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that, in every foreign interment-system which can
deserve to be considered an establishment of public
authority, the right of single burial is universally
recognised.

Next—as regards the swccession of interments ;
according to the burial-usages of modern times, no
public Cemetery with fixed limits can be perma-
nently useful, except on a full recognition of the
fact that it is a decaying place for the dead, not a
place for their embalment or mummification. For
hence it follows, that ground once used for burial
becomes equally fitted for a second use, whenever by
gradual decomposition the bodies first interred there
have thoroughly vanished from the soil.

This principle has given the common rule of
burial ; and for obvious reasons. Under any other
plan, the entire area allotted for interment would
presently be in holding. No portion, however re-
mote the date of its first occupation, could be
resumed for a second series of interments; and the
provision of a new Cemetery would be indispensable.
Pushed to its extreme consequences, such a system
must eventually convert the entire country into its
burial-ground.

Under the practice of intramural interments—
that practice which the new law supersedes, the
principle of temporary tenure has been made to
cover all manner of brutal abuses. Graves have
been disturbed—within metropolitan churchyards
and other burying-grounds, in which the tranforma-
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the site of your Cemetery to have been selected
with due regard to those qualities of soil which de-
termine the differences adverted to, I think it un-
likely that any adult grave can properly be re-opened
within twenty years® of the time when interment
shall last have occurred in it. Very long within
this time, however, all soft textures of the body
would have completed their decay. Remains of the
coffin and of the skeleton—materials insusceptible
of putrefactiﬂn, would alone occupy the grave, and
with gradual crumbling blend themselves in the
soil. Not till this final disintegration of the skele-
ton is complete—mnot till the identity of its different
elements is destroyed, can the first occupant of a
grave be fairly deemed to have abdicated his tenure.
From this time only, can his interest in it be held
as having reverted to the public, for whoever next
may claim a similar usufruet of the ground.

Taken for granted that, as regards the general
public, your Cemetery will be established on the
principle of a temporary tenure of graves;—it re-
mains for you to determine to what extent you will
permit wealthier applicants to purchase exemption
from this rule, and obtain a freehold interest in

* Twenty years would probably represent at least four times
the average period during which the bodies of the poor have
been left at rest in many grave-yards of the metropolis. Yet I
would willingly advocate a longer term of years as the personal
tenure of a grave, if public opinion would sanction the heavier

expense which must thus be entiﬂed on the living.
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In thus selling portions of your land for private
and privileged employment, you would be satisfying
what has become a habit, and may be considered a
legitimate claim of the wealthier classes. Beyond
this, it is also evident, that you would virtually be
competing with the ordinary Cemetery-companies of
the metropolis, in the most lucrative department of
their trade. It would probably be easy for you, by
varying your fees according to circumstances, either
on the one hand to diminish, and almost prohibit,

commonly been provided with brick walls. Now, for the same
reason as determined my opinion against the multiple burial
of the poor, I would argue against this arrangement, as one
which might occasion excessive accumulation in single spots of
your Cemetery, and as being in principle bad. In preference, I
would venture to recommend the endeavour to introduce an
interment-custom, which is prevalent abroad, of family plots of
ground instead of family pits. Under ordinary circumstances,
all the accommodation heretofore sought in the one arrangement
would be found superiorly in the other; and in a well-projected
suburban Cemetery the larger superficial extent could probably
be afforded at much less cost than is usually paid for the pit.
Persons familiar with the details of Cemetery-burial would
easily devise an arrangement of such plots, whereby they should
be separate and secluded, admifting of appropriate decoration,
and altogether likely to prove more acceptable to public opinion
than many existing arrangements. In regard of such plots, too,
there might be conceded a privilege, which I believe has not
been allowed in private Cemeteries; namely, an hereditary right
to refill the ground for any successive number of times, subject
only to such restrictions as will determine the succession of
interments in other parts of the Cemetery.
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decoration of the ground, but would likewise con -
duce to the healthful accomplishment of those pur-
poses for which the Cemetery is established.

In respect of these and many other details of
your plan, you will doubtless be guided by the direct
and responsible advice of men specially skilled in
the subject. I have, therefore, confined myself to
the mention of those points which may determine
your judgment merely as to the quantity of land
required for your purpose.

Without offering any opinion as to the possible
claims of non-resident parishioners, on which lLabi-
lity I would again suggest your obtaining a legal
opinion ; and without pretending to advise what
allowance should be made for purely decorative pur-
poses; I may yet conclude from such information as
I have collected, that, with a hundred acres of
suitable soil at your disposal, you would be amply
able to meet all legitimate burial-requirements of
your population in perpetuity, and would lhkewise
(for many years at least) have a considerable excess
which might be applied to the uses of ornamental
arrangement.

From what I have said on the influence of soil,
in determining the period after which burying-
grounds may be resumed for a second series of
interments, it will be obvious to you that this con-
dition is an important element in deciding the suf-
ficiency of any area for given burial purposes. And
the site of your Cemetery might be such as some-
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as necessary for the gathering of distant friends,
has now, in the progress of events, become absurdly
excessive: in a vast majority of cases, all whose
presence is needed, live within a narrow circle ; and
the more distant mourner, who, fifty years ago,
would have spent several days in coming from Paris
or Edinburgh, can now finish his journey in twelve
hours. Itis much to be wished that, under these
changed circumstances, an altered practice might
ensue in the upper classes of society, fixing their
time of burial within three or four days of death.
Such example of wealthier neighbours, aided by
greater enlightenment and education among them-
selves, would greatly tend to detach the poor from
many observances and delays, in relation to the
dead, which, in their narrow dwellings cannot con-
tinue with impunity.

But, as regards these poorer classes, cannot any-
thing be done in connexion with your new arrange-
ments, to abridge the period of delay? As for any
positive regulation, limiting the time during which
1t should be allowed to retain dead bodies in certain
dwelling-houses,—such could only be enforced by
an extensive organization of sanitary police, which
you would have to call into existence for the pur-
pose, and which, in the present state of public
opinion, would encounter insurmountable difficulties
on every occasion of its authoritative interference.

It is by indirect means and inducements alone,
that I can hope at present to effect the desired
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price would soon be recognised as a municipal tax
on delays of interment ;—a tax, rendered legitimate
by the public evil which it is designed to correct,
and guarded against remonstrance, because any
man may avoid it who will. And since the delays
in question often arise in a passive habit of the
people, founded on no deliberate intention or rea-
son, I cannot but believe that a well-marked differ-
ence of fee would, as it were, startle the poor into
considering the question, which would come to be
of daily argument in their houses:—“Is it worth
while that our funeral cost should be increased by
the amount of one or two days wages, in order that
we may retain within our dwelling-rooms four days
longer, that which every one tells us is hurtful to
ourselves and to others 1”

It has been suggested to me, that many delays
occur owing to Sunday being considered specially
as a funeral-day among the labouring classes ; that
an equal distribution of burials over the week
would not involve waiting for a particular day;
and that the closure of your Cemetery on Sundays
might accordingly be beneficial for the purposes
under consideration. Many arguments will doubt-
less occur to you, both for and against the prohibi-
tion of Sunday interments; but this probably may
be regarded as a point of detail, more fitly to be
considered when your scheme is complete, or even

when it has actually given you some experience of
its operation.
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cell ; cords are attached to the fingers in such man-
ner that the slightest movement occasions the ring-
ing of an alarum; night and day watch is kept in
a central apartment which looks into each cell, and
has the several alarum-bells hung round it ; adjacent
is a room designed for acts of resuscitation, with
bath, galvanic apparatus and the like, always in
readiness for instant use; and, so long as any corpse
lies within the reception-house, the medical super=
intendent of the establishment never goes beyond
its walls. Dr. Sutherland, whose report to the
General Board of Health is full of interesting infor-
mation on the burial-institutions of the Continent,
praises the completeness and ingenuity of these
contrivances ; adding, however, that ¢ after careful
inquiry at all the cities where he found them to
exist, he could not learn that any case of resuscita-
tion had as yet occurred.” I may add too, as re-
gards my own personal experience in this country,
that, with extensive opportunities, it has never
happened to me, either to see any case of suspended
animation where doubts of death and question of
interment could arise, nor to hear in professional
circles of any such occurrence. I therefore think
it quite unnecessary to recommend any arrange-
ment of reception-houses, with reference to the
resuscitation of persons apparently dead.

The object for which I would desire their
institution, is exclusively that of receiving dead
bodies out of the houses of the poor, in order to
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ception of many dead bodies, cannot conveniently
be established in the heart of the City.

I would of course recommend that the use of this
building should be entirely optional with the poor,
and that its advantages should be allowed gratuit-
ously to persons burying in your ground: so that
any one who, in respect of his cemetery-fee, would
be entitled to have a corpse conveyed thither for
funeral purposes, might claim this conveyance as
soon as he choose after the occurrence of death, and
might have the coffin kept with all proper forma-
lities in the reception house, till the moment fixed
for its interment.

On further particulars connected with this part
of your arrrangements, I do not think it requisite
at present to dwell; especially because, while I
regard the establishment of a reception-house to be
quite indispensable to the complete fulfilment of
your new responsibilities, I still look upon it as an
institution to be gradually developed in the course of
years, and according to circumstances yet unde-
termined, rather than as something which ought at

once to assume its permanent character and pro-
portions.

Here too, in concluding this introductory report,
I may observe that I have endeavoured as far as
possible to avoid encumbering it with detail. For
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immense interests involved in your success, I cannot
but earnestly hope that such experience may be
made available for your information.

At an early period you will have to determine
what appointments will be requisite, with a view to
the architectural and other designs of your ceme-
tery, to its economical planning and decorations,
to the superintendence of its daily working, to its
financial management, to the conveyance of bodies,
and to all intramural organisation connected there-
with. Minute details will be best considered when
these appointments are made, and when you will
naturally have the benefit of such practical experi-
ence as may best assist your deliberations.

For the task on which you are engaged extends, I
need hardly say, far beyond the purchase of certain
acres for your burial ground. It implies for its
completion, that you shall possess an adequate plan
on which the interment of your population may be
managed during many succeeding generations; a
plan constructed, first of all, with entire regard to
the general good of the public, and next, with as
little violence as may be to those habits, prejudices,
and 1interests, which are involved in the present
system of interment.

The construction of such a plan constitutes a very
large question of municipal policy ;—one which
because of its solemn subject, and because of the
degree in which human feelings and affections are
mnvolved in it, requires to be handled with peculiar






