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Reflections of attitudes towards child mortality and the representation of children on gravestones
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Abstract
Introduction
The attitudes surrounding dealing with death amongst youth have changed throughout the years. Within specific eras such as the nineteenth century through to the twentieth, these changes become visible evidentially through gravestones, specifically in simply the representation of the child having a grave itself. This investigation takes the individuals themselves looking at the frequency of the age of death and how it differs moving through time and the effect of gender on this, if it does have an effect. The investigation took place at St Peter’s church cemetery in Lampeter. Sarah Tarlow makes the statement that “gravestones can be a good source of information for quantitative demographic study of mortality rates, fertility and so on in the nineteenth century,” (2005, p. 164), this statement supports the goal of this survey, to understand how the attitudes towards mortality change and how that is visible on gravestones. 


Methodology 
The specific type of grave to record was an easy definition to make when in the field, as it was simply to find each grave that contained or remembered the remains of a child. However, the difficulty became defining what classed as a child, eventually I made the decision to cap the age of a “child” at 19. I made this decision in part due to the fact that the “teenager” didn’t emerge in the modern sense until the latter part of the twentieth century. This made it difficult to establish a norm for the end of youth because while in the nineteenth century a child would be expected to work from the age of around twelve whereas in the late twentieth and twenty first century many were still living under their parents care at 18/19. This becomes important because in the earlier graves, if a ‘child’ was of an age at which they could work or were considered an ‘adult individual’, the emotion represented in the grave changes.
When out in St Peter’s cemetery, it was difficult to devise a method of collecting the data required. It was a time-consuming process because identifying graves that contained children meant that each inscription must be read and then discerned which were of use. Typology while important to differentiate between graves and to understand whether the child was interred upon death or whether they were remembered upon the parent’s death, the typology was not strictly important to understand the attitudes in this context, in some cases it was particularly important to record typology, for example grave number 31 where the grave stone was in the shape of a heart.  Another aspect of this survey that was recorded was other occupants within the grave. For many of the recorded graves there were multiple occupants and for some the children were the first to perish but they did not have representation on a gravestone until the death of the parents. Making the observation of the number of occupants also helped to show the level of child mortality within a given family or other such information. Observing the number of occupants within a grave also helped to understand how families represent the deaths of their children when there is already a stone placed in the cemetery, whether the child is added to the stone or whether a new stone is placed near by. The method of mapping the sample was a task that was undertaken as a method of keeping track of the amount of graves recorded and to prevent repetition during the process rather than a source of information to be used in the discussion. This is because it was found that for most of the children buried, the ideal was to place them with family rather than have the child placed alone but near the church. The record sheet was a difficult task, in the field a simple layout was used collecting; grave number, name of occupant, age of said occupant, gender, number of other occupants, the style or design name for the typology, date of death and a simple sketch. This data was then transferred into a spreadsheet in order to be able to compare the results of the survey with more ease. 

Results
Within the sample the results show varying examples of the attitudes surrounding child mortality, firstly the results collected can be used as evidence for the improvement of public health. The evidence collected shows that most of those between the ages of one and five died in the nineteenth century, while a large portion graves from the late twentieth are those above the age of fifteen. This improvement in the life expectancy of children is interesting because it could be attributed to many things. The obvious cause would be the introduction of the welfare state, with better housing and the NHS being introduced but it could also be attributed to things such as the reduction and closures of the workhouses and the improvement on child labour laws. The results also expressed that the most common arrangement of the graves with multiple occupants was to have 2 occupants, these graves were a mix of those interred with a parent and those interred with another child, although there were some with more occupants. However, the frequency of graves with two occupants also matches the frequency of the singular graves, this makes comparing the data interesting because while the multiple occupant graves may suggest a desire for the children to be buried among family, the singular graves may be a sign of respect to the child or it may be contributed to the symbolism of wealth within the cemetery. A child having their own grave is a clear sign that the family has wealth especially the more intricate designs.  The results also show a commonality between the graves of the nineteenth century and those that are more modern, the data shows that the style of gravestones used for the children follow similar styles, the style follows the fashion of the time. 

Discussion
The methodology of this survey was flawed, there was data that was negated during the collection process such as the details of the other occupants and also there were no photographs taken of each grave so the only image reference are rough sketches made in the field, this limits the use of descriptive analysis of the graves but it also means that the survey itself does not focus on the physical attributes of the gravestone unlike many other similar survey. Tarlow makes the observation that patterns seen in this kind of survey can only make sense when compared to census or other data like it (2005). Observations can be speculated and assumed but in reality the observations are conjecture without corroboration, the assumptions made in this report about the issues of mortality while they have value in some areas, have issues if any definitive observations are made from this data with the insinuation that this data alone is enough to support the view. Another flaw of this methodology is that the subject matter means that there were large amounts of data available for collection from the nineteenth century and early twentieth century, however there was far less data available from the late twentieth and twenty first century. This reduced the sample size and consequently made it more difficult to accurately make comparisons between the two extremes of data. The methodology was also flawed through the fact that when collecting the data there was very little method actually used, simply walking through the cemetery and reading the inscriptions searching for the graves that contain children. 
The survey provides data to support the notion that in the nineteenth century appears to be a higher period of child mortality than the more modern contrasting period where the rate has dramatically decreased. However, in the nineteenth century it was common to bury a child without a gravestone so while the modern portion of the cemetery may provide an accurate representation of the effects of child mortality in the modern world, the older section of the cemetery provides only a small proportion of the actual ‘population’ of the cemetery that has children interred. The older section of the cemetery also provides evidence of how the attitudes about child burials have changed, the more modern burials tend to be singular and with the burial occurring soon after death. But in the earlier sections of the cemetery there are large proportions of the children interred that are not buried with head stones, this could be used to support the idea that child mortality was such a normality that a marked burial was saved for those with enough wealth to commemorate in a n extravagant manner or alternatively the data could be used to insinuate that the decision to bury a child in a marked grave is made because of significant emotional attachment.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the data collected in this survey can be used to support the idea that the changing attitudes towards child mortality has a direct correspondence to the representation of said child on their gravestone. Although the survey itself is flawed and the data collected cannot as stated before be used entirely on it’s own to prove observations about mortality, without first consulting other records from the period, there are far too many negated facts on a headstone to provide all the necessary data to make concrete observations of the direct links to the physicality of mortality. 
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