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ABSTRACT 

 

The aim of this graduate project was to investigate archaeological 

significance and to examine it within the context of a cemetery, 

Camperdown Cemetery.  This work began with a review of the 

development of theories of archaeological significance and research 

potential within the American experience and in the Australian context.  

This was followed by a review of the few projects that have addressed 

archaeological significance with reference to cemeteries.  Various 

approaches to cemeteries and funerary monuments in America, England 

and  Australia were examined. 

 

Camperdown Cemetery was recorded during a three week period.  Over 880 in 

situ monuments were recorded on recording sheets.  Various aspects of the 

headstones were noted:  their fabric, style, inscription details, and location.  

All this information was entered into a database and partially analysed to 

examine a number of factors.  The main emphasis of the project was to 

examine the nature of style and headstone distribution through time and if this 

would produce a meaningful result.  

 

This required the establishment of a type series for the various upright slabs 

(Appendix 1). The type series was broken up into four style groups: Plain, 

Plain/Decorated, Relief/Plain and Relief. The distribution of these four styles 
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was examined against each other than against the other major monument 

types.  

 

The main results of this work was that the generally accepted view of the 

replacement of the simpler Georgian style headstone with the elaborate 

Victorian style monument was not found in Camperdown Cemetery.  The 

cemetery was open from 1849 to 1867 and in this period the Plain style was 

the predominate monument except when it was replaced by the 

Plain/Decorated style during the middle stages, 1855-1860.  In the final 7 

years it was the predominate form. 

 

This leads to a number of statements regarding social status and disposable 

income and the choice of monuments.  How people tried to express their 

social status through monuments and inscriptions.  This allowed a 

development of a number of points concerned with the interpretation of 

monuments for the working classes, those with less disposable income and the 

constraints this imposed upon the amount of inscription that could be written 

on a headstone for an individual member of a family group. 

 

In addition to this the inscriptions were examined with the emphasis on one 

aspect; the manner in which the names of the first person recorded on the 

monument were written.  This involved both an age and sex analysis and 

distribution of name groupings through time.  The appraisal of name 

groupings showed that generally males  and females were named in 
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inscriptions in different ways although a between 20% and 30% of women 

were named in the same manner as men were. 

 

The archaeological analysis of Camperdown Cemetery has shown that the 

research potential of a cemetery is a meaningful element in its cultural 

significance.  That there are distinct avenues through which to approach this 

material and arrive at an analysis of ordinary people in a manner which cannot 

be approached through history.  It is the approach through the cemetery 

context that elucidates this material and its social meaning. 
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1.0    INTRODUCTION 

 

The decision to do this project was the result of working as an archaeologist 

on a number of Heritage Studies.  As part of a study an inventory sheet and a 

statement of significance had to be completed for every item.  In the case of 

cemeteries, as with most other sites assessed by archaeologists, part of their 

significance is identified as research potential.  This is usually signified by 

assigning them with Archaeological or Scientific significance.  Research 

potential in its simplest form means that the site or structure has an ability to 

help the interpreter to understand more about a society. 

 

A recent project carried out for the Heritage Branch of the NSW Dept. of 

Planning has redefined Scientific Significance as "significant for the potential 

to yield information contributing to an understanding to the history of New 

South Wales" (SHIP 1990).  This could initially be interpreted as being 

research in the more obvious area, such as, genealogical research.  I was 

concerned, as an archaeologist, to examine the ways in which an 

archaeological approach to a cemetery could assist with research questions 

which were of relevance to wider archaeological research.  This was 

presuming that the research potential abided in the above ground monuments 

rather than the sub-surface skeletal and burial furniture which is excluded 

from this study.   

 

An aspect of research potential within the terms of archaeological significance 

is the acceptance that this information cannot be obtained 
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in any way other than through archaeological research.  This is often taken to 

equal archaeological excavation.  This is not the case with respect to 

cemeteries.  A cemetery can be excavated or examined as a group of artefacts.  

Cemeteries have rarely been analysed by archaeologists in Australia.  This is 

perhaps because they are perceived to be under no threat.  This is a 

misconception as they are under threat: from lack of money and community 

awareness, vandals and the spoils of time. 

 

The research questions currently being asked of archaeological material 

generally concerns colonisation, class and status, industrialisation, ethnicity, 

and gender.  Thus the task of this project is to examine the ways these 

questions can be addressed through a examination of the cemeteries fabric.  At 

least one approach will be taken to see how it works when applied to a 

cemetery.  Another aspect of examining the site is to see it within the 

development and evolution of cemeteries in Sydney generally and within its 

local area specifically.  This would show how the cemetery was related to 

social and community developments.  Thus there are intra-site and inter-site 

questions to be asked.  As this paper is focusing on a single cemetery it will be 

mainly concerned with the intra-site questions.  The geographical aspects of 

the cemetery and its landscape are not going to be addressed because of the 

intra-site focus. 
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St Stephen's was chosen because it is nearby, it is easily accessible, it has a 

wide variety of monuments, and it is also a repository for monuments which 

did not originate within the cemetery.  It was a cemetery which catered to all 

classes within the society.  I want to see how all these affect the research 

potential of this specific cemetery. 

 

Another factor to be contended with is the alteration to the size of the 

cemetery in 1947 and the succeeding construction of the sandstone wall which 

changed the basic configuration of the cemetery. 

 

Another element which needs to be taken into account is the community 

perception of the cemetery and the role it plays within the local community.  

What do these monuments mean ?  Do those early achievers and less well 

known people have expectations of their memorials being there for ever ?  

They are called monuments after all and a monument is a memorial, a 

dedication, the physical desire of people to be remembered.  It can also be 

deemed to be the desire of the living to remember the dead and make fitting 

tribute to their loved ones. 
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2.0    LITERARY SURVEY 

 

2.1    ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE: THE AMERICAN 

CONTEXT 

 

The use of the terms "Scientific Significance", "Archaeological Significance" 

and "Research Potential" abound in Public and Conservation Archaeology.  It 

is the focus of one section of this paper.  To garner a full understanding of the 

current definitions and use of the term "Archaeological Significance" it is 

essential that the experience of Conservation Archaeologists in the U.S.A be 

considered.  It is from this environment that our current use and abuse of the 

concept has evolved. 

 

This section will begin by addressing the American experience with regard to 

"significance" and observe how the concept of "archaeological significance" 

changed and developed. 

 

One of the earliest articles was a short paper by L.M. Raab and T.C. Klinger 

who reviewed four ways of assessing archaeological significance of places and 

stated that they believed only one of these was viable (1975:629-34).  The first 

approach they rejected was the use of "significance as measured by the 

National Register".  The guidelines of the National Register were not specific 

enough to incorporate all types of archaeological sites nor were they capable 

of establishing significance.  There were too many 
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sites for all of them to be registered on the National Register to see this as a 

viable measure of significance. 

 

The second method of assessment was "significance" as measured by 

monetary value, how much it would cost to excavate and record a site, to 

achieve "total data recovery" (1975:631).  This method was being used by a 

number of archaeologists.  The writers believed that this measure of value did 

not reflect the archaeological site itself and its significance.  The third measure 

was "measurement of significance by Unique characteristics": biggest, rarest, 

smallest, oldest and so on.  This approach to significance did not incorporate a 

sites research potential.  The fourth approach was "significance as measured 

by explicit, problem-oriented research design" (1975:632).  They recognised 

that archaeological significance changed with advances in archaeological 

methods and theory.  This method, the use of a research design, provided 

criteria for assessing the significance of the material.  They discussed how 

research designs should be used and what their role was in the assessment 

process.   

 

The Raab and Klinger (1975) paper is helpful because it provides a clear 

statement of the position of archaeologists in the U.S. and the processes 

they have been through with the assessment of significance of 

archaeological sites.  It supplies an historical summary of the various 

positions that contract archaeologists have progressed through and their 

arrival in the mid 1970s at research designs.   
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Sharrock and Grayson (1979:327-328) wrote a reply to Raab and Klinger's 

review (1975).  They addressed the problem with significance in the context of 

a National Register and noted that the legal requirements for registration are 

the ones that affect what is chosen to go on the register.  They believe that it is 

important to resolve the concept that a site may not have "significance" now  

but that it will have "significance" in the future.  They feel that research 

questions may be too narrow to  take account of these sites with a future 

"significance". 

 

This is a brief reply, it argues its point about the National Register and 

little else.  Raab and Klinger (1975) replied to this review but added little 

to the "significance" debate.  They do believe that research questions can 

be broad enough to take care of sites with future "archaeological 

significance". 

 

Schiffer and Gumerman (1977)  edited a collection of papers written by 

American contract archaeologists concerning the archaeological resource, its 

interpretation and management.  These papers form the foundation of the 

conservation philosophy adopted by practitioners during the last 14 years on 

"Scientific Significance".  In their introduction to Chapter IV, "Assessing 

Significance", the two editors define "Scientific  Significance" as "Research 

Potential" of significance.  In addition they discuss the inherent problems with 

using the term "significance".  A number of 
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 papers from this collection will be addressed individually.  The papers 

included in the collection edited by Schiffer methodology used in attributing 

values to archaeological play a major role in the assessment and management 

of historic and archaeological sites in NSW and Australia. 

 

Michael Schiffer and John House (Schiffer & Gumerman 1977) significance" 

so that an archaeological site's research potential can be evaluated.  They 

breakdown "scientific significance" into four areas: substantive significance, 

anthropological significance, social scientific significance, and technical, 

methodological and theoretical significance.  They stress that the substantive 

questions are the more important ones to be answered and if a site can answer 

substantive questions then it is likely to be significant.  They believe that a 

framework of regional research questions should exist to facilitate the 

assessment of significance.  

 

It is sometimes difficult to relate the major aspects of this paper to the current 

research project.  It is also unrealistic to attempt to apply the main focus of 

this paper; that you start with the research questions and go and find the sites 

which can answer them.  This is rarely possible in contract archaeology, 

within the NSW context.  It is of course possible within academic institutions.  

In contract work the consultant is presented with the site and is asked to assess 

significance, seldom do they have a 
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solid framework for referencing the material against.  Many of the questions 

being asked in NSW contract archaeology fall into the latter category of 

technical, methodological and theoretical significance.  Archaeologists are 

aware of the lack of substantive research questions and are trying to fill the 

gap.  The next step must be inter-site analysis. 

 

Mark Grady (Schiffer & Gumerman 1977:259-267) saw "scientific 

significance" as a "broad set of values characterised by the overall goal of 

making generalised statements about cultural processes" (Schiffer & 

Gumerman 1977:262).  Grady was pursuing substantive questions of the large 

section of Arizona.  The intention behind Grady's project was that through 

scientific significance they would be able to generate research questions.  This 

paper also discusses historical, social and monetary significance. 

 

This is a short paper, it does not attempt to grapple with a discussion of 

"scientific significance" in any penetrating way.  The definition of "scientific 

significance" supplied by this paper adds little to the debate on "significance".  

It is more focused upon archaeology than on the concepts of "significance". 

 

Patricia Parker Hickman (1977:269-275) discusses the [corrupted text] 

significance".  This paper describes two projects.  In the first there was a 
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conflict of perspectives on what was considered to be significant by: local 

historical societies, historians, architects and anthropologists.  

 

[corrupted text] the whole range of sites and structures, not just the best, 

biggest and richest.  It was necessary for archaeology and society to 

consider the whole range of past human behaviours.  Representativeness 

was perceived as being important in attributing significance.  This would 

allow for an interplay of all the ethnic and consumer groups within the 

area at various historical periods not just the more prosperous and 

therefore more visible groups.  In the second project the methodology for 

analysing a site was discussed.  The main focus was on the recognition of 

patterns and the methods of analysing those patterns. 

 

This is a well written paper.  It sets out the experiences and pitfalls of 

assessing significance and its analysis within a regional area and within a 

site.  It has focused more on application than on the analysis of 

significance itself.  The term "research significance" is not only 

applicable to archaeological material but to historical, and technological 

and anthropological material.  It perhaps provides a more precise 

terminology for the layman than the use of "scientific significance" which 

can cause confusion and lacks clarity.  The emphasis on 

"representativeness" is an aspect of "significance" which the Australian 

experience has embraced. 
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Keith Dixon’s paper (Schiffer & Gumerman 1977:277-290) looks at the 

broader application of archaeological research than archaeology.  K. Dixon 

recognises that a specific research orientation will have biases which will be 

introduced to the analysis of archaeological sites.  That is, research questions 

being asked now will not be the same as research questions that will be asked 

in the future.  Thus what is considered non-significant now will become, 

probably, significant in the future.  Therefore the archaeologist must take care 

to balance out these biases when working. 

 

The main thrust of this paper is that archaeological information can be of use 

to engineers, soil scientists, ecologists, and geologists.  Most of the examples 

appear to relate to archaeological work which has a long time frame, mainly 

prehistoric research. 

 

This paper is interesting in that it focuses upon the range of potential uses for 

archaeological information.  This is something that a recent seminar at the 

Sydney Cove Authority highlighted (1991).  The archaeologist has to perform 

such and such work because of the legislation but [corrupted text] theirs alone.  

We must be careful in this situation not to revert back to historical 

archaeology being the "handmaiden" of other disciplines.  Yet, complete and 

unbiased recording should be the foundation of all 
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archaeological research and excavation.  This is always a difficult problem 

with limited funding and the situation of having to tender for contracts. 

 

Moratto and Kelly (Schiffer 1978:1-26) re-address and review the 

developments which have taken place in the evaluation and use of 

"significance" within both CRM and research archaeology.  They examine the 

value of the archaeological resource for the general community.  This leads to 

stressing the need for a "broadly based strategy for appraising significance...to 

maximise the preservation and wise use of cultural resources" (1978:1).  They 

proceed by establishing criteria for evaluating significance of places and 

follow this by offering a programme for the best use of these places within 

CRM.  They state that when assessing archaeological significance it is 

necessary to understand that it is "both dynamic and relative" (1978:2).  That 

is, that significance means different things to different people at different 

times when different questions are being asked of the resource. 

"Archaeological significance" can apply on a variety of levels.  In intra-site 

analysis the value is assessed on the sub-site or artefact level and the site 

itself. On the inter-site level larger system.  There are relationships between 

these two levels which can be examined through regional analysis and 

research designs.  The push for the establishment of significance concepts 

came from the legislation which deemed it essential 
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 to plan for the long term use of cultural resources.  Thus if the cultural 

resource is to be conserved, excavated, or destroyed its significance has to be 

firmly established.  In their examination of "scientific significance" they do 

not specifically define it but say that "it involves the potential for using 

cultural resources to establish reliable facts and generalisations the past" 

(1978:5).  This means its "research potential".  This is the point where it has 

broader application beyond other archaeologists because archaeology we hope 

to "trace and explain the development of culture from its Palaeolithic origins 

to its post-industrial elaborations" (1978:6).  Moratto and Kelly agree with the 

four types of "archaeological significance" put forward by Schiffer and House 

(1977), discussed above. 

 

They stress the need for regional archaeological research designs to make sure 

that all areas of archaeological research are known so that contract archaeologists 

do not make incorrect assessments of a site's significance because it does not fall 

within the parameters of their particular research interests.  Like Dixon (1977) 

they underline the contribution that archaeological data can make to other 

historical, ethnic, public and monetary.  The writers expressed concern regarding 

the methods used for ranking archaeological sites, ie. state, regional, local, and 

registered.  If ranking or prioritization has to be done,    
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and they concede that it probably has to be, then it is vital how significance is 

assessed and how this assessment is treated within the management/planning 

process.   

 

This paper provides an overall view of the developments in the "significance" 

debate.  It provides an analysis of many of the papers discussed above with a 

focus on the Schiffer and Gumerman (1977).  Its main concern is with the 

responsible use and conservation of the archaeological resource and underlines 

the importance of significance assessment within this process.  It dismantles a 

number of ill  conceived methods of assessment of archaeological 

significance.  It is possible to read Schiffer and Gumerman (1977) and this 

paper to gain an understanding of the "significance" debate.  It is a useful 

paper for the Australian context because of its holistic approach to the 

"significance" question. 

 

Tainter and Lucas (1983 (4):707-719) examine the development of 

"significance" as a concept within cultural resource management within 

American legislation.  "Significance" was first assessed on the level of 

"association" with people or events and historical patterns.  It then proceeded 

to a regard for cultural and aesthetic qualities, such as, architecture.  The 

development of "scientific significance" was initially limited to the 

investigation of prehistoric man.  By 1966 the legislation encompasses 

associative, historical, social, distinctive 
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characteristics and archaeological significance.  They then examine the 

philosophical basis for "significance", its grounding in empiricist thought 

(1983:710f.)  They believe that "significance" implies that a site or object has 

an inherent value which is unchanging (1983:715).  During this debate they 

discuss how interpretation of sites and structures has altered through time, that 

no one site or structure will always be "significant" nor will a site always be 

lacking in "significance". This reasoning has lead them to believe that 

"significance" as a concept is unworkable. 

 

This is a dense paper which tends to hide the insightful and interesting ideas 

which the authors wish to highlight with regard to "significance" and the 

premise behind this concept.  Their explanation for the development of the 

"significance" concept can be read into the NSW and Australian experience.  

It is observable in assessment of significance by practitioners from other areas 

of expertise who in their assessments do not have to concentrate on "research 

potential" but can focus on aesthetic, associative, or architectural significance.  

It is easy to say that "significance" is an unworkable concept but it is rare that 

a site looses its "significance".  Thus it is necessary to approach sites with a 

wide understanding of the research questions to be able to assess significance 

to capture those sites which will gain significance in the future.  A perfect 

example of how new questions apply new 
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significance is the recent interest in "gender" in archaeology.  It adds a new 

perspective and dimension to sites and the questions being asked about these 

sites. 

 

Through these papers we have viewed the development of "archaeological 

significance", its basis in "research potential" and the focusing upon the 

investigation of significance through research designs.  They have moved 

away from invalid methods of measuring significance, such as, monetary 

value.  There was the recognition of problems of validifying significance when 

it based only on "associative" or "unique characteristic" (Raab & Klinger 

1975:632).  Thus the use of research designs allowed the archaeologist to 

develop other means of measuring significance. 

 

Many of these developments came out of the evolving nature of American or 

New Archaeology in the 1960s and 1970s. Through a variety of people 

attempting to give archaeology a methodological and scientific basis 

archaeologists were changing the role of how an archaeologist examined and 

their research. Archaeology in America has a foundation in anthropology and the 

study of native Americans. This is different to the growth of archaeology in 

Australia which had its basis in the Classical and Near Eastern studies which 

often employed the art historical approach or lacked any true depth to their 
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understanding of the archaeological resource.  The study of prehistory in 

Australia has had a different development to the study of historic individuals and 

this is often reflected in approaches to the archaeological resource. 

 

2.2    ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE : THE AUSTRALIAN 

CONTEXT 

 

An important aspect of the American developments which were repeated here 

was the role played by legislation in defining what the types of significance 

are, the nature of "archaeological significance" specifically and the value of 

archaeology to the community. 

 

The main legislative device which influences the definition of "significance" 

is the Australian Heritage Commission Act 1975.  This Act defines a place as 

suitable for registration as part of the National Estate places:  

..being components of the natural environment of Australia or the 

cultural environment of Australia, that have aesthetic, historic, 

scientific or cultural significance or other special value for future 

generations as well as for the present community (4.1) 

 

There is no specific mention of "archaeological significance" within the Act 

thus it became accepted use to include "archaeological significance" within 

this category.   
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An early nomination form indicates the main criteria for inclusion of a 

"European and non-Aboriginal" place were (see Bickford & Bowdler 1984:19-

26): 

 

1. "creative and/or technical accomplishment"; 

2. "Its demonstration of a way of life, custom, process or function no 

longer practised, in danger of being lost or of exceptional interest"; 

3. "Its strong association with an important figure or figures, 

development, or cultural phase" 

4. "Its townscape and or landscape value.." 

5. "Its scarcity value" 

Thus we see the values of association and unique characteristics included but 

not dominating the criteria.  There is no definitive statement for the inclusion 

of "archaeological significance" although places with "research potential" 

would easily fit into these criteria. 

 

A recent nomination form (AHC April 1990:1-10) for inclusion of a place 

within the National Estate Register has different criteria: 

A.  Its importance in the course or pattern of Australia's natural or  

cultural history. 

B. Its possession of uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of  

Australia's natural or cultural history. 

C. Its importance to yield information that will contribute to an  

understanding of Australia's 
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D. Its importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics 

of. a class of Australia's cultural places or cultural environments. 

E. It importance in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics  

valued by a community or cultural group. 

F. Its importance in demonstrating a high degree of creative or  

technical achievement at a particular period. 

G. Its strong or special associations with a particular community  

or cultural group for social, cultural or spiritual reasons. 

H. Its special association with the life or works of a person, or group  

of persons, of importance in Australia's natural or cultural history. 

 

"Archaeological significance" and "research potential" can be readily 

associated with many of these criteria as can other forms of significance.  

They provide broad guidelines for the establishment of "significance" and 

could act as elements in a research design.  They are so expressed because 

they act as guides for the writing of a statement of significance.  This Act has 

formed the basis for most other legislation in Australia, such as, the NSW Act 

and the new Queensland Act.  Yet its legislative impact is minimal because it 

only affects land or places owned or affected by Federal Government 

decisions. 
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The next piece of legislation which impacts upon "archaeological 

significance" within NSW is the NSW Heritage Act, 1977.  In Section 4.1 it 

defines "Environmental heritage" as: 

 

those buildings, works, relics or places of scientific, cultural, social,  

archaeological architectural, natural or aesthetic significance  

for the State. 

 

Thus we finally see "archaeological significance" specifically enshrined in 

legislation although this does not necessarily help us define what it means.  

The other main element of this legislation which helped define what was 

archaeological was the definition of "relic":   

     

any deposit, object or material evidence-that comprises New South 

Wales, not being  

(a) which relates to the settlement of the area aboriginal settlement: 

and, 

(b) which is 50 or more years old; 

 

The original version of the Act in 1975 defined it as being 100 or more years 

old.  Thus we see "relic", which may be included under other categories of 

significance but does have a direct association to archaeology as being defined 

as older than 50 years and relating to the non-aboriginal settlement of NSW.  

These clearly provide the legislative defining parameters for Cultural
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Resource Managers for places of "archaeological significance".  Yet these 

parameters do not bring us tangibly closer to analysing what "archaeological 

significance" means when confronted with a site more than 50 years old.  Thus 

it is necessary to examine the literature to see how archaeologists have 

interpreted from an understanding of the Federal and State Acts. 

 

Bickford and Sullivan (Sullivan & Bowdler 1984:1926) addressed four problems, 

that of defining "Archaeological Significance", "Scientific Significance" and 

"Research Potential"; the definition of these terms by the Australian Heritage 

Commission through legislation; the Burra Charter and archaeological 

significance; and the misuse of these terms within cultural resource management 

in the Australian context. They state that these terms have been used 

"synonymously". The use of "scientific" in archaeology may refer to the 

methodology used to analyse material and demonstrate its significance. This does 

not relate to a site's research potential. The use of research questions goes beyond 

the methodology used to analyse the site. Bickford and Sullivan have asked three 

questions to discover if a site has archaeological, scientific or research 

significance, that is, its potential for solving research questions. Firstly, "can a 

site contribute knowledge which no other resource can?". Secondly, "can the site 

contribute knowledge which no other site can?".  
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Finally, "is the knowledge relevant to general questions about human history or 

other substantive problems relating to Australian history, or does it contribute to 

other major research questions"?. (Sullivan & Bowdler 1984:23). 

 

This paper is essential for understanding the basis and methodology of 

significance assessment of archaeological sites within Cultural Resource 

Management in Australia.  They emphasised that scientific may mean the 

methodology used to investigate a site rather that the archaeological material 

itself.  Thus "scientific" and "archaeological" may be defined differently.  

Some practitioners have failed to understand an important aspect of the 

analysis by Bickford and Sullivan; that research significance and research 

potential are two different things.  All sites have research potential but do they 

have research significance?  If the three questions are answered in the 

affirmative then it is likely that the site will have research significance.  Thus 

we are left with the problem of what are the research questions? 

 

Bickford & Sullivan (1984) examined an early version of the Burra Charter 

which did not deal well with "scientific significance".  The Burra Charter is 

the Australian ICOMOS Charter for the Conservation of Places of Cultural 

Significance.  The Burra Charter, which has become the standard guidelines 

for conservation analysis in Australia, defines "cultural significance" as:  
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aesthetic, historic, scientific, or social value for past, present or future 

generations. 

 

Bickford & Sullivan (1984:20-1) argued that the Burra Charter definition of 

"scientific significance" allowed no place for the incorporation of 

"archaeological significance".  Some of the most recent work on 

"significance" has been carried out for the Heritage Branch, NSW Department 

of Planning.  Joan Domicelj (1989) working on the State Heritage Inventory 

Programme (S.H.I.P.) wrote the Evaluation Criteria and Application 

Guidelines.  In this she re-examines the application and definition of the 

various areas of "significance".  "Archaeological Significance" has been 

included within "Scientific Significance". 

 

An item has "scientific significance" if it is "significant for  the potential to 

yield information contributing to an understanding of the history of New 

South Wales" (1989:38).  There are two criteria for inclusion within the 

inventory for a site, building, other structure or relic which is believed to have 

potential: 

 

* places for which there is a strong presumption of fields which may 

contribute to the understanding of local, regional or state history;  
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* places with physical evidence likely to be of specified technological or 

cultural value where the evidence is not available through other research 

techniques. (1989:38). 

 

This incorporates two of the questions asked by Bickford and Sullivan 

(1984:23f.) although it does not confront the second question "can the site 

contribute knowledge which no other site can?".  This point is to some extent 

covered by the exclusion guidelines which cover four points: 

 

* places for which there is no presumption of research potential; 

* places valued for unusual features mentioned in documentary sources but 

no longer part of the surviving fabric;  

* places of a type, already well studied and documented, and not requiring 

additional research;  

* places whose research potential is exhausted. (1989:38) 

 

These guidelines are broad and can incorporate many factors of significance 

other than "archaeological significance". This is valuable because it focuses on 

general questions of research potential. This allows for the use of the information 

retrieved by archaeological excavation whose value in not only to the 

archaeologist but has relevance to other investigators, such as, soil scientists, 
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architectural historians, historians, entomologists, physical anthropologists, 

biologists, botanists and so on.   

 

On the other hand the broadness of the guidelines provide no rigorous focus 

for the work.  It reinforces the perception that "potential" can equal 

"significance".  It does not deal with the probability that all sites will have 

potential.  The exclusion guidelines do not impose any serious constraints 

upon the inclusion of most sites.  Few archaeologist would presume that a site 

has no potential unless all the archaeological deposits had been removed, such 

as, for the construction of a multi-storey building.  The history of archaeology 

has continually proved earlier archaeologists wrong on this point.  The second 

point places undue emphasis upon the unusual and not the whole structure or 

complex.  With the third point there are few places or types of sites that have 

been well studied.  The knowledge of these sites is currently limited; once the 

S.H.I.P. programme is operational it should provide a substantial data base.  In 

the case of the fourth point it is difficult to determine when a place's research 

potential is exhausted?   When it is fully excavated?  When it is recorded?  

This point appears to be clear but in real terms it is unlikely to happen or, at 

least, not for many years. 

 

Another paper produced for the N.S.W. Department of Planning (1990) at the 

same time as the Domicelj guidelines (1989) addresses "archaeological 

significance" specifically: 
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Archaeological significance requires an item to have the potential 

to define or expand knowledge of earlier human occupation, 

activities and events through archaeological research (1990:6). 

 

This paper, Heritage Assessment Guidelines (Dept. of Planning 1990:5) 

includes a definition for "scientific significance".  It relates: 

 

..to an item's ability to reveal information which will contribute to the 

development of research on particular or various subjects. 

 

There is little difference in substance between these two definitions other than 

the specific identification with the archaeological context. 

 

These guidelines are helpful.  They define a broad number of aspects of  

"significance" and supply a number of examples which helps to some extent 

with comparative data.  The examples are often highly significant sites, such 

as, First Government House Site, Hyde Park Barracks etc., the significance of 

these sites is not in question but they do not necessarily serve as a solid 

comparative basis for sites which fall into the uncertain category.  This 

definition does not cover the first two questions asked by Bickford and 

Sullivan (1984) (see above).  
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Thus we see the development of local definitions and perceptions of 

"archaeological significance".  The best course for an archaeologist who needs 

a solid grounding for the work they are going to carry out in relation to 

"archaeological significance" is to ask those three questions posed by Bickford 

and Sullivan (1984).  If a site can answer those three questions then they will 

have "archaeological significance".  Yet this does not deal with the problem 

that the resource base is too small to be able to answer these questions any 

other way then in the affirmative. 

 

2.3    ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE: THE CEMETERY 

CONTEXT 

 

Siobhan Lavelle has examined  the "archaeological significance" of the 

cemetery as an: 

 

evolving and dynamic cultural landscape within a broader social 

context that provide primary physical evidence relevant to the 

interpretation of attitudes to death and associated values across 

society (1990:9). 

 

The discussion goes onto highlight some of the areas of archaeological 

evidence to be found in cemeteries: progressive changes, community taste, 

fashions and attitudes to death, intact evidence in original contexts 

(headstones), and landscapes.  This material allows the 
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archaeologist to interpret an understanding of cultural patterns, developments 

and philosophies, status, style, ethnicity and class. 

 

The paper by S. Lavelle (1990) is specific to a type of site which does not fit 

easily into the category of excavation or survey which most of the other papers 

on "scientific significance" have examined.  It is a helpful paper which will 

form the basis for conservation and protection of cemeteries within NSW. 

 

The National Trust (NSW) an influential non-government body has produced 

Cemeteries, A  National Trust  Policy Paper (1985:1-70).  It is a broad ranging 

examination of conservation concerns regarding cemeteries.  It examines the 

role of the National Trust and its Cemeteries Committee, the Burra Charter, 

the value and significance of cemeteries and the broad range of legal issues 

which can be involved with a cemetery depending upon whom the control is 

invested.  It then proposes certain approaches to adopt in the conservation and 

management of cemeteries and offers examples of recording forms for 

documenting a cemetery.  In appendix F it offers a "suggested gravestone 

terminology" with illustrations (1985:59-66). 

 

This Policy Paper is an attempt to examine the broad range of impacts upon 

cemeteries and how best to manage them within the conservation guidelines now 

 



28 

established in NSW.  In its analysis of "significance" it includes many kinds of 

significance: historical, social, artistic, religious, genealogical and so on but 

does not recognise "archaeological significance" (1985:6-8).  This is a flaw in 

the document which can lead people in the community not recognising the 

potential a cemetery may offer when studied in an archaeological fashion.  

Clearly elements of a cemeteries' "research potential" have been recognised in 

their discussions of historical, social and genealogical significance but it does 

not cover the broader elements of "archaeological significance". 

 

2.4    CEMETERIES AND THEIR RESEARCH POTENTIAL 

 

The intention of this paper is to examine research potential and methods of 

addressing it within the context of a cemetery, Camperdown Cemetery.  A 

cemetery offers a different set of parameters to a sub-surface site or survey but 

it still utilises archaeological techniques to arrive at it [corrupted text]. 

Another dilemma within the analysis of "archaeological significance" and the 

"research potential" of a cemetery in the Australian context is that it has 

mostly been formulated within the context of Cultural Resource Management 

not in the intellectual discipline of archaeology and the interpretation of 

material cultural.  Please note that this thesis excludes the study of skeletal 

material as part of the “research potential” of the cemetery as it is focusing on 

the above ground remains.  
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When and where archaeologists have examined cemeteries for an analysis of 

patterns of culture they have mainly examined the prehistoric cemetery and 

burial practices.  This is usually done by excavation with an analysis of 

changes in burial practices and the associated artefacts.  It is rarely the 

intention of anyone dealing with European cemeteries in Australia to excavate 

them unless they are to be removed or destroyed.  It is the preferred intention 

of this archaeologist to record the information of the extant cemetery as the 

remains of cultural patterns and social developments. 

 

Little work has been done in Australia on the archaeological analysis of 

cemeteries but considerable work has been done in the U.S.A. and in England.  

I will examine these projects briefly as the basis for developing an 

archaeological approach for an analysis of the “research potential” [corrupted 

text] 

 

2.4.1   AMERICAN APPROACHES 

 

Stanley French (1974:37-59) provides a brief historical analysis of the 

development of cemeteries in the American context with some examination of 

the differences between them and English cemeteries.  It details parallel 

developments in the move from the unsanitary conditions of the early 

nineteenth century to the establishment of the "rural cemetery" of St Auburn, 

Boston. It briefly examines the stylistic 
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evolution in the American cemetery.  The use of travelogue descriptions of the 

cemeteries described produces fascinating insights into the visual impacts of 

the newly evolving style of cemetery [corrupted text] and their new 

importance in the community.  The history of the development of the "rural 

cemetery" indicates that it was independent of the English and European 

experience generally.  It seeks to establish Mt Auburn as influential on the 

design of an early English garden cemetery at Abney Park.  It allows for a 

comparison with colonial developments and the nature of a time lag.  It  seeks 

to establish the basis of the "rural cemetery" as the desire to develop "cultural 

institutions" as evidence of a cultural heritage which the Americans were 

accused of lacking (1974:57). 

 

One of the most influential writers on American cemetery archaeology has 

been James Deetz.  He did some of the first work on American cemeteries, 

with particular reference to those of New England, USA.  He has written two 

articles with co-author Dethlefsen.  In Death's Head, Cherub, Urn and Willow 

(1978:83-89) Deetz  and E. Dethlefsen, recorded and analysed a changing of 

motifs used on headstones.  The influences on the style of the monument 

carved and chosen were analysed and were shown to reflect developments in 

religious practices and orthodoxy. 

 

They charted the stylistic development of three specific types of headstones 

from England with a time lag for diffusion of these styles of 
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about 50 years.  The development and peaking of these three styles could be 

charted on a "boat-shaped" graph which indicated that one peaked then tailed 

off as the next style gained popularity.   

 

There was some overlap of style but not of the three styles.  They were 

looking at the spread of the three styles over an area and sought to analyse 

why there was variation between different areas and why these modifications 

were the result of internal changes in style.  How did these internal changes 

relate to the archaeologists concepts of culture and influences from social 

groups?  They concluded that the introduction of a single change in a style of 

mortuary art was a reflection of the society which produced the art.  Thus the 

diffusion of one particular style is a "function of social class and religious 

values" (1978:85).  Associated with this work was the examination of a single 

carver's style and development in the overall context of a specific design over 

a large area.  They observed that patterns in mortality over this area could also 

be examined. 

 

Deetz and Dethlefsen were not studying historic cemeteries to understand 

more about the society which created and used these cemeteries but as a test of 

archaeological methods and predictive models being developed generally in 

archaeology (1978:83).  Cemeteries, especially New England ones, are fixed 

in time and space which allows for an analysis of the variation of their 
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physical characteristics within a solid framework.  This paper has been 

influential in forming approaches to the study of historic cemeteries. 

 

A later paper by Dethlefsen (1981:137-159) records his change in of the 

interpretative value of cemeteries.  No longer are they simply the repository of 

material for examining and forming predictive models they have become 

reflectors of the community.  They can tell us about views of God, 

implications of life and death, variation in status, the values of family 

relationships, general social interaction, ethnicity and other research issues.  

This is possible because every one dies, it is a process which all members of a 

society go through therefore how each individual and each group treats burial 

will tell us much about their attitudes to death.  He believes that mortuary 

practices are a reflection of the living community because it is they who 

choose, buy, inscribe and locate the monuments (1981:137).  He lists the type 

of data which will provide information about the community: choice of stone, 

its design and decoration, size of the grave, type and elements in the 

inscription, its position in the cemetery, how graves are laid out and the 

location of the cemetery in the community.  Dethlefsen examines these groups 

of data in relation to four cemeteries in Florida.  He follows this with an 

analysis of the data through historical periods.  He states that the data only has 

meaning when analysed through time because it is the changes within the 

groups of data that tells us about the evolving community.  This is an 
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informative and essential article to read for the analysis of historical 

cemeteries.  Dethlefsen clearly states the thought processes which have 

brought him to this stage of recognising the value of historic cemeteries within 

the interpretation of society.  His data while not well presented is made 

meaningful through the use of `boat-shaped' graphs.  These graphs allow for a 

comparative analysis of changes within a single category and then across a 

number of categories. 

 

An examination of the social meaning of these changes recorded in the 

cemetery is addressed in Dethlefsen and Jenson "Social Commentary from the 

Cemetery" (1977 (86):32-39).  They examine the changes observed in the 

recording work carried out by Deetz and Dethlefsen and analyse it within its 

social context.  This utilises more than the stylistic changes found to the style 

and type of headstones.  Meaning is given to changes over time in the opening 

epitaphs of inscriptions, the number of people recorded on a headstone, the 

change in materials used for monuments, the arrangement of names, the nature 

of the plot and the distribution of monuments within a plot. 

 

This article develops in more detail aspects of the work recorded in the earlier 

projects but not analysed in any detail.  The social analysis is the result of the 

new appraisal of the value of the historic cemetery observed by Dethlefsen in 

his later work (1981).  This article offers a sound comparative basis for work 

written in the Australian context. 
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The impact of the studies carried out by Deetz and Dethlefsen can be viewed 

through related post-graduate research done by others.  Diana Coombs 

examined Early Gravestone Art in Georgia and South Carolina (1986).  The 

focus of the project was clearly art historical but it was a of the attention given 

to the New England headstones.  Williams Coombs' thesis concerns the 

exportation of headstone produced by some of the New England stone carvers 

to Georgia and South Carolina.  A side effect of this was the lack of local 

development of stone carvers.  The examination of stylistic influences from 

architecture, furniture and jewellery design is valuable.  The inclusion of a 

lexicon for gravestones in an appendix is helpful. 

 

This is a well illustrated book which displays the variety of styles of 

headstones found along this area of the eastern seaboard of the USA.  It is not 

limited to the types examined by Deetz and Dethlefsen.  The descriptions used 

in the lexicon have been employed in the types series sheet in Appendix 1 of 

this project. 

 

Another approach to the research of headstones was taken by Lynn Clark in 

"Gravestones, Reflectors of Ethnicity or Class?" (1987:383-395).  Clark 
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examines the definitions of ethnicity and class within the anthropological and 

sociological context.  The definition of "ethnic individuals" is through their 

shared customs and world view (383).  Class is mainly linked with status but 

also to levels of income (383).  Status is constructed from elements including 

life-style, formal education and occupation.  Clark also wished to examine 

how these two factors interacted to restrict a consumers choice with regard to 

a product, the purchase of a gravestone.  To test the value of gravestones to the 

study of ethnicity and class Clark took a team of people to an area with clear 

ethnic links, various waves of immigrants the late 1800s to the mid twentieth 

century.  They random sampled a number of cemeteries in the region.  

Ethnicity was attributed on the basis of surnames while class was derived from 

historical research into peoples' working past.  This produces a chronological 

result into changes in ethnicity and class as evidenced by the gravestones. 

 

This is was a fascinating project examine through the study of cemeteries.  It 

is certainly an aspect of cemeteries in Australia which could be looked at.  It is 

of value to see the differentiation between ethnic form non-ethnic in the 

American situation which may be viewed differently in the Australian context.  

Ethnic is a word we throw around easily but it can be used to apply to any 

group or population which is not the "normal". 
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2.4.2   ENGLISH APPROACHES 

 

The avenues of research into English cemeteries has had a different focus to 

the American experience.  The English have carried out projects on the variety 

and differences observed in headstones over regions rather than on an analysis 

of individual cemeteries (Burgess 1963).  They have taken a more art 

historical approach to their analysis of headstones (Penny 1975, 1977).  This is 

difficult to resist when dealing with well cut and individual monuments.  

There are general histories of the development of the Victorian cemeteries 

(Curl 1972, 1980).  Most importantly there are books written by people who 

influenced the design of cemeteries (Loudon 1843). 

 

Perhaps the best known book on English cemetery monuments is Frederick 

Burgess’ English Churchyard Memorials (1963).  Burgess provides an 

historical overview of the development of headstones from the prehistoric to 

the post-reformation.  He then discusses the design of the monuments, their 

iconography, and the variety of techniques used for quarrying and 

transportation. 

 

This book offers a chronological basis to the development of mortuary 

monuments leading into a focus on the English experience.  It important to 

understand the development of mortuary practices in England to be able to 

relate colonial experiences back to their foundations. 
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There has been little published on archaeological approaches to the analysis of 

cemeteries in England.  The majority of books are art historical such as N. 

Penny's books Themes and Conventions in English Commemorative Sculpture 

c.1780 -c.1840 and Church Monuments in Romantic England.  The side effect 

of the art historical approach is the focus upon the "best", "biggest" and 

"unusual".  This results in the examination of a limited group in the society 

rather than cutting through the whole of society to show the variety of 

developments. 

 

The Archaeology Department of York University, has a cemetery project 

currently under way which involves both recording and excavation of 

cemeteries in York (W. Johnson pers.com.).  The publication of these results 

are eagerly awaited. 

 

Other works produced by the English authors are essential to understanding 

the Victorian mortuary practices and the succeeding impact on Australia.  J.C. 

Loudon wrote a seminal work On The Laying Out, Planting, and Managing of 

Cemeteries (1843).  Loudon analysed the reasons for cemeteries, examined the 

health requirements of the community and proceeded to provide a 

commonsense approach to a new style of cemetery.  He recommended how 

graves were, to be dug, how monuments were to be erected, what type of 

monument was preferable and what structures could be erected in the 

cemetery or churchyard.  He was a firm believer in the internment of a single 
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body per grave, the use of wooden coffins and the back filling of graves with 

earth.  The layout and landscaping with particular evergreens was a major 

emphasis of his approach.  Loudon believed that when a cemetery was full it 

could become a rest park with monuments to edify and educate all classes of 

society.  That by gazing upon well designed and upright monuments the eye 

and brain could learn about design and be uplifted in a subliminal manner.  

The cemetery could also be used for classes on botany, architecture, classics 

and so on. 

 

This book was highly influential on the design and landscaping of cemeteries 

in the second half of the nineteenth century.  Many of the ideas he presents 

make interesting reading and aid our comprehension of the development of 

cemeteries in England.  It clarifies the burial techniques used during this 

period which appear to be generally found in Australia.  It expresses a positive 

response to the conflict between the older style of burial patterns and their 

conflict with urbanisation and industrialisation.  His expression of the value of 

these cemeteries to the community are perceptive and fit in closely with our 

concepts of the role of the older style cemetery in modern society and the 

conservation views of heritage generally.  He is inspiring to read, he offers an 

insight into those very modern views of the nineteenth century. 
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J.S. Curl (1980) has written a general appraisal of buildings, monuments, and 

settings of funerary architecture in the Western European Tradition" (1980: 

subtitle).  Curl, like Burgess (1963), examines the development of burial 

monuments through the Greek and Roman traditions, the Middle Ages and the 

Renaissance.  Like other scholars Curl recognises the impact of Urbanisation 

and Industrialisation on the cemetery and the changes wrought by the 

development of the seminal garden cemetery at Pere Lachaise in Paris.  This 

work goes on to examine the developments into the twentieth century.   

 

It is well researched and has fascinating illustrations.  The pictures and 

discussion of nineteenth century burial practices in England, France and 

Europe generally show how interconnected are the influences on styles and 

design by this stage of human development.  Once burial practices were used 

by archaeologists to illustrate the development of different cultures now they 

link those cultures who are undergoing similar economic and social 

transitions.  Yet there are differences between countries which make the 

examination of these customs revealing of the national and local identity. 
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2.4.3   AUSTRALIAN APPROACHES 

 

One of the first works on Australian cemeteries was "Nineteenth Century 

Tombstones" a brief article by J. Birmingham (1987:21-26) originally 

published in the ASHA Newsletter 1973 3 (1)).  It begins with: “Each stone is 

a piece of dated folk craft, bearing unique historical information about 

changing family life, occupations, religious beliefs, hopes and 

fears”.(1987:21) and mourns the loss of the cemetery and its headstones.  It 

proceeds to a brief historical review of English and American cemeteries.  The 

nature of the later styles of headstones are regarded as stereotypical by this 

writer and not as "attractive" as those made pre-1800 (1987:23).  A major 

focus of this paper is to encourage local societies to record their cemeteries.  

Two types of recording forms are included, one for each headstone and one for 

an analysis of headstone and relief types. 

 

This article is designed for the general public or historical society who may 

want to record a cemetery.  It has a conscious focus upon the aspect of 

cemeteries and the necessity to record them.  The difference between "folk art" 

and the later "stereotyped" Georgian-Victorian is not explained and is purely a 

regrettable value judgement. 
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The first historical analysis of the development of European cemeteries in 

NSW was written by K. Johnson in 10,000 Years of Sydney Life edited by P. 

Stanbury (1979:11-19).  It begins with the first haphazard cemeteries in The 

Rocks followed by the more established cemetery now beneath the Sydney 

Town Hall.  The Town Hall Cemetery was succeeded by the Sandhill's 

cemetery.  It records how the cemeteries from these two sites were removed 

for construction and that many of the headstones were sent to newer 

cemeteries, such as Botany, Balmain and Camperdown.  He  cites the 

genealogical value of headstones, especially those dated prior to 1856 and the 

compulsory registration of deaths.  At the back of the article a list of the 

various metropolitan cemeteries and their opening and closing dates is 

supplied. 

 

This is a helpful and reasonably accurate history.  But is mainly a history and 

does not address the significance questions about cemeteries which are raised 

by current conservation initiatives.  The genealogical aspect of this paper is 

reflective of the author's involvement in the Society of Australian 

Genealogists. 

 

At the 1987 ASHA conference a paper was presented by two members of the 

National Trust (NSW) Cemeteries Committee, S. Lavelle and R. Mackay.  
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It was published as "Burial Grounds: Kitsch Memorials or Serious 

Undertakings?" (1988:173-185).  This paper focuses upon the cemetery as 

popular culture.  Cemeteries are seen as exemplifying a society's attitudes 

towards death and offer evidence of the variety of cultural and social impacts 

upon a group of people.  This is seen in the form and shape of the cemetery 

environs, the plantings used and the type of monuments chosen to be erected 

within the cemetery.  It stresses that modern monuments which we could 

describe as ugly and unsuitable for erecting in a cemetery offer a valuable 

expression of society's diverse responses to a common situation.  That all 

types of monuments together offer a fast disappearing example of the layers of 

different historical periods in style, taste and custom. 

 

This approach to the value and significance of cemeteries of all phases of our 

history is somewhat different from that taken by J. Birmingham who saw the 

attractiveness of the earlier monuments as a valuable asset.  The stressing of 

the value of the cemetery through all phases of our history is a valuable and 

insightful point.  It is important to remember that age does not make an object 

more significant except in art historical and monetary terms.  If you are 

interested in producing social commentary the analysis of all elements and 

phases are essential.  Though it is always easier to study a society whose 

artefacts are considered attractive. 
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S. Lavelle has also written “Archaeology, Necrogeography and Necrotecture 

in the Sydney Region - Evolving Patterns on the Disposal of the Dead” 

(1989).  This is an archaeological analysis of the changes in mortuary practices 

with an emphasis on the reasons for the creation of a variety of categories in 

burial grounds.  It places the cemeteries of the Sydney region within the 

tradition of western funerary practices.  It then addresses the nature of the 

physical evidence within the cemetery and the changes to this evidence 

through time.  The examination of the changes in monuments styles and 

inscriptions offers a variety of good examples (88.) with links into the type of 

information that can be analysed from these artefacts.  The historical period 

covered by this paper is mainly 1870 to 1950s.  It also examines the cost 

factor involved with the erection of a headstone and the various prices paid for 

different types of monuments and the perceived decrease in money expended 

on burial monuments since the early twentieth century (104).  Lavelle believes 

that the changes in burial practices and landscapes witnessed throughout the 

twentieth century are a response to the changing mortality rates, the denial of 

death and the institutionalisation of old age (109).  An adjunct to this is the 

decreasing role religion plays in peoples life (111). 

 

This is a thoughtful essay which approaches the transformation of burial 

practices in a thorough manner.  It is a rare example in the study of NSW 
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cemeteries which uses archaeological methodology.  It presents a well 

reasoned argument with a clear understanding of the background behind the 

developments in mortuary practices.  It is interesting to observe how Lavelle's 

interpretation of the shift in burial fashions are very different to those that lead 

into the development of the nineteenth century garden cemetery: pollution, 

public health concerns, and good planning and design.  Both are the 

development of social changes yet the nineteenth century developments are 

coupled to scientific developments which were able to identify the sanitation 

and health risks.  To some extent they were the product of urbanisation the 

twentieth century divergences are also the outcome of the developments in 

urbanisation in the twentieth century and changes in design perceptions. 

 

2.5    WORKS ON CAMPERDOWN CEMETERY 

 

The majority of histories written about Camperdown Cemetery have been 

small historical booklets which were designed to provide visitors with a guide 

to the cemetery and its historic personages.  These publications usually 

provided a map with numbers to locate specific burials which were then 

briefly discussed. 

 

The earliest booklet was written by P.W. Gledhill (1934) and was entitled 

Plan and Description of Some of the Historic Graves.  It contained eight pages 
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with a plan of the cemetery (map ).  There was a photograph on the front page 

with St. Stephen's Church in the background and a number of headstones in 

the foreground.  One hundred and fourteen graves are numbered on the plan 

(map 3) with a short description, varying from a single line to 4 lines, of the 

"significant" people buried in the cemetery.  The details concerning the 

individual burials usually include information on a few categories.  These 

covered their position in the community, such as, `Consul for Bremen and 

Lubeck' (#5), `Trustee of the Cemetery' (#8), `wife of the Right Rev. Bishop 

Broughton (#71)' and `Sydney's first ironworker (#91).  They frequently 

referred to types of employment, such as, `Stipendiary Magistrate' (#8), 

`Harbour Master and Pilot of Port Jackson' (#11) and `Quartermaster HMS 

Cordelia' (#104).  These descriptions may have recounted how an individual 

died if it was sensational or unusual. 

 

These categories reflect both the information on the monuments but also the 

interests of the writer. Gledhill has done some basic research into the position 

and role of these people in society. Thus he saw much of the significance of the 

cemetery coming from the ‘social’ position of these people. This can then be 

taken further to conclude that the majority of people who came to look at this 

cemetery were interested in these aspects of the cemetery; the historical 

personages and why they were historical personages. The “sketch” plan (map 3)  

is the only early indication of layout of the cemetery known to this author. 
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The second booklet on the cemetery was written by Rev. T.G. Rees Th.L., 

then minister at St Stephen’s and titled Historic Camperdown St Stephen's, 

Newtown (n.d: 1-47).  The approach taken here is a more detailed assessment 

of the history of the area from the first land grant to Governor Bligh and his 

family.  It contains a plan of the cemetery (map 5) divided into different areas 

and provides a detailed discussion of many of the headstones in these sections.  

It focuses initially on the church and then describes each area and the 

historical and social relevance of the stones.  It makes mention of the many 

children buried in the cemetery (9).  The historical discussions focus upon the 

role the individuals played in colonial history (11-12) and includes many 

sensational stories such as the death of Thomas Downes (12). 

 

Rees was Minister at St Stephen's from 1965-66 (Nichols:16).  Clearly Rev. 

Rees has done a considerable amount of historical research to add to the 

information known about the people buried in the cemetery.  The focus on 

their relationship to Australian, Colonial and local history is reflective of the 

important role many of these people played in the development of Sydney and 

the Colony.  This provides information about the cemetery in its current 

configuration.  He writes briefly about the iconography of some of the 
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decorative elements including draped urns and the flying hour glass (38).  It 

has numerous side remarks about religion and Christianity.  It is a fascinating 

booklet which must not be taken as totally accurate. 

 

The current guide is Camperdown, A history of Camperdown Cemetery and 

St. Stephen's Newtown (1976:1-28).  It is a briefer booklet then the previous 

publication and includes a number of photographs.  It has three sections.  The 

first is a short history of Newtown and St Stephen's Church.  The middle part 

includes the plan from Rees (n.d: 6) (map 5) which has been re-numbered and 

very brief descriptions of some of the burials.  The last part is a slight section 

on religion. 

 

This book is far less interesting a piece of historical research and then the 

book by Rees (n.d).  It is a somewhat prosaic, if informative, presentation of 

Camperdown Cemetery and its history. 

 

In 1982 Stephen Frith an Architecture student at the University of NSW wrote 

a thesis on ‘Camperdown Cemetery and St. Stephen's Cemetery’.  From this 

he produced a second piece of work a ‘Conservation Plan for Camperdown 

Cemetery’.  This is a solid piece of work with basic primary research which 

was not found in the above publications.  It has a heritage focus and examines 

‘heritage significance’, the history of Camperdown Cemetery, nineteenth- 
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century cemeteries generally and makes recommendations for the conservation 

of the cemetery, its monuments, landscape and architecture. 

 

The historical research has examined the primary resources which the above 

publications did not look at.  It is academic piece of work which reflects the 

conservation issues of ten years ago and the inexperience of the writer.  The 

historical research is well presented and was very useful for this project.  It 

forms the basis for the history of Camperdown Cemetery presented in 4.1. 

 

Brief historical vignettes of the various stonemasons and the development of 

undertakers in Newtown is supplied by the Jubilee Souvenir of the 

Municipality of Newtown which was produced by the Municipality of 

Newtown and presents a closer look at the variety of community activities 

both of a commercial and individual nature. 

 

It offers interesting insight into the personal activities of small companies and 

institutions which may have been missed in a larger history with a broader 

focus. While not academic or exhaustive it does provide useful information 

and is well illustrated with photographic depictions of buildings and 

individuals and copies of business leaflets. 
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3.0    METHODOLOGY 

 

3.1    Monuments to be recorded 

 

The decision to examine Camperdown Cemetery for this project necessitated a 

major recording project within a limited time span and personnel resource.  It 

was decided as a result of a series of trial runs that only the in situ the 

cemetery would be recorded.  This was expanded to include all monuments 

within the walls but not against the walls of the cemetery.  Through delays 

caused by weather problems the result was the recording of about 985 

monuments, under 928 numbers.  Thus approximately 150 monuments 

covered by the parameters of inside the walls but not against them were not 

recorded.  Hopefully this will not cause any major distortion of the analysis.  It 

is not anticipated that it should. 

 

Another reason for not recording the monuments against the walls was that 

once a burial monument has been removed from its original location a number 

of factors which can be interpreted from an in situ monument can no longer be 

analysed.  These factors relate to the type of monument and the type of plot.  

Is the monument a single isolated burial or is it related to other monuments 

belonging to a family plot?  The monument may have been oriented in a 

different direction to its current resting place.  Thus a monuments original 

location and orientation is an important element in any archaeological analysis 

of a cemetery. 
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3.2    Method of Recording 

 

Each monuments was recorded on a recording sheet (Fig. 3.1).  The recording 

form went through three evolutions of recording details and the information 

entered into the computer database was still additional to that recorded from 

the headstones. 

 

When the initial trial runs, for the recording forms, were operating it was 

realised that there were limits to what could be recorded when the main focus 

of the project was archaeological and time was limited.  Thus a decision was 

made not to record epitaphs and dense biographical details.  The first 

inscription on the stone was recorded in detail and the additional burials were 

noted but not recorded.  This information was available from the Society of 

Australian Genealogists (SAG) transcripts recorded on microfiche.  The 

additional burials were recorded on the first 150 or so monuments but after 

this it was necessary to stop this phase of the recording because it was too 

time consuming and was duplicating work already available from the Society 

of Australian Genealogists' transcripts (SAG). 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

FIG. 3.1: Final recording sheet used in the recording of the monuments.  M. 

Casey Dec. 1991.   
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3.2.1    Society of Australian Genealogists' Transcripts 

 

The use of the SAG transcripts is an essential element of recording a cemetery 

but they are not totally reliable.  They fall down on two main grounds initially.  

In the first instance they are not verbatim transcripts of what is recorded on the 

monuments.  The initial phrasing of the inscription is rarely given and 

descriptive words are rarely included.  When monuments have a detailed and 

sensational inscription these are usually faithfully transcribed.  Yet this 

excludes the more mundane and ordinary inscriptions and headstones. 

 

The second major failure of the SAG transcriptions are the total absence of 

epitaphs.  Not one of these is recorded for the whole cemetery.  Thus at some 

stage this work will have to be carried out if these monuments are to be 

recorded faithfully.  Not all monuments in the cemetery have been recorded.  

Often very obvious monuments have been missed.  In other cases monuments 

which were recorded initially have been missed in checkups through a lack of 

moving weeds or vegetation away from fallen headstones.  In a number of 

instances the transcriptions were incorrect this could often be picked up but 

only if you were looking at the stone and the transcription at the same time.  In 

other cases details were recorded as illegible which could be read with some 

certainty.  This may be erring on the side of caution but it is a concern which  
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this author holds.  Many of the problems identified in the SAG transcripts are 

the result of their focus upon genealogical information.  Although this may be 

their charter they may often be the only people with the opportunity to record 

stones which are now illegible.  The use of volunteers to record this 

information should not be seen as an insurmountable problem if certain 

measures are taken to insure accuracy.  Such as, using two people to record a 

single monument or have one record the monument and another person check 

this recording. 

 

Another problem with the SAG recording system was the absence of a ground 

plan or statement as to why and how a cemetery has been recorded.  One 

woman looking for a particular headstone could not find it with our assistance 

even though we had the transcripts.  The inclusion of a ground plan and layout 

of sections should be essential for people trying to use these transcripts. 

 

Still the SAG transcripts cannot be ignored as they contain valuable 

information which need not be duplicated in field recording.  For this 

fieldwork they were photocopied from the micro fiche and bound in two 

separate folders, one for the index of names and the other for the numerical 

list of burials.  This allowed the recorder to check with the SAG transcripts for 

accuracy of information.  Where the inscriptions were illegible the transcripts 

could often supply the missing information. 
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The SAG transcripts for Camperdown Cemetery were initially recorded in 

1968.  They have been checked twice since that date, the last check was in 

1990.  Thus we were able to utilise information first recorded 24 years ago.  

Thus headstones which are now almost illegible were able to be recorded to 

some extent. 

 

3.3    Planning of Monuments 

 

Many of the headstones were located on a plan of the cemetery and buildings 

drawn by S. Frith  (1982) (Fig. 3.2).  On this plan he has located many of the 

extant burials which were recorded for this project.  Many extra monuments 

had to be drawn onto the plan to allow for the numbering of all headstones.  

Thus the locations of all the headstones are approximate only. 

 

The planning and recording was broken up into geographical sections.  It 

began in the north east corner (Fig. 3.3), proceeded to the stones within the 

circle (Fig. 3.4), then back to the eastern end of the church and down the south 

side (Fig. 3.5). The next section to be recorded was the area to the west of the 

church then  to the south west (Fig. 3.6). 

 

The variation between the 1982 plan and the current location of the 

monuments is the product of two events.  It is considered that a number of 

fallen and broken monuments were not in their recorded context in 1982.   



 

FIG. 3.2: Plan of Camperdown Cemetery drawn by Stephen Frith, 1982. 



 

 

FIG. 3.3: Plan of the north east section of Camperdown Cemetery with 

monuments added in and numbered.  Drawn by S. Frith 1982.  Altered by M. 

Casey 1991. 



 

 

 

FIG. 3.4:  Plan of the circle area of Camperdown Cemetery. Plan drawn by S. 

Frith 1982. Altered by M . Casey 1991. 



 

 

FIG. 3.5: Plan of the eastern and southern sections of Camperdown 

Cemetery. Plan drawn by S. Frith 1982. Altered by M. Casey 1991. 



 

 

 

FIG. 3.6: Plan of the south western and western sections of Camperdown 

Cemetery. Plan drawn by S. Frith 1982. Altered by M. Casey 1991. 
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That they have been moved into rows and laid on their backs since Frith drew 

this plan.  It is also believed that a number of monuments which have been 

erased from the plan were mistakenly recorded  in 1982.  It is expected that 

the revised plan will be a fairly accurate location plan for the monuments 

recorded in the cemetery. 

 

3.4    Fieldwork Design 

 

The questions about what to record and what not to record were hinged, to 

some extent, upon the expected results.  This incorporates both the expected 

results and the elements which may prove to reflect changes into which social 

significance may be read.  Yet the results of many of the elements could not be 

anticipated because they have not previously been examined.  Thus it was 

decided to record a wide range of parameters but with a focus on the limited 

agenda of this graduate report and the main interest of the archaeologist in 

testing theories developed by Deetz and Dethlefsen (1978, 1981). 

 

It was considered essential that basic demographic information should and 

must be recorded.  These included how many burials were on each headstone, 

how many adults, females and males, were buried and the number of children 

or infants that were recorded.  The number of people buried in a single grave 

was also of interest because it reflected local practices rather than theoretical 

or official viewpoints. 
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Another aspect of interest was the terminology used in the inscriptions.  This 

included  the description of family relationships; the manner in which women 

and men were described,  such as, if their full name was used; if a wife was 

the person buried but the details given were about the husband or vice versa.  

The words used to describe the mode of death, as with "departed" or 

"deceased".  An important aspect of this is the opening phrase inscribed on the 

monument and the date it was used. 

 

Part of the archaeological significance of these monuments lies in their 

evidence as easily datable material.  Thus the recording of the date of the first 

burial was a primary function of the process.  If the date was illegible and not 

recorded in the SAG transcripts it could occasionally be written up as the 

terminus antequem gained from a second burial inscribed on the headstone 

which would supply some parameters for the dating of the stone.  If a date was 

illegible in the SAG transcription the headstone was not used in the 

chronological analysis of the monuments. 

 

The physical attributes of the monument were regarded with equal importance 

as the dating.  The fabric the stone was carved from, whether sandstone, 

marble or other was expected to relate to locally carved or imported 

monuments as well as to social status.  The type of monument, altar, upright 

or another style; if this monument was enclosed by kerbing or a fence or by 
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nothing.  The frequency and distribution of footstones is a doubtful indicator 

because they were common and are easily lost or destroyed.  The relationship 

between the style of the extant footstones and headstones may be indicative of 

social fashions.  The style of the monument and the decorative elements 

employed were also recorded although it is not the intention of this project to 

investigate iconography, its developments or its dating  in any manner but as a 

minor element in the overall project. 

 

The variations in the style of monuments are an important element in the 

Research Design.  A typology of all monuments has been created (Appendix  

1).  This was initially based on the National Trust list (1985:59-66) but were 

greatly extended because of the variety and variation within styles.  Each 

monument was given a number based on the main shape of the stone; with an 

upright headstone this meant the outline shape of the stone, with an altar it 

was based on the elements used to produce the altar.  In each major type 

category there were many variations of both a minor nature and of substantial 

changes.  Thus many headstone were recorded as a variation of an initial type.  

This will hopefully aide in the observation of modification of a style through 

time and the a range of new influences upon a type. 

 

A type series or typology is a common archaeological tool for the 
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classification and analysis of artefacts (Adams & Adams 1991).  In this case 

the artefacts are the headstones and their decoration.  The purpose of 

classification is to segregate the monuments into disparate groups so they can 

be labelled and described.  This allows the archaeologist to gain control over 

the material by investing it with order.  The way artefacts are typed is 

thorough a comparative examination of their physical attributes and 

associating like with like and separating unlike from unlike.  This begins with 

the defining of the attributes of the artefact which are considered to be 

significant, these include: fabric, shape, design, function, and context.  The 

creating of a typology generally begins with the fabric and shape of an artefact 

because they are the dominant physical characteristic which define the 

elements of an artefact.  Once these two features have been accounted for the 

other aspects of the object are compared.  Is the decoration and method of 

manufacture the same?  Are there other elements which place the artefact in 

one category or another?. 

 

In the development of the typology for Camperdown Cemetery all these 

elements have been accounted for.  Generally function of monuments was 

predetermined by the type of site.  Those few monuments which are not burial 

monuments have been placed in separate classes of information. 

 

Other aspects of the monuments to be recorded was their condition and if they 

were in need of repair.  This will hopefully aid the Camperdown Cemetery 
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Trust in trying to analyse the major requirements for the conservation of the 

headstones. 

 

Each type of monument established for the type series has been recorded by 

black and white photographs.  In many cases more than one photograph of 

each type was taken.  A majority of these photographs are included on the type 

sheets (Appendix 1). 

 

4.0    RESEARCH DESIGN 

 

The main focus of this project is to examine the archaeological significance of 

a cemetery.  This entails the recording of the monuments in Camperdown 

Cemetery using an archaeological methodology.  It involves the creation of a 

type series for the funerary monuments.  All the information recorded during 

the fieldwork will be fed into a computer and examined through the use of a 

computer database to analyse changes in trends observed in this material.  

Only one main aspect of the material will be examined in any detail, the type 

of monuments found in the cemetery and their distribution over time.  There is 

a brief examination of other areas of significance which can be examined 

through an archaeological analysis of this material but these will only be 

hinted at. 
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It is anticipated that the analysis of this cemetery will be helpful in the 

examination of a number of questions. 

 

1.  Are the observations made by the few written works on Australian 

cemeteries accurate when tested against a single cemetery?  This includes the 

basic assumption of simple Georgian style monuments superseded by a more 

decorative Victorian style (Lavelle 1990 and Birmingham 1987). 

 

2.  Is there a clear transition from a Georgian type cemetery to a Victorian 

cemetery or is there overlapping of styles?  Is there any evidence of this at all? 

 

3.  Does the short time span for the main use of the cemetery make it invalid 

to attempt to arrive at any meaningful analysis of Camperdown Cemetery? 

 

4.  Can an archaeological analysis of a cemetery lead to a wider understanding 

of the cultural and social climate of the cemetery and its inhabitants?  Can it 

offer information and analysis which is not available through an historical 

analysis?  Will it help answer questions on industrialisation, ethnicity, social 

status, gender, and social change? 

 

5.  Can a typological analysis of the headstones and their chronological 

distribution lead to a meaningful discussion on the headstones and their 

distribution. 
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5.0    DESCRIPTION OF CAMPERDOWN CEMETERY 

 

Camperdown cemetery is part of a larger area called "Camperdown Memorial 

Rest Park".  It is situated a short walk to the north of King St., Newtown (map. 

5.1).  Camperdown Cemetery is a General Anglican Cemetery.  It is enclosed 

by a high sandstone wall bounded on three sides by "Camperdown Memorial 

Rest Park"; the eastern boundary is formed by Church Street.  The cemetery is 

located on a high point in Camperdown within the Municipality of 

Marrickville.  There is a medium density Victorian terrace and semi 

occupation on all sides of the park. 

 

The cemetery is associated with three buildings (map 5.2).  St Stephen's 

church, designed by Edmund Blacket and completed in 1874, sits in the south-

eastern section.  It is a large, imposing sandstone church built in the Gothic 

style.  To the north of the entrance, within the cemetery grounds, is the 

Sexton's/Cemetery Lodge, built in 1848.  It  is a small, simple sandstone 

Gothic building with a shingle roof.  The Federation period red brick rectory, 

built in 1910, is to the south of the entrance and is outside the cemetery 

grounds. 

 

The main entrance to the cemetery is from the east through the memorial 

Gledhill Gates which lead along a straight metalled road to the western end of  

 



 

 

MAP 5.1: Recent street map of Camperdown/Newtown showing the location 

of Camperdown Cemetery (UBD). 
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the church (Fig. 5.1).  Here it joins with a circular road which extends into the 

north western area of the cemetery.  This road is mainly grass covered except 

for the north-western section which is partially surfaced with broken 

headstones. 

 

A second straight road runs north and parallel to the entrance road (Fig. 5.2).  

It is covered with grass and lined with large palm trees.  This road terminates 

at the circular road.  There are a series of small walking paths which lead out 

from the circular road toward the outer walls.  Some of these are brick-lined 

with cement surfacing while others have remnants of cement and are 

overgrown with grass.  Other paths have been made by the constant passage of 

people.  Much of the cemetery is grassed and there are numerous plantings and 

a number of yucca and rose plants on individual memorials.  Areas of the 

cemetery are overgrown and in disrepair. 

 

The graves are laid out in a rectilinear pattern which at times loses its rhythm 

when larger monuments take up space and extend into the next row.  The main 

orientation of the burial monuments is to the east.  There are many upright 

headstones removed from their original location which line the interior of the 

sandstone wall (Fig. 5.2, 5.3). 

 

The cemetery possesses a large variety of monuments, mainly in sandstone 

with a few marble and granite memorials.  Their variety is surprising with  
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MAP 5.2: Cemetery Plan indicating the current boundaries, the location of 

the Church, the Rectory and the Sextant's Lodge. (Rees nd:6)  
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FIG 5.1:  Looking west down the entrance road next to the church.  
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FIG. 5.2: Photograph of original cemetery entrance road looking east.  There 

is a line of palm trees on the south side. Brick edging delineates the sides of 

the road. 10/31. 
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over 100 types of upright headstones, there are frequent examples of different 

altars and many well executed sculptural and relief elements.  These headstone 

exhibit the influence of architectural styles commonly found in monuments of 

this type in Sydney during the 1850s to 1900s which produces a melange of 

classical and Gothic motifs. 

 

 

FIG 5.3: North-west corner inside the cemetery walls showing the 

arrangement of upright headstones and graffiti. 10/6. 

 

 

The high sandstone wall is covered with graffiti as are a number of 

monuments (Fig. 5.3).  Many headstones have been deliberately vandalised 

and are in a terminal state of decay.  Numerous examples of the limited life 
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span of sandstone monuments are found with exfoliating surfaces and illegible 

inscriptions.  The cemetery has a general aura of decay yet it is still a highly 

evocative environment.  It speaks eloquently of the sadness and dreams of so 

many people who were buried or who buried their loved ones in this cemetery. 

 

This cemetery is a significant open space for the local area.  Many people can 

be found recreating here daily:  walking their dogs, picnicking, sleeping, 

reading and looking at the monuments.  Clearly it has strong community  

 

 

FIG. 5.4: Looking east along the line of the northern wall showing the extent 

of the upright headstones against the wall. 10/5. 
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links and is readily accessible to them.  It offers spaces of quite solitude for 

contemplation.  Yet it is threatened by people who have no respect for the 

monuments or who see it as a place to takes out their aggressions against 

society, against religious figures of authority and the establishment generally. 

 

6.0    DOCUMENTARY ANALYSIS 

 

6.1    History of Camperdown Cemetery 

 

Camperdown Cemetery, often inaccurately called St. Stephen's Cemetery, was 

consecrated in January 1849 by the Anglican Lord Bishop of Sydney (Nichols 

1976:17).  It was run and operated by the Sydney Church of England 

Cemetery Company.  The opening of this General Anglican Cemetery is seen 

as a response by the Church of England to the State Government's intention of 

founding a large general cemetery, a "Necropolis", near Cleveland and 

Dowling Streets, Surry Hills, on part of the Old Sydney Common (Frith, S. 

1982:3; Lavelle, S. 1989:32f.).  Nor was the Roman Catholic Church pleased 

with this idea.  There appears to have been some sectarian feeling at this 

period and a desire to retain separate cemeteries even though the "Necropolis" 

was to have had denominational subdivisions. 

 

A description of the cemetery when it was opened observed that it was:  
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securely enclosed by a paling fence six feet high, and which will 

be laid out in plantations and walks (which are now in progress), 

on the principle of cemeteries in England.  The soil consists 

principally of clay and iron stone, and the surface having a gentle 

fall, and being well drained, the ground is perfectly dry and well 

adapted for the purposes intended.  No coffin in graves will be 

allowed within six feet of the surface, and graves will be planted 

with shrubs and flowers, which will be maintained by the company 

for that purpose (SMH 17.1.1849). 

 

This quote goes on to mention that it was intended to: ‘erect a chapel in the 

ground, in which will be performed that part of the funeral service appointed 

thereto, prior to the removal of the corpses to the grave’ (SMH 17.1.1849).  

There appears to have been a plan of the burials and the location of the plots 

of land were all recorded. 

 

In 1869 a Cemeteries Bill was passed which lead to the closure of 

Camperdown Cemetery.  By this stage many of the plots had been filled but 

there were numerous burials which were carried out after this date.  Nearly 

16,000 burials had taken place in the cemetery between 1849 and 1867, an 

eighteen year time span (Frith 1982:17). 
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The original St Stephen's church was not within the grounds of the cemetery 

but to the south east, where the current Parish Hall stands (Map 5.2).  This 

was a small brick church designed by Edmund Blacket (Nichols 1976:12f).  

By the late 1860s the church was too small for an increasing congregation and 

it was decided to build another church.  It was to be built within the cemetery 

grounds since these were closed.  This required the passing of an act of 

parliament.  The legislative problems were completed by 1871 (Frith 1982:9-

10) and the construction of the church was finished in 1874. 

 

The current Parish Hall is built on the site of the former Blacket church which 

burnt down on 16th September 1938 (Frith 1982:11).  This building had been 

used as a Parish Hall since the construction of St Stephen's in 1874.  The 

destruction of this church/hall left the minister without a meeting hall and he 

desired to have a new one constructed on the site of the Sexton's Lodge.  This 

lead to conflicts between the Cemetery Trust and the Church which lasted for 

many years and were variously reported in the SMH (Frith 1983:13-15). 

 

In 1946 a young girl, Joan Norris, was murdered in the cemetery.  This lead to 

pressure on the Government, the Church and the Cemetery Trust to do  
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something about the cemetery.  It had previously been suggested that the 

cemetery be converted into a park (Frith 1982:15).  The State Government 

resumed 8 1/4 acres of the land for a rest park with the rest remaining as 

Church and cemetery (Frith 1982:17-18).  The government was to pay for the 

alterations which had to be carried out: removal and re-arrangement of the 

headstones in the resumed area and the construction of a wall around the 

perimeter of the area not resumed.  The cemetery now covered approximately 

3 acres. 

 

6.2    Maps and Plans of Camperdown Cemetery 

 

The earlier layout of the cemetery walks was similar to the existing ones but 

they were more extensive (Map. 6.1)  There was another road beginning from 

the western side of the circle opposite the palm lined driveway.  This 

continued for a short distance, then there were two paths going off the central 

path to either side.  This acted as a counterpoint to the original cemetery 

entrance road.  Just beyond this point the central path terminated in a small 

circular area.  The two side paths joined up with a perimeter path; sections of 

which still remain just inside the sandstone wall.  In the north-eastern area of 

the cemetery there was another path which supplied a continuous walk 

through this area.  Parts of  this are still visible but much has been lost to the  



 

 

MAP 6.1: Plan of Camperdown Cemetery drawn prior to the resumption of 

the land and the relocation of monumental stones. (SAO Plan 61688). 
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Memorial Park.  The size of the original cemetery was substantial as is 

attested by an early aerial photograph (Fig. 6.1).  The layout and numbering of 

the plots is set out on Map 6.1.  The use and location of section stones is seen 

on Map 6.2.   

 

There is a plan which shows that a number of monuments were relocated into 

the body of the cemetery when the new parish hall was built in the 1950s (map 

6.2).  The layout of these monuments is unusual in that they were placed side 

by side with no space between the individual monuments.  It is also clear from 

another plan that a number of monuments which belonged to significant 

individuals were relocated within the main area of the cemetery (map 6.3). 

 

There were approx. 1300 monuments removed from the areas resumed by the 

government (SAO Plan 61691).  All these monuments were planned and 

transcripts of the stones were taken (map 6).  This plan indicates that there 

were ares which had an extensive number of headstones but two other areas 

were sparsely established with headstones (sections E/F and A).  It is possible 

that people had been buried in these two areas without monuments.  This plan 

highlights a number of "important" monuments which were moved into the 

area west of the church.  The society of that period obviously considered that 

these monuments belonged to important individuals and they were to be 

carefully removed into the cemetery.  

 



 

 

FIG. 6.1: Aerial photograph of Sydney taken in march 1930 showing the 

physical extent of the original cemetery and giving some idea of the 

landscaping. (SAO Map 32369). 



 

 

 

MAP 6.2: Plan of south west corner of cemetery marked with dashed lines. 

(SAO Plan 61691). 



 

 

 

MAP 6.3: Plan of area immediately west of the church showing that the 

Milford and Carruthers graves were relocated into this area because they 

were well known people.  One of the Milford's was a Pusine Judge and two 

others were barristers. 



 

 

 

 

MAP 6.4: Plan of the cemetery drawn c. 1949 showing the location of the 

memorials to be moved inside the walls. It shows the original location of some 

“important” monuments. (SAO Plan 61691). 
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The evidence of the historic plans and photographs indicates that the Cemetery 

had many of the elements of a gardenesque style cemetery as advocated by 

Loudon (1943:79).  The linear layout of the burials, the planting with dark 

evergreens, the layout of paths with a central walk way and smaller paths 

coming off this.  It is difficult to make direct parallels with Loudon's designs 

because he did not plan many cemeteries himself and the examples given in 

his book do not compare with Camperdown Cemetery on a number of 

grounds: size, shape of land and topography.  The best comparative example is 

the laying out of paths in a closed older cemetery to turn it into a garden 

cemetery (Fig 6.2). 

 

It is clear from the examination of Map 6.1 that the location of St. Stephen's 

was not an element in the original design.  Its position is not a focal point of 

the layout, it has been placed in an available spot and the second driveway 

would have been constructed at this time to allow vehicular access to the 

church.  This created an alternative focus for the entrance.  While not 

distracting in any major way from the original layout it created design 

elements which refocussed the emphasis of the cemetery.  Thus making the 

church the major monument. 

 

The original design was further obliterated with the construction of the walls, 

the removal of many of the headstones and their re-establishment in 

unsympathetic places.  This was detrimental to the original intention behind 

the landscaping elements of the cemetery.  Yet the concept of a garden  



 

 

 

FIG 6.2: "Plan of a Churchyard no longer used for burying in, with Lines 

showing the Direction in which Walks may be made, without removing any 

Head-stones or other Monuments." (Loudon 1843: 77. Fig. 49).  
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cemetery with walks and monuments has not been fully destroyed although 

what remains is far from the initial design.  The wall gives the cemetery an 

enclosed, atmosphere, a private garden cemetery. 

 

A brief account of Camperdown Cemetery is found in the Jubilee Souvenir of 

the Municipality of Newtown (Chubb 1912:133).  It states that the cemetery 

was visited by people who come to see historic monuments, especially the 

Dunbar memorial on which the cast iron surround has worn smooth from the 

many hands that had touched it.  Chubb believes that: 

Nothing can be more instructive to a man of sensibility and feeling 

than a stroll through a graveyard, among the peaceful repositories 

of the dead.  While gazing on the sad and silent momentos of 

mortality, he learns how to appreciate his own condition, to realise 

the littleness and frailty of mankind. (1912:133) 

 

The Jubilee Souvenir also recounts some of the undertakers found in the 

area around 1912.  There was Mr. W.N. Bull who purchased an existing 

firm from the Late Mr James Weeks (1912:144).  The sons and grandsons 

of J.R. Andrews were also active in the area.  Ernest Andrews is 

described as an "Undertaker, Joiner, etc., Australia Street" (Chubb 

1912:146).  There was George Andrews who was an undertaker.  Another  
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member of the family was Thomas James Andrews who opened a 

monumental masons at Rookwood with his brother before moving to 

Elizabeth Street, City (Chubb 1912:147). 

 

6.3    Camperdown's Monumental Masons 

 

The majority of the stones erected in the cemetery were reputedly the work of 

J.R.  Andrews a sculptor and monumental mason who lived and worked in a 

small cottage opposite the cemetery gates, the corner of Church Street and 

Prospect Street (Rees n.d: 41).  It was and is common practice for a stone 

mason to set up a monumental masonry near a cemetery, a constant source of 

business.  Thus in 1849 J.R Andrews established his business in 

Camperdown.  There are no remains of this premises today. 

 

It has been stated in a few of the historical resources that J.R. Andrews was 

responsible for 90% of the monuments erected in the cemetery (Chubb 

1912:127; Rees n.d: 41).  It is difficult to determine the accuracy  of this 

statement because none of the early historical resources for this period have 

been kept. 

 

It was common practice for a stonemason to inscribe their name and address 

on a headstone yet very few of the headstones in the cemetery bear any 

masons name.  Those that do are often a more elaborate style of monument.   
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There are other stonemasons whose names have been observed on monuments 

such as Patten, Woolford, Hansen Lewis & Co., and Poppelwell.  Chubb 

(1912:127) informs us that J.R. Andrews was responsible for the Boscha 

monument, the explorers' tombs, and the Dunbar memorials. 

 

There are a number of aspects of how and why people choose a style of 

monument which would be interesting to understand.  One of the main 

constraints on choice must be what the stonemason was prepared to produce 

and how a particular stonemason was able to advertise his products. 

 

Research through books on English cemeteries has revealed that there were a 

number of pattern books of funerary monument designs, such as, Theophilus 

Smith's Original Designs for Christian memorials adapted for Christian 

Churchyards and Cemeteries (c.1864); Design for Tombs and Monuments by 

James B. Bunning (1839); Cemetery Designs for Tombs and Cenotaphs by 

Stephen Geary (1840) and Monumenta or, Designs for Tombs, Wall-

Monuments, Headstones, Grave-Crosses, etc by J. Hagger (1868).  None of 

these have been located in reference libraries but they must have been used by 

monumental masons in the design of headstones.  Burgess (1963) has a copy 

of the cover and a figure of one of these pattern books and there are obvious 

parallels with monument types found in Camperdown Cemetery.  Thus it is 

likely that the stonemasons had one or more pattern books for the design of 

funerary monuments.  Burgess discusses the use and development of pattern  
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books in England in a serialised from and indicates that one was produced 

specifically for the American market (Burgess 1963:124). 

 

Stonemasons used to advertise their business and products by sending 

photographs out to people to allow them to choose a monument without 

coming to the stone yard (Fig. 6.3, 6.4).  This would make the purchase of a 

stone from a craftsperson other than the local stonemason possible.  This 

service was advertised in local directories and newspapers. 

 

A J. Hanson advertisement (Fig. 6.3) states that they have over 300 

monuments in stock and that they will send photographs out to allow people to 

choose their monuments from home.  They also had an office in the city and at 

Rookwood.  The Patten Bros. advertisement is focusing on the imported 

marble headstones (6.4).  It is interesting to note that the cherub is carving a 

willow tree, this type of monument was not found in Camperdown Cemetery. 

 

 



 

 

 

FIG. 6.3: Advertisement for J. Hanson Monumental Works. (Dove H.P. New 

and Complete Wharf, Street and Building Plan Directory of Sydney 1880) 

 



 

 

FIG. 6.4: Advertisement for Patten Bros. (Dove H.P. New and Complete 

Wharf, Street and Building Plan Directory of Sydney 1880)  
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7.0     ANALYSIS OF INSCRIPTIONS 

 

The material will be examined according to the structure of the recording 

sheet but only a number of chosen features will be examined (Fig. 3.1).  The 

inscription and aspects of its individual elements will all  be examined.  This 

will be followed by an analysis of the headstone:  its fabric, type, style and 

decoration.  It must be reiterated at this point that the constraints of the project 

allow for only one area of the material collected to be analysed in any 

meaningful  way.  The recording of this material and the establishment of a 

database is the main focus of this project with the adjunct of examining the 

archaeological significance of cemeteries and the methodology which is 

appropriate for this type of analysis. 

 

7.1    Name 

 

There are a number of aspects to examine in this field.  The main question 

extending from the Research Design concerns the arrangement of names on 

the headstone, are the groupings meaningful?  Another aspect of this concerns 

the type of names people are given.  Are they Christian names used 

consistently, does a pattern emerge?  These are some very basic questions with 

which to examine the material recorded. 
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Concerning the grouping of names we will look at the males and females 

separately.  In general the naming system in an inscription is one of the 

following combinations: a single Christian name, two Christian names, three 

Christian names, a single Christian name with  surname, two Christian names 

with surname or three Christian names with a surname. 

 

In the case of women the commonest type of grouping or mode of address was 

the Christian name linked to a surname (Fig. 7.1). Between  the main years the 

cemetery was opened 1849-1867 the  frequency of this form of address varies 

between 35.4% to 39.24% of female names for the first burial on a headstone.  

Thus it is the most frequent form of inscription for women. 

 

The second most common form of address is a single Christian name.  The 

female's surname was then supplied by reference to her parents or husband.  

Between 1849-1854 this was 32.6% and dropped to 20.2% between 1855-

1860 but rising to 26% between 1861-1867.  The next most frequent grouping 

of women's names is the use of two Christian names.  This varies between 

17.7% to 22.78% with a decrease for the last phase.  The use of two Christian 

names with a surname operates between 11% and 28%.   

 

The graph indicates a number of sharp rises and falls in the use of these 

names.  The frequency of the double Christian name and the Christian name 



 

 

 

FIG. 7.1: Graph of female name groupings and their use through time. 
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plus surname are responding is a similar manner as one increases the other 

increases and so on.  The single Christian name is at odds with this grouping 

and clearly responds in the opposite manner.  The double Christian name has a 

wayward response.  Initially it is linked with the first group and then it 

changes to imitate the single surname group.  The nature of the relationship 

between the single Christian name appears to be idiosyncratic in that when 

one peaks the other is at a low, they are the inverse of each other.  

 

The graph of the relationship of the format of male names is very different 

(Fig. 7.2).  There is almost no overlapping of popularity with the types of 

addresses.  As with the female names the predominant form is the single 

Christian name with surname, it varies between 52% to 69%.  It is always over 

50%.  The second most common type of address is the double Christian name 

with surname; it fluctuates around 22% rising to 30% and then falling back to 

27%.  The double Christian name mode of address is slightly more popular 

than the single Christian name style. 

 

The correlations between the forms of names used in the inscriptions between 

the males and females is intriguing.  With both groups it is found that the use 

of the single Christian name plus surname is the most popular style although 

there is a variation in their percentages with males having over 50% and  

 



 

 

 

FIG. 7.2: Graph of male name groupings and their use through time. 
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females much lower at 30% to 20%.  Following from this point onwards an 

inverse relationship develops between the two groups.  In the female category 

the double Christian name plus surname is the least popular while with the 

males it is the second most popular.  An adjunct to this is that both are at 

almost the same rate c. 28% at the end of the nineteenth century suggesting 

there is some correlation of fashion at this period.  With the males the single 

Christian name is the least popular style while with the females it is the 

second most popular style.  On the graph of male groupings a single Christian 

name and the double Christian names have a parallel development in 

popularity.  Yet in the case of the females they have an inverse relationship. 

 

What does all this mean?  Initially that names of males and females are 

inscribed in a different context on burial monuments, especially during the 

middle of the nineteenth century.  Note that infants and children are included 

in this analysis.  This material will be further broken down to see if there is a 

preference in usage of terminology which reflects age groupings.  Females and 

males were more likely to have their first name and surname written on a 

headstone.  Females were then called by there first name or by their double 

Christian names yet with men these were the least likely way they would be 

termed.  This indicates that it was the usual method to inscribe male names 

with reference to their surname while with women they probably 
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would be referred to by surname but a smaller percentage were inscribed only 

with their Christian names.  

 

This must reflect social differentiation to some extent, different ways the 

living prescribed in their treatment of female and males.  There may be a 

number of reasons for this.  Females were usually under the guardianship of 

their husband or father for most of their life and thus were described as the 

wife or daughter of this guardian figure indicating that they were not socially 

identified as single or independent woman.  Another reason may be that it is a 

physical representation of the social acceptance of affection or closeness 

between a female and her family which is not socially acceptable between a 

male who is likely to be seen as independent and capable.  Yet a small 

percentage of the females were treated in the same manner as males.  There 

may be alternative ways this material can be analysed but it will now be 

broken down into the different age groups to see if this produces trends 

relative to age.  

 

A glance at the two graphs analysing the way the four age groups of females 

and males were described reveals basic differences (Fig. 7.3, 7.4).  If a male or 

female died in infancy, that is up to 5 years of age, their name on a headstone 

would be inscribed in the form of two Christian names.  This was especially 

so with female infants.  The next most popular terminology with both groups 

of infants was the double Christian name with surname.  The material for the 



 

 

 

 

FIG. 7.3: Graph of female name groupings and their age distribution. 



 

 

 

 

FIG. 7.4: Graph of male name groupings and their age distribution. 
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analysis of children is numerically small and it is therefore less accurate.  The 

age group for children, as defined by this project, is from 5 years to 15 years.  

Female children are usually recorded by their single Christian name as were 

male children.  The second most popular form of inscribing a male child's 

name was the double name with a surname yet no female children were 

recorded in this category.  This is a clear contrast of modes of inscription. 

 

The adult age categories were broken down into two groups to see if their was 

an identifiable difference between these two groups.  Young adults were ages 

16 to 50 years and older adults were ages greater than 50 years.  In general 

there was a close correlation within the male and female groups.  There is 

some correspondence between the peaks in the male and female groups in that 

the most popular mode of name inscription for all groups is single Christian 

name plus surname.  What is very different between the female and male 

groups is the frequency of the use of the single Christian name.  With the adult 

female groups 33% to 36% were inscribed with single Christian names.  In the 

instance of men none of the older adult males had a single Christian name 

inscription and with the younger male group only 5.5% of men were referred 

to by a single Christian name.  It is this factor which is highly revealing of the  



87 

different social perceptions of the individual male and female adults.  It was 

very unusual to address a  male by the single Christian  name but it was 

acceptable to refer to a woman by their first name. 

 

It is difficult to fathom the full significance of this public recognition of 

peoples identity without a great deal more research into the history, etiquette 

and sociology of the period but it does provide access into the way ordinary 

people described each other.  The composition of these inscriptions may be 

formulaic but one is normal for adult females while it is rare for adult males.  

At some point what is normal for children does not become acceptable for the 

adult and what is suitable for female adults is not possible for male adults. 

 

The following section is on the examination of more formal naming attributes 

which are associated with 85 monuments.  Social status may be supplied 

within a name by the ascription of titles.  In the case of females there are a few 

examples of women who have their name preceded by 'Mrs'.  In total the 

names of nine women were preceded by 'Mrs' and one woman's name was 

preceded by 'Miss'.  The use of this title was always with either the single 

Christian name with surname or the double Christian name with surname. 

 

In the case of men there were a number of titles which could precede a name: 

aristocratic, military, religious, or 'Mr'.  A name could also be followed by a 
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number of elements: 'Esq', a university degree, such as, B.A., M.D and so on; 

a few examples of Jnr and Sr were recorded.  Generally many of these were a 

minority occurrence.  The commonest forms was the use of 'Mr', 'Esq' or a 

military title.  Thus the status acquired in life was also recorded in death.  

 

The range of Christian names found on the headstones were fairly short.  

There were over 64 different female names recorded in Camperdown 

Cemetery.  The commonest name was Mary which was usually used as a first 

name and only rarely as a second name.  It was frequently used in association 

with Ann or Jane as in Mary Ann or Mary Jane.  Elizabeth was also a very 

popular name as was Sarah.  Other popular names were Emma, Catherine, 

Charlotte, Amelia, Margaret, Maria, and Emily.  The influences for these 

names are both religious, royal and literary.  In addition there were a few 

instances of 'Australia' used as a female second name perhaps indicating early 

attempts at nationalism. 

 

There were over 68 male names recorded.  The majority of these only 

occurred once or twice and were used for either first name or second name.  

The most popular name was William, closely followed by Thomas.  Both were 

usually first names.  Thomas was more popular between 1849 and 1860 while 

the frequency of William remained fairly steady. 
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Other very popular names were John, Henry, James, Edward, and Robert.  

There were a variety of names obviously inspired by biblical references: 

Hezikiah, Zacharia, Samuel, Isaac, Nathaniel, Ezekial and Aaron.  The general 

range of influences on these names are royalty and religious.  There was one 

example with an historical reference, Hannibal; although this may have been a 

family name(?).  There were a few cases of 'Sydney' recorded, as in the case of 

'Australia' with women, it is possibly indicating incipient nationalism. 

 

7.2    The Sex and Age of the Deceased. 

This generally noted the age and sex of the initial burial recorded on the 

monument.  When the information was fed into the computer database 

additional information was taken from the transcripts to allow a breakdown of 

the age and sex categories of all those burials recorded on the headstone not 

just the initial burial.  

 

One of the most notable aspects of the age and sex breakdown is the frequency 

with which infant deaths were recorded.  On 94 monuments there was one 

infant death, on 65 monuments there were 2 infant deaths, on 23 monuments 

there were 3 infant deaths, 11 monuments recorded 4 infant deaths and 5 

infant deaths were inscribed on 6 monuments.  That is, 367 infant deaths were 

recorded on 199 headstones.  This is accentuated by the presence of over 200 

illegible monuments. 

 

The number of child deaths is not nearly as considerable as the infant death 

rate.  There were 99 single children recorded but these may have been on 
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family headstones which had already recorded the death of 1 or more infants.  

There were only 8 monuments which recorded the death of 2 children and 2 

which recorded the death of 3 children. 

 

The difference between these two groups relates specifically to infant 

mortality rates and events such as an  influenza epidemic.  These headstones 

with numerous infant death are a tangible reminder of the changes which 

medical science has wrought in the average family life.  Where the death of 

babies and infants was a normal occurrence it is now an unusual and 

frightening event in a families life. 

 

7.3    Number of Burials 

 

This section on the recording form briefly noted the number of people 

recorded on a single monument.  This would presumably indicate how many 

people were buried in a single plot or within a family plot.  The following is a 

list of the number of burials and how many times they occurred: 1 burial - 

300; 2 burials - 226; 3 burials - 105; 4 burials - 60; 5 burials - 38; 6 burials - 

23; 7 burials - 15; 8 burials - 7; 9 burials - 5 and 10 burials - 1.  This shows 

that it was common to have more than one body buried in a grave or plot.  

Often the multiple numbers would relate to a mother and father and their 

children.  The children possibly died before their parents who may have been 

the last to die. 
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This meant that one monument was usually purchased for more the recording 

of multiple names.  There were many examples of headstones where the 

inscription was restricted to the upper section of the stone.  Thus leaving 

plenty of space for further burials.  Thus what was an expensive purchase for a 

working class families was used more than once.  There were a number of 

examples in large family plots where there were individual monuments for 

each member of the family.  Thus indicating the status of the family.  There 

were  instances when there was a single headstone associated with at least two 

and perhaps three plots.  Thus the number of people recorded on a headstone 

is likely to indicate the social status of those individuals and their financial 

standing and attitudes to sanitation and health. 

 

7.4    Opening Phrases 

 

There were two main opening phrases used on the monuments, "Sacred to the 

memory of .." and "In memory of".  The use of "Sacred to the memory of.." 

was more frequently found than "In memory of".  It was in use throughout the 

whole time the cemetery was in use.  "In memory of" was recorded approx. 

100 times, about a quarter of the times "Sacred to the memory.." was 

observed.  The use of this expression is spread across the whole period the 

cemetery is open. 

 

Another opening phrase which was recorded in 4 cases was "Beneath this 

stone/monument lies the mortal remains..."  Three examples were in the 
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1850s and one was dated 1875.  This is an older style of opening expression.  

Similar examples are "In this vault lies the mortal remains...", and, "Here lie 

the...". 

 

According to Deetz (1977:721-72), "Beneath.." is eventually replaced by 

either "Sacred to.." or "In memory of ..".  His interpretation identifies the basis 

behinds these different terms.  The earlier expression is a marker of the 

physical resting place of the deceased while the later expressions can be both a 

marker or a monument to people who were not buried in the cemetery 

although there was usually someone buried in the grave. 

 

There are a number of cases of people who died at sea or England before the 

family immigrated to Australia or who are recorded on the stone but their 

death is prior to the opening of the cemetery.  It is with these people that the 

stone becomes a memorial rather than a signifier of the last resting place. 

 

There seems to be little significance in the use of the terms "departed" or 

"died".  This may reveal more information of a more detailed analysis with 

other elements within the inscription but at this stage it is unclear.  During the 

early 1850s these two terms were recorded approx. the same amount of times.  

In the later stages there was a marked preference to the use of "died" rather 

than "departed".  What this may indicate is not clear. 
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7.5    Family Terms 

 

This relates to the familiar terms with which members of a family describe 

each other.  Infants and children can be described in a number of ways.  

"Infant daughter" or "Infant son" were frequently used.  With older children 

there were a range of terms: "only Son" or "only daughter", "first/ second/third 

son or daughter" or "eldest/youngest son or daughter" were common.  Older 

females were usually described as "beloved wife" or "mother" another 

frequent expression was "relict", the modern expression widow was rarely 

used.  Men were described by as "husband" or "father".  There were a number 

of examples of references to grandparents and other relatives such as uncles.  

Generally family relationships were the main frame of reference and the 

position of that deceased individual within the framework. 

 

7.6    Occupations 

 

There were many types of occupations recorded on the headstones.  The 

reference to military occupations were the most frequent examples.  Other 

occupations were: grazier, baker, barrister, builder, engineer, hatter, inspector 

of police, merchant, harpist, Surveyor General, MLA, professor, Mayor of 

Sydney, surgeon, wood engraver, composer and matron.  Only one woman had 
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her occupation recorded on a monument. Bethsheba Ghost who was Matron at 

Sydney Hospital.  The inscription was on the top of a gate post from Sydney 

Hospital. 

 

The nature of these occupations were an important and defining element in the 

lives of the individual and their family.  In many cases the person being 

discussed had played a significant role in the development of the colony.  The 

recording of their occupation on a monument can be perceived as a public 

exclamation of their achievements.  In one instance a monument was erected 

to the Chief Inspector of Police by his men, in another example the bakers 

guild erected a monument to another baker. 

 

There were many graves which had no record of the occupation of individuals 

buried there.  This must suggest that their employment was not considered a 

structuring element in their public or private life.  Yet there is an example of a 

person who played a significant role in the life and economic development of 

the colony whose achievements are not recorded.  The monument of Thomas 

Baker, son-in-law of John Dixon of Dixon's steam-mill fame: a large pedestal 

records his and his wife death and little else.  Yet he was an important figure 

in the city. 

 

This indicates that not all peoples achievements were described and spoken of 

on their monuments.  The occupations of individuals were usually recorded 

when people were proud of their achievements. The 
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inclusion of a person's occupation in their funerary inscription is usually 

making a statement about how they have achieved their social status.  It 

reflects the perceived value the family or others have placed upon those 

accomplishments. 

 

There are a few monuments which are decorated with attributes belonging to 

that persons occupation (see U3 vari 22, U13 vari 13), U84 and U88.  The 

U13 vari 13 is slightly more obscure because it is the shape of the gothic style 

stone belonging to Edmund Blacket and his wife which echoes the western 

face of St. Stephens church.  The monument erected to a wood engraver has 

his tools on it (U88).  The monument erected for the death of the wife of a 

soldier and the soldier has a cannon on it (U84).  Thus occupations were both 

inscribed and symbolised on monuments.  

 

8.0    ANALYSIS OF PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 

8.1    Materials  

 

Over 95% of the monuments in the cemetery were carved from sandstone. 

There are 23 marble and 3 or 4 granite monuments.  Many of these 

monuments were still in their original location and had two main types of 

kerbing.  Sandstone kerbing was found on 142 monuments (Fig. 8.1).  These 

recorded instances of kerbing were not all the original examples as remnants 

of ruined kerbing were littering the cemetery. 



 

 

FIG.8.1: Grave with Plain style monument and sandstone kerbing. 2/4 
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Another way of enclosing a plot, either single, double or family, was to 

construct a cast iron fence around it (Fig. 8.2.).  There were 75 examples of 

cast iron fencing or evidence to indicate there had been cast iron fencing.  

There were a variety of tops found on these enclosures.  The most frequently 

found were: fleur de lys, spearhead and diamond tops. 

 

FIG. 8.2: Family burial plot with cast iron fence surround.  The tops of the 

upper row are broken. 7/6. 

 

There were a few examples of altar monuments placed on sandstone slabs 

sitting on rendered brick bases to create a platform for these monuments.  

These were also covering the top of a larger vault below ground (Fig. 8.3).  

These types of monuments were usually grouped in one or two areas in the 
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cemetery (Fig. 8.4).  This produced a exhibition of splendid monuments 

bounded by upright slabs.  

 

FIG. 8.3: Altar style monument sitting on a sandstone platform. 7/36. 

 

 

8.2    Upright Headstones 

 

In the case of upright headstones there is a considerable amount of evidence to 

examine and analyse.  There is the physical evidence of the stone, its fabric, 

shape and decoration.  The context of the stone, the nature of the plot and its 

relationship with other nearby stones.  This develops into the examination of 

several areas with the focus on the first and most extensive aspect. 
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FIG. 8.4: Group of monuments on raised platforms in the circle section of the 

cemetery. 18/7. 

 

As described above in the section on Methodology 3.0 the different shapes of 

headstones have been divided into 103 groups with internal variations based 

on the overall shape of the outline or silhouette of the stone which produces 

192 different headstones.  A type series of all these different upright 

headstones has been created. Appendix 1 contains this type series.  Each sheet 

contains the type series number, the date range, the number of headstones in 
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this range, a description of the headstone, comments on the stone and its 

decoration, and one or more photographs of upright slabs belonging to type.  

Thus a complete record of all the types of in situ upright slabs found in 

Camperdown Cemetery has been recorded. 

 

The shapes of the headstones are fairly limited to simple geometric and 

architectural elements.  The main variation to the shape of the headstone 

occurs on the top section on the face and to the silhouette.  The three most 

prevalent shapes are semicircular, gable and gothic.  There are also uprights 

which are rectangular and cambered.  Any combination of these five shapes 

can be found. 

 

The main elements which change are the cap and the shoulder areas, 

occasionally the sides are altered.  It is the detail of each element and the 

combination of the factors which produce different headstones.  For example 

the U3 type (Fig. 8.5) is semicircular but the U6 type has a semicircular cap 

with cut away shoulders which produces another type altogether.  Thus 

changes to the outline produces another headstone type.  All U3 types and 

variations have a semicircular silhouette but the variations reflect a series of 

different treatments of the face of the stone. 

 

A headstone can be decorated in a number of ways.  Incision can be used to 

produce a  recessed decoration.  A more sculptural effect can be achieved by 
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the cutting away of the stone to achieve a decoration in relief.  The 

predominant form of decoration recorded on the headstones in Camperdown 

Cemetery was relief decoration.  There were only a few examples of incised 

decoration. 

 

FIG. 8.5: A U3 type monument with unusual iron fencing in sandstone 

kerbing and concrete covering. 19/11  

 

 

The nature of relief decoration on the headstone can take a variety of forms.  

The depiction of a draped urn, a woman mourning at an altar, funerary and 

mourning symbols, such as, flowers and wreaths, architectural elements, and 

classical stelae.  In many cases the headstone had a monument in relief carved 
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onto a simpler shape.  All these elements will be examined in more detail 

below. 

 

There seems to be a further four groupings which all  these headstone may be 

placed into.  These categories are based on the nature and extent of the 

decoration.  There is the Plain group which has a simple silhouette with 

minimal decoration, rarely more than a few incised lines.  Next is the Plain 

type with Decoration, this may include the use of a few mourning symbols.  

The third group is the Relief with Plain, as the name suggests it is a stone 

decorated with major relief elements but there are some plain components 

remaining.  The final grouping is the Relief  type usually a headstone which is 

conceived as a complete relief.  There are a significant number of these 

headstones.  These categories have been included in the Comments section on 

most  type sheets (see Appendix 1). 

 

8.2.1    Plain Style 

 

There are many monuments which have no decoration other then a few incised 

lines echoing the outline of the stone.  Types included in this group which 

have 5 or more examples of headstones are U1, U2 small, U3, U6, U7, U13, 

U25, U28, U36 vari 5, U40, U41, U44, U75 and U87.  There are 83 

headstones in the  U3 type.  The rest of these types have between 13 and 5 

examples.  The types with 4 or less examples are: U2, U3sm. U4, U7sm, 

U10sm, U13 vari 10, U14 vari 14, 16, U26, U26 vari 3, U27sm, U29, U29 
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vari 1,  U31 vari 1, U32, U32 vari 1, U36 vari 7, U38,  U41sm,  U41 vari 4, 

U42, U43, U44 vari 1, U46, U47 vari 1, U48, U49, U53, U59, U63, U64, U65, 

U66, U68, U68 vari 1, U70, U 71 vari 1, U78, U80, U85, U86, U96, U99, 

U100, and U101. 

 

In all there are 61 Plain style headstones.  This is the largest of the four style 

groups.  The U3 type with 83 examples is a semicircular headstone with 

simple line incision (Fig. 8.5).  Other common examples are the types with 

variations on the wave arch U25, U41 and U75.  The date range for this group 

is fairly broad.  They occur throughout the active life of the cemetery with 

noticeable peaks at the beginning in 1849, then in 1855, again in 1864 and in 

1868 when the cemetery is closed and there are few burials per annum.  

 

During the first 6 years of the cemetery's life the graph indicates annual 

fluctuations in the percentage of Plain slabs erected after a drop from the 

initial high (Fig. 8.6, 8.7, 8.8).  The fluctuations vary from 5% to 8%.  The 

next 6 (1855-1860) years are more volatile with drops of more than 20%, one 

in 1856 and another in 1858.  The last fall leads to the lowest percentage of 

Plain headstones found during the cemetery's life span, 5%.  There is a 

corresponding leap in the Plain/Relief style. 

 



 

 

 

FIG. 8.6:  Graph of upright slab styles and their distribution 1849-1855. 



 

 

 

FIG. 8.7: Graph of upright slabs styles and their distribution, 1855-1860. 



 

 

 

FIG. 8.8: Graph of upright slabs styles and their distribution, 1860-1867. 
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There may be a few reasons for this drop.  It may relate to the nature of the 

evidence collected.  The sample is based on the insitu headstones and there 

may be a larger sample of headstones from these years around the walls of the 

cemetery.  This may be the result of a bias in the arrangement of the original 

burials which saw the opening up of specific blocks of the older cemetery 

outside the existing walls?  These are conjectural reasons for a bias in the 

sample which may not exist.  This can be examined by testing against the wall 

headstones at some stage.  Another test is to look at the responses of the other 

style of headstones during this period.  This will be examined below. 

 

If the fluctuations in Plain headstones are representative of the use of this style 

they may embody other factors which are influencing the choice of monument.  

These factors may be social, economic, religious or cultural choices.  To 

understand this process further work needs to be done on the elements which 

sway peoples personal choices.   

 

During the last seven years of the cemetery's active life there was a continual 

rise on the popularity of this type of stone from 1860 to 1864, then there is a 

steady fall until it drops back to 20% in 1866 (Fig. 8.8).  It starts to rise again 

in the following year.  That this group makes up a large percentage of the 

headstones is seen when the 19 years that the cemetery was open is divided 

into three groups and the percentage of occurrence of these types is averaged 
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out (Fig. 8.9).  Between 1849 and 1854 Plain headstones are 37.5% of the 

headstones, from 1855 to 1860 they fall to 25.75% and in the last seven years 

rise to 47.6% of all the headstones found in the cemetery.  

 

One of the assertions made by Birmingham (1987) and Lavelle (1989:88-89) 

was that this style of simple monument was superseded by the more 

decorative Relief/Plain and Relief styles.  This lead to the conclusion that the 

disappearance of this style was representative of a transition from the simpler, 

austere Georgian headstone to a more decorative Victorian monument and 

cemetery.  The percentage analysis of the upright slabs indicates that the Plain 

style goes in and out of popularity but it is generally the most popular style.  

This style peaks at various times throughout the life of the cemetery and 

towards the end is the overwhelming choice.  The relationship between the 

four styles points to the Plain group as the style of upright slab most likely to 

be erected.  The relationship between styles will be discussed below. 

 

8.2.2    Plain/Decorated Style 

 

This style includes the headstones which have a small element of decoration, 

either relief or incised.  The decoration may be decorative or pictorial.  There 

are 48 types with less than 5 examples of headstones in this group.  Of these 

44 have relief decoration: U2 vari 1, U2 vari 3, U3



 

 

 

FIG. 8.9: Bar graph of the distribution of the four headstone styles, 1849-

1867 



 

 

FIG. 8.10: A U55 type monument belonging to the Plain/Decorated style. 

There were 44 examples of this style recorded in the cemetery. 8/36. 
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vari 1, U3 vari 3, U3 vari 6, U3 vari 9, U3 vari 13, U3 vari 14, U3 vari 19, U3 

vari 20, U3 vari 25, U3 vari 26, U3 vari 27, U4, U7 vari 2, U7 vari 7, U10 vari 

2, U13 vari 7, U13 vari 9, U13 vari 16, U31, U40 vari 2, U36 vari 3, U36 vari 

4, U36 vari 6, U41 vari 1, U41 vari 2, U41 vari 8, U45, U52, U55, U56, U60, 

U61, U69, U72, U72 vari 1, U79 sm., U83, U94, U95, and U98. 

Plain/Decorated types with 5 or more examples are: U13 vari 12, U27, U35, 

and U55 which has 44 examples (Fig. 8.10).  Types with incised decoration 

are: U13 vari 1, U13 vari 8, U79 and U13 vari 5 which has 6 examples (Fig. 

8.11).   

 

The decorative elements used on the monuments in this style encompass a 

wide range of attributes.  The U55 type (Fig. 8.10) one of the most popular 

types found in the cemetery is decorated with a label mould around the outline 

of the stone.  Occasionally they are embellished with window tracery or cusps.  

Other decorative features are open books, keystones with faces, floral 

emblems and S scroll outlines.  

 

There are no examples of this style in 1849 but in 1850 and 1851 there is a 

steady rise up to 17% and 25%  followed by a drop back over the next three 

years falling in 1854 to 9% of the upright slab styles (Fig. 8.6).  During the 

next six years there are fluctuations seeing a rise to 48% of all uprights slabs 

then a drop in the next year  (1857) to 15% the rising again to 58% in 1858 

(Fig. 8.7).  During 1855 to 1860 it is the most popular in overall figures but 



 

 

FIG. 8.11:  A U13 vari 5 monument with incised floral decoration in the 

pediment.  This is a Plain/Decorated style. 8/21. 
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there are strong variations in demand for this type.  From 1861 onwards this 

style does not rise above 25% of all headstones and is frequently below 15% 

(Fig. 8.8).   

 

8.2.3    Relief/Plain Style 

 

This style category incorporates those headstones which have a significant 

element of Relief decoration.  The difference between this group and the 

Relief group may be arbitrary and depend upon the interpretation of the 

observer.  The differentiation of some types into one group or another is a 

response to the nature of the relief and if there is still an element of a plain 

headstone incorporated into the design.    

 

The types of headstones represented here show evidence of a wide range of 

decorative elements.  The relief on these stones is deeply carved, though not 

always.  There are many decorative elements used on these headstones: draped 

urns, women mourning, wreaths, and architectural features. 

 

There are 41 headstones in this group.  A representative example of these 

styles are found at type sheets U3 vari 5, U7 vari 3, U10, U13 vari 3, U36 and 

U47.  All these types have over five headstones included in the type.  The 

most frequently recorded type in this group was U47, 22 examples of this type 

were found.  It has a semicircular cap with S scroll shoulders and a draped urn 



 

 

 

FIG. 8.12: A U47 type monument belonging to the Relief/Plain style.  
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on the upper face (Fig. 8.12).  A number of the types included within this 

group have less than five examples: U2 vari 2, U3 vari 2, U3 vari 11, U3 vari 

16, U1 vari 22, U3 vari 23,  U3 vari 24, U13 vari 2,  U13 vari 6,  U13 vari 15,  

U30 vari 1, U33, U36 vari 1, U36 vari 2, U37 vari 1, and U50 vari 1. 

 

The distribution of this style fluctuates through time (Figs.8.6, 8.7, 8.8).  It 

begins at 10% then rise above 25% and stays above this until 1853 when it 

drops 10% but in the following year it rises to its peak of 39% but drops again 

in 1855 to 20%. It rises steadily for the next 2 years but drops below 20% in 

1858.  The following 2 years see it above 20% but in 1861 it drops to 3%.  

After this it rises to above 20% and stays there except for 1865 and 1867.  

During the 19 year span of the cemetery's active life which was graphed this 

style was 20% or greater of the upright headstones for 13 of these years.  In 

the last  7 years of this period the average of their occurrence in the cemetery 

was maintained at 19%.  Of all the headstone types this group had the least 

overall fluctuations with a maximum of 5% movement over 19 years. 

 

 

8.2.4    Relief Style 

 

This category of upright headstones includes 31 different types.  These types 

are covered with relief decoration.  The types involved in this category which 

have more than 5 examples in each are: U3 vari 4, U39, U41 vari 7 and U62.  
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The following types have less than 5 examples: U3 vari 10, U3 vari 8, U3 vari 

15, U3 vari 17, U3 vari 18, U3 vari 21, U7 vari 5, U7 vari 6, U13 vari 13, U26 

vari 1 U26 vari 2, U 30 vari 1, U34, U37, U39 vari 1, U41 vari 1, U41 vari 6, 

U57, U58, U62 vari 1, U71 vari 1, U73, U77, U89, U102, U103.  

 

The two most frequently occurring examples of this group are U3 vari 4 and 

U39.  U3 vari 4 is a semicircular headstone with a relief of a draped urn sitting 

on a classical flat topped stelae (Fig. 8.13).  The U39 type is a relief of a 

segmental arch with columns topped by a draped urn with relief S scroll 

shoulders (Fig. 8.14).  The lower sections of these two headstones contain 

minimal decoration but they have been incorporated into an overall relief 

concept, be it either stelae or a segmental arch.  

 

The popularity of this category is varied from year to year.  In 1849 none were 

recorded (Fig. 8.6, 8.7, 8.8).  From 1850 to 1855 there popularity fluctuates 

between 12% and 22%.  This averages out to 14.5% of the headstones.  

During the next 6 years they are between 10% and 21% of the headstone 

population except in 1856 and 1859 when it falls to 5%.  This averages out to 

11.5 percent of headstone types.  From 1860 onwards this group never rises 

above 15% and on two occasions falls to 5%.  Thus we see during the last 7 

years the cemetery is open that they contribute, on average, 12% of the 

headstones recorded in the cemetery.  While this group is visually significant 

it is not proportionally significant.  The bar graph (Fig. 8.9). explicitly shows 

that there is little variation in the overall averages for this group.  



 

 

FIG. 8.13: A U3 vari 4 type monuments with draped urn sitting on upright 

stele.  13/19. 



 

 

FIG. 8.14: A U39 type upright monument with draped urn. This is a Relief 

style monument. 



 

 

 

FIG 8.15: Bar graph showing the distribution through time of all the main 

monuments styles in the cemetery. 
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8.3    Footstones 

 

Altogether 176 footstones were recorded in Camperdown Cemetery.  They 

were usually found associated with upright slabs though occasionally they 

were found with an altar monument.  The silhouette of the footstone 

frequently echoed the shape of the upright slab (Fig. 8.16) (see U26, U19, 

U98, U99, U101, U102).  Footstones were designed to be located at  

 

FIG. 8.16: Two footstones at the end of two graves which are part of a family 

plot. The shape of the footstones echoes the shape of the headstones.  The 

details of the inscription can be seen: registration number, initials and date of 

death 2/21 
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the foot of the grave and were inscribed with the burial registration number, 

the initials of the deceased and the date of death (Fig. 8.16).  Few of the 

remaining footstones are insitu, many have been placed beside the headstone 

or are sited by themself.  A few smaller headstones with inscriptions appear to 

have been intended to be used as footstones but were used as the main 

monument instead (see U10 small). 

 

The frequency of the occurrence of footstones is difficult to determine from 

the amount of evidence obtained from the cemetery.  The remaining 

footstones were found associated with 1 in every 5 of the monuments 

recorded.  This demonstrates that they were significant element in the 

cemetery.  But the evidence of considerable damage to kerbing suggests that 

there was sandstone kerbing may have been used at least 25% of the time.  

 

8.4    Crosses 

 

There were a number of crosses recorded in cemetery as opposed to upright 

slabs in the shape of a cross.  The date of these crosses is diverse, they range 

from 1856, 1862, 1867 and 1889. The main difference between a cross and an 

upright cross is the larger size of the cross (Fig. 8.16); the upright cross is 

usually surmounting a shouldered slab as with U26. Other examples of crosses 

are Mon.#429 (Fig. 8.17) and Mon.#565 (Fig. 8.18).  These three crosses are 
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FIG. 8.17: Latin cross above a three stepped base, 1889. Mon#158.5, 7/8. 
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FIG. 8.18: Latin cross with decoration on a low pedestal 1867. Mon#429, 

11/29. 
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FIG. 8.19: Simple cross 1862. Mon#565, 13/9. 
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very different in their overall structure and disposition.  Mon.#429 has 

extensive decoration and is erected on a small pedestal creating an imposing 

edifice.  

 

The relative absence of this style from the cemetery as a cross or as an upright 

would indicate that the cross was not a popular symbol for the Anglican 

funerary monument in the middle of the nineteenth century.   

 

8.5    Horizontal Slabs. 

 

The horizontal slabs found in Camperdown Cemetery fall into a number of 

categories.  After the upright headstone they  

 

FIG. 8.20: Low plain style (H10) with a plain slab with moulded corners. 

Mon.# 126, 5/18. 



112 

were the most frequent type of monument.  This group is generally defined by 

the altar style of monument.  There were a few main groups of altar 

monuments: the low plain style, the low style with decorated top, the high 

altar with classical detailing and the sarcophagus style. 

 

The low plain style (H10) has 57 examples.  They were dated from 1849 to the 

1870s but were less common after 1860.  This style has a plain rectangular 

slab with moulded edges placed on top of a low rectangular sandstone box 

which is the top of the grave (Fig. 8.20).  

 

FIG. 8.21: Low style with decorated slab.  Note the paint on the side of the 

monument.  Another similar monument is visible on the left of the photograph. 

Mon#.22, 8/6. 
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There are 13 of the low style of altar with decorated top (H8).  The date range 

for this group is 1850 to 1862 but 5 of these monuments had illegible dates.  

This group has a flat rectangular slab with relief outline decoration, on the 

side, of a classical pediment and acroteria sitting on a rectangular box (Fig. 

8.21).  Note the white and dark grey paint on the side of this monument. 

 

There are 19 examples of the high altar style (H3) recorded in the cemetery.  

They were all sandstone monuments. They date from 1849 to 1868, with one 

example from 1894.  The top slab is plain with some shaping to the edges  

 

FIG. 8.22: A high altar style with sides decorated with triglyphs and metopes.  

Note the use of white paint on the sides of the monument.  
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but the sides are decorated with classical metopes and triglyphs in relief (Fig. 

8.22).  This monument has white paint on the sides.   

 

There are a few variations on this style but they generally employ architectural 

decoration, 2 examples had gothic elements.  On example was made from cast 

iron panels but it bares no inscription (Fig. 8.23).  A rather magnificent 

monument is that executed by the stonemason JR Andrews for his family (Fig. 

8.24).  It is an altar with a canopy borne by four women holding various 

attributes.  

 

FIG. 8.23: Cast iron altar style monument.  There was no inscription. 8/23. 



 

 

FIG. 8.24: Altar monument with canopy crafted by the monumental mason JR 

Andrews for his family.  He is reputedly responsible for 90% of the 

monuments in the cemetery. 1/17. 
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The sarcophagus style monument is found in a number of forms, the coped 

stone (H4) (Fig. 8.25) and the cruciform sarcophagus (H7) (Fig. 8.26).  There 

were 9 coped stone types and 7 cruciform types.  These were all sandstone 

monuments and dated from 1849 to the 1860s.  There were variations on the 

cruciform type which had a stepped base at the bottom of the cruciform shape.  

In a number of cases the coped stone had additional decoration.  The upright 

crosses U26 vari 1 and U26 vari 2 have coped stone sarcophagi with varied 

decoration.  The inspiration for this style of monuments is medieval (Burgess 

1963:125 Fig. 26). 

 

FIG. 8.25: Coped stone style of monument belonging to Isaac Newton, 

composer (H4). 17/13. 
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The horizontal style monuments discussed so far were more popular during 

the early stage of the cemetery than in the last 7 years from 1861-1867(Fig. 

8.15).  It dropped from 21% of all monuments to 6% of the monuments.  

Originally it was the second most popular style but by the 1861-1867 stage it 

was the second least popular style out of seven types of monuments. 

 

FIG. 8.26 : Cruciform sarcophagus with inscription on the sides (H7).  8/14. 

 

Another common style of horizontal slab was the ledger stone (Fig. 8.27).  

This is a rectangular slab which has been placed on the top of a grave.  The 

grave associated with this is usually thought to be brick lined (Loudon 



 

 

FIG. 8.27: Ledger stone in marble 1856. 7/12. 
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1843:27). There were 38 examples of this type of monuments.  This style was 

more popular at the beginning of the cemetery's activity and slowly decreased 

down to 5% of all monuments by 1861-1867 (Fig. 8.9). 

 

One of the more unusual style of horizontal monuments is a sandstone bath-

shaped altar style sitting on a platform (Fig. 8.28). It is the only example found 

in the cemetery. 

 

FIG. 8.28: Bath-shaped horizontal monument sitting on a sandstone platform. 

7/36. 
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8.6    Pillars 

 

The types of pillars found were fairly limited in range.  The pedestal style has 

few variations in shapes.  There is the large bulky pedestal with a number of 

decorative features (P1) (Fig. 8.29, 8.30) and a smaller more balance kind 

(Fig. 8.31) (P6).  The P1 style has a wide top with  classical pediment and 

acroteria, tapering body and chamfered base. Both these examples are painted, 

one with a dark grey colour the other with white paint. One of these two 

monuments was erected by Mr Waller for his family who were lost in the 

wreck of the Dunbar (Fig. 8.30).  It has a rather magnificent sculpture of a 

boat sinking into the waves. 

 

The P6 style of pedestal is a smaller slimmer version which can be plain like 

Fig. 8.31 or it can have a variety of decorative elements: classical motifs, 

down turned torches, wreaths and ribbons. 

 

There are other types of monuments included in this category but this are 

fairly common types in all nineteenth century cemeteries, the obelisk and the 

column.  Both have strong links to the architecture of the past both, classical 

and Egyptian. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

FIG. 8.29: A large bulky pedestal with dark grey pain on the face (P1). 1/21. 



 

 

 

FIG. 8.30: The Waller memorial. This is a large pedestal with a sculpture of 

the sinking of the Dunbar (P1). 16/3. 



 

 

FIG. 8.31: A slimmer style of pedestal (P6).  7/26. 
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8.7    Other Monuments 

 

There are other monuments which do not fit into the main groups already 

discussed and established by the National Trust Cemeteries Policy Papers 

(1985:60-66).  The most significant group would be the market cross style 

(Fig. 8.32, 8.33).  It is a dramatic looking type of monument with all numerous 

gothic elements such as finials, window tracery, and crockets.  This type of 

monuments once stood at the cross roads in English country towns.  Burgess 

has an example of this style of monument taken from a pattern book (8.34).  

Note the similarity of the monument in the background of Fig. 8.35. with that 

in the pattern book. 

 

FIG. 8.36 : Pedimental sculpture removed from the old Maritime Services 

Board containing the prow of a boat. 17/30. 



 

 

FIG. 8.32: A market cross style monument with marble plaque on east face.  

There is dark grey paint in the gables and on the upper section of the 

sandstone.  13/21 



 

 

FIG. 8.33: Another market cross style monument in sandstone and painted 

white.  Note the finials and crockets. 16/5. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FIG. 8.34:  Plate from Theophilus Smith's Original Designs for Christian 

Memorials, (Burgess 1963 : plate 13).  It shows a market cross style 

monument.  A few of these monuments were found in Camperdown Cemetery. 



 

 

FIG. 8.35: Devonshire Street Cemetery gates removed to Camperdown 

Cemetery in 1949. 15/14. Note the monument in the background is very 

similar to the one in Fig.8.34. 
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There are a number of monuments which have been deposited in Camperdown 

Cemetery which are not funerary monuments: the Devonshire Street Cemetery 

Gates (Fig. 8.35), the sculpture from the pediment of the old Maritime 

Services Board containing the prow of a ship (Fig. 8.36), and a large block of 

stone from Fort Macquarie with two heraldic shields on either side (Fig. 8.37) 

 

FIG. 8.37: Large block of sandstone with heraldic shields on two faces, 

removed from Fort Macquarie tram sheds prior to their demolition. 5/5. 
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8.8    Decorative elements found on monuments 

 

There are many decorative elements found on the monuments recorded in 

Camperdown Cemetery.  There are the overall themes of Classical and Gothic 

architectural inspiration. These have been recounted in a number of books on 

headstones but will be briefly examined here especially with relation to their 

contexts.  

 

8.8.1   Draped Urns 

 

Draped urns are one of the commonest decorative devices found on 

headstones.  They are found in both the Relief/Plain group and the Relief 

group.  Statues of draped urns are also found on top of altars or pedestals.  

Draped urns are a typical mourning symbol which is derivative of classical 

Greek culture.  In classical Greece the urn was the repository of the ashes of 

the cremated individual.  They were frequently used as a symbol on memorial 

stones which may have been established along roadways, in sanctuaries and 

other sacred locations.  The Keramikos cemetery in Athens is a prime example 

and the Sacred Way, the road to Delphi from Athens. 

 

The draped urns are strange in the context of an internment as opposed to a 

cremation.  Burgess briefly mentions their presence on seventeenth century 

monuments although he does not go into their derivation (1963:175).  
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Williams Coombs develops a interesting insight regarding the image of urns 

on monuments in east coast USA cemeteries (1986:109-120).  The influence 

of Adam and the neo-classical school of architecture is revealed as inspiring 

the resurrection of the use of the urn on funerary monuments. 

 

The urns found the on headstones in Camperdown Cemetery are far from 

these simple and elegant depictions.  The draped urns in Camperdown are 

various in design and execution but they fall into a few standard types.  There 

is the large urn with the egg shaped body, narrow base and trumpet foot (Fig. 

8.38). It normally has a floral element on the lower  

 

FIG. 8.38: Close up of draped urn on Mon.#413.01 (U58).  It has a trumpet 

foot, lower floral element with a gadrooning band around the lip and drapery 

flowing down either side. 

 



123 

body of the urn and a filet band of decoration, perhaps a gadroon, disguising 

the line between the lid and the urn.  The urns were usually draped.  Some had 

drapery falling to the left side of the urn, to the right side and others left the 

centre of the urn exposed.  The drapery usually flows in folds with terminating 

zig zags.  There was only one example of an undraped urn, a statue on top of a 

pedestal.  

 

Another example of the draped urn shows a broader, squatter body with a 

small round knob on the top of a splayed lid, again with a leaf decoration. This 

type is sitting with a reeded background and enclosed within a semicircular 

arch  

 

FIG. 8.39: Broad, squat draped urn in an arch with a reeded background. 

Mon#146, 7/0. 
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(Fig. 8.39).  An elegant urn with swag drapery is found on three monuments 

(U54).  It has a shallow splayed lid with a near symmetrical body, both 

sections are fluted.  The drapery is held by the handles and swags across the 

body.  It sits on a small console on top of a headstone designed in shallow 

relief. 

 

A variation on this type of draped urn is U27 which is a broad but shallow 

bodied urn with a splayed lid narrow neck on a wide body separated from the 

trumpet base by a carinated moulding. 

 

A third example is only found on two matching monuments belonging to a 

family group.  It is an open urn with a drapery swag falling from the sides.  It 

has an out turned lip with concave body and a fluted lower body with a 

carinated moulding with a trumpet base and resting on a small plinth which 

sits on an egg and dart moulding (Fig. 8.40). 

 

There are other variations on the draped urn themes  which indicate a diversity 

of tastes and styles.  These are a strange mix when 90% of the headstones are 

purportedly by one stonemason or from his workshop. 

 

Many of the first type of draped urns sit atop stelae or arches with pilasters, 

such as U3 vari 4, and U39. These are representations of other monuments in 

relief on a  headstone. This leads to the conclusion that many of these are  
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FIG. 8.40: Elegant draped urn with out a lid.  The drapery falls across the 

body in a swag. Mon#251, U67, 8/27. 

 

deliberate attempts to depict a more elaborate and expensive headstone on a 

cheaper model.  They are a recurrent type and are among the most popular of 

the Relief/Plain and Relief types.  Among this headstone on headstone group 

are some very simple monuments (U27) which echo the outline of the relief 

monument in the silhouette of the actual monument. 

 

8.8.2   Architectural elements 

 

The use of  architectural forms for the decoration of funerary monuments is 

extremely common.  Gothic and Classical architecture have been used in a 



 

 

FIG. 8.41: Upright slab designed by thought to be designed by Edmund 

Blacket for his wife Sarah and himself.  It was originally erected in Balmain 

Cemetery. 18/1 



 

 

FIG. 8.42: West end of St. Stephen's Camperdown. The gothic architectural 

elements in this doorway are echoed in Blacket's headstone Fig. 8.41. 18/2. 
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number of the headstone types.  The repetition of the gothic label mould motif 

on the U55 type is a constant element.  There are many more elaborate 

attempts at gothic architecture such as the Blacket monument which Edmund 

Blacket probably designed himself (Fig. 8.41)  This headstone was originally 

erected in Balmain cemetery but was removed to its current location in 1949 

(note on plinth).  The gothic elements mirror the western end of the church 

which Blacket also designed (Fig. 8.42). 

 

FIG. 8.43: Beautifully carved angel with long hair and a beatific smile.  Note 

the elegantly feathered wings. Mon#517, U7 vari 6, 12/19.
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8.8.3   Cherubs/Angels 

 

Another often repeated ornamental element is the angel or cherub.  The angel 

may be a heavenly creature with long hair (Fig. 8.43) or a more primitive 

rendition of a cherub with deeply feathered wings and short hair (Fig. 8.44).  

These angels are usually well carved and may include elements which have 

been painted, such as, the hair which was painted brown on a number of 

occasions.  Cherubs were sometimes used as a minor decorative elements. 

 

FIG. 8.44: Cherub with short hair and deeply feathered short wings. Note 

that the hair is painted brown. Mon#66, U7 vari 2, 3/3. 



 

 

FIG. 8.45: Mourning woman holding on to a female bust mounted on a 

column.  This was erected to Miss Mary Lupton in 1856. Mon#32(b), 17/38. 
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8.8.4   Mourning Women 

 

There are 4 representations in relief of mourning women on the monuments. 

Three are on upright slabs and one is on the side of a large pedestal.  The relief 

on the large pedestal (Fig. 8.45) is probably the most unusual.  It has a woman 

in a chiton holding onto the bust of a woman resting on a column framed 

within a tapering enclosure.  It is the only mourning woman erected to a 

female.  This monument was erected to Miss Mary Lupton in 1856.  It is very 

classical in the elements used: the edging along the hem of the chiton, the fall 

of the drapery, the hair on the bust and the framing of the scene. 

 

FIG. 8.46: Mourning woman kneeling at a pedestal and dragging the urn 

away. U3 vari 10, 17/7. 
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In the other three examples of mourning women two are very similar (Fig. 

8.46). They are women kneeling at a pedestal and holding an urn.  This relief 

sits on top of a shallow stelae.  The fourth example is a woman in drapery 

kneeling with her arms across her breast within an arch (U3 vari 11). 

 

8.9    Naval Monuments 

 

There are many naval monuments in the cemetery.  The monument erected by 

the state government to the wreck of the Dunbar is a significant monument, as 

is the one erected to the wreck of the naval ship the Challenger.  There are 

also private naval monuments 30 vari 1 and U93 which add to the importance 

of this cemetery as a location for naval burials. 

 

8.10    Painted Decoration 

 

Many of the monuments discussed so far had evidence of  dark grey, white, 

pale brown, cream and dark brown paint.  The paint was variously applied to 

the face, back and sides of monuments.  In all 80 monuments had clear 

evidence of paint (Fig. 8.22, 8.24, 8.30, 8.29, 8.33, 8.32).  Some of the 

monuments appeared to have two coats of paint of different colours.  There 

were nine monuments which had a white undercoat with a dark grey top coat. 

A few had three coats of different coloured paint. The type of monuments 

recorded was fairly broad but the altar and pedestal types was more frequently 
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found with paint.  All monuments which were painted were made from 

sandstone.  It is difficult to know if these monuments were painted at the time 

they were erected but it is likely that they were. 

 

None of the papers which have discussed Australian monuments and 

cemeteries (Birmingham 1973, Lavelle 1989) have referred to the painting of 

sandstone headstones.  The only relevant reference to this practice was 

concerning by Curl (1980) who discussed the painting of monuments a black 

colour describing it as a mourning ritual.  The interpretation of the use of 

colour in the context of Camperdown Cemetery is that the two main colours, 

dark grey and white, were use to make the painted sections look like slate or 

marble respectively.  The Toogood (Fig. 8.29), Waller (8.30) and Burfort 

monuments (Fig. 8.33) support this interpretation.  Types of stone favoured in 

English cemeteries were slate and marble (Burgess 1963:115,126) and the 

painted tombs are trying to imitate these two stones. 
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9.0    INTERPRETATION 

 

9.1    Style as an indicator of ? 

 

Does the breaking down of this large amount of material into style groups 

allow for an analysis of anything other than stylistic developments ?  The 

styles these groups have been divided into are generally indicative of the 

amount of time it takes to produce the required headstone.  A Plain headstone 

will demand much less time from the stonemason to produce it than a Relief 

style type which is more involved and therefore more time consuming for the 

stonemason.  Another aspect of the more complex styles is that to cut a relief 

requires a thicker piece of stone which has to be cut away to produce the 

finished product.  Thus the cost of the stone and the amount of work required 

are two of the financial aspects which can be interpreted through the style 

categories. 

 

The amount of money spent upon the purchase of a headstone may also be 

indicative of other social and economic factors. The problems with the 

interpretation of some of these elements is that it is difficult to engage in a 

fuller understanding of any individual monument with out knowing the 

financial or social standing of any one person buried in the cemetery.  

 

It may be easier with horizontal style monuments to draw clearer conclusions 

about who had social standing in the community but this is to some extent a 
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given.  What is not known is how much it inconvenienced a family to erect a 

headstone and if and how they tried to create or imply a certain social status 

through the erection of a monument. This is something that cannot be 

answered specifically but general conclusions can be pointed towards. 

 

9.2    Analysis of overall style distribution 

 

9.2.1  Upright Slabs 

 

The bar graph (Fig. 8.9) allows for an overall view of the fluctuations in the 

different styles.  The Plain style was the predominate style in the first six years 

and the last seven years.  It dipped down to about 26% in the middle six years 

when the Plain/Decorative group peaked in popularity at about 37%.  This 

may indicate that there was generally more disposable income available to 

spend on monuments.  During this middle phase the Relief/Plain group is 2% 

lower than the Plain group at 23.6%.  This adds to the evidence that there was 

more money around to spend on upright slabs. 

 

As noted in the above discussion on the Relief/Plain and Relief style groups 

there was little fluctuation in the overall percentage of the upright headstone 

during the 19 years of the active life of the cemetery.  This suggests that the 

lack of fluctuation may mean they were not seen as strongly expressing a 
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certain social status.  Those that could afford them continued to afford them 

and those that could afford more than a Plain style usually chose a Plain/Relief 

upright slab. 

 

9.2.2   Upright Slabs and Other Monuments 

 

In the equating of the derivation of social status with funerary monuments it is 

important to look beyond the upright slab and to measure it against the other 

types of monuments being erected in the cemetery and their average 

distribution through time (Fig. 8.15).  This bar chart is based on the overall 

percentage of all the dated monuments.  The first four groups have changed 

little other than the overwhelming image given by the percentage of the Plain 

style upright slab in the last seven years of the cemetery's life. 

 

The Ledger Slab (LS) group starts at 9% of the total percentage and slowly 

decreases through the following years to 3.7% of all the monuments.  The 

Horizontal slab, which is usually represented by altar monuments, begins at 

approximately 21% then slowly decreases in frequency of occurrence until in 

the last seven years they are 5% of the total number of monuments.  The Pillar 

style monument which includes obelisks and columns starts at 5% of the 

monuments, by the second period it falls back to 4% but during the last seven 

years it rises slightly to 7% of the overall range of monuments. 
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These three groups of monuments would usually be considerably more 

expensive to produce than the upright slabs.  The main reason for this is the 

amount of stone used in the construction of an altar or with a ledger slab the 

grave may have been brick lined (Loudon 1843:25-28). Pedestals were 

probably the most expensive of all types of monuments to construct as stone 

elements had to be erected on top of each other and sufficient foundations had 

to be laid to maintain the structure upright (Loudon 1843:25-28). 

 

An analysis of social status form this material indicates that during the first 6 

years of the cemetery's activity upright headstones and Horizontal slabs were 

approx. the same percentage of monuments erected.  In the following phase 

they have both fallen back approx. 4% each and are now 17.3% and 16.5% 

respectively, as is the Relief/Plain group.  The choice of Plain/Decorated 

upright slabs becomes the most popular. In the last phase all groups are 

decreasing except for the Plain upright slab which acquires all the percentage 

points lost from the other groups.  The decline in popularity of all the other 

monuments may mean that less money was being spent on headstones, 

especially those purchasing the more expensive groups of headstones.  An 

alternative view could be that more poor people are dying.  There may have 

been some disease or epidemic which affected the working classes but which 

did not have such an large impact upon the middle classes and upper classes 

who had better sanitary conditions and access to health care. 
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Another reason for the decline may be a change in the population base of the 

area.  There is some evidence to support this because the St. Stephens Church 

was renowned as a working class parish and at one stage had a  charismatic 

vicar who attracted a large number of the poorer classes.  This interpretation is 

to some extent undermined by the nature of the cemetery as a General 

Anglican Cemetery which attracted burials from many areas other than the 

Camperdown/ Newton parishes.  Thus the people buried in the cemetery were 

not necessarily local. 

 

9.3    GENERAL ANALYSIS 

 

The image presented by the analysis of the distribution of the headstones 

through time is that the Plain style monuments which are usually thought to 

start disappearing in the 1830s and 1840s are still the predominate type of 

headstone in the 1860s.  Though they are not the most significant element 

during the late 1850s. Another point to recall at this time is that the upright 

headstones recorded are only the insitu ones and not the 1300 or so around the 

walls.  The inclusion of those stones within this analysis may drastically alter 

the evidence.  The majority of altar monuments outside the current boundary 

appear to have been moved inside the walls.  Thus there may be a bias in the 

percentage rates especially with the large number of altar monuments in the 

first six years. 
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The analysis of the distribution of various  types of monuments throughout the 

active life of the cemetery has provided material for examining the amount of 

money spent on headstones.  This is assumed to have a correlation with social 

status. There is some evidence to support this interpretation. Many of the well 

known people who are buried in the cemetery had monuments that fall into the 

Relief style upright, horizontal styles, pedestals, market crosses and pillars.  

These include Sir Thomas Mitchell, the Milford group, the Dumaresqs and 

Macleay burials, members of various business and boards, Isaac Newton, the 

Wallers, the Dunbar Wreck Memorial, the Barker memorial, and the Boscha 

memorial.  There is also evidence to indicate that simpler plain style 

monuments were erected by people who had less disposable income. Two 

aboriginal burials, Mogo and William Perry, were small plain style 

monuments.  It is difficult to have a greater knowledge of the backgrounds of 

the other people buried with plain style monuments because they are not well 

known. 

 

Thus there is a solid basis for analysing the cemetery monuments as 

representing social status and access to income and therefore social class.  

Further to this is that while there may be individual examples of people who 

try to raise their social status in death the overall trends should not be too 

distorted. 
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Thus in Camperdown Cemetery there is evidence of distinct class distinctions 

in the number of monuments erected in the two less expensive groups, Plain 

and Plain/Decorated. There is a larger percentage of working class people 

being buried in the cemetery.  They are not spending significantly more of 

their disposable income on headstones from 1849 to 1867 except perhaps from 

1855-1860.  This may correlate with an economic boom produced by the gold 

rush, it is something to be investigated at a later date.  The styles belonging to 

these two groups show little variation or embellishment. 

 

There is a constancy of choice, as with the U3 and the U55 types which were 

chosen over and over again.  In total these two monument types, without 

including any variations, make up 14.4% of all the monuments recorded in the 

cemetery.  With the U3 style of the 54 with legible dates 45 were from 1861-

1867. Of the 44, U55 type monuments 41 were datable and 14 occurred from 

1855-1861 and the remaining 17 from 1861-1867. Thus people with less 

disposable income were purchasing less expensive style monuments especially 

in the later 13 years of the cemeteries main activity. 

 

Through the analysis of styles in cemetery monuments trends can be detected 

regarding what certain social groups are spending upon monuments.  It is here 

that the archaeological value of the well known individual and their 

monuments rests, they furnish the basis for this analysis. These monuments 

allow the archaeologist to establish certain parameters about what one social 



138 

class is spending on monuments and to extrapolate from this to other 

monuments and classes. 

 

A method of gaining a wider understanding of those monuments erected by 

people trying to attain a different social status and therefore balance out this 

factor in the above material is to examine the type and style of headstone in 

relation to certain elements in the inscription.  When the inscription section 

was analysed in 7.1 certain observations were made about the titles and 

occupations recorded on the headstones. These inscriptions were clearly 

attempts to record an individuals achievements and express their personally 

perceived social status or their families view of it.  There were few examples 

of this on Plain monuments they were usually Relief/Plain, Relief or the more 

complex styles of monuments. 

 

This reinforces the analysis above which views the Plain and Plain/Decorated 

styles as representing the working classes although it would be simplistic to 

believe they may not be trying to improve their social standing but it is 

unlikely that they would have the money to purchase a more expensive 

headstone although they could clearly write more information on a headstone 

but not if a stone was purchased for the whole family and numerous persons 

deaths had to be written on the stone eventually. Thus the lack of disposable 

income and the constraints this imposed upon the choice of headstone would 

also curb the amount of information to be inscribed on a monument. 
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The above interpretation provides some distinct factors with which to examine 

cemeteries generally to gain a context of understanding about who was 

erecting certain types of monuments.  This permits general trends in one 

cemetery to be examined against another to see if the same influences are 

evident generally or if they are relating to one area or one religious or ethnic 

group. 

 

Little could be analysed about comparisons between religious or ethnic groups 

in Camperdown Cemetery because it was Anglican and because there was 

little in the way of evidence other than names and places of birth to give an 

idea of ethnic differences.  There were a few thistles and four leaf clovers 

which may indicate Scottish or Irish ancestry but these were unusual.  This 

does demonstrate a homogeneity of population belonging to the Anglican 

church in the middle of the nineteenth century in Sydney.  They usually had a 

British background although a few were German or French.  This would 

generally be supported by the historical evidence. 

 

One of the areas of archaeological interest was the interpretive use of the 

headstones or their inscriptions for analysis of gender relations in the mid 

nineteenth century. Often the sex or age of individuals is not visible in the 

archaeological record unless a lot is known about a site and the people 
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involved with it.  In the case of cemeteries and headstones we have the names 

and often the ages of people and usually a statement about their familiar 

relationships.  This forms the basis of deciphering gender and the correlations 

between gender and age groups.  With the name groupings (see 7.1) an 

extensive analysis has shown that there were apparent social distinctions 

between adult males and females in the way their names were recorded on 

headstones. 

 

Only the first burial on the monument was recorded in detail. In these 

inscriptions more than 60% of adult males had their first name and surname 

given on a headstone while this occurred with only 30% to 30% of adult 

females.  The next two most common ways of inscribing an adult females 

name, single Christian name and double Christian name, were rarely used for 

adult males.  Women were usually described as a daughter or mother or wife 

or relict.  Men were frequently called a son or husband and rarely a father but 

usually had their  surname and sometimes their occupation given. 

 

Distinct differences were observed in the nature of these inscriptions which 

are a response to variations in social behaviour and perceptions of the male 

and female roles within a society.  Women were treated as an appendage to 

their parents or their husbands.  It was rare for a woman to have Miss or Mrs 

before their name.  Thus the analysis of one aspect of an inscription allows for 

an analysis of gender relations and identification of differences in the ways the 
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sexes were treated.  The linking of this information into other facets of the 

inscription and the monument may be more revealing of other aspects of 

gender relations and that societies disparate attitudes towards men and 

women. 

 

History can inform us about some of the ideas and perceptions regarding 

gender relations at anytime in the nineteenth century but we rarely know about 

it on the personal level in working class families and there is little material 

that will give us a contrast between the different social groupings. Many social 

histories and books written in the nineteenth century were written from an 

Anglo-Saxon, middle-class male point of view.  Hopefully through an 

archaeological analysis of monuments in a cemetery we can open up more 

areas of information to broaden our perceptions of nineteenth century society. 

 

9.4    RESEARCH DESIGN 

 

The first question posed in the research design 4.0 concerned the proposition 

that simpler Georgian style monuments were superseded by Victorian 

monuments by the mid 1830s and 1840s.  There is strong evidence to show 

that the plain style was always around.  It is clear that there were many 

elaborate monuments erected which conform to the Victoria headstone but 

they were no more popular than the plainer style headstone.  



142 

Question two of the research design ask about the transition from a Georgian 

to a Victorian Cemetery.  Was there any evidence for it in Camperdown 

Cemetery ?  There are a variety of simple monuments mixed with the more 

elaborate styles. The plain are popular throughout the life of the cemetery and 

by the date it closes it is the most popular style. There are simple ledger stones 

which are more popular at the beginning of the use of the cemetery than they 

are later. 

 

If a Georgian cemetery is defined by simple monuments and a haphazard 

layout with few plantings then this cemetery has little that is Georgian other 

than the plain style monuments. A brief examination of the other elements 

recorded on the headstones supports this view.  The type of opening phrases 

used are generally the later Victorian type with " To the sacred memory of.." 

and "In memory of.." though there are a few of the earlier style.  The general 

range of decorative elements employed follow general trends in Victorian 

architecture with the use of neo-classical and gothic elements. The layout and 

planting of the cemetery are also Victorian in design.   Thus Camperdown is 

the very model of a Victorian cemetery except that the simpler style 

monuments are the commonest style. 

 

Question three queried the effect that the  short time span the cemetery was 

opened  would have on the validity of the research questions.  One of the 

difficulties was  the inability to observe generational changes when the 

cemetery was only opened for eighteen years.  This may have a limiting effect 
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on the general social parallels one can draw on because it is from the changes 

in the evidence that archaeologists are able to interpret broader social 

commentary. 

 

Question four was concerned to discover if an archaeological analysis of a 

cemetery could lead to a wider understanding of the cultural and social climate 

of the cemetery and its inhabitants ?  The two areas where an in depth 

examination of the material recorded was carried out: upright slabs and name 

groupings have clearly demonstrated that an archaeological analysis and 

interpretation can produce meaningful results. 

 

The third part of this question was concerned with questions of 

industrialisation, ethnicity, social status, gender and social change.  All the 

other aspects  except for industrialisation  have been looked at.  

Industrialisation can be examined by an analysis of the different technologies 

and methods used in the construction of the cemetery and its monuments.  The 

nature of the material used in the cast iron fence surrounds, and the production 

of a cast iron altar are all interesting developments in funerary furniture.  The 

impact of pattern books on the design of monuments for cemeteries.  These 

are all aspects of industrialisation as is the development of this type of 

cemetery on the outskirts of a major business and population centre. 
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The archaeological analysis of Camperdown Cemetery has shown that the 

research potential of a cemetery is a meaningful element in its cultural 

significance.  That there are distinct avenues through which to approach this 

material and arrive at an analysis of ordinary people in a manner which cannot 

be approached through history.  It is the approach through the cemetery 

context that elucidates this material and its social meaning.  Thus the 

archaeological significance of a cemetery is a major component of its value for 

past, present and future generations. 
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11.0    LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS 

11.1    FIGURES 

FIG. 3.1: Final recording sheet used in the recording of the monuments.  M. Casey Dec. 

1991.   

FIG. 3.2: Plan of Camperdown Cemetery drawn by Stephen Frith, 1982. 

FIG. 3.3: Plan of the north east section of Camperdown Cemetery with monuments added 

in and numbered.  Drawn by S. Frith 1982.  Altered by M. Casey 1991. 

FIG. 3.4:  Plan of the circle area of Camperdown Cemetery. Plan drawn by S. Frith 1982. 

Altered by M . Casey 1991. 

FIG. 3.5: Plan of the eastern and southern sections of Camperdown Cemetery. Plan drawn 

by S. Frith 1982. Altered by M. Casey 1991. 

FIG. 3.6: Plan of the south western and western sections of Camperdown Cemetery. Plan 

drawn by S. Frith 1982. Altered by M. Casey 1991. 

 

FIG 5.1:  Looking west down the entrance road next to the church.  

FIG. 5.2: Photograph of original cemetery entrance road looking east.  There is a line of 

palm trees on the south side. Brick edging delineates the sides of the road. 10/31. 

FIG 5.3: North west corner inside the cemetery walls showing the arrangement of upright 

headstones and graffiti. 10/6. 

FIG. 5.4: Looking east along the line of the northern wall showing the extent of the 

upright headstones against the wall. 10/5. 

 

FIG. 6.1: Aerial photograph of Sydney taken in march 1930 showing the physical extent 

of the original cemetery and giving some idea of the landscaping. (SAO Map 32369). 
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FIG 6.2: "Plan of a Churchyard no longer used for burying in, with Lines showing the 

Direction in which Walks may be made, without removing any Head-stones or other 

Monuments." (Loudon 1843: 77. Fig. 49) 

 

FIG. 7.1: Graph of female name groupings and their use through time. 

FIG. 7.2: Graph of male name groupings and their use through time. 

FIG. 7.3: Graph of female name groupings and their age distribution. 

FIG. 7.4: Graph of male name groupings and their age distribution. 

 

FIG.8.1: Grave with Plain style monument and sandstone kerbing. 2/4 

FIG. 8.2: Family burial plot with cast iron fence surround. The tops of the upper row are 

broken. 7/6. 

FIG. 8.3: Altar style monument sitting on a sandstone platform. 7/36. 

FIG. 8.4: Group of monuments on raised platforms in the circle section of the cemetery. 

18/7. 

FIG. 8.5: A U3 type monument with unusual iron fencing in sandstone kerbing and 

concrete covering. 19/11  

FIG. 8.6:  Graph of upright slab styles and their distribution 1849-1855. 

FIG. 8.7: Graph of upright slabs styles and their distribution, 1855-1860. 

FIG. 8.8: Graph of upright slabs styles and their distribution, 1860-1867. 

FIG. 8.9: Bar graph of the distribution of the four headstone styles, 1849-1867 

FIG. 8.10 : A U55 type monument belonging to the Plain/Decorated style. There were 44 

examples of this style recorded in the cemetery. 8/36. 

FIG. 8.11:  A U13 vari 5 monument with incised floral decoration in the pediment.  This 

is a Plain/Decorated style. 8/21. 
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FIG. 8.12: A U47 type monument belonging to the Relief/Plain style.  

FIG. 8.13: A U3 vari 4 type monuments with draped urn sitting on upright stele.  13/19. 

FIG. 8.14: A U39 type upright monument with draped urn. This is a Relief style 

monument. 

FIG 8.15: Bar graph showing the distribution through time of all the main monuments 

styles in the cemetery. 

FIG. 8.16: Two footstones at the end of two graves which are part of a family plot. The 

shape of the footstones echoes the shape of the headstones.  The details of the inscription 

can be seen: registration number, initials and date of death 2/21 

FIG. 8.17: Latin cross above a three stepped base, 1889. Mon#158.5, 7/8. 

FIG. 8.18: Latin cross with decoration on a low pedestal 1867. Mon#429, 11/29. 

FIG. 8.19: Simple cross 1862. Mon#565, 13/9. 

FIG. 8.20: Low plain style (H10) with a plain slab with moulded corners. Mon.# 126, 

5/18. 

FIG. 8.21: Low style with decorated slab.  Note the paint on the side of the monument.  

Another similar monument is visible on the left of the photograph. Mon#.22, 8/6. 

FIG. 8.22: A high altar style with sides decorated with triglyphs and metopes.  Note the 

use of white paint on the sides of the monument.  

FIG. 8.23: Cast iron altar style monument.  There was no inscription. 8/23. 

FIG. 8.24: Altar monument with canopy crafted by the monumental mason JR Andrews 

for his family.  He is reputedly responsible for 90% of the monuments in the cemetery. 

1/17. 

FIG. 8.25: Coped stone style of monument belonging to Isaac Newton, composer (H4). 

17/13.  
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FIG. 8.26: Cruciform sarcophagus with inscription on the sides (H7).  8/14. 

FIG. 8.27: Ledger stone in marble 1856. 7/12. 

FIG. 8.28: Bath-shaped horizontal monument sitting on a sandstone platform. 7/36. 

FIG. 8.29: A large bulky pedestal with dark grey pain on the face (P1). 1/21. 

FIG. 8.30: The Waller memorial. This is a large pedestal with a sculpture of the sinking 

of the Dunbar (P1). 16/3. 

FIG. 8.31: A slimmer style of pedestal (P6).  7/26. 

FIG. 8.32: A market cross style monument with marble plaque on east face.  There is dark 

grey paint in the gables and on the upper section of the sandstone.   13/21 

FIG. 8.33: Another market cross style monument in sandstone and painted white.  Note 

the finials and crockets. 16/5. 

FIG. 8.34:  Plate from Theophilus Smith's Original Designs for Christian Memorials, 

(Burgess 1963 : plate 13).  It shows a market cross style monument.  A few of these 

monuments were found in Camperdown Cemetery. 

FIG. 8.35: Devonshire Street Cemetery gates removed to Camperdown Cemetery in 1949. 

15/14. Note the monument in the background is very similar to the one in Fig.8.34. 

FIG. 8.36: Pedimental sculpture removed from the old Maritime Services Board 

containing the prow of a boat. 17/30. 

FIG. 8.37: Large block of sandstone with heraldic shields on two faces, removed from 

Fort Macquarie tram sheds prior to their demolition. 5/5. 

FIG. 8.38: Close up of draped urn on Mon.#413.01 (U58).  It has a trumpet foot, lower 

floral element with a gadrooning band around the lip and drapery flowing down either 

side. 

FIG. 8.39: Broad, squat draped urn in an arch with a reeded background. Mon#146, 7/0. 
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FIG. 8.40: Elegant draped urn with out a lid.  The drapery falls across the body in a swag. 

Mon#251, U67, 8/27. 

FIG. 8.41: Upright slab designed by thought to be designed by Edmund Blacket for his 

wife Sarah and himself.  It was originally erected in Balmain Cemetery. 18/1 

FIG. 8.42: West end of St. Stephen's Camperdown. The gothic architectural elements in 

this doorway are echoed in Blacket's headstone Fig. 8.41. 18/2. 

FIG. 8.43: Beautifully carved angel with long hair and a beatific smile.  Note the 

elegantly feathered wings. Mon#517, U7 vari 6, 12/19. 

FIG. 8.44: Cherub with short hair and deeply feathered short wings. Note that the hair is 

painted brown. Mon#66, U7 vari 2, 3/3. 

FIG. 8.45: Mourning woman holding on to a female bust mounted on a column.  This was 

erected to Miss Mary Lupton in 1856. Mon#32(b), 17/38. 

FIG. 8.46: Mourning woman kneeling at a pedestal and attempting to drag the urn away. 

U3 vari 10, 17/7. 

 

11.2    MAPS 

MAP 5.1: Recent street map of Camperdown/Newtown showing the location of 

Camperdown Cemetery (UBD). 

MAP 5.2: Cemetery Plan indicating the current boundaries, the location of the Church, 

the Rectory and the Sextant's Lodge. (Rees nd:6)  

MAP 6.1: Plan of Camperdown Cemetery drawn prior to the resumption of the land and 

the relocation of monumental stones. (SAO Plan 61688). 

MAP 6.2: Plan of south west corner of cemetery with the relocated monuments marked 

with dashed lines. (SAO Plan 61692). 
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MAP 6.3: Plan of area immediately west of the church showing that the Milford and 

Carruthers graves were relocated into this area because they were well known people.  

One of the Milford's was a Pusine Judge and two others were barristers. 

MAP 6.4: Plan of the cemetery drawn c. 1949 showing the location of the memorials to 

be moved inside the walls.  It shows the original location of some "important" 

monuments. (SAO Plan 61691). 
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12.0    ABBREVIATIONS 

 

AHC  Australian Heritage Commission 

ASHA  Australian Society for Historical Archaeology 

H  Horizontal Slab 

LS  Ledger Slab 

P  Pillar 

SAG  Society for Australian Genealogists 

SAO  State Archives Office (NSW) 

SHA  Society for Historical Archaeology (American) 

SHIP  State Heritage Inventory Programme 

SMH  Sydney Morning Herald 

U  Upright Slab 
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MONUMENT RECORDING FORMS                              

CAMPERDOWN CEMETERY : ANGLICAN                        

                                                        

                                                           

INSCRIPTION:   SAG #___       DESCRIPTION                  

NAME:                         AREA #     MON.#     SHT:  / 

Side: /                                                    

Female:  Male:   Age:         PHOTO:  /  ORIENT:              DATE:b.                       

SINGLE/DOUBLE/FAMILY PLOT    

d.                            Single/Double/ Family Mon.   

No. of Burials:                                            

                                                           

OPENING:                      MATERIALS:                   

In memory of:                 Monument:                    

Sacred to the memory of:      Surround:                    

Other:                        Tablet:                      

Departed:        Died:                                     

Family Term:                                               

Other Term:                   DIMENSIONS:L:   W:   H:  D:  

Related to:                                                

Occupation:                                                

Cause of Death:               STONEMASON                   

Born at:                      Name:                        

Died at:                      Address:                     

Formerly of:                                               
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Other:                                                     

      STYLE: Upright Slab ___;     

Types of Lettering:           Footstone ___; Crosses___;   

roman:      sans serif:       Horiz. Slab :Table__ Altar___ 

italic:     cplte:            Pillars: Pedestal__ Obelisk__ 

gothic:     other:            Column;____                  

Lettering: incised__; lead__; Statuary: Urn__ Dpd Urn___   

well cut__; rough__;          Other: ___:                  

Covers: all,middle,top,back   Relief: ___                  

No. Lines:                    Vault:    L.S:    Other:     

Reg. No.                      Surround:                    

      SPECIFIC DETAIL:             

EPITATH:                                                   

      SPECIAL 

FEATURES/SYMBOLS etc. 

                                                           

                              CONDITION:                           Excellent/Good/Fair/Poor     

                              RECORDER:          DATE:                                                              
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                                 ADDITIONAL BURIALS 

 

             INSCRIPTION:                  DESCRIPTION 

             NAME:                         AREA #     MON.#   SHT:  / 

             Female:   Male:   Age:        PHOTO:  /  Side: / 

             DATE:br.          dd.                         

             Born at:                      Died at: 

             FAMILY TERM:                  Related to: 

             Other Term:departed     /died 

             Other: 

 

 

             INSCRIPTION:                  DESCRIPTION 

             NAME:                         AREA #     MON.#   SHT:  / 

             Female:   Male:   Age:        PHOTO:  /  Side: / 

             DATE:br.          dd.                         

             Born at:                      Died at: 

             FAMILY TERM:                  Related to: 

             Other Term:departed     /died 

             Other: 

 

             INSCRIPTION:                  DESCRIPTION 

             NAME:                         AREA #     MON.#   SHT:  / 

             Female:   Male:   Age:        PHOTO:  /  Side: / 

             DATE:br.          dd.                         
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             Born at:                      Died at: 

             FAMILY TERM:                  Related to: 

             Other Term:departed     /died 

             Other: 

 

             INSCRIPTION:                  DESCRIPTION 

             NAME:                         AREA #     MON.#   SHT:  / 

             Female:   Male:   Age:        PHOTO:  /  Side: / 

             DATE:br.          dd.                         

             Born at:                      Died at: 

             FAMILY TERM:                  Related to: 

             Other Term:departed     /died 

             Other: 

 

             INSCRIPTION:                  DESCRIPTION 

             NAME:                         AREA #     MON.#   SHT:  / 

             Female:   Male:   Age:        PHOTO:  /  Side: / 

             DATE:br.          dd.                         

             Born at:                      Died at: 

             FAMILY TERM:                  Related to: 

             Other Term:departed     /died 

             Other: 
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                          CAMPERDOWN CEMETERY QUESTIONNAIRE 

                                MARY CASEY : 10.12.91 

 

 

             1. Why do you come to the cemetery?  What do you like best 

             about the cemetery? 

 

 

 

 

             2. Do you see this area as a place which makes you think 

             about heritage/ or is mainly a park, a recreational area? 

 

 

 

 

             3. Do you think that Marickville Council should help with 

             the upkeep of the cemetery? 

 

 

 

 

             4. Do you think that heritage is important: to yourself, to 
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             the community?? Why? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             5. Does it worry you that so many of the monuments have 

             fallen down, are loosing their inscriptions and are in a 

             state of general decay or do you like this aspect about the 

             cemetery? 
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