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Summary

In March 2024 a graveyard survey was undertaken by a student at University of Wales Trinity Saint David at St Peter’s Church, Lampeter. The focus of this survey was nationhood, and how national identity is or is not exhibited by the deceased’s grave stones, and to compare and contrast how different nationhoods are represented through gravestones with each other, in particular the nationalities of Welsh, English/British and Polish. It was found that there exists a multitude of ways to exhibit one's nationhood, and that whilst there are overarching Christian ideas that virtually all of the surveyed stones exhibit, the approaches to how national identity is shown varies greatly. 
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Introduction 

Graveyards, cemeteries and their monuments inform the living of many different factors pertaining to the buried. Graveyard study allows the living to gain an insight into individuals of the past, including but not limited to their social status and identity: their hopes and fears: their ambitions: what they held dear to them: occupations: personal tragedies: and most importantly to this report, nationhood (Mytum, 2000, pp. 1-2). 
French ethnographer Arnold van Gennep wrote on his idea of rites of passage, whereby the life of an individual consists of successively moving from one generation to another and from one occupation to another (Belmont, 1974, p. 59). Each of these passages into the next generation or occupation has to be performed in accordance to a prescribed sequence of actions to legitimise the passage (Belmont, 1975, p. 63), with funerary rites being the final passage. This idea, whilst initially seemingly abstract to this report, was at the forefront of thought when approaching work like this; the way in which the headstone of an individual was created was approached in a very particular fashion to legitimise this final passage, not just for the individual being buried but also for the living that surrounded them. 
The focus of this report is that of nationhood, identity and nationalism; how is the dead’s nation (and their attitudes towards nation identity) exhibited on their gravestones? Following on from previous research done into the question of Welsh nationalism within the landscape of Lampeter town in Ceredigion, Wales (Morgan, 2024), a graveyard survey was undertaken at St Peter’s Church graveyard, within the town. Within the graveyard, it was initially obvious that there are three nations that are exhibited through headstones within the graveyard that can be categorised and surveyed: Welsh, British (or more specifically English), and Polish. The goal of this report is to answer the question of how nationhood is represented within these three very general categories of headstones. 
Researching Wales specifically, identity and nationhood within Wales has developed a newfound interest between not only the general Welsh public but also to a lesser extent within academia. This is for a number of reasons, including the rise of nationalism within Europe in the twentieth century in general: the rise of Welsh nationalist independence movements in the second half of the twentieth century: devolution of Wales in 1997 and the United Kingdom’s departure from the European union (Fevre and Thomspon, 1999, pp. 3-4; Nyatanga, 2020). This interest in the topic was a strong factor into the decision to focus on nationhood within a graveyard survey. Lampeter itself has also had a history of Welsh independence, with notably the Free Wales Army having a basis within the town during the nineteen sixties, with it being claimed that the group was formed in the town and their leader being born in the nearby village of Silian (Brooke, 2019, p. 4; Ebenezer, 2016; Wales Socialist Republicanism, 2016). This will be applied to the survey, and will be a factor that will be important to coming to conclusions. 


 
MethodologyFigure 1: GPS Map of St Peter’s Chuchyard, Lampeter with numbered areas to simplify research (OpenStreetMap, no date; Wikimedia commons, 2008).


The methodology for this survey was quite basic and typical of graveyard survey work. Initially, a GPS map was obtained from OpenStreetMap (no date), and the map was sectioned off into four areas, in each corner, to make information gathering simpler and to also allow results presentation to also be simpler. However, it became apparent that this would have been unsuitable due to an area of a number of graves north of the church being suited as a separate area to the original four. The areas were then renumbered and remade to accommodate.
	The surveyist then spent an afternoon walking around the graveyard and then recording gravestones that would be deemed suitable for the theme of the report. Specifically: style: language: tradition: iconography: date: references to place: occupation and religion were factors that were specifically recorded due to these being indicators of nationhood or information that would infer how particular individuals or peoples would include indicators of nationhood. Date was also a particularly important feature to survey as trends throughout time can then be observed. This survey was not exhaustive, due to there being a lack of necessity of exhaustion, the time frame that it was undertaken, and the lack of more than one surveyist. Mytum’s (2006, p. 81) graveyard memorial recording form was followed to achieve this recording of information, although the form was not filled out for each gravestone that was surveyed, but an advantage to using a form like such is that the surveyist is able to include or exclude as much or as little as is necessary (Simpson, 2012).


 
Results

For explanation of what will be referred to as areas, see figure 1.

Area 1:Figure 1: Family burial. Obelisk monument. Monolingual Welsh language. Ca. 1875 - 1906




Area 2: 
Figure 3: Single burial. Latin cross shaped headstone. Monolingual Polish language. 1979 CE.
Figure 2: Single burial. Monolingual Polish language. Latin cross shaped headstone. 1975 CE.


Figure 5: Single burial. Monolingual Polish language. 1976 CE.
Figure 4: Single burial. Monolingual Polish language. Latin cross headstone. 1973 CE.

Figure 7: Single burial. Monolingual Polish language. 1977 CE.
Figure 6: Single burial. Monolingual Polish language. Latin cross headstone. 1979 CE.


























Figure 8: Single burial. Monolingual English language. 2007 CE.
Figure 9: Single burial. Monolingual English language. 2009 CE.




Figure 10: Single burial. Monolingual English language. 2009 CE.

Area 3:

Figure 13: Double burial of husband and wife. Celtic cross headstone. Monolingual English language. 1945 CE.
Figure 12: Double burial of husband and wife. Urn monument. Monolingual Welsh language. Ca. 1836-1844.
Figure 11: Double burial of husband and wife. Monolingual Welsh language. Shape of headstone is similar to a pedimented headstone. 1952 CE.

Area 4: Figure 14: Double burial. Veiled obelisk monument. Monolingual Welsh language.


Figure 15: Family burial. Veiled urn monument. Monolingual English language.
Figure 17: Large celtic cross monument.
Figure 16: Double burial of mother and son. Monolingual English language. Veiled urn monument. 1880 CE.


Figure 18: Double burial of wife and husband. Celtic cross shaped monument. Monolingual Welsh language. 1885 CE. 
Figure 19: Double burial of husband and wife. Monolingual English language. Celtic cross monument. Ca. 1874-1877.

Area 5: 
Figure 21: Double burial of mother and daughter. Monolingual English language. Segmental pedimented headstone. 1839 CE
Figure 20: Double burial of husband and wife. Monolingual Welsh language. Headstone is celtic cross shaped. 1851 CE








Figure 23: Double burial of husband and wife. Monolingual English language. Latin cross shaped headstone. 1907 CE.
Figure 22: Family burial. Decorated celtic cross headstone. Monolingual English language. 


Figure 24: Family burial. Monolingual Welsh language. Ca. 1875-1915 CE.
Figure 26: Single burial. Cross shaped headstone, inscribed with IHS. Monolingual English language. 1878 CE.
Figure 27: Double burial of husband and wife. Monolingual English language. Cross shaped headstone. Ca. 1889 - 1891 CE.
Figure 25: Husband and wife burial. Monolingual Welsh language. 1857 CE.

Figure 29: Family burial. Monolingual English language. Obelisk shaped headstone. 
Figure 28: Single burial. Pedimented headstone with cross. Monolingual English language. 





























Discussion

When discussing the results gathered from this survey, there are some generalities that all of the gravestones share, but also a number of different stylistic and linguistic differences that are being exhibited. 
Firstly, the obvious comparison that can be made with every single gravestone, (figures 2-29), is that every one of them is Christian. Exhibited by every surveyed gravestone is some reference to religion either through the text written on the grave: iconography or shape of headstone. This is due to the space that this graveyard is in, and the obvious fact that it's a churchyard to an Anglican church. However, despite this fact, it is noteworthy that the way in which Christianity is exhibited varies in a number of ways, and that the nationality of the buried and the language in which it is written generally showcase a certain preference for particular Christian traits.
The celtic cross is one of the most obvious traits of Christianity. The celtic cross originates from Ireland but during the middle to the late nineteenth century, an art movement known as the celtic revival was being seen not only in Ireland but also in other historically Celtic places, such as Wales, Scotland, certain English regions and Brittany (McAteer, 2019). This movement was a conscious effort to revive a celtic identity, one which crossed borders and was felt by people of multiple nationalities (O’Hara, 2023). This cultural identity is showcased in St Peter’s church, with numerous celtic crosses (figures 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22) being shown in headstones. Interestingly however is that language did not seem to have an effect on these, with there seemingly being no relationship at all between a gravestone containing the celtic cross and what language the text was written in. Mytum (2006, p. 260) discusses Welsh language on gravestones, and he puts forward an argument that the nineteenth century saw a decline in Welsh language due to rising English literacy rates within the country, and that Welsh speakers are more likely to be bilingual than native English speakers. He then expands up on this, stating that “the choice of a particular language for a memorial indicates a commitment to that language” (ibid.), which in turn correlates to ideas of nationhood; essentially, a gravestone that was chosen to be written in just Welsh was a statement of nationhood, a showcase of the pride in their language and a “confidence that the language will continue and so the inscription will continue to function” (ibid.). Mytum (ibid.) also makes an interesting discussion of the audience of the gravestone, and that gravestones exist not only as private family grief and remembrance but also a wider social level; the gravestone is the marker for how you are perceived by wider society after death. Thus, this ties back into van Gennep’s idea of rites of passage, and that this headstone is the final ritual into your final passage: the passage into death and/or afterlife (Belmont, 1974, p. 59). 
Another form of cross that is commonly exhibited is the latin cross (figures 2, 3, 4, 6, 23, 26, 27, 28). Interestingly from the sample of gravestones surveyed, none of these latin cross headstones are written in Welsh; this showcases that this style of cross is certainly not seen as representing Welsh nationhood. Interestingly, many of the Polish gravestones in area 2 have this design, showcasing that there is a preference for this by Polish immigrants. Mytum (2000, p. 62) discusses immigration interestingly, stating that when immigrants are buried outside of their home nation, that their nationhood and national traditions survive through their burial. This is exhibited by the Polish graves at St Peters’ Church, showing that the simple Catholic style that Polish people tend to follow survives in Lampeter (Skreija, no date). 



Conclusions

Gravestones are an important archaeological tool for learning not only about the deceased, but also how the deceased is represented after death. Nationhood is a trait that both individuals and peoples feel very strongly about, and nationhood is represented after death in a number of ways: headstone style: language: text: iconography. This is an interesting area of research that would benefit from further research and perhaps a longer, more in depth follow up report.
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