THE “NEGRO SECTION” OF BLANDFORD CEMETERY

Extant Environment and Current Condition

Blandford Cemetery tocla.y'consists of about
189 acres situated on the east side of South Crater
Road, weclgecl between the City of Peters]aurg to the
northwest and the Peters})urg National Battlefield Park
to the southeast and east. To the south are the out]ying
historic cemeteries of exclusion for Catholics, Jews, and
African-Americans. The westernmost portion of
Blandford, atljacent to Crater Road, follows a high
riclge. Most of the cemetery is situated on more steeply
sloping ground (Figure 40).

As discussed in the Historical Overview
below, the cemetery originally surrounded the Anglican
church at Blandford and it gra&uaﬂy grew into the
acreage it holds today. Like other cemeteries of the
times, it originaﬂy allowed only the burials of white
Protestants and in 1837 a city ordinance specifically
forbade the burial of African Americans at Blandford.
The gra.clual enlargement of Blandford to its present size
is clearly revealed lay a map of the tract (Figure 41).
The original church graveyarcl surroun&ing the
Blandford Church is, in turn, surrounded lay regularly
laid out drives representing the influence of cemetery
reform whichapparently accompaniecl the graveyarcl's

purchase by the City in 1819.

Too early to participate quy in the rural
cemetery movement, Blandford caught the tail end of
the beautification and civic improvement movement
that ljegan in New England about 20 years earlier.
Cities such as New Haven struck out, creating ];)urial
grouncls that were organize& along gridclecl streets,
eclectic plantings, and most impor’cantly, large {amily
lots. Sloane comments that, “the extensive family lots

were centered around a monument procla'uning, often

in large letters, the family name” (Sloane 1991:32).

Even as the rural cemetery movement laegan to
sweep the country, Blandford appears to participa.tecl
only marginaﬂy, proba})ly because it was alreacly well

established and any changes would have been difficult.
As a result, there are no winding drives, no botanical
tours. You always realize that you are in a cemetery,
albeit one that has been softened ]:>y the ea.rly reform
spawned 1'>y New Haven. Of course the most recent
portions of Blandford reflect the lawn-parlz movement,
with their flush mounted lawn markers and plannecl
uni{ormit'y, clesignecl to reduce maintenance costs and

further isolate death.

In other words, Blandford reflects several of
the issues, and resulting movements, of cemetery
thought. It is into this equation that African American
burials were added in 1851, when the City designated a
section of the cemetery as “a burying ground for persons
of color” by the City (Neville 1992; Anonymous
1993:18).

The “Negro,” or “Colored” Section as it has
been ]?.nown, is situated in Wards Y, Z, and YY on a low
tract of land a&jacent to a small clrainage and lneavy
second growth woods (Figures 42 and 43). Because of
the lower elevation of the “Negro Section,” the soils
here are somewhat more sandy, although clay dominates
here as elsewhere in Petersl)urg. The nearby woods
consist largely of bottomland species, which appear to be
no older than perliaps 40 or 50 years, perhaps reﬂecting
the changing face of the countryside outside of the
downtown core.

This land was lilzely given over to African
American burials since its low elevation made it one of
the less attractive sections of the cemetery. In addition,
it was far removed from the graves of Peters}aurg's white
citizens. In fact, the acljacent ward was left open until
1868 when Memorial Hill was created, allowing the

Confeclerate “Soldiers Monument” to tower over the

African American section of Blandford.

The “Negro Section” of Blandford is found
primaxily in Ward Y, altluough it extends to the north
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Figure 40. Portion of the USGS Petersburg topographic map sl’xowing the location of Blandford Cemetery.

¢ Y L G ~ ,vs < //
o s e >, / ® <

‘f’ﬁ:__s //,/}/ coLoNIAL Y % A

S’ S # > R NS ° ) 2 2
> o / \6)
G ST v
E/A) D AJJ}@} @;ﬁ N XN /V\n N N~
lm._'i, 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 . 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000 ° ¢ S
. FEET 'n.F

106




AFRICAN AMERICAN CEMETERIES OF PETERSBURG

GRAMMER AVENUE
S — \
pd
<
} 2 ) i . \ \
- > x
= w D =2 =
K g é é u<><J SOUTHWOOD | AVENUE
: 2 lWOOD__
< < < 2=
= 2,"";"’@: """""
= z o w
; 5 ol s y 52
] b3 = u z Z i}
i L > > g > z
' = < o R
J NUE |
; LoMIS AVER=Er—— 1 wl x| EASTVIEW
; o o) €| CEMETERY
n' YY uU')J E [0}
; S I
i =
AVENUE & |
,“ TAYLOR
JACKSON
CATHOLIC
: CEMETERY
or®
aer ©
o BLANDFORD CHURCHYARD

EXPANSION THROUGH CIRCA 1843
B EXPANSION THROUGH CIRCA 1900
[] PRIMARILY 20TH CENTURY PLOTS

* MAP NOT DRAWN TO SCALE E POTTER'S FIELD AREA
e MASONS’PLOT, WARD D
o2 LUCY LOCKETT, 1836 SLAVE BURIAL

Figure 41. Sketch map of Blandford Cemetery showing prominent features.
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into Ward Z anfi east
into Waré YY. W&'r& Y,
measuring about 35C }:y
150 feet (1.2 ac:cas}, is
bordered to the north E}v
Arch  Avenue (parned
after “The _rcﬁla, " which
max}es t1he enirance to
“Memaorial by uﬂ, "
dedicated o the
Confederste dead) and
Ly AP. Hill Drive to the
west (named for a
Confederate General).

As is typical for
this type of cemetery,
Ward Y is  further
divided into a series of
33feet sguare - plots o
which in turn are divided

into  discrete £am-i1y

plots, each about 16 to
17 feet (306

square feet bemg a *(anr}y cormmon £amﬂy lot s.ze)

square

These, in turn, are dominated by monuments, iencesf
and curbing (Figure 44). Recently a portion of one giot
(at the southeast corner of Axch Averue and AP Hill

Drive) has been converted into a “baby land.”

In the midst of the graves in the Aincaﬁ
American section there are Teiahve}y oW pia*ﬁ:nﬁgs,
Iarge y limited to native caks and cedars. xruzvﬁu lot
laﬂéscap*ng is reia‘aveiy BrCeNIMon. The cemetery is
'nam’ta.me:i as a grassed area, further re&ucmg the
variely of ;Lan*‘ hre pv'esenc. * This skzkness, however, 15
found th vo.w}-'out much of Blandford Cem&erv and
cannot be reaédy ascribed to racial or ethnic

£
prererences.

] . B . T, - 1. 5 ¢
Likewise, there is very little indication of grave
£, ontl N . 3 H
goods or oferings. The one exception is a sun-bleached

! The only planting identified during this survey is

g < ot
a yucca at Stome 59, a whitewashed comerete t headstone.
A‘.‘c‘hough plantin‘gs are uncommon, the yueca does tend to be

common in African American graveyards.
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F‘igﬁre 42, V}ew og Bzanéfm%&-’é Warcl Yf?-rom M_emorial Hill .Ioo}eiing northeast.

w};éﬁz‘ .gi‘;e'.ﬂ placei on top of a reiativefy iarge, and

»relative'}y recent, granite die-on base monument. This

s}leﬁ,has’rémainec}, u_ntouc?heé over thé course of several
visits spanning near‘iy éoﬁ: "fmgont}ss. Whether it
représents & uniqu'ely Aﬁ‘icaén Joserican “3:1’1@111‘6y
howeve*, is czuesﬁoﬁah' . Li“'t‘}e, fo‘r exa;mple, obs e'—ves
that there are both English and African prececlems and
"}’{aft seashe& are ke«‘mﬁ in Loth Wmte and African
Amperican graveya}:cls in Worth Carolina (L..vzttle
1998:239).

Mam:.enance in this section appears to be as
t}zomug}z as elsewhere i m B].arworé The oaks generate
ieaves WllC}i reguire ‘:ang aw% atso serve o sl‘xad.e cut
thie grass in some areas. Where the sun is ageequa’i:e, the
grass requires comstant mowing, which in tum
°nc§.anders‘ the stones. A recent wirter ice storm caused
heavy damage among the trees, although surprisingly
few stones were cmecﬂy darn a‘gea *’“y the downed ‘iim]os.
There seem to be relatively few recent burials in Ward
Y, mtn newer stones Becommg more common in Wards
VY and Z.



601

+
62 g3 4
+ o+ + +
60 g5 64 61
ARCH AVENUE
INFANT,
BUAIALS + "
@ 5+ 6+ @ +14 24 @ 25 @@
+23 *o6
+4 + + —
. NI 15161 2% . 27
1 3 7 17-5- % 22
+ +2 412 18t 28,
- — NEW SECTION YY
+10® o5 1 @ + +
Q| 11 o [1L2T] e %0 3,
+ Hol W 19 *ay
/ 9! s © 32+
+ " '_‘
N + 59 ® 40
58 +
53 *52 ag|| *
+47 57,
51 45 | | | +
1]
¥ + 4+8 46 j 42
o . +
Q
- 54 A /- MEMORIAL DRIVE
o + 50
MEMORIAL T + 49
DRIVE N 55 W
+
< 2 TOMBSTONE 0 20 40 60 80 100
aQ © oAk - -
5 W WATER BIBB
= -
. ' PREVIOUSLY FENCED PLOT

Chicora Foundation, Inc.

P.O. Box 8664
Columbia, SC 29202
803/787-6910

Figure 43. Sketch map of the “Negro Section” at Blandford Cemetery.
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THE “NEGRGO SECTION” OF BLANDFORD CEMETERY

Historical Overview of Blandford

Blandford Cemetery 15 the most celebrated of
Petersburd's historic burial grounés This status s
assured by its great age (in use since 17032}, its
association with prominent citizens and soldiers, and
the art-historical interest of gravestones and ironwork
within the cemetery. While other early cemeteries
mside the city have been lost and the:r sites built over,
Blandford's suburban location allowed its survival, and
encouraged its 1819 purchase by the town of Petersbuzg
as a pul:hc }ourying grounc}_. The intent was for
Blandford to be used joy white citizens, but the bunal of
some peopﬁe of color may have taken pzace &uzing the
early years. The on}y identified gravestone of a slave
marks the 1836 burial of Lucy Lockett, who was
interred near Blandford Church with the white :ramif_y
who owned  her (C]:msﬁne ;Toyce, personanﬁ
commumecation 1999).

Blandford Cemetery has been eniargec‘l several
times since its establishment as a municzpa} cemetery.
A purchase in 1843 added a thirty-acre tract east of the
original churchyard. Land acqusitions in 1854 and
1866 extended the grounds further east, and to
generaﬂy the present south and north lines. From
1866 until the twentieth century, the cemetery's size
remained about 75 acres. In 1920 the city added a new
35-acre tract, then another 79 acres n 1927. The
latest enlargemen’cs were 1n the northwest corner beside
South Crater Road. In the 1950s and 1960s the city
}:)oug}lt two small parcels with several houses, which were
demolished for the construction of the cemetery office
and reception center {Neville 1092). The large pieces
of land sold to Blandford were typicaﬂy former farmland
whach may have contained unofficial burial grounés.
For instance, Wards ¥ and Z, the "WNegro section” of
Blandford, were part of the 1843 purchase but retain
gravestones from years before, as early as 1821.

Blandford Cemeé:ery was available to the white
puﬂic, but it was not a free cemetery. Plots were
purcilase&, which e{{ecﬁvely excluded most slaves and
the iné-.igent of both races. Empoverisizecl white Masons
were the exception. Blandford Loczge #3 and
Petershurg Lodge #15 Eougin‘?t a lot in 1827, where
they could bw‘y members without tarﬂﬂv vio s or funds
for smgie—lot puzc}zase. Most paupers ;a,c; to be buried
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Figure 44. Examples of curbing and monuments in Ward

Y at Blandford Cemetery

at public expen..e, in areas known as poiter's felds.
There was at least one such plot within Peterslaurg
proper, and another just outside the orvgmal core of
Blandford Cemetery (Neville 1992), today foun in the
eastern f:riangle of Ward C, northwest of the section

that later became Lee Ward/Memorial Hill. Bumals m
a potter's field were usuaﬂy unmarfizec:l their locations
unrecorded. Because individual graves were :Eorgo*%e-L,
disturbed or even reused after a few years, there 15 no
estimate of how meny migh‘t be buried 1n the potter’s
field st the eége of Blané{orci, or even how ear}y it
Esegan to be used. However, it is Beheve& that blacks as
well as whites were bunied here élurmg the ea,riy years
{Chnstme Joyce, persona} commumecation 1999).

In 1837, Petersburg town council passed an
ordinance disaﬂomng‘ any bunal of blacks in Blandford



AFRICAN AMERICAN CEMETERIES OF PETERSBURG

Cemetery (Neville 1992). Blacks were probably also
excluded from the potter’s field ]ay this new law
(c}mstine Joyece, personal communcation 1999). Ths
was one of a senes of laws Virginia and other slave
states passed dunng the 1830s to restnct the nghts and
actwvities of free blacks as well as slaves, As local laws
echoed state regulahons, cities throughout the south
excluded blacks from public bunal grounds (Goldfield
1991.150-151).

To set cemetenes apart as white-only was not
necessarily followed by organizing an area for
non-whites. Arranging a resting place for slaves was left
to their owners; prowding burial plots for free persons of
color was left to their own community or sympat]uetic
whites. Well before beng formally excluded from
Blandford's potter's feld, the free black community of
Petersl:urg had established at least two mclependent
cemetenes (Pocal’xon’ca.s and Benevolent Socety), which
they supportecl with private funds. These prov1c1ec1
worlzmg-class free blacks with alternatives to the potter's

freld.

In 1840 the Beneficial Society of Free Men of
Color established a new cemetery at the opposite side of
Main Street (South Crater Road) from Blandford
Church. A decade later, a town councilman declared
that it would be proper for the city to provide "a burying
ground for persons of color" within Blandford
Cemetery. This call was met m 1851, when the eastern
extremity (Ward Y) of the land purchased in 1843 was
set aside for black burals (Neviﬂe 1992).

During the 1870s and 1880s, Petersburg's
black community was relatwely prosperous, its stan&ing
frequently acl:mowleclgecl lay news articles covering club
and cultural activities. The acceptance of blacks as
participants 1n cvic affairs may have been responsible
for an amendment to Blandford Cemetery's regulations
10 the late 1880s. This provided for another prece of
land (“the size and extent to be determined by
committee") to be set aside for black bunals, adjacent to
the existing black-only section (City Council 1888).

There are no longer regulations designating
certan areas of Blandford for certan classes of people.
N evertheless, because of Ica.mily p]ots and connections,
most African-Amencans are still mterred 1n the

l'ustonca].ly black warrls, Y, Z, and YY (a relatwely
recent ward). This area of the cemetery 1s often called
the St. Stephen’s Eplscopal section, for the church
orgamzecl in 1868, as many of its members are buned
there. It 1s also known as the Virginia State section of
Blandford, because of the graves of prominent educators
and writers associated with the unversity These
unofficial terms for the black wards reflect the historic
interconnections among Peters}:urg's
African-Amencans and their cemeteres. Despite the
ay(:ﬁliation with St. Stephen's Church, rector Emmet E.
Miller (d. 1936) was buned at Peoples Memonal
Cemetery. Many old families have some members
buried n Blandford, some in the near]:)y hastoric
cemetenes, some i modern memonal par]zs, and some
relatives whose resting place has been forgotten or
clestroyecl. )

Stones and Other Features

With only a quick glance as you drive through
Blandford it 1s prol)al)ly difficult, perl’laps 1mpossible, to
1c1entify the “Negro Section” — it seems wdentical to the
other sections, domnated lny curl)mg, obelisks, and
other marble monuments. Closer mspection, however,
reveals that there are clear threads of Afncan American
tradition runming through the section and evidenced 1n
both the styles and treatment of the markers.

Perhaps most noticeable 1s that the stones are
smaller and less &ensely pac]zed m thas section than t}zey
are m the preclommately white section of the cemetery
Stones are Ii]zeiy smaller because the income of the
blacks was less than whites. Likewse, there are fewer
stones, suggesting a somewhat greater ten&ency in the
“Negro Section” than 1n the white sections for bunals
to be made without any permanent marker.

Althouglu coping 1s nearly ulnquitous in the
cemetery, there remains evidence for only three fenced
plots, all of which have been stnpped, leavmg only their
corner posts. Elsewhere 1n Blandford iron fences are
relatlvely common, with a range of manufacturers Lemg
present. Nevertheless, 1n the “Negro Section” today
there 15 almost no evidence for the {'requency of fenced
plots.

Stones in Wards Y and Z date from as early as
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17

19

27
28.
29

10.
11.

12.

13.
14.
15.
16.

18.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.

30.
31.
32.

Table 7
Stones and Features at Blandford's “Negro Section”
Granite plaque monument (1937) 33. Fields (1864)
Granite Royal Lodge No. 77, I.B.P O.E. of 34. 1916 stone surrounded by 1960s era plots
w 35. Concrete lawn-type monument with copper paini
Marble headstone with weeping willow motif and whitewashing (1976)
{1871) 36. King ledger
Holeman (1859) 37 Granite die carved with man playing golf
Roya.l Loclge No. 77, LB.P.O.E. of W (lawn- 38. Granite die carved with “gemie” lamp
type marble) 39 Granite die with Masonic symbol
Majestic Temple 109 I.B.P O.E. of W (marble 40. Marble with clasped hands motif
headstone) 41. 1861 monument
Majestic Temple 109 1.B.P O.E. of W (marble 42. Thomas Boyd marble headstone, erected by
headstone) Robert Leslie, Esq. (1872)
Small metal “Perpetual Care” marker 43. Marble headstone with boxwood planting (1960
[ron fence posts 44. Rosetta Tent No. 433 (1973)
Blooming Zion No. 275 N.L.B.S. (1955) 45. Monuments and coping similar to examples
Evans Glasper Tent 601 - J.R. Giddings & People’s
Jolifree Union (1960) 46. Royal Lodge No. 77 IB.P O.E.W and E.S &
Concrete stones (including picket-shaped L.C. (1948)
vaneties) and coping 47 Alkred W Harris granite die on base (1920)
Williams Lodge No. 11, I.B.P O.E.W (1933) 48. Mason stone for black physician
Stone similar to People's with concrete coping 49  Concrete stone and coping around grave
Hollaway (Clasped hands 1863) 50. Double coping, no headstones
Granite die on base, MR stone (18947) 51. Roya] Loclge No. 77 1.B.P O.EW
Granite die on base, MR stone (1911) 52. Concrete coping and marble pedestal tomb with
Concrete plaque marker with copng around grave small marble footstones
(1935) 53. Pnde of Petersburg Lodge No. 487 N.I.B.S.
Harret (1860) (1957)
Marble comer posts for family plot 54. Marble coping and piﬂow-s]'xapecl footstone
Mahood (marble on sandstone base, 1860) 55. Three-dimensional lamb on headstone
Barham (1859) 56. Obelisks
Parker (1861) 57 Supreme Prince 33°, Royal Secret 32° Mason
Turrett (1880) 58. Very thin marble headstones, but not dressex
Slate monument (1821) fragments (1903, 1916)
Eroded, pro]:)ably similar date as No. 25 59 Whitewashed concrete with yucca planting
Dawis (1868) 60. Whitewashed concrete cross
Whelk shell on granite monument (1910/1991) 61. Ella Scott, “Our Mammy”
Granite coping and central marble pedestaled 62. Marble obelisk (1910)
tomb family monument 63. Royal Lodge No. 77 I.B.P O.E. of W (1951)
1855 monument 64. Blooming Zion Lodge 275 N.1.B.S. (1950)
1855 monument 65. Granite die on base, Royal Lodge No. 77]
Cook (1859) I.B.P O.E. of W (1950)
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1821, mdicating that peopie wers using
this poruon of the cemetery prmor to its
official éesxgnatzon. Most or the stones,
however, post-date 1885, with a small
cluster from 1860 tarough 1880, In spite
of this probably no more than 10 to 20%
predate 1900, suggesting that it was only
with the turn of the century thar Afncan
Amenicans began usmg Blandford heavily.?

The nges repxesenteé in "‘e
cernetery are listed in Tzble 8 and meiude !
e of those found ar P 's oth
& range ot those tound at Peterspurg's other
Adnican Amencan gravevards. 1he most |
cornmon orgamzation 15 the Improve&
1
Benevolent and Protective Order of tne

Elks of the Woxld, followed by a few
Masons, and mndividual stones for a range

of ccher groups. There doesn’t seem to be
anv clearly cefined socal distinctions, based E
on lodge members}np, }:vetween those bured }
1n Blandford as compared 1o other Afncan-
American  cemeteries in Petersburg.
P erf:xaps this suggests that whatever else m
life, the African Amencan community was
IMOSt ciear?ly defined iby color and ethmnicit.

Figure 45. Example of granite LB.P.O.E. of W monument (Marker 51

Blandford also reveais that zo&ges continued to
be irnportant to fa_mﬂies, even as monument st:vies and
materials were changing. 3:02 exan*ple. wnile io&de
stones are ‘fyp;.cany small n’*arxue slabs at People s and
Little Church. t'aey are also found m granite at

Blandferd {Figure 45).

What s perhaps far more m%eres*'cing 1 that &
rat*xe* careful survey of Blandford failed tc reveal many
Loade stones m ofher (i.e., wn_t&) sections, excepting

oo ,svonJ Woodmen of tne Wo-ul, Masons, Odd

}*encws, ana Bible Class stones.” Az least basec on the

2 The loss o{ siones over n‘..e {ana currentiy we
don’t znow how prevalent thus loss mav nave been) may shew
these abservations.

3 The two dentified Bibie Class stones are one for
Raachiffe Bible Class, Memonal M.E. Church and Phoenx
Bible Class, Jigh Street Methodist Episcopat Churck. Also

N i o). s
observaiions 1 this cne cemetery, lodges were of Zar iess
- 1 . L
umportance m death to the white comrounity tren they
N . .
were to the African Amernican.

An*}zoug}x gcur funeral homes were :dentitied
cn the markers of new graves — mclaamg }(7\/1
lekersom Morrns & Son, W.Llam B ar*o, Son, and
S}nrley E. foimson — onlv one church was recognized
1 the monumersts. That stone identifed the buried
individual as 2 “pamsh aide” mn the “Guild of St
Phillips Church” {wnich 15 no longer present m
Pe‘cers_cuzg).

4 1
Nine Merer& stonecutters are ir};en ritied 1 th

o

“Negro Section.” domnared oy & Pembroke Cranite
- r
Wores {representing 2 quarter of those identified),

£, ~ .

present was oune stone for the Mount Vernon Councit No. 20,
. . % 7

L. or L. See alsc the Histone Section for the Mascn:c Plot

» 15 *
at Blandfora.

ot
P
w
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Table 8.

=8 & LG

IB.P.O.E. of W., Royal Lodge N’o. 77
ILBP.O.E. of W., Magestic Temple No. 109
IBP OE. of W., Williams Lodge No. 11

Masons

Masons, Supreme Prince 33°

Masons, Roya‘i Secret 32°

NIBE, B]ooming Zier No. 275

N.I.B.S., Pride of Petershurg Lodge No. 487
Rosetta Tent No. 433

_f)

] Lodges Identified from Blandford's “Negro Section”

Fvans Glasper Tent No. 601 / J.R. Gidding & jolifee Union

I N c "y
Blandford's “N egro bechion. it may be that there
s i Ll
was a preference for white carvers — or more tikely
. \
" their work.

What 1s perhaps most obvicus 1s that with
52 marize& stones, far m more of the monuments in
Blandforc were szgned than m either People s or
Little Churcn. For examp}e, this 15 the oniy place
where we found stones signec;. &y Poppa. Ailfhougk
some authors, such as Litile (1998) provide
interesting  and compeﬁing discussions  of
s*onecx.'ﬁers and their trade. and 'V}ﬂe it is o{'tﬂn
¢ sugge.ted that the aigsat‘ﬂe was adver:smg
there seems to be no discussion of wny stones
were sxg‘qec’i Conse"ucr’cly, without has ing some

closely followed by Crowécer Memorials {accounting for
an additional 23% of the collection). Hess-Trigazd 1
extan -heo;uency &5%},--&1%31011;;}3 its czngmai» COMDBYLY;
V.H. Poppa Stome

Manui':acmnng, is foun

idea of why storecutiers chose to sign some stones

and leave others anonymous, it is 1mpossi‘b-e to

1. 1 P

speculate on why there are more signed stones (per

s : B%, &g Ied E’l .

capita) in Dlandfcre than at ether African Amencan
: ok 4

cemeteries 11 Petersburg.

as the stomecutter for
only 6% of the marked
stones. Toget exr,
however, ﬂzey account
for 21% and represent
the third most common
supplier of monuments.
Bums and Carmpbell provided
13% of the marked
stones, followed by 8%
Fom CM. Walsh. Both
1

are well known
stonecutters from ﬂne

IS
white section or

Blandford.  Relatively
minor  manufacturers
include Metalstone
Corporation, AG.

% 1
Andrews Monuments,

oy

and Skaw anc Facu. Figure 46. Examgles of concrete mazk

ers in Ward Y (Plot 12 at Bianc].i'orc Cemetery

A.:lthoug‘h not
sdentified as such {(and thus not cluded m the
zabul slation), there was at ieast r “PMAR. E"th ton
Rivers} stone o Blendford. It 1s fernaps surprising that
be»xng a black carver his work 1s so uncommon at

‘ Iuw A

1l4

4 H )
We can speculate that maze stones were srgned at
Blandford than elsewhere since those choosing Blandford
. ; 3 . s
seemn to have had more dispos le income. Yet. if this 15 the

o
case, w}::y sign stones zor the other cemetenes ar ali?
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When the stones at the “Negro Section” are
examined }Jy type, it is clear that nearly the same range
occurs there that is found at other African American
cemeteries in Peters]ouzg‘ For examp[e, a range of
concrete monuments is found, inclucling both plaque
markers and raise&-top inscription markers. Also

present are a number of steeply pealeed or pointerl
concrete ta.laletstones, usuaﬂy whitewashed (F‘igure 46).

Ttis immecliately ol:yvious, however, that these
concrete markers are far less common at Blandford than
they are at other cemeteries, most especiaﬂy People's
and Little Church. Conspicuously absent are examples
of marble dresser tops that have been pressecl into
service. What we Clld {incl, l'lowever, were very thin
marble tabletstones. Lilzely more affordable than
tra&itional, thicker slabs, these may reflect a shghtly less
affluent JE«:-uru'.ly, that under different circumstances
mig}xt have used a marble {-ragment in People’s or Little
Church.

In fact, the African American section of
Blandford is dominated l:y modest granite dies on bases,
typically set in the center of a family plot and often
loearing only the Jr‘amily name. These, of course, are
typical of the rural cemetery movement and are
characteristic of the white section as well as the black.
Marble obelisks are also relatively common. The 13
examples in the cemetery date from 1884 through
1920, with a mean date of 1902. This closely parallels
Little Church and suggests that some aspects of
{'unerary &esign and art are more controlled lay fashion
than I)y one’s skin color. It also seems to clearly indicate
that when able to afford it, Petersburg’s African
Americans sought to participate in the trends aHec’cing

white burial customs.

There are several stones which remind us of
the complex interaction between blacks and whites. One
stone was set }:)y a white family in memory of “Qur
Mammy,” while another (dating from 1872) reports
that the interred was “a dutiful son: a good scholar, and
was faithful and devoted to his benefactor” (who the

stone announces was Robert Leslie, Esq.).

In sum, tl'xe area histon'cally set aside for

blacks in Blandford stands apart — but only a very little
— from the other African American cemeteries in

Petersl:urg. During a superficial inspection the
differences seem dramatic and the “Negro Section”
appears to blend-in with the white plots. However, upon
closer inspection there are traits or practices found at
other African American cemeteries evident at
Blandford. While there may have been a greater
acceptance of stancla.rcl or traditiona] white hal)its, burial
marking practices still retain some essential elements
found elsewhere in Petersburg, helping to form a
continuum of practices that, overall, becomes quite
distinct.
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EAST VIEW CEMETERY

What is commonly known as East View
includes a series of several different parcels or discrete
cemetery areas. Althougl'x one might 'imagine that these
different sections of East View would have some
consistently appliecl names, that does not seem to be the
case. In fact there are even portions of East View which
have been lost from the memory of most individuals we
spoke to during this research. The USGS topographic
map combines Blandford, the Catholic, the ]ewisl'l, and
the African American cemeteries as one entity (Figure
47). As a result, we divide the cemetery into two
sections — East View (to the west) and Wilkerson
Memorial Cemetery (to the east).

Between these two “sections” there is a large
grassecl field which informants have told us has been
used for the burial of victims of Petersl)urg’s 1918
influenza or typhoicl epidemic. Although we have not
been able to veri£y this informa’tion, it has come from
several sources, including the owners of the property.
And while we see no undulations in the ground, or other
evidence of Lurial, the fact that this section has not
been resold does suggest that it contains burals.
Cleatly, a penetrometer survey of this portion of the

cemetery could answer this question.

Historical Overview

East View/Wilkerson Memorial Cemetery is in
an area that was annexed into the City of Petersburg in
1945. Before that time, the land was in unincorporatecl
Prince George County.

The present cemetery occupies three entire
lots, #5, 7, and 8, and parts of two more, #2 and 6,
that are shown on a survey made in 1855 of a tract
owned by the Estate of Elizabeth Taylor (Figure 48).
Henry Bowman had acquired Lot #7, the northeast
section of the cemetery, Ly the time the survey pla.t was
recorded, and before his death also acquired Lot #8,
south of #7 (the two tracts are separated by a no longer
used dirt or gravel road, shown on the plat as Taylors

Street). Lots #7 and 8 passecl to Bowman's heirs as
17.75 acres. In 1902 Henry's son John C. Bowman
acquired title from the other four heirs, and in 1904 he
added Parcel #5 (9 acres), at the west side of #8.!

Lots #5,7 and 8 were conveyed ($3,343.75)
by John C. Bowman to James M. Wilkerson in 1911,
and have remained in the Wilkerson 'Eamily and their
business, J. M. Wilkerson Funeral Establishment, since
that time. By his will, written and provecl in 1932,
Wilkerson devised several lnuildings to sisters, nieces and
nephews, and the rest and residue to his wife Fannie
Crawley Wi]lzerson. The next year, aﬂ:et a sul:)stantial
1egacy to Gillfield Baptist Chuzrch, and gi{'ts of cash or
real estate to relatives, Mrs, Wiuaexson in turn clevisecl
the rest of her estate, inclucling the cemetery property,
to Virgie Brown Sparlzs of Norfolk, claughter of
Wilkerson's sister Elizabeth and wife of Charles F.
Sparks.?

Mr. Sparlzs was the manager of the Wilkerson
business and its cemeteries for a number of years, and
in 1966, Virgie and Charles Sparks conveyed these two
tracts and other property she had inherited back to the
compa,ny.3 (Af‘ter his retirement, Spar]:zs is thought to
have continued to mold and carve concrete grave
ma.rlzers, which he had often provi&ecl cluring his active

4
career.”)

! Clerk of Court's Office, Prince George County,
Deed Book 24, p. 257, Deed Book 54, p. 428 (which refers
to Book 46, p. 58, for John's acquisition from the other
heirs).

2 Clerk of Court's Office, Deed Book 54, p. 428.
Hustings Court, City of Petersburg, Will Book 14, pp- 65,
316.

3 Hustings Court, Deed Book 283, p. 435.

4 Interview, Pernell Simms, manager of Wilkerson

Funeral Home, 12/16/98.
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The earliest markers identified in the cemetery,
dating from 1866 through the 1880s, are found in the
easternmost (Wilkerson Memorial) section, Lots #7
and 8. The section of East View nearest South Crater
Road occupies the south halves of Lots #2 and #6. It
has not been determined when this land was added to
East View Cemetery; Lots #2 and #6 are not recited
in the 1911 and the 1966 conveyance to Wilkerson.
Like the Bowman parcels, this land n'1ay- have been used
as a burial grouncl well before Wilkerson's formal
acquisition. B'rith Achim Cemetery, estalalished in the
late nineteenth century, takes up the north halves of
Lots #2 and 6.

During the nineteenth century, several tracts
of land were acquirecl ]:)y benevolent organizations to
provicle burial plots for Peters}mrg's black community.
Deeds from 1818, 1840, and 1865 list the men who
acquirecl these parcels, some of whom became
undertakers. There are no Wilkersons among the
purchasers. The first appearance of a Wilkerson among
the professional undertakers of Petersl)urg comes in the
1873 city directory, which lists two businesses, Hill,
Parker & Wilkinson [sic], and Philip Robinson. By
1880 the former firm had become Parker & Wilkinson,
and in 1888 J. M. Wilkerson was listed as an
inclepenclent funeral director. By this point, James M.
Wiuzerson, Jr., had come into the firm and eventuaﬂy
took it over. Directories and advertising are seamless,
so that it not known when the changeover from father
to son occurred. A 1903 ad for James M. Wilkerson,
unclertaker, stressecl "fine caskets; embalming neatly

done."

The Wilkerson firm found that management
or owners}lip of cemeteries was an important business
asset. In 1883 James M. Wilkerson acquired Little
Church Cemetery, just north of today's People's
Memorial Cemetery. By 1899 he was the
superintenclent of Providence (part of People's) and his
own Church Street (Little Church) cemeteries, as well
as being the "keeper” of Rod of Shalom (B'rith Achim)
cemetery. The city clirectory for 1905 lists East View
Cemetery, /o James M. Wilkerson, for the first time.

5 The Recorder 1903, (c].ipping in W. H. Johnson
Scrapl'»ook, Special Collections, VSU library.
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In 1909 Wilkerson appears as superintendent of East
View, Churcl’x Street, Proviclence, anc]. Ol& Beneficial
(also part of People's).

Wilkerson's city directory listing for 1911, the
year he acquired title to about 26 acres in East View,
indicates the comprehensive nature of his business,
citing him as J1:ur1tz>xcal &irector, emhalmer, livery man,
and Superintenclent Providence-Church St. and East

View cemeteries.

Before 1920, Wilkerson's chief competitor,
Thomas H. Brown, took over management of the
People's complex. Ownership of East View and Little
Church cemeteries combined with family management
to enable Wilkerson's Funeral Establishment to survive
the death of its founder and his son, and outlast their
contemporaries. Loday Wilkerson's is the oldest
African-American unclertalzing business in Peters})urg.
A great loss to the historic record came when a fire
destroyecl many of the business records. Too much
information about the cemetery exists only in the
memory of older citizens.

For example, a 1arge section of the cemetery is
open and without markers, but believed to be the resting
place ofa 1arge number of people who died of epiclemic,
either typhoid or influenza, around 1918. No
explanation is given for the absence of gravestones, and
there are no estimates of how many burials may have
occurred; it is agree&, however, that the victims were
buried individually rather than in a mass grave.6

When South Crater Road was first widened in
1942-43, most of the disinterred bodies were reburied
in the new section of People's Memorial Cemetery. A
number were also moved to a section of Wilkerson
Memorial Cemetery that had not been used before that
time. South Crater Road was widened again in 1968,
to a full four-lane road with median. This project
require& a rigl-1t~o ~way tlu-ougl'x the southeastern edge of
People's Memorial Cemetery, from which graves and
markers had to be removed. Sixty squares in Wilkerson
Memorial Cemetery, "northeast of FEast View

% Interviews, Pernell Simms, December 16, 1998;
Mrs. Mary Lee Berry, January 28, 1999.
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Cemetery," were purchased from Wilkerson Memorial
Funeral Association. The funeral directors contracted
to move the bodies (Newcoml: Funeral Home of Chase
City for the disinterments, Wilkerson for the
reinterments) were to relocate all head and foot stones,
monuments, and vaults, ancl place standarcl curl:ing at
the replacement squares for any squares that alreacly had
curi:ing. As with the earlier move, any square that had
to be removed in part would be completely removed, and

. 1 . (1 7
an equivalent new square assigned.

Up to the present, East View/W: ilkerson
Cemetery has continued to expand into other new
sections, without aclclmg any more land to that which
has been held ]ay the family and firm for decades.

East View Cemetery Section

Extant Environment and
Current Conditions

These discussions will be limited to the former
portion of the cemetery, situated immecliately south of
B'rith Achim cemetery, east of South Crater Road, and
north of Stratford Avenue and Page Street (Figure 49).

The cemetery consists of a linear strip of land
measuring about 210 feet by 860 feet (about 4.2 acres)
separated from B'rith Achim by a brick and concrete
block wall. Beyonc]. the wall, until recently, were only
woods. To&ay these woods have been cleared and
grubbed for an additional 300 feet, in preparation for
an expansion of B'rith Achim. This work has left only
a thin woods line separating the existing African
American burials from the newly openea Jewisl'x parcel.
In this woods line, which varies from perhaps 10 to 20
feet in wicltl-x, are numerous marlaecl graves, essentiaﬂy
abandoned by those caring for East View.

7 Interview, John Donley, Virginia DOT
Right-o‘f—Way Division, December 30, 1998.
Correspondence between C. W. Mangum, District Property
Manager, and Henry C. F. Burke, Corliss A. Batts, Moses
White, et. al., Trustees for the People's Memorial Cemetery,
October 1967 - July 1968 (in Peoples Cemetery Records).

East View is bisected east-west ]:ay a two-rut
gravel road which runs off South Crater for about 600
feet before turning and exiting onto Page Street (Figure
50). There is a chain gate between the two entry
columns at South Crater, but it doesn't appear that it
has been closed in a number of years. There is no gate
ot chain at the opposite end of this drive. Nor is there
any fence along the south side of the cemetery. Access,
therefore, is uncontzoued, as evidenced by bottles and
other trash in the cemetery (ancl in one of the graves).

The topography in this area is quite level, with
a very gradual slope from elevations of about 130 feet
AMSL in the north to about 120 feet in the south.
Further to the south is a neighborhoocl of small and
generaﬂy well maintainecl houses, stiﬂ on level, almost
pasture-lilze lands. Across Crater Road are a range of
commercial lots before the terrain clrops off toward a
small clrainage (which runs into Wilcox Lake, the
Laclaclrop for Lee Park and Lee Golf Course). To the
east the topography remains relatively level, altl'xoug}'l
}Jeyond East View there is another drainage, this one
running into Poor Creek which cuts through
neighlnoring Petersburg National Battlefield.

East View offers a somewhat forlom
appearance. A.lthough well grassecl, there are only a very
few oaks and cedars ]Jrea]aing the monotony of the
lan&scape. It is clear that historicaﬂy this cemetery was
set out in uniform lots — about 16 to 17 feet square.
Many have vestiges of coping, although there is much
J.amage. In fact at the Wilkerson Memorial section of
East View we found several "dumps" of coping debris, at
least some of which may have come from this portion of
East View. There are only four fenced. plots in this
cemetery and stones, while common, are t‘ypicaHy
modest, so there reaHy is no central focus or clornina’cing

view.

Althougl'x there were no open or recent graves,
the acljacent cleared land reveals a thin A horizon of
brown sandy clay loam overlying the red clays of what
appear to be Cecil soils. These soils seem to be far more
similar to those in the People's and Little Church
cemeteries than in the nearhy, low, "Negro Section" of
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{Figure 50. East View Cemetery loomng down gravel entrance rcad.

nearr;y woods have taken over a rumber of
graves. The rences are poomy maintamed,
as are “he stones themselves. One below
ground vauit 15 open and mspection reveais
that the coffin nas been sroken into and
bones are scattered m the pit along with
mociem Elashc }zads, soft &ﬁrﬂz containers,
and other trash. Churnng a recent wisit there
were a number of trees and kmbs still cown
efter & wanter iee storm several weeks
PrEvIouUs {althou gn this condition also
p:evanaé i Bland dford o an aiarrmn

degree). Con_ng, Mt"lOu,gh once wicely used,
1s m vanable condition w:tb many sections

displaced, mssing, or pooriy mamtained.
Stones and Other Features

Untike Pecpie’s and  Little
Church, which were seveloped by

Blandford. penevolent organizations to provide puriat services fo
the black cormnmunity exci u&ed from other ¥ =’cersm.rg

At first glance care seems more consistent m cemetenes, or Biandford, wnich was operated by the city

Zast View than mn Little Church or Peopfe s, but this 1s and allowed Afmcan American bumals in only a

Figure 51. Pipe railing fence at Plot 12 1 Bast View Cemetery.

ed‘rega ec‘l SeCt‘OAL, L;QEIS 18 evidence tnat

East  View Q)o"ci‘* sections)  was
ent“eme,.-vunal seﬂgir'g to sell -o*s at a
proﬁt or as part o‘z a totai service pacleage.

While most entrepreneunal cerneteries
were, at tmus Time, operated as lawn parle
ceme’cenes, the East View section retained
many o { the e:ements of ee‘lier styles that,

ar seast in t}zeory had passed out of vogne
— cucrz as coping and other forms of iot
enclosures, and mdividual monuments

Yet, the cemetery 1= laid our not
On ar east-West arrangement, but rather 1n
reiation to the strip of land tnat it cecupies
— very charactenstic of rural and izwm park
cerneteries which scught to use tne natural
lay of the sand for situating t-an‘«_ﬂy and

1. i Tt
zndzwdual picts, anc not pe tied to stner

v

ey’

%
east-west grave omentatioms. his, of

TR [t . 13 ' 1.
hkery a tause 1mpress-or generateq by the xe'at*vcﬁ.y
sparse -~na<capmg. It 1s clear that grass is omy mowed

8 : .
Thus 1= at teast the case after Wilkersen acguired

waen it become mgL,' and as prevmds}y mertmaeé the the cemeterv m the early twentieth century.
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course, was based on the soun\‘ prancipal of maxmuzn
iand use andfor nroﬁ’c Mixed with thus pragmahsn:
however, the cemetery retams the very formal
orgamzation ‘ypicaI of such earls y town cemeternies as me
New Haven Burymg Cround, cominated by its gn@aeus
éeazgn and focus on lot ovmefs;np (wk: ch extended mnto
the {OllOW’lﬂg rural cemetery movement).

In other words, the East View section, like all
of the other African Amencan cemeteries Petersburg,
seems to mciuge & mix of different elements and
prevailing attitudes. It cannot be easily characterized as
integrating —— ox being contzolled By — one design
focus. At least some of tixﬂse competing an&sca.pes are
iikeiy tne result of the cemeteries gra&ua: éeveiopmem

B
under chamgmg‘ cwemslﬂps,

There are four fenced areas in East View —

g f : . :

two are low pipe railing tences and two zre "traditional’
o1 t}‘l o} £

wonwork fences. Plot 12, m the northwestern comer of
the cemetery 1s one of the pipe raﬂing fences { Figure
51). It 15 about 2-feet in

)
has beer: overtaken by snrubbery.

The first of the two on fences is Ploc 70.

s:tuatec', adiacent to ’c 1e pav».a, road along the southern
side of East View anc ervcfosmg a full .oi: about 17 feet
square. 1t 1s & bow and D;ciz\,t deqd:: ‘W?xt;i.‘l a very ormate
rame plate tor "J.F JARRATT.” Although there 1s no
manufacturer's sjhzelci, the construction and ciesxgn 18
nearly identical to fences produced by Stewart iron
Works {see Below). The fence is in generaﬂy g‘ooé
condition, beng receni:ly repamtecl. At the base of the
fence, situzted between the support and comer posts, 1s
a low {ca. H-mch }ug}z) concrete infill, whose purpose 18

unecertain.

The SGCO’?.& fence, en\iosing Pla% 90, s
situated just south of the 'bxavex road runn ing tm’o&d{'x
East View (z*igx.re 32) ‘ns Lervce s in much wozrse
condition than that at Plot 70, bemng rusted, partially
&ispia‘cec?: 1 several aress, and eritirely mhissing its nertn
side. In addition the gate 1s heavily damaged. Still

hexg‘ht, constructed of
plumbing pipe with the
vertical supports set n
concrete. | here are two
horizontal rails — one
f_o&ay yust above the
r (1 N}

gxozmcl surface and ine

f th
other ar the top of the
fence. Bach side consists
ot four sections of equa.i

1 Rl
length. The openng for
the pfot 18 on the east
side and consists of a
missing  Section. The
s=coml pipe xaij.ing
o
fence, Plot 358, 1= also
situatea st the north
1

e&oe of tne cemetery,
hut in the *zox‘mcasnem

quadrant. This fence

gpigwe &2. S tewart fron Wor}as fence a.t Plot 70 n East View Cemetery.

encioses & much smaﬁer
plot and consists of pipe
railing specifically designed for fence copq‘tﬂzctmn_ It 2
fow aboz.t 18 inches m Iﬂexgin, and each vertical post 1
aecoravec with a ba.h fimal. There 15 & narrow gate on

<he east side of ths fence as well. A portion of the plo..

iZ4

Gyt 3. : 1.1
{he Jarraits comprisea & well-krown Pocahontas
£ . .
Iamily. Ti’qey were boatmen, Eauiers, and property owners,

both hefore ana after 1865,
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1 . 5
intact, however is & reﬁatxvezy simple name piate,
"BATES" and below it, a shueid for Stewart iron
Works, Cincinnaty, Ohto. A}though the corner and

t fimal different, the b d pck
gate post iimals are different, the bow and picxret
design, as well as the micket ’fimaisy are iwdenticat $o

3 ~ ~ 1
~nose seen 1 the rence ror Plot 70.

A survev of the stones m this portion of
East View reveals that the earliest, & marhie
tanletstone, dates to 18G9, with only a small handfal
qating tc the first decade and a half of the twentieth
centurv. Based on tne surviving monuments, it
coesn't appear that this cemnetery became heaw'iy
usea until the early 1920s." The most recent graves.
domznated by metal funeral home plagues from ;.M.
Wilkerson, date mto tne 1990s. Almost as common
were plaques Yom William N. Blana & Son.

Monuments and markers were
manutactured by Burns and Qamp}tzen, C.M. Waish
(with a Perersburg, Va. identificauon), Crowder

X ;
Memornals (also with a Petershurg, Ve

igure 533. Example of stone carving bv Milton Rivers.

dentification), snd Pembroke Granite Works.

Atthough not marked, there is at ieast one stone {Stone
4 proclucec} by "MLR." or Milton Rivers. Topp’led. it
reads "INMEMORYOF / MY HUSBAND / SANDIE
E. / BARLOWBORN / DEC.09,1869. / DIED
DEC.17,1910 / AGE 44YERS. / ATREST" The

H 3 % £y, .
carving stvle 1s unmustakabiy that of Rivers (Figuze 53).

There 15 a wide range of monuments, mctuding
traditionat {nmeteen‘c}x century} marble tabletstones,
small marbie Eoégs stones, and marble dies on bases.
Auso present are mﬂitary stomnes, mc}u&ing soth those
rrom the Spams’h-Amemcan War with a cencai shield
and *hose known as genexal 1ssue stones, withour the
shieid. There are also a range ot granite stones.
inciuding dies on bases, and at least one iawn-type
marker for 2 lodge. There are five marble opelisks ax the
cemetery aeting perween 1913 and 1931,

~~ S H
Une of the more unusual,

3 bl Tous - T 1
memorass 15 Plot 73 — laig out with coping. in the

H o te .
near center 1s a large granmite die on base lnscr:}aed

10 This 15 probably reisted to Wilkerson's 1612

- o s )
acquusition of what was an aireacy extant cemetery.

ang expensive,

"HER SON LUTHER / IN MEMORIAM / ELLEN
HARRISON / DIED NOV 2, 1922 /AGE 54 YRS."
which also include a raised bronze casting of his tace.
Dérect}y petind tmis monument 1s what at frst appears

to be a marble seéger stone, Ea&y worn with a central

break and worn or erodea area. Upon hartner mspection,

. g T
however, this leager stone s seen 1o cover a below

(] T 1e : by
grouna brick lined vault, 1n waich are the cesec

i
rated

¢ . ' 1
rernamns of a coffin and skeleton. This vault

. T
arrangement ig somewhat a.typxcaz. but 18 commented on

as appropriate when an mdiviaual o}:nects w0 below

groung, eartn bu

;

the oi:;ec’czons that many persons
- 1

nave to geaﬁ:ﬁ}:& bunail can ve

overconme lay the comstrucuion of

3 3 -1
back graves, the bottom ot winch can

x

be made of concrete or bluestone
ﬂags, the sides of 8-nch hare bre
walls, anc covered with strong
sluestone fiags for i thus case a
marnle iedger stone] all lad m
cementi meortar, maizing an azz—-‘tig}zt
compartment for the coffin "Wells

2898:1500).
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Table 9 Stones and Features Identified at East View Cemetery

1. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1936)
2. Concrete obelisk with cross (1910-1929)
3. N.LB.S.,Blooming Zion Lodge No. 275
4. Probable MR stone with mstake in 5pe].1ing (1910)
5. Very thin marble, poorly carved (1909)
6. LB.P.O.E.-W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1924)
7. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1933)
8. Marble, poorly carved, with later granite stone added (1908)
9. Pink granite, similar to People s, MR stonecutter
10. Elaborate marble monument (1909-1916)
11. Burns and Ca.mp]:e].l stone (1926)
12. Iron pipe fence, 16 x 17 feet
13. Rustic granite with “CARTER" engraved with headstones
14. Marble tablet (1890)
15. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1948)
15a. Concrete obelisk without mscrption
16. " F.T. Hil/From Employees/1898 C.S.H. 1945"
17. Wood marker
18. Bunal vault slab with plaque marker at head
19. E.S. & L.C. (1940)
20. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1950)
21 Masonuc symbol (1919)
22. Granite modified bedstead (1939-1943)
23. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Majestic Temple No. 109 (1929)
24. B.L.B.C. (1929)
25. E.5. & L.C. (1949)
26. B.I.B.C. (1927)
27. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1950)
28. Concrete obelisk with Afncan head (1900)
29. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1947)
30. A.F & AM. Pocahontas Lodge No. 7 (1919)
31. Marble cross with wreath (1912)
32. L.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1932)
33. I.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1935)
34. B.I.B.C. (1925)
35. Iron pipe fence and gate (1928-1985), 7V x %2 feet
36. Granite obelisk with Masonc symbol (1915)
37. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1946)
38. Y.M.LB.A. (1923)
39. Concrete block copmg (1923)
40. Three stones 1n brush at cemetery edge (1916)
41. Concrete plague marker, “FAITHFUL FRIEND OF THE SEABURY
FAMILY" (1943)
42. Marble tabletstone, unusual shape
43. Y.M.I.B.A. (1926)
44. AF &AM, Pocahontas Lodge No. 7 (1919)
45. LN.B.S (s1c)., Mngno].ia Lo&ge 118 (1951)
46. N.LB.S., Magnolia Lodge 116 (1955)
47.N.1B.S., Bloomxng Zion chlge No. 275, Master (1910)
48. Y.M.B.LA. (sic) (1922)
49. N.IB.S., Bloommg Zion Lodge No. 275, (1958)
50. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1952)
51. L.B.P.O.E.W., Majestic Temple 109 (1951)
52. Whitewashed concrete stone, same as # 50 and 51
53. Whitewashed concrete plﬂque marker (1922)
54. Marble tabletstone, “REV " (1921)
55. Y.W.I. + B.A. (1922)
56. N.L.B.S., Bloomng Zion Lodge No. 275, (1947)
57. Masble tabletstone, Star Chamber 5352, Petersburg, VA (1923)
57a. NAT IDEAL BEN. SOC., Bd. of Directors, Supreme Lodge (1965)
58. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1942)
59. Royal Lodge
60. Wlﬂitewa.sl;e& concrete tal)lei.stone, Mason
61. Spamsh Amencan War military marker

62. Concrete plaque marker with coping (1917)

63. Senes of three marble headstones set in concrete, snappe& off and missin,

64. E.S. & L.C. (1920)

65. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Majestic Temple 109 (1957)

66. E.S. & L.C. (1928)

67. YYM.LB.A.

68. Concrete matkers

69. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1943)

70. J.F Jamatt plot with won fence, 16 x 164 feet

71. 1B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1956)

72. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Roval Lodge No. 77 (1933)

73. Granite die on base with bronze cast, Luther Harrson

74. Concrete markers (1910, 1921, 1931)

75. Marble obelisk, Mason symbol (1905, 1910, 1914)

76. Depression, no stone

77. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1938)

78. Handwritten concrete

79. Concrete with cast tmngulat vord

80. L.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77, Y. M.1.B.A. (1929)

81. ES.&L.C.(1927)

82. Marble tablet set into concrete with concrete coping, “President of the
Ladies Friendly Club 30 years”

83. Marble with willow motif (1898)

84. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1930)

85. Rev. (1942)

86. Spamsh Amencan War military marker

87. Marble monument with marble coping

88. Granite markers, new and probablv replacement markers (1894 and
1917)

89. L.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77, .LF.L. INC.,, M..B.A. (1921)

Q0. Bates plol with 1ron fence, 8 x 16 feet

91. LF.L. INC. Of Petrg., Va (1931)

92. Concrete obelisk without nscrption

93. Y.W.ILB.A. (1922)

94. Concrete scrolls with copng (1934)

95. MR stonecutter

96. Concrete cast 1n form of granite markers with flowers and scrolls (1922
1959)

97. B.P.O.E.-W (sic), Royal Lodge No. 77 (1929)

98. Y.M.ILB.A.

99. Whitewashed concrete die on base

100. L.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1939)

101. S.L.I1.C. (1935)

102. Concrete with clasped hands on top (1915)

103. Concrete, Masome¢

104. Marble cross sculpture

105. Whitewashed concrete (1923)

106. Y.M.I.B.A. (1932)

107. Y M..LB.A.

108. Marble base, die, and cap

109. “Founder of the Silver Leaf Club” (1937)

110. Marble tabletstone set nto edge of concrete coping

111. St. Francis statue 1n plot of modern stones

112. Thin marble, top of dresser

113. Majestic Temple 109

114. Granite tabletstone, Masomic symlaol, "ABRAM No 10 A.F + AM
32" (1944)

115. Marble obelisk (1922)

116. Marble scroll, coping, with “MIZPAH"

117. 1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge No. 77 (1962)

118. Whitewashed concrete tabletstone ,letters filled 1n with gold pant (1951

119. I.B.P.0O.E.W,, Royal Lodge No. 77 (1923)
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Another common type of monument, for lawn-
parlz cemeteries is seen at Plot 13. This is a plot
surrounded I)y rough-hewn granite coping with corner
posts. In the center is a la.rge rough-l'xevm granite rock,
about 4 feet }ugh and 3 feet in diameter, carved with the
family name "CARTER" on both the east and wide
sides. There is then a series of small granite raise&-’cop
inscription markers Learing bas-relief initials at the
heads of graves. This plot seems to take the advice of
several advocates of the lawn-parlz cemetery. Simonds,

for example, notes that:

the use of boulders for monuments is
especiaﬂy to be recommended. The
lines of a boulder are never weak in
effect and they harmonize well with
the trees, shrul)s and lawns which are
the main features that make a

cemetery beautiful  (Simonds

1898:100-101).

And Lovering suggestecl that in family plots the
monuments of individual graves should be no larger
than was adequate for the individual's initials (Lovering
1898:96).

As at Little Church, theze is at least one
monument in East View which is very thin marble,
likely a fragment of marble from a piece of fumniture.
There is no visible carving on it.

There is also at least one wood marker at East
View — consisting of a round 4-inch upright post
notched to accept a 2x10 crosspiece or name board. Put
together using wire nails and painte& white, this marker
(number 17) bears no name or date. More traditional
are a series of modified bedstead monuments, in both
granite and marble. Some are modified to the point that
’cl'xey are reaﬂy nothing more than coping surrouncling
the grave, or in some cases surrounding two graves

(usually a husband and wife).

In aclc].ition, East View reveals an exceptional
range of concrete markers. Some, although not all, are
typical of other Petersburg cemeteries, such as the
plaque markers which are typically whitewashed or the
concrete tabletstones, also whitewashed (Figure 54).
Some of these are quite thick, almost representing

short, a.nd ﬂa‘t‘tenecl, pulpit markers. There is even a
concrete obelisk in a cross {onn, again Iaearing evidence
of l)eing previously whitewashed. Also present are sl’xarp
or steeply pointecl—arc}l concrete monuments, almost
seeming to represent arrows pointing heavenward. This
form is not unusual, lseing identified in Dorchester
County, South Carolina, graveyaxcls as well as in North
Carolina African American cemeteries, where Little
describes them as "slender, pic]:zet—shapecl" (Lit'tle
1998:262). Also bearing an uncanny resemblance to a
North Carolina concrete stone is one at East View in
the shape of a double shield or tablet. In the center is a
cast triangular recess. The North Carolina example,
although a traditional tabletstone with a rounded or
segmental arch, has cast into it "set panels of
translucent-blue stained glass in lead muntins" (Little
1998:264). The East View example appears to simply

be missing whatever was originally cast into it.

Table 10.
Loclges Identified from East View Stones

AF. & AM. 32, Abram No. 10

AF. é’A.M., Pocahontas Lodge No. 7

B.I.B.C.

ES &L.C

I.B.P.O.EW., Majestic Temple No. 109

1.B.P.O.E.W., Royal Lodge 77

LE.L. Inc. of Peterslaurg

L.N.B.S. [N.I.B.S.?], Magnolia Lodge 118
[1167]

Ladies Frien(ﬂy Club

Masons

N.I.B.S., Blooming Zion Loclge 275

N.LB.S., Magnolia Lodge 116

Royal Ace Club

Silver Leaf Club

s.LIC.

Star Chamber 5352, Petersl:urg, Va.

YM.I.B.A.

Perhaps most interesting are several cast
concrete monuments which are sha.pe& something like
barbed spears (see Figure 8). One is a low marker, about
2-feet in height, with a three dimensional roof or
po'mte& projection. Another is about twice that heig}lt,
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ol g g il
with two "roofs." Although

super{iciaﬁy resemhhng an

1. . b
o})enslz, it seems clear that
there is a different mental
template being reflected. Of

greatest interest is a slender
column, again about four
feet in Beig}lt, on top of
which is a cast head with
ciearly identifiable Negroi&
features. The head (in fact

I} £ 1 !
ali  of these unusual

monumerts) is in excellent
condition, especially
: ]

cor-.sxclenng damage to ithe

other stones.

T ¢ L1
None of these are

i H
marlzed, except for the

] i : 1
------------ nead . . mepument,.. waere...

igure B4, Monument 103 st Bast View Cometery, sxarip o conarets |

scratched {not cast) into the
concrete at the base on the
south side is: “B. P. [or perhaps R.] MARCH /
[BORN] 1856 - DIED / OCT 22 19[00]." Cn the
west face, again at the base, is "MARY P. HAGRY /
WIFE OF J. ESYTT /AT REST."

Although concrete monuments occur in all of
the African American cemeteries in Petershur, ; those
5 . oL 3
at East View are among the more unusual and, we
Teos ¢ 4
venture, traditional. Ti'xey deserve far more research
il uld be allocated during th L proj
than could be allocated during the cuzrent project.

Like the other African American cemeteries,
L viety of lodge stomes. Th fa
there are a variety of loage stones. Ihey are far more
common than at Blandford's "Negro Section,” but not
- I T . i 1
s common as at either People’s or Little Church,
1 3 . 111 § . : £
perhaps helping to establish the relative status of those
T 3 H . 2 . 3. . 1 2
who used the various cemeteries. A listing of the verious

lodges is provided in Table 10.

Wilkerson Memorial Cemetery Section

Extant Environment and
Current Conditions

sal]

ihis postion of Bast View is situated at the
end of Page Street, east of the Bast View section and

128

the g*:ass'eé: feld t}zough‘t to contain the victims of one
of Peters}:urg's epiéemics. It is a rather non-&escript
piece of property consisting Iargely of a gras‘secl Geld

{Figures 55 and 56).

To the north the property abuts Blandford
Cemetery, although the two are separated by about 120
feet of woods. These woo&s, however,. must be
considered part of Wilkerson Memorial since t‘hey
contain an exceptiona} number of graves (&iscusseci.
below). To the south the tract is bounded by a steep
s?{ope into Poor Cresk and this acijacemt parcei is owned
by the National Park Service, as part of the Peters]:;urg
National Battlefield. To the east the property enters
Woo&s, which seem to contain crﬂy a very few graves,

11 1 et . 1 3
although no intensive search was undertaken.

The toial acreage of the open pertion of the
cemnetery is 0.4 acres, although at least an additional
1.5 acres are found between: Blandford and Wilkerson
Mc—,moria}, now weoded and abandoned. Likewise, the
cemetery properiy appears {o incorporate an additional
(.5 acre to the east, although this arez does not seem to
]

M % 303
have been used for much more than trash disposal.

This roughly “L" shaped parcel fits the
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Figure 55. Portion of the USGS Peters]burg topograpl'xic map showing the location of Wilkerson Memorial Cemetery.
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topography, occupying
the high, flat level plain

©

alJOVE jyfelore Cree%,

Elevations are about
100 feet AMSL with
orﬁy locsl variation. The
emetery is broken into
at least seven different
sections Ly a network of
rouguy gna&ea roads
f‘oming rectaﬁgles of
different sizes (Figure
57). This road network
incit*&ec both pavec}.- and
dirt rcads. A sin l brick
cotumn a* the northern
corner of the entrance
suggests that at some
point an effort was made

to heautify and

demarcate this cesmetery

— althou gh those eorts fHigure: 86. View ot W}ﬂaezsom Memorial Ceme‘&ery showing Page St*eet,

do mot appear o have
borne much fruit.

Just =s other African American cemeteries in
Petersburg have drawn on a variety of para.&igms, either
in‘:en’cionaﬂy o% uninteniionajy, $0 too does Witkerson
Mermnorial. The name itself mm}.ips an effort to create 2
rfzent‘onal parlk ce‘nee,ery Fr(}nc ‘e, originating in the
first quarter of the twentieth century, sougkt to create
a cemetery without gloo_m —a p’iace that wguj;& draw
people back into the cemetery. Usually built on
farmland, the -tqpograp;ily is ‘:y'picaﬁy iike that of
Wiﬂeers_on l\@emcria}. Without roﬂin'g hills or other
vistas, the éesigners were not able to use such features
o accentuate the FLC%LY@SM@ Insneaa, the memorisl
par% cies igners soug ht to create chi'f rent %hema'tic
sections, enlivened with scuiptue we & feature
nohceaby absent at Wilkerson Memorial.

§ : 3
The exclusive vse of lawn type monuments
ensured easy maintenance, nlomnﬁ for verpetuag caxe.
1 3
At Wilkerson this, too, breaks down since there are a
L - L 1t
variety of monument types present, even ulciuémg a
Il mmber of family plots with cubing
small number of iamily piols with curbing.

One of the most historically famous Africen

Aunerican memorial parlzs is the Detroit Memorial Park
Cemetery, org‘anizeci in 1925 by black businessmen to
prowée funeral services to Detroit’s growing black
community (Weight 1993). This ceme&e*y, however,
was demgne& and o“era*zeci 2s a memorial pane. It seems
like iy t_hat Wlheercson, izize East View, .zoegan as a rural
cemetery with an admixture of 2 somewhat more formal
or oxganize& iayout, and then graéu-aﬂy evolved into a
memorial par}z, perihaps spurzeé. on by both popuiar
interest and ease of maintenance. As such, it represents
the culmination or final p};ase of in&_geﬁous Adricen
American cemetery c]eve,}iopment in Petersburg

Maintenance at this cemetery is perhaps
? 1.1 .

siightly better than elsewhere, although during our

suzrveys we found ‘oppied mom.:x%erft: {one which had

been set within the year}, soil sunken in around vaulis,
3.

and in one case, kitcher trash that had been buried on

¢ 1 Toon be duc wup |
top of a recently covered vauit, iater to be dug up oy

znimals.

More disturhing is the abandonment of = large
section of graves alcng its northemn ‘Do:l"lcg&”y, touci—xhg
on Blandford. There, 2 strip measuring at least 120 feet
in width and 520 éeet in Lengtk has been
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DISCARDED GRANITE
/COMEFI MARKERS

RN

SCALE IN FEET

OFEN _FIELD
(REPUTED TO CONTAIN
MANY GRAVES)

Chicora Faundation, Inc.

P.O.
S| e

&:igure 57 Sketch map of Wilkerson Memonal Cemetery.
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{ﬂec{ with upwarés of 750
bu 1alsb and ai_.ov'e“ o
revert to woods (Figure
58). Several plots on the
e&ge of this wooded
section have been
reclsimed and are ]oeing
maintained. Li‘kewise, one
ploi well in the center of
the abandoned area has
been rec;a.ime& and
extensive: y repaireci,
apparexrt;y By the Eamiiy
(Figure 59). But, for the
most parf 't'iwese graves are
uncared for. Markers have
fallen clown, grave

. RIS
depressions are unfilled,
cur}:-ing is clamagecl, and
the area is used for trash
clisposal.

Higure 58. Portion of Wilkersor. Memorial Cemetery now taken over By w00ds.

The inclusion of hoth family pio’ts and
: Lo ain]

individual graves, as well as the range of marker styles
. : ] N

esent, makes this portion of the cemetery most like

Ir1g

ast View. We have been unable to obtain information

on why this section was al)ané.one&, but it appears that
H N [ .- . . 5

at least a few families are still in the arez and are

attempting to maintain their individual grave piots.

Table 17 provides a list of the marked graves
identified in this section. This ta}ole suggests that this
portion of the cemetery was used c}.unng the fizst third
§ 'the “wentieth century, wz,h tf‘e space }seng fl],ae&
{rom the east to the west. Tod,ay the ground is very
un&uiatng anci mﬁuany all o£ the graves have sunk

down two to three feet. Omy aish es at tine head and feet

i~

rermain compact. The C ity reports na.wng gone into this
area at least once before to remove trash and &umpe&

i - . . .
apphances. i }“..LS TEINAINS & Very Serious COnceri.

Another feature of Wilkerson is that several
areas have been used for the disposai of coping. Most is
found at the sout edge of the site, on the slope Ieaciing
to Poor &,reak armoug}z additional materials {scme of
very finely orafted granite) are found in the woods on
the east e&ge of the site. In the late nineteenth century

and eaﬂy twentieth century there was a pus}x }sy

132

. 3ot {4l oz ]
superintendents to remove much of these materials
from cemeteries as distracti ting fom the D.cturesque
%eau"y of the cemetery, Matthew Brazill exnkamed in

1808:

Lot enclosures are unsightiy in
appearance and contrary to good
taste, besides requiring a gooc} deal of
labor and expense to 1Reep them in
repair and *they c‘iesw’:roy the genera‘i
goo& appearance of the cemetery . . .
. In all the most imaportant and best
manage& cemeteries, the work of
getting rid of stone and iron fences
has been going on for some time;
and with very gratifying success
{Brazill 1898:130)."

! Even tombstones were not immune from attack
by cemetery superintendents. O.C. Simonds (1898:100)
coramented tﬁza’: “A headstone or marker exists mere-ly to
preserve the location of the grave. . . . itis not a work of art
or \‘:Ling‘ of Eseau‘cy. ‘5’37}:;.31 s}AOLJ'J it be allowed to mar a
beautiful lawm?”
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10.
11.
12.
13.

14.

18.
16.

17

18.

19

20.

21.
22.
23.
24.
25.

26

O 00N O Ok W =

Table 11.

Marked Graves Identified in the Abandoned Portion of Wilkerson Memornal Cemetery

Reclaimed plot, Australia Wilson (1948)

Marble tabletstone, Willie Tlnompson (1 948)

Marble die on base, William Valentine (1948)

Marble tabletstone, Emma Turner (1949)

General military stone, Charles Lawson (1949)

General military stone

Marble tabletstone, Vernell Ridley (1950)

Marble tabletstone, Roy Miller (1950)

Lawn tvpe, Holly Hunter (1949) “from her co-
workers”

Lawn type, Booker Jones (1950)

General military stone, William Day (1952)

Individual concrete coping for grave

Whitewashed concrete tablestone, handwritten,
Nathamnel Ross (1951)

General military stone, Heywar& Owens
(1951)

Lawn type, S.B. Keizer (1953)

General military stone, Iol‘m L. Walton (1952)

General military stone, Luther Rose (1949)

Lawn type, Nettie Jones (1955) “from Vincent
and Alice” )

General military stone, Earnest Grant (1955)

Granite, Harry Thomas (1958) and Anme
Jackson (1955)

Genera) military stone, Joseph Wyatt (1955)

Elk, Elijah Smith (1957)

Lawn type concrete, James B. Reid (1956)

Marble tabletstone, Eva Gee (1960)

Concrete plaque marlzer, Marceuus Harms
(1949)

Whitewashed concrete tabletstone,

I’lax:xc{written, Annie Woodson (1949)

27

28.

29

30.
31.

32.

Marble tabletstone, Washington Hinton
(1944)

Whitewashed concrete tabletstone, Louise
Merritt (1944)

Granite with individual copings, ]oshua Brown
(1942)

Marble tabletstone, Joseph E. Blunt (1942)

Concrete p].aque marker, Andrew Harns
(1942)

Lawn type marble, “Blooming Zion”

33.
34.
35.
36.
317
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

44.
45.

46.
47.

48.

49

50.
51.
52.

53.
54,
55.

56.

57

58.

59

60.
61.
62.
63.

Concrete ’cal:letstone, Bertha Goodmen (1937)

Marble tabletstone

Concrete plaque marker with individual coping,
Patty Jackson (1936)

Concrete l'leaclstone, hanclwritten, Fanie
Flowers (1935)

Concrete plaque marker with individual coping,
Loyed Griffin (1933)

Concrete plaque marker with 1ndividual coping,
A. Edwards (1933)

Concrete plaque marker, Roy Blackman
(1933)

Concrete plaque marker

Reverse palnted glass set 1n concrete

Cast 1ron, Jessie J. Hill (1932)

Concrete pla.que marker with individual coping,
Bessie Griffin Copeland (1932)

Granite

Concrete plaque marker, Lester Sprule]
(1931)

Concrete plaque marker, Lucy Sprusel (1931)

Concrete plaque marker, Bettie Harnson Reed
(1931)

Marble tal::letstone, Mary E. Wood

Marble tabletstone, Louise Evans (1927)

Marble tabletstone

Concrete taLletstone, Saﬂy L. Daws (1927)

Concrete plaque marker with mdividual coping,
Mary Gregory (1928)

Marble tabletstone, Sissa Ryels (1931)

Concrete tabletstone, Mary Burns (1940)

Marl)le ta]aletstone, Katie Ponlaey Dickers
(1940)

Concrete p]aque marker with mdinidual coping

Marble tabletstone, James Brach (1931)

Concrete tabletstone, Virgie F Epps (1923)

Marble tabletstone

Concrete tabletstone

Marble tabletstone

Marble tabletstone, David Ray (1925)

Concrete tabletstone, J. Oliver Bailey (1935)
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Ttis lj:!zeiy; ici}eze{ore, that ’t}}roug}n
time the cernstery operators have been
c‘eanmg up portions of the cemetery;
primarily removing curbing, making it
easier to chg' new graves and to maintain the
lawn. Given what appears to be sporac%ic
maintenance e't’{or':s, we imagine that
coping has been prlmarﬂy removed when it
was found tc be in the way. There doesn't
appear to be any uniform or organﬁzec‘z
“make-over” effort at Witkersons Memorial.

Faset

Severa
cpenec"a éuﬁng our visit, a.ﬁowing us to
determine that the soil in this area is
dominated g:y a heavy red cZay overlain ky

new graves were }Jeing

zhout 2 foot of brown loamy c}ay, prol:'a?z)iy
representing an old plowzone or A horizon.
These soils are nearzy identical to the Cecil
Series found in Peopie's Little Church,

a.nd East View cemeteries.

Stomes and O'ﬁher Features

gure 59. Reclaimed p f,iot in ’fhe woods at Wilkerson Memorial Cemetéry.

In the most general manner, as
1 . .

you scan Wilkerson, you get the impression
, 1 ir .3
that the cemetery has evolved from north to south, or
more precisely from north to southwest. But, in fac%,
] ; T ¢ 21
the cemetery &evelope& sumﬂ*.:aneously irorn at least two

1. .. .
distinct areas.

Chre core area is that p*:eviousgy discussed and
to&ay taken over Ly woods a}ong the north e&ge. In this
area graves date primarily from the 1920s through the
1950s. The second core is on the opposite side of the
cemetery, on its southern eége; where markers are found
from as early as 1866, although the majority begin in
the 1G10s. This section may represent relocations from
Peopie's, or it may represent the sarliest use of the Fast
View compi_ex thus far identified.

From these two separate points the cemetery
zppears to grow together, with most graves to&ay Lehdg
place& in the southwest Q'*“&xaﬁt oit ‘che cemeiery, as it
expan&s to the west. The central sections appear {0 have
heen used as these two core areas were filled. The | large
section south of the wooded fri iringe on the nerth eége
began use in the 1920s. It was probably not sbandoned
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along with the rest of the area to the north because it
still contained se'.la,}ole pio*'s — and as a result it has
continued $o be used into the 1990s. This section also
represents one of the more ‘gomaLy ia1c1 out sections of
tl‘:e cemetery, with weﬂ dehnea ais;eways a.ncl £amﬂy
plo".s of uniform size.

The next oldest section is that block south of
Page Street and bordered by woods to the east. There
burials hegan in the 1930s, continuing through today.
The section north of Page Street and bordered by woods
0 the east was apparen tiy ope:neé in the IQSPS, while
the section south of P age Stireet and bordered ]ay the
very 1:3W'>st section to the west, wasn't Cuened until the
1960s. The small section in the southeast comer of
Wilkerson Memorial appears to have a reiative'iy short
span of use, primarily in the 1980s and 1990s.

v, 1 s 1 . 1 .
It doesn't appear that 2 great deal of plazmmg

£ 3.0 : L: 3 1.
went into the opening or dirfevent sections. Instead it

] 1 : H
seems Liee sections weze opv_;e& basea on percevea
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10

11.
12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

17

18.

19

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.

26.

27

Table 12. Stones and Features Identified at the Wilkerson Memonal Cemetery

Wilkerson metal plate and round concrete marker

(1998)

. Granite pla.que marker with ankhs and Afnca

(1998)
Granite bench at family plot (1996)

. Concrete tal)letstone, facmg S, moved when new

granite marker wnstalled (1962)

. Whitewashed concrete (1963)
. Possible weﬂ, 4x4' brick feature covered by

concrete cap with central hole
Concrete lawn type for “Infant”

. Four rows of concrete lawn type mar]zezs, proba]vly

from most recent road relocation at People's

Wood stake (once a cross), pamnted white,
“GRANDMOTHER LOVE” 1n Sharpre on
back

Marble obelisk similar to examples at People’s
(1877)

Concrete corner posts to plot

Marble obelisk similar to examples at People’s
(1911, 1912)

Concrete talaletstone, han&wn'tten, similar to
examples at People’s (1912)

Granite obelisk, MR carver (1913, 1921)

Spamish Amernican military marker

Marble tal)letstones, unusual sl'lape

Granite obelisk (1916)

Marble tabletstone similar to style at People’s
(1878)

Marble tabletstone similar to style at People's
{1875)

Marble tabletstone similar to style at People’s
(1886)

Granite die on l'Jase, MR stonecutter (1876,
1906)

Marble tabletstone similar to examples at People's
(1880)

Granite obelisk similar to examples at People’s,
probably MR stonecutter (1906)

Marble tabletstone similar to style at People’s
(1879)

Marble tabletstone similar to style at People’s
(1882)

Wood stake with attached metal sign, surrounded
by picket fence garden border (1996)

Granite die on base, prol)a.bly MR stonecutter

{(1891)

28.

29.
30.
31.

32.
33.
34.
35.

36.
37.
38.

39

40.

41.
42.

43.
44.

45.
46.

47

48.

49.
50.

51

52.

53.
54.
55.
56.

57

58.

59

Concrete tabletstone with name cast backwards
(1961)

Marble tabletstone similar to People's (1868)

Marble tabletstone similar to People’s (1866)

Wood stake with plywood nameplate painted
black, white letters (1994)

Marble tabletstone set 11 concrete (1981)

Bunal vault slab (1975)

Pamnted concrete block (1981)

Marble obelisk and Spanish-American War
military marker (1986, 1952)

Bronze government flat marker (1975)

Bunal vault slab (1997)

Metal funeral home marker with scalloped
concrete garden edging at head of graves
(1944, 1996)

White painted wood cross (1995)

Cast concrete which once had nameplate attached
(now missing)

Small marble tabletstone similar to Peopie’s

Concrete plaque marlzer, letters mfilled with white
pawnt

Plot marked with 1ron pipe fence

Plumbing pipes wrapped 1n alum. foil with
hanging street signs as markers (1962,
1963)

General military marker toppled (1980)

Marble die and base

Concrete family tomb, Murray

Plot marked lay white brick (1935, 1938, 1956,
1964, 1994)

Concrete plaque marker (1959)

Bunal vault slab

. Pamted concrete tabletstone with scratched and
pawnted letters (1932)

Concrete cast as rounded tnangle with matc]:ung
footstone

Rustic stone with brass plaque

Marble obelisk (1943, 1946)

Concrete plaque marker with oval concrete coping

Fragment of industnal porcelain with hand
carving (1946)

General military marker (1998)

Marble tabletstone with oval porcelamn photograph
(1976)

Concrete tabletstone, hand scratched lettermg
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Tabie 13.
Loages 1d dentified trom Wilkerson Stonss

Pzre-1950 Stones
3. {mic), Blooming Zion Lodge 233 1275% |
OBV, Majesuc Temple No. 109

.B.
B.2.C.E.W.,, Roval Loage No. 77

N.L B S., Blooming Zion Loage 275
) - . oL
; N.I.B.3., Magnolia Lodge No. 116
} Masons

Pas rox s Asd Clun, Mt. Clive Baptist Churcan
Rovai Social Clhub, Bovs No. 44 Girls No. 43

P8 Clab

Post- 1@5@ Stones
ureka _odge No. 18
. LB.P.O.E.W., Maesuc Temple No. 109
L.B.P O.E.W., Royal Lodge T\10 77
N...B.S., Bloomng Zion Lodge 275
! NLI.B.S., Magnolia Loage No. 116
N.1.B.S., Pnde of Petersburg Lodge No. 487
Rosetta Tent No. 433. Petersburg, Va.
Rovai Ace Socal Club
Y W.1. Club
98

17

. . 1 H r
market (a'}nhty to sell plots in a amely fashion) and
effort thar it would take to make the pl ibl
trort that it wouid take to make the piots accessible
p .
(neea for capital outlay}. Of course, we have no oral
e - 4
history to support this — tact, there seems to be
i
vrftuaﬂy no corporate memory concernng the decisions
1 " i 1
to open, or close, any part of Wilkerson Memonal.

Just as Wilkerson Memorial exnibits a broad
':empora:{ range, it also exhibits a consideranle range in
sypes of monuments present {see Table 12 for seiected
monuments!. There are number of si'yiles seen in other
African Amencan cemeteries, such as dies on bases,
governmient stones, concrete }ieac:-,(smnesy ang concrete
pague markers. At ieast two marble headstones appear
to be adapted irom marble furniture tops. Some
vortions of the cernetery contamn marble tabietstones
v&r’tuaﬂv mcﬁstingmshable Lom w}xa't are seen at
peopie s or Littie Church. In many secuions there are
also well waid out family plots - at tmes outlined m

granite or concrete curbing or at times using
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. .
commercial building products. As mught be expected
, o
there are. especially in tne newer sections, 2 great manv
A 3 T~ . -
lamrnu’cvpe markers, placed thusn mth the surrace. But

there are also types that are rare elsewhere.

Wilkerson Memonal has  the
. 1 ] r T 0
concentration of buriai vault siabs, orten parnted silver
1 L, 4 7 ”
or blue nggure 60). As s typical or this s’cyle, {']z}ey

H . ) L0 1 Ve 2 5
usuahy contain not Oy & plaque witii the mdividual's

greatest

.
name an’l daves, buz also a secon da.*'v pxaque adver‘lsl g
the funeral home. Indivdual exampies have been founc
1 People’s and East View, but neither cemetery nas the
77. ey YT
numposr seen 1 Wilkerson. L hus cemetery also exnibits
s
& larger than anticipat ted number of home-made
markers, ranging from wood crosses made from Zx4s, wo

-3 M {.%
concrete with hand iettering, often pamnted or filled 1n.

EF igure 60. Bunal vault (Monument 3

:

Memorial Cemetery
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ere are also pipes,
Wrappe ed in atuminum
foil, as well as two
markers whick appear to
be made from street
signs {mth reflective
green and white
materi ) Also present
are a variety ol { markers
using concrete blocks,
lavm eégmg, and other
coL.Amercmﬂy svailable
products Ait]ﬂough
nany of these markers
appear  impoverished,

to

©

T T
they also appear
r\,p*esent the importance
of the grave .Lavmg some

soxt ot mame:.

1aw*rz-’rype concrete

K 3o 2] iz, 6
@

Fig‘ute 61. Fami‘iy tormb {Monurment 47) at Wilkerson Memorial Cemetery.

markers are  found
scattered th*oug‘hov_t the cemetefy, ait';‘:ough there is a
concentration of them in the southwest ma&za.nf L nese
pzo};aMy reflect burials moved from l’eople 8 aunng the

3. . >
mosi recent hxg]nway m&enmg.

One of the more unusual monuments (an& the
onjy one of iis type in any of the cemetezies) is a
whitewashed concrete enclosure { #4‘71 tor S.M. Mu urray
(Figure 61). Partl.:sﬂv above graae, it fr'ay extend below
g*ac‘i»e it is also sorqewlla’t laz rger than an individual
vault but not as iaxge as what is noz-nauy thor 'ght of as
2 fam yvamt Althong:z this tomb has clear ant.,cewnts
from .uczng the Georgia and C \,aromw. coastal pl plain,

seems an unusuai gea’mre n etersnurg.

It is also in Wilkerson Memorial where the
cr,:iy examples of p‘notographs of the deceased are found
mounted on the stones.' In one case the p%otcgvap}z is
on & ann-*’:ype marker prox’:ectec:l ;:ov 2 bress p;.a,w which

7. . 1 . 1
fifts up io reveal the image. In two other cases, ovai

12 EX"

o ‘o I
sections of Blandford, a thaugM these were nct included in our

*-xpics ere also found in the more recern

survey.

photograpfﬁs are ciirectiy mounted on granite dies. It is
zileely that this is a more expensive option and prc}sala;'.y
reflects a greater expenciiture. Their use may reflect an

tense dedication to rememl ering the deceased as they
were in life. But does the use of such p;‘.mtographs
reflect an acceptance of non-traditional §unerary
decoration or midfht the photographs Le a comntinuation

1 H 1
of the cast heads — 2 representation ot { the deceased?

[ 3 £ .
Although many of the monuments

.1 . . H
Wilkerson Memorial are "moéem," we were surprised
1 the head of h mber of
that at the head of one sicne there were a number ¢
OE cl.z.bs, driven shaft fi*st into the ground. This ma
Y
be a modern examaie of grave gooés — items to which
the deceased was partxcularly attached being pia,ced at
; A . ¢ .
the grave. More common are a variety or granite
5 5 . ., 1,
maxkers with more elaborate m'rges intended to
pe*so:zcnze +he stone. One, for ex ple, inciudes the
coat.ne vt of Africa with ankhs on either side. Ancther
shows a g‘oher T}x&ce, being rxﬁodoul, are similar to

s af
exarmples in the more recent secticn landtord.

Wﬁae"son Memorial appears to coniain a

1. oo 1 1 H 3 e
somewhat diminished number of ]odge and association
stones as ccr;pareé $o the other studied cemeteries,
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suggesting that tlu'ougl'l time their influence 1n the
black community declined. Altematlvely, grave sites in
the East View cemetenes may have been more
expensive, resultmg 1 less use 1oy 1o&ges. Although the
number of 10&ge stones remains relatlvely stable
througlnout the twentleth century, there seems to }Je
some change m the types of organizations present,
partxcularly with the mtroduction of a black {ratemity
after 1950. Table 13 provides a listing of lodges and
associated groups by broad time penoc].s.

Another difference between the Wilkerson
cemetery and others 1n Petersl')urg 1s that there seems to
be a somewhat weaker association with churches.
Although there are at least five stones mclicatmg the
deceased was a “reverenfl," only four stones mention the
names of speciﬁc churches — Mount Olive Baptust
Church, Zion Apostolic, Met'ropolitan Baptist Church,
and Gillfield Baptist Church (with this last example
dating to 1886). One explanation may be the
weal-zenmg of the churchs influence mn the black
community. Or perhaps, tl'xroug]:l time, there was less
need to announce one'’s church affiliation. It also may
suggest greater variety in church affiliation. The truth
1s, at this pont we simply don't know enough to
appropniately mterpret the meanng (if there 1s one) of

this observation.

The range of stone cutters remains fauly l'nglq,
with stones marked }Jy Arlie G. Anclrews, Bums and
Camp]aen, Crowder, Hess-Tngarcl, Metalstone
Corporation, Milton Rivers (MR), Pembroke, Ramkey
& Murray, and C.M. Walsh. Unmarked are many
concrete markers, at least some of which were
apparently made Ly a Wilkerson employee.

Indicative of its name and ownersl'np, of the
76 graves marked by funeral home plaques, 57% were
Wilkerson l)unals, followed by William N. Bland & Son

(with 20% of the bunals) and Tucker's (or A.A. Tucker)
with 19% o{ tl'xe interments. The remaunder were
1solated bunals l)y Elliot Service, Jones Service, Turner-
Blancl, Jaclason Memonal Funeral Home, and S}nrley
P ]ol’mson Funeral Home.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Petershurg's African American Cemeteries

This stu&y has covered a tremendous amount
o£ grouncl —_ Peterslmrg's ea.rly bunal grouncls, the
city s Afncan Amenican funeral directors, the historical
&evelopment of several benevolent organizations, the
importance of [oclges and benevolent societies 1n the
black community, the interconnections between the
funeral directors and the owners}np of cemetenes, the
variety of mortuary art and styles found at black

cemeteries, and more.

It 15 essential that we once again emphasme
that this study should be considered prelimimary. As will
be discussed below, there 15 much more to be explore& n
Peterslaurg and t}u-oughout Virgima concernmng Afncan
American cemetenes and their use. Moreover, we must
emphamze to our readers that our focus was only on
African Amencan cemeteries — our nvestigations did
not extend to the Catholic or }emsh cemeteries 1n
Petersburg. Perhaps most xmportantly, our basis of
comparison with other African American cemetenes 1s
very limited and we have therefore often confined
ourselves to statements concerning what we have seen m
Peterslmrg, without attempting to detect broader
u'nplicatlons.

It was not our goal to explore — or explam —
the African Amencan attitude toward death and bumnal
(assumng that such a task 1s even possil)le). Certamly
there are recurring themes 1n the research of others that
are worth noting. For example, Mechal Sobel observes
tl'lat, “Formal funerals were marks of respect for the
dead and status for the livmg; accorclingly, they were
elaborate and expensive affairs” (So]ael 1979:200).
Morns J. McDonald notes that there are clear ethnic
differences between black and white funerals, ol:servmg
that, “The rewards to the livmg black relatives for
havmg put a loved one ‘away ruce’ usuaHy supersecle the
ratxonality" of economic choices (McDonalcl
1973:145). And we have noted that there 15 a strong
thread of “loemg Jr'orgot‘ten 1s worse than clymg," that

requires elaborate commemorative actions. We have
found that many of these threads are mtncately, albeit
1mprecxsely, woven 1nto the tapestry of Petersburgs

Afncan American 1'L1story

While this stucly has documented tremendous
variation among Peters]:)urg's five Afnican American
cemetenes, it also reveals lvroa& tren&s and s1milaritzes.
What 1s perhaps most agniﬁcant 1s that none of the
cemetenes are what you mlg]nt call "overtly" Afncan
Amencan. That 1s to say, at a distance, perhaps at the
entrance, none of them could immediately be recognized
as havmg some ethmic or cultural affiliation or
pecu]iaritles that would set them apart from the
dominant white paracligm. From a distance tl-xey all
appear more white than what some scholars have led us
to believe black cemeteries should look like.

They all show evidence of one or more of the
broad tra&itions of cemetery clevelopmen’c; they aﬂ reveal
styles of monuments that form what mlght be
considered the main stream of Amenican mortuary art;
and they all have a strong adherence to the family plot

as a central theme.

Ewidence of seashells was found at only one
cemetery on one tomb — and the use of shells 1s tied as
clearly to white graves as it 1s to African American
graves. Ewclence of grave goods — excluding ﬂowers
and symilar commercial motifs — 15 also almost non-
existent. Use of pipes and other types of posts or
unusual devices for headstones 1s equauy limited.

Yet, when the cemetenes are care{-uﬂy explorecl
certamn features become clearer and may help us to
better understand the ethmcit‘y of these bunal places.
For example, the use of concrete monuments ancl ]ounal
vault slabs appears more frequent at Afncan American
cemetertes than it does at white cemeteries. Although
this may be tied to poverty, it may also be evidence of a
clifferent cultural norm. Pethaps most 1mportant1y,
there are styles of concrete monuments — such as the
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slender plckets, the barbed shafts, the ups1c1e-clown
arrows, the Afncan keacl, and the stones with odd-
shapecl msets — that appear unique to the Afnican

American cemeteries.

We have also found that “Mlzpah," whatever
its surface and c{eep meanings may be, appears to be
used much more frequently n Peters}:mrg's Afncan
Amencan cemetenies. As Sobel (1979) recognuzes, black
preacl'xers syntl'lesxzed the African and Chnistian world
views, creating a faith that spo}ze to the black person at
several different levels. szpah may be an outward
mani‘f'estatlon o{ tl—ns, combmmg the concept of God
watcl'ung over us while we are partecl with the concept of
eventual freedom from tyranny (see also Masamba and
Kalish 1976).

Perl’laps most readers will be drawn to the
prevalence o{ lodge stones — w}uch we have suggested
as l)emg worthy of }Jemg considered a distinctive type of
marker — 1n the studied Afnican American cemeteres.
Our historical research helps to draw together a great
deal of varied research on benevolent societies — often
pomnting out the very muxed quali‘cy of previous studies
(see, for example, Basye 1919; Browing 1937, Drake
1940; Drake and Cayton 1958; DuBois 1907,
Ferguson 1937, Palmer 1944; Walker 1985; Weare
1973). We believe, nevertheless, that these
organizations, often devoted to ensuring the care of the

sick and the ]:mna.l of the cleacl, were mtegral to A.{‘ncan

Amenican urban society

Yet Petersburg seems to stand out as especw.lly
active. We would, of course, have greater confidence 1n
this conclusion if our sample were larger, or our
unclerstanrling of the roots of the phenomenon better
grounclecl. What we cJ.o lznow, however, 15 that the
prevalence of loclge stones 1n Petersl:urg’s African
American cemeteries 1s far greater than we have found
in other African American cemeteries mn the lower

southeastern states.

Returming to the 1ssues of status and ethmcity
fora moment, we have found that status has been very
difficult to determine. We mihaﬂy though’c that the
different cemetenes 1n Petersl:urg, which seem to
overlap n use, mlgl'xt reflect different status. This does
not seem, however, to be the case. We have found the
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same families ]aurymg 1n all five. We also see the same
Io&ges using all of the cemetenes (suggesting that
certain lo&ges were not tied specifmaﬂy to certan
cemeteries). It seems more li]zely that the chowce of
which cemetery to use was tied to which bural place was
“in vogue” or was Lemg best maintained at that
partxcular time, or perhaps even to which undertaker
you used. In other words, each cemetery appears to have
had its “ups and down” throughout its period of active
use and speci.{ic cemeteries seem more closely tied to
partlcular unc]ertalzmg firms over different penods of
time.

This question of status 1s raised l)y Sobel, who
o]oserves that, “class &i{-ferentlatlon n Mac]z cl’xurch
organizations was a very mgnificant factor” (Sobel
1979:191). Yet he also realizes that in Petersburg the
situation may have been different since, “Many free
blacks remamed 1n Gillfield [after the 1810 split
with the formation of Elam Baptist Church 1n Charles
City lay free ];,laclas], and the positions of leaclers}up were
formaﬂy divided between slaves and free men” (Sobel
1979:190). Whether this Mumng of socal status and
class differences 1s umque to Petersl:urg can’t be
addressed at this juncture.

Our abﬂity to compare ethnic differences that
we believe to occur 1n Peters})urg 15 also limited. The
only other Virgimia study we have identified that
prowdes comparative data 15 the 1981 thesis ]::y Conrad
Goodwin where six (three black and three white)
Lancaster Countyl, Virgima church graveyarcls were
comparecl. All of the churches were established about
the same time penocl and all evidenced approx1mately
the same range of use (based on extant stones).

Goodwin found a number of differences
between the black and white cemetenes. For example,
far more cement bunal vaults are found i black
cemeteries than in white graveyarcls; black cemeteries
exhil:i’c more cement, marlale, alummum, 1ron, and
wood grave mar]zers than do w}xite cemeternies; ancl real
flowers are more common at black graveyards, while
plastic flowers are more often found 1n white cemeternes.

! Lancaster County 1s on the Chesapeake about 70
miles northeast of Petersl:urg
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Al’chough we don't have the benefit of a good
exammation of any white cemeteres 1n Peterslmrg,
Goodwin's ol:servatlon, although focusmg on rural
cemeteries, appear consistent with our {indings n t}ne
various African American cemeteries of Petersl)urg

Goodwin may be on less solid grouncl, however,
when he attempts to explaln some c.>£ these differences.
For example, he takes a cultural matenalist approac]q,
ol)servmg that econormcs plays a determimstic role and
concluding, “high status mdividuals within both ethnic
groups have more expensive grave markers” and
“affluent blacks are more like affluent whites than t}ley
are like other blacks” (Goodwin 1981.120). This, of
course, assumes that grave markers indicate economic
status and that the amount of money spent on the
marker reflects the {ami]y’s economic condition and
status n the community. It also assumes that one 1s
able to distmgulsh “l'ugh status  indivaduals”
m&epen&ently of their markers.

We are far less reacly to accept this approach
than many other coueagues. There 1s, for example,
ample evidence m the (locumentary and oral hustories to
suggest that, for whatever reason, blacks would clepnve
themselves 1 order to provu:le “appropnately" for
funerals, coffins, and monuments. While an elaborate
monument mlght indicate greater wealth than other
families, it might also mdicate greater success (or effort)
m clemonstratlng adherence to ths cultural practice. We
are also l:egmmng to wonder if the monument mlght
not have been seconclary to the funeral itself. In other
worcls, if there were limitecl financial resources, t}xe
{amﬂy tended to spencl their money on the funeral itself,
forgomg an expensive marker, or per]qaps any marker at

all.

Morzeover, we doubt that status in the black
community can be equatecl only with financial
condition. Status can be ascribed or acquu-ecl and it
need not be associated with financial wealth.

In addition, the seeming adoption of white
practices does not necessarily mean that some blacks
are “more like whites” then their fellow blacks. The
acloptxon of cultural values and norms s complex and
can have multiple explanations. In fact, m1g1-1t it not be

as much a case of convergence as acloptmn?

Altl'xougl'l we are sensitive to the efforts to
further the stu&y of etl'lmcity, we are also very cautious
sn our concern that the available data will be stretched
too far — and in the process that any conclusions will
be mlsleading, if not incorrect. Perhaps the major
benefit of this stucly 15 that it allows us to 1dentify and
develop avenues worthy of additional research. These are
lmeﬂy outlined 1n a conclucling section.

The Future of People’s Cemetery

With the acquisition of People s Memonal
Cemetery, the city assumed a vanety of obligations. Two
of the most mgnificant mvolve future use of the
cemetery and the cemetery's maintenance. | hese are
clearly mmportant 1ssues to the Afncan Amencan
community m Pe’ters]:urg and as a result we have spent
considerable effort to 1ay out appropriate plans of

action.

It 1s clear that whatever mapping there may
have been for People’s, what 1s extant toclay 1s
1nac1equate to determine who 1s buried where. We have
preparecl a detailed map 1ncorporating all of the available
data and have also preparecl a detailed name 1ndex for
those mc}.iwcluals who we have reason to believe are, or
were, bured at Peoples.

With so much uncertainty, the number of
deeds for People’s lots (Figure 62), and the general
failure of families to record their own plots, it s pm&ent
for the city to officxaﬂy close People s and make plans

£or altematlve burial locatlons.

Anowmg continued bunals at Peoples 18
courting disaster. Sooner or later an interment will
disturb an earlier (probably unknown) burial. Although
this 1s current]y happemng at a&jacent Little Church
Cemetery, the city should not allow it to occur at
People's.

Just as s1gni£1cant are the 1ssues of long-term
mantenance. People's Cemetery requires considerable
attention, 1nc1ucling emergency conservation and
stabilization, as well as dedicated maintenance. Both of
these are olaliga‘cions l)y the city to emsure the
preservation of the site. Tl—xey go far l)eyoncl occasional
beautification projects (sucl-l as a new fence a]ong Crater
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19_4%9y and between the Colored Cemetery Asso-
ciation, party of the first part, andJohn—-&~ﬁrs——-fﬁa—y-:?—homa—s party of the second part
Witnesseth :
That in consideration of $ 50.90 , receipts of which is hereby acknowledged, the Colored

Cemetery Association, party of the first part, doth grant unto the said——ﬁokurrb{a-y—%oma-s—-

this deed to lot number_-_]@_;in section number_ N +AX€ of the People’s Me-

morial Cemetery, situated on the west side of Petersburg, Virginia _I'he said lot is in what was

formerly knownl as City Proerty It is further agreed that the paity of the second

part doth hereby agree to pay annually for the upkeep of the said lot the sum of $_.3,00
By Deed from City of Petersburg.Va

Colored Cemetery Association Party of the Second Part

Figure 62 Example of twentieth century deed for a {amily plot in Peop‘e’s Memorial Cemetery from the Colored Cemetery Association, Thomas H
Brown, President and Keeper.
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Road) or short-term preservation projects (sucl’x as
nominating the site to the National Register) and will
require a line-item, year]y Buclget. In other words, the
citv has assumed a large responsi]oility and must now
Begm plannmg, ]ouc].getmg, and 1mplement1ng.

It may be that cliscretionary funds will need to
be usecl, or that funcls w1.u neecl to be movecl from otl'xer
departments. Regardless of the approach, the
requirements of People’s Cemetery cannot be
overlooked and steps focusmg on stone conservation and
increased  maintenance must be undertaken

lmmediately

Recommenclahons £0r Future Research

Toward a Better Understandi.ng of

Petersl)urg' 's Cemeteries

Information should be clevelopecl about the
clispositlon of bural grouncls known to have been
destroved: Why did it happen? Under whose ownershlp?
What became of the bodies? Investigation of ths topic,
for example, mlght reveal the definite location of the
plot purchasecl ]:;y the Benevolent Society of Free Men
of Color 1n 1818. It would certainly help us better
understand the lustonical attitudes toward bunal
grouncls and society’s obligations to care for them.

Little Church, East View, and the historcally
black section of Blandford all contamn graves that
predate the first deeds that refer to cemetery use.
Additional research mlgl'xt reveal how early these bural
grouncls were actuaHy used, and under what
arrangement. Were these properties Lemg used as
cemeteries with or without the owner’s permission and

LGowle&ge? Were deeds preparec]. only when the

cemetery use precluclecl any other use?

Research should continue with studies of St.
Joseph's and B'rith Achim, then a consolidated report
can be written about lanc]scape patterns, gravemarkers,
fences and artisans 1 all the city's historic cemeteres.
At present it 1s 1mpossil>le to truly understand the
historic — or ethnic — trends since we haven't been
able to explore all of the vanation which 1s certamly

present.

Toward a Better Understamling’ of the
City's Afncan-American Community

In general, too little has been pu]:)lisl’le& about
late-mneteenth and early-twentieth century Petersburg
While the focus on the city s antebellum ]rustory 18
unc{erstan&able, it leaves unfinished the nch l’ustorv of
the city's Afnican American population.

Any surviving records and minutes of the local
cl-xapters of fraternal orders (Masons, Elks, Odd
Fellows), benefit societies (NIBS, YMSLIC, etc.), and
other clubs would be extremely valuable. Women's

benevolent organizations are especmHy obscure.

Nineteenth century census returns should be
consulted to supplement oral }ustor\y and city directory
information about undertakers. Records of the 1894
Hustings Court case by which Thomas Brown gamecl
control of the Peoples Memonal Assocation would also
illuminate the rvalries and cooperations among
competing funeral directors and ptowcle valuable
information on the busimess practices of the area s black

entrepreneurs.

Moreover, beyond the black self—help or
imsurance organizations, what roles did predommantly
white businesses play7 For example, did any businesses
other than Se1&en})urg/Amencan Suppliers foster the
sort of mutual support that 1s demonstrated by
inscriptions on several gravestones?

Thomas Brown's records from the 1920s and
1930s (on microfilm, Petersburg Museums) show that
many of the people he buried were born 1n the Pee Dee
region of South Carolina. Bnght—leaf tobacco
agrculture first entered the Pee Dee in the 1880s, and
still dominates its economy. Had the South Carolina
natives who died m Petersl)urg learned tobacco
operations at home, then moved to Virgima for better
opportunities? Were they the children of Petersburg
natives who had moved south with the mclustry m the
nineteenth century and then returned home? Why were
there so many Pee Dee-born laborers in Petersburg'7
The answers would shed light on economic migration
and on Petets}mrg's early twentieth century labor forces.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Research Specific to People’s Cemetery

We have not located a photograph or detailed
clramng of the 1ron fence placecl along South Crater
Road i 1906. Additional efforts to discover one (likely
a long-term project) should be undertaken. This may
mvolve scanmng newspapers, malung additional appeals
to the pu}alic, and Legmnmg the. arduous task of
scanming business records of firms known to have been
selling fences 1n Virginia. W}ly was this fence not
replaced in 19437 We have not, for example, pulled all
of the hlghway clepartment corresponc].ence. Nor have we
have scanned all of the newspapers of the penocl. What
became of the remnants?

It 15 also lilzely that consu:leral)ly more detail
could be obtained on Petersl:urg’s monument suppliers
— both those who worked in stone and those who
preparerl concrete monuments. We have not, for
example, attempted any stylistlc stucly of the vanous
monuments. Nor have we researched the stone cutters
that prowclecl markers to the black community. Also of
interest 1s any additional information on the concrete
artisan(s) responsi}.)le for the unusual barbed spears,
slender p1c]aets, and the Afnican head monument found
1n East View Cemetery.

Moving the Research into a Wider Framework

A.lt}lough our observations here are focused on
additional research in P etersburg, it 1s di{{iculf to
clistmgmsh between local and regwnal work. In other
words, to tmly understand Petersl)urg, it will be
necessarv to explore what 1s also lqappemng n Charles
City, Portsmouth, Newport News, Richmond, and other
areas of Virginia. Only tl'lrougl'l a reglonal {or at Jeast
much broader) perspective will many of the questions
rarsed clurmg this research be addressed.

A s‘cucly of  cemetenes, parhcularly
Afncan-Amencan, near Petersburg m Dinwddie and
Prince George counties would prowcle perspectives on
those mnside the city. Histone relahons}nps among
£ami1ies, underta]eers, beneficial associations,
landowners, cemetenes and gravematlzers were never
controlled }oy muruc1pal boundanes. Such an approacl'x
would l'xelp determine the degree to which urban vs.
rural practices account for observed differences.
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This s’cu&y should also be expan&ecl to
incorporate other areas. Are ]oclge stones as common 1in
these other cities as t}ley are in Petersburg" If so, why
are they as prevalent m Virgimia as thev are, but
seemmgly rare from the Carolinas? If they are not as
common 1 other Virginia cities, wl'ly are they so
prevalent 1n Petersburg — what made that city
cligerent? T}'us wiH, of necessity, mclude much research
1n the roles of 1o<1ges and beneficial societies 1 these
other areas, which will lilzely requre not only the
compilatmn of oral histories, but also extensive
scanning of local newspapers, branchmg off into
research concerning local Afnican American undertakers
and the broader themes of business and society

To understand the meaning and mgnificance of
African American cemeteries 1n all of ther complexity
15 a daunting unclertal:zmg and it will require far more
e&ort than 51mp1y 100121ng for Afncanisms or ernl:ar]emg
on the trail of etl'mxcity and status. This s a topic which

15 overdue and deserves far more scholarly attention.
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APPENDIX 1:

INVENTORY OF PEOPLE’'S CEMETERY

INDEX

* names from previous forms not assigned a grave number
@ 1943 Crater Road bural removal from People’s Cemetery
+ reported owners m 1942 condemnation proceedings

1 1967 Crater Road bunal removal from People's Cemetery
§ Thomas H. Brown map of People’s Cemetery

Name Bumal # Name

AW 138 Banks, Mary E.
Adams, Mana 2871 Barber, James Jx.
Agraves 1 Barber, James S. Sr.
Alexancler, A]ise 72A Barber, Luluema
Allen, James 354 Barber, Mattie C.
Allen, Katy 262, Barber, Willie
Anderson 1 Barham, Mary
Anderson, Caroline 132 Baskerville
Anderson, Elizabeth 340 Bass

Anderson, J. 1 Bass, Rebecca A,
A.nclerson, ]H + Bass, Shadrach
Anderson, John Edward 218 Bates, Dasy A.
Archer, Sophia 30G Baugh, Robert
Armstead, Thomas 143 Baugh, Roger N.
Armstead, William Gustavus 395 Beasley, Mary A.
Artis, Leah 462 Beas]ey, Delia
Atkins, William 195 Bell

Austin, Iosepllme + Beﬂ, 1da K.
Avery § Benn, Mark
Avery, Edward D 332 Bennett, Albert
Avery, Emma 220 Bennett, Mary E.
Avery, John D 334 Bernard, Hill
Avery, Leoma Williams 230 Berry, Benjamm L.
Avery, Mattie L. 219 Berry, Bessie A.
Avery, Robert Alexander 333 Berry, Dawvid L.
B.D 517 Berry, Helena Ruth
Bailey, Connie E. 53A Berry, J.K.

Bailey, James Albert Jr. 296 Berry, ]ol’m
Balzer, Robert A. | Berry, Tl‘lomas B.
Baker, Wm. 136 Bevard

Balthrope, Anmnie B. 305 Black, Elizabeth

‘Bumal #

186
247-1, 247-2
538

541

246

246

+

§

1,8

32C, +
32C

248

24A

51B
343-2
84A1, 84A2
71,1, §

+

382

15A

15A

162

13F
13C, 131
13H
13C, 13D
+

13C, 13E
92

8

227

163
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Name

Black, Rev. L.A.
Blackwell, Annie
Blackwell, Anmie E.
Blaclzwell, Margaret
Blakes, Lorraine
Blalzes, Louise Celestine
Bland

Blow, Clara

Boﬂing

Boﬂing, Capt. R. Charor
Bolling, Martha A.
Booker, James M.
Boug}l

Bowling, James R.
Boyee, Virgmxa H.
Bovd

Boyd, George E.
Bradd, Ricllarcl, Jr.
Bragg, Richarcl
Branch, Ella J.
Brewer, Julian
Brewer, Mabel
Bnggs, A.

Briggs, Calvin
Briggs, Robert H.
Briggs, Sarah
Broaclnax, Chrnstine V
Brooks

Brooks, J.H.
Brooks, Nellie
Brown

Brown, Alice S.
Brown, Betty
Brown, Mrs. J.B.
Brown, ]osephme
Brown, Mary
Brown, Mother
Brown, Nannie
Brown, Rev. S.A.
Brown, Ruby M. Pollard
Brown, Thomas H.
Brown, Virginia Lee
Brown, Wiﬂiam
Brown, Willie
Bruke, H.C.P., Sr.
Burrell, Maynard
Burton, Anme L.

154

Bunal #
40A, 40B
30D2
30D1
276
245
518

§

+

1

260
216
371

§

Al

39C
45C
45A
50B
50A1, 50A2
422

*

137
113
48A
137
146

1

+
431A
1§
176

+
32B
+
65A
275
+
353
232, +
172
133
449
+
159
1

Name

Butcher, Charles Thomas
Butcher, Samuel
Byers, Walter E.
Byrd

Byrcl, A.ntl'xony
Byrc], Antl-zony D
ByrcI, Harnet
Byrd, James H.
Byrd, Lester C. Jr.
Byrd, Sarah

By):&, Virgima C.
Camp]aeu, Robert

C.L.

Care

Carroll, Mary J.
Carroﬂ, Wiﬂiam F
Carter

Casteﬂe, ]ohn T
Castelle, Jolm Thomas Jr.
Cl'xaml)liss, Incliana
Chaml)]iss, Thomas C.
Chavers

Cl'xeaves, William H.
Chussell

Clazk, Delsey

Clarke, W.F

Clary, [Ma]t]aew
Clifford Freeman
Cogl)iﬂ, Mary

Cogl)ill, Pattie
Coleman

Coleman, N.B.
Coleman, Nellie
Coleman, Sarah Jane
Coleman, Thomas
Coﬂins, Emma Harnson
Cook

Coolz, Hadassah L.
Coole, Io}m G.

Coolz, Margaret A.
Coolze, Maude
Copeland, James A.
Cormsh, Ella Braxton
Cornish, Maj. Dawvd B.
Cormish, Richard Jr.
Cotton, James Allen Jr.

Burlal #
19A
224
530

§

360A
360B
360A
452B

9
452A1,452A2,
+

1

+

480
45D
13C, 13G, +
364

@

204
101
83C
83C

+

107
9,8
213

+

405
11A
50A2
28A

|

+

232, 375
311
375
39D

1

13A, 13C
240
527
376
83A
49A
49A
49B
299
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Name

Coureton, Thacl&eus
Cousin

Cox

Cox, Anna

Cox, Bertha

Cox, Davul

Cox, Fa‘cher

Cox, Henry

Cox, James T

Cox, Mother

Cox, Sarah

Cov, Austin
Crawlev, JC
Crawlev, Mane
Crawley, Mane G. Grant
Crenshaw, Fannie P
Crocker, Thomas H.
Crossmg}lam, Ricl'la.rcl
Crown

Crowder, Addessia
Crump, McH.
Crump, William H.
Crumpler

Crumpler, Conine
Cmmpler, George S.
Cmmpler, CGracie V
Crumpler, Infant
Crumpler, ]ol'm R.
Cmmpler, Pattie E.
Cryer

Curtist, Re}:eccae F
Dabnev

Dabney, Ben;.
Dabney, Emma L.
Dabney, Nelson W
Dabnev, Robert
Dabnev, Rose
Dammonc{, Harret
Danuals

Dameﬁielcl, Carme
Dawis

Daws, B.

Dawis, Bernuce
Dawis, Elwood
Dawis, George C.
Dawis, Henry J.
Dawis, Irvin

Bunal #
26A
@
1
62B
62C
281
.62E
62F
62A
62G
62D
223
+
18A2
18A1
446
212
1
@
29C
263
263
§
27F
27E
27A
27F
528A
27D
51
478
T
37A
37A
271
+
+
492A
1
+
8,54D,169
§
198
472
54E
161
Al

Name

Dawis, Margaret
Dawis, Nannie

Dawis, N elson

Dawis, Nelson B.
Dawis, Parthenia E.
Daws, Pathernia
Dawas, Sarah Scott
Dawis, Susan

Dawis, Wiﬂiam N.
Dennus, Beatrice C.
Diamoncl, Estelle
Dickerson, Althea H.
Diclzerson, Paul
Diggs, Matilda
Dilworth, Li.uy
Doclson, Callie
Dozer, Rosa

Dralee, Cassie
Dugger, Jol’m R.
Duglis, Jane

Duncan, Helen Jones
Duncan, Samuel Garfield
Dunn, Genewieve Cloyd
Dur{'fey, Mary E.
E.L.S.

Eason, Edward
E&war&s, Bessie Q
Elam, ]oe Ir.

Elcler, Patsy

Ellis

Eﬂis, Inex Roxlin Mal)ry
Euis, James Thomas
Euis, Thomas

Ells, Phil

Epps, William

Evans, Leonidas
Faison, Eva B.
Ferguson, Ioanna
Ferguson, Thomas E.
Fields

Fields, Charlotte
Fields, Mana

F‘ielcls, Charlotte
Fielcls, Rebecca
Fields, Martha ].
F1sl’1er, Clarence Wilcox
F1slmer, Wiuis

Bunal #
501

336
54F

189
54C

-+

188
42A
42B,54B
279

-+

74C
14D
271G

5A

428

331
475
94
199
19B
19C
83B
345
7
284
35C
98
241
T
315A
315A
222, 315A
154
363
467
1
174
370
@
494
419
494
32D
493
153
106
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Name

Flavs, Ju]ia

F‘]utz, Wm. McKenlv
Foﬂzs, Wortl'ler
Foster, Walter C.
Fouﬂees, Emma L.
Fouﬂ:zes, Jennue

Fox, Lucille P

Fox, Lucille Eleanor Penister
Franlalin, Tl’lomas B.
Freeman

Freeman, Lucy A.
Freeman, Ot]ia
Fuller

FuHer, Geo. Barbee O
Fuﬂer, Mane
Gaines, N elson
GaHee, Eliza
Garnison, Lucy
Garrlson, Rol}er‘t
Gary, John

Gary, Math[xxx]
Gee, James Henry
Gholson, Percy W
Gi]:)bons, Robert F
Gi]:)ks, Mattie

Giles, Willie

Givens, Mary
G]over, Father and Mother
Gofﬁny, Benj.
Gof{iny, Susie
Goocling, Green
Gooclwyn, Laura
Gorclon, Alex.
Gordon, Esther Rose
Graham, Wm.
Grant, lsaiah

Grant, Isaiah Jr.
Grant, Isalal'x Sr.
Graves

Graves, J. Franceno
Graves, Willie

Green

Green, Amanda
Green, Bettie

Green, Nancv
Green, Peter

Greene, Lewts T

156

Bunal #

6
89A
228
1
108
109
21B
21A
<+

7. §
11A
273
1
140
+
197
342
510
258
1
207
201
308
14A
+
129
1
17A
269
489
483
482
67

1
116
18C2
18B
18C1
@, 8
225
166
@
436
76A
167B
167A
80B

Name

Griffin

Griffin, Ann

Griffin, Elizabeth D
Gﬁfﬁn, Henry W
Grigin, Willie

Grgg

Grigg, William A.
HaH, Katie Wilson
Haﬂ, Mattie E. Wi]son
Haﬂiclay, Rufus
Hamlin, Edna Barber
Hammue

Hammue, Carrington
Hammue, Carnington P
Hammie, M.A.
Hammuie, Penn
Hampton, Frankie
Harcum, Clara E.
Hargrave, Peggy
Hargraves, Alice V
Hargraves, Mary Ann Elizabeth
Harmon

Harmon, Rebecca
Harper

Harper, Alice P
Harper, Fred Jr.
Harper, Fred Sr.
Harper, Grace
Harper, Samuel
Harper, Wyatt J.
Harns, Adasher
Harns, Alice

Harns, Doola

Harns, H.L.

Harns, John H.
Harns, V.A.
Harnison

Harnson, Birdie
Harrison, Cornelius P
Harnison, George
Harmson, Henry O
Harrison, Nancy
Harnson, O.H.
Hamson, Robert
Harnson, Sarah Royall
Hamson, Virgima

Hatch

298
540

23A2
23A1
23C
23B
79B
184
130
507A
131
323
253
@,74G
74A, +
74H
74]
74B
74E
58A
451
514

226
304

79A
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Name

Hatch, Mary

Hawkes

Hawlzms, Allen L.
Hawlems, Esther C.
Henr_]erson, Julia
Henclerson, William O
Henncles, Elizabeth E.
Henry, Ella

Hiu, Capt. IE

Hill, James E.

Hiu, Rose Zella

Hines, James

Hite, Marie

Homens, Sara

Horsley, Tom

Hoston, Lmlz

Ho Js, Mary

M.

J, NA.

Jaclzson

Jackson Camp Memoral
Jackson, Charles A.
}ac]:son, Charlie M.
Iaclzson, Dollie
]aclason, E. Iona O.
Iaclzson, Ella
Jackson, Emanuel
Jackson, Emma
Jackson, Lucy Parker
Jackson, Ma). W.F
Jackson, Mary W
Jackson, Nancy A.
Jackson, Richard Henry
Jackson, Robert
Jackson, Thomas H.
Jackson, Wm. T
James

James, Alice Hargrave
James, Sarah Jane
Jarret’c, Joe

Jefferson, Mary T
Jenmngs, Nora
Jenkins

Johns, Emma J.
Johns, John W
]ol’ms, Willie Ben

Jo}mson

Bunal #
112
@
214
§
35B
295
+
104
232
38A
38D
1

+
291
180-1, 180-2
302
44C
293
30F
@, §

393
325
181
33C
106
33A
1

+, 9
33B
306
30G, +
194

257

319

125

-+

477

261

515

T

@, 1, 458

Name

Jol’mson, Anme C.
]ol'mson, Bernard A.
Johnson, Cornelius (News)
Iohnson, Eddie
Jol’mson, Gertrude
Iolmson, L.A.
Jolmson, Lucrehus
]ohnson, Major W.H.
Johnson, Mana F
Johnson, Mary F
Johnson, S.
Jo}mson, Thomas C.
]ol’mson, Virgimia
Io}mson, Wilma C.
]ol’mson, Wm.
Jon.s [sic], Nathan
Jones

Jones, Ada

}ones, A_Uaerta
Jones, Axcher Ellis
Jones, Caldonia
Jones, Cpl. Nathan.
Jones, Edward
Jones, Edward L.
Jones, Elizalaeth
Jones, Emmett
Jones, Frednc
Jones, George O
Jones, Hallie Mae
Jones, James

Jones, John

Jones, John H.
Jones, ]ulia A
Jones, Lucinda K.
Jones, Margaret
Jones, Margaret \Y
Jones, Mary J.
Jones, Moses
Jones, Rose

Jones, Roland A.
Jones, Susan A.
Jones, W W

]ones, Wiﬂiam A.
Jones, William
Jones, [ ] Mae
Jons, Pearl Halsey
]orclan, Armsteacl

Bunal #
+

63E
497A
355
38C

+

263

232
268
55A
404
374
63D, 63E
497A

@

254

@

75A
506

+
178,22G
221

1

445
285

217
22H
282
127,151
41E
285
16A
270

2G

+
16A,75B, +
259
38E
41C

+

252
359
42C
77D
30B

~1
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Name

Iorclan, Harmnet
Jorclan, James
Jorclan, James Jr.
Jovner, Elvee

Joymer, T

Kennard

Kerr, Henry H.

Kerr, Melvin

King

King, Frances Warnngton
ng, Williarn Henry
Lamax

Lancaster

Lancaster, Lucy

Lane, F.E.

Lamer, Martha Ann
Law, C.W

Lee, DT Rosa E.
Lewns, Charlie

Lewss, Dallas

Lewss, Earl

Lewrs, Emily

Lewts, Ethel

Lews, Lowse

Lews, Luther

Lews, Susie

Lems, William H.
Laggins, Eliza

Lawes, Richard

Lund, S.

Lw

M.AE.

MAL.

Mal)ry, Carne Elizabeth Bell
Mabry, Joe

Mahry, ]oseph Edward Jr.
Mabry, ]oseph Edward Sr.
Makry, Jos}lua

Mabry, Ioshua H.
Mal)ry, Leroy Alexander
Mal)ry, San&y

Macl:zlin, Carrie

Mac}zy

Maclin

Magnum

Manuel, Lizzie

Mans on

158

Bunal #
30A

Name

Martin

Martin, Alease H. ("Doll")
Mason

Mason, Alice Dabnev
Mason, Edward
Mason, Edward S
Mason, Fanny
Mason, Mrs. Melvin
Mason, Rebecca
Mason, Rebecca A.
Mason, Willie

May, William E.
Matthews, Lewss L.
McCoy, Elmira F
McCoy, Sy]wa Halsey
McCoy, Ulysses S. Jr.
McCoy, Ulysses S. (M.D.)
McCray, Frank
McCray, Harnet
Mchrump, Robert
McLaugl'xlin, RV
McQuillon, Moses
Merritt, ]ohn

Miller

Miller, Rev. Emmett E. (B.D.)
Miﬂer, Terry Wayne
Miﬂer, Thomas
Mitchell

Monroe, Aron
Moody, Father
Moody, Levy

Moo&y, Martha
Moo&y, Mother
Moore, Ed

Moore, Eunice E.
Moore, Rev. . Leo
Morgan

Morgan, John W
Morgan, ]ulia A
Morgan, Minme W
Morgan, Peter G.
Morgan, Sarah
Mormns, Rev. ALM.
Morms, Ruth

Morse, Chastme
Morse, John R.

Moss, Mary A.

Bunal #
63A
74F

35D
152
1585
432

330
203
529

79C
77B
77E
77C
77A
267
67

381
128
123

37B
103
249

179
244
126
244
244"
272
511

368

25C
25B
303
25A
25D
429
429

208
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Name

Moss, Nathaniel P
Muchison, Rev G.L.
Murry

Murry, Ellis
Myers, Mary B.
Mvnck, Alexander
N.B.

Nelson, Marv P
Nichols

Nlchols, William
Nichols, Wm.
Nicleols, W.8

Norman

Norris

Omens, Sarah
Owens, Phiﬂips

Pace, Rosa Brooks
Page, Willie

Palmer, George B.
Palmer, Red

Parham, Charles
Parham, Lv&ia
Parham, Martha
Parham, Sercie
Parker, A.

Parker, Marv E.
Patterson

Patterson, Adam D
Patterson, James Bosy
Patterson, Lena
Patterson, Lula E.
Patterson, Rebecca Penister
Pecram, Viole’c
Pegram, Celia
Pegram, Charles A. Sr.
P egram, Lucy
Pegram, Richard
Penister

Pemster, Eleanor P
Penister, George
Penuster, George A.
Penister, Lillian Louwsa
Penister, T}lomas A.
Peniston, Tl’lOS. E.
Penn, Marv A.
Perkins, Nanme D

Perlzms, Susie

Bunal #

170
457
1

§

+
S54A
27C
147
@
66A
63C
+

1

1
291
1
175
292

327
328
148
406
80D
232

9A
115

69B
356C
341A
376
376
376
376

21A
356B
21A
21A
356A
165
250
76B
233

Name

Perlems, Viola E.
Perry, Rosa

Plumber, Lucinda
Plummer

Plummer, Henry Otis
Piummer, Percy
Pollard

Poweﬂ, Hattie
Poweﬂ, Henry W Sr.
Preston, Mattie
Price, Erma

Price, Hartwiu

Price, Keziah

Quuves, Mary Ann
Ranes, Leroy Edward
Randolph, Montgomery
Randolph, Rebecca
Reaves, Pinlzey Green
Reynolcls, Jammue A.
Rl'locles, Lillie B.
Richar&son, Charlie
Ricks

Ricl?s, Clifford L.
Ricks, Ella V
Roberson, Sarah Ann
Robertson, Elizabeth
Robinson

Robinson, Daughter
Robinson, Dawnid Scott
Robmson, Eliza Scott
Robmson, Elnora
Ro}nnson, Father
Robinson, Ins Lewss
Robinson, James
Robinson, Leslie H.
Rolnnson, Martha
Robmson, Mother
Robmson, Rebecca
Ross, Susie T
Roudett, William
Roundtree

Rowlings, Elizabeth
Royaﬂ, Thomas C.
Ryan

Scott

Scott, Georgia

Scott, Jo}m Peter

Bural #
76B
448
+
@
460
461
72B, §
+
423
+

+
479
243
120
1

1

b
68A
484
121
202
§
29A
29B
361
183
§
34D
34A
34B
301
34E
34F
283
237
242
34C
238
297-1, 297-2
1

9
413
290
@
@, 1
+
35A

159
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Name

Scott, Maggle

Scott, Robert

Scott, Thomas
Scott, William Thomas
Seabrook

Sewart, W.M.
S}lelton, Mane Baslzerviﬂe
Skidmore, Anthonv
Skidmore, H.U
Slexdmore, Lillie
Skidmore, Mary
Smith

Smith, Agnes M.
Smith, Blanche B.
Smith, Ed

Smith, H.V

Smith, Helen D
Smith, James

Smith, Jo}m

Smith, ]oseph
Smith, Reuben
Smith, William Robert
Smith, William T
Smith, W.J.

Snead, Emanuel
Spencer, Alice Watson
Spencer, Willie
Square, A
Stainback, James
StaHings, Alberta
Starlze, ]ohn W
Starke, }oseph W
Stepl'xens, William
Stevens, Capt. JAC
Stevens, C.B.
Stevens, Mary A.
Stevens, William N.
Stevenson, Peter P
Steward, Susie
Stewart, Edward A.
Stewart, Jas.

Stewart, Mary A.
Stewart, Wm. E.
Stith, Ernest H.
Stit}x, Helen M.
Stith, William Lee
Stokes

160

Bunal #
503
187
490

1
114
85A
52A
52B
52A
52A
S
12B
316
215
369
+
99
415
T
274
64B
12A
56
443
234
307
53B
52A
191
111
96
398
232, 417
117
118
119
134, 135
435
38B
168
196
196
83E1, 83E2
83E2
83D

Name

Stokes, B.A.

Sto]ees, G.A.

Sto]qes, Hattie
Stokes, Lucy

Stolees, S.AJ
Stward, Williame [sic]
Sydnor, Jennie
Sy&nor, Junus

Sylzes, Alex

Sykes, Fannie

T, Eliza

Taliaferro, Charhe
Tate, Mrs. Augustua L.
Tate, R.L.

Taylor

Taylor, Ed

Taylor, Marv
Tazewell, Bennie
Terry, George Arthur
Thomas

Thomas, E.T
Thomas, Emma
Thomas, John
Thomas, Mary

T hompson, Herbert L.
Thompson, John Willis
Thornton, Mary S.
T hompson, Sara J.
Tl'xorp, Peter
Thorpe, Peter
Thri{‘t, Octavius
Thurman

Thurman, Anmie
Thurman, Richard
Todd, Laura A.
Tomplems, Albenia
Tompkins, Lucretia
Tompkms, Mary J.
Tompkms, Rebecca
Tomplzlns, Rol)ert J
Tompkins, Ruth
Tucker
Tucker-Miles
Tucker, Cherry J.
Tuclzer, William H.
Turmer, Bessie
Turner, George

Bunal #

41B
41A

329
21C
21C
93

387
30C
122

82A

124
158
1,8

211

229
206
51A

91-1
91-2
492B

4B
192
266
266
491
265
266
266
@, +

205
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Name

Turner, Thomas
Valentine

Valen’tine, DC.
Valentine, Margaret B.
Vaughan

Vaugl'm, Albert
Vaughn, Eathell
Vaugl'm, Gertrude L. M.
Vaugl—m, Martha
V[xJkmng, Effie

W C.

W GJ.

Wagoner, Samuel Holmes
Walker

Walker, Ann

Walker, B.

Walker, Charles M.
Wal]&er, Emmett
Wall:cer, Freeman
Waﬂzer, Imng
Waﬂeer, Jane

Walker, L.C.

llzer, Martl'xa M.
lker, Queen V
lker, S

Wauzer, Simon
Waﬂzer, William
Warsham, Rosa
Watl:zms, Anme
Watkms, Ollie
Watkms, D.

We}:)]o, Capt. Pleasant
Wells

Wells, Mary Ella
Weﬂs, Napoleon B.
Weus, Lottie W.B. Young
Wells, Theresa F
West

West, Mrs. C.

Wl’xite, Herbert Lee
White, Mary

White, Sarah Boyd
Wig‘gms, A.

Wiggns, Jo]nn
Wiggms, Mariah
Wilkezson, J.M.
Wiﬂems, Elizabeth

Wa
Wa
Wa

Bunal #
19

@

+
173
9
386
505
10
185
285
471
357
300
§
193
22C
264
|
182

22D,90
22A
513A
102-1, -2,-3
22E
22F
441

1

251

1

232, +
§

48A, +
48A
48A
48A

|

+

294
235
45B
22B
499
498
232

Name

Wiﬂiams, Caroline
Williams, J.
Williams, Mana
Wﬂson, Chrstine
Wilson, Emma
Wﬂson, Franas G.
Wilson, ]o}m
Wilson, Percy W'T
Wim.l:)ush, P ansy Patrice
Wimbush, Rudolph
Winf:el&, Iames
Woocl, Adlena
Woodecl, Caroline
Worcl, Adelaide P
Word

Worcl, Fletcher H.
Wvnn, Anna W
Wvnn, Charles H. Jr.
Wynn, Charles H. Sr.
Young

Bumal #

341C
95
145

44B

28B
44E
64A
64A
157

110
9C
9B
9A
455
454
456
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APPENDIX 2
MULTIPLE PROPERTY DOCUMENTATION FORMS
AND NOMINATION

NPS Form 10-900-b OMB No. 10024-0018
(June 1991)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
MULTIPLE PROPERTY DOCUMENTATION FORM

Thus form 1s used for documenung muluple property groups relaing to one or several lustonc contexts. See instrucuons 1n How ro
Complete the Muluple Property Documentation Form (National Register Bulletn 16B). Complete each 1tem by entenng the
requested information. For additional space, use conunuation sheets (Form 16-900-a). Use a tvpewriter, word processor, or computer
to complete all 1tems.

X New Submussion __ Amended Submussion

name/ttle Sarah Fick

orgamzation Historac Preservation Consultants date June 1999

street & number Post Office Box 1112 telephone _843-723-1746

city or town Charleston state _SC _ zpcode 29402

As the designated authornity under the Nauonal Histonc Preservation Act, as amended, | hereby certify that thrs documentation form
meets the National Register documentation standards and sets forth requirements for the listing of related propertes conststent with
the National Register cntena.  Thus submussion meets the procedural and professional requrements set 1n 36 CFR Part 60 and the
Secretary of the Intertor s Standards and Guidelines for Arcbeology and Histonc Preservauon.  ( __ See conunuauon sheet for
addiuonal comments.)

Signature and title of certifying official Date

State or Federal agencv and bureau

[ certify that this multiple property documentauon form has been approved by the Nauonal Register as a basis for evaluaung related
properties for lising 1n the Nauonal Register

Signature of the Keeper Date of Acuon
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
CONTINUATION SHEET
African-American Cemeteries in Petersburqg, Virginia

name of multiple property listing

Petersburg (Independent City), Varginia

Section _E Page _1 county and state

E Statement of Historic Context
Development and Use of African-American Cemeteries in Petersburg, ca. 1820-1942

The historic African-American cemeteries in Petersburg reflect the long history of the
city and 1its environs From 1ts earliest colonial settlement, Petersburg was home to
free whites, enslaved blacks, and a separate class, “free persons of color ” After the
Civail War until some time in the mid-twentieth century, former slaves, antebellum free
blacks, and their children continued to comprise a community separate 1in many ways from
white-dominated society African-Americans typically lived in thear own neighborhoods,
worked 1n segregated occupations, went to school and church separately from whites, and
were buried in all-black cemeteries.

Much of the above-ground evidence of Petersburg’s early black history has been lost
with the destruction of buildings. The extant cemeteries help to 1llustrate the growth
and development of a distinctive African-American community from ca. 1820 to ca. 1942
They are proo henmutys gtanc hat ‘posgablel .only in;a group whose
members, desp a;fffip ted = re- life of the

surrounding city.” e
/ . . [
Y \ \\.' ,

Addaitional Inﬁg!'mgzwﬁ;i‘m\;/

A number of cemeteries in Petersburg, white and black, have been destroyed over tuime.
Those that remain are in two contiguous complexes at either side of South Crater Road.
On the east side, from north to south are Blandford, St. Joseph’s, B‘rith Achim, and
East View. On the west are Little Church and People’s Memorial (itself made up of
geveral separate cemeteries) All these properties retain their essential physical
integraity and associations with nineteenth and twentieth century Petersburg East
View, Lattle Church, and People‘’s are significantly associated with the city’s African-
American community.

Very few surviving buildings are associated with Petersburg’'s large antebellum free

black and slave population. There are slave quarters in the Poplar Lawn Hastoric
District (National Register), at Battersea (National Register), and 1in less well-
documented locations scattered throughout the city The pre-Civil War Watson-McGill

Tobacco Factory i1s significant as the employer of many blacks, both slave and free.
Only a handful of buildings, such as the Jarratt House and the Esther Gilliam House,
are known to have been owned by or independently constructed by blacks

In addaition, there are several African-American churches, including Gillfield Baptist
and First (Harrison Street) Baptast, first established before the Civil War whose
congregations built new edifices in the late nineteenth century Other important
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buildings, such as Oak Street AMEZ and St Stephens Episcopal, were constructed for
churches that organized after the Caival War There are also several late-nineteenth
century residences in various states of repair These post-~Cavil War buildings, of
various types and styles, provide evidence that African-Americans 1n Petersburg
participated in the same architectural fashions that affected white society

The same trend 1s clear i1n the city’s cemeteries. The 1nfluence of the nineteenth
century rural cemetery and lawn-park design aesthetics, as well as the twentieth
century memorial park movement, can be seen in the improvements and additions made by
African-Americans to their praivately held or community-owned burial grounds The
selection of styles, material and ornamentation of many gravemarkers also show tastes
consistent with the American mainstream.

Just as many of the historic gravemarkers in Petersburg’s black cemeteries show strong
relationships with the contemporary mainstream, there are also a substantial number
that are unlike any that have been The style of
several concrete markers\ 3
obelisk or pedei : aign
individual part cip@n 1

during the late/nin

Bistorical Background

From at least the early nineteenth century, Petersburg’s relatively open labor and
entrepreneur:al opportunities drew many free blacks to the city The census of 1810
found 310 free persons of color By 1830, alongside 3,440 whites and 2,850 slaves
there were 2,032 free blacks. Many of them found employment side-by-side with slaves
1n Petersburg’s rapidly-growing tobacco factories Other free people established
themselves as craftsmen, tradespeople, entrepreneurs, and property owners By 1860
about one-third of Petersburg’s Bll free Negro families (composed of 3,225 individuals)
owned property !

Regardless of wealth or education, however, blacks could not enter white circles of
influence, and were further tied to their own community by the unwillingness of white-
managed associations to serve colored people. To participate in civic and community
improvement, blacks had no choice but to organize independently of whites Therefore,
the free black community created 1ts own Socreties to care for the sick or
1mpoverished, and to manage buraials

Bushey, Mary Ellen, Ann Creiaghton-Zollar, Lucious Edwards, Jr , L. Daniel Mouer and Robin L.
Ryder, “African Americans 1in Petersburg: Historic Contexts and Resources for Preservation
Planning, Research and Interpretation” (Petersburg: Department of Planning and Community
Development, 1994), pp. 22-24 Luther Porter Jackson, Free Negro Labor and Property Bolding 1in
Virginia, 1830-1860 (NY D. Appleton-Century Co., 1942), passim.
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Private fraternal organizations, 1including secret ritual societies and mutual benefit
associations, have traditionally had memberships based on ethnic and cultural affinaity
wWorking classes, white and black, were particularly interested in providing themselves
a respectable funeral or gravemarker This became a primary role of benevolent
organizations.

Particularly among slaves, a group granted little dignity by the surrounding society,
the funeral had developed into a prominent religious ritual and social event, providing
a rare opportunity to acknowledge an indivadual‘s life.? Yet many urban slaves and
free blacks, even churchgoers, were laid in a potter‘s field, disposed of at the least
cost to the public. In cities such as Petersburg the benevolent societies and strong
churches that helped create an African-Bmerican community made 1t a priority to acquire
a suitable burial ground for 1ts members.’ No other region of tne county had such a
concentration of lodges and other mutual aid organizations as the Middle Atlantic
South, notably the cities of southeastern Virginia.‘' Before the Civil War nearly all
the large towns in Virginia had benevolent financial soc:.et:.es, many of them the owners
of cemeteries.®? ! ;

embers t t e time of a death
or 1llness For I rg s iflclal Society of
Free Men of Co 6};» id,éf.in _ " Y Llawrx,from th asurer‘s Account.
lump sums of § to SUIVivoTs; wee ly payments of $1.50 €6 sick members or $1
monthly to members’ widows. Each member was entitled to “a square ain the place of
interment,” and each member was expected to attend every members’ funeral.® The cash
structure of such an organization could only be supported by a steady membership of
healthy, employed individuals such as the free black community 1in antebellum
Petersburg

Most lodges pa:.':

After the Civil War, tobacco factories continued to provide important employment for
Petersburg’s African-Americans, whose wages were a substantial support for other black
craftsmen and businesspeople. Undertaking was an egpecially attractive field, in part
because a successful African-American undertaker or funeral director could earn a
comfortable laiving i1n a trade mostly free from white i1nterference.
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: Davad R. Roediger, “And Dae in Dixie,” in Massachusetts Review, Vol. 22, 1981.
’ David R. Goldfield, “Black Life 1in Old South Cities” (pp. 146-147 in Edward D. C. Campbell, Jr.,
ed., Before Freedom Came: African~American Life 1in the Antebellum South (Charlottesville:

University Press of Virginia, 1991), pp. 146-147

‘ Joel Walker, The Social Welfare Policies, Strategies and Programs of Black Fraternal
Crganizations 1n the Northeast United States 1896-1920 (Ph.D. dissertation, NY Columbia
University, 1985), p. 103.

® James B. Browning, “The Beginnings of Insurance Enterprise among Negroes” in Carter G. Woodson,
ed., The Journal of Negro History XXII, October 1937

¢ Constitution, Rules and Regulations of the Beneficial Society of Free Men of Color, of the City
of Petersburg and State of Virginia, as revised on the 2nd day of August A.D 1852 (Special
Collections, Virginia State University Archives)
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Before the rise of the career funeral director, some professions were associated with
funerals and burial. At least by 1858 Richard Kennard, a free man of color, was
operating a hack (horse and carriage for hire) business in Petersburg 7  Involvement 1in
funerals was probably one reason he joined nine other men in the purchase of cemetery
land in 1865. Another of the purchasers, Thomas Scott, also established a funeral home
which became cne of the most successful 1n the caty Under his successor Thomas H
Brown, the business lasted into the late 15940s. Its longevity 1S exceeded only by
Wilkerson Memorial Funeral Bome, still a prominent enterprise in Petersburg

Tobacco manufacturing boomed 1n the late nineteenth century, and in 1908 five large
tobacco factories employed 5,000 people making plug tobacco for export.® Most
occupations were racially segregated, and there was a color line within the tobacco
industry White labor was chosen for machine-draiven work, and Afracan-Americang for
manual tasks such as stemming and twisting that predominated in the plants devoted to
dark tobacco 1in smoking, plug, twist and leaf form. After World War I, although
American and European markets abandoned dark tobacco 1in favor of lighter tobacco and
cigarettes, plug: devéloped . ne "x PXIEE tersblirg’s stemmeries
continued to p 3 e ter- at II ° Because
mutual-benefit 1dne X : unemp oyment "among their members,
the pers:Lstence::‘c}‘f"_:, Fops \ he sprvival of Petersburg’s
~Yodge portancelln :ﬁ:her cities

The mid-1870s saw a peak of fraternalism in America. In an era without government
benefits or even health insurance, lodges offered aid to 1ll members and death benefits
to thear survivors, small sums that prevented starvation or homelessness Between 1880
and 1900 hundreds of beneficial societies offeraing fellowship, cheap insurance and
initiatory ritual were established. For many of these, the secret rituals were the
glue that kept their members together *° For others, membershaip was an aspect of
social networking. Officers were selected from the leaders of church and communaty,
and ambitious people found lodge membership an aid to advancement in business ang
public life.!* Fraternal-beneficial societies and burial associations also helped to
create the first major black financial anstitutions, the most rapidly successful being
those that combined mystic fraternalism with finance. The best-known was the

Jackson, Free Negro Labor, p. 20.

¢ William D. Henderson, The Unredeemed City' Reconstruction 1in Petersburg, Virginia, 1865-1874
(Washangton DC: University Press of America, 1977), pp. 95, 115, 147 Petersburg, Virginia, “The
Cockade City,” Its Industries, Commerce and Finance (Seaboard Air Line Rarlway, nd, ca. 1909)

’ Charles L. Perdue, Jr , ed. The Negro in Virginia, compiled by workers of the HWriters Program

of the Work Projects Administration in the State of Virgipnia. Winston-Salem NC. John F Blarr,

Publisher, 1994), p. 339

Mark C. Carnes, Secret Ritual and Manhood 1n Victorian America (New Baven: Yale University Press,

1989), pp- 9-11.

" Alrutheus A. Taylor, The Negro in the Reconstruction of Virginia (Washington DC: The Association

for the Study of Negro Life and Eistory, 1926), p. 65
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International Order of St. Luke and its Penny Savings Bank, which achieved tremendous
success under Maggie Walker of Richmond.'?

The 1880s, a decade of expanding industrial employment and wages, are considered to
have been the high point ain black cultural life in Petersburg, but the interest ain
benevolent and fraternal organizations lasted several more decades. 1In 18398 there were
at least twenty-two mutual benefit societies, alongside numerous secret and fraternal
lodges **

Most 1f not all of these organizations are inactive today, their buildings demolished
or converted to other uses. The most tangible reminders of the clubs are the
indivaidual memorials they placed on the graves of their members An 1mportant reason
for supporting large funerals was to ensure that friends would not be forgotten, the
individual lodgestones have become significant memorials to the clubs themselves

As early as 1873 and as late as 1948, grave markers 1in Petersburg’s African-American
cemeteries bearf¥ ; ganlzations were
sest number of
he earlier period
) viding. membership markers
was more popul er groups pyolific in placing
markers were EIXK Ideal Eenmefit Society, Young
Men'’'s Industrial Benefit Association, and Blandford Industrial Benefit Club.

The African-American Cemeteries

Petersburg’s earliest African-American cemeteries have been destroyed. As early as
1794 a “colored burying ground” was designated on Walnut Street, and from an early date
some blacks were buried within Blandford Cemetery or the adjacent potter‘s field. 1In
1818, at the same time that the Ciaty of Petersburg was purchasing the old Blandford
Churchyard as a public burying ground for whites, trustees of the Benevolent Society of
Free Men of Color paid $100 for a small parcel of land to become a burial ground,’*
doing for their own community what the govermment did for its citizens The exact
location of the Benevolent Society’s Blandford-area plot, like that of a separate
cemetery 1in the Pocahontas section of Petersburg, has been forgotten. No above-ground
traces of the sites remain. Two later graveyards in the West End, near the poorhouse
and hospital, were obliterated in the 1970s, with the known Confederate soldiers being
relocated to Blandford.
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1 C. Eric Lincoln and Lawrence Mamiya, The Black Church in the African-American Experience (Durham
NC: Duke University Press, 1990), pp. 244-245.

v Walter B. Weare, Black Business in the New South. A Social History of the North Carolina Mutual
Life Insurance Company (Urbana. University of Illinois Press 1973), p. 11

" City of Petersburg Bustings Court, Deed Book 5, p. 306 (in Jackscn, Free Negro Labor, p. 162)
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Although intended for whites, Blandford inmitially permitted the burial of a slave 1in
the plot of the rare white family who wished 1t, and there was a potter‘s field section
on the fringe of the cemetery Then in 1837, reflecting a wave of repressive state
laws, a caty ordinance forbade the burial of blacks in Blandford Cemetery Shortly
afterward, in 1840 a group of 28 men bought a one-acre tract, the first deeded parcel
of today’s Peoples Memorial Cemetery In 1865 the cemetery was enlarged, again by the
purchase of land by a group of African-American men, and eventually expanded to the
south to include land owned by undertaker Thomas Scott. By about 1915 his successor
Thomas Brown was generally recognized as the manager of Peoples Memorial Cemetery, a
consolidation of the several separate tracts.

Ownership of city‘s other two extant historically African-2Zmerican cemeteries became
vested 1n Wilkerson‘s Funeral Home. James M. Wilkerson purchased Little Church in
1883, from about 1899, he was the superintendent of Providence (part of Peoples); by
1905 he was also managing East View Cemetery, which he acquired in 1911 In Petersburg
at least, an undertaker’'s ownership or management of a cemetery was key to the survaival

of both the bus:.n)

¢ : $ ; provide amportant
1llustrations of the acthltJ.es carried out by lndlva.duals and groups of like-minded
people 1n order to provide for the decent burial of members of their community They
are significant under Criterion A 1in the areas of Cormunity Planning, Ethnic History-
Black, and Social History They may also be significant under Craterion C in the area
of Art. Those that are proposed for listing retain integrity of location, desaign,
setting, materials, workmanship, feelings and association.

The end of the period of significance, ca. 1942, marks the first substantial alteration
to the boundaries of People’s Memorial Cemetery and Little Church Cemetery This
involved widening South Crater Road to encroach on the east side of both cemeterfes,
and the addition of a reinterment tract to the west side of People’s Memorial East
View Cemetery was also affected by the project, as some of the disinterred bodies were
relocated to East View A second widening of the road ca. 1968 also encroached on
People’s Memorial and Little Church, and resulted i1n reburials both at East View and
People‘’s Memorial. These changes were not so dramatic as to have destroyed the
essential integrity of any of the properties. The affected area was only a small
fraction of the total cemetery area, and the relationship of the properties to each
other and to the road was not noticeably changed.
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Proposed African-American Cemeteries Multiple Properties Submission

People‘s Memorial Cemetery, Petersburg
Laittle Church Cemetery, Petersburg
East View Cemetery, Petersburg

Properties Already Listed in the National Register and Contributing in Whole or In Part
to the Proposed Historic African-American Cemeteries Multiple Properties Submission

Blandford Cemetery, Petersburg DER File 123-110, Listed 1992
F Assoclated Property Types
Property type: Bistoric African-American Cemeteries

Subtype: Chu f,ygz < BT
Non#ﬁar dycuménited
Subtype: Plantatjon/slaye c

Subtype:

None are documented in Petersburg
Subtype: Mass graves related to historical events
None are documented 1in Petersburg

Subtype: African-American community cemeteries situated outside the core city ‘
Three are documented 1in Petersburg

J O ritera

Properties 1in Petersburg that conform to the property type “Historic African-aAmerican
Cemeteries” all represent the subtype “African-American Community Cemeteries Situated
outside the Core City ~ They are eligible under Craiteria A and/or C, and under
Criteria Consideration D, in that they derive their pramary significance from their
association with historic events or distinctive design features

The period of significance begins ca. 1820, the era of the earliest gravestone (1821,
in Blandford’s “Negro section”) found in any of Petersburg’s extant African-American
cemeteries. Other burial grounds are known to have been used before 1820, but none are
extant. The end of the period of sagnificance 1s 1942, the date that marks the city’s
acquisition of a one-acre tract of land in anticipation of a road-widening project that
would impact the east side of People’s Cemetery and Little Church Cemetery
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Descraiption

Cemeteries originally situated outside a core caty typically comprised at least one
acre. The terrain may include areas of level ground, slopes or hills, and there may be

wetlands or 1ntermittent streams The land was acquired for the purpose of
establishing a cemetery, which was then laid out as plots or squares, commonly planned
for eight graves, each square assigned to a family and filled gradually Some

individual plots were also used, which would have been spaced and aligned 1in a similar
fashion to those in squares. A few burials may have pre-existed the designation of the
larger area that included them, but their number 1s small compared to the numbers of
grave plots that were laid out to surround them.

The land acquired for a suburban cemetery may have been farmland, pasture, or cutover
woods lot, and was not heavily forested. The general appearance of the cemetery 1is
grassy, with scattered trees and some smaller ornamental shrubs in family plots. To
make maximum use of the land, new areas were not set aside for tree planting Some
ex1sting specimenor y\have been ‘J{etal ) ot that have grown up are

have occurred in areas intended as
:alished oyer burials

typically encrolch%zz tor may—or may not have
included sufficien ‘that were planned may have been
abandoned. It |can

paths, and some|.paths. op/eve

Which plots would be deeded first depended upon the rate of demand, and the pattern of
planning. Where a complete grad was imposed early on, families could select sites
scattered about the property In those cemeteries, the earliest burials are not in
adjacent squares. Other cemeteries were treated in sections, each laid ocut when all
the squares in an earlier section had been assigned. In those cemeteries, plots can be
seen to be grouped according to the date of their earliest burial In eather case,
however, the time period represented by each square may be long, and some nineteenth
century plots still await twenty-first century burials

Families had the option of enclosing their square with fencing or coping, but this was
not always done. Over time, deeds and memories have been lost, so that plot boundaries
have not been physically maintained. Squares may be indistinguishable from indaividual
burials or unused areas.

Landscaping, fencing, and markers bearing the name of the deceased are conventional
grave care customs that vary according to tame, place, economics, and spirxtual values.
Some of the characteristic features of cemeteries outside the core city of Petersburg -
grad organization and family members grouped together - are common to Blandford, the
historic municipal cemetery, and to the African-American cemeteries, which were
historically privately owned. Other characteristic elements of the African-American
cemeterles - irregular transportation networks, abandoned maintenance of plots, fences
or coping, loss of information about buraal locations - have resulted from the lack of
a stable repository of records
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As with the general layout of the land, the extant historic gravemarkers reflect the
cultural values of the community over time. Their typical placement at the head of the
grave, and also limited penetrometer testing, seem to indicate that most burials were
oriented west to east. This pattern 1s common throughout Western European and American
Chrastian tradition, and may also be compatible with some West African cultures Their
designs, materials, and inscriptions generally reflect the attitudes of contemporary
society toward marking burials, with some demonstrating the strong emotional attachment
of family or church members to the deceased. There are also some concrete markers
unlike any that have been documented in the city‘s white cemeteries. These andicate
some daivergence by African~American consumers from the mainstream of marker design.
One very notable way in which Petersburg’s black community traditionally demonstrated
remembrance was by placing small “lodge stones” to commemorate membership in a
fraternal or mutual-assistance organization. These markers testify to the importance
that fraternal and benevolent societies placed on mutual reliance, community, and
remembrance.

The sagnifican
outside the co
family plots, - 1 ‘drives and walkways, the few
specimen trees ; ‘assy lan e ddlelcost gravestones with
standardized 1 ograg/y/ apd 1 : amp es of tlodge stones,” small
markers placed to Commemorate membershlp in beneficial or fraterna organization, and
the juxtaposition of two opposite types of grander markers, mainstream-America marble
obelisks and uniquely crafted concrete pedestals.

"Ame can 'cemet ries situated
7 regularly-sized

These elements are closely associated with the history of the African-American
community in Petersburg They are related to the early acquisition and layout of the
properties by mutual benefit societies or successful undertakers; the importance of
economy over substantial landscaping; the artistic and cultural values the community
shared with white Petersburg and the American mainstream; and the high premium placed
on mutual self-help and remembrance in an ethnically separate working-class community
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Sign cance

Cemeteries that qual:ify for regastration with this nomination are important resources
that provide information about the African-American community in Petersburg, ca 1820 -
1942 Under Criteria Consideration D, a cemetery 1s eligible 1f 1t derives 1ts pramary
significance from its association with historic events or distinctive design features.
Those that qualify with this nomination reflect various aspects of black ethnic history
1n Petersburg, and through their location, grave markers, and landscape plans they
1lluminate the commonalties between Petersburg‘s two separate cultures. They represent
broad patterns of attitudes or behavior in an ethnic group whose impact on the larger
community was significant but 1s not well documented in other resources They qualify
under Criterion A, and should be listed under the areas of ETHENIC HERITAGE BLACK, and
SOCIAL HISTORY Some may also qualify for listing in the area of COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

Those that reta
distinctavely

To qualify for registration, properties must have been used for burial of African-
Americans during the period of significance, ca. 1820 - ca. 1942 The key registration
requirements are a grid organization 1into regularly-sized family plots; casual drives
and walkways; a few trees i1n a grassy landscape; the predominance of middle-cost
gravestones with standardized 1iconography and text, and the Jjuxtaposition of other
types of markers: well-carved marble obelisks, uniquely crafted concrete pedestals and
pulpait stones, and the small “lodge stones” that reflect identification with a
membership group that crossed family and church lines

To be listed, properties must retain their essential integrity of location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feelings and association. The boundaries may have
shifted over time, but the area presently recognized as the cemetery will be a
generally open ground, with grassy cover, scattered trees or shrubs, and uncurbed walks
or driveways. Individual or family plots may feature a variety of fencing or curbing
Burials and above-ground markers may continue to be added up to the present, but
earlier gravestones or unmarked graves will predominate. The proportional number, silze
and scale of the new features must not be so imposing as to overwhelm the overall
historic appearance. Some of the historac gravestones may be broken or show evidence
of repairs, and as a group they will show a range of effects from aging They will not
have been subjected to a wholesale cleaning and repair effort (which besides giving a
fresh new appearance may well damage stones drastically)
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Maintenance of cemeteries varies For them to retain integrity, any modern buildings
or service structures must be small-scale and simply designed Obviously modern
fencing should not be present along the principal street £frontage. There may be
overgrowth, but brush will be periodically cut to avoid forestation Rubbish produced

during lot-clearing activities, and fragments of historic material, should be confined
to the edges of the site.

Ongoing maintenance and new burials may have some negative effect on historaic
cemeteries, but these factors are very important to their persistence. Continuity of
use promotes identification with the property as a meaningful part of the community,
and encourages the preservation of the burial ground as the resting place of
individuals who are personally remembered.

G. Geographical Data

The multiple property listing of African-American cemeteries 1in Petersburg, Virginia,
1s based upon a 1998-99 survey of African-American cemeteries 1in the City of Petersburg
conducted by Chicora Foundation, Inc., and Historic Preservation Consultants, under the
auspices of the Virginia Department of Historic Resources and the City of Petersburg
The research goals were to collect historical information concerning the extant
African-American cemeteries 1n Petersburg, to conduct a reconnaissance of the
historically black section of the Nat:ional Register-listed Blandford Cemetery, to
generally survey two that are privately-owned (Little Church and East View), and to
thoroughly map and survey People’s Memorial Cemetery, which has been owned by the City
of Petersburg since 1984 Associated goals were the preparation of a preliminary
preservation plan for People’s Memoraial, recommendations as to National Register
eligibality, and preparation of a draft Multiple Property Nomination cover sheet for
those considered eligible for listing The survey report written by Michael Trankley,
Debr Hacker, and Sarah Fick, The African-American Cemeteries of Petersburg, Virginia
Continuity and Change (Chicora Foundation Research Series 55, Columbia SC, 1999)
provided information for the National Register documentation

A second goal was to explore the feasibility of using the information developed an
Petersburg to develop a context for evaluating historically African-American cemeteries
throughout the Commonwealth of Virginia.

Background research into plats, deeds and newspaper records, supplemented by “African
Americans 1n Petersburg- Historic Contexts and Resources for Preservation Planning,
Research and Interpretation” (a 1994 report prepared by Mary Ellen Bushey et al for
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the City of Petersburg under an earlier cost-share grant from the Department of
Historic Resources) provided a preliminary context for evaluating properties in laght
of Petersburg’s rich African-American hastory The properties to be surveyed -
People’s Memorial, Little Church, and East View - were 1dentified for the consultants
by the City of Petersburg’s Museums Manager and Director of Planning, so that a general
reconnalssance survey was not necessary Instead, at the same taime that research
began, fieldworkers began site surveys of the cemeteries Their findings as to the
layouts of the grounds, marker types and dates, and plot organization directed the
intensive research into the historic contexts most closely related to the vasible
features of the cemeteries These were determined to be employment and associational
patterns wathin Petersburg‘s African-American community, cemetery ownership and
management, and contemporary trends in other American cemeteries Based on their
sagnificance within the context of Petersburg’s African-American history, and their
retention of sufficient integrity to express their associations with the context, all
three of the surveyed properties were recommended as eligible by the consultants

‘etersburg related
$found all to be
subtypes known to
1vate famlly cemeteries,
a | to historical | events, are not
€ properties nominated Undér this cover sheet

Upon review of T
to the property
one subtype, %
exist ain Virgimia
churchyard 3
represented in
are limited to the single subtype.
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histonc name People’s Memoraial Cemetery
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street & number South Crater Road __not for publicauon
city or town Petersburg
state Virgainia code VA_ countv _Petersburg code _730  zip code 23803

ation __ request for
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Petersburqg, Virgania
Counlty and State

People’s Memorial Cemetery
Name of Property

Ownership of Property Category of Property Number of Resources within Property
(Check as many boxes as apply) (Check only one box) (Do notinclude previously listed resources 1 the count )
private building Contnbuting Noncontributing
X public-local distnct buildings
public-State X_ stte 1 sites
public-Federal structure structures
object objects
1 Total
Name of related multiple property listing Number of contributing resources previously
(Enter "N/A™ if property is not part of a muluple property listng.) listed 1n the National Register
African-American Cemeteries in Petersburg, Virginia ___ 0

Historic Functions Current Functions
(Enter categonies from instructions) (Enter categories from instructions)
Funerary/Cemetery Funerary/Cemetery

VL 1alks
7—6&\1&_ cl;\eg,bnes from instructipns)
. Y

foundations

walls
roof
other: Stone: Marble
Granite
Concrete

Narrative Description
(Describe the histonic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)
See Continuation Sheets

178



THE AFRICAN AMERICAN CEMETERIES OF PETERSBURG

__People’s Memorial Cemetery
Name of Property

Applicable National Register Criteria
(Mark "x" 1n one or more boxes for the critena qualilying the propenv
for National Register hsting)

X_ A Property is associated with events that have made a

significant contributon to the broad patterns of our lustory

B Property 1s associated with she lives of persons significant
n our past.

C  Property embodies the disuncuve charactenstics of a type,
penod, or method of construction or represents the work of
amaster, or possesses high artisuc values, or represents a
significant and disungushable entuty whose components
fack individual disuncuon.

D  Property has vielded, or 1s likely to vield information
imporiant tn prehustory or history

Criteria Considerations
(Mark "X" 1n all the boxes that apply.)

Property 1s:

A owned by a religious tnsttuton or used for refigious

purposes.
removed from 1ts onginal locauon.

a birthplace or grave.
a cemetery

Petersburg, Virginia
County and State

Areas of Significance
{Enter categones {rom instructions)

Commupnity Planning and Development
Ethnic Heraxtage Black

Social Bistory

Period of Significance
ca. 1840 - ca 1942

Significant Dates
1840, 1866, 1880

Significant Person
(Complete if Criterion B is marked above.)

llntxon

Cultural Af

a reconstructed bui
a commemorati
less than 50 years of
withun the past 50 yea

RERSE
nloloioTeo)

Narrative Statement of Significance

(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)

See Continuation Sheets

Bibliography

rfchnect/B |lder |
\ B f

H

[

(Cite the books, articles, and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more conunuation sheets.)

Previous documentation on file (NPS)
___preliminary determunation of individual lisung (36 CFR 67) has
been requested.
__._ previously listed 1n the National Register
___previously determuned eligible by the Nauonal Register
. designated a Nauonal Historic Landmark
__ recorded by Histonc Amencan Buildings Survev #
recorded by Historic Amencan Engineening Record #

Primary Location of Additional Data
_X _ State Historic Preservation Office

___ Other State agency

___ Federal agencv

_X Local government

_ Umnversity

___ Other

Name of repository:
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People‘s Memorial Cemetery Petersburg, Virginia

Name of Property Countv and State

Acreage of Property _8 17 acre

UTM References
(Place additonal UTM references on a continuatton sheet)

Zone Easung Northung Zone Easting Northung
1 - 3

2 _ 4

__ Sec conunuauon sheel

Verbal Boundary Description
(Describe the boundartes of the propernty on a continuation sheet.)

Boundary Justification
(Explain why the boundanes were selected on a continuation sheet.)

name/utie Sarah Fick

organization Historac Preservation Consultants date June 1999

street & number Post Office Box 1112 telephone 843-723-1746
atv or town Charleston state sC apcode __ 29402

Additional Docum

Submut the following 1tems
Continuation Shee(s

Maps /s/ R
AUSGS map (7.5 r.15:minute ncq!)mdzi:a i

A sketch map for hustonc districts and properties havmo laroc acreage of NUIETOUS FESOUICES.
Photographs
Representauve black and white photographs of the property
Additional items
(Check with the SHPO or FPO for any addiuonal 1tems)
Property Owner
(Complete this item at the request of the SHPO or FPQ.)

name/tile City of Petersburg
street & number o nion eet telephone _804-733-2308
city or town Petersburg state va apcode __ 23803

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This information 1s being collected for applications to the \ational Register of Historic Places to
nomunate properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings. Response to this request 1s
required to obtain a benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservaton Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.).

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form 1s estimated to average 18.1 hours per response including the tume for
reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form Direct comments regarding this burden estimate
or anv aspect of this form to the Chief, Administrauve Services Division, Nauonal Park Service, P.0. Box 37127 Washingion, DC 20013-
7127 and the Office of Management and Budget. Paperwork Reductions Project (1024-0018), Washington, DC 20503
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1s surely higher, but how high 1s unknowable One early-twentieth century observer claimed
that there were 8,852 burials between 1892 and 1943 an apparently high figure that 1s in
fact consistent with a reasonable death rate among Petersburg’s African-American
population, which averaged 12,280 from 18390 to 1940

The original plan of the cemetery has not been documented, but surviving records indicate
that plots were sold to members of beneficial societies on the basis of family squares
Based on remnant portions of copaing and fencing, family plots were probably around 17‘ X
17', following the general scheme of the rural cemetery movement of the early nineteenth
century Many of the family plots are surrounded by low concrete coping or retain some
remnants of former coping There are also a few plots with remnant iron fencing Only two
markers have been found that represent permanent recordkeeping- an urn-shaped column on
concrete base marked “A SQUARE”, and a tablet noting “Henry H Kerr’s Square.”

An improvement Pprogral
walkways, but little:
curved driveway ente .
principal drive thro

connection from South-Crat

- |[&;gr1d”plan of drives and
1S pemnan of a horseshoe-
be seen, but the
twentieth century

The cemetery remained in active use for generations, so there 1s a broad range of marker
types and styles. Some grave markers include a lodge or church affiliation along with the
names and dates of the deceased. There are only a few obelisks or pedestal tombs, but
those that remain are of good quality and were obviously costly Over half the monuments
are headstones or dies~in-socket, 1n traditional marble or granite styles with square,
rounded, or segmented tops. These range 1n date from the mid-nineteenth to the mid-
twentieth century Some are finely carved, with lengthy inscriptions, and more than twenty
were 1dentified as having been made by C. M. Walsh or Burns and Campbell, two well-known
white Petersburg firms. Others are concrete, probably 1locally crafted. Although the
makers have not been i1dentified, several of the stones are clearly from the same hand.

Among the headstones are “lodge stones,” small (12" high, B-12" across) tablet stones, wath

flat or rounded-arched tops Lodge stones typically supplement a more customary grave
marker Lettering i1s simple, with the lodge affiliation usually above the name or ainitials
of the deceased, dates may be full or merely the year of death. Many are cut in marble,

some of them with Burns and Campbell‘s mark. Lodge stones from the 1930s and later also
include lawn-type markers of similar size

! Thomas H. Brown, letter to members of People s Memorial Cemetery Committee, 10 October 1931 (People s
Cemetery files, City of Petersburg Museums)
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People‘s Memorial Cemetery has been enlarged several times The original 1840 parcel was
one acre; two acres to 1ts south were added in 1865, and another five acres added by 1880
completed the nineteenth century grounds A one-acre parcel was added to the west side of
the cemetery 1n 1942 1n preparation for relocating a number of graves from South Crater
Road'’'s expanded raight-of-way This reinterment section of People s Cemetery 1s part of the
nominated acreage.

Alterations to the cemetery include the loss of about 0 6 acre from the east side, along
South Crater Road. In 1943 and again in 1968 the road was widened. Each time, the right-
of-way acquisitions required the remcval of vaults, curbing, headstones, and unmarked
remains Reinterments took place in the west section of People s and also at East View
Cemetery at the opposite side of South Crater Road. The relocation of graves, even as it
involved a number of new headstones, did not impair the essential historic integrity of the
property A more_s which probably occurred in 1943, was the removal of an
iron fence and ge o) thercemetery, with an
arched sign pane _ : 3 e m h the gate was an
important haistorie - § HE 1 o ~only~dn 1906, |several decades after
the cemetery’s S, ’ : race —defl){i-ingv element of People s
Memorial Cemetery: i |

Other changes that have occurred over time are very typical of African-American cemeteries.
Maintenance and recordkeeping have been erratic, so that the draives have been rerouted, and
may well traverse burials The existing gravel drive bisecting the cemetery 1s rutted and
eroded. Some gravestones are out of place; many have been lost, others are broken or
toppled. Fencing and curbing at many plots have not been maintained. The grounds are
unplanned, with a mix of informal plantings and untended mature trees The continuing use
of family plots over decades has resulted in modern headstones and occasional lawn-cemetery
type markers being scattered among earlier grave markers. Because there has not been any
wholesale redesign of the landscape, the modern elements of the cemetery do not overwhelm
1ts sense of time and place as a nineteenth century suburban burial ground.

atement of Significance

People’s Memorial Cemetery reflects the long history of Petersburg’s African-American

community from ca. 1840 to ca. 1942 The economic status and community interest of the
antebellum free black population led to the 1initial development of a burial ground,
separated under ordinance from Blandford, the municipal cemetery for whites The cemetery

was enlarged during the nineteenth century through the efforts of benevolent mutual-
assistance socleties and also through the entrepreneurial drive of black funeral directors
From 1ts beginnings to the present day, 1t has been used for burials of members of all of
Petersburg’s historacally black churches and many of the city’s long-established families
The variety of gravemarker types within the informally organized grounds reflect the broad
range of people who were buried there during years of unofficial ownership by a succession
of semi-organized entities, which lasted until the property was acquired by the City of
Petersburg in 1986
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Justafication of Crateria

People’s Memorial Cemetery 1is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT, ETENIC HISTORY BLACK, and SOCIAL HISTORY It represents a significant
achievement by Petersburg’s antebellum free blacks in purchasing land for a community-
managed cemetery, and by the African-American community from Reconstruction through the
twentieth century in managing the funerals and burials of 1ts own members. The property
retains physical reminders of Petersburg’s black lodges and fraternal orders, churches,
families, and African-American businesspeople such as undertakers and craftsmen.

People’s Memoraial Cemetery is eligible under Criteria Consideration D because 1t derives
1ts pramary significance from its association from historic events, in that 1t reflects
amportant aspects of Petersburg’s community hastory

People’s Memorial/Cemetery yasg -’ i 40..as. ‘a0 cre; o&o fdrmland purchased for
use “as a burying :groun VE i men of lqr They were acting
on behalf of a mUtUIl= ~soci Yot = 1al welfare and social services
to 1ts dues-paying members.

The burial ground was enlarged in 1865 when another group of men purchased a two-acre tract
for cemetery use. This section became known as Scott Cemetery for funeral director Thomas
Scott, one of 1ts original purchasers. In 1880 he acquired a larger site to the south, a
small-farm estate of just over five acres where three family grave plots had been laid out
Over the years until the late 1920s, the three pieces of land were visually inseparable as
one burial ground, but sections bore various names that reflected their management or

ownership by several benevolent societies and undertakers Old Beneficial, Beneficial
Board, Providence Beneficial, Scott, and Jackson Memorial. By the 1930s the whole parcel
was considered to be one, the People’s Memorial Cemetery For a time, Little Church

Cemetery was also considered part of People’s Memorial, and the northernmost section of
People’s today 1s within the original Little Church plot.

The land had been titled 1n the nineteenth century not to chartered nonprofat
organizations, but to individuals acting in trust for the groups When these associations
became inactive, new deeds were not filed. The land was left i1n the ownership of the first
purchasers’ heirs, a situation that was repeated when the City of Petersburg recognized the
trustees of a new group, the People s Memorial Cemetery Association, to be the owners of
the cemetery It was from their heirs that the city finally acquired the land in 1986
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Decades of legal limbo as heirs’ property had several effects First, although many
families retained a connection with the plots that were deeded to them by one or another of
the societies that claimed ownership of the land, others did not With no continuity of
organizational recordkeeping, knowledge of many burials has been lost. Second, from time
to time various funeral directors operated all or parts of the cemetery as 1f they owned
1t, an essential factor in the long-term success of businessmen such as Thomas Scott and
his successor Thomas H. Brown, and also the Wilkerson family of funeral directors Most
important, however, the unofficial ownership of 1ts grounds facilitated the identification
of many families, beneficial associations, and fraternal lodges with the cemetery
Improvements were made to the grounds by mutual benefit societies, the “colored Chamber of
Cormerce” of Petersburg, Masonic lodges, women’s groups, and church organizations - 1in
short, by every interested party except city government. Since the nineteenth century,
People’s Memorial Cemetery has been considered to be the mutual property of Petersburg’'s
African-American wnity funerals and pravate funerals all
found their way >pleNs 1 :
reminders of the;c; YTB\hl

Bibliography

Brown, Thomas H. History of the People’s Memorial Cemetery and 51 Years Struggle of the
Writer of this History MS 1n the possession of Miss Thomasine Burke, Petersburg

People’s Cemetery Records. City of Petersburg Museums, Petersburg

Verbal Boundary Descraiption
The boundaries for People’s Memorial Cemetery are the same as Tax Parcel 21-17

Boundary Justafication

The boundaries for the nominated property are the same as the boundaries for People’s
Memorial Cemetery It includes all the land designated as People s Memorial Cemetery by
the owner, the City of Petersburg
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historic name Little Church Cemetery o

other names/site number

2. Location

sweet 4mmber  _Mingea street _notforpublicaton
city or town Petersburg

state Virginia code VA county _Petersburg code _730  zipcode __23803

As the designated aulhonty 1 the ;
determnation of eligibility meets the docu @K eistdadg:
the procedural and professianal requisémeritd sét-forth §i 36 CFR Fart 60. ‘I 'my.o inior, th
Register cntena. [ recomm nd ihat tlwsp peftybe:
additional comments.) B

Ended. [erebicertry that thi
- properlies m-the Ni‘ 1onal H.evxs! r of Historic Places and meets
ry | __ does not meet the National

(_ See continuation sheet for

Signature of certifying official/Title Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

I hereby certify that thus property 1s: Signature of the Keeper Date of Acuon

____entered 1n the National Register
___See conunuauon sheet.
___ determuned cligible for the Nauonal Register
___See conunuauon sheet.
- determuned not eligible for the National Register
___ removed from the National Register
_____ other (explain):
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Little Church Cemetery Petersburg, Virginia

Name of Property County and State

Ownership of Property Category of Property Number of Resources within Property
(Check as many boxes as apply) (Check only one box) (Do not inctude previousty histed resources in the count
X  pnvate building Contributing Noncontributing
public-local distnct buildings
public-State X sie 1 sies
public-Federal structure structures
object objects
1 Total
Name of related multiple property listing Number of contributing resources previously
(Enter "N/A" if property 1s not part of 2 muluple property hsung.) listed in the National Register
African-American Cemeteries in Petersburg, Virginia 0

Historic Functions Current Functions
(Enter categones from 1nstructions) (Eater categories from instructions)
Funerary/Cemetery Funerary/Cemetery

Architectural Clas.;f;it: cation N _#t ripls.

. i
(Enter categones [rom 1nstr tegorieh from mstruguons)
n/a foundations

walls

roof

other: Stone: Marble

Granite
Concrete

Narrative Description
(Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets )
See Continuation Sheets
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Petersburg, Virginia

_Little Church Cemetery

Name of Property County and State

Applicable National Register Criteria Areas of Significance
(Mark "x" 1n one or more boxes for the cnitena qualifving the property (Enter categones from instructions)

for Nauonal Regster listing)

X A Property 1s associated with events that have made a Ethnic Beraitage Black
significant contribution to the broad patterus of our lustory Social Bistory

_ B Property 1s associated with the lives of persons significant Art
tn our past.

X C  Property embodies the distnctive charactenstics of a tvpe.
penod, or method of construction or represents the work of
a master, or possesses hugh artistic values, or represents a Period of Significance

significant and disungwshable enuty whose components ca. 1883 - ca 1942
lack 1ndividual disunction.

D  Property has yielded, or 1s likely to yield informaton
important 1n prehustory or history.

Criteria Considerations Significant Dates

(Mark "X" 1n all the boxes that apply.)

Property 1s:
___ A owned by areligious instituuon or used for religious Significant Person
purposes. (Complete if Cnitesion B 1s marked above.)
___ B removed from its onginal location.
__ C abirthplace or grave.
X D acemetery. Cultural Affiliation
___E
___F
_.G

Narrative Statement of Significance
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)
See Continuation Sheets

Bibliography
(Cite the books, articles, and other sources used in prepanng this form on one or more continuation sheets,)

Previous documentation on file (NPS) Primary Location of Additional Data
___ prelimupary determination of individual lisung (36 CFR 67) has _X__ State Histonc Preservation Office
been requested. ___ Other State agency
___previously listed 1n the National Register ___ Federal agency
___ previously determuned eligible by the Nauonal Register _X Local government
___ designated a National Histonc Landmark ___Unversity
____recorded by Histonc Amencan Buildings Survev # __ Other
___ recorded by Histonnc Amencan Engineering Record # Name of repository:
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Lattle Church Cemetery Petersburg, Virginia

Name of Property County and State

Acreage of Property _ 2.5

UTM References
(Place additional UTM references on a continuation sheet)

Zone Easung Northing Zone Easung Nortlung
1 - 3

2 . _ - 4
__ See continuation sheet

Verbal Boundary Description
(Describe the boundanes of the property on a continuation sheet.)

Boundary Justification
(Exptain why the boundanes were selected on a continuation sheet.)

name/title Sarah Fick

organization Historic Preservation Consultants date June 1999

street & number Post Qffice Box 1112 telephone 843-723-1746
aty or town Charleston state sC upcode _ 29402

Continuation Sheets’
Maps §
A USGS map (7.5663%5 githe
A sketch map for historic distncts and propem&s havmg large acreage or numerous resources.
Photographs
Representative black and white photographs of the property
Additional items
(Check with the SHPO or FPO for any addiuonal 1tems)

Property Owner
(Complete this 1tem at the request of the SHPO or FPO.)

name/t:tle ames M. Wilkerson Funeral Establishment nc.
street & number 102 South Avenue telephone 804-732-8911
aty or town Petersburg state VA zapcode __23803

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement Thisinformation 1s being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic Places to
nominate properties for listing or determine eligibilitv for lisung, to list properties, and to amend existing lisings. Response to this request is
required to obtain a benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C 470 et seq.).

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form 1s esumated 1o average 18 | hours per response including the time for
reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining dala, and completing and reviewing the form Direct comments regarding this burden estimate
or any aspect of this form to the Chief, Administrauve Services Division, National Park Service, P.0 Box 37127 Washington, DC 20013-
7127 and the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reductions Project (1024-0018), Washington, DC 20503
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NPS Form 10-900-a OMB No. 1024-0018

(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

CONTINUATION SHEET
Little Church Cemeterv

name of property

Afncan-Amencan Cemetenes 1n Petersburg, Virginia
name of muluple property lising

Petersburg (Independent City), Virginia

Section _ 7 Page 1 county and stale

Summary Descraiption

Little Church Cemetery conforms to the property type “Bistoric African-American
Cemeteries,” subtype “African-American Community Cemeteries Situated outside the Core
City * Established by the early 1880s on two of the southernmost parcels of a tract of
farmland being subdivided as the “Village of New Blandford,” 1t was later enlarged eastward
to South Crater Road. Because of 1ts establishment on platted lots, the boundary lines are
straight, resulting in a trapezoidal form with a rectangular extension, a total area of
about 2.5 acres

The slightly elevated site 1s entered from Mingea Street, 1its north boundary There are
three sets of concrete steps up from the road to the unenclosed cemetery Cover 1s low
grass dotted with a few oak and cedar trees but no ornamental shrubs Most burials seem to
be organized rough . ) -8R B ouped 1in l6-foot
square plots. =

The earliest extant s
granite, or conchpete 1ctoraian and early-
twentieth centuryls ; o Willaams (d. 1900)
dominates the cemetery There are also locally—made concrete headstones, some marked “MR”
by the maker, Milton Rivers, some by unknown artisans, and a number of small marble “lodge
stones” from at least ten different fraternal orders or lodges Stones and other monuments
show variations 1n condition, with some toppled or leaning as a result of graves settlaing.

{eadstones of marble,

nera egscription

At the south side of Mingea Street, bounded by Pecple s Memorial Cemetery to 1ts south,
Talliaferro Road to its west, and South Crater Road and a row of commercial properties to
1ts east, Little Church Cemetery occupies about 2.5 acres of the western portion of the
ridge along which Crater Road runs south from Petersburg It was established on a suburban
farm lot that was occupied in the late nineteenth century by a house and outbuildings owned
by the heirs of John W Mingea, a prominent white citizen.

The fairly level ground drops off at the west and south sides, toward Talliaferro Street
and People‘s Memorial Cemetery, and provides a gentle clamb up from the entrances on Mingea
Street. A double-leaf 1ron gate in a common bow-and-picket style, with the shield of
Cincinnat: Iron Gate Company, 1s set at the head of one set of steps Withain the
unenclosed site, the ground undulates considerably, suggesting many unmarked graves Cover
1s low grass dotted with a few oak and cedar trees, and no ornamental shrubs. Although
there 1s a section where concrete markers and unmarked depressions indicate single graves,
the majority of burials are grouped in 16-foot square plots Four of these are surrounded
by 1ron fences dating from the late-nineteenth or early twentieth century Three of these
are designs of the Stewart Iron Works Company, and one has the shield of “C. Hanika &
Sons.” Other plots have been enclosed by low coping walls of concrete A few are marked
to indicate full- or half-plot.
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NPS Form 10-900-a OMB No. 1024-0018
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

CONTINUATION SHEET
Little Church Cemeterv

name of property

Afncan-American Cemetenes in Petersburg, Virginia
name of multiple property lisung

Petersburg (Independent City), Virgimia
Section _7_ Page 2 county and state

Stones and other monuments show variations in condition, with some toppled or leaning as a
result of graves settlang The earliest extant stone marks a burial in 1883 Most
monuments are headstones or dies-in-socket of marble or granite, with some very good
examples of traditional Victorian and early-twentieth century designs Eleven extant
obelisks range 1in date from 1889 through 1921, and the pedestal tomb of the Reverend Henry
Williams (d. 1900) dominating the center of the cemetery Some of these are from the
Petersburg workshop of Burns and Campbell. Much smaller marble “lodge stones” from at
least ten different fraternal orders or lodges have been 1identified, many of them
supplementing other gravestones There are also several locally-made concrete headstones,
some marked “MR” by Milton Rivers (active 1890s-1817)

The number of concrete markers that remain in place at Little Church Cemetery 1s unusual,
and the makers of most of them have not been identified. Some of them are clearly by the
same craftsman, wh mmercially-available
stone markers. Th kers to l4wn-type markers,
with a variety of [tet b RO _ O pvet ss-produced thin
metal letters set [int ssing [‘either.|consumer preference or the
artisan’s choice. 3 iwere  wh ewashed at; one time, although
most of the coatll{gej_h ¢ . Yeh okg of ithe whitewashed surfaces, these
concrete markers are a distinctive example of a vernacular stylLe—that persisted in a
community that had access to, and could afford, gravemarkers of granite or even marble that
were commonly used in white and black cemeteries.

Alterations to the cemetery are very typical of African-American cemeteries Maintenance
and recordkeeping have been erratic. Some gravestones are out of place; many have been
lost; others are broken or toppled. Some fences and curbing are very deteriorated, and at
least one plot fence (surrounding the Williams monument) has been lost completely The
continuing use of family plots over decades has resulted 1n modern headstones and
occasional lawn-cemetery type markers being scattered among earlier grave markers Because
there has not been any wholesale redesign of the landscape, the modern elements of the
cemetery do not overwhelm 1its sense of time and place as a nineteenth century suburban
burial ground. Despite the deterioration or losses of some elements, and the addition of
some clearly modern markers, the general appearance retains integrity as a privately-owned
burial ground in which maintenance of separately-deeded plots i1s the responsibility of
individual lot holders
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

CONTINUATION SHEET
Little Church Cemetery

name of property

Afncan-Amencan Cemetenes in Petersburg, Virginia
name of multple property listing

Petersburg (Independent City), Virginia

Section _8 Page 3 county and state

Summary Statement of Significance

Little Church Cemetery reflects important aspects of the history of Petersburg‘s African-
American community from ca. 1883 to ca. 1942 The land was acquired (with at least some
burials already having occurred) in 1883 by James M. Wilkerson, who operated the cemetery
as part of his undertaking establishment for years. Ownership of a burial ground was a key
component of his successful business, which also operated a funeral home with a rental hall
that became an important meeting place for Afraican-American lodges and more purely social
activities. The Wilkerson family were closely associated with Gillfield Baptaist Church,
whose first black minister, the Reverend Henry Williams, Jr , was buried here in 1900
Despite their elite status and close ties wath that church, the cemetery has been used for
burials of members of most of Petersburg’s historically black churches, many of 1its long-
established families, and nearly a dozen different fraternal organizations

cencr te gravemarkers,

Little Church Cem Y 1O ‘
et }xth Jjcentury through the

which were probabl
mid-twentleth cent

Justafication o

Little Church Cemetery i1s eligible under Craterion A in the areas of ETHNIC HISTORY BLACK,
and SOCIAL HISTORY It represents a significant achievement by an entrepreneurial family
in purchasing land for their company and using 1t to secure business while providing for
the needs of the African-American community The property retains physical reminders of
Petersburg’s black lodges and fraternal orders, churches, families, and African-American
businesspeople such as undertakers and craftsmen.

v

Little Church Cemetery 1s also eligible under Criterion C an the area of ART because of the
significant collection of concrete gravestones, a vernacular adaptation of traditional
headstones.

Little Church Cemetery 1s eligible under Criteria Consideration D because 1t derives its
primary significance from 1ts association from historic events or distinctive design
features.

Bistoraica ackground

Little Church Cemetery (the name refers not to a church, but to a nearby road, Little
Church Street) was established on a suburban farm lot that was occupied 1in the late
nineteenth century by a house and outbuildings owned by the heirs of John W Mingea, a
prominent whate citizen. When the Mingea heirs sold the plot in 1882, at least some
burials had already taken place, although their identity or locaticn within the tract 1is
unknown. The first African-American purchasers, John C. and Eloise Drake, were connected
to the Jackson family, who had owned part of the land that became People s Memorial
Cemetery They sold 1t very shortly to James Wilkerson, Jr
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NPS Form 10-900-a OMB No. 1024-001%
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United States Department of the Interior

National Park Service
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CONTINUATION SHEET
Little Church Cemelery

name of property

Afncan-Amencan Cemetenes in Petersburg, Virginia
name of muluple property lisung

Petersburg (Independent Citv), Virgimia
Section _8 Page 4 county and state

Wilkerson became one of Petersburg’s most prominent funeral directors, and James M.
Wilkerson Funeral Establishment 1s still an active concern. Having started in the business
as a partner in the firm Parker & Wilkerson, he became an independent undertaker during the
1880s. His financial success 1s indicated by his family’s well-built house at 1205 Rome
Street, constructed during the 1890s ' Cemetery ownership was an important component of
Wilkerson’s business operation (he bought East View Cemetery in 1911) Lot sales produced
revenue, and families preparing to bury there would be inclined to arrange the funeral
through his firm.

Lots may have sold quickly, but the organization of the grounds into family squares meant
that burials i1n each took place over several generations. Markers i1n the cemetery show a
range of dates almost to the present. Although the cemetery 1s considered to be “full,”
and the sections dedicated to s:.ngle graves have closely spaced and even overlapping

buraals, there are -
Wilkerson’s business - ¢ : ¥ ren als} and he had a hall
built near his funerd 3 1 flo anta '_ yd pther.o i/ Despite these
ventures 1into relp T ser 3 i 2 or
gravestones. The iron-fer a 2 'y ¢ “outside Pletersburg, and probably

sold through one or more local dealers. Gravemarkers, too, were made by a number of
artisans. Historic monuments that can be attributed were provided by Burns and Campbell (a
white firm) and Milton Rivers (an African-American maker who worked mostly 1n concrete)
Few of the marble lodge stones or concrete markers are signed. Several saimilar lodge
stones at People’s Memorial Cemetery were made by Burns and Campbell, which may have been
responsible for some of those at Little Church as well

The concrete markers and low coping walls were probably made locally They were cast ain a
variety of forms, indicating that Milton Rivers had more than one competitor The
selection of concrete markers for a cemetery whose customers counted themselves among the
upper ranks of their community 1s intraiguing They may have been supporting businesses run
by their peers, or they may have been consciously choosing gravemarkers atypical of those
in white cemeteries. Regardless of the reasons for the use of concrete, the large
collection that remains will provide a valuable sample for further study Little Church
Cemetery embodies distinctive characteristics of a type and method of construction, and
represents a saignificant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual
distinction.

Bushey et. al., p. 40 (photo), p. 50.
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United States Department of the Interior

National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

CONTINUATION SHEET
Little Church Cemeterv

name of property

Afncan-American Cemetenes tn Petersburg, Virginia
name of multiple property listing

Petersburg (Independent Citv), Virginia

Section 9,10 Page__ 5 county and state
Bibliography
Little, M. Ruth. Sticks and Stones Three Centuries of North Carclina Gravemarkers

Chapel Hi1ll Unaiversity of North Carolina Press, 1998

Plan of New Blandford in Rachard L. Jones, “People’s Memorial Cemetery “ N.d., City of
Petersburg Museums, Petersburg

Verba oundary Descriptio
The boundaries for Little Church Cemetery are the same as Tax Parcel 21-17

undar ustafication

Loftwice 'djin.ﬂ\g the twentieth
long, Sodth Crater Road was
1968 f\ larger section, a

fr Pe ple s Memorlal Cemetery (deeds
line) ' Thd boundaries for the

nominated property are the boundaries indicated on the tax map, which includes all the land
designated as Little Church Cemetery

The area of Little
century A small po
lost during the ha wa‘ W -den

z.ng of 194} ,
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NPS Form 10-900 OMB No. 10024-0018
(Oct. 1990)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
REGISTRATION FORM

This form 15 for use in nomimaung or requesting delerminations for individual properties and districts. See instructions in How to Complere the
Nanonal Regster of Historic Places Regustranon Form (Natonal Register Bulleun 16A). Complete each item by marking “X" 1n the
appropriate box or by entenng the information requested  If an item does not apply to the property being documented. enter “N/a” for "not
applicable.” For functions. architectural classification, matenals, and areas of signilicance, enter only categories and subcategones (rom the
wnstructions. Place additional entries and narrative items on continuation sheets (NPS Form 10-900a). Usec a typewnter, word processor, or
computer to complete all items.

historic name East View Cemetery

other names/site number

street & pumber South Crater Road __not for publicauon
city or town __Petersburg
state Virgania code VA county Petersburg code _730 zupcode _ 23803

“i-Remunaton __ request for

R evxs( r of Historic Places and meets

Tty _,meets does not meet the National
__udocallly (__ See continuation sheet for

As the designated authority
determination of ehgxbllnv,mee q
the procedural and professio
Register critenia. | recomlrFl
additional comments.)

’ i

Signature of certifying official/Title Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

1 hereby certify that thus property 1s: Signature of the Keeper Date of Acuon

entered 1n the Natonal Register
__ See continuauon sheet.
___ determuned eligible for the National Register
__ See conttnuation sheet.
__ determuned not eligible for the Nauonal Register
____removed from the National Register
____other (explain):
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East View Cemetery Petersburg, Virginia
Name of Property Countv and State

Ownership of Property Category of Property Number of Resources within Property
(Check as many boxes as apply) (Check only one box) (Do not include previously listed resources in the count.)
X __ pnvale building Contnbuting Noncontributing
public-local distnet buildings
public-State X  site 1 sites
public-Federal structure structures
object objects
1 Total
Name of related multiple property listing Number of contributing resources previously
(Enter "N/A" if propertv 1s not part of a multple property listng.) listed 1n the National Register
African-American Cemeteries in Petersburqg, Virgania 0

Historic Functions Current Functions
Enter categones from 1nstructions) (Enter categonies from instructions)
g 8
Funerary/Cemetery Fuperary/Cemetery

A

atér
nter

s | -
2gofies from instrugtionsy

foundations
walls
roof
other: Stone: Marble
Granite
Concrete

Narrative Description
(Describe the histonc and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)
See Continuation Sheets
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East View Cemetery Petersburg, Vairgainia
Name of Property County and State

Applicable National Register Criteria Areas of Significance
(Mark "x" 1n one or more boxes for the criteria qualiflying the property (Enter categones from instructions)
for National Regtster lisung)

X A Property 1s associated with events that have made a Ethnic Heratage Black
significant contributon to the broad patterns of our tustory Social History

___ B Property 1s associated with the lives of persons significant Art
10 our past.

X C  Property embodies the disuncuve charactensucs of a type,
pertod, or method of construction or represents the work of
a master, or possesses high artisuc values, or represents a Period of Significance
significant and disungwshable enuty whose components ca._ 1866 - ca 1942
lack individual disuncuon.

D  Property has yielded, or 1s likely to yield information
important 1 prehustory or hustory.

Criteria Considerations Significant Dates
(Mark "X" (n all the boxes that apply.) 1911
Property 1s:
__ A owned by areligious nsttution or used for religious Significant Person
purposes. (Complete if Criterion B 1s marked above.)
___ B removed from 1ts onginal locauon.
__ C aturthplace or grave.
X D acemetery. Cultural Affiliation

__F

G

Narrative Statement of Significance
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)
See Continuation Sheets

Bibliography
(Cite the books, articles, and other sources used 1n preparing this form on one or more conuinuation sheets.)

Previous documentation on file (NPS) Primary Location of Additional Data

___ prelimnary determunation of individual listing (36 CFR 67) has _X_ State Histonic Preservauon Office -
been requested. ___ Other State agency

___previously listed 1n the National Register ___ Federal agency

___previously determuned eligible by the National Register _X Local government

___designated a Natonal Historic Landmark ___ Umversuty

___recorded by Historic Amenican Buildings Survey # . __ Other

___recorded by Historic Amencan Engineenng Record # Name of reposttory:

196



THE AFRICAN AMERICAN CEMETERIES OF PETERSBURG

__East View Cemetery. Petersburg, Virginia
Name of Property County and State

Acreage of Property _26 75 acres

UTM References
(Piace additional UTM references on a continuation sheet)

Zone Easung Northing Zone Eastng Nortlung
1 - 3 __ .

2 - 4

__ Sec conuinuauon sheet

Verbal Boundary Description
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a contrnuation shect.)

Boundary Justification
(Explain why the boundanes were selected on a continuation sheet.)

name/utle Sarah Fick

orgamzation Historac Preservatyon Consultants date June 1999

street & number Post Office Box 1112 telephone 843-723-.1746
aty or town Charleston state sC apcode _ 29402

Submut the following 1tem
Continuation Sheets|:
Maps i
AUSGS map (7.5
A sketch map for hustonc distnets and properues having large acreage or numerous resources.
Photographs
Representative black and white photographs of the property.
Additional items
(Check with the SHPO or FPO for any additional items)

Property Owner
(Complete this 1tem at the request ol the SHPO or FPO))

name/title ames M. Wjlkerson Funeral Establis nt c.
street & number 102 South Avenue telephone 804-732-8911
aty or lown Petersburg state VA upcode __23803

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement This information 1s being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic Places to
nominate properties for lisung or determine eligibility for listing, to list properues, and to amend existing fisungs. Response to this request 1s
required to obtamn a benefit 1n accordance wath the Nanonal Historic Preservanon Act, as amended (16 U.S.C 470 et seq.).

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 18.1 hours per response including the time for
reviewing instructions, gatherning and maintaining data, and compleung and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding thus burden esumate
or any aspect of this form to the Chiel, Admimstrative Services Diviston, National Park Service, P.0. Box 37127 Washington, DC 20013-
7127 and the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reductions Project (1024-0018), Washington, DC 20503
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

CONTINUATION SHEET
East View Cemeterv

name of property

Afncan-Amencan Cemetenes in Petersburg, Virginia
name of muluple property listing

Petersburg (Independent City), Virginia N
Section 7  Page 1 county and state

Summary Descraiption

East View Cemetery conforms to the property type “Bistoric African-American Cemeteries,”
subtype “Afraican-American Community Cemeteries Situated outside the Core City ”
Established as early as 1866 on several parcels of a tract of farmland laid out as regular
lots at either side of a straight road, the 26 75-acre property 1s generally rectangular
with 1ts south line following the uneven course of a branch that separates 1t from today’s
Petersburg National Battlefield.

The level site 1s entered from Page Street, 1ts south boundary There 18 a low brick wall
with entry posts along South Crater Road, but the draive that they access 1is unused today
The property 1s unenclosed except the front wall and a brick-and-concrete wall that
demarcates the east half of the boundary with B‘rith Achim Cemetery to the north. Cover 1is
low grass dotted wxk es. the east and southeast
boundaries of the| on“the ‘réar north sections

of the cemetery J HE S

The earliest exta t vzéiec:%xesf

]

o the lEfG-O‘s Most monuments are
d -examples jof kraditional Victorian
and early-twentieth century designs, small T marble “lodge stones”
commemorating membership in beneficial or fraternal associations The historic markers
that can be attributed came from the Petersburg shops of C. M. Walsh, Burns and Campbell,
and Milton Raivers There 1s also an exceptional range of concrete markers, all of which
appear to have originally been whitewashed. They include plaque markers and tabletstones,
thicker tabletstones that resemble pulpit markers, pointed-arched monuments that seem to
represent upward-pointing arrows, and even a concrete obelisk. Most unusual are several
concrete markers cast as obelisks, but with barbs or roofs raking out from the shaft.
These are the work of a very skilled craftsman, as 1s the March monument (B P March,
1859-1900) This slender concrete column 1s topped by a concrete head of an African-
American man, the only such example found in any of Petersburg’s cemeteries The makers of
these notable gravemarkers have not been i1dentified.

General Descraiption

At the east side of South Crater Road, bounded by Page Street and a residential
neighborhood to the south, Blandford Cemetery to the west, and B rith Achim Cemetery to the
north, East View Cemetery occupies about 26 75 acres of a level plain above Poor Creek.
Only at the southern edge, where the property slopes down to the creek, do the elevations
show more than local variataon.

The cemetery can be viewed as several sections. The west portion, about 4.2 acres, 1is
bisected by a two-rut gravel road perpendicular to South Crater Road that eventually turns
south to connect with Page Street. A brick wall with entry columns but no gate faces the
highway, but the cemetery 1is otherwise unenclosed except by the common wall that divides 1t
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from B‘rith Achim. Beyond the east end of the wall, trees have grown up to virtually
overtake a strap of graves, many of which are marked. The layout of their plots cannot be
determined. Except that overgrown area, the grassy aspect of this section of the cemetery
1s interrupted only by a few oak and cedar trees It can be seen to have been organized
into uniform lots of about 16’ square, in keeping with the rural cemetery movement which
emphasized lot enclosures and individual monuments Many of the squares have remnants of
coping walls, but much of the coping material has been removed. Only four plots are
fenced. Two fences are of modern pipe-rails, and two are late-nineteenth or early
twentieth century iron fences probably produced by Stewart Iron Works for retailing by a
local fairm.

Extant stones 1n this portion of East View indicate that 1t began to be heavily used only
in the early 1920s, but one marble tabletstone with a date of 1890 was 21dentified. The
early gravestonesrx tr - le obelisks, and
small marble lodg¢ tones that a ng,the:lodge affiliation

of the deceased. { The hist

shops of C. M. Walsh arbl. \ Cam [1: Le i Rivers (concrete).
One notable mon t ag a ran;te dierop~base:’ &3, <with a ragsed| bronze casting of a
face, a portrait pf ‘the decdeaped /(Luth Theye is alsc an exceptional
range of concrete markers, all of which appear to have originally been whitewashed. They
include plaque markers and tabletstones, thicker tabletstones that resemble pulpit markers,
pointed-arched monuments that seem to represent upward-pointing arrows, and even a concrete
obelisk. Most unusual are several concrete markers cast as obelisks, but with barbs or
roofs raking out from the shaft. These are the work of a very skilled craftsman, as 1s the
March monument (B. P March, 1859-1900) This slender concrete column 1s topped by a
concrete head of an African-American man, the only such example found in any of
Petersburg’s cemeteries.

Beyond the western “front” section of East View Cemetery i1s an open grassed field where the
victims of an early-twentieth century epidemic are said to be buried. No markers of any
sort break this expanse, and there are no signs of the settling graves that may be expected
in a hastily-used area of many individual burials.

The public road, Page Street, terminates just beyond the open field. A brack pillar,
perhaps originally one of a pair, marks the entry to an unpaved continuation of Page Street
that extends to a woods line marking the approximate east boundary of the cemetery The
rear or eastern section of East View Cemetery extends north and south of this unpaved lane.
At the north side, adjacent to Blandford Cemetery, 1s a woods line at least 100‘ across, in
which are hundreds of graves, marked and unmarked, dating to the 1920s South of the Page
Street extension, the cemetery is further subdivided by several draves In the southeast
quadrant are the earliest headstones found at East View Cemetery, marble tabletstones
dating the 1866 and 1868 The early sections at far south and north blend into the
center-rear section where markers typically date from the 1930s to the present, indicating
continuing use cf family plots that were first conveyed ca 1930
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The eastern portion of East View Cemetery, also called Wilkerson Memorial Cemetery, has
been opened 1in sections over time. A major expansion cane 1in 1942-43, when a number of
graves were relocated from the edge of People s Memorial Cemetery that was to be affected
by a highway widening project. This was repeated in 1968.

The Wilkerson 1interests may have envisioned the rear section of East View as” a memorial
park, a cemetery landscape that became dominant 1in the first quarter of the twentieth
century Their goal of easy malntenance was thwarted by the families who used the saite,
who continued to place curbing of granite, concrete or brick and above-ground monuments on
their plots Ownership of some family plots must predate the Wilkerson‘’s acquisition of
the entire cemetery in 1911, and may have been claimed since the time Henry Bowman acquired
Lots 7 and 8 of the Taylor Estate in the 1850s.

The Wilkerson M - derable range of
marker dates and ) e bletsty ; ‘from |[the 1860s through
1940s; granite obelisks ! ? Y ildent d kk:dlsewhere was only in
concrete), many lot 2 t sh| smaller’ proportion of lodge
stones than are £ hurgdh Cemetery. There are also many
lawn-type markersﬁ‘f ]{abs} two types that most
commonly date from after World War II

The gravemarkers that were made after the end of the period of significance ca. 1942
{1ncluding some placed duraing the reinterment work) do not overwhelm the sense of the site
as a historic cemetery Surrounded by earlier gravestones, they dominate only part of its
rear sectaons. Although they are clearly modern, they are additions, not substantial
alterations, and the property retains its overall integrity and sense of time and place.

Most alterations to East View Cemetery are very typical of African-American cemeteries.
Maintenance and recordkeeping have been erratic. Some gravestones are out of place; many
have been lost, others are broken or toppled. Coping and fence elements are deteriorated
or missing. The lack of maintenance i1s most apparent and severe in the “fringe” sections
along the north boundary of the cemetery In these overgrown areas, abandoned by the
cemetery’s management, only a few graves are tended. The overgrown section near Blandford,
the woods line at the east boundary, and the slope leading to Poor Creek, are all used as
disposal areas for coping material and even some markers. Some may have been displaced at
an early date, in pursuit of the goal of a low-maintenance lawn park memorial cemetery, but
dumping has continued as elements seem i1ncapable of repair or merely 2inconveniences to
mowing or gravedigging actavaties. These unfortunate alterations do not outweigh the
general 1integrity of the property or its ability to convey 1ts significant historic
assoclations as a cemetery where commercial ownership of the land coexists with separately-
deeded plots whose markers and maintenance are the responsibility of 1individual lot
holders.
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Summary Statement of Significance

East View Cemetery reflects important aspects of the history of Petersburg’s African-
American community from ca. 1866 to ca. 1942 It was laid out on several lots of a farm
that was surveyed and subdaivided for sale in 1855 The earliest burials took place while
the land was owned by BHenry Bowman and his heirs from the 1850s untal 1911 At least by
1905 the burial ground was known as East View Cemetery After having managed the cemetery
for some years as part of his undertaking establishment, in 1911 James M. Wilkerson, Jr ,
purchased the property from John C. Bowman. For decades Wilkerscon Funeral Bome/James M.
Wilkerson Funeral Establishment has sold lots to families and indaviduals, opening new
sections as previous areas are completely sold. This gradual expansion has not resulted in
clearly defined “old” and “new” sections, because the use as family plots assures a range
of burial dates even in the oldest sguares The cemetery has been used for burials of
members of most of 1ts long-~
established famllt commemorating
membership in a fra

Cemetery

.

ioniof concre gravemarkers, which

East View Cemeter Lec
ating from the Tate nineteenth c¢eéntury through the mid-

were probably locally produce ;
twentieth century

Justification of Crateraa

East View Cemetery 1s eligible under Criterion A i1n the areas of ETENIC HISTORY BLACK, and

SOCIAL HISTORY It represents a significant achievement by an entrepreneurial family ain
purchasing land for their company and using 1t to secure business while providing for the
needs of the African-Emerican community The property retains physical reminders of

Petersburg’s black lodges and fraternal orders, churches, families, and African-American
businesspeople such as undertakers and craftsmen.

East View Cemetery 1s also eligible under Craterion C in the area of ART because of the
significant collection of concrete gravestones, some of them vernacular adaptations of
traditional headstones and some of them in styles that are previously unrecorded.

East View Cemetery 15 eligible under Criteria Consideration D because it derives its
primary sagnificance from i1ts association from hastoric events or distinctive design
features.



APPENDIX 2. MULTIPLE PROPERTY DOCUMENTATION FORM AND NOMINATIONS

202

NPS Form 10-900-a OMB No. 1024-0018
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

CONTINUATION SHEET
East View Cemelery

name of property

Afncan-Amencan Cemetenes in Petersburg, Virginia
name of multuple property listing

Petersburg (Independent City), Virginia
Section _8 Page 5 counly and state

Bistorical Background

East View Cemetery was established on a suburban farm lot that was surveyed for the Estate
of Elizabeth Taylor in 1855. By the time the plat was recorded, Henry Bowman had acquired
Lot #7 (five acres), before his death he also acquired Lot #8 (about 12 acres) Benry
Bowman’s i1dentity 1s unknown. Apparently an African-Amer:ican, he alsc owned land at the
opposite side of South Crater Road (below today’s People’s Memoraal Cemetery), and may have
resided on the Taylor tract, which was outside the corporate boundaries of Petersburg untal
1945 For that reason, Bowman has not been traced through the Petersburg census records
that can provide much information about antebellum free blacks within the city

Bowman’s son John gained title from the other heirs in 1902, and in 1904 added Parcel #5
(nine acres) of the Taylor farm to his property It 1s unlikely that the entire Bowman
holdings were origq t by 1866 some burials,
marked by marble he e prgperty, where the

land slopes steeply dded nine acres,
for the first time.

the city directory 1list Vi,
A few years later, in-7181Y, |[Wil Bast] View Cemetery today
also includes parts ‘of -Tayfor|-Lot v{l‘iic became B raith Acham

Cemetery (which was “kept” by James erson befs)

Wilkerson was one of Petersburg‘s most prominent funeral directors, and his business 1is
st1ll an actave concern. Baving started as a partner in the firm Parker & Wilkerson, he
became an independent undertaker during the 1880s and purchased Laittle Church Cemetery in
1883. His financial success 1s indicated by his family’s well-built house at 1205 Rome
Street, constructed during the 1890s.! Management and ownership of a cemetery was an
important component of the business. Lot sales produced revenue, and families preparing to
bury on his grounds would be inclined to arrange the funeral through Wilkerson.

Wilkerson or his predecessor organized much of the cemetery into family squares, so that
burials in each took place over several generations. Markers in the cemetery show a range
of dates up to the present. Obviously, sections that were laid out for lot sales in the
twentieth century do not hold early gravestones, but plots with very early stones may also
have recent burials

Wilkerson’s business periodically extended into coach and hack rentals, and he had a hall
built near his funeral home for rental to lodges and other organizations Despite these
ventures into related services, there 1s no evidence that he marketed fencing or
gravestones The 1ron fences that survive were made outside Petersburg, and probably sold
through one or more local dealers Gravemarkers, too, were made by a number of artisans
The historic monuments that can be attributed were locally made, by two white firms, C. M.
Walsh and Burns & Campbell, and Milton Rivers, an African-American who worked mostly in

! Bushey et. al., p. 40 (photo), p. 50
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concrete but who carved several of the granite obelisks at East View Charles Sparks, a

Wilkerson relative who managed the cemetery for years, 1s also thought to have made some
concrete markers and copang walls, but which ones he made have not been identified.’

All the concrete markers and low coping walls were probably made locally They were cast
1n a varaety of forms, and all appear to have originally been whitewashed Many are in
traditional styles that resemble commercially-made granite or marble markers Others are

less common, and indicate great skill on the part of the artisan(s) who prepared the molds

There 1s an obelisk 1in a cross form, and several headstones with steeply gabled arches that
may represent upward-pointing arrows These markers may all be seen as unusual or local
expressions of traditional Western Christian thought, but there are others which cannot.
The cultural values behind the markers cast as cbelisks with barbs or roofs raking out from
the shaft are obscure, but the objects themselves demonstrate high levels of creativity and
technical ability, — : - that ent 1s likewise
the work of a master -artis B

who clearly valued

The selection of concrete by gucH\skilYed ¢raftemen)and ‘their §
ijg 4 The buyers may hav pporting businesses

and could afford Fine_.wérk,
run by their peerg; they may rhave been onssious%y4¢ osing rs atypical of those
in white cemeteries; or they may have beén continuing a tradition w other examples have
been lost. Regardless of the reasons for the use of concrete, the collection that remains
at East View Cemetery embodies distanctive characteristics of a type and method of
construction, and represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may
lack 1individual distanction.
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Verbal Boundary Descraiption

The boundaries for East View Cemetery are the same as Tax Parcels 20-1-4 and 20-5-5

Boundary Justification

The boundaries for the nominated property are the boundaries indicated on the tax map,
which includes all the land designated as East View Cemetery

Interview, Pernell A. Simms, 12/16/1998.

3]
W



APPENDIX 2. MULTIPLE PROPERTY DOCUMENTATION FORM AND NOMINATIONS




Cemetery Preservation Plans
Historical Research

Identification of Grave Locations
and Mapping

Condition Assessments

Treatment of Stone and Ironwork

l Chicora Foundation, Inc.
|: PO Box 8664 = 861 Arbutus Drive

A= Columbia, SC 29202-8664

— w Tel: 803-787-6910
“_ﬂ l l Fax: 803-787-6910

www.chicora.org

o= |




	The "Negro Section" of Blandford Cemetery
	Extant Environment and Current Condition
	Historical Overview of Blandford
	Stones and Other Features

	East View Cemetery
	Historical Overview
	East View Cemetery Section
	Wilkerson Memorial Cemetery Section

	Summary and Conclusions
	Petersburg African American Cemeteries
	The Future of People's Cemetery
	Recommendations for Future Research

	Sources Cited
	Appendix 1. Inventory of People's Cemetery
	Appendix 2. Multiple Property Documentation Forms and Nomination



