‘It is the living who bury the dead’ (Tarlow, 1999, p.177)
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Grave marker of Sarah Jane Jones, aged 15 months, died 6 January 1890, Lampeter Workhouse, Death Number 29
(Personal collection, 2024)
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Abstract
Research comparing the differences and similarities between familial association and perceived social status represented in memorialisation and commemoration in the Victorian period and the current day.
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Location
St Peter’s Church is on Church Hill in Lampeter SA48 7EN, it sits at the highest point in Lampeter town. An extensive, well maintained, graveyard surrounds the church. 
Background
St Peter’s is built on the site of two pre-existing churches, a medieval church and an earlier Victorian church. The current church opened around 1870, becoming a Grade II listed building in 1992. It is described as ‘one of the most notable High Victorian Gothic Churches in West Wales’ (Cadw, 1992). A platform to the south reflects the medieval church site. The graveyard to the north remains active and whilst the southern side appears pastoral there are inscriptions from 2003. 
Notably to the south-west of the building, and immediately to the left of the main gate. are nine neat rows of workhouse graves. 
Research theme
A comparison between the representation of familial relationships in commemoration and social status through monumental inscription and design over time. 
Methodology
[bookmark: _Int_s6slzVdr]Three areas of the graveyard were surveyed in 2022 as part of HPFY3007, the methodology applied may be found in Appendix 1. On 24 February 2024 (1) the original survey data was updated adding four inhumations in area N and (2) a plan was made of the workhouse graves and the inscription data recorded in a notebook. The workhouse death registers and the Monumental Inscription record were examined at the National Archive on 28 March 2024. All data was transcribed to an excel workbook.  A further visit was made to the graveyard on 7 March 2024 to photograph specific headstones.
114 memorials were surveyed, this was revised to 116 once the memorials were linked to the Monumental Inscription record which identified two rough stones as grave markers. 












Survey area overview
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Data description
203 memorials with 325 commemorations had inscription information to be analysed. 
Notes:
(1) the workhouse memorials can only be analysed first by reference to the Monumental Inscription record. 
(2) for consistency, where the workhouse memorials themselves were illegible (see criteria in the notes to the table below) they were excluded from the analysis as per treatment of areas C, M and N.
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Two core time frames became apparent in the sample areas – the earliest period 1875 to 1931, which I have described as ’common date range’, and 1972 to 2020 described as ’common date range 2’.
The following scatter diagrams correlate the age at death to the year at death by area for the common date range:
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The scatter diagrams reflect similar profiles for the over 20s but markedly different profiles for the under 30s, specifically for young children.










In common date range 2 due to the limited number of commemorations areas M and C have been combined:
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Difference in the profiles will largely be explained by areas C and M taking few inhumations during this period as other areas of the graveyard were expanded into, there is a marked concentration over age 60.
[image: ]There are similarities in the areas in areas C, N and M in the percentage of female burials, in the number and language of inscriptions (area M at 10% Welsh is low but this area also has Latin inscriptions) and in the use of iconography. Area W is the outlier in all of these aspects.
Differences are evident in the number of commemorations per memorial.
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Areas C and M have a high incidence of more than one commemoration, this reduces drastically for area N and is reflected in only 2 instances in area W.
Analysis and discussion
Area W – workhouse graves
Area W is characterised with uniform memorials both in terms of fabric, colour, height and inscription. A high proportion of memorials have sunken or are illegible. 
 [image: ]
Partial view of area W (Personal collection, 2024)
Inmates of Lampeter workhouse and their relatives may have been fortunate in the individual burials they received at St Peter’s. Workhouses were tasked by ‘Poor Law Commissioners... that paupers be buried as cheaply as possible’ (Crowther, 1983, p.241), as a consequence ‘arrangements for pauper funerals could be markedly variable and subject to the interpretation of the Poor Law guardians’ (Rugg, 2013, p.345). Strange (2003) discusses the communal burial pits used during this period in urban areas, it is probably the low incidence and frequency of death at Lampeter workhouse which results in individually memorialised graves. The headstones tell us little of the interred, only initials and workhouse death number. They are not a ‘bibliography of the community’ (Historic England), rather the memorials speak only of the social status where ‘a number would ...be the sole indication of the space...a constructed negative image of a respectable funeral...social failure’ (Richardson, 2000, p.275). 
Strange (2003) considers how the private grave for the Victorians provides access to a cultural membership and how through occupation of space a community identity is achieved. This is in marked contrast to Victorian paupers were denied their ‘framing of the self’ (Pearson, 1999, p.47). The level of ‘public expenditure on poverty...reinforced...to die in poverty was an unpardonable social offence’ (Richardson, 2000, p.274).
The ‘pauper grave signalled the marginalisation of the poor’ (Strange, 2003, p.160) where the simple headstone became a metaphor of the bereavement moral worth of paupers. Pauper friends and relatives initially unable to ‘claim ownership of the dead’ (Strange, 2003, p.150) have, in five instances, reclaimed ownership and have marked the plot with a (presumed) replacement headstone. These memorials remain simple in form, but the inscriptions speak to friendship and familiar relations. The incidence of this is rare.


. [image: ]
Replacement for workhouse grave (Personal collection, 2024)

Areas C and M – East of Church and medieval platform
Area C and M are characterised by uniquely individual memorials with a wide range of designs, fabrics, colours and heights.
 [image: ]
Partial view of area C (Personal collection, 2024)

Areas C and M reflect the Victorian ‘family plot burial...[which]... emphasise[s] the coherence of the family group’ (Mytum, 2000, p.41). The majority of inscriptions on memorials in Areas C and M (59% and 93% respectively) evidence that ‘marital and familial relationships are given increasing  importance...in a funerary context’ (Tarlow, 1999, p.139), contrasting sharply with rates of 26% and 2% in areas N and W. 
‘The Victorian cemetery plot can be seen as a materialistic expression of success’ (Mytum, 1989, p295) where memorials are uniquely designed to commemorate ‘emphasiz[ing] kinship relations...residence...occupation...defin[ing] the social persona of the deceased’ (Mytum, 1994, p.253). Size and position vie for visibility and to attract attention, this ‘stratification on class lines...[claiming]...a permanent statement of worldly achievement and stature’ (Richardson, 2000, p.273).
[bookmark: _Int_JaT1Rd70]Even at the risk of bankruptcy, ‘respectable funerary display was a powerful articulation of social aspiration and attainment. It demonstrated...at the same time wealth and...distance from the workhouse’ (Richardson, 2000, p.273).
[bookmark: _Int_NvEBRmtH]The Lloyd Family memorial demonstrates familial relationships and status, there are sixteen inscriptions to family members on the four face panels and standing over two metres tall not only is it visible across the graveyard, it stands at a major junction of paths outside the church south door.
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Lloyd Family memorial in area M (personal collection, 2024)












Area N – active area
Area N is characterised with uniform memorials both in terms of design, fabric, colour and size. 
[image: ]
View of area N (Personal collection, 2024).

Mytum (2000) discusses how cultural expectations of an element of monumentality remain, with epitaphs and symbology mirroring those of the past or being highly personal. Area N is a clear example of twentieth century monuments ‘machine-cut blanks...relatively small and offer[ing] limited variation...constraints on style, form and materials’  (Mytum, 2000, p.16), this change may reflect a change in attitude to memorialisation but just as influential is the Church in Wales Constitution (2024) which regulates memorial type, size,  fabric, type of iconography and inscription.  ‘Our sanitised version of the processing of the dead takes the ‘place of mourning and remembrance...from the graveside...to the private home’ (Tarlow, 1999, p.146).
Area N is void of open displays of social status due to its uniformity however a choice of burial alone may be an expression of status due to the cost. Social status could, in part, be reflected in those burial plots which, over a number of years have not had a memorial erected, versus those with memorials erected.  Plot data was not extracted so further analysis would be required.
Only 26% of memorials commemorate more than one individual, in each instance this is a husband or wife. The incidence of joint commemoration has declined and gone is the family commemoration of the Victorians.




Conclusion
‘Not recorded in the graveyard [data] will be the poorer members of society...[un]able to afford a memorial’ (Mytum, 2000, p.50), yet ironically the poorest, the paupers are individually commemorised although memorials reflect the ‘express class distinctions that marginalised and degraded the poor’ (Rugg, 2013, p.330) where all identification was removed. For the middle classes, ‘the ‘Victorian way of death...[with]...its lavish displays of wealth consumption...according to social position’ (Pearson, 1999, p.43) whilst the ‘innovation of the family grave, guaranteed in perpetuity...evidence of the strength of family ties, maintaining union beyond death’ (Rugg, 2013, p.345). Whilst there are similarities in appearance between memorials and familial links in areas N and W, a burial itself today may be considered a ‘final act of positioning oneself’ (Stanford, 2013, p.140) socially.  Underlying all of these decisions is that, predominantly, they have been made by the living for the dead, the impact of this, beyond area W, is not considered in this report.

(1676 words)
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Appendix 1: Methodology for 2022 graveyard survey
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Appendix 2: Area C site plan
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Appendix 3: Area M site plan
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Appendix 4: Area N site plan
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Appendix 5: Area W site plan
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Methodology

Three areas of the churchyard were selected, firstly the active area to the north of the church (Appendix
25ite Plan N), the area to the east end of and attached to the church building (Appendix 2 Site Plan C)
and the mediacval church pIatform (A9 i @ogy) v 11 v <
Due to limiting weather conditions a sit 2u A
systematically photographedon 17Feb B 1 U £~ &
into a notebook and onto an excel spreadsheet (Appendix 3). A further visit was made to the churchyard

‘o 24 February 2022 to gather information not legible in the initial photographs, this was entered
directly into the notebook.

Data was collated for each plot comprised of age, gender (determined from common use of first names),
inscription year and a summary of symbol type. Plots to be excluded were recorded along with the
reason for exclusion.




image3.jpg
3 SNSD
ZABETH MARKS
e 2018





imagea.png
Memorials Number of
Area Memorial Additions (Nete) | Deductions (Nere2) | Includedin | commemorations
analysis on memorial
c 27 ) 3 2 59
™M 39 ) 15 (o 3) 2 84
N 75 ) 3 72 97
w 114 2 33 83 85
Total 203 325

Notes:

(1) Two stones in grass dentified as grave markers following visit to National Archive
(2) Memorials which were liegible for the ollowing reasons have been excluded from the data to be analyzed - removed headstone, falen s0 35
o make any inscription not readable, lichen or moss coverage. New burials and obvious grave pIots but with o grave marker were also excluded
(3) A number of commemorations were removed before the analyss a5 the required data - efther age and or year of death was not present or
the death was also commemorated on an adjacent memorial
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