{ Chapter 8 was supposed to deal with
cemeteries. Only two studies, one
rural and one urban, were sent in.
Are we to believe that burial is
beyond the ken of students of culture?
Perhaps, since we have so little
guidance here, it is time to suggest
that we turn our attention to cults
of piety toward the dead and to the
mappable, landscape manifestations
of these cults. Among the elements
that seem relevant are grave orienta-
tion, depth of interment, adornment,
cult objects, associated structures,
cemetery vegetation, maintenance of
grounds, date of celebration, and
denominational and ethnic association.
The customary approach of dealing with
tombstone styles is of limited and
secondary interest, unless different
cultures utilize the same styles
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Fic. 1. Chicago and its cemeteries
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Fic. 2. Early Chicago burial sites. The cemeteries within the town boundaries were
replaced by the two town cemeteries, which in turn were replaced by the three cemeteries
on the extreme right (north). For town area of 1835 see also Fig. 1. (Shoreline well in-
land from today’s artificial lake front.) '
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