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The stu.(%r of migration, la the two hundred years before birthf-place 

data was recorded in the 1841 Census, has depended primarily on the 

analysis of Parish Registers, supplemented by local tax, militia, 

apprenticeship and ecclesiastical listings. The only other national 

source, the documents generated by the administration of the Poor 

Law, from 1662 to 186$, has large]y been ignored. 

This thesis is conceizied with two inter-related themes. Firstly, 

an evaluation of the Settlement Certificates, Examinations and 

Removal. Orders generated by the administration of the Poor Law, and 

secondly, their potential for establishing geographical patterns of 

migration. The spatial focus for this study is the Gloucestershire 

woollen cloth parishes #iich exhibited a strong centripetal pattern 

of movemeit until the 18^'s, but this analysis has been set against 

similar studies frcm other areas. However, an evaluation also 

requires that the evidence from the Poor Law documents is compared 

with that from Parish Register's and e^ly Enumerators Books, as 

the only two contemporazy sources providing similar information. 

This eng)irlcal evidence is examined within the framework of a total 

migration model to emphasise that migration is a sub-system of a 

wider environment. hypotheses, derived from the study of migration 

processes, aze tested to evaluate their applicability in this 

particular historical context and to illuminate the reality of 

migration in Gloucestershire at this time. 
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Session Removal Orderŝ  betwesn 1699-1749 26l 

60 Kettering migration distances 264 

61 Origin of marriage partners for selected. Gloucestershire 

cloth parishes 1697-1795 266 

62 Cumulative frequency distribution of maî riage horizons 
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10.111 Occuî ations and civil status of migrants to Stonehouse 325 

lO.lV Occupations and civil status of migrants to Jursley 326 

lO.V Summary of appendices lO.I-lO.IV 327 

10 Notes 328 

11 idlgration distances for parishes in the West Derby Hundred 

of Lancashire 330 

12 Migration distances for selected Essex, Berkshire and 

Oxfordshire parishes 332 

1:$ Certificates/lOOO Kms. for selected pajrlshes in 

Noi'thamptonshire, durrey and Sssex 334 

14. Occupations and. civil status of migrants cer-tificated. to 

Newark ^38 

15 Map of the Gloucestershire parishes ^^9 



Chapter 1 

Introduotion : Migration and. the Poor Law in 

Pre-Induatrial Ikgland. 

"It is often more difficult for a poor 
man to pass the artificial boundaiy of 
a parish, than an arm of the sea or a 
ridge of high mountains, natural 
boundaries which scmetimes separate 
very distinctly different rates of 
wages in other countries." 

Adam Smith (1776) 
'The Wealth of Nations', 112. 

Clazt has asserted, that the study of migration In the period. 

before the decennial census recorded, birth-place data, must rely 

heavily on the documents of ecclesiastical administration (l). Clark 

claims that, for the present, the evidence of Ecclesiastical Court 

Depositions remains the most valuable source for such studies (2), 

though he aanits that there is a bias in them towards "the i-espectable 

man and against the younger, that female witnesses are under-

represented (3) and that few are available after 1730 (4). During 

the last decade, the Cambridge Group for the History of Population 

and Social Stmcture has raised to the level of academic respectability 

the analysis of Parish Registers ($). Wrigley contends "we do not 

move in 1601 (the first Census) or in 18^7 (the first vital statistics) 

from darkness into light in population histoiy. The dark ages of 

population history ended in 1538, in 18^7 *" (6). "iFrom 1538 

for a period of three hundred years Parish Registers are the prime source 

of Joiowledge about population changes in this countiy" (7)« {Their bias 

against dissenters and recusants is implicit in their origins, though 

the significance of this under registration is not sei'ious until the 

eighteenth centuzy and only then in certain geographical localities. More 

serious lacunae are characteristic of the early nineteenth centuiy 

Registers, especially in the growing urban areas (8^. Chambers describes 

the Registers as the "short and simple annals of the poor" (9), but in 

fact, they are not limited to this one group however large in number. 

The only major source ndiich, by definition, can be called the annals 

of the poor is that created by the documents pertaining to the 

administration of the Poor Law. The unhindered movement of people 



or jobs is central to economic prosperity and. political stability, 

but these processes have not been fully understood and the fear of 

social unrest has been uppermost in framing laws #iich would directly 

affect the movement of people. The Law of Settlement and Eenoval 

of 1662 represents the most notorious example of such legislation (lO), 

Its legal antecedents were established in the unsettled political 

atmosphere of fourteenth and fifteenth centuiy jzingland (U). The 

endemic poverty of the majoi-ity of the population (12) was met by 

alms or punakive laws (1̂ 3). The differing nature of permanent 

poverty through infirmity, tengiorary poverty which drives a labourer 

to seek employment elsewhere and that which characterised vagrancy (l4l 

was ill defined. It had been a Christian responsibility to give 

alms and thus the Church provided the administrative framework for 

their collection and the subsequent establishment of a poor rate. 

The codification of existing provision in I60I placed this responsibility 

at the level of the parish (15) and only the Union Ghargeability Act 

of 186^ fundamental ly altered this frame of reference (I6). 

]he Settlement Certificates, Examinations and Ranoval Orders 

resulting from this law (Appendices l.I - IJIl) (17) provide a major 

national source for the stu(^ of population movement still largely 

untapped by geographers. (l8). They cover a period of nearly two 

hundred years at a time vihen ĵ igland was in transition from a 'pre-

industrial society* (19) to the industrial, urbanised society i&iich 

became characteristic of the second half of the nineteaith centuzy; 

it was a period in which labour was the most in^ortant factor in 

production and the economy and man were at the mercy of natural forces 

(20). They mark the movements of a substantial sector of the population 

by age, sex and occupations in a variety of geographical locations. 

It is the geographical evaluation of this boi^ of source material for 

migration studies vdiich is the main object of this present stu^. 

"The variety of practical interpretations that characterise 
the English Poor Law from the Act of 1662 and its subsequent 
modification by statute or justiciel intei;pret&tion which 
attempted to replace the decadent situation which ensued 
the breakdown of the autliority of Pri-vy Council in locaJ. 
administration and which lasted even after the deification 
of centralisation and uniformity of the 18^ Act, do not 
concern the geographer" (2l). 

This caveat neada emphasising, for the original formulation of the 

law and its subsequait administration did not have the needs of 

geographers in mind. The constitutional bautles between central 

and local government, the real dLffeiences between the statute book 

and the local administration of the law, the changing attitudes to 



poverty vdiich eventually produced, a welfare state, the level of 

literacy or degrees of poverty revealed by the documents are fields 

of study for others. It is the spatial implication of this law with 

imhich the geographer is concerned. Baker et al. have suggested that a 

"basic problem confr-onting historical geographers today is 
how to integrate traditionally enpirical technicgies -mhich must 
eventually reach out for a theoretical framewoit and the 
theoretical analysis which must in turn reach out to anbrace 
the complexities of the reaJ wrld. Some of the difficulties 
lie in the characteristics of the source materials available 
to an historical geographer and some lie in the nature of the 
theories ?diich have so far beai developed."(22). 

Chapter 2 examines the multi-disciplinaiy nature of migration studies 

and a total migration model is proposed to provide the conceptual and 

theoretical frajnework for this stuî . Eo^hasis is placed, not only on 

the patterns of migration, with vjiich traditionally the geographer has 

been concerned, but also upon migration processes. Ideally, the 

hypotheses that research has generated should be vigorously tested in 

the real world, but as Chapter 3 shows, the nature of the data derived 

from Settlement papers enforces an adoption of the first approach 

identified by Baker et al. above. In these circumstances it is vital 

to establish the usefulness of the Poor Law documents for migration 

studies. Chapter 3 describes the legal eiviromnent within vAiich 

movements occurred. It outlines the main provisions of the Poor Law, 

its subsequent modification during the peid-Od l662 — 186^ and the main 

characteristics of the three main categories of dacuments engendered by 

its administration. 

It is a maivter of conjecture how margr of these documents survive 

nationaj_ly (23), but the volume of the documents and. their patchy 

distribution preclude a satisfactory stu(%)r at that scale. It is, 

therefore, necessary to use a sample drawn from a specific region. 

Gloucestershire is used, as the main testing ground, for the evaluation 

of the documents and for an examination of the patterns of migration 

within the conceptual framework of the total migration model. Although 

a substantial collection of documents survive in the county (24), their 

distribution in space and time is frustratingly uneven (Plg. l)« The 

Forest of Dean was extrâ parochial at this time and. It is only in some 

of the peripheral parishes, such as Mitcheldjean, Llttledean and 

]fewnham-on-8evem, that documents exist. The Vale of Severn is better 

represented with documents in agricultural and industrial districts and 

In both villages and towns. Even so, Gloucester Itself is poorly 

covered and no dacuments survive for Tev&cesbury. In the Cotswolds, 
only the market towns are well represented, and in the smnll area 
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of the Oxford. V&le in the county collectiona have survived at South 

Cemey and Een^sford. The largest group of surviving documents 

relate to the ivoollen cloth parishes lAiich lay across the Ootswold 

Escarpment fi-om Painsiivick to Kingswood ii:i the velleys of the Fromê  

Ewelme and Little Avon. 

The administrative couniy has no validity as the unit - of study 

because it does not reflect the level of data collection and its 

boundaries are rarely meaningful in relation to population movements 

and the functional regions Wiich such movements reflect. During the 

period of this study, not only are county boundaries altered and 

parishes transferred to and frcm neighbouring counties, but an entirely 

new countŷ  the Gloucestershire Registration County, is also created (25). 

Eversley, Drake and Sogner in their analysis of demographic patterns 

from Parish Registers use a region of contiguous parishes (26) so that 

the effects of migration wuld be minimised. (2?). This assungtion 

that the bulk of both tenporazy and pennaneait migration was short 

distance can be tested iji the woollen oloth parishes of Gloucestershire. 

These parishes which are essentially contiguous remain throughout the 

period a recognisable functional unit, exhibiting a stirong pattern of 

centripetal movement. Tann's identification of the sites of woollen 

cloth mills in the period 1750 to 1820 (Fig. 2) is used as the basis 

for defining the core area of stu(̂ , but this approach excludes the 

T/ider area of domestic en̂ loyment which was an integral part of the 

sp&tial structure of the industiy before the nineteenth century. The 

adoption of an alternative criterion, employment, is subject to 

similar limitations. Figure 3 Is based on the distribution, of male 

oloth workers in the Registration County in. 18^1 and the evidence from 

the l608 lihister Roll (28). The increasing conceitration of the industry 

into the Stroud and Dursley Registration Districts, where 87 percent 

of the male employees were to be found in I85I, expresses a close 

correspondence to the pattern established by Tann, Furthermore Tann's 

maps of the changing distribution of mills in 1840, 1849 and I867 (2$) 

reinforces the view that a functional region, by definition, must be 

subject to changes in its areal extent over such a long period of time. 

Chapter 4 draws on contenporary accounts to describe the main 

econcmio and population patterns in the county during the period 1662 

to 1865. The spatial variations in these characteristics may provide 

an insight into the processes underpinning the patterns of migration 

in the cloth parishes lohich are analysed in Chapter 

The need to group parishes into a meaningful unit for analysis 

may result in %ie discovery of patterns of migration which are only 
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Fig. 3. MALE WOOLLEN CLOTH WORKERS .GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
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Talid for that one region. In consequenoe, con$*arison8 must be made 

-rnith the evidence from other situations. This is attempted, in Chapter 

6 in two main ways, Pirst]y, Settlement Certificates, and, to a 

lesser degree, Eemoval Orders ̂ re analysed for other econcmic regions 

iji Gloucestershire, and in other selected areas of iĴ igland. Secondly, 

patterns of migration are reconstructed from Pajrish Registers and. 

mid-nineteenth century Censuses for selected cloth parishes. The 

examination of othey data sources for migration study is essential for 

the evaluation of Poor Ijaw documents and an examination of Ashtonb 

hypothesis that the patterns they reveal only reinforce the essentially 

short distance movements of that period. (30)<» The study is rounded 

off by a final assessment (Chapter ?) of the Settlement Certificates, 

Examinations and Removal Orders as sources for the study of migration 

in the period before the national Censuses' inclusion of birth place 

data in 1841 and. 18̂ 1. 



Chapter 1 Notes and Hefei-ences 

1. Tills is not to deny the importance of other sources. Burgesses 

rolls and apprenticeship bonds in particular provide significant 

sources, but as Patten notes they are urbo-centric and highly 

selective by age, sex and iaoome. 

Patten, J. (197̂ ) Rural-urban migration in pre-industrial England. 

(Hesearch Papers; School of G-eograply, Oxford), Eo.6, 13 

t&ister rolls, periodic tax lists, local censuses, manorial court 

records, \vills, quarter sessic&i papers and corporation aichives 

provide further lay sources. 

2. Clark, P. (1̂ 72), 'The migrant in Kentish towns I58O-I64D', in 

Clark, P. and Slack, P. (eds.) Crisis and order in English toims 

I5OO-I75O (London, : Routledge and Kegan Paul), 121. 

j. Ibid., 120. 

4. Idem(l974) Poverty and Social Policy 1750-1870 (Great Britain 

1750-1950; Arts 4^1; Milton Keynes; Open University), block 

IV, units 12-16, 16. 

5. In particular, \Yrigley, (1966) .an introduction to English 

historical demography (ijondon : Weidenfeld and Nicolson), 2^8 

establishes the methodological base for many recent studies. 

6. IbidJCI. 

7. Ibid.. 102. 

8. Krauae, J.T. (1965)., 'Changing adequacy of English registration 

I69O-I837', in Class, D.V. andEversley, D.E.C. (eds.) 

Population in histozy (London : Arnold), i$86. 

Drake, M. (I96I-2) slementaiy exercise in parish register 

dcaiography', Econ. Hist. Rev. XIV, 427-445. 

9. Chambers, J.D. (l95i)), 'The course of population change', in 

Class, D.V. andEversley, D.E.C, (eds.) op.cit., 327-'3̂ 4. 

10. 14 Car II, (1662). 

11. 12 Richard II, (lj88); HeniyVII, (l495); 19HenzyVII, (1504); 

22 Eeniy VIII, (15̂ 1); 27 Heniy VIII, (15:̂ 6); 1 Edv/ard VI, (1547); 

5 and 6 Ediimrd VI, (I55I) # 2 and Philip and Maiy, (1555) ; 

5Eliz. I, (156j); 14Eliz.I, (1572); 18Eliz. I, (1576); 

39Eliz. I, (1598); 45Zliz. I, (1601). 

12. Coleman, D. C. (1955-6), 'Labour in the sh econcuQr of the 

seventeenth centuiy', in Carus-Wilson, . ̂  (ed*) (1962) (2 vols.; 

Essays in economic histo^; London : Arnold), vol. 2, 295. 

Coleman estimates that between one quarter and one half of the 
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population were chronically below the conteiiiporazy poverty line. 

Gregoiy King in his 'Natural and political observations', c.l688 

estimated the total population of England as ̂ ,^00,000 of iiAioh 

2,825,000 'decreased' the wealth of the kingdom. See Laslett, P. 

(1965) The World we have lost (London : Methuen), 

Deane, P and Cole, w.A. (eds.) (196$) British economic growth 

I688-I959. (2nd. ed; Cambridge l&iiversity Press) ̂  (These 

authors are critical of Ein.g's sub-divisions in a period T±ien 

eoonomiG specialisation was insufficiently developed, but estimate 

that 70 percent to 80 percent of the population was engaged 

primarily in agriculture, though for iriatiy it was a secondary 

occupation. More significant in terms of the Poor Law is their 

estimate that average wage levels wei-e approximately ̂ 9̂ per annum. 

Û aylor, G. (1969) Thewobleu: of poverty 1660-18^4, (London : 

Longman)/"uses Gregoiy King's figures of cottagers and paupers; 

vagi-aats, gypsies and thieves; labouring people and out-servants 

to calculate that 1,850,000 out of the total population were in a 

state of actual poveriy. Trade depression, harvest failure and 

the like, exacerbated the economic condition of the artisan, small 

shopkeeper, apprentice and serviceman so that a population of 

,̂,300,000 might be adversely affected. This implies 60 percent 

of the population could have been seeking relief. 

Bowden, W. (1965) Industrial sociel̂  in En&land towards the end of 

the eighteenth century (New York : Cass), quotes the Rev. John 

Hewlett's belief that nearly one third in rural areas, but less 

than one sixteenth of the population in urban parishes, required 

constant or occasional aid. 

Ashton, T.S. (1954) The eighteenth century (Ashton, T.8. (series ed.) 

5 vols. Economic histoiy oT England; London : Methuen), vol. 202-7, 

Ashton stresses not only the seasonal nature of eô loyment induced 

by the vagaries of the weather, in̂ erfect demand for goods and 

cash flows, but also the casual methods of hiring and vâ rking, 

the system of truck as contributory factors to this endemic poverty. 

13. This should not cloud the attempts to prevent poverty by 27 Henry 

VIll, G. 25 (15^6) and ii:. _3_z. 1, (I576) which urged work to be 

found for sT;urdy beggars and which became an essential ingredient 

in the seventeenth centuzy acts establishing workhouses, houses 

of industiy, village stocks and pauper apprenticeships. 

14* In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, rogues and vagabonds 

were a constant and increasing Yoriy to magistrates and periodically 
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harsh laims gere invoked, against then. Whipping, imprisonment 

and. bi-anding were sanctions as was forced, removal. The London 

Bridewell became the model for all houses of correction established 

by the Act of 1576 in vdiich vagabonds ivere to be found work. 

IJnfortunately, the distinction between these penal institutions 

and vforkhousGS for the honest pauper became blurred in many areas. 

Similarlŷ  the removal of vagrants to their birthplace or place 

i;9here resident for at least three yearŝ  became the underlying 

principle of the Act of 1662, ̂ Aiich affected the honest poor. 

Vagrancy Orders issued in this period identified the parishes 

throu^ -vAiich the vagrant would be passed by the constables, en 

route to their place of legal settlement. These orders have 

been excluded from this present study. 

15. The Acts of 27 Heniy VII, C. 25 (l5j6), Elig. I, C. 3 (1598) 

and iblliz. I, 0. 2 (I6OI) had taken the ecclesiastical parish 

as the basic unit of Poor Law administration, but the lazier 

parishes, especisilly in the north of i:ingland, contained several 

toAvnships and it is these vihich became the actual units of 

administraticm and for which provision was made in the 1662 Act. 

Mills, D.R. (1959)̂  'The Poor Laws and the distribution of 

population C.I6OO-I86O, im.th special reference to Lincolnshire', 

Trans. Inst. Br. Geo^. 26, I85 and 195̂  tends to use parish and 

township as synonyms. In much of southern ĵ kigland this 

assumption is valid. 

16. 28 and 29 Vic. (I865). 

17. This law pi-oduced endless litigation to establish claims of 

settlement and to test the validity of the jitanoval Orders that 

ha.d been issued. Appeals against removal figures in the 

eighteenth century Quai-ter Session papers. The Order itolls for 

the county of Gloucester date from 1728 and contain many Removal 

Orders and Examinations. The Order Books date from I672 (with 

a short gap from I692-I7OI) and included settlement appeals. 

An initial survey of the former suggests that there is much 

duplication of documents already found in the parish collections 

and no attempt has been made to explore fulD̂ y this source. 

See Grey, I.E. and Gaydon, A.T. Gloucestershire Quarter Sessions 

Archives 1660-1889 (Gloucester County Council) 1958. 

The minutes of vestries, churchwarden and overseers accounts are 

less valuable within the context of this study. Bastardy Orders 

are special categories of documents which are not dealt with here. 
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It is important to remember that the bulk of the doouments 

analysed refer to people vAio were not even paupers but were 

honest workpeople of very limited means who were tiying to 

obtain a better standard of living through migration. 

18. Pelham, ±i:.A. (l937) 'The immigrant population of Birmingham, 

1686-1726% BimdnEham jurchaeological Society Transactions. 

IJCI, 45-80. 

Randall, H.A. (I97I) Some aspects of Population geography in 

certain rural areas of England during the eighteenth and early 

nineteenth centuries, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, I&ilversity of 

Hewcaatle). 

19. Sjoberg, G-, (I96O) The pre-industrial city (New York : Collier 

MacMillan), 118 uses this phrase to describe the economic and 

technological bases of society and allows cross cultural and 

cross temporal ccmtparisons. This theme is also developed in 

an English context in Jjaslett, P. (I965) The world we have lost 

(London : Methuen) and in Chambers, J.D. (1972) Population. 

economy and society in pre-industrial England. (Oxford University 

Press). 

See also Coleman, D.C. op, cit.. 291-^08 and Wrigley, B.A. (I967) 

'A simple model of London's import^ce in changing English society 

and econcmy I65O-I75O', Past and Present. ̂ 7, 44-70. 

20. Coleman, D.C. op.cit., 299. 

21. Hampson, E.M. (1926-28) 'Settlement and removal in Cambridgeshire 

1662-18̂ 4', Cambridge Histoz3.Cal Journal, II, 27̂ « 

22. Baker, A.E.H., Hamshere, J.D. andLangton, J. (eds.) (l970) 

Geographical interpretations of historical sources (j!fewton Abbot; 

David and Charles), I4. 

2^, Tate, W.E. (I969) The parish chest (Cambridge University Press), 

202, suggests that on the basis of the 5,000 Settlement dociments 

extant in Bedfordshire the national total could approximate to 

400,000. 

24. These are mostly lodged with the County Archivist in Gloucester, 

the County Archivist in Bristol (now part of .avon) and at the 

Gloucester City Libi-aiy. The Gloucester City Records are now the 

responsibility of the County Archivist since the 1974 local 

government re-organisation created yet another Gloucestershire. 

In a few cases the documents remain with their original custodians, 

the parish priests. Substantial collections were found in Bitton, 

Cam, Newnham on Severn and Painswick. 



25. The administrative county used in this study is that created. 

by the major re-organisation of 7 and. 8 Vic. C. 6I, (1844). 

(The Registration County owed its origin to the Civil Registration 

Act of 18^7 (6 and. 7 W. IV, C. 86) for biorths and. deaths and. 

6 and. 7 W. IV, C. 85, (18^6) which dealt with marriages, The 

units of registration largely coincided, with the units adopted 

for the administration of the unions of parishes established. 

by the Poor Law Anendment Act of 18^4 (4 and. 5 W. IV. C. 76). 

26. Eversley, D.E.C. (1957) 'A survey of population in an area of 

Worcestershire from I66O-I85O on the basis of parish records', 

Population Studies Z, ̂ 94-419. 

Drake, M. loc. cit. 

Sogner, 8. (1963) 'Aspects of the demographic situation in 

seventeen parishes in Shropshire, 1711-1760. An exercise 

based, on parish registers,' Population Studies ZVII, 2. 126-li*.7. 

27. Ihe unreliability of limited, data from single small parishes is 

also minimised, if a contiguous group of parishes is used. 

See Eversley, D.E.0. (1965) in Glass, D.V. : and.Eversley, D.B.C. 

(eds.) op. cit.. 57. 

See Ia.8lett, P. and. Harrison, J. (19̂ 3) Clayworth and. Cogeaahoe 

in Bell, H*2. and Allard, R.C. (eds.) Historical Essays 1600-'1750 

(Black : London), 177. 

28. Sqyth, J, (I6O8) Men and. Armour for G-loucestershir-e (Stinchcombe) 

(reprinted 1902) This document was produced, for the county at the 

request of the Government for all men capatle of bearing arms. 

Similar requests punctuate the reign of Elizabeth and. the early 

Stuarts. A full analysis of this occupational listing by parishes 

has yet to be undertaken, though an important stuî  at the level 

of the hundred waa made in 1934 hy lawney, A. J. and Taimey, R.H. 

(l9j4-'35), 'An occupational census of the seventeenth centuiy', 

Econ, Hist. Rev. V, 2^-64. 

See also Perry, R. (l945), *Ihe Gloucestershire woollen industry 

I6OO-I69O', Bristol and G-loucestershire Archaeological Society 

Transactions 66, 49-137. Perry uses this listing at the parish 

level but only in relation to the woollen industry. 

Tann, J. (I964) Some aspects of the develpEment of the Gloucester-

shire Yfoollen industry (unpub. Ph.D. thesis Uhivei'sity of Leicester), 

99 notes that the number of weavers listed by Snyth must represent 

a minimnm figure as frequently these men were ?feak stooping persons. 

Tfl̂ att, J.N. (1974), 'Occup8.tions andplysique I6O8', Gloucester-

shire Historical Studies VI. 9. provides a corroborative analysis 



14 

frcan this muster roll for the hundreds of Bisley, Longtree and 

Tfhitstone that shows Y/eaTers and labourers to he the groups 

least likely to provide the pikanen. and musketeers who requizred 

pĵ rsical strength. 

29. Figure 2 is based on Tann, J. (I967) Gloucestershire Woollen 

Millm (Green, B.E.E. series ed. Industrial Archaeology of the 

British Isles; Newton Abbot : David and Charles), Fig. 2. 

Ihe author* 8 permission has been obtained for its inclusion in 

this thesis and it is used as the basis for the functional 

region adopted as the core area of study. It deliberately 

excludes the isolated mills at Cirencester and Cubberley and 

the one at Alkington, The latter is contiguous with the region 

but as a tything of the large parish of Berkeley it cannot be 

separated for the purposes of this study. Stinchcombe is 

omitted despite the mention of a decline in the cloth industiy 

in this parish in the marginal notes of the I85I Census because 

no mills existed within its limits, Dike many other parishes, 

bqyond the chosen area, it was a source of labour for the mills 

of the doth parishes. 

jO. Ashton, T.S. op. oit.. 1$. 



Chapter 2 

T ''j irroceBS of Migration 

"The reasons for moving given by 
migrants are their personal reaction 
to imat may be fundamental changes ±n 
the envircmment which they may not 
understand or coi-rectly interpret." 

Bogue, D.J. (1969) 
'Principles of Demography', 754. 

1. Migration. Problens of d.efinition 

The literature on migration is voluminous but fragnented, 

because it covers an area, of interest to a "variety of disciplines. 

The scale of investigation has ranged from the intra-urban to the 

inter-continenteil, and the techniques employed, have been equally 

varied (l). Geographers have concerned themselves vd.th the patterns 

of population distribution* and viewed migration as the agency by 

"mhich change occurs. Norris complains that geographers have been 

too content to map patterns at peirticular points in time and have 

failed, to examine the ageicy, the process, necessarily involved; 

he admits that the quantitative and behavioural revolutions have 

stimulated a more dynamic approach in the subject^ thereby bringing 

it closer to cognate fields of study vhich to date^have beai the 

main sources of migra.tion theory (Z). 

Jackson reviewing such studies in sociology is equally critical 

of 'snapshot studies', Tdiich treat migration as a once only phenomenon 

and. lead to over emphasis on one part of a migi'ant' s career ( . 

The total context Avithin ?jiich migration occurs and. the factors 

lelated. to this overall context which influence decisions, at 

particular points in time, ai e a neeessaiy part of any theory of 

migration (4). Lee notes that, until recently, there has been little 

develô ganent in migration theoiy since Eavensteiii's work in the 1880's, 

a d.eficiency which his paper is designed to rectify (5). In it̂ lip 

service is paid to the behavioural aspects of migration, but it is 

essentially in the Ravenstein tradition of macro—economic theory (6) 

and, in kandall's view, totally ignores the spatial implications of 

migration theoiy (7). G-arbett andKapferer raise further criticians 

of migration studies T±lch geographers could vfell heed. %e amphaais 

on particular facets of the migration process, such as the distance 
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travelled, the volume of movement and the number of Intei-vening 

opportunities between origin and destination, majr lead to mono-

causal explanations. Furtheimore, the use of Census data as the 

major source not only creates a tendency to develop explanations 

around phenomena which are relatively easy to quantify (8) but 

also conditions the definition of migration. Census data, in the 

Ikiited Kingdom, is only available at the individiial level within the 

constraints of the hundred year rule (9). definition, aggregate 

Census data record only those movements #d.ch cross an administrative 

division lAiether it be at the parish, district or county level (lO). 

Norris, in regarding migration as a special foim of spatial interaction, 

identifies migration as any household move (ll)« This has the virtue 

of emphasising the need for micro-studies, though as Hoseman points 

out the household may or may not be the decision making unit in 

effecting a residential shift. More people in a household are usually 

affected by the decision than actively participate in its making (12). 

The use of Poor Law documents and Enumerators' Returns in this study, 

provides data collected at the household level whei-e an inter-parochial 

move has been effected. QZha use of areally defined units has a two-

fold effect. Firstly, it filters out intra-parochial moves nAich may 

contain a particuleir category of migrant. Becondly, the recorded 

volume of movanent varies with the size, ̂ ape and relative disposition 

of the administrative units. The greater the area, the larger the 

community and the greater will be the number of moves classified a^ 

non-migratoiy (13). In relation to studies of the Poor Law, Lipson 

suggests that the Settlement i-egulations took on a disproportionate 

significance because the unit of administration waa the parish (14-); 

yet even by 1662, the parish was no longer a logical division of local 

government due to the growth of trade and town life (l̂ )* If there 

had been unions of parishes in 1662, the number of documents generated 

would have been far fewer and on these grounds alone any statements 

concerning the volume of migration as represented by Poor Law documents 

seem meaningless. Bogue notes that there csn only be an imprecise 

link between the volume of migration that actually occurred and that 

identified by data collected on the basis of administrative units. 

Actual movements ar-e not identified (l6). Similai-ly, the use of 

larger units, such as unions of par-ishes, would have the effect not 

only of reducing the measured volume of migration but also of 

increasing the mean distance of those migration events that are 

recorded (17)« Even a superficial ccmparison of the parishes of the 
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Vale of Berkeley and. Gloucester iivith those on the Cotswolda shows 

that the parishes are generally smaller in the former areas. In 

consequence the very localised, intra-uitan parochial movement in 

G-loucester should, reveal a greater incidence of migration than that 

recorded for nearby rural parishes. The distribution of population 

Tifithin an area aJso affects the incidence of migration, if the latter 

is defined as inter-area movement. Deane and Cole in their suî vey 

of British economic growth speculate that the apparently different 

pattern of population grovrth between Lancashire and Yorkshire and 

between Warwickshire and Staffordshire in the eighteenth centuiy may 

be partly attributed to real differenceŝ not only in industrial 

develo;pnent and settlement fonii,but also to the accidents of geography. 

In Lancashire ( rv/ickshire, vAere population was concentrated in 

a few major ,̂̂ tres close to neighbouring counties, migration 

played a more significant role than natural increase in their growth. 

The converse is thought to be true of Yorkshire and Staffordshire (18). 

Wolpert and Eoseman by introducing wider issues help to define 

the essentials of migration. Wolpert sees mobility as enccmpassing 

areal movement but also occupational and social movement (1$). 

Eoseman adepts Cavalli-Sforza's two-fold typology of human movement 

nAich introduces the parameters of permanence and periodicity (20). 

The first main category includes reciprocal movements ?hich focus on 

the home and involve specific interval joum.' s to work and other 

stopping places largely conducted within a i-egular time span of one 

vfeek (21). In this context, the daily movement into toim and the 

reverse flow of towisfolk to neighbouring villages identified by 

Howells and other Poor Law assistant commissioners (22), the harvest 

labour allowed in the 1662 Act (2^) or the Mop Pair hirings, as v/ell 

as the more frequent visits to market, are all relevant. In contrast̂  

the second category identifies the essentially one relatively 

permanent, shifts of residence vfhich are noĵ nally regarded as migration. 

Even so, Llitchell's saî inal work on labour circulation in Zast Africa 

shows that these two categories are not mutally exclusive (24). He 

implicitly rejects the ethnocentricity of much migration research 

conceived imithin the context of urbanisation of the Western Yforld (25). 

llitchell emphasises long term cyclic movements v/hich can be paralleled 

by the effects generated by the Lav/ of settlement and Eemoval. Jill too 

frequently, aged or infirm migrants were returned to their place of 

legal settlement, a practice to imich the irremovability clauses in 

the mid nineteenth century Poor Lavf acts bear ?d_tness (26). 
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This section has explored some of the difficulties that arise 

from the partial natî re of the studies derived from a variety of 

disciplines and their varying definitions of migration. Por this study 

lee's definition has much to cammend it, concenti-ating as it does on 

a permanent or semî permanent change of residence, though the nature of 

the historical data available makes it impossible to adopt his second 

and fourth criteria that no restriction is placed upon the distance of 

the move or that it can be classified as internal or international in 

form. However, his third criterion vAich includes both voluntary and 

involuntary movement is useful (27). Generalisations about migration 

pattezns made on the basis of aggregate behaviour, but supplemented by 

individual profiles abstracted from Poor Law Examinations may provide 

valuable insights into migration processes in a way which general 

models, such as those of Lee and Eavenstein, caruiot. It is now 

appropriate to exarnine those models, in-espective of their discipline 

of origin, vAich attempt to relate pattern to process and which may 

provide the historical geographer with a frauiewozk for understanding 

the nature of the migration pixicess in England during the eighteenth 

and early nineteenth centuries. 

11. Immigration (Dheoî  

In order to test the usefulness of aettlanent papers for the 

study of migration, it is necessary to establish a migration model 

that encompasses not only a taxonony of migration but provides an 

insight into the underlying processes. Such a model serves sjs both 

a theoretical framework to illuminate empirical observation and as 

the means by vhich theory, largely developed in a twentieth century 

context, can be tested. This section explores the nature of recent 

migration theory before the construction of a model and the consequent 

identification of the data sources needed for its operationalisation. 

Recent Migration Theory, Ravenstein's Lav/s of Ikigration (Appendix 2) 

have provided a fruitful source for economic models of migration, in 

spite of their obvious time and place spebificity. These later studies 

concentrate either on measuring inter-regional flows by a gravity 

analogue (28) or on its ramification in intervening oppoi-tunity and more 

mathematical probabilistic theories (29). Wolpert leads a forceful 

attack on the deficiencies of these mechanistic models. "Greater 

selectivity to determine unique weights for- areas and unique distance 

functions for sub-groups of in-and-out-migrants' underpin the 

difficulties wriich the persistent curve-fitters meet in generalising 

their plots of migration distances. The inadequacy of census data 
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and. surrogate meaBures derived, from it emphaaise the gap between 

micro and. macro models and the consequent need for a behavioural 

approach to model construction (30). Wolpert develops a model 

around he regards as the central concepts of migration behaviour -

place utility, life cycle and search behaviour. In particular, the 

effect of occupation, inccane, race and age are integrated into the 

model as parameters \vhich reveal a significant degree of homogeneity 

in teims of the differentieil rates of migration, distance and direction 

(31). In the short run, the characteristics of the places of origin 

and destination are regarded as relatively constant, but for longer 

term forecasts exogeneous measures of economic trends are thought 

necessazy (_$2). 

Lee identifies four essentials which he believes underjpin every 

act of migration (̂ 3). These are factors associated with the area of 

origin and destination, intervening obstacles and personal factors. 

In spite of individual random occurrenceSjLee notes observed regularities 

which fo]in the basis of a series of hypotheses i-elated to the volume of 

migration, the development of stream and counter-stream and the 

characteristics of the migrants thenselves (Appendix j). It is to be 

expected that in applying this general schema ̂  in a historical context, 

the lack of appropriate data to test seme of the hypotheses will pose 

major problems (34-). Even so, it would not be on tl^e grounds that 

the model is found '̂ vanting. The rather superficial treatment of the 

behavioural aspects of migration is one of its two major weaknesses. 

It reduces the analysis of migration differentials to a simple typology 

of low and high quality migrants, respon&ing respectively to negative 

stimuli at the origin and positive stimuli at the destination. This 

'push-'pull' framework has dominated economic models of migration since 

the time of Icavenstein #io had conceived of the attractive force of 

the centres of absorption generating 'betteiment migration'. In 

contrast, the 'push' mechanism was derived from "heavy taxation, 

oppressive lav/s, uncongenial social surroundings, and ccBg-Ulsion" (35)* 

In a historical conteztjPelham's v/ork using Settlenent Certificates to 

investigate in-rmigration into Birmingham is couched in similar teims. 

The migrants are 'pushed' off the marginal land of the Welsh moors, 

Pennines, the South West and the liidland Plateau because of poor 

socio-economic oppoi-tunities and 'pulled'towards Biimingham (36). 

These migrants, "for the most part artisans drawn largely from the 

regions of plain living and high thinking where environmental 

ccnditions were unpropitioua enough to induce the adventurously minded 
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to seek an easier living elsewhere" (37) would, most certainly be 

Lee's tiigh quality migrants', though Pelham's argument reveals one 

of the diffmoulties implicit in the 'push-pull' model. It draws 

attention to the factors Ydiich might initially induce an individual 

to migrate, but provides no insight into the migratory process (̂ 8). 

In effect nothing is explained,for many 'pulls' eire perceived relief 

frcm the 'pushes' and all motives are snbsumed under "the 

assimption of the maximisation of want-satisfactions, so that the 

ccmplex decision to migrate is reduced to a kin.d of mechanical 

balance of external and personal forces" (40). The second major 

weakness of the 'push-pull* model is that "it focuses too much 

attention on the migrant's relationship to either their areas of origin 

or destination migratory behaviour should, be understood in 

terms of the location of the migrant within a field, of relationships" (41). 

The 'push-pull' model initially appears attractive to the 

geographer because of its spatial implica.i:ions, but it also suffers 

from giving the impr-ession that migration is a linear, once and for 

all movement, a pattern and not a process. It is this deficiency 

vAich the ccntribution of behavioural scientists is attempting to rectify. 

Linearity is replaced by an integrative systems approach. This implies 

more than just a recognition of return migration and counter-curraits, 

but enphasises their role in providing seme of the stimuli in the mean 

infô aiation field of the potential migrant. Mebogunje has articulated 

the conceptual base of a systems approach to rural-'urban migration in 

the lAiderdeveloped World, though he believes the approach is equally 

relevant to the comparable shift in population in the past experience 

of the Developed World (42). His model defines the attributes and 

relationships of the interacting elements and, as a system, emphasises 

the essential self-modifying nature of the rural-urban migration 

sub-system vd-tiiin the total environmental systen. 

A Central Place Aialogue. Some researchers have seen distance as a 

crucial factor. Olsson in particular has explored the implications 

of the gravity model in its relationship to central place theory (43). 

This provides the basis for Eandall's attempt to d.crive a spatial 

theory of migration as an analogue to the classic central place model 

of Christaller. The centzal place, the central good and the comple-

mentary region are matched, by the concepts of the migration centre, 

migre.tion opportunity and migration field as the basic operational 

elements of the model (44). Pour major relationships ar-e derived 

from this understanding of space : 



1. 

2. 

4. 

The cost of obtaining a migration opportunity is 
a function of the distance of the migrant initially 
from the location of that opportunity. 

Bach migrant v/ill act in an entirely rational "may 
and. accept the nearest opportunity. 

For each migration centre there is an inner and. 
outer zone of migration; thuŝ  there is a definable 
range of migration. 

The number of migration oppoi-tunities offered, by any 
migration centre is a function of the size of the 
population of that place. 

Randall's analogy, however, is pressed, too hard, especially in his 

analysis of migration (consumer) costs. He notes that the outward, 

limits of migration could, be viewed, as equivalent to the range of a 

good, as both are expressions of consumer choice, but he is cautious 

in linking an inner threshold, of migi'ation to the range of a good. 

In central place theoiy the latter relates to a decision taken by 

the producer and. not by the consumer. Randall sees migration costs 

as an aggregate of terminal costs and transport costs in vAiici: the 

former pleys the more significant role. The spatial implications 

of this statanent is tlie creation of a model of probable migration in 

which there ?yould be an inner zone of fev/er migrants than predicted by 

the usual linear function and iidiere the migration climax %ould be 

located at the mean of the distance (D) from the origin (see Fig. 4). 

Figure 4 Probability curve of out-aimration frcm a centre 0. 
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For any one centre this point may be regarded as the outer edge of 

the ccmmuter zone. Tenninal costs, however, az-e not viewed as 

necessarily econcmic in origin and Randall's definition includes 

those social and psychological costs Tvhich are implicit in the 

control sub-systems in Figure 6. This provides a conceptual, rather 

than an operational model in which an increase in the non-economic 
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elements in terminal costs reduces the probability of migration. 

However, In. the context of the first i-elationship proposed in this 

central place analogue,the emphasis muld appear to be on economic 

coats, defined by time or mon^» In these circumstances, it could 

be argued that Randall's initial assumpticaa #iich emphasises teiminal 

costs ̂z-equii-es reassessment. In the context of eighteenth century 

Poor Law migrants it can be argued that teimin.al costs would be less 

significant than travel costs in an econmiic model. 'This does not 

destroy the concept of a probability curve of out—migration (Figure 4) 

but suggests that there is no iimer zone of few migrants. Historical 

support for Randall's hypothesis might be seen in Patten's Ywoiic in 

BaskAnglia and that of CM kin and Clark in Kent, iidiere fewer imtnigrants 

are noted frcm within five miles of the city compai-ed v/ith a zone 

eleven to fifteen miles away. The evidence is open to more than one 

interpretation. 

"This pattern may be attributable in part to the increasing 
az-ea contained within concentric circles drawn around 
Canterbuzy at such intervals. It may also represent a 
slight ancmaly within the distance - decay relationships. 
How much of this pattern was due to the fact that people 
close by were in daily or weakly contact with the town as 
out-workers, produce suppliers or even daily commuting 
journeymen and wei-e therefore not induced to migrate permanently 
is not known" (45)« 

The evidence for G-loucestershire, presented in Chapters 5 and 6, 

provides no support for iiajidall's view, nor for his contention that 

the potential population in each zone is the main cause of the 

increase in migrants away from a centre in the first three or four 

zones up to 12 kilcmetres (4̂ ). A further explanation may lie in 

the actual size of the parish of origin Miere intra-parochial moves 

replace inter-parochial ones. Actual movenent and recorded migration 

are not the same. 

H&gei'strand notes that deterministic theories igghich connect 

migration and distance, vAether measured by linear distance, time, 

financial cost or intervening opportunities can only roughly describe 

empirical data (47)- Randall is avmire that no allovfance has been 

made for the non-rational aspects of human behaviour in his model. 

It would therefore seen a mistake to ti'eat distance as an independent 

variable as it explains nothing. It can act only as a surrogate 

subsuming all those factors which affect the decision to migrate (48). 

One further aspect of the central place model needs consideration. 

Central place theory assumes complete rationality in consumer behaviour 

and a resultant pattern of movement wiiich minimises consumer costs. 

It also identifies a rigid hierarchy of service centres in ?/hich the 



range and number of services increases with hierarchaJ. position. 

Accepting these constraintŝ Olsson argues that "a migrant would never 

move from a place A to a place B, if there is a lai-ger place C at 

a shorter distance from A" (4-9); and by ijnplication suggests that 

the potential migrant will only be able to satisfy his needs in a 

centre larger than the one in ii)hich he is alrea^ living (50). TTm 

further implications may be seen in terms of the distance decay function. 

Firstly, the interaction slope can be exp ected to flatten the higher 

the centre is in the hierarchy (51). Secondly, larger places increase 

their relative importance as destinations -with the size of the origin, 

so that migrants from small places move shorter distances than migrants 

frcm larger places (52). See Figure 5. 

Figure 5 RelationshiD betweai hierarchaZL level and distance. 
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E&gerstrand would appear to provide empirical support for the hypothesis 

of movement uptvards in the settlement hierarchy. In his study of 

part̂ Scsniâ in the period 1935-39, gains in population were made frcm 

the surrounding rm-al hinterland and losses to the more remote and 

superior urban centres. 
"The pattern can be followed by other Swedish migrational 
studies. "The modification, hovfever, occurs that a bigger 
tomi gains both from the nearest neighbourhoods a-s well as 
from smaller toims and agglomerations in the surrounding 
area. The losses go to superior centres, if such exist .... 
the urge of the population towards the more central places 
can be followed right dcwi to movements from outlying parts 
to the moi-e central localities within a single commune" (53)« 

HMgerstrand names this process 'chain-migration' and it bears some 

similarity to the 'universal shifting or displacement of the population' 

identified by Ravenstein (Appendix 2, laws 2a and 2b)and 'the 

exceedingly complex wave-like motion' of Bedford (54)0 It is 



imijossible to equate the two processeG exactly as the earlier v/ork 

is not couched in a specific centzâ  place frame-mozic. As an 

example of 'migration by stages' Hedford identifies the movenent of 

2,000 villagers into I'l-ome and a fuz'ther thousand towisfolk from 

Shepton Mallet to the same centi-e, #iich was at the same time 

losing population to larger unidentified centres (55)« 

A Total Migration Model. The model #iich is proposed for this 

study di'aws mainly on the work of Mabogunje and to a lesser degree 

from that of lee and fforris. figure 6 is a graphic representation 

of its major elements. An origin and destination eire defined, but 

as Noiris points out they do not, of necessity, have a specific 

spatial location. Like ilabogunje, he recognises the interest 

researchers are paying to the collection of data from individual 

households, so that the origin and destination may have categorical 

constraints i-ather than spatial ones, i.e. groups of households 

may be aggregated on a non-contiguous basis (56). Origins and 

destinations ai-e perceived by the potential migrant as having i-elative 

utility (57)* V/olpert conceives of a threshold of net utility v&iich 

can be expressed as a positive or negative yardstick by vmich the 

migrant evaluates his success or failure in the specific econcmic 

and social system of iwhiah he is a part. Inevitably, aspirations tend 

to adjust to the attainable and satisfaction leads to a loY/er level 

of attainment, lAereaa dissatisfaction acts as a stimulus to search 

behaviour; thus he becomes a potential migrant (58). As Lee 

recognises, there are an infinite number of factors ivithin the area 

of origin which attract or repel people and others to which they are 

indifferent (+, and 0 in Pig. 6). The set of pluses and minuses 

are differentially defined for eveiy potential migrant and change 

over time as the personal aspiration level vaz'ies vn_th the stage 

reached in the life-qycle (59)« However, most people are affected 

by some f8_ctors in much the same way, and it is therefore possible 

to suggest hypotheses which provide for the 'necessary conditions' 

for migration, even if they dn not create 'sufficient conditions' to 

trigger the individual response (60). Potential destinations cannot 

be evaluated vd-th the same degree of knowledge as the origin and their 

relative utility or attractiveness is based on a perceptual mix of 

optimism, ignorance and limited information. In Figure 6 this is 

represented by the return migration stream, the existence of a counter 

stream and the flov/ of information fi-om friends, r elatives and 

occupational groups (61). Mabogunje hypothesises that in the 

absence of this feedback the (destination of migrants vmuld be randcm 
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and. the number of migrants from any village to a city v/ould. be 

proportional to that city's size. Order and organisation are 

absent in these circumstances. Information in the system is 

crucial to the establishment of organisation in the greater 

differentiation of migration stz-eams and patterns (62). Ifegative 

feedback, in the foim of return migrants and a counter stream, 

provides an essential part of the self-regulatory nature of the 

system. 

There are, howsver, othei' mechanisms Tfhich affect migration. 

Forced, migration should be distinguished from the essentially free 

process that is normally implied in most studies. Lee identifies 

political expulsions, such as that of the Germans from Poland and 

Sast Prussia in 1945 &:id the Irish exodus a century earlier to 

Britain and ̂ erica, as examples of the former (63). Norris extends 

the category to the members of household who do not actively make 

the decision to migrate, as well as to those forced to move by 

environmental changes induced by planning decisions (64.). In the 

case of the Bettlanent Lâ fs it ?,'ould appear that forced migrants 

form a significant group. It includes not only those people 

removed to their place of settlement, but also the dependeits of 

certificated migrants. It is for this reason and because one is 

largely concerned with labour migration that the Certificate and 

not the number of individuals to vAich it refers, is used in the 

subsequent analysis. 

The free flow of migrants is regulated by a series of control 

sub-systems v&iich include the psychological bar-rier of inertia 

exercised by the familiar vorld, family loyalties and pressures, 

community values and attitudes, the availability of econcmic 

opportunities, costs incurred in finding alternative housing and 

employment, topographical and other physical bar-riers and the lav/s 

relating to property, larid, inheritance and in this particular study, 

to settlement or pass laws. The effectiveness of the Law of 

Settlement and keaoval in influencing migration will be examined in 

Chapters 5 and 6. 

Pigure 6 identifies one special form of control bet?/een two 

given points, the origin and potential destination, in which distance 

is invoked as a crucial factor. Ifoz-ris be]ieves that intervening 

opportunities are undoubtedly the most important factors for 

explaining distance-decay regularities in migration (65). The 

number of opportunities increase with distance but the perceptual 



27 

surface of such opportunities deci-eases and becomes fragmented, so 

th&t the mental map is not sa much a continuous surface as an 

archipelago of isolated known worlds. In this context Patten 

suggests that the declining number of long distance apprentice 

migrants to Noi-wich froin Yorkshire in the seventeenth centuiy, 

may be attributed to the development of the home area^ as well as 

the decline the jinglian industiy (66). Similarly Ia?/ton's 

analysis of pop../on movements in the filest iiidlaiida between I84I 

and I B 6 I shows that the Potteries tended to be supplied by short 

distance migrants, but had a higher percentage of migrants frcm 

Cheshire, Lancashire and Ivorth Wales thar the West l\&Ldlands as a 

whole. !l?his pattern also occui's in Eas\. . ..ickshire, #iich 

attracted more than the regional percentage 01 migrants from 

Hor-thamptonshire and Leicestershire (67). As Stouffer notes 

"The relation betv/een mobility and distance is not direct but 

depends on an auziliazy relationship that expresses the cumulated 

(intervening) opportunities as a function of distance" (56). 

Unfortunately, this does not advance our understanding of the causes 

or variables associated v/ith migration. Like the graviiy model, 

it is descriptive, substituting opportunity for distance. Willis 

sees Stouffer's model as suffering frcm circulariiy in that 

opportunities are defined in terms of the function he is measuring. 

(69), This does not, of course, invalidate the concept, it only 

recognises the difficulty in making it operational. 

The discussion in this section reveals the need to identify 

how information about migration oppoi'tunities was tranatnitted in the 

period with vdiich this study is concerned. In Chapter 5 the Poor 

Law data vdll be reviewed against the central place model to see if 

it is useful for this purpose. Not^withstanding this approach, it 

would seem wise to regard short and long distance migrants as 

responding to differing information mechanisms and diifering stimuli 

(70). Clark in his analysis of jdcclesiastical Couz-t Depositions 

for three Kentish towns , in the period I58O-I64O, emphasises the 

role ill short distance, 'betterment migration' of the extended family 

and kinship ties and the maintenance of rural ties. 'Subsistence 

migrants' however, relied on a more haphazard network of bams and 

victualling houses, itinerant craftsmen, drovers and harvesters for 

their information (7l)* Patten distinguishes 'undynamic mobility' 

from 'dynamic mlgratiofi to emphasise these two different mechanisms 

(72). Local migration (mobility) which would affect every settlenent 
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±n the urtan hierarchy, is seen as an extension of the daily and. 

weekly movement of villagers into the toims vAiere craft industry, 

building Tork and labouring oppoi-tunities existed., as well as the 

markets (73). Similaz-ly, to?(nsfolk #10 had been countzy d.wellers 

returned periodically for harvest, festivals and. family meetings (74). 

It is only between the largei- cities that large scale migration 

would, take place and. the volume and. length of such movement can be 

expressed as some function of city size (75). Clark characterises 

'bettê :ment migration' in pre-industiial jikigland. as a constant 

intercourse between town and countzy ranging over a 10 - I5 mile 

hinterland (7̂ ), Patten, however, cotoments on the bias in Clark's 

study ij:: using data from small town experience and. suggests that the 

pattern established, for large towns, in this period., was the direct 

opposite to Clark's ]::ypothe8is, that 'betterment migration' was 

essentially rural to urban and. short distance, and. that 'subsistence 

migration' was urban to urban and long distance (77). It would, be 

interesting to test these hypotheses in the period, covered, by the 

Settlemait Laws, but as both Clark and. Patten realise there is a 

major difficulty. It arises from the impi-ecision of occupational 

styles and. the consequent pz-oblem of d.efining occupational groups (78). 

This typology of 'betterment-subsistence migration' cast in a 'push-

pull' framework makes anything more than a tentative statanent 

hazardous. It may also be true that as both these authors were 

dealing with urban migration a further bias may have been introduced 

into their conclusions. 

The last major feature of the model (Fig. 6) is the i-elationship 

of the migration systmm to its wid.er environment. In one sense, this 

has alrea.dy been recognised, in searching for the ccmplex of economic 

and pez'sonal factors ?diich ai'fect individ.ual decision making, but this 

reveals only a one ̂ vay relationship. It is relevant to ask not only 

Ttdiy people moved, but how many did. so, to vAere and how far th^ went 

from home; it is also necessary to discovei- the effects these moves 

had on the origin, the destination and the migrants themselves. 

Wrigley's admirable study of the symbiotic relationship between london 

and the rest of England in the period 16^0-1750 clearly shows how 

migration plays a significant part in the growth of the city as well 

as in the social and economic transition of the rest of the countiy (79). 

A system ccmprises of mauter and energy. In its potential form energy 

r^resents the stimulus acting on the individual,and in its kinetic 

foim it can be seen as the cost, direction and distance of ̂ nigration. 
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and. the role the migrant plays as a source of information (80). 

This exchange of matter and energy between the migration system and. 

the environment in vd-iich it functions is characteristic of an open 

system (8l). One of the features of such a system is the growth in 

the volume of migration̂  but also the degree of interaction between 

that groTfbh and the constituent parts of the system which brings 

about change in both the system sind the environment (82). laigration, 

therefore, has a direct effect on the demographic pattern at the 

origin and the destination, with a consequent implication for future 

migration. Similarly, migration will induce changes in inter-

regional communication but will also respond to changes in ti-ansport 

systems, thereby setting up a whole series of changes in the structure 

of the central place sub-system. Mabogunje summarises these relation-

ships with an analogy frcm ptQrgical geography. 

"Just as the flow of ?/atez' acts as a major sculpturing 
agent in the physical geograpiw of any area in the world, 
the flow of persons (migration), of goods and services 
(trade and ti-ansportation) and of ideas (communication) 
is a crucial agency in shaping the human geography of a 
countiy. Moz'e than this there is the fact that growth 
in such 'flow phenomena' creates form" (8^). 

Summaiy. It is obvious that the implications of a total migration 

model go far beyond the investigation attempted in this thesis. 

Hov/ever, it does provide the necessazy conceptual framework. The 

limitations of the Settlemait papers prevent all but the simplest 

description of the system's constituent parts and the energy exchange 

(migration rates) between them. [The comgilexity of the system has 

bean stressed to guard against any tendency for simple mono-causal 

explanations. In identifying the direction, distance and destination 

of Poor Law migrants, it concentrates on aggregate behaviour, but use 

is made of these documents to gain seme understanding of the 'sufficient 

conditions' which prompted individuals to move. Before this is 

attempted it is necessazy to establish both the legal and socio-economic 

envii-onments vAich generated these documents and within which Poor Law 

^̂ l̂igration took place. 
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Chapter 3 

(The Legal jLikivironmeiit 

"The Law of Settlement ivas complicated, 
doubtful̂  absurd ..... in short the law 
was at its most asinine, and its 
aoniinistration even T̂ arse parishes 
had eribarked on a game of beggar-ny-neighbour". 

George, D. (l95j) 
'London life in the eighteenth 
oeaituiy', i;56. 

1. The Law of Settlenent and Ranoval 

"It shall and majr be lawful upon complaint made by 
the Churchwarden or overseers of the Poor of any Parish 
to apy Justice of the Peace within forty days after any 
such person or Persons coming to settle as aforesaid in 
any Tenement under the yearly value of Tai pounds for 
any two Justices of the Peace vdiere aqy person or persons 
that are likely to be chargeable to the Parish shall 
cone to inhabit by their v/arrant to remove and convey 
such persons to such Parish vAiere he or they were last 
legally settled a^ a native Householder Sojourner 
Apprentice or Servant for the space of forlgr days the 
least unless he or they give sufficient security for the 
discharge of the Said Parish to be allowed by the Said 
Jigtices" (14 Gar. II, C. 12). 

It is this provision of the l662 Act and the spirit it embodies 

which chai-acterises the administration of the lav^ affecting the 

poor for at least 200 years* Like many laws of the period it did not 

herald a new approach to a. problem but may be regarded as an attenpt 

to consolidate and codify existing practice and to renove defects 

from the existing law (l). The wanderer, had always been looked 

upon with suspicion in ji3nglish society for the association with a 

place had been a vital component of the protection and responsibilities 

of a feudal society. The breakdov/n of that social systan, the 

growth of a money economy, of rural industry and labour- shortages 

exaceibated by recurrent visitations of the plague and other diseases 

not only created an amy of wandering beggars and footpads,but an 

increased movement of honest labour. The over-r'id±ng fear of social 

disorder was enbodied in the severity of the Vagranqy Laws. As 

early as 1388 provision was made for the ranoval of vagrants (2) and 

in 154-7 this principle was applied to the infiz-m (3)* The problem 

became greater rather than less in the sixteenth century. As 
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population increased, private charit}' became inadequate in the 

emerging Protestant state and the engrossment and enclosure of the 

land increased the number of landless peasants. The econcciic 

fluctuations in an econcmy over dependent upon the production of 

grain and wool, the inflation of the late sixteenth century, the 

seasonal nature of much employnent, bad harvests, low productivity 

and income conspired to ensure poverty as the normal condition of 

the majority of the population and created conditions vvhere "labour 

mobility woild seem a likely concomittant df involuntary under-

anplqyment" (̂ ). The removal of vagrants snd the infirm feature 

in all the Poor lAw legislation of the sixteenth century ($)« An 

act against 'Erecting a: ntaining Cottages' (6) was directed 

against newcomers. Bu\̂  û û e's observation that 

"not a trace is to be discovei ed in all this period 
of any suggestion that the independent ̂ nd unoffending 
poor should be confined to any locality or prevented 
from circulating as their interests oi- inclinations 
might lead them" (?) 

is not unjustified. Hov/ever, the harassment of the early seventeenth 

century became enshrined in the Act of 1662, It was to be a law of 

removal rather than one of settlement. Frcm that date until 1795 (8) 

a newcomer was liable to removal even on suspicion of becoming a 

burden to the poor rate of the parish in which he had chosen to live, 

unless he cairied a Bond of Indemnity or later a Certificate ($) 

which acknovdedged the responsibility of the parish from ?Aiich he 

had come and thereby prevented his removal until he became actually 

clmrgeable. The belief that "a vfazrant wEus usually granted as a 

matter of course" (IC) is far too sweeping as it wB.s normal for em 

examination to take place before the magistrates to identify the 

parish of legal settlement. The threat of removal inglies that it 

is possible to decide T/hich parish should bear the legal and financial 

responsibility for a pauper's return and subsequent maintenance. 

The need to define legal settlement arose because of a lack of 

definition in the Act of 1601 and the increasing burden of the 

maintenance of the poor Allowing the economic and social dislocation 

of the Civil War. A settlenent could be acquired by giving 

sufficient security to indemnify a paid-Sh against the possibility 

of requiring relief, by a payment of a flO annual rent oj? the simple 

expedient of 40 days residence. The first and second conditions 

need to be viewed against a rent of ̂ 1 a year for a labourer's cottage 

and ̂ 2 - for that of a mechanic or trê desman (11). The latter 

should be viewed against the zeal of overseers whose responsibility 
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to their parishes v/as t?ie minimisation of the cost of maintaining 

the poor. Subsequently, to prevent the residential qualifications 

being effected, the ai-rival of a newcomer had to be accompanied 

by a notice in writing (12) and latei- its publication in the pulpit 

(13). Further amenchients (14-) gave the superficial appearance of 

creating moi e categories by vjiich a settlement could be gained, but 

in fact, specification meant a narrowing of the conditions, so that 

it became increasingly difficult to change one's legal place of 

residence (I5). lipson suggests that the 

"stringency of the settlement regulations beccmes more 
comprehensible 'vAien viev/ed in the light of the municipal 
attitude towards strangers in general, foi' it is evident 
that a system which confined the right to carry on a ^ 
trade to the freeman of a borough, served as a practical 
bar to settlement in the borough" (I6). 

Oxley is much too sanguine in believing that this Act was a fair 

comprcmise between the interest of the townshipw and the poor (l7j. 

(The logical outcome of a situation of increasing difficulty in 

acquiring a settlement and the existence of wide power-s of removal 

was a staunching of the flow of migrants to such an exteit that 

parliarrientazy interference was required. 

"Foreasmuch as many poor Pei-sons chargeable to the Parish 
Townshipp or Place iiAiere they live meerly for want of Avork 
would in any other place where sufficient Implojmeat is to 
be had maintaine themselves and families without being 
burthensome to any Parish Townshipp or Place but not being 
able to give such security as will or may be expected and 
requirred upon their coming to settle themselves in any 
other place and the Certificates that have been usually 
given in such cases having been often times construed into a 
notice in Handwriting they ai-e for the most part confined to 
live in their owne Parishes Townshipps or Places and not 
peimitted to inliabitt elsevdiere though their labour is 
wanted in many other Places vdiere the Inci-ease of Ivianufactures 
would imploy more handes. Be it therefore enacted ..... 
th8_t if any Person or Pei'sons whatsoever that from and after (l 
May 1697) shell come into any Peirish or any other Place there 
to inhebitt and reside shall at the same time procure bring 
and deliver to the Church wardens and Ovezseers of the Poor 
of the Parish or Place where any such Person shall come to 
inhabitt or to any or either of them a certificate under 
the Handes and Seales of the Church v/ardens and Ovei-seers of 
the Poor of any other Parish Townshipp or Place or the major 
part of thern or under the Handes and Seales of the Over8e:er8 of the 
Poor of any other Places whei-e there are no Church wardens to be 
attested respectively by two or moi-e credible witnesses ther-eby 
ov/ning and acknowledging the Pei-son or Persons mentioned in 
the said Certificate to be an Inhabitant oi- Inhabitants legally 
settled in that Parj.sh ]]own8hiT)p or Place eveiy such certificate 
having been allo?/ed and subscribed by two or more of the Justices 
of the Peace of the County City Liberiy Borough or Town Corporate 
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'Wherein the Parish or Place frimi "wiience any such Certificate 
shall ccme dothe he shall oblige the said. Parish or Place 
to receive and provide for the Pei-son mentioned in the said 
Certificate together with his or her Family as Inhatitantes 
of that Parish iwhenever she or they shall happen to become 
charge8.ble to or be forced to ask Relief of the PBjrish Towishipp 
or Place to TiAich such Certificate was given and then and not 
before it shall and may be lawfull for any such Person and his 
or her children though borne in that Parish not having otherwise 
acquired a legal settlement there to be renoved conveyed and 
settled in the Parish or Place from ?vhence such Certificate 
was brought" 8 and 9 William III, C. $0 (169?). 

The Certificate was "an attempt to meet, though in a very hesitant 

and restricted way, the growing demand for mobility and labour" (18). 

Their impoi-tance in the administration of the system raised the 

ironic ccmnent from Adam Smith the.t "certificates ought always to be 

required by the parish imiiere any poor man comes to reside, and they 

ought very seldan to be granted by that which he proposed to leave" 

(2D). Similarly Banoval Orders contain this internal inconsistency 

of objectives, that is, a set Lied poor and a mobile labour force (21). 

It has already been suggested that the Law had adversely ini'luenced 

migration, in which case ̂it is reasonable to hypothesise, as Pelham 

has done, that its amendment in 1697 had the effect of increasing 

the numbers ccaiing from further afield (22̂ . This is one Irypothesis 

vihich will be examined more fully in Chapter 6. Its corollary is 

that the Act of 1795, vAich prevented a removal unless the migrant 

was showi to be actually chargeable, would further encourage mobility. 

The 1834 Poor Law Amendment Act might be regarded as the single 

most ijnportant act of the nineteenth century in this field of social 

legislation. However, it did not significantly affect that part of 

the Law related to settlement and removal. The particular evil it 

set out to cuib, that of out-door relief, gre?/ unabated. On Lady 

Day 1846, 82,249 persons v/ere receiving non-resident r-elief (23). 

IMions of parishes had been created by the 1834 ̂ict, but the unit of 

settlement and the cost of supporting the pooz- remained at the parish 

level, though since the Act of 1795 the cost of removal fell on the 

parish of residence. To minimise out-door relief, reduce removals 

and encourage a greater circulation of labour, an Act was passed in 

1846 imich was to stop the systen of out-door relief to the non-

resident poor #10 ?/ould now be subjected to a keanoval Order or the 

work house. The Act further provided that if a person had became 

chargeable through temporary sickness or infirmity, was in the first 
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year of widoWiood. or had. resided for five years previously in 

in the parish without seeking relief, theai that person could not 

be removed nor could a warrant be issued for that purpose (24-)« 

The cost of maintenance T/ould fall on the parish of residence 

and as the Law was thought by the Poor Ijaw Board not to be 

retrospective in relation to those who had been in receipt of 

relief before the Act, the 'open' parishes faced financial crises 

in, supporting the extra poor, which had until that time, received 

non-resident relief from their place of legal settlanent. No 

doubt, the return of the aged or the infirm to oountiy parishes 

after a useful life in an uitan parish underpinned this clause. 

Subsequently, the courts decided that the Act should be retrospective 

and as a consequence a flood of applicants,#10 would have previously 

feared removal,applied for relief in the towns and their costs soared. 

It also exacerbated the problem of acccmnodation in rural areas where, 

in certain circumstances landlords could control the availability of 

accommodation in ! close'parishes (2$). It invited the expulsion of 

migrants with less than five yeaiB residence and those imAio had received non-

resident relief in the same period. tVithin a year another Act was ' 

passed to counteract these unexpected outcomes of the first. The 

Unions and not the parishes, would bear the financiEil responsibility 

for the v/andering poor and those iAo had sought temporary non-resident 

relief in the year prior to the I846 Act, if they would otherwise have 

been exempt frcxn renoval under the five year rule (26). The discontent 

with the evils of the Settleaent Laws led to a Select Comnittee Report 

in 184.7» Chadtvick, one of the major protagonists for reform, 

re-iterated much of the evidence he had given to the Royal Commission 

in 18^3 0:1:1 the effects of the 'close' pai-ishes preventing migration, 

the rate burden this threw on other parishes and the essential short 

distance nature of migration. To him, union rating and union 

settlement were desirable interim measures until such time as the concept 

of settlement could be abandoned. (27), In I84B a further Act confirmed 

and extended the financial liability of the union to the wandering poor 

and those 1A10 sought relief, but who were ijr-renoveable under the five 

year rule (28). Major repoi-ts were made to the Poor Law Board in 

18$0 and I85I in inhich the evils of the settlement system were 

exhaustively exposed. Further Acts in I86I and 186$ reduced the 

irremovability clause to three years and then one year, and in the 

latter Act, the union became the unit of settlement (2$). It is 

this Act vdriich marks the aid of the systen of settlement and i-emoval 

instituted in I662. (3°). The doojments created by this systan az-e 

described in the follovfing section (̂ 1). 
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H , Potential of the dooiimentazT evidence of the Law of Settlement 

and. Removal for migration studies. 

The introduction to this thesis suggested, that, in the period 

before the nineteenth century Censuses, the docijments relating to 

the adrainistration of the Law of Settlanent and. Removal provid.e a 

largely untapped., but significant source for the study of population 

movement. In this section the potential value of the three main 

categories of document to historical geographers will be con8id.ered.. 

Settlement Certificates. The 1662 Law has been, shown to be one of 

removal rather than settlemetit. The stringency of its measures vvas 

such that it was thought necessary in I697 to make a major modification 

of those provisions vAiich apparently constrained, migration. Certificates 

had. been authorised, by the 1662 Act, but were restricted, to the 

temporaiy and. largely seasonal movement of married, men without their 

families. These Certificates differed from the Bonds of Indemiity 

T̂Aiich were coTamon in the preceding period. (32). The Bonds had. 

required, a surety of money to 'save a paz-ish harmless*(33), but the 

sum involved (often ̂ ^) like the JEIO residential qualification 

required, for a settlement after 1662, vfas beyond, the means of most 

of society. In 1712 Matthew lies #10 was legaJLly settled, in Eingswood., 

Wiltshire, therefore used, his broadlocm as surety to the parish of 

Cam, in Gloucestershir-e (34). Hampson notes that, if the temporary 

Certificates granted, from I 662 were designed to counteract the unequal 

provision of work and. the possible hardship that:,unemployment wuld. bring 

to indj-Vidual parishes, then it was unnecessary ±n a rural county like 

Cambridgeshire (35). Webbs and. Nicholls point to a strong 

metropolitan influence in the framing of the Law, for it was in 

London that vagrancy and potential disorder appeared, most real (36J. 

In this context the temporeury Certificate seems a sop to rural interests. 

Nevertheless, in the period. 1662-1697; the practice of issuing 

Certificates to migrants desiring a permanent move reflected the needs 

of parish authorities to circumvent the legislation of 1662 and. 

facilitate mobility (37)« It is this practice which the Act of I697 

codifies. Und.er it̂ hold.ers of Certificates could not be removed 

from the parish in vjhich they chose to reside until they actually 

became chargeable. Squally significant was that the provision 

extended the system to the whole of tile labouz-ing population. This 

contrasted with the Bonds of Indjemnity which had favoured the more 

prosperous artisan and tradesman (3̂ ). eai'ly Certificates had 

no standard format but normally gave the name of the migrant, the 
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/in 
paJTish of Bettlanent, the parish vAich residence was desired and 

the date. Marital status, dependants, age and occupationvere 

occasionally given (̂ 9). Early Certificates were often addressed 

'to 'vdioKi it may concern.' or 'to all Christian people', but after 

1697 thqy were usually in the form of a contract specific to the 

two named parishes (Appendioc l.l) (4OJ. It was clearly in the 

interests of potential migrants to obtain a Cez'tificate if fear 

of removal was a dominant conaidei'ation. Par-lshes, however, wei'e 

under no obligation to provide them. Ivlarshall believes that most 

people moved vd.thout carrying one (41), so that however stibstantial 

a collection of documents survive it represents an unknovzn fraction 

of the number issued and of total movement. 

The few studies of these documents suggest that the greatest 

number are to be found for the mid eighteenth century (42). Table 

1 shows that this is true of G-loucestershire ̂though a secondary peak 

occurs during the first tv/enty years of the century. One vmuld expect 

that more recait documents are more likely to survive but the vazying 

attitudes of the clergy as custodians of the parish chest add to the 

chance factors which guard against this simple supposition. The 

sui-vival rate of Certificates is very uneven. In Gloucestershire 

many parishes have no extant documents, the majority have less than 

one per year, though Stroud approaches an average of five. Randall's 

work on Kettering and Reigate suggests an annual average of four 

documents in the period 1696-1795. His analysis of 6,^00 Essex 

Certificates produces an annual figure ranging from one in some 

parishes to five in others (43). Hampsonb v/oric in Cembridgeshiî  

puts the survival figure between three and four (44). Thomas estimates 

that a county town may have 5 Certificates annually, a textile town 

3 or 4, but a rural parish 1 eveiy three or four years (45)« Pelhaai's 

analysis of the Binaingham re^ster in which the annual average was 17, 

provides one with a reminder that movement to an uztian place of this 

status was of a very different order from that associated v/ith small 

to?/ns like Stroud or rural Gloucestershire parishes such as Badgworth 

or dlimbridge (46). 

These suirvival rates raise sevei-al questions vdiich may affect 

the value of Certificates for migration studies. Firstly, the 

extant documents represent a sample of unknown size and bias. Cxley 

and ivlarshall have suggested that they represent an unimpeachable 

witness in any contested case and this argues for a very high suz-vival 

rate (47). Oxley and Thomas believe that they weie freely granted (48) 



ĥich v/ould. suggest that th^ may prove to be representative of 

the migrant population. On the other hand., Pelham contends that 

the absence of migrants into Biimingham, in the late seventea±h 

centuiy, frcm the Vale of Gloucester and other major cereal producing 

areas betiveen the Chiltems and the Cots?;o2d;̂ , resulted frcm the 

refusal of landlords to issue Gertificates. Ilhe failure of the Act 

of 1697 to make their issue mandatoiy can be interpi-eted. as the 

action of the pov/erful land-owning lobby in Parliament (49)« The 

lack of extant Certificates can be interpreted in alternative îvays. 

Certainly, in areas of expanding job opportunities, in regions of 

prosperous rural industiy, like the Gloucestershiz-e cloth parishes 

at this time (50), or in the toTCis 151), there would seem to be 

little need for them. The parish officers in these places were 

unlikely to operate a i-estrictive policy against the labour they 

reguired-̂ vAiile the migrant v/ould not tempt fate by sisking for one 

from his parish of legal settlement. The preamble to the Act of 

1697 makes it clesz- that Certificates had been misintei^reted as 

the notice in writing required by the Act of 1685 and this had led 

to summary removal. The Webbs note that only in rural districts 

v/ith stagnant ê iployment and almost stationaiy populations ivas local 

opinion hostile to the nevfccmer (52). Consequently, Randall suggests 

that it is only larger settlements vdzich can be studied through these 

documents, as smaller centres, vd-th limited en:ployinent opportunities 

v/ouldbe unattractive and fev/Gbrtificates v/ould be collected (53)« 

This mâ'- accord v/ith a central place model of migration, but the 

evidence of Certificates in Gloucestershire csmziot be interpreted 

so simply. The lack of documents aftei- 1795 reflects the legislation 

that made migrants *de I'acto* Certificate holdei-s until they actually 

became chargeable. 

The second nuestion relates to their value in recording pattei-ns 

of : % ' I. s believes ti:at thqy ai e of great importance in 

thik̂  (54/̂  "Ut the identification of origin and destination 

on the Cei'tificate, and for that mattei- in the nineteenth centui;;/' 

Bnumei'atorS' Returns, may represent only part of the process. The 

specificity of Certificates can only be regarded as support for Thomas' 

view if they had been issued at the time of movement, but it appears 

that mazy were issued retrospectively to provide support for a. migrant 

yAio had fallen on hard tirizes. This procedure mey even liave been 

encouraged by some pai-ish officers. There would always be a pos8ibi].ity 

that a new legal settlement might be acquired or that the place of 
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legal settlanent remained unidentified. Even, if a parial-i should 

be asked to honour its obligation it might prove cheaper tauporazily 

to support its pai'ishoners in anothei- place on non-resident relief 

rŝ ther than accept the cost of removal and more peimanent unanploy-

meit at home. It is possible to gain some idea of the use of 

retrospective Cei'tificates ?;here Ezaminations and Removal Orders for 

the same migrant have sui-vived (5$). analysis of the Gloucester-

shire cloth parishes shov/s that 26 preceded an examination or the 

issuijig of a Renoval Order^49 T/ere issued at a much later date %'hilst 

$6 lie retrospectively -̂vitlnin. sn aititre-cy six v/eeks of the examination 

or the itemov&l Order. The significance of i-etrospective Oertificates 

to a stu(%;" of migration is that nvhei-eas a migrant bearing a Certificate 

iright only be peimitted a knovai short move between two paz-isheŝ  

retrospective Certificates may indicate longer movement and yet mask 

the series of moves of ?aiich only the oi-igin and the destination are 

recorded. It also i-aises the question of vAiether- the certificate 

system encouraged mobility by counteracting the sevei-ity of the 1662 

legislation̂  a view shai'ed by Hampson̂  Pelham, Tate and Styles (56) 

or Tjiether, as Ivisjrshall suggests their specificity resti-icted 

mo\ (57). In this context̂  it should be noted tliat, until 1795̂  

the .' sh of " settleanent boi e the cost of removal. Ashton 

suggests that :3nce of 10-15 miles represents the upper limits 

of the Certificate, in vhich case, the patterns revealed by this data 

only reinforce the essentially short-distance movement of the time (56). 

Examinations. If a migrant vsus thought to be lilcely to reouii-e 

support from the rates, was actually chargeable, oi- could provide 

evidence related to the settlement of another migrant, then, an 

examination ws.s conducted before the Justices of the Peace. The 

examination centred on the need to define the place of legal settlement 

of the migrant and did not of necessity lead to the issue of a Bemoval 

Order. A greet deal of interesting biographical infonration is 

contained in the resulting trenscript and demographei's and genealogists 

have found them a complement to Parish Registers in attempting jv 

reconstitutions, Their,interest to historical geographers lit 

the details they contain/of step-wise moves taken over a period of 

several years (^pendix 1.2), though one cannot regard such details 

as brief personal histories. The Justices ?;ei'e only coneined with 

details ?idiich had a bearing on the place of legal settlement. Never-

theless, information on the periods and length of sei-iice or ait ice-
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ship, vAere such service wsis effected, birthplace, parents names 

anii legal settlement all provide details not hoimally found on the 

Certificates. Occasionally, the motive for migration is stated 

piwriding a salutary reiiinder of the behavioural natui-e of the 

migration process. The survival of Examinations in Gloucester-

shire is even more variable than that for Certificates. Stonehouse 

has a particularly good collection of 18$ documents, Bialey has 128 

but Stroud only 1̂ . Obviously these docujments are of maximum 

value if they can be matched ?/ith the r-elevsnt Cei-tificate or kanoval 

Order and thus provide the fullest picture of Poor Law migration. 

Kemoval Orders. It is this group of documents which Coode regarded 

as the outward signs of "the most effectual and extensive invasion of 

the rights of Englishmen which had ever been attempted since the Conquest" 

(59). Since Removal Orders were not an innovation in 1662, it was 

their extension to include the able-bodied v/oiicing man, who might 

require support frcm the rates, vdiich was new. Two copies were 

issued, one for each of the parishes involved in the forced migration 

and in detail closely resanble the Certificate (Appendix l.j). In 

addition to the date of issue, many carried a note indicating whether 

the Order had been executed or the reason such as illness or advanced 

pregnancy which ha.d resulted in its temporary suspension. The 

existence of the tv/o documents, the original and its copy, creates 

both 'removals from' and 'removals to', the former noimally occurring 

in greater numbers and may be regarded as mirror images of 'Certificates 

to'. 'Eemovals to' can be equated with 'certificates from' though both 

these groups occur less frequently in parish collections, (60), Clark 

believes that there v/ere fev/er Removal Orders than Settlement Certific8.tes 

(61). Thomas' study of Essex, Berks ind Oxfordshire had been 

based on 7,118 Certificates and ̂ ,30̂  f&l Orders (62). Randall 

analysed 547 Certificates but only I85 Removal Orders for Kettering 

(6j)). Oxley dra.wB on 226 Certificates and $29 Removal Orders for the 

West Dazby Hundred of Lancashire (64). I'he present study analyses 

2,482 Certificates and 2,864 Removal Orders in Gloucestei'shire (6̂ ). 

Adam Smith believed "there was scarce a poor man vAo has not 

in seme part of his life felt himself most cruelly oppressed by tliis 

ill-contrived law of settlanent" (66). If this is to be interpreted 

literally then far more substantial collections of Removal Orders 

could be expected than is the case. I'he Â ebbs estimated that between 

50,000 and 100,000 removals vrere authoi'ised annually, i.e, one or two 

per parish, (67). Yet, th%f also suggest that betvi-een 1750 and 18j4 



every farm labourer in Southern jikigland was relieved, frequently (68). 

Coode's analysis of returns for 184$ reveals that 1^,867 Orders Tvere 

issued, affecting 43,112 people. His estimate suggests two or three 

Orders annually for eveiiy parish (69). ThcmiaG calculates an annual 

frequency rate of 3-4 in the textile towis, but 1 every 3 oi" 4 years 

in rural parishes (70). Body derives a rate of one evezy two years 

in Dorset betv/een I76O and I834 (7l)* Iri Gloucestershire, the rate 

is less than one per annum, though this is based on those 28 parishes 

for imkich at least 25 Banoval Orders suirvive, For all parishes the 

figure would be very much lower. The absence of l̂ emoval Orders in 

ar\y one Parish may be due to chance factors, but parochial attitudes 

as in the issuing of Certificates, may also be seen here. There 

may well be an inbuilt bias against the smaller, less prosperous rural 

parish. 

Individually each Removal Order csn be regarded as a personal 

migration failure, but in aggregatê the existence of leirge numbers 

at particular times,may indicate a period of economic difficuliy. 

Table 2 suggests that for the Gloucestershire cloth parishes the periods 

I77I-8O and 1826-35 Y/ere periods of economic crisis, Thomas' work on 

the declining textile regions of î ŝt Anglia, Berkshire and fluctuating 

prospei-ity of the Bast London silk industry, supports the view that 

the Orders broadly coincide with periods of economic depression (72). 

Further support is found in Hampson's study of Cambridgeshire Quajrter 

Session papers in Wiich the volume of appeals against ran oval doubled 

in the decade following the Napoleonic v/ars (73)» Body, however is 

more circumspect in his analysis of the ranovals issued from four 

Dorset tô wns in the period 1815-34* He notes that such Orders reflect 

likely chargeability and not mobility per se (74). The value of 

Removal Orders as econwnic indicators will be exainined further in 

Chapter 3. It is also possible to emphasise their indication of an 

earlier free moveniait, but there may be a bias in the sub-groups vdiich 

v/ere most affected by this facet of the law. Particular biases in 

age, sex and occupation will be analysed in Chapter 3, though this may 

throw more light on social histozy than on the historical geography of 

migration. It has been suggested that the Removal Orders can be 

regarded as a measure of the individuals inability to cope v/ith the 

new environment, but the population of migrants who were removed ' 

changes in character after 1793. Before thi.s amendment which terminated 

the certificate system, non-certificated migrants could be removed on 

the likelihood of becoming chargeable; aftei-vards only actual paupers 
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could be removed. In the nineteenth century those people subjected 

to renovgl would represent the least successful section of the woiicing 

class, those most vulnerable to econoinic change. Ihe issuing of 

Removal Orders continued after the demise of the parochial system 

in 1865 (see page 45) ̂  though in Gloucestershire as Table 2 shows, 

few Removal Orders have survived the 1840's. I'here is no indication 

of the flood of Removal Ordei-s that might have been expected following 

the irremoveability clauses of the 1%^ Act. Ihe interval betvnsai 

voluntary migration and forced return could be as little as a day. 

Frequently, bridegrooms were apprehended on their T/edding day. 

This act would also remove a fa-nale parishoner vdio wuld now take 

on her husband's place of legal settlsiaent. The gap could be a 

'lifetime'. The rural parish bitterly resented the return of the 

sick, injured or aged in exchange for bheir able-bodied youth. Ihe 

evidence of related examination and Removal Orders gives fuz"t}ier 

support to a view of migration as a cyclic rather than a linear 

process for many v/orking people in pre-indiistrial jgnglazid. 

One major dravtack of the Removal Order as a source for migration 

studies is that it may suggest a move Vidnere none had occurred. The 

difficulty of obtaining a settleDjent has already been considered and 

mpny adults did not acquire a settlement in their o%i right, for 

example by apprenticeship, service or parochial office. Children 

under seven took the settlement of their father, but if th^ did not 

subsequently acquiie one, they then took the settlement into which 

tlieir father had been bom, this law of derivative settleniait caused 

great personal hardship. Families wei-e split and people transported 

to places %hei'e th%r were total strangers. 

Summary. The examination of the documents r-esulting from the 

administration of the Law of Settlement end Removal suggests several 

major points that must be borne in mind in any subsequent analysis. 

Firstly, the documents record a minimum meaeure of migration. Secondly, 

it is not possible to infer the volwrie of movement as the relationship 

between the extant documents, the total number issued and actual migrat ion 

cannot be established. This limitation seriously hiziders the testing 

of l:ypothesis related to migration patterns and processes. Thirdly, 

the operation of the Law may have had a differential effect on the 

type of migrant identified, the distance travelled and the parishes 

recorded in the documeits. The infinite variety of interpreta.tions 

that local administrators placed on the laws makes inter-z'egional 

cmqpeirisons tentative. 

Hov/ever, the documents do provide information for many parishes 
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throughout Sngland and. Wales ̂ d. embrace a substantial section of 

the population. Details of agê  sex, occupation and. civil status 

though incomplete, niay ̂arovide insights into the migration process. 

It is within these limits that the subsequent analysis must 

be placed. The patterns of migration distances and. inter-regional 

flows, tanporal changes in movement and migration differentials have 

to be examined within the context of the operation of the Lav/ of 

Settlement and. Benoval. However, this evaluation can only be 

complete after comparisons have also been made with other contemporary 

sources for the study of migration. 
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industry and areas v/ithin one mile of the sea. It anticipates 

the preamble to the l662 jict v/hich has been described gs 'a classic 

example of legislative mendacity' (Webb. S and Webb, B. (1927) 

The old Poor Law (5 vols., 2 parts; English Local Govemenient; 

London : Lon^nan), part 1, ̂ 25). Ostensibly, it attacks 

squatters v/ho devoured the parish stock. It also heralded the 

tight control some vestries exercised ovei- accomnodation and 

iwhich was aimed at restricting population gro\vth in these 'close' 

parishes. 

7. Goode, G.Z. (I85I) Report to the Poor Law Ccanmissioners on the 

Law of Settlement and Removal. B.P.P. I 8 5 I , XXVI, I 6 . 

o. 35 Geo. Ill, G. 101. (1795). 

9. Nicholls, op. cit., 275, notes that the legislators had the 

problems of London uppeimost in their minds but the 1662 Act 

made provision for the temporary -ation of married householders 

to other parishes. 8 and 9 G. 30. (1697) extended this 

facility to pezinanent migi-ants irrespective of their mai-ital 

status. Bonds of Indemnity which had their origins in 5 Eliz. 

I, G, (1562-5) became less common. 

One geographer #10 has analysed these laws misinterprets scane 

of their provisions. See l̂ lills, D.R. ̂ 1965) land, owiership 
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and rural population v/ith special reference to Leicestershire 

in the mid nineteenth century, (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, IMiversity 

of Leicester,)194. 

Idem 1959f 'Ihe Poor LaT,ns and distribution of population, C.I600-

1860, with special leference to Lincolnshire', Trans. Inat. Br. 

Geogr. 26, 165. Unnecessary ambiguity is created in stating 

that under the 1662 Act persons "could legally settle only in 

another tovciship if they had first obtained a certificate of 

settlement from their township of origin". This is a contra-

diction as a Cei'tificate, by definition, pi'evented any change 

of settlement unless the holder rented a ̂ :10 tenanent or served 

a parish office. [Dhis provision was not enacted until 16$7 

and obviously debarred the majority of the labouring population 

from acquiring a settlement. The temporary nature of certificated 

movement between 1662-1697 is also not made clear. 1,'Iills, (l$6^) 

op. cit., 200, notes an increase in the granting of Certificates 

after l8̂i;_, but there would seem to be no grounds for such a 

statement ̂  the certificate system had been made redundant by 

Geo. Ill, C. 101. (1795). Only pregnant spinsters, felons 

and vagrants v/ere to be removed after this date on the grounds of 

the likelihood of becoming chargeable. Thus a Certificate is 

issued by Eendcombe for Sarah l&les, a pi'egnant spinster to move 

to Ghedworth in 1821 and for Iilazy lies to move from Coin St. Denis 

to Chedworth in I834. (S.R.O. P77a OVj/l). 

Oxley, G.E. (1966) The administration of the old poor law in the 

V/est Darby Hundred of Lancashire, (unpub. thesis, Univei'sity 

of Liverpool), .397» Of settlement Certificates surviving for 

the post 1795 period, ̂ 5 are for pregnant females. 

10. iwebb and webb, op. cit., j27. 

Randall, H»A. (I97l) Some aspects of population geography in 

cei'tain rural ai-eas of England during the eighteenth and early 

nineteenth centuries, (Uhpub. Ph.D. thesis. University of 

Ifewcastle), 1^8, is equally inaccurate in suggesting that 

exajTiinations only took place vAien a migrant was chargeable and 

his place of legal, settlement in doubt. 

11. Coode, 013. cit., 2^8, notes that in 1662, ̂ 10 represented one 

fifth more than the annual wages of a ivIicHand labourer, tv/ice 

that of one in Cumberland and four times greater than that of 

a Cornish miner-. 

Hampson, 3.M. (l926-28j, 'Settlement and reciovâ  in Cambridgeshire 
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1662-1834', Gamt/' . Historical Journal II. 275, estimates 

that it T/as not the 1730*& the.t this fi'-̂ ire would, come 

vd-thin the reach of a labourer. webb ani ,, op. cit., 337, 

note that ijnflation had pushed, up i ents îi jjuziUcm and other 

large cities to four shillings a v/eek by the middle of the 

eighteenth century, thus on this critei-ion migi'ation T̂ as 

uni-estricted. 

12. 1. Jac. II, G. 17. (1685). 

13» 3 W. and M., C. 11. (I69I). Shis and the I685 Act made it 

virtually impossible for the 40 day residence qualification to 

be effected as the overseer v.t)uld frequently proceed to initiate 

removal pi-oceedlngs under the 1662 Act. Clandestine residence 

w.s no longer possible. 

14. The 1691 Act created four new classes of settlement foi" vAiich 

notice in writing TY3.s not required; apprenticeships (for single 

men), service, payment of the parish rate and holding a. parish 

office. The majority of newcaner-s wei'e unlikely to be able to 

meet the last two caiditions. 

15. 1 Jac. II, G. 17. (1665) 

3 W. and M., G. 11. (l6gl) prevented those in the armed forces 

of the King's service from acquiring a settlenient. 

8 anc . Ill, C. 30. (1697) ensured that only after a year's 

unbrc.i_Lcu. :.iz-ing could domestic sez-vants or those in husbandry 

gain a settlement; vdiereas the tempoi-ary settlements of 1662 

required the signatuz-e of one clei-gyman, one churchwaz'd.en and 

the overseer, after 1697 both churchwer-dens, the overseer sjid 

tv/o Justices were required to sign the certificate. 

9 W. Ill, C. 11. (1697)' Bee note 9 above. 

12 jkine, C. 18. (I714) denied an apprentice or servants a 

settlenent at the place of residence of his cez-tificated master. 

9 Geo, I, G. 7. (1723) the peyment of highway and scavenger 

rates became invalid so that only by the occupation of an estate 

of less then JG30 value could a settlement be effected* 

3 Geo. II, G. 29. (l73Gj insists that a Justice -v/itneBses the 

signature of a vvitness. 

Goode, op. cit., 54 comments that the Acts of 1795̂  1814, 1819, 

1830 and 1634 continued the process of adding further restrictions 

on acquiz'ing a settlement. 

16. Lips on, E. (1948) [She age of mercantilism (3 vols.; 5th ed.; 

Economic Histoiy of imgland; London : Black), vol. 3, 459. 

17. Oxley, op. cit., 135. 
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18. Styles, op. clt., 45. 

Ig. Hampson, op. cit., 285. 

20. . ' A. (1776) 'fhe 7/ealth of nations (reprinted 1895; London : 

Ledge), III 

21. AlarBhall, D. (l926j The ]i%lish poor in the eia:hteenth century 

(jjondon : Rout ledge and Kegan Paul), 174-. 

22. Felham̂  (l$̂ 7), 'The immigrant population of Birmingham̂  

I 6 8 6 - I 7 2 6 ' , Birmingham Archaeological Society Transactions 

51. 

25. Coode, op. cit,, 71. 

24. 9 and 10 Vic., C. 66 ( I 8 4 6 ) . 

25. Evidence of a Beckett, G.A. for East ./mglia and Bei'kshire ( I85O) 

B^oi-ts to the Poor Law Board on tr̂ e Laws af Settlement and Eanoval 

of the poor B.P.P. I85O, XXVII, 2-8. Similar views pervade 

the reports from the other regions and the I 8 5 I report by Coode 

(see note 7). see also Dursley's petition to Parliamait (CCL 115.73) 

26. 10 and 11 Vic., G. 110. (1847). 

27. &Iinutes of evidence, ftepoi-t from the select conanittee on 

settlanait and poor removal B.P.P. 184-7, XI, 2^3. 

28. 11 and 12 Vic., C. 110. ( I 8 4 8 ) . 

29. 24 and 25 Vic., C. 55. ( I 8 6 I ) , and 28 and 2$ Vic., C. 79. ( I 6 6 5 ) . 

50. Actually it was only in 194& that the unit of settlement became 

the whole countiy. 

31. Se :ndix: I for typical fozmat of these documents. 

Th of Bonds continued after 1662 and even after l697« 

15 inter-parochial Bonds survive in the Chipping Sodbury 

collection (B.R. 0. D2071. B. 5) but only one post-dates 1697. 

Unlike Cbrtifioateŝ the majoi-ity of Bonds held individuals or 

groups of private people as surety. The Certificate can be 

regarded as a peurish Bond, Many did not deal vith migz-ation 

but intra-parochial surety in busin ess and bastarcly cases. 

Where they are related to migration they are treated as Gei'tificates 

in this study, though theiz- number is insignificent. 

Styles, op. cit., 40 

54. The Cam collection is in the parish chest. 

35. Hampson, op. cit., 275* 

36. Webb and Y/ebb, op. cit., 325-5" see 9 above. 

37. Patten, J. (1976), 'Patterns of migration and movement of 

labouj? to three pre-industrial l̂last .jiglian towns'. Journal 

of Historical Geography 2, 114. Patten in regarding Gertif'icates 
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as temporary movements is obviously ignoring the period. 169/-

1795. 

8̂. Styles, op. cit. . 39, notes that the status and. wealth of those 

entering bond increased throughout the seventeenth century. 

9̂. Pelham, qo. oit., 62, found only six percent of th^ Birmingham 

data included occupational information a similiar deficiency 

is apparent in the registers of Certificates for Kingstanley 

(C.R.0.m90/0V2/j); Dursley(G.G.L. 8200) and Stroud (G.R.O.P 

320a/0V/̂ /5/l-2). . The Kingstanley i-egister dated 1724 contains 

56 Certificates that for Dursley lj9 and for Stroud 470, but 

none of these registers contain any occupational data. Of the 

Stroud documents only 13/14-9 contained such data. 

Randall, op. cit., 201-6, shows 94/392 Kettering Certificates 

had occupation " ' ':a and 96/415 In the case of Reigate. In 

a very general ^ kandall' s view that such detail reflects 

the occupation structure of the tov/n is acceptable. 

40. The 1691 Act requir-ed Overseers to keep a register of any requests 

for the granking of Certificates. It would ae^ that the 

practice became modified BO th&t registers of inccming migrants 

became more significant. Such registers took the fozm of a 

listing of the details of eachCbrtificate, though frequently 

these became truncated to the name of the migrant, parish of 

legal settlement and date of issue. One cannot guarantee that 

each entry was made at its time of receipt. Por example in the 

case of Dursley the first date is 1707 and additions were made up 

to 1765, then from 1767-1834. Frequently the handv/riting is 

uniform, suggesting block entiies. 

Usually Certificates were specific contracts between tv/o parishes 

though in the case of zLLchard Alcott, a corder fz-om Kewl^d, a 

Certificate was issued in I7O8 to both Zhaxley Littledean, 

though it is found in the latter collection (&.E.O. PIIO.OV/3/I) 

It was equally unusual for a Certificate to be couched in the 

terms of John Bray's issued in 1714 from Cirencester. Its 

destination v;as 'Stroud or any other parish' it is found in the 

Bisley collection (C.R.O. P.47/0V3/l/l) 

41. iWarshall, D. (1937), 'The old Poor Law 1662-1795', Econ. Hist. Rev. 

6,40. 

Thomas, jii.C. (I97l) G2he treatment of poverty in Berkshiie, .Essex 

and Oxfordshire 1723-1834, (Uhpub. Ph.D. thesis. University of 

London), 217 is less specific and suggests they weze freely 
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granted after I7OO, 

Lipson, op. cit., 4-̂ 8 quotes a mid-eighteenth centuzy pamphleteer 

who claimed that a Geitificate 'is seldom denied now to any 

industrious person Wio applies for it on good reason'. 

Coode's hostility to the system is undisguised in his report 

(B.P.P. I85I, JCkVI, 41 and 5$) 

"VAien it is found that some poor must be allowed 
to circulate, for the benefit of the pê rishes 
themselves, the licence is so grudgingly granted 
as to frustrate its object and to become a greater 
oppression om the most deserving poor and only a 
licence to the worthless a better contrivance 
to make good men desperate and bad men vagabonds 
could not easily be devised". 

42. lian̂ son, Z.M. (l$%) The treatment of poverty in Gembrideeshire 

(Cambridge Univei'sity Press), 147, identifies 1740-80 as the 

main period of use. 

Jones, A.C. (I969) Eighteenth century loigrants in Leicester, 

(unpub. B.A, thesis. University of oouthampton), 26, places 

the mapcimum rate between 1755-60. 

Oxley, op. cit., I58 and 166-7, places the peak at mid-centuiy 

and the subsequent decline may represent less interest by the 

vestries in settlement regulations as the expected soaring rates 

did not materialise. He suggests there were no Certificates 

after 1795* though Table p. ̂ 95 v'ould seem to contradict this. 

4.3. Randall, op. cit,, I8i$, Table 7.4. drav/s on the 6,500 Certificates 

for jî sex that had been transcribed under the guidance of the 

County Archivist 2.G-. Enmison. 

44. Hsiqpson, op. cit., (l926-8̂  285. 

4.5« Thomas, op. cit., 21c. 

46. Pelham, op. cit., 50. 

47* Oxley, op. cit., 158 

Marshall, op. cit., (1926) 178 

46. Oxley, loc. cit., 

Thcanas, op. cit., 217. 

49. Pelham, op. cit., 54-5 

Weub and Webb, op, cit., 350 

Lipson, op, cit., 468, notes in the House of Commons Journal 

ZXVIII, (1759) J 599f the comment that a reconmiendation to compel 

parish officers to grant Certificates was ignored as such a 

measure was thought to be unnecessaiy. 

50. Deane, P. and Cole, w.A. (1964) British economic grovrbh 1688-1959 
(Cambridge University Press;, IO5 et passim. 
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51. Grey, I. (l̂ 68) Cheltenham Settlement Examinations 1815-26 

(Bristol and. Gloucester Record. Society), Vol. 7, XIV. 

Grey suggests that it is not only industrialisation and. a 

greater humaniteurian. approach that made the Certificate 

redundant, but also the need for a more mobile labour force 

in time of wr, 

52, Webb anc , op. cit., 335. 

53* Randall, op. cit.. I36. 

54- Thcmas, op. cit., 218. 

55« Styles, op. cit., 60, shows that for Paiasv/ick 40/l59 Certificates 

T/ere issued retrospectively. Of the 18 cases ivhere Removal Orders 

and Certificates survive 14 are retrospective. 

56. Hampson, op. cit.,(1934) 147 

Pelham, qp. cit., 51. 

Wtyles, qp. cit., 49. 

Tate, (1969) ITie parish chest (3rd ed.); (Cambridge i&iiversity 

pr..:_y, 199. 

57. Ma:- op. cit.. (,1926) 179. 

58. Ashton, op. cit., 15. 

59. Coode, op. cit., I5. 

60. It is for this reason that 'removals to' are not simply re-allocated 

to paz'ishes as 'removals from'. 'Cei-tificates frcm' are 

extremely rare in Gloucestei-shire so tliat one rarely finds 

details of than or copies in the issuing parish. 

61. Clark, P. (1974) Poverty and social policy 1750-1870 (Arts 4OI; 

kilton Keynes : Open Univei'sity), Units 12-16, I6. 

0%:]-Gy, op. cit., I58, supports this view though this is not 

RnnAT-ent in Table 3 P. 395. 

62. 3 , loc. cit. 

63. j.Lcuiccall, op. cit., 137. 

64. Oxley, or. p. 399 Oxley notes that in the 

lancashij" . rte ';ion Papers, Removal Oi-ders were issued 

v/hich did not only concern thenselves vd_th appeals. Rarely 

do such Orders duplicate those found in the parishes, p. 157. 

65. This excludes 'removals to' vdiich occur in fewer numbers. IO85 

have been iaentified in those Gloucestei'shire paz'ishes for v̂ ich 

there is at least 25 extant documents. This smaller figure 

partly reflects the fact that many Removal Orders v/ere not 

executed. 

66. drcith, oik., 162. 

67. vYebD a op. cit., 334. This seems to be an eri'or as the 
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v/ebbs quote Coode's figure of lj),535 parishes, vAilch suggests 

a rate of 3-6. 

68. Ibid. 34!i-. 

69. Goode, op. cit., 88 

70. Thomas, op. cit̂ , 218. 

71. Body, G. (1964) Poor law l- '-rsetshlre I76O-I834 (Uhpub. Ph.D. 

thesis University of dout: an), 127, 

72. Thornas, op. cit., 24̂ .̂ . 
73. Eampson, op. cit., (1926-28) 276. 

1%̂  Ikkb\ cm. cit., 128-9. He notes that in the post-1795 period 

the documents represent actual chargeability. 
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Chapter 4 

Gloucestershire. (fhe spatio-temporal settins 

"Before the ideas and attitudes 
of our ancestors can be comprehended 
; t leam to recreate in our 
z; ' Gyê  the material envii onments 
: ch they lived and ̂ worked". 

Prince, h.C. (I97l) 
'Pi-ogress in Geography' 3, 28. 

The hypotheses, related to migration theory in Chapter 2 and 

to the possible effects of the Lavf of Settlement and Aemoval in 

Chapter 3, only be properly tested within a particular spatial 

and temporal context. It is the function of this chapter to establish 

this testing ground in Gloucestershii-e for the pei-iod Î Ẑ-IB̂ .̂ 

Mnerever possible, comtemporazy sources will be used in the belief 

that such viewpoints come closest to representing the economic and 

social environmmt within vAiich migration took place. Moreover the 

changing distribution of population in the county which both reflects 

and modifies both social and economic patterns can only be fully 

comprehended within the macro-framework of national population change. 

Deane end Cole divide the counties of ikigland and '<Yales in the 

eighteenth centuzy, into three major economic groups (Pig. 7). 

G-loucestershire falls within the industrial and commercial category, 

as defined by these authors on the basis of the 1811 Census 

occupational data (l). Of necessity, the decision to base their analy&is 

at the level of the county, results in the masking of those variations 

in occupational structure and econony which are needed to understand 

the great bulk of the labour migration. It is these variations 

which are analysed below and lead to a suggested framev/ork of 

economic regions within which population movement can be examined, 

I. 'fhe econcmic setting 

There are two major eighteenth centuiy topographeis for 

Gloucestershire. Sir Robert Atkyns, writing at the beginning of 

the period, produced a work concerned with churches and chantries, 

estates and esquires. All too frequently paz-ishes are typified as 

'good pasture and arable' or 'rich meadow, pasture and arable', which 
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/not 
do/provide any reeU. in into vaziations in land, use and ecancany 

within the county (2j. 1779, however̂  Samuel Rudder̂  a 

Gloucestershire printez'̂ published a. 'New histoiy of Gloucestershii'e' 

acknowledging a debt to AtXynŝ  bmt then correcting the eri-ors, 

as he saw than̂  of that eai-lier work. He believed his volume to be 

an improvement in adopting for the county the threefold division of 

Gotswold, Vale and Forest of Dean; by the inclusion of an account 

of manufacturers and trade of the county andby providing a ccxnparatlve 

estimate of population changes from the time of Atkyns* study to that 

of his own. It is on this work that much of the following contemporary 

description is based^ _ , i the keports to the Board of /agriculturê  

the comments of Willia ahall, the 1801 Crop Returns, early Censuses 

and the resesjrcnea of more recent workers provide the necessaiy 

corroborative and complementary details. 

A - '.culture. Despit-; ier's simple thi-ee fold topographical 

de__̂ _ :he content of his can provide a series of insights 

not only into land use, but also into the state of enclo«:̂ m̂ e, iiidustiy 

population trends and distribution. Figure 8 interpret 's 

vievf of the dominant land use in 177̂ . The Cotswold B8C6u.'ĵ ienu 

divided the pastoral areas of the Lower Severn Vale and the Over-

Severn Region from — —edcmiinantly arable i-egion of the Cotswolds. 

The alluvial areas, . .e to peiiodic flooding, along the Leadon, 

Severn and Oxfoid Clay Vales are included in the pasture lands. 

Sheep pastures are highlighted on the Gotswolds betv/een Motgrove 

and Temple Guiting. In the Vale, between Berkeley and Gloucester, 

and on the red marls of the Herefordshire Boi-der, the very important 

cider-apple country is clearly revealed. 'Eie topographical variety 

of the dissected dtroud aiea is reflected in the more varied patchwoix 

of woodland and mixed arable and pasture, while the varied soils of 

the Vale ai'ound Tevvkesbuiy also have a more equal distribution of 

pastui-e and arable land. iiudder makes two significant and related 

comments. Firstly, that "during the befoz-e-mentioned period .." 

(i.e. from 1712 up to 1773 Vfhen Rudder did his fieldwork) "agriculture 

has been much improved, pai-ticulai-ly in the hill country ..... but in 

the Vale most of those enclosures that in the former part of this 

period were cornfields, have been laid dovai to pastui-e" (4). Secondly, 

"yields on the Cotswolds can almost equal those of the Vale as a I'esult 

of the prodigious iiiprovements of the last forty years, in particular 

the introduction of sainfoin, clovez- and turnips in a couzse with 

cereals" ($). The valiJdity of Rudder's observations can be tested 
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against the repoi-ts of other infoz^ed. gentlemen and an analysis 

of the 1801 Crop Returns. . s h a l l desci-ibes the Vale of 

Gloucester and Evesham as "a r i c h d i s t r i c t , equal ly abundant i n 

grass and com. 'Zhe Cotswold H i l l s ; aa an upland arable d i s t r i c t 

and the Vale of Berkeley as a grassland d a i i y countiy" ( 6 ) . "The 

Cotswold farmers have e i ther f a l l e n in to the Nor fo lk Syste^a of a ra t ioa 

or have struck one out s imi la r to i t " ( 7 ) . "Com, turn ips and 

c u l t i v a t e d heitage occupy nine tenths of i t s surface. Seme l i t t l e 

sheepvalk and cowdown s t i l l remain and the bottcm and sides of sane 

of the deeper v a l l i e s a ie i n a s tate of meadow" ( 8 ) . The Vale of 

Berkeley's signif icBnce i n the medieval per iod as ploughland i s 

f o s s i l i s e d i n r idge and furrow, ye t "excepting some common f i e l d s 

towards the upper ^ g l e there a i e not perhaps a thousand acres of 

arable land Vfithin. the d i s t r ' " ^9). I t i s t h i s area v/hich i s 

constantly legaz'ded as under_ : t ive by the coianentators of the 

l a t e eighteenth e ly nineteenth centur ies. The low l y i n g 

r ivei - ine pajisheE . l e v i e d at Zd/aci-e r a t e to mainta in the r i v e r 

banks and sewez's (di 'a ir is)( lO), but t h e i r poor maintenance i s a 

recurrent theme ( U ) . Caird comments that 

"since the Board of . . ,ulture Reports f o r t y years 
ea ' the hai i-gone no change i n i t s d e t a i l , 
th' eiy ibl^ inci-eased luxui-iance of the 
he' ' . /s E- i t inued abstract ion of c and buttei-
vfltho _ correspond: , tu rn of pho: . to the 
land, ^ lave l e d to ; . deci<>^^^ i n i t s 
o r i g i ' _ 'oduce. - . Ln the s o i l , the 
industiy of the i . i s \ , the energy of the 
laboui- decl ined notiz_uLg co t h r i v e but the 

g igant ic t r e e s " ( l 2 ) . 

A conteaipoi^ary view by John Bravendar i s less damning. T i l e drainage 

and glpe f a c t o r i e s made an imp8.ot, though only one quarter ol' the Veie 

i s drained ( i 3 ) » Fuz-ther north i n the Vale of Gloucester (from 

Matscn to the Bredon H i l l s ) the more varied a m i s of some la rge , 

all-gr^RR farms near Gloucestei- and Te\\kesb^j , out pre-dcminszitly 

mijced . engaged i n producizig com and pulses, da i ry ing and the 

breedii±(^ c.u.̂ d f a t t e n i n g of l ivestock ( l / f j . A substantial""y '-drriilar 

viow i s expressed i n the two county l eports to the Board .r iculture. 

-she''"' - few of these two reports notes Turner 's omission 

0% the _ . of the Oxford Clay though Turner" does 

conf i r ' _ . * descr ipt ion of the Over- ' - ishes ( I 6 ) , an 

::a to v̂hic- _ ' 11 i n h is 'Rura l Ecoiomy' gives - - . tent ion . 

sh . l l i s se< - c r i t i c a l of the second repor t 1 ^ though 

he does abstract one ircpoi-tant statement from i t , which f u r t h e r 
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substantiates the p ic tu re that trndder p a i n t s . 

"On the Cotswold many thousand, acres ar-e brought in to 
c u l t i v a t i o n , v/hich befoare v/eie product ive of l i t t l e 
more then furze^ and. a few scanty blad.es of grass. 
I n the VeJLê  by the enclosure of ooinmon f i e l ( ^ - ds 
have been laid, together and. rescued, from the o r i s l 
custom or rout ine of crops - wheat, beszis anc ow; 
and ferrners have found to t h e i r great advantage that 
c lover , vetches end turnips may be z-aised i n the f a l l o w 
year , ivhich was before only attended w i t h labour and 
expense" ( l ? ) , 

Figures 9 and 10 ai-e based on the 1801 Crop i i e t u m s ( l 6 ) . Zhe 

f i r s t shows the percentage of arable land i n each of the parishes 

f o r which returns are ava i lab le . However, care sliouJ.d be exercised 

i n drawing the infei-ence that non arable land revea ls the az-ea 

under pastui'e. 'ITiis res idual acreage must inc lude penaanent gre_s8, 

meadows ezid teiriporary lays , but also vxiodland and t o a lesser extent 

sett lement. Only those parishes iiAiere at l e a s t percent i s under 

cereals and roots ( the z'eturns do not include r o t a t i o n grass or 

clover) are regarded as doninantly az-able. On t h i s cr i te i - ion, no 

par ish tvest of the E s c a z ^ e i t or south of Cheltenham can be included 

and i t i s only on the I ' r iass ic Aiai-ls of the Hei'efoi'd Bozder tha t 

even j)0 percent of the land i s i n t h i s categozy. The more mixed 

econorqy of the Noi t h e m Vale shows up c lea r ly as does that of the 

broken country of the Cloth P^uriBhes. The Cotswolds cazzy the 

la rges t az-eas of arable land, but w i th in th is reg ion those parishes 

which contain extensive s h e ^ pastures have a much lower percentage 

of arable land ( l 9 ) . The most s t r i k i n g eleiuent i n the crop ccgnbinat6n 

map (F ig . 10) i s the d i s t r i b u t i o n of those areas i n which t u m i p a 

appear as a s i g n i f i c a n t crop ( 2 0 ) . This f u r t h e r re inforces the 

p i c t u r e of a changing a g r i c u l t u r a l economy and landscape on the 

Cotswolds, but t h i s one crop's importance as an ind ica to r of a 

'New Husbandry' might be i n danger of exaggeration because i t s 

e x t e i t i s l i m i t e d by i t s own s o i l requirements. F igure 10 confirms 

Marsha l l 's observation t h a t turnips r a r e l y appear west of the 
/ \ / a 

iKscarpment as a s i ^ i f i c a n t crop ( 2 1 / , whereas i t had became wid;ely 

adopted part of the changes which ccamentatoi's could haz'dly fa i ] . to 

not ice on the Cotswolds. I n f a c t , conten^orazy comment seaned to 

under^)lay the s i g n i f i c a n t r o l e s t i l l played by l a r g e ai-eas of sheep 

pasture i n the economy of the Cotswolds. I t vou ld be wrong to see 

these d is t r ibut ions as a simple response to phys ica l fac tors . 

Bravendaj:' notes that the " a g r i c u l t u r a l d iv is ion v & l l but l i t t l e 

i n t e r f e r e wi th the geological" , but he also q u a l i f i e d t n i s oy 
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F i g 10 CROP COMBINATION REGIONS IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE C16M 
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saying that "the T/ants and. pui'suits of the population" were also 

s i g n i f i c a n t i n explaining agr icul tui -a l va _M_tions ( 2 2 ) , The Vale 

had teen enclosed very ear ly f o r arable land, but t h r e e - f i e l d 

c u l t i v a t i o n had hot been widespread and the a v a i l a b i l i t y of highly 

valued water meadoYf and copyhold pract ices minimised the r e s t r i c t i v e 

tendencies of the open f i e l d system. These f a c t o r s encouraged a 

change to da i iy farming and grazing wi th the development of the 

uztan markets of B r i s t o l and Gloucester and. t h a t of the densely 

populated r u r a l Cloth Parishes (2^ ) . The r a t h e r s imi la r T r iass ic 

lands of the Herefordshire Border- and South G-loucestershire cari-ied 

veiy d i f f e r e n t crop combinations, though not d i s s i m i l a r proportions 

of these areas were under the plough. The proximity of the l a t t e r 

to the B r i s t o l market i s ref lected, i n Figure 10 by the importance 

of potatoes in. the combination and the area's s ign i f icance as a 

market g, ng area. Before the changes vAich had becone so 

not iceable i n the second h a l f of the eighteenth centuiy , the Gotswolds 

had been used f o r both sheepwalk or coY/doivn and. arable i n a l a r g e l y 

unenclosed state . j^'ui-ther south eiz-ound Tetbuzy, the Southwold had 

been enclosed at an ea i ly date to pi-oduce meat and da i ry products 

" the Cloth Parishes of Gloucestershire and those i n nearby 

. tsh i re . By 17^0, less than 10 percent of t h i s area remained 

to be enclosed (24J» The in te r - re la t ionsh ip between a g r i c u l t u r a l 

improvement and enclosure i s the essence of ^tuddei-'s comments noted 

above. Tumez- was equally spec i f ic "Probably no par t of the %ing-

dcm has been more improved Y/ithin the l a s t f o r t y years , than the 

Cotswold H i l l s " . ( 2 5 ) . I t i s , of course, i n thi.s per iod that the 

process of enclosure had grea t ly acclerated thz-ough pz-ivate and 

l a t e r , general Acts of Parl iament. kudge notes that only 1 Act 

had been passed fo r the county i n the re ign of Queen Anne, 3 i n that 

of Geoz'ge 1 , 11 in that of George I I but 70 i n t h a t of George I I I 

( 26 ) . I t i s important to remenber that under 20 percent of the 

county renained. to be enclosed by act i n the e ighteenth century (2?) 

and that t h i s was predcminantly in the high CotST/old area, northwaz'ds 

from Tetbuz]} towaz-ds .itow^on-the-./old and Morthleach and to a lesser-

extent i n the Vale around Tewkesbury. Walker subsequently notes 

that 

"The z-apid e'''^"'''rati^'" many of the re='''^""^l open f i^ds 
of Gloucest* ^ b_. I I76O and 1800 therefore 
ensuied tha" he . r date the cont : between 
Cotswold ant - was no longez' z'eflected. i n t h e i r degree 
of enclosure. I t ^vas, hovfever, in consequence of eventual 
enclo sure and the introduct ion of new crops on the 
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Cotswolda that fjresh contraBts between the t-wo areas 
were emerging at the turn of the century" (28). 

B - (factm-es an; ' Rudder's detailed observations in the 

ea_ ./70's contra. . = rply with those Atkyns made at the beginning 

of the eighteenth century and it would be unwise to attach any value 

to this earlier study in trying to establish the location of the main 

centres of non-agricultural emploj-ment. Only the I 6 O 8 Muster Boll 

(29) provides an opportunity for any analysis in the period befoi'e 

Rudder's 'History'̂  but its value in illation to this study is minimal 

as it pre-da.te8 by s(%ne 80 or $0 years the survival of any sub-

stantial collections of Poor La?: documents. Defoe travelled 

through the area in the second decade of the eighteenth centurŷ  

but his comments are confined mainly to the tov/ns and much of the 

î ral-based activity is ignored (30). Figure 11 i-eveals this 

partem of rural industry, and shov/s that it was highly localised 

within the county, a fact mirrored in the population map drâ vn from 

Rudder's estimates (see below). The following sections deal with 

the distribution of industrial activities in the period of study, 

but make no attempt to describe or analyse, in any detail. , the 

economic vicissitudes vvhioh occurred, as these az-e the proper ccncern 

of Chapter 5. It has already been noted that production vas at 

the mercy of natural forces. The chance occurr-eiice of hiinerals, 

the survival of major reserves of woodland under forest law west 

of the Severn; the existence of deeply incised streams in a limited 

section of the Cotswold Bscarpnent and in the Forest of Dean all 

enphasise that factors affecting production, rather than mar-keting, 

vfere significant in the location of the industries discussed belovf. 

Teztiles. The correspondence of the main cloth-producing areas 

noted by 'fann in the distribution of mills 1750-1820 (?ig. 2) and 

that draim from Rudder is very close (5l). Only Kingswood (then in 

.tshire) Goaley, Char-field and Haiidcesbury are omitted by Rudder, 

,....le both sour-ces reveal the division of this eirea into two sub-

regions. The first î-as centred on the basir. of the Frome and the 

second ar̂  ound trie basins of the Little Avon and the Swelme. Between 

them lay the -"rt?rshed parishes of Frocester, Ifympsfield, Owlpen and 

Kingscote. er identifies not only the main woallen-cloth 

parishes but also the larger tributary i-egion which developed during 

the 'Domestic Phase' of the industry. Y/ork for women and children 

in carding and spinning was very important in other pai'ishes, not 

only in Gloucestei-shir'e but almost as I'ai" as Salisbury Plain 1.32J. 
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Gloucestershire v/as only a part of the much more extensive cloth 

producing area in t ;t ( ' _ land. vAiich stretched, through 

Deven, Somerset̂  Dc hire (3̂ ). Tann's analysis 

of the 160( % er Roll s 2 that both Dwlpen and St inchcombe 

had over 8L ent of their male population engaged in cloth 

manufacturing though neithez- had any mills. Stinchcombe had 

its cloth fulled in North Ifibley (%). %e v/ider distribution 

of wodlen cloth malting in Gloucestershire in the eai'ly seventeenth 

ceitury has already been established in "Figure 3, but tludder 

reveals that by the 1770's a high degree of concentration had 

oc." - thus re-emphasising the dynamic nature of the process 

of ;tiial location. In all the outliers of cloth manufacture 

at Tetbury, Cireiicestei- and Great Harrington a decline 

was noted (.35) and in the cases of ioerkeleŷ  liitcheldean and Newent 

a complete absence of production (3̂ ). ivinvig and Beckinsale (37) 

in their analyses of the development and location of the Gloucester-

shire woollen, industiy, emphasise a 'Vale iPhase' pre-dating the 'Hill 

Phase', though Perry and prefer' to thin̂ c of these as simultaneous 

developments in v/?iich the 'Hill Phase' eventually gained dcminance (3̂ ). 

Gloucester, TevAcesbuiy, Berkeley and Bristol had been significant 

centres of production in the -Lhirteenth and fourteenth centuries, 

but the death knell of this urban pre-eninence had been sounded by 

the application of water power to the fulling process in the thirteenth 

century (39). This shift in the centre of gravity of production to 

the countryside pre-dates this stu(%r #jich nts more specifically 

on the halcyon days of the rui-al 'Domestic 1' and subsequent 

changes in location. Q]he industry had centred on the Cotsvfold Edge 

by the end of the fifteenth centi.%ry. Theie, gild restrictions viei-e 

avoided, v/hilst the springs issuing frcxn the Great OOlite-Pullers 

Earth Ĵ unction,but especially those fi-om the juction of the Cotswold 

8ands and the Upper Lias, Tvei-e able to provide a reliable volume of 

Tvater. Ihese springs v/ere pai-ticularly numeixaus in t'" --les of the 

deeply incised valleys of the Frane, Ewelme and Little . This 

incision created Ivaly short, steep-profiled, 8?fift streams (4̂ 0j. 

ITie ti'ibi ' s e :Gd these chai'acteristics even more, and the 

Slsd, Pa: -.k a )dchestei" valleys provided a grea.t many sites 

for the ponds and wheels that drove the machiinerv of the fulling mills 

v̂hich had created the first phase of po\vez" mechanisation in the 

industry. [The importance of these physical factor's in crez this 

specific localisation of output is emphasised by ii.uu.der wio nts 
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on the uncertainty of summer ?/ater for fulling at both Tetbuzy 

an . jhleach. 

Zt is cLes'.' , _ of ve.tei' sufficient for driving the 
machinery i i. that trade, this natural disadvantage 
is alone si . ' - ent . . r the loss of manufactuz-e. 
The tovm. sĉ .. .vlt : ... ... aeems to have been 
declining ever sine , .es are fallen dowi, many 
uninhabited and the gr of the rest ai-e going fast 
to dec8y"(4l)« 

This comment about Norttileach again emphasises the effect that 

changes In. Gower had upon the location of cloth production. It 

is ironic that the medieval i-evolution in fullinĝ  vihich had 

initiated the 'Domestic Hiase% contained within it the seeds of 

its oimi destruction. (The oimei-ship of these finishing mills by the 

capitalist clothier would provide the essential nucleus for the 

addition of the other processes of manufactui-e in the latter part 

of the eighteenth century. The gig mill had been adopted in this 

az-ea in the seventeenth centuzy, but from the 1780's scribbling, 

carding engines and jennies were added befoi-e the turn of the century 

and shearing frames soon after. The flying shuttle made its 

appearance in 8troud in the lygO's, but the power loom was not 

introduced here unti.l 18^6, by which time the mule had replaced the 

jenny. These were years of prosperity for the mill ovvners, if not 

for all their employees. The period saw not only the building of new 

mills and the shajring of sites, but the extension of the older mills, 

especially in the 1820*8 (42) and the adoption of steam plants as 

supplementary sources of power The related changes in machinery 

and factory enlargement resulted in major uaeaploymait not only In the 

core area, as defined by the existence of mills, but also in the 

surrounding parishes, crises that should be reflected in the pattern 

of Poor- Law migration which az-e dealt with in detail in Chapters 5 

and 6. 

V.'ooUen-cloth manufacture did not represent the only textile 

Interest in the coimty. Rudder also comments on the stocking-frame 

knitting at Newent, Cirencester and TeY,&cesbuiy; the combing of worstdd 

yarn for the Kidderminster, Coventry, -ndover and Leicester markets at 

Gloucester, Cirencester, Teimdcesbury and Tetbury; wool spinning at 

Hawling, the recem: intrc .dction of cai-pet manufacturing at Cij/encester, 

\*ich also had an output of haz-ateens, and cheneys, lightstuffs for 

the I'Ondcgi mez-ket and the msziui'actuzring of rugs and blankets at 

Nailsworth, Duz-sley and North Nlbley. In the north, lougl:bozx)ugh 

sptin sil?: yai-n for the industry in neighbouring Blockley ena at 
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Vfeston siib fidge flax t ; , v/as I'iipoz-tant in providing cloths for 

the cheese industry. _ _ southez-n 3f the county Pranpton 

Cotterell̂  ..interboun . -rleigh /:xlechurch produced felt 

and 1 ' hats for th 1 msjrket. fhi'oitghout the period 

Tetoi _ d Circencester were still important as -mool-stagliag centres. 

The vaiying fortunes of ttiese sub-regions of th" - : oj" and cloth 

industry may provide evidence of the cause end. L._-, ait L̂.bour in 

search of more prnsri,̂ rous regions of employment (Chapter $). 

' and otT'̂'̂1" i'actures. The other great industries of the 

_ _ by in thi_ were tied specifically to physical resources. 

_ :_3r idaitii'ley uhe two significant areas of coal production̂  one 

_ui une Forest of Dean and the other in the Kingsv/ood. forest (Pig. 12). 

Ty the f- ar - ' f md the main pits to be in '/ - jarishes of 

. -ind, nto_ , _ ' ;h Bicj _ no. im&rd.ean in lorth and west 

of the major syncline, and at [ ' ' ' "lydr , % i the south, 

places Y/here adits could be ea;: : . .. core of the basin, 

in the extra-parochiel ar-eas oi - is ignored by him., 

though adits existed in the deeply incised valleys. Coal at this 

time was required for domestic use (t̂ iis ivas usually knoim as sea-coal)* 

ore roasting, lime burning and forge work. A contemporary report by 

the Gaveller estimates that ̂ 1 out of 121 pits were idle and that the 

662 free-miners produced 1,816 tons of coal in a week (44). This 

minute output of the national production reflected, the organisation 

of the industiy in this ai-ea in veiy small units (45) and the almost 

total absence of conmunications away from the Lowe: and Severn 

rivers (46). By 1800, output had risen to 100,OOC- - annually and 

by 16^6 had reach 460,000 tons, of -which 87,000 came from each of the 

tYK) pits at Park JSnd. and. Lightmoor (47)« The use of coal for 

metaiLurgical coke had been delayed by the poor coking quality of 

local supplies, massive charcoal output from the Forest and the use 

of water power (48). Only in. I 8 I 6 did. the last charcoal-fired furnace 

at Redbrook close (49)* 

The iron Forest had antecedents in both the Roman 

occupation and. ir die Ages. Ore Tvas concentrated in the Grease 

limestone and va.8 oo-cained therefoi-e, " the riJii of the coa2 basins 

Figure 12 shows the mir dder saw . sh Bidknor, Sta_unton, 

Euardean, liztle i::ean, New! . , ^ ney and Tiberton; 

fumar.ces in Oxenh&21 (beyond the ForesiJ _ ITev/land, and both fumaeas 

and forges in Plaxley and lydney (50). % .his tirre a furnace charge 

of both 01 e and cindei's, of vAich there seemed, an infinite quantity. 
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Fig 12 MINING AND QUARRYING IN GLOUCESTERSHIRE [ u M e r R u d d e ^ i [ 1771 
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proditced a tough pig iror - low phosphorous content in much 

demand by the iz'on - . . nds for blending vd-th their 

own local coldahĉ  v51,)« a Black Country ironmaster, 

had pm-nhpsed th; _ _ ;'s ii-nnwoiks in. the Poi-est in 1674 an.d by 1717 

his f . . 'a doniu-L̂ ^̂ cu of area wB-s well established (52). 

Of the fum"r̂ -r acu-LVAi between 1707 and 1712, the Foley's 

conti'olled six su duced some 75 per-cent of the total output of 

Lo'-"- "T 1- 3umed half Forest's pig, the rest 

vfa - zhed tL - . ;rth, IfewL. latcanbe. Some 

2,̂ 00 tons went ,, - , , md the Stour Valleŷ , 1,440 tons to the 

Iiionbridge az'ea. and " - quantities to C' -. libm . ' ' lol Quay, 

Stratford-on-̂  _ , ' .ch, {Tredegai- a: l̂ier ̂  % _ -then and 

Blackpool in 1- - keshire (5̂ )# This Sevei-n linl ' the Black 

Gountiy and tl -: . est represents the begl _) of a re-orientation 

of the iron ijidusti-y in this az';.a 3.iiey fi-o: . .;tol, though that city 

continued to dominate the wire and niei-chant bai- out-put of the foiges 

which CO 1, in the eai-ly eighteenth cantuzy, 46 percent of the 

fumane ; of the I'̂oi-est (54). At this ' .:ther inter-regional 

links were being established. Lancashijr-e or . t to the ̂'orest 

because of its lower production c^s and yet 's cinders 

for fluxing wez-e being sent i-etum cargo (55)« One cannot ovei--

sise the significance of 7/ater tz-anspoi't in this pei-iod before 

^ - p_jor road imrjrovenents of tlie late - .eenth centuiy. . _ 

cdjoneaits 

heai/y expense of land caiz-iage prevents any assistance 
the pits before mentioned being . . ed by the 

inhabitants of G-loucestei-, except in . - of greai- city, 
ari <-inn; fron an obstruction of n; ;_̂ îon of tl eiTi 
by . .jht or . [This val . tide ' . -
ec' is brc . iovai for the , 3f the i its 
nei^wuyurhood /j-ww Shropshire aiiu. oz-dshijuc ' 

In the seventeenth centur;}̂  only the Meuse exceeded the Severn as a 

cojmiei'cial az-teiy. (The Severn free from both locks and tariffs 

and navigable by largei- vessels to Shrewsbur}- and by smellei-

vessels to Vtelshpool in the eighteenth century (57)* '̂ he significance 

of these links is reflected in the origins ne of the long distance 

migrants i-ecorded in the Poor Law pap .% . nhajn (58), (The Foi-est 

of Dean ̂vs.B the %)reniier iron smelting on in Great Britain in the 

early eigl̂ iteenth century (59). Andrew Yaz-ranton visited the area, in 

1677 aîid vas most impressed with T/hat he saw^estimating th&t 60,000 

people 9/ere emî lcyed dii-ectly or indirectly by the Forest ircn industry, 

though Liantou): viev/s this with obvious scepticism (60). By I856 the 
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eight furnaces in the ar-ea produced. 24^132 tons of pig (6l). Ore 

d-emand. had revived in the early psrt of the nineteenth centuiy in 

response to the new coke-iron iiidustzy and, vdiei-eas 27,537 tons were 

mined in 1842̂  the production had reached a peak of lg2^080 tons by 

1860 (62). 1851, the registration districts oj bury on Severn 

anc . outh, in which iaast and West Dean v/ere situ.. had 707 azid $06 

COL- rs, and 1^6 and 56 ironminers, respectively. In the neighbouring 

registration district of Igrdneŷ , there were but 2^ coalniiners and 6 

ironminers. The manufacture of iron regained at a very modest level 

as only 270 operatives were engaged in this occi^ation in the three 

districts (63). 

Within the Forest a copper smelting industzy had grown, up on the 

Yvye at Redb the late seventeenth century and was still in 

pre" '/on ' - "'s time. In fact, Euddei-'s visit pi — e d b y 

one . the establishment of the tJn plate works in the . place. 

[Dh( ' i been no local coppez- ore and it may have been as back-

cai - th&L ore was bought fi'om Cornwall to Chepstow and then up 

the . ... Hez-e, %_t;er, wood and c- . .:re all pz-esent (64). 

Lastlj/, it should he noted that th..; vst had always been a majoz" 

source of sliip timber. Its rape for charcoal had led to the Dean 

llesi'forestation Act in 1677 in order to consaz-ve future supplies for 

naval and commercial ship-buildizig. It had been the seme fear that 

had prompted the Crov/n to sell its furnaces to Paul Foley. In the 

eighteenth centuẑ '' many small pills oi' creeks along the Wye and Severn 

were centres of a t̂ iriving ship-building industry. Neimhajn-on-ĉ evem 

was particulaz'ly busy towaz-ds the end of the centuzy, though by I85O 

little survived (65). iOiroughout the seventeenth and eighteenth 

centuries this tov<n, then on the main ooach route west fron Gloucester 

tapped the resources of the Forest. It established ropewgJLks, nail-

yards, candlev/oz-ks and bajrk tanning operations (66). Its quays 

could accommodate vessels of I60 tons in the 1670*8 as well as the 

trows that worked the Severn system to Birmingham. It was also hez-e 

that one of the few passages over the Severn had been established (67). 

The Coalfield in south Gloucestersfiire was also within a forest, 

though in the leg82 rat! "̂'.an the botanical sanse. It had been 

producing coal since th'- ' " Zr Ages frc%n the Lower Coal Itleasuz-es along 

the exposed limb of the id Anticline, but the citation of 

liberties or claims by the lords of the neighbouring manoz-s, in the 

post-RestoretiC". ' , hez-alded a moz-e se: ' exploitation (68). 

Output had i-eac b 60,000 tons by the f tha_t centuzy and 
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further doubled, by the mid-eighteenth centuiy (67). In the fii-st 

phase of expansion in the seventeenth centuiy pits were dag in dt. 

George, which was becoming an eastez-n suburb of the City of Bristol, 

in Kingswood, Pucklechui'ch and Bitton (70). There were in the area 

saiie 500 miners employed in satisfying the Bristol market in 1/00 (71). 

In relative tef?:is, tiriese t%G coalfields Yfsre insignificant in the 

rise of the British mining industzy and though the nineteenth centuzy 

savf an inevitable relative decline in these aiaa-s, their production 

continued to I'ise throughout the period under review. Vfalker 

rightly emphasises their role in the "ver;,̂  real, but commonly ignored 

industrial revolution of the Bristol region" (72). By Rudder's time 

the coalfield had spread north-eastwards into the main coal basin in the 

Upper Coal Measures aa far aa Wickwai-, Iron Acton and Yate. Later the 

tramways consti-ucted to St. Philips in Bristol and to the navigable 

Av^n at Bitton (7i)) from Coalpit Heathy opened hp the field which nearly 

doubled in output betv/een 1800 and I87O and reached a peak of production 

in the latter yeai- (74). Rudder comments on the iron furnaces, rolling 

mills and pin works in Bitton -which had been started in I7II (75), but 

it T/as the production of non-ferrous metals for which the Avon Valley 

from Br-istol to Bitton was especially famed. Lead and later calamine 

from the Mendips vfere smelted in this area, the latter in the eighteenth 

century complemef.ting the expansion of the r-amelting industiy 

as necessary components of the deEiands of t rmingham and Bi'istol 

brass industries. The Bristol Brass «/ire CoDipaizy was to become the 

largest of its kind in the mid-eighteenth century (7̂ ). 

Summaiy. This bi-ief ]:y of the G-loucestershire econon^ in the 

eighteenth and early eenth centuries gives substance to its 

classification as an industrial, and comraercial county by Deane and 

Cole. That such industry was essentially rural in location is 

unexceptional in 'pre-industrial England. In most of the period 

only Bi'istol and Gloucester wer'e significant urban places though 

Cheltenham's rapid expansion in the eai'ly nineteenth century suggests 

that it must be sepai-ated from the other market towns that served the 

immediate countzyside. liudder's 'three giand divisions' of Vale, 

Poiest and Cotawold (77) _:rovide the physical basis of the agricultural 

regions of the countj . have been identified by contemporary observers, 

figure 1^ sumiviai'ises these economic variations within the County a 

provides a convenient stî ucture to examine population grovfth (Appe 

4) and movement. 

II. The Social oettinR. 'Open'and 'Close' parishes 

Historical geog rs have qî ite I'ightly sti-essed the importarice 
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of pliQrBical and econanic factors in ex̂ jlaining the patterns of 

population cliBti-ibution, but the role of cultural, social and politick 

factors may have been undervalued. In ti-iis paz-ticular study, attention 

ia drawn to the relationship that might exist between landownership 

and population distribution,a relationship largely ignored by researchers 

until i'ecent]ĵ , though clearly suggested in eighteenth and nineteenth 

centuiy treatises snd reports on the Poor law (78). 

George Coode, in his report to the Poor Law Board on the Law of 

Settlement end itemoval in I85I noted that 

"by one act of legislation, (i.e. I4 Car II 166^), 15,555 
parishes wez-e made the gods of their own poor people and 
fortresses against all others.(79) ..... The more a place, 
in truth wants people, the fiercer are the few inhabitants 
to keep out strangers. The reason is the charge of the poor 
on a small number of inhabitants is heavy, almost oppz'essive 
in scane places, lAiich if the inhabitants were moi-e v/ould be 
lighter, This is the case of a tovais lately enclosed, or 
engrossed into a few hands, the process of umich both 
depopulated the place and it is impossible it should ever 
received it again."($0) 

In effect, the choice of township as the unit of 8.drninistration of the 

law had. ensui'ed that the law iivould be one of i-emoval z-ather- than 

settlement. rhe duty of the overseer vas to lainimise the financial 

bui'den on r-atepayers by the speedy ajr-raignment and eviction of ititruders. 

Townships in which this pi-ocess became esT)ecially pi'evalent were 

ccmnonly referi-ed to as 'close* pai-ishes by nineteenth centuzy observers. 

The success of this policy was tne more likely where ownership in the 

township was concentrated in the hands of one or two major landov/ners, 

in that it was not only easier to influence the overseers, but also 

easier to limit new housing and destroy tenements and cottages (81). 

Moreover, Elizabethan legislation which remained on the statute books 

until 1775 (82) could be invoked to control the building of cottages 

unless four acres of land were attached to thea (8̂ ). The corollary 

of the 'close' parish is the 'open' parish. Overci g, mors.! 

turpitude and excessive poor rates were three evils ;. contanporaiy 

opinion believed to be the result of a more liberal attitude to 

strangers (84). ao?/ever, thi-ee other charactez-istics would seem to 

be of greater interest to the historical geographer. Firstly, the 

exclusion of population could lead in some cases, to the landloids 

erecting cottages in neighbouring 'open' paî rishes, (85) and, as a 

consequence, labou""'"'"r having to travel da.ily between parishes (66̂  

up to six miles ir diiectio-c Secondly, if the 'close' pavishes 

act as barriez's to per̂ iianent mig . ' ' ' should be reflected by 

numerous jnieirioval Or ;.ers, but few aeuuu _ . uer-tificates. On the 
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other hand, it can he argued that fev/ l&hourers would attempt to 

settle in such places and that removals might be equally low. Chapter 

6 v̂ill examine this theme in more detgiil. Thirdly, these parishes 

would be less densely populated andhave smaller populations than the 

neigl-iboui-ing 'open'parishes. In testing these genei-alisations there 

is a great danger of isolating these apparent consequences and 

defining 'close' parishes in these terms, thereby creating a circular 

argument. It becomes ver}" necewsary to define oleai-ly the 

characbjrtit-: ̂  eleuients in this typologj/ of %)ari8hes. 

Bo . .Is and Holdemess agi ee on the esaential characteristics 

of 'close' parish . The have relatively lov/ populations, a slov;̂  

gro?/th r8.te, inac 3 accormods.tion and a dependence on outside 

labour. Both authors establish a link between early depopulation and 

'close' parishes. The ai-eaa of desei-ted or severely depopulated 

villages frora whe , _ cai . _tv/een the fc nth and eighteenth 

centuries, in the 1 md: , t IVoifoDc ar t Riding of Yorkshire, 

are dominated by such paz'ishes. Enclosure pasture before I7OO 

(87) and fann engrossment v/ere significant causes for cottage destruction 

processes easily engineeried in the lightly populated v/olds, but also 

in the more dens'.ely populated clay vales of the East 2vlidlands (88). 

These parishes not only show a low density of population compai-ed with 

those surrounding thazi,but also a much slô ,v5r growth rate in the 

centuiy ending in I86O (8$). Î ills argues that in Kesteven, manu-

facturing was insignificant and could be ignored as a variable affecting 

population. He establishes regions based on hcanogeneoua soil 

characteristics to ]:̂ ypotheeise that intra-z-egional vaz'iations in 

population v/ould be a 1 se to the differential operation of the 

social forces associate.: ..domiership and the o] .on of the Poor 

Law (90). liills uses the criterion v/hich cor. . opinion viewed 

as the most significant feature of the 'close' - _sh, namely the degree 

of control exercised througli land ownership. uses land tax 

returns ̂ $1) to classify vjaiishes, thus iaeiiujuijring the sguiz-e t\nd 

absentee landlord psjrishes as tvm variants of 'close' pâ rishes (92). 

He pre it it would be ' ,ti.e squii-e parishes, especially those 

vd-th e .. - percent of ov&iership in one hand, thai, would exhibit these 

charactei'istics jiiost strongly. Figure 14 uses the same soui'ce to 

identify the distribution of such pai'ishes in Glc hire (93)" 

Its most striking feature is the actual number oi . .,s and towiships 

Tjhich exist, at this time, as 'close' par-ishes. In pai'ticular, tlie 

north Cotswolcis, Southwolds, Over Severn and the jMorthem part of the 
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Vale of Teî esbuiy are cLominated. by than. The Vale of Gloucester̂  

the coalfields and the cloth regions are the least affected, areas. 

Here Holdemess' caveat that ownership does not necessarily result 

in a restrictive population policy needa reiteration. Ownership 

of a parish is obviously significant in relation to the power to 

create 'close' comnunities, though power d.oe8 not necessarily mean an 

inclination to wield it in this particular way. Using this criterion 

of limited ownership one would inevitably inoludLe places in which the 

supply of resident wage labour was ad.equate. Holdemess argues that 

"a meaningful d.efinition of a 'close' parish must be a place so 

restricted, in the settlement of wage-dependent families that the 

supply of labour was insufficient for the cultivation of its area" (94). 

Hold-emess thus draws on the statistical appendices of the I85O 

reports (95),T̂ lch reveal a veiy limited. coi"respond.ence between 

concentrations of land ownership and inadequate labour supply and 

from which he derives a simple surrogate index of acres per houae to 

identify this labour shortage ($6). Holdemess' argument hinges on 

a direct relationship between low population density and a shortage 

of labour. Figure 15 uses this indez for the I84I Census to identify 

'close' parishes In Gloucestershire. 

The relationship of the 'close' parishes defined by Holdemess 

to those defined by Mills is close, though the former is more restric-

tive. In fact, 56 percent of all those parishes in v&iich more than 

90 percent of the land was owned by one person exceeded the threshold 

figure of 40 acrcs per house. Almost without exception those parishes 

exceeding the threshold are defined as 'close' by Mills (97). 

Eoldezness' own estimates for the Vale of Severn (Table ̂  is more 

conservative than the number shown in Figure 1^, thou^ the latter 

is derived from his index. Holdemess does not identify particular 

parishes or townships, nor does he define the Val.e of Severn, so thg.t 

the relationship between Figure 1^ and Table 3 remains imprecise (98). 

Nevertheless, the dominance of 'close' parishes in the Cotswolds is 

clear. Holdemess' approach identifies those parishes most likely 

to be affected by aoccaimodation and labour shortages but he suggests 
.,1 /population 
that the 'open'/'close' typology in the context of - 'distribution 

is misleading. Outside seme exceptional regions of England where 

the maldistribution was seveie the parish which housed its own 

labourers was almost certainly the ccmmunest type of community (99). 

The difficulty in defining clearly the 'close' parish using 

the criteria used by both authorities is seen if Fraser's report 
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Table 3 'Close' parishes in the Vale of Severn and the Gotawlda iun. the Nineteenth Century 

(from Holdemess 135) 

A 

All townships 

B C D 

'Close' townships 

E P 

Region 
no. of av. no of av. pop 
townships aores per growth 

house 1801-41 

no. of ^ of all 
townships township 

av. pop. 
growth 
1801-41 

acres per 
house + 

Vale of Severn 87 16.:$ 53.5 10.3 15.6 40(7) 

Cotswolds (Glos.) 199 15.1 37.7 56 28.1 22.8 40(55) 

Column G- gives the number of acres per house used as the demarcation line between 'close' parishes 
and others, and (in parenthesis) the number of places in each region beyond that line. The difference 
between the numbers in column D and Column G- waa supplied from using information from other than census data. 

'fhe other data are the I85O and I867 reports, h.P.P. I85O, XXVII an-. . I867, XVII (lOO), contemporary 
directories and the poor rates. 

Oo 03 
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It falls outside the period, enconapassed "by this thesis and there ere 

no land taz assessments aTailahle against Wiich Eraser's conments on 

labour shortage can be ju^ed.8uoh comments do not covei- the inhole oounty 

and do not always give a clear picture of the degree of control of 

landownership, though from his investigation Fraser does make precise 

statements ahout labour needa and the presence of seasonal and peimanent 

lal)our shortages (lOl). South Cem^, though not a market town, 

exhibits the relationship with the adjacent parishes vhich is laical 

of the effects the Poor Law had on labour movement. "It is an 'open' 

parish and its population has been in great measure driven into it from 

the surrounding 'close' parishes". Labourers travelled daily into 

Bhamcote, Scmerford Keynes, Siddington, Preston, Hamhill, Driffield, 

Latton, Down Aoqpney, Kenible and Ashton Keynes (l02). A visual 

coQiparison of Figures 14, 15 an^ 16 isieak. There is only one case 

of inadequate labour supply in a parish in idiioh there were many 

landholders, but this may reflect the apparent difficulty of persuading 

the squatters of May Hill, in Taynton, to accept regular employment (l03). 

The relationship between labour shoi-tage and either a high concentration 

of landownership or low population density is equally weak. 

The existence of this social problem had not escaped Rudder's notice 

who like many commentators in the late eighteenth centuiy was sensitive 

to the fear of depopulation. Early enclosure and, more recently, 

engi-ossment in the Vale had led to the migration of young people to 

the more prosperous market towns and hill country. In particular 

he notes instances of the pulling down of cottages by landlords (I04). 

Two parishes in the northern part of the Vale might be categorised 

as 'close' though Rudder did. not actually use this teacm. Aston-sub-

Edge had suffered engrossment, "In 1751 there were 31 households 

and 80 inhabitants, but the lands are now let into four farms which 

made seven befoi-e enclosing", (I771) (IO5) "and at this time there 

are only 20 households and 63 inhabitants" ( 1 0 6 ) . In Cliffoid Chambers 

"Several cottages have been taken down during the last centuiy" (107). 

Both these parishes fall below Holdemess' threshold., but exhibit 

low population densities and stagnating or declining populations 

ctm̂ ared with their neighbours. Oxenton to the east of Tendcesbuiy 

had "one or two ordinary farmhouses and a few mean cottages", but 

Rudder also notes an increase in population (actually eight percent 

over 60 years) ( I O 6 ) , which is not in keeping with its growth rate at 

any time during the eighteenth centuiy or with its slight absolute 

decline between I 8 I I and 1841. It just fails to meet Holdemess' 

threshold figure but behaves very much like its neighbours, Woolstone, 
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Alstonê  Little Washboume and Stanley Pontlarge, whioh ml 1 have 

ratios exceeding 40 acres per house, low densities of population 

and total populations of <100 inhabitants. Further south in the 

Vale at Standish. "The small farms have been joined together and 

the cottages suffered to fall down, idiich has obliged the poorest 

sort of people to remove to other places" (l09). If Atkyns is to 

be trusted, this resulted in a decrease in population of 20 percent 

since the early eighteenth centuiy, The parish was certainly less 

densely populated than the neighbouring cloth parishes or those of 

the Vale in I84I. On the Cotswolds, Rudder observes in Beverstone 

that "the late dilapidation of cottages hath driven many younger 

people out of the parish to which the decrease of inhabitants ought 

to be attributed" (llO). Beverstone was not enclosed until I8O3 

( m ) and its po^aHation only increased by 0. ̂  percait per annum 

in the period I8II-I84I, It may be significant that it was the 

neighbour of Tetbuiy, from which an adequate supply of labour could 

be acquired, though there is no proof of this symbiotic relationship. 

Similarly, Budder notes that nearby Lasborough had on̂ y three houses 

(112). Two other Cotswold parishes were identified by Rudder as 

having veiy low populations. {̂yford had just "2$ souls" (llj) and 

Stowell had only the Manor House (II4). Both had > 40 acres per 

house and increased their population between 1811 and 1841 by 6 and 

13 respectively (their low absolute population making their percentage 

increase a statistical ancmialy). 

Summary. An examination of the distribution of population in 

Gloucestershire, at this time, must consider not only econcmic and 

physical factors, but those related to the operation of the Poor Laws 

at the parochial level. In this context, Holdemess' emphasis on 

labour requirements may prove to be of more value than Mi 1.1 s more 

mechanistic approach. It is unwise to expect a simple cause-effect 

relationship to exist as landownership is only one variable affecting 

population density and growth. Even within the general economic 

regions i&entified the growth of individual parishes will depend on 

the ccmplex inter-relationship of individtial landlords, the pace and 

nature of enclosure, soil type, land use, farm size, the relative 

location of parishes to through routes and neighbouring parishes 

and the range of economic activity that is potentially available. 

However, the concentration of 'close* parishes in the Gotswolds 

identified by both Holdemess and Mills suggests that in the subsequent 

section this area might be regarded as an 'exceptional region' in 

that parishes are not labour self-sufficient (see page 86). 
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In consequence, the pattern and volume of Settlement Certificates 

should reflect the pai-ticular distribution and. relationship of 'open' 

and 'close' parishes. 

II. PoTXilation 

A - Gloucestershire in its national setting. In the pre-census period., 

the researcher is faced with major difficulties in mAlring reliable 

estimates of population. Muster rolls, tax lists, the periodic lists 

of cGmmunicants, recusants and dissenters and the .Anglican %ri8h 

JRegisters are all useful; but each has marked and well documented 

deficiences (II5). A full discussion of these is beyond the scope 

of this thesis. 

(Che mechanism and precise level of population growth is still 

a matter of research but there is an acceptance of general national 

trends for the late seventeenth and eighteenth centuries (II6). The 

period up to 1740-60 was one of stagnation, but from mid-centuiy the 

trend became one of sustained increase. Conner in 191.3 had identified 

the elements of this pattern (117). 

Table 4 

Population growth in England and. Wales 

date population 

1700 5,518,61^ 

1750 5,7^3,1^2 

1801 8,^5,519 

I85I 16,915,825 

(from Conner) 

This growth waa acccmpaned. by a re-orientation of the national economy 

that has led to the eighteenth century being regarded as the 'Age of 

Transition' (118), by which a pre-industrial agrarian society was 

transformed to an urban, industrial society before the end. of Victoria.'s 

rei^ (119). The role of migration in this process of population 

redistribution is seen as critical by Deane and Cole ?iho estimate 

that the net volume of internal migration probably doubled, in volume 

between the first decade of the eighteenth centuiy and. a hundred years 

later. The volume differed veiy little between the two halves of the 

eighteenth centuiy, despite the very different rates of national 
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population growth (120). Ihese findings would support one of Lee's 

hypotheses that unless oheoks are imposed, both the volume and rate 

of migration tend to increaae over time (I2l) (see ̂ pendli 3, hypothesis 

I.e). 

At the beginning of the ei^teenth century, the main axis of 

population distribution was orientated from East Anglia to Devon. 

London dominated the economic and population geography of the countiy. 

(The city qystan exhibited a strongly primate distribution. Wrigley 

estimates the population of London to have been 400,000 in 1650, 

575,000 in 1700, 675,000 in 1750 and 900,000 in 1800. These figures 

for London represent about 7 perisent of England's population in the 

mid seventeenth centuiy and 10 percent at the beginning of the nine-

teenth (122). lEhis growth cannot be attributed to natural increause 

in Ijondon itself, though after 1750 the importance of the influx into 

the area certainly declined, both in relation to the total volume of 

migration and, with the general disappearance of the excess of deaths 

over births, as a factor in the growth of the population itself. 

Nevertheless, the drift towards the "Great Wen" continued on a large 

scale; in absolute terms it was probably maintained and may have 

increased (l2̂ ). Wrigley estimates that during the period I65O-I750 

one adult in six in England had direct experience of London life (124̂ ). 

The dominance of southern England in the ei^teenth centuiy was not 

oni)y a function of its agricultural prosperity and the commercial 

development of its market towns and ports, but the reflection of 

widely spread rural manufacturing activity, in particular the textile 

areaa of East Anglia, Oxfordahire and the West Country and the iron 

industries of Worcestershire and the Forest of Dean (125). 

Reference has already been made to Deane and Cole's division of 

the counties of England into three major economic gr-oups. In the 

period of slow, national population growth, during the first half of 

the eighteenth century, many of the agricultural counties and those 

with mixed economies lost population by migration as the overall growth 

of the two categories was minute. [Rie industrial/commercial counties, 

lAiich included Northumberland and Durham, Lancashire and the West EiAhng 

of Yorkshire, Staffordshire and Warwickshire, Kent, Surrey and Middles^ 

and Gloucester grew by I5 percent in this period, when the national 

growth was but a third of this figure (l26). Gloucestershire, largely 

through the losses of population in the other textile regions of the 

South-West, grew by 31 percent (127). During the second half of the 

eighteenth centuiy, up to 1781, the agricultural counties increased 



94 

their population almost as fast as the industriaiycommercial counties 

(128). After I78I, the gap between the latter group and. the rest of 

the country widened (12$). Gloucestershire increasingly becomes a 

mis-fit in the industrial/commercial category. Bristol had been for 

much of the eighteenth century the country's second city and port. 

Its suburban expansion in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth 

centuries masks vdiat was really happening in the rest of the country 

(.Appendijc 4). Whereas the growth rates of the metropolitan area of 

Bristol to the rest of the county waa 1:^.7 in 1701, by I85I this 

had been reduced to 1:2.4. Its suburbs in Gloucestershire had a 

ratio to the rest of the county of 1:15.9 and 1:4.8 over the same 

period. The dtstruction of Poor Law documents in Bristol during 

the 1959-45 therefore, represents a major loss of data for this 

thesis. 

B - Gontenporaẑ y Viewpoints of Gloucestershire Population. The 

general topographical descriptions of such inveterate travellers as 

Defoe or Young (li50) are of little value in this context. Here, one 

must draw on the work of the county's two major topographers. The basis 

of Atkyn's estimates for the beginning of the eighteenth centuiy is nd&t 

clear. The figures he produces are clearly rounded, estimates which 

Rudder revises by reference to the Parish Registers for the period 1700v 

1709. The I76O-I769 registers help him to identify and explain 

significant changes in population since the earlier part of the centuiy. 

He produces a total figure for each parish and scmetimes a figure for 

the number of households. It is, of course, impossible to check the 

accuraqy of these estimates, except against the Registers whose 

weaknesses have alreaî r been noted. The most glecring anomalies may 

be apparent Mien viewed against the early nineteenth century Censuses 

but even so the 1801 Census is thought to be unreliable and. for this 

reason the 1811 Census is preferred (131). However, if these estimates 

are used to construct a general picture of the distribution of 

population at a given time, rather thanprovide accurate bench marks 

from lAich demographic indices can be interpolated, then their 

inaccuracies are less significant and may be regarded as randcmi in 

their occurrence (132). 

Two ma^s are constructed from Rudder's data. The first. Figure 

17, minors Figure 11 and provides a general picture of the density of 

population in the county. At this time, Bristol was the only town of 

any consequence, though sĵ ictly outside the county (l.)̂ ). Its 

population probably exceeded 25,000 and with its suburbs stretching 
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into the coalfield, to the east and. to the new spa at Clifton in 

the west, the metropolitan areaamust have had. a population of at 

least 50,000 at this time (Figure 18). coizparison Gloucester 

had. just over 5,000 people. Figure 17 reveals the local peaking 

of d.ensities vihere market tovais existed., but only Teidcesbmy, 

Cirenoeater and. Tetbuiy had. more than 3,000 people. The main 

conceitrations of population are in the two cloth areas centred, on 

Stroud and Dursley, though, the former was in absolute teims of far 

greater importance (Figure 18). The industrial belt along the Avon 

below Bath is clearly represented but the developments in the Forest 

of Dean are understated by this cartographic technique (134-) * 

Hotiiever, some elements of the peripheral nature of the developments 

in the Forest are represented. Similarly, the differences that 

existed between the Vale and the Gotswolds are not revealed. The 

enclosed, smaller farm units of the foimer area which provided the 

Bristol, Gloucester, and cloth-rmaking parishes with daizy products 

carried a great density of population than the Cotswolds with its 

larger faanns (135) and greater amounts of open field and conmon 

pasture. Marshall was obviously someiiAiat suî irised that the 

"labourers are remarkably numerous for the nature of the country" (1̂ 6), 

when passing through the Cotswolds, but the pace of enclosure be had 

alreâ ŷ  noted may have been a contributory factor to this particular 

situation (see p. 66). Actually,before the nineteenth century, more 

people lived on the Gloucestershire Gotswolds than in the two cloth 

regions (see below). Figure 17 shows a pattern of population densities 

very similar to that which existed at the beginning of the ei^teenth 

century. 

Die second map (Figure Ig) derived from Rudder, reflects both 

the quantitative and qualitative changes in population that had occurred 

since Atkyn's study. It is taig)ting to regard these as the major 

changes, but a ccm̂ arison of those parishes Tdiich had been noted as 

increasing in population with those that actually doubled their 

population since Atkyn's time, showed only a weak correspondence. 

There may be several reasons for these discr^ancies. Firstly, the 

statistics presented by both commentators are, at best, estimates. 

Secondly, it was only the most recent significant changes that woild 

have come to Rudder's attention in his travels. Thirdly, the changes 

revealed by the statistics may have occurred gradually and thus gained 

little attention locally. Fourthly, the comparison is between 

statistically-baaed evidence which pauses on major changes and 
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qualitative statements that hide the Wiole range of auch changes. 

This figure also shoims those parishes iihiah, on the basis of Atkyn's 

and. Rudder's estimates, actually declined, in population. If these 

ai-e con̂ ared. with Rudd-er's qualitative statements then the corre8pond.ence 

is much higher. However, all of this may be an over-rationalisation 

of the reality that Rudder perceived and his comments may reflect the 

inad.equacie8 of Atkyn's work rather than gny significant population 

movements. It may be prudait to treat this map with caution and. 

only attach importance to those parishes to vAiich Rudder adds further 

qualifying detail. In peurticular, reference is occasionally made 

to engrossment and to the delapidation of cotteiges (137)» The decline 

in population at Mickleton is attributed to conversion of the land to 

pasture which required, fewer hands (1^8), though the enclosure of the 

downs and. common fields in Cold Salperton had the opposite effect (1̂ 9). 

Attention is drawn also to the low-lying lands of Arlingham and Awre 

as unhealtl̂ r and in the latter to the great mortality that had been 

experienced in 1700 (140), 

The publication of the 1801 and 1811 Censuses revealed no radical 

change in the pattern of population distribution ̂only an intensification 

accompanying the rapid growth of population in the later decades of the 

eighteenth century (̂ ig. 18) (l4l). Bristol's suburbs had grown 

dramatically. Clifton stood in time between Bath and Cheltenham as 

a focal point of fashionable society, rejoicing in its spa and 

unparalleled views across the north Sanerset countryside and the Avon 

Gorge, Cheltenham benefitted from the royal patronage of its 

Chalybeate well in 1788 but the malt market was still its basic industry. 

Rudder had seen Cheltenham as a declining market town (14-3), yet by 

the turn of the century its population had doubled. (The clothing 

districts were prosperous and in Stroud, in particular, there was 

a great demand for houses (144)« Beyond the Severn the new coke 

furnace iron industry and a prosperous coal industry led to a sig-

nificant influx of pec^le especially in the core area of the Forest (14-5). 

Although 1841 does not represent the peak of population e:Q)ansian 

in the county. Figure 18 shows that it does mark the period when ̂for 

many parts ̂population growth began to stagnate or even decline. 

Because of changes in the content of that Census and the arrival of 

dvil registration, I84I is also a convenient point for re-assessing 

population distribution (146). Figure 20 shows that Bristol's 

suburbs continued to expand into Gloucestershire and provide one of 

the areas of greatest growth in the county. Gloucester had spilled 
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over into Barton St. Michael, Barton Bt. Mazy and. South Hamlet, but 

it was Cheltenham and. the adjacent parishes of Charlton Kings and ' 

lecikhanqpton that formed the other major growth area (j^pendix 

"(The High Street in Cheltenham is in fact a portion of Bond Street 

transformed into the county for the convenieaice of those who like to 

have the choicest part of London removed elsewhere in the summer months" 

(147). This brash 'candy floss' society was encapsulated, in the T#it 

of a contemporaiy Wio saw Cheltenham like "Attica in Architecture and. 

Boeotia in imderstanding" (I48). Ety 1841, Cheltenham was no longer 

the hub of fa^on and its growth could only be sustained by becoming 

a sedate,residential ̂provincial town. The Stroud, area, by this time 

had gone through the process of landscape change comparable to that 

which Court attributed, to the Black Country in the seventeenth century, 

that of 'kn industrialsed. countryside or rather a countryside in the 

course of becoming industrialised" (149). I84I Census was the 

first in which the two doth areas showed an actual inter-decennial 

decrease in population, a trend that was as yet absent from all other 

parts of the county, but which was to become common-place in the next 

twenty years. The setback to the doth industry in the late 1820's 

and in the 18^'s was to continue throughout the next d.ecade and to be 

strongly reflected in the steady stream of Poor Law removals and. 

voluntary out-migrants from these regions. After a revival of 

fortunes in the 1860*8 and 1870*8,these areas would, need, to seek 

replacement industries to avoid the economic and. social disasters to 

which single industry areas are prone. In contrast, the Forest of 

Dean continued to prosper and act as a magnet for population growth, 

but the decline of the non-ferrous smelting industry of the Avon 

vaUqy caused, a temporary stagnation in the d.evelogmeint of South 

Gloucestershire (150). In I85I, only 85 workers were recorded in this 

industry in the Bitton area (registration district 327) and ̂ 44 in 

Bristol and its suburts (registration district ̂ 29 and. 3.30) (l5l). 

In addition, the decline of the old felt-hat making industry in 

Frampton Cotterell also adversely affected the growth rate of this 

area (1^2). 

Finally the establishment of civil registration allows one to 

compare the natural changes in population in the registration sub-districts 

with the recorded inter-censal population change between I8m and 18^1. 

This is set out for the county in Appendix 6 and sunmarised in Figure 

21. The actual volume or direction of migration cannot be isolated 

only the net flow in any one district. Ihe intra-urban flows in the 
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Bristol region show the process of suburbanisation, while Gloucester 

Cheltenham and the Coleford area of the Forest of Ikwm cmly 

other areas of net in-movement. The rest of the vma losing 

population by out-inigration. Losses were particularly heayy from 

the southern portion of the South Gloucestershire Coalfield, the two 

cloth making regions and the agricultural areas of the Cotswolda and 

Sevein. Vale. One would expect that Renoval Orders from these areas 

would be heavy, but the orientation and volume of voluntary out-migraticai 

can only be gauged in any general way from, a much wider study of birth-

place data in the 1851 Census. 

C - The Poor Law and Population Distribution and Growth. Holdemess 

and Mills suggest that two of the major population characteristics of 

'close' parishes are their slow growth rate and a low total population, re-

flected in low population density. It is easy to find parishes such 

as Staunton in the Forest of Dean Tvhich have a below average density 

of population and a slower grt^h rate, but equally easy to identify 

Flaxley and Blaison as 'close' parishes inhere population growth is 

unhindered. Similarly, Fairford, Frampton-onScveni, 8outh Hamlet 

(near Gloucester) and Leckhampton are 'close' parishes, but have growth 

exceeding the regional average, in ihe period 1811-1841. In the South 

Gloucestershire Coalfield, Stoke Gifford, Eangeworthy and Crcanhall 

are 'close' parishes (after Mills) showing inter-censal changes of 

population of 5.2 percent (1811-41) and 0.7 percent (I84I-5I), idiereas 

the rest of the region had changes of 15.14 percent and 1.6 percent 

respectively. This could be taken as evidence of a restirictive 

population policy, but none of the three parishes have maitedly low 

population densities and their pooirer growth may reflect a potion 

peripheral to the main coal bearing seams. In the cloth region, the 

'close' parishes of Leonard Stanley, fitchcombe and Miserdine show 

a 10.2 percent growth in population between 1811 and 1841, idiereas the 

regional average was 13.21 percent, though their population loss in the 

I84I-5I period imas far greater, (- 6.0 percent and - 3'14- percent 

respectively). The difference should not be attributed to the con-

centration of landowiership, but the concentration of the main manu-

facturing units awa.y from the peripheral side vall^/s and upper Frcme 

valley. Actually, Leonard Stanley, situated along the core aiis 

of the Frcme, exhibited a growth rate second only to Stroud in this 

region between 1811 and I84I and a very low percentage loss in the 

following decade (- 1.5 percent). 

If landovmership did exercise the power to restrict residence 

in the mechanistic fashion Mills proposes, then one would expect that 
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in the north Ootimolds where the majority of parishes are 'closê  

a striking difference in growth characteiistics compared with the 

'open* parishes in the same region. Table 5 idjsntifies the 'open' 

parishes and shows that there was little difference in growth be-' 

tween the two types of parish between 1811 and. I841,but the stagnation 

between I84I and I85I did widen the rate of growth. It was decided 

to examine this generalisation further by assuming that the effect 

would be most noticeable nAiere landownership was most highly oon-

centrated. Ai aititrazy threshold of gO percent of the land being 

held in one hand is used to identify this sub-group of 'close' parishes 

(lable 6). Between 1811 and 1641 only Stoke Clifford, and Great 

Badminton did not exhibit a growth less than that of the region in 

which they were situated and. only Iortwo]rth and. Stoke Gifford 

exceeded their regional growth between I84I and. I85I. However, there 

appears to be a marked, difference between absentee landlord parishes 

and squire parishes, the latter exhibiting characteristics not unlike 

the 'open' parishes in the period I8II-I84I. It was only in the 

more economically difficult period of the iSW's that these 'close' 

parishes exhibited, the effects suggested by Mills. However, most 

parishes defined as 'close' did possess low population totals and below 

average densities for their region. In fact, 18 of the 23 townships 

containing <100 inhabitants were those with at least 50 percent of the 

land owned by one person. Appendix 4 and Figure 15 identify those 

parishes which Holdemess regards as 'close'. d.efinition, they 

show low average population densities. Of the 61 townships and 

parishes thus defined., only Stanway exceeded 4OO population but 26 

had < 100 inhabitants. Table 7 summarises the growth rates of these 

'close' parishes in relation to regional population growth. These 

parishes exhibit a far great divergence from this regional growth, 

though this may be partly a function of the small number of parishes 

involved. The North Cotswold-parishes exhibit a pattern not dis-

similar from that in Tables 5 and. 6 though their slightly lower growth 

rate would reflect the small total populations involved. Only more 

detailed analysis of age specific fertility rates could possibly 

reveal the influence of such a factor. 

Sunmiarv. It is now clear that during the period, with which this 

thesis is concerned, population movanaits in Gloucestershire tend to 

fall into two clear patterns. For much of the period, including 

the early decades of the nineteenth century Gloucestershire can be 

regarded as a county of ̂ absorption' (15̂ ). However, the second 

quarter of that century marks its change to one of 'dispersion'. 
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Table 5 

(after lUlls) 

Population Ghanp;e 1811-41 and 1841-51. 

Pari sh/ToMiship 1811 1841 I851 
Pei-centage dec 
1811-41 I84I-: 

Bledington 326 354 391 2.9 10.5 

Bourton on the Y/ater 663 943 1040 14.1 10.3 

Brimpsfield 320 4L7 443 10.1 6.5 

Broadwell 282 345 388 7.4 12.5 

Chedworth 896 983 963 3.2 -2.0 

Cirencester 4540 6014 6096 10.8 1.4 

Coates 259 373 400 14.7 7.2 

Guiting Pov/er 613 672 690 3.2 2.7 

Moreton in the Marsh 928 1345 1512 15.0 12.4 

Northleach 647 939 931 15.0 -0.9 

Oddington 4L2 525 545 9.1 4.8 

Stow on the Wold 1188 1465 1515 7.8 3.4 

Turkdean 164 245 278 16.7 13.0 

Westcote 131 240 242 27.9 0.8 

Withington 650 818 823 8.6 0.6 

'Ĉ en' parishes 12019 15679 16257 10.2 3.7 

'Close' parishes 21337 27478 28I69 9.6 2.5 

2. 

3. 

^-^G^cvscer 18 regai'deo. as an 'open' parish/as Cirencestez' 

Park had. few inhabitants. 
These figures emit 

a. Chipping Campden and. liLckleton which oontain 'open' and 'close' 
tovoiships Tfhich cannot be distinguished in the 18^1 Census. 

b. Poulton and Church Iccombê  transferred from other counties 
in 1844. 

c. Anpney St. Peter; status could not be defined. 

Eastington, Maugersbuzy and Donnington are included within the 
' close' total and Northleach and Stovf included above. 
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Table 6 Population change in selected. 'close' parishes ̂  

1811-1851 

Squire ITo'vmships/t'arishes 

Region 1811 1841 1851 

2a Adelstrop 228 200 196 

%^ord (H) 70 83 48 

Faimington (H) 232 359 339 
Rendcombe (H) 163 24a 264 

Salpei-ton 162 206 145 

Sezincote (H) 95 67 111 

Sherborne 506 637 674 

Side (H) 33 43 42 

n 1585 1923 1902 

Zb Great Badminton 4D9 552 521 

Absentee Landlord Toimships/lParishes 

2a Ampn^ St. Mary (n) 168 121 125 

Baunton (n) 105 187 134 

Bibury 339 408 387 

Charlton Abbots (H) 99 101 112 

Zastle&ch Turyille 370 421 446 

Hawling (E) 209 217 212 

Hazelton (H) 111 193 189 

Lemington 63 53 58 

Notgrove 211 181 195 

Pinnock and I^de (H) 47 61 .29 

Prinknash (H) 7 7 13 

Roel (H) 42 20 12 

n 1771 1970 1912 

21/ Little Badminton 108 127 118 

^a Aston Somerrille (n) 88 89 89 

Weston upon Avon (n) 96 91 93 

Wormington 81 73 62 

n 275 253 234 

jc Tortworth 303 240 237 

5 Stoke Gifford. 315 480 488 
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a u n m a r y 

Percent change (by decade) 

1 8 1 1 - 4 2 1 6 4 1 - 5 1 

close regional close region; 

Close paiish/region parish change parish change 

Squire tovaiship 

2a 7.1 9.75 -1.09 3.4L 
Zb 11.65 7.23 —5.6 4.29 

Absentee landlord 

2a 3.74 9.75 -2.94 

2b 5.86 7.23 -7.09 4.29 

—2.66 9.03 -7.5 0.75 

3c -6.9 10.49 -1.25 -2.26 

5 17.46 15.48 1.66 1.60 

+ Defined here as those torniships/pai-ishes \vhere ovei- $0 percent 

of the land is ovaied by one person. 

Postlip, Cockbuzy and Comdean are omitted as these parts of 

Winchcombe cannot be separated for population purposes. 

Similarly, Berrington in Chipping Campden, V/ick in ;'/ick and 

Abson, Did.cote in Diznbleton in Dixton in Alderton ai-e emitted. 

H Ibcceeds Holdei'ness' threshold figure of 40 acrtjs pei- house. 

X Little Badminton is included here, though it is part of the 

vezy laz'ge Havjcesbury parisĥ  because its economy is closer to 

the CotsTfold parishes of Yvhich topographically it is a part. 

It is not possible to calculate Holdei-ness' index from the 

Census summaiy table as no separate aci-eage is given. 

Regional population change taken from ̂ appendix 5̂  



Table 7 Pcrpulation growth in ' parishes 1811-41 and. 1841-51 

Region 1811 1841 1851 
percentage decennial growth 
1811-41 1841-51 

2a North Cotswolda (38}'̂  5181 6337 6373 7.44 (9.75)̂  0.01 (3.41.) 

2b Southwold (4) 612 728 760 6.32 (7.23) 4.43 (4.29) 

3a Vole of TeWcesbuzy (12) 1214 1160 1145 -1.48 (9.03) -1.29 (0.75) 

3o Vsle of Berkeley (6) 1130 1072 1036 -1.71 (10.49) -3.36 (-2.26) 

3d Over Severn (l) 90 75 80 -5.56 (8.10) 6.67 (3.70) 

(after Holdemess) 

Piguz-es in parentheses 1 numbei- of parishes 

_2 regional population growth fz-om .Appendijc 5 

Shipton bollai's omitted from 2a as its population not sepai-ately listed in IGll. 

H 
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The latter,in EavenBtein'a teimsjhad. a total population falling 

short of the number of natives of that coun̂ r eaumerated throughout 

the k±ngckcu 317,685 natives lived in the oounty, l6l,796 in the 

rest of j&igland. and Wales in 1851. Ihe Registration County had 

a total population of 419,514 (154-). Ihe doth parishes and the 

South Gloucestershire Coalfield, once foci of in-migration, had 

become, like the pre-dnminantly agricultural districts, economically 

stagnant. (The Forest of Dean and the three major urban centres became 

the groigth points for the countiy. 

It is expected that the analysis of the Poor law documents in 

Chapters 5 and 6 should reflect these changes in prosperity. (Che 

Certificates should show a strong centripetal movement into the cloth 

Parishes in the eighteenth centuiy and the EenK)val Orders the reverse 

pattern in the second quarter of the nineteenth century* The 

eocistence of 'open' and 'close' parishes on the Cotswolds may also 

have io^lications for the pattern of extant documaits. Chaptez8 5 

and 6 eocamine these documents to test those migration ig^otheses 

related to distance and direction and to evaluate the influence the 

Poor Laws may have had upon suoh movanent. 
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identified by the degree of concentration of land, ownership 

and, by definition, the rating of large landowners would fall 

proportionately more on land than buildings. No attempt is 

made to calculate the number and size of farms with which 

maigr agricultural historians have been concerned. 

For Mills purpose some of the difficulties referred to are of 

little relevance as the assessments are used, essentially as a 
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three landomiers but no single person holding as 

muoh as half the land. 
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a) Over half the parish in one hand. 

b) Over two-thirds of the parish owied by tuvo, three or 

four omiers but no single owner holding as much as 
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criterion. Holdemess, op. cit., 133, notes that such 'estate' 

villages frequently were quite populous in relation to their 

particular localities, whereas 'close' parishes in Mills, (1959) 
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95. ^he appendices to the I85O Eê iort (B.P.P. ZXKIl) specifically 

identify labour shortages. The terms of reference of the 

Commlnsioners had been to investigate the practical effects of 
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rete of expenditure on the poor between 1785-7 and. 1825-9, 

social structure as revealed, in cantanporary directories, 
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Severn and the Cotswolds. The veiy different economies of 

these iregions noted hy contemporary observers reinforce the 

real differences in labour required by arable faming ccmpared 
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and East Dean) must be in error. Eudge, op. oit., ̂ 60. 

The 1801 Census recorded. 4,07j) for these districts. 

146. Civil registration had been introduced In 18^7, the unit of 

administration laras made coterminous with the Poor jjaw unions 

established in 183^ The 1851 Gaisus adopts the same unit 

and therefor^Seccmes possible to extract a migration balance 

be comparing natural and inter-censal population changes. 

The 1841 Census is the first to provide birthplace data, though 

the enumerator only recorded iihether a person was bom in that 

particular parish or elseidiere. I84I marks for margr Grloucestershire 

parishes the onset of a major period of economic stagnation or 

decline. 

147. Welch, A.M. (I898), 'Cheltenham as a watering place', Cheltenham 

Ladies College MaKAzine ̂ 7, 76, idiioh quotes from a Gentleman's 

Idagazine of 1820 (C.C.L, 9506) 

148. Ibid., 70. 

149. Court, op. cit.. 70. 

150. Buchanan and Cossons, op. cit.. 121, blame smaller production 

units for the decline. 

151. I85I Census. Occupation of the people. Tol.l, j85-j89, j97 and 

492. 

152. V.C.H. op. cit.. 192. 

15^. Bavenstein, E.G. (I885), 'On the laws of migration', Joinnal of 

the Royal Statistical Society ZIVIIl, 184* A 'county of absorption' 

has a population more or less in excess of the number of its 

natives enumerated throughout the kingdom. In a 'county of 

dispersion', on the other hand, the population falls ahort of 

the number of natives enumerated thzmughout the kingdom. 

154, The I85I Census does not distinguish by English county the 

birthplace of residence in Scotland and Ireland and thus the 

definition of kingdom, as used by Eavenstein has to be restricted 

to Jangland and Wales in this context. It must also be renenbered 

that the summary tables of that Census are by Eegistration County, 

but the birthplace is given l:y Geographical County. 
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Chapter $ 

fattems of migration as revealed by 

the analysis of Poor law documents 

from the woollen cloth parishes of 

Gloucestershire 

"Ihe subject matter of History 
(Historical Geography) is not 
the past as such, but the past 
for vdiich we possess historical 
evidence." 

CoUingwood, E.G., (196̂ ) 
'The Idea of History', 2o2. 

Chapter 2 explored the processes that are relevant to an under-

standing of migration and discussed the value of a total migration 

model. The model is used here as a framework for analysing the 

substantial volume of Settlanait Certificates and Removal Ofders that 

survive for the Gloucestershire woollen cloth parishes. Although 

the model need not be regarded as having spatial, implications, such an 

approach is central to geographical analysis. Migration distances and 

the direction of movement are central to this discussion thou^ migration 
/ in 

diffei^tials and temporal patterns are analysed subsequent sections. 

Following a description of the varied migration patterns and an analysis 

of the factors underpinning them, a nuniber of hypotheses derived from 

Chapters 2 and 3 are then tested. This will not only illuminate 

elements of the total migration model and migration in Gloucestershire 

during this period, but also the effect of the operation of the Poor 

Laws may have had on patterns of migration. 

A - Migration Diatanoes. Straight line distances were measured between 

each pair of townships named in the Settlement Certificates (l) and for 

each cloth parish the data were aggregated into eight kilomete bands. 

Table 8 shows this data as a cumulative frequency distribution. The 

most noticeable characteristic of this data is its veiy marked positive 

skew. Over 90 percent of the Certificate holders travelled <32 kms. 

and more than half travelled <8 kms. In these circumstances, generalised 

statements based on the mean are misleading as extreme values, Wiidi in 

fact may represent a separate migration process, are ovei-weightedc 

For this reason median values are used. In six out of the eleven 



Region 

6a 

6% 

Table 8 

Parish 

selected 

Cumulative frequency d is t r ibut ion of Settlenent Cer t i f i ca tes to 

parishes i n the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Ivjanufacturinp: Region. 

16 
Distance ( < kms.) 

21+ 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n medj.an 

Bisley 95 130 136 138 147 148 148 148 148 148 3 151 6.6 

Kings Stanley 45 52 54 56 56 56 56 56 56 56 0 56 4.3 

Painswick 1^ 180 193 204 206 211 212 212 214 214 0 214 7.2 

Rodborough 96 104 105 106 107 109 109 109 109 109 0 ' 109 4.5 

Stonehouse 52 66 69 70 71 71 71 71 71 71 0 71 4- 8 

Stroud j22 392 428 453 458 462 464 466 470 471 9 480 5.0 

Cam 41 49 53 55 57 57 58 58 58 58 0 58 3.8 

Dursley 79 105 112 120 125 129 145 148 149 149 9 158 6.9 

Havdcesbury 24 36 37 41 41 41 45 43 44 45 1 46 6.9 

Kingswood 41 48 51 54 56 57 57 57 57 57 0 57 4.3 

North Nibley 29 43 4-5 45 45 48 50 50 50 50 0 50 6.1 

(1) At least 25 extant documentsr. 

A l l subsequent tables are based on this lower l i m i t unless otherwise stated 

CO 



Table 9 Gertiflcates/lOOO kms.^ for selected pariGhes in the Gloucestershire 

woollen cloth manufacturing region. 

Distance Band (kms,) 0-7.9 8-15.9 16-23.9 24-31.9 32-39.9 40-47.9 4^-55.9 56-63.9 64-71.9 72-79.5 

mid-class 4 12 20 28 36 44 52 60 68 76 

Ring area (kms ) 201.14 603.43 1005.46 1408.26 1810.29 2212.57 2614.86 3017.14 3419.43 3821.7] 

Bisley 472.3 58.0 6.0 2.1 4.4 0.5 0 0 0 0 

Kings Stanley 223.7 11.6 2.0 1.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Painswick 646.1 82.8 12.9 7.8 1.1 2.3 0.4 0 0.6 0 

Hodbor&̂ gh 477.3 13.3 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.9 0 0 0 0 

atonehouse 258.5 23.2 3.0 0.7 0.6 0 0 0 0 0 

Stroud 1600.9 116.0 35.8 17.8 1.7 1.8 0.8 0.7 1.2 0.3 

Cam 203.8 13.3 4.0 1.4 1.1 0 0.4 0 0 0 

Dursley 392.8 43.1 7.0 5.7 2.8 1.8 6.1 1.0 0.3 0 

Hawkesbury 111.; 19,8 1.0 2.8 0 0 0.8 0 0.3 0.3 

Kingswood 203.8 11.6 3.0 2.1 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 

North Niblqy 1 4 L 2 23.2 2.0 0 0 1.4 0.8 0 0 0 

rv) vo 
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parishes no Certificates have been found, which involve movements in 

excess of 60 kms. In fact, <2 percent of the extant Certificates 

link parishes over 80 kms. apart. iPainswick exhibits the greatest 

median value, but even this is only 7.2 kms. If Dursley is excludea 

from the data, the inter-quartile range of movement nowhere exceeds 

9 kms. fhe relationship of movement to distance ia shomn :more 

clearly in Table 9 in that the raw data for Certificates are recast 

to take into consideration the differences in area between concentric 

bands. For example, the area within the 16.1 - 24kma. band ia l̂ ŝ 

than ha^f the area of the band, between 40.1 - 48 kms. from the point 

of origin (see Appendix 7)* It should, be noted that the data are 

aggregated for the whole period in which Certificates (or Indemnity 

Bonds) were in operation. In effect,this holds constant any temporal 

factors/but this approach can be justified. In the period in question, 

mainly the eighteenth century, this region remained prosperous and 

exhibited a strong centripetal pattern of migration. Ihe period 

chosen, from 1662 - 186$, is defined by the (operation of the Settlement 

laws at the parochial level and is therefore regarded as a constant, 

even though there were important amendments to the Law in 1697 and 

1795" Changes in transport were being effected especially from the 

mid eighteenth century, Ibut thgy didjiot iavolve any immediate major 

change in technology or present the labourer and skilled artisan with 

a cheap means of rapid transport. iPor the person affected iby the 

Certificate system, physical effort largê p determined distances 

Ibrnpikes were becoming increasingly significant in the 

Cbunty in the second half of the century, but inust be regarded as 

irrelevant (2). Cox suggests we pgy tooimuch attention to the roads 

were turnpiked for the benefit of the wealthy traveller or the 

fbyal Mail. Saltways, drove roads, ridgeways and bridle paths w&re 

the routes travelled by the labouring man. I3ax believes the separation 

of the two types of route is almost as complete as between motorway 

and country road today (3). Pierce notes that even in 1835 road 

transport, apart from foot or cart, was the privilege of the wealthy. 

She quotes costs of 5d« per mile which would ihave been well beyond the 

means of an agricultural labourer (4). A;ma& could walk almost as 

faat as a goods wagon. alternatively theinaqy jnavigable rivers and 

coastal waters provided a ;means of transport though in 1825 the london 

to Bristol journey by river and canal took at least five days (5). 

It is within this context that Pierce examines the shape and siee 

of the Poor Law unions. In essence each union had a mark^# town at 
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its focus and the radius of its hinterland, depended, p r i m a r i l y on 

the distance a labourer, the chief user of the Poor Law Qrsten, 

could, be expected, to travel and the distanoe from lAich the goods 

used, by the workhouse could be expected to be obtaizied (6). Both 

of these were determined, in part, by time end cost. Ihe spatial 

extent of the union was deteimined by the nature of movement in pre-

railway Britedn. 

"Probably 7-8 miles was about the distance the labourer 
might be expected to travel conveniently to the market 
town, assuming the workhouse was at or near it, and 
y-8 miles was as far as he cared to go for the Doctor, 
to sell his com, or to buy groceries." (7) 

In upland areas the distanoe may be closer to ten miles (8). In 

reality Pierce believes that because her meaaurements of shape were 

to the longest axis the actual distances may have been only half those 

quoted (9). In Gloucestershire the distances revealed in Table 10 

give general support for her conclusions. 

Table 10 MaxiTmim distance fixxn a boundary to the union 

centre in each Gloucestershire union 

Poor law Union Centre Mmyimnm distance in kilometres 

Yate 15 

fCington (Thornbury) 19 

ZXirslqy 10 

Westbury 12 

Ifewent 12 

Eastington 12 

Stroud 11 

Tetbury 11 

Circencester 1$ 

Eastington (in Northleach) 1^ 

MaugersburyCin Stow) 16 

iAfinchoonibe 12 

Cheltenham 10 

Tevdcesbuiy 11 

(The uitan unions in Gloucester, Bristol and Clifton are omitted. 

If cost and the physical difficulty in overcoming distance can 

becffered in partial explanation for the very restricted movement 

revealed in Tables 8 and 9, then further insights may be gained from 
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an understanciing of the Law of Settlement and. Ranoral mnd frcm the 

lahourera* mean information field. It has already been aiggested 

that the speoific nature of the Certificate contract (p. 49) might 

exaggerate short distance morement. lo test this hypothesis requires 

a comparative analysis mth Removal Orders and other contemporary 

soui-ces. Table 11 sets out the data for Removal Orders 'from' Tihich 

are comparable to Certificates 'to', in that the foimer mainly imply 

an earlier move imhich may or may not have involved the use of a 

Certificate (lO). The data for Bisley, Painsnvick, HaTdceshury, 

Dursley and Kingswood lend superficial suppoi-t to the hypothesis if 

median values are adopted as the index of movement. In the cases of 

Stonehouse, Stroud and North Niblqy the median differences are reversed 

but negligible. Table 12 shows that out-migration (Removal Orders 'to') 

was marked by median distances little different frtm Removal Orders 

'frcm' in the pre-1795 period. (There is a tendenqy for out-migration 

to be marginally more restricted if median values are used. 

(The median cannot suimarise the complete data set and seme measure 

of dispersion would seem necessary as a c(mplemeo.taiy indax. It was 

decided to enploy a measure of distance-decay using the weighted data 

for Certificates and Removal Orders for all movement not exceeding 80 kms. 

(i.e. for at least 95 percent of all movement). Hagerstrand haa 

suggested that Pareto function may be appropriate in describing 

migration data in that log-log transfoimation results approximate to 

a linear relationship. H^erstrand argues that a knowledge of the 

value of the exponents derived from the migration field for each pariah 

(in Sweden) and for each decade would give an unique insight into the 

dynamics of migration, regional variations and changes over time (ll). 

"That an important qimlity of the migration field, the 
gradient, can be expressed in a single figure, even if 
sometimes imperfectly, wuld greatly simplify the car-
tographic representation of migraticmal distances. The 
result would be of great anthi-opo-geographical significance, 
it being evident that clusters of high exponents showed 
isolated districts and clusters of low exponents districts 
of a wide outer world." (l2) 

He does note, however, the tendency of this function to over-estimate 

short-distance migration, a limitation which makes it unacceptable as 

a law of migration equation. Nevertheless, this does not invalidate 

its use aa an index to compare changes in migration fields over space 

and time (13)» Table 13 cong)ares the migration fields of selected 

woollen cloth parishes as showi by Settlement Certificates 'to' and 

contemporary Removal Orders 'from'. 



Table 11 Oumulative frequengy diBtribution of EemovoJ vrders 'fro&' 

selected, parishes in the Gloucestershire WooZen Cloth Manufacturing Eeeion. Pre-1795. 

D̂istance ( < kms.) 

Region. Parish 8 16 24- 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n medlar 

6a Bisley 40 76 84- 89 94 98 98 98 98 99 1 100* 9.9 
Painswick 83 125 137 14-9 154 156 161 165 165 166 6 172 8.5 
Stonehouse 42 4^ 48 48 48 4a 48 48 48 49 1 50 4.2 
Stroud 70 86 89 92 93 97 99 99 100 100 0 100 4.8 

6b Dursley 85 116 122 126 136 143 150 152 152 153 3 156+ 7.4 
HaWkeshury 16 31 34. 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 0 36 9.3 
Kiagswood 15 24- 27 31 34 35 35 35 35 35 0 35 10.2 
Iforth Nibley 40 62 63 65 68 68 68 68 68 69 1 70 5.6 

excludes unlocated parish. 

£ 



Table 12 Cumulative frequeno!̂  distribution of Removal Orders 'to' 

selectea parishes in the Glouoestei-shire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region. Pre-1795. 

Distance ( < kma.) 

Region Parish 8 16 24 52 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n median 

6a Bisley 18 24 28 29 51 51 51 51 52 52 0 52 7.5 
Painswick 55 70 77 79 82 86 86 86 87 87 4 91 6.6 

6b 

Stroud 55 65 67 69 69 72 72 75 75 74 2 76 4.8 
6b Havkesbuzy 10 24 28 30 51 52 52 52 52 52 0 52 11.5 

North Nibley 27 :56 43 45 48 52 52 52 52 1 55 5.4 

¥ 
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Table 13 

Rirish 

Distaace decay function. A cf 

Settlement Certificates 'to' Removal 

Orders 'from' (ere 1795) uadju; the Pareto-

Slope function (l) 

Certificates 'to' Removal Orders ':&n%n' 

b value r (2) b value r 

Bisley -4.05 -0.93 -3.38 -0.86 

Kings Stanley -3.91 -0.95 no data 

Painswick -3.49 -0.90 -2.85 -0.89 

Rodborough -3.77 -0.95 no data 

Stonehouse -3.96 -0,96 -3.11 -0.79 

Stroud -2.93 -0.98 -^*14 -0.90 

Cam -2.29 ^.85 no data 

Dursley —2.68 -0.87 -3.12 -0.85 

Ha:vikesbuiy -2.69 -0.76 -3.75 -0.93 

EingsvRod -3.72 -0.92 -3.37 -0.91 

North Nibley -3.27 -0.82 -3.37 -0.88 

(1) T * aD 

(2) See note 14 

Calculations are baaed on the weighted values derived from Tables 8 and 11. 

Only parishes with925 extant documents are useoL 

The exponents for Settlement Certificates show a concentration of high 

values in the northern cloth parishes and for Noz-th Nibl^ and iiings-

wood in the southern area. The other southern cloth parishes ezhibit 

veiy much lower exponents and the higher values for North Nibley and 

Kingswood reflect the dominance of Wotton-tinder-̂ Idge in their migration 

patterns. It can be suggested tentatively that the high values in 

the parishes of the Frome Basin reflect the deeply incised vall^s 

v&iich create a centripetal pattern of route ways focuî sed on Stroud. 

This tends to reinforce short distance movement. Moreover^the 

isolation of this area was noted by contemporaiy travellers. Stroud's 

lii:ks imith Gloucester were very poor. A petition to build a new 

road over the Horse Pools in I8I6 emphasised the towns inaccessibility 

and the existing bad roads. The hill route via Painswick and Upton 

vas almost impassable for canriages and the alternative route via 



Cainscross and. Stonehouse mis circuitous (l5) . lumer and. MmrRhali 

both thought that the roads in the Vale of Gloucester to be veiy bad, 

a conibination of deep soils and. poor management (l6). Ihe isolation 

of Bisley and. Painswick was noted, by Rudder as the acplanation for 

their d.ecline as maiket tovms (17). Fisher comments that it took a 

vdiole day for a wagon team to make the return jouzney from Stroud, to 

Chalford, yet this ims a linear distance of only 6 kilometres (l6). 

It has already been suggested, that the nature of the Settlement 

Certificate, as a contract between tiio specified, pai-ishes, may have 

restricted, migration distances. Neither of the two descriptive 

measures used, above, the median and. the Pareto-slope value, provide 

unambiguous si^port for this hypothesis. In fact, given the known 

limitations of the data, variations in population djsnsity and. 

settlement spacing and. the ccmplexities of the migration process, 

one should, not expect unequivocal support for this hypothesis (l9). 

A non-parametric test was applied, to the aggregate data to examine 

the null hypothesis that Settlement Certificates did. not ̂ ow more 

restricted migration fields than contemporazy Aemoval Ordjers (20). 

The Kolmogarov-Snimov test is preferred to the Median test as it 

treats the vhole data set rather than just a measure of central 

tendency (21). Only Bisley supports the alternative hypothesis 

in this form. However, the similarity in the migration pattern from 

these two sources might be the result of including retrospective 

Certificates in the data. It has been argued (p. 49) that these 

may involve longer distance moves. For both Painswlck and Bisley 

34 such documents exist, but the Chi Square test does not 8ig)port 

the view that they come frcm a different population of migrants (22). 

It is possible to construct a contraiy hypothesis based on the 

assumpton that the Certificate system was designed to encourage 

mobility. In particular, the 1795 ̂ ct made the great majority of 

the labouring classes 'de facto' Certificate holders and thus 

the need for the Certificate. In these circumstances, a comparison 

of Removal Orders issued either side of that date, may reveal ndiether 

any substantial change in migration distances occurred in the latter 

period. A coogarison of 'b' values (Table 14) for in-migration shows 

that only IXu-sley had a more restricted migration field in the later 

period. In every ceae median values are higher for the later period 

Miether one uses Removal Orders or Settlement Cer-tificates. 
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Table 14 
hiniia I III!I ii#i mil !!• I Hill ii 

i&stanoe decay function. iPareto-slape 

values for Eemoral Orders 'from', post 1795. 

Parish 'b' value r 

Bisley -2.72 -0.82 

Pajuiswick -2.64 -0.91 

Stonehouse -2.22 -0.78 

Stroud -2.61 -0.87 

Cam -3.42 -0.88 

Duralpy -3.70 -0.88 

Hanidcesbury -3.38 -0.90 

Kingsvood -2.96 -0.83 

North Nibley -2.27 -0.99 

Calculations as in Table 1^. Slope value oaLmilated from weighted 

values derived from Table 16, 

A comparable picture ia seen in patterns (xrtHaigration whether 

median values (Table 12) or 'b' values (Table 1$) are used. Only 

JMorth iHibley does :not conform to a pattern of {greater migration 

distances after 1795. 

Table 15 Distance de<#y function. A comparison of 

IkzMval Orders 'to', ibefore and after the 

1795 amendment, using the P&reto-slope function. 

pre 1795 post 1795 

Parish 'b' value r 'b' value r 

Bisley -3.23. -0.88 -2.47 -0.84 

P&inswick -3.40 -0.89 -2.60 -0.85 

Stonehouse no data -3.45 -0.87 

Stroud -3.06 -0.83 -2.45 -0.84 

Cam no data -2.70 -0.84 

Dursl^r no data -2.92 -0.90 

Havdcesbuiy -3.00 -0.87 -2.57 —0.86 

Kingswood no data -3.37 —0*88 

North Niblery -3.08 -0.88 -3.38 -0.90 

Calculations as in Table 13. 

Dbta derived from weighted values derived from Tables 12 and 17* 
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It ia tempting to see these trends i&s :uadica±ing greater :mobility 

in the po8t-1795 period, especially as the cost removal now fell 

on the issuing authority, making long distance (ogxauiiAre and 

consequently one might expect an under, representation of this categozy. 

One cannot deteimine whether parish officers ignored the long distance 

migrant or were more likely to offer non-resident relief to a ten^razy 

pauper. Tables 8, 11, 12, 1$ and 16 clearly show a great proportion 

of migrants coming from longer distances after 1795, but the cause may 

not lie in the i&azation of the Law, but in the economic fortunes of 

the cloth industry. OutHnigration from the more remote districts of 

the Somerset-Wiltshire cloth region had gathered momentum towards the 

aid of the ̂ ghteenth centuiy. This flow emerges indirectly through 

the large number of returned paupers frcm Gloucestershire in the decades 

following 1820. Throughout this period, #iein Eemoval Orders were 

issued in large numbers (jlppendia: 8 and 9) there were no dramatic 

changes in accessibility for the labouring poor. Any extension of 

the volume an^or the range of migration should be viewed as a reflection 

of the necessity to seek wozk away from the immediate depressed area. 

Increased effort and personal hardship would be required in this search 

process. Kingswood and Hawkesbury, which present the nearest oppor-

tunities and Stroud show a great increase in this particular migration 

stream. The Kolmogarov-Smimov test uses the weighted data derived 

frcm Tables 11 and 16 (in-migration) and Tables 12 and 17 (out-migration) 

to test the null hypothesis that there was no significant diffsrence in 

the migration field before and after the 1795 aniendment(2j).The null 

hypothesis is only rejected in one parish for in-migration,but there 

is an apparent difference between the two cloth regions for out-migration, 

though the very limited number of parishes investigated makes this 

conclusion tentative. The rejection of the null hypothesis in the 

Stroudwater area could be taken as evidence of the restrictive nature 

of the Certificate system, but there is an alternative preferred 

explanation. This northern area was more densely populated and 

economically stronger than the Dursley region and as a consequence 

could be expected to have a larger migration field. The latter area 

stagnated and declined in the post-Mapoleonic War period and little 

variation in its migration field is to beeqpected. On the other hand, 

it can be argued that similar results would have been expected in the 

ivpothesis dealing with in-migration if this argument is valid. Only 

Bisley, of the northem group of parishes provides such support, though 

the veiy small difference between the calculated D value and its 



Table 16 Cumulative frequenqy d i s t r i b u t i o n of Removal Orders 'from' 

selected parishes i n the Glouoeatershire Woollen Cloth. Manufacturing Region. Post-1795. 

Distance ( < kms.) 

Region Parish 8 16 24- 32 4a 48 56 64 72 80 80 n mediar 

6a Bisley 23 41 53 56 65 68 73 73 76 76 7 83^ 16*6 
Painswidk 47 92 107 116 121 124 127 128 130 130 3 133'*' 9.3 
Stonehouse 38 48 51 52 52 54 55 56 60 61 1 62 6.1 
Stroud 69 85 93 98 101 112 119 121 121 122 8 130* 7.4 

6b Cam 51 68 75 80 88 91 94 94 94 94 1 95 . 5.9 
Dursley 56 71 82 87 95 95 98 98 98 98 11 109* 7.5 
Havdcesbury 25 47 59 63 66 67 69 69 69 69 2 71 12.5 
Kingswood 35 60 66 76 89 98 99 99 99 100 1 101 12.6 
North Nibley 36 50 56 59 61 63 66 67 68 68 3 71 7.4 

ezcludes unlocated pariah. 



Table 17 Cumulative frequency d i s t r i b u t i o n of Removal Orders ' to* 

selected parishes i n the G-louoestersliire Y/ooll@i Cloth Manufacturinm: Region. Po8t-1795. 

Distance ( < kms.) 

Region Parish 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n mediar 

6a Bisley 20 39 67 69 70 79 81 83 &3 .84 15 99 17.0 
Painswiok 31 111 121 125 132 137 138 1414. 144 146 22 168 15.0 
Steonehouse 48 50 50 51 51 53 53 53 53 4 57 6.9 

6b 

Stroud 25 35 52 53 54 61 63 63 64 65 18 83 20.0 
6b Cam 25 35 38 43 46 48 49 49 49 52 3 55 9.6 

Dursley 32 42 46 51 54 56 57 59 59 59 15 74 12.2 
Hâ kesbuiy 16 38 51 63 65 66 67 67 68 69 3 72'*' 14*7 
Kingswood 38 47 54 73 80 82 83 83 83 83 8 91 10.3 
North Nibley 48 62 64 69 72 77 78 78 78 78 11 89+ 6.4 

excludes unlocated par ish 

H 
-6 
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critical table value suggests that this may be a function of the 

significance level chosen (24)« Both the median and. slope values 

point to an increase in the migration field, after 1795 in the 

northern parishes, whilst the evidence is contradictoiy for the 

southern cloth parishes. 

A coô arison of slope values for Eanoval Orders 'from' for 

both the pre-1795 and. post 1795 periods suggests that in-migration 

in the majorily of parishes was more restricted, than out-migration. 

liie testing of these related hypotheses pr-ovides veiy little support 

for the alternative hypothesis (25), thus re-emphasising that the 

observed, differences in median and. slope values are based, on sample 

data. 

Patten suggests that it may be a mistake to combine short and 

long distance, movements as they are a response to different pi-ocesses 

(26). !rhirty-tmo kilometres is adopted, as the threshold value for 

long distance migration. Idann, in her wrk on the West of England 

cloth industzy notes that movement into Bradford, on Avon and IroiAaridge 

rarely ezceedsd. this distance and. Eudder also used, this distance to 

describe the radius within iiAiich spinners for Stroud, ivere to be found. 

(27) # greatest number of Certificates for any parish exceeding 

this threshold, are ̂ 8 for Dursley (24 percent of the total) and. 27 for 

Stroud. (5»6 percent). Before the 1795 amendment there are 29 long 

distance Removal Orders frcan Dursley (I8.6 percent) and 2^ for Painswick 

(13.4. percent). After that date, there are ̂ 2 for Btroud. (24.6 percent), 

27 for Bisley (̂ 2.5 percent) and 25 for Eingswood. (25 percent). An 

analysis of out-inigratian (Removal Orders 'to*) indicates a similar 

pattern of increase in long distance movement after 1795» (Twelve 

percent of out migration ezceeded ̂ 2 kilometres in the earlier period. 

Tdiereas after 1795 the figure rose to 24.5 percent. The ]:%î othe3es 

tested, above are therefore re-worked, separating long from short distance 

migration at this threshold. (The test for two independent samples 

(Chi Square) is used for this purpose and unlike the EolmogaroV"'&;iimov 

test used above, utilises all the data available and not just that up to 

80 kilcmetres (28). The resultsof the Ohi Square test closely match 

those of the Eolmogarov-8mimov test in showing that even Mien long 

distance movement has beai isolated no real differences in migration 

pattern can be established between Certificates and Removal Orders, 

in- migration and out-migration and in the southern cloth parishes 

before and after the 1795 amendment. However, the separation of long 

distance movement lends fui-ther support to the tentative conclusion 

that, for the Stroudwater region, real differences in migration are 
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to be found, in the later period. It is argued, that differences in 

economic degeloianezit, rather than changes in the Law, are the most 

likely causes of these regional differences (2$). 

The use of statistical tests is justified, on the assumption that 

the extant documents provide a sample dravm frcan the total population. 

In such circumstances, descriptive measures such as the median or slope 

value must be treated with caution. !Ehe greatest nfeakness of using 

mathematical eâ i-essions of distance is that in the creation of one 

set of generalisations, there is a danger that other important patterns 

and processes may be obscui-ed. Ihe distance-decay function smooths 

out the very real differences in distance that are related to direction. 

There is no isotropic surface, but rather a series of troughs and ridges 

and even archipelagos niihich reflect variations in the response to the 

uneven supply of infoimation. It is this theme and. the specific 

spatial patterns of movement associated with the cloth parishes that 

are considered in the nezt section. 

B - Directional Influences in Migration. It is the availability of 
information and the processes by which it is transmitted which are 

crucial in creating the 'necessary conditions' for decision-taking in 

migration. Pace to face contact was the most significant force in 

providing this information. The market for labour was far from perfect. 

"In agriculture and mining areas the workers attended annual 
fairs to offer themselves for hire ..... Siqiloyers sometimes 
gave notice of vacancies in local newspapers and in oases of 
emergenqy used the Town Grier. The office of the overseer 
of the poor, the inn and the house of call of the tramping 
artisan all sei-ved as centres of information. Most often, 
however, it was by word of mouth from one man to another that 
news of opportunities of en̂ loymait was spread." (^O) 

The high exponents of the distance-decay function reflect the relative 

imnobility of pre-industrd.al society. This is not in conflict with 

the growing body of empirical research in historical demography which 

suggests that, even in rural parishes, it would be a mistake to think 

of society as static. It reinforces lAiat Patten calls 'undynamic 
mbbility' which can be regarded as a symbiotic relationship between 

market town and the surrounding countryside (31). The long working 

hours of the labourer were relieved by a weekly market, but social 

intercourse and contact with a wider world was limited. The centripetal 

nature of this interaction helped to emphasise local mobility in Twhich 

servants changed employment, children were apprenticed and marriages 

agreed. Even so, directional influences did exist within this local 

field, as the family provided not only information about opportunities 



but also seourity. 

An analysis of the Poor Law documents for each parish reveala 

the impoi-tance of this particular process. Jonathon Aldridge, him 

wife Jane and his two children, Elizabeth and Jonathan, were removed 

from Stroud to Eandwick in 1729. One cannot be sure whether the 

same person is involved, but a spinster, Elizabeth Aldridge was again 

removed in 17^5 and a Jane Aldridge removed to Randwiok in 1741. In 

1830 a William Aldridge was subjected to a similar removal. Similar 

links between these two parishes CLe&recorded for the Baxter family. 

William and IWrbha were removed in 17^0 and Certificates were issued 

to Richard in 1737, Samuel in 1740 and. John in 1749. John Chandler 

his wife and three children were certificated fi-om Eandwick to Stroud 

in 1740 following a Removal Order to Randwick from Stroud three years 

earlier. In 1750 (Chamas and Baniel Chandler were issued with similar 

Certificates, as was Josiah in 1758. Removals back to Randwick were 

issued in I8O6 for Elizabeth, Hester in 1808, Joseph in 182$ and John 

Chandler in I83I. It is not possible without recourse to reconstitution 

techniques to be sure that these are all members of the same family or 

that they were even known to each other, but the very close link between 

these two parishes is suggested. Certificates in 1704, 17^1 and 17^7 

were provided for the Cooks, andther Randwick family that wished to move 

to Stroud, and Removals in the other direction issued in 1758, 1769 

1796 and 1831. Similarly, 6 people with the surname Hunt moved to 

Stroud from Bisley over the period 1697 to 1758, 4 Iiewis' from Rodborough 
between 1720 and 17^3 and. 6 Snows again from Bisley between 1707 and 

174). Settlement Certificates to Stroud appear either frcm Rodborough 

or Eaatington for people with the common surname of Clutterbuck, in 

1702, 1741, 1752, 1760 and 1770, Removal Orders from Stroud were 

issued in 1739 and 1778 while an Examination is eztant for 1842 (32). 

The same surname appears in Dursley Certificates and Removal Orders. 

George and Hannah were removed back to Eastington in 1746, James waa 

ceirtificated to Dursley in 1767 and. a Hannah Clutterbuck was removed 

in 1830 (33). Again it cannot be shown that all these people were 

related, though the re-occurrence and stability of the same name over 

nearly one hundred end fifty years does suggest kinship ties. Ihe 

Examinations, which frequently contain the most biographical detail, 

shed little light on migration motives. Occasional reference is made 

to the desire to be re-united with other members of the family. 

Economic motives are rarely expressed, though this seems unnecessary 

in the circumstances. It is assumed that 'betbeiment migration' 
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undeî iins the bulk of voludaiy movement. 

The assumption made in the previous section was that family 

ties are implicit in ccamon surnames, though it is rarely possible 

to prove it from these documents alone. Mevei-theless, a further 

examination of inter-parochial movement indicates information floimrs 

along specific channels and results in asymnetrical patterns of 

movement. Ihe map of Certificates to Stroud. (Fig. 22) shows Ijie 

highly localised distribution which is to be expected. (There is 

little or no contact with the area west of the Severn, other than 

the parishes immediately west of the Over Bridge, with the southern 

cloth parishes, except IXirsley, or the Cotmwolds except Cirencester. 

Stroud's influence appears to be in the Tale of Gloucester and the 

Severn valley from Gloucester and Cheltenham to Tewkesbury and Worcester. 

(Qiere is also some contact with the Somerset/Wiltshire cloth area. 

The pattern of Eamoval Orders frcan Stroud (Figs. 2^ and 24) confirms 

this orientation, but emphasises a much stronger link with the Somerset 

Wiltshire cloth area and the north Wiltshire Clay Vale which show a 

late eighteenth century migration into the Stroud area. In Painswick 

the links with Stroud, Bisley and Miserdine account for 40 percait of 

all its Certificates (Fig. 25) and a similar proportion of subsequent 

removals. Figure 2$ shows that Painswick's links outside the northern 

cloth area are in the Vale around Gloucester and Tewkesbury and to a 

lesser extent its neighbouring Cotswold parishes. The evidence of 

Removal Orders, like those fixai Sti-oud, reveals a strong link with the 

Sanerset Wiltshire cloth area. Nearby Bisley, like all the other 

northern cloth parishes, is closely tied to Stroud in its migration 

pattern,. It also has links with the Vale to the south of Gloucester 

but stronger ties with that part of the Cbtswolds lying in an arc 

from Stow on the Wold to Cirencester. Again the Removal Orders show 

the strong link with the Frcme-Trowbridge area. Stonehouse, downstream 

from Stroud in the Frome Valley, has a highly restricted migration field 

as the slope exponent for Certificates shove (Table 1^). The evidence 

of Removal Orders reveals a labour shed extending into the Vale between 

Gloucester and Berkeley and also south to the Somerset/Wilt shire cloth 

area^but truncated by the river Severn. Stonehouse also has a major 

collection of settlement Examinations for #iich bii-thplace data are 

frequently provided (Fig. 26). From this source, the strcng ties with 

the Scmerset/Wiltshire cloth area are again confirmed. On November ̂ rd 

1804 no less than nine clothworkei-s bom in Shepton Mallet were examined 

at Stonehouse (34). 
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Fig 24 MIGRANTS TO STROUD [removal orders post 1795] 
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Fig 25 MIGRANTS TO PAINSWICK [seM-temenh certificates] 
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In all these northern parisheŝ  strong ties are sho\9n between thâ a and. 

Stroud, ydiich lay at the focus of the Prome "with its major tributajries. 

Stroud̂  increasingly, came to dominate the economic life of this region. 

Mot only did Bisley, Painswick̂  Rodborough and Stonehouse send the majority 

of their migrants there, but the Certificates to those parishes show 

Stroud to be their main supplier of labour in a pattern of well defined 

countei'-streams. 

Die smaller collections of Certificates for Cam, Havdcesbuiy, 

Kingswood and North Ifibley do not shov/ veiy clear evidence of directional 

influence. Cam is linked to its neighbour Dursley, but Wotton unc - - . ?e 

is orientated towards the other three centres. In each case, thei-̂  _ 

some link with 1 Itshire/fDcmerset cloth area and the Stroudwater 

region. As is . _ _ _ expected, from their z-espective positions. North 

Eibley and Cam have links vd.th the nearby parishes of the Vale of 

Berkeley, vihereas Havjcesbuiy is tied to the Southwolds. As in the case 

of the northern cloth region the evidence from the Removal Orders from 

these parishes tends to reinforce the pattern of Certificates, though 

eorphasising the long distance link to the Wiltshir-e/Scmerset cloth 

region and, in the cases of Kingswood and North Mibley, the link to 

Stroudivater. The Removal Orders show that Cejn received in-migrants 

not only from this latter area but from the Vale between Berkeley and 

Gloucester. North Ifibley's links into the Vele extended further south 

towards Thombuzy and the south Gloucestershire coalfield. In the case 

of Hawkesbuzy, the most southerly of the Gloucestershire woollen cloth 

. ' 3hes at this time, the old focus of the parish, belovf the Cotswold 

, had been superceded by Upton and the parish itself lay aside the 

important Chelteiham to Bath turnpike. This scarp top route is clearly 

revealed in the shape of the migration field for this parish, especially 

in the post 1795 iteROval Orders (Figure 27). Dursley, hov/ever is the 

major cloth parish in the southern area for which documents survive 

(Figures 28-30)̂ it is unfortunate that none survive for the larger centre 

of t'fotton under iuidge. Dursley's influence is lai-gely internal to the 

southern cloth parishes and over a third of its Certificates show this 

intra-regional movement, v/ith Vfotton under iẑdge, Noi-th Nibley and Ulqy 

providing the major sources of labour. Its influence extends into the 

Vale of Berkeley, but the Over-Severn region is again unimportant as a 

source of labour. It is linked to the Stroud area but very strongly 

to the dLoth area of Wiltshire am' . _-;rset and Fromtin particular. 
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Fig. 28 MIGRANTS TO DURSLEY [settlemenl" c e r t i f i c a t e ^ 
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Fig 29 MIGRANTS TO DURSLEY [removal orders pre 17 95] 
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IPigures 31, 32 and 33 are dramn fmm the ĵ ggregate data for 

Certificates and Removal Orders to summarise the IdUda txaihMxai 

cloth regions and other economic regions. Certada conclusions 

be deriyed which relate to the dir«etiona2 aû m̂netry of theimigration 

fields for the two cloth regions in the county, idzudi {LLso 

implications for the analysis of their economic geography for the period 

under consideration. The latter will be treateKlimans 

Chapter when consider!ng temporal variations,aiKl izi 6 

evidence for the other regions of the county art: considered. 

Ihere waa very little movement across Lhe Severn* Within the 

county, bridges existed at Maisemore and at Over. Fording "for those 

with more resolution than prudence" was possible between Newnham and 

Arlingham. Ferries existed at lower Ijoad, near Tewkesbury, the Haw, 

six miles above Gloucester, frcm Framilode to Arlingham, Purton to 

Purton, Aust to Beachley (the Old Passage) and. frcm Saltmarsh to Port 

Scaut (Poi-t Skewett), (the New Passage) (35)« Defoe encapsulated the 

view of ISveryman. "!Ehe sea was so broad. The fame of the bore of 

the tides so foimidable, the wind also made the water so rough and 

which was worse the boats to carry over both man and horse appeared so 

vezy mean that in short none of us car'd to venture" (36). Only 14 

Certificates (total l,08l) were received in the northern cloth parishes 

from the Forest of Dean and the Over-Severn, that area enclosed by the 

Wye and Lodan rivers. (The pattern for Eanoval Orders is substantially 

the same as only I8/83O are to these areas. Ihe link with the Dursl^ 

Wotton under ±!dge area is even weaker. However, the Severn wajs also 

a mâ jor artery of trade in the eighteenth century. A mid-oentury 

observer commented on the vast quantity of grain, pig and bar iron, 

earthenware, wool, cider and provisions that flowed to Bristol in 

return for merchant goods. There had been a recent boom in traffic 

and Peny's surv^ in May 1756 noted 376 vessels based between Gloucester 

and Welshpool (37)» Seven percent of the Certificates generated outside 

the northern cloth region and received in the Stroud area originate in 

the Vale of Severn and the Welsh borders as far away as Shrewsbury. 

Fewer documents were received from this location in the Dursley region, 

probably as a result of the intervening oppoi-tunities presented by the 

area around Stroud. 

For the cloth parishes, the dcminant loiag-distance movenent was 

with the Somerset Wiltshire cloth region of Fixme, Bradford on Ayon, 

Trowbridge and their surrounding villages. The link is stronger with 

the Dursley area which would have presented intervening opportunities 
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in relation to its more economically powerful n.orthem neighbour. 

In the diPfioult period, of the 1820's and, 18^0's, 1^.5 percent of 

all the extant Removal Orders for the Gloucestershire cloth regicms 

are to the Somerset-Wiltshire regioii. Whereas 44 Removal Orders 

pre-date 1795, 88 survive for the later period* 

There is a noticeable absence of contact with London, the 

influence of i*hich had been so engihatically expressed by other authors 

(̂ 8). Bie absence of Certificates may reflect their unimportance in 

long-distance migration̂  but the evidence of Removal Orders also suggests 

that this particular migration stream nas weak. Ihis is very different 

from the findings of Thomas in his 8tu(%ŷ  of Poor Law documaits for 

Berkshire and Oxfordshire and this,no doubt^reflects the indirect 

influence of distance in determining migration (39)* 

Figures 31, 32 and 33 show that short-dstance movement was 

dominant during this period. Intra-regional movement is most pronounced. 

Here is a relatively information rich environment which establishes 

major counter-streams to the currents between each pair of parishes. 

In contrast, the movement between the two Gloucestershire cloth regions 

was not as great as might have been eocpected. Only the parishes of 

Procester, Nyn^sfield, Eingscote and Beverstone separate the Cam and 

Ewelme frcm the Prome Basin. Yet, only 34 Certificates survive from 

the southem cloth parishes which originated in the northern area and 

only 37 Certificates mark the counter-stream. Less than 10 percent of 

the Certificates received in the Stroud area from outside the region 

originate in the southern cloth parishes. Sixteeen percent maik the 

retuzn flow. The pattern for Removal Orders is substantially the 

same. Only 14 which were issued from the Stroud area to the Wotton 

under Edge-i&irsley region survive for the pre-1795 period and only 21 

for the period after that date. The reverse flow is represented by 

37 and 51 documents respectively. It would seem that the evidence 

from Removal Orders was that the flow frcm north to south to seek 

employment was more significant. This impression is reinforced %hen 

viewed against their regional population totals, which can be taken as 

an index of employment opportunitites. On the baxais of Rudder's figures 

the northern region heid nearly twice the population of the southern 

legion. This evidence conflicts with that for the Certificates and 

the implications of a gravity model. The difference might be 

ez^lained by the great economic hardship ?6iich the southern region 

suffered after the mid-1820's and the consequent flood of Removal Orders 

which these smaller communities would feel obliged to issue. The 
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marginal notes in the I84I Census details ecjniigration frcm Ul%r, 

Wotton und.er Edge and. Kingswood but also from Painsnfick, Bisley and. 

Avening. Population decrease is mentioned, for Hiraley^ Dmlpen, Uley 

Cam, Kingswood. and. Wotton under Edge, all in the southern region; but 

also for Eandwiok, Bislegr, Minchinhampton, Avening and. Horsley (40). 

Appendix 6 shows that proportionately the decreases were greater for 

the southern region. In Uley the loss of neEirly 1,000 people was 

attributed to the falling-off of woollen cloth manufacturing in the 

West of England. (41). Ihis is in stark contrast to the enumerator 

in Kingswood in 1821 who had noted, "the flourishing state of the fine 

woollen manufacturies which has attracted, many strangers ..... marnages 

and. population are greatly increased." (42). The northern cloth region 

shows far stronger links with the north Cotswolds and. the Vale of 

Gloucester than with the southern cloth region and. Southwolds with 

which it ia contiguous. The Southwolds region vould. be egially 

accessible and. eguijiistant frcm both cloth areas, but figures ̂ 1, 

and. point to a closer orientation to the southern area. 

The eyideice of settlement Certificates and. Ranoveil Ord.er8 has 

identified, innnigration to these cloth parishes in Gloucestershire, 

but the existence of Certificates 'from' and Aanoval Orders 'to'allows 

one to examine out-migration for the same area. Uhfoz-tunately only 

Eastington has a collection of > 2$ Certificates (4J). This is in the 

form of a listing between 17.39 and 1770« It emphasises the highly 

localised nature of the Certificate contract (median distance 4=3 kms.) 

and. the very strong pull of the surrounding cloth parishes. Sixty-seven 

percent of the out-movement is intra-regional. Twamty-eight percent 

went to the neaity Vale below Gloucester. There is a more substantial 

collection of Removal Orders to the cloth parishes. The survival of 

>1,000 documaits reinforces the general conclusion of Ravenstein that 

each main current of migration produces a compensating counter-current 

(Appendix 2, law 4-). The data are aggregated, at the regional level 

as Figures 34 and. 35* Unfortunately, they cannot show the preponderance 

of intra-regional movement, especially in the Sti-oud. area where over 

hsLlf the movement before 1795 T̂ is of this order. The unimportance of 

the flows between the two cloth regions noted in Figures 31, 32 and 33 

is also characteristic of this data. This da.ta for out-migration does 

show four dominant migration streams of which only one was significant 

for in-migration. '̂ his was the reciprocal flow with the Wiltshire/ 

Somerset cloth region, and. Again the southern area showed, the stronger 

link as at least 2$ percent of all Removal Ord.ers received. 
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in that region were from the Wiltshire Somerset cloth area. Ihe 

three other streams were all urban orientateo. Interestingly, this 

may cast some doubt on the supposed, safety and. anonymity of a rural-

uitan move. It is the difficulty of detection, in such places that 

is regarded, as a key pointer to the ineffectiveness of the Bettlemait 

Laws. Chapter 4- had. ahowi the meteoric eaqiansion of Cheltenham but 

the slowing down of that process by the IBRD's. Both phases in its 

fortunes are thus recorded in the large number of ranovals back to 

Stroud̂  Bisl^ and Painswick in the 1830's. A fifth of all removals 

received in this northem cloth area emanated from that source. To 

the south of the County lay Bristol, a city of metropolitan standing, 

v&iose port and city hinterland donijiated Gloucestershire and much of 

Wiltshire and Sanerset at this time (44). (Che removals back to the 

cloth regions after 1795 again reflect an earlier out-flow, but 

because of the anonymity of such a city the volume of data in no wsy 

reflects its importance as a centre of attraction, a force that would 

became more powerful in the 18^'s and 1840's as the cloth industiy 

suffered major setbacks. Qn]y by using Enumerators' Eetums for 1841 

to 1671 for the Bristol parishes can this be checked.̂ as the Settleruent 

Laws become less useful as a source of migration data. Ihe Eemoval 

Orders 'to' also show in the early nineteenth centuiy, an earlier flow 

to Iand.on. In quantitative terms, this is greater than the in-migration 

from London recorded in Î anoval Orders 'from', but it is still of little 

significance. Here ,the inherent weakness of the data is even more 

clearly revealed, given our knowledge of the histoiric dcminance of 

liondon in England's labour market, 

C - Migration as a Central Place Analogue. In Chapter 2 it was suggested 

that there has been strong empirical support for invoking a central place 

model to explain migration. (This implies a different mechanism from the 

distance-decay model in understanding the role of mean infoimation fields 

as they relate to the migration process. In central place tewns no 

allowance is made for differences in the infoimation field, of any 

service centre within a particular category of the settlenent hierarchy. 

isotropic surface does not allow for the difectional influences 

considered, in the previous section. In terms of the model, labour 

supply will decrease smoothly with distance fi-cxn the employment centre 

and be directed to the nearest centre. Moreover, movement is only 

to be expected upwards in the hierarchy. In migration terms, labour 

will travel further to major en̂ loyment centres (high order centres) 

and in so doing, originate in large rather than, small settlenents. 



Figure ̂ 6 summarises the moToneat that would, occur under the marketing 

canditions of a Christaller analogue. HowsTer, before the usefulness 

of such a model can be datonstrated in an eighteenth century context, 

it is necessaiy to establish clearly the nature of the specific 

settlement hierarchy. 
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Figure 36 Migration flow in a central lalace model 
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An eighteenth century settlement hierarchy. Clarkr, in discussing 

the geographical origin of urban migrants, uses John Adams' 'Index 

Villaris' of I68O (45) andEveritt refers to the revised 'Index 

Tillarum' of iSgO to supplement the market tomis he maps from Blome's 

'Britannia' of 1673, Leland, local histories, and State Papers (46). 

King also drew on this source to calculate the population of his 

various urban categories (47)« IWortunately, when used the 

Hearth Tax Returns to define urban status, no clear indication was 

given of the criterion he adopted, but the use of any multiplier and 

consequent classification can only be subjective. Dickinson believes 

that size is not an important criterion (48), a view echoed by Garter 

vAio regards function, in this case market tow, status, as the only 

reliable criterion for this period (49). Law, using the degree of 

nucleation interpreted from map evidence as a secondary criterion. 
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believes that size is more reliable than function. He argues that 

there is insufficient information for differentiation on any other 

criterion. Rural functions such as forestry and agriculture are 

extensive in landuse and create low population densities so that 

settlements with purely rural functions are rarely large and most 

settlements over a given size (>2,500 i:i the eighteenth centuiy) are 

therefore uitan (50). He acknowledges the difficullgr of calculating 

population, the subjectivity of a threshold figure and the cases when 

rapid growth towards the end of the centuiy vmuld raise to urban 

status a place Tdiich had been previously no more than a hamlet or a 

village. More serious is his ezclusion of places such as Bisley 

exceeding the threshold population but failing to meet his secondary 

criterion. 8uch thriving centres of rural industiy, in this case 

of textiles, with a large geographic area of dependent cottage labour, 

would act as a strong focus for migration opportuniiy. Law also 

excludes a great number of market towns lAose population was <2,500. 

Everitt, referring to the period 1500 to I64O, notes that many market 

towns which were in size really villages of limited population (some 

3OO-4OO inhabitants) had veiy limited fields of influence, but in thet 

area played a vital role in the lives of several thousand husbandmen 

and labourers (5l). Clark would certainly echo the significance 

of this observation in teims of mean information fields or the processes 

by which the diffosion of job opportunities are discovered and he 

argues that such centres should not be omitted because of their limited 

size (52). Dickinson refers to such settlements as 'urban villages', 

ascribing a population of seme 700-1,000 inhabitants to them (53)« 

Lambert uses an arbitrary figure of 1,000 to define urban status (54-). 

The 1801 Census replaces a quantitative measure by the divisions of 

tything, parish, tow, borough and city, but omits frcm urtan status 

a great many settlemaits with markets. Neither Patten, Randall nor 

Thomas in dealing with settlement and population actually define the 

term town (55). 

If one acc^ts market town status as the basis of the urban 

hiereuzchy then those places without that status,the villages and 

townships, form the base of the settlement hierarchy. !Phe identification 

of higher orders in the hierarchy raises pi-oblems. Ihe establishment 

of a national system of Poor Law unions in 1834 suggests the addition 

of a higher order service function to that of market town status and 

reflects the greater importance that these centres had in relation 

to the sucrounding countryside in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth 
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oenturies. The fiorat Amual Report of the Poor Law Ccmnissioners 

izi 1835 sets out the principles that underpin the choice of union 

centres 

"The most convenieit limits of unions idiich we hare found. 
has been that of a circle, taking a market town as a centre 
and comprehending to it those parishes Tdiose inhabitants 
Eure accustomed, to resort to the same market. This 
arrangaent was found hî ily conTenient for the weekly 
attendance of the parish officers and some portion of the 
Guardians and other auxiliaries to good, management were 
derived from the torni itself*" (56) 

Pierce rightly ei^hasises the value of this arrangement in that the 

same units were norm^ly adopted for the collection of vital statistics 

required by the 18^6 Registration Acts (57). She also refers to 

Dr. William Parr's evidence to the Select Ccanmittee on the Boundaries 

of Parishes, Unions and Counties (l868) in which the logic of the 

market town as a focus of countiy life was stressed. In fact, the 

initial choice of centre waa often verified by evidence subsequently 

collected in the field by the assistant commissioners (58). 

Carter's woik on the urban hierarchy in North East Wales for 

18̂ 1-35 nests market town and Poor Law union centres to indicate the 

most important settlements in the area. (59)= It could be argued that 

the workhouse was not always in a market town and that this wuld 

distort the classification. Table 18 examines this relationship 

within the Gloucestershire Registration County. Each Poor Law union 

centre is listed ̂with an indication of its rank in population within 

its union at the time of Atkyns, (c. I701), Rudd.er (c. 177^) and at 

the first Census (I8OI). It indicates nAiether it nxaa. a market town 

in the Index Villarum of I69O or in Rudder's 'History'. One might 

expect tiiat variations from this nested relationship would be most 

likely to occur in areas close to expanding urban centres or in regions 

with rural mining and manufacturing communities. In Gloucestershire, 

only four centres are not in market towns and. in each case these are 

to be found in an adjacent parish. Social pressures may help to 

explain their siting though this does not imply that the focus of the 

imion or the most likely place for the conduct of its business would 

not have been in the market town itself. Christmaa confirms this 

local pattern of G-loucesterahire workhouses, emphasising a correspondence 

with major nodes, along the Severn and in manufacturing or urban centres 

(60)* She also shows that pressure groups did operate in the choice 

of union centre and its territory. In particular. Lord Redesdale and 

±hb local yeomen were in dispute as to whether Moreton in the Meirsh or 

Stow on the Wold, should be a union centre. Ultimately, Stow did beccme 
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Table 16 Gloucestershire Reg is t ra t ion Ooimt^ 

Poor La?/ Union Centres 

Poor La?/ l&iio:i Cezktres A B C D E 

B r i s t o l 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Stapleton 1 7 7 0 0 
Yate 2 9 9 5 0 0 
Ihombury 2 2 2 1 1 
Dursley 4 2 2 2 1 1 
Westbuiy 1 1 1 0 0 
Newent 1 1 1 1 1 
Gloucester 1 1 1 1 1 
Eastington 5 1 1 3 0 0 
Stroud 6 1 2 2 1 1 
Tetbuiy 1 1 1 1 1 
Cirencester 1 1 1 1 1 
Northleach 1 1 1 1 1 
Stow 1 1 1 1 1 
Hlnchcombe 1 1 1 1 1 
Cheltenham 1 1 1 1 1 
TeTdcesbuiy 1 1 1 1 1 

A Bank of Union Centre i n the -population of i t s Eegist i -at ion D i s t r i c t 
i n 1801. 

B as A, i n 1771, f: :r 
C aa A, i n 1701^ f:"J y ..s. 
D Presence of mai-ket in 1771. 
S Presence of aaz-ket i n Index V i l l a i ' i s , I69O. 

1. Btapleton became the centre f o r a regist i^at ion d i s t r i c t that extended 
to the Sevezzn and included B r i s t o l ' s western, subuit Cl i f ton^ andpBJrt 
of the South Gloucestershire C o a l f i e l d . I t -mas only 5 kms. from 
B r i s t o l . I t seems to have l i t t l e nodal s ign i f i cance . Atkyns does 
not give a f i g u r e f o r St . George but i t s importance as a coal mining 
v i l l a g e and i t s proxini i ty to B r i s t o l i s such, tha t l i k e l iangotsf ie ld, 
i t probably exceeded Stapleton 's populat ion. 

2. Yate iV5.s overshado^vsd by the t?fo market tomis of Chipping Sodbury and 
Wickwar, the former ifvas only 3 kms. away. 

j . I n Zhombury, ITorthleach and Stow the worichouses v/ere i n an adjacent 
par ish, w i t h i n 2 or ^ kms. of the market to-mns. Thornbuiy was more 
cent ra l to i t s la rge r e g i s t r a t i o n d i s t r i c t than Bez'keley. 

2̂ . iXjirsley ?;as much smaller than Wotton under Edge, but more centra l to 
the reg is t i ' a t ion d i s t r i c t . 

5. Eastington increased i n importance as a c lo th manufacturing centre i n 
the eighteenth century but vfas inithin the maz-ket areas of Gloucester, 
Sti'oud and Dui'sley f A i l e Frampton and Standish also had l a rger 
populations a t t h i s t ime. 

Stroud had been overshado' 
hut th is i s a s t a t i s t i c a l 
Stroud extended i n t o Eodborougn, 
Bisley i t s e l f . 

.slqy u n t i l the eighteenth century 
as the cont _ _ ^ 3 b u i l t up area of 

.Vailswor.th a; . )dchester and tovi/ards 
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a caitre and lard. Eedesdale's property fozmed. much of the territoiy 

liiiked. to Shipston -on-Stour (6l). 

Further levels in the hierarchy are diffcult to deteimlne on 

the basis of function. Garter has used assize tovms but this only 

isolates one or two settlements in each county, and as the county 

is the unit of selection this distorts the economic basis of tomi/ 

countiy relationships which are implicit in this particular classification 

(62). Directories might pi-ovide a possible source of functional 

data, but for the eighteenth centuiy there are few which have a 

national coverage or are consistent in the criteria used in the 

collection of their data. (Ehus, to identify a consistent national 

measure one is foorced to use population size as a surrogate for 

functional strength in spite of the inadequacy of population estimates 

and the subjectivity of the threshold figures idaich are employed. 

On this basis, regional centres are defined as those with a population 

>5,000 and major regional centres as those >10,000 at mid-century (63). 

London has its own categoiy. 

Table 19 A settlenent hierarchy for the eighteenth centuz-y 

A Villages 

:Bi llaiket towns 

B2 Poor Law union centres 

1̂ Regional centres 

(̂2 Major regional centres 

D London 

!lhis classification requires modification when "n-ing the nineteenth 

centuiy Removal Oi-ders to allow for the substantial growth of national 

and uitan population by that time. Between 1751 and 18^1 the national 

population had increased 129 percent and that of G-loucestershire by 

93 percent (64)* The two categories of regional, centre are therefoi-e 

re-defined by populations in excess of 10,000 and 25,000 respectively. 

Figures 37 and 38 show the distribution of these major centres in 

England and Wales 0. 1750 and 1821 (65). 
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Fig. 37 MAJOR TOWNS IN ENGLAND AND WALES 
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Fig 38 MAJOR TOWNS I N ENGLAND AND WALES 
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Central Place .Analysis. iFor each cloth parish ̂Certificates and 

Removal orders were analysed and tabulated in Tables 20, 21 and 22 

using the aettlenent hierarcly established above. The overall 

percentage movement in each of the categories is veiy similar for 

categories A, and Bg for both lypes of document. Over 93 percent 

of all movement occurs in these three classeso However, this conceals 

a real difference between the two types of document. In the Certificates, 

flows to Bisley, Rodborough and Painswick from Stroud account for nearly 

half of all those extant in the two cloth regions from any Poor Law 

union centre. In the Renoval Orders, the percentage is 37 and 39 

for the pre-1795 and post-1795 period respectively, while there are 

links with more than 4C union centres as far away as Hay-on-Wye, 

Caimarthen, Romsey, Salisbury, Abingdon, Banbuzy, Shipston -on-Stour 

and Vednesbury. There is not a great deal of difference between the 

patterns shown by the two sets of Removal Orders, though there is a 

larger outflow frtm the small market towns and villages to other 

villages, rather than to small market tomis in the post 1795 period. 

This may indicate that in a region where Stroud with <9,000 population 

in 1841 is the largest settlement, in a period of economic distress 

the likelihood of paupers escaping the system in ammn villages is 

very unlikely. The strong symbiotic relationship of settlements in 

the lower levels of the hierarchy is revealed by this strong 'forced' 

retuin flow to the villages. At the other extreme, the emlstence of 

ar%r counter stream from the Ifetropolis is negligible. 

In the central place model movament is only to be expected upwards 

in the hierarchy, but there is little suppiart for this proposition in 

the Poor Law data. Tables 20, 21 and 22 show that for in-migrationn 

not only is there a great deal of movement between settlements at the 

same level in the hierarchy, but more significantly a strong movement 

to settlements of lower status. Movement frequently occurs from Poor 

Law union centres and market towns to the villages and also, to a lesser 

extent̂ from regional centres to lower order centres. At the higher 

levels of the uziian hierarchy only Bristol and Worcester are important 

points of origin for migrants to the cloth parishes. At the regional 

level, Frcme and Gloucester are significant sources of labour. The 

proximity of the latter to the cloth area results in it having the 

stronger link, but even this only constitutes 1*5 percent of the 

Certificates 'to' and 1.7 percent of the Removal Orders 'from', both 

before and after the 1795 amendment. These Tables show a rapid 

decline in the percentage of migrants as one ascends the settlenent 



Table 20 Migration flows into the Gloucesterishire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing 

Region, by Settlement Class. (Settlement Cer t i f ica tes ) 

Migration from 

A ®1 ^ ®2 ° 1 D 

Class Parish n fo n n fo n n n % 

A Kings Stanley 31 55.4 10 17.9 15 26.8 56 
Rodbprough 61 55.9 24 22.0 24 22.0 109 
Stonehouse 4a 67.6 6 12.5 17 35.4 71 
Gam 41 70.7 5 8.6 11 19.0 1 1.7 58 
Hamkesbury 27 58.6 14 30.4 5 10.9 46 
Kingswood 30 52.6 21 36.8 5 8.8 1 1.8 57 
North Nibley 26 52.0 16 32.0 7 14.0 1 2.0 50 

®1 Bisley 66 43.7 29 19.2 54 35.8 2 1.3 151 
Painswick 110 51.4 43 20.1 50 23.4 7 3.3 4 1.9 214 

^2 
Stroud 307 63.9 87 la.i 66 13.9 13 2.9 5 1.0 2 0.4 460 

Dursley 91 57.6 28 17.7 19 12.0 17 10.8 3 5.2 158 

Summary 

A 264 59.1 96 20.8 84 18.8 2 0.2 1 0.2 447 

®1 176 48.2 72 19.7 104 28.5 9 2.5 4 1 . 1 365 

®2 

see Table 19 

398 

for key. 

62.4 115 18.0 85 13.3 30 4 .7 8 1.3 2 0.3 

n 

638 

1450 



Table 21 Migration, flows into the G-louceatershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing 

Region, by Settlement Class. (Removal Orders 'from* pre 1795) 

A ®1 ®2 "1 "2 D 

Class Parish 'from' n n n % n n fo n 

A Storehouse 23 46.0 12 24.0 14 28.0 1 2.0 50 
Cam 12 75.0 3 18.8 1 6.3 16 

Hawkesbury 23 63.9 11 30.6 2 5.6 36 
Kingswood 17 48.6 15 42.9 2 5.7 1 2.9 35 

North Nibley 43 61.4 13 I8.5 10 14.3 2 2.9 2 2.9 70 

®1 'Bisley 54 54.0 19 19.0 23 23.0 2 2.0 1 1 .0 1 1 .0 100'*' 

Painswick 85 49.4 27 15.7 42 24.4 13 7.6 4 2.3 172 

^2 
Stroud 65 65.0 26 26.0 6 6,0 3 3.0 100 

Dursley 98 62.8 23 14.7 30 19.2 4 2.6 1 0.6 156 

Summary 

A 118 57.0 54 26.1 29 14.0 3 1 . 4 3 1.4 207 

1̂ 139 51.1 47 18.7 65 23.9 15 5.5 1 0.4 5 1.8 272 

^2 163 63.8 49 19.1 36 14.1 7 2.7 1 0.4 256 

n 735 

excludes one document unlocated 

see Table 19 for key. H 



Table 22 Migration flows into the Glouceaterahire Woollen Cloth ManufaoturinE 

Region, by Settlement Class. (Removal Orders 'from' post 1793) 

B, B, D 

Class Parish 'frcm' n n % n % n fo n n 

A Storehouse 33 53.2 9 14.5 19 30.6 1 1.6 62 (1) 
Cam • 61 63.5 16 16.7 17 17.7 1 1.0 95 
Havfcpsbuiy 56 78.9 7 9.9 6 8.5 1 1.4 1 1 . 4 71 
Kingswood 65 6^f,if 13 12.9 19 18.8 4 4 .0 101 
North Nibley 53 74.6 7 9.9 7 9.9 2 2 .8 1 1.4 1 1 .4 71 

% : Bisley 52 62.6 7 8.4 18 21.7 1 1.2 3 3.6 2 2 .4 83 (2) 
Eainswick 81 63.6 10 7.6 35 26.5 6 4.5 132 

Bg Stroud 89 68.5 19 14.6 15 11.5 3 2.3 1 0.8 3 2.3 130 (3) 
Dursley 71 65.0 8 7.3 21 19.3 3 2.8 5 4« 6 1 0.9 109 (^) 

Sumraaî jr • 
• 

A 268 67.0 52 13.0 68 17.0 3 0.8 7 1 .8 2 0.5 400 

®1 133 61.9 17 7.9 53 24.7 7 3.3 3 1.4 2 0.9 215 
160 66.9 27 11.3 36 15.1 6 2.5 6 2.5 4 1.6 239 

(1) excludes 
(2) excludes 
(3) excludes 

1 
2 
1 

document undated, 
documents unlocated. 
document unlocated. 

n 854 

see Table 19 for key. 
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hierarchy. Whereas 41.9 percent of the certificated, migrants come 

to villages from a higher order centre, ̂ 2.1 percent cone to market 

toiuis and 6.3 percent to Poor Ijaw union centres frcm higher order 

places. Similarly, imithin any one level in the hierarchy the percentage 

of migrants decreases as the origin increases in status. (Che Poor 

law union centres do not always confoim to this pattern because of 

the particular spacing of Stroud and Dursley and their strong links 

with nearby settlements. The limited nature of downmard movement 

from higher order centres (0̂ ^ atatus and above) mî ght be interpreted 

as support for a central place model, but it could also be a function 

of the differential operation of the Law in favour of migrants moving 

greater distances or to larger settlements. 

(Ehe central place model implies that larger places increase their 

Relative importance as destinations with the size of the settlement of 

origin (see p. 2^). Table 20 is re-cast to test this hypothesis which 

would be supported if the percentage value in each column in Table 2^ 

increased with the hierarchal status of the parish of origin (66). 

Table 2^ Relative distribution of migration stances 

by settlement class ̂  

hypothesis : That larger places increase their relative importance 
as destinations with the size of Ihe origin. 

to (percent) 

^2 (̂2 ^ 

fron 

A jl.5 21.0 47.5 838 

^1 j3.9 25.4 40.6 283 

^2 ^.8 j8.0 jl.l 273 

Gl 4,9 22.0 73.2 41 

^2 7.7 jO.8 61.5 13 

D 100 2 

1. Kqy. see Table 19 

At the regional level and above there is some support for this 

hypothesis, but the limited eztant data and the presence of only 



the lower categories of the hierarchy in. the oloth parishes renders 

such evidence of limited value. An extension of this hypothesis 

is that the interaction slope ('b' value) can be expected to flatten 

with the increase in status of a centre in the hierarchy. This was 

tested by Spearman's Rank Correlation Coefficient (67)* firstly using 

Rudder's population estimates and. then the latter, but more reliable 

1811 Census data (68). Neither was significant. Ihe same hypothesis 

relating the 1811 Census data to the po8t-1795 Eanoval Orders 

'frcm' exponent gives further support to the null hypothesis. There 

is no justification in finding support for the central place mod.el 

using the evidence of the Pareto-slope index. 

(Che evidence of Removal Ord.ers 'from' suggests, irrespective 

of origin, villages constitute over half the destinations. In the 

case of Settlement Certificates at least 48 percent of the movement 

was of the same type. One might expect that the known emphasis on 

short-distance moves in the Certificates would, result in a greater 

prqpoi-tion of inter-village than town-village movem.ent, coî ared. with 

conteô orazy Removal Orders. dhe Chi Square test for two independent 

samples was used to test this i^othesis using those parishes which are 

canmon to Tables 20 and. 21. No significant difference was found. 

between the two sources (70). The vulnerability of migrants in 

smaller places partly accounts for the relative importance of village-

village moves in. the Removal Orders, nAiile the djominance of closely 

spaced small towns in the woollen districts increases the downward. 

moves in the Settlement Certificates. A comparison of Tables 21 and 

22 suggests that after 1795 there was an increase in village-village 

movement conipared. with town-village movement in the Removal Orders. 

This hypothesis was similarly tested, and is statistically significant 

(71). This suggests that in the period of increased, economic d.ifficulty 

in the first half of the nineteenth centuzy, the djj'ferential effect 

on those villages which had much domestic textile work and. smaller 

mills, was an increase in Removal Ord-ers. Their small size enabled 

this aspect of administration to be more effective. An analysis 

of townward. moves shows the pattern of village-town and. town-town 

movement was veiy similar if Settlement Certificates and. Removal 

Orders in Tables 20 and. 21 are conpared. (72). After 1795, village-

town movement increajses (75) thus reflecting the continuing process 

of reorganisation emd. urban concentration of the Gloucestershire 

woollen industry. 

The evidence of movement away from the Gloucestershire cloth 
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region (Tables 24 and 2$) allows one to examine aiKLt&ar spectrum of 

the settlement hierarchy than is present for iuî nigration. Eedford's 

work on mid-Somerset and H^erstrand's in Central Sweden suggest that 

for out-migration, movement upwards in the central place hierarchy 

would be the norm. Some si:g)port is found for this process in this 

data. Whereas, 65.2 percent of the town movement to Bisley and 

Painswick camefi-om higher order centres in the pre-1795 period, 

71.2 percent of the movement away from these tomis was directed 

upwards in the hierarchy. In the post-1795 period, the percentages 

are 79.^ and 82.2 respectively. !Phe pattern for Stroud and Dursl^ 

is even more pronounced. In the po8t-1795 period, 18 percent of 

movement to these tentres was downward in the hierarchy, but 49.5 

percent of the out movement was orientated towards higher order centres. 

Nevertheless, Tables 24 and 25 re-emphasise the significance of downward 

moves. Over half the removals to Stroud in the post-1795 period are 

from villages. Although the differential operation of the Iiaw and 

the reorganisation of the cloth industry inflate the volume of such 

movement these are not grounds for ignoring the underlying pattern, 

l&ilike the data for in-*igration, thMtfor out-rmigration (Tables 24 

and 25) do not show a significant increase in inteir-village movement 

after 1795 (74), though only North Nibley and Hawkesbury have data 

for both periods and such a conclusion must be vei-y tentative, 

Thi-oughout the whole period of parochial administration, townward 

movement was always dominant in out-migration and was to increase 

significantly in the period after 1795 (75). 

A comparison of in-migration and out-rmigration at the village 

level is again limited to just the two parishes noted above, but for 

both the earlier period and that after 1795 test values are significant, 

thus supporting the general proposition that out-migration froni the 

villages was town orientated (76). At town level, test results 

reinforce the greater significance of townward movement for outâ nigrants. 

(77). 

Randall follows Olsson in suggesting that, in the central place 

model, migrants from small places would move shorter distances than 

those from larger ones (78). This has already been tested using 

slope values, but is tested further by separating short and long distance 

movement. If migrants from distances > 80 kilometres are analysed̂  

there are only 21 Cei-tificates, 11 pre-1795 Removal Orders 'from' 

and j7 after that date. Town-town movement constitutes 60, 70, and 

69 percent of all movement, but the very limited data make this 



Table 24 Migrat ion flows from the Glouceatershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing 

A ®1 ^2 
° 1 °2 D 

]lass Parish n fo n n % n % n % n % 

A Hawkesbury 18 56,3 9 28.1 2 6.3 2 6.3 1 3 . 1 32 
North Nibley 22 41.5 11 20.8 16 30.2 4 7.5 53 

®1 Bislqy 13 4D,6 10 31.3 9 28.1 32 
Painswick 37. 40.7 11 12.1 30 33.0 2 2.2 9 9.9 2 2.2 91 
Stroud 42 52.3 23 30.3 9 11.8 1 1 .3 1 1 .3 76 

Summary 

A 43 47 .1 20 23.5 18 21.2 2 2.4 5 5.9 85 
50. 40.7 21 17.1 39 31.7 2 1 .6 9 7.3 2 1.6 123 
42 52.3 23 30,3 9 11.8 1 1 .3 1 1.3 76 

see Table 19 f o r key. 

n 284 

CD 



Table 25. Migration flows from the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth ManufaoturinE 

Region, by Settlement Class. (Removal Orders 'to' post 1795) 

A ®1 " l D 
Class Par ish n n n n gs n 9% n 

A Stonehouse 28 49.1 11 19.3 14 24.6 1 1.8 3 5.3 57 
Camp 37 67.3 6 10.9 9 16.4 3 5.5 55 
Havdcesbury 43 59.7 10 13.9 10 13.9 2 2.8 7 9.7 72 
Kingsvrood 34 37.4 23 25.3 13 14^3 5 5.5 11 12.1 5 5.5 91 
North Nibley 36 40.9 27 30.7 10 11.4 1 1.1 11 12.5 3 3.4 B8++ 

% Bis ley 30 30.3 12 12.1 20 20.2 22 22.2 10 10.1 5 5.1 99 
Painswick 55 33.1 20 12.0 27 16.3 47 28.3 10 6.0 7 4.2 lob 
Stroud 28 33.7 13 15.7 11 13.3 14 16.9 11 13.3 6 7.2 83 
Rirs ley 32 43.2 14 18.9 11 14«9 1 1.4 10 14.5 6 8.1 74 

Summary 

A 178 49.0 77 21.2 56 15.4 12 3.3 29 8.D 11 3.0 363 
% 85 32.1 32 12.1 47 17.7 69 26.0 20 7.5 12 4.5 265 

60 38.2 27 15.3 22 14.0 15 8.9 21 13.4 12 7.6 157 

+ excludes unlocated document 

see Table 19 f o r key. 

n 

\0 
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distance threshold useless. As a result, the data are dichotcmised 

at 32 kilometres and this forms the basis of Tables 26, 27 and 28. 

Ihe iacreaae in to%n-tomi flow is clearly represented. In Table 20 

such movenent constitutes 41.8 percent of the flow, vAiereas it increases 

to 7^ percent for long distance Certificate movement. For pre-1795 

Renovals 'from' the figures @re 42.8 and 6$ percent respectively; after 

that date ̂ 5.^ and 7j percent respectively. A ccmparison of Tablts 

20, 21 and 22, 24, 25 and Tables 26, 27 and 28 shows that, without 

exception jthe percentage of village-town movanent increases over long 

distance. The pattern of long distance out-migration was strongly 

town orientated irrespective of the status of the settlement of origin. 

In the post-1795 period there was not only movement upwards in the 

hierarchy to market towns and union centres, but also to settlements 

of regional status and above. Before 1795* 28 percent of the movement 

was directed to these major centres, whereas post-1795 it had inoreeised 

to 51 percent. Bristol and Cheltenham were the main attractions but 

18 percent of the movement was to London. 

Olsson adds two major qualifications to his central place migra,tion 

model. Firstly, variations in population deoaiiy and the spacing of 

settlements mi^t cause deviations from the theoretical patterns as 

devised by Ghristaller. Secondly, the model is 

"applicable only to migrants seeking advantages which are 
a positive function of population size. Migration to 
smaller places, return migrations, cong)ulsa]:y moves etc.; 
should not necessarily conform with the suggested pattern. 
Highly specialised labour have alternative migration 
destinations only in places where their own jobs are 
available and although these people might minimise effort, 
this would not be revealed in an overall analysis. These 
limitations in the validity of the models are in full 
accordance with central place theoiy, idiich does not allow 
purchases on lower levels than one's own place of residence." (79) 

The positive functions of population size relate to the number and 

variety of goods and services offered by a centre. In migration teims, 

this is translated into migration opportunities which need not be 

defined in economic teims, thou^ employment opportunities would seem 

to be a major component in such a definition. Movement to places 

lower in the settlenent hierarchy can only be accommodated if they 

are regarded aa centres of highly specialised opportunities. In this 

context, clothworkers will be considered below, in the section on 

migration differentials. 
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long distance migrat ion to and f rom the Gloucestershire 

woollen c lo th manufactmrinp; r e g i o n by settlement class 

Table 26 Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' 

Class n A 
^2 =1 

^2 
D 

A 20 11 3 4 2 

23 6 5 8 4 

65 18 11 15 17 2 2 

Table 2? Removal Orders 'frcm* 

A 11 3 4 1 3 

33 13 4 6 4 1 5 

38 12 8 6 4 7 1 

Post 1795 

A 70 33 8 23 2 2 2 

^1 44 19 6 14 3 2 

54 26 8 7 3 6 4 

Table 28 Removal Orders ' t o ' 

Rre 1795 

A 10 2 3 5 

15 2 6 2 3 2 

7 2 2 1 1 1 

Post 1795 

A 65 23 11 5 6 9 11 

% 72 14 7 11 8 20 12 

B, 53 12 3 7 2 17 12 

see Table 19 f o r key. 
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[Die limitations of the data are reflected, in the 

8i]ig)licity of the apprxDach adopted, in this section. The identification 

of a settlement hierarchy is a necessaiy basis for AYamiriing the central 

place analogue for migration. gridsnce for towiward migration is cleaily 

sho™. for the period after 1795, especially for out-moTement and longer 

distance migration, but that for an upward drift is less evident. 

This may result from the dilferentieil operation of the Poor law in 

favour of migrants travelling to more distant and larger settlements. 

Nevertheless, support for this analogue is veiy limited in the face of 

considerable movenents downward in the settlement hierarchy. The process 

of diffusion of information concerning migration opportunities may have 

seme characteristics similar to those expected in a central place model. , 

but this may be coihcidental. The town-town flow of information is only 

part of a chain that extends to the villages making up their hinterlands. 

In this way, town-village movements are to be expected especially as in 

the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, rural industry was 

widespread in Grloucestershire. Figure 39 reflects a pattern of in-

formation and migration flow different from that of a central place 

model (Fig. ̂ ). 

Figure 35 A model of miration flows in eighteenth century 

Gloucestershire 

o v i l l a g e 

O f o w n 

D - Migration Differentials. This chapter has concentrated on the 

distance and directions travelled by migrants who came within the 

administration of the Poor Law. It has been shown that the availability 

of the information was crucial in affecting these aspects of the decision 

to migrate. Migration, however, is not a mechanical response to a set 

of exogenic forces, but a response by individuals whose propensity to 

migrate varies with age, sex, occupation, family history and other 

differentials. The following section investigates some of these 

personal variables which are recorded in the Poor Law documents. 

Implicit in this section, is the recognition that, by definition, it 

can only deal with those people who actually migrated and cannot 
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investigate the rest of the population which either did. not migrate 

or vAiich fell outside the operation of the Law. 

Occupations. It is not only the prosperous members of society that 

are missing from these documents, but also a large group of skilled 

artisans. Hoskins has identified in the West Countzy, weavers, hatters, 

and. imolconibers who, as early as I7OO, had organised, trancing for their 

fraternity (80). Hobsbami has claimed, that "there mas a time imhen 

hardly any trade society which provided, its maiibers with benefits 

failed to adopt it" (8I). (The tramping system was effective for 

organised and apprenticed, workers. It was wid.e8pread even in the 

early nineteenth century, affecting masons, bakers, printers, coopers, 

carpenters, paper makers, hatters, curriers and. corders. A 'blank' 

or 'clearance' was carried by the artisan to be presented, to the local 

secretary or relieving officer at a call house where food, lodging and 

a small allowance wculd. be provided. If no work was available then 

the tramp continued. This device created a mbbility and self-sufficiency 

in the face of periodic seasonal unemployment. "Ihe main problen to 

the artisan would not be the settlement Laws but craft ezclusiveness 

in many towns especially in the earlier period, in the eighteenth 

century and. when industry was retracting" (82). 

Several other difficulties should be noted, in using Poor Law data 

to investigate the particular differential of occupation. Firstly, 

the data are very imperfect. All too fregiently Certificates omitted. 

this detail and. registers, almost without exception, did. the same (83). 

jgxaminationB carry more frequent references as service and. apprenticeship 

had an important bearing on Settlement liability, but of the cloth 

parishes, only Bisley, Dursley, Painswick and. Stonehouse have sufficient 

Certificate and. Examination data for analysis. Appendix 10 identifies 

the occupation and. civil status of migrants to these four parishes. 

Secondly, one cannot be sure whether the occupation stated is that 

practised by the migrant prior to the move or one acquired, subsequently. 

Only lAiere such detail exists in the Examination or in the Certificate 

carried by the migrant is it possible to make this distinction. Bedford 

notes that it was frequently the case in pre-industrial England, and in 

rural districts scxnetime after the introduction of the factory system, 

for labouring men to have more than one job. Farm labouring was often 

combined, with craft manufacturing to acoommoda.te the seasonal rhythm 

associated with both occupations and thereby maximised their labour (84). 

In these circumstances, Bedford wished to investigate whether workers 

displaced from their trade by technical advances were re-absorbed into 
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the same industzy, either in their oim dlstarict or in a more rapidly 

expanding centre. In essence, would, distance or previous industi-ial 

training influence more strongly the decision to migrate in a period. 

vdien there was still a great deal of mobilily between occupations (85). 

Seme examples of this tendency are found in the oloth parishes. 

Edward Haines had been hired as a servant in Stroud in. 17.34, but 

when examined 14 years later, he was a slajmaker in Painswick. 

James Gyde learned the trade of guzismith from hia father and worked 

for three years in London before beconing a butdier. Similarly, 

Joseph Godce had been apprenticed a teuilor though he had left after 

two years because of slack trade and seme forty years later had become 

a cordmainer. William Saunders had been hired to a Sapperton yecman 

for a year, but at his examination in 1743 he had become a scribbler 

(66). Evidence of similar occupational change can be found in the 

other cloth parishes though it is less than five percent of the 

cwciqiationa recorded. Iflinchinton notes that occupational specialisation 

increased during the eighteenth centuiy. Whereas a prosperous weaver 

may have held land and property at the beginning of that century this 

was rare by the end of the century (87). A third problan is that the 

actual description of occupations is imprecise. The categories farm 

labourer, labourer, servant and covenant servant may or may not be 

synonymous. Some labourers were certainly in husbandry, but in these 

documents others were bakery employees, wagoners and road workers. 

Similarly, in these documents, covenant servant subsumed domestic 

servants, farm labourers, a fooiznan, broadweaver, scribbler and clerk. 

In this section, no distinction is made between these four categories -

unless the evidence is unambiguous. Labourers and clothworkers 

constitute 78 percent of all the occupations stated in Appendix 10 

and of these one third are weavers. Of the remainder, those in 

clothing, the building industry and smithing are the most numerous. 

There are few representatives of personal services or tradesmen, vhich 

may be a reflection of the low]jr position in the aetllement hierarchy 

of the four parishes. Dursley was a market town and Poor Law union 

centre, but its population was about 2,000 in Rudder's time (Appendix 

4). Bisley was the largest settlement, but it had no identifiable 

core and was really an amalgam of hamlets overlooking the Prome Valley 

above Stroud. Table 2$ analyses the distances which the two main 

groups of workers travelled. To eliminate civil status as a variable 

each sub-group is identified. This analysis suggests that in all 

cas^ the median distances travelled are greater for labourers than 

clothwoikerB. 
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l a t l e 29 Distances travelled, by grouips of workers to 

selected Gloucestershire cloth parishes 

Clothworkers Labourers 

a b c d a b c d 

1st guartile ^.8 5.1 5.1 4.7 6.4 5.1 5.8 

median 6.4- 10.6 7.0 7.0 8.^ 11.5 9.3 10.2 

jrd quartile 9.4 50.6 ^.4 25.7 18.9 39.0 17.1 20.5 

n 149 j4 276 62 16 39 117 

source : Appendix 10 

a 
b 
c 
d 

unattached males 
man and wife 
married couple with family-
over all 

distances in kilometres 

2 female clothworkers and 7 female servants are omitted. 

This might be unexceptional, in that one would expect that within a 

cloth manufacturing region the density of job opportunities would be 

high for the latter group of workers. The hypothesis^that no real 

difference existed between the median migration distances of cloth-

workers and labourers, is rejected for the sub-group of unman'ied 

dothworkers who find it easier to obtain local work. For married 

couples and those with families there is no real difference between 

the two groups of workers (86). 

It has already been suggested that long-'distance migration should 

be regarded as a response to someiAiat different processes con^ared with 

the regular town-country interaction of short- distance movement. In 

this data, 24 percent of all the clothworkers travelled Icng distances 

( >^2 kms.), reflecting a well defined link with the cloth towns of 

Bhepton Idallet, Prome and Bradford (89). In fact, 2^ of these migrants 

were card makers, all of them resident in Dursley and of which I3 came 

from iB'rooie (90). (There are also migrant clothworkers frem other textile 

legions. Another cardmaker came from Colchester, whilst woolconibers 

came from NeiAuiy, and Stoke Fleming (Dartmouth), feltmakers from 

Stofford (Yeovil) and Aahton-under-Lune and weavers frcm Stourbridge, 

Wor-cester and Burford. Some 16.2 percent of the labourers travelled 

long distances but there is no evidence of such well defined streams. 

Covenant senrants came Arcan Bristol, Halesowen and Ijondon, but where 
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farm labourers have been identified, with certainty, the majority 

oi-iginate from the Vale of Gloucester^but very few from the Cotswold. 

parishes that are no further away. This may support Pelham's 

ccaitention that the * close' parishes operated against the free 

movement of their inhabitants so that a reserve of labour would exist 

in arable districts to meet the potential shortage of harvest labour 

(91). Budder had noted that faim mergers and. conversion to pasture 

had. caused, an outflow of young people from theVale to market towns 

and. the hill country (92). Ihe data are dichotomised at ^2 kilimetres 

to test the hypothesis that the pattei-ns of short and. long-distance 

migration did. not differ significantly in any of the groups identified 

in Table 29. Only cloth working families are shown to have to travel 

significantly greater distances (93). % e conflicting evidence of 

these last two tests suggests that observed differences may be a Amotion 

of chance and further testing in other regions is required. &3ually, 

these differences may result fl-om the unique situation in the region 

z%ther than as siQiport for a more general sta^ent on migration 

differentials. 

Within the central place model of migration, the well d.efined. 

long distance stream fl-om Wiltshire and. Scmerset cloth regions might 

be regarded, as a ^ecialist stream which may move dowwarda in the 

uiban hierarchy (see p. I80). It is true that seme branches of the 

industiy such as cardmaking dyeing and fulling could, be regarded as 

highly specialised, but it is also true that apprenticeship regulations 

were frequently ignored, and. many workers had more than one source of 

livelihood. Certainly the weavers and. the categoiy grouped, as cloth-

workers (Appendix 10) should be regarded, as less ^ecialist and a 

reciprocity of movemait between parishes, irrespective of hierarchal 

status, as commonplace. In these circumstances Olsson's specialist 

migration streams cannot be id.entified with aiiy confidence and this 

particular qualification to a central place model of migration remains 

untested, Nevertheless, the strong inter-regional movement noted above 

suggests that occupational links were important in establishing specific 

migration streams in the cloth industiy. It has ajLreâ ŷ  been established 

that distance and intervening opportunity result in Dursley^ rather than 

Stroudwater, acted as a focus for Somerset-Wiltshire out-migration. 

Bedford observed that there was but a weak link betmeen the West Countiy 

and the West Riding in the IBRD's and that movement from the foimer area 

to Binningham, South Wales, London and abroad emphasised that movement 

was not governed by occupational expei-ience but by distance (94)* 
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The data for checking this observation lie outside the main stu^/ 

area and are leas useful by mid-centuzy, but thei-e is some evidence 

to suggest that such long distance occupational links should, not be 

completely discounted. Employment for 18 Bisl^ parishoners ims 

found in Yozkshire and for 66 in a Shreesbuzy flax factory through 

the efforts of paz-ish officers (95). Ihere is evidence of a counter-

flow frtm Yorkshire to Eastington iihich had been a flourishing centre 

in fhe first 4^ years of the nineteenth century (96). By contrast 

there are only 2 removals back to Yorkshire from the cloth parishes (97)» 

Civil Status. Poor Ijaw documents are more conqplete in detailing the 

civil status of migrants entering the cloth parishes (Tables ̂  and jl). 

Certificates show that 17 percent of the extant documents are for 

unacconq)anied males, 3.6 percent for unacocanpanied. females, 3.2 percent 

for females with children, 20.6 percent for married couples and j7.2 

percent for families. The single man had no difficulty in being 

accepted by another parish, but the liability of the family mmn is 

particularly noticeable. (The relatively small group of women migrants 

cannot be seen as contrary evidence to one of Ravenstein's IJaws, but 

reflects the hope held by the officers of the parish of legal settlement 

that the freedom of a spinster to move would result in a marriage else-

where ,thereby reducing their burden. The lower age of marriage of 

spinsters compared with bachelors and. the availability of domestic work 

or dcmestic carding and spinning would also militate against female 

movement. Ihe vulnerability of single women outside their parish of 

legal settlement would imply that a Certificate was a necessary 

insurance policy and their absence can be interpreted as a differential 

effect of the law rather than of migration. 

IHhereas Table ̂ 0 shows the relatively low percentage of certificated 

single male migrants, .Appendix 10 shows th@,t this group constituted over 

half the sample. This discrepancy is noticeable even if the 'and. family' 

categoiy is regarded as an indication of a future state of the single 

male. The presence of a large group of single male covenant servants, 

labourers and. clothwoiters in Appendix 10 is to be expected in a cloth 

manufacturing region, despite the importance of female labour providing 

an impoi-tant secondary source of income for the family. In Appendix 10 

the male dominance of the industiy is reflected, in that 129 weavers 

account for a quarter of all occupations recorded. Randall's view,that 

it might be advantageous for skilled migrants to have their occupations 

stated (98), cannot be regarded as a satisfactory explanation, as 

relatively few of the extant Oertificates contain such detail. 



Table 50 Civil Status of Certificated migrants to selected 

Manufacturing Region. 

Parish M MO Mch M3oh F W3p 8pP Wi Wich Wch Oh n 
1 2 3 4 5 5 

Bisley 29 32 17 19 14 7 4 1 21 2 1 2 2 151 
Painswi,ck 36 h5 18 22 12 11 7 3 4 1 4 4 2 1 214 
Rodborough 9 26 3 24 12 10 4 2 15 3 1 109 
Stonehou^e 7 12 5 13 1 6 2 5 14 2 1 2 1 71 
Stroud 22 31 22 14 15 3 4 4 22 4 2 5 1 149 
Cam 15 12 2 5 1 5 3 7 1 2 1 1 1 3 59 + 
Dursley 51 30 2 20 6 12 6 1 6 5 3 3 1 6 2 154 + 
HaiAdcesbury 10 4 5 3 1 4 2 14 2 1 , 46 
Kingswood 5 13 1 8 1 2 23 1 1 2 57 
North Nibley 5 8 1 7 6 2 1 1 8 5 1 3 1 50 

n 190 213 9 131 97 74 45 30 20 168 23 5 13 17 17 8 1060 
% 17.9 20.1 0.8 12.4 9 ^ 7.0 4.2 2.8 1.9 15.8 2.2 015 1.2 1.6 1.6 0.8 

M Unaccojnpanied male F 
MO Married Couple 
Mch Male and child(ren) 
V/Sp Unacoomjanied female, wife or 

spinster or unspecified female ptatus. 
SpP Pregnant spinster or widow 
Wi Widow 
Wich Widow and child(ren) 
Wch female and child(ren) 
Oh Unaccompanied child 

•and family ' or 'v/ife and f a m i l y ' . Wife 's name not specif ied 
This was often a general format to cover the eventual i ty of the 
c e r t i f i c a t e holder acquiring dependents who would take his legal 
settlement. Styles b e l i e f that th is format is less common a f te r 
1730' as justices were invoking a law of der ivat ive settlement is 
broadly substantiated i n Gloucestershire. (99) see page 52. I t i s 
unwise to make any assumption about the c i v i l s tate of this group 
unless the number of children i s stated. The existence of this 
group reduces the value of any form of s t a t i s t i c a l test ing i n which 
differences between Removal Orders and Cer t i f i ca tes are explored. 

Unless otherwise indicated, apprentices are not included. 

+ Differences between th is table and Table 8 resul t f o r incomplete data. Registers and Documents both used 

O) CD 



Table jl Civil Status of i3ersO"C Tuc imhom Eemoval Orders issued, from selected 

parishes izi the Gloucestei-shire Woollen Cloth ManufacturiziR Region. 

Parish M Mch tlDch F SpP Vfi Wich Vvdh Ch n 
1 2 3 4 3 5 

Bisley 18 14 3 11 24 13 5 5 3 3 38 8 7 10 9 10 183 
Pa±nswiok 35 36 7 23"̂  23 18 22 9 7 5 37 14 4 8 20 14 306 
Stonehouse 13 9 2 7 6 4 7 7 1 27 17 4 5 3 112 
Stroud 27 17 6 18 24 13 16 3 6 2 45 20 1 11 15 7 231 
Cam 9 17 13 14 14 5 3 6 6 12 1 4 3 111 
Dursley 14 38 4 27 23 20 12 3 9 27 14 7 3 26 3 234 
Havdcesbuiy 9 7 1 11 9 11 8 3 3 2 20 12 1 2 2 4 107 
KingsT!7Dod 14 19 2 13 13 16 13 3 4 8 7 3 7 9 3 136 
Noi'th Nibley 5 17 2 21 14 12 8 3 3 26 14 1 7 4 4 141 

n 144 174 29 148 156 121 96 45 4L 13 254 118 25 52 94 51 1561 

9.2 11.1 1.9 9.5 10.0 7.7 6.1 2.9 2.6 0.8 16.4 7.5 1.6 3.3 6.0 3.3 

+ Includes an apprentice, 

see Table ̂ 0 for key 

H 
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Wrigl^ has conclucled from the gorowing volume of family reconatitution 

studies of seventeenth and eighteenth century j&igland. that the young and. 

single were most mobile and that marriage acted, as a constraint to 

movement (lOO). Thus^ it wuld be wise to regard, the sub-set of 

Certificates recording occupations as having an unexplained biaa. 

The evidence of Removal Orders is different from that of the 

Certificates. The single man foims an even smaller proportion of those 

T«ho required, assistance. Married couples and couples with children 

make up 11.1 percent and ^8.8 percent of those for iihcmi Removal Orders 

were issued, but the vulnerability of the female and of children is most 

evident. A third of all the Orders were for these groups and the 

lack of evidence concerning migratoiy females in the Certificates may be 

seen more clearly as a differential effect of Poor Law a&ninistration. 

Eregaant spinsters or widows constitute a paarticularly vulnerable group 

as the bastard took its birthplace as that of legal settlement. Table 

29 suggests that the unattached male labourer or clothworker was more 

likely to find work closer to his parish of Iqgal settlement than the 

married man with or without a family. These directional tQ̂ potheses 

are tested and whether the median distance or a threshold of ^2 kilometres 

is adopted, no evidence is found for regarding civil status as a 

significant variable in explaining variations in migration distances (lOl). 

Age as a Migration Differential. lee has hypothesised that there is 

a heightened propensity to migrate at certain stages of the life qycle 

(.Appendix ̂ ). Settlement Certificates do not provide evidence to test 

this particular migration differential and one can only subjectively 

interpret Table ^ on the basis that the high percentage of unaccompanied 

males, married couples, with or without family, implies that certificated 

migrants were predominantly youthful. Such people, whether having 

entered the labour market or marriage or having recently acquired 

dependents are at critical periods in their life cycle. Migration is 

seen as one response to the need to seek an improvement in material 

well'̂ being. An analysis of the Examinations in Table ̂ 2 shows a 

prq)onderance of young migrants ( < ̂ 5 years). The directional hypothesis 

that youthfulness is a significant attribute of migration was accepted 

(102). The high proportion of families in this category is to be 

expected, but the presaice of a large proportion of single men, 50 percent 

of all examinees in .^pendix 10,is surprising in view of the general 

belief that this category was the least vulnerable to the administration 

of the Poor Law. A small number of these examinees were witnesses 

rather than the object of a potential removal, but it is more likely 
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that theJLaw is again the critical factor. the 1795 Amendment 

the cost of removal was to be borne by the issuiz^ authority. Out-door 

relief for the married man and his family in the pairish of residence 

YKMldbe cheaper than implementing ajBemynil (Order. The single iman 

could be removed more cheaply. Table 31 does support for 

this interpretation as < 10 percent of the RenKnn^ were for. 

single men. !5ie variation in unaccompanied females between Table ̂ 2 

and .Appendix 10 is more easily explained. Their occupational status 

would be less worthy of ccmment in an Examination, though the evidence 

of Eanoval Orders would suggest that more than just 9/410 examinees in 

Appendix 10 should have been female. 

Table 32 Age and Civil Status of Examinees in selected 

parishes in the Gloucestershire woollen cloth 

manufacturing region. 

1 2 3 4 

B P S D B P 8 D B P S D B P S D n 

65 1 3 2 1 2 1 1 1 12 4.7 

65-50 2 1 2 1 2 4 2 4 1 1 4 24 9.4 

49-35 3 2 13 1 2 3 1 8 3 20 2 4 62 24.2 

35 9 37 1 3 6 13 1 6 9 37 3 7 6 18 2 158 61.7 

n 76 36 100 44 256 

29.7 14.1 39.1 17.2 

1 single males 
2 married couples 
3 couples with children 
4 females with/without children 

B 
P 
8 
D 

Bisley 
Painswick 
Stonehouse 
Dursley 

Table 32 also shows that whereas 14.1 percent of the examinees 

were over $0 years of age and of these 4.7 percent were over 6$, the 

1841 Qaisus placed 17.^ percent and 6. 9 percent of the population of three 

of these four parishes in these two age bands (103). The older workman 

was more vulnerable to illness and underemployment than the younger 

worker and there was a tendency for parishes to remove such people 

towards the end of their woiking lives. In this sense, migration 

cannot be seen as a linear process but rather a cyclic one,in vdiich 

people are returned to their place of legal settlement after a gap 
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of many years. Ihe place of legal settlement would then have to bear 

the financial responsibility for the aged and. sick. It was this 

attitude that rural parishes sought to counter and vihich ultimate]y 

led to the irremovability clauses in mid-nineteaith century amendments 

to the Poor Law (p. 4-5). However, it is not shown statistically from 

these four parishes that the older migrant was more vulnerable than 

any other age group. (l04-)« Ihis need not lead to the dismissal of 

the belief that aich groups were more likely to be removed, but that 

in a period of general economic decline such differences were minimised. 

E - Tenporal Variations in Migration. The en^hasis in this Chapter 

has been on the spatial aspects of migration as revealed by Poor law 

documents, but some consideration of temporal variations is also 

necessary. In this context, Settlenent Certificates are of a little 

value as variations in their number reflect chance survival and Poor 

Law administration rather than economic factors. Removal Orders, 

however, may indicate not only the difficulties encountered by the 

individual, but if aggregated, a pattern that reflects the economic 

vicissitudes of particular settlements and regions. Appendix 8 

aggregates the extant Eanoval Orders, by quinquennia, for all the 

Gloucestershire cloth parishes for lAiich at least 25 documents have 

survived. Figure 40 graphs the quinquennial running means for 25 

year periods for the two cloth regions. To aid a visual comparison, 

the values for the southern cloth region have been doubled to weight 

the populations of the two regions (105). This was thought desirable 

as no attempt is made to interpret the volume of movement only its 

temporal pattern. The pattern for individual parishes is shown in 

Figure 41. The unknown and differential survival rate of documents 

renains a major problem, while the relatively few docaments between 

1662 and the end of the seventeenth century and again after I840 may 

be explained in terms of the La?^ administration rather than in economic 

terms. The economic difficulties of the latter period are highlighted 

in the inter-censal population changes (Fig. 18, ^pendices 4- and 6) and 

reinforced in the marginal notes by the enumerators. It is not until 

1865 that the Union Chargeability Act was passed, yet only six Removal 

Orders post-date I85O in the two cloth regions. This discrepancy is 

explained by Goode who noted the 

"action of the common Board of Guardians in administering 
relief to all the poor of all the parishes, the allowance 
of non-resident relief as between the parishes in the union, 
the relief in the workhouse made to operate as relief in the 
parish of settlement rapidly reduced the occasions of question 
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and actual removal and that lately the privilege 
of residential irremovability, though it haa raised 
questions innumerable between the several parishes in 
the unions, has made the oases for removal still fewer 
and its effects in this direction must daily increaae." (106) 

The 1847 Anendment embodied these changes to iidiich Goode i-eferred, 

but it is probab]f. that such practices pre-dated legislation. 

Figure 40 shows a remarkable similarity in the trend profiles 

of the two Gloucestershire cloth regions. One would expect that the 

overall growth of population in the eighteenth ceitury, especially in 

its closing decades, would be reflected in an increased incidence of 

movement and subsequent removals. The general rise may reflect the 

long period of economic stagnation n^ch the cloth industzy suffered 

frcm the late 1720's until the mid 1770's. Competition from a growing 

European industry and a levelling off of the Levant trade under-pinned 

this trendy though the Seven Years War (l756-6^) brought a temporary 

upsurge for military cloth for both the Eaat India Company and the 

forces in .America. (IO7). (The trend for removals in the northern parishes 

is downward at this time, but the southern parishes engaged in other 

sectors of production were less fortunate. The bad harvest of 1756 

exacerbated these local difficulties and contributed to the weavers' 

six week strike in support of the 1728 wage provision (IO8). The 

post-war d^ression in the Stroudwater region was due to the collapse 

of the East India Company trade (lOg). Rudder notes that Chalford, 

Horsley and Alderl^r were all in a state of decline at the end of the 

decade (llO). Chalford was the main centre for this coarse trade. 

The 50 years from 1775 remained essentially a period of prosperity. 

There had been a temporary rise in unemployment following the disruption 

and violence of 1802 and the discharge of soldiers who had been weavers, 

after the Peace of Aniens in 180]^ The northern parishes do show this 

slight rise, but on balance, the French Wars brought prosperity to the 

cloth areas (ill). The interpretation of Figure 40 in economic teims 

requires that a distinction is made between the prosperity of the clothier 

and that of his employees. The trend of Removal Orders is downward for 

the war years, but rises steeply after the peace. Yet, in the same 

period and up to 1825$ Gloucestershire mill owners continued to rebuild 

and enlarge their mills as new machinery was introduced. The late 

eighteenth century 3raw the beginnings of the processes of geographical 

concentration and industrial rationalisation in the doth industzy. 

This coincided with a period of rapid population growth in the Stroud 

area. Chalford and Nailsworth mushrocmed with the cottages of weavers 
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and spinners (ll2). Morris ccnments that in the period up to 1806 

machineiy brought prosperity to both particuleur towis and particular 

clothiers rather than unemployment (II3), but Turner in his report to 

the Board of Agriculture notes that mechanisation brought unemployment 

and a sharp rise in the poor rate in Stroudwater (11^). Eudge in his 

report is sensitive to the effect that the reorganisation and mechanisation 

of the industry had on domestio enployment over an area 40 miles around 

the core region (ll5)» It vias this,as much as the lack of water power 

noted by Rudder,that was responsible for Tetbuiy's decline as a cloth 

making centre(ll6). 

The peak period of extant Removal Orders is between 1826 and I83O, 

which was certainly a period of ten^oiaryjbut major crisis for the 

industiy in Gloucestershire (II7). Ihe market in South Anerica 

collapsed as loans were not made avail able to the post-revolutionaiy 

govemments. In the Itiited States a major tariff rise was introduced, 

while at home the failure of numerous county banks and the wave of strikes 

which followed the repeal of the Combination Acts all increased the 

manufacturers' difficulties (118). Gloucestershire firms found themselves 

much more vulnerable to domestic competition from the West Riding (11$). 

Ihese difficulties also affected the cloth manufacturers of Wiltshire and 

Somerset. !I!lhese latter areas, like IXirsley, were particularly affected 

by the American tariff changes i^ich slackened the demand for the 

casstneres upon which much of their prosperiiy rested. It was not only 

the handlocan weavers ?dio suffered, but also other clothwoiters^as some 

of the capitalists in the Cam and Dursley areas withdrew from trade 

while their fortunes remained intact. Ike Factory Commissioners noted 

that in a three year period, prior to their visit to the area, seme 12 

out of 19 manufacturers had closed (120). Whereas the 1821 Census 

marginal notes identified an increase of population in Stroud and the 

flourishing state of the clothingtrade (l2l), in 1826, nearby Bisley, 

had over 2,000 unemployed and 450 on half work out of a total population 

of 6,000 (122). A decade later, removals from both G-loucestershire 

regions remained high. 1838 only 1^ mills remained active in the 

southern region enq)loying 482 operatives. Further north, the first 

spate of mill closures occurred in the side valleys of Horsley, Avening, 

Painswick, 81ad andNailsworth (l23). Qkere were 66 mills in Stroudwater 

employing 4,673 operatives, of which 14 mills were in Stroud itself (1,299 

workers) and 12 in Minchinhair^ton (785 workers) (124). In a more 

ccmpetitive period mechanisation had now created over-production, over-

investment and an over-dependence on traditional, cloths which the now 
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rapid change-over of firms and mill closures emphasised. Structural 

and cyclic unemployment were ccmpounded. Ihe Eanoral Orders do not 

show the full extent of the crisis in the period 18)39-49 30 mills 

closed. 1856̂  no mills renained in Dursley or Wotton under Edge and 

only two in Uley and a single mill in P&inswick (12$). W. A. Miles 

one of the assistant commissioners investigating the plight of the hand-

loon weaver, observed that 137 mills were in operation in Gloucestershire 

in 1820, but only 79 remained in 1839. There had been, 85 bankruptcies 

since 1816 (l26). Shepherd's mill closed in Uley, in 1837, leaving 

over 1,000 uneogiloyed. In the Stroud Union 70 percent of the out-door 

weavers had to receive ̂ occasional outside relief in the late 1830'8. 

Bisley was even more severely depressed. Its population in 1831 was 

5,896 and in I838 3,501 pa%;̂ er8 were being relieved (l27). Many left 

for .America and Australia, others migrated to the Merthyr ll̂ dfil ironworks 

(128). The story is repeated in the southern cloth z-egion as the 

marginal notes of the I841 and I85I Censuses bear witness. Figures 

40 and 41 are thus very misleading for the post 1841 period^ Equally, 

they do not reflect the recovery of the Stroud area during the 1850*8. 

It was not until some 20 years later that this area entered the long 

period of contraction in cloth making from ndiich it has never recovered. 

The I86I Census highlights these salad days when employment reached a 

peak of 7,050 (129). 

Diis short surmnary of the fortunes of the county's cloth induatiy 

is superficial, but de Mann and Tann both show that the fluctuations in 

prosperity were not only frequent but differentially affected firms and 

parishes within the two regions (13O). Die volume of Removal Orders 

that survive for individual parishes is inadequate for the task of 

closely matching or indicating these frequent changes. No one parish 

has even an average of 10 Removal Orders for any one year (13I). (Che 

documents, in general terms, can be used as an indicator of unei^loyment 

Tnhich in aggregate reflect periods of economic difficulty. In this 

sense they act as a starting point for more detailed inveetigations. 

The reduction in their use in the 1840's, some 20 years before parochial 

responsibility for the poor was finally extinguished, is a major draiAiaak 

at a time of significant change in the geographical and structural 

ccgnponents of employment opportunities. 

F - Sunmary. This Chapter has attempted to throw light not only upon 

the spatial and differential characteristics of the eighteenth century 

migration process, but inevitably upon the nature of the data sources 

being used. 
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That short-distance movanent -mas d-cminmnt is only a re-statemait 

of that which has been established, by other researchers. The cause 

lay in the restricted, nature of the working men's mean information field, 

rather than in restrictions imposed, by the Cei-tificate system. Conversely, 

if this system encouraged, mobility it is not reflected, in significant 

increases in the proportion of long-distance migrants. It was demonstrated, 

that, after 1795, the Stroudwater region did exhibit such a tend.enqy though 

an explanation is sought in that region's economic buoyancy rather than 

in modifications to the Settlement Laws. The recognition of long-distance 

migration as a separate phenomenon is justified, by the identification of 

the significant townward flow of migrants especially in the early nineteenth 

century and of inter-regional links between the cloth regions of the West 

Countiy. Shorter distance movement was not without definite streams, 

but here personal ties, the system of 'open' and. 'close' parishes and. 

restrictive practices of wealthy arable fazmers prove to be of major 

significance. The dil'ferential operation of the Laws will be explored. 

more fully in. the next chapter. 

To test the validity of a central place analogue of migration in an 

historical context, a settlement hierarchy iRis proposed. The symbiotic 

relationship between maiicet towns and their surrounding countryside at 

this time, was not only a function of a servicing role, but also a result 

of widespread, rural manufacturing. Consequently, contrary to the model, 

movement downward in the hierarchy appeared frequently. 

An examination of the migration differentials of occupation, civil 

status and age showed, only the latter to be significant. More clearly 

revealed is the differential effect of the Laws on certain civil groups, 

thus throwing more light on the data source rather than on migration 

processes. Nevertheless,it enphasises the importance of placing migration 

studies within their particular socio-legal environments. l̂ avenstein 

had. proposed, that females were more migratory than males in short-distance 

movement, but unfortunately the nature of the data did. not allow this 

hypothesis to be tested.. 

Finally^ some consid.eration was given to the value of Poor Law 

documents a^ indicators of temporal variations in the economic fortunes 

of the cloth industiy. The vagaries of parochial administration eliminate 

Certificates in this context, but aggregated Removal Orders prove more 

valuable for the eighteeaith centuiy and. up to 1840* 

Chapter 6 attaints to gauge whether the cloth parishes generated, 

special migration patterns and. to examine further the validity of Poor 

Law data aa a basis for migration studies. To this end., consideration 
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will be given to oollections of Poor Law documents in other 

Gloucestershire parishes, the findings of studies fi-om other regions 

aiid the evidence frcm the Enumerators' Eetuma and Marriage Registers 

for the cloth parishes. 
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Chapter 5 Botes and References 

1. (Hhis method, was thought to be preferable to that employed by 

Sogner (see note 26 Chapter l) Mio only distinguishes movement 

between contiguous parishes and at the ijitra-county and inter-

county levels. !Che accidents of spacing in relation to the 

arbitrary divisions imposed by a county boundary reduce the value 

of this classification of movanent. The method adopted here 

however, also has limitations in presupposing that the population 

is all resident in one nucleated settlement. In large parishes, 

where townships are not identifiable, this could represent a major 

source of error. In this thesis the major settlenent is used as 

the point from vihich measurements are made in the belief that over 

a ve]:y large sample errors would cancel each other out. 

Source for Table 8. The Certificates for Cam are lodged with the 

incumbent, those for Dursley in the Gloucester City Iiibrazy (G-.C.L. 

8200) and the rest in the Gloucester Records Office, in the Overseers' 

Papers. Bisley, P. 47; Kings Stanly, P. 190; Painswick, P. 244; 

Rodborough, P. 272a; Stonehouse, P. 316; 8trt)ud, P.^20a; Haidcesbuiy, 

P. 170; Kingswood, P. 19.) and North Nibl^, P. 2^. 

The Dursley collection indludes both documents and two registers 

Tudiich include both Certificates and Removal. Orders. The fiist 

register contains an initial list up to 1707 with additions up 

to 1765. The second register runs from 17^7 to 1836. The two 

registers have only 3 duplicate entries for Cei-tificates and 2 

for Removal Orders. A comparison of the documents and registers 

allows 7 Certificates to be identified from the latter but which 

are missing from the documents. Only 8/15I documents are not in 

the registers, though the value of the first rê jlster by itself, 

is very limited as it is primarily a listing of Certificates 

without date or place of origin. Foui-teen entries from this 

collection prove unmappable. 

Stroud possesses the largest collection of registered data (470 

entries) end only 10/149 documents do not appear in the two registers. 

(0V3/5/1-0V3/V2) 

2. Ralph, B. and anith, B.8. (1972) A history of Bristol and 

Gloucestershire (Beaconsfield : Darwen and Finlayson), 71-97» 

Cox, C. (1973), 'Transport' in Hadfield, C. and Iladfield, A,M. 

(eds.) The Cotswolds. A new study. (Newton Abbot : David and Charles), 

Figui-e 22, I50, is based on Tunnibliffe's map of the 'Great Roads' 

c. 1780. 
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3. Cox, G. op. cit., 153-4 

Maltby, B. (igyi), 'Parish registers and the problem of mobility'. 

Local Population Studies 6, 32-34. 

4. Pierce, B.M. (l957) Towi and. country relations in England, and. Wales 

in the pre-railway age aa revealed by poor law unions, (unpub. M.A. 

thesis. University of London), 35. 

5. Ibid., 24. 

6. Ibid., 42. 

7. Ibid.. 106. 

8. Ibid.* 337. 

9. This would only be true if all unions were elongated in shape . 

10. Sources for Tables 11, 12, l6 and 17. Removal Orders for Gam are 

lo^ed with the incumbent, see note 1 above. 

The Dursley collection provided 267 Removal Orders of which only 

two could not be mapped. Thirty-four entries in the registers 

had no corresponding document, whereas 25 documents could not be 

located in the registers. 

11. HSgerstrand, T. (I965), 'Amonte-carlo approach to dii'fusion'. 

Archives European Sociologicales VI, 43-67. HMgerstrand uses 

migration data to estimate the effect of distance as a surrogate 

in assessing the contacts required for diffusion to occur. From 

this, a mean information field is derived. He is dealing with 

rural Sweden where word of mouth contact was cincial. Distance 

is seen as a major element in explaining the nature of this contact 

and the consequent diffusion of innovation. It is felt that this 

approach is particularly useful in this stu^ where the diffusion 

of information depended veiy much on the same direct cczitacts. 

Idem (1957), 'Idigration and area', in Hannerberg, D., H&gerstrand, T. 

and Odeving, B. (eds.) Migration in Sweden (lAind Studies in 

Ĝ ograpl̂ y, Series B; Human Geography : Gleerup), vol. 13, 113. 

12. Ibid., 115 et. passim. 

13. Ibid., 116-7. 

14« Having calculated the product-moment correlation, it is necessary 

to test whether the coefficient is significant in statistical 

terms, i.e. where the value is so extreme that the probability of 

it having occurred as a result of chance in a particular sample is 

evaluated. Here Q(=: 0.05 and the degrees of freedom are n - 2 = 8. 

A directional one-ted-led test is used so that a correlation 

coefficient, r 0.549 is sufficient to reject the null hypothesis 

(see Ebdon, D. (1977) Statistics in Geography (Oxford : Blackwell), 
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80 and. Appendix 08, 183). 

Two aasumptions are made. 

1. (Chat the transfoimed data is noimally distributed. 

2. That the extant documents are unbiaaexi ZLs a sample of all 

the documents issued. This statiatic^uL definition of bias 

is different from that identified in CMMqpter 3 end later in 

this Chapter. In a statistical sense it relates to the 

requironent that each itan forming the sample has an equal 

probability of being selected. Here, all the extant 

documents foim the sample from the statistical population 

of all the documents issued and there is no way in which 

the validity of this assumption can be verified. 

15. The case of the petitioners for a new road from Stroud to the City 

of Gloucester (I8I6). G.G.L. J.F.9.12.6. 

16. Turner, G. (17%) General view of the aericulture of the county of 

Gloucestershire. Report to the Board of Agriculture, 40« 

Marshall, W. (178$) Rural econonpr of Gloucestershire (2 vols; 2nd 

edition, 179^; London), vol. 1, 14* 

Smith and Ralph, op.cit., 95, note that the cost of moving spanish 

wool by water from Bristol to Gloucester was l^d. per cwt. but 

frcm Gloucester to Stroud by road the cost was 3d. in sunmier and 

4&d. in winter. 

17. Rudder, 8. (1779) History of Gloucestershire (Circencester), 289 

(Bisley),592 (f ainswick). 

18. Fisher, P.H. (I871) Notes and recollections of Stroud (London : 

Tumer), I50. 

19. If hypotheses are to be tested rigorously then one is faced by 

several difficulties. Firstly, the hypothesis must be stated 

unambiguously. Secondly, it has to be made operational. All 

too frequently in human geography, one is faced with a major 

problem of isolating the characteristics im&iich are to be meajsured. 

Here, the Bemov&l Orders are grouped so that those issued after 

the end of the Certificate system in 1795 are not considered. 

Even so, the Certificates and Removal Orders are not strictly 

comparable because both series include some data from pre-l697, 

though in volume and effect their inclusion is not important. 

It can be argued that the law codified existing practice and no 

major technological, economic or social change occurred in the 

second half of the century to invalidate their use. A greater 

difficulty exists in. that Renoval Orders do not of necessity 
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isolate earlier movement (see page 52) and where they do, it is 

not the date of the 1795 Anendment, but an unknown period, pi-ior 

to it that marks the actual migration. Thiz-dly, there may be 

a bias in the sample that cannot be identified, but probability 

suggests that the larger the data set the more likely it is to 

be representative of the population. &ven the largest collection 

of Certificates, seme 480, is spread, over 120 years. In these 

circumstances the use of the Chi Square test and the Kolmogarov-

Smimov test #iich bring greater precision to the analysis, need 

to be handled circumspectly. 

20« Hypothesis. Settlenent Certificates do not show a more 

restricted migration field than contenporaiy 

Removal Orders 

Critical Accept null 
Parish D Value D Value hypothesis 

Bisley 0.23 0.18 z 

Painswick 0.11 0.14 + 

Stonehouse 0.12 0.2$ + 

ati-oud 0*04 0.15 + 

Dursl^r 0.07 0.16 + 

Haiidcesbuiy 0 .12 0 . ^ + 

Kingswood 0.291 0.292 + 

Eorth Nibley 0,09 0.25 + 

z reject + accept 

Kolmogarov-Smimov test, two-tailed test, large samples, % * 0.05 

see Siegl, 8. (195^) Non-pametric statistics for the behavioural 

sciences (Tokyo : Eogakusha), 128-1^6. A directional one-tailed 

test was at first used, but this provided zerxa results on those 

occasions for which the EemovaO. Orders exhibited a cumulative 

frequency curve greater than that for the settlement Certificates; 

for this reason the two-tailed test was preferred and the 

assun^tion adopted was that in ccnibination with a more restrictive 

slope value a clearer picture of support for the initial l̂ ypothesis 

could be gauged. Occasionally the 8ang)le was < 40 Tidiich is 

regarded as the threshold for large sauries, but the alternative 

foim of the test was not adopted as it was considered that the 

nnmparability of results from one test was more important. As 

the two independent san^les were never of equal size it would have 
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been even more Inappropriate to adopt that form of the test. 

Only movement <80 kms. was included. This excluded only l, y 

percent of both Geirtificates and Removal Orders in this l^^othesis 

as it was felt that the extra calculatioms resulting from their 

inclusion was unwarranted. 

21. Ibid.̂  136. 

22. Chi Square test. Siegl, op. cit., 104^-111. One-tailed test 
2 

0.05, df = 1, Table value Z. = 2.71» Calculated values -

Painswick = 0*02^ Bisley = 0.05. 

2j. Hypothesis. Ihere is no significant distance in the 

migration fields shomi by Removal Orders 'from', 

before and after the 1795 J^endment. 

(m-MIGRAnON) 

Parish D value Critical 
D value 

Accept 
ihypothi 

Bisl^ 0.22 0. 21 X 

Painswick 0.14 0.16 + 

Stonehouse 0.24 0.26 + 

Stroud 0.16 0.18 

Dursley 0.08 0.18 + 

HaTikesbuiy 0.18 0.28 + 

Kingswood 0.13 0.27 + 

North Nibley 0.16 0.2^ + 

X reject + accept 

Kolmogarov-Smiznov test. see note 20. 

Hypothesis. There is no significant difference in the 

patterns of out-migration, shown by Removal 

Ordei-s 'to', before and after the 1795 

^endment (OUTiMlGRAIIQN) 

Parish D value Critical 
D value 

Accept null 
iQFpo thesis 

Bialey 0.j2 

Painrnwidc 0.42 

Stroud 0,29 

Havdcesbuiy 0.20 

ITorth Nibley 0.17 

X re j ect + a c c ^ t 

0.28 
0.18 
0.24 

0.29 
0.24 

z 

z 

X 
+ 

Kolmogarov-Smimov test. see note 20 
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24. 

25. 

If(^= 0.10 rather than 0.05 the calculated. D value would have 

exceeded, the table value. The one-tailed, test originally used. 

had produced, exactly the same result as in note 2^. In this 
2 

case no zero Z value was recorded. 

khesis. (Ehere is no significant difference in the 

patterns of ia-migration (Eenovals 'frcm') 

and out-^nigration (Removals 'to') either 

before or after the 1795 Anendment 

Parish 

Pre 1795 

Bis l^ r 

Painswidk 

Stroud. 

HaiNkeshuiy 

North Nibl%r 

D value 

0.15 

O . l j 

0.04 

O . l j 

0.27 

Critical 
D value 

0.28 
0.18 
0.21 

0.25 

Accept null 
hypothesis 

+ 

-k 
+ 

+ 
X 

Post 1795 

Bisl^r 0.09 

Painswidk 0.15 

8toaehouse 0.1^ 

Stroud 0,11 

Cam 0.07 

Dursley 0,06 

Havkeshury 0.13 

Kingswood. 0.12 

Nozth Ifibley 0.09 

0.22 
0.16 
0. 25 

0.22 
0.24 

0.22 
0.23 

0.20 
0.22 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

26. 
27. 

28. 

X reject + accept 

Eolmogarov-Gmimov test. see note 20. 

See Chapter 2, note 72. 

liann, J. de L. (l97l) Bie cloth industry in the West of iEhgland 

from I64O-I88O (Oxford : Clarendon Press), 32. Movement into 

Bradford upon Avon and Trowbridge rarely exceeded 20 miles (32 kms.) 

See note 22 
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Hypothesis. There is no significant difference in 

the patterns of long and. short distance 

migration as shown by each of the pairs of 

documaits listed below. 

a. Certificates and pre-1795 Ranovals 'from'. 

b. Removals 'frcm' pre-1795 and post-1795 

c. Removals 'to' pre-1795 and po8t-1795 

d. Removals 'from' and Removals 'to' pre-1795 

e. Removals 'from' and Removals 'to' post-1795 

Parish a b c d e 

Bisley 0.17 ii.:57'̂  4.56^ 0.00 0.04 

Painswidk 8.15"̂  0.00 4.72"̂  0.02 6.85"̂  

Stonehouse 0.10 3.08'*' n/d r^d 0.11 

Stroud 0.2,6 9.74^ 14.6'̂  0.00 2.73"̂  

Cam n/d n/d n/d n/d 0.51 

Durslqy 0.00 0.00 n/d n/d 2.^8 

HaWcesbury 2.48 1.80 0.07 0.49 0.00 

Kingswood 0.46 2.00 n/d n/d 0.43 

North Nibley 0*05 2.31 0.09 2.85"̂  0.46 

statistically significant, i.e. reject null hypothesis. 
2 

29. It is of course possible that the results of the X test in 

note 28 do not reflect real differences in migration patterns, 

but the adoption of the particular threshold of ^2 kms. by Wiich 

long distance migration is defined. The data were re-worked 

adopting I6 kms. as the threshold value. hypotheses a, d, and e 

are unaffected,but the new value increases the support for the 

alternative hypothesis that migration distances increased for 

both in-migration and out-migration after 1795-

Parish a b c d e 

Bisley 3.51"̂  12.8'̂  10.9"̂  0.02 1.4 

Painswick 6.85'*' 0.29 2.82'"' 0.36 0.20 

Stonehouse 0.10 5.76"̂  n/d n/d 0.50 

Stroud 0.79 11.6'*' 26.1'*' 0.85 10.2'"' 

Gam n/d n/d n/d n/d 0.69 

IXirsley 1.98 2.20 n/d n/d 0.98 

Havdcesbuiy 0.23 3.84"̂  3,67"̂  0.73 2.14 

Kingswood 2.27 0.48 lŷ d n/d 1.03 

North Nibley 0.02 6.03'"' 0.64 10.4"̂  0.00 

statistically s ignifioant. n/d no data. 
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78. Olaaon, op. cit., 2$. 
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Tvhat had becone atructural unemployment. 

83. See note 39, Chaptei- 3. 

For Bialey only 25/151 Certificates atate occupationa. For 

Ikirsley 52/158, Painswick 32/217 and Stonehouae 4/71. 

84. Laslett, P. (1965) !Ihe world we have lost (London : Methuen), l6. 

Redford, A. (1926) labour migration in England 1800-1850 (2nci ed. 

1964$ Manchester Univeraity Press), 23. 
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of the economy. The inadequacy of the marketing process and 

a consequent inconsistency in the danand. for industrial products 

could also lead to periods of slack demand for labour. 

85. Bedford., op. cit., and .35-6. 

86. The Painswick collection is held by the incumbent. 

87. Minchinton, V.E. (ig^l), 'The beginning of trade unionism in 

the Gloucestershire woollen industry', B.G.A.8. ZX, 128. 

Minchinton is quoting B.P.P. (I8O6) III, .540. 

88. i^ypothesis There is no significant difference in the 

proportions of labourers and clothworkers 

travelling long distances ( median distance) 

2 
X Accept null 

-hypothesis 
1. Glothworkers and labourers 6.^ z 
ii Unattached male clothworkers and 

Unattached male labourers 4.5 

iii Married couples engaged in clothwork Q 
and labouring 

iv Families engaged in clothwork and 
labourijng 

X reject + acc^t 

Median test (Siegl op. cit. p. III/II6) ̂  = 0.05 Table value 
2 

][ = 2.71, one-tailed test. 

The alternative hypothesis states that fewer clothworkers 

travelled If̂ mg distances 

hypotheses ̂ 3 and 4 isolate sub-groups by civil status to remove 

the latter as an intervening variable 

89. At Stonehouse, 11 Shepton Mallet weavers were examined on the ̂ rd 

of November I8O4. G.R.O. P3l6. 0V3/4. 

90. Dursley collection G.C.L. 8200. 

91. See note 49, Chapter 3 and page 48. 

92. Rudder, op. cit., VI-YII. 

93* Hypothesis There is no significant difference in the 

proportion of long-distance migrants (>32 kms.) 

between clothworkers and labourers. 
2 

Accept null 
]:̂ fpothesis 

i Clothworkers and labourers 2.67 

0.95 
ii Unattached male clothworkers and 

l&iattached male labourers 

iii Married couples engaged in clothwork 
and labouring 0.00 

iv Families engaged in olothwork and 
labouring 3»10 

z reject + acc^t 
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_2 2 

X test. % = 0.05, Table value X = 2o71, one tailed, test, 

hypotheses ii - iv isolate sub groups by civil status to remove 

thelaiter as an intervening variable. 

The alternative hypothesis states that more clothworkers travelled 

long distances. 

94̂  Bedford, op. cit., 48. 

95. B.P.P. (1840) XXIV, 546-9. See G.E.O. P47/CH4/1. 
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G.C.L. 5.$19. 

97« !Ehe Bisley collection contains tivo Removal Orders to Leeds, 

G.E.Ol 0 V y 2 / l - OV/3/2 /^ . 

98. Randall, op. cit., 202-4^ 
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101. Hypothesis There is no significant difference in the 

proportions of different civil groups 

travelling long distances 

median distance >^2 kms 

i l&iatt ached male 
labourer and 
married labourer 
with/without family 

1.5 

Accept null 
hypothesis 

0.09 

Accept null 
hypothesis 

ii Unattached male 
clothworker and 
married clothworker 
vd-th/iRithout family 

0.6 1 . 0 7 

Test details as in note 93 
Occupation held constant. Data frcm Appendix 10. 
2 2 ^ 

102. X = 14.06 (*':o.05. Table value X = 2.71, one tailed test) 

103. 1841 Census. Vol. H Ages. 88-101. Details of age were first 

included the 1821 Census, but it was thought unnecessary to repeat 

the question in 18^1. These calculations ezclude 14- inhabitants 

f^m Bisley, two frczn Painswick 

104^ ^ =1.6, whether the data is dichotomised at 50 or 65 years of 
2 

age and is statisticaliy not significant (critical value X = 

2.71,<x: = 0.05, one tEiiled test. This test excludes Stanehouse 

for iiuhich no data available in the I84I Census. 
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Mann suggests that on the whole Rudder's view of the state of the 

woollen industiy was rather sanguine and. his memoi-y of the 174̂ )'8 

and 1750*8 particularly short. There had been 25 bankrupt, cies 
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The same process was comnented on by Davis, T. (1794) General viev/ 
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215. 

Eden, Sir. P. (1797) Bie state of the poor (3 vols. Davis; London) 
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WDuld represent late eighteenth or early nineteenth century migrants 
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119. Ibid., 170 and 175. 
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lî rett, F.A. (1928) Glimpses of the history of Painswick (Gloucester : 

Bellows), 101. A man, voman and child in factozy employment 
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weavei-s received 10s.4d. (0.52p.) as they suffered the most from 

an overstocked labour maiket. 
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105. 

122. &.R. 0. P47aM.I.l. Answers to a questionnaire by Bisl^ officers 

to the Loan Ccmunittee for distressed manufacturers. 

123. Tann, op. cit.. (I967), Figs. 2, 6 and. 7. 
124, B.PoP. (I839) XLTI Reports of the Assistant Coanmissioners for 
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I b i d . , 429 -^ j . 

Ibid. 

These figures are quoted, by Walker, F. (1972) The Bristol region. 

Ô andon : Nelson), 258, they differ from those of Mann, op. oit., 

220, which are the official factory returns. 

Gloucestershire 

Number of mills 

6,04.^ 

5 , 4 0 9 

4 , 6 8 7 

6,^)68 

Mann., op. cit., ̂ 5. Ti-ade in Gloucestershire had been cushioned 

in the Spanish War, 1719-21, by the Levant Trade. 

Turner, op. cit., jll, found that the fine trade was slack in Stroud, 

Whereas its coarse trade for the anny and East India Gcmpany was 

Moving averages are designed to remove violent short-term 

fluctuations in a data set. They may in fact, hide the crises 

one is trying to isolate. The situation may be analagous to 

storm incidence which is obscured by climatic averages. 
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Chapter 6 

Ccmparative Studies of Migration 

The Gloucestershire cloth parishes have been used, as the core 

of this stu(̂ , but the evaluation of the significance of the patterns 

established, in Chapter 5 requires empirical evidence of the Law in 

operation in other areas and. corroborative studies using different 

contemporazy data sources. In the first case. Settlement Certificates 

and Removal Orders will be examined in other Gloucestershire parishes 

and reference will be made to the findings of the few pieces of comparable 

research that exist in other parts of the country. IMiei-e it has been 

ppssible, data from other research workers have been recaat to aid this 

comparison. Later izi the Chapter, Anglican Marriage Registers and the 

Enumerators' Returns for the 1851 Census are used, for selected 

Gloucestershire cloth parishes, to examine the migration patterns revealed 

by these data sources and to compare them with the patterns derived from 

Poor Law data. 

I. Poor Law Migration in other parishes 

A - Mipration distances. Table 35 shows the very uneven survival of 

Poor Law documents in the rest of 1be county. Of the major economic 

regions identified in Chapter 4, only Bristol's suburbs in Gloucestershire"" 

(Leenot represented, but the nuniber of documents surviving in each of the 

regions bears no relationship to the regionsuL population and any reference 

to inter-regional flows represents qualitative statements about direction 

rather than the volume of movement. The largest Gloucestershire collection 

is for Cheltenham, but the transcription of Cei-tificates for Newark in 

Nottinghamshire (l) and for Birmingham (2) provide far larger data sources 

which have been reworiced to provide comparable evidence. The Newark 

data are purely & listing and the Birmingham stui^ originally uses a 

three part distancezazking based on an origin located within the city 

(as it was in 1940), within ..orcestershire, Staffordshire and the rest 

of Warwickshire and the rest of the country (3). li'or both Newark and 

the Bizmingham data straight line distances are measured to the settlement 

of origin and the data aggregated in eight kilometre bands. The marked 

positive skew aasociated with this particular distance/decay function is 

again present. Eighty-eight percait of the movement is restricted to 

<52 kms. in the Gloucestershire parishes and 42=7 percent of the 

migrants travelled < eight kilometres. Less than three percent of 

the Certificates are from dist ances greater than 80 kms. These 



Table ̂ 3 

Region Parish 

1 South Cemey 
2a Ohedworth 

Chipping Gampden 28 
2b Tetbury 
3a Badge-worth 
3b Stinchccmb 

Berkeley 
jo Chipping Sodbury 20 
4 Littledean 

I&toheldean 
5 W e s t e r l e i ^ 

Wickimr 
7a Cheltenham 
7b Gloucester 

Cumulative frequency distribution of settlement certificates to 
selected paz-ishes in Gloucestershire. Newark and Birmingham. 

Distance (<kms.) 
8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n median 

31 40 42 46 47 48 48 48 48 48 0 48* 6.4 
39 61 65 70 70 72 72 72 72 72 1 73 7.4 28 52 73 92 96 99 102 102 102 102 4 106 16.6 
27 61 77 84 92 95 97 99 102 104 3 107 15.7 20 26 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 1 31 6.6 
26 29 31 31 32 33 33 33 33 33 0 33 5.1 
58 85 95 103 109 110 110 110 111 112 1 7.4 20 27 45 45 47 48 49 50 51 51 3 54 12.2 
8 27 31 33 33 34 34 34 34 34 0 34 12.8 
28 50 62 65 69 70 72 72 73 73 5 78 11.2 
44 55 61 65 66 68 68 68 69 5 74 5*4 
29 39 42 42 46 48 50 50 50 50 1 51 6.7 
80 148 172 181 184 188 191 196 198 198 3 201 10.2 
1 9 13 17 17 18 20 21 23 25 1 26 23.7 

Newait: 16$ 355 496 688 743 772̂  8 I5 

Birmingham 
Pre 1697 40 60 78 86 gl 92 % 
Post 1697 135 283 371 420 451 481 502 

836 

94 
518 

844 

94 
520 

848 

94 
535 

44 

4 
77 

892 

98 
612 

20.7 

7.2 
11.6 

+ unidentified parish excluded 

G\ 
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characteristics are most strongly marked, at the village level. 

Table shows that South Gemey, Chedworth, Badgeimi'th, Stinchcombe 

and Westerleigh have much lower median values than those for either 

market towns or Poor Law union centres. Littledean, in the Forest of 

Dean is the only exception, but the difference is not veiy great. In 

fact, Gloucester is the only settlement to show really distinctive inter-

quartile and median values. Only one Certificate is Axan within eight 

kilcmetes yet only one comes from beyond 80 kilometres. This high 

median value may reflect the pull of the shire town within the countŷ  

but the limited si&e of the collection may distort this value (4-)* 

Like Gloucester, Newark and Bizmingham have a much loiwer pi-oportion of 

thieir in-coming migrants from the imnediate countryside. Of the Newark 

and Birmingham migrants, 22.9 percent and 28.7 percent respectively, come 

further than ̂ 2 kms. and in the case of Birmingham 11.4 percent ccane from 

beyond 60 kms. Here the limitations of the median measure are clearly 

revealed. Newark a market town of regional importance within the Tr^t 

Valley has a far higher value than England's fifth largest ciiy in the mid-

eighteenth century. (5). The Pareto-slope values for the parishes in 

Table are listed below 

Table 34- Distance-decay function. Settlement Certificates 

to selected Gloucestershire T̂ arishes, Newark and 

Birmingham; using the Pareto-slope function. 

Parish h value r 

8outh Cemey -0.94 

Chedworth -0.90 

Chipping Campden -'.).2j -0.85 

Tetbury -2.12 -0.97 

Badgeworth "'.3.65 -0.92 

Stinchcombe -:3.i5 -0.85 

Berkeley -3.16 -0.86 

Chipping Sodbury -2.54 -0.77 

Littledean -j.42 -0.89 

Mijcheldean -.3*04 —0,89 

Westerlei^ -0.80 

Wickwar -j.54 -0.92 

Cheltenham -2.90 -0.90 

Gloucester -1.24 -0.57 

Newark -2.17 -0.92 

Birmingham -2.20 -0.94 

pre-1697 -.5.52 -0.89 

post-1697 -2.12 -0.9^ 

for n=10, r values 0.549 are significant ( oc=0.05, one tailed test) 
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The limited migration fields of ijie Tillages ccmpared with the Poor 

Law union centres of Tetbury and Cheltenham and. the regional centres 

of Gloucester and Birmingham are clearly shown, though the picture 

for market towns is less clear. The high value for mickwar reflects 

Euddjer's observation of a town in d.ecline; a once prosperous cloth 

manufacturing industry reduced to a parlous state, spinning yam for 

Stroud, and. Ghalford (6). Berkeley heis a similarly restricted, migration 

field, and Eudd.er notes that its market is ' so little frequented that it 

scarcely deserves to be called, one' (7)« The comparatively high value 

for Chipping Caiî d.ai may reflect its relative isolation high on the 

Cotswold dip-slope and. the greater accessibility of the market towns 

of jjjvesham, Shipston-on-Stour, Y/inchccmbe and Moreton-in̂ -the'-'iMarsh. 

Nearby, the market and prosperous silk manufacturing industiy at 

Blockley provided further competition. The high median value for 

Chipping Ga]ig)den should, be seen as a function of the relatively large 

size of the parish which reduces the percentage of recorded short-distance 

moves. Although Tetbuiy's importance sua a cloth manufacturing centre 

had declined both absolutely and relatively by the third, quarter of the 

eighteenth centuiy, it was still an important ccmmieroial centre, set in 

an area of agricultural iiig)rovement (8). It lay across the important 

routes from Stroudwater to Malmesbuiy and from Bristol or Bath to 

Cirencester. Only the latter was a more important centre in the Cotswolds 

and the low 'b' value reflects its status. The pattern for Newark is 

not disimilar. This market town d.ominated. the Vale of Trent, below 

Nottingham, providing the most important bridging point of the river 

between Nottingham and Gainsborough. lake Birmingham, with an equally 

low slope value, long-distance migration ( >32 kms.) constitutes a 

significant part of all movement. Gloucester and. Tetbuiy share the 

same characteristic. 

In Chapter ̂  reference was made to Pelham'a î ypothesis that 

the certificate system, by preventing the arbitrary ejection of new-

comers, heralded, a period of greater mobility, of movemait from greater 

distances ($). This proposition is summarised in the Table below. (lO) 

Table % shows that the Pareto-slope changed dramatically between the 

two periods either side of the 1697 Anendment. The nu]l hypothesis 

that there was no significant difference in the migration patterns of 

the two periods, measured, by the number of long-distance migrants was 

rejected (ll). 
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Table 35 Certificated migrants to Birmingham 1686-1726 

Zone Total 
inmicrants 

Annual 
averace 

Total 
immifcrants 

j^imual 

Inner 

Middle 

Outer 

Total 

45 

46 

7 

98 

j . 8 

3 . 8 

0.6 

I6l 

312 

144 

617 

5#6 

10.8 
5 .0 

fi-om Pelham, $0. 

It ia unfortunate that no other parish examined in this thesis provides 

comparable Certificate data, or for that matter. Removal Orders, in any 

quantity, for this earlier period. Pelham's view is logically sound and 

irrefutable as the relative importance of the factors encouraging towiward 

migration cannot be quantified. The Ceirtificate systan may have provided 

one of the 'necessaiy ccnditions' for migration and in this sense greater 

mobility may have resulted. The actual increases inObrtificates noted 

by Pelham (l2) would be a direct consequence of the 1697 Act, but the 

greater volume of movement over greater distances does not of necessity 

reflect the Certificate system per se. The evidence from Chapter $ 

suggests that Certificate carriers were not restricted in the distance 

they could travel, lAiich is not to deny that the long-distance migrant 

might be encouraged to travel vd.thout one, knowing that in a pei3.od oi 

need one could be obtained retrospectively. However, if one makes the 

assumption that migrant behaviour is essentially one of limited rationality, 

direct long-distance migration can only occur if information is available. 

This assumption ignores the reality that some long-distance migration was 

the result of a series of shorter moves over a longer period of time, 

which cannot be identified frcm the Certificate alone. Birmingham, 

alrea(̂  a prosperous tomi in the late seventeenth century, entered a 

period of substantial and sustained growth in the eighteenth (l3)* 

Its population had grown to over 20,000 by mid century and its mean 

information field would have growi to sustain the process of cumulative 

causation which underpins urban growth. The expansion of the specialised 

branches of metal working (l4), the enclosure of its cammon fields, and 

a relative worsening of rural conditions (15), would provide further 
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'necessaiy conditioiiB' to st imulate a major i n f l u x of lal)our. 

A comparison of Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s amd contemporary RemoTal 

Ordgrs, f o r the non-cloth parishes of G loucestersh i re , i s restr ictsd. by 

the pauci ty of extant data. Table ^6 sets out t h e distance patterns 

of Removal Orders from selected. Gloucestei-shire par ishes and. Table ^7 

canpares the slope values f o r C e r t i f i c a t e s an-d. Removal Orders i n the 

pre-1795 period. I t i s appropriate to tes t those hypotheses i d e n t i f i e d 

i n the previous Chapter as t h i s may throw acme l i g h t on the suggestion 

that the evidence from the c lo th parishes may need to be t reated as a 

specia l case. As i n Chapter 5 , no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e can be 

establ ished between the two data sets , thus r e i n f o r c i n g the conclusion 

t h a t , i n s t a t i s t i c a l terms, Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s had no r e s t r i c t i v e 

e f f e c t on migrat ion distances ( l 6 ) . Furthermore, the separation of 

short and long distance migrat ion does not a f f e c t these f indings ( l 7 ) . 

There i s an a l t e r n a t i v e explanation to the one based on the r e s t r i c t i n g 

e f f e c t of the lams of Settlement and itanoval. Rudder's comments on the 

stagnation of Berkeley have been noted above and a s i m i l a r observation 

made of Chipping Sodbury, -vAiose cheese market was i n decl ine. Tetbuiy 

had s i m i l a r l y suf fered froi i the decl ine not only of i t s c loth manufacturing 

but i t s wool and y a m market ( l 8 ) . Cheltenham i n the mid-eighteenth 

centuiy had less than 1,500 populat ion (jippendix 4 ) . Stinchcombe, on 

the Cotswold Edge, had no means of f i n i s h i n g i t s c l o t h and i t l o s t 

population throughout the eighteenth centuiy. These f i v e market towis 

were a l l r e l a t i v e l y small, three were i n dec l ine whi le Chipping Campden 

was r e l a t i v e l y i so la ted . I t i s argued that t h i s group presents a ve iy 

d i f f e r e n t p i c t u r e from the t h r i v i n g c lo th par ishes and one would expect 

tha t smaller and economically stagnating parishes t o have a very l i m i t e d 

migrat ion f i e l d , the e f f e c t of lAiich would be t o minimise the di f ferences 

between distances recorded i n C e r t i f i c a t e s and Removal Orders. 

The contrary proposi t ion that the C e r t i f i c a t e system encouraged 

m o b i l i t y can be tested i n d i r e c t l y through an ana lys is of Removal Orders, 

issued before and a f t e r the 1795 Act. Table 38 smanarises the frequency 

d i s t r i b u t i o n of distances f o r post 1795 Removal Orders and a comparison 

of Pareto-slope values, e i t h e r side of the .Amendment, i s set out as 

Table 39. Unfortunately , only B i t t o n , Tetbuiy and Chipping Campden have 

data f o r both periods Wiich reduces the value of any i\ypothesis tested, 

though t e s t resu l ts do provide general support f o r a n u l l hypothesis ( 1 9 ) . 

The data f o r out-migrat ion are s i m i l a r l y f ragnented. There are no 

substant ia l co l lect ions of C e r t i f i c a t e s ' from' and only Tetbuiy and 

B i t t o n have Eemoval Orders ' t o ' f o r both the pre—1/95 post-1795 periods. 

(Tables 40 and 4 l ) 



Table ^6 I requeue^ d i s t r i b u t i o n ol' ..' .zyal Orde] c 

selected Gloucestershire pariBheE.. '7:/^. 

^ s t a n c e ( < kms.) 

rtegion Par ish 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n medie 

2a Chipping Gampden 19 39 51 58 58 60 61 61 61 62 1 63 15.0 
Kempsford 13 21 23 24 24 25 25 25 25 25 1 26 6.4 

Zb Tetbury 28 49 59 60 65 66 67 68 69 70 6 76"" 6.4 
3b Berkeley 29 39 44 46 47 47 47 47 47 4^ 1 49 4 . 2 

Atinchcombe 65 70 72 74 74 75 75 76 76 76 1 77 3 .7 
j c Chipping Sodbuiy 12 16 24 26 28 28 28 28 29 29 0 29 11.8 

Olveston 16 29 32 37 39 41 43 43 43 43 , 1 44 9 .6 
5 Bitten. 25 33 40 41 45 46 48 49 49 49 1 50 7 .7 

Westerleigh 66 91 94 99 100 101 101 101 102 102 3 105 4 .5 
7a Cheltenham 27 57 66 66 69 70 71 74 74 75 2 77 10 ,4 

1 undated 

rvi 
H 
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Table 37 

Distance deca^ funct ion. A comparison of Pareto-slope 

values f o r selected Gloucestershire par ishes , f o r 

Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s and. Removal Orders ' f rcm' 

^ e - 1 7 9 5 . 

Par ish 'b ' value r ^ ' b ' value r ^ 

Chipping Canrpden -i3»23 - 0 . 8 $ -.3.03 - 0 . 8 1 

Tetbuiy - 2 . 1 2 - 0 . 9 7 - 2 . 3 4 -0 .96 

Stinchoombe - 3 . 1 5 - 0 . 8 $ - 3 . 4 7 - 0 . 9 0 

Berkeley - 3 . 1 6 -0 .86 -.3.38 - 0 . 8 8 

Chipping Sodbuiy - 2 . 5 4 - 0 . 7 7 - 3 . 1 0 - 0 .86 

Cheltenham - 2 . 9 0 - 0 . 9 0 - 2 . 3 7 - 0 . 7 4 

1. f o r n = 10 a l l r values ^ 0.549 a ie s i g n i f i c a n t Wien 

%= 0.05, o n e - t a i l e d t e s t . 



Table jO Cumulative frequency d ist i - ibut ion of Eemov i vrders 'from' 

selected. Gloucestershire pai'ishes. Post 

Distance (.. <km8. ) 
l^egion Par ish 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n median 

1 South Cerney 15 24 33 36 41 43 43 43 43 43 1 44 13 .4 

2a Chipping Campden 36 66 80 90 92 94 95 96 96 96 5 101 + 11.2 

2b Tetbuiy 30 55 74 92 103 107 109 113 113 113 8 121 + 17.3 

3a Badgeworth 14 29 30 31 32 32 32 32 32 32 1 33 + 9 . 1 

Jb Slimbridge 13 19 24 26 29 29 30 31 31 31 1 32 11.5 

j a Zfymock 20 30 36 39 39 39 39 39 39 39 1 40 + 7 .2 

4 I&tcheldsan 11 20 23 24 24 25 26 26 27 27 0 27 9 .0 

5 B i t ton 42 57 60 62 63 67 69 70 70 72 9 81 + 7 .5 

7a Ijeckhampton 19 30 38 45 50 50 51 53 53 53 1 54 1 4 . 1 

7b Gloucester 6 23 29 34 42 44 49 53 55 56 4 60 X 22.4 

+ unidenti f ied. ^Darish 

X includ.es one from Ireland. 

PC to 
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Distance- func t ion . A comparison o f iiemoval Or&ers 

' f rom' before and a f t e r 1795 , f o r s e l e c t e d Gloucestershi re 

parishes. 

Ere-1795 i'ost--1795 

Par ish 'b ' va lue r ^ ' b ' va lue r 

South Oemey i i / d -3.39 -0.88 

Chipping Campden -3.0j -0.81 -3.26 -0.91 

Tetbury -2.34 -0.96 -2.96 -0.84 

Kempsford. -3.39 -0.92 H / d 

Badgeimorth n / d -3.55 -0.94 

Berkeley -3.38 -0.88 n / d 

Sl inibridge n / d -2.93 -0.86 

Stinchcombe -3.47 -0.90 n / d 

Chipping Sodbury -3.10 -0.57 n / d 

Olveston -3.11 -0.88 n / d 

I)ymock n / d -3.80 -0.92 

iviitcheldean i ] /d -2.62 -0.79 

B i t t o n -2.90 -0.90 -2.57 -0.89 

V.'esterleigh -3.28 -0.90 n / d 

Cheltenham -2.57 -0.74 n / d 

lieckhacipt on zi /d -3.06 -0.84 

G-loucester n / d -1.54 -0.92 

2. f o r n = 10 a l l T values 0 .549 are s i g n i f i c a n t 

Mienoc = 0 .05 f o r one ta i l ed , t e s t . 

r i /d no data 



Table 40 Cumulative frequenoy d lBt r ibu t ion of Removal Orders ' t o ' selected 

Gloucestershire parishes, before and a f t e r the 1795 Amendmait. 

Distance (< kms.) 
Region Parish 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n media 

Pre 1795 

2b Tetbury 17 33 37 46 55 57 58 59 60 62 3 65 15 .4 
3b Stinchcombe 20 22 23 25 26 26 26 27 27 27 0 27 3 .8 

Olveston 9 23 23 24 25 25 25 25 25 25 1 26 11.5 

5 B i t ton 14 24 25 28 30 30 30 30 30 30 2 32 9 .6 

Westerleigh 29 42 43 44 45 45 45 46 46 46 3 49 5 .8 

Post 1795 

2a Chipping Campden 15 23 30 33 37 39 43 43 45 45 3 4a 16.6 

2b l a tbury 13 29 43 52 62 65 67 72 72 72 15 87 23.9 

3b Slimbridge 25 33 41 44 59 50 50 50 51 51 6 57 10.6 

5 B i t ton 29 46 50 52 54 55 59 59 60 60 5 65 9 .6 

7b Gloucester 2 12 16 16 17 17 19 19 19 20 10 30 21.8 



Table 41. 

Distance-decay funct ion . A comTParison of Ranoval Orders 

' t o ' before and a f t e r 1795 f o r se lec ted Gloucestershire 

parishes. 
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ir'arish 

Pre-1795 

' b ' value 

Post 1795 

' b ' value 

Chipping Campden 

Tetbuzy 

Slimbridge 

Stinchcombe 

Olveston 

B i t ton 

Westerleigh 

Gloucester 

n / d 

- 2 . 0 5 

n / d 

- 3 . 1 0 

- 3 . 1 7 

- 3 . 1 9 

- 3 . 4 2 

n / d 

- 0 . 9 4 

- 0 . 9 0 

- 0 . 8 5 

-0.88 

- 0 . 7 2 

-2 .58 

- 2 , 6 5 

- 3 . 3 6 

n / d 

n / d 

- 2 . 9 3 

n / d 

- 2 . 2 9 

-0 .83 

-0 .81 

-0.86 

- 0 . 8 9 

- 0 . 6 9 

= 0 .05 df = 8 one t a i l e d t e s t 

a l l values 0.549 are s i g n i f i c a n t . 
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Prom t h i s very l imited, data, there i s no support f o r the hypothesis 

that migrat ion distances increased s i g n i f i c a n t l y a f t e r 1795 ( 2 0 ) . 

F i n a l l y , the Removal Orders ' from' and Removal Orders ' t o ' are used 

to t e s t the hypothesis that the pa t te rn of inward, and out-migrat ion 

are essent ia l l y the same^both before and a f t e r t h e 1795 Amendment. 

(This view i s substant iated by the Kolmogarov-iSmimov t e s t and by the 

Chi Square t e s t which separates short and long distance movement ( 2 l ) . 

Sunmazy. The r e - t e s t i n g of the same hypotheses from Chapter 5 i n 

selected.Gloucestershire parishes beyond the c l o t h region, re inforces 

the general conclusions of Chapter 5» No evidence is found to support 

the view that C e r t i f i c a t e s a f f e c t e d migrat ion distances, that i n and 

out migrat ion d i f f e r e d , or tha t migrat ion distances increased a f t e r 

the 1795 Act . I h i s would suggest that support f o r the l a t t e r proposit ion 

i n the Stroudmater region (see page 136) i s a f u n c t i o n of economic 

conditions r a t h e r than changes i n the Law. 

Comparative studies i n other regions. There have been few major studies 

of migrat ion using Poor Lavf documents. M e l v i l l e t ranscr ibes 68 documents 

f o r #ie v i l l a g e of B levtu iy i n Berkshire ( 2 2 ) . Th i r tyn ine Removal Orders 

from the v i l l a g e ex is t f o r the per iod up to 1795* i^ccluding two Removals 

to London, the fu r thes t i s to Upton i n Buckinghamshire, about 3̂6 kms. away. 

The median distance i s 9*8 kms. 

Oxley's research i s concerned mainly vf i th the administrat ion of 

the Old Poor Law (25) and t r e a t s migrat ion s u p e r f i c i a l l y . Appendix 11 

abstracts from h is thesis data f o r parishes i n the West Derby Hundred of 

Lancashire. The d i f f e r e n t aggregation base used by Oxley makes d e t a i l e d 

comparison wi th the Gloucestershire data d i f f i c u l t . I n the West Derby 

Hundred, 85 percent of the C e r t i f i c a t e s , 71 percent of the Ranoval Orders 

' f rom' and 51 percent of the Removal Orders ' t o ' come frcm wi th in 10 mi les 

( l 6 kms.) . For the Gloucestershire parishes the comparable f igures are 

92 .6 , 76 .1 and 62.6 percent. The value of Oxley 's data i s fu r the r 

l i m i t e d , i n that too few distance categories a re used and tha t the 

county and hundred are used as distance categor ies. I^'urtheimore, one 

cannot i d e n t i f y the migrants t r a v e l l i n g <10 mi les who o]riginate i n 

areas beyohd the West Derby Hundred; Sa l fo rd i s a major focus of out -

migrat ion from Atherton and LoT/ton, i n the West Derby Hundred, but both 

l i e w i th in 10 mi les of t h i s r a p i d l y growing town. S i m i l a r l y , Cheshire 

accounts f o r the most s i g n i f i c a n t out-county movement, but much of t h i s 

l i e s w i t h i n the 10 mi le zone. The f igures quoted can only be regarded 

as minima. Using t h i s data two hypotheses are tes ted . 
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F i r s t l y , the pattern, of migrat ion shown by Set t lement C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' 

would, he more r e s t r i c t e d than that f o r EemoveLl Orders 'frcrn'. Secondly, 

in -migrat ion would be more r e s t r i c t e d than out -migra t ion . I n both cases, 

the resu l ts eure a t variance wi th those f o r the Gloucestershire parishes 

(24.), but the t e s t data are not s t r i c t l y compeurable. F i r s t l y , the p r e -

1795 kaaoval Orders could not be separated i n O x l e y ' s study. Secondly, 

the data can only be dichotcmised a t I 6 kms. T h i r d l y , the paucity of 

information makes i t necessaiy to aggregate the da ta f o r a l l parishes, 

as on)y Lowton has more than 25 extant documents i n the categories being 

compared. I t was shown i n Chapter 5 that Ti«hen the data f o r G-loucestershire 

was dichotomised a t I 6 kms., there was a tendency f o r post-1795 migrat ion 

distances to show a s i g n i f i c a n t increase. The inc lus ion of post- l?95 

data i n the Removal Orders to be compared w i t h Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s 

i s l i k e l y to l ead to the r e j e c t i o n of the n u l l hypothesis. The v a l i d i t y 

of the resu l t of the second t e s t i s questioi^d by the lack of c l a r i t y i n 

the data noted above and which d i f f e r e n t i a l l y a f f e c t s Removal Orders ' t o ' . 

Nevez-theless, the short-distance nature of m i g r a t i o n i n the eighteenth 

and ear ly nineteenth centuries i s rea f f inned . Excluding Cheshire, w i th 

11 Ranoval Orders ' f rom' , Yoiicshire and Kent each provide two and Dorset, 

F l i n t , Shropshire and Westmorland only one each. 

Aiother major study using these documents i s tha t of Thomas, who 

examines the treatment of poverty i n Beiicshire, Oxfordshire and^&ssex ( 2 5 ) . 

These counties were important i n the danestic phase of t e x t i l e production 

and i t i s unfortunate that most of h i s analysis i s q u a l i t a t i v e . Movement 

i s i d e n t i f i e d by the separation of extra-couniy migra t ion from that 

o r ig ina t ing from w i t h i n , thus parishes close to county boundaries, l i k e 

Newbuzy, show a higher percentage of out-couniy moves than parishes more 

c e n t r a l l y placed. Mean values are p r e f e r r e d t o t h e median thereby 

i n f l a t i n g average distances when compared w i th those ca lcu la ted i n t h i s 

thes is . Fur ther d i f f i c u l t i e s a r ise from the c a l c u l a t i o n of t h i s value 

f o r each par ish , the aggregate group to which i t has been a l located, 

( v i l l a g e s , a g r i c u l t u r a l and i n d u s t r i a l ; t e x t i l e towns; coastal v i l l a g e s 

and v i l l a g e s near London) and a separate mean f o r in t ra -county and i n t e r -

county movement. Appendix 12 represents the r e c a l c u l a t e d data from 

Thomas' thesis to produce a s ingle mean f o r each sett lement categoiy. 

Thcanas' ca lculat ions show that f o r a l l the r u r a l areas i n h is study the 

mean distance waa about 6 miles ( $ . 6 kms.) I n Oxfordshire, only 12/ lO^ 

parishes had migrat ion distances, i n the Removal Orders, exceeding 10 mi les 

(16 kms.) (26). Unfortunately long and short -d is tance movement i s not 

quant i f ied i n the study t h o u ^ Thomas acknowledges than as r e s u l t i n g frcm 
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d i f f e r e n t processes (27 ) . 

QIhe other major study using Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s to analyse 

migrat ion pat terns f o r t h i s period., i s that b y Eazidal l , ?ho focuses on. 

Northamptonshire and. Ket ter ing i n p a r t i c u l a r , b u t also uses data from 

Eeigate , i n 8 u r r ^ , and. from those Essex par ishes f o r %hich at l eas t 

100 documents survive (28 ) . Mean distances a r e again used. and. the 

data i s aggregated, by j k i lometre bands up t o 81 k i lometres . Although 

not s t r i c t l y compsLrable to the aggregation prt)cedure used i n the present 

stu(%/, i t i s possible to oalculate the Pare to -s lope value f o r each par ish . 

Table 42 Distance decay funct ion. Set t lement C e r t i f i c a t e s 

to KettArinp:, Eeigate and, selected. Essex parishes 

using the Pareto slope funct ion 

Parish ' b ' va lue r 

Ke t te r ing -2.74 -0.84 

Reigate -3.57 -0.86 

Booking -2.92 -0.80 

Bra int ree -2.93 -0.83 

Castle Hedingham -3.39 -0.82 

Chelmsford. -2.69 -0.82 

Chigwell -3.26 -0.81 

Colchester S t . Botolph -3.33 -0.83 

Colohester S t . James -3.17 -0.82 

Colchester S t . Leonards -3.37 —0.86 

Bedham -3.08 -0.83 

E a r l s Colne -3.31 -0.84 

Great B a r d f i e l d -3.56 -0.87 

Great Clacton -2.19 -0.84 

Great Coggershall -2.96 -0.81 

Halstead -2.22 -0.78 

Ingatestone —2.88 -0.83 

Kirby l e Soten -2.56 -0.83 

Rayleigh -2.75 -0.76 

Thorpe l e Soten -2.83 -0.80 

Witham -2.49 -0.76 

Reigate and the three Colchester parishes contaj j i i n t r a - u i t a n 
moves vAiich exaggerate short-distance migra t ion . 

For n = 27 a l l r values $"0.32 are s i g n i f i c a n t lAien o(.=0.05 one 
t a i l e d t e s t . 

Appendix 1^ records C e r t i f i c a t e s weighted, f o r r i n g areas. Data 
from Randal l op. c i t . , Appendix 9 .2 . 
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From Appendix 9 .^ of Randal l 's vmrk, one i s able to make an estlinate 

of median migrat ion distances f o r the Essex par ishes , nitiich have been 

included, i n Appendix 13 of t h i s thes is . This al lows a comparison w i t h 

the G-loucestershire data i n a TKiy Wilch i s not possib le frcmi the same 

data reworked by Thomas. The e f f e c t of using mean distances can now 

be seen i n comparing the f igures f o r Chelmsford.. Thomas calculates a 

mean distance of 27 .7 kms., ivhereas the median distance i s 13.5 kms. 

Excluding Colchester, imihere in t ra -urban movement exaggerates l o c a l 

moveAent, only Great Bard f ie ld has a lower median value than Painswick, 

Tnhich has the highest recorded, value amongst the c l o t h parishes I n 

Gloucestershire. Several fac tors contr ibute t o the greater migrat ion 

distances f o r the Essex and Berkshire parishes. The p u l l of London 

I s much stronger i n these counties, (29) and the counter-streams are 

p a r t i c u l a r l y not iceable . Of the 1^8 C e r t i f i c a t e s received i n Reading, 

but o r ig ina t ing from outside the county, 55 a fe from London. Ha l f the 

Ranoval Orders fi-om Reading were also back to the c a p i t a l ( 3 0 ) ' These 

l i n k s wi th London were, i n p a r t , the r e s u l t of s p e c i f i c occupational 

l i n k s i n the t e x t i l e industr ies , but Rochford. Hundred, also received 

London's 'waste' f o r I t a market gardens which i n t u r n served, the metropolis, 

( j l ) . A f u r t h e r impetus to long-distance movement was the important 

coastal t r a f f i c . At Wlvenhoe, i n Essex, 112/^00 C e r t i f i c a t e s were fi-om 

other coastal parishes including Ipswich, London, Chatham, Gravesend and, 

VAiitstable. Removal Orders issued, from Thoipe l e Soken and. Klrkby l e 

Soken were to places as f a r d is tant as l^ewcastle, Blakeney, Sheppey and. 

Selsey ( ^ 2 ) . 

The data f o r Ke t te r ing includes both Removal Or-ders and. Settlement 

C e r t i f i c a t e s which a l low fui-ther t e s t i n g of the distance hypotheses. 

Table 4-3 sets out the Pareto-slope values f o r the K e t t e r i n g data. 

These indices ai-e not d i r e c t l y congaarable with those f o r Gloucestershire 

as the aggregation process i s d i f f e r e n t and there i s no separation of 

the pre-1795 and post-1795 Removal Orders. Fur ther d i f f i c u l t i e s a r ise 

frcm the exclusion of a greater proport ion of movement exceeding 81 kms. 

and. from the unexplained., anomalous r e s u l t f o r Removal Orders ' t o ' . 

Other., d i f ferences i n technique also r e s t r i c t d i r e c t con^arison, Randall 

d.efineB long-distance migrat ion as the upper g u a r t i l e of the migrat ion 

stream (33)# He also combines C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' and. Removal Orders ' t o ' 

i n def in log in -migra t ion on the grounds that the person concemed i n the 

Order was probably not the person nAio o r i g i n a l l y possessed, the appropriate 

sett lement. His contrary argument, tha t the existence of a Removal Order 

implies an o r i g i n a l e a r l i e r movenent, i s closer to the view taken i n t h i s 



2^1 

thes is . One cannot agree with h is view that the i d e n t i t y of the 

migrant i s inmater ia l ( 3 4 ) , as Removal Orders can be use fu l l y matched 

wi th the o r i g i n a l C e r t i f i c a t e . 

Eandal l ccncludss from a v i s u a l inspection of the cumulative 

frequency curves of in -migra t ion and out-migrat ion and from a Speaiman's 

Rank Corre lat ion t e s t ( r = 0.92^ df = 26, % = O.Ol) tha t there i s no 

s i g n i f i c a n t d i f ference i n t h e i r p a t t e r n (35 ) . However, he also con-

cludes that id-migrants tend to t r a v e l shorter distances than out-migrants. 

No allowance i s made f o r the f a c t that the data set i s a sample and not 

a s t a t i s t i c a l populat ion or f o r the vagaries of s u r v i v a l which must 

inf luence the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of any r e s u l t s . For these reasons, non-

parametric tests have been employed i n t h i s t h e s i s . 

Distance decay funct ion . Pareto-alope 

values f o r 

Category of document ' b ' value r n 
<81 kms >81 kms 

Removal Orders ' f rom' - 2 . 9 4 - 0 . 7 8 96 26 

C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' - 2 . 7 4 - 0 . 8 4 340 39 

Removal Orders ' t o ' - 1 . 1 2 - 0 . 3 5 51 12 

Ceir t i f icates ' from' - 2 . 4 2 - 0 . 6 9 144 11 

1. The ca lculat ions are made on the same basis as i n Appendix l ^ . 

2» A l l r values -0 .549 are s i g n i f i c a n t , when = 0 .05 . 

3. A l l values > 81 kms. are omitted from the ca lculat ions* 

4 . Data der ived and reworked from Randall , op. c i t . , Tables 9 .6 and 9 . 7 

lAiich include 3 post 1795 Removal Orders ' t o ' ( l a lso f o r 1795) 

and 4 or 5 post-1795 Removal Orders ' f rom' , ( l also f o r 1795). 

I t has been noted above that i n the Removal Orders, 25 percent of the 

data r e l a t e to places > 61 kms. from Ket te r ing . (This not only l i m i t s 

the va lue of Table 43, but also the r e s u l t s of the Kolmogarov-Smimov 

t e s t , iiAiich i n t h i s thesis only uses data from w i t h i n 81 kms. However, 

the Chi Square t e s t does make use of the whole data set i n the distance 

hypothesis. C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' are coo^ared w i th Removal Orders ' from' 

and C e r t i f i c a t e s ' from' wi th Removal Orders ' t o ' (37)« The r e j e c t i o n 

of these r e l a t e d l:\ypothese8 suggest* t h a t , un l ike the previous analysis . 

C e r t i f i c a t e s appear to have a r e s t r i c t i n g e f f e c t upon migrat ion distances. 

An examination of Randal l 's raw data shows that the inc lus ion of a veiy 

l i m i t e d amount of post-1795 data cannot account f o r t h i s r e j e c t i o n and 
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f u r t h e r t e s t i n g i s required, i n other parts of the oountiy to see i f 

the Ket te r ing data should, be regard.ed. as a s p e c i a l case. 

The hypotheses related, to in-migrat ion and. out -migrat ion can also 

be tested, from the Ket te r ing data by ccanparing Removal Ord.ers 'frcm' and. 

Removal Ord.ers ' t o ' and. C e r t i f i c a t e s ' f rcm' w i t h C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' ( j B ) . 

The acceptance of the n u l l l^rpothesis i n both cases^ i s contrary to the 

resu l ts obtained, by Randall and. i t i s possible t h a t the di f ferences i n 

approach noted, above, may be the cause of t h i s discrepancy. I t was 

decided, therefore to r e t e s t the hypotheses separat ing short and long-

distance movement. Removal Orders 'from' and C e r t i f i c a t e s 'frcrni' are 

combined, as i n Randal l 's thes is , to def ine out -migra t ion and Removals 

' t o ' are ccmbined wi th C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' to d e f i n e in -migra t ion (.39). 

(The data are tjien regrouped to match the d e f i n i t i o n s adopted i n th is 

thesis . I n both cases Randal l 's d e f i n i t i o n of long-distance i s used. 

No s t a t i s t i c a l support i s found f o r h is view t h a t the p a t t e r n of i n -

migrat ion was more r e s t r i c t e d than that f o r out -migra t ion ( 4 0 ) . 

Summary. The short-distance nature of migra t ion during the l a t e 

seventeenth and eighteenth centuries i s rea f f i rmed . C e r t i f i c a t e s have 

been considei-ed as a f f e c t i n g migrat ion i n two contrary ways. F i r s t l y , 

they have been regarded as a r e s t r i c t i n g f a c t o r ; but the evidence from 

Gloucestershire does not provide support f o r t h i s view. Both Oxley's 

study and tha t by Randall show a d i f ference i n p a t t e r n betv.een C e r t i f i c a t e s 

and Ranoval Orders. Oxley's data may include a subs tan t ia l proport ion 

of po8t-1795 Removal Orders TdiiGh cannot be i s o l a t e d and vdiich may increase 

the proport ion of long-distance moveanent, though t h i s p a r t i c u l a r fac tor 

cannot exp la in the d i f ferences between Randa l l ' s conclusion and that 

suggested i n t h i s thes is . I t would seem f u r t h e r t e s t i n g i n other regions 

i s required. Secondly, C e r t i f i c a t e s are regarded as the mechanism by 

which m o b i l i t y was encouraged. Pelham's data f o r Birmingham were r e -

examined and an increase i n migrat ion distances was confirmed, though 

t h i s does not mean that the t rend resu l ts frcan changes i n the Law. 

The s im i la r pat terns f o r in -migra t ion and out -migra t ion i n the c loth 

parishes, were confirmed i n those Gloucestershire parishes analysed i n 

th is Chapter and i n the data reiivorked from Randa l l ' s study of Ket ter ing . 

B - D i r e c t i o n a l Inf luences i n migrat ion. Chapter 5 showed t h a t even i n 

short-distance migrat ion d i r e c t i o n a l inf luences could be i d e n t i f i e d . 

Tables 44, 45 and 46 show the i n t e r - r e g i o n a l f lows to Gloucestershir-e 

regions from C e r t i f i c a t e s and Removal Orders. Despi te the pauci ty of 

extant documents movemeint from the major i ty of the econcmic regions of 



Table W,. Migration flows into Gloucestershire by economic region. Settlanent CertifioateA 'to' 

Region 1 2a Zb 3a 3b 3c 3d 4 5 6 a 6b 7a 7b 7c WSC 

1 9 20 2 1 1 1 1 3 
2a 1 81 1 14 1 1 1 
Zb 15 11 1 4 2 3 11 4 1 1 36 
3a 8 1 17 1 1 1 

36 

3b 1 1 3 66 20 1 5 4 5 22 3 2 4 
3c 3 1 9 14 1 3 

3 
6 13 

3d no data 
13 

4 3 4 12 38 3 1 9 2 
5 1 6 6 21 40 3 23 1 2 10 
6a 3 82 13 31 63 33 2 12 3 708 37 8 21 18 
6 b 18 22 4 21 30 13 34 156 3 3 41 
7a 34 118 1 3 8 10 1 1 
7b 2 1 1 3 3 1 2 
7c no data 

N 13 263 56 194 167 117 19 55 78 777 246 13 49 17 129 

WSC OCV TV 

10 
6 
8 

1 
1 

1 
2 
4 
3 
1 

CT VS VM M A SUE O H 

Key 1 - 7c in Gloucestershire 
1 Oxford Clay Vale 
2a Noi'th Cots wolds 
2b South Wolds 
3a Vale of Tewkesbury 
3b Vale of Gloucester 
3c Vale of Berkeley 
3d Over Severn 
4 Forest of Dean 

5 South Glos. Coalfield 

6a Nortliem Cloth Region 
6b Southern Cloth Region 

7a Cheltenham 
7b Gloucester 
7c Bristol suburbs 

35 

1 
1 

2 
1 

3 
1 

32 
2 

4 

24 
1 
1 
3 

1 
2 
14 

2 
8 
4 

13 

3 

1 

34 
2 

12 
9 

5 
5 

1 
3 
1 
3 
1 

6 9 42 60 71 23 

Outside Gloucestershire 
YGO 
OCV 
TV 
1 
Ct 
V5 
WB 
Mid 
8D0 
0 

1 
1 
6 

^̂ 8+ 
2 179+ 
2 107 

31 
4 146 
2 54 

3 112 
4 125 
3 1079 
4 371 
3 201 
1 26 

27 2479 

Wilts. Somerset cloth region 

Oxford Clay Vale in Wilts and Oxen. 
Thames Valley 
London 
Cotswolds 

Vale of Severn 

Welsh Borders 
Midlands 
South Somerset/Dorset oloth region 
Others 

excludes unidentified parish 

fV 



Table 45 Migration flows in Gloucestershire by economic reeion. Removal Orders 'frcm'. pre-1795. 

Removed to 
Region 1 2a 2b 3a jb 3o 3d 4 

1 no data 
2a 2 13 9 1 
Zb 2 4 8 2 2 1 1 11 6 
3a no data 

3b 1 51 11 2 2 3 45 
3c 1 3 25 1 1 14 3 2 
3d no data 

4 no data 

5 1 2 27 1 65 1 2 
6a 1 ^ 45 3 27 33 3 4 4 3 225 14 
6b 4 23 2 37 11 20 37 110 
7a 10 37 1 2 4 
7b no data 

7c no data 

N 5 78 37 75 127 80 8 8 105 284 179 

7a 7b 7o v^c OCV TV L ct V8 WB Mid BDC 0 N 

2 17 16 21 6 2 89 
23 6 2 2 1 1 1 3 76 

1 2 2 2 4 126 
7 1 3 1 10 73 

1 11 
33 4 2 17 155 

1 11 24 2 5 5 5 3 1 1 2 422 

5 7 
36 1 1 1 1 1 12 297 

5 7 1 1 1 2 5 1 77 

8 19 127 31 1 9 24 34 15 9 1 51 1315 

Key see Table 44 

N 



Table miration flows in GloucesterBhire by economic region. Rgiuoval OrderB 'fron'. post 1795. 

Region 1 2a 2b 

1 5 7 2 

2a 23 
2b 1 12 10 
3a 4 
3b 2 
3c no data 

3(1 
k 
5 2 
6a 3 29 a 
6b 1 9 25 
7a 5 1 

7b 3 
7c no data 

N 10 96 46 

key see Table V+ 

Removed to 

3a jb 3o ^d 4 5 6a 6b 

1 1 1 2 1 
14 

1 2 9 2 8 7 6 
14 3 1 3 

2 8 1 1 1 4 7 

4 6 
2 1 1 9 

4 29 
31 35 8 2 2 148 21 
5 66 24- 5 4 21 51 120 
7 4 2 10 17 
6 4 1 5 5 1 10 

87 124 4!̂  27 2] 62 2]5 172 

7a 7b 7c W8G OCV TV L Ct VS vm Mid SDC 0 N 

7 11 1 1 1 44 
1 1 4 24 27 7 101 

1 3 40 5 3 1 2 2 6 121 
5 1 1 1 33 

1 2 2 1 32 

3 3 25 1 40 
1 1 1 1 1 27 

16 
1 21 1 1 1 1 3 17 81 

11 16 38 12 2 5 3 6 10 1 2 15 408 
6 1 77 2 3 4 6 1 2 14 447 

1 1 1 1 2 1 1 54 
1 2 1 2 2 3 5 3 6 60 

19 27 5 187 37 8 16 33 49 62 13 4 62 1448 

c 
u> 
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the county i s i d e n t i f i e d . 

South Cemey, s i tua ted between Cirencester and Gricklade^ l a y 

amongst the r i c h water meadows and pastureland of the Chum. Va l ley , 

v^ ich were t y p i c a l of the Oxford Clay Va le , i n Nor th W i l t s h i r e , i n 

the eighteenth centuiy. I t s inf luence was ve iy r e s t r i c t e d and migrants 

came only from the immediate neighbourhood of the Va le and Cotswolds. 

Chedworth, on a t r i b u t a r y of the Upper Coin i n the Cotawolds, has 

outside the c loth parishes, the most r e s t r i c t e d f i e l d of inf luence i n 

the county (Table % ) . However, compared w i t h i t s neighbours i t was 

f a i r l y la rge but 6^/74 C e r t i f i c a t e s come from these Ootswold parishes. 

Two Cotswold market towns are included i n the study. Chipping Campden's 

i s o l a t i o n has been noted above and i s enphasised by the high 'b' value 

( - whereas tha t f o r Tetbmy i s ve iy much lower ( - 2*12) . % e 

highest par t of the Cotswold Plateau l i e s inmcediately to the south of 

Chipping Campden and as Figure 42 shows there i s a major gap i n the 

migrat ion f i e l d from that d i rec t ion . Most o f i t s migrants came from 

the v i l l a g e s a t the foot of the Escarpment, from the Vale of i^esham 

and the Stour V a l l e y , from 2tratford-on-Avon and Warwick. Christmas 

uses both ra te books and the evidence of newspapers to show that 6tow-

on-the-Wold, f o r %hich there i s no s i g n i f i c a n t c o l l e c t i o n of Poor Law 

documents, v/as s i m i l a r l y or ienta ted towai'ds Weirwickshire and Oxfordshire 

(Z^l). A l t h o u ^ Tetuuiy had l o s t some of i t s importance as a c loth 

manufacturing centre i t was s t i l l extremely important as a spinning town 

and wool market. I t had created a strong nodal p o s i t i o n a t the cross-

roads of the important Oxford, Cirencester to Bath and Bid-stol turnpikes 

wi th the routes from Dursley and Stroud to Malmesbuiy and Chippenham. 

I t s excel lent a c c e s s i b i l i t y i s r e f l e c t e d i n the wide d i r e c t i o n a l and 

distance or ien ta t ion of the migrants i n Pigure but the l i n k s wi th 

the two G-loucestershire c lo th areas, Cirencester and the W i l t s h i r e c lo th 

parishes are p a r t i c u l a r l y strong. 

I n contrast to Tetbury^the o ld market town of Berkeley l a y close 

to the Severn and o f f the main route through the Vale from B r i s t o l to 

Gloucester. Here was a town i n decl ine with l i t t l e a t t r a c t i v e force 

outside the lower Vale from Thombuiy i n the south to Braa^ton i n the 

noi-th. Table 36 shows only three Removal Orders were issued f o r 

sett lements fu r the r than .32 kms. There i s a ve iy strong l i n k with the 

r i v e r i n e par ish of Hinton, but the Severn a t t h i s point i s over four 

ki lometres wide and the lack of contact wi th the Porest of Dean parishes 

i s most not iceable . Further south i n the Vale, Olveston i s s i tuated close 

to the Old Passage, the f e r r y frcm Aust to Beachle^ and migrants from 



Fig 42 MIGRANTS TO CHIPPING CAMPDEN (setMemenf certificates] 
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Fig 43 MIGRANTS TO TETBURY [settlement ce r t i f i ca tes ] 

I Tef bury 

mi q ranrs > SOkms 

/ o ° X 

I O O O + Q O 
o cf ° O o G L S ; 

mrns—O 

oQ km& 



2:$9 

Kewiand, Igrdney, Chepstow and Glamorgan are found, here. Eudder had. 

noted the movement of people out of the Vale to the c l o t h toums and. 

Upland Countiy, but the absence of Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s or Ranoval 

Orders f o r these areas i n the Berkeley and Sl inibridge co l lec t ions suggests 

that there iwas no corresponding counter-stream. 

Ihe i s o l a t i o n of the west bank of the Severn A-om the res t of the 

county noted above i s confiimed i n the data f o r J j i t t ledean and Mitcheld.ean. 

I j i t t l edean a t t h i s t ime, had ye t to benef i t from the growth of nearby 

Cinderford. and i t s highly r e s t r i c t e d migrat ion f i e l d was confined to the 

Forest and the I^elands in to Herefordshire. Mitcheldean, close to the 

Hereford, Ross and. Gloucester and. Monmouth turnpikes was more important 

than Id-ttledean i n the eighteenth century. Beyond the Forest i t s l i n k s 

wi th Herefordshire, Ross and. Gloucester are moat not iceable . 

The c o a l f i e l d i n South Gloucestershire i s represented by the v i l l a g e s 

of Westerleigh and. B i t t o n and the market town of Wickwar. [Che l a t t e r , 

at the northern l i m i t of the syncl ine, became a mining community l a t e r 

than the other two parishes and the coal f ie ld , p lays l i t t l e par t i n the 

movement recorded i n i t s 8 e t t l e m a i t C e r t i f i c a t e s . Despite the parlous 

s ta te of i t s c lo th indust iy l i n k s wi th the Durs ley region and. the 

Yf i l tshire c lo th region remain. I n f a c t , a l l t h r e e sett lements show a 

strong l i n k w i th Wi l tsh i re which may, i n the case of B i t ton and 

Vfesterleigh, r e f l e c t the a t t r a c t i o n of t h i s a rea of t h r i v i n g mining 

and. metal indust r ies to a region wi th in which the v i l l a g e s were beginning 

to su f fe r frcan the reorganisat ion of the c lo th i n d u s t i y . The c ruc ia l 

f ac tor i n expla in ing t h i s p a t t e r n i s the a v a i l a b i l i t y of ai^loyment and. 

not the opportunity to use the c r a f t s k i l l t h a t the migrant may have 

brought with him. Nevertheless, the Wester le igh C e r t i f i c a t e s show seme 

evi&ence of occupational l i n k s . Nicholas C a r t e r , a coalminer from 

Poulton, Scmerset, came to the v i l l a g e on a C e r t i f i c a t e dated ^ t h May 

1684. and. Wi l l iam Reynolds a fe l tmaker , came frcrni Gloucester i n June 1700. 

The making of f e l t hats was concentrated i n the parishes of Frampton 

C o t t e r e l l , V/^interboume, Pucklechurch and W e s t e r l e i ^ i n Rudder's time 

(Figure 11 ) . Richard. Symonds came fzxm Pucklechurch i n November I684 

and Wi l l iam Thomas wi th h is w i f e , two chi ldren and. an apprentice fixan 

Frampton Cot terml l i n August 1750 to s e t t l e i n Wester leigh ( 4 2 ) . The 

absaice of movement from the Cotswold. parishes to t h i s area i s not iceab le . 

Figures 44 and 45 f o r B i t ton Removal Oixiers a lso show that th is prosperous 

v i l l a g e , halfvmy along the turnpike frcm B r i s t o l to Bath, had. important 

d i r e c t i o n a l l i n k s wi th these major Georgian c i t i e s . 

The evidence f o r the major urban centres of the county i s 



Fig 44 MIGRANTS TO BITTON [removal orders pre 1795] 
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Fig 45 MIGRANTS TO BITTON [removal orders post 1795] 
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p a r t i c u l a r l y disappointing. Thei-e are only smal l co l lec t ions of 

Removal Orders and. Ceir t i f icates f o r the C i ty of Gloucester. Both 

data sets reveal very low *b' values (Tables 34-, 39 and. 41) imhich would, 

be expected i n a c i t y which was not only the county town, but also a 

por t and. the lowest br idging point of B r i t a i n ' s most important navigable 

r i v e r . The po8t-1795 Removal Orders show the one d.efinable stream of 

movemeait as from the Sti-oudwater parishes. Cheltenham has an impoz-tant 

c o l l e c t i o n of C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r t h i s per iod b e f o r e i t gained s igni f icance 

as a spa town. D i e i r h ighly local ised, d i s t r i b u t i o n i s s t r ik ing^ 128/201 

C e r t i f i c a t e s are from the Vale of Gloucester and. Gloucester i t s e l f and 

38 are from neighbouring Cotswold parishes. I t does not appear 

a t t r a c t i v e to the c lo th parishes though a weak l i n k to the Midlands i s 

recorded (Figure 4 6 ) . Contemporary Removal Orders confi im t h i s p i c t u r e 

but more i n t e r e s t i n g l y the lack of Removal Orders i n the post-1795 per iod, 

may r e f l e c t not only the vagaries of the s u r v i v a l of these documents, but 

also the mushroom growth that the town enjoyed i n the f i r s t h a l f of the 

nineteenth century. Christmas' analysis of t h e r a t e books shows a 

s i g n i f i c a n t number of Gloucester and Stroud par ishoners receiv ing non-

res ident r e l i e f i n Cheltenham and Gloucester r e l i e v i n g paupers from 

Westbury-upon-Sevem ( 4 J ) . Of the s ix unions Christmas analysed, only 

Cheltenham had more non-se t t l ed poor conpared w i t h those rece iv ing ncgi-

resident r e l i e f e lseiAere. This i n i t s e l f i s a r e f l e c t i o n of the tovai's 

recent growth. I n conaeguence, the I846 l e g i s l a t i o n d id not adversely 

a f f e c t th is union (see page 45) ( 4 4 ) . 

Before leaving t h i s examination of Gloucestershire par ishes, 

p a r t i c u l a r reference must be made to the e f f e c t t h a t the administrat ion 

of the Poor Law may have had on the d i rec t ion o f movement. (The back-

ground to t h i s theme of 'open' and 'c lose ' par ishes has been examined 

i n scane d e t a i l and evidence presented to suggest t h a t such an. e f f e c t 

d id occur. Figures 1 4 and I 5 i d e n t i f y the s p a t i a l d i s t r i b u t i o n of 

' c lose ' parishes using the c r i t e r i a suggested by l i i l l s and Holdemess 

and the loca t ion of the major co l lect ions of set t lement C e r t i f i c a t e s . 

The t o t a l lack of coincidence between the two pa t te rns provide f a r t h e r 

support f o r the view tha t ' c lose ' parishes may have operated a s t r i c t 

po l icy of deten-ing newconers. C e r t i f i c a t e s were issued by such parishes 

as t h i s would a l l e v i a t e the r a t e s , but the lack o f a c o l l e c t i o n of any 

size of C e r t i f i c a t e s tA any of these parishes seems too strong to be 

explained by chance. However, as the C e r t i f i c a t e , by d e f i n i t i o n , 

prevented a settlement being e f f e c t e d and coupled w i t h the power of 

removal^ t h i s d i f f e r e n t i a l operation of the Law i s not e n t i r e l y convincing 



Fig 46 MIGRANTS TO CHELTENHAM [seHlement cer t i f i ca tes ] 
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imlesa one considers that such newooners may d isp lace l o c a l labour 

and thereby cause an increase i n the ra tes . I t has been suggested 

tha t one of the e v i l s of the sett lement systen waa i t s drugging e f f e c t 

on l o c a l labour, vdnich endured permanent poverty and pauperisat ion i n 

the sure knowledge that i n t h e i r par ish of s e t t lament , support, however 

meagre, would be forthccxning ( 4 5 ) ' Further support f o r the view tha t 

'c lose ' parishes r e s t r i c t e d newcomers i s noted, by M i l l s (see page 83) 

and may be seen operating i n G-loucestershire aa l a t e as 1867. Bie 

Reverend James Praser noted tha t South Gemey, w i t h many small land-

owners was able to supply Shamcote, Somerford Keynes, Siddington, 

H a m h i l l , D r i f f i e l d , Lat ton, Down An^ney, Kemble and Ashton Keynes. 

''Labourers t r a v e l some 3 - 4 mi les d a i l y . South Gemey i s an open 

par ish and i t s population has been i n great measure dr iven i n t o i t 

from the surrounding close par ishes ." (46) (see F igure I6). 

There i s seme evidence to suggest that many parishes d id not 

f r e e l y grant C e r t i f i c a t e s . F igure 14 shows the concentration of 

'c lose ' parishes i n the North Cotswolds ( region 2A) . Of the 108 

parishes i n t h i s region there are no surviving C e r t i f i c a t e s i n 40 

parishes and only one C e r t i f i c a t e survives i n each of a f u r t h e r 22. 

I n f a c t , Yanworth, wi th 10 C e r t i f i c a t e s has the l a rges t surviv ing 

number f o r any 'c lose ' par ish i n th is region. For the 20 parishes i n 

t h i s region wi th the greatest concentration of landownership (Table 6), 

only 32 C e r t i f i c a t e s survive and 8 of these are f o r one par ish Eendcoahbe. 

One would expect that the po l icy of not issuing C e r t i f i c a t e s would be 

most prevalent i n those parishes which suf fered a labour def ic iency; 

those parishes i d e n t i f i e d by Holdemess (Figure 1 5 ) . However, 3 1 . 1 

percent of the extant C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r t h i s same reg ion come frcan these 

parishes. Chedworth, an 'open' par ish, has four such 'c lose ' parishes 

surrounding i t . Coin Rogers, Coin St . Dennis, Yanworth and Eendcombe, 

which provide 30/^3 C e r t i f i c a t e s found there . I f one regards t h i s as 

a specia l case deprived from the p a r t i c u l a r arrangement of 'open' and 

'c lose ' par ishes, then only 52 C e r t i f i c a t e s surv ive f o r the other 34 

North Cotswold peurishes def ined i n Holdemess' terms. I n the absence 

of more spec i f i c comment i n the overseers' p a p e r s , i n these 'c lose ' 

pajri8he8)then t h i s evidence can only be regarded as c i rcumstant ia l . 

I n e v i t a b l y , much of the preceding discussion on d i r e c t i o n a l 

inf luences has deal t wi th movement over f a i r l y short distances, but 

Thomas' analysis emidiasises the close r e l a t i o n s h i p between long-distance 

migrat ion and the s p e c i f i c streams establ ished through occupational 

l i n k s , especia l ly those between the t e x t i l e regions of Southern England. 



245 

I n f a c t , there ivas l i t t l e movement towards the nor thern t e x t i l e areas 

( 4 7 ) . The evidence of Removal Orclers shows t h a t the s i l x industiy of 

East London provmd a t t r a c t i v e to parishes i n t h e Essex woollen c loth 

area and to Ghieveley i n Berkshire, during the l a s t two decades of the 

eighteenth centuiy and i n the decade fo l lowing the Ifapoleonic Wars ( 4 8 ) . 

Evidence fo r a counter-stream i s equally strong. Booking, Braintree 

and Halstead i n Essex and Ihatcham i n Berkshire had s i l k m i l l s itdiich 

a t t r a c t e d Bast End labour i n the 1830*s (49) . T h i s replacement 

industry gave a lease of l i f e to these o ld wool len c l o t h manufacturing 

areas ( 5 0 ) . The C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r the same Essex parishes shovf l inks 

not only wi th London, but also w i th the Suf fo lk c l o t h tomis, Nor fo lk , 

Cirencester , Tetbury, Ke t te r ing , Coventry, Melton Mowbray and as f a r 

away aa Kendal (5 l )« The Beii^shire and Oxfordshire c lo th area had 

p a r t i c u l a r l y strong l i n k s wi th Gloucestershire and W i l t s h i r e and wi th 

Le icestersh i re and Northamptonshire. Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s ^reflect 

in - in igrat ion u n t i l the 1760's and Removal Orders ' f rom' r e f l e c t the 

decl ine towards the end of the century ( 5 2 ) . Randa l l ' s work on 

Ke t te r ing , an important centre of the e i ^ t e e n t h centuiy worsted 

indust ry , provides f u r t h e r evidence of d i r e c t i o n a l l i n k s created by 

sett lements having s i m i l a r manufactures. This was not only t rue f o r 

d i f f e r e n t i a l l i n k s w i th in Northamptenshire, but a lso f o r the longer 

distance, reciprxacal movements w i th the West Country and East Angl ia . 

Again, no l i n k i s found wi th Yorkshire (53)» Although there i s good 

reason f o r assuming, as Randal l suggests, that long-distance moves from 

known t e x t i l e centres imply occupational l i n k s , l i t t l e actual evidence 

i s provided to corroborate t h i s supposition, except f o r woolcombers from 

Tetbuiy ( 5 4 ) . Randal l makes the important point t h a t idiere a great 

number of migrants are coming from t e x t i l e v i l l a g e s to a major t e x t i l e 

centre, l i k e Ke t te r ing , t h i s does not necessar i ly imply that a spec i f i c 

occupational l i n k i s i n evidence, but that the indus t ry would have a 

strong inf luence on the s p a t i a l extent and foim of t h a t town's in tens ive 

migrat ion f i e l d ( 5 5 ) . ^ impl ica t ion , person to person t ransfer of 

information was of paramount importance, carry ing news of opportunit ies 

of other work besides that of t e x t i l e s ( 5 6 ) . 

C - Migra t ion as a cen t ra l place analogue. I n Chapter 5 a settlement 

hierarcl iy was establ ished indiich provided the basis f o r tes t ing the 

migrat ion analogue of centra l place theory. Tables 47, 48 and 49 

provide comparable data f o r the non-cloth G-loucestershire parishes 

f o r Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s and Renoval Orders and f o r Newark and 

Birmingham C e r t i f i c a t e s . I n t h i s section aggregated tables are of 



Table 47 

OlasB Par ish 

A 

% 

South Cerney 
Chedmorth 
Badgeworth 
Stiaohcombe 
L i t t l e d e a n 
Westerleigh 

Chipping Oampden 
Berkeley 
Chipping Sodbury 
Mitcheldean 
vvickwar 

Tetbury 
Cheltenham 

Gloucester 

Suinmaiy 

Newark 
Birmingham 

Pre 1697 
PbBt 1697 

+ 1 unlocated. 

A 

^Migration flows into selected, Gloucestershire parishes. 

Newark and. Birmingham, by sett lement cl^ss. C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' 

B. B, 

n n n 52 n n 

38 79.2 5 10.4 5 
8 

10 .4 
63 86.3 2 2.7 

5 
8 11.0 

27 87.1 2 6.5 1 3 .2 1 3 .2 
20 60.6 7 21.2 5 15.2 1 3 .0 
21 61.7 3 8.8 8 23.5 1 2.9 1 
57 77.0 12 16.2 3 4 . 1 1 1 . 4 1 
62 58 .4 13 20.3 28 26.4 1 1 .6 1 
86 76.1 17 15.0 7 6 .2 2 1 . 8 1 
34 65.0 7 13.0 7 13.0 6 
50 64.0 5 6 . 4 11 14.1 9 15 .5 2 
24 47 .1 11 21.6 15 29.4 

15 .5 
1 

58 54.2 19 17.8 25 23.4 3 2 .7 1 
138 69.0 13 6 .5 37 18.5 10 5 .0 2 

8 30.8 3 11.5 11 42.3 2 7 .6 1 

226 7 7 . 1 31 10.6 30 10 .2 4 1 . 4 2 
256 63.7 53 13 .1 68 16.9 12 3 . 0 11 
196 63.8 32 10 .4 62 20.2 13 4 .2 3 8 30.8 3 11.5 11 42.3 2 7 .6 1 

597 66.9 59 6.6 175 19.6 7 0 . 8 52 
290 41.0 66 9 .3 274 38.7 35 4*9 17 

52 53 .1 6 6 . 1 34 34.7 4 4 . 1 1 
238 39.0 60 9 . 8 240 39.3 31 5 . 1 16 

1 from E i r e . 

C. 

2,9 
1 . 4 

1.6 
0.9 
11.1 
2.6 
2.0 
0 . 9 
1.0 

^ . 8 

0 . 7 
2 . 7 
1.0 
j . 8 

5 . 8 
2.4 
1.0 
2.6 

n 

D 

1. 

1 

1 

1 

2 
1 
1 

2 
26 
1 

25 

1.6 

1.^ 

0 .9 

3 .8 

0 .5 
0 . 3 
3 . 8 

0.2 
3 .5 
1.0 

4 . 1 

N 

48 + 
73 + 
31 
33 
34 
74 

106 
113 

54 
78 
51 

107 
200 / 

26 

293 
402 
307 
26 

1028 
892 
708 

98 
610 



Table 4JL Migration flows in.^ Gloucestershire parishes by 

settlement class. Removal Orders *fro&/. re- /95. 

A B i ^2 "̂ 1 "2 D 

Glass Par ish n % n %: n n 56 n n 

A Kempsford 20 76 .9 5 19 .2 1 3 . 8 26 
Stinohcombe 64- 8 3 . 1 7 9 . 1 6 7 . 8 77 
Olveston 31 70.5 3 7 . 3 7 1 . 7 3 7 .3 44 
B i t t o n 38 76 .0 5 10 .0 7 14 ,0 30 
W^sterleigh 78 74.3 12 1 1 . 4 9 8 .6 1 1 . 0 5 4-. 8 105 
Chipping Gampden 46 73 .0 4 6 . 0 13 20.6 63 
Berkeley 35 7 L 4 . 8 16.G 4 8 . 2 2 4 . 1 49 
Chipping Sodbu^y 19 70 .4 2 7 . 4 2 7 . 4 4 1 4 . 8 27 
Tetbury 49 6 4 . 4 8 10 .5 13 1 7 . 1 3 3 .9 1 1 . 3 2 2 .6 76 
Cheltenham 56 72.7 1 1 . 3 12 15 .5 7 9 . 1 1 1 . 3 77 

Summary 

A 231 76.5 27 8 .9 28 9 .3 1 0 . 3 15 5 . 0 302 

^ 1 100 71.9 14 I D J. 19 1 3 . 7 6 4^3 139 

^2 105 68.6 9 5 .9 25 1 6 . 3 10 6 . 5 1 0 . 7 3 2 .0 153 

518 
+ 1 unloc%ted 
/ 1 undated 

5 



Table 49. Migrat ion flows In to selected. Gloucestershire parishes by 

settlement class. Reraoval Oi-ders ' f rom' . Post-1795. 

Glass Parish n n n 

0, 

n n 70 n 

D 

A South Cernqy 27 61.3 11 25.0 6 13.7 44 
Badgeworth 26 78.8 2 6.1 3 9.1 2 6.1 33 * 

Slimbridge 27 &w4 2 6.3 3 9.4 32 
I%ymock 28 70.0 12 30.0 40 
Bi t ton 6o 74.1 3 3.7 5 6.2 1 1.2 11 13.6 1 1.2 81 * 

Leckhampton 22 40.7 4 7.4 10 18.5 16 29.6 2 3.7 54 
Chipping Campden 84 83.2 6 5.9 7 6.9 4 4.0 101 
Mitcheldean 24 88.9 2 7.5 1 3.7 27 

^2 Gloucester 61.0 3 5.1 11 18.6 3 5.1 4 6.8 2 3.4 59 z 
Tetbu^y 77 63,6 22 18.2 11 9.1 7 5.6 3 2.5 1 0.8 121 m 

Summary 

A 190 66.9 22 7.7 39 13.7 19 6.6 13 4*6 1 0.3 284 

3 l 108 84.4 6 4.7 9 7.0 1 0.8 4 3.1 128 

^2 113 62.8 25 13.9 22 12.2 10 5.6 7 3.9 3 1.7 180 

592 
m 1 unlocated / 1 undated z 1 to I r e l a n d 
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less value than i n Chapter 5 , as the sett lements do noci-eflect a 

spec i f i c network i n which a great deal of i n t e r a c t i o n occurs. This 

may be p a r t i a l l y responsible f o r the much h igher percentage of v i l l a g e -

v i l l a g e movement iA.ich characterises both the Removal Orders 'from' 

(pre-1795) and. the C e r t i f i c a t e s i n these par ishes compared, wi th those 

i n Chapter 5. Only s ix C e r t i f i c a t e s survive ( 2 . 1 pe rca i t of the 

t o t a l movement to v i l l a g e s ) frcm centres of r e g i o n a l status and above. 

The greater movement downwards i n the h ierarchy from Poor Law union 

centres and market towns i n the c lo th parishes, r e f l e c t s t h e i r economic 

interdependence as p o t e n t i a l centres of employment during the pre-

fac tory phase of manufacturing. The v i l l a g e s i n Table 47 would not 

have been labour magnets. Notwithstanding t h i s observation, movanent 

dowaward i n the hierarchy i s present a t a l l l e v e l s , providing fu r ther 

support f o r the view that a cen t ra l place analogue i s inappropriate i n 

th is context. S i m i l a r l y , there i s no c lear p a t t e r n of the r e l a t i v e 

number of migrants to high order centres increasing w i t h the status 

of the or ig in . (Table 5 0 ) , 

Table 50 Migrat ion f lows to G-loucestershire parishes 

from 

to (percent) 

A 
^1 ^2 

C, C^ D n 

A 32 .9 37.3 28.6 1 .2 686 

^ 1 
2 6 . 1 44.5 28.3 2.65 119 

^2 17.5 39 .8 36.3 6 . 4 171 

^1 
12.9 38 .7 41.9 6.5 31 

(̂ 2 11 .8 65.0 17.6 5 .9 17 

D 50 .0 . 25.0 25.0 4 

This tab le i s a re -cas t ing of the data i n Table 4-7 f o r Settlement 

C e r t i f i c a t e s . 

The pa t te rn f o r Newark i s similar to t h a t of the market towns of 

G-loucestershire, but the uniqueness of geographical p lace i s r e f l e c t e d 

i n the higher percentage of movement from reg iona l centres such as 

Nottingham and Lincoln. Newark i s also w i t h i n ^ kms. of the Poor 

Law union centres of Bingham, G-rantham and Mansf ie ld and these and 
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other union centres eiccount f o r near ly 20 percent o f the migrants. 

The p ic ture i s ve iy incomplete as no fur ther work has been, done on 

the Settlement papers i n t h i s par t of the East Midlands. However, 

two-thirds of Newark's C e r t i f i c a t e s r e l a t e to surrounding r u r a l parishes 

f o r T/hich i t acted as a f o c a l po in t , but wi thout more evidence, one 

cannot show the tovzi's re la t ionsh ip to higher order centres. The 

C e r t i f i c a t e s again point to a substant ia l movement down the hierarchy, 

r e f l e c t i n g the uniqueness of place ra ther than a geometiy of space. 

Birmingham provides the only data f o r an u z t a n centre of major 

reg ional or na t iona l status. I t re ta ins i t s l i n k s wi th an immediate 

hinterland., though the importance of movement f rom v i l l a g e s to the c i t y 

decl ined i n the f i r s t quarter of the eighteenth centu iy . Table 47 

enphasises town-town f lows, especia l ly wi th o t h e r reg iona l centres and. 

London, r e f l e c t i n g an in format ion- r ich system and. the l i k e l i h o o d of 

equally strong counter-streams of out-migrants. 

The evidence from Removal Orders shows the same tendencies. The 

lack of movement from the highest order centres may be seen as i n d i r e c t 

evidence of a cent ra l place analogue. I t was no ted i n Chapter 5 that 

v i l l a g e - v i l l a g e movement increased i n the po8t-1795 per iod, but there i s 

a reverse pat te rn i n Tables 48 and 49. However, only B i t t o n i s common 

to both Tables and thei-e i s l i t t l e d i f fe rence over t ime. To aggregate 

and conqpare the d i f f e r e n t parishes i n these tv/o Tables would be meaningless. 

Gon^arisons with the c lo th v i l l a g e s can only be t e n t a t i v e though the 

higher proport ion of v i l l a g e - v i l l a g e movement, a l ready noted above, may 

r e f l e c t the greater i s o l a t i o n of these non-c loth v i l l a g e s i n the eighteenth 

century. F ive towns are found i n both the Removal Orders and Settlement 

C e r t i f i c a t e s and an analysis of v i l l age - town and town-town movement shows 

a ccmparable p a t t e r n ( 5 7 ) , vAiich i s i n agreement w i t h the f indings i n 

Chapter 5. A ccmiparison between the pre-1795 arid po8t-1795 periods 

also shows a s t a t i s t i c a l l y s im i la r pa t te rn ( 5 6 ) . Only Chipping Campden 

and Tetbur}' are common to both Tables 48 and 49; but the d i f ference i n 

resu l ts compared with Chapter 5 may r e f l e c t the p a r t i c u l a r econcgnic 

changes i n the c lo th ai-eas. The general townward movement i n the l a t e 

eighteenth and ear ly nineteenth centuries noted i n the c l o t h parishes 

i s shown i n a comparison of v i l l a g e - v i l l a g e movement f o r in-imigration 

and out-migrat ion. For both the e a r l i e r and the p08t-1795 periods a 

s i g n i f i c a n t decrease i n such movement i s recorded f o r out-migrat ion (59 ) . 

At the town l e v e l , there i s a s t B t i s t i c a l l y d i f f e r e n t p a t t e r n of out-

migrat ion compared with in -migra t ion i n the pre-1795 period. Townward 

movement, as i n the c lo th pai'ishes, was greater f o r out-migrat ion i n 

both periods, but only Tetbuiy i s common to Tables 48 and 51 ( 6 0 ) . 



Table 51 Migrat ion flOV/B f ran seleo#ed Gloucestershire 

parishes by Settlement class (Removal Orders ' t o ' ) 

Glass Parish n 

A 

n 

B l B 

n 
2 

n 
:^i 

9% n 

°2 

n 

D 

A StlAohoombe 15 55.6 5 18.5 6 22.2 - 1 3 . 7 - 27 

Olveston I j 50.0 1 3 . 8 2 7 .7 1 3 .8 8 30.8 1 3 .8 26 

Bi t ton 17 54.8 - 2 6 .5 4 12.9 8 25.8 - 314 

Westerleigh j 2 65.3 5 10.2 3 7.5 1 2.5 8 16.3 49 

Tota l 77 57.9 11 8.3 13 9 .8 6 4 .5 25 18.8 1 0 .8 133 

Tetbury 

2. Po3t-1795 

29 44.6 13 20.0 14 21.5 4 6 .2 4 6 .2 1 1 .5 65 

A Slimbridge 31 54*4 11 19.3 4 7.0 5 8 .8 6 10.5 57 

Bi t ton ^7 56.9 1 1 .5 4 6.2 - 21 32.3 2 3 . 1 65 

Tota l 68 55.7 12 9 .8 8 6 .5 5 4 . 1 27 22 .1 2 1.6 122 

Bl Chipping Oampden 26 54.2 7 14.6 5 1 0 . 4 5 10 .4 4 8.3 1 2 . 1 48 

22 Tetbury 33 37.9 9 10.3 22 25.3 11 12.6 6 6 .9 6 6 .9 87 
Gloucester 8 27.6 2 6 .9 6 20.7 9 31.0 1 3 . 4 3 10.3 29 

Tota l 41 35.3 11 9.5 28 24 .1 20 17.2 7 6 .0 9 7 .8 116 

+ one unlocated 

see Table 19 f o r key. 
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An analysis of long-distance migration r e i n f o r c e s the conclusions 

frcci Chaptei- 5 of increased tovm or ienta ted movement over both space 

and t ime. Table 4-7 shows that j ^ . l percent of a i l l izi-migrants to 

NeY/ark came from tomis, but of the 204- long-d is tance movement8j46.6 

percent are toirni or ienta ted (Table 52) . Birmingham shows not only 

a dramatic increase i n urban migrants a f t e r 16^7 but also an inci-ease 

from 59 percent to 67.6 percent, i f long-distance movements frtmi toims 

are separated from a l l movement. Thcmeis, t h o u ^ not providing a 

d e f i n i t i o n of towi , indicates tha t tomi-toTm movement character ised 

long-distance movement, iNhereas v i l l a g e - v i l l a g e and v i l lage- town moves 

were essent ia l l y l o c a l ( 6 l ) « Tables 53 and 54 represent long distance 

movement frcm the analysis of Removal Orders. Both Tables show an 

increase i n urban movanait over t ime and i n space r e l a t i v e to a l l Removal 

Orders and an increase i n the long-distance urban o r i e n t a t i o n of out -

migrat ion compEired wi th in-4nlgration. 

Tables 4.7, 48 and 49 c l e a r l y show the towns as c o l l e c t i n g centres 

f o r the surrounding v i l l a g e s and an i n d i c a t i o n t h a t thqy acted as a 

source region f o r out-migr-ation. Tetbury rece ived 6 /27 u]:tan migrants 

from higher order centres before 1795^^(1 2^/54 a f t e r t h a t date. The 

separat ion of lang-distance movement increases t h i s t rend to 5 / lO and 

21/^5 migrants respect ive ly . I n Chipping Campden 11/17 in-^nigrants 

from urban areas a f t e r 1795, came fi-om higher order centres, whi le 

15/22 urban out-migrants were moving to higher order centres. Again, 

long-distance moves increases these proport ions. Here i s some ind ica t ion 

of the stepwwise process of migrat ion ^ i s a g e d by Eavenstein, Bedford 

and H&gerstrand (see pages 23 arid 24). 

Randal l also comments on t h i s process i n h i s work on the K e t t e r i n g 

region i n lAiich the mean popula t i o n of sett lements act ing as points of 

o r i g i n and dest inat ion i s greater f o r the l a t t e r group ( 6 2 ) . This i s 

seen as an important ind ica t ion of the process, b u t the genei-al isation 

i s inadequately supported i n the examples c i ted* Randal l only concerns 

himself wi th the four zones t h a t extend up to 12 kms. fl-cm Ke t te r ing , 

an area i n itdiich only one settlement has even h a l f the populat ion of 

Ke t te r ing i t s e l f (63). No evidence of actual upward migrat ion i s 

therefore presented. Randall uses quite small v a r i a t i o n s i n mean 

population f o r a sub-group of settlements iidiich has Wellingborough (B^ 

s ta tus ) , Rothwell (B^) and 51 v i l l ages (A) i n i t = Leaving aside the 

problem of using 1801 Census data and his d i f f e r e n t d e f i n i t i o n of in^ 

migrat ion, the use of small va r ia t ions i n mean populat ion w i th in imhat 

i s r e a l l y one class of settlement i s open to quest ion. Randall 
V Ood jLi tUnk dicA*, wk«r««.% it prov,dU.a. 
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Table 52 Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s 

Gloucestershire 
parishes 

n A 
^2 (̂ 1 °2 D 

A 18 9 3 4 1 1 

^1 55 29 4 15 2 3 2 

^2 53 18 8 1 1 2 3 1 
Cl 9 3 1 1 2 1 1 

Nev%rk 204 109 15 64 7 7 2 
Binningham pre I 697 12 2 4 4 1 1 

post 1697 202 64 32 60 8 12 26 

Table 53 Removal Orders 'from ' (Gloucestershire : aarishes) 

Pre 1795 

A 

n 

27 

A 

21 
^1 

1 
^ 2 

5 

° 1 (̂ 2 D 

2 l 11 7 1 3 

Sg 27 10 2 8 3 1 3 

Post 1795 

A 45 24 9 8 1 2 1 

3 l 14 7 2 1 4 

^2 54 22 4 10 8 7 3 

Table 54 Removal Or-ders ' t o ' ( G l o u c e s t e r s ^ e par ishes) 

Pre 1795 n A 
^1 ^2 "1 (̂ 2 D 

A 11 6 3 1 1 

3 l no data 

^2 16 6 1 4 4 1 
Post 1795 

A 26 11 1 5 1 6 2 

3 l 15 3 2 1 4 4 1 

32 53 8 3 16 10 7 9 

see Table 1$ f o r key. 
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operat ional ises Olsson's hypothesis, that the lower the centi-e i s 

located, i n the hierarchy the steeper w i l l be t h e i n t e r a c t i o n slc^e of 

the migrants, to inves t iga te f u r t h e r the v a l i d i t y of the cent ra l place 

analogue. The Surrey, jgssex and Northanrptonahire data are considered 

as i f t h ^ a l l belong to a meaningful sub-system o f the settlement 

hierarchy, The i n t r a - c i t y movement i n Reigate i s included, thereby 

lowering the s ize of i t s migrat ion f i e l d , i d i i l e th ree of Colchester 's 

parishes are t r e a t e d separate ly , though again i n t r a - c i t y movement i s 

also present. The acceptance of the hypothesis i s the basis f o r 

Randal l 's modi f icat ion of his i n i t i a l s p a t i a l hypothesis of migrat ion 

(64.)* I n p a r t i c u l a r , r a t i o n a l behaviour and distance minimisation 

are modif ied to embrace a concept analagous t o the mult i -puiposG t r i p 

of cent ra l place theoiy . Migrants w i l l t h e r e f o r e t r a v e l f u r t h e r to 

lai^ger sett lements, even though a job opportuni ty ex is ts i n a closer, 

smaller sett lement. This i s j u s t i f i e d , i n t h a t i f there i s a f a i l u r e 

to secure the prime oppoi-tuniiy, higher order centres provide a l t e rna t i ves 

tha t would be denied the migrant i n a smaller centre . The h^ypothesis 

i s tested by Speaiman's Rank Corre la t ion t e s t t o measure the strength of 

the re la t ionsh ip between par ish populat ion i n 1601 and a measure of the 

slope of the migrat ion f i e l d . This r e l a t i o n s h i p i s found to be 

s i g n i f i c a n t ( 6 5 ) , Randall i s r i g h t l y concerned t o exclude the inf luence 

of a v e i y few long distance migrants, whose inc lus ion would d i s t o r t the 

slope measuranent ( 6 6 ) , though one can argue t h a t h i s 90 percent c u t - o f f 

po int creates a distance threshold of 40 kms., which may mask those slope 

vai- iat ions he i s t r y i n g to analyse ( 6 7 ) . Randal l does cast some doubt 

on the v a l i d i t y of the s p a t i a l liypothesis der ived frcm c e n t r a l place 

theoiy that an inner and outer zone of migra t ion can be establ ished 

(see page 21) . He notes tha t i n t r a parochia l movenent cannot be 

i d e n t i f i e d from Poor Law data and, as a conseguance, an inner zone 

cannot be establ ished. The distance f o r the threshold of 90 percent 

migrat ion var ies from 18 kms. to 69 kms. (68) and i n these circumstances 

despite 90 percent of the migrants coming from / 42 kms., the se t t ing of 

any threshold f o r an outer zone remains a z t i t r a i y . The very r a p i d 

decrease i n the number of migrants beyond tha t distance and the 

concentration of movement w i th in 10 kms. of the o r i g i n reinfozx:es Pa t ten 's 

view that two r e l a t e d , but d i f f e r e n t migration mechanisms are a t work (see 

page 27) . 
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D - Migrat ion d i f fe ren t ia i l s . 

Occupations. Although the presence of we l l de f ined , long-distance 

migrat ion streams could be i d e n t i f i e d f o r clothv/orkers i n Chapter 5* 

t h i s could not be substant iated s t a t i s t i c a l l y by the data ava i lab le , 

Ihomas does not at tenpt to quant i fy h is hypothesis but notes that 

"when occupations are mentioned i n the Reading C e r t i f i c a t e s i t i s almost 

aluvays the i ^ i l l e d workers idio have moved over the longer distances -

ta i lors^ glovers, cambers, weavers, fellmongers,, turners , websters, 

shoemakers and br icklayers '* . A s imi la r p a t t e r n i s r e f l e c t e d i n the 

Oxford set t lenent C e r t i f i c a t e s ( 6 $ ) . To Thomas, t h i s i s the cause of 

the essent ia l l y town-town or ien ta t ion of long-d is tance movement (70)» 

Where there i s no d i r e c t evidence, Thomas uses the strong c i rcumstant ia l 

evidence of the known importance of the centres as c lo th producers ( 7 l ) . 

I n contrast , although there was seme long-distance movement to London 

and the prosperous Essex faiming regions, the b u l k of migrat ion f o r 

a g r i c u l t u r a l labourers was both v i l l a g e to v i l l a g e and high]y loca l ised 

( 7 2 ) . 

The l i s t of Mev/ark C e r t i f i c a t e s contains 85 /892 documents wi th 

references to occupations (Appendix I 4 ) . The l a r g e s t group i s labourers, 

but the diveirsi ly of service employment and c r a f t industry mark the towns 

importance as a market and nodal centre. For the 80 migrants, f o r whom 

the place of se t t lenent can be i d e n t i f i e d , the median migrat ion distance 

i s ^3" 9 kms., though the median f o r the 21 labourers i s only 25 kms (7.$)* 

The separation of long-distance movement confirms the more l o c a l i s e d 

movement of labourers (74) &nd th is i s a t var iance w i t h the f indings i n 

Chapter 5 , vAiich i s o l a t e d one p a r t i c u l a r group o f s k i l l e d workers f o r 

which strong i n t r a - r e g i o n a l flows existed. Although there i s no simple 

explanation, i t i s a f a c t tha t the labourers and c lo th workers i d e n t i f i e d 

i n the Gloucestershire c lo th parishes and i n those C e r t i f i c a t e s which 

contain occupational data i n Newark, t r a v e l g r e a t e r median distances 

than that recorded f o r the r e s t of the data s e t . 

Pelhiam not iced that inhere occupations are s t a t e d , s k i l l e d ar t isans 

are i n the ma jo r i t y (75 )» This , i n i t s e l f , should not be seen as stg)port 

f o r a view tha t ar t isans were more l i k e l y to migra te than u n s k i l l e d 

workers or tha t landlords were r e s t r i c t i n g the m o b i l i t y of farm labour 

(76). Randall suggests tha t the absence of in format ion on C e r t i f i c a t e s 

f o r the unsk i l l ed , may have been a subtle way of p ro tec t ing t h i s group 

and thereby increasing t h e i r chances of ar^loymait elsewhere. 94/^92 

C e r t i f i c a t e s l i s t occupations i n the Ket te r ing c o l l e c t i o n , of i ^ i c h 42 

are f o r worsted workers but only eight r e f e r t o labourers. For Reigate 

96/415 documents contain occupational data, of v&iich 41 are f o r labourers 
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and husbandmen. Randall i n te rpre ts t h i s contrary p ic ture by 

suggesting tha t the di f ferences between the two towns are a funct ion 

of t h e i r employment s t ructure ( 7 7 ) . Further support f o r Randal l 's 

view tha t these occupations d i r e c t l y r e f l e c t dominant functions is 

found i n the Birmingham data. Pelham notes t h a t i n the s ix percent 

of the documents v^nich cont@jn occupational da ta , the c lo th ing and 

bu i ld ing trades are strongly r ^ r e s e n t e d as they r e f l e c t the needs of 

an expanding tcwi , but equeilly important are t h e s tap le metal and 

lea ther trades ( 7 6 ) . One should not read too much in to t h i s l i m i t e d 

data, espec ia l ly as Hobsbawm bel ieves t h a t the absence of p a r t i c u l a r 

categories of workei's, amongst in-migrants, r e f l e c t s the c r a f t ezclusive-

nesB of the l o c a l people. I n th is way, he explains tha t the Newark 

C e r t i f i c a t e s record no s ingle mason, p r i n t e r or brushnaker and only 

one ha t te r and c u r r i e r over more than a century (79)« I t may be the 

same factoi" tha t l i m i t s movement i n the p r e - l 6 9 7 per iod i n t o Birmingham 

frcm other towns ( 8 0 ) . 

O i v i l Status. Although the volume of data f o r Kewark i n Appendix 14 

i s r e s t r i c t e d , i t was decided to tes t the hypothesis tha t s ingle males 

t r a v e l l e d greater distances than married oouples w i t h or without f ami l i es . 

The Chi Square t e s t re inforces the conclusions i n Chapter 5 tha t any 

di f ferences are not s t a t i s t i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t . However, several other 

studies have commented on the d i f f e r e n t a i l e f f e c t o f the la?f on 

d i f f e r i n g c i v i l status groups and thus the p a t t e r n f o r Removal Orders 

should be d i f f e r e n t from tha t of the C e r t i f i c a t e s . Table 55 l i s t s the 

status of c e r t i f i c a t e d migrants to the non-c loth parishes i n 

Gloucestershire. I t s overa l l s i m i l a r i t y to Table ^2 i s most s t r i k ing . 

Women are discr iminated against , but the s ing le male found i t much easier 

to obtain a C e r t i f i c a t e , though the marr ied man obviously requi red i t s 

secur i ty . Table 56 draws on Ozley's work and the Newark l i s t i n g . 

The high percentage of c e r t i f i c a t e d married couples and f a m i l i e s i s 

corroborated, as i s the r e l a t i v e infrequency of male C e r t i f i c a t e holders. 

The main d i f ference between the Gloucestershire data and tha t f o r these 

other two sources i s the higher percentage of s i n g l e men i n the former 

data. The d i f ferences may be imaginaiy as 155/92^ Ne%'ark C e r t i f i c a t e s 

and .3^/190 f o r the West Derby Hundred contain the standard 'and fami ly ' 

clause. I f these are regarded as single men then the discrepancy 

between these sources i s n e g l i g i b l e . Table 57 recasts the C e r t i f i c a t e 

data f o r Ke t te r ing and Reigate and produces a ccmparable p i c t u r e though 

Randall uses these data f o r d i f f e r e n t analyses. F i r -s t l y , by using a 



T a t l e 55 C i v i l Status of Cer t i f i ca ted , micrranta to 

selected, parishes i n G-loucestei'shire. 

Par ish M MC Mch F IMBp SpP Wi Wich Y/ch . Ch n 
1 2 3 4 5 5 

8out}i Cerney 10 11 7 5 1 5 3 1 1 4 48 + 

Ched.worth 9 19 11 7 5 1 2 4 7 4 2 1 1 73 + 
Chipping Uampden 26 5 9 4 1 2 12 4 2 1 1 106 

Tetbuiy 17 j l 3 13 1 1 8 2 1 1 10 3 2 1 2 1 106 ^ 

Badgeworth 2 10 1 6 4 2 1 1 1 1 2 31 

Stinchconibe 12 9 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 33 
Berkeley 20 24 2 12 12 8 4 2 2 10 5 4 4 4 113 

Chipping Sodhury 26 7 1 4 3 3 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 54 
L i t t led.ean 12 11 2 2 1 1 4 33 / 

IvIitoheld.ean 16 23 1 12 5 4 2 1 1 5 6 2 78 

Westei' leigh 12 13 1 16 11 6 4 2 2 2 2 1 2 74 
Wiokwar 7 19 9 3 1 1 1 5 2 1 1 1 51 
Cheltenham 25 57 5 31 18 14 12 4 4 17 3 4 3 4 201 
Gloucester 6 6 1 2 1 1 4 4 1 26 

n 213 266 16 132 88 56 31 17 18 83 4 1 8 19 13 21 5 1027 

20.7 25 .9 1 . 6 12 .9 8*6 5 . 5 3 . 0 1 . 7 1 . 8 8 . 1 4 . 0 0 . 8 1 . 9 1 . 3 2 .0 0 . 5 

+ one d.ocument not located. 
one document multi-named. see Table 30 f o r key 

% 



Table 56 C i v i l Status of C e r t i f i c a t e a l i ^ r a n t a to parishes i n the West Derby Hundred of Ijancashire and Newark 

Par ish M i',IC Mch 
1 2 3 

MCoh 
4 5 5 

% p ^ 3pP Ir/i^ ii/ich^ kfch^ Ch n 

Parishes i n \/est Derby Hd. 13 36 1 24 16 13 17 4 6 33 14 2 V,, 9 2 190 

6 .8 18.9 0 .5 12.6 8 . 4 6 .8 8 .9 2 . 1 3 .2 17 .4 7 . 4 1 . 1 4 .7 1 . 1 

Newark 89 2 8 / 5 126 82 36 18 17 9 155 12 43 6 6 17 15 923 

9.6 31.0 0 .5 13.6 8 .9 3 .9 1 . 9 1 . 8 1 . 0 16 .9 1 .3 4* 8 0.6 0 .6 1 .8 1 .6 

1 includes named married couples and c h i l d ( r e n ) , but l a t t e r not named 
2 F ccmbines Oxley's 'and children* (ch) 'and fami ly ' (P) 
3 Oxley combines these categories 4 ' Oxley combines these categories 

see Table 30 f o r key 
source see note 1 and Oxley^ op. c i t .^ 395 

Table 57 C i v i l Status of C e r t i f i c a t e d lAigrants to Reigate and Eettei-inp: 

Par ish M MC Moh^ 
1 2 3 

MCch 
4 5 5 

P yGp° SpP Wi° tYich"̂  Vfch"*" Ch n 

Ket te r ing I 80 122 9 45 32 14 2 2 4 75 5 i ^ d 392 

^ 20 .4 3 1 . 1 2 .3 11.5 8 .2 3 .6 0 .5 0 .5 1 . 2 19 ,2 1 .3 

Keigate 42 107 9 78 46 24 17 10 9 52 19 n / d 44.5 
1 0 . 1 25.8 2 .2 18 .8 11,6 5 .8 4 . 1 2 . 4 2 .2 12.5 4 .6 

I includes 2 unspecif ied i n t o t a l 
P ccmbines a l l data f o r 'and fami ly ' 
+ 2/ioh combines a l l one parent and ch i ld ( ren) 
o W combines spinsters and widovfs 

see Table 30 f o r key 

a f t e r Randal l , op. c i t . , 198. Table 8 .5 
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d i f f e r e n t i a l m u l t i p l i e r f o r the fami ly un i t i n each tomi^ he estimates 

the migrant population i n t o Ket ter ing and Re igate , Secondly, the 

'and fami ly ' group i s regarded as an i n d i c a t o r of m a r i t a l status (82) 

and thus 78 percent of the Ket ter ing migrants and 8$ percent of those 

to Reigate are regarded as famil ies^ thereby rewemphasising the 

essent ia l l y youthful composition of migrants ( 8 3 ) . I n f a c t , the 

age s e l e c t i v i t y of the group i s maintained, even i f one adopts the 

more r e a l i s t i c approach that the 'and f a m i l y ' group are unaccompanied 

males a t the time that the C e r t i f i c a t e was issued* Randal l suggests 

that the C e r t i f i c a t e s r e f l e c t probable di i ' ferences i n migrat ion 

behaviour between s ingle males and s ingle women. The s ingle wmian 

would be less migratoiy i n that her age of marriage i s lower than that 

of the male, and marriage i s seen as a const ra in t i n migrat ion 

behaviour. The opportunity f o r domestic employment reduces the 

i n c l i n a t i o n to migrate but the operation of the Poor Law i s seen as 

the major f a c t o r . The v u l n e r a b i l i t y of women to be returned to t h e i r 

par ish of l e g a l sett lement, would, i n Randal l 's opinion, induce then 

to move without a C e r t i f i c a t e to the towns, e s p e c i a l l y Ijondon, or 

where the demand f o r labour was high. ( 8 4 ) . C e r t a i n l y , i n the seven-

teenth centuzy, a C e r t i f i c a t e might be a l i a b i l i t y , but i t i s the 

v u l n e r a b i l i t y of the migrant that the C e r t i f i c a t e t r i e d to reduce. 

Randall be l ieves that the system favoured those migrants who might 

be a potent ial , burden, but i t i s surely a mistake to include spinsters 

i n t h i s group (8^) and t h i s contradicts %e previous statment. I t may 

have been i n the sp ins te r 's in te res t to car iy a C e r t i f i c a t e , but t h e i r 

paucity f o r t h i s group suggests that i t was not i n the i n t e r e s t of 

parishes to issue one. Randal l concludes that the inherent b ias i n 

the C e r t i f i c a t e system prevents f izm statanents about the d i f f e r i n g 

migratozy habits of s ingle males and females ( 8 6 ) , thus re in forc ing 

the view alread;/ proposed i n t h i s theslB. 

The analysis of j l O C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r the Great S t . MaiyChurch 

Cambridge, by Hampson, indicates that approximately 1^ percent of the 

migrants were unacccxnpanied males, 25 percent marr ied couples and over 

h a l f were f a m i l i e s . About 12 percent of the documents r e f e r to women 

and women wi th chi ldren. These f igures are no t d iss io i i la r to those 

found i n other studies, though Hampson's f i g u r e s f o r seven other parishes 

records a t h i r d of the volume r e l a t e d to the l a s t two groups, a f igure 

much closer to the proport ion found i n Removal Orders ( 8 7 ) . 

Table 58 l i s t s the c i v i l status of those migrants f o r whom Removal 

Orders were issued from selected Gloucestershire parishes and from the 



Table $8 J ^ - of persons f o r vdicmi Removal Ordei^s issut,! s e l e o ^ d 

Gloucestershire pariahes and the West Derby Hundred, of Lanoashlre. 

Par ish MC Mch iiCch 
1 2 3 4 5 5 

South Oemey 9 6 1 7 3 1 2 2 1 
Ghedworth 5 4 4 2 7 2 1 2 
Chipping Gampden 20 23 1 31 15 7 6 5 5 2 
Kenpsford 6 6 4 3 1 2 1 
Badgeworth 5 7 1 6 4 5 4 1 
Tetbuzy 15 22 1 27 14 18 7 4 1 3 
Berkeley 6 4 5 4 6 4 3 1 1 
Sllmbridge 3 3 1 4 4 7^ 1 
Stinchcombe 3 7 2 6 14 5+ 2 1 5 5 
Chipping Sodbuiy 3 3 1 3 4 1 
Olveston 8 13 5 5 4 1 1 
I)ymoGk 6 4 1 8 2 3 1 
Mitoheldean 6 7 4 6 6 2 1 
B i t ton 16 14 3 6 G 7 6 8 2 1 
Pucklechurch 2 4 1 1 1 

7 
1 1 2 

Westerleigh 17 IB 4 17 11 3 6 + 2 5 2 
Wickwar 7 2 2 2 
Cheltenham 6 6 9 6 11 4 5 1 
Leokhampton 8 7 1 2 4 4 3 3 2 
Gloucester 11 8 1 4 6 4 1 1 2 

n 162 168 26 151 117 98 54 31 34 19 
11.3 11.7 1 .8 10.5 8.1 6 . 8 3 . 8 2.2 2 . 4 1 . 3 

West Derby Hundred Y n 13 13 2 10 4 12 4 5 2 6 
9 .0 9 .0 1 . 4 6 .9 2.8 6.3 2.8 3*^ 1 . 4 4 . 1 

F SpP Y/i Wlch \/ch 

+ 
Y fzoM Oxle^y op. c l t , , 39^ and 397 (combines pre an.d post 179^ .iteuioval Orders) 

28 
15 
30 
11 
12 
41 

9 
7 
21 
8 

13 
7 
7 

29 
6 

20 
11 
22 

7 
8 

312 
21.7 

3 
1 
2 
12 

5 
2 

3 
9 
1 
7 
2 
7 
2 

56 
3 .9 

32 14 
22 .1 19 .7 

1 
2 

1 
6 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

8 
1 
1 

3 
1 
3 

33 
2 .3 

3 
1 
1 
10 

4 
1 
5 
1 
2 

3 

2 
4 
2 
3 
4 
9 

57 
4^0 

3 
2 
10 
2 

6 
2 
3 
3 
5 
5 
1 
2 
10 
1 
7 
3 
4 
7 
3 

79 
5 .5 

22 
15.2 

Gh n 

65 
45 

4 167 
38 

1 50 
11 198 

2 53 
1 41 

82 
30 

2 63 
42 
45 

7 132 
25 

4 128 
32 
84 
54 
63 

40 1437 
2.8 

4 145 
2.8 

see Table 30 forkey 

o 
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West Derty Hmdred of Lancashire. Here there i s less ambiguity over 

the c i v i l status of the person(s) to be removed. About one tenth of 

these paupers were s ing le men, a s imi lar p ropor t ion mari-ied couples, 

but the most vulnerable group were f a m i l i e s and. imamen, without or wi th 

chi ldren. For the Gloucestershire parishes, percent and. 2^.6 

percent f e l l in to these l a s t two gi-oups and. f o r Oxley 's study 37*4 

perce i t and. 47 percent respect ive ly . The percentages shovai i n Table 

58 c losely r e f l e c t those f o r the c loth parishes i n Table but Oxley's 

study und.erweight8 the proport ion of f ami l i es subject to removal and. 

shows a greater percentage of women, without or w i t h ch i ldren. This 

l a t t e r study i s l imited, to the analysis of 145 documents and. should, 

therei'ore be t r e a t e d wi th caution (88 ) . Dorothy Marsha l l ' s analysis 

of the Quarter Session papers f o r Cambridgeshire f o r the per iod 16$$-

1749 i s shown i n Table 59 ( 8 9 ) . 

C i v i l status ^f persons l i s t e d i n Cambridgeshire 

Quarter Session Removal Orders, between 1699-1749 

Period M MC and 
MC/ch 

8p Wi ?/ i /ch Ch N 

1699-1715 17 63 33 12 14 23 162 

1716-32 33 81 42 12 0 41 209 

1736-49 16 80 31 21 0 13 161 

N 66 224. 106 45 14 77 532 

1 2 . 4 4 2 . 1 19.9 8.5 2 .6 14.5 

See Table ^ f o r key 

These f igures are not d i r e c t l y ccmparable to those used i n t h i s study as 

married couples are grouped wi th f a m i l i e s . Nevertheless, the major 

categories are s i m i l a r , with the exception of the v e i y la rge group of 

pauper ch i ldren, which may be a r e f l e c t i o n of the source uaed by Marshal 1 , 

imdiich by i t s nature eciphasises cases vAiere l i t i g a t i o n over settlement 

had occurred and i n which minors would l a r g e l y f i g u r e . Hampson analyses 

1,155 Hemoval Orders f o r Cambridgeshire f o r the p e r i o d 1 6 6 5 - 1 8 ^ , 

though the ma jor i ty are f o r the nineteenth century. Single men made up 

one seventh of the t o t a l but s ingle wcmen some 40 percent of which 86 

percent were pregnant (90 ) . Body's work on 26 Dorset parishes included 
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1,122 Removal Orders f o r the per iod 1760-18^4- Of these, 27 percent 

were f o r spinsters , of which 7 percent wei-e pregnant and 41 percent 

f o r marr ied couples -with f a m i l i e s . Unmarried mem -were leas t a f fec ted 

and non-resident r e l i e f no doubt sa?/ than thi'ough temporary d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

SumrnAry. Aie analysis of Removal Orders and Ce i - t i f i ca tes re inforces 

the f indings f o r the Gloucestershire c lo th par ishes. These documents 

t e l l us more about the d i f f e r e n t i a l operation of the Law of Settlement 

and Removal than about migrat ion d i f f e r e n t i a l s . I he age s e l e c t i v i t y of 

migrants i s confirmed, though occupation, sex, and c i v i l status are not 

seen i n t h i s study as s i g n i f i c a n t factors i n a f f e c t i n g migrat ion 

distances. Furthennore, the short-distance nature of the great m a j o r i i y 

of moves masks any possible di f ferences i n the distances such groups 

migrate. 

E - Volume of migrat ion. Randall , has used C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' and 'from* 

Ket ter ing to make an estimate of the volume of migrat ion . He acknowledlges 

that although the law enccm^assed the great m a j o r i t y of people, many 

migrants would not have used the C e r t i f i c a t e system. Nevertheless, 

he calculates that the annual average number of C e r t i f i c a t e s was 4- f o r 

in -migrat ion and 2 .3 f o r out-migrat ion and tha t the average nuniber of 

persons f o r each C e r t i f i c a t e was 3' On. t h i s b a s i s , he postulates that 

6 people leave and 12 enter Ket ter ing einnually, and t h a t f o r a t o t a l 

tovm. populat ion of j , 0 0 0 , t h i s would represent 180 C e r t i f i c a t e d migrants 

and a 6 percent deoenniaJ. tum-ovei- of populat ion. Fur ther assumptions 

are made. F i r s t l y , tha t baptisnia and b u r i a l s ai-e equal i n mid-century, 

and secondly, that 900-l;,:000 ai-e l i k e l y t o t a l s f o r any decade and that 

t h i r d l y , the population of Ke t te r ing at mid-century was s i m i l a r to that 

i n 1801 (about ^ ,000 ) . Ihese assumptions produce a 40 perceait turn-over-

of population ( 9 2 ) , which he regards as conservative on the basis of the 

w e l l known Clayworth and Cogeailioe data (93)« Thus, $0 percent i s 

adopted and c e r t i f i c a t e d migrants account f o r about , one t h i r d of 

the migrat ion stream ( 9 4 ) . Randal l 's view tha t such f i g u r e s are 

speculat ive cannot be challenged. Zhe evidence from Cloucestershii-e 

would suggest that the ca lcu la t ion of the volume of migrat ion from 

Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s i s a most dangerous exerc ise. F i r s t l y , the 

re la t ionsh ip between the extant data and the number of C e r t i f i c a t e s 

issued remain unknown. Seccadly, an annual average t o t a l based on the 

ve iy wide vejriations throughout the centuiiy i s less usefu l than the 

adoption of the mid-'century f igures themselves. T h i r d l y , the r a p i d 

change i n populat ion towards the end of the centuiy makes i t unsafe to 

use the 1801 Census f i g u r e as a mid-centuiy est imate. 



Randal l proceeds to t e s t two hj^otheses. F i r s t l y , that there i s 

a p o s i t i v e c o r r e l a t i o n between the number of C e r t i f i c a t e s received i n 

a centre and the populat ion of that centre i n 1801. Secondly, the s i z e 

of the populat ion of a centre is; p ropor t iona l t o the average number of 

in-migrants , expressed as a percentage of the populat ion. Whereas as 

the f i r s t hypothesis i s accepted the second i s r e j e c t e d (95)* I n f a c t , 

the re la t ionsh ip i s inversely propoi-t ional, though Randal l f a i l s to 

r e a l i s e f u l l y t h a t t h i s i s to be expected w i t h i n the operation of the 

Law, the e f fect iveness of which diminished w i t h the s ize of the centre. 

The f i r s t hypothesis was adopted f o r tes t ing I n the Gloucestershire 

c lo th parishes using Rudder's populat ion est imates and Randa l l ' s f indings 

are confirmed ( 9 6 ) . However, the t e s t has omi t ted 15 c lo th parishes f o r 

which there were <, 25 extant documents. Randa l l noted serious deficiencies 

i n t h i s respect , i n the r u r a l parishes around K e t t e r i n g , but .they are 

emit ted frcm h is ca lcula t ions. ( 9 7 ) . 

F - The treatment of t ime. Randal l , i n exaniining Lee's theoiy of 

migrat ion (Appendix 3 ) , also hypothesises t h a t the r a t e and volume of 

migrat ion would increase dui-ing the l a t t e r h a l f of the eighteenth 

centuiy as economic development and associated changes i n the t ransport 

network helped to suimount ini,erTening obstacles ( 9 8 ) . I n more general 

terms, t h i s r e l a t e s to Lee's hypothesis ' t h a t unless severe checks are 

imposed, both the volume and r a t e of migrat ion tend to increase wi th 

t ime' ( ^ p e n d i x 3 , hypothesis I f ) , Randal l , aware of the d i f f i c u l t i e s 

of measuring volume, operat ional ises t h i s l^ypothesis by aggregating a l l 

the Essex data f o r Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s i n t o quinquennia (1701-90) 

and ca lcu la t ing slope exponents, the values of which should decrease 

over time as migrat ion distances increase. An r ^ value equa l l ing 

O e O ^ l i s not s i g n i f i c a n t ( 9 9 ) . Randal l omits the f i r s t decade of the 

century and a r e t e s t produces a s i g n i f i c a n t r e s u l t a t the 90 percent 

l e v e l ( lOO). He suggests that the greater m i g r a t i o n distances i n t h i s 

f i r s t decade, which resu l ted i n the r e j e c t i o n of the i n i t i a l hypothesis 

m i ^ t be a t t r i b u t e d to par ish o f f i c e r s , a t the p lace of l e g a l set t lement , 

becoming increas ingly re luc tan t to issue C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r long-distance 

migrants as the cost of removal f e l l to that p a r i s h . Bo evidence i s 

provided to support t h i s assumption W i i l e i t i s impossible to t e s t 

s t a t i s t i c a l l y the data i n the foim i n which Randal l presents them, to 

see i f thei-e was a s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e rence i n m i g r a t i o n distances between 

the per iod 1701-10 and l a t e r . Randal l i s o l a t e s 90 percent of the 

migrants to ca lcu la te the slope exponent, but i n the process l i m i t s h is 
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observation of distances to a maximum of 6$ kms. (mean 40.3 kms., median 

^6 kms.) vAiich are esen t i a l l y short and medium distances and, by d e f i n i t i o n , 

omit the longer distances which might prove s i g n i f i c a n t . The Pareto 

values, Tnhich i n f a c t do not measure average d i s t a n c e , are themselves 

mathematical abstract ions, i n tha t a l l the Essex parishes are grouped 

together i r respec t ive of dest inat ion. The apparent o b j e c t i v i t y i n 

using quinquennia may not only create d i f fe rences but also mask others. 

Randal l r e j e c t s t h i s approach f o r an analysis o f the changing fortunes 

of the Ke t te r ing worsted indust iy as the proposed three phases would 

create groups too small f o r analysis ( l O l ) . Gonaequentlyy on the 

baais of cumulative percentage frequency d i s t r i b u t i o n of migrat ion 

distances, he modifies h is i n i t i a l hypothesis t h a t the eixpansion of the 

industry i n mid century would be accompanied by an expansion of the 

migrat ion f i e l d ( l 0 2 ) . Given tha t there are 397 C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r 

Ke t te r ing , the fo l lowing data can be derived from the cumulative 

percentage frequency t a b l e i n Randal l (Table 1 0 . 4 ) ( l 0 3 ) . 

Table 60 Ke t te r ing Migrat ion distances 

Per iod short long n 

1697-1740 135 (110) 36 (61) 171 

1741-1770 127 (121) 3 (9 ) 130 

1771-1794 78 (72) 0 (6) 78 

1. long distance > 81 kms. 

2. f igures i n parentheses are based on the use of 33 kms. as the 
threshold f o r long distance to match as c lose ly as possible 
tha t used i n t h i s thes is . 

Chi SquEire t e s t shows, that i r r e s p e c t i v e of the d e f i n i t i o n of long-

distance, i n Table 60, there was a s ign i f i can t and unexplained reduction 

i n the migration, f i ^ d i n mid-century ( IO4) . However, Randal l 's 

iQ^othesis t h a t there was a f u r t h e r contract ion of the migrat ion f i e l d 

accompanying the decline of the industry i s not supported s ta ts t ica lHy 

(105) . 

F i n a l l y , to t e s t the v a l i d i t y of t r e a t i n g t ime as a constant, 

Randal l compares the slope values f o r the Essex par ishes wi th those 

der ived from the qiCLnquemiial aggregation of the same data. He concludes 

that the greater f l u c t u a t i o n of the par ish va lues, con^ared wi th the 
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temporal ones, provides support f o r t h i s approach in. vdiich the 

Set t lenent C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r any one par ish a r e regarded, as a meaning-

f u l data se t , i n which time i s held, constant ( 1 0 6 ) . I t i s t h i s 

approach tha t underpins the analysis of C e r t i f i c a t e s i n t h i s present 

study. 

I I . The Evidence of Marriage Registers. 

I t was suggested i n Chapter 1, that the usefulness of the Poor 

Law documents, f o r the study of migration, could, only be f u l l y 

establ ished i f comparison was made with other contanporary sources. 

Anglican Registers provide the most important s i n g l e source f o r such 

a study i n p r e - i n d u s t r i a l jikigland. Recent develoipnents i n research 

technique have extended the analysis of Reg is te rs from r e l a t i v e l y simple 

aggregation techniques and. the der iva t ion of crud.e ra tes and t]reinds to 

computer-assisted methods of fami ly r e c o n s t i t u t i o n (10?) . I t i s beyond 

the scope of t h i s thesis to r e i t e r a t e , i n aiiy d e t a i l , the problems 

associated w i t h the di f fe i -ent approaches or those inherent i n the 

Registers themselves. A l i m i t e d exercise i n t h e analysis of Marriage 

Registers , f o r a sample of c lo th parishes i n Gloucestershi re , w i l l 

a l low the ca lcu la t ion of distance-decay indices whidh can be compared 

wi th those der ived from the Poor Law data i n Chapter Each par tner , 

from outside the par ish i n which the marriage took p lace, i s i d e n t i f i e d 

and aggregated by decades to i d e n t i f y the t o t a l number of marriages and 

the proport ion involv ing outsiders (Table 6 l ) . I t i s assumed that 

vAiere no mention of the par ish of o r ig in i s made the i n d i v i d u a l i s a 

loca l res ident . Marriages are abstracted f o r the per iod from May 1st 

1697 to June Z l s t 1795 to coincide wi th the two Poor Law Acts tha t 

establ ished and e f f e c t i v e l y n u l l i f i e d the Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e system 

( l 0 8 j . Distances are maasured, as s t r a i g h t l i n e distances,between the 

main par ish settlements ( 1 0 $ ) . Table 62 summarises the cumulative 

frequency d i s t r i b u t i o n f o r the or ig ins of marriage partners i n these 

selected Gloucestershire c lo th parishes ( l l O ) . To ensure comparabil i ty 

wi th the Poor Law data, only those marriages invo lv ing a par tner from 

outside the par ish are used i n these tab les . 

Before proceeding to the analys is , comment i s necessary on the 

i n i t i a l c o l l e c t i o n of the data and the l i m i t a t i o n s of Registers as 

they a f f e c t migrat ion study. I n most cases, espec ia l l y f o r the per iod 

under consideration the o r i g i n a l Registers are s t i l l a v a i l a b l e , e i ther 

i n the parish^but increasingly i n County Record Of f i ces . V/here the 

o r ig ina ls do not e x i s t . Bishops' Transcripts may be of importance though 



Table 61 Or ig in of marriage -partners f o r seieoted. G-loucestei-shiz'e c loth parishes. I6g7 1795 

Bis ley 

Period BL B '̂ LP LIvI BL 

1697-1700 24^ 36 
1701-10 438 3 21 106 
1711-20 688 4 20 1 274 
1721-30 1012 39 6 196 
1731-40 880 14 37 28 230 
1741-50 1252 28 17 32 322 
1751-60 770 4 8 1 344 
1761-70 638 4 402 
1771-80 514 3 340 
1781-90 632 396 
1791-95 266 174 

n 7334 50 131 89 2820 

Tota l marriages 

Pains^vick Stonehouse 8troud 

Observed 3912 
Expected / 4169 

Marriages including 
an outsider 245 

of mairiages 
i n c l . outsider 6 .3 

BF LF BL BP LB' Lk'i BL BP LP n i 

4 5 12 6 10 42 1 
14 1 38 8 18 3 176 4 39 

4 
50 8 16 6 96 2 8 2 

4 1 8 56 2 16 2 106 16 12 2 
1 3 62 8 16 11 114 2 9 8 

2 
19 

1 60 6 20 4 76 4 8 6 
19 2 44 2 21 3 406 4 35 6 
23 7 114 4 28 5 650 58 10 
34 4 84 32 6 592 2 41 13 

8 6 17 3 148 30 4 648 61 
13 

8 
16 74 13 3 356 17 4 

16 130 28 742 44 220 37 3264 34 249 99 

1577 
2805 

166 

10.2 

+ Marriages from Alay 1st I 697 - June 22nd 1795. 
/ see note I I 7 , Chapter 6 on Razze l l . 

BL 
E8' 

630 
64.5 

279 

42.3 

Both Local 
Both fore ign 

LP 
Lhi 

1997 

%oo 

365 

18.3 

Local female 
Local male 

ro o\ o\ 



Table 6 l continuecl 

Cam Dui'sley Havdcesbuiy 

Period BL EE' liP livl EL EB' LD' EL EP LB' LL 

1697-1700 20 4 7 78 3 3 36 2 2 2 38 
1701-10 86 12 20 7 230 4 2 48 8 14 2 104 
1711-20 66 2 4 254 94 5 3 64 6 32 7 126 
1721-30 102 8 7 3 266 148 6 1 58 8 12 5 78 
1731-40 .120 10 8 8 230 74 6 1 46 18 24 10 84 
1741-50 118 8 3 2 304 30 86 28 9 16 54 
1751-60 120 2 9 6 296 17 2 102 22 24 6 30 
1761-70 120 18 7 296 22 7 114 25 6 84 
1771-80 122 28 4 274 22 5 88 22 9 82 
1781-90 124 15 4 308 26 2 128 25 2 88 
1791-95 58 11 182 11 1 62 7 2 56 

n 1062 42 128 45 27I8 350 120 25 832 92 196 67 824 

Tota l marriages 
Observed 725 
E%]pected / $0$ 

Marriages including 
an outsider 1 % 

^ of maz-riages 
i n c l outsider 26.8 

see page 266 f o r key. 

1679 
1700 

321 

19 .1 

725 
762 

42.6 

Kingswood 

BB' Lb' 

1 

1 

4 
14 

18 

9 
4 
11 
] 1 
14 
15 
16 
2 

112 

568 
510 

156 

27.5 

1 
6 
1 
7 
7 
9 
3 

35 

f\3 
cr\ 



Table 62 Cumulative i'requency d i s t r i b u t i o n of Marriage Horizons 

f o r seleoted Gloucestershire c loth parishes. 

Distance ( <kms.) 

kegion Par ish 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n median 

6a Bis ley ( l ) 151 227 248 253 239 262 263 265 263 263 4 269 7.2 
Pain8vd.ck (2) 14D 150 155 159 168 168 168 168 170 4 174 7.2 
Stonehouse (3) 229 27 j 280 283 289 289 289 289 289 289 6 293 3 .7 
Sti-oud (4 ) 239 :)i2 j j 8 342 348 357 338 ^59 360 361 20 381 3 . 1 

6b Cam (5) 152 197 210 211 212 213 213 213 213 213 1 214 3 .3 
Dursley (6) 92 125 135 138 144 146 147 149 149 149 7 136 4 . 8 
HaviAcesbury (7) 197 269 j l 6 331 337 337 338 338 338 338 8 346 7 .7 
Kingswood (8) 104 129 l j 5 146 148 130 130 130 130 130 3 133 5 . 1 

This tab le excludes i n 

1 1 unlooated 
2 1 unlocated 
j 6 atrangers/sojoumer 
4 1 unlooated 

5. 1 stranger 
6 1 unlocated and 340 foreigners, 
7 4 strangei-s and 5 unlocated 
8 8 strangers and 4 unlocated 

a term frequent ly used before 1754 
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EverslQT pointB out that inherent i n t h e i r o r i g i j i i s the p r o b a b i l i t y 

tha t they record, less in fommtion than the o r i g i n a l Register ( i l l ) . 

For Gloucesterahiz-e two other ser ies of tzranscripts e x i s t , those by 

Ph i l l imore , published a t the turn of t h i s century and more recent ly 

those by Eoe ( l l 2 ) . For convenience these have been used as the 

source f o r t h i s l i m i t e d exercise and a sample eheck was car r ied out 

to estab l ish t h e i r accuracy against the o r i g i n a l Regis ter ( l l ^ ) . 

I r r e s p e c t i v e of the source used, there are important l i m i t a t i o n s to 

the Registers f o r the study of migrat ion. F i r s t l y , they do not 

ac tua l l y record migrat ion ( I I 4 ) . Eversley has noted tha t during 

the eighteenth and ear ly nineteenth centur ies there i s a tendency f o r 

the number of marriages involv ing outsiders t o decrease. This may 

not only r e f l e c t increasingly inadequate r e g i s t r a t i o n , but also the 

f ea r tha t an outsider might be l i a b l e to removal i f h is t rue place 

of Sett lement nYas knowi ( I I 5 ) . Table 6 l shows the proport ion of such 

marriages var ies widely between parishes and r e f l e c t the s ize of the 

par ish, i t s h ie rarcha l s ta tus and a c c e s s i b i l i t y , as w e l l as the actual 

d i s t r i b u t i o n of farms, cottages and nucleated, sett lements ±n adjacent 

parishes ( I I 6 ) . This problem would prove of g rea te r s igni f icance i n 

a study of mob i l i t y , but i s r%arded of less importance i n the study 

of marriage horizons. I n t h i s sense, the e v a l u a t i a i of under - reg is t ra t ion 

i s not c r u c i a l , though the pract ice of d issenters using the par ish 

church f o r the marriage ceremony, but p r e f e r i n g t h e i r own baptism and 

b u r i a l r i t e s suggests that err-ors frcm th is source are few ( I I 7 ) . 

S i m i l a r l y , under r e g i s t r a t i o n associated w i t h the f a s t expansion of 

urban centres i n the l a t e eighteenth and e a r l y n ineteenth centuries i s 

not re levant (118) . 

A comparison of Table 8 of Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r the 

Gloucestershire c loth par ishes, and Table 62 shows a very s i m i l a r h ighly 

l o c a l i s e d p a t t e r n of movanent. No median v a l u e > 7 . 7 kms. and only 

114/1,883 ( 6 . 1 percent) ind iv idua ls t r a v e l l e d fuorther than ^2 kms. to 

be married. I f a l l l o c a l marriages are inc luded t h i s f a l l s to < 1 p e r c e i t 

Although Table 63 shows scmeidiLit higher Pareto slope values than were 

observed f o r the C e r t i f i c a t e s , the n u l l hypothesis vdiich conpares these 

two sources i s accepted i n a l l parishes ( 1 1 9 ) , The s ^ a r a t i o n of long-

distance movement produces a less conclusive r e s u l t (120) . I n Stroud 

and Painswick marriage partners came f u r t h e r than C e r t i f i c a t e holders, 

but the reverse i s t rue of Dursley where the existence of a long-distance 

C e r t i f i c a t e d migrat ion stream frcan Frcane has a l ready been noted. The 

Dursley r e s u l t may also r e f l e c t i t s proximity to Cam and North Nibley 
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f o r -which a great number of marriage partners are derived., but from 

where non-Cer t i f i ca ted day labour could also be obtained. 

Table 63 Distance-decay funct ion, Pareto-a lope values 

f o r marriage horizons f o r se lec ted Gloucestershire 

c loth par ishes. 

C e r t i f i c a t e 
Par ish ' b ' value r 

B is ley "3 .65 - 0 . 9 2 - 4 . 0 5 

Painswick - 3 . 5 5 -0.86 - 3 . 4 9 

Stonehouse - 4 . 5 2 - 0 . 9 4 - 3 . 9 6 

Stroud - 3 . 0 3 -0.98 - 2 . 9 3 

Cam - 4 . 2 8 -0. 96 -2.29 

Dursley - 2 . 9 5 -0.92 -2.68 

HavAcesbuiy - 4 , 4 0 -0.91 -2.69 

Kingswood - 4 . 0 5 - 0 . 9 3 - 3 . 7 2 

a l l values of r - 0 , 5 4 9 are s i g n i f i c a n t , = 0 . 0 5 , df = 8. 

I n sp i te of the enoimous growth of i n t e r e s t izi h i s t o r i c a l demography, 

very few studies deal wi th migrat ion distances as opposed t o mobi l i t y , 

i k i l tby 's analysis of the Easingwold Regis ters , f o r the per iod 1644-1612, 

i s based on marriages and not partners. Of these $ . 4 percent involve 

distances >2o miles (^2 kms. ) , but 70»7 percent f e l l w i t h i n 10 miles 

(121). Her subsequent analysis of selected Wharfdale parishes placed 

74 .1 percent i n t h i s l a t t e r category and 15.5 percent exceeding I 5 miles 

(122). I n both studies, these resu l ts represent less rest id-ct ive 

horizons than those f o r the Gloucestershire c l o t h parishes, i j i which 

85.4 percent came from wi th in I 6 kms. (10 mi les ) and 6 . 1 percent frcan 

beyond $2 kms. Buckatzch shows that between 1653 and I66O of those 

partners o r ig ina t ing beyond S h e f f i e l d , 7C percent t r a v e l l e d <10 miles 

and 7 .7 percent beyond 20 miles (123) . Constant analysed the mean 

distances of male partners o r ig ina t ing beyond a par ish . I n the seven 

separate studies she quotes the mean marriage distance ranged from 1 .7 

mi les (2.7 kms.) to 4 . 3 miles ( 6 . 9 kms.) (I24). Pee l ' s study of four 

Northamptonshii-e parishes i d e n t i f i e s the proport ion of 'immediately l o c a l ' 

male partners ( i . e . i n t r a - p a r o c h i a l and i n t e r - p a r o c h i a l moves of < 5 mi les) , 

For the v i l l a g e of lamport t h i s was as low as 65-70 percent , but f o r the 

other parishes much higher f igures are recorded (125 ) . Ihe proport ion of 
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spinsterB i n t h i s categoiy was even higher, u s u a l l y over 90 percent. ( 1 2 6 ) . 

P e n y re-emphasises the point tha t marriage hor izons are not migration 

movanents (127 ) . I n h is study of 27 Dorset par ishes , he i d e n t i f i e s two 

b e s t - f i t l i n e s of d i f f e r i n g slope w i th in a marr iage f i e l d of 20 miles. 

The breaking point i s 4 mi les , " an hours walk f o r a young countryman . . . 

th is distance being that which most workmen might be prepared to undertake 

on the frequent occasions that courting demanded." ( l 2 8 ) . Both Peel and. 

Perzy note that such l i m i t s had class d i f fe rences w i t h i n them (12$) . 

Per iy deals s p e c i f i c a l l y w i th working class m o b i l i t y and t h i s may appear 

to compliment the data der ived from the Poor Law documents (130) . He 

argues that the b icyc le i n the mid 1880's hera lded a new per iod of 

expanding horizons f o r the countzyman and t h a t the per iod 1837-1886 can 

be treated, as unifoim i n terms of mob i l i t y ( l ^ l ) . Kuohemann re inforces 

t h i s constancy i n mai-riage horizons up to 18$0 and calculates mean distances 

of 10 -1 j kms. (132) . This study of parishes i n Otmoor, i n Oxfordshire, 

emphasises the s igni f icance of c u l t u r a l t i e s i n i n t e r - p a r i s h marriages. 

The inverse-square law i s invoked to describe the p a t t e r n of movement, 

i n which v i l l a g e s closest to the dest inat ion cont r ibu te proport ionately 

more partners than i s to be expected from t h e i r s i z e . I n t e r e s t i n g l y , 

the Gherwell i s seen as marking a c u l t u r a l break ing point ( l 3 3 ) , iJi & 

manner s i m i l a r to the Kingscote watershed between the two Gloucestershire 

c loth regions. From Perry 's woiyy%ui be c a l c u l a t e d that 76.5 percent of 

mai-riage partners, o r ig ina t ing beyond the pa r i sh came frcan wi th in 12 mi les 

(19.2 kms. ) , which i s again less r e s t r i c t i v e than the Gloucestershire 

parishes. 

These few studies a l l anphasise short -d is tance movement, the mob i l i t y 

of populat ion i n the eighteenth and ear ly n ine teenth centur ies , and the 

need to seek the causes of v a r i a t i o n s i n l o c a l condit ions. Bversley 

suggests that 

"genei'ally speaking maz'jriages between persons resident i n the 
same par ish , and those involv ing a par tner frcm an adjoining 
par ish or one wi th in a f i v e mi le radius, account f o r 75-80 
percent of a l l marriages and i f we extend the radius to 
f i f t e e n miles we are l i k e l y to include a l l except an i n s i g -
n i f i c a n t f r a c t i o n of places of o r ig in of p a r t n e r s . " ( l 3 4 ) 

&uch movements were only one type of movement, b u t can be regarded as 

t y p i c a l of a l l types of movement a t t h i s t ime ( l 3 5 ) . 

The general canfoimity of the marriage horizons i n the Gloucestershire 

c lo th parishes to those der ived frcm other s tudies suggest t h a t th is data 

source can be used as a populat ion against vdiich to measure Poor Law 

migrat ion distances. I n t h i s context, the acceptance of the nul l -hypothe-

s is that Mar-riage Registers and Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s express s imi lar 

migration distances, i s of great importance. 
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H I . The evidence of Enumerators' Eetuins. 

The d i f f i c u l t i e s i n using ear]jr n ine teenth centuzy i iarr iage 

Registers requires tha t any corroboration of p a t t e r n w i th the poat-

1795 Removal Orders depends on an a l t e r n a t i v e cantemporaiy source, 

Prom I 8 4 I , the ^humerators' Returns f o r the Census contain b i r t h -

place data. At t h i s t ime, d e t a i l of vjiether res iden ts v/ere bom 

i n th a t county, elseiivheze i n j6igland and Wales, i n Scotland, I r e l a n d 

or Foreign Parts was a l l tha t was required. I n I 8 5 I the par ish and 

county were required, thus g iv ing greater p r e c i s i o n and value to t h i s 

information. I t i s f o r t h i s reason and the l i m i t a t i o n s of the 

hundred year r u l e tha t h i s t o r i c a l geographers have concentrated much 

of t h e i r attenticai on the mid-nineteenth centu iy Returns a t the Publ ic 

Record Of f ice . I t i s these I 8 5 I Returns tha t g r̂e analysed f o r selected 

cloth parishes. Only heads of household are abst racted to maintain 

broad comparabil i ly w i th the Poor Law documents. Other membei's of 

the fami ly are regarded as ^forced migrants ' . The methods of aggregation 

and analysis are comparable to those used elsewhez-e i n t h i s study, but 

as w i th other sources spec i f ic l i i r i t a t i o n s need i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . 

F i r s t l y , d i rec t movement i s impl ied i n us ing b i i - th-p lace and that 

of current residence (1^6) . The step-wise migra t ion of ind iv idua ls 

can only be p a r t l y deduced i n the case of f a m i l i e s , the chi ldren of 

Tjiich were b o m at d i f f e r i n g locat ions. The l i m i t e d exercise here 

does not consider t h i s aspect of the migrat ion process. Removal Orders 

Eilso r e g i s t e r o r ig in -des t ina t ion as a s ingle move. Secondly, there i s 

no ind ica t ion of Wien the ac tua l move occurred. I t i s assumed that such 

movements avei-age out over the previous h a l f century i n the manner i n 

which Removal Orders ai-e aggregated f o r the same period. 

Table 64 compares the Pareto-slope values from th is source and 

contempoi'ary Removal Orders and Table 65 summarises the cumulative 

frequency d i s t r i b u t i o n of migrat ion distances fi-om the I 8 5 I Enumerators' 

Returns. No c lear pa t te rn i s d iscernib le i n these tables . I t was 

decided not to use the Kolmogarov-Smimov t e s t to compare the migrat ion 

patterns frcan these two sources as > 12 percent of the Enumerators 

Returns o r ig ina te beyond 80 kms. Long-distance movanent was iso la ted 

a t both the 32 kms. and 80 kms. thresholds, to t e s t the n u l l jrypothesis 

tha t there was no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f ference i n the migrat ion p a t t e r n 

between these two sources. Using the lower v a l u e , l i t t l e d i f fe rence 

i s observed^but the p ic ture a l t e r s f o r the higher value (l37)<» 

Although the a l t e r n a t i v e hypothesis i s not accepted i n eveiy par ish . 
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Table 

Distance-decay func t ion 

A comioarison of Pareto-slope values. Enomerators' 

Returns ( I851) and p08t-1795 Ranoval Orders 

Par ish 'b ' value 
Enum. Return 

r ' b ' value 
Removal Orders 

Bislqy -3.04 - 0 . 9 0 -2.72 

Painsiwick: -2.36 -0.99 —2. 84-

Stonehouse - 3 . 0 8 - 0 . 9 1 -2.22 

Stroud - 2 . 4 0 -0.99 -2.61 

Cam -2.97 -0.92 -3.42 

Dursley - 3 . 0 0 - 0 . 9 1 -3.70 

Kingswood -3.57 -0.87 -2.96 

1. a l l r values -0 .549 are s i g n i f i c a n t 



Table 6^ 5 Cumulative frequenqy d i s t r i b u t i o n . M i g r a t i o n distanceB f o r se lec t juces te rsh i re 

c l o t h par ishes, baaed on b i r t h place data from the 1851 CensuseSnumeratorB Returns * 

Distance (<kms.) 

Region Pariah 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 80 n median 
Born in 
parish 

%born 
pai'is} 

6a Bisley (l) 119 171 191 198 208 217 219 220 220 222 36 258 9.6 867 77 .1 
Painswick ( 2 ) 101 149 183 194 202 205 209 213 216 219 30 249 1 1 . 8 326 56 .7 
Stonehouse (3) 2:59 314 331 345 348 360 369 373 375 375 43 418 7 . 1 129 23.6 
Sti-oud (4) 537 661 711 743 757 798 820 831 841 847 150 997 6.3 74L 42.6 

6b Cam (5) 110 123 131 142 147 148 149 150 150 152 3 155 5 . 1 211 57 .7 
Dursley (6) 135 166 188 195 203 212 215 218 219 219 53 272 8.5 303 52 .7 
Kingswood 119 140 146 154 169 180 184 184 184 184 11 195 6.4 98 3 3 . 4 

This t a b l e excludes 

1 8 unlocated 
2 3 unlooated 
3 4 u # l o c a t e d 
4 1 1 5 ( l i s t e d by county of b i r t h 82, unlocated j j ) 
5 4 unloGated 
6 9 unloGAted 

+ Head of household as def ined i n the iteturns and 7djfe iwiiere no Jiiale head noted. 

r\) 
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the importance of i d e n t i f y i n g movement > 60 kms. i s confirmed. There 

i s a tendency f o r Removal Ordei-s to appear as a f a c t o r i n the und.er-

representat ion of long-distance movement. I t must be remembered, that 

parishes issuing such ord.ers had. been responsible since 1795 f o r the 

costs incurred, i n t h e i r execution. Further t e s t i n g of the re la t ionsh ip 

between the migrat ion patterns revealed, by these tvro sources is 

required, i n other areas before one can be sure t h a t the administrat ion 

of the Law operated, i n t h i s manner. 
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Chapter 6 Notes and Eefei'ences 

1, Blagg, r .M. 'Newark Cei - t i f icates o f Sett lement 1697-1822% 

CChoroton Society Record Sei-ies XI^ 68-'109. 

The Newark l i s t i n g includes 

a . ^ C e r t i f i c a t e s 'from' Newark to Rotherham, Sutton i n A a h f i e l d 

and one imspeci f ied dest inat ion. 

b . 6 dupl icate C e r t i f i c a t e s 

c. 1 Removal Order to \finthorpe 

d« ^2 C e r t i f i c a t e s , the par ish f o r which i s not l i s t e d i n 

Bartholomews Survey Gazeteer of the B r i t i s h I s l e (9 th ed. 

1950) 01:' i s ambiguously s t a t e d f o r example, 

Barkston, no county s ta ted (Lines, or W. Riding) 

Bottesford, no county stated (L ines, or Le ics . ) 

Beckingham, no county stated (L ines , or N o t t s . ) 

Norton, S t a f f s . (Cold Norton, Norton Banes, Norton Bridge or 

Norton i n the Norton i n the Moors) 

Holm(e), Rol leston, Horsley, Normanton and Car l ton a l l have 

more than one locat ion . 

S t . Margaret 's Lindsey, Hough ( L i n e s . ) Biskam (L ines. ) 

Stroxton (L ines . ) are a l l unloeated. 

2. Pelham, R.A. (1940), 'The immigrant populat ion of Birmingham I686-

1726 ' , Birmingham and t l idland I n s t i t u t e Archaeological Society 

Transactions 6 l - 6^ , 48-80. 

I b i d . , 49-50 

4. G.R.O, P154- There are 36 i n t r a - c i t y Ce i ' t i f i ea tes "Nhieh are 

excluded fz-om these ca lcu la t ions . 

5. Law, C.M. (1972) , 'Some notes on the u i t a n populat ion of j t igland 

and YZales i n the eighteenth cen tu iy ' . Local H i s t o r i a n 10 , 22-26. 

Law estimates Biimingham's population as 23,700 a t mid-century and 

that f o r Newark as 3,100. I n 1801 Birmingham ( inc lud ing Edgbaston 

and part ' o f Aston) had reached 72,670 and Newark 6 ,730. 

6. Rudder, 8 . (1779) History of Gloucestershire (C i rences te r ) , 819. 

7. I b i d . , 269 

8. I b i d . , 727. 

9. Pelham, op. c i t . , 51-2. 

10. I b i d . , 50. 

11. Kolmogarov-Smimov t e s t f o r two independent la rge samples, % ' O.O3, 

t w o - t a i l e d t e s t , c r i t i c a l value of D = 0 . 1 5 . Calculated D = 0,17. 

See note 20, Chapter 3* 

12. Pelham, l i k e most other wr i t e rs on the Poor Law, does not d is t inguish 
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between the number of C e r t i f i c a t e s issued, and those extant . 

13. See note 5 above. 

14. Court, W.B.H. ( I9 j i8) The r i s e of Midland i n d u s t r i e s . 1600-1838 

(Oxford Un ivers i iy Press ) . , 47" 

15. Pelham, op. cit., 52-5.3. 

16. Hypothesis There is no significant difference in migration 

distances revealed by Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s 

and contanporazy kanoval Orders. 

f a r i s h D value Critical 
D value 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

Chipping Caznpden 0 .12 

Tetbuiy 0 .14 

Stinchcombe 0 .07 

Berkeley 0.09 

Chipping Sodbury 0 .09 

Cheltenham 0 .04 

0.22 
0.21 
0.28 
0 . 2 3 

0 . 3 1 

0.18 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

Eolmogarov-Smimov t e s t . See note 20^ Chapter 5* 

17. Hypothesis There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n the 

proportion of short and long-distance migrants 

i n Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s and Heooval Orders. 

f a r i s h X Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

Chipping Campden 

Tetbuiy 

Stinchcombe 

Berkeley 

Chipping Sodbury 

Cheltenham 

0.64 

0.01 
0.00 

0 .07 

0.21 

0 .67 

+ 
+ 

+ 

long-distance defined as > 32 kms. 

Chi Square t e s t . % = 0.0$^ df = 1 , one t a i l e d t e s t , t a b l e value X 

= 2 .71 . 

18. Rudder, op. c i t . , 671-2 (Chipping aodbuzy), 727 (Tetbuzy) . 
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1$. Hypothesis There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e i n the 

pattez-n of in -migra t ion shoimi by Removal Orders 

before and a f t e r the 1795 Anendment. 

Par ish jJ value C r i t i c a l 
D v a l u e 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

Chipping Gampden 0 .07 

Tetbuzy 0.213 

B i t ton 0.12 

0.22 
0 . 2 0 7 

0 . 2 5 

+ 

X 
+ 

Kolmogarov-Gmimov t e s t . See note l 6 . 

The separation of long-distance and shor t -d is tance migrat ion f o r 

the three parishes revealed no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n pa t te rn 
2 

Twhen the Chi Square t e s t v/as applied. Ca lcu la ted % = 0.12^ 0 .09 

and 0 .27 respect ive ly . 

20. Hypothesis There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e i n the 

p a t t e r n of out-migrs-tion as showi by Removal 

Orders ' t o ' before and a f t e r the 1795 Anendmait. 

I 'ar ish D value C r i t i c a l 
D va lue 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

Tetbury 

B i t t e n 

O . l j 

0.10 
0 . 2 4 

0 . 3 0 

+ 
+ 

Kolmogarov-Sinimov t e s t . Bee note 16, 

The separation of long-distance and shor t -d is tance migrat ion 

revealed no s ign i f i can t d i f ference i n p a t t e r n vAien the Chi Square 
2 

tes t was appl ied. Calculated Z = 1 . 5 1 and 0 . r e s p e c t i v e l y . 

21. Hypothesis 

Par ish 

1. Pre 1795 

Tetbury 

Stinchcombe 

Olveston 

B i t t o n 

Westerleigh 

There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n patterns 

of inward and outward migra t ion , before and a f t e r 

1795, ELS showi by Removal Orders. 

D value 

0.25 

0.12 
0.25 
0.15 
0.02 

C r i t i c a l 
D va lue 

0. 24 
0.51 
0 . 5 4 

0.52 
0 . 2 4 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

z 
+ 

4-
+ 
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Par iah D value C r i t i c a l 
D v a l u e 

Accept nu l l 
hypothesis 

23. Post 1795 

Chipping Campden 0.20 0,25 

Tetbury 0 .09 0 . 2 1 

Slimbridge 0 .07 0 . : )1 

B i t ton 0.10 0.24 

Gloucester 0.28 0.^5 

Kolmogarov-Smimov t e s t . See note 16. 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

bvDothesis There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e i n the 

pa t te rn of short and long-d is tance in-^nigration 

and out-migrat ion before and a f t e r 1795, 

shomi by Removal Orders. 

Parish 

1 .Pre 1795 

Tetbuiy 

StinchoAmbe 

Olveston 

B i t t o n 

Yfesterleigh 

2.Post 1795 

Chipping Campden 

Tetbury 

Slimbridge 

B i t t o n 

Gloucester 

Accent n u l l 
hypothesis 

0.86 
0 . 0 4 

0 .39 

O . l j 

0.45 

8. DO 

1 . 3 j 

O.Oj 

0 .09 

0.01 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

X 
+ 

+ 
+ 

+ 

Chi Square t e s t . See note 17» 

22. M e l v i l l e , R. (1954) , 'Records of apprenticeship and settlement i n 

a Berkshire v i l l a g e i n the 18th century ' , Newbuiy and D i s t r i c t F i e l d 

Club Journal Z , ^2-42. 

2^. Qzley, G-.H. (1966) OThe administrat ion of t h e 61d Poor Law i n the 

V/est Derby Hundred of Lancashire, (impub. M.A. thes is . Univers i ty of 

Liverpool). 
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2 
24. Both l^ypotheses are rejected^ X = 9 , 6 7 and. 16.29 respect ive ly . 

Test de ta i l s note 17. 

25. Thomas, B.C. ( l 9 7 l ) The tres-tment of poverty i n Berkshire, Essex and. 

Oxfordshire 172^1834, (iznpub. Ph.D. thes is Univers i ty of London). 

26. Ibid., 220-1. 
27. I b i d . ; 220 et passim. 

28. Randal l , H.A. ( l 9 7 l ) Some aspects of populat ion geography i n c e r t a i n 

r u r a l areas of England during the eighteenth and ear ly nineteenth 

centuries, (unpub. Hi .D. thes is Univers i ty o f Newcastle), 1^9-141. 

2$. Thcmas, op. c i t . , 221-3 and 2^2. 

Randal l , op. c i t . , 241. 11/39 C e r t i f i c a t e s to Ket te r ing origina.t ing 

beyond 81 kms. are from London. 

30. Thomas, op, c i t . , 242. 

31. I b i d . . 226. 

32. I b i d . . 253-55. 

33o Randal l , op. c i t , , 220. 

34. I b i d . . 225. 

35. I b i d . , 228. 

36. Loo, c i t . 

37. Hypothesis There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n migrat ion 

distances as revealed by Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s 

and Removal Orders. 
2 

Z Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

i . C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' and 
Renovals 'from' 4 .22 

i i . C e r t i f i c a t e s ' f r a n ' and 
Removals ' t o ' 2*92 

note : 

Chi Square t e s t . See note 17. 

Data dichotomised at 33 kms. 

Pre-1795 and post-1795 data cannot be separated. 

Data derived from Randal l , op. c i t . , Tables 9 .6 and 9 . 7 ' 

The a l t e r n a t i v e ix/pothesis i s that C e r t i f i c a t e s r e s t r i c t e d migrat ion, 

38. Hypothesis There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n the patterns 

of in -migrat ion and out -migrat ion as revealed by 

Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s â nd Removal Orders. 

_ 2 
X Accept n u l l 

hypothesis 

i . Removals ' from' and 
Reaovals ' t o ' 0 .32 + 

i i . C e r t i f i c a t e s ' from'and 
C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' 0 , 29 + 

t e s t d e t a i l s see note 37. 
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39. Randal l , op. c i t . ^ 222-3, Table 9 .6 . 

Hypothesia There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence in. the 

pa t te rn of short and long-distance m i g r a t i o n ( l ) 

f o r in-rmigration and out -migra t ion as shown by 

Set t lanent C e r t i f i c a t e s ana Removal Orders. 

Migrat ion Irl igration 

i n ( 2 ) out(3) izL(4) out(5) 

short 208 377 163 

long 106 69 124 55 

1. Ijong distance def ined as the upper q u a r t i l e . 

2. C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' and Removals ' t o ' 

3« C e r t i f i c a t e s 'frcan' and Removals ' f rcm 

( 2 and 3 from Table 9 . 6 , Randall) 

4, C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' and RemoveJ.8 'frcan' 

5. C e r t i f i c a t e s ' frcm' and^^enovals ' tO ' 

( 4 and 5 frcm Table 9 . 7 Randall) 

Chi Square t e s t . See note 17. 

41. Christmas, (1974) Administrat ion o f the Poor Law i n some 

Gloucestershire unions, 1815-47^ (unpub. M . L i t t . thes is . Universi ty 

of B r i s t o l ) , 116 and 312. 

42. B.R.O. lyw/OP. Westerleigh co l lec t ion , 

43. Christmas, op. o i t . , 312. 

44. I b i d . , 317-8. Christmas notes that non-residents nearer home were 

more l i k e l y to be o f f e r e d a minimal allowance or threatened with 

ranoval . I n these circumstances the l i n k s noted may represent a 

b ias towards tov/ns and middle distance l o c a t i o n s . I t eilao r e f l e c t s 

the very d i f f e r e n t a t t i t u d e s of each union t o non-resident re l ief . 

45. Evidence of a Beckett , G-.A. ( I85O) f o r East Angl ia and Berkshire. 

Report to the Poor Law Board on the Lav/s of Settlement and Removal 

of the Poor. B.P.P. ( I85O) XKVII , 1 - 2 . 

46. Fraser , J . ( I 8 6 7 - 8 ) Canmission on the employment of chi ldren, 

young persons and women i n agr icu l tu re . B .P .P . (1867-8) Z V I I , 110. 

47. Thomas, op. c i t . , 244. 

48' I b i d . , 236 and 245. 

49. I b i d . , 234 and 238-9. 

Redford, A. (1926) Labour migration i n ^ g l a n d I8OO-I85O (2nd ed«, 

(1964) ; laanchester Uhivei-sity Press) , 54. 

50. Redford, loc . c i t . 
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51. (Thomas, op. c i t . , 2^8-40. 

52. Ibid., 241-2. 

5^. Randal l , op. c i t . , 237-4^. 

54. Ibid., 242. 

55. I b i d . , 241. 

56. I b i d . , 258-9. 
2 

57» Chi Square t e s t . A = 2 .0 . Table va lue 2 . 7 1 vdien = 0 .05 , df = 1 , 

one t a i l e d t e s t . 
58. = 0 .55. 

59. = 15.5 ( in -migrat ion) 
2 

X = 10.25 (out-migrat ion) 

60. = 4 . 8 (pre-1795) 

x^ = 56.0 (post-1795) 

61. Thomas, qp. o i t . , 255. 

62. Randal l , op. c i t . , 252. 

65. Ibid., 229-50, Table 9 .8 . 

64. Ibid., 254. 

65. I b i d . , 255. = 0.559 when % = 0 .10 i s regarded as s i g n i f i c a n t , 

but i t i s i n f a c t not s i g n i f i c a n t as a t e s t value $ 0,568 i s 

needed f o r a two t a i l e d t e s t nihen n = 21 (see Ebdon, D. (1977) 

S t a t i s t i c s i n geopiraphy (Oxford : B l a c k w e l l ) , 184 . ) 

66. Ibid.. 248-9. 

67. Randal l uses a 90 percent c u t - o f f point in. preference to a distance 

threshold. This reduces the standard d e v i a t i o n at 40 kms. ( 5 9 . 1 -

42.0 kms. distance band) to < 5 percent which he f inds acceptable. 

Appendix 9.3 of Randall , also shows tha t i f 81 xms. i s used as a 

cut- 'off point the standard deviat ion i s z-educed to 2 .2 percent, 

and the loss of data f o r a l l parishes i s reduced from 10 percent t o 

4 percent. 

68. Rand&ll, op. c i t . , 254-5. 

69. Thomas, op. cit., 242 and 252. 

70. I b i d . . 279. 

71. I b i d . , 257. 
72. Ibid., 220. 

2 
75. X = 5 .78 . Test d e t a i l s as i n note 57. 

2 
74. X = 5 .25 . Test d e t a i l s as i n note 5 / . 

75. Pelham, op. cit., 48 and 62. 

76. Ibid., 54-5. 

77. Randall, op. cit., 202-$. 

78. Pelham, op. c i t . , 62. 
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79. HotsbaiMn, op. c i t . , 304-. Ac tua l ly the Newark data contains two 

masons, one from Grszitham and the other f rom ]Lea, near G&inaborough. 

80o Pelham, op. c i t . , 59* 
2 " 

81. X = 1 .96 . l e s t d e t a i l s as i n note 57. The data were dichotomised 

a t 32 kms., but the inadequacy of the data r e s t r i c t e d the tes t to 

these categories. I f occupations were not to be held constant, 

fu r the r t es t ing of c i v i l groups ivould be poss ib le . 

82. Randal l , op. c i t . , 197. 

83. I b i d . 

84. I b i d . , 200. 

85. I b i d . , 198. 

86. I b i d . . 206. 

87. Hampson, E.M. (1926-28) 'Settlement and Renoval i n Cambridgeshire 

1662-1834% Oambriage H i s t o r i c a l Journal 2 , 285. I t i s assumed 

tha t the categoiy 'marr ied man and fami ly ' i s based on named chi ldren. 

88. Qxley, op. c i t . , 400. 

89. i l a rsha l l , D. (1926) The Engl ish poor i n the eighteenth century 

(London : Routledge and Kegan Pau l ) , I 6 4 . 

90. Hampson, op. c i t . , 281. 

91. Bo^y, G-. (1964) The poor law i n Dorsetshire I76O- I834 , (unpub. Ph.D. 

thesis , Univers i ty of Southampton), 127-'9. 

92. Randal l , op. c i t . , I78-8O. 

93. L a s l e t t , P. and Harrison, J . (1963) , 'Clayworth and Gogenhoe' i n 

B e l l , H.E. and . ^ l a r d , R.C. (eds. ) H i s t o r i c a l ess^rs I6OO-I75O 

(London : B lack) , 157-184. 

94* Randal l , op. c i t . , 180-1. I t i s d i f f i c u l t to argue that the mid-

century population would be the aame as i n 1801. No na tura l growth 

i s assumed, y e t c e r t i f i c a t e d in-migrants a re double those leaving 

Ket ter ing . Only i f one assumes under r e g i s t r a t i o n of the out-migrants, 

a common feature of t h i s data, can no growth be hypothesised. !Phe 

turnover of population should be based on the four o e r t i f i c a t e d i n -

migrant f a m i l i e s (12 people) and the n a t u r a l turnover 1 ,000. This 

produces a 4 percent turnover of popu l . t ion through migrat ion which 

coupled wi th the 1,000 turnover from n a t u r a l causes resu l ts i n 

1120/3000 = 37.3 percent turnover. The decis ion to ra ise the 

combined turnover r a t e to 50 percent on the basis of the one data 

set from Clayworth and Cogenhoe i s questionable. Equal ly dangerous 

i s the assumption that of the 1,500 people involved i n a 50 percent 

tmmover i n Ke t te r ing , 500 must be frcm migra t ion . This does not 

a l low f o r any under r e g i s t r a t i o n i n the Registers . uven so, the 
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cer t i f i ca ted , in-migrants would, equal 12/50 i n any one year and. 

not 1 ^ 5 0 as i s suggested. 

95. Ib ido , 182. The use of Speazman's Rank Cor re la t ion tes t masks the 

absolute values^imhich are r e a l l y requi red t o t e s t t h i s hypothesis, 

but which BandaH ignores as a sample. The c o r r e l a t i o n of the 1801 

Census data wi th C e r t i f i c a t e s frcm the mid eighteenth century makes 

the t e s t r e s u l t of doubtful value. 

96. r^ = Oo70. C r i t i c a l value = 0,648, wheno6 = 0 .05 , n = 10 i n 

a two t a i l e d t e s t . 

97. Randal l , op. c i t . , 1^7. 

98. I b i d . , j 2 . 

99. Ib id . , 277-8. 

100. Randal l , loc . c i t . , 

101. I b i d . . 279. 

102. Ib id . . . 278. 

l O j . I b i d . . 280, Table I O . 4 . 

104. = 21,37 ( long-distance > 81 kms.) 

= 32.6 ( long-distance > 3 3 kms.) 

Test d e t a i l s as i n note 57« 
2 

103. Z =0,36 (long-distance -^81 kms.) 
2 

X = 0 . 0 0 ( long-distance > 3 3 kms.) 

Randall (279) tests these hypotheses by the v i s u a l inspection of the 

ogives f o r the three periods. I m p l i c i t l y he regards the data as 

the population rather than a sample. 

106. Randal l , op. c i t . , 282. 

107. Wrigley, hi.A. (1966) ( e d . ) An in t roduct ion to fk igl ish h i s t o r i c a l 

demography (London : Weidenf e l d and Nicolson) 

Glass, D.V. andEvers ley , D.E.C. ( I963) ( e d s . ) Populat ion i n h is to iy 

(London : Arnold) . 

These two books contain importajit co l lec t ions of papers Mi ich 

estab l ish the basis f o r much of the work i n t h i s f i e l d . 

108. I t i s appreciated that t h i s only provided the l e g a l l i m i t s of the 

systen and that the inc lus ion of some Indemnity B^nds f o r the l a t e 

seventeenth century, would masK d i rec t compar-ability w i th the 

Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s analysed i n Chapter 3. Nevertheless, i n 

r e l a t i o n to migration distances, th is i s assumed to be of no 

s igni f icance. 

109. Maltby, B. ( l 9 7 l ) , 'Par ish Registers and the problem of m o b i l i t y ' . 

Local Population Studies 6, 32-34. See page 20 above and note 1 

Chapter 3. 
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110. The se lect ion here i s based on the sub jec t i ve inspect ion of the 

par ish Index i n the County Archives to e s t a b l i s h the existence of 

r e l a t i v e l y complete and large data sets . I t vas not f e l t necessaiy 

to invest igate a l l the parishes f o r iA:ich subs tan t ia l co l lect ions 

of Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s e x i s t . 

111. Eversley^ D.E.C. (1965) , 'The e x p l o i t a t i o n of .Anglican Par ish Registers 

l)y aggregative a n a l y s i s \ i n Glass and Bvers ley , op. o i t . , 4^-7. 

112. P h i l l i m o i e , W.P.W. ( e d . ) Gloucestershire P a r i s h Registers. (London) 

Cam (1902) , vo l . V I I I , 126-54; Dursley ( I 8 9 9 ) , vo l . V, 55-99; 

Haifdcesbuiy ( l 8 9 9 ) , vo l . V, 17-41; Kingswood ( igO^) , H , 113-'32; 

Painswiok (1902) , vo l . V I I I , 126-54; Stonehouse ( I 8 9 7 ) , vo l . I I , 

35-64. 

Roe, B.A. (ed. ) Marriage Index. Stroud., (197^) 

The Bis ley data i s taken from the Bishop's Transcr ip t (C .R.0 . 

GDRVl/36), though t h i s i s i n poor condi t ion. 

113. The County A r c h i v i s t , Br ian S. Smith, i n a personal ccmmunication, 

bel ieves Ph i l l imore 's t ranscr ip ts to be e n t i r e l y accurate and the 

sample check general ly substantiates t h i s view. There i s a serious 

omission i n the case of IXirsley, i n tha t the t ranscr ip t ignores the 

-wedding Registers coneeguent on Kardwicke's Act (26 G-eo. I I ) i n 

which the or ig ins are noted. See I N l / 5 , I / 6 and ]y8 which are 

pro-foima covei-ing the post-1754 per iod i n Dursley. Confusion i s 

compounded by Ph i l l imore making pa i - t ia l use I N I/8. 

114» Per ry , G. (1967) , 'Woiicing class i s o l a t i o n and m o b i l i t y I n r u r a l 

D o r s e t ' , Trans. I n s t . Br. Geqgr. 46, 122. 

115. Bversley, D.B.C. op. c i t . , 6l|.. I n these circumstances i t i s 

suggested that imhere a la rge number of l o c a l marriages e x i s t , then 

a check ttirough baptism records, some 25-35 years before, may be 

useful and tha t a minimum of 50 percent i d e n t i f i c a t i o n would be 

needed to accept the face value of the t e im ' o f t h i s p a r i s h ' . 

Pe r iy , op. c i t . , 125, notes that the d e f i n i t i o n of the place of 

residence and Settlement wei-e l i a b l e to be b l u r r e d especia l ly i n 

the eighteenth century and he be l ieves t h a t i t i s the former tha t 

i s usual ly stated. 

116. Maltby, ]oc. c i t . 

Eversley, D.i i .C. (1957) , 'A survey of popula t ion i n an area of 

Worcestei'shii-e from I66O-I85O on the hajsis of par ish records ' , 

Population Studies X, 272. iiivei sley suggests that the smaller 

parishes would requi re a greater proport ion of mai-risges between 

partnei-s of d i f f e r e n t parishes. Such a t rend may be t rue of the 
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large parishes of Bis ley and. Painswick, bu t i s not subatentiated 

f o r the large parish of HaTA:esbuiy, which was veiy accessible, or 

the small market town, of Dursley. The high proportion of l o c a l 

maii'iages before 175^, of course, be pure ly a matter of the 

non-recording of r e s i d e n t i a l d e t a i l , but the absence of outsiders 

i n Dursley a f t e r 1753 i s unexplained. I n B is ley i t may r e f l e c t 

the incomplete copying onto the Bishop's t r a n s c r i p t . 

117. Eversley, (1957) op. c i t . , 254-6. La ter (page 272), Eversley 

suggests that the Settlement Laws operated less s t r i c t l y as the 

eighteenth centuzy progressed and th is would seem to conti-adict 

the implications of the previous statement (note 115). 

Bogner, 5. ( l $ 6 $ ) , 'Aspects of the demographic s i tuat ion i n seventeen 

parishes i n Shropshire 1711-60. jm exercise based on parish r e g i s t e r s ! . 

Population Studies Z V I I , 1^2, bel ieves t h a t the Law was operated 

more s t r i c t l y i f the evidence of the Kaririage Begistei's i s v a l i d , 

as the tendency f o r l o c a l marriages increased during the f i r s t h a l f 

of the eighteenth century. 

Eazze l l , P.E. ( I 9 6 5 ) , 'Population change i n the eighteenth century. 

A r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ' , Econ. H is t , kew. 18 , 51^. On pages 314-5 

Eazze l l establishes a stable ra te of marriages per 1,000 population, 

f o r the eighteenth centuzy, as a lAole and f o r p a r t i c u l a r classes 

of settlement. Ihe ra te of approximately 8 .5 /1 ,000 has been appl ied 

to the parishes i n Figure 63 as a simple check on the completeness 

of the Begister* Rudder's population est imate i s used and an 

estimate of 6OO f o r iCingswood ( e x - W i l t s h i r e ) . These are ve iy 

close except f o r Painswick and Stroud where thei-e appears to be 

a major under-registrat ion of maz-riages. Ihe low number i n the 

f i r s t ha l f of the century may r e f l e c t t h i s , thoijgh i t Y/ould be 

too simple to explain these gaps i n terms of the abuses tha t led 

to Hardwicke's Act and the requirement to s ta te ones place of 

sett lement. General ,under-registrat ion of ten percent frcan the 

factors already i d e n t i f i e d and from inaccur8.te entr ies , absentee 

clergy, the Commonwealth, accidental loss and del iberate avoidance 

are suggested by Sogner, op. c i t . , 127. 

Rrause, J . T . ( l $ 6 5 ) , 'The changing adequacy of iilnglish reg is t ra t ion , 

1690-1837% i n Glass andEversley, op. c i t . , 383, bel ieves Marriage 

Registers to be highly accurate. 

Eversley (1966) op. c i t . , 63, notes t h a t the pressures of r u r a l l i f e 

ensured that Marriage Registers were h igh ly accurate even before 

Hardwicke's Act. 
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118. Krauae, op. c i t . , 385« 

than mairiages. 

11$. Hypothesis 

This was more t r u e of baptians and bur ia ls 

(There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence between 

the patterns of m i g r a t i o n as showi by Settlement 

C e r t i f i c a t e s and contemporazy Anglican Marriage 

Registers. 

Paz-ish D value C r i t i c a l 
D v a l u e 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

Bis ley 

PaijiBwick 

6tonehouse 

Stroud 

Cam 

Dursley 

Hawkesbuzy 

Kingswood 

0.07 

0.06 
0.06 
O.Oj 

0.08 
0.154 

0.11 

0.0^ 

0 * 1 4 

0.14 

0.18 
0.10 
0.20 
0.1^7 

0.22 
0.21 

+ 
+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

Kolmogarov-Smimov t e s t . Test de ta i l s see note l 6 . 

120. 

Parish 

Bis ley 

Painswick 

Stonehouse 

Stroud 

Cam 

Dursley 

Ha'«&:e8buzy 

Kingg-mood. 

There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n the pa t te rn 

of short and long-d is tance migrat ion , as showi by 

Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s and Anglican Marriage 

Registers. 

0.02 

4 .5 

0 . 5 

5 . 7 

1 .5 

7 .6 

2 . 4 

0 . 3 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

+ 

X 
+ 

z 
+ 

X 

4" 
+ 

Chi Square t e s t . Test d e t a i l s see note 17. 

The a l t e r n a t i v e hypothesis i s that Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s r e s t r i c t 

movement. 

Retest i j ig the hypothesis^ but using 80 kms. as the threshold of 
2 

long-distance rea_Lfizms the resu l ts f o r Stroud (X = 6.Z{)and 
2 

Painswick = 2 . 9 ) . i t might be argued tha t the gr-eater power 
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of the Kolmogarov-8mim.ov t e s t over Chi Square (S ieg l , op. c i t . . 1^0) , 

points to the acceptance of the n u l l hypothesis , but i t must be 

remembered, tha t the data was l imited, to movement <80 kms. I n the 

case of Painswick, the chance f a c t o r of j u s t three of the marriage 

partners coming frcm w i th in ^2 kms. r a t h e r than beyond, that distance 

vfould. be s u f f i c i e n t to remove the s t a t i s t i c a l d i f ference observed, 

i n the Chi Square t e s t . inc lus ion of marr iage partners from 

beyond. 81 kms. i n the case of Stroud, i s of much greater s igni f icance 

and. may r e f l e c t i t s groviing impoi-tance as an urban centre. 

121. Maltby, B. ( igSg) , 'Easingwold. Marriage h o r i z o n s ' . l o c a l Population 

Studies 2, 

122. ld.em ( l 9 7 l ) 40 ,41 . Sqme errors i n computation occur between Tables 

H and. I l l i n matching the number of marr iages involving outside 

partners. E .g . 364 such marriages are recorded, f o r B u m a a l l i n 

Table I I and. ^54 i n Table I I I . The I l k l e y discrepancy i s lai-ger. 

Comparison i s based, on Table I I I i n t h i s t h e s i s and. the two small 

chapelries have been exclud.ed.. 

183" Buckatzch, E . J . ( I 9 5 1 ) , 'Constancy of l o c a l populations and. migrat ion 

i n England, before 1800 ' , Population Studies 5 , 6$. 

124. Constant, A, (1948) , 'The geographical background of i n t e r - v i l l a g e 

population movements i n Iforthamptonshii-e and Hunjtingdonshire, 

1 7 5 4 - 1 9 4 G e o g r a p h y X X X I I I , 81. 

125. Pee l , R.F. (1^42) , ' I jocal i n t e r marriage and the s t a b i l i t y of r u r a l 

populat ion i n the J-hglish Midlands' , Geography XXVI I , 2^. 

126. I b i d . . 26. 

127. P e n y , op. c i t . , 121. 

128. I b i d . , I j O . 

129. I b i d . , 124, 

Peel , op. c i t . , 26. 

1 ^ « A c t u a l l y , the Alarriage I tegisters analysed i n t h i s study are based on 

a l l partners who or ig ina te beyond the par-ish and not jus t woiicing 

class partners . Perry an i ts some crcKptsmen, yeomen and ti-adesmen 

because of the d i f f i c u l t y i n def in ing the c lass to which they belong. 

(Pei-ry, op. c i t . , 123) 

131. Perry , op. c i t . , 126. 

132. Kiichemann, C .P . , Boyce, A . J . , and Harr ison, G.A, (1967), (eds. ) 

' A demographic and genet ic study of a group of Oxfordshire v i l l a g e s ' , 

i n Drake, M. (1973) Appl ied h i s t o r i c a l s tudies (ijondon : Methuen), 211 

133. I b i d . , 212-3. 

134. Eversl^r, (1966) op. c i t . , 22. 

135. I b i d . 
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156. Biyant, D. (1971) , 'Denographic trends in. south Devon i n the mid-

nineteenth cen tu iy ' , i n G-regoiy, K.J . a n d R a v e n h i l l , W. (eds. ) 

Exeter essays i n geography (Exeter U n i v e r s i t y Press) , 137. 

Lawton, R, (1970) , 'The population of L i v e r p o o l i n the mid-nineteenth 

century' i n Baker, A.E.H. et a l . (eds . ) Geographical i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 

of h i s t o r i c a l sources (ifewton Abbot : D a v i d and Charles) , 395. 

137. Hypothesis. 

l^arish 

Painswick 

Bis ley 

Stonehouse 

Stroud 

Cam 

Dursley 

Kingswood 

There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f fe rence i n the 

pat te rn of short and. long-distance movanent 

as shown by post-1795 Removal Orders and the 

1851 Enumerators' Returns. 

A B 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

4 .3 

2.4 

0.0 
0.0 
2.5 

2.3 

0.4 

z 
+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

9 . j 

l . j 

3.9 

6.8 
0.0 
4 . 6 

2.6 

Accept n u l l 
hypothesis 

X 
+ 

X 

X 
+ 

X 
+ 

Chi Square t e s t . Test d e t a i l s see note I 7 . 

A long-distance > 32 kms. 

B long-distance > 80 kms. 

The a l t e r n a t i v e hypothesis vmuld be tha t Removal Orders show a more 

r e s t r i c t e d pat te rn . 
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Chapter 7 

Conclusion 

This thesis has been concerned, iwith two main and. in ter - re la ted . 

thanes. F i r s t l y , the evaluat ion of the d.ocuiiient8 generated, by the 

law of Settlement and. Removal f o r a study of m i g r a t i o n between the 

l a t e seventeenth and. mid.-nineteenth centuries. aeccmdly, i t has 

sought to display the p o t e n t i a l of these sources i n establ ishing 

geographical pat terns of migrat ion by using a genera l model, i n a 

spec i f i c group of parishes. 

The Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s , Examinations and. Removal Orders 

provide a substant ia l body of data f o r the study of migrat ion a t the 

par ish l e v e l i n t h i s period. Thei r greatest va lue l i e s i n t h e i r 

cross-referencing to provide important b iograph ica l d e t a i l fmr a 

substant ia l section of the population, by age, sex, c i v i l status and 

occupation, i n a wide v a r i e t y of geographical l o c a t i o n s . The C e r t i f i c a t e s 

d i r e c t l y record the outcome of a decision to migra te , lehereas Removal 

Orders may ind ica te an e a r l i e r move or recoird a fo rced migrat ion. 

S ingly , the l a t t e r may be regarded as i n d i c a t i n g i n d i v i d u a l f a i l u r e , 

but i n aggregate the Removal Orders pixavide an index of l o c a l and 

reg iona l economic d is t ress . 

The value of these documents has to be gauged not only i n terms of 

t h e i r i n t r i n s i c qua l i t y but against other sources ava i lab le f o r migrat ion 

s t u ^ i n the period 1662-18$^. E c c l e s i a s t i c a l Deposit ions are no longer 

s ign i f i can t and Apprentice Indentures are b iased i n terms of age, sex, 

soc ia l status and occupation. Par ish Registers , despite the problems of 

under - reg is t ra t ion , remain the only other n a t i o n a l source f o r such study. 

I n the eighteenth centuiy they provide a more complete record than the 

Poor Law documents, though par ish d e t a i l was f requent ly missing before 

Hardwicke's Act and the Registers do not record migrat ion events as such. 

I n the f i r s t h a l f of the nineteenth century urbanisat ion had resu l ted i n 

gross inadequacies i n the Registers , thus rest i tLct ing t h e i r value f o r the 

analysis of population movements. I n t h i s same per iod, b i r t h - p l a c e data 

was not a s i g n i f i c a n t element of the Census and only a f t e r the introduct ion 

of c i v i l r e g i s t r a t i o n i n 18^7 i s i t possible to i d e n t i f y net migrat ion 

flows at union l e v e l , by comparing n a t u r a l changes against in te r -censa l 

change. Even i n 1841* b i r t h - p l a c e data are recorded ve iy simply, and 

only i n 18^1 are actual b i r t h - p l a c e s recorded. There i s as a consequence 

a gap a t the ind iv idua l l e v e l , f o r the e a r l y p a r t of the centuiy , which 
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Removal Orders can help to f i l l . 

Ihe analysis of changing patterns of m i g r a t i o n leads to a con-

s idera t ion of the underlying processes, vdiich a r e best understood w i t h i n 

the conceptual framework of a t o t a l migrat ion model. Most studies of 

migrat ion concentrate on p a r t i c u l a r face ts , such as migrat ion d i f f e r e n t i a l s , 

the r o l e of distance and mean information f i e l d s or the value of analogue 

models such as cen t ra l place theory. There i s a r e a l danger that such 

p a r t i a l studies do not view migrat ion as a sub-system wi th in a wider 

p o l i t i c a l and socio-eoonomic aivironment. The model used here i s o l a t e s 

the major elements of t h i s sub-systan, the di_rect ional l inks and f l o w 

regulators^ though the volume or energy f lowing through the system cannot 

be measured from the ava i lab le data. ITie model i l luminates the two-way 

re la t ionsh ip between the sub-system and the wider environment. I n 

p a r t i c u l a r , migrat ion a t t h i s time can only be understood w i th in the 

l e g a l framework which generated the data upon 7 ^ c h t h i s study i s based. 

Equal ly , the evaluat ion of the data f o r migra t ion study depends on an 

appreciat ion of t h i s re la t ionsh ip . 

The documents a r ise from the admin is t ra t ion of the Law and t h e i r 

existence today i s not only a funct ion of the chance fac tors of s u r v i v a l , 

but the i n i t i a l decision of par ish o f f i c e r s t o issue or wi tho ld them. 

C e r t i f i c a t e s , i n p a r t i c u l a r , could be wi the ld , w h i l s t Removal Orders 

seem to have beccme redundant i n the l a s t decades of parochia l 

administrat ion. Although a great deal of b iograph ica l d e t a i l i s found 

i n the documents, i t i s p a r t i a l as only those aspects that had a bearing 

on the l e g a l settlement were regu la r ly recorded. Not a l l the population 

were d i r e c t l y a f f e c t e d by the Poor Law and even though the a r t i s a n , 

servant and labourer, representing a major sect ion , were w e l l recorded, 

some s k i l l e d workers, tenant farmers, tradesmen, as wel l as professionals 

and the gentry are r a r e l y found i n the documents. Further biases are 

also found. C e r t i f i c a t e s were less l i k e l y t o be needed f o r a move to 

the growing manufacturing towns and t h e i r general buoyancy, during th is 

period, and the greater anonymity of the i n d i v i d u a l , r e s u l t i n r e l a t i v e l y 

fewer Removal Orders &Qm the l a rge r towns and more from the economically 

stagnant r u r a l parishes. Tfhereas there i s no shortage of Ranoval Orders 

from 'c lose ' parishes, C e r t i f i c a t e s are in f requent . S i m i l a r l y , there 

are biases a t the ind iv idua l l e v e l vdiich r e f l e c t the d i f f e r e n t i a l 

v u l n e r a b i l i t y of spinsters, s ingle men and f a m i l i e s under the Law. 

C e r t i f i c a t e s are not common f o r spinsters, though with f a m i l i e s they 

are dcminant i n Removal Orders. These data there fo re t e l l us more 

about the d i f f e r e n t i a l e f f e c t of the Law than migrat ion d i f f e r e n t i a l s . 
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Occupation, sex, c i v i l status and. age -mere a l l examined., but only the 

l au te r can be regarded, as a s i g n i f i c a n t m i g r a t i o n charac te r is t i c . 

I n spi te of the volume of biographical d e t a i l , the documents are 

disappointing as a source from # i i c h the m i g r a t i o n motives of individ.ual8 

can be derived. Nevertheless, the nature of the C e r t i f i c a t e implies a 

strongly economic determinant i n f r e e migra t ion . 

Ihe substant ia l col lect ions of data are n o t uniformly spread over 

space nor time and. represent an unknomi propor t ion of the t o t a l issued.. 

HovTever, even la rge col lect ions only represent a small proport ion of 1 

movanent, though extrapolated measures of the volume of migration from 

t h i s source are dangerous. The unequal s u r v i v a l of Poor Law documents 

requires that they are t rea ted as a san^le and. not as a s t a t i s t i c a l 

population. I t also demands t h a t despite t h e i r inherent weaknesses. 

Marriage Registers and Enumerators' Returns, should be used to evaluate 

the migrat ion pat terns derived from t h i s source. A comparison of 

C e r t i f i c a t e s and. l/iarriage Registers revealed s i m i l a r pat terns, r e i n f o r c i n g 

Evers ley 's view tha t the l a t t e r , though not record ing migrat ion, revea l 

movements t h a t are not a t y p i c a l of t h i s t ime. The short-distance 

movement cmmon to both sources i s i n l i n e w i t h the general b o ^ of 

research f o r t h i s per iod and suggests the va lue of C e r t i f i c a t e s i n 

th is context. C e r t i f i c a t e s cannot be regarded, as a constraint on 

migrat ion distances. Removal Orders, a f t e r 1795, showed, a s imi la r 

pat tern of movement to tha t d.erived from Enumerators' Returns, vAien 

32 kms. was used as the threshold f o r long-distance movement, but 

the existence of r e a l d i f ferences between these two sources Ti^en the 

threshold was set at 80 kms., suggests that long-d is tance , town 

orientated, movement i s under- registered i n the n ineteenth century 

Removal Orders. 

A ccmparison of the Poor Law documents i n the Gloucestershire 

c loth parishes wi th those i n other parts of England produced mixed 

r e s u l t s . I n other Gloucestershire parishes the re waa general agreanent 

wi th the pat terns i so la ted i n the c loth p ^ i s h e s , but da.ta der ived from 

Oxley and. Randall suggest tha t C e r t i f i c a t e s may have r e s t r i c t e d movement. 

The d i f f e r e n t aggregation techniques used by these authors may account 

f o r these d i f fe rences , but f u r t h e r t e s t i n g of the hypotheses i s needed. 

Cer ta in ly , the reworking of Randa l l ' s data d.oe8 not support h i s conclusion 

that the pat terns of in -migrat ion were more r e s t r i c t e d than those f o r 

out-migrat ian. Pelham's b e l i e f tha t C e r t i f i c a t e s encouraged mobi l i ty 

i s re jec ted i n favour of econcmic and. urban growth s t imulat ing a more 

extensive migrat ion f i e l d around Biimingham. The coro l la ry that the 



293 

1795 Amendmeit acted, i n a maimer s imi la r to t h a t proposed by Pelham 

f o r 1697, i s re jec ted f o r both invmrd and outward movement i n a l l the 

Gloucesterahire parishes i n vAiich i t was t e s t e d . The only exception 

was seen i n Stroudwater when a lowering of t h e long-distance threshold 

revealed a tendency f o r migrat ion distances t o increase a f t e r 1795. 

However, the d i f ference i n economic fortunes r a t h e r than the Poor I.aw 

are p re fe r red to explain these d i f ferences. The evidence suggests 

that the Poor Laws imy have had l i t t l e e f f e c t on migrat ion distances, 

or the volume of movement, though i t d i d have a r e a l e f f e c t on the 

m o b i l i t y of some ind iv idua ls . What cannot b e resolved i s the number 

of p o t e n t i a l moves that were prevented by the drugging e f f e c t of a 

secure settlement and the f e a r of fami ly d i s i n t e g r a t i o n i n the face 

of removal. 

Siven the l i m i t a t i o n s described above ̂ the t o t a l migrat ion model 

provides a framework w i th in which the data, d e r i v e d from th is source 

could be analysed and p a r t i c u l a r aspects of t h e migra t ion process 

examined. Short-distance movement v/as daninant thi-oughout the per iod 

r e f l e c t i n g the r e s t r i c t e d mean info imat ion f i e l d der ived from the o r a l 

t rans fe r of employment opportuni t ies . Only c o a s t a l regions and the 

major through routes of navigable r i v e r s provided evidence of long-

distance movement. Information traversed an asymmetric and fragmented 

f i e l d i n which fami ly t i e s and regional occupat ional s i m i l a r i t i e s played 

s i g n i f i c a n t ro les i n strengthening spec i f ic m i g r a t i o n streams. Never-

the less , distance proved a major symptom of t h i s contro l over movement 

and much movement was not r e l a t e d to spec i f ic occupational l i n k s but , 

as Bedford suggests, to the opportunity i t s e l f . The lack of movonent 

between the two neighbouring c l o t h regions of Gloucestershire may provide 

support f o r Lee'g hypothesis that the e f f i c i e n t y of stream and counter-

stream tend to be low i f o r i g i n and dest ina t ion are s i m i l a r . 

Ravenstein proposed tha t a wave- l ike process e f f e c t e d the s h i f t 

i n population towards the expanding urban centres. This could not be 

i d e n t i f i e d i n Gloucestershire from the Set t lanent papers, though there 

i s seme support f o r HMgei-sti^and's 'cha in-migrat ion ' by i^ihich towns absort 

people from the immediate countiyside but lose populat ion to higher order 

centres. Long-distance movement was shown to be town or ienta ted and 

especia l ly important a f t e r 1795« usefulness of a cen t ra l place 

analogue i n explaining migi-ation a t t h i s t ime i s r e j e c t e d . I t i s not 

possible to operat ional ise the concepts of ari i nner and outer zone of 

migrat ion and the analogies of a migrat ion centre a.s a centr-al place 

and migrat ion as a multi-purpose t r i p cannot be sustained. The existence 
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of substant ia l movement do^itvard. i n the se t t lement hierai-chy r e f l e c t s 

the widespread existence of irural manufacturing a t t h i s time and a 

strong symbiotic f low of migrants betv/een. t o w i and country. Pat ten 's 

ident i f ica . t ion of two separate processes f o r short and long-distance 

movement f inds more support than a centra l p l a c e analogue i n t h i s thesis, 

l l ie s p a t i a l geometry of t h i s twent ieth century model i s re jected , but 

the model does help to i l l u m i n s t e the l e a l i t y o f eighteenth centuiy 

movement. Nevertheless, the l i m i t e d range o f the settlement hierarci^r 

i n Gloucestershire makes i t desirable to examine t h i s model i n a region 

of contiguous parishes f o r imdiich de ta i l ed p a t t e r n s of i n and out-inovement 

c%% be establ ished. There i s an obvious need f o r fu r the r studies vAich 

draw on these documents i n contrast ing reg ions , so tha t t h e i r p o t e n t i a l 

value can be f u l l y rea l ised . Equal ly , such s tudies w i l l provide a 

f u l l e r p i c t u r e of spec i f ic migrat ion streams and the processes undei--

pinning movement i n t h i s per iod of t r a n s i t i o n , from a p r e - i n d u s t r i a l 

to an i n d u s t r i a l , urbanised society . I n the two hundred years befoi-e 

b i r t h - p l a c e data are f u l l y recorded i n the Census, the b iographical 

d e t a i l of the Poor Ijaw documents i s of great importance. (The 

a v a i l a b i l i t y of computer technology has made f a m i l y reconst i tu t ion passible 

from contanporaiy Par ish Registezs and t h i s suggests that a f u l l e r 

understanding of migrat ion processes may come from the use of kegisters 

and Poor Law documents together i n regional s t u d i e s . 
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ADpeadix 1. 

Settlement Certificate 

To the ChurchTvarclens and. Overseei-s of the poor of the parish of 

Painswick in the County of Gloucester or to any or either of them. 

Gloucestershire. We imhose names are herewith subscribed., 

Ghurohward.ens and. Orerseers for the poor of the parish 

of Miserd.en in the county of Gloucester aforesaid Do 

hereby ovm and. acknoT/ledge Samuel Wlieeler to be an 

inhabitart Iĉ jally settled, in. the parish of miserden 

aforesaio ..J L.ess iivhereof vre have hereunto set our 

hands and seals this Tenth day of October in the sixth 

year of the reign of our Sovereign Lord. Geoi^e by the 

grace of God. of 

Britain France and Ireland. King defender of the faith 

Anno Domini 1719 

Sealed, and d.elivered. 

in the presence of us 

Thomas Haigh GhurchT/ard.en of the poor 

Thomas Backimill Overseer of the poor 

William Dudley 

Valentine Jones 

We livhose hands are hereunto subscribed. 
Two of his iiajesty's justices of the 
peace of the County of Gloucestershire 
aforesaid, do allow of the certificate 
above v/itli over date the Tenth day of 
October. Anno Dcmini 1719. 

Nathaniel Stephens 

J. S-mynf er 
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wpendix 1. 

Exsmiziation. 

(The Examination of James Beverstock now r e s i d i n g 

i n the pai-ish of Pains-mick in, the County of 

Gloucestershire Braadf/eaver taken upon h i s oath 

be fore "Dhcmas Cooke and. G-iles Gardner Esquires 

two of h is Ma jes ty 's Just ices of t h e Peace of 

and. f o r the s a i d County of G loucester the I g t h 

day of Februazy i n the year 174C. 

This examinant deposeth and s a i t h tha t he was b o m i n the p a r i s h of 

I r / in f ie ld i n the County of W i l t s and t h a t when he v/as about eleven 

yeazs of age he was bound on apprent ice by I n d e n t u r e to John iwgers 

of the p a r i s h of Bradford, i n the s a i d county o f W i l t s Broadweaver and 

served him i n the same p a r i s h of Bradford dur ing the -whole term of 

h is apprent iceship and t h a t about f o u r years s ince he came t o l i v e 

i n t h i s par ish of Painsid.ck aforesaj-d but h a t h no t gained, any 

sett lement i n the s a i d pa r ish of Painswick o r i n any other par ish or 

p lace unless as a f o r e s a i d to the best of h is knowledge. 

8wom the day and year above mentioned 

before us : 

[Chomas Cooke %ie mark of 

G. Gardner James % Beverstock 
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G-. Gardner 

Appendijc I J i l l 

Reaoval Order 

Gloucestershire To the Churchivardens and Overseers of the poor of the 

par ish of Painswick i n the said. County of Gloucestershire 

To Vfit to Execute and Convey and to t h e Churchwardens and 

Overseers of that par ish of O ld Sodbury i n the same 

County to Eeceive and Obey. 

%tereas complaint i s now made unto us vAiose hands and seals 

are here unto se t t two of h is M a j e s t y ' s Just ices of the 

Peace f o r the County of Gloucester one of us being of the 

Quoram by the Churchimrdens and Overseers of the Poor of 

the Par ish of Painswick a f o r e s a i d t h a t Wi l l iam l/Iicholls 

and icllizabeth h is ?vife now residje Tvithin the said Par ish 

of PainsTvick by v i r t u e of a C e r t i f i c a t e under the Hands and 

seals of the Churchwardens and Overseers of the Poor of 

the sa id Par ish of Old Sodbuiy owning the sa id T/i l l iam 

Nichols and h is Family to be Par ish ioners l e g a l l y s e t t l e d 

i n the said Parish of Old Sodbury ii'vhich sa id C e r t i f i c a t e 

i s signed and allowed by two o f h i s Majesty 's Justices of 

the Peace f o r t h i s County and the s a i d V/i l l iam NichoUs 

and E l i zabe th h is vdj'e and become chargeable to the sa id 

Par ish of Painswick 

And so the sa id Just ices having seen and perused the sa id 

C e r t i f i c a t e and also Ezainined the Overseer of the Poor of 

the said Par ish of Painswick upon h is Oath Do Adjudge t ha t 

the sa id Wi l l iam r l ichol ls and E l i z a b e t h his T/ife are become 

ac tua l l y chargeable to the sa id P a r i s h of Painswick and 

that the place of thei i - l a s t l e g a l sett lement i s i n the 

Par ish of Old Sodbuiy a foresaid 

These are therefore to require you the Churchwardens and 

Overseers of the Poor of the s a i d Par ish of Painswick some 

or one of you fo r thw i th to Remove and Convey from the sa id 

Par ish of Painswick unto the P a r i s h of Old Sodbuiy aforesaid 

and de l ive r them to the Churchwardens and Overseers of the 

Poor there or to some or one of them ( together with t h i s 

Order or a time copy thereof ) who i s and are hereby 

required to receive and provide f o r t h e i r and the Law 

Di rects Heieof f a i l not Given under our Hands and Seals the 

Beventienth Day of i\oveiiber i n the yeaz' of our loixi 1746. 
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Jlmpendiz 2 

Bavenstela's Laws of 2,migration 

I t does not admit of doubt that the c a l l f o r labour i n our centres 

of industzy and commerce i s the prime cause of those currents of migrat ion 

-which i t i s the object of t h i s paper to t race . I f there fore , we speak 

perhaps somevAiat presumptuously of "laws of m i g r a t i o n " , we can only r e f e r 

to the mode i n v&iich the def iciency of hands in. one p a r t of the countiy 

i s suppled frcan other par ts wtiere population i s redundant. 

1. Ife have a l r e a ^ proved that the great body of our migrants only 

proceed a short distance, and that there takes p l a c e ccnsequently a 

universal s h i f t i n g of displacement of the popu la t ion , which produces 

"currents of migration" s e t t i n g i n the d i r e c t i o n of the great centres 

of ccmmerce and industry which absort the migrants . 

I n foiming an estimate of t h i s displacement we must take in to account 

the number of nat ives of each county which furn ishes the migrants, as also 

the population of the towns or d i s t r i c t s which absorb them. 

2o I t i s the n a t u r a l outcome of th is movement of migrat ion, l i m i t e d i n 

range, but universal throughout the country, t h a t the process of absorption 

would go on i n the fo l lowing manner 

The inhabi tants of the country immediately surrounding a town of r-apid 

growth, f l o c k i n t o i t ; the gaps thus l e f t i n t h e r u r a l populat ion are 

f i l l e d up by migrants frcm more remote d i s t r i c t s , u n t i l the a t t r a c t i v e 

force of one of our r a p i d l y gi-owing c i t i e s makes i t s inf luence f e l t , step 

by step, to the most ranote comer of the kingdom. Ivligrants enumerated 

i n a c e r t a i n centre of absorption w i l l consequently grow less wi th the 

distance proport ionate ly to the nat ive populat ion vdiich furnishes them 

and a map exhib i t ing by t i n t s the r e c r u i t i n g process of any town ought 

cleaj?ly to danonstrate th is f a c t . That t h i s i s a c t u a l l y the case w i l l be 

found by l e f e r r i n g to maps 3 , 4 , 8 and 9. These maps shovf a t the ssune time 

that f a c i l i t i e s of communication may f requent ly counte rva i l the d is -

advantage of distance. 

The process of dispersion i s the inverse of t h a t of absolution, and 

exhibi ts s im i la r features . 

Each main current of migrat ion produces a compensating counter-

current. 

$. Migrants proceeding long distances genera l ly go by preference to one 

of the great centres of commerce or industry . 

6. The nat ives of towns are less migratory than those of tne r u r a l parts 
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of the country. 

7. ^^enales are more migratory than males. 

Lee^ op. c i t . , 47, suggests that icavenstein i d e n t i f i e s two fur ther laws 

i n h is second paper. 

1 . Technology and l&gra t ion . "Does migra t ion inoreajse? I bel ieve so 

"wherever 1 able to make a compaz'ison I found t h a t an inorease i n the 

means of locomotion and a development of manufactures and ccmmerce have 

l e d to an inorease i n migrat ion". (p.288) 

2. Dominance of the econcmic motive. "Bad o r oppressive laws, hea"vy 

taxa t ion , an una t t rac t ive c l imate, uncongenial s o c i a l surroundings and 

even ccmpulsion (s lave t rade, t ranspor ta t ion) , a l l have produced and are 

s t i l l producing currents of migrat ion, but none of these currents can 

compare i n volume with that "?;diich arises from t h e desire inherent i n moat 

men to ' b e t t e r ' themselves i n mate r i a l respects" . (p. 286) . 
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jee's Migra t ion 

1. Volume of Migrat ion 

a. TNithin a given t e r r i t o r y var ies v / i t h the degree of 

d i v e r s i t y of areas included i n tha t t e i - r i t o r y . 

b. var ies with the divei -si ty of people ( i n teims of race, or 

ethnic o r i g i n , education, income or t r a d i t i o n ) . 

c i s r e l a t e d to the d i f f i c u l t y of suimounting the intervening 

obstacles. 

d var ies wi th f luc tua t ions i n the econoiqy ( i . e . volume increases 

wi th economic p rosper i t y . ) 

e. Unless sever checks are imposed, both the volume and r a t e of migrat ion 

tend to increase wi th time. 

f . Volume and r a t e of migrat ion vary wi th the s t a t e of progress i n a 

country or area ( i . e . general l e v e l of economic development). 

Migrat ion would be heavy i n developed countr ies and i n t e r n a l migrat ion 

also would be a t a high r a t e . 

2. Stream and Counter-sti-eam 

a. Migrat ion tends to ta%:e place l a r g e l y v / i th in v /e l l defined stresjms. 

b. For every major migrat ion sti-eam, a counter-stream develops. 

c. The e f f i c i e n c y of the stream ( ra tes of stream to counter-stream or 

the net r e d i s t r i b u t i o n of population e f f e c t e d by the opposite flows) 

i s high i f the major fac tors i n tne develo;gment of a migrat ion stream 

v/ere minus fac tors at o r ig in . 

d. The e f f i c i e n c y of stream and counter-stream tends to be low i f o r i g i n 

and dest inat ion are similar . . 

e. The e f f i c i e n c y of migrs.tion stteams w i l l be h igh i f the intervening 

obstacles are gr-eat. 

f . The e f f i c i e n c y of a migrat ion stream var ies w i t h economic conditions, 

being high i n prosperous times and low i n times of depression. 

3. Character is t ics of migrants 

a. Ik-Iigration i s se lec t i ve . 

b. Migr-ants responding p r i m a r i l y to plus f a c t o r s a t dest inat ion tend to 

be p o s i t i v e l y se lected ( i . e . se lect ion f o r migrants of high q u a l i t y ) . 

c. Migrants responding p r i m a r i l y to minns f a c t o r s a t o r i g i n tend to be 

negat ive ly selected; or , when the minus f a c t o r s are overwhelming to 
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enter populat ion groups, they may not be s e l e c t e d a t a l l . 

d. Taking a l l migrants t o - g e t h e r , selection, tends to be bimodal. 

(For any given o r i g i n seme of the migrants lAdio leave are responding 

p r i m a r i l y to plus f a c t o r s a t d e s t i n a t i o n and t h e r e f o r e tend to be 

p o s i t i v e l y se lected, -while others are responding to minus fac to rs 

and therefore tend to be n e g a t i v e l y s e l e c t e d . Therefore, i f T/e 

p l o t c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of t o t a l migrants a long a continuum ranging 

from poor to e x c e l l e n t , we o f ten get a J - s h a p e d or U-shaped curve. 

Such curves are found, f o r example, i ^ e i e t h e c h a r a c t e r i s t i c i s 

e i t h e r occupational c lass or education. 

e. The degree of p o s i t i v e s e l e c t i o n increases w i t h the d i f f i c u l t y 

of of the in te rven ing obstacles. 

f . The heightened propensi ty to migrate a t c e r t a i n stages of the l i f e 

cycle i s important i n the s e l e c t i o n of m i g r a n t s . 

g. The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of migrants tend to b e in te rmed ia te between the 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the populat ion a t o r i g i n and the populat ion a t 

des t ina t ion . 
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Population i n Gloucestez'shire 

c. 1701, 1771, 1811, IbW. and 1$51. 

Regioiy'Parish c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 184L 1851 

Par ish 
ownership 

1842 
a. b . 

1. Oxford. Clay Vale 

Down Ampnqy 180 248 324 423 443 

Lechlade 500 925 993 1300 1373 0 

Mey 8 eyhainpton 360 265 333 410 376 A 

Siddington 8 t . kary 60 74? 321 469 502 A+ 

Siddington S t . Peter 60 153 j ? 

South Cemey 500 806 784 1077 1103 0 

2. I forth Cotswolds 

Addelstrop 200 200 228 200 196 S+ 

Aldaworth 120 120 282 363 379 E A+ 

Ampney Crucis 350 357 470 591 662 8+ 

An^ney 6 t . Maiy 80 118 168 121 123 H A+ 

Ampney St . Peter 100 105 20 j 196 206 ? 

Aston Blank 120 171 247 302 310 A 

Bagendon 60 139 125 172 183 S 

Bamsley 160 217 279 303 322 S+ 

Great Barrington 120 427 333 343 8+ 

L i t t l e Barrington 82 124 137 208 128 8+ 

Batsford 80 87 86 79 107 H 8+ 

Baunton 70 56 105 187 134 H A+ 

Bibuiy( incs. Wizison) 500 780 952 1077 1116 A+ 

Bledington 260 251 326 334 391 0 

Bourton on the H i l l 250 269 301 342 330 8+ 

Bourton on the V/ater j 50 500 663 943 1040 0 

Br impsf ie ld 200 283 320 417 443 0 

Broadwell 126 245 282 343 388 0 

Charlton Abbots 60 63 99 101 112 H J&4-

Chedworth 500 787 896 983 963 0 

Cherington 120 158 167 220 220 H 8+ 

Chipping Cai^pden I 6 I 8 n / d 1684 2087 2331 m 
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50:) 

Eegiozi/^k'ari sh c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1842 I 8 5 I 
P a r i s h 

ovaiership 
1841 

a. b. 

Cirencester 4000 3878 4540 6014 6096 m 

Clapton on the Hill 80 112 104 117 112 A+ 

Coat68 120 200 259 373 4D0 0 

Colesboume 120 254 237 256 269 E 8+ 

Coin Sto Aldiiiom ^00 392 380 428 492 A+ 

Coin 8t. Dennis 80 112 162 200 229 H A 

Coin, i^ogera 70 125 139 137 156 H A+ 

Compton Abdale I j O 130 180 260 256 E A+ 

Condicote 80 105 124 165 174 A 

CoTfl%r 160 268 270 317 317 

Cranham 170 :7o 317 428 354 s 

Cubberley 80 178 164 231 243 H A+ 

Daglingworth lj8 184 230 302 320 At-

Didbrook 
Pinnock 124 125 

201 
42 

292 
61 

142 
29 

8 : 

Dowdeswell 120 199 185 249 304 H s 
Driffield 120 137 136 148 161 Ai-

Duntisboume Abbots 180 176 263 354 371 H A 

Duntisboume Rous 60 72 100 138 160 H .Ar*" 

Eastington (Northleacl)) n/d. n/d. 146 350 421 A+ 

Bastleach Martin 120 313 215 186 197 H A+ 

Bastleach Turville 200 400 370 421 446 Af 

Bbrington 469 359 583 594 A 

BdgeTvorth 120 106 123 149 148 H A+ 

Elkstone 160 178 285 335 336 A+ 

Byford n/d. 25 70 83 48 H S+ 

Fairford. 660 1200 14W. 1672 1859 S+ 

Farmington 100 195 232 359 339 H 8+ 

Guiting Power 300 375 613 672 690 0 

Hailes 80 90 122 120 90 E A+ 

Hampnett 60 78 82 195 211 E A*' 

Hamhill 80 89 65 97 77 E 8 

Hatherop 150 204 269 358 375 A+ 

Hawling 100 132 209 217 212 E jW-

H a ^ t o n 
Yan worth 

100 i i e x 111 
113 

193 
93 

189 
89 

E 
E A+ 



Dendijc coatuiuecL 

Regi on/k'arish c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1841 I 8 5 I 
Par ish 

ovaiershil 
1841 ' 

a« b« 

loccmb jO 9 13 16 9 S+ 

Church Iccomb n / d n / d 130 146 131 ? 

Kempsford 493 657 998 1003 A+ 

Lemington 36 59 63 53 58 n A+ 

Longborough 4̂ 00 389 502 625 656 A+ 

Mickleton 375 231 565 698 829 m 

Moreton in. the Ivlarsh 526 579 928 1345 1512 0 

Ifaunton. 140 258 460 523 568 8 

Noi-th Gemey 190 384 530 668 689 S 

Northleaoh 900 683 647 939 931 0 

Ifotgrove 150 218 211 181 195 A+ 

OcLdlngton 250 338 412 525 545 0 

Poulton r i /d n / d 305 371 408 ? 

Preston 70 171 176 220 218 E 

Prestcote 50 31 47 62 51 8+ 

Prinknash Park n / d n / d 7 7 13 H A+ 

Quenington 120 267 311 371 369 A+ 

Rendcombe 120 139 163 248 264 H S+ 

Great Bissington 277 252 361 483 493 A+ 

l i t t l e Rissington 160 176 220 318 279 S 

Wick Eisslngton 120 182 214 207 219 8+ 

Eodmarton 180 241 286 431 416 H A+ 

Eoel n / d n / d 42 20 12 H A4-

Salperton 60 155 162 206 145 s+ 

Sapperton 320 300 368 585 646 A 

S evenhaqpton 180 288 334 471 553 A 

Sezincote 30 43 95 67 111 H B+ 

Sherborne 300 360 506 637 674 8+ 

Shipton O l i f f e 
Shipton SoUara 

80 
120 

130 
133 

207 
222 
126 

241 
96 H 

A+ 
A+ 

Side 70 47 33 43 42 H SH-

LoTfer S l a u ^ t e r 150 194 232 222 230 AH-

Upper Slaughter 150 178 216 231 218 S+ 

SnoTyshill 192 236 272 298 303 A 
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j 0 5 

Region/Par ish c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1841 I 8 5 1 
P a r i s h 

OYznershî E 
1841 
a. b . 

Southrop 170 216 268 403 423 A+ 

Stanley Pont large n/d. 32 49 73 66 H 8+ 

Stammay 240 260 4D3 384 339 S 8+ 

Stow on the Vfold 1300 1180 1344 214D 2250 m 

StoT/el l 5 5 34 42 28 H 8+ 

S t r a t t o n 150 173 175 346 622 A+ 

Lover Swel l 160 213 233 332 431 A 

Upper Swel l 82 69 96 80 83 S A+ 

Temple Gkiiting 191 426 430 323 323 8 

Tod.enham 160 450 363 474 462 A+ 

Turkdean 120 113 164 246 278 0 

Westcote 160 120 131 240 242 0 

Whi t t ington 126 n/d. 198 231 233 A+ 

Windrush 140 190 289 313 332 A+ 

Winstone 100 160 169 262 232 A+ 

Withington 320 500 650 818 823 0 

2b. South Wolds 

Acton T u r v i l l e 80 90 180 311 323 A+ 

G-reat Badminton 176 n / d 409 352 321 S+ 

Severstone 164 144 162 178 199 H S+ 

Boxryell and Le ighter ton 104 175 234 334 283 A+ 

Gold. Aahton 142 213 268 414 479 0 

Didmarton 56 72 93 93 101 

Kingscote 180 134 246 293 297 s+ 

laarshfield. 800 1237 1413 1674 1648 0 

Ne^vington Bagpath 120 354 205 278 239 H A+ 

ITympsf i e l d 250 497 332 466 417 Af" 

Oldbuiy on the H i l l 80 232 317 483 483 

Ozlev/orth 70 80 123 106 88 H 8+ 

Shipton lloyne 250 234 298 333 403 S 

Tetbury 1200 3500 2333 2982 3323 0 
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Region/Pariah c. , 1701 c. 1771 1811 1841 1851 
Par ish 

omiershi] 
1841 

a. b . 

Tormarton 207 252 462 463 A+ 

Owlpen 14c 196 181 94 82 8 

West L i t t l e t o n 44 67 88 158 161 0 

. L.:itonbirt and. Iiasborough 85 120 122 166 234 E A 

3a. Vale of Te?kesbur.y 

Alderton 200 172 264. 411 486 0 

Alstone n/d. n/d. 83 89 89 H ? 

Ashchuroh 308 4.36 571 743 786 A 

AahelT/orth 350 n/d. 503 594 590 0 

Aston Somervi l le 60 51 88 89 89 H A+ 

Aston sub Edge 104. 63 120 134 132 A+ 

Aston under H i l l 200 n/d. 325 342 396 A 

Badgeworth 500 54.9 642 90g 874 S 

Bamwood. 180 n/d. 306 383 358 0 

Beckford. 250 4J03 460 461 450 S+ 

Bishops Gleeve 875 1252 1416 1944 2117 m 

Boddington 180 95 338 414 443 A+ 

Brodcworth 200 253 376 4D9 425 0 

Brookthorpe 200 107 137 169 191 0 

Buckland. and Laverton 250 316 324 377 368 A+ 

Childs Wickham 340 306 352 469 466 A+ 

Churcham 34J0 309 753 870 1025 m 

Churohd.owi 400 630 783 999 1043 0 

C l i f ford . Chambers 320 249 244 309 305 A 

Cow Hon^boume 156 156 286 327 343 A 

Deerhurst 620 530 74L 937 892 m 

Dorsington 100 90 103 141 115 S+ 

Dumbleton 200 200 315 497 457 A+ 

Elmore 300 300 312 379 393 S+ 

Elmstone Hardmioke 150 144 324 410 391 A 

Forkhampton 160 208 477 460 468 S+ 
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j 0 7 

Eegion/Par ish c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1841 I 8 5 1 
Par ish 

omiership 
1841 

a . b . 

Dowi Hather ley 100 100 122 212 240 A+ 

H a r e s f i e l d 500 500 552 576 627 0 

Hasfielo. 200 175 265 304 300 A+ 

Hi j i ton on the G-reen 100 105 194 178 192 H S+ 

Kemerton 150 225 496 561 528 0 

l ass ington 45 79 82 80 A 

Leigh 160 245 300 489 470 0 

Maisemore 200 210 408 421 471 0 

Long Marston 190 199 253 337 332 0 

Mats on 50 45 55 61 53 H A+ 

EinsteiTvorth jOO jOO 420 498 494 0 

Norton :$oo 240 356 427 467 0 

Oxenton 120 n/d. 141 139 139 A+ 

Pebworth 400 436 591 829 737 A 

Prestbury 445 450 667 1283 1314 A 

Preston on Stour 200 n/d. 291 394 421 S 

Quinton 500 547 554 666 587 0 

Saintbuzy 240 l j 5 147 133 138 H A+ 

Sandhurst jOO 260 399 540 494 0 

Shurdington and Up 
Hather ley 

70 80 102 220 223 A*/A 

Stanton 300 jio 244 319 307 8+ 

Staverton 200 120 230 296 278 A 

8ud.eley 90 23 76 84 77 H A 

Svyindon 90 105 162 204 221 A 

Tev^esbuzy 2500 3000 4820 5862 5878 m 

T i r l e y jOO 280 405 550 526 0 

Todnington 200 154 261 229 189 H S+ 

Tredington I W 169 167 163 143 A 

Twyning 600 567 8^3 970 1011 8+ 

Up S t . Leonardo 450 300 713 893 1124 0 

V/alton C a r d i f f 56 28 55 69 60 H A 

Great Washboume 60 60 99 100 117 A+ 
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Aegion/IParlsh c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 I841 I851 
Pariah 

ovaiership 
1841 " 

a. b. 

L i t t l e Washboume n / d n / d 55 j 7 29 H ? 

Vfelford 450 450 477 608 605 At 

..eston on Avon 60 75 96 91 93 E A 

,.{;3ton sub Edge 300 197 283 342 358 A 

Whaddon 110 123 114 132 120 A+ 

W i l l e r s ^ 250 n / d 256 375 372 A 

Winchcomb 2715 1960 1936 2613 2814 m 

WitccBib 90 96 135 179 167 8+ 

Woolstone 90 100 83 78 86 H A+ 

Wormington 80 85 81 73 62 A+ 

Jb. Vale of Gloucester 

Arlingham 4JD0 372 571 793 737 0 

Berkeley and Stone 2700 2034 3236 4405 4344 m 

jPEampton on Severn 500 600 848 1051 994 8+ 

F r e t h e m e 125 96 160 242 267 0 

Frocester 250 262 367 344 299 A 

Hardmicke 280 250 423 54D 564 0 

Hares combe 60 74 100 132 147 0 

Hempstead 140 129 128 224 251 S 

Longney 260 217 379 490 504 0 

Moreton Valence 150 169 312 344 307 0 

Quedgeley 170 166 233 276 401 8 

Saul 150 151 365 477 550 0 

Slimbridge 560 800 794 866 859 0 

Standish 500 400 474 540 534 0 

Stinchoombe 500 450 371 393 354 0 

Westbuiy on Severn 1200 1300 1765 2225 2498 0 

Whitminster 200 231 339 391 380 8 

3c. Ve^le of Berkeley 

Almondsbury 530 n / d 1284 1584 168O m 
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309 

Par ish 
Eegion/Parish 0. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1842 I851 omiei'ship 

1841 
a. b. 

Alveston 240 198 524. 841 847 0 

Compton Greenf ie ld 20 37 35 65 64 H 8+ 

Dodington 56 98 113 143 135 H S+ 

Doynton 200 340 342 529 499 A 

Elyrham and Hinton 270 350 4.76 530 474. 8+ 

E l b e r t on 104 122 191 190 204. H S+ 

F i l t o n 80 125 168 276 24.5 0 

Henbuiy 880 1200 2134 2439 2525 m 

mil 200 146 228 227 216 H S+ 

Horton 320 332 373 466 461 0 

] j i t t l e t o n on Severn. 80 84 132 195 190 H 0 

Olveston 240 593 1093 1725 1669 0 

Eookhampton 120 122 152 208 235 0 

Chipping Sodbuiy 650 800 1235 1273 1195 0 

L i t t l e Sodbury 90 115 83 125 128 jW" 

Old Sodbuiy 200 200 765 871 820 0 

Ihombuiy HOO 1971 2770 4353 4292 m 

ly thez ington j 2 0 310 441 496 465 m 

Tortworth 240 241 303 240 237 A+ 

Waplqy and Codrington 180 200 276 366 305 8 

Shirehampton i n 
Westbuzy on Tiym n / d n / d 490 671 632 0 

3d. Over Severn 

Bromsberrow 80 138 274 283 260 8+ 

B u l l ^ 85 51 203 229 241 0 

Corse jOO 253 410 482 586 0 

Eymock 1000 1282 1342 1776 1771 0 

Hartpuiy 300 300 682 877 884 8+ 

Huntley 240 269 357 511 555 A+ 

Kempley 180 257 286 342 305 A+ 

Newent 1110 1560 2538 3099 3306 m 

Oxenhall 200 202 347 292 288 A+ 
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Region/^az'ish c. 1701 c. 1771 1811 1841 1851 
j /ar ish 

OMnershin 

1841 

a. b . 

Pauntlqy 115 87 230 249 256 A 

Ereston go 40 90 75 80 H ? 

Rudford 106 106 172 230 232 A 

laynton 200 250 416 634 631 0 

Tibberton 150 2]0 252 32^ 3 g l 0 

Upleadon 100 100 183 250 275 A 

4, Forest of Dean 

Abbenhall 88 158 201 239 224 A 

Alvington 200 n/d. 213 340 370 A 

Amre and. Blakeney 700 755 1035 1277 1512 m 

Blaisdan 180 137 207 264 299 8+ 

English Bicknor jOO 500 500 576 584 0 

F lax ley 200 196 158 229 242 A+ 

Eaat Dean n/d. n/d. 2039 6243 7482 0 

West Dean n/d. n/d. 2034 4449 6084 0 

Hewesfield 200 2 5 j 34.9 531 497 0 

L i t t l e Dean 320 423 754. 828 94.7 0 

Mitcheldean 500 590 535 665 662 0 

Iionghope 500 470 646 929 1070 0 

lydngy and j j lbar ton 700 661 1160 1885 2577 A45+ 

Newland. 2200 2997 3147 4085 4574 0 

Newnham ADO 1000 952 I I 0 5 1288 m 

Euard.eaii 500 758 735 929 1033 0 

S t . Br iave ls 400 766 867 1287 1194 0 

d^aunton 220 220 171 188 211 A+ 

Tid.enham 600 500 918 1443 1753 0 

Wbolaston 400 459 646 1022 1110 0 

South G l s . C o a l f i e l d 

B i t t o n ( i n c l . O l d l a a d 
and. Hanham) 1150 4634 6061 9338 9452 0 

Gromhall j 6 0 j l 6 567 732 766 s+ 

Frampton C o t t e r e l l 300 393 1419 1991 1837 0 



)endlx 4 continued. 

^11 

Region/Parish c. I7OI c. 1771 1811 1841 I85I 
Pariah 
ovaiersh 

1841 
a. b. 

Iron Acton 24c 460 897 1342 1265 0 
Mangotafield. 750 2000 2901 3862 3967 0 
Pudcleohurch 250 460 535 862 931 0 
Eangeworthy 150 120 265 353 322 A+ 

Siston 450 n/d 833 1014 926 0 
Stapleton 700 1280 1921 3944 4840 0 
Stoke G-ifford 200 28j 315 480 488 A+ 

St. George n/d 34^5 4909 8318 8905 0 
Westerleigh 4D0 9jO 1632 1776 1679 0 
Wickrwar 1000 850 805 1125 966 0 
Wick and. Abson 230 400 671 794 826 A+ 

Yfinterboume 500 567 2333 3151 2876 0 
Yate j 20 412 717 1057 1080 0 

6a. Northern. Cloth Re gion 

Avening 600 856 1602 2227 2321 0 
Bisley 3200 4905 4757 5339 4801 0 
Eastington 450 767 1223 1871 1886 0 

Horsley 1200 n/d 2925 3064 2931 0 

Kings Stanley 1000 1257 1722 2200 2095 0 

Leonard. Stanley 4D0 512 538 874 861 A+ 

Minchinhampton 1806 4000 3246 4890 4469 0 

Miserdine 250 477 502 509 489 S+ 

Painswick n/d jjOO 3201 3730 3464 0 

Pitchcombe 80 90 204 243 145 A 

Randmick 4D0 650 748 979 959 0 

Rodborough 750 1481 1628 2147 2208 0 

Stonehou.se and 

Haywards Field 

500 759 1711 
2711 2598 

0 

H ? 

Stroud 5000 4000 5321 8680 8798 0 

Woodchester 460 792 845 908 893 0 

6b. Southern Cloth Region 

Alderley 120 157 197 174 145 A+ 

Cam 800 1070 1501 1851 1640 0 



j i viaendix 4 continued 

Par iah 
Region/t 'arish c. 1701 0. 1771 1811 1841 1851 o^'mersh 

1841 

a. b . 

Char f ie ld 145 200 250 471 515 0 

Goaley 500 598 909 979 788 A+ 

Dursley 2500 2000 258O 2 9 j l 2752 0 

Haydcesbuzy and ) 

I i i t t l e Badminton J 
598 896 1482 2231 2185 m 

Kingswood n / d n / d 963 1321 1227 0 

North N ib ley 1000 1700 1290 1305 1133 0 

Uley 900 I j l O 1912 1713 1327 0 

Wotton under Edge ^500 4000 3800 4702 4224 0 

7a. Cheltenham 

Charlton Kings 550 458 1005 3232 3174 0 

Cheltenham 1500 143^ 8325 314L1 35051 0 

Leckhampton 120 142 242 1770 2149 S+ 

7b. Gloucester 

Gloucester inc. 4990 5291 6220 11726 13554 

North and. South Hamlet 

V i l l e and. I j i t t l e w o r t h 

7c. B r i s t o l GiibuztB 

C l i f t o n 450 1367 6981 14177 17634 0 

H o r f i e l d 100 125 146 620 1221 A 

liVestbuiy upon Tiym 650 900 2545 4358 6096 0 

Notes 

1701 data frcm &tkyns 

Pariah omiership. a. 
b. 

1771 data from Rudder. 

a f t e r Holdei-ness. 
a f t e r l / l i l ls see jti'igures 14 and. 1$. 

Region 2a. iuJastingtcn probably i n Northleach t o t a l i n I 7 0 I and. 1771. 
Hazleton probably i n Yanvmrth i n I 7 O I 
Stanley Pontlai-ge i n Toddington (Region ^a . ) i n I 7OI . 

i^egion _$o. Thornbury exclud.eB t^angev/orth;/ ( reg ion 5) and. probably includ.es 
Pa l f i e ld . and. Oldbuiy on Severn i n I 7 O I and 1771. 

Region 6b. Ea?6:e^uiy probably includes L i t t l e Badminton i n I 7O I snd. 1771 

B r i s t o l includes the out parishes of St . James, and S t . P h i l i p and. Jacob, 
vAiidh are excluded, fi-om region 7° . 

Region 7°- Westbuiy probably includes Shirehampton i n I 7 O I and 1/71-



Appencliz 5»1 

Gloucestershire luconomic Regions 

PoiDulation c. 1701-1851 

Suomary Table 

1 

Region c.1701^ c.1771^ c. 1811 1841 1851 

1. Oxford Clsty Vale 1660 2471 2755 3681 3797 

2a. Nor th Cotswold 23739 27528 36201 46594 48324 

2b. South Vvolda 4071 7552 7680 9401 9750 

j a . Va le of Tevkesbury 20604 19401 26336 35877 36169 

3b. Vale of Gloucester 8 I25 7741 11900 13733 13990 

3c. Va le of Berkeley 6120 7584 136O8 178 I3 175 I8 

3d. Over Severn 4226 5125 7782 9673 10031 

4. Forest of Dean 87O8 IO843 17267 28594 33713 

5. South Glos. Coa l f i e ld^ 7000 16540 26781 40139 41126 

6a. Northern Cloth Region 14096 24702 30173 40372 38918 

6b. Southern Cloth Region 10063 11931 14884 17678 15936 

7a. Cheltenham^ 2170 2033 9572 36413 40374 

7b. Gloucester 4990 5291 6220 11726 13554 

7c. Bi - is to l suburbs i n 1200 2282 9672 19155 24951 
South Glos. 5 

T o t a l 116622 151024 2228^1 ^30849 548151 

Appendix: 4 gives the t o t a l s f o r each paz-ish by economic region. 

1 . See F igure 7. 

2. These dates have been adopted as represen ta t i ve dates for- the buUc of the 
data . 

Cr-omhall i s counted v / i th in the c o a l f i e l d as the 1821 notes t o the Census 
r e f e r to the opening of a new p i t i n the area and a consequent increase 
i n popul2.tion. 

4 . Charl ton Kings and Leckhampton had became p a r t of suburban Gheltenhaa 
be fore I 8 5 I . 

5 . S t . George i s counted w i t h i n the c o a l f i e l d though i t s growth so close to 
B r i s t o l might warrant i t s inc lus ion i n region 7c. The two processes of 
^ o w t h Eire d i f f e r e n t ^ though i t could be argued t h a t p rox imi ty to the c i t y 
s t imula ted growth a t a f a s t e r r a t e than other c o a l f i e l d par ishes . Ol i i ' ton 
H o r f i e l d , and \'/estbuzy uDon Trym (excluding chirehampton) vfei-e subuitan by 
1851. 

This tab le inc luded a l l par ishes ^.d-thin the county as de f ined . . j / and 6 
V i c . c. 61, 1844 ( f o r which data was a v ^ l a b l e . I n p a r t i c u l ( . . .dford, 
Lower Conjpton, Shenington, l i inety^ Lea, Sutton under B i -a i les , j-iark 
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Appendix 5 . 1 continued. 

Stoke were transfei-red out of the County by tha t Act . Kingsv/ood, 
Poulton, Church Iccomb, Alstone and L i t t l e Washboume v/ere added 
to i t . The t o t a l s cannot be d i r e c t l y conpared because the two 
eighteenth centuiy estir/iates are incomplete. Appendix 5 . 1 1 removes 
those pai'ishes from the t o t a l s to enable grov/th r a t e s to be estimated. 



Appe]' 

Gloucestershire Eoonomio Regions. Population and rates of growth C.1701-1851. 

Decennial % Growth 

Region C.1701 G.177I 1811 1841 1851 1701-71 1771-1811 1811-41 1841-51 

1 1660 24.71 2755 3681 3797 6.97 2.87 11.2 3.15 

2a 21995 27471 33716 43574 45060 3 .54 5 .7 9.75 3 .41 

2b 3895 7552 7271 8849 9229 13 .41 - 0 . 9 3 7.23 4.29 

j a 19401 26376 33524 33775 0 .07 8.99 9.03 0.75 

8I25 7741 11900 13733 13990 - 0 . 6 8 13.43 5.13 1 .87 

3c 5590 7584- 11834 15558 15206 5.10 1 4 . 1 10.49 - 2 . 2 6 

4026 5125 7782 9673 10031 3 .9 12.96 8 . 1 3 .7 

4 8508 10843 12981 17562 19777 3.92 2.82 11.76 12 .61 

5 6550 13105 21039 3O8O7 31299 14.29 15 .14 15.48 1 .6 

6a 12896 21402 24047 33578 32523 9.42 3.09 13 .21 - 3 . 1 4 

6b 10063 l } 9 3 1 13921 16357 14709 2.65 4 .17 9.83 - 1 0 . 0 

7a 2170 2033 9572 36413 40374 - 0 . 9 92.7 93.47 10.88 

7b 4.990 5291 6220 11726 13554 0.G6 4 .39 29.51 15.59 

7G 1200 2392 9672 19155 24951 12.88 80.96 32.68 30.25 

n 110972 144342 I99O86 294190 308275 4.30 9.48 15.92 4.79 
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Appendix 5 .11 continued 

Parishes excluded from t h i s t ab le are a l l those i n j^ippendix 

f o r which data v/ere not avsAlable f o r one or both of the eighteenth 

centuiy estimates. I n the case of the VeJe of Berkeley, the absence 

of Almondsbuiy may depress s l i g h t l y the growth r a t e i n the per iod up 

to 1811, as i t s decennial growth between I 7 O I - I 8 I I was 12. percent 

v&iereas i t was 10.58 percent f o r the r e s t of i t s reg ion . More sei-ious 

i s the lack of data f o r ^Bast and west Dean. Jalven al lowing f o r the 

per iphera l ear ly groTfth i n the I 'orest area, these f i g u r e s up to 1811 

are too low. The emphasis on primazy production r a t h e r than secondary 

would i n t e r - a l i a r e s u l t i n the lower r a t e of growth than tha t experienced 

i n the South Gloucestershire c o a l f i e l d i n the e ighteenth centuiy. The 

removal of 8 t . G-eorge and oiston, both close to B r i s t o l ' s market and the 

Avon V a l l e y metal industr ies must s i m i l a r l y depress the growth f o r th is 

region betv.een 1701-1771. 

I t i s the data from t h i s tab le which forms F igure 18. 
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idix 6 

Net I f l igration Rate and Natura l Populat ion Change 

%ou.cesterBhire 1641-51 

I 6 4 I - 5 1 Change 

Net 
Regis t ra t ion D i s t r i c t Natura l Census migrai 

B r i s t o l j 2 9 . 1 1232 -237 -1469 

2 -591 350 941 

3 1562 408 -1154 

4 -784 103 887 

5 1142 826 -316 

C l i f t o n 330 .1 405 3457 3052 

2 586 2397 1811 

3 1273 587 —686 

4 2881 3371 490 

5 652 1759 1107 

6 wtv -317 598 915 

Chipping Sodbuiy 331 .1 449 -226 -675 

2 393 - 1 2 -405 

3 556 -95 -651 

4 w 515 -367 -882 

Thombury 332.1 207 80 127 

2 w 531 - 6 2 -593 

3 501 - 3 1 -532 

Dursley 333 .1 473 - 7 4 4 -1217 

2 247 -638 -885 

3 w 494 -436 -930 

Westbuzy on Severn 334 .1 1962 1771 - 1 9 1 

2 w 437 578 159 

Nev/ent 335 .1 w 903 469 - 4 3 4 

2 581 419 -162 

Gloucester 336 .1 230 558 328 

2 w 44L 568 127 

3 632 1295 663 

4 953 2809 1856 

Wheatenhurst 337 .1 383 72 - 3 1 1 

2 w 549 -45 - 5 9 4 
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a.1 )pendix 6 continued 

1841-51 Change 

Regiat ra t ion D i s t r i c t 
JNet 

Natura l Census migrat ion 

Stroud 336 .1 464 —146 -610 

2 485 -458 -943 

3 433 -538 - 9 7 1 

4- w 520 118 -402 

5 496 - 5 9 -555 

6 350 -421 - 7 7 1 

7 518 - 3 9 -557 

Tetbury 339.1 185 -'96 - 2 8 1 

2 w 410 459 +49 

Cirencester 340 .1 614 194 -420 

2 w 1146 83 -1063 

3 545 322 -223 

Northleaoh 341 .1 w 1102 225 -779 

2 98 

Stow^^n-the-Wold 34^ .1 582 103 -479 

2 w 354 307 - 4 7 

Winchcambe 343.1 w 666 5 —661 

2 505 131 - 3 7 4 

Cheltenham 344^1 1079 298 - 7 7 1 

2 w 2416 3640 +1224 

Tewkesbuiy 345 .1 615 —56 -671 

2 404 138 —266 

3 w 501 91 -410 

Parts of the county outside r e g i s t r a t i o n county 

where Gloucestershire parishes const i tde over 50% ) of the 

d i s t r i c t ' s copulat ion. 

I n Somerset 327 .1 747 -118 -865 

2 1479 274 -1205 

I n Warwickshire 4 0 6 . 1 492 421 - 7 1 

I n Monmouthshire 576.3 850 683 -167 

577 .1 1116 2133 +1017 

w v^^khouse 



en.d±K 6 continued. 

Notes 

a f t e r 26.6.184-5 par t of East Dean toimship i n Ross d i s t r i c t 

(347) annexed. 

Newent sub-d is t r ic t includes Aston Ingham and Linton (Hereford) 

Tjhich constitute 23)6 of the t o t a l populat ion IB5 I . 

3.35.2 Eedmai'ly sub-d is t r ic t includes Redmarly D 'Abi tot and Staunton 

ics. j 31;6 of I 8 5 I population. 

339"2 .....ŷ ûzy sub-district includes LongNev/ton and Ashley (wilts.) 

of 1851 population. 

34^.2 Cirencester sub-d is t r ic t includes Kemble, Poole Keynes^ 

Somerford Keynes and Shomcote ( w i l t s . ) 1C$6 population. 

340.3 Pa i r fo rd sub-d is t r ic t includes Marston liaise^ l l t s . ) 4)̂  

of I 8 5 I population. 

342.2 Stow sub-d is t r ic t includes Daylesford andEvenlode (&'orcs.) 

of 1851 population. 

343 .1 Gtyting sub-d is t r i c t includes Cutsdean (worcs.)^6 of population 

i n 1851. 

345.1 Deeriiurst sub-d is t r ic t includes Chaseley and Pendock (Worcs.) 

1 ^ of I 8 5 I population. 

345.2 Overbury sub-d is t r ic t includes part of Overbuzy and j a r t of 

Bredon^ 75^ of 1851 popul&tion. Not d iv ided u n t i l 1.4.1849. 

327.1 

327.2 

406.1 

576.3 
577.1 

Source 

B i t ton sub-d is t r ic t includes Kelston and.L'Iorth Stoke (Scmerset) 

Hanham, Siston and part of Bit ton. Somerset parishes make up 

'̂0 of 1851 population. 

Oldland sub-d is t r ic t includes l iangotsf ie ld and par t of Bi t ton. 

Campden sub-d is t r ic t includes I lmington vAiich -was la rge ly i n 

V/ajrwick and makes up 18^ of I 8 5 I populat ion. 

Igrdney sub-d is t r ic t ) . - - n 
Goleford sub-d is t r ic t ) w i t n i n geographical counuy 

1841 Census (7 th June) 

I 8 5 I Census (30th March) 

I 8 6 I ({lensus (8 th Apr i l ) 

Regist rar General 's reports 
(Calendar years) 



Aijpendix 7 

Calculation of volume of movement, 

Weighted, for area of migration zone. 

1. Gloucestershire. 

320 

Distance Band Kms. mid class nng area 

kms. 

multiplier' 
value 

1000 km."̂  

0 - 7.9 4 201 .14 4.972 

8 - 15.9 12 603.43 1.657 

16 - 2j.9 20 1005.46 0.995 

24 - 31.9 28 1408.26 0.710 

32 - 39.9 36 1810.29 0.552 

4D - 47.9 44 2212.57 0.452 

48 - 55.9 52 261ZM86 0.382 

56 - 63.9 60 3017.14 0.331 

64 - 71.9 68 34L9.43 0.292 

72 - 79.9 76 3821.71 0.262 

It is the weighted values that are used in the Pareto-slope calculations. 

Table 9 is derived from the raw data from lAich Table 8 is also constructed. 

The Table 9 is the exemplar of the inteimediate step before the calculation 

of the 'b* value in this thesis. 

Zero is replaced by 0.01 in. the calculations based on the logarithmic 

transfonnation. Log Y = Log a - b Log D. 

2. The weightings for the data derived from Randall's research are 

different as a result of the aggregation zones used in that tnesis. 
See Appendix Ij. 

multiplier x total documents in zone = weighted value/1000 kms.' 



Appendix 8 

Removal Orders 'from' aelected parishes in the Gloucestershire Woollen Cloth Manufacturing Region by quiiKjuenni^. 

Date 

Parish 

6a Bisley 

Painswick 

Stonehouse 

Stroud 

6b Gam 

Dursley 

Hawicesbury 

Kingswood 

North Nibley 

Q m 8 m 0 0 
°? T o \ o \ 0 

H VD H vx> H vO H r~-
VO r - CO GO ( A o \ 

VD v o \ 0 
H H r-i H H H r-i rH 

o ix\ o if\ o 

1 

4 

1 4 

1 

3 

O H 

O O 

3 

3 

1 

4 

1 2 

V I 
H \D 

cy (N rn 
CM CU 

rH f—I 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 10 

6 1 

1 

1 6 

5 

4 

1 1 1 9 5 7 1 3 1 3 1 3 

1 lA 
0 in 0 

VO 8 a m 
ON 8 ? 3 ir\ 

r-H ? Lp| 0 lA Q LO 
C\J 5 -d- in 

0 
sD 

m 

fA \o 
P 
I—1 

rH 
P 
H 

VO 

H 

H VO ^ 
H H 

rH 
P: 
M 

K 
H 

g H i H 

\o ON 
r -
H 

VD rH 

H 

VO rH vfl rH MD rH 
CM CvJ KA 
CO CO CO CO CO 
rH rH rH H rH 

rH 

rH 

43 rH 
r-
H 

\o 
P 
I—1 H H 

rH 
P 
H 

VO 

H 

H VO ^ 
H H 

rH 
P: 
M 

K 
H 

g H i H 

\o ON 
r -
H 

s 
rH 

S 
H 

rH 

H 3 

rH vfl rH MD rH 
CM CvJ KA 
CO CO CO CO CO 
rH rH rH H rH H 

rH 

rH CO 
H H 

10 10 2 4 2 1 6 12 9 6 5 12 5 2 1 2 8 6 2 1 1 6 1 3 1 0 166 

3 16 7 14 7 9 4 12 19 24 8 12 4 1 6 16 19 30 28 14 13 5 304 
1 6 2 3 4 5 6 2 4 7 6 3 4 3 8 8 30 112 
6 5 4 3 1 4 4 9 14 4 2 14 8 4 2 8 3 12 44224 719 3 2 1 231 

1 1 1 5 2 5 5 2 2 2 13 8 38 17 7 1 111 

4 6 2 21 17 10 3 13 22 9 21 7 9 9 6 5 6 8 64722 1 267 

2 3 1 1 2 2 1 3 1 3 7 2 5 4 1 5 6 2 20 20 5 1 2 107 

3 2 7 7 4 2 2 4 1 1 3 3 4 4 332201411 6 136 
1 4 11 4 5 3 6 10 9 8 3 2 1 4 4 9 4 26 18 3 1 1 141 

16 50 32 58 42 40 2353 9 1 6 0 5 4 594934 23 30 35 84 60 286165 57 61 16 3 2 1 1595 

+ includes register data for wliich no documents survive 

n.b. row totals vary from Tables 36 and 38 when date or location of docimient not established. 

N) 



Appendix 9 

• Removal Orders 'to' selected parishes in the Glouoasterahire Woollen Cloth Manufactui-lng Region, by quinquennia. 

Date 
lA 

vO 

jO 
1 

s i a 
1 o\ 9 V 5 

7 
s? § m 

VD 

1 
rS. 
r-i 

V 
8 o ? 8 H ? 9 iR 

t 

fLiriah 

r-t 

ri 

vO Fi 
H 

>e 
H 

a 
H 

A 
H H 

r-
cr\ 1 

M 

M3 
R 
H 

A 
H 

s 
H. 

A 
H 

B 
H 

R 
H 

g a 
H 
K) 
H 

\0 
10 M 

H 
VO 

i ; 
1 
rS. 
r-i 

Fl 
r̂  
rH 

i 

VD 

s 
S 

\D 
s § 

r4 
a i H a 

r4 
§ r4 S 

VO 
s 

I 
M § \o 

g a 
H 

ua Blsley 2 1 4 1 3 6 5 1 1 2 6 6 1 10 9 3 12 12 17 23 4' 1 1 131 

Painawick 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 10 6 5 6 9 6 14 11 3 4 7 1 6 19 15 34 24 1 4 21 13 8 12 1 259 
Stonehouae 1 2 3 1 1 3 3 9 16 21 4 1 65 

Stroud. 1 1 1 2 2 11 1 12 8 4 8 3 6 6 2 2 4 2 2 3 3 4 10 7 11 13 4 10 7 2 4 3 159 

uu Cam 1 2 3 3 5 2 2 7 1 5 3 1 4 3 1 10 3 4 • 69 

Duraley 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 3 10 1 5 9 2 10 10 4 22 12 97 

lliiVfkesbury 2 4 2 7 7 3 14 13 4 6 1 3 6 1 105 

iiingawood 1 2 1 1 4 2 2 1 1 3 1 4 9 9 6 16 16 12 8 1 4 2 106 

North Nibley 1 2 1 2 1 3 1 5 5 2 1 6 9 5 5 1 3 1 4 3 12 8 23 19 10 9 1 

n 2 2 4- 1 4 2 k 1 1 16 & 28 15 22 19 22 15 26 34 22 18 22 24 21 21 25 53 81 65171 116 62 88 30 22 % 5 2134 

UJ 
rxj 
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encLUK lu 

I Occupations and. Civil s-patus of migrants to Bisley 

M - LCh Sp 

a b a b a b a b 

Burler 
Cardboard maker 
Cardiaaker 
Cardv/inder 2 
Clothv/orker 5 1 3 2 4 
Combmaker 

Dyer 
Peltmaker 
Fuller 
Jermyspinner 
Scribbler 1 2 
Shear grinder 
Shearmaker 
Shearman 
Soapboiler 
Weaver 2 11 4 2 16 1 
Woolcomber 1 
i/oolsorter 
WoolTrorker 
Br s e ch e smak er 
Collarmaker 

Cordnainer 2 1 

Tailor 2 1 1 2 3 
Blacksmith 
G-un smith 
Tinker/Grinder 
Watchmaker 

Basketmaker 1 
Bricklayer 
Cabinetmaker 1 
Carpenter 
Cooper 1 1 
Glazier 
Mason 1 
Plasterer 1 
Sav/yer 
S lawmaker 
Stonecutter 
"flaeel'.'nright 
Baker 1 
Butcher 1 
Ivliller 1 
Victualler 
Barber 
Perukemaker 1 1 
Farm labourer 1 1 2 
Footman 
Furzecutter 
Gardener 
Labourer 1 7 3 4 2 10 
Servant 3 1 4 2 
Armed forces 
Carter 1 
Schoolmaster 

n 8 33 7 18 8 45 3 
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10 

II Occupations and civil status of mig-rants to Painsv/ick 

M MCh Sp 

a b a b a b a b 

Bixrler 
Cardboard maker 
Cardmaicer 
Cardv/inder 1 
Cloth worker 1 7 2 2 
Combmaker 
Dyer 1 
Feltmaker 
Puller 
Jemiyspiimer 
Scribbler 6 1 3 
Sheargrinder 
Sheannaker 
Shearman 
Soapboiler 
'{leaver 3 10 2 L 3 8 
V/oolcomber . 1 
WoQlsorter 
Woolworker 
Breechesmaker 
Collarmaker 1 1 
Cordv.'ainer 1 1 1 1 
Tailor 1 1 
Blacksmith " 1 2 
Gunsmith 1 
Tinker/Grinder 1 
Watchmaker 
Basketmaker 
Bricklayer 
Cabinetmaker 
Carpenter 1 1 1 
Cooper 1 1 
Glazier 1 
Mason 1 
Plasterer 1 
Saivyer 
Slaymaker 1 
Stonecutter 1 
"vVhe el Wright 1 
Baker 
Butcher 
Miller 
Victualler 1 
Barber 1 
Perukemaker 1 1 
Farm labourer 2 
Footman 
Furzecutter 1 
Gardener 
Labourer 3 H 2 1 6 
Servant I S 1 1 1 
Armed forces 
Carter 
Schoolmaster 1 

n 13 55 5 13 9 27 
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A.; cendix 10 

III Occupations and civil status of migrants to otonehouse 

M MC HCh Sp 

a b a b a b a b 

Burler 
Cardboardmaker 
Cardinaker 
Cardy/inder 
Clothvrorker 20 1 7 
Combmaker 
I yer 
Feltmaker 
Fuller 1 
Jennyspinner 1 
Scribbler 9 
Shear grinder 1 
Shearmaker 1 
Shearman 4- 3 
Soapboiler 
Weaver 1 20 8 1 l6 
V/ool comber 1 
Vioolsorter 1 
V/oolworker 7 8 
Breeche smaker 
Collarmaker 
Cordv/ainer 3 1 
Tailor 1 1 1 
Blacksmith 4 1 1 
Gunsmith 
Tinker/Grinder 
Watchmaker 
Basketmaker 
Bricklayer 1 
Cabinetmaker 
Carpenter 4 1 2 
Cooper 
G-lazier 1 
iiiason 1 1 
Plasterer 3 
Sawyer 2 
Slaymaker 
Stonecutter 
Wheelvoright 2 
Baker 
Butcher 1 
iJiller 1 
Victualler 
Barber 3 
Perukemaker 
Farm labourer 1 
Footman 1 
Furzecutter 
Gardener 1 
Laboui'er 17 4 S 
Servant 3 
i»rmed forces 1 1 
Carter 
Schoolmaster 

n 104 3 16 2 57 
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Appendix 10 

IV Occupations and civil status of migrants to Dursle.y 

K MC MCh Sp 

a b a b a b a b 

1 
3 
1 

Burler 1 
•Cardboardmaker 
Cardmaker 10 
Cardv/inder 
Clothvrorker • 3 
Canbmaker 1 
Dyer 
Feltmaker 2 
Fuller 
Jennyspinner 
Scribbler 1 
Shear grinder 
Shearmaker 
Shearman 
Soapboiler 
Weaver 7 
"M'oolcomber 
Y/ool sorter 
Vioolvrorker 
Breechesmaker 
Collarmaker 
Cordwainer 2 
Tailor 3 
Blacksmith 2 
Gunsmith 
Tiiiker/Grinder 
Watchmaker 
V/iredraY/er 
Basketmaker 
Bricklayer 
Cab in etmaker 
Carpenter 
Cooper 
Glazier 
I'iason 
Plasterer 
Sav/yer 
Slaymaker 
Stonecutter 
T/heelwright 
Baker 
Butcher 
Miller 
Victualler 
Barber 
Perukemaker 
Fann labourer 1 
Footman 
Furzecutter 
Gardener 
Labourer 1 
Servant 
Armed forces 
Carter 
Schoolmaster 

1 
1 

2 
1 
1 

n 20 11 
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7 SUdfnsjry of* AiDTDGndi. CG3 10. I - lO.IV 

M MC MOh . Sp Total 

a b a b a b a b a b 

Burler 1 1 
Cardboardmaker 1 1 
Cardmaker 10 8 3 2 15 8 
Cardwinder 3 1 4 
ClothYrorker 4 34 1 5 5 14 10 52 
Comhmaker 1 1 
Dyer 1 1 
Eeltmaker 2 2 
Fuller 1 1 
Jenny spinner 1 1 
Scribbler 1 16 1 1 2 5 4 22 
Sh eargrinder 1 1 
Shearmaker 1 1 
Shearman 4 3 7 
Soapboiler 1 1 
vVeaver 13 43 2 16 7 kJ- 2 22 102 
Woolcomber 2 1' 3 
Woolsorter 1 1 
Woolworker 7 8 15 
Breechesrnaker 1 1 
Collarmaker 1 1 2 
Cordwainer 2 7 4 3 1 1 7 11 

Tailor 6 2 2 3 2 5 10 10 
Blacksmith 2 5 2 1 3 4 9 
Gunsmith 1 1 
T inker/S-rinder 1 1 
Watchmaker 1 1 
Wiredrawer 1 1 1 1 
Basketmaker 1 1 
Bricklayer 1 1 
Cabinetmaker 1 1 
Carpenter 1 5 1 3 2 8 
Cooper 2 1 1 1 3 2 
Glazier 1 1 2 
Mason 3 1 4 
Plasterer 4 1 5 
Savjyer 3 3 
Slaymaker 1 1 
Stonecutter 1 1 
V/heel̂ vright 3 3 
Baker 1 1 
Butcher 1 1 2 
Miller 1 1 2 
Victualler 1 1 
Barber 4 4 
Perukanaker 1 1 1 1 2 2 
Farm labourer 1 3 1 •3 1 7 
Footman 1 1 
Furzecutter 1 1 
Gardener 1 1 
Labourer 5 37 3 10 4 24 12 71 
Servant 1 14 1 2 5 7 3 27 
Armed forces 1 1 1 2 2 2 5 
Carter 1 1 

Schoolmaster 1 1 

n 57 212 26 54 135 9 109 
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Notes 

1. table i s based, on an analysis of Sett lement C e r t i f i c a t e s and 

, minations f o r the parishes of Bisley^ Painswick^ Stonehouse and. 

Dursley. These parishes were chosen on the basis of the volume of 

extant data. 

2. The i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the o r i g i n of each migrant fo l lowed the ru les 

l i s t e d beloTf 

a. The place of l e g a l settlement i n a C e r t i f i c a t e . The law of 

de r iva t i ve settlement and step-migrat ion have an unquant i f iable 

e f f e c t on the accuracy of the i d e n t i f i e d l i n k s . 

b. I n Examinations^ only the f i n a l l i n k i n a knovai step-migrat ion 

i s used. I n other cases the set t lement i n iiAich an apprentice-

ship vas served igused. I f only a b i r t h p l a c e i s given and the 

l ega l se t t lecent of the f a t h e r can be detezrmined then th is i s 

used to i d e n t i f y the settlement of a son. 

c. For u n s k i l l e d workers, the l a s t place of service mentioned i n 

an Examination or the place of l e g a l sett lement i n a C e r t i f i c a t e 

are used. 

d. Y/here C e r t i f i c a t e s have been issued r e t r o s p e c t i v e l y fo l lowing 

an Examination they are included i n the l a t t e r categoiy. This 

i s to imply that the o r i g i n a l migra t ion was not constrained by 

the C e r t i f i c a t e systan. Two C e r t i f i c a t e s f o r Bisl^r^ issued 

on the same day as the Examination, a re regarded as 

re t rospect ive . I n the Painswick c o l l e c t i o n , of the C e r t i f i c a t e s 

and Examinations s ta t ing occupations, there i s an overlap of 

19 documents. E ight C e r t i f i c a t e s were issued re t rospect ive ly 

w i t h i n s ix weeks of the Examination and seven were issued at 

a much l a t e r date. Only four C e r t i f i c a t e s pre -date the 

Examinations. For Bis ley there was a s im i la r overlap of 19 

documents wi th 7, 12, and 0 f a l l i n g i n the respect ive time 

categories. 

The number of categories i d e n t i f y i n g c i v i l s tatus has been reduced 

to four broad groups 

a M Unaccompanied marr ied man, bachelor. 

MC Ivlarried couples 

MCh t i a r r i ed person or couples wi th c h i l d ( r e n ) 

8p Spinster , widow or unaccompanied female 



329 

Appendix 10 notes continued 

4-. I n several cases d e t a i l s of c i v i l status are more f u l l y shovai 

on the C e r t i f i c a t e s than i n r e l a t e d subsequeait Examinations. 

I t vmuld seem unwise to accept the l a t t e r too literally in. 

t h i s respect as lack of information agB±nst a male name may 

not ind icate bachelor status. 
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ATDpencLLX 

IvHsration diateuices. iet t lemeat C e r t i f i c a t e s 

from parishes i n the West Derby Hunclrecl o f l ancash i re . 

Parish number <1G miles Percentage o f n 

(16 km) a l l documents 

Atherton 22 91.7 24 

Burslough 31 70.5 44 

Cronton 6 100 6 

Halewood 17 94 .4 18 

Haughton 2 66.7 3 

Lofton 36 95 40 

Nevrtion 3 100 3 

North iieols 28 73.7 38 

Parr 41 91.1 45 

Prescot 2 100 2 

Sankey Great 2 66.7 3 

n 192 65.0 226 

( a f t e r Ozley 399) 

Migrat ion distances. Eonoval Orders ' f rom' 

parishes i n the vfest Derby Hundred of Lancashire 

Par ish 

Atherton 

Cronton 

Halewood. 

Lowton 

j)Torth Meols 

Parr 

Poulton P. 

Sankey Great 

number <10 mi les Percentage o f 

n 

(16 km) 

1 
j 

20 

7 

12 

6 

1 

103 

a l l documents 

77.9 

100 

75 

66.7 
70 

52.2 

75 

100 

71.0 

n 

68 

1 

4 

30 

10 

23 

8 

1 

14.5 

( a f t e r Oxley 399) 

nb. 1. pre and post 1795 Ranoval Orders are not spec i f i ed . 

2. Quartei" Session Removal Orders not included. 
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-kiigration distances. Bemoval Orders ' t o ' 

T^arishes i n the ^/est Derby Hundred of i iancashire. 

Par iah number <10 mi les Percentage of n 

( l 6 km) a l l documents 

Atherton 56 42.7 151 

CiTonton 6 100 6 

Halewood 4 66.7 6 

Hougliton 10 100 10 

Lovrkon 34 47.2 72 

North Meols ] j 7 . 5 8 

Parr 16 81.8 22 

Poulton F. 12 48 .0 25 

Prescot 51 51.5 99 

Sankey Great 2 4o 5 

n 196 51.0 584 

( a f t e r Oxley 400-4^1) 

n .b . pre and. post 1795 ztemoval Orders are not spec i f i ed . 
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distances f o r selected Essex, 

Berkshire and Ozfordshire par ishes 

^32 

from i n mean. ext ra mean o v e r a l l 
t o t a l county (kms) county (kms) mean (kmi 

Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s ' t o ' 

assex 

Rural parishes 139 122 1 2 . 8 17 7 8 . 4 2 0 . 8 

T e x t i l e v i l l ages 1737 1538 9 . 6 193 60.8 1 4 . 7 

T e x t i l e towns 1690 1249 1 1 . 6 441 4 6 . 1 2 0 , 6 

Chelmsford 3 3 4 273 1 6 . 0 61 80.0 2 7 . 7 

Eochford 217 185 1 6 . 0 32 80.0 25 .4 

Berkshire 

Eura l parishes 196 146 9 . 4 50 61.3 2 2 . 6 

Cookham (near London) 152 81 6.4- 71 1 9 . 2 1 2 . 4 

T e x t i l e v i l l a g e s 419 215 1 4 . 4 204 4 1 . 8 2 7 . 8 

Reading 222 8 4 17.6 138 3 8 . 4 3 0 . 5 

Oxfordshire 

parishes 386 303 8.5 83 1 9 . 7 1 1 . 0 

T e x t i l e v i l l a g e s 72 56 9 . 3 16 3 1 . 4 1 4 . 2 

T e x t i l e towns 563 370 9 . 3 193 4 8 . 7 22.8 
( i n c l . Oxford) 

4 8 . 7 

Oxford 2 1 4 122 1 2 . 8 92 5 9 . 2 3 2 . 8 

Removal Orders ' t o ' 

Essex 

Rural parishes 781 677 1 2 . 6 104 5 1 . 4 1 7 . 8 

T e x t i l e v i l l a g e s 332 267 1 5 . 5 65 4 0 . 5 2 3 . 2 

T e x t i l e tomns 539 338 1 7 . 5 201 6 1 . 3 3 6 . 1 

Chelmsford 149 99 1 2 . 8 50 52 .8 26 .2 

Berkshire 

Rural parishes 126 74 1 1 . 5 52 41 .8 24 .0 

T e x t i l e v i l l a g e s 587 265 1 1 . 7 332 3 8 . 5 2 7 . 1 
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from in. meaLn. e x t r a mean overa l l 
TOTAL county (kms) county (kms) mean (kms) 

Removals ' t o ' (continued) 

Oxfordshii-e 

Rural pai'ishes 144 88 8 . 8 56 42 .5 21.9 

T e x t i l e v i l l a g e s 45 28 9 .0 17 4 2 . j 22.7 

T e x t i l e tomis U j 49 1 ^ . 1 64 72.2 46.6 

Oxford 4!^ 15 12.0 29 75.2 5^.7 

Removal Ordei-s ' frem' 

Oxfordshire 

Rural parishes 9 .6 52 .0 17.6 

To%ns 11.2 48 .0 24.0 

A f t e r Thomas, op. c i t . , Appendix T. 

The calculat ions f o r T e x t i l e v i l l a g e s i n Essex f o r Settlement C e r t i f i c a t e s 

omits the par ish of Great Leighs as no mean, mileage was stated.. 

The data f o r Removal Ord.ers ' f rom' provided no t o t a l s , only mean values. 
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Certif icates/lOOO kms." f o r selected parishes ^ 

Northamptonshire, Surrey and iiissex. 

Distance Band (kms) 0 .1 -^ 
mid class r, 1 .5 
Ring area (kms."^) 28.28 

Ketter ing 1131.5 
Beigate 4313.9 
Bodcing 2758.1 
Brainteee 3536.0 
Castle Hedlngham 742.6 
Chelmsford 22^8.4 
Chigvfell 565.8 
Colchester St . Botolph 12411.4 

8 t . James 6223.4 
8 t . Leonards 2864* 2 

Dedham 742.6 
^iai'ls Colne 5 6 5 .8 
Great Bardf ie ld 1520.5 
Great Clacton 6 O I . I 
Great Coggershall 707 .2 
Halstead 35.36, 
Digatestone 919.4 
K i l t y l e Soken 1308,3 
E a y l e i g h 5 6 5 . 8 
Z'lorpe l e Soken 459.7 

than l ip. . 4 

3.1-6 
4.5 

84.86 
777.5 

777.5 
223.8 
164.9 
329.8 
447.6 
164.9 
212.0 

82.5 
176.7 
459.4 
624.3 
200.3 
294.5 
801.0 
801.0 
200.3 
270.9 
247.4 
270.9 
765.7 

6 . 1 - 9 
7.5 

i;4l .43 

127.3 
466.6 
459.6 
13^H.3 
49.5 

374.7 
141.4 
120.2 

28.3 
77.8 

106.1 
240.4 

91.9 
106.1 
318.2 
367.6 
106.1 
155.5 
141.4 
70.7 
212.1 

9.1-12 
10.5 

198.00 

348.5 
207.1 
217.2 
197.0 

85.9 
131.3 
15.2 
60.6 
121.2 

45.5 
197.0 
106.1 

55.6 
W . 4 
111.1 
242.4 

70.7 
20.2 
50.5 
30.3 
141.4 

12.1-15 
13.5 
255.00 

94 .1 
105.8 
58.8 

39.2 
43 .1 
121.5 

54.9 
39.2 
35.3 
51.0 
35.3 
66.6 
4 j . l 
19.6 

^25.4 
39.2 
19.6 
31.4 
58.8 
39.2 
74*5 

15.1-18 
16.5 

311.14 

73.8 
28.9 
22.5 
28.9 
0 
70.6 
22.5 
28.9 
22.5 

9 .6 
44.9 
19.3 
16.1 
25.7 
44^9 
70.6 
6.4 
6.4 

35.3 

12.8 
32.1 

18.1-21 
19.5 

367.72 

40.7 
29.8 
54.2 
35.2 
21.7 
35.2 

5 . 4 
19.0 
13.6 

5 . 4 
10.8 
19.0 

5 . 4 
37.9 
32.5 

146.3 
2 . 7 
16.3 
24.4 
27.1 
111.1 

21.1-24 
22.5 

424.28 

61.1 
25.9 
82|̂ 6 
42.3 

9 .4 
42.3 

2 .4 
14.1 

2 .4 
14*1 

7 . 1 
4 . 7 
4 . 7 
4 .7 
40.0 
18.8 

4 ,7 
21.2 

9 . 4 
4 . 7 21.2 

24.1-27 
25.5 

480.86 

26.9 
20.7 
29.0 
14.5 
2.1 

53.8 
4 . 1 
18.6 
12.4 
4.1 
8.3 

10.4 
0 
8.3 

35.2 
18.6 
10.4 
2.1 
8.3 
6.2 

10.4 

27.1-30 
28.5 

537.43 

9.3 
26.0 
1 6 . 7 

9.3 
3 .7 
18.6 

3.7 

1.9 
0 
1 .9 
1 .9 
3 .7 0 

5.6 
1 6 . 7 
1 3 . 0 

3 .7 
1 .9 
3 .7 
7 . 4 
7 . 4 
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Distance Band, (kma) 
mid. class ^ 
King az-ea (kms.'") 

Ke t te r ing 
Eeigate 
Bock±ng 
Bra int ree 
Castle Hedingham 
Chelibaford. 
Chigwell 
Colchestei- S t . Botolph 

S t . James 
S t . Leonai'ds 

Dedham 
j^laz'ls Colne 
G-reat Bordfield. 
Great 01acton 
Great Cmggershail 
Halstead. 
Ingatestone 
Kirby l e Soken 
i iayleigh 
Thorpe l e Soken 
'#itham 

30.1-33 33.1-36 36.1-39 39.1-42 42.1-45 45.1-48 48.1-51 
31.5 34.5 37.5 40.5 43.5 46.5 49.5 

594.00 650.57 707.14 763.72 820.28 876.86 ^ . f.3 

20.2 9 .2 14.1 1 .3 1 . 2 1 . 1 1 . 1 
21.8 7 .7 2.8 1 .3 1 .2 1 . 1 0 
8.4 10.7 0 2.6 3.6 4.6 1 . 1 
1 .7 4 .6 2.8 3.6 1.1 1 . 1 
0 0 4 , 2 2. 6 1 . 2 0 0 

13 .4 26 .1 9 .9 6.5 12.,1 18.2 6 # 4 
3 . 4 0 2.8 0 0 3 . 4 0 
10.1 4.6 2 .8 0 2 . 4 0 1 . 1 

3 . 4 3 . 1 0 2.6 1 .2 1 . 1 1 . 1 
1 .7 1 .5 1 . 4 0 1 .2 0 0 

13 .4 3 . 1 1 . 4 1 .3 1.2 0 1 . 1 
3 . 4 4.6 1 . 4 1 .3 0 1 . 1 0 
1 . 7 1 .5 0 0 1 . 1 0 
3 . 4 6 . 1 4 . 2 6.5 1 . 2 5 . 7 1 . 1 
6 . 7 4.6 5.6 2.6 1 .2 1 . 1 0 

10 .1 7 .7 4 .2 3 . 9 2 . 4 2.3 1 . 1 
1 .7 1 .5 1 . 4 1 . 3 0 0 1 . 1 
1 . 7 1 .5 1 . 4 1 .3 2 . 4 3 . 4 0 
3 . 4 1 . 5 0 2.6 0 0 5 . 4 
5 . 0 4 .6 4 . 2 3 .9 1 . 2 1 . 1 0 
5 .0 9 .2 4 . 2 1.3 2 . 4 3.4 0 

.0 

.0 

51 .1-54 
52.5 

990.00 

3 .0 
2.0 
0 
0 
1. 
2. 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2.0 
0 
0 
3 .0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
j . O 
1.0 
0 
0 

54.1-57 
55.5 

1046.57 

1 1.0 
0 
2.9 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1.0 
0 
1.0 
3 . 8 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0 
2.9 
1.0 

57.1-60 
58.5 

1103.14 

0.9 
1.8 
1.8 
0 
0 
3.6 
0 .9 
0 
1.8 
0 
0 .9 
1.8 
0 
0 .9 
0 
0 .9 
0 
0 .9 
1.8 
0 
2 .7 

LN 
VJi 



Ap-pa ' »n.tinued. 

Distance Band (kma) 60e1-63 63.1-66 66.I-69 69.1-72 72.1-75 75.1-78 78 .1 -1 
mid. class ^ 61.5 64.5 67.5 70.5 73.5 76.5 79.5 
Ring ai-ea (iona. ") 11:9.72 1216.26 1272.86 1329.43 1386.00 1442.57 1499.1 

Ket ter ing 0 .8 4 . 7 0 0 0 0.7 
Reigate 0 0 0 0 0 . 7 0 1 .3 
Bock±ng 3 . 4 0.8 0 0.8 0 0 . 7 0 
Braintree 3 . 4 0.8 0.8 0 0 .7 0 0.7 
Caatle Hedingham 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Chelmsford 0 .9 0 . 8 0 . 8 1 .5 0 . 7 0 0 
Chigwell 0 0 . 8 0 0 0 0 0 
Colchester 8 t . Botolph 1 . 7 0 . 8 0 0 0 1.4 0 .7 

S t . James 0 0 0 .8 0 0 0 . 7 0 
St . Leonards 0 0 . 8 0 .8 0 0.7 0 0 

Dedham 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ear ls Colne 0 1.6 0 0 0 0 0.7 
Great Bardf ie ld 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Great Glacton 0 .9 0 1.6 0 . 8 0.7 0 .7 0 
Great Coggershall 1 . 7 2 . 4 4 . 7 0 . 8 0 0 0 
Halstead 0 .9 0 . 8 1 .6 2 .2 0 0 . 7 0 
Ingatestone 0 0 0 . 8 0 . 8 0 0 0.7 
Kirby l e 6oken 0 .9 0 1.6 0 0 0.7 0 
Rayleigh 0 .9 1 .6 1.6 3 .0 0 0 0 
'fhorpe l e 8oken 0 0 0 . 8 0 .8 0 0 . 7 0 
Witham 1 . 7 0 0 0 .8 0 . 7 0.7 1 . 3 

a\ 
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Parishes Tota l N. N median band. 1801 sett len 
documents 81 kma. 33 kms. mid class (kms) pop. s t a t i 

Ket ter ing ]79 39 76 13.5 3011 B 2 
Reigate 415 8 25 7 .5 2246 B 2 
Booking 553 11 40 10.5 268O A 
Bra in t ree 260 6 25 7 .5 2821 B 1 
Castle Hedingham 112 6 13 7.5 1065 B 1 
Chelmsford 4C2 19 92 13.5 3755 B 2 
Ghigwell 100 10 17 7.5 1351 A 
Colchester 8 t . Botolph 466 6 20 1 .5 1206 

8 t . James 254 2 13 1 .5 1058 
8 t . Leonards 155 5 11 1 .5 650 

Dedham 175 8 18 10.5 1537 A 
Ear ls Colne 178 2 13 7 .5 972 A 
G-reat Bard f ie ld 110 1 5 4 .5 833 A 
Great CIacton 139 3 36 13 .5 904 A 
G-reat Coggershall :54.3 8 32 13.5 2469 B 1 
Halstead 11 38 10.5 3380 B 2 
Ingatestone 102 3 12 7.5 64.5 A 
Kirby l e Boken 136 5 22 7.5 664- A 
Rayleigh 140 6 26 13.5 897 A 
Thorpe l e Soken 113 8 25 13.5 974 A 
Witham 248 4. 30 10.5 2186 B 2 

The Colcheater data i s incomplete aa only three parishes sure l i s t e d . 
Derived from Randall , op, o i t . , Appendix 9 .2 and Table 7*4. 

For settlement status see Table 1$. 
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Occupations and C i v i l Status of migrants c e r t i f i c a t e d . 

to Newai'k 

Occupation MC MOh Sp 

Blacksmith + 
Boatman 
Boatwright 
Br ick layer + 
Butcher 
Ca]Tp enter 
Ghaiimaker 
Cooper 
Cord^Tainer 
C lo th ie r 
Curr ie r 
]](/eiy' clothworker 
Felimonger 
Gentleman 
Glover 
Hat te r 
Ihnkeeper + 
Joineiycabinet maker + 
Labourer + 
Linen weaver 
Mason 
Mi l i t iaman 
Mil lwrirght + 
Ost ler 
Pa in ter 
Perukemakeiyhairdresser 
Pewter spoon maker 
Postboy 
Tailoiy^reechesmaker + 
Tanner 
Tobacco pipe maker 
weaver 
wheelwright 
leoman 

n 

3 

1 
2 
1 
1 

2 
1 

1 
1 

2 
1 

1 
4 

2 
1 

1 
1 

1 
5 
1 

1 
1 

11 

2 

25 

1 
1 
1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

20 

+ C i v i l status ambiguous, excluded, from t o t a l s , 

see Appendix 10 f o r kqy. 
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Appendix 15 

Map of the Gloucestershire parishes 

This map i s included, by the k ind permission of the I n s t i t u t e of 

Heraldic and Genealogical Studies, Oanterbuiy, Kent. 

" Sources f o r compilation 

Parochial boundaz-ies have been fol lowed from p a r i s h maps 'where they 

have been found i n the parishes; from t i t h e suiveys and r e l a t e d sources 

i n the Publ ic Record Of f i ce . 

Dates of commencement have been taken from the 18^1 House of Commons 

report and checked i n a l l cases ivith county l i s t s , diocesan records and 

incumbents as f a r as possible. Many reg is ters have been personal ly inspected 

and l o c a l ant iquar ies have g rea t l y assisted i n p rov id ing up to date infromation. 

Probate j u r i s d i c t i o n boundaries have been supplied by diocesan or county 

a rch iv is ts or record keepers." 
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GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
WITH D A T E S O F COMMENCEMENT O F R E G I S T E R S 

3 4 0 

WESTON UPON 
AVON 1685 

A LASSINGTON 1655 
B DOWN HATHERLEY 1563 
C G R E A T WA8HBOURNE 1757 
D Little Washbourno* 
E Stanley Pontlarge 
F WORMINGTON 1719 
G SHURDINGTON 1556 
H MATSON 1553 
J WH ADDON 1674 
K BROOKTHORPE 1730 
L Prinknash P a r k (ex-par . ) 
M GREAT WITCOMBE 17*9 
N MORETON VALENCE 1681 
O WHEATENHURST 

(WHITMINSTER) 1538 
P RANDWICK 1662 
O PITCHCOMBE 1709 
R LEONARD S T A N L E Y 1575 
S WOODCHESTER 1563 
T NORTHLEACH 1556 
U AMPNEY S T MARY 1602 
V RANGEWORTHY 1704 
W CHIPPING S O D B U R Y l 6 6 l 

* ChapWry of OVERBURY (WoromJ 

d L O U C E S T E R 
Cathedral 1661 
Holy Trinity 1557 
Little worth (ex-par . ) 
St AMat# 1572 
St Catherine 1687 
St John the Baptist 1559 
S t Mary de Crypt 

with S t Owen 1653 
S t Mary de Lode 1656 
S t Mary Magdalene 

with St Margaret 1790 
S t Michael 1563 
St Nicholas 1558 

B R I S T O L 
All Saints (City) 1560 
Chriatohuroh (City) 1538 
Holy Trinity (St Philips) 1834 
St Augustine the L e s s 1577 

1538 
St George (Brandon Hill) 1832 
S t James 1559 
St John Baptist (City) 1558 
S t Leonard 1689 
St Mary le Por t (destroyed] 1669 
St Mary Redcliffe 1559 
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