3%, 19
Pink 14 12.4% 3 45% 17 9.4% *2
Grey 10 8.8% 6 9.0% 16 8.9% 0%, p = 1, (998%)
Brown 1 0.9% 2  3.0% 3 17% *2
Black on grey 1 0.9% 2 3.0% 3 1.7% *2
Black on pink 1 0.9% 0 0.0% 1 0.6% *2
Black on white 8 7.1% 5 7.5% 13 7.2% 1%, p = 0.804, (7%, 9'
Other 2 1.8% 2  3.0% 4 2.2% *2
Total 113 100.0% 67 100.0% 180 100.0%

*1z-tests to compare two proportions
*2 ztests not applicable for proportion sizes

104



The exception to single colour schemes has been the advent of material combinations in the latter decades
of the last century through to the present, especially on cbittly grave markers, using plaques. Some

larger ornate monuments are known historicaltyhaveused stone combinations to achieve colour

contrasts but only one example was record&w(re6-10). The most used contemporary colour

combination was black omwhite (n=789; 37.1%), involving a black cast iron or metal plague affixed to a

white grave marker (in lieu of direct ingation into the stone)or morecommonly affixed horizontaly to

an often concreg, white base plintt{Figure6-7). Black casiron plaques were also attached to pink and

grey granite but in much lower numbers. No statistical difference in colour choice was found between male

and female children onhild-only grave markersliable6-9).

6.6.2 Grave markeQOrientation

In Western Christiafburial tradition the preferred grave alignmeatients the head to the west (and
therefore feet to the east), in preparedness for the day olresction when the deceased will rise whole

to witness the easterly second coming of Jesus Cfivigtum 2004 1920). This is reflected in the

dominance of east facing plots for the four general sites that were assessed as statistically significant
towardsfamily plots Table6-10). West facing plots were the second most common arrangement. Although
small in number, both north and south facing plots were also assesssdtasically significant towards

family plots. Finally a small number of plots were aligned in intermediate (intercardinal) directions.

Table6-10. Count, percent and est of grave marker orientation (exalding Enfield)

Children only Family (children and adult: Total
Difference %, alue, 95% C

Count ColN % Count CoIN% Count Col N % of the difference*!
East 88 45.4% 472 53.5% 560 52.0% 9%, p=0.0231, (1%, 17
West 76  39.2% 354 40.1% 430 40.0% *2
North 15 7.7% 25 28% 40 3.7% 5%, p = 0.0011, (2%, 8'
South 15 7.7% 25 28% 40 3.7% 5%, p = 0.0011, (2%, 8'
Southeast 0 0.0% 2 0.2% 2 0.2% *2
Southwest 0 0.0% 2 0.2% 2 0.2% *2
Northwest 0 0.0% 2 0.2% 2 0.2% *2
Total 194 100.0% 882 100.0% 1076 100.0%

*1z-tests to compare two proportions
*2 ztests not applicable for proportion sizes

6.6.3 Grave plot fenceor border

Over half of the grave plots had no fence or borderl(319; 62%Table6-11]), although if Enfield is
removed (since it is borderless by design), the situation in the four general cemeteries is again quite
different (Table6-12). At these sitemearly 75% of gravesites have fences or borders (also referred to as

1SNDPAY3IOST SAGK 2 1 SNIhavng 1&g majetites. 6 SYKEY FyR { G WdzR
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Table6-11. Count, percent and confidence intervals for grave pfences andborders.

95.0% Lower/Upper (C

Count Col N % for Col N %

No border 1319 62.0% (59.9%, 64.0%
Stone border 445 20.9% (19.2%, 22.7%
Other 152 7.1% (6.1%, 8.3%
Castlron picket 120 5.6% (4.7%, 6.7%
Brick border 79  3.7% (3.0%, 4.6%
Tiled border 12 0.6% (0.3%, 1.0%
Evidence of border but railings goi 1 0.0% (0.0%, 0.2%
Total 2128 100.0%

Table6-12. Count, percent and-test of grave plotfences andborders (excluding Enfield)

Family (children and

Children only adults) Total
Difference %, jvalue, 95%
ColN Col N Cl
Count % Count CoIN% Count % of the difference*!

Cast Iron picket 7 5.7% 113 16.5% 120 14.8% 11%, p =0.0018, (4%, 18
Brick border 18 14.6% 61 8.9% 79 9.8% 6%, p = 0.0403, (0%, 12
Stone border 66 53.7% 379 55.2% 445 55.0% 1%, p = 0.8374, (9%, 11
Tiled border 4  3.3% 8 1.2% 12 1.5% *2
Other 28 22.8% 124 18.1% 152 18.8% 5%, p = 0.1909, (2%, 12
Evidence of border but railings 0 0.0% 1 0.1% 1 0.1% *2
gone
Total 123 100.0% 686 100.0% 809 100.0%

*1z-tests to compare two proportions
*2 ztests not applicable for proportion sizes

Castlron pickets werestatistically significant towards family plots while brick borders showed a trend
towards childonly plots. KSNBE gt a y2 AAIYAFAOIYd RAFFSNBYOS Ay
plot types(Table6-12). The much higher percentage of borderless plots at Hindmars08; 51.1%) could
initially be perceived as a reflection of the@l: Qa  Kwoikingchds @dmbgraphimhere those who
could afford to ereta grave marker may have @éen less expensive fence tymeh asvooden pickets
that have not survivedHowever, the landscape at Hindmarsh has also experienced significant modification
over time to allow for more burials, including the relocation affgograve markes still with leasef the
1970s(Nicol 1986: 65). This would have removed any original fencing and kerbing to make way for the new
concrete raildesign affecting this result

106



100
a0 .I . ? Grave borders
] = [ Brick border
g 60 E M Cast Iron picket
€ 4 o .E\n’dence of border but
=] e
= railings gone
20 W Mo border
QOther
0 - W Stone border
100 - Tiled border
[+1}
lll-lll :
2D El
£ w>
CE £
=Y
£ & L
=
20 E
[=1

EEQEQQEEEEEEEEEEEEBB
o R & 8 85 83 8 8 8588 &8 335 33 8 8 8
« m 8 & 8 8 8 & 8 8 8 & & 8 8 & & 8 @ @
S B E EEEEEREEREEREBRBBEBERBEEBERBESRH
AR EEEEREEEEEEEEEREEE
¢ s ESSES oI E8EIRbEplaE
= S r L EFELLEET LT PR3 Y
o B2 22L& 2 L @B R g b4 £
= - - oo - - 7 27 7

Primary decade of Grave marker

Figure6-11. Percentageof grave markeifences or borderdy decadeand plot type showing grave marker numbers
(Total for each »axis category)

The most common style of border for the four general cemeteries was a low stonerkers( 41.4%;

Table6-12, Figure6-12), usually 20 cm in height, some of which had t®gorativemetal railings sparing

GKS O2NYySN)I 22Aydad ¢KS @FNARFGfS WhiKSNR YIAyteé NB
concrete slakalsocovering the entire grave plot served a similar, albeit more physically protective,

purpose.The cast iron picket feee was the only type @nclosure that could physically impede access to

the grave plot and was a popular style in the nineteenth century before declining from the turn of the

century, and is rarely seen after the 19205dure6-11). This more expensive style is widely used in the

more affluent locations of Walkervil@{ ¢ H T p n ®y:: (0= 40;1R2%y), ivheaizBt Sifidmarsh

it accounts for only 3.9% € 16 and is not used for the comparable decades in the Cheltenham saByple.
comparison, stone kerbs are extensively used at Cheltenhan200; 66.7%), particularly through the war

years and into the 1950s before declining sharply for both plot types fordht of the century. Such use is
AAYAE NI LG {4 WdzZRSQazxz adz33aSadAiy3a LINBGIATAyYy3d FdzySN

employment of such choice.

Of those gravesites without a fence or boragithe four general cemeteriegamily plotswere more likely
to lack such demarcation than chitahly plots = 191; 17.86 comparedtol' Ty T T ®H:>0d hyf & |

was there a higher percentage of4mordered childonly plotsalbeit marginaln = 14; 5.%6 compared to
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n=9; 3.6%. Although, theseiduresmight suggest a greater concern to demarcate chiltly graves, caution

is required, as three of the sites have statistically small numbers fopltisategory Ratherthe

preference for demarcation djoth graveplot types is clear andontinuous through to the latter decades

2F GKS (oSYyGASGiK OSyldzNE o ¢Heffeld WEOSitHkdclsyiis A a (KS / K
unnecessary as the site itself is separated from the rest of the cemetedsuch a practicevould

interfere withthe intended design and maintenance of the space.

Figure6-12. Marble kerbing:c. 1934, Celtenham cemeternjooking east Photo by autho).

6.6.4 Grave plot fence and border height

The average (mean) height @fifces and borders at each site is showRigure6-13 and by plot type in

Figure6-14d ¢ KS | §SNIF 3S FSyOS YR 02NRSNI KSAIKGa Ay 2| f
than those for Hindmarsh from the mid nineteenth century to the 1890s (Cheltenham has little

representation from this period). This reflects the high numbersadler cast iron fencing at trse sites.

9GSy FFASNI {§ WdRSQa FfAIya 6A0K QgfayeRoOonting e havel § KS
higher borders until the 1930s, after whiale bordered sites were found with the exception of a

contemporary additonL ¥ S O2y&AARSNJ LX 20 GeLIS Ay GKS GFff SN
cemetery, fences and borders for family plots appear on average to be higher thaiclyifuots until the

turn of the century, then chilebnly plots are briefly higher until the 1920s. However, we must use caution

here as the sample numbers for chadly plots for this period are small. Both plot types enjoy a

consistently low profile of negrarity throughout the twentieth centuryRigure6-14).
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6.6.5 Grave marker height

The decline in fence and border heights from the beginning of the twentieth century tends to follow a
simiar pattern to grave marker heightgifure6-15). This relationship accords with the idea of higher
YAYSGSSyGK OSyilGdza2NE Y2ydzySyiada RSAANRY3I Sldidyf e
domain. This is appareifior all sites during the Victorian perio@lthough the erratic variance for
Cheltenham in a small sample=@) is complicatedo interpret as both grave markers were brokeasting
on bare earth plot&nd possiblyut of situ given the later dates of the surroundigigave markerskrom

the 1930s up until the present all grave markers are belanetre in height, ranging fromOcm to 70cm.
The single exception was a recentd015)child-only marble tablet at Walkerville standing at 1.41 m that

appears to have beenegigned to fit into the visual look of this site.
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Figure6-15. Mean percent of grave marker heights (including plinthy decade and site showing grave marker
numbers

Looking at the averadeeight of grave markerisetween childonly and familygraveplots Figure6-16),
child-only grave markers are consistently lower in height tremify plots,with child-only markers usually
no higher than a metre throughout the Victorian period in comparison to family grave markers, which
averaged 1.25 metres. This does not appear to be determined by plot size as sormbhptbts with

small gave markers are larger than family plots. Even as grave marker heights declined from teéhi920
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difference was maintained. This decline in height is more marked forehijdplots than family plots. Even
as the cemetery landscape consistently dispthg lower height profile from the 1930s, grave markers on
family plots remained a consistently higher average (50 to 70cm) tharahiydyrave markers (from near
ground surface leveb 30 cnj). This displayed the decline from vertical grave marker faonsaques for

child-only plots (mostlynfants and stillborn) from the 1960s onwards.
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Figure6-16. Mean percent of grave marker heights (including plinthy decade and plot type showing grave marker
numbers.

Looking at grave marker heights by age grdtigre6-17), child-only grave markers for childn aged five

years and under @are much lower in height than older children. Infants aged less than one year of age,
a0Atto0o2NY 2N Wy aliensoygassesihest RvQ categbried ased aizéheimcation in

the cemetery) are well below 20cm in height on average. Two teyiaae2 f Rv@rage 30cm butixyear

2 £ Rr@ alder are double the height, with a similar height for mixed age grdpsomparison family

grave markers are consistently above 80cm for most age groups. The only exception is for stillborn children;
where the plot heights are much closer, however this result should be taken with caution as this category
only appeared on twdamily grave markers. The symbolism of grave marker size is discussection8.2.
Considering plot types against grave marker col&igyre6-18) does not suggest a distinct colour

association for chilebnly memorialisation, with both plot types using selections of the same material. The
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higher numbers of material combinatiofsr childonly plots is a pragmatic illustration of the type of grave
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Figure6-17. Mean percent of grave marker heights (including plinthy age group and plot type showing grave
marker numbers.

Grave marker heights were also analysed in relation to male and female cloldmerildonly plotsas the
heights of family plots are likelgfluenced by the adults memorialis€Bigure6-19) Mean grave marker
heights for male children in the nineteenth century appear to vary wildly from decade to datade i
comparison to those for female children and mixed grave markers, but given the small numbers recorded
for this period it is not possible to infer that height was used to differentiate children by sex. The male
outlier for example, orrigure6-19 showing a height of 1.5 m at the turn of the nineteenth century,
represents just one grave markéthat does seem clear is that fraitme decadel910-1919onwards there

was litile difference in the height afravemarkers chosen for male and female childrerith heights for

both declining during the twentieth century to well below 50 cm. This is in comparison to family plots that
are known to reflect gendered power relationshiddytum 2004:127131) through the use of height (Stott
2019), although outside of this context the overt use of gender in memorialisation appears rare (Adamson
2012:405).
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1260 to 1265 (nm=3/ nf=1 nmx=1)

1250 to 1255 (nm=4 nf=3, nmx=3)

184010 1845 [nf=1)

1836-1835

Not inscribed (nm=20/ nf=10/ nmx=2/ nu=2)

Primary decade of Grave marker

Figure6-19. Mean percent of grave marker heights (including plinth) for chidaly plots by sex and decade showing

grave marker numbers
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6.7 Grave markerfform

Several grave marker forms were recorded, with most grouped into general categbataeg-13). Whilst
plaques areusedinfh / KA f RNBy Qa Rlloth& SitgsThe talyfet vias theRridst dogimidn form
of grave marker, a status it retains to the present. The Christianaedigdormof the cross was used at all
sites, whilst eyecatching and spatially distinct forms, such as pedestéth square or vaulted tops)
obelisks, statues and the rustic rock of ages (usually as a cross base) are foreselytcertain time

periods.

Table6-13. Count, percent and confidence intervals for grave marker forms

95.0% Lowepper Cl

Count Col N % for Col N %

Plaque 1329 62.5% (60.4% 64.5%)
Tablet 568 26.7% (24.8% 28.6%)
Pillar 101 4.7% (3.9% 5.7%)
Cross 83 3.9% (3.1% 4.8%)
Horizontal slab 18 0.8% (0.5% 1.3%)
Obelisk 12 0.6% (0.3% 1.0%)
Statue/sculpture 9 04% (0.2% 0.8%)
Other 8 0.4% (0.2% 0.7%)
Total 2128 100.0%

6.7.1 Chronology and plot type

The distribution ofyrave marker forms by plot type over the study period suggests both broad trends and
local preferences. As the twentieth century progressed the dominance of tablets was gradually challenged
by more spatially subdued plaque forms, such asdewangled reangles, shields, hearts and, later,
rectangular cast iron plagues mounted horizontally, vertically or angled on a variety of sufapes (

6-20). Childonly grave markers mostly favoured plagues from the 1980s onward, whereas family plots

were more likely to use either form.

Crosses were common during the nineteenth and early twehtgeinturies fotboth plot types butot

found after the 1950s except as temporary markers. Other Victorian styles, such as horizontal slabs and
pillarswere also rarely found after this periodnd obelisks disappearexien earlierafter the 1930s.

Statues or sculptures were rare and found from the turn of the nineteenth century to the 1950s, although
their use in the nineteenth century is known for other cemeteries (Mytum 20B48). A small number of

other grave marker forms started to appear for fanglgts from the 1990s.
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Figure6-20. Percentageof grave markerforms by decadeand plot type showing grave marker numbers (Total for

each xaxis category)

Table6-14. Count, percent and est of grave marker forms by plot type (excluding Enfield)

Children only Family (children and adult:

Total

Difference %, alue, 95% C

Count CoIN%  Count ColN %  Count Col N % of the difference*!

Tablet 85 43.8% 483 54.8% 568 52.8% 11%, p =0.0054, (3%, 19
Plaque 85 43.8% 199 22.6% 284 26.4% 21%, p =<0.0001, (14%, 2€
Cross 12 6.2% 64 73% 76 7.1% 1%, p = 0.6169, (3%, 5'
Pillar 4 21% 97 11.0% 101 9.4% *2
Horizontal slab 3 1.5% 15 1.7% 18 1.7% *2
Statue/sculpture 3 1.5% 6 0.7% 0.8% *2
Other 2 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% *2
Obelisk 0 0.0% 12 14% 12 1.1% *2
Total 194 100.0% 882 100.0% 1076 100.0%

*1z-tests to compare two proportions
*2 ztests not applicable foproportion sizes

The variety of grave marker forms chosen for cbitdly graves in most decades i®ra restricted than for

family plots, usually favouring tablets or plaques. In recent decades small white wooden or metal crosses

with black printed texK | @S

A v 4 oA x
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percentage of plaques chosen for chddly plots and the higher percentage of tablets, crosses and pillars
chosen for family plots was assessed as statistisajhjficant, suggging an associatiobetween form and
plot type (Table6-14).

The obeliskthat in style evokedncient Egyptiarulture, was favoured as a family monument due to its
prominent visual height and capacity for multiple engravings ofoils-sidedstepped baseThis form was

only used for family plots in the sample. Horizontal slabs va¢se mostly confied to this plot type Table

6-14). Statues, both symbolic and religious, although quite rare for the four general cemeterigs0(8%),

show stylistic distinctions between plot types, with smaller figures on-irilg plots and largefigures on
FlLYAfe LX20ad ¢KS ydzYoSNAR F2NJ WhiKSND INB (22 avyl

6.7.2 Sex

Crosses, plagues and tablets displayed no statistical difference in use between male and female children for
child-only plots Table6-15). Family plots, although more likely subject to adult gender influences, were

also tested (including pillars) and returned the same result. The other grave markerdinfimat appeaiin
sufficient numbers to undertake inferential testing. For cluldy plots, only male children were recorded

with horizontal slabsbut theseonly totalled three examples from the four general cemeteries (0.3%), SO no

firm conclusions were possible.

6.7.3 Age

Stillborn children are exclusively memorialised on plaques for both-ohilgland family plots. These are
usually rectangular in shape but sometimes other shapes such as leaves were re€igdeeb{21). The

other age groups represent the historical transition from tablets to plaques, with the main difference being
the reduced percentage of other forms chosen for clifdy dots (see 8ction 1.7.1). On childnly pbts,

tablets are used more for older children, particularly those aged six years and up and pillars (mostly

pedestals) were only used for these age groups.

On family plots the use of grave markers is consistent across all age groups except for stitthouglfa
0KA&a NBLINBaASy(Ga 2dzald G¢2 3INI GBS YINJSNEOLI K2gSOSNJ
including pernates, the result suggests little difference in treatment by age. Adult preferences were more

likely to influence the choicef grave marker form and stylehosenhere.
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Table6-15. Count, percentand# S&d 2F 3INI S YINJI SN F2N)¥ o6& &S yIR/ RPdpfi12yii2 oyeQdS o6 SEOf dzRAY3I 9y FASER

Children only Family (children and adults)
Male Female Male Female
Difference %, falue, 95% CI Difference %, fwalue, 95% CI
Count ColN % Count ColN % of the dfference*! Count ColN % Count Column N % of the dfference*!

Plaque 603 90.1% 470 91.8% 2%, P =0.237, (1%, 5 105  24.9% 85 24.7% 0%, P =1, (6%, 6
Tablet 49 7.3% 29 5.7% 1%, P =0.491, (2%, 4 226 53.7% 191 55.5% 2%, P = 0.580, (5%, 9
Cross 9 1.3% 9 1.8% 1%, P = 0.151 (0%, 2 28 6.7% 24 7.0% 0%, P =1, (4%, 4
Horizontal slab 3 0.4% 0 0.0% *2 5 1.2% 3 0.9% *2
Pillar 2 0.3% 2 0.4% *2 43 10.2% 32 9.3% 1%, p = 0.6397, (3%, 5
Statue/sculpture 2 0.3% 1 0.2% *2 2 0.5% 4 1.2% *2
Other 1 0.1% 1 0.2% *2 4 1.0% 2 0.6% *2
Obelisk 0 0.0% 0 0.0% *2 8 1.9% 3 0.9% *2
Total 669 100.0% 512 100.0% 421 100.0% 344 100.0%

*1 ztest to compare two proportions

*2 z-test not applicable for proportion sizes
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Figure6-21. Percentageof grave markeiforms by age group and plot type witlyrave marker numbers (Total for
each xaxis category)

Percent Cross Site Name
B Cheltenham Cemetery
M Enfield Memorial Park
Percent Horizontal slab W Hindmarsh Cemetery
M stlude's Cemnetery Brighton
. Walkerville Cemetery
Percent Obelisk

80
Percent wfl ll Other
i}
g0
pb— i
80
0
80
Percent aufl Ellll Statue/sculpture
i}
80—
P — 000 —

e R R R e e e e e R e T e e e SR TR TR 0 I N
o 00 0D 00 0D CO 00 O W o o W o W o wown oo O
~ W oBE U g = WD = kWO = 0w O =
— h O O O O QO O O O O QO O QO o0 QO o g og
5 L, + + +~ + +~ + + + + + + ~+ —~+ ~+ ~+ ~+ ~+ ~+
mpo oo ooooo0coo oo oo oo o0
R el T i i I T e R R R SN VI
e W N 5 N+ v T O L W LY LW TN o LW Y o W N W LY o |
o B o= 00 W O = k)W DM o )W O =
g_ L o A S T o A T I N o Y OV I+ ¢

Primary decade of Grave marker

Figure6-22. Percentageof grave markerforms by site and plot type (Total for each-axis category)

*Grave marker numbers shown ifiable 6.16
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Table6-16. Grave marker number$or Figure 6.22

Decade

Grave marker numbers

Not inscribed

nc=7/ ne=27/nh=7/ nsj=3

18361839

18401849

nw=3

18501859

nh=2/ nsj=8/ nw=14

18601869

nh=7/ nsj=9/ nw=15

18701879

nh=20/ nsj=9/ nw=31

18801889

nc=1/ nh=30/ nsj=24/ nw=32

18901899

nc=1/ nh=25/ nsj=20/ nw=10

19001909

nc=1/ nh=44/ nsj=21/ nw=8

19101919

nh=74/ nsj=13/ nw=4

19201929

nc=17/ nh=54/ nsj=22/ nw=1

19301939

nc=107/ nh=34/ sj=27/ nw=2

19401949

nc=42/ nh=43/ nsj=24

19501959

nc=76/ ne=1/ nh=21/ nsj=24

19601969

nc=12/ ne=10/ nh=11/ nsj=13

19701979

nc=13/ ne=10/ nh=6/ nsj=11

19801989

nc=9/ ne=187/ nh=27/ nsj=9

19901999

nc=8/ ne=522/ nh=1/ nsj=4

20002009

nc=4/ ne=253/ nsj=5Aw=1

20102018

nc=2/ ne=42/ nh=1/ nsj=1/ nw=
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6.7.4 Site comparison

The use of tablets and plaques at the four general sites is consistent across the studyFigrioeb{22

and Table6-16). Amidst such general patterning, certain styles suggest localised trends, for example, the

use of pedestals was popular at Hindmarsh throughout the nineteenth century and into the 19208;(

10.6%) representing 57.3% of all pedestals recorded for the four general cemeteries. This differed to St
WdzRS Q& ¢ KSNB w2n¥29;1 k7%l viefe yhe i@ B@stpefrred choice after tablets during

the same period and represent 55.8% of thee of this style for these sites. The higher choice of crosses at

{0 WdzRSQa Yl & NBTtSOG G KSwid Ksdeigldsngthinhi astociatideNdthe2 T K
FR2FOSy il {4 WdzRSQa ! y 3t jadore/overt keligh®ekprelssion. Rowgvar, 12 | R
Walkerville has similar origins but does not reflect the same pattern of choice, although its denominational
OKIF NI OGSN) A& RAFTFSNBYyG o02SatSelyood hoStArala oSN
(n=5; 1.2% and=6;2.4%).

6.8 Grave marker styles

The grave marker forms ifable6-13 are organised into five categorigablets, crosses, pillars/sculptures,
horizontal slabs/plaques and miscellaneous. These were adapted from the terminology developed by the
National Trust oAustralia (New South Wales branéppendix B). When selecting the grave marker

families could choose from several styles in each form category subject to prevailing funerary fashion, cost
and availabilityResults for theséive categories are presented in relation to thelronology association

with plot type (child only and familysex and age.

6.9 Tablets

This formwas the most frequent choice during the nineteenth and much of the twentieth certunyany

parts of theWesternworld (Mytum 2004: 6556; Figure6-23). Twentyeight different tablet styles were

recorded Table6-17), demonstrating a significant variety of choice made by the bereaved over this period.

Due to the high number of styles the results are presented using four groupings as discu3setibinb. 6.

t SNOSy Gl 3Sa jd2GSR NBfFdS G2 GKS F2dz2NJ 3SySNrf OSY

plagues and crosses.

6.9.1 Chronology and plot type

Groupl: Rectangular and Sewircular

Rectangularand semicircular tablet styles were in use from the late seventeenth century and represent
continuity in tablet shape leading into the Victorian era cemetery (Mytum 200@2:F3hese two styles,
along with cambered (Group 3) and gabled (Group 2) were th& necorded tablet styles for this period.

The occurrence of each style of tablet in relation to plot type is showialole6-18, however only nine
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styles were recorde in enough numbers to undertake inferential testing between cbiity and family
plots. Rectangular or square tablets were found to have a statistically significant difference, trending
towards childonly plots with the remaining styles tested showingstatistical difference between plot

types.

! RO
n
" % g

' 'CH 96

Figure6-23. Rectangulatablet with shoulders, marblec. 1953, Chigenham cemetery looking eastRhoto by
author).
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Figure6-24. Percentageof tablet styles (rectangular and sendircular)by decade and plot type with grave marker
numbers (Total for each-axis category)
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Table6-17. Count and percentagef tablet styles (upright slabs and stelae) aped from the National Trust(NSW)
guidelines (2009:124.21).

95.0% Lower C 95.0% Upper C
Count Column N % for Column N % for Column N ¥

Semicircular with cut away shoulde 66 11.6% 9.2% 14.4%
Cambered with cut away shoulders 63 11.1% 8.7% 13.9%
Semicircular 61 10.7% 8.4% 13.5%
Scroll 48 8.5% 6.4% 11.0%
Rectangular or square 47 8.3% 6.2% 10.8%
Gabled 47 8.3% 6.2% 10.8%
Cambered with shoulders 42 7.4% 5.5% 9.8%
Semicircular wittshoulders 36 6.3% 4.6% 8.6%
Cambered 33 5.8% 4.1% 8.0%
Rectangular with shoulders 23 4.0% 2.7% 5.9%
Gothic 17 3.0% 1.8% 4.6%
Gothic with shoulders 15 2.6% 1.6% 4.2%
Gabled with shoulders 14 2.5% 1.4% 4.0%
Pedimented 12 2.1% 1.2% 3.6%
Rustic 7 1.2% 0.6% 2.4%
Semicircular with acroteria 6 1.1% 0.4% 2.2%
Cross surmount with shoulders 6 1.1% 0.4% 2.2%
Anthropomorphic 5 0.9% 0.3% 1.9%
Stepped 3 0.5% 0.1% 1.4%
Heart shaped 3 0.5% 0.1% 1.4%
Rectangular with wave 3 0.5% 0.1% 1.4%
Ogee 2 0.4% 0.1% 1.1%
Diamond 2 0.4% 0.1% 1.1%
Angular with curve 2 0.4% 0.1% 1.1%
Gothic with acroteria 1 0.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Gabled with peaked shoulders 1 0.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Double 1 0.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Stylised double 1 0.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Unclear due to damage 1 0.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Total 568 100.0%

Semicircular grave markers dominate in two main styles: semicircular with cut away shooldds;(
6.1%) and semicirculan£61; 5.7%). Regularly chosen in the nineteenth century these styles declined from

the 1920s and were not seen after the 1950s except for one example (with acroteria) and a modern
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example at Walkerville ¢.2015igure6-24 and Figure6-25). Rectangular (and sometimes square tablets)

are strongly represented from the 1920s through to the present, particularly on family plots.

Figure6-25. Semicirculattablet with cut away shoulders, marble, c. 1886,ndimarsh cemetery looking wesBhoto
by author).

Group 2:Gabled, Gothic and Pedimented

Other popular nineteenth century styles, such as gabled and guagtieal initially continued into the
twentieth century Figure6-26 and Figure6-27). Gothic styles were hardly recorded after the second
decade of the twentieth century agrave marker design underwent change following the First World War
(Mallios and Caterino 201430; Mytum 2002:14). Gabled by comparison is still used spatihgljing

peaked in the midwentieth century on both plot typePedimented stelae reminiscent olassical

temples although sen in the earlywentieth century, become more promineffitom the 1%0sas a style
favoured bypostwar immigrants, particularlyCatholics from southern Europas evidenced by the

inscribed names of the deceased and the abanguages other than English such as Itakagufe6-26).
Group3:Anthropomorphic, Cambered, Doubles and Ogee

Cambered grave markers, which like saincular tatbets could also use shoulders or @way shoulders,
were consistently popular on family plots from the 1850s through to the presegti{e6-28). As grave
marker heights declined from the 19205dure6-19) the cambered style with its less acutencature than
a semicircle was a stylistically good fit for the lower and wider tablets that resulted from this change.
Anthropomorphic and double styles were rare; 0.5% and=2; 0.2%) and widely dispersed
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chronologically. The former was not used aaMérville. The ogee with its pointed top appeared on two

family plots at Hindmarsh in the early twentieth century but was gone by the 1920s.
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Figure6-26. Percentageof tablet styles (gabled, gothic and pétiented) by decade and plot type with grave marker
numbers (Total for each-axis category)

Figure6-27. Gabledtablet with shoulders, marblgc. 1939, Chiéenham cemetery looking westRhoto by autho).
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