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Introduction: Life, loss and learning in 
the cities of the dead
Chris Brooks’ (1989) book, ‘Mortal Remains’, describes 
the colossal changes in economy, politics, technology, and 
most importantly, demography that faced Britain in the 
nineteenth century, and the challenges of burying the dead 
in the ‘Age of Great Cities’: 

Few ninetieth-century social issues were more funda-
mental than the question of how to dispose of the dead. 
And few, in the way they were perceived and handled, 
were more characteristic. The origin of the problem 
was of course demographic: just as there were more 
people who needed to find somewhere to live, to work, 
to ensure they had food to eat, so also there were ever 
more people who died and needed burial. (p.2)

Brooks’ book explores both the history of the cemetery 
movement and the present state and management 
approaches, including ecology1. 

This paper takes Brooks’ key themes as its starting 
point and explores some of the ways in which maps and 
plans can help us understand the modern cemetery or 
necropolis (the city of the dead) as significant sites of 
‘green heritage’ and as a learning resource. The paper 
explores the rise of the cemetery movement, the subsequent 
decline of many sites, as they became uneconomic, and 
their resurrection as spaces of memorialisation, recreation, 
and heritage and nature conservation.

This paper does not aim to provide a comprehensive 
analysis of one or more of the periods of plan-making 
or mapping addressed below, but reflects an interest in 
cemeteries (and urban churchyards/graveyards) as learning 
and teaching assets. Their history provides valuable 
insights into major demographic and industrial changes 
(Brooks, 1989), and their current ecological significance 
(Goode, 2014). They are fascinating places through which 

to explore heritage and cultural geography, sustainability 
issues, and urban ecology. As urban green spaces, they 
form an important resource for local communities, as well 
as learning spaces for students from Primary to Higher 
Education.

Cemeteries in the Age of Great Cities
Cemeteries, as burial or ‘grave fields’, have existed since 
prehistoric times. The modern cemetery (necropolis) is, 
however, the product of the nineteenth century and the 
massive growth in the populations of industrialising towns 
and cities. Now often deeply embedded within the urban 
landscape, many cemeteries were originally located in 
open country at the edge of large and growing settlements. 
They have become entrapped countryside; sites which 
have never been intensively farmed, but have remained 
green spaces throughout their existence.

The modern cemetery has its origins in planned 
systems for hygienic burial from the early nineteenth 
century (Brooks, 1989; Curl, 1983; Swensen, 2018). 
They were also planned as open spaces for the living; 
for recreation, as well as mourning and remembrance. 
Their subsequent management, or in many cases lack of 
management (as they became full or uneconomic), and their 
recent rehabilitation as sites of public green spaces, make 
them exceptional places to engage with urban ecology and 
sustainability themes. Other urban green spaces, such as 
Victorian parks and gardens are also valuable, but have not 
tended to have experienced the complex vicissitudes that 
cemeteries have.

In countries experiencing rapid industrialisation 
in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries 
traditional burial grounds had become repulsive places 
as populations grew ever larger and existing burial sites 
could no longer cope. Multiple burials in constrained 
conditions, exacerbated by the highly infectious diseases 
that ran rampant in crowded insanitary conditions, led to 
concerns over sanitation and health issues. This is the era 

NECROPOLIS MAPPED: GEOGRAPHY, EDUCATION AND 
THE CARTOGRAPHY OF CEMETERIES
Peter Vujakovic

Victorian and Edwardian cemeteries form an important component of the accessible urban green space 
of towns and cities. This paper explores how a range of cartographic representations of these places, 
from original plans, to modern heritage and nature trails, can provide a valuable resource for teaching 
and learning in the context of education for social and ecological sustainability and for the understand-
ing of ‘green heritage’. The Necropolis, ‘city of the dead’, is far from being a lifeless space; it often con-
tains vibrant ecosystems, as well as being a place of remembrance, recreation and learning. Cemeteries 
also offer opportunities for development of innovative interpretative materials as a learning experience 
in both design and community engagement.



28 SoC BULLETIN Vol 52

of the London cholera outbreaks of 1831, 1848, 1854 and 
1866, famously mapped by John Snow (an early example 
of epidemiological mapping), with mortality rates of 
fifty-percent among those contracting the disease (Elliot, 
1993). 

The following quote from G. A. Walker’s Gatherings 
from Graveyards (publ. 1839), exemplifies the appalling 
nature of the crowded graveyards that characterised many 
growing towns and cities:

“Here in this place of ‘Christian burial’, you may see 
human heads, covered with hair; and here, in this ‘con-
secrated ground’, are human bodies with flesh still ad-
hering to them.” cited in Brooks (1989, p.31)

The description goes on in graphic detail to describe 
a child’s coffin cut in half as a new grave was dug. 
Campaigners, driven by ideals of civic improvement, 
as well as religious responsibility, called for sanitary 
cemeteries to be established. The answer was to designate 
sites beyond the urban area as new, wholesome places for 
burial. In Britain this was seen as opportunity for private 
business, and only later as the responsibility of local 
authorities (Brooks, 1989). 

The cemetery movement in England was slower to 
take off than in Scotland, and modelled itself on changes 
already taking place there and in other parts of Europe, 
especially France (e.g. Père-Lachaise cemetery in Paris) 
and Germany. It also drew, in terms of aesthetics, on 
cemeteries in the middle east and the classical past, 
including the planting of trees; an important landscape 
element in the design of cemeteries. The earliest were set 
out in the ‘pleasure ground style’, incorporating existing 
trees (Cloke and Jones, 2004). This offered an attractive 
environment for mourners and other visitors, and designed 
to bring in future custom. 

The ‘pleasure ground’ approach was challenged 
by John Claudius Loudon, garden designer and author 
of the influential book, On the laying out, planting and 
management of cemeteries (published 18432) (Curl, 
1983). Loudon advocated a more formal approach – ‘the 
cemetery style’. Loudon’s book was well illustrated with 
maps, plans and diagrams that influenced subsequent 
designs. He designed only a few cemeteries himself, one 
of the best known being the Histon Road Cemetery in 
Cambridge. He included both a plan and ‘isometrical view’ 
of this cemetery, as well as detailed commentary, in his 
book (Figure 1). These images clearly describe the overall 
layout and the form of the trees to be used. A site visit 
in late 2018 confirmed that recent plantings still conform 
to Loudon’s vision for the cemetery, although some areas 
have become overgrown and untidy, and the central chapel 
is long gone.

Loudon’s plans, both specific and hypothetical, 
show how he intended trees to be used to impose formality 
and control (see Figure 2; a concept map of planting of 
a cemetery on hilly ground). Rather than clumps of trees 

typical of the ‘pleasure ground style’, he intended that 
individual specimen species should be planted in an ordered 
manner. This was in part for functional purposes, to divide 
the site into easily identifiable and manageable plots, and 
to provide exposure to sunlight and free circulation of air 
to ensure good drainage and effective decomposition of the 
dead. Loudon also wished to create a feeling of solemnity. 
For both practical and aesthetic reasons he advocated 
evergreens over native deciduous trees; pines, firs, yew, 
juniper and similar species; including exotic species from 
overseas. These were chosen as they were easy to shape or 
naturally had tall conical forms, did not create problems of 
leaf clearance, and retained their shape in winter (Loudon 
provided an extensive list of trees in his book).

Another innovation was Loudon’s view that 
cemeteries should serve, beyond their role as repositories 
of the dead, as ‘breathing spaces’ and as botanical gardens 
‘becom[ing] a school of instruction in architecture, 
sculpture, landscape-gardening, arboriculture, botany’ 
(cited in Curl, 1983, p.141). Here he was ahead of his time, 
and the recent rehabilitation of many cemeteries, as part 
of a general concern for urban green space, is revitalising 
his vision. Goode (2014) notes how Abney Park Cemetery 
in Hackney (established 1840), its plantings designed by 
George Loddiges, ‘became famous as an arboretum based 
on the gardenesque style promoted by Loundon’ (p.89), 
and included around two and a half thousand varieties 

Figure 1. Cambridge Cemetery Plan and ‘Isometrical 
view’ from Loudon’s (1843) On the laying out, planting 
and management of cemeteries.
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of trees and shrubs, both native and exotic. Sadly, this 
planting was subsequently swamped by secondary growth 
(Brooks, 1989).

While Loudon’s plans achieved wide circulation 
through his book, other early plans for individual 
cemeteries can be obtained from local archives or via the 
internet. These sometimes focus on the basic layout, but 
may also give some indication of planting; for example, 
another famous cemetery in Cambridge, the Mill Road 
Cemetery, was designed by Andrew Murray, the first 
Curator of the university’s Botanic Garden. His specific 
design and plan of plantings are displayed on the cemetery’s 
website3, while several other detailed manuscript plans of 
the cemetery (at 66ft to 1 inch, surveyor R Harwood) are 
held in the Cambridge University Library.

As well as detailed plans, the role of cemeteries 
as ‘breathing spaces’ is evident in smaller scale maps of 
towns and cities (see next section for discussion of OS 
maps and urban change). One of the most interesting 
cartographic sources is the social context provided by 
maps from Charles Booth’s Life and labour of the people 
of London (seventeen volumes published between 1889 
and 1903) (Shepherd, 1993). Booth’s maps are an early 

example of sociological cartography, with streets coloured 
to indicate social class and income of those living there 
(from Black = ‘Lowest class. Vicious, semi-criminal’, 
through blues and reds, to Yellow = ‘Upper-middle and 
upper classes. Wealthy’) (LSE, 2016). Twelve sheets4 were 
eventually published (1902, 1903) covering Hammersmith 
in the west to Greenwich in the east, and Hampstead in 
the north to Clapham in the south. The base map used was 
Stanford’s Library Map of London and Suburbs at 6 inches 
to 1 mile (1:10560). 

Many of the classic cemeteries in London were 
founded between the 1830s and 1850s, hence were well 
established elements of the capital’s landscape by the time 
of Booth’s survey. While most discussion of these maps in 
the cartographic and related literature has focuses on the 
colour coding of social class (Shepherd, 1993; Orford, et 
al., 2002; Kimball, 2006), the ‘grey’ that represents large 
areas of non-residential land uses, including cemeteries, 
provides an interesting insight into conditions in the 
capital. The map extract in Shepherd’s (1993) article is 
indicative of the power and control associated with this 
element of the map – the ‘grey’ contains the Wellington, 
and Chelsea Barracks, Millbank Penitentiary, Belgrave 

Figure 2. Design for laying out and planting a cemetery on hilly ground, from Loudon’s (1843) On the laying out, 
planting and management of cemeteries.
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Square, Buckingham Palace Gardens, St. James Park, and 
the Houses of Parliament. These spaces, to a large extent, 
represent landscapes of power, control and surveillance 
(Belgrave Square garden remains a private space for the 
squares residents, while the Wellington Barracks continues 
to provide protection for the nearby Palace). 

During the nineteenth century many of the more 
central, now disused, burial grounds and cemeteries that 
also formed this element of the maps, were converted 
to ‘healtheries’ – gardens (‘green lungs’) for the poor 
(Brown, 2013). These were provided with caretakers and 
park keepers to provide a ‘watchful eye’ and ensure order. 
Similarly, the gates, walls and lodges of cemeteries were 
designed to ensure security of the ‘domesticated dead’ 
(Curl, 1983; Brooks, 1989). Control extended long after 
death and included social segregation based on class 
distinction (or the ability to pay) (Herman, 2010).

Booth’s maps provide a fascinating insight into 
the social milieu of London’s cemeteries, as well as 
providing some information on layout and planting. Sheet 
12 is illustrative, containing both the Nunhead Cemetery 
(opened 1840) and the co-located Deptford and Lewisham 
Cemeteries (opened 1858, now known as Brockley and 
Ladywell). It shows both to be in a peri-urban location, 
with some limited residential developments on their 
outskirts – inhabited by the ‘Fairly comfortable. Good 
ordinary earnings’ or the ‘Middle class. Well-to-do’; the 
latter just one step below the top rank of ‘Upper-middle 

and upper classes. Wealthy’. Only to the north of Nunhead 
are the ‘Poor. 18s. to 21s. a week for a moderate family’ 
encountered, two classes removed from the ‘Vicious, semi-
criminal’. At this time, the rich still dominated the west end 
of the city. Nunhead, the earlier established (three years 
before Loudon’s publication), appears to conform to the 
‘Pleasure-Ground’ style that Loudon found objectionable, 
while Deptford and Lewisham show clear signs of the 
‘cemetery style’ (Figure 3).

The first of the major metropolitan cemeteries, 
Kensal Green, is shown still to be in a peri-urban location 
nearly a century after its first burial in 1833, although 
hemmed in by railways and gasworks. The residences to 
the east of the cemetery represent the ‘Fairly comfortable. 
Good ordinary earnings’. The City of London and Tower 
Hamlets Cemetery (opened 1841), is, however, totally 
within the urban landscape by the time of Booth’s survey, 
and in a more mixed neighbourhood, with distinct pockets 
of poverty, including a mixture of the two lowest classes 
just three streets from the cemetery lodge. The Booth 
maps, as a whole, provide a fascinating snap-shot of the 
landscape of London. As well as their specific focus on 
social class, they provide a useful pedagogic resource from 
which to explore cemeteries as key sites within London’s 
past and present communities. In terms of community 
engagement in learning, these maps might offer a useful 
starting point for discussions about the role of green space 
as a civic resource.

Figure 3. Nunhead, and Deptford and Lewisham cemeteries, extract from Sheet 12 of Booth’s poverty maps.
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The cemetery engulfed: maps and land 
use change
Many of the Victorian and Edwardian cemeteries, 
originally on the edge of towns and cities, have become 
surrounded by urban development. This has resulted in 
small fragments of unimproved agricultural land being 
incorporated and protected within the urban matrix, with the 
benefits afforded for nature conservation today. Examples 
include; neutral grassland in Kensal Green (London); 
old meadow at Morden (London) with its green winged 
and pyramidal orchids, at City of London Cemetery, and 
Broadway in Peterborough; and heathland at The Rosary in 
Norwich (Goode, 2014). These anachronistic sites, spared 
modern agricultural practise (e.g. use of agro-chemicals), 
have retained key species, including, in the case of Kensal 
Green, the nest mounds created by yellow meadow ants, 
an indicator of ancient pasture.

Ordnance Survey maps provide a useful resource for 
detailed understanding the process of incorporation. While 

not providing specific land cover or land use information, 
the status of the original rural environment can be inferred 
from other information, including local geology and soil 
type and written records of agricultural production. Figures 
4 and 5 provide a good example of the incorporation of 
a town cemetery. Sittingbourne cemetery (Kent) was 
opened in 1860. The six inch to the mile map, surveyed 
soon after the cemetery was established, shows it in open 
countryside, about half a mile (0.8km) to the south of the 
High Street and the parish church. Sittingbourne at that 
time was largely a linear settlement with few buildings to 
the south of the High Street. It also shows its two mortuary 
chapels (‘Episcopalian’ and ‘Dissenter’), a feature of most 
large cemeteries, which also included separate areas of 
burial based on denomination.

The 1950s map (Figure 5) shows that as well as 
westward and northward extensions of the cemetery, there 
has been significant expansion of the town, with housing 
to the immediate north-east of the cemetery and major 
development to the west (along Park Road), only separated 

Figure 4. Sittingbourne Cemetery, Ordnance Survey Six Inch to the Mile, Kent XXXIII.NW, surveyed 1966 to 
1866, publ. 1872.

Figure 5. Sittingbourne Cemetery, Ordnance Survey Six Inch to the Mile, Kent XXXIII.NW, revised 1947, publ. 
c.1950.
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from the cemetery by a recreation ground. The orchards 
to the south are now housing, with an additional area of 
cemetery to the south-west of the Recreation Ground.

Various scales of Ordnance Survey maps are widely 
available in public libraries and other local reference 
collections, but digitisation of older series means that 
people interested in their local heritage and natural history 
can now more easily study the fortunes of individual 
cemeteries. An excellent resource is the National Library 
of Scotland website5, with a wide range of scanned maps 
at appropriate scales, not just for Scotland, and including 
a range of town plans and London at five feet to the mile 
(1893–96). 

Another useful map series in the context of landscape 
change is the 1930s Land Use Survey (LUS), directed by 
Sir L. Dudley Stamp (high resolution scans of these maps 
can be viewed at the Vision of Britain6 website; see also for 
a range of other historic map resources and information). 
At one inch to the mile, these maps show little detail 
of the individual cemeteries, but do provide the wider 
land use context. Cemeteries are listed (along with pits, 
quarries and new industrial works) as ‘Land Agriculturally 
Unproductive’ (shown in red). Sittingbourne Cemetery, 
for example, is clearly within a peri-urban location at 
that time, surrounded by both ‘Houses with gardens 
sufficiently large to be productive of fruit, vegetables, 
flowers, etc.’ and orchards, but still with significant areas 
of arable and pasture nearby (Sheet 116). By contrast 
the main cemetery in Canterbury (opened in 1871), and 
Sittingbourne’s nearest city, is shown as still surrounded 
on two sides by permanent grassland (Sheet 117). The two 
Cambridge cemeteries discussed above, Loudon’s Histon 
Road Cemetery and Murray’s Mill Road Cemetery are 
both shown fully embedded within the urban matrix (Sheet 
85). 

The living and the dead: the cemetery 
revived?
The late twentieth century saw major reversals in the 
fortunes of Victorian and Edwardian cemeteries. This is 
represented by two contrasting assessments, first, a rather 
pessimistic view from Chris Brooks (1989):

The great urban cemetery of the nineteenth century was 
designed for prosperity… Had the hopes of men like 
… J.C. Loudon been fulfilled and sustained, Victorian 
cemeteries by now would be great planned landscapes, 
their monuments expressions of both piety and art, 
their plantings fully mature. Instead, they have been 
damaged and depleted, frequently neglected or treated 
with indifference, sometimes destroyed. (p77)

Compare this with a more ‘upbeat’ assessment from David 
Goode (2014) just over two decades later, albeit more 
focused on natural history than monuments (many of 
which have certainly suffered):

Ask any urban wildlife trust for a list of its best nature 
areas and it will probably included one or two ceme-
teries. Some Victorian cemeteries have also been des-
ignated by local authorities as Local Nature Reserves. 
They are among the most spectacular of urban habi-
tats. Goode (p84; emphasis added)

Goode lists several examples of cemeteries with high nature 
conservation value, including Kensal Green, Nunhead 
and Highgate in London, Arnos Vale in Bristol, and the 
Necropolis in Glasgow, before making the important point 
(for a sustainability education perspective) that every town 
and city has burial grounds that play a part in supporting 
local wildlife. Much, but not all, of this value is the product 
of neglect during the late eighteenth century or later. 
Neglect, however, has proven a double-edged sword with 
damage, to both monuments and ecology, associated with 
the rampant growth of secondary woodland. A balanced 
assessment is required, and a nuanced understanding of 
the ‘decline’ of the ‘modern cemetery’. While lucrative 
investments in their early years, many privately owned 
cemeteries (joint stock companies) suffered poor 
management as costs rose. Other factors also contributed, 
for example, Goode (2014) notes that in terms of formal 
management the ‘death knell for most of the cemeteries 
was World War I when gardeners were no longer available 
and nature ran riot’ (p.91). Areas where internments were 
still taking place tended to be prioritised, while other areas 
succumbed to invasion by scrub and trees (especially by 
ash and sycamore). 

Having been established in open countryside, 
prior to use of artificial pesticides and fertilizers, many 
cemeteries are rich in grassland biodiversity. Depending 
on cultural and economic circumstances, some of these 
sites have become fixed in a cycle of neglect which can 
effectively lead to damage of both the historic value and 
the ecological diversity of ground flora if dense woodland 
overshadows species rich grassland. Sites often exist 
under very different management regimes that will affect 
the balance between memorial, ecology and recreational 
uses (Grabalov, 2018). Swensen (2018) contrasts three 
urban cemetery sites that represent the wide range of 
conditions across Europe: from the orderly management 
practices of the historic Gamlebyen (Old City) cemetery 
in Oslo (Norway) – still used for burials, to Sheffield’s 
Central Cemetery (UK), in which some areas have been 
left to nature and others intensively managed as parkland, 
to a Jewish cemetery in Kaliningrad (Russia), which 
closed prior to 1945 and has become totally overgrown 
and vandalised. While this is a cross-cultural study, each 
of these situations can be found across Britain. Where sites 
are actively managed for biodiversity, they may regain the 
function envisaged by Loudon, as a ‘school of instruction’, 
especially if the original plantings are respected – long-
lived tree species, planted in the mid-1800s, are yet to 
reach full maturity. Within this context trees are significant 
elements in the evolution of cemeteries as urban green 
spaces. Originally, as markers of reverence, order and 
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management, older specimen trees are an important as part 
of the ‘urban forest’.

Many cemeteries now have ‘friends’ groups that 
try to balance issues of heritage preservation and nature 
conservation; they often work alongside local authorities 
who have overall managerial control. In a number of 
cases this partnership has led to the production of high 
quality interpretive materials, both ‘on-site’ and/or as 
web resources. These provide both an important learning 
resource where they exist, and good-practice examples for 
the development of similar resources for other cemeteries 
and urban ‘green spaces’. 

While most cemeteries have standard ‘section 
maps’ to provide information for people seeking graves, a 
number of ‘trail’ maps have been produced that focus more 
specifically on the built and green heritage. These maps 
vary in format, from traditional ‘top-down’ orthogonal 
maps, e.g. the Southern Necropolis Heritage Trail7 
(Glasgow), to isometric and true perspective views (with 

a vanishing point), e.g. Weaste Cemetery Heritage and 
Wildlife Trail8 (Salford). The latter is a good example of 
a well represented trail, using bird’s eye view to convey 
clear information for visitors. 

Several cemetery groups have produced very 
significant resources. The Friends of Tower Hamlets 
Cemetery (London), for example, supports a very 
innovative site in terms of their approach to ‘mapping’ and 
other interpretation resources. The ‘Heritage Trail’ map 
is well designed, with the paths and heritage trail clearly 
identified on an orthogonal base-map, with individualised 
pictorial elements to represent specific heritage sites, e.g. 
Blitz Memorial (Figure 6). Inventive aspects of the website 
are the several audio tours, and the ‘Let’s Get Lost’ sonic 
map9; with which you are encouraged to:

Lose yourself in the lost voices and forgotten layers hid-
den in the woodland, all waiting to be heard. See if you 
can hear the invisible chapel, meet Rabbit who catches 

Figure 6. Tower Hamlets Cemetery – Heritage Trail map (with kind permission of Friends of Tower Hamlets 
Cemetery Park)
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bats and Christopher who got lost at sea. Charlie Brown 
had a pub full of monkeys and the largest funeral the 
East End had ever seen. Hear tales of surviving doodle-
bugs and playing with shrapnel, and a circle of horses 
who snuffle in your ears. These are just some of the 28 
intimate, audio portraits waiting for you in the park.

This interactive map uses the same clear base-map as the 
heritage trail and can be activated from a mobile phone. 
Added together the audio trails, sonic map and heritage 
trail provide an immersive experience.

Arnos Vale Cemetery in Bristol is one of the classic 
Victorian cemeteries. The ‘Discovery Trail’ map is an 
isometric view (Figure 7), and like the Tower Hamlets’ 
example, clearly indicates the route of the trail (and an 
alternative ‘buggy’ route), although only the core area of the 
cemetery (the focus of the trail) is represented in this case. 
Key heritage sites are again represented by individualised 
drawings that provide useful landmarks for orientation. 
The heavily wooded nature of the site (the cemetery has 
suffered some serious invasion by trees) is evident from 
the map. A fascinating study by Cloke and Jones (2004) 
regards the trees that have invaded Arnos Vale as ‘non-
human agents, as ‘active participants’ in (re)making place. 
They note that the trees have played a significant part in 
way local people have resisted ‘development’ of the site, 
and note the importance of counter mapping as a resource. 

They reprint an extract (p.333) of a tree survey map, 
created by Peter Brain in 1983, on with each tree is mapped 
in relation to the pathways running through the cemetery. 
Brain’s survey contributed to the Draft Management Plan 
for the site, and formed the basis of a series of ‘Tree Gazing 
Walks’ (Jones, 2007) which have invigorated interest in 
the site and its ecology. These, and similar maps, are also 
expressions of a ‘sense of place’ (Vujakovic, 2015). Such 
maps express the value of the site and send a message 
regarding these locations to surrounding communities and 
decision makers.

Despite these excellent examples of interpretative 
maps, most cemeteries still have only basic maps. Many 
of these are rather austere; often using simple black and 
white or grey tones – perhaps a reflection of the fact that 
some are still active sites of burial. Others tread a careful 
line between ‘reverential’ simplicity and the vibrancy 
of those discussed above. The map in the concise guide 
to Kensal Green Cemetery (KOKGC, 201710) is a good 
example. It is a traditional orthogonal map, produced 
in muted greys and greens, with buildings shown in 
classical plan-view rather than pictorially (supplemented 
by marginal photographs). It does, however, provide an 
elegant, appropriate and effective guide for visitors, with 
clear and concise instructions to key transport links. The 
guide focuses on the many famous people interred there, 
including John Claudius Loudon.

Figure 7. Arnos Vale ‘Discovery Trail’ (with kind permission of the Arnos Vale Cemetery Trust)
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These recently produced guides and maps provide 
a useful addition to other cartographic materials for 
those wishing to study the heritage and the conservation 
value of cemeteries. The fact that this resource is limited 
provides opportunities for map makers to engage with 
local communities to produce high quality interpretation 
materials. Mapping cemeteries as important urban green 
spaces lends itself well to educational activities; focused 
student projects, with potential for cross-disciplinary 
input from those studying geography (especially those 
with geographic information science skills), graphic art, 
history, and ecology. 

Another resource that should be acknowledged is 
access to air photography and related imagery. Google 
and other sources now provide a significant source of 
information on the state of cemeteries, specifically the 
amount of contemporary canopy cover for sites that have 
seen significant secondary woodland development. Kent, 
as a country, is fortunate in having historic air photo cover 
available (Google Earth) from the 1940s, through the 1960s 
and 1990s, and for a large number of dates in the twenty-
first century. Tree cover in Canterbury’s main cemetery, 
for example, is very limited (from 1940) until about 2003, 
from then size of crowns increases as do number of trees 
and shrubs, and extension of cover is significant; up to 
two thirds of the current area of the older southern portion 
of the site. Sittingbourne (discussed above) provides a 
contrast, where active management and perhaps crown 
thinning appear to have taken place over the same period. 
Unfortunately, other areas have less cover, including 
London. Nunhead Cemetery (London) is heavily wooded 
by the early 2000s, but there is no accessible cover via 
Google Earth between 1945 (when cover is limited) until 
2002. In Cambridge, significant increase in woody cover 
can be detected between 1999 and 2017 for Murray’s 
Mill Road Cemetery, while less change is detectable at 
Loudon’s Histon Road Cemetery. 

Conclusion
Cemeteries are a significant part of what is now being 
referred to as ‘green heritage’. They are the product of 
major transformations in the demographics associated 
with the industrial revolution and the growth of towns 
and cities, and reflect major changes in society and 
economy, as well as environment. They are, in many cases, 
encapsulated countryside, and as such, a rich resource for 
environmental education.

Historic and contemporary maps and plans are 
an important source of information concerning the 
development of these spaces and their contemporary 
roles as sites of recreation, remembrance and education. 
It is hoped this paper will inspire educators to explore 
the potential of these sites and how maps can form an 
important element in learning (including contributions to 
new interpretative resources), and more broadly, encourage 
individuals to investigate their local cemetery, unearth its 
history.
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6. A Vision of Britain through time, historic maps,  
http://www.visionofbritain.org.uk/maps/
7. Southern Necropolis Heritage Trail (Glasgow)  
http://www.southernnecropolis.co.uk/SN_final.pdf, 
accessed 05/11/2018)
8. http://www.weasteheritagetrail.co.uk/about/the-
trail/index.htm (accessed 29/10/2018)
9. Audio walks, sonic map and heritage trail of Tower 
Hamlets Cemetery Park – https://www.fothcp.org/self-
guided-walks (accessed 05/11/2018)
10. Text, photographs and map by Signe Hoffos.
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