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Preface

World heritage monuments located in urban environments are susceptible to
degradation and deterioration from exposure to pollution. There is much that can be
gleaned from headstones as surviving heritage stone that contain historical infor-
mation, and they have already been used to decipher trends in air pollution. This
brief is based on field research since 2006 in urban churchyards located along a
transect towards the British East Coast. It examines urban parish churchyards in a
selection of cities to capture the remaining record, as well as record and investigate
the existing contemporary record, based on inscriptions and motifs appearing on
headstone panels. The work was performed by a cross-disciplinary team comprising
a historical archaeologist and geomorphologist (physical geographer) interested in
collaborating on a joint effort to examine not only what remains of the material
record but also to assess the current state of this record and its likelihood of survival
and sustainability as part of heritage stone for England and Scotland, UK.
A long-term project spanning a decade (2006–2017) allowed for some cross-
temporal comparisons of the condition of the headstones and the integrity of the
overall record. The findings indicate that sites located in polluted parts of urban-
scapes are more susceptible to damage, but a variety of environmental factors
contribute to the current state of the headstones examined in this study. This is
especially evident when coastal and interior (inland) sites are compared and when
central locations are compared with more remote churchyards situated within city
centres. Age, of course, plays a part in the breakdown of these rock monuments and
is considered alongside evidence of soiling and weathering. In addition, lithology
and stone type affect decay, with limestone markers apparent in England and
Scotland mainly comprising sandstone headstones. The sustainability of these
markers as part of cultural stone is questionable, with evidence of change at the
annual scale that can easily be augmented at longer temporal scales.
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